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Abstract

In this paper, a new Particle Swarm Optimization algorithm with Markov Jumping (MJPSO) is pro-
posed, in which both the inertia weight parameter and the acceleration coefficient of a particle can
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be adaptively adjusted according to a chi-square Markov chain by evaluating the evolution factor
of each generation. A new variational strategy is designed to help the particles to improve the possibil-
ity of escaping the local optimization trap according to the appropriate probability. The strategy not
only reduces the computational cost, but also improves the global search and increases the global
search efficiency and search capability of the particles. The results of a series of widely used opti-
mization benchmark experiments show that the developed MJPSO algorithm outperforms six ex-
isting variants of the popular PSO algorithm.
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1. 5|8

RACTETH AR BB S U R =R e s EEMER, IR & 30 Y6 BR 61 P e At )
B — AN TR . BERF AR R ES TS MHE, Ak ok BB B & e, R
BEEREE, ARG VE I ANE TR R A . ANF ARG R, ML EREAE N
M —ANEE I, W ERE. AR BRI AR R . ARSI L FIE(GA) IRIZ I Ty
HBEE(DE) LA B L ATE P () — 28 EAs TR 32 8 7T 12 1] [2]. b, REFRE b FIAPSO) i &
PEREAH Y, HEMRT GAs Z5HAth EA, RAHERMEREMKSCER. HTESIEM. PUsileSor 3%
FEMIET 2, PSO 23 TR AR EXRE. HAl, PSO HkoC 2N LML, B RSk, ©
18 b B S5V 22 LS ) Ak 3]-[8]

KT R AL (PSO) & —FhIE T M #ER) EA, H1 Kennedy A1 Eberhart - 1995 4E 14 3 H[9] [10]. JFK
XFROTVE R ZIHLR B T X AR B4 AT A RIS, i, S5 KRR NI 2 A g
WhL T IR TT G, R — RS, 38 AN S A7 B RN 4 R s PR Ao 38 R 1A R 1 1 Ao 1 Rl
TR 42 J e LEAR U 5 52 [9] [11] [12]. {H PSO ZAEM A U X T 2 A A m 4E L5 N, 24 5Nk
THIRRAL B ST 2R RN ER, RFAGENBRMMME S H[13]. PSO HikBERRA T2 /E R
AT RE, (EEHAREMRIE SR e Rt A o Pk, VR 22 Bk PSO AR AE il J LR T K2 ik, BA
SRR ANGREG, SIS R 5 G PSO BEAHLLE THORIISGE . Blan, B BHERCE REFINE R
B, WINARENI, PARSENS, BFAEHENE, DLRIE T R R R AT R B EE N Y, AR I S 5
E A B TR A AT EAR R R ANTT A [8] [14]-[22]. VI PSO (SPSO)FIEE L B H i A A A 1
IRAT RIS H, I HAEFEERH T30 b V35 0 i i R0 58 788 R 20 R B4 (18 D) 45 PSO B092:, AR BhAAk 1n) &
RIS H I TERE[23] [24] [25] [26]-

AR SPSO HVATE S R Fp g T 1B ARTH U R AP IR, (H R TE 2 R4S bR A SR AR 4 o) f
AE BT A SRAFE W SR BN, B G AN R BRI . T #E— D3 m SPSO M & kaE, BHA
A AR MR R A AR R SR IR S E B, AT SRl B 2 B . B /R AT R BE v] LMK HE R
o3, EAFPARS IV AE R AIRES, R R RS R AR RG], AR HE TS5
WEANEHEMN FEAR . t, Qi & B A IS 6 S8 SR I % B SR AR R AT TR ZA B
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FETIRZ o 1) /8

AT H B R A E R AE SPSO FER AL, JFA—FFii PSO 5k, VLG F U S @t 3+ %
TR R . AP T — PPt s SRl Rk PSO &k, FRA MIPSO. SCEPAIHMM: £ Ak
UPE, Bt T SPSO HME B R A By /R ] RAEEREH],  T5 A R AR h e  IEAR SR W, @ T
AL R BECRES, BT — SRR G RBEREE, AR RS B 38 B A R 1) AL S 4
A BE R E. Rk, K Re R s 2 AT I X3, ORI S R ACR AR R . [F)
i, AR TERCE SRR RN BEE — R E R, WE—ERE b T BRI AR A &
Ja, X SRR IR, S5 —SEUE 1) PSO WMATRAMLL, MIPSO SyATEUSIOR E . o B s e P
EH—ERR.

