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Chaos particle swarm optimization algorithm integrated with sequential
quadratic programming local search
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Abstract: A sequential quadratic programming integrated particle swarm optimization algorithm (CPSO-SQP) is proposed.
This new algorithm uses CPSO, which makes the best of ergodicity of chaos mapping, as the global optimizer while the SQP
is employed for accelerating the local search. Thus, the particles are able to search the whole space while finding local optima
fast, which increases the possibility of exploring a global optimum in problems with more local optima while ensuring the
convergence of algorithm. The simulation results for benchmark functions show that CPSO-SQP has better accuracy, more
probability of finding global optimum and faster speed of convergence than those reported in the literature. The feasibility
of the method is illustrated with the challenging ethylene piece yardage optimization problem of a cascade HDPE reaction
course.
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¥RIEPSO

PSO # - 1 Kennedy #1 Eberhart!! - 19954 #1211,
7E PSO 1, BEAMEAS & — N R, B AepIaa i —#E
BEALRL 1 AR 5 i PR AN AR B R 4 R AR A, 42 T
2T L AT

2.1

Vit = w - vly ey rand() - (Pig — o)+
co-rand( ) - (Pyq — x5, (D
T =g g 2
H LR AR

22 ETFSQPHIEEIEE

SQP J7 v i 5. 1 Wilson!"1F 1963 4EAE Hifh 148
SCHET AR R I T T AR L 1 2 AR R R e L I
SR JEAROSU . J5 ) ) Lagrange J5 F2 84T WL
8L, FE % QP ¥ ) L, RJI

N T
Inin Sd"Hyd + Vf(zx) d,

s.t. Vg(zy)Td+ g(zi) <O0. 3)
Forb: NS k& B ETEAIKE H A& Hession K1 FF, 7]
EHALA AR5, W BEGS 25, 1Bk . QP - [l R ¥ Al 1=
HN IR Gt 3 R T 1)
2.3 RERRES
DRI G 3t 77 1 e Bl AL AP, R Vol SR e 8 22 IR A i
HERLHESE, 3 R 1 18 B oy 3 e Lo 101, AR sz
TR BRI S, B4 R e A AR /N T JE A
S5 5E [ e I, BRI 45 E LR P, BEAT TR Tl ISR
HARTT VA, %3 A7 JE 4 Jmy B D0 R 7 T & 20 A T
0, 1] Z IR K BEHLE e, R r < Py, WIRFZRLFH 1)
T — AR T Logistic VRT3
Tpp1 = pxp(l—x), 0< 2o <L, p=4.  (4)
WsKIZRL T A AT U, ARG NGB — R SRR,
TR TR (CMS) (122 5 F
Step 1: ¥Ia4k N 4EAZ & X 5 SEUEAT RS
AR & N AR .
Step 2: X} FAX & oy, HEATUW T A
Step 2.1: 4% K AR IL WG O [0, 1] 2 A] )R AR
I cxy
Li — L4min

crp = ————— (5)
Timax — Limin

HA 5 o 24 in 28N S0 @ iR IR FR A
Step2.2: #%3 (4) T HRMAL & ca;.
Step2.3: HBf R IEAR & ca; $% T AUHE e pl vk 2R AR

X,

Ti = Timin + CTi - (Timax — Timin)- (6)
2.4 CPSO-SQP &ixiESE

CPSO-SQP i 1y AL : KR PSO BIEAE N
A2 JR SRR, T SQP FVEAE A JR A R A, FOEARRE
Wi L B B4 5 R R 2 )4, Bkl 2
AT USSRy 76 PSO VL ISR, B Y1 4% Js) de A 1t A%
AN T A 5 AH e B, DAY T4 e B AL B BTG
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Fi— 58 MR HEAT VR I IR, (2 ATRL 1328 19 5 AR AR 3
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SO BVEREAT oA, S R B IOk S
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SR BARAE 0 VTR, A 35068 £oF A X 5CA FES, Wik
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Step 1.2: 7E44 0 il N X S BEALA) 46 4k I A7 i
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Step 1.3: W5 £(X;). 2 e HA e dd ek Bl
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AN 4 SR BRABLAT B Poest, 7 WORLAS B 47 & O 3L
WILE M ARAE LT B Py, BB IRE k= M.

