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Abstract

In view of the poor search performance stability and slow convergence speed of traditional multi-
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objective algorithms in the feature selection problem of face recognition, this study proposes an
innovative multi-objective optimization algorithm based on adaptive parameters (Adaptive Param-
eter Multi-objective Particle Swarm Optimization, APMPSO). By reasonably allocating the strength
of global search and local search at different stages, the APMPSO algorithm can more efficiently utilize
search resources and reduce unnecessary search processes, thereby improving the convergence speed
and convergence accuracy. At the same time, it has better adaptability and can automatically adjust
parameters according to specific problems and data set characteristics. By dynamically changing pa-
rameters during the iteration process, the algorithm can better adapt to different search environ-
ments and improve performance on various face recognition problems. This algorithm is compared
with a variety of multi-objective optimization algorithms in terms of convergence speed and face
feature selection efficiency. The experimental results show that APMPSO can provide better help in
face recognition problems, showing significant advantages over particle swarm algorithms and ad-
vanced application efficiency.
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1. 5|

XS, ERZECHA—ANBREEPNIL . HIZ0 RS2 — S miAE, il 548,
N HIRI S AT A REAE R D16 AL PDREAE (9] D TR A5 28 ) i A5 S B o AR PR AAE A IE 2R G T I (1 — /> 2 22 )
AU BR R e, BUFTER “4EREOfE” A, X REG IR SR A, BT R RE I
PRI, EHRS BE 0 A] 8 T P4 (Jain, Duin & Mao, 2000) [1]. PHltt, 7620285 R 2 1 75 kAT R AE e % (FS)
RFAIE 16 6 R 1 i 500 4 P B ELAH DG PR ARRAIE , AT AE AL B s 4R R AR 1, AH LU A BT B RRAE,  RRE4E
o G

FET AR B4R, He £5(2005). Cai £5(2006) [2]41 Jafri 55 Arabnia (2009) 453 f B 45 5 3% & B AL 4%
FHEAF T (PCA) s JSL 3 73 AT (ICA) . 2 F151 3 T (LDA) & B ERFF 552 (LPP) I IE AL R B IR FF 452
(OLPP) [3]. 4RI, IXLT7 ¥ 01k A S /MU P 22 S (R TR) — FH P B 2 ] P i 2 ) AR e KA 28 ) 22 S (B
ANFEFH P Z EEEE) . dhAh, X5k Rt 2 ) — A B A T IR B, T DU
FAREI T, B T4 23 18] v (= 2 1 1) G AE MR AE 2 ) R 2 M 1) 8. PRk, PCA. LDA BX LPP 7] LA
FERFAE 25 (8] FEHRAT » 43 343 BI04 3 550 7 T (KPCA)  # Fisher F1151 53 41 (KFD) R & 5 (- 5 $50 52 (KLPP) «
Z 7R, KPCA. KFD 1 KLPP 7E [f #5157 55 B o 22 90 H BE 4 1 14 B (Yang 4§, 2005; Cheng 4,
2005) [4]. #RTAT, X LLT5y% EAATT DU BRARAFAE4E RS, (HIEA— g Red s 2evire, Ry Il /i > 1 1R
— HARRARE, BURBIAHOCHRRE . (Rl RRAEIE R 7 V2 2 /0 B 2% EE i AS OC8 H bs, BRI R] IR 5 KA 23 2k
REFN A /IMERHIE S . TESCHRF, 56 T ARt i A S (0 I B AR A 5035, POA) [5] T RINfR L T
RARAL A . B 11X L8 POA J7 L REMS 4 2 AN s, PR EAT 10 P 3l 3 4R e R AR R e 20
HREA, [FIRF IR AL A B4R . Ak, 3ET POA 12 HEEAL(MOO) [6])7 14 AL FE &5 Z A A, v 25t
I} B Ay v A, I i) 0 S A B, VE 22 S R ARRAE I DR R B R o SRV B A SRR () G g A B
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GA) [TIFIFF AR BEEE (I Ak TR AL, PSO; N TIEHERIE) [8]. #24°K, Dinu (2015)C k% H
B PSO R T Tl 3 Fe 4 P il /o b4, A 2070 52 IR B PSO s — P 2RI RFIE 1B £ (FS) 7 12 (11
11 Xue, Zhang & Browne, 2013) [9]. #A1fi, PSO % HbrifFAEE S H IR M AR S B R K&, AHCHE T
/b (Hamdani &, 2007) [10]. BRIk, ASCo#r 18 B SZBR 1 2 H i1 #EAR L (SMPSO) £ A (Nebro %5,
2009) [11], FINRAGZEARLEEACT IR PSR S48, R T BiEN S8 2 H s R % (Adaptive
Parameter Multi-objective Particle Swarm Optimization, APMPSO), 535 ] LA EE ff- Hi13d b AS [7] (R 48 R 3045,
P AE &R AR ) R v . DU e NS N 2 e R B KA S T 22 S SR SRR P AR )RR E AR
A RAFAE . S34h, IR d TR FE 2 ) R I B 07 V(o B b 2« 33 = ML) sk o 3813 )1 5 | 50
PRI 205 SURRAE, RGN PRI H . BN : st E SRiD 25 (SAE), a1 A4 2k A i £ RO %
EENE; RN, B s CRFERCE N transformer H 22 kit B 4%, IR A ST RIRLE K AL
MRt E s, BT Tkt Hhr s, (AHABR SR ESEEE, HibERAS, RSy,

