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DENG Zhi-Cheng"? SUN Hui"*>* ZHAO Jia"*? WANG Hui"*? LV Li**? XIE Hai-Hua"?

Abstract In the particle swarm optimization, when the exploration time continues to be too long, it may cause the
particles to be excessively lingered in the solution space. After the population has fallen into local optimum during
the exploitation stage, it is difficult to conduct global exploration again. To solve these two problems, an improved
particle swarm optimization called particle swarm optimization with square wave triggered exploration and exploita-
tion is proposed. According to the periodic characteristics of the square wave, the exploration is performed using the
standard particle swarm optimization equation in the first half of the period, and the exploitation is performed us-
ing the improved update equation in the second half of the period. After experimental verification, under the square
wave triggered mechanism, by providing variable step sizes to particles, the purpose of triggering exploration and
exploitation periodically is achieved. The square wave triggered exploration and exploitation was compared with
other state-of-the-art intelligent algorithms, numerical experiment results on several types of benchmark functions of
dimensions 30, 50 and 100 showed that the square wave triggered exploration and exploitation had more advant-
ages in terms of accuracy and convergence speed.
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Table 1  Numbers of iterations for finding the global optimum using different values of f on the Penalized 2 function

BATIREL 0.01 0.009 0.008 0.007 0.006 0.005 0.004 0.003 0.002
1 11704 12273 11981 11625 10146 9985 11252 11198 X
2 2 2 2 2 1780 2 2 2 3056
3 13065 11979 12499 11119 2 9847 10795 9500 2
4 1405 2 3 2 10421 801 2 2 8887
5 2 13336 2 11896 1109 2 11033 X 2
6 14060 2 10895 1364 2 10132 3 9472 X
7 2758 14999 1106 1107 12761 2 1333 2 1222
8 865 2 2 2 2476 2 2 9418 426
9 2 12276 13873 11136 2 2 10078 2 2
10 14962 1407 2 2 10834 2 2 10544 X
11 1436 2109 13018 12386 1034 12742 11571 2 9060
12 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 10181 488
13 2 14577 13927 10019 2 11213 10855 1071 2
14 13346 2 2 1457 13428 2 1397 401 8615
15 1633 12661 11396 2 2 10691 2 2 2
16 2 2 2 12466 13939 2 9906 9438 8822
17 14325 13727 15113 2 2 10756 413 424 1319
18 2 1470 2 12205 12848 930 2 2 2
19 13871 2018 12345 2 2 2 11565 9610 X
20 3 505 2 11701 10586 11815 829 2 X
21 3 3 14717 2 2 978 2 11406 5039
22 2 2 2 2 12163 2 10889 601 529
23 X 14773 13978 11976 3 10870 2 2 517
24 14313 270 2 1368 2 2 10413 11753 639
25 927 2 10368 2 11707 11587 857 2 2
26 830 12428 2 12196 2 2 2 14083 9400
27 2 2 13887 2 11969 10566 12339 2 2
28 X 2 953 11848 2 2 2 9706 8173
29 14813 12621 2 2 12454 11169 9447 2 2
30 2 975 10766 12405 960 533 297 13482 14269
P 4798 5148 6028 5277 5021 4488 4510 4907 3219

# 2 Levy RE BRI fA8T 484 R AIUE IR EL
Table 2 Numbers of iterations for finding the global optimum using different values of fon the Levy function

BATIREL 0.01 0.009 0.008 0.007 0.006 0.005 0.004 0.003 0.002
1 13874 14277 13198 10780 10421 13557 11056 9483 13787
2 2826 1183 2 1449 2 2 2 2 2
3 2 2 13689 2 11314 10167 13358 2 12695
4 X 13732 2042 11042 2 2 2 10550 2
5 X 2 2686 2 11160 11234 13494 1239 X
6 14837 13975 2 9906 2 2 1578 552 3200
7 5154 2 13005 2 11868 9903 2 2 2
8 2 14063 1244 10620 2 2 10440 9624 13760
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*® 2 Levy MEU AR fEHT R RBMERIEAEL (8:3)
Table 2 Numbers of iterations for finding the global optimum using different values of fon the Levy function (continued table)

BATIREL 0.01 0.009 0.008 0.007 0.006 0.005 0.004 0.003 0.002
9 12041 2 2 1362 X 10850 1376 2 2
10 2 X 12501 610 4469 603 2 2 12647
11 X 12550 2 2 2 2 10836 9370 620
12 12924 2 11695 11196 X 9632 2 2 2
13 2 13450 431 1730 4908 1492 9457 13545 13183
14 2 2 3306 2 783 2 2 2 805
15 X 12873 1861 10321 1413 9453 10773 9836 625
16 13729 3 2 2 2 2 701 2 2
17 2 2 X 12235 12042 10359 2 X X
18 13234 14143 12546 2 2 2 8828 12012 10905
19 2780 2 2 2 10954 11268 621 375 2
20 2 14885 12626 12806 2 776 1180 2 8737
21 13953 2 2 2 2 2 2 X 2
22 4594 13092 13093 14701 11422 X 10400 9022 12969
23 2 4313 2 2 2 1381 2 2 446
24 13667 2 11992 11462 X 1442 9952 11454 2
25 2 14440 2 2 2434 2 2 3 X
26 X 754 13095 2 1446 10102 10023 2 13288
27 X 992 956 X 2 959 2 2 2
28 X 1009 2 11072 14639 2 10721 11631 8908
29 X 2 2 2 636 12115 2 2 2
30 14436 12920 12514 11453 2 2 2 10330 12355

S 5887 5954 5259 4923 4072 4321 4494 4252 5146
5 b — = —Penalized 2 R 8 — = —Levy H# ]
4L

6 L
K3 X
= =y
ol , K . ]
| 1NN
LN LN
0.002 0.004 0.006 0.008 0.010 0.002 0.004 0.006 0.008 0.010
JE J1E
(a) (b)

Bl 1 A FAER RIS
Fig.1 Number of failures for different f

Ak BE AT B, Y T W B K, P A ST f AU, S8 3G 9 A [ SR A (R
8 bR PSO BT A I R =), HEA MK A NEE R A5 MR BOEAT S5, 56
KB E IR ECH (A B A O R e, HLR A 0k WET f R AERUEVEE A [0.004, 0.009]. 4 f =
b R & IR AR, AT 1 J A v s b, 0.004 B}, FriSRRIE I/, BEIA EIF R RE.
BERLT H SR B K BB/, 55 T F o 1 42 5

’ 2 i z i §
BRI % TREL b R, 0 T D e S RS
R B AR FTAE X3, BEHEAT 518 &, (R S HThRdE PSO Bk 7112 ) 77 5, Kl
TE J&y 0 e e DX e 2 VP A k. (1) ~ (2) &A1Y, W15
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(8)
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stept

