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Abstract

With the rise of China’s economy, the wine industry has also got on the fast train of China’s eco-
nomic rise. The scale of wine industry has grown, but the quality evaluation of the wine has not
kept pace with the development of the wine industry. Today’s wine quality assessment methods
lag far behind market demand. Aiming at this problem, particle swarm optimization is used to re-
place the process of BP network self-training, and to establish the PSO optimization BP network
model, and then classify and evaluate the quality of wine. Compared with the literature, particle
swarm optimization can effectively replace the process of BP neural network training.
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AR, RESFKFEE T RERIRE, AMIPERK R B R, S 774 1 7R ok
M. WHARM, &R AR ANAALRERS BB L (PR, BRI T A MR A U o 7 267 7 o 5 A o
2 NAVTRE T S 0N 0, T 0 TR R R R K . AR T R RS =
AT, WX AR E, RIAVFL R AR RSV SEAR VL) 1), R 1 s 31 26
() i B A5 N B LA 4 ) 732 o R il AR bR . T TRARORF E . TR FE AR 32 E
IR AT R A VP AT SRR, PR M R G A A T AT 0 35 (BP9 B 5% B VR
NRAWELF OB, ISR R, I8 15 P 8 A — E AN s Mo TR0 46 26 109 o 2 11
Ve B 2 (@ AR AR SRR A o 38 8 2 (3 o BRAL FE AR HEAT 40T, ST AL AR AL, i X 4
AR . S5 E AN SCHR, G VR 2 23 06 & T S5 2 4 A TR

2017 4, M=% NEE M E AdaBoost-SVM 4L 185 2] T4 2 AN 4y BB L, B DLZ 3 KA
AR BRI R 0 [ ol S 43 ST, 38 T T 26 W R e AT 0 2815 2017 4F, JEEWHSE AL T SVM Sl T
Xof 7 KRR 2 ) o SRANTRIN (2] 2016 4F, 2 WAL NS F B b, $ T EZEEmE R, HAR
FH k SME AN [ 2 20 42 0 24 5002540 ol o i 26 W R AT 20 RN EL AL [3]: 2012 4, FRISMAE AL S0, JE
TEARIZIE 7k, @S TR 2R, X A R T %8 [4]. 2009 4, Cortez 55 A $& Hia F SCHF M) &
WU b AN S R A AT TR S P2 5]

BP #Z ARy — iR i, BASRRIIEY S BEN.. AHSEERET), MmifEaes
ER AR VERS . DR, FRATIEFER A ER R A (503, A&, BIgas, 52, Azhd
PRI HLES NS, AR Ak, 2 %# M BP M NERAT 2, WEUSAEAE, wkE
LLis O JE (1 BP A M 4%, XS T 59050 K6]: ERIFK BP M M2z H 3 7 AR 1,
FLF BP 48X 20 4R M HEAT IR 5 5025 7]. (EH T BP S22 56 T06 5 (0 o R 9%, DLRZF 7 8 H AR R
e, Fk, ARG AEE— D —— G M N R ME . TR R SRR N — R B B T,
ZHEEA R IRACRE D). K BP AWML G, v MR BIfFE U BP W25 5 B\ Jm 3 il /ME 11
DL[8]
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PRI, AR S o 1 67 0 1) — LS BRAL SRR L 1 BP MR LB AT PSO ik BP P4 Ex iy . il
RIS b, RE UL ) B A 46 1 SR P PP 8 AR

2. BUEXKIR

SEAIE i #8 5k E UCT 30k E (http://archive.ics.uci.edu/ml/datasets/Wine+Quality), 1Ak 5% F B =2
171 % (AU, % B Paulo Cortez BUR IR . BUHRALE 1599 MEEA, Hopf 11 Fh 3 EIALIR bR AR
S UAR— N R THE NSRRI, SRR E 6 MU, ARl 3 BN 8. HHE 1 W]
B, ZEIEBER L, RN 3 FIREABER 10 4, KAN 8 MREARESR 18, /0T H Al 5
MR N TR, X ANANGOoNERRI Gy, 2 RI5E, 5%, &% =28, HanlH e, 12,
5/6 KFmiX =2, HX RN EIEE S WA 634 1319, 217 [5][9]. ZHIEREA AR B W i 2.

