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Abstract : Bat algorithm (BA) is a new metaheuristic algorithm. However, the standard BA has some

shortcomings,e. g. ,low convergence precision and easily relapsing into the local optima. In this work, by

introducing the collective behavior of the starling group into BA algorithm, the searching range of the

standard BA algorithm can be effectively improved. Besides, a linear decreasing weight is introduced to

balance the global search and the local search. Simulation results from Benchmark functions show that the

improved algorithm can effectively avoid the local optimum and attain higher convergence precision.

Key words: bat algorithm (BA); starling group behavior; weight; local optima

Wi 0 0 R — OB % I JT R AR Sk i
T AT AR PR A P 43 Rk AR T B A TR
A BT A2 g M I 05 N T i
Z 5T . SCHRL2 1R — b 252k A T T e A BR 1
P 7K 2 18] 98 B2 . 46 1k 98 B2 5 7 v A9 i K 58
I a] S A RCR B . TR S )& % Ak Tad e 19 3
&2 H bR R, A — i ROk T R B R X
BEATOEAL I3 235 2R 3 W] 3 5 3k i A M At T
R T RO o Wi 88 B 3 AR OO % 0 DG A B Rk L TR RE R

W% B #7:2016-11-01
EZE® /-9
BEBERA P AR, E-mail: sunzigiang@ecust. edu. cn

ARG, CE 2T LREM AR
b AU e RO Al ] A A 7 R L ) A LA e %2
HARE AR R A% . SCRR L4 1Ry o5 8 59 3 o 1 F —
Se TR R BT SR R IR EE SR B .
SCHRLS Hs i 85 530 3% B2 T 1 1R 4 3L 7K 4% 18] 94 JZ ]
L, GRS fe /ML 7 B R A 58 TN [E] . SCRRE6 4T
Xt 22 F bR LA IR 3 H T — B 2 bR B 0 5k
BT — 2 Z Hbr g 5t e, FIRBOCR B R
T 8 5 B 3% 8 L AR 1 R S U0 1R 5 ik A 3 i B

®(1992-), 59, 2, Wi 2B L WF 9T 75 161 9 8 RE AL 4 . E-mail : xueshanfeihu1992@163. com



526 R TR ¥ E AR CA BB ¥ D

943

WSSO B 18 2 S BN R A A8 RO B K
Sy TR v W O A B A R ROR 1 2 0 5T A N
LRSI 1 NS S G RSN O B (| [ S G
P& LT Levy QAT REAE (4 W 08 50 3 N 0 A=
JREEA T ok A Lévy ®AT 8 2 5 W%, T IT 52 Ml A
L5 058 1) 4 B AT N . Topal 28548 W — Bl 2 25 1
O 8 B 0 K W D R S IR R KRR R S
TR, 4R 2R I il g A7 o A8 R I LM TR 0
KU Ig EAT R i R SR . 2R
Wi 75 1A B b I B R AL
WP 0 B E AT G B R R e 1) AT W U A
W & 118 22 . Gandomi 251 32 ELAF YR IE 48 &
SR W 110 Wi e B 3 L O R T AN [m] YR R o B0 AR 1
TR T 30 X K 08 A A i A7 TR AR Ak L 36 0F T 1R Tl
WA &Pk . Niknam &0V T —Fp {38 B
W B K S Y A S MR S A S IR e
BB Z R R RGN TR RS
Hh UC [a) 81, i % P o g e UC ) #, Wang 25
PR E IR S AL A AT
fif e UCVA = 4 fif% 4% B0 R 1] 2, 25 5 ¢ B 4 o1 2L
RET

R AT X O A vk B et 3 A S T
CI %o by 08 530 96 1 B WL BLAF A A0 28 o AT e ok
A S E B N B S 800 51 A DL R R R g
S (O A i P AL 58 S e AL A S S L 1R
FE A bl 0 B3 R R RO AR SR A et R
W T 1 Rl AR S BT g LA B W R R 2
4 JRy T A A B A JR) 8 S A0 1) o R A 5 T 1Y) 4 A
A Ay X i g P 7 5 D e OB A B

