H 3t # W
ACTA AUTOMATICA SINICA

FE50E FoOM
2024 £ 9 B

Vol. 50, No. 9
September, 2024

SHERNRIEHXIE SRS TR NICED
FH% KB AL F—MT BRm

H OE PSEAEERIRE BE A T3 v B AN 2 ARG (Multimodal optimization problem,
MMOP), B & & Z AL 8 (Expensive MMOP, EMMOP). EANFE %2 ] U, w3 7 B DURE A B9 S AR (BD
SE D E SRR BT ) R B2 A R R L. AT, A AR A B A AL 7% (Surrogate-assisted evolu-
tionary algorithm, SAEA) 1R/ i8I 8 () 2 S R A, 1847 — AT SRAT R L) — D B U . 25 10k, BT 0 — A R A SR AR
AREEH B X 18] 2 B AR F#E L4 (Interval multimodal particle swarm optimization algorithm assisted by heterogen-
eous ensemble surrogate, IMPSO-HES) 8%, & %6, & B R A4 5 i AR K B — At 22 N S At AR BRAR 20 20 pl ) A 2R 3t B
Ja , KRR PR T 5 COR IS Z T UL RE G R, ARt o (5 2 e 56 98 0 S b A RS Y0 AT SR B, 068 P 4 B HOAREE
BRI 2R 5 G AR B — 28, T QARB R A B AR, vt — i X A QB TR A B S Dy o/ AR AR
IR 72 % SVENE RE BUREE , ORI IR HE PP 5% AR 51N BIREACRE AE oh . R I3 505 5 2 A AT 19 5 0 AR A Bl 1k A 110 A S0k
A7 B S ik 1) 2 S AL FZ AT XS LE, £E 20 AN R BORT 1 AN @S R S B v L (¥ S 4t AR B, BT SVE T DAAE
B> THSARHY T IRAT Y 22 i 5 S B DA

KR R TRLA, RSO, M T EARHY, B

SIAAGR I, KT, PLICTL, S5, FOBEE. S HIHEFR P EL A B 10 X % M AR T RO LS. B L2, 2024,
50(9): 1831-1853

DOI 10.16383/j.aas.c210223

Interval Multimodal Particle Swarm Optimization Algorithm Assisted by

Heterogeneous Ensemble Surrogate

JI Xin-Fang' ZHANG Yong' GONG Dun-Wei' GUO Yi-Nan"? SUN Xiao-Yan'

Abstract Many real-world black-box optimization problems can be classified as multimodal optimization problems
(MMOPs) with high computational cost, that is, expensive multimodal optimization problems (EMMOPs). When
dealing with such problems, decision-makers hope to find multiple high-quality solutions with less computational
cost (i.e., the least number of real function evaluations). However, existing surrogate-assisted evolutionary al-
gorithms (SAEAs) seldom consider the multimodal properties of problem, and they can only obtain one optimal
solution of the problem at a time. In view of this, this paper studies an interval multimodal particle swarm optimiz-
ation (PSO) algorithm assisted by heterogeneous ensemble surrogate (IMPSO-HES). Firstly, a model pool com-
posed of multiple basic surrogate models is constructed with the idea of heterogeneous ensemble. Then, according to
the matching relationship between the particle to be evaluated and the discovered modalities, some basic surrogate
models will be selected from the model pool for integration, and the integrated surrogate model is utilized to pre-
dict the fitness value of the particle. Furthermore, in order to save the cost of model management, an incremental
surrogate model management strategy is designed. In order to reduce the influence of prediction error of surrogate
model on the algorithm’s performance, the interval ordering relation is introduced into the evolutionary process for
the first time. The proposed algorithm is compared with five SAEAs and seven state-of-the-art multimodal al-
gorithms, experimental results on 20 benchmark functions and the building energy conservation problem show that
the proposed algorithm can obtain multiple highly-competitive optimal solutions at a low computational cost.
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assisted
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THIL ARV 25 a3 P2 PRI E 9 o 45 A e 48 IX R
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(Expensive MMOP, MMOP)"".
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PEJTVEN Qu &P 3R I 2R T R S B A LR T
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tionary algorithm, EA) CAR %, H b BARER M
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evolutionary algorithm, SAEA)™!. 1% 5K H
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tion network, RBFN) 4[] EAR 2 Fl Kriging
BN EAP B Bt AR B AL AR B 1) EARC &
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K, H
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ar, as, -, a, BATHEF, B RA A (8) #izl (9)
X DX TA) 4803 AT 9 9 LR, SR A5 AH B 1) AT BE BE pyj,
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RIG, TR P, MEAA/RER Q=
[Qij]nxn s Hor
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32 0 AN XK B & r={ry, re, -, ra)s
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i 4 MBI, RIS Jth i A4 . AR R AR B R %
AR T IX (8] PSO B8 FhE DL R AR 38 A5 0 4
PR T, o, R b 7 AR ) S S T e
AT, AREARAL ) AR AL 22 AN 22 R B 1) At A B A
AU« RRRARER AR A 0k 1 5 4R B A 2, £
XA AN L IS 2R 3t A 3 HE & S Y Q R AR
PRAAY | A X Se A B A I H Pl iz R () X
(B 3E&E AR, “FETIXE] PSO B @i fRE” S i H 11
&, KRG T X TA)E AR )3t A5 28 5w A W B
PhEE R AL B, DR ILEE £ i E ) e L
AR, AR SR A — PG /NSRBI X [ PSO
RANWT BT Bk 7R ARHE AT S R B
BT DG HT A Rk B> R AR KL (RROFR
T) AE R A, F R — M & 5 2] 7%
BT AR v A ) SR AR AR Y

B, Bk 1 41 7 IMPSO-HES f{h4HY.
e, RAH$ T L7 (Latin hypercube
sampling, LHS) =AM A 3D BIWIGE I 255085
J# (Database, DB); 2K, 435 L 50% FINEZR %k £
RBFN #il PR /EAABERAY ) R e 4 £ il 7 07
A K AN FEREARERAL AL p A4 4] 46 A R B AR 2
o 2%, KABNA K-means K277 DB H#k
H N MG FE T, R ENTINFI 58S Seeds
R, BEALAE BN N, FIRIGEFIEE, FETER
AT BT B A AR IR 4 Bl () X [R5~ BEAR AL B, B
BIIE B & Z A

3% 1. IMPSO-HES B A {h XD

BN, HELEARREf, R E TN IR T Enax, K
A Q, A BT ] AR guna -

. msE, M TEE Seeds.

1) RH LHS /=4 3D MIIEFEA, 346 HAE N DB;

2) 2T DB HIIFEA, L at A REUE Rt (3 2R

2.2 79);
3) FIHZNZ K-means BHEHARM DB HHH Ny AMH]
G, HEANFTES Seeds;

4) A N, BRI,

5) While FSEPFHREL < T Eax

6)  PATEEARACERA Ak B S L BUR NS, NGNS
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Fig.1  General framework of IMPSO-HES

IYIE Q MNHERRARERAE R (VE LS 2.3 7Y);

7)) ELHAT gma KIXIE PSO BB KM, i 32
IS S B ES Phest (WL 2.4 71);

8) M Pbest il HARFBLAS I AR AR, NI 2R
& Sample (FEWEE 2.5 715);

9)  FIHESLREL FIPINEES Sample TR, F-H Sample
HEAEN Seeds;

10)  #&T Sample Il DB, K1 8 3071k R HEALAR
PRRIR (FE LS 4);

11)  FFRMRA I E R EERSE L, BRI Seeds Hrik
T

12) KA Sample #1155 2 DB;

13) End while.