PSO

(core + wr;,)(gbest? — xfj) (9)

XTEEF (8) A1 (9) AT EN, FEANER A B 50 T,
stept, ., Wi 325 AR TR P 18 o 3R T ik 2L stept. K
NN SR B4R B A OG, HAR e kL 1P K
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BORLFAEE IS FE DK B AR b SEIG R AP EEAS
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optimizer with time-varying acceleration coeffi-
cients (HPSO-TVAC)", Comprehensive learning
particle swarm optimizer for global optimization
of multi-modal functions (CLPSO)P", A novel
particle swarm optimization algorithm with levy
flight (LFPSO)P?, Dynamic multi-swarm particle
swarm optimizer (DMS-PSO)®, An enhanced
particle swarm optimization with levy flight for
global optimization (PSOLF)®., A particle swarm
optimization algorithm with random learning
mechanism and levy flight for optimization of
atomic clusters (RPSOLF)!""\ A hybrid particle
swarm optimizer with sine cosine acceleration
coefficients (H-PSO-SCAC)!". & H %NS E# 1%
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Table 3  Information of 26 benchmark functions
D
Sphere fi(z) = Z x;° [-100, 100] 0
i=1
D D
Schwefel2.22 fa (@) =D lwil + [ ] |2l [-10, 10] 0
i=1 i=1
D 2 2
Rosebrock fa(z) = Z [100 (agiJrl - wf) + (1 - w?) ] [-5, 10] 0
=1
D [-1.28,
Quartic fa(z) = Z zzf + random [0, 1) 0
i=1 1.28]
D D 0 ~ 418.9826
Schwefel2.26 fs(x) = 418.98288727243380-D— > wisiny/|zs| Fs(z) =Y —a;siny/|zi|, (D = 100) [=500, 500] 5
=1 i=1 X
[-5.12,
Rastrigin fe(z) = ; [zf — 10cos 2mx; + 10] 5.12] 0
Ackley [-50, 50] 0

D D
1 1
f7(z) = —20exp <0‘2 ) E wf) — exp (B E 0052w1i> +20+e¢

i=1 i=1
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Table 3 Information of 26 benchmark functions (continued table)
) D .
Griewank fa(z) = 2000 ; (w:)% — g cos (72> +1 [=600, 600] 0
o (D21
fo(e) = B{ > (i — 12 +sin(ryign)] + (yp — 1) + 1OSiH2(7fyl)}+
i=1
Penalized 1 . w(zi, a, k, m), 2> a [~100, 100] 0
i+ 1
Z’M%‘, 10, 100, 4), y; =1+ z 2_ u(z;, a, k, m) =<0, —a<z;<a
i=1 k(—z; —a)™, z; < —a
D-1
fio (z) = 0.1{5in2 (1) + > (2w — 1)1 +sin® (3nzi41)]+
Penalized 2 i=1 [~100, 100] 0
D
(zp — 1)2[1 + sin? (27r:vi+1)]} +> (=, 5, 100, 4)
i=1
D — s si Vil | <
Rotated fui(z) = 4.18.928- D — 3~ 2, where z; = { visin(y/lysDiflyil < 500
i=1 0, [-500, 500] 0
Schwefel2.26 vi = y; +420.96, y; = M - (z — 420.96), M is an orthogonal matriz
Rotated Lo, ) ) [-5.12,
fiz2(x) = Z ly; — 10cos(2wy;) + 10], where y = M -z, M is an orthogonal matriz 0
Rastrigin i=1 5.12]
fia(w) = =20 021i2 1i(2>+(20+)
z) = —20exp | —0.2,| — T —exp | = cos(27y; e
Rotated Ackly 1 P D — Yi P1D = Y [-32, 32] 0
wherey = M -z, M is an orthogonal matrix
Rotated 1 &, D i [ |
fia(x) = —— y; — cos(—=) + 1, wherey = M -z, M is an orthogonal matrix —600, 600 0
Griewank ! 4000 ; 1:1—[1 Vi
D i—1
Elliptic fs@ =3 (106) D — 1,2 [~100, 100] 0
i=1 )
D
SumSquare fi6 (z) = Zm:f [-10, 10] 0
i=1
D .
SumPower fir (@) = 3 JaOFD -1, 1] 0
i=1
Schwefel2.21 fis(z) = max {Jzs], 1 <4 < D} [~100, 100] 0
D
Step fro(z) = D i +0.5] [~100, 100] 0
i=1
D
Exponential f20 (z) = exp <0.5 Z zl) [-10, 10] 0
i=1
D [-5.12,
NCRastrigin fo1 (z) = Z [1/12 — 10cos (27y;) + 10] | 0
i=1 5.12
Alpine = -10, 10 0
P fa2 (x) = Z |z; sin (z;) + 0.1z [ ]
i=1
Lev RD -10, 10 0
Y fos (2) = 30 (w0 = 1)* [1+sin® Brwig)] +sin® Bran) + |op — 1] [1+sin® (3mzp)] [ ]
i=1
D kmax kmax
= cos (27b i +0.5 — D cos (2wb™ 0.5
Weierstrass foa (@) Z:l Z [a ( " (= )>] Z [a ( T )] [-1,1] 0

k=0 k=0

a=0.5;b = 3; kmaz = 20
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Table 3 Information of 26 benchmark functions (continued table)