3. BRIEVEZRRTR
3.1. HEHBENT

BEA&E B PR BRI N, — RN TR, S AIE. AN TR RREVERIRE, "R
JmRANRARRVFZ 108, 5o KK 45 50 A0 B (R A8 N . T BP A4 W45 02 N T8 R 532 R s
2 AR 2 —, BP 24552 1986 4F HH Rumelhart Al McCelland A8 IR EZ /N, 2
— PR AR R SR SR Z 2RI LR . BP 4% A 2 2] FILAEA K B 14 N 246 AR R 56 R, 1
To HPERTH N X PP OC RIVBCE T R . B A SR P e T B, I ) A B SR A T R
LRIBLE R, MR ZE T fdh . BeAig O &IUE, =21 BP LM gl LA =T

ARLe i R 2

Table 1. Number of categories

=1 BXIHE
el 3 4 5 6 7 8
K 10 53 681 638 199 18

Table 2. Variable descriptor
2. TERA

4 R VR & (x1) Fixed acidity, g/L, 4 E
RS 2 (x2) Volatile Acidity, g/L, HE4EAFHE
FPRETR & B (x3) Citric Acid, g/L, #E4FE
BRARRE & B (x4) Residual Sugar, g/L, #LEAE
AT EKS) Chlorides, g/L, 4 E

Wi AL & B (x6) Free Sulfur Dioxide, mg/L, 448 &

MTEAR S REET) Total Sulfur Dioxide, mg/L, 435 &

B (x8) Density, g/mL, #E4EAFE
FRT%% (x9) pH, ELAFE
RS 2(10) Sulphate, g/L, H#E#:AFHE
WREIRE (x11) Alcohol, %, ELLAF
mh R (y) Quality, HHAE
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BP #& M4 BAREA UL ERL A, HERER —ANHERE S, FHRNEBIME. %5 BP #f
LML A— MR RO, BERREE — AR IR A, 2% BRUE A I R
ST MR ET AT R, XS EE N R AR, BUE ISR R AR A TS B 25 I R R
Ik BP 4R I 25 BRI A6 P 48 B R BURE, DR RIBUE R RG24, HAEA SIS T AR PR
RN, XWRVFZFE T IRINGRBIAFERIRA A . KL, % BP & M2 Zsh i, $2H
FRL TR AL SLZA0AL BP #2825 F RS 5 1

FLFHEAG(PSO) HLIE AR T 43K K J LR I —Fol A % . PSO BVE & T A0 SR — B, FiEt
FEREARL, e BN R, I AT R AR, TR & B R VPN R ) S . eI B
MR B AR R F R ERRNE. ¥ BP AN S PSO Hiks:id, BT BP #4 W4 AUE
H5WEEE PSO HiZBIK T, Sk d, FHREEREMEIENAE, &5 &IE R EIR [F 3]
BP #1/%%, 1A BP W& YA RUE .

3.1.1. BP #ZMEIER

BP #ZM4%, IR ZE I AR AR 22 21l fE, AN FR A l— 15 B 1 IE AL i e AR AR 22
M AR R . AN BB RSN S, RGBT ERZ A, HuEsmt 2, REgds
WA 6 LA, O IE AR IR I R . st 5 B G Z20E R, K R AR . 1R 2EE
W, HREME TR B IESERE, MRS MNEEE kL. AR E s a6 ik
17, B3R 2R Pk B T 1 B A B 2 >0 R Bk 3 905 1 B 1 RO Ik