AAEG T E RN E T NG IR BFEE B SR, RE 0 T BT RMA R, &
JE R T APMPSO BIE B JERIAZ O EE « 2Rk, TE4IRGIR BIE R SLIUE R, A FEHCF R )
SRR AR ER 7 SRR L 1 I I 2 B AL AR T A SR o SCER IS R AR EER £, 5 NSGA-
Il, MOEA/D, SMPSO % 52 Lt 43 #r APMPSO SLEAERHE B A AU MERA P PERE R L. )5
MRIESLIG L5 R, 4h ASMPOS SyL IR 3 AR K N R 5.

2. MAMHFHR

AT, BATKE TSR TAYE RIZ BAREHMEER 5%, BFEAECRCHEF 345 HIE(NSGA-11) |
%2 H b H(MOEA) AT £ H ArkL 1 #E4LL(MOPSO).

2.1. JEECHEFFIBREEIE(NSGA-1)

NSRS ) AT R AT, A TR AR ST RSR AR, 45 SRR U 1) B H DL B

Ak SCBCHE T 18 4% 5925 (NSGA- N TERFAE 3 B Atk O 3R A3 12 B FH HF FR I (235 A 4% . Hamdani %5 A
(2007) [12]F QK 1- B4l 73 2548 5 NSGA-II A4S 6, 1@ W H AR RALHEZE SEIL T - AE TSR MU 5
S RERR R P R . FLIETF 0N R ZERR S A (UCH AN BRE S I 4R 1 SR S0 0 IE R B, 12 7 VA E AR FF
I3 SR FE (1 R S 3 A T AE4E R . WS, Ekbal. Saha A1 Garbe (2010) [13 K% k0 R £ £ 1E = v
SRR, SR B R A RS TR S A R T 2 Ak, 7EXUEERHE FEUR T i
HWPERESRETE . Ekbal 55 Saha (2012) [1413F— PRy 160 5 o KRR AL . S8 A BEALIZ A SRR R B LR &
SRR R, B = AE T o PO EESRES, GESE T 20 Ras A S A [\ - KB R 5 bw 0 B R
TR

B &4 NSGA-II I EGEEWT 5t J51H . Venkatadri AT Srinivasa (2010) [15]42 i} MOGA %32, itz
U ZE AN E b R 06T (211 PR 25 5 M S D L S 1R] PR RS 5 R 17 B AN — SO Ry 1 4D
75 UCH $5 5 R FH VRS 43 2888 8T 0 . SO0 45 BRI, SR [R) R B 48 b (1 N F 1 BT St 238 3115
B KA A, WU EE ] I NFFESCE AR RS = A HAR LRI 2 B AR 0. 72 AR PIRFAE IR
YE, Soyel. Tekguc I Demirel (2011) [16]HF 2 <& /R 4 ) 55 RpAE 45 F 4 ok H AR &5 &, £ T BU-3DFE =
o N6 B P AL TR AR R P 8 N % 23 A Y, AN S IR AR S 98 7 RAE R IR B R 32 T 12.3%