D
Himmelballa fas (z) = % > (o~ 1602 + 520) -5, 5] ~78.332
1
. . D .9
Michalewice fos (@) = — Z sin () sin®° (Wi ) [0, 7] =50, D =50
i=1 T
F 4 30 4EILE AT
Table 4 Comparison of 30-dimensional test results
BRI FEFR CLPSO HPSO-TVAC DMS-PSO LFPSO PSOLF RPSOLF H-PSO-SCAC SWTPSO
f MBF 8.06 x 10 2.83 x 107% 1.53 x 107 4.69 x 107 0 0 0 0
SD 3.53 x 107 3.19 x 107 5.14 x 107 2.50 x 107 0 0 0 0
fo MBF 5.50 x 1077 9.03 x 10% 2.18 x 10* 2.64 x 1077 0 0 4.09 x 1077 0
SD 1.92 x 107 9.58 x 107 1.83 x 10° 6.92 x 1077 0 0 0 0
f MBF 4.18 x 10! 2.39 x 10* 3.49 x 10 2.38 x 10' 2.68 x 10 1.01 x 10 2.36 x 10* 3.99
SD 3.35 x 10 2.65 x 10" 2.76 x 10" 3.17 x 10" 1.03 9.69 x 107! 1.51 x 107 2.22 x 10!
i MBF 1.74 x 107 9.82 x 107* 6.09 x 10 2.41 x 107 2.60 x 107° 6.50 x 107° 3.94 x 107 8.89 x 107
SD 7.83 x 10 3.26 x 107 4.18 x 10™ 8.07 x 10 2.10 x 10° 5.50 x 107° 0 1.58 x 107
f MBF 3.82 x 10 1.59 x 10° 3.21 x 10° 1.37 x 10° 2.00 x 10° 2.85 x 10° 6.64 x 10° 3.51 x 10°
SD 1.28 x 107 3.26 x 10° 6.51 x 10* 6.36 x 10° 6.08 x 10? 3.79 x 10? 2.39 x 10° 1.14 x 10°
fs MBF 1.27 x 10 9.43 1.49 x 10 0 0 0 0
SD 4.22 3.48 3.62 1.03 x 10 0 0 0 0
fr MBF 1.42 x 10™ 7.29 x 107" 6.06 x 107" 1.68 x 107" 8.88 x 107" 8.88 x 107" 8.88 x 107° 5.88 x 107
SD 7.46 x 107" 3.00 x 10 3.90 x 107 4.84 x 107" 0 0 0 0
1 MBF 3.20 x 10°* 9.75 x 107° 1.85 x 107 8.14 x 107" 0 0 0 0
SD 4.93 x 107 8.33 x 107 4.07 x 107 4.46 x 107 0 0 0 0
fo MBF 1.36 x 107 2.71 x 107 0 4.67 x 107 1.66 x 107 1.98 x 10 2.10 x 10" 1.58 x 107
SD 2.82 x 107 1.88 x 107 0 9.01 x 107* 1.27 x 102 9.23 x 107 9.67 x 10" 5.07 x 107%
fio MBF 1.65 x 107 2.79 x 107% 6.16 x 107% 1.51 x 107 9.01 x 107 1.65 x 107 1.09 1.36 x 107
SD 4.03 x 107 2.18 x 107 2.76 x 107 8.00 x 107 1.11 x 10 4.36 x 107 1.42 4.84 x 107
fin MBF 4.39 x 10° 5.32 x 10° 4.04 x 10° 551 x 10° 1.54 x 10* 9.98 x 10° 4.48 x 10° 6.63 x 10°
SD 3.51 x 10? 7.00 x 10 5.68 x 10? 5.64 x 10° 4.28 x 10? 7.58 x 107 1.73 x 107 1.43 x 10°
fio MBF 8.17 x 10 5.29 x 10° 4.20 x 10* 0 0 0 0
SD 1.08 x 10 1.25 x 10 9.74 0 0 0 0
fiz MBF 5.91 x 107° 9.29 2.42 x 107 1.65 x 107 0 0 0 0
SD 6.46 x 10° 2.07 1.52 x 10 5.40 x 10 0 0 0 0
fia MBF 7.69 x 107° 9.26 x 10° 1.02 x 102 1.48 x 10 0 0 0 0
SD 7.66 x 10° 8.80 x 10°* 1.24 x 107 6.17 x 107° 0 0 0 0

FhEERE N T BEALP K, Hh LEPSO ffi fp Rk 748
EH AR 4 AT, 1RSI S AR 2 S
i LEPSO TEARZERT, MG AR 2 B ek T, 48 &R
B B A A 0 R B v, (AR R AT B BN SR S e A
LFPSO A1 RPSOLF I 553 fn 1 BEALIEFE Sk mg, 16
— 8 MR ] PN B 4 AT SR, R DA R A £
Fos fon fon fion fiss fia SRS T R AR, (EAE = 2
ZAE IR fis fio I EVEAT BN R S B 4. H-PSO-

SCAC KH sin. cos Rz il i F + 1484k, I
TEAS FH IR M) 52 ST A PP R I, R P osgadt ) o B o
Wroas, RAENRE £, I, REW USRI R
i, TERREL fin fon fis fon fios fis~ fua FIRERESRAS BRIZR
AR, (BEMH PR fy T fo B, IR N = 50
AR