AL FHARER I HE N T o A4 PSO FIFET PSO 1 — SR RIEAE S P ah . $RHIA /R m
KR MIPSO SVALESE =i eath . SHIUT 5BUE &F PSO Fykmisattme b, e, HHITES
RECE, FAHARRES.

2. NFEMICEE
2.1. 1% PSO

PSO BRI T SR B RIOUIA[0], SIHAMMFIZELL, PSO FLE R IE T R A A ]
M E 5584, LB R R ZR . PSO Fikmt R~ S FREMMELRE, 2952
PSO WKL T, e 2R MR AT REME, X DR F R AV T, MEREERE CEE TR
ATALEAESL . PSO WG —RERENURL T (BENLAR), 285 IE S A QR B DL A -

£ D e alh, WG BEENFERECE N N IORENURL T DAL ss SR O, RS & RS
AR, Hd B AL 50 v, (k) = (v, (k)viy (K)o ovip (K)) A x, (k) = (x4 (k) a3y (K)o (K)) 0 2
AR T IE A SR A7 B R TR A AR &, BIE ORISR BARALE p, =(py, psees Py ) FIATD
R )5 52 AR B E p, = (Per- Perr s Pep ) « WA PSO SV AT AR W1 F -

v, (k + 1) =ov, (k) +o (pl. (k) —X, (k)) +c,h (pg (k) —X, (k))

x[(k+1):xi(k)+vi(k+1)

J

=]

(M

B, o R AMERUE DR T R P IR, o e, RS, A BRI A R
o R RAATE [0,1] K1 A STBEHLAL. T 5 1K T 42 2% I BB LU ROR, R T
BRLAIALE [0 X | ST, S BEBRITE [, v | FEFEL P

2.2. PSO By—Le T (R H %

FR#E PSO H T H A 0 fa] B PR AT SEEL AR, )2 B DU RSB 1) e [N, VR 22 BE TN
BOIT I RS R AR A R I RE

R LA SR AL SINBIPEALE [ 14] [15], ASEHLR MR AN 42 /A% R Z G 24P 4. BEAME[17]
HPEH T B MR MEALE o ) PSO BR(PSO-LDIW), JE/R 1 PR E 8K A FI T 5Ll 4 R
2, BHEREEBNEA BT RS RO . BHERE o MR A 20E LT

maxiter — iter
o =(0 -o,)x —t o, 2)

maxiter

X, oMo, 2B R ERPHEMZAE,  iter 2 4H0EARREL  maxiter f& i RIEAREL. #HY)
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HEENw =09, XMEKEKENw, =04,

F—JiTH, I REAEN PSO FIEHMEESA, WEHUER 2.00 [FFE, IR SEEG AT [RFE R
FATENNE B R A, —Fh B A 2R VERT R i B 2401 PSO (PSO-TVAC)TE[16]H#5IN, FHHAR R%L
c, Bl A 2 st ok, 12> REL ¢, BEIT (R ZR PS8 . g R4 o, F e, KT AU T

maxiter — iter

G = (le —¢ ) x Cii

maxiter 3)

maxiter —iter +

G = (sz —Cy )X Cai

maxiter

KHE, o Mo, RIMEERB e, Mo, IWIEME: ¢, M, /R RIERE ¢, M, WEAH. B,
¢, =25, ¢,;=05, ¢,=05, ¢,, =25, WAk, WHHTHIIAR PSO FLRmEMREIER[11], £
PSO-CK &k, @WEH 0=0.729F ¢, =c, =1.49 . 534, RPSO B[ 18] F i vl 1 (6 i 107 1 Mg s
NI BE R BOR INBENLIEE),  DASG SRR Z

SEAh, A —REH P FRBOT A FER B IR DLt PSO I R ERE. &, FE[19]P 5N T —Fb
Hi& R PSO 5%, RHBHMUE T, IFER A SRR JFR . WESCRBEH DU BEAIRES il AR
DI TR A B HIREAE o RUINEE R e v ¢, BRILZAN, FET DR H LIRS,
AT SE I NI B2 2R 50 B dl Y SPSO FEALE[21] 4R, DA m ik 233 & Ak /). SDPSO $i%[24]
£ SPSO BVEME:A o R A4 Jm S AL TR INAE IR A5 R, 3 b7 148 2R Ao B . SR
XL PSO AR A SR SRAFAE S Sl m) . i FLF SR VORI R, SRS TS . (R,
N T et — Rt AL SR R LR R PR AR T SR AR, AEBRRI S B BT R — R 1 U B
il