X AR A R (FVE 15 ~ 134T) X
AWM T PE: a) 2T HER A H B, B
Seeds T HIFE ST, NS Q MR
HER. b) PEAPAT X [H] PSO BB RS goay 1K, FF
WAL FEHES Pbest. fEIIHN], R4
SRR AR PEA PR B P AR B Y TR —
BF, BARPEM 7R &2, 3RES k7 iE
BT IRl (RIBEES); 255, SO M 1 73 e
(1 Q >Rl AR AL I8 AR Rl AR R AR AR Tt
WIZRL 10 X [A)3E NAE. c) M Pbest 7%k H 2 A
U B FRAE N Sample W, I FH B 5 & E0E A
Sample F AT f#. d) HET Sample F1 DB HFEA, 3K

FH 0 8 X077 v SR 2 v o F) B A AR R e) B
Bl T4 Seeds KRS DB. AL
HJG, Fy G Seeds RS DR B g 1] R A oK
fifah

2.2 WAEARIERE AR

f8 F 25t ) Bootstrap SRIFEHCA AN 2 I R
T4, kB RBFEN A1 PR R 3R R S i) 2t e
FE) SR IERCTEEA. O REY, PRES
FRRARBY e 7@, 177 RBEN #8438 A Al vk e 4
TR A AR LR A 1] T O T AT A TR A R DR A
AR AR AN, B 2 TR B T U A R Y P R A
Kini. SCHR [32] FNSTHR [62] 43 510 A5 75 th ) A% 4%
BN 2 000 1 max((D+1)(D+2)/2, 100). AH5HE
P& Bootstrap FRAE ) 152 B /)N Ko {H.

e E 4 5 DB HIMEEA m, 418 H Boot-
strap HEAT m UCRFERE, —ANFEA AN R 45 31 11 1R

Pm = (1 - ;)m (10)

K2 (10) o m 9 co IFIRRIR, WIS p,, = 1/e ~
0.368 . [AlIH, A: IR AR 2 A B 5 5004 20 o Hois
By 2/3% [FiK, DB 1 AAH 2m/3 MAE LK
(24 36 CLm/3) Fi S T (I AR B R R 4 R
KR Ko R/IME BB Ry 23t —8, i
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NI, B AR Y R R B R A
10D, Hrf ) D AAAb in) AR 5 () 4EE. @ H s fb
I A0 P A e 2 AR vy, G 2R R A, A Y
FEAHAC ARt W ek %2 . T I, ) AR AR AR itk f) R
BN Ky = min(CE™3 ) 10D).

Bootstrap & —FhA il [\ 2 BE LR AL T2k,
TEFRAE B B TR T Re & A F I RE A
3G A — N T A LS 2 A R REAR, 3¢
Bk [32) KA 7 oel AR TV, SR
— BB TR, Z07E L ps = 0.5 BIBEERAK
AW DB A FF E A B TR, Hh)ih
Ui, XFT DB R REFEA, 5 r= A REALEOR T
ps, WP ZFEA I B 74, B EF. AFHT
SCHR [32], AfEEE FEE AR B 5 Bootstrap W1
KA A ZHE B, A Hoag B A it
ITEFAG . UM p REFAR, RS2
FEA B & 7 S EA 2/3 A

P (ﬁ”lm) —aipfa-p® @
Hrr PRI m BIEARE FiEF 2m/3 A
AR e, P AEBOR, W DAL pg i3b47 0]
KAL) 45 B RGE 1T Bootstrap J7iE M RAE LS B
K H MATLAB H /] Fmincon Solver Rf#EA R m
EI) ps (), BTSSR EM, Yp, = 2/3 B PlEH
K.k, BB R p, = 2/3.

5% 2 Jn T TG SR il AR 2R b ) 7 SRS 1)
PR, % EE AR RIEZR (p,, = 0.5) F2AE K
A RBEN [l ACER AL AR R R PR ZE A AR
PR Ho p,, NERE RBEN 57 A2 LAk AC B AR
RIPINERR . 7E J5 SR A B 3 FE AR 4 JE A AR
FRABE TR 1 4 A 50 O SR 2 p,, (B, AR LB
31179 10 A1 12 47, HESFERIARIAT AL FH A%,
1t B 1% R FE A A BE AL AR B0 A T 24 A0 n) A, BRItk
FE I YRS S F I A e 2 MR 2 sy . &80 RB-
FN RS RS D MHETT.

oL 2. i AR IBAE B B R K AE

BN, VIGREEE S DB; WIRA AL IR £, ARTRIE
HIEEEMER po.

M. B T4E (51, -, Sk,,) FIWTIAREANM (M, - -,
Mk, ).

1) Fori=1: K % KX Ky DALY
2) S; =0;

3) For DB 1 T REAEA;

4) If rand < ps, FZFEEFFEN S;, end if;

5) End for

6) If rand < pm

7) BT REARLE s; # 3 RBEN 88 (1 B Al A3
*;é’;ﬂ, 167'9 M;;

8) else

9) BT REARLE S; #gE PR 8B B AbAQHR A Y
10N My;

10)  Endif

11) End for.

2.3 EMRERARESER

B X AN B B R VP T 38 B A 38 T S AR A
B R R S AR Y. X AL G & s A
P e (IR A LB S i A= i Rl prikes
M, UNSCHR [32] 45 H IR T HER B AR AR B AR AR
ERETREE . SR, EARZ BT, X738 H B IRAE
ARELBEATE 4 Ry e e s AR (PR P . TR b B 22 A5
AU ) 5 75 2[R i SR A R ) 2 A B AR A, BT
L, A SRR JE T AN RS Bk 7 1T LUK &
S HOHEBRATAR, BT, AR — bR
TS VT C 1 S A A AR 2R 0 % TR

TERIATIERIEE il 2 A, 15 500 7% B 2 A Foh
PIBAE . A 2.1 Wnr g0, AR KA B4 arfh
HEASS B2l TR P4 S Seeds . HRER|
Seeds 2RI B Z A @ THFRBES M T, 752
X} Seeds HATHHAS TS, MR R — K 1y AL Fh
T (RURESEFh 1) SRR )@ Y T S B 753K
) S BESE B2 G, BE, f AR 51,
THE KA FE A B ASE A F 3000 5 G B S5 N AE
Z IR ZEME (K N 2w i A A B A Y 1 4
), IR 2 K/ 6 T A A A AR AR R 3k AT HE
Frs ERERT Q TR R 22 H /N I R AR ER AR
22 ARG T B X AR S ) R A AR BB 2 £
A B 3 AT PR IR R BB AR S R S NG 1 Oy
R0,

BiE 3. AT RS EMA IR B FRER
okpskaeE
BN Fh P A Seeds; BUAL (M1, -, My); SR
i Q.
M. BEER Q MM ] RBFN B
BB IR ZR pyr,.
1) WIHLEWAE SR T4, ElitSeeds = 0;
2) X} Seeds #4T K-means SRR, gL &I
FIIN ElitSeeds;
3) ¥4t RBFN Fll PR A B8 FHIKEL, Lnbf = 0 F
Lpr = 0;
4) For i=1:|ElitSeeds| % WKKHE AR HFHT 1)
RS
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5) WAE A K ASBEARAREE R (M, k=1,2, -,
K) T ElitSeeds(i) {i& MAK ;

6) Al E KABIMES ElitSeeds (i) HIHE N AE
ZIAIMZEE, e (e, -, ex);

7) M (er, -+, ex) R/NXT KA IEAHAQ R
HATHET

8) EHCET Q MR ZE/NERIAREE R R Blit-
Seeds(4) LRI L5

9) it QAR FLEIA i JE T RBFN Ml PR
BIANEL, 2 AE N nbf A pr

10)  SEHf Lnbf < Lnbf + nbf, Lpr « Lpr + pr;

11) End for

12) pm = Lnbf/(Lnbf + Lpr).

BRI R) Q MR ERR 5, R
FALH P (10 £ M B R SR M R AT L i 4 I B AR A
M BMITET 2 A 2.4 R (12).

X8 PSO E#HRER

LT B X B)E R EIF N

KHEE 2.3 TN TERT DDA RIS 2T
BB, X F R T AR RS TR A
R, A B AR AR AR AR AR B ] 3R A5 2%k - 1
D3E NAE. R T R4 AR B AL ] DLSRE ks 1
T AR A TRURS B2, (LR, A2 U1 SRR A B P B o
A5 B () B AP A7 AE AT E M. 1E AT &
7E PSO Bk REN RT3 BB 22 I A i B
(BP 4 JR AR 51 S 3) R H B S0 E. RNUER 1)
ENAESERERENERM RG] S8, i
e PR R ZE X Akt Ak it — 2P b T AN
SEVEXT BRI R A SIS, 5N X AR R SR
T & NAE.