Nt — P AR SWTPSO HItERE, I
Friedman #5620 #1 BT 45003 5 ds , #RIYMEAE N Fri-
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Table 5 Comparison of 50-dimensional test results
B FaFrR CLPSO HPSO-TVAC DMS-PSO LFPSO PSOLF RPSOLF H-PSO-SCAC SWTPSO
h MBF 2.28 x 107% 5.50 x 107" 8.62 x 107 9.17 x 107 0 6.57 x 107" 0 0
SD 3.87 x 107 1.42 x 10" 2.82 x 1071 3.20 x 107" 0 0 0 0
5 MBF 4.47 x 107 1.12 x 107 3.09 x 10? 8.00 x 107" 0 8.01 x 107 4.69 x 107%% 0
SD 1.22 x 10™ 1.76 x 107 2.87 x 10 4.44 0 2.36 x 107 0 0
f MBF 6.97 x 10" 1.36 x 107 7.03 x 10" 4.41 x 10 4.74 x 10" 4.41 x 10 4.71 x 10" 7.24
SD 4.45 x 10 5.90 x 10? 4.49 x 10 2.82 x 10 9.84 x 107! 4.74 x 10 6.75 5.33 x 10
fi MBF 3.31 x 10° 3.78 x 107% 1.15 x 107 2.37 x 107° 1.60 x 10™® 3.26 x 10° 8.85 x 107" 9.08 x 10
SD 9.05 x 10 1.39 x 10 3.92 x 10 1.01 x 107 1.17 x 107 5.36 x 107° 0 2.68 x 107
5 MBF 9.53 9.83 x 10? 9.76 x 10° 4.36 x 10° 5.07 x 10° 5.96 x 10? 1.20 x 10 5.38 x 10?
SD 4.76 x 10! 1.76 x 10° 5.62 x 10? 1.27 x 10° 9.74 x 10? 1.43 x 10° 2.50 x 10° 2.01 x 10°
fs MBF 2.42 x 10" 2.31 x 10" 2.99 x 10" 1.26 x 10 0 0 0 0
SD 6.40 3.06 x 10 6.30 1.61 x 10 0 0 0 0
fr MBF 1.01 x 10™ 1.53 x 10™* 7.75 x 10°® 6.53 x 10 8.88 x 107" 5.89 x 107" 8.88x 107 5.89 x 107
SD 3.32 x 107" 1.91 x 107 2.79 x 1077 2.46 x 107 0 0 0 0
i MBF 4.93 x 10™ 4.50 x 10 7.40 x 10™ 4.86 x 107 0 0 0 0
SD 2.20 x 107 2.80 x 10 2.28 x 107° 1.36 x 1072 0 0 0 0
fo MBF 3.11 x 107 2.88 x 1077 3.11 x 107 1.94 x 1077 3.15 x 107 2.26 x 10 2.96 x 107" 1.15 x 107
SD 1.39 x 1072 7.95 x 107 1.39 x 1072 7.21 x 1077 1.66 x 1072 3.46 x 107" 5.03 x 107" 1.79 x 107
fio MBF 5.49 x 10 3.49 x 10°® 8.63 x 107 2.39 x 10" 4.23 x 10°® 9.67 x 10" 2.21 1.56 x 10
SD 2.46 x 107° 4.85 x 107 2.30 x 10°% 1.69 x 10° 5.84 x 10°* 1.12 x 10™ 3.38 2.39 x 107
fi1 MBF 5.96 x 10° 1.07 x 10 1.78 x 10° 5.72 x 10° 1.79 x 10* 1.32 x 10 8.71 x 10° 1.14 x 10
SD 6.22 x 10? 2.85 x 10° 6.03 x 10* 1.64 x 10° 4.44 x 10* 2.93 x 10° 5.30 x 10? 3.27 x 10°
fio MBF 1.41 x 10° 2.61 x 10* 4.91 x 10° 2.56 x 10* 0 0 0 0
SD 2.35 x 10? 6.73 x 10' 1.20 x 10* 3.44 x 10! 0 0 0 0
fis MBF 2.07 x 10" 7.31 x 10° 1.81 x 108 7.97 x 107 0 0 0 0
SD 552 x 107 9.51 x 10™° 4.09 x 107 2.99 x 10°® 0 0 0 0
fia MBF 5.22 x 107 4.58 x 107 4.11 x 10™ 3.74 x 107 0 0 0 0
SD 1.19 x 10 6.37 x 107 3.72 x 107! 7.97 x 107 0 0 0 0
® 6100 4ESLIGLE RN LE
Table 6 Comparison of 100-dimensional test results
BRI BT CLPSO HPSO-TVAC DMS-PSO LFPSO PSOLF RPSOLF H-PSO-SCAC SWTPSO
fi MBF 4.16 x 10™ 5.48 x 107 4.89 x 107 2.65 x 107" 0 0 0 0
SD 1.80 x 10™ 2.59 x 107 1.40 x 10 3.89 x 10°® 0 0 0 0
b MBF 3.45 x 107 3.77 x 107° 5.83 x 10? 1.02 0 1.22 x 1072 0 0
SD 1.52 x 10" 1.20 x 10™ 3.54 x 10" 3.21 0 0 0 0
13 MBF 1.46 x 107 1.34 x 10* 1.20 x 10* 2.56 x 10' 9.04 x 10' 9.15 x 10! 9.27 x 10! 1.03 x 10'
SD 4.78 x 10" 2.28 x 10* 3.62 x 10 5.23 x 107" 2.57 x 10! 1.50 4.31 2.55 x 10!
fi MBF 7.00 x 107 1.17 x 10" 6.40 x 10° 3.21 x 10° 2.35 x 10° 8.68 x 10° 3.25 x 107* 6.28 x 10
SD 1.53 x 107 1.27 x 1077 2.56 x 107 3.24 x 107 1.92 x 107 547 x 107 0 1.60 x 107
f MBF 5.36 2.30 x 10* 6.58 x 10 3.56 x 10* 2.46 x 10* 1.29 x 10° 2.66 x 10* 6.16 x 10°
SD 2.35 x 10' 2.88 x 10° 5.21 x 10" 3.56 x 10° 5.75 x 10° 2.05 x 10* 4.11 x 10° 2.08 x 10*
fs MBF 7.02 4.90 x 10! 1.95 x 10 3.25 x 10 0 0 0 0
SD 1.00 x 10? 4.21 x 10" 2.59 x 10 5.68 x 10' 0 0 0 0
f MBF 2.74 x 107" 3.21 x 107" 9.91 x 107! 3.87 x 107 5.89 x 107 5.89 x 107 5.89 x 107 5.88 x 107"
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Table 6 Comparison of 100-dimensional test results (continued table)

B L0 CLPSO HPSO-TVAC DMS-PSO LFPSO PSOLF RPSOLF H-PSO-SCAC SWTPSO
SD 5.17 x 107" 4.29 x 10™ 4.43 5.89 x 107 0 0 0 0
1 MBF 3.33 x 1077 2.71 x 107 7.40 x 10 3.89 x 10 0 0 0 0
SD 7.29 x 1077 2.32 x 107 2.28 x 107 5.78 x 107 0 0 0 0
fo MBF 9.33 x 10° 2.39 x 107 1.56 x 10 9.56 x 10 2.15 x 1072 1.27 x 10" 5.47 x 10! 1.90 x 107
SD 2.87 x 107 7.19 x 107 4.23 x 107 3.46 x 10 3.26 x 107 1.24 x 10" 7.08 x 107! 5.09 x 107
fio MBF 1.10 x 107 1.74 x 107 5.49 x 107 8.97 x 107 6.32 x 107 3.25 x 107 4.50 2.80 x 107
SD 3.38 x 10° 7.05 x 107 1.26 x 10 2.65 x 107 2.53 x 1072 9.57 x 107? 6.71 3.77 x 107
fi MBF 6.32 x 10° 2.85 x 10* 1.12 x 10* 3.56 x 10* 4.18 x 10* 3.43 x 10* 2.07 x 10* 2.99 x 10*
SD 2.32 x 107 5.14 x 10° 3.65 x 10° 3.25 x 10° 1.67 x 10° 3.57 x 10° 8.63 x 10° 7.92 x 10°
fi2 MBF 2.56 x 10* 5.47 x 10* 9.32 x 10° 1.25 x 10? 0 0 0 0
SD 5.32 x 10* 1.03 x 107 1.35 x 10? 6.32 x 10" 0 0 0 0
fiz MBF 6.87 x 107 1.05 x 10 3.56 x 107° 6.89 x 10°° 0 0 0 0
SD 3.98 x 10° 2.54 x 10°° 3.89 x 10° 1.58 x 107° 0 0 0 0
fia MBF 2.32 x 10 3.89 x 107 8.25 x 107" 9.58 x 10 0 0 0 0
SD 1.25 x 102 5.89 x 10° 9.23 x 10! 2.56 x 10 0 0 0 0
edman 56 VPN S50, ZAER /N, R T £ 7T % PSO KL Friedman K% 45 R
ReFEAL. 3R 7 ¢ B2 HEHR I Friedman £330 45 Table 7 Friedman test results of each POS algorithm
%;Eﬁqﬂ SV\;TPSO‘?‘EQ’E‘E D = 30, 50, 100 e, ik D=30 (%) D=50 (H%) D =100 (H4)
F3RRIE BN, BOZSEMERE . H-PSO-SCAC SWTPSO 2.86 (1) 2.46 (1) 2.61 (1)
FERFGE OB NRE, RPSOLF.  upsoscac  sss o o710
PSOLF. LFPSO f£ 30 1 50 4 i 4 4k i 555, RPSOLF 379 (3) 3.46 (3) 3.46 (2)
7E 100 4EmH LA PEREWSS, CLPSO Al DMS-PSO PSOLF 357 (2) 339 (2) 3.68 (3)
(AR A B i 4 B ) 589 N aZ i 55, HPSO-TVAC LFPSO 5.437) 5.25 (5) 6.50 (8)
£ 30 4E LA YERESS T 50 F1 100 4E. DMS-PSO 5.32 (6) 5.96 (7) 6.04 (7)
4.3 URETMESSHR HPSO-TVAC 6.50 (8) 5.57 (6) 5.04 (6)
CLPSO 4.68 (5) 5.96 (7) 4.96 (5)