3. —HETHE DR KB PSO Bk

FERTTHANE T — P R SR A Rk PSO HZ:(MIPSO)I TR 1 1 /5 B R A4 /R, M
REBE AL I R RE, AR FURSm . fEEEE R TR, MM ESH o MINEE RS e« ¢,
] B 5 R ] R R RS B E 1E R

3.1. kAT

BT RN, B BRI A — AR R AT 1A . b R R AR A R
FELIO] PRSI N o HEEAL IR 75 SCMEIISR. BR R JFk. MIBkH 4 MRS, &5k, B &R 1 216

{8955 B T F
S D 2
4 =23+ =) (4)
j=1 \ k=1
BEHL, SR D 4 TR R AR . [ M R 5T 4 SRR 19] 7 ST F 5
o o= 5
I dmax _dmin . ( )

RH, d K4 FERBEIR T, d, Md,, 23K T d B EREN S ME. #LH T E, ik
TR AURL T B HARRL T T S B E

3.2. R
R0, AR A E R R, BT SR BEREE, I RSO T B E R R B . (HAE,
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X G T RS, RVEAUE BB AT —UOE R E R, SRR S RN, £
RS BRI E SR AR A =) B R MBI TS SR AP AR SICR B 2518, 25 5 B N S 0 e AL ) 1

BTk, FRATSI N A R AT B ER S50 PSO B 575 Rk 70 IR 3k B s 3k — 4R sk T 10
LREREES . R, BRARERERSH0T DL E & B R A E S5 o AU R AL
e~ ¢y ZSRME T LA OB LT B A A RS R AT R Bk ER S0 2 DL N R

B REH & MR RE MBS 0(k) (k2 0) 2 BB M 57k D KEE, 754 BRARE 2 W
S={L2 Ny oo BEREHBAEMET=(x,) HHWFARG

Prob={0(k+1)=j|0(k)=i}=7,.i,j=12,---,N, (6)

B, 7, >0(i, € 8) M i 5] HE R zﬁ -1,
0 MUPSO S AU BT 7 1 5
(k1) = 0(0(k))v, (k) e, (0(0) 5, ()5 (K)
+6,(0(k))n (p, (k)= (K)), ()
x (k+1)=x,(k)+v,(k+1),
KL o(0(k). ¢ (0(k)) Al e, (0(k)) RAHT & FHERGH I TR RECRINERE RAL. MACRE I
& AR

I 0<E <L
N
s Lep <2
N N
0(k)=13, 2ep < ®)
N N
N, N_lﬁEfsl
N r
p l-¢p 0 0 0 0 0
2 2
0 1= @ 1-¢ 0 0 0
I1= 2 2 9)
0 0 0o 0. =2 0 -
2 2
0 0 0 0+ 0 lI-¢p ¢

Bk, RO, SRBERIE AT DARIE BER R AR RS T SRS . REUWWNE, o
FAE S T WA S AR BEOR LR LI [21]0 FEASCH, o KMEASNRE R B ENEE 0.9, Frigthim
MIPSO HIFAE U 1 FroR . Hh/RA] RBEERIE AR WA 1.
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Figure 1. Flowchart of MJPSO algorithm
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S 1 BRA R R
N « BAIRENEL
D « { R 4EfE
S« R HEE
X « K7 2w o E
TR 7 R (4) T R B
var, <0
for j=1:5 do
var, <0
for k=1:D do
var, < (X(i,k) - X(j,k))z +var
end for
var, < var, +\/var,