BERERL T X, e IX 1) 3@ AR PR F0 7 92 4 R
e, FIB G RTRL T BT A RS, TH AT S
Seeds ARG ILRN T HIPE B, I i% H BE B8 AR RS o8
Bl HUR, W B AZAETORR T N AR A 1R N 2 i
FLT B BE RS, e, SRR 4R AR 25 o
(1 Q AN ERRLAY; R )m, A e AL I fan B Ay
HIRL T A DX E) 3 AR A PR, Q SRR AR
TR 25 T b v 22 B Ay iZokE 1 X 18] 38 AR (10 2 98
HARHh, X, 09X E)E BN (fm(X), fw(X5)):

0
fm(X;) = Z fi(Xs)
=

Q (F XN — Fm(X,
ﬁ”“‘dif“&)g(xw

Jj=1

2.4

24.1

(12)

o, fm(X0) A Q A SERIAR H R T () T K44
Fu(X;) ATNEE RMFRIE, f(X0) A5 5 el
AR AR TR TR 1 1058 A

S04 45 5 o B £ 45 AN LT (0 X RS A, BT
SRS 1.3 A G0 e 7 125000 Lok T e
%, W 58 BORL T4 R 51 S AR B 535 10 S 3
it
242 RFNENER

TESE RN BT, R IUE £ 1 H RS, 7 B AR
FERBEI SRV (I, AR R AR R A R
LA AT VR TT SR ik, A5 S% L STk [20]
Y5 A /N AR BN SR S BRI AL B, sk (3)
. TR U AR R B 1 2 R (L, ST
2 (3) AT, M —ANRETF AR S| S8 AT A
AT A B AT B (K 2% 15 P, AR BT
IRk SAE A (3), WAIRBF B R, % T
e, AT BN — R AR RSN, SRR R S
A . Bk, W TR X, M HAMEE S
Pbest; 1A P A LR, 6= (3) 330 oA

LA, MR (13) LA E

x;, q(t + 1) = Pbest; 4(t) + Gaussian(0, o)  (13)
Crg

=05(1— .01 14

o o5< TEmax>+OO (14)

HH, Gaussian(0, o) EIIMEN 0 ArdEZE N o HIE
HrBENLEG Crp Ak Al B2 rh V8 #E 1 E S PP A I
0, T B NG R P S B SEVPA I8 B
Crp FIER, RhREBEAAREBE 2 38 K, Pt b R 1
BB ) % H B O FED, IR R 45/ (13)
ARG, DABE Kk 3 2 125 h e 0 R
I, o AH N % B Cre B3 KT 32815/, 402X
(14) PR,

REWERSERH

TR P PR O I A R AE, HAE A MG i
B AR 18 HH — e ARR AR AT SV, 8 IX LA
MIEEETREAR ) F T S prARER B Y. G mg prids, Wit
IMPSO-HES SHk 1) H 2, [R5 o) @ 1) 2 4
M. X ER A R HEAR T ik it AR
SR ] Be i B SE ) ) B I B L s SR
A K-means TR UHIFHEN) Poest 224 34T
RR, SRR RRME A, I
LN Sample. 18 H B 5L H br & RN Bk H 7 #T
FEAR G, R AT B AR E AR Rt 75 i B
(72, 9 7 /b A B AR 2R A S () v AR
) R, FHEORUE TR A BE 05 1R 21 24w ACH AL A R ) 1)

2.5
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AR, IR gmax POEAEAT — BB PR S35
4 25T PR AS R A AN TR (1) D A
X4 REEEESEHMREAMANRG
WIN. Bk 1 P T AT AR Poest; BdlE TR (S0,
-, Sp); BN (M, - -+, Mg); FEASES DB.
Wi, SRR (M, -, Mg).
1) % Pbest #1447 K-means ZN75 5K, IR L P
BRI FAEARLES Sample;
2) KBS REE Sample HARTER L ASHIFEA;
3)BEMLM S, -, Sk FIEFE LAFIETHE, %F1
BB, TEHT LA IH BRI AR AR Y
4) ¥ Sample FH) L DM MR 4 1 L A%
#r e
5) T HFEK L AR T4, EHIZX L
N2 R R il A AR TR
6) For i = 1:L % %8 2 BB, KUG™HE L A8 2Rt
IR
7) M DB Fi%H 2| DB|/3 B Sample(i)
I, HBCHHIREA T4 SLi;
8)  1&F RBFN 5 PR {E ALY, FIFH SL; %k—
AN S A AR AR A
9) KT SRR I N AR A
10) End for.

DRAE P A5 RS AL A 1R () I 38 0 B RS 24 (1)
FERE, AT 25 H— Pl & XA A2 B T SR . 105K
W& 73 NP ANBY B B 1 B B, B BCH AT A M 2
AR A AT RIS, 28 2 M B, 2R TR
ST NRE VS 4B KL it

O F AR SRR L, BRI 3 5
BEANR: 1) 25 1 BB (k4 58 3 ~ 547), e
Bt R B ATLIE Y L AN SERRER A H2, ¥ L
ASHREA 2 BN B LA S A A AR R () 2540 1
b, TR LASE 8 1745, i e, PR B s 1
LHEFNRIX LA AL, 2) 28 2 (B (H
EAFE 6 ~ 101T), BHELL Sample IR HFE
A Sample(i) Ly, N DB H i BUEE B 1% 0 i
WL 2|DB|/3 A ¥dE (|DB| &% JE DB HI M
B, H—AH R 4. BE LR TTE, nTe
RE) LANBEEE T4, TEUHIE, Hi¥dE 5%
A 2|DB|/3 AN R, 55 2.2 TR BB AR
EARTE. #, BT IX e 145, 4% RBFN 8¢
PR #ATUIGR, P24 L ASH SR m AR A, SR
%2, Hrand < p,, B, FH RBEN 7242587 1) 2 il X
FEREAL, 50, fEH PR F=AE 0 SE R AR E AR A,

IR B RS B W R R A a) PIANET B

RIT A%

I3 IR AN R 7 AR R R AR, ) RAAT RGEE e 7 2L
T s T RS HSE TR M ELR.
b) WA B B R ST S BAT EAME. 58 1 B
A HT BT A 8T OO A O RE AR Y | AT DASE X
LEACHLB B BUAR L 26 2 B B AR AR i
HOEAAE 2 BB R A A S ) S At AR Y | e
i B A AR A B B S AL R RS . ) R4,
0 5 AR IRl A R PR T AR ) AN
ST, B R AR B BT £
HOREAS = A2 TR TN, A3 OHTIG 10 2 At A QR A
5B R A KO [R]. X SR B, O L A A A Y
AR 5 A R T RS e O BB G, 3L
BKNEN T By BT ASCBEE M T By AL
/N, W, T AR R R AR B B R

2.6 BFEESH

Z W8 SCHR [25) 75320 B IMPSO-HES 11t
HERE. IMPSO-HES (it SR & FEH LT
DRI 28 R s S BR B VP 0 46 22 it 4 B AR 284 3t
A, X (8] PSO B0 g LR kit 5
R, DAY ) A B R . BRI SR R R
LB

Iter

T = TEmax -F+ ﬂnipool + Z Tfi’SO +

i=1
cycle
Z (T&ppool + Tslelpool + T;H) (15)
i=1
HAr, TEpa AR R AR E, FNESELT

W — AL AR T AR, Tter NFIEE R MR
#, cycle BT HT I IREL.