Step2: 1Rk > maxFEs, W & 770 1k &5 4
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Step2.1: % 3 (1) A1 (2) 5 Fr kL1 (13 £ V; R4
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Step 2.2: R4 B A& & Sokz 1) 45 5, BB P A
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Step 3: JIWT PSO /& A8k, Wik Py~ — Pr<e,
W4k, A0, 3R (9] Step 2.

1217 SQP Hik, B Xy, P k.

Step5: Wk > maxFEs, W) {3 77101k 45 3
min{f(P,), f(P)}, 4 A 0, 4k4L.

Step 6: X BEANKRL T, AR [0, 1) 2 (8] [ BE AL AL r,
W r < Py HNAR G # ghess, WAERMAE R 2 Wiz 1y
CMS JEAT VR S, 13 F T 7 B o) B (%) H A
FEFL G K, Py, FIRTRE TR 1N T VIR, W52,
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Step 7: %[ Step 2.
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3 B EGRTR
31 KEEE

ASCE R 1 PR 5 A2 R s AR N 0 15/
1k BRI BUR) L. 4ER0 N =10, 20, 30; BEAARIREL M =30; 15
PEDRF w SR SCHR[6] 7T A ZR MMM EBLEE (R B LDW),
Wimax = 0.9, Wmin =0.4,¢1 =2, co =2, T I N vmax
= (Zmax — Zmin) /2, Vmin = —Vmax. BEBIE € =0.01, ¥
AR R P, = 0.2, MU AERCH N, AR AT R b
R RIXE N[ —n) - Py, (1 +1n) - Pyl,n = 1.5;
X} Rosenbrock pf % % i £z K B8 A0 VT A 1K 2 maxFEs
b 60000 VX, oAt o6 £k 4 500 V. X6 AEASIIAR R 5
550 ¥k, FE45 /T 1.00 E-100 ffIE I 4 0.00 E+00.

*1 HTFNiRA Benchmark &£
name function range
Sphere fi=)at [—100, 100]™
1 i=1
Rosenbrock fo =Y [100(xi41—z7)*+(z:—1)°]  [-30,30]"
i=1
Rastrigin =~ f3=_ [& — 10cos(27a;) +10]  [-5.12,5.12)"

=1

- e, o .
Griewank  fs=—— > o? — [] (—) 1 [—600,600]"
" i 4000 5= o im1 “ Vi o ]

1|1
f5:72Oexp(fg ;;w )7
Ackley n o

1
- (2 ] 20
exp [nZCos( mtz;) | +20+e

=1

=

[—32,32]"

32 TEGRESH

1) S0 BEE, #2031 A s, AR
SCHRE (1) CPSO-SQP vk 5 Al [A] 34 5% K (1) SQP F
CPSOVEVEIEAT LLHR. M2 (i LR 45 T LR
W, X F BRI BT Benchmark p6 %%, 1 CPSO-SQP
SR BT 35 L G« g 22 4 R AL B /D,
X 3% W] CPSO-SQP B3 346 1R K i B At T A 3 Fo
k.

2) S SR R A, AE SRR SIOH B A
Rosenbrock [ 4% Dim = 10, {4k H#5r 4 1.00E-2,
A, b8 ¥ 4 20 Dim = 30, P4k H A% 4 1.00E-5. 5%
CPSO-SQP 5.y Uiz 47 Ik ik B4 A6 H A BT 75 211
oR BT BB, AvgFES s HE R BI040 H w1 °F
4 06 BT 55 R 3, BestFES 3 7 it /b B 3 55 8k,
SR K IRk BILAG H bR 0 A0 I S8 56 R L
1], ¥ L 45 5L 5 A R BR 58 (1 SQP, BUHE £: 7E T
PSO (LDWPSO)UF1 CPSOVH. vk ik 45 HL k47 LL A%,
SRR 3 R,

BAl Jhy SQP B v i B e S R4S 1 kAR, AN s gk sk
AT & B KR BRI, R I 6 SQP BV 7% 42
AvgFES H1 BestFES ¥ A & 3. % Bl ¥ 5 /> ok 44,
CPSO-SQP 5VA I i Th % #ik #] T 100%, CPSO 5%
X} Rosenbrock & £ (1) 50 B D) % 147 60%, LDWPSO
SEVE R 2 eR B A0 T 2R AN i 60%, X