BP #HZE W25 (1A% 042 BP 53k, —Flobl T 2 AT RGO BRI K R Guik A7 0 T 5 1R 7™ 4 T A 28011
Jivk, RASNETT 2277 EREAR SRR TR, RIS REAR, DU R4 ) S br
f LR R A HE L PR R 2 3 T 2 R B/

BP M4, [)2 1075 A — BT B . B b, BRUZ T sB 22 /0 X R 45 1A 1k A2 AT R
HRREAT AU T, WIS R G FEARMEE BT BRSBTS T, MR 23, H
A RE S WO A MBI . B MISCERER, F—NERAXATUHEREEN SBE, LA
KU

h="m+n+a (1)
Hef, n ABREENSEE, m ARMANZEESE, o NEEETSEE, o 8 1~10 Z AR .

3.1.2. BU#EHY PSO HiILEE

BB SR — R T SR, 78 1995 4F 1 Eberhart {8 - f11 kennedy {8 L4, VT &8
AT AT . BRI RIS SRS S PR B R, dE A AR A Be 2 S ) — AN R AR o
FLREA AR I A AR (] R M FAE B L ok TR U . T BT B By SE I HLeA v
2RI R B TR AU SR, RO 2R G2 il DA B HL A B33k 1) 97 FH 403

PSO BV I BB R 2 S BEAL ™ A — R (BENLAR), AN ik AR B A . AR — IR IEAR
R, R PREE A “ARE” (pbest. gbest) R EHT H CHEEMAL B . 7R B e M (B L& AR
EEIA R B P KAT, R DU AR B SR A

T TR

v (t+1)=v,(t)+P+G ()

A&
x, (1+1)=x,(1)+v,(t+1) (3)
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Hr
P=c *r *(pgesti - X, (t)) “
G=c,*r, *(gbest—xl.(t)) (5)

ARQ@)s GV, i=1,2,n, n FHEEPR T RIS, v R TR, v BBy B, 4
Hiv B, v MR v . x AR MIRE, SEAEREL, BRAIE x W, J900,1]H R
B ce, WL, FRILNZSIET, Je4aTisfobs. ARQ). )N PSO bRl R, Hr, AR
QI — M RRIEIZ I, Fr b UORE T HE N IR s 55— 39 11 S A5, e 24T
VR IRLT SR S — AN, FORR T IO T 1 AR IS 5= M AR S B A S
T, AT G R A S, SR TR TR R P A TR

PSO BVELI LAEMBIT, V4 2B X AT ARG . AT 2 — WAL ARQ), HA
R MEEE T w, RALBARQNELF AR

v, (t+1)=wxv,(t)+P+G (6)

BHER T w BE AR FIMERCR, &RTIEETI5%, RS HHREBDN, 2RI
BEJ1559, JRMSILREIHR[10]. 03 w BEIRTG LLEDEE L M0 FIRE R P did DL R 2 30k 3 24

A2 w HH
W=W, —W, @)
We — (Wmax - Wmin)*t (8)
tmax
Hrb, w,, NEURCRIRPERUE, 85 BCN 0.85, w,, NEUR/MEPERUE, B BCN 0.35. ¢ N4ATEARE

B, ot NERKRERGEE, AR Z R EOR I PSO FIAMIE N E R, %R ZE KB —4 account
BRAL, %R RIS TS Y SR Y, 2 MR 2SN T U6, WIFAE—AME 1, BN 0, BJER 1M
NG ZABUE R R ZE R P A N B R R

Step 1: FlME 5 EME HI/EZE

Step 2: FIWrZZEEMALXHERL TN 16, i, WHZZEMHEN 1, HWHCH 0;

Step 3: AZZEAEMATRA, 4K account, FH5 LB M IZFEARLANERT, v %0 accuracy, HH
F 1 %t accuracy 1%, 455N mse. LA mse 14 PSO 512 38 N bR £

IR PSO AL EE N H 3 BP ez, ik BP M AUESBME. H PSO HikE G2/ F
REESTIIRs i, RACE BP M4 BAT IR FE . PSO HiE AR BP M I 2k i) BRI FE D BN R -