OB FEAR S E N L, FIEEREN N, B
MR FAA K, BEADB I M T K, i
W] BB RS EON N, K AT AR A5 2R 3t () 1 S AR AN
Thnipool B AN O(Kins x | DB3); PSO B #i— KR
THEAM Toso BN O(D x NI?); PR TR B —
DB ) T SARHT Tppoot RN O(L x (|DB| +
L)3) 5 PAT FERAR BB Y 3 6 5 4 SRS 1) B KT
HARMN N Teetpoot = O(Nyy, x K2). BN, Ty NFTH
LA BRI AE (T SEAR AR

LU B, BRI B ST VAN R R RERT
3 (15) HBR T 5 1 Igh, HARER Iz AT FER AR XT
BN, RN T BRSP4 B, IMPSO-
HES Wit 52 28 IEAUCH O(T Epax x F). 25 3.5
RIS 4.2 155> IR T L SE R B AN FE RS FIFE
&S T IMPSO-HES 5%} b Bk sy K, 3
SERHE— DR T BRI
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3 SCIGOHR 1) &R tif# (Global optimal solution, GS);
M. o 2) HAAIL I (Valley ratio, VR), il it
3 PAGUEPTHE IMPSO-HES SR EAIE, 55 grgygeporgy i 10 s BT 48 £SO L
K NN 4 AN 1) IMPSO-HES i % R
BEUE 4T 2) IMPSO-HES H 28 55 0% 1175 2% >, NFV;
PEAMT: 3) 55 5 F SAEA HEATHF L, B E R 5 VR="Sr (16)
RRAERIRI MM 4) 5 7 RESIMBREL gy, vy st NV FRB0ER
AR AL ELIEBEAT X L, 6 UE B $E S A B 2 B AR VGEATH BN S8, R ONEE ST . &l
PRI A7, R 20 AT RO o o s st ot B i
R #ﬁj‘,;ﬁyjurﬁﬁw - e Vi FG ~ F20, 2 G TSR R S
Wik, TP IOVISORITIAR. 3¢ L83l TU85% g gz R, RS BOREE R, % 0
i B AR, T B2 — A BSR4 ) (K Z AR AR, BT LA RS A B B B T AR
REE—AERRRA. B F2 ~F5 W& T jmprens p FIEESETE Ry,
2 RIMZA R E A S, FRY 1/ many [ %K e
LR T SR R R . g 32 BEDRE
F6 ~ F20 [ B AR 2B WTREZ 4R ) e i de Ef6F IMPSO-HES, HAEEHEL N, ¥ 100;
filt. Forh, F6 ~ F17 5 CEC2013 kIR R 2050 BT BN grnaxe BT 65 5 N T a6 At AR
F18 ~ F20 Jyi I H LAt e e . ey S0k BRI IR BN Q = ceil(K/4). WHE B KL
PR MATLAB R2014b #if25CIL, I1T 5N WINIREIEASIER & L6, X T F1L ~ F5, K
Intel Core i5, CPU 1.6 GHz, SE445 0 30 Ak FSVEN IREBEN 8D, 317 K-means ) 25
NIBATHIGTTHE. HEEHLEE {2, 3, 4}; X T F6 ~ F20, e KE AT
31 e M IRELHR N 3D + 100, 317 K-means F ISR IEEL
' HEEHUECE {2, 3, 4, 5, 6, T}, HHE STk [20] FIEELL,
ARICRAAS 2 MR FIE R TERE. AR 3 A AR AR TR e B A8 BB g {2, 3, 4,
£ 1 RAMER G
Table 1  Benchmark problems
i 7t e 2 PR A 7] 42 J5 /SR RN 2R BRI B ARE
F1 Ellipsoid 10/20 X e[-1, 1" 1/0 0
F2 Ackley 10/20 X € [-30, 30]P 1/many 0
F3 Rastrigin 10/20 X € [-5.12, 5.12)P 1/many 0
F4 Rosenbrock 10/20 X € [-2.048, 2.048]P 1/many 0
F5 Griewank 10/20 X e [—-600, 600]” 1/many 0
F6 Reverse five-uneven-peak trap 1 X €0, 30] 2/3 —200
F7 Reverse equal maxima 1 X €0, 1] 5/0 -1
F8 Reverse uneven decreasing maxima 1 X €0, 1] 1/4 -1
F9 Reverse himmelblau 2 X € [-6, 6]° 4/0 —200
F10 Six-hump camel 2 1 € [—1.9, 1.9], @2 € [—1.1, 1.1] 2/2 -1.031 6
F11 Reverse shubert 2 X e [-10, 10]P 18/many —186.73
F12 Reverse vincent 2 X € [0.25, 10" 36/0 -1
F13 Reverse modified rastrigin 2 X e o, 1]P 12/0 2
F14 Reverse CF1 2 X € [-5, 5]P 6/0 0
F15 Reverse CF2 2 X e [-5, 5" 8/0 0
F16 Reverse CF3 2 X e [-5, 5]° 6/0 0
F17 Reverse CF4 3 X € [-5, 5]P 8/0 0
F18 UrsemF4 back 2 X e[-2, 2° 2/0 -0.267 9
F19 Branin RCOS 2 x1 € [-5, 10], z2 € [0, 15] 3/0 0.397 8
F20 Waves 2 @1 € [=0.9, 1.2], 2 € [~1.2, 1.2] 1/9 —7.776
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2 F6 ~ F20 [KINREHRE AN Bk i

Table 2

Amplitude accuracy and distance accuracy for F6 ~ F20

F6 F7 F8 F9 F10 F11 F12 F13 F14 F15 F16 Fi7 F18 F19 F20
R, 1 0.05 0.1 0.5 0.05 10 0.1 0.5 1 1 1 1 0.1 0.1 0.5
Ry 1 0.05 0.5 0.5 0.2 2 0.5 0.5 1 1 1 1 0.5 1 0.2

5}; WER (3) 1 w=0.729 8.
3.3 XHEBSEOM

IR F5. F9. F10 F1 F12 fE AR, 407
BT BT AR gy AR ROIUAE Q BB X SV R
FIs2m . K Mann-Whitney JESE4&G 5, K E
IMPSO-HES 5% b1k 2 5] 14 g 22 57 10 5 35 1
BFEVEAKCFEL0.05. % 3 ~ 12 1, “47 Fl< 3R
/~ IMPSO-HES W &AL T 195 T4 bLAE, «=" &
AN D S R
3.3.1 B guax

MR B B FHNR ga {3, 6, 9}, £ 3
BT AR gua BUAE T IMPSO-HES Frf3 45 3. st
B L gmax = 6 I IMPSO-HES ()45 A AR, it
=R EUE T IMPSO-HES T #5345 5 2 8] i) & 3%
# k.

i% 3 Z:Ia Gmax EX'TE—F IMPSO-HES Fﬁﬁ"ﬂg‘[‘iﬁﬁ E*ZTV{E
Table 3  Performance values obtained by IMPSO-HES
under different g, values

il guw  GS I (W) VR R (s)
3 3.800 7 (3.5E+00)+ — 64
F5(D=10) 6 1174 5 (3.7E-02) — 85
9 1.108 3 (2.5E-02) = — 116
3 8.198 0 (9.8E+00) + — 776
F5(D=20) 6 1.075 7 (1.6E~02) — 1 400
9 0.807 9 (2.8E-01) — — 2 045
3 -199.93 (3.1E-03) =  0.68 11
F9 6 ~199.99 (1.0E-04) 0.70 19
9 -200.00 (1.4E-03) =  0.63 36
3 -1.0316 (L7E-06) =  1.00 19
F10 6  —1.031 6 (9.8E-07) 1.00 28
9  -1.0316 (9.8E-07) =  1.00 38
3 —0.9990 (7.1E-06) =  0.13 10
F12 6  —0.999 9 (1.0E-06) 0.13 14
9 -0.9999 (22E-06) =  0.11 25

T M TR R S H R B g R .

AfLAEH: 1) ST 4 NMIRAR L Y gnay =
9 if IMPSO-HES 3843 ) GS A& 4F; 2) X T F9,
F10 F1 F12, 4 guae = 3 B guax = 6 I, LIRS
1) VR TS W2 7, (HEART guax = 9 PSSR,

3) Gumax PUEBEK, B
WA gmax = 6 BONEIE.
3.3.2 BHQ
IR BEMME Q N{K/5, K/4, K/3,

K/2} FK44HTAR QMET IMPSO-HES iifg

g L Q = K/4 B IMPSO-HES 45 5 4E
ﬁﬁfa‘tﬂ THE 4 FEUE T IMPSO-HES i34 2
B ) 2 2 7=

TIFIAER. 25 BT,

* 4 KA QHUETF IMPSO-HES ff3 M4 fEFabr{E
Table 4  Performance values obtained by IMPSO-HES
under different @) values

il Q  GSME (%)  VRIME  FEM (s)
K/5  1.658 1 (2.2E-01) + — 64
K/4 1174 5 (3.7TE—-02) — 85
F5 (D = 10)
K/3  1.3821 (1.5E-01) + — 108
K/2  1.269 6 (5.1E-02) + — 160
K/5  1.980 0 (1.0E400) — 1137
K/4  1.075 7 (1.6E-02) — 1400
F5 (D = 20)
K/3  1.8321 (L.IE+00) + — 1920
K/2  1.8352 (L7TE+00) + — 2700
K/5  -199.98 (72E-04) =  0.53 17
K/4  -199.99 (1.0E-04) 0.70 19
" K/3  -199.98 (4.6E-04) =  0.55 24
K/2  -199.14 (6.8E+00) +  0.33 34
K/5  —1.0316 (LIE-09) =  1.00 28
K/4 1031 6 (9.8E-07) 1.00 28
o K/3 10316 (9.8E-07) =  1.00 30
K/2 -1.0300 (14E-03) +  0.85 48
K/5  —0.999 1 (2.3E-06) +  0.12 12
K/4  —0.999 9 (1.0E-06) 0.13 14
F2 K/3  —0.999 6 (8.5E-07) +  0.10 18
K/2  —0.9949 (9.2E-05) +  0.10 24

