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Abstract

Electricity forecasting is an important engineering application. In order to solve the accuracy problem of dynamical

granular support vector regression machine for power load forecasting (DGSVRM) , this paper proposes a hybrid algorithm of

glowworm swarm optimization (GSO) and pattern search (PS) to optimize the key parameters of DGSVRM forecasting model.

Simulation results show that the prediction accuracy is greatly improved by optimizing the parameters of the prediction model.
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A GSOPS  GSO GA PSO SA
4 A 0. 82 0.92 1.1 0.99 1.1
5 A 0.81 0.93 1.03 1.15 1.07
6 A 0.82 0.95 1.09 0.92 1.17
1AEG6A 0. 83 0.92 1.06 0.99 1.12

5 R WAL /b DGSVRM A58 2 J5 3K 45 30 ol 18l 19 i
ST 5 JUAG (] U088 - T Y 45 22 B AR 1 TR .

10 = GSOPS
44 08 = GSO
K 06 GA
= PSO
04 a'SA
02
0

4A%E6A

P15 R A A A T 25
Fig. 1 Model errors of the five algorithm models
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WA h i T ARERE, A TE SR ) R A A, 17
T — K HEAT B P56 X T GSOPS £ 18 %8 — s i ] J2 A 42 52
By, RS EFEW L H A GSOPS 34 DGSVRM (15 % fE
5, B LU GSOPS ik DGSVRM B4

F 6 5 FEE TS ETT N E
Table 6 Need time to optimize parameters of five algorithm

B CPU/m

GSOPS 33
GSO 24
GA 27
PSO 28
SA 26

9T T FE 4 LRG58 B T GSOPS i DGSVRM 7 a7 il il
BT O 68 7 G HE T B AR ] B0 2 W 4% (RBENIND | 4
T LM 1 MLP # £ M £ (MLP-LM) . £ H #7588 i [7] 73 71
TN AL AL CTV-ROMP) 3 3 A5 F Y ¥ 67 o 50 00 A5 280 >
PEATXFH . RBENN Fil MLP-ML i MATLAB A )% T. 546 3
SEHL. AT FE S8 — AR fE X . RBENN, MLP-LM Al TV-
ROMP 5% i — F¢ 09 BOHs AL 28 | fr A 2k 48 b 28 7 2 500

B, 3 73R 9 BN TS [R] FI0ASE A AR R [ 40 A
RIAAE [ 3 MR ZEIAREE R, M RTTLLE 1, Rig
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AHAE, X FEE G T MLP-LM #2818 T JF 2 PR 8, 7E 4b
Tl 2 R A A4 970 ger B B DG Bk 3R B S ORI SR IR S 1
RO Ak Sk 2% . B4 18 GSOPS 46 DGSVRM it i 51 3ll
AR I 25 T 48 b A0 8 F Al B R, S 3 A Wilcoxon £F
SRR 30 % 45 SRS VA B, e B A SCHR S A B AU HE 0. 03 1Y
KT B0 F A LA A
%7 MAPE fyxtit
Table 7 Comparison of MAPE
CBLA7 2 %)

A DGSVRM  RBF  MLP-LM  TV-ROMP

4 A 1.04 2.37 2.35 1.21
5 F 1. 14 2.38 2.39 1.34
6 Fl 1.18 2.4 2.42 1.45
1AZE6A 1.5 2.4 2.42 1.24

#* 8 MASE fyxt it
Table 8 Comparison of MASE

A # DGSVRM  RBF  MLP-LM  TV-ROMP

4 A 0.31 0.6 0.59 0.52
5 Fl 0.34 0.6 0.63 0.53
6 A 0.39 0. 64 0.66 0.58
4 AE6A 0.34 0.61 0.63 0.55

#£9 DSHXLE
Table 9 Comparison of DS

CBLT . %)
A DGSVRM  RBF  MLP-LM  TV-ROMP
4 96. 49 90. 12 90. 34 93.51
5 94,73 89.15 89.01 93.81
6 94. 84 89. 68 89.51 94. 07
4 AE6HA 94, 84 89. 68 89.51 93.97

KT HE GSOPS 5% AR & #5154 5 DGSVRM
T v SR R L 8 SOk 034 b (66 FH %) B g B0 e A BRL A
BT B TN . R T G — Ar e E AT % H, A DGS-
VRM #5815 B A7 Sk E AT — B B R Y R T
TS5 6 A F W SO0 . % 10 FI T HL I 50 SR
P14 L S T 45 A A5 700 () T 45 2R . ik B SC iR (4211 GSO-e-
SVM-SA(fiid 3 GSOSA) . i ff SA %} SVRM Iy Z %3 17 th
fb. CGASA Il SS=CGASA 43 5l b Al A 5 4 2575 90 3 R
W1 SVRM T AR A, 79 4 A 280 85 (fF i Y 9o 3 4% 5 12 A 400 3R
KB SVRM BN AL (g 240, GSOPS fif 4= 3L 42
% 3 T GSOPS 8 DGSVRM T il # &4, i SGSOPS W 7
GSOPS Wy 2 b i T 25 A B R mg . W3k 10 Fr 3, GSOSP
F GSO-e-SVM-SA fil CGASA £ T /N5 MAPE il MASE ,
B2 T S-CGASAL R N 7E T S-CGASA i ]l T & T & 5%
W&, T T GSOPS 19 DGSVRM #5151 o fdf i 2 45 i & oy =X
5 S CGASA ik, 3518 T B iF ) MAPE,MASE, WL, 7
A A L 5 T A SCHR T SA R CGASA 55 8 88 1, A S 4
H Y GSOPS B3E 313 7t SVRM 7 faf 78 0 A% 0 0 4 1y &
B, AR A WA R K 1D GSOPS $2 F+ 7 4 Jm 48 4
16 70 R R FOKG AN R 0 5 2) 38 ok 4 A R 1 O 20— S R R
TS A2 2 A A i 22 R 5 R0 00 RE 7 AR BT R 1 O 4
ST B MRS 38 AR SR R B 3 F GSOPS 9 DGSVRM i Y
TR ] 2— & 6 45 T 5 MRk B PR FE pn dh 2 &
AT LB S T 2 Al R 4 e bRl 2k L BLiR 22 EAR D

F2 10 5 RS I pR Ak A2 09 T 45 SR 5 AL S 1 AR
Table 10  Comparison of actual and predicted values of five

algorithms optimized model

Time FHEME  GSOSA CGASA S CGASA GSOPS  SGSOPS

10 A1 8 H 181.07 183. 50 177. 30 174. 64 179. 90 178.25
11 A 8 H 180.56  189.34  177.44  184.21 181.55  184.26
12 A 8 H 189.03  202.98 177.58  189.91 190.45  188.97
1A9H 182.07 194.75 177.73 181.97 182.58 181. 80
2RA9H 167.35 167.58  177.87 163.28  165.45  161.94
3A9H 189.30  184.94  178.01 182.17  187.82  181.92
4 A9H 174. 84 180. 16 178.68 177.63 174.25 176. 11

MAPE/ % 3.80 3.73 3.73 1.90 1.33 1.58
MASE 0.58 0.55 0.55 0. 44 0.22 0. 34
DS/ % 82.33 33.33 33.33 83.33 87.33 83.33

En 0.75 0.90 0.89 0.92 0.68 0. 86
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Fig. 2 Comparison of the actual and predicted values of five

algorithms optimized model
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