W VIR TR BN A SR A B S R

R 2. KELF BP M2 58K, 4 BP ML IAUE S BEEER 7. A7), RS
()3 A 5

R 3 WS AKL A (13E SAE 5 8 P 3 R B s U7 B pbest A ZEAT LLEL, 5 GBS (18 AR B4
W AZ A IR 4 AR e 4 I & pbests

IR 4. BRI ERIFALE pbest 5 #F A it iR IFALE gbest MELLEL, FEULF, RKEXT B H
pbest 241E 4 5 i iHH gbests

HIR S @ ARQ) S AN(3), KR A B AR AT S

IR 6: FIWT R 595 2 H b FE el Sk AL
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BIRT: FOPER 6 PIBNON R BT FIA R R iSO H, Wt R e S0, NHREEDEOP RN,
BARmAZIAE 1.

32. ERRR

SITE AT B R 2 AR S 2016b [ MATLAB. BP BRI N =2 ML . FT 905
H 11 AMEREE, | MEEHRFEEE. BT 8 x2 FEUE X E28[0.12,1.58], 11 x7 KIEUE X 18]°4[6,289],
FH I AT 2 AR S B R RIAS [, BEAT I ZRan, Jext SR m kT —1. AT — AR
X _xmin

x=——min_ 9)

X

max ~ ¥min

R, ARPEEARRRAE, M2 AEMN N Z T SO 11 A, B SEoh 14 RE Sddz AKX
(1), WE T RUZET AT 4~14 WA, el Rmir, BES SEN 8 i, MR, Hi,
PRLE X2 BRI Ay BN 1L A, B2 1A, BRETT SO 8 4. MBHASHULE 3.

PR [ SEUE S FE A 1599 A, 4% 1:4 FJE PR 250 70 R AR 5 I 258, B IIRAR AR AR BCh
399 A, YIZREEFEAZKCH 1200 4.

BT BP %5 5 fa N JR it/ ME, WA PSO B3k B 4K BP M4 H FilZkid 2. PSO Ak 2K
BP 2 M4 (RUE S BIE SERL T, SRS N bR BOR BEB AR 1 1A B S, & R34
SRR T o RLFREEVE SN SHOL T L 4.

NTEERA A, B MATLAB #ff, WE T80T IS5 5 MR 440 76w 4
BRI b3 —3, H BP M R4 — 3,

N T BARBENL A SR AR 2, X AMERGEAT 7 = IR, RIS EIE N R &g R B
B E H AR W T 3% 5.

STESE B, ELENE=1G, PSO it BP %48 B 71 15 1] () - 45 vl 5 5 2 b B4 (1) 1
BP WA By, PSR ZAL T B aliff) BP ML AL, Uil PSOBP 7Y (it 14 b 4 T B 4l 4k
BP W48 5AY . (HJ& 7 25K, PSO it BP W45 LE srali i) BP 24522, i8] PSOBP WM& fffe e
PEEME . S5 PSOBP W48 [ fe e M L B4l () BP MR 22 HIJRIN, AT RE e NSk FE Sl /2, WA
BBk, BEFEBE R IR R AR IME A, dEimi i BP AR NS FA A Bl . PSO Sk ik BP M4 ER
TR E ERE LSRR T BP Hik, (HMHAD ST S BP Hykbhie, ALy, HEE LM
F, XMW RIZ TR AT DR E BP M4 H SIS AR . BT IR 5 SCEROTAH A, BLIFFERE
AL A= RS2 CERrSE R &S, 4585 Hin T4 6,

¥ BP M JAT R A 7, THH
MBUEE TERT R 3 PE
HxR R B |

TR AT VIR AL

!

WRyE A 2 A LI BB pbest
3, KPR PR | | 1T gbest

fir EHEAT R, OF
W Sl .