T I TR R & AR B LSS R

ATLAVEH: 1) X FArE 4 AR, 2 Q =
K/4 it IMPSO-HES 3R43 /) GS AL T Ho A HUE 5
Bis 2) XFF A8 F9. F10 M1 F12, 24 Q = K/4 i
IMPSO-HES 3531 VRAHEA S T H AR HUER 1125
Fs3) Q BUEMCK, FIL IS AT I R 25 B AT L
WE Q= K/ABEE.
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34 FRIRRBERES T EVHE LS RBFN 20 PR R, 83 55 5E p,
FEAT XL, B8 AE BT HE E 1S B T E R AT Rk

S41  EAE R AR AR (E AT X EE, B6IE T4 11 38 N BT AR R 1 A A0

1) SRR IR A I L A

55 R R B B ST S T L SRR I A B K
TG IR YE. 3R 5 25 H T AL B R SR s i [F) o
SR WS A SCRE T AR 45 R % T REFR AR, K 5
i, “IMPSO-PR”F R A CHE LR PR 1R A5
ARFRE R A5 ML, “IMPSO-RBFN” %7 A S5 3%
K F RBFN {1 N3 AR A (15 00 AT DA
a) XTI ) F5 A F12, SEAEERC T IMPSO-
HES ¥ GS{HE#FM T “IMPSO-PR” FI“IMPSO-
RBFN”; X} F F5, “IMPSO-PR” 37511 GS {4 &%
i F “IMPSO-RBFN”; 5f T F9 Al F10, 54
N IMPSO-HES 3%18 /) GSH &t T “IMPSO-
PR” {4558, {H 5 “IMPSO-RBFN” ()45 5T . 3% 7%
. b) XHF AR A F9. F10 1 F12, A HoAh g
FJ72:, IMPSO-HES 3843 7 ALK VR H. ¢) Xf
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Table 5  Performance values obtained by IMPSO-HES
under heterogeneous and homogeneous ensemble

fix 7 HE GS¥ME (FHEZE) VR IME #EI (s)
IMPSO-PR  1.631 0 (T.1IE-01) + — 86
F5 (D = 10) IMPSO-RBFN  45.27 2 (8.9E+02) + — 39
IMPSO-HES 1.174 5 (3.7E-02) — 85
IMPSO-PR 2.003 7 (29E+00) + — 1478
F5 (D = 20) IMPSO-RBFN  116.7 8 (9.5E+02) + — 180
IMPSO-HES 1.075 7 (1.6E-02) — 1 400
IMPSO-PR  -196.81 (9.5E+00) + 0.05 16
F9 IMPSO-RBFN  —199.99 (4.7E-07) = 0.65 22
IMPSO-HES  —199.99 (1.0E—04) 0.70 19
IMPSO-PR -0.962 0 (2.5E-03) + 0.2 17
F10 IMPSO-RBFN -1.031 6 (9.8E-09) = 1.00 20
IMPSO-HES -1.031 6 (9.8E—07) 1.00 28
IMPSO-PR  —0.988 6 (1.5E-04) + 0.06 11
F12 IMPSO-RBFN —0.999 5 (9.4E-07) + 0.09 19
IMPSO-HES —0.999 9 (1.0E—06) 0.13 14
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% 6 s th T ANFEIFEHMEE p,, T IMPSO-HES P15
kg R, £ 6 1, “[lw” &~ KH RBFN & PR
FEAE BRI AR B AR Y LR AH LR A B p,,, = 0.5;
CHIEMRREE 3 A EHIE R E B R, nTLL
FHa) BT FL0 Ab, 78 <G R SN I B
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Table 6  Performance values obtained by IMPSO-HES
under different p,, values

i 7t P GS ¥IMH (hrvlE2%E) VR ¥JME #EH (s)
Fla  1.439 3 (3.8E-01) + — 84
F5 (D = 10)
FER 1174 5 (3.7E-02) — 85
Bl# 1750 3 (1.7E+00) +  — 1313
F5 (D = 20)
EER 1075 7 (1.6E-02) — 1400
Fo [# 52 -199.91 (2.6E-02) + 0.40 19
HiER  —199.99 (1.0E-04) 0.70 19
1o Fl#  —1.0316 (47E-08) =  1.00 26
HidR  —1.031 6 (9.8E-07) 1.00 28
[&] 2 —0.996 9 (4.8E-05) + 0.12 14
2 EER —0.999 9 (1.0E—06) 0.13 14
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Table 7 Performance values obtained by IMPSO-HES 09F
with All-S and Mod-S 0.8}
B RWSW  GSHIE (WX VRMIE HER () g; '
AlL-S 3.878 5 (3.8E+00) +  — 243 I
F5 (D = 10) = 05¢ — +
Mod-S 1174 5 (3.7E~02) — 85 oal
AlL-S 8.838 7 (8.1E400) +  — 3 362 0.3k ]
F5 (D = 20 .
Mod-S  1.075 7 (1.6E—02) — 1 400 0.2} :
o All-S  -187.33 (2.0E4+2) +  0.05 80 0.1 g = 1
Mod-S  -199.99 (1.0E-04) 0.70 19 oL, . . . . T
ALLS 0.9751 (1.4E—02) + 0.70 57 Interval Precision Interval Precision Interval Precision
_ —0. . 5
F10 F9 F10 F12
Mod-S  —1.031 6 (9.8E-07) 1.00 28 i 55t
AILS  —0.9737 (L9E-02) +  0.08 42 e o
F Mod-S 0.999 9 (1.0E—06) 0.13 14 A3 ﬁﬁﬁﬂzgl\%uglﬂﬁz{ﬁmmg?
Tod- -0. .
IMPSO-HES fiif3 VR {H
TE: L A ROR A AL R P R Fig.3 VR values obtained by IMPSO-HES under
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DIFE—EFERE R s Ak R PR

precision and interval evaluation
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Fig.2  GS values obtained by IMPSO-HES under

precision and interval evaluation
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Fig.4  GS values obtained by IMPSO-HES/D

and IMPSO-HES
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VR values obtained by IMPSO-HES /D
and IMPSO-HES
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[ B 70 B BT g N IMPSO-HES Fif 5 45 5 1) 4% 17
PERESEAR. ATLLE H: 1) X FI0K 7 B F5, Inc-up
FWEIRTF ) GS R ER T Allup SRS ISR, Xf
THR 3 A S, HARIEIREN GSELREZE
R, 2) XF F9. F10 1 F12, Inc-up SKIEIRF K
VR AERSAR T All-up SEEE )45 R, 3) All-up FR&
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JRPI AT REAE T, Inc-up AT AN 93 A IR BEAS 1)
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Table 8 Performance values obtained by IMPSO-HES

under different model update strategies

B A GS I (WEX) VR RO (s)
All-up 1.500 9 (3.9E-02) + — 97
F5 (D = 10)
Inc-up 1.174 5 (3.7E-02) — 85
All-up 32.184 (2.4E+04) + — 1 509
F5 (D = 20)
Inc-up 1.075 7 (1.6E-02) — 1400
All-up —200.00 (3.6E-10) = 0.63 30
F9
Inc-up —199.99 (1.0E-04) 0.70 19
. Alllup  —1.031 6 (1.2E-04) = 0.95 30
10
Inc-up -1.031 6 (9.8E-07) 1.00 28
- Allup  —0.999 8 (2.7E-07) = 0.11 16
Inc-up -0.999 9 (1.0E—06) 0.13 14
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EIRFE— 2, HRSHCRAESCIRER. KR 45
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SAPSO IR HFRIEL 1% BN 60; 4 D <10 1D >
10 i}, SA-COSO H SL-PSO [ FfFE MR 43 531 ¥ &
o 30 A1 80, HARSHCR FHAH LI JF SO .