% 2 CPSO-SQP #1 CPSO, SQP By 5 & 1 sl 3 b

CPSO-SQP CPSO'! sSQpP
Fun D MEAN BEST WORST  MEAN BEST WORST  MEAN BEST WORST
10 0.00E+00  0.00E+00  0.00E+00 3.42E-12  1.44E-81 1.71E-10 257E-27  3.57E-28  8.82E-27
Sphere 20  0.00E+00 0.00E+00  0.00E+00  7.59E-06  1.63E-78  1.52E-04  7.82E-27  1.80E-27  1.69E-26
30 0.00E+00  0.00E+00  0.00E+00  3.92E-05 9.36E-73  1.32E-02  1.66E-26  6.16E-27  2.89E-26
10 3.55B-07  1.57E-08  2.59E-06  9.39E-03  1.19E-08  9.01E-02  1.44E+00  7.56E-12  3.99E+00
Rosenbrock 20  2.38E-08  3.55E-07  2.03E-06 2.28E-02 2.44E-06 3.63E-01  9.57E-01  5.63E-11  3.99E+00
30 631E-07 249E-08  3.13E-06 4.82E-02  1.35E-05  9.28E-01  1.28E+00  1.56E-11  3.99E+00
10 0.00E+00  0.00E+00  0.00E+00  1.80E-07  0.00E+00  7.80E-06  6.92E+01  2.39E+01  1.54E+02
Rastrigin 20 0.00E+00  0.00E+00  0.00E+00  7.44E-05 0.00E+00 2.01E-03  1.35E+02  3.98E+01  2.55E+02
30 0.00E+00  0.00E+00  0.00E+00  2.52E-03  0.00E+00  1.26E-01  1.97E+02  9.35E+01  3.38E+02
10 0.00E+00  0.00E+00  0.00E+00  2.13E-10  0.00E+00  6.42E-09  3.54E-01  2.89E-09  3.63E+00
Griewank 20  0.00E+00 0.00E+00  0.00E+00  2.65E-07 0.00E+00 1.32E-05 148E-04 4.38E-12  7.40E-03
30 0.00E+00  0.00E+00  0.00E+00  2.24E-04  0.00E+00  1.12E-02  5.39E-09  1.01E-13  2.15E-08
10 2.13E-16  0.00E+00  3.55E-15  1.60E-08  8.82E-16  6.33E-07 191E+01  1.52E+01  2.00E+01
Ackly 20  1.63E-15 0.00E+00 3.55E-15 327E-06 8.82E-16 139E-04 194E+01 1.67E+01  2.00E+01
30 277E-15 0.00E+00  3.55E-15  1.24E-04 8.82E-16 5.89E-03  1.94E+01  1.44E+01  2.17E+01
% 3 CPSO-SQP #1 CPSO, LDWPSO, SQP AU &35 [ 1% B ik X Eb
CPSO-SQP CPSO!®! LDWPSO!%! SQP
Fun Dim —_—
AvgFES BestFES SR AvgFES BestFES SR AvgFES BestFES SR SR
Sphere 30 1195.3 737 50/50 1696 990 50/50 34128 3153 50/50  50/50
Rosenbrock 10 2971.2 421 50/50 41544 3750 31/50 0/50 32/50
Rastrigin 30 1220.6 573 50/50 2480 1170 50/50 0/50 0/50
Griewank 30 1188.3 174 50/50 2154 1020 50/50 34161 31920 23/50  50/50
Ackly 30 1952.2 1314 50/50 2201 1320 50/50 42546 38130 49/50 0/50
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o [ - _-_-__-__ g °
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E £
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— <
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o X X — -15 N N N
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function evaluations/10° function evaluations/10°
(d) Griewank (e) Ackley