1 REAS i e 3Rk

L1 BEXRGEEENCEMREENR

e Wi W 28 EE Oy 7 2 AT AT 8RN o Al B 4 R
S5 T b R B Gl R pR RI(EDD 1) DR /DN R ) T
=4 I Wi 88 T AR 7 PR UIE 25 s K O AT RS B R
b 19 32 75 2 L O 18 2% H A ok Br B e 10 M 11 o
A U R] P LA 3 A A 2% 2Ok A Y M 0 [0 7S
AT o w0 e I 22 R W B AR AT ) R
A T B g A RAT A R P 6 R R R
HEAT B i B 8 S s (D ~ KD PR

fi - fm]n+(fmax7fmin)ﬁ (1)
vt = (2 — 2. ) f 2)
b= 4o (3)

Forbe fo OB @ A SR S B P BT s £ 1 o

PR TR pE L0, 1102 — A ik 25 29 73 13 1

BEALIE s of Aot " 2350 080 ¢ AW AE ¢ Al e — 1 1

ZNW R 50 F et 3RS 4 A S ¢ A — 1

IF 220 ) 57 B 5 e Ay 2 AL e i

e R i B b T AT R R . A

Znew = o T €A’ D

Hor s e A i SR S AL 5 o A Wi R SR A

MINLE e € [— 1, 1] BEHLE A Sl B> B 5 b A

TE ¢ I 220 B SF- 25 W) 2

1.2 W fE bk & 5 &

5 Wt 598 5 5 BRSS9 0 BE AL Rk &
SYa o EAT R . IR BB A BOR L BUN T
B EAREDIIG A BN BREY AR AT
KT -

Al = gA! (5

r =1 —exp(— )] (6)

Kfa Fly HEEL0<a<<1l.y>0;0 Hknh % 5
ESUE PN

2 PRt A e e

2.1 HEHITH

P R R PR E B R ARG b R
— O R 4. Y B R B, o — e R 2
WU TRAT 5 [0 s I 5w A FE S A kg fef 7 R S A
A 7 ) THCE AR AT SR R A A

BTN 2 5 E AR s mAE B A
I AR K B B S IR DAL B R AR, X
FIAT R FR AR S BEAT . TERE S e AR 5 N K —
5 FLR I ) 7 AR BT AR B ST X T AR
T4 A5 R 7 AR AT AE B ST i T
A BEASFIRE IR B R AP fF B =, — T Ay
FW L6 a7 A ARG B — A B AR S T K A
RO 1 R Al B 8 2R 1k B A AR 28 0 s TR ot A A 5 3
B3 B 7 AR BEAT {5 S S UAL LARE W B A Fh A 1Y)
(TP R
2.2 SINEBEEITANRIEE L (SFBA)

FEAS b B R AR R WA B S A R
P k= FhiE 2 HEPE . Kb S BEAT 5 A A i
W A R BT 0 R 22 R R B A R R
Ao YRR ARG IR e A A B 2k R
{H Ccount_limit) A, Pk % H — E 2 H (max_num) 1&
I FEAB B 22 0 A, XoF 3k 2 A 1A i o7 B R B R
A7 4, PRIk 4 Jmy B AR AE . B 4 R S i AP R 2 Ry
HAAA



54

B R A — IR TR B AT A A S AR e B 527

Bt XL AR 4 AR DXL @ 1 7 B AT

2 = (= D) (7)
7 ne :'\"},

Apeal B EHGALE s r 7 — 1~1 ML ;
N R B 7 AR R T 95 . XA
A @ REAR I WL LA B T334 S LR i A 7
AR T R BB L R A SRR A A
A AL B

b X o AR A AR 2 (&) KPR i B R AT

o =t (o) (8)
(= N,

Ko N EH G s S 0~1 MIBENLIE. K
P BOL A iR s R A R R 7 B 7 A
A K BT i 1 R (R A0 TR I B L R A A
A
2.3 SXEMEESIANNE

H T [ 2 BT e A 2 R R AN e 4 T RCR
BEFE AR ST T W I vk R R R A L 40
A EIARE w, Fow, , W) R 10D, WA E
wy H [ A AR g MR AN . BRI EROR
s 42 JR 4 R L Bl A 2 AR B I 2 ARS8, AL
/N A F T R R TR AE R BE T 2 i s AL

HAT
o = w0 (9)
x) = wyal ! v (10)
W1 = Wmax (wn“"x - wmm)lter (11>

Iter_max

HA :wn A wr B9 EBRE s w4 wr BT FRAE ; Tter
R 2 % AR IR L s Tter_max Sy e Kk AR SR .
2.4 SFBA EEZiRiE

(1) #a BRRE [ AR IR A S
B ALIE R K /N Pop_Size, 5 45 2 £ F RS 4
B BT BRL S s S ) Tter_max  Ff 9 00 B« Al
BREE o ORI BE A KA T S8 o e Kk b S
B! WA S AR 28y 4 R A A5 12
#% L PR {E count limit,

(2) Xof Fr Al > A T B35 0 BE SRR S (o)
o Y HTALE AR .