%9 B/n T IMPSO-HES 5 5 Fhoxt b 0%k By
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MHHEELEEZES. g LAl L, T 1/many
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Table 9  GS values obtained by IMPSO-HES and 5 SAEAs (mean (variance))

jr] D IMPSO-HES SA-COSO CAL-SAPSO Gr-based SAPSO PESPSO ESPSO
3.660 0 3.160 0— 0.115 3— 0.147 6— 0.296 2— 0.664 5—
1 (4.2E+00) (6.5E-02) (4.9E-02) (1.1E-03) (1.3E-03) (5.0E-02)
Fl 21.398 11.017- 0.229 2— 0.027 9— 1.377 0— 1.866 4—
2 (6.1E+01) (1.2E+401) (1.9E-02) (8.2E-06) (1.2E-01) (2.4E-01)
17.990 17.248= 18.606+ 15.910— 11.820— 13.786—
1 (1.1E+00) (4.1E-02) (4.8E-01) (6.4E-01) (4.3E+00) (2.0E+00)
"2 18.866 18.025— 18.421= 14.717- 12.584— 15.958—
2 (9.0E-01) (4.4E-01) (2.4E+00) (1.1E+00) (2.3E+01) (1.6E+01)
78.266 97.683+ 79.727= 94.349+ 82.325= 89.952=
10 (1.3E+02) (5.8E+02) (1.6E+03) (7.3E+01) (1.2E+02) (2.0E+02)
s 173.97 177.43= 128.71- 168.14= 173.99= 175.65=
20 (2.4E402) (6.6E+02) (4.0E+03) (1.6E+02) (1.7E402) (1.1E+02)
37.310 537.31+ 39.003= 173.66+ 90.531+ 66.581+
1 (1.1E+02) (2.4E+04) (2.0E+02) (3.3E+02) (6.7E+02) (1.0E+02)
o 41.469 891.97+ 42.758= 330.37+ 97.508+ 195.90+
2 (5.7E+02) (1.7E+04) (2.0E+02) (3.9E+03) (6.8E+02) (1.9E+03)
1.174 5 66.556+ 1.736 4+ 1.310 6+ 2.798 7+ 2.317 2+
1 (3.7E-02) (1.8E+02) (1.4E-01) (1.7E-02) (2.4E+00) (3.9E-01)
o 1.075 7 43.897+ 2.255 3+ 1.057 2= 6.701 8+ 10.373+
2 (1.6E-02) (1.9E+02) (3.2E-01) (2.0E-05) (7.4E+00) (6.2E+00)
-199.15 —200.00— —200.00- -190.91+ —200.00— —200.00—-
Ho ! (4.6E+00) (2.1E-10) (1.6E-09) (3.2E401) (1.2E-13) (1.0E-11)
-0.999 9 -1.00= —0.505 2+ —0.999 1+ —0.999 9= —0.999 8=
o ! (3.1E-06) (0.0E+00) (1.2E-01) (L.1E-07) (2.7E-05) (3.8E-06)
—0.985 4 —0.980 8= —0.511 4+ —0.944 7+ —0.948 6+ —0.948 6+
e ! (1.3E-05) (1.0E-10) (8.0E-02) (7.4E-04) (5.1E-04) (5.1E-04)
-199.99 -196.14+ —157.69+ -199.93+ —199.98= —199.74+
o ? (1.0E-04) (3.8E+01) (8.6E+02) (5.1E-04) (2.7E-04) (6.4E-03)
-1.031 6 —0.995 6+ —0.464 6+ —1.030 6+ —1.030 3+ —1.029 2+
o ? (9.8E-07) (1.6E-03) (1.3E-01) (1.9E-06) (1.7E-07) (5.3E-07)
—158.32 —89.368+ —52.464+ —113.85+ —130.53+ —94.463+
i ? (1.9E+03) (2.4E403) (2.6E+403) (3.5E+04) (2.5E403) (1.5E4-03)
-0.999 9 -0.979 8+ —0.719 4+ —0.984 5+ —0.995 4+ —0.980 0+
e 2 (1.0E-06) (5.6E-04) (9.0E-02) (1.9E-04) (2.0E-06) (5.5E-05)
2.232 9 2.890 3+ 7.846 T+ 2.298 5= 2.022 8- 2.060 9—
i ? (2.3E-01) (6.4E-02) (3.0E+01) (1.0E-01) (4.6E-03) (3.1E-03)
0.087 9 40.011+ 197.39+ 23.774+ 7.588 4+ 9.961 7+
i ? (5.0E-01) (2.6E+02) (9.2E+03) (6.3E+03) (1.1E+02) (3.0E+02)
36.423 89.091+ 183.14+ 80.557+ 26.116= 57.889+
e 2 (3.7E+03) (2.7E+02) (3.6E+03) (1.1E+403) (7.6E+02) (2.8E+03)
0.242 3 90.430+ 350.88+ 60.296+ 1.162 1+ 18.280+
e ? (1.3E-01) (1.2E+404) (4.8E+04) (3.2E+03) (2.5E4+00) (1.2E+03)
— 5 32.566 88.270+ 173.56+ 57.380+ 26.079= 37.233=

(2.0E404) (5.3E-+02) (2.6E+04) (2.1E-+03) (6.2E+02) (6.0E+02)
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Table 9GS values obtained by IMPSO-HES and 5 SAEAs (mean (variance)) (continued table)
Ji] 85 D IMPSO-HES SA-COSO CAL-SAPSO Gr-based SAPSO PESPSO ESPSO

—0.267 9 —0.245 7T+ —0.130 4+ —0.267 1+ —0.267 8= —0.267 8=

e ? (1.6E-06) (3.6E-04) (5.6E-03) (6.8E-08) (1.6E-06) (5.4E-09)

0.399 9 1.148 8+ 2.260 3+ 0.425 9+ 0.424 9+ 0.513 6+

o ? (2.4E-05) (8.6E-01) (6.2E+00) (1.3E-03) (1.2E-03) (5.3E-02)
—7.4299 =7.776 0— =7.775 3— —6.340 8+ —7.294 3+ —7.451 1=

F20 ? (1.7E-02) (0.0E+00) (4.2E-06) (8.4E-01) (2.2E-01) (2.7E-01)

T I T ARREAT GSER RIS R,
R0 HEFRMGUISR
Table 10  Statistical results based on Table 9

i) 7l IMPSO-HES SA-COSO CAL-SAPSO Gr-based SAPSO PESPSO ESPSO

U /¥ % — 5/2/1 3/4/1 4/2/2 4/2/2 4/2/2
F2 ~F5 Rank 2.500 0 5.500 0 3.000 0 3.1250 3.1250 3.750 0
Adjusted p-value — 0.006 6 0.689 2 0.689 2 0.689 2 0.393 8

U/ % — 11/2/2 13/0/2 14/1/0 8/5/2 9/4/2
F6 ~ F20 Rank 1.833 3 4.166 6 5.433 3 4.000 0 2.266 6 3.300 0
Adjusted p-value — 0.001 6 0.000 0 0.002 5 0.525 8 0.039 5

T IR AR R & AR R LS SR

H# F6 ~ F20 ABA 244 R s 2 15
SACE . G5/ ZETTLUE 1, 78 15 AN
R EH, IMPSO-HES (54Xt EL 5% SA-COSO.
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PSO P68 bR FE = 2 o 115 134 14, 8 A1 9, 1M
Fo 55T PR AR n) /R = 433l A 24 24 0. 2 i 2.
i1 “Rank” 8 7] %1, IMPSO-HES HHEFE A 1.833 3,
ANTFHAD 5 FpoeE L. A “Adjusted p-value” B LA
EFH, BT PESPSO 24k, IMPSO-HES & #1t T
HA AR e g2 B, W T EEZANER
AL AR I 2 B AL ) R, IMPSO-HES 7E 3k HL £
A4 JR e L g B TRV, B R DAGRAIE BT 154 Ry S A0 A
. HIRFTTRE S, X4 SAEA ¥ A AL HE £ B
BN Z 22 R, 7kt 2
HRORR R 2 D) 48 2R X I, 3 T S e VA A R