Bl 5 TE4ERE 9 30, VRS IREL 20 T IRIZAE T,
X SWTPSO 5 CLPSO. HPSO-TVAC. DMS-
PSO.LFPSO. PSOLF.RPSOLF #l H-PSO-
SCAC, 1ERRHL f, ~ fiq PACTIRE S EIHE: BE EAT
54T, Bl 5 W Fitness R/ BT 158 MAE. 7F HLAR
PR %L Sphere. Schwefel2.22 I, fTH HiL1E Sphere
BRI L RN RIS AL R RS FE AR, 1H SWTPSO K
15 5 A0 A B FH PP Al O BCRE D W SR R e . AE
Schwefel2.2 I, DMS-PSOKfe R 15 i, H4&
SELVE R SR A5 B G B A, AELH AR I PR A I B EL
SWTPSO %.

1E AR o8 2 Rosebrock. Quartic I, H-PSO-
SCAC ML tERE I Y, BERAS bb H A 55032 5 ks
FEHIfif. SWTPSO #H ELHARSR L, WSHBIEA RS
1) A L VAT S it B e e

1E 2 H 8 Schwefel2.26 L, CLPSO fitit
PEREAH b A VR S B ) I SRR )RS 2 B
W SIGH B B, SWTPSO X I ek E A4k gE 71 48

bl Ath bR Fi A L

1E 2 15 bR #1 Rastrigin. Ackley. Griewank [,
SWTPSO. PSOLF. RPSOLF Hl H-PSO-SCAC #
ReSR1S AL, SWTPSO AH bt At 5y 7R U SR
B b, RS, HRBERIGIOE NS, HURSORE K.

1 Z ¥ % Penalized 1. Penalized 2 I, H-
PSO-SCAC A1 PSOLF WSl FE A%, HoAth 553 R
B S BB A B A, SWTPSO 11 sics & 58
PRFE .

1L Jig#% i #1 Rotated Schwefel2.26 |, PSOLF
HIUACSIORS i 3 e, SWTPSO A bb oA B vk i $I6H
FEE VRS B A BRI

TEJiE i # Rotated Rastrigin. Rotated
Ackley. Rotated Griewank I, SWTPSO. PSOLF.
RPSOLF A1 H-PSO-SCAC #BReR1Gm ik, SWTPSO
TEWSOE E FLS AR R BV R Re RIS SR A.
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4.4 ESHRxHFHELLER size reduction and three strategies (jJDEscop)™'

) . N Differential evolution algorithm with strategy ad-
4.4.1 FE50 HEMEMEERY EHLIEER

Nt — B AREL SWTPSO 1 RE, ¥ 35 sk
N L& 5% Bare bones artificial bee colony al-
gorithm with parameter adaptation and fitness-
based neighborhood (BABC)™. Accelerating arti-
ficial bee colony algorithm with adaptive local
search (AABCLS)P, Artificial bee colony al-
gorithm with variable search strategy for continu-
ous optimization (ABCVSS)P, Modified Gbest-
guided artificial bee colony algorithm with new
probability model (MPGABC)® f{idk 2 73 53
Differential evolution with composite trial vector
generation strategies and control parameters (Co-
DE)®. Adaptive differential evolution with op-
tional external archive (JADE)". Self-adaptive
differential evolution algorithm using population

aptation for global numerical optimization (Sa-
DE)" | DL K i 3 i3t A 5 BE Completely deran-
domized self-adaptation in evolution strategies
(CMAES)!™ ELAL. SeBi iU 4.1 4510 26 A FEiE
PR, WEYEE D = 50, VPG IRECN 25 FHIR, &
B E SRR, T e g R 8, & 8
i MPGABC 154 KI5 SCHk [38], HR & H LM
B4 2 FEOCHR [30]. B3R 8 HdEmrn, 7E IR 22
NEHH, SWTPSO fE fi ~ fov fir ~ fiss fiss
fao 3212 DR B S ERAME, HARE YRR, AL
Fofty 8 FAH BT Sk, LR AE fo F fi5 BEL
., SWTPSO Pt Uik, Fikmie e it T3
fln k. FEFI R IR E, SWTPSO SRR % B
S K 8 MHTAE SR SE S SWTPSO BEAT Fried-
man f 3, P R K 9. & 9 1 SWTPSO Hrfs
PRI /), RYIHLEE BA .