ILEER, NSGA-I ) TR N FH B SRl vk g . De-la-Hoz [#BA(2014) 71 K 1143 J2 1 4 4L i 2
#5[17]5 NSGA-II PrFEINESE, 75 M2 S ko lAT 55 v Jee AL HH B B AL SRR IR e 43 77 1% 9.8% ARG . &5
PRI, Tan. Lim Al Cheah (2014) 4 Hi i) Bk 284 ok a8 4% 392 60 397 1k 1t R P 38 22 RS D800 S B ML
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TR e PR | USRS R CR 1 = H ARG, 72 UCH JEHEIIE 19 73 8 M R 28 SUBLVE 3R T 15.6%.
RLEHE TR A UIRIE 7 NSGA-N £ 2 B ARKFIEE £ P G 1, ORI 5T 1 e A A B4 it
TIRERES.

2.2. ZRFHEWEE(MOEA)

MOEA IR T4 AE k6 . Paul A1 Das (2015)1% ] k-5 48 (K-NN) 2> 288404k 2 | A2
FRES[18], JFTE UCI e L ryszie o B 5 BUA M5 HARAI 2 B bRRFIE L 73R4T T Tl e

2.3. ZERATFRMILMOPSO)

Xue. Zhang F1 Browne (2013) & {0 MOPSO i H| THRHELEFE[19]. ARATHRL T HIA T R: — AT
JESCRCHET 5 — P S IETE B RS R, DA/ MERRIE SR Aoy 2 . @l A 12 4> UCl
BARBERAT IS, G5 RR, B —Fh 7 RIS R HAREIEA Y, 10158 M7 RIEFTH Bk h R R,
Annavarapu. Dara il Banka (2016)#2H T 53 —# T MOPSO WIRHEESE /i, B H AR R (R AE
B AR EARHEMIBE ). %7575 NSGA-II Fl GA BEAT T HL#, 1 T = AN548 5 R 2 ik B0 4 (AN 45
Josee . 3 ML Ak EIR B £, S22 B4 A& . Zhang. Gong A1 Cheng (2017):¢F MOPSO 7 -5
AMEASFIRHIE T8 H R . 2V T R B 4 5 A BORBEAT 1 BT B4 [20]

3. APMPSO ¥
3.1. APMPSO A48

HIE NS E BRI O T Al R B RS A, M REN IR A Is AT i se R A
ENPALECE - XA 38 WA S AN FE R R 1) 2 BB s T A S AL A 2R3 o 2 A [ [ R A
AIPRALRT B 7 3K o

SATHES . RIEFEBTIREIIEGERE . A2 FEE . A B B3t 24

S i L ISR AR (BT R B . SRR R AR RER A IR B SR

PHRR G IR £ 4RI R (R DXA) AR SO CRE AT ) < T A ), 8k b 7 e el id
JER AL

EPRVEIG SR L Al NATU RO A R 1) R A, D N TR 2 R

3.2. BAIEEE

3.2.1. 1RMUEINE 0 WEIEN

B AL Fa ) 25 5 S P A R P MR R, R R E A R T A R R, BN
VR AR TR R JoATmT DURHE R AR R B & R B A, Al R

t
Hor, @ 1 0, 23 FRAS AL 1 R R R/ ME, WIARE BE 2 0.9 A1 0.1, t & MATIEIRIREL T,
R RIEARIEL

W @ M 0, BITRAE 7379 BB N 0.9 H10.16
3.22. #IEFc Mc, WHIEMN

F oI T RENE MEAZ I AL S MERCE MER, R R DT AT N SR i
HIER, BATRIERL T RIS P BEAE A 225 S RUE .