Kl 6 454 T IMPSO-HES 5%t Bk i 4T
iHIE], B 6(a) NENEMAL F1 ~ F5 AT (e, B 6(b)
RNEFIEARA F6 ~ F20 Frigif ). nf LG H: 1) 4§
itk s, IMPSO-HES [i2 /T i (AR K; 2) X F1 ~
F5, IMPSO-HES f1 CAL-SAPSO iz 47 i 8] B &
KFHA 4 MEE; 3) 4T F6 ~ F20, CAL-SAPSO
iz 47 i fAl e K, IMPSO-HES )iz 47 i [ g T
s 4 Fhxt L%, IMPSO-HES 3547 I 1) 5K i i
RIFTRELE T, B R EE VL KEM MR, B

SR IMPSO-HES iz 17 i [a]H& T3040 % bL S0k, (H 2,
5 REAETRAE & ot B SO PA EARAE EE (T
4.2 WHTR), HETRN IR X BN, HZn]

5 1 MESRISHUMUE LRI

N T BAFE IMPSO-HES [A I 5E £i7 2 ML AL fil
MREST, B 5 7 P& 2 BUS 3 BRI T LREL.
XL A A AR 3 PR T PSO MBS
% (R R3PSO, FERPSO™! Hl LIPS™), 3 F T
Z e Z AL S (R NCDEL NSDE
A ANDE!!) A 1 Fp 2 H dx kb 5% (B EMO-
MMOP). A T FRIUEXT LA, B SR A
(] P 85 K LS R B VP IR B T B . FH T X XS L
SRR A B REOTAN BT A M, R, 9T
RBEANFIEH AT AHAT 2 OEAR, S8/ 1A
(P Fh A RARL. X6 7 Aot LL BTV, W e AT B R
B4y N 20 F1 50, SEEG 45 BRI, MRS
N 20 B IX S EE SRS R AR, BT R iR,
HEAAFRAENT L RVE R S 1. 32 B R R AT g A2
TEFPEERIRE N 20 B 1% S8 55035 1 E AL AREAR X 0K,
FHEA B 78 BT [RS8k, BRI, B X bl
(R R RURS IS ¥ B N 20, Mo T e xek B4R 1) HiAth
SR, PR E SO B VG AT R B

# 11 B/ 7 IMPSO-HES 5 7 f &2 825104k
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Fig.6 Running times of IMPSO-HES and the five SAEAs
# 11 A F1 ~ F5 B IMPSO-HES 5 7 f 2L GSE (39ME (B %))
Table 11 GS values obtained by IMPSO-HES and the 7 multimodal EAs on F1 ~ F5 (mean (variance))

) /8 D IMPSO-HES LIPS EMO-MMO R3PSO FERPSO NCDE NSDE ANDE
3.6600 3.3110— 5.0580+ 5.928 2+ 4.3713+ 5.7227+ 5.8277+ 5.288 8+
(4.2E+00) (7.8E-01) (1.3E+00) (2.3E+00) (1.2E+00) (6.4E+00)  (1L.6E400)  (2.6E+00)

t 21.398 19.528= 26.709+ 31.059+ 18.792- 28.868+ 29.060+ 32.311+
2 (6.1E+01) (9.8E+00) (2.2E+01) (2.2E+01) (1.2E+01) (5.8E+01)  (15E401)  (5.5E+01)

17.990 18.046= 18.022= 19.159+ 18.073= 19.411+ 19.432+ 19.523+
10 (1.1E+00) (8.1E-01) (7.0E-01) (3.9E-01)  (LO6E+00)  (L3E+00)  (3.0B-01)  (1.5E-01)

2 18.866 18.924= 18.922= 19.663+ 19.313+ 19.895+ 20.108+ 19.950+
20 (9.0E-01) (3.6E+01) (1.7E-01) (6.5E-02) (2.5E-01) (9.9E-02) (4.9E-02) (8.2E-06)

78.266 95.069+ 89.325= 108.58+ 100.83+ 110.95+ 101.33+ 106.90+
1 (1.3E+02) (6.3E+01) (1.2E+02) (2.2E+02) (8.2E+01) (5.5E+02)  (1.3E402)  (1.3E+02)

s 173.97 212.48+ 207.09+ 258.90+ 225.25+ 251.77+ 262.26+ 268.57+
20 (2.4E+02) (2.6E+02) (2.8E+02) (33E+02)  (5.1B+02)  (3.2B402)  (65E+02)  (L1E+02)

37.310 343.96+ 257.96+ 670.32+ 451.41+ 812.90+ 982.18+ 523.1+
10 (1.1E+02) (4.2E+05) (3.6E+05) (1.3E+05) (2.8E+04) (1.OE4+05)  (LIE+05)  (2.7E+05)

" 41.469 1431.9+ 1399.6+ 2853.3+ 1722.6+ 3031.2+ 2737.0+ 2416.1+
2 (5.7E+02) (1.1E+05) (1.5E405) (3.6E+05) (5.1E404) (6.9E4+05)  (7.1E+05)  (1.6E+05)

1.1745 66.246+ 65.750+ 94.936+ 71.342+ 129.69+ 115.66+ 109.05+
. 10 (3.7E-02) (3.1E+02) (6.7E+02) (47E+02)  (48B+02)  (35B+02)  (3.8E4+02)  (6.6E+01)
50 1.0757 160.00+ 156.27+ 305.74+ 194.22+ 298.184 300.28+- 300.13+
(1.6E-02) (4.8E+02) (1.1E+03) (TOE+02)  (1.5B+03)  (3.7B+03)  (2.1E4+03)  (2.2E+03)

T I TR S H R R A R .

FVRALE T F1 ~ F5 1521 GSME, & 12 51
T ABER RS F6 ~ F20 B TR H GS A1 VR
B FE—4, 2 13 %% 11 ML 12 (K25 45 Rk T
TGt SRR F1 ~ F5, WGE 13 Hf <4y
/27 Al LA H, IMPSO-HES (4% EL 832 LIPS,
EMO-MMO. R3PSO. FERPSO. NCDE. NSDE