R 8 SWTPSO 5 9 MHICHA LI &: Roxt Lt
Table 8 Comparison of experimental results of SWTPSO and nine related algorithms
B fabR BABC CoDE JADE jDEscop SaDE AABCLS CMAES ABCVSS MPGABC SWTPSO
fi  MBF 1.01 x 10" 1.16 x 10 2.50 x 10 1.15 x 10™ 1.48 x 107 4.60 x 10® 1.21 x 10® 6.68 x 10* 2.47 x 10™ 0
SD  5.07 x 10 2.69 x 10 8.62 x 10% 5.75 x 10 6.02 x 10 1.67 x 10% 2.09 x 10* 3.16 x 10* 9.52 x 10 0
fo MBF 3.14 x 10 1.25 x 10 4.43 x 10™ 4.77 x 10 8.97 x 10™ 4.48 x 10 4.88 x 10™* 1.11 x 10* 4.54 x 10" 0
SD  4.95 x 10 1.50 x 107 2.21 x 107 1.85 x 10 2.38 x 10™ 2.16 x 10 9.20 x 10 4.17 x 10* 1.32 x 10™* 0
f5 MBF 123 x 10% 1.94 x 10%® 2.27 x 10® 1.80 x 10" 5.22 x 10 2.54 x 10% 4.22 x 10% 1.77 x 10 6.05 x 10 0
SD  6.16 x 10 4.08 x 10 1.14 x 10 1.47 x 10" 1.49 x 107" 1.24 x 10® 9.12 x 10 7.88 x 10 1.39 x 10™ 0
fi MBF 296 x 10 6.20 x 107 3.01 x 107 3.58 x 10 3.38 x 10* 1.52 x 10™ 6.82 x 10 7.21 x 10™* 8.51 x 107'* 0
SD 0 3.15 x 10 1.00 x 10 1.79 x 10" 1.59 x 10™ 4.88 x 10 5.39 x 10" 3.56 x 10" 3.61 x 10'* 0
fs MBF 218 x 10° 1.21 x 10 1.89 x 10" 1.71 x 10 1.71 x 10™® 4.98 x 10™ 3.69 x 10" 2.89 x 10™ 2.95 x 10 1.13 x 107™®
SD  1.06 x 10° 8.94 x 10 8.32 x 10" 8.46 x 10 7.47 x 10® 1.34 x 10™ 1.84 x 10® 6.52 x 10™ 4.04 x 10™* 0
fs  MBF 7.20 6.00 x 10° 8.20 x 10" 2.52 3.42 x 10" 1.16 x 10" 6.00 x 10" 2.06 2.12 x 10 0
SD 2.78 9.51 x 10° 9.51 x 10" 5.61 x 10" 4.67 x 10" 1.24 x 10" 7.45 x 107 3.77 x 10 4.04 0
fr MBF 0 0 0 0 0 0 1.60 x 10 0 0 0
SD 0 0 0 0 0 0 4.73 x 10! 0 0 0
fs MBF 2.67 x 10™ 2.67 x 107 2.67 x 107 2.67 x 107 2.67 X 10™" 2.67 x 10™° 5.40 x 10 2.67 x 10™ 2.67 x 107 2.96 x 107'*
SD  2.62 x 10 9.67 x 107 9.60 x 107 9.65 x 107 3.71 x 107 2.77 x 10 1.99 x 10 3.08 x 10™ 3.06 x 107 1.14 x 10"
fo MBF 5.74 x 10% 817 x 10° 2.50 x 10° 3.91 x 10® 1.33 x 10? 1.63 x 10? 2.80 x 10" 6.14 x 102 5.02 x 102 6.61 x 10
SD  1.11 x 10 2.79 x 10® 1.54 x 10® 1.47 x 10® 3.33 x 10° 4.68 x 10° 6.70 x 10° 1.38 x 10* 7.98 x 10®* 1.37 x 10
fio MBF 6.29 x 102 3.32 x 10" 3.19 x 10" 2.58 x 10 9.45 3.09 1.75 x 10 1.09 x 10" 4.32 x 10" 8.19
SD  1.24 x 10" 2.26 x 10 1.10 2.68 x 10" 2.08 x 10"  1.36 x 10" 4.31 x 10 2.52 x 10" 7.44 x 10" 5.68 x 10
fis MBF 0 7.34 x 10" 1.78 x 10 1.03 x 10™ 6.77 x 10 0 3.89 x 10° 0 0 0
SD 0 8.82 x 10" 1.74 x 10" 1.31 x 10 6.87 x 10™ 0 7.11 x 10 0 0 0
fis MBF 0 2.28 x 10" 2.74 x 10®* 8.02 x 102 4.40 x 10" 8.00 x 10? 3.78 x 10° 0 0 0
SD 0 4.68 2.07 x 10 2.77 x 10" 6.51 x 10" 2.77 x 107" 4.90 x 10' 0 0 0
fir  MBF 0 2.96 x 10" 7.88 x 10" 1.47 x 10" 6.88 x 10® 4.44 x 10™ 1.38 x 10?* 3.67 x 107" 0 0
SD 0 1.48 x 107 2.82 x 10?* 2.60 x 10" 1.22 x 107 2.22 x 10" 3.34 x 10?* 1.84 x 107" 0 0
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#* 8 SWTPSO 5 9 FiH GBSt 4 AT L (2h3K)
Table 8 Comparison of experimental results of SWTPSO and nine related algorithms (continued table)

KA FEER BABC CoDE JADE jDEscop SaDE AABCLS CMAES ABCVSS MPGABC SWTPSO

fis MBF 3.78 x 107" 4.74 4.75 6.18 x 10" 3.64 x 10™ 1.41 x 10" 9.01 x 10* 4.66 x 10™ 1.05 x 10" 5.38 x 10
SD  7.28 x 10® 2.37 x 10" 2.32 x 10" 1.69 x 10* 3.53 x 10 1.13 x 10* 247 x 10™ 3.03 x 10" 2.01 x 10°

fiv MBF 7.50 x 10 2.81 x 10 6.22 x 10 1.43 x 10’ 1.32 2.65 x 10 1.99 x 10" 1.70 x 10 2.51 x 10 5.89 x 107
SD 249 x 10" 7.11 x 107 0 6.50 4.90 x 10" 3.48 x 10 2.63 x 10® 5.75 x 107 4.55 x 107" 0

fo MBF 1.22 x 10 9.42 x 10 249 x 10* 1.91 x 10™* 3.24 x 102 9.42 x 10 4.98 x 10° 1.07 x 10 9.42 x 10* 1.15 x 10*

SD  6.09 x 10 1.40 X 10 1.24 x 107 5.28 x 10 9.01 x 10® 1.40 x 10™ 1.72 x 10® 5.74 x 10 1.40 x 10™® 1.79 x 10

fo MBF 250 x 10" 1.55 x 10 1.01 x 10" 5.02 x 10 1.09 x 10* 1.50 x 10 8.01 x 10°
SD  1.25 x 107" 247 x 10 8.05 x 10 5.95 x 10™ 3.00 x 107 0

fro MBF 2.07 x 107 4.39 x 10® 1.01 x 10™

1.80 x 10 1.50 x 107 1.56 x 10™*

6.25 x 10° 1.08 x 107 0 2.39 x 107

2.95 x 10° 1.75 x 10" 5.32 x 10" 8.59 x 10" 2.14 x 10 3.21 x 107 3.10 x 107"

SD  7.79 x 10" 6.44 x 10® 8.05 x 10° 3.09 x 10® 2.63 x 107 9.68 x 10" 8.49 x 10" 7.43 x 107 4.58 x 107 0

fs MBF 1.35 X
SD  2.23 x 107 247 x 10 2.23
fu  MBF 0 3.45 3.33 x 10 0
0

SD 2.94 x 107" 4.45 x 107 0

107" 3.69 x 107 1.07 x 10" 2.23 x 107 1.22
4.17 x 10
5.94 x 10™

10" 1.35 x 10 1.35 x 10" 1.30 x 10 7.39 x 10* 1.35 x 10™ 3.77 x 10" 1.35 x 10 1.35 x 10™* 1.78 x 107
X

