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Opposition-based Particle Swarm Optimization with Adaptive Cauchy Mutation
KANG Lan-lan’? DONG Wen-yong! TIAN Jiang-sen!
(Computer School, Wuhan University, Wuhan 430072, China)!
(College of Applied Science,Jiangxi University of Science and Technology, Ganzhou 341000, China)?

Abstract To solve the problem of premature convergence in traditional particle swarm optimization (PSO), this paper
proposed a opposition-based particle swarm optimization with adaptive Cauchy mutation. The new algorithm applies
adaptive Cauchy mutation strategy (ACM) on the basis of generalized opposition-based learning method (GOBL).
GOBL strategy to generate solutions can expand the search space and enhance the global explorative ability of PSO.
Meanwhile, adaptive Cauchy mutation strategy was presented to disturb the current optimal particle and adaptively gain
variation points in order to avoid the best particle being trapped into local optima, since this may cause search stagna-
tion. This strategy is helpful to improve the exploitation ability of PSO and make the algorithm more smoothly fast con-
verge to the global optimal solution. In order to further balance the global search and local explorative ability of the al-
gorithm, this paper applied a nonlinear adaptive inertia weight. The new algorithm was compared with several opposi-
tion-based PSO on 14 benchmark functions. The experimental results show that the new algorithm greatly improves ac-
curacy and convergence speed of solution,
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BB AL B B (Particle Swarm Optimization, PSO) &
Kennedy il Eberhart Z£ A F 1995 4E 42 80— Fp BEEE GEIL
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SIEUMEEREXBRMR. ERERL. 5 TER . SHPE
5L TR B BB AR R — B it | RSB E R
BRIl ET , B BRI 2RW RS, K5 T RERBT
ARMEH#— SR RN AFE M EE TERIBRS
B, RAH RIFHHERE.
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RN, A TR I AR AB 18 SR T RE KA 2R
BRALAL R a B S B A R R B AR , REU# RS PSO #R 8.
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ASGEL BB RES SRR MERXE,
EH—MFH AENTES K% PSO B # (Adaption
Cauchy Mutation Opposition-based PSO, ACMOPS), AC-
MOPS % i€ RB Az B 15 R 7825 5% 5 0s (ACMD ¥ KRk
ABIR A2 o, R T FER pbest BRETMUST ghest B, 4R
EREHBER, PR A R, PORE BEA BOR A BT R
i, WBE RN REERES . Rt & TRAERESNSIR
HALE B (AW, B AL B R B R T 10 B AR R BUET B
EHERAE . 7E 14 AN A R S AT R BB SE IR, A3
BEESEMETRERNEIN PSOEEH#T TG, £k
LR R, A BRI B B B AR B
KKIER T PSO Ml SGH .
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2.1 BZAPSO

PSOBHER—METHAE N2 RMEIEREE, B
R MR TFRIE— MRS, R RE SUERNMRE.
BRFRANMEEERE DABRS AP RAREAEREK
BT, B8R TFU—ENEEEBERFE3, MmN E FRE
17 B (phest) RATIH T S HAEN B (ghest) B 5l , SEBUXHE AR H
Beik, 75 D B, BRENERS NS i MR Fu (o=
(xi1sTiz s 2ip)TER f BNFEE LB v, AN BT E x.;
EF—-RERFHEFLRM T,

v (t+ 1) = wu,; (t) + cyrand, (pbest;,; — x:.; (£)) +

crrand, (gbest—x;,;(t)) (@)

zi,; G+ D=z, ; () +v;,; (¢+1) 2
HA,i=1,2,+,N;j=1,2,+, D;w B HE{E (inertia
weight) ;& [0,1]5¢1 Fl ¢ /0 & 2 (acceleration coeffi-
cients) , ¢ »c3 €[0,2]);rand, M rand, B4 L0, 1]XE I
BB STREDLE .

2.2 RE¥EIRRE

F2 5] 2 3] % ¥ ( Opposition-Based Learning, OBL) i
H. R. Tizhoosh #& 2005 KR KD, A% F, 5841
BF 2 (D =C(za>xa, > xp) WERBT, =(F1, T2,
IoXDAKTFHEIHRXNGAE.