end for

Dis, < var, /S

IIVHEE, S HTIRS

E, « (Disj. - min(Dis))/(max(Dis) - min(Dis))
for i=0:N do

if i/N<E,<(i+1)/N then

0« HHPIRE i

end if

end for

IRRAE AR FREFE R TT VT — A BEHURES
@(1,1)«<0.9

go(NS,NS) 0.1

for i=1:N; do

for KIF i do

HH o W€ T —MIRE

end if

end for

4. IS SCIE
4.1. BERE

FE91h, FIE, & X T IUHEES S, S, S F1S, s aitdelesl, SR%. TR, Bk 4 A
BLZEGT R, RATEAN =4 RB1, 4 0(k)=1, 6(k)=2, 0(k)=3, O(k)=44 UK 4 FIRE.
FHR 0 MIPSO BLUE (I BE S AV ¢, A ¢, B 175, HBHERUE o 809 075, 3 ELARATAT LU
IR BRI (. 53 4b, BAIERE, — BRI o TR T 1Bk AR RA it 47 4
A%, Ti— MM o TR T R EIAR4]. TR 15N s T
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1) FEBRHUIRAS, T H2 RO T S T e A R R T, TR B R R, R IRAT
I ¢, —ANMEKIOME 2.1, T4 ¢, —ME/NIME 1.8, @, =0.95.
2) ERFRE, RFRATRZMIRRE L MR, FIIRISBYS o — MORME 2.1, TR
Yo, ~AMNBUNIE 1.8, 2 0, =09,
3) FEIFRRAS, 5 H1 58 T e R FH JEC 3 S e A A7 R 2 ik AR P 4 o) o £ A6 B SR 1 5 R A
Xk HHEATEE c, N19, ¢, N1.7, HLw, =08,
4) FEWSCRE, KIS AR RS Sk B e . IR E ¢ N 175, ¢, 8 175, FF4
@, =0.75.
BEZH =09, RATAEMEEREERELT:
09 01 0 0
| 005 09 005 0 10)
0 005 09 005
0 0 01 09

4.2. TG E

N TR MIPSO BLEERIMERS, (11)~(IQ)MZ | M T 8635 4 MIEHER S, Fre e
20 MAEFE EREFIR. £ (x). f(x), S (x) BRI, £ (x) B £, (x) 0% BRI PSOs
SRR ., (x) RAE AL, Hi2 R B ME G T & AR LA . AT, G2l R R
SARE], (ERAEICEIRME . B (o) T LA — A 25 555 A B PR S U G325 S 4t A
RS, f (x) TN BRI 7 KRR A, A B R RE . 7, (x) RO R AL
AL DL AR SRt R S B ML RE S TR, BT R B b R LA 4

FRyfe/ME
D
Sphere: f,(x)=>.x7, (11)
i=1
D i 2
Schwefel’s Problem 1.2: f, (x)= Z(Z)@J (12)
i=1 \_j=I

s 2 2
Rosenbrock: f;(x)= (IOO(xI.+1 -x;) +(x 1) ) (13)

i=1
Schwefel’s Problem 2.21: £, (x) = max {|x,|,1<i <30} (14)

D
Step: f, (x)=(|x +0.5]) (15)
i=1

0.2 igx? l§cos27'v(,

Ackley: fi(x)=-20e '7H —¢PH +20+e (16)
D-1 D
Penalizedl: f,(x) :%(IOsin2 () + > (» —1)2 (1+IOsin2 (1 ))+(yD —1)2)+Zu(xi)
i=l i=1
y, =1+1/4(x,+1) (17

100(-x,—10)", x, <-10,
u(x,)=10, |x,| <10,
100(x, ~10)*,  x, >10.
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Penalized2: f;(x)= O.I(Sin2 (3mx, )+

S

1

(x, - 1)2 (1 +sin’ (

37T‘xi+1

)

i

+()cD_1)2 (1+sin2 (ZMD)))+iu(x,) (18)
100(-x,-5)", x <=5,
u(x,)=40, |xl.|£5,
100(x, -5)", x>5.
Table 1. Benchmark configurations
1. BERE
PR 2y i R i /MA CIE:S21 13
Fi(x) Sphere [-100, 100] 20 0 0.01
Fy(x) Schwefel’s Problem 1.2 [-100, 100] 20 0 0.01
F3(x) Rosenbrock [-10, 10] 20 0 100
Fy(x) Schwefel’s Problem 2.21 [-100, 100] 20 0 0.01
Fs5(x) Step [-100, 100] 20 0 0.01
F¢(x) Ackley [-32,32] 20 0 0.01
Fi(x) Penalized! [-50, 50] 20 0 0.01
Fy(x) Penalized2 [-50, 50] 20 0 0.01

FATIA I S 6 R HL AL BT UK MIPSO BVEE NI 7 A PSO BEAE 8 Al ek £ BRI . &
245 H 6 FELAT (1 PSO B I VEANS 2o Tt i MIPSO Sk M S 504 55 VI B EOE BN h A .
T PSO FVE R MBI R B R 20, SORIEAIIRECH 10,000, BEAL, AT HBRBENLRZE, XA
PO AT T AR 20 YR BT SEIRIITE R — LSS BT, MBRIA BT 3.