1 CPSOSQP 5 LDWPSO 7£Mis i #7_E B bb i

Rastrigin bR #EE 22 6 R B R A0 A%, SQP 532 Xt
TN [ I R ) A 22 S W . CPSO-SQP 54 1)
AvgFES Al BestFES 18 ] 1 /i - LDWPSO #1 CPSO #.
%, ml WAL A CPSO-SQP Sk AT AL B 75 1) ~1- 231 AH
XoF B[] A /b, 3K U B LAV A AR B . 2, CPSO-
SQP FVEAN U 8Dy #6040 I PRAT R 2 3 P
Sl 10, R TR A, T A DA R AR S T T T

K 1 24 CPSO-SQP A1 LDWPSO % 5 4™ #5 # M1 ik
oR BCEEAT A AL, X T 35 38 B A B o 50 DF A Tk L
WA HLE L. Bl BB 4 LDWPSO ¥, H 4N
KILTTIEG R AR, £ TTLRBY B, CPSO-SQP
SV W S K T LDWPSO 3k, 1 it — &
AR B 2 J5, LDWPSO k3L AL, 6T =3
WM, X I CPSO-SQP 53247y g 4k 2L AL 72,
Jei UK B R 3 v T LDWPSO Sy, 32 2[R 2
CPSO-SQP H32: v ik il e s m] LA B PSO A 7 i ik
HH R B B A, T A 1 4 B0 LI 4 R B AL I, SQP B
AR DL PURL - BT 6 A B A BTG m AT R i i &R
H R L, B4R K) CPSO-SQP Sk sz intk 1 = %
W SKOH L, I RE AT A% 8 25 JR) B d A, 3G 0 T 3RS
JRE A ] RETE, 4 SR 2R 1) P REFN R A AR 4F
4 N HSEH)

187 H] RBF B AR S 1O 3 2 82 ok 44, ¥ CPSO
-SQP 32 8 F T Al sy 2% B SR M B R O
RS AR AR LA

1) HAREREL. WSEPR RN f(2), W H bRk £k
mrinf(w), Hr o ={z1, 29, , 2, } WEIAI R, K50
DAY Ky — IR U g, — RN SRR ) g,
SN AW E w3, RN AR ST 2y, NZEREE D) 25, —
AR E 26, — RAEWFIIER &= 27, — R OHi
Iy R s, — RER LM bl 2o, R L 53 s 310,
CRERLIHE TR 21,

2) AR 4. 84 < 1 < 85,19 = 0.85,76 < 23 <
78,14 = 0.22,0.22 < 25 < 0.3,60 < 26 < 80,45 < a7 <
55, 28 =0.85, 29 =5.7, 219 =0.95, 211 =0.09.

3) At g . X LU AR T IS R AE S 1, ik &
A PR B R AR PRI R 4 BTN, 3R 4 B T LU
H, A A SCHE HE ) CPSO-SQP Sy, L0 B ke AR
AT BEAR T 1.06%, LEATFH PSO SEAR AL I 5 F AR
T0.41%, B3R A SCHEH 1 CPSO-SQP H LA AL AR
WAL T PSO ik, Ui B 45 R S I 4 L —
M HAFA Dk O ALEE. vk Res e — e R g b
fia PR, BRI S0 SRR, LA AR, N 2K
HRUF

R4 CTHBRMARIEX L (BRRBLL 1/ MR ZH)

PSO  CPSO-SQP

x = BT poerm  eies
- N AL 1°C 84.46  84.93 84.60
RN 1C 77.09  77.98 77.70
PR B TN ZE G ) / Mpa 0.27 0.25 0.23
— AL FIA L/ (kg/h) 7014 64.09 60
R BMEEFIR R/ (kg/h)  47.02 51.49 47.93
i LA HFE /(i / k) 1.0214 10148  1.0106
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A SCAER ] SQP MR PSO ) J 35 48 2 39 15 4[]
N, S FH VR A I S E £ L 2, $2 T CPSO-SQP Hi%,
A8 AR BE 8 7 PR IR 3 U0 R Al bR A 2 )
HEAT I &, X v 4E Benchmark #8514 115 2 45 B2 W,
JITH H I S SO B L RS v, HLA R PR
5. W] CPSO-SQP H32: 5% S Al ey 2% JE 2R Mk
R IR N R ) L SRR AT OUAK, AR Ll SN L
HE DL S IS 2056 43 BT o] S0, AR SRV TAT ().
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