¥ ;=a;+b—x; &)
Hev,la 51 h « BWHIF. 81 F X300 F 89 % % Rk
FAGEMRATTEMEEEE L & 504, B, 0k Fobl 7 57
o1 B0 AR 25 8] 5 R [ S 25 IR 7T & 30 BB A A A R A ) o
HATER KRB ARG RRES.

Wang % A% OBL SRR BN FREBE o, R —F
TR0 % 3 ) PSO H % (OPSOY, 7E OPSO F, i FiH #
AF 57 (Cauchy Mutation, CM) Xt gbest #E4T3030 , 75 B BT 8
NN R BA AT e . FESCRIS R BT — P —&%
{489 B (8] % > 55 % (Generalized Opposition-Based Learning,
GOBL),7& GOBL T .48 B — 13838 4L i 5 17 % SR F R
% GOPSO™, B FEAECMI6] PR IR AI#T K
B, EMAHR PSO 1, B8 —MFNBEER AN TRE
R (EOPSO) , B M B F B IGER Y pbest BUKEH
B, RER G ERGFERTFHREHEH 2N MRF PR

BB RHERMAE N PR TFHAT —RERP. R, A%
AR T 2448 7 % BE (Differential Evolutionary Mutation,
DEM)t gbest #ATHR BN . TR — ALK 6% > R ng
B X .

BN 11—k 14 B2 181 2% 3 SE B, Generalized Opposition-
based learning, GOBL)®% & Zi =Ty s Tiz s s xip) B D
g AR — N ERL T SRR R AL = (X1 Tz
Tup)AIENXA:
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He,e~UW0, D AT 0 R 1 ZE 835 2 10 BEVLE B
R FRBEHFHR B, 2., €La; 0], [da; ,db; 1R j
FHREEWIHT AR HROHEER.

da; =min(x;,;) »db; =max(x;,;) 5

BESRSSARGRE FELERERYR 6B
LA TR/ RS E, R0 W ER TR R
Lda; sdb, 1, %+ HEUE M — 25 10 .

X ., =rand(da; ,db;) ,if X ;;<da; or db; > ;; (6)
A, rand(da; ,db;) X 8 da; ,db; ] F BEHLE 4 B A — 4~
FEL.
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3T PSO, B ISUZ BT, BRI T ghest BYEBUE R
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tion, ACM) , X G UGE B gbest F1TE RI1E, o BB
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/b RANREBIARUERK , ¥ IR IR gbest (i IE R R
fii. HFEREH f(gbest” YIRT fgbest) (f(+ ) K IRIBRE i
R, MBUL . FEt, ACM 4% BRI EBEm,
ghest LIRS B MBI IR E B REE S, WAL RE
B, 78 5 R/ AT DGR e B AR AR I 3% AT AR %
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B 1AL, A 4 AR SR AR R R . 7 ACM
ZFF, 3 HIHE N AN MER) pbest TEA Y L 18 avg
pbest(1):

aug_pbest(iy=( 3 phesilj [ /N ®

He,i=1,2,D,phest[ j I IR%E j TRTIESE « £ L@
B. MARXQ)IHE aveg pbest(DF] gbest 48 —HEWIEE .,

r(i) =gbest (i) —aug_pbest(i) o)
¥ rORABRQD S,
xm (1) =exp(—A ¢ t/tm) * (1—=7(0) /Toax) an

Hep A REBLAHIRA=10;¢ HFELARE o BB
MCARE s o SR 25 A LR ATETE . ¥ o AR ABUSE (8) 1, XL
% RN 2 .