Table 2. Comparison of PSOs
# 2. PSOs MILLER

ik
PSO-CK
SPSO
PSO-LDIW
PSO-TVAC
SDPSO
RPSO

S
®:0.729, ¢, =c¢,=2.05
Automatically chosen
®:09~04, ¢, =c,=2
®:09~04, ¢:2.5~0.5, ¢,:2.5~0.5

Automatically chosen

®:09~04, ¢:25-0.5, ¢,:2.5~0.5, =0, 5, =007

Table 3. Test environment

= 3. MIRITE

t
B

Intel Core 17

Win 10 (64bit) Python 3.8
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4.3. TESRMITL

HATHCPBME S briEZ(Std Dev ) B AR EAE MRS R, HARNRE R EGI LA 4 (b SR A
WIS NI B I 45 2R ) o 1] 29 il 1 AE 8 NIkt R £ B &% SRR RSO S il A AL R A B

Table 4. Comparisons of search results among six PSOs on five benchmark functions

F 4. M PSOs AR N EE R B EHIERERAILLE

PSO-CK SPSO PSO-LDIW PSO-TVAC  SDPSO RPSO MJPSO

Bestvalue  2.76e—03  4.33¢-03 1.95¢—04 1.29¢-03  4.70e—05 1.76e-03  8.71e—08
Fl Mean 3.79¢—02 1.42e-02  8.65¢—04  7.35¢-03  5.81e—04 1.02e-02  8.62e—07
Std. Dev.  3.48e-02 1.01e-02  4.30e—04  5.14e-03  9.58¢—04  827e-03  9.61e—07
Bestvalue  3.10e—02  8.41e+00  5.88¢—02  4.17e—01 1.43e+00  2.77e—01 9.63e—04
F2 Mean 1.62¢-01  4.31e+01  2.51e—01 2.52e+02  2.33e+01 5.02¢+02  4.48e—03
Std. Dev 1.17e-01  4.05e+01 1.42e-01 1.09¢+03  3.00e+01 1.50e+03  2.86e—03
Best value  1.16e-01 3.68e—02  5.23e-03  8.88e-02  6.63e—04  8.60e-02  3.38e—05
F3 Mean 4.70e-01 2.04e-01 1.70e-01 2.63e+00  2.97e-01 1.75¢+00  6.68e—03
Std. Dev.  4.54e—01 2.07e+01 1.82e-01 2.69e+00  4.95e—01 1.69e+00  7.39e-03
Best value  2.81e—01 2.44e+00  6.13e—02  2.27e—01 1.21e-01 2.49¢-01 1.27e-02
F4 Mean 6.56e—01 1.33e+01 1.76e-01 6.35e-01  2.98e-01 5.38¢-01 6.77e—02
Std. Dev.  4.74e—01 1.03e+01 8.04e-02  3.38¢-01 1.30e-01 3.6le-01  4.42¢—02

Best value 0 4.00e+01 0 0 0 0 0
F5 Mean 2.40e+00 1.29¢+03  2.50e—01 1.05e+00  2.30e+00 1.40e+00  1.00e—01
Std. Dev. 1.28e+00 1.70e+03  4.33e—01 8.65¢—01 1.52¢+00 1.02+00 3.00e—-01
Bestvalue  1.87e+00  6.19¢+00  1.67e-02  4.29¢—02 1.50e-02  6.41e—02  6.31e—04
F6 Mean 4.28e+00 1.25¢+00  1.22e+00 1.83¢+00  2.43e+00 1.88¢+00  3.82¢e—01
Std. Dev. 1.13¢+00  5.14e—01  6.54e—01 7.05e—01 1.04e+00  8.11e—01 5.71e—01
Bestvalue  1.21e-03  6.51e-04  6.99¢—05  4.88¢—02 1.69e-04  2.37¢—01 7.57e—07
F7 Mean 4.02e+00 1.82¢+00  1.13e+00  3.69e+00  2.40e+00  4.40e+00  7.00e—02
Std. Dev.  3.32e+00  2.22e+00  1.67e+00  2.75¢+00  2.73e+00  5.57e+00  1.87e—01
Bestvalue  4.58¢e—02  9.41e+00  2.15¢—04  4.31e—03 1.26e-05  3.15¢-03  1.77e-06
F8 Mean 2.66e+00  3.23e+01 8.46e—03  4.62¢-02  6.66e—03  3.36e-02  2.78e—03
Std. Dev.  4.10e+00  2.08e+01 6.31e-03  4.61e-02  7.28¢-03  3.55¢02  4.76e—03
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10° —
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—<+RPSO
107" 1

101 N N

10*5 4

Mean fitness value of global best position

0 2000 4000 6000 8000 10000
Number of generations (sizepop = 20, dimension = 20)

Figure 2. Performance of seven PSOs for 20-dimensional f(x)
2. £ 20 4 f,(x)ER ¥ L 7 F PSOs FIZREN
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10° 1
107 1
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