(3) Fie BE QL) BEAIL ™ HE A0 A 1 5 1 o

(4D MRPE O Fa C10) X W W8 ) 3 B A &
HEAT BERT B0 B A AT o, (P R
B, WD,

(5) A — A HEHUE rand, 45 rand KT Pk b &

S AR 28 (4 o DA 7E B A 067 8 1Y) Wl U6 2 A
A v 3 B — A i, X 3% A e DL A AT R AL AR B
PR R TR AR e, BRI Y 2R

(6) 158 Ny J3E oR B CH B eRBUIED 5

() ABEPUH rand /N B2 A, H BB A0S 5
1 H AR s EUE /N T 2450 H AR R B (R 0 422 52 3%
AL BB AR T3 R o A S R s RO BE AL LS
(5).x0(6),

(8) XAV B AR Bl I 14 Wt e = 07 HE 51 L 4% 2 i
A7 B B L R 3 N7 3 PR SR L1

(9) T >4 Fir G oy S e (2 5 K T a5 T 1
— ARG N B A A A TR count+-1 (count
W 0),

(10) HIWr count &% KT FFR{E count limit,
Ao PR 38 07 BE 45 25 19 max_num A4S F]
PR (7 55 2 (8) B 12 38 A A% A7 8 A0k 2 1
o JE S A e DU A I N 3R A Ry B AR AR
YRR 4 R B L E  IFE count=0,

D) YEARRBUN T I K E A B [ 3] 25
TR (2) Ak 2 kA R AL i

(12) Bk A A i A B4 )R e UG i

3 FIEMZS Bk

SFBA BB FEEAF w »w, »count_limit,
max_num, HH w; B w Al we, RE BT
TRPEA B E N wWiax » Wi » Wy » count _ limit,
max_num, X 5 > ZFn] DL 5 8 i e . U
Sphere oKy L HEFEAT S50  MHE LB 100, 3%
R EL Tter _max 2y 500 ¥, 73 i ia 47 20 ¥, MK 20
WAEACES R 0 Y EAE R 2 HE 8 AU Waa »
Wi LA wo BEARAE

F1IaRH T wu A 0.45.0. 46,0, 47,0, 48,
0.49.0.50,0. 51,0.52,0.53.0.54.0. 55, wy, =
clew, = 0. 50 BB AT SR AT LLE B waaw =
0. SO B B 5 I ROR BT

F2m,-H T ww A 0.05.0.06,0.07,0. 08,
0.09.0.10,0. 11,0, 12.0. 13,0, 14.0. 15, wy.w =
0.50,w, =0.50 BB 4745 K, Al LR won =
0. TOM B 5 I ROR BT

FT3/RHET w, N 0.45.0.46.0. 47.0. 48,
0.49.0.50,0. 51,0, 52,0. 53,0, 54,0, 55, Wy =
0.50, Wy, = 0. 10 B BT 45 R, W L E H, w, =
0. 50 M58 3% 42 i BOR BLhF

(=)



R B TR %2 R (A KB D W43 %

Rl wn.SHEREX

Table 1 Parameter value table of wy.
Winax HRHCT M
0. 45 5.893 3X10 18
0. 46 4,770 9X 1010
0.47 1.493 01017
0.48 8.342 4X10718
0.49 5.387 5X10 18
0. 50 2.308 5X10 18
0.51 4,489 3X10718
0.52 5.948 3 X107
0.53 9.153 1 X101
0. 54 6.043 9101
0. 55 8.558 3X 10719

F 4/ T count limit 2y 1.2.3.4.5 B iz
858 AT LU ) count _limit=3 I 53 3k 2 1l OR
B

5 /7 H T max_num o4 13.17.19.22.23 B5f 19
BATHR AT LU s max_num = 19 I 5335 45 1 &L
LT

#£ 4 count limit S5 HE

Table 4 Parameter value table of count_limit

K2 wa ZHREE

Table 2 Parameter value table of wy,,

count_limit PR T2
1 3.039 5X10°1°
2 1.403 9X1018
3 7.356 8 X101
4 4,346 51017
5 9.452 0X 10716
6 5.394 9X10 13