F=05+arctan(xm)/pi
(ME4 SR
SR EEEE

05
04

02
tmax (R B RA )
A2 HENFTERER(ACM Z4&=[E

M 2 W5, EEAE, MR R TR ER AT
R BRI, ¥ RS [, FE SRR, ERE
BN NTIARAE B B T B Bl . RN, Ba@ R s
REMEREBT B REBRRNERE, HRE RN
WRES MARKR RS B RGN, BOEFE L8R R
RAERIBH G, IR B SR

BE A P9 38 5 (ACMD #AE I (12) BT

gbest™ (1) = gbest(i)+u(i) « F(xm) a2

/i (HEXEH) 00

w( =i IGD/N a3
Hep, o jILIRE j MTES A EMERES B, w(DRE
HAE FALEFHE
3.2 BENEFBENERREAW)

Soitt— 65 PSO Bk W& BB RS M EFHM
H A SCR AR R BB R R HEAE R AK, RIEARER
WFeE,

Winax ~ Whnin ) * (fi = fonin)
w={wmin+( (S g )—‘fiin) v IS o (14)
Whnax » I fou

HF s Woae «woia T HA w BB KBS BR/ME; f RAAKRT
BITEIIAE 5 fous + frin 735 0 2400 BT A BT 0 5 X938 17 16 A0 0
MENE. YN TFHENES T-BSETREEMLN,
AN 5 LB A B, A E D . R, X T 5E
BT P H5E RLE DR T, ST RERAEAE B, MRS R
BF s RZ BBERBRERE. SR FaRFnRRIRE
#.
3.3 ACMOPS

#H ACM R BIR M5 PSO #, 3R AW 5%
BENEFRENE. B 1 HHT ACMOPS B MEAR
BB, Heb, P SRR, OP R R mRHA .
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EREERE N AR TSR

4. X FHIERFhEE , if FEMLEL rand<jr(F5 2 A1 3 S 06 05 R 3 ;

5. ARG FEH [day, dby T, BIER () RGO REBMRF R A,
¥ OP,#E PUOP Bt it 0% 25 8] P B BUE W F R BB T8
B NASBLF (2 SCHGE BB B /IRT NMRLF) 5

6. else

7 RER 1ORB BEMRERE, FAADRO . R@ P, 3541
NFHATEEA PSO #45;

8. IRIWER 41— ], 7 PUTE R T B pbest 55 ghest;

9. Xt 4 ATFREAY gbest B ACM $uk BI 2 (12) #4735 Sl s

10, MR ISPIGR AR B SR 4,

3.4 HEERtEERESY

HESE 1M, ACMOPS BT EASUTHS MK

FHEE .GOBL %Bg BE 5 (v B EH#4E (EAK PSO) AW %

B ACM 8. S, BESME EHBRIEM AW KRt

Bl E 2B OCNDF O, BIHFEEER A IR FEYLA

A B AR R B B R DL 3 R4, GOBL R PR

R R A R R B R ENLGIR S, R aE S BN F B

43 P REPLAM A R 3h A FE BT AR i A A e T e

EEHR ON « D), B A B b, B B fE 0 HEF , B ¢

EH ON®), %F GOBL #iug, &4 E D BN, BHEMBE N

BEEMTF D RZ, D 8 KRet, fla. D=100, NSBE/NF D,

ik, GOBL R BE W iekh ON - D), & L@

#7, ACMOPS #itEE ZEH ON « D),

4 HEXBEIHR

41 ZRiCE

FTE B 5 — 7 MATLAB2012 ¥4 T 5@ it 14 MR
Eﬁﬁﬁfﬁ'i%d}ﬁilﬁgﬁ fl ~fs fﬂ%lﬁ%@ﬁl fe ~f14W§
%, H o 4o 0 R B LB MR OB A AR — R B IR S ~
Fo JEFE SRR fo~ fu MEBPLZMEBE fro~ f1a 3 FG
Xt FHAL L1 R $L, A& 305 % CEC 2010 #55IH#H &1 fr iy i
BUE S, W f_bias Gi—iE K 0. BHH WX RES f> b5
EZSMBRELRBMME 0. HTTRMELR D=30 Ti#
7, fs BIBRARME 0 —12560. 5, XERP iR &=E, BEME
B 1, P FENESE L 1EE B, M R D XD #)— Fl
PLIER SR FEB A B B P 0= (o1 s 024+ 00) A BEHLAL
BEg.

HT BB AR, ACMOPS 5 5 HARE K
HE 3 # OBL-based PSO B & # 17 L8, B4+ 512 EOP-
SO®) [ GOPSOF! #1 OPSO™, R, #A4 PSO Wi A Bixt 1t
F. UFEESBEEESFEXMAR 8GR FRAEE
U TR R — 2 MBI N=40, ACMOPS &
B L 2 FrFl.