2.23 X 10 2.23 x 107" 2.83 x 107"
2.56 x 10° 9.41 0 1.56 x 107 0

7.39 x 10° 4.19 0 2.04 x 10 0

f5 MBF -7.83 x 10' -7.83 x 10' —7.83 x 10' —7.83 x 10' -7.83 x 10' -7.83 x 10' —6.43 x 10' -7.83 x 10' -7.83 x 10" —6.26 x 10'

SD  1.16 x 10™ 4.10 x 10 2.26 x 10" 1.12 x 10" 1.13 x 10" 4.10 x 10" 2.63

1.00 x 10™ 1.12 x 107 3.31

fe MBF —5.00 x 10" —4.86 x 10" —4.98 x 10" —5.00 x 10" —4.83 x 10' —5.00 x 10' —4.10 x 10' —5.00 x 10" —5.00 x 10" -3.99 x 10'

SD  6.79 x 10° 4.45 x 10"

3.86 x 10% 9.23 x 10® 2.70 x 10"

9.13 x 10™ 2.65 3.82 X 107 4.26 x 10" 2.13 x 10

4.4.2  7£100 ENEERH EHSTIER

H ok 1 RN 75 4 2 B Global dynamic har-
mony search algorithm (GDHS)". An improved
global-best harmony search algorithm (IGHS)"!,
Z24y 5 Opposition-based differential evolution
(ODE)!, N TR 5% Gbest-guided artificial

bee colony algorithm for numerical function opti-

mization (GABC)" ¥i¥#f Improved global-best-
guided particle swarm optimization with learning
operation for global optimization problems (IG-
PSO)! FASCHEIE AL, 4558 100, VR IRECH
50 TR, & HNEMSLIEAT 50 X, B R H 2%
SCHR [48] (3R 2 ~ 3, Bi kiS5 30k (48] Thak 9 ~
10. LI TR 4 R WK 10, KA XHEIELE fi ~ fus

#9 8 FhEFMICEIERM SWTPSO ] Friedman MR 45 F

Table 9  Friedman test results of 8 new correlation algorithms and SWTPSO
ok SWTPSO MPGABC AABCLS JADE ABCVSS BABC CoDE jDEscop SaDE CMAES
FHME () 3.86 (1) 4.41 (2) 5.11 (3) 5.05 (4) 5.07 (5) 511(6) 559 (7)  591(8)  6.07(9) 882 (10)
£ 10 6 FhEETE 15 AR BB LR A R
Table 10  Results of the fifteen functions for six algorithms
BRI Eiztan GDHS ODE IGHS GABC IGPSO SWTPSO
f MBF 8.07 x 107 5.67 x 107 2.14 x 10" 8.58 x 10° 445 x 107 0
SD 8.87 x 10" 9.55 x 107 1.22 x 10™ 1.52 x 10° 9.29 x 107 0
fo MBF 7.20 x 107" 3.60 x 10°° 3.96 x 107" 8.47 x 10! 0 0
SD 4.16 x 10 1.13 x 10° 3.07 x 10" 3.06 x 10' 0 0
5 MBF 6.17 1.81 x 107 2.72 x 10°° 8.49 x 10* 0 0
SD 7.70 x 107" 4.69 x 107 9.49 x 107 3.51 x 10* 0 0
fi MBF 6.71 x 10 9.27 x 10 3.53 5.34 x 10' 0 0
SD 1.05 x 107 2.33 x 107 2.67 x 10 1.93 x 10" 0 0
fs MBF 1.07 x 10? 9.69 x 10" 1.32 x 10? 6.07 x 10° 418 x 107 1.03 x 10
SD 2.39 x 10 3.06 x 107 4.49 x 10' 8.23 x 10° 2.86 x 107 2.55 x 10
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Table 10 Results of the fifteen functions for six algorithms (continued table)

PR E=2N GDHS ODE IGHS GABC IGPSO SWTPSO
T MBF 0 0 0 2.35 x 10° 0 0
SD 0 0 0 2.90 x 10° 0 0
fz MBF 2.87 x 107 1.83 x 107 1.80 x 107 8.57 x 10 1.40 x 10™ 6.28 x 10™
SD 5.74 x 10™ 2.02 x 107 2.17 x 107 6.27 x 10" 1.45 x 10™ 1.60 x 107
5 MBF —4.19 x 10* -4.17 x 10 -3.99 x 10* —4.20 x 10* -4.19 x 10 —-3.34 x 10
SD 4.57 x 107 4.35 x 107 9.76 x 10™ 4.57 x 107 1.33 x 107 1.28 x 10°
fo MBF 1.16 x 107 4.52 x 107 4.41 x 107 4.64 x 10' 0 0
SD 1.14 x 107 1.41 x 107 3.47 x 107 1.63 x 10 0 0
fo MBF 1.44 x 107 1.72 x 10™ 5.91 x 107 7.03 3.55 x 107" 5.88 x 107
SD 6.71 x 10™ 5.44 x 10™ 1.63 x 107 2.47 0 0
fu MBF 4.50 x 107 7.40 x 10™ 2.28 x 107 2.14 x 10' 0 0
SD 5.18 x 10™ 2.28 x 107 4.27 x 107 3.00 x 10 0 0
fia MBF 6.83 x 10 3.49 x 107 526 x 10" 2.93 x 10 1.50 x 107 1.90 x 107
SD 6.46 x 107 8.66 x 107 4.25 x 10" 9.27 x 10™ 3.70 x 107 5.09 x 107
fis MBF 3.33 x 10 1.07 x 107 1.86 x 107 2.04 x 10° 1.75 x 107 2.80 x 107
SD 4.66 x 107 5.60 x 107 5.89 x 107 4.44 x 10° 5.60 x 10° 3.77 x 107%
fia MBF 1.94 x 10 1.23 x 10 4.06 x 10' 3.17 x 10 0 0
SD 1.20 7.70 7.70 5.15 0 0
fis MBF 1.33 x 107" 4.29 x 10° 3.15 x 10' 2.18 x 10° 0 0
SD 1.61 x 107 8.19 x 10° 6.83 x 10' 2.42 x 10* 0 0

fo~ fos fiis fia~ fis 359 DR BCR RS B AN AR,
TE fov frv fs~ fros fiz ~ fi3 35 6 DR RS &
R AR, ¥ 6 MEEYS SWTPSO #1417
Friedman f 4%, A3 25 R LEE 11, 3£ 11 f SWTP-
SO TS FRIME BN, 2R B FL o 2LAL 5
4.4.3 7E£ 30 4E89 CEC2015 Mt EE RIS 45 R
R R A T IT LM RE T, 4R 25
ACHE B0 s B RS P o 0 R R B B PR A R
F R, ARSCR AR H R e £ CEC20151)
BE— I BRI AL PERE, 2 12 4 CEC2015 B