0.05 9.520 8 X107
0.06 4,402 0X10 1
0.07 3.635 9X1071°
0.08 1.849 3X10° 17
0.09 1.256 8X10 18
0.10 4.024 8X1071
0.11 6.480 0 X107 18
0.12 6.195 2X10 18
0.13 8.632 5X10°17
0.14 9.3657X10" 1
0.15 5.202 6 X101

#£ 5 max_num S EIHHEE

Table 5 Parameter value table of max_num

max_num PRACT- 4 B
13 1.953 210710
17 5.030 410717
19 2.209 5X 10718
22 8.420 2X 1071
23 3.405 0X 10!

R3 w ZHMEE

Table 3 Parameter value table of w»

w, RHCT 14 1

0.45 7.942 0 X101
0. 46 4,235 0X10" 1
0.47 3.404 3 X101
0.48 3.192 2X10°17
0.49 2.348 3 X107
0.50 1.479 510718
0.51 3.322 1X10°18
0.52 6.839 6X10 7
0.53 1. 650 4 X 10717
0.54 8.943 5X10°13
0.55 8.248 2X10 12
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Table 6 Benchmark functions
PRI B 44 R BB AT 8 5 IS s S fE
Ackley f1(x) =—20exp(—0.2 /%21? ) — cxp[%écos@nl,)] +20+e [—32,32] 0
Griewank fo(x) = ﬁZI? — ECOS(} )+ 1 [—600,600] 0
Rastrigin f3(x) = ZHJ [2? —10cos(2rx;) +10] [—5.12,5.12] 0
i=1
n—1
Rosenbrock filx) = 2 [100 (27 — 21D+ (2 — D?] [—30,30] 0
i=1
Sphere f5(x) = ix? [—100,100] 0
i=1
R T OARUEN R B BT LSS R L
Table 7 Comparison of Benchmark functions optimization results
BRI KX E1 333 Hk SEZ RN EAE T E T e 2
BA 6.337 0X10! 1.796 9 1.411 3 2.679 1 X101
) 10 SFBA 1.759 5X10 12 7.559 0X10° 8.022 5X10 10 1.676 1X10°
/ BA 1.580 4 3.160 6 2.300 2 4,325 2X10°1
2 SFBA 2.804 0X10 12 7.426 5X10° 1.158 510 °? 1.997 4X10°°
BA 1.284 5X10 5.917 5X10 3.554 5X10 1.059 5X10
] 10 SFBA 0 0 0 0
& BA 1. 256 2X10? 2.155 4X10? 1.723 0X10? 2.542 1X10
2 SFBA 0 0 0 0
BA 1.231 4X10 3.805 7X10 2.303 5X10 7.990 9
‘ v SFBA 0 0 0 0
& BA 4.726 7X10 1.219 1X10? 7.511 9X10 1.846 7X10
# SFBA 0 0 0 0
BA 7.938 9 2.774 6X10° 4,033 8107 7.103 2X10?
10 SFBA 8.941 9 9.000 0 8.988 9 1.656 1 X102
a BA 2.734 0X10 1. 555 3X 103 2.889 2X10° 4,424 0X10?
# SFBA 1.893 5X10 1.900 0X10 1.899 1X10 1.683 7X10?2
BA 2.800 0X102 7.430 0X1072 5.700 5X102 1.117 1 X102
) 10 SFBA 2.032 5X10 % 1.739 1 X107 1.114 1 X108 3.787 7X10°17
/e BA 2.943 0X10! 1.282 4 4,847 7X107! 2.077 1 X101
2 SFBA 4,268 6X10722 4,097 0X10717 2.708 7X10718 2.382 2X10717
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Table 8 Comparison of improved BA algorithms in 5 Benchmark function optimization results

SFBA GHBA DLBA
SR T E AL 4 {E AL E SFHEIE
i 2,804 010712 1,158 5X10°9 1.31X10°7 3.41X107? 4,717 4X 1077 6.4097X 1076
£ 0 0 3.65X 1077 1.41X10°5 1,381 8X 1077 5.010 3X 10
fs 0 0 0 0 5.999 §X10% 4.470 5X 107
S 1.893 510 1.899 1X 10 7.64X 1075 1.51 5.667 2 7.390 3
fs 1,268 6X 10722 2.708 7X 10718 8. 08X 10719 5.65X 10718 4,305 7X 1078 4,803 6X107°
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