F1 HELHPEAK 14 0K EHK

Test Function D Search Space fnin Name of function
D
=X+ 30 [—100,1007D 0 Sphere
i=1
f,0= S %)? 30 {—100,100]P 0 Quadric
=1 j=1
D
Unimodal fs(x)=liz31(L x+0.50)2 30 {—100,100]P 0 Step
D=1
f(0= 2 [100 « (g —)E+HA~x)] 30 [—30,30]P 0 Rosenbrock
i=1
fo= 3 —x + sin(— /TR 30 [—500,500] —12569. 5 Schwefel
i=1
D ..
fs(x)= > [xf —10cos(2xx;) +10] 30 {—5.12,5.121P 0 Rastrigin
i=1
D
£,(0=—20+exp(—0.2 * , / (T x*)/D)—
b i=1 30 (—32,32]P 0 Ackley
exp((_glcos( 2nx))/D)+20+e
i &, B X D .
= 3l — (—)+1 30 —600,600 0 Griewank
Multimodal b0 =go0,2% ~ L F 5 )
fy(0={;(2),z=xx M 30 [—5.12,5.12]° 0 Rotated Rastrigin
fo(0="1(2),z=x*M 30 [—32,32]P 0 Rotated Ackley
f1 (0 =1g(2),z=x* M 30 [ —600,600]P 0 Rotated Griewank
fi2 (0= (2 ,z=x—0 30 [~5.12,5.12]P 0 Shifted Rastrigin
15 (0 =1 () ,z=x—0 30 [—32,32]P 0 Shifted Ackley
f, (0 =1(2),z=x—0 30 [—600,600]° 0 Shifted Griewank

%2 ACMOPS &¥ikE

| Cz Winax Wnin ir A
1.49618 1, 49618 0.4 0.2 0,3 10

4.2 XBERSHH

K% SRR 3 RSy, BB — R Bk 5 MPIAHAT
Xf HA T 5 55 R K TR 4R 40 M ACMOPS Bi5 P PIRH A
WM ACM 5 AW & B W5 81 8B B B2 1R 5 55 =38 43 %ot

ACMOPS B #1T S5 BB 7.
4.2.1 FEsan

TEXT 5 PSO BT st T A B S R
BRI _EIEAT 30 W, R HIE M 10000 K, B R REMREKN
FHER, ME 3 FH, HE5+7,“—",“~"HFHIFR AC-
MOPS BB T .6 TR Y T ILERE. S0 EK
PSR AMGER.

# 3 PSO,0PSO,GOPSO, EOPSO f1 ACMOPS B 7E 14 Ml se B - a4 R E

Funs, PSO OPSO GOPSO EOPSO ACMOPS
f1 1. 56E—03 + 4.59E—36 + 0. 00E+00 ~ 0.00E+00 ~ 0. G0E+ 00
f2 7.18E—02 + 2.09E—35 + 3.02e—321 + 1. 97e—323 + 0. 00E+00
f3 6. 82E—02 + 4. 59E+04 + 1. 40E+04 + 2. 00E—01 + 0. 00E+00
iy 1. 26E+00 - 7. 18E+00 + 2. 82E+01 ~ 1.57E—24 — 2. 37E+01
fs ~1L72E+02 + —2.21E+306 + —1.33E+04 ~ —L99E+05 +  —1.16E+04
{5 2. 06E+00 + 1. 51E+01 + 0. 00E+00 ~ 2. 09E-+00 + 0. 00E+00
f7 4. 45E—02 + 1. 85E+-00 + 0. 00E+00 ~ 1. 86E—01 + 0. 00E+ 00
fs 1. 14E—03 + 3.83E—01 + 0. 00E+00 ~ 1. 26E—~02 + 0. 00E+ 00
fo 2. 99E+00 + 1. 51E+01 + 0. 0CE+00 ~ 4. 11E4-00 + 0. 00E+00
fr0 2.81E—02 + 2. 98E+00 + 0. 00E+00 - 3.41E—01 + 5.57E—15
fn 7.95E—04 + 2.33E—02 + 0. 00E+00 ~ 1. 22E—02 + 0, 0OE+ 00
fiz 4. 68E+00 + 1. 35E+01 + 0. 00E+00 ~ 1. 76E+00 + 0. 00E+00
fi3 4. 25E—~01 + 2. 98E+00 + 0. 00E+ 00 - 1. 34E-01 + 2.T4E—14
fi4 7. 69E+00 + 1. 95E—02 + 0. 00E+00 ~ 1. 44E—02 + 0. 0CE+ 00
+ 13 14 2 12 -
~ 0 10 1 -