* 11 6 FPEER Friedman £536 45 5%
Table 11 Friedman test results of 6 algorithms

HE FEME (HE)
SWTPSO 1.83 (1)
IGPSO 1.97 (2)
ODE 3.13 (3)
IGHS 3.93 (4)
GDHS 4.20 (5)
GABC 5.93 (6)

# 12 CEC2015 E¥itE
Table 12 CEC2015 test suite

RET S AL ik BAE
1 P Bent Cigar HE¥ B %L 100
2 Discus FEF% %L 200
3 Schwefel fi#8 ek ik 4L 300
4 Schwefel {5 g% i 4 400
5 Katsuura {8 e s 4L 500
6 LA L HappyCat i e% i 4L 600
7 HGBat fi#% lie 5% s 5 700
8 Griewank + Rosenbrocl 4 & i e o8 %1 800
9 Schiffer’s F6 4 & i F e % i 41 900
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# 12 CEC2015 BRHUEE (4:R)
Table 12 CEC2015 test suite (continued table)

HHUT S PRHE ik A
10 BAERH 1 (N =3) 1000
11 TRA PR BAERE 2 (N =4) 1100
12 TREHH 3 (N =75) 1200
13 HEEH 1 (N=5) 1300
14 IRE R HEFRE 2 (N =3) 1400
15 HEHE 3 (N=5) 1500

SWTPSO 735l 54 th 5 K R 5007 B
RAMMWEIE (Fire fly particle swarm optimiza-
tion, FFPSO)", Hybrid particle swarm opti-miz-
ation and fire fly (HPSOFF)F', A hybrid al-
gorithm combining firefly and particle swarm
optimization (HFPSO)PELE:, 46 D = 30, 1Al
RE 1500, SLE6 4 A1 AL 2 8 B 2 WL
ik [27].

R 13 AF MR B CEC 2015 1525045 R,
SWTPSO £l 15 ek K, 45 14 AR &5 8K
KA. K 14 X% HEHEAT Friedman #6536, SWT-
PSO 3Pk B /s, FRRIIE T A SCH R B
.

5 #ERIB

NSRRI SR A R R LR U, S sk T
B JR R e I RE 77, AN SCHR T Ak A AL, A

FREERIGEAL ST, TERT AN 7 DR BA N 3517 4 R B R,
PR T 2 Wil 25 (] X 3k, 78 &7 1A J7 8 3 ) e 46
NI R, % X IMAEAT R A . 7S AN
¥ E RS SR 240 A B A KRR, kLT
PBMBE K AR, P PG R, 7R85 3.1 1Y
HR O I SN e H T R ko LA A B AR L, IRAE
B 3.2 THHIER, 5 R L kAR 2
LK, SETHFIRER 2 R, 7F 2 2R A R B
58 ot wi - BESLEEAT 304 504 100 ZERIK, H
AR AR ge BA HLR, 45 BRAREK B SWTPSO
A B LA

{HJE, SWTPSO 7£ & 415 L 1 il ik & 44 bR %
WF, A7 55 I N SR R . R — 5 IR 98 TAE AT M B
T I AT AR LS R A BRME PSO &
AT A R EER, KB REE S PR ME PSO Hoki
T IR AR /N, A R B IR AE IR 55 I IR L, R —
BT A, AT H ek S A 2, A E A R
AT

% 13 CEC2015 s2e 4k Bxtt

Table 13 Test results comparison of CEC2015 test suite
BT 5 PSO FA FFPSO HPSOFF HFPSO SWTPSO
1 MBF 3.9049 x 10° 2.8899 x 10" 9.2383 x 10" 4.7539 x 10° 1.1795x10° 3.0501 x 10°
2 MBF 9.9760 x 10* 1.3418 x 10° 6.9430 x 10° 9.7376 x 10* 8.5653 x 10* 5.6540 x 10*
3 MBF 3.3113 x 10? 3.3850 x 107 3.4771 x 10? 3.3059 x 10? 3.2638 x 107 3.2631 x 10*
4 MBF 7.7928 x 10* 8.0330 x 10° 9.6696 x 10° 6.8199 x 10* 5.1202x10° 5.8445%x10°
5 MBF 5.0418 x 10° 5.0425 x 10? 5.0586 x 10° 5.0422 x 10? 5.0410 x 10? 5.0403 x 10*
6 MBF 6.0096 x 10? 6.0410 x 107 6.0755 x 10? 6.0090 x 10? 6.0076 x 10? 6.0053 x 10*
7 MBF 7.0405 x 10* 7.6997 x 10* 8.9401 x 10° 7.0750 x 10? 7.0074 x 10* 7.0046 x 10*
8 MBF 4.0013 x 10° 2.3491 x 10° 1.6032 x 10° 1.7191 x 10 2.6354 x 10° 1.5070 x 10°
9 MBF 9.1358 x 107 9.1381 x 107 9.1427 x 10? 9.1365 x 10? 9.1337 x 10? 9.1328 x 10*
10 MBF 7.5602 x 10° 2.9938 x 107 3.9391 x 10° 1.1337 x 107 5.4690 x 10° 1.1662 x 107
11 MBF 1.1614 x 10° 1.2889 x 10° 2.1094 x 10° 1.1551 x 10° 1.1336 x 10° 1.1267 x 10°
12 MBF 2.2417 x 10° 2.9655 x 10° 4.9876 x 10° 2.0617 x 10° 1.7752 x 10* 1.7819 x 10°
13 MBF 1.7719 x 10° 1.9596 x 10° 3.6329 x 10° 1.7390 x 10* 1.6866x10° 1.6552 x 10*
14 MBF 1.6644 x 10° 1.7522 x 10° 2.1683 x 10° 1.6711 x 10° 1.6469 x 10° 1.6510 x 10°
15 MBF 2.5522 x 10° 2.8256 x 10° 3.9013 x 10° 2.6529 x 10° 2.4467 x 10° 2.4639 x 10°
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2 14  Friedman £ 5645 5 113: 831-841

Table 14  Results of Friedman test
HE BRE (FF )
SWTPSO 1.53 (1)
HFPSO 1.73 (2)
HPSOFF 3.33 (3)
PSO 3.40 (4)
FA 5.00 (5)
FFPSO 6.00 (6)

10

11

12

13
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