Figure 1. PSO flow diagram
& 1. PSO HiARiZE
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Table 3. BP’ parameter
3% 3. BP B EMSH—TR

N2 BR324 32 R 4L logsig
I3 2 B4 H 2 B 2 38 B 2 logsig
DX 25 11 25 b A traingd
net.trainParam.epochs 400
net.trainParam.goal 0.001
net.trainParam.Ir 0.3
Table 4. PSO’ parameter
T4 RFHESH—RR
BP #5231 B 21 4% 328 e 4L logsig
BP [ 2% 153 14 i J2 4% 32 R 20 logsig
BP MZ%i)Il 2 sk Ek traingd
PSO 5 A F ¢l 2 2
PSO s KAk R %K 0.85
PSO R/ M F 5 0.35
PSO i KIEAA L 200
PSO fr Kk & 1
PSO R E 3
PSO HiT-4% 30
PSO Hi T K J& 73
PSO HbrAE L 0.01
Table 5. Thirty operations
F=5 ZHRERBRE
R Yl RKRME RME Ji %
BP W% 0.8312 0.9624 0.1203 0.0245
PSOBP [ 4% 0.8874 0.9774 0.1504 0.0425
Table 6. Comparison of results
= 6. BRITLER
By SRENTE
ZJtlA 0.7931
ENSSgEIE| 0.8245
SCHR[OTFT AL 45 5 o o8t
SRR EAL 0.8276
e SEVEY ) 0.8213
BEALARA 0.8433
[EELEE S PSO ik BP 45 0.8874

HI3% 6 W1, STHER[O1IT AL A AR 2 AR vy, 73 SRR B 5 fi et AR AR BB AL AR MR Y, TX 3] 84.33%
EAZRER (R 73 FRAERA S 22 T/ PSO LAk BP MIZR AL . [RIL, PTel SLAORARY, 763 0 10 70 SR N v
R ZHEE LW
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4. g

A ACHI R, KRB 1 A5 TR i R EE i B R At sz . L%, 8
VAR X ] A I D B A 2 o P A R B, 3 S P e T 9 5 2 B Bl i SRR
Feo SO RUR B Tk S e e I o ARt 1 AT3R A . HAT, Wit B R SR AT LA B DR, R VF
2 W TR BE SRR ) 2 AR KR SUBORE R 2 (T 22— IR KRBT RT, FAligH PSO 1t
WS BP M2 M2% (1 B 5 5 M N RIS IAE AN A2 o 45 3R W] PSO LA S eiitt BP (48 & AT AT 19,
HAARMER . SR AN L 2 AL B STHE A RAR R, I o AR B4R EEAE N IRTLIN S J1 07 1A

SE

(11 ®z, A BTHEERSCR MENUE R SRS R 7D THENL TS BT, 2017, 38(9): 2541-2545.
[2] JEERH, AT, FET matlab [ svm 732 SZI[I]. 15 BiB1E, 2017(3): 33-34.

[3] XL, BHLLPE, AW, Tt BT PCA-K-means A1 PCA-SOM 14 W 4% (1781 2 1 2 25[0]. Bt sz 5ih
7, 2016, 46(17): 168-173.

(4] KM, Blnd2 0 7 0 0 A B E KSR [D): (22 A0i8 L), TN BERREE, 2014,

[5] Cortez, P., Cerdeira, A., Almeida, F., Matos, T. and Reis, J. (2009) Modeling Wine Preferences by Data Mining from
Physicochemical Properties. Decision Support Systems, 47, 547-553. https://doi.org/10.1016/1.dss.2009.05.016

[6] FKEL. T BP MAMZKITIHESEL D RINEN ] = RIEKZZRERBIFIR), 2017, 26(4):
322-326.

(71 EAPP. 2T BP M2 M2 LR 0 K0 S R GESEHL[D]: [t 22 AriR 3. W ERE, 2017.
(8] BRScAH. N Ltz P2 i B S S0 (M), PH72: V52 B RHOR S H AL, 2016: 44-51.
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