A1 ANDE [k &= 43 58 6+ 7+ 104 8 10, 10 Al
10, 1755 T35 B B2 ik ek B8 43 oA 1. 0,
0. 1. 05 0, 0. M “Rank”fH 1 LLFE H, IMPSO-HES
FIHERF N 1.3000, /8T X6 L BEVER P, M “Ad-
justed p-value” 7] LA H, IMPSO-HES & # L T
R3PSO. NCDE. NSDE #l ANDE, {H5H 4 3 Ff
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Table 12 Results of IMPSO-HES and the 7 multimodal EAs on F6 ~ F20
f D IMPSO-HES LIPS EMO-MMO R3PSO FERPSO NCDE NSDE ANDE
GS ¥ -199.15 —185.64+ -196.52+ -190.93+4 -186.314 -191.25+ -197.86+ -195.52+4
F6 (brHE%) (4.6E+00) (8.8E+01) (1.0E+02) (6.1E+01) (1.0E+02) (3.4E+02) (4.5E+01) (5.0E+02)
VR 18 0.80 0.20+ 0.40+ 0.10+ 0.00+ 0.65+ 0.75= 0.40+
GS ¥)fH —0.999 9 -0.999 4+ -0.999 5+ -0.999 1+  —0.998 6+  —0.998 7+  —0.998 4+  —0.998 0+
F7 (brHE2) (3.1E-06) (7.3E-07) (2.5E-07) (7.2E-07) (1.0E-06) (8.5E-07) (5.6E-06) (4.6E-06)
VR {4 0.78 0.78= 0.76= 0.70= 0.66+ 0.74= 0.78= 0.67+
GS ¥t —0.985 4 —0.969 3+ -0.993 7— —-0.993 1- 09758+  —0.966 0+  —0.948 3+  —0.968 3+
F8 (FrifEZE) (1.3E-04) (6.8E-04) (2.5E-04) (6.7E-05) (4.1E-04) (8.9E-04) (5.1E-03) (3.1E-03)
VR {8 1.00 0.80+ 0.90+ 1.00= 1.00= 0.90+ 0.60+ 0.80+
GS ¥IfH -199.99 -197.58+ -197.79+ -196.99+ -196.92+ —197.04+ —-196.10+ -197.22+
F9 (brifEE) (1.0E-04) (1.7E400) (9.9E400) (1.3E4+01) (8.6E400) (5.2E+00) (1.6E+01) (1.3E4+01)
VR ¥I{E 0.70 0.02+ 0.05+ 0.07+ 0.07+ 0.10+ 0.05+ 0.05+
GS ¥ -1.031 6 -1.004 7+ -1.001 64 -1.003 2+  —0.994 9+ 09878+  —0.97304+  -1.002 0+
F10 (briE2E) (9.8E-07) (3.6E-04) (2.8E-03) (2.8E-03) (8.8E-04) (8.7E-03) (5.0E-03) (3.4E-02)
VR ¥3{8 1.00 0.55+ 0.10+ 0.45+ 0.30+ 0.40+ 0.35+ 0.5+
GS #fE -158.32 -105.20+ ~134.50= —90.154+ -114.0994+  -123.777+ —~111.92+ -132.37=
F11 (PRHEZ2) (1.9E+03) (1.3E+03) (1.7E+03) (5.4E+02) (1.3E+03) (1.0E+03) (2.3E+03) (1.6E+03)
VR {8 0.02 0.01= 0.01= 0.00+ 0.00+ 0.00+ 0.00+ 0.01=
GS ¥t -0.999 9 —0.973 3+ —0.975 3+ -0.972 7+  —0.976 4+  —0.976 4+  —0.989 0+  —0.988 7+
F12 (bR ) (1.0E-06) (3.2E-04) (4.9E-04) (4.6E-04) (5.8E-04) (5.2E-04) (3.0E-04) (4.6E-03)
VR #){H 0.13 0.08+ 0.05+ 0.07+ 0.07+ 0.08+ 0.10+ 0.09+
GS ¥1H 2.232 9 2.714 6+ 2.560 4+ 2.438 4+ 2.590 3+ 2.481 7+ 2.344 6= 2.579 2+
F13 (brifEZE) (2.3E-01) (3.2E-01) (2.3E400) (2.1E-01) (2.4E-01) (7.3E-01) (8.7E-01) (2.2E400)
VR #){H 0.09 0.08= 0.08= 0.07= 0.08= 0.134 0.09= 0.08=
GS 18 0.087 9 44.360+ 45.829+ 43.836+ 38.669+ 40.250+ 38.149+ 41.010+
Fl14 (brHE2) (5.0E-01) (4.0E+03) (4.8E+03) (4.5E+03) (4.5E+03) (4.3E+03) (1.6E+03) (1.2E+02)
VR ¥3{8 0.24 0.01+ 0.01+ 0.00+ 0.01+ 0.01+ 0.00+ 0.00+
GS #fE 36.423 103.12+ 85.620+ 108.46+ 82.451+ 67.647+ 75.308+ 89.100-+
F15 (PRHEZ2) (3.7E+03) (1.4E+03) (6.8E+03) (3.2E+03) (2.7E+03) (1.7E+03) (6.6E+03) (1.8E+03)
VR {4 0.03 0.00+ 0.01= 0.00+ 0.01= 0.00+ 0.00+ 0.00+
GS #{H 0.242 3 74.272+ 52.296+ 132.800+ 52.555-+ 81.104+ 114.04+ 67.231+
F16 (FrHEZ2) (1.3E-01) (8.2E+03) (8.1E+03) (6.6E+03)  (3.2E+03) (9.0E+03) (1.6E+03)  (1.6E+03)
VR $){H 0.15 0.00+ 0.02+ 0.00+ 0.00+ 0.00+ 0.00+ 0.00+
GS ¥fH 32.566 127.50+ 141.05+ 165.93+ 148.05+ 192.724 162.204 100.12+
F17 (brHE%) (2.0E+04) (2.3E+03) (2.5E+04) (5.7E+03) (2.0E+03) (8.5E+03) (5.2E+03) (3.2E+03)
VR ¥I{E 0.13 0.00+ 0.00+ 0.00+ 0.00+ 0.00+ 0.00+ 0.00+
GS ¥ —0.267 9 -0.264 2+ —0.260 3+ —-0.257 9+  —0.2625+  —0.254 8+  —0.260 4+  —0.263 0+
F18 (FrifE2E) (1.6E-06) (6.0E-05) (6.8E-05) (9.1E-05) (4.9E-05) (1.6E-04) (1.8E-05) (1.5E-04)
VR ¥3{8 1.00 1.00= 0.95= 0.95= 1.00= 0.80+ 0.80+ 0.85+
GS ¥fH 0.399 9 0.529 2+ 0.882 5+ 0.797 9+ 0.776 3+ 0.789 5+ 1.337 5+ 0.885 8+
F19 (PRHEZ2) (2.4E-05) (1.9E-01) (1.8E-01) (1.8E-01) (1.8E-01) (1.7E+00) (8.6E-02) (2.0E-01)
VR {4 0.60 0.03+ 0.03+ 0.10+ 0.06+ 0.16+ 0.06-+ 0.2+
GS #{H -7.429 9 —6.619 2+ —6.649 6+ —6.664 4+ —6.728 0+ —6.679 1+ —6.420 4+ —6.981 8+
F20 (FrHEZ2) (1.7E-02) (2.9E-01) (8.6E-01) (4.0E-01) (3.3E-01) (4.5E-01) (3.8E-01) (4.6E-01)
VR #{H 0.40 0.26+ 0.26+ 0.26+ 0.20+ 0.29+ 0.27+ 0.28+

T IR R R & A R R LS SR
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Table 13 Statistical comparison results of IMPSO-HES and the 7 multimodal EAs
i) f83t IMPSO-HES LIPS EMO-MMO R3PSO FERPSO NCDE NSDE ANDE
F1~F5 Uy )V )% GS — 6/3/1 7/3/0 10/0/0 8/1/1 10/0/0  10/0/0  10/0/0
Rank 1.300 0 2.800 0 3.000 0 6.100 0 3.300 0 6.300 0 6.800 0 6.700 0
Adjusted p-value — 0.315 3 0.116 0 0.000 2 0.0937 0.000 1 0.000 0 0.000 0
I/ % GS — 15/0/0 13/1/1 14/0/1 15/0/0 15/0/0  14/1/0  14/1/0
F6 ~ F20 VR — 11/4/0 10/5/0 11/4/0 11/4/0 14/1/0  12/3/0  13/2/0
Rank 1.258 6 4.827 5 4.268 9 5.551 7 4.603 4 6.103 4 4.862 0 4.224 1
Adjusted p-value — 0.000 0 0.000 0 0.000 0 0.000 0 0.000 0 0.000 0 0.000 0
XA TG B = S

X+ F6 ~ F20, f1# 13 ATLAE H: 1) IMPSO-
HES 5 2|1) GSEHIL T LIPS, FERPSO Al
NCDE. 2) % F#tr VR (G2U#HF]), IMPSO-
HES H48xf & LIPS, EMO-MMO. R3PSO,
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BI04 110 104 114 114 144 12 F113; M H 5 Txf
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Fig.7  Outline of the single-room building
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Table 14  Decision variable information of the problem
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Table 15  Results of the two algorithms on building energy conservation
GS Optimal solutions I IE] (s)
X = 71.8, 1.06, 1.85, 3.64, 0.0382, 0.0905, 0.2212, 0.1033, 6.5, 14.0, 22.3, 26.4, f=5.1
IMPSO-HES 5.02 X = 297.3, 2.53, 1.63, 4.0065, 0.0556, 0.0402, 0.5983, 0.1027, 6.0, 17.2, 19.6, 24.0, f= 5.1 450
X = 351.7, 3.50, 0.38, 2.266, 0.1604, 0.0567, 0.8882, 0.1062, 6.1, 17.3, 22.6, 24.6, f= 5.11
X =183.2, 1.19, 2.36, 2.32, 0.3439, 0.0489, 0.9743, 0.1085, 6.18, 12.3, 21.1, 26.3, f= 5.01
EMO-MMO 4.96 X = 215.1, 2.41, 2.09, 5.38, 0.2847, 0.0532, 0.4720, 0.1015, 6.44, 11.8, 19.3, 27.1, f= 5.02 42 357

X =134.7,1.07, 2.87, 3.73, 0.3129, 0.0418, 0.9553, 0.1015, 6.02, 12.8, 20.4, 25.3, f= 5.02
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F5 7 ER T EE e (]
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