— 2 1 -

MFE 3 PEIEH, BT, M THAL 4 #EE, AC-
MOPSHB TEHFMWER. Kb, 5 PSOME S, B f
4k, ACMOPS 7E L & SR _H ¥ BB B : X T OPSO & ik,
LHRERER ACMOPS 7 14 AR LT OPSO; EOP-
SO BRE fi PBRBREME BEERXE 124 &KL AC-
MOPS #3F, {EHREEME, ACMOPS 5 GOPSO BR7E KX
EHRRPFTREBTHEANBEMNRE.BE 5 £ £, AC
MOPS {£F GOPSO,

# 4 #—4 % ACMOPS 5 GOPSO BiFfpE 2 14 4~
R EH_EIBIT 30 W W H{E (Mean) AFHES 22 (Std Dev) ,

B E (Best) REBZE (Worst) T2 T AW, TR ERE
7~ : ACMOPS 2 iz17 5 B Worst {H7E 12 1 MiR R ¥ by
BAR, Bksir g _A% GOPSO B E., Haf, R 0HX
MEBLESEREAMEHIRE N fitness(gbest) >1. 0E— 16
8:82<C10000¢2 HBARKE J5 » FEIRXT 14 4~ Wi oF 3 B 7
TRV BREITE RSB ERKE, FE 5 75, AC-
MOPS 7 3 MR 5+ 45 T GOPSO, 7E 9 /4~ R ¥ ik
RIKEH RELTEE GOPSO, #—H18 T AT B E e
SRS S e gl =gy
229 -



# 4 GOPSO i ACMOPS HILTE 14 MR RS F MIEITHR

Funs GOPSO ACMOPS
’ Mean Std Dev Best Worst Mean Std Dev Best Worst
f1 0. 00E+00 0. 00E+00 0. 00E+00 7.41E—323 0. 00E-+00 0. 00E+00 0. 00E+00 0. 00E+00
2 3.02e—321 0. 00E+-00 0. 00E+00 9. 07e—~320 0. 00E+-00 0. 00E+00 0. 00E-+00 0. 00E+00
3 1. 40E+04 1. B9E+04 4, 94E—110 6. 09E+04 0. 00E+00 0. 00E-+00 0. 00E+00 0. 00E+-00
fy 2. 82E+01 1. 36E+00 2.46E+01 2. 90E+01 2. 37E+01 8.87E—0Q1 2. 21E+01 2. 56E+01
fs —1. 33E+04 2. 18E403 —2.23E+04 —9.68E+03 —1.16E+04 1. 81E+03 —1.57E+04 —8. 32E+03
fs 0. 00E+-00 0. 00E-+00 0. 00E+00 0. 00E+00 0. 00E-+00 0. 00E-+00 0. 00E-+00 0. 00E+00
f7 0. 00E-+00 0. 00E-+00 0. 00E+00 0. 00E-+00 0. 00E+00 0, 00E+00 0. 00E+00 0, 00E+00
fs 0. 00E+-00 0. 00E-+00 0. 00E+00 0. 00E+00 0. 00E+00 0. 00E+00 0. 00E+00 0. 00E+-00
fo 0, 00E+00 0. 00E+00 0. 00E+00 0. 00E+00 0. 00E+-00 0. 00E-4-00 0. 00E+00 0. 00E-+00
fro 0. 00E+00 0. 00E+00 0. 00E-+00 0. 00E+00 5. 57TE—15 7.03E—15 0. 00E-+-00 3. 20E—14
fi1 0. 00E+00 0. 00E+00 Q. 00E+00 0. 00E+00 0. 00E+-00 0, 00E+00 0. 00E-+00 0. 00E+00
f12 0. 00E+00 0. QOE+00 0. 00E+00 0. 00E+00 0, 00E+00 0. 00E+00 0. 00E-+0Q0 0. 00E+00
fiz 0. 00E+00 0. 00E+00 0. 00E+00 0, 00E+00 2. T4E—14 1. 22E—13 0. 00E-+00 6.82E—13
f14 0. 00E+00 0. 00E+00 0. 00E+00 0. 00E+00 0. 00E-+00 0. 00E+00 0. 00E-+00 0. 00E+00
F 5 GOPSO# ACMOPS B L7 14 MR R B L %R IR B b 3%
Iterations f; i, {3 i {s f f, [ fy {10 1 f) [ f14 Less iter
GOPSO 507 559 116 10000 10000 1054 1503 627 713 1392 730 911 929 565 3
AMCOPS 108 119 33 10000 10000 153 3720 136 131 10000 142 121 10000 126 9
4.2.2 HeHAT 8
N - = lamda=10
HEMN 2 7 R M % 3 B & (ACMOPS) 7 & | 2% 3 ;gf ~— ~ lamda=20
. . z —lamdams
(GOBL) FJERE_EFIA T P 5 38 I SR B&-—— E 3& R 75 A8 i “;2 \*%
- B! S -
FHEE(ACM) I B & MR R R (AW) X PSO BEGEIT T i‘ﬂi \\:\ N
. . ¥ K Sugpa Ui
Wi, Rt —4 T RPN A EMIREES B BRI R e e ]
e < :
R, LL 5 fo 6L 2 B0 BIR R e 55 GOBL #4741 _ “";3“’"’
4,80 GOBL+ACM 5 GOBL+ AW, 5% % ACMOPS(= € s ETT=a
T — 4 '\:\ — lamda=15
GOBL+ACM+ AW) # 47X He SC 8, SCIR 45 RN A 3 BR. § sl N +amaa=10
& BY « Jamda=
H 1, GOBL+ACM 32385, w B 0. 7298401 , AW S B& (93| 1 E S lomde1
ANE B TE T BEENERIERANFAIEMEE S, Bk g o . \x . . )
BEFS Bl B 35 B0k s ACM SRS A UL PR AR T gbest BEAJRER E T fenstions 2™

BRAF e, RIER R o s S B & R R A

g - GOBL+AW
? 108 — ACMOPS
g - GOBL+ACM
g
£
g 10° \"“-«,M
S T o s ]
5 i
4
i 150 200
c% w - GOBLIAW
2 — ACMOPS
2 ~ GOBL+ACM|
g 10-“)
°
e T R
I
g 50 100 150 200
d Iterations

fs
B3 ACM 5 AW Bifh & 3% 5 R e Bk ey

4.2.3 BEBHBESH

ACMOPS B i GOBL 5 ACM KXt R 4 PSO #
YR Tk, HPE&TSRMNRENEENEEARIH
i, SCER[4 195 OBL RESAEH jr 4 T SR, 18 1
jr=0.3 BTEEBUB R, &£ ACM REEEH, 2 REBUEX
BHERTRELFHRERABEMERFTRRIE R, &
FREIBHRE B 4 BRT ACMOPS T f: 5 £ 1 A BURR
ErtEREdReRBRENTIR. & 5,4 =108,
B B2 RBINE, X— BRI £ Pig
B, Fad, NE 4 hE £ BRI, a2>10 B, BEE M EEE T
BE,

e 230 -

f7
E4 AClamd) ZEARFEBET ACMOPS #12 Rl st &

BHRIE A —FREBRAEST PSOFELEH BHT
—F BERATTE AR R R B2 3 PSO B 3 (ACMOPS) . %
Bkl — MR 172 3 %008 (GOBL) #1 1 X5 57 4 74 48 B 4 W
(ACMD 4 B, H-45 6 B 1E MR A E SR8 (AW) , SHR HEAE
w BT E L. Hi, GOBL F0s T4 Uk T 00 4
PAREREEEE. BRRERSREEESN . ACMRBES
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