)

a)(t) = Opay _(a)max ~ O
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c(t)=c-(1+as) )

cz(t):cz-(l+ﬂ~g—i] )

c

Forpr, o Flc, 7l MRS ST A 2 22 2R e o BURRE TR R B B I SR AL B I I X8R, c,
AR 7 R AR B UL B IS, SE5RIME . o IR IMEA P IRCE R HL, R A s,
Xt e, MIFEMARESE;  f A2 WAL S T AL R AL, PR P 2 AR AR d X o, MM . JEd T
ARAHERI, RIS, BEHER, SR/ MARAE ), HOBkE R, LA R R
PERRARIT, 38K ¢, DA aAt 2 OE,  Insd oSl v A eIt X 4

3.2.3. %Q*ﬁg Pmula‘lion E(J Eﬁm

[ 365 7 920 M4 o S A SR B 22 REE AR Ak, 4 R IRER S5 R BT R 2 IR S B R P . 2
VETHEFRIE, MR P TR, ESR R R AR, SR . RN AT ) R
i, BEARTHSEIFR, &M AT BRRIR, FF R RAERHIE A B SR, A8 5235 203 Pareto RN

Ho

Pmutation (t) = Pmin + ( Pmax - Pmin ) - [1_%j (4)

Hrr, Py, NEARRAMR, WIRIERIRRAET], P, NimE R, Piikid L. i RA A
S B, AR SEIG AR B R 2 AR R, BERS PRI IRIE BRI TR REZ AR N EE, P aion
$em, PLEDRAERCE, RN Rl SCha 2 R HTE &I Pareto BV, P I FE, PREAL
JR A -

3.2.4. REARET y HBEEN
TERLTHEAL(PSO) R FELY RN 1y A& 2 RL 13 B2 SR (1) G B 2, e i i WAk 2 1) S i
JE, TGN DR P K ki P e S U, [RIINT 45 & SR IRAS Zha R 4, SR TH0) 2 25% o it prp o )92 478
t
Z(t):;{base'{l_y'vaL()] (5)

S.

J

Folt, e RIERMCT Ty REERRM, b T BAIRIE, v, AR2E A ATFR B
V. B EE R AR T, TERORA R, PR T Tk R, RN FEA A T A
PR o 2080 T PR RE A, IR 2405 R T 26 2 SR D TG PR, AoV T8 SRR

33 HHEIR

R B ARIRAR i APMPSO AR, B %6, TRATWIEMFEE RN AN, iR X, Rhr E¥iih
FBAE[O, 10]IX 8], X NAFAEALEE , [FIR WA E N 0. 25 N BiE NS5 B, B P4 5 iE RN T,
AW BEBORL R BE,  [RI ST B Gl AR RAE LRI 2R, SRS DR B AR AR SCBC R REAE T
£, REF.

APMPSO Hik

N BREMRE X, BORKIERRET, . FLFEIN, B KRAD A,

. Pareto BTUSRREE .

a) WIBRLTHE

for KL T ie[LN] do
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i. fr & x ~U(0,10)"
ii. HFy, =0
iii. ARAESE A EE B A R EWIAEFHE Z AR d;
b) THHEzNESH
for t=1 to T, do
i RAERANEEE A X R AT 2 d,
i AR 2 Q) T E 2 HRL T 1 IR s
il TSR TR T v,
¢) S &R
i MRAEA R Q)T EERGE,
i, WRIEARQ)MEE IR T, eI
i, FRAE 2 2 (3) BoHT R AR
iv. HRHE 2 2 (4) B B A R T
d) SR AL B
for MKLTie[LN] do
i MR T 2 T DA R 7 [R] 2 B SRR I v,
i A A () R R AR
i AR 22 7 (4) T Y A A T
e) T HT pbest kY%
i.if x SCAC pbest; 5% pbest, 5 v, HASCAL then
ii. ¥ pbest, ¥ A v,
i, TEAAR A
f) %t Pareto AT
APMPSO HISERAEINE] 1 P, SEBUBERINTT »

BRI

W BEHIXS . R,
TRN, BAEACKES,
TR
1
EERIERE, YIRT, REMES

B, BELRE T EER, ARERT
SCHE K R 5 P S A & R

RBEE R

IEAH?

AR hPare o R AEAE

Figure 1. Flow chart of APMPSO algorithm
1. APMPSO AR T2 R
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4. SKESERSR

BATA T AEATIR H F) APMPSO J7 kR 2, AT T PSR 5206 . 72235 — N seatrp, il
FH UCIH £ 425 APMPSO #E4T 1 VAl , 375 JURh B Seidt R E I 75 75 (B NSGA-11 .MOGA #1 MOEA/D.
SMPSO)#HAT T tb . 7E5E —ANsEIed, Ml YALE A ZE7E AR B H 3 56 R % APMPSO #H47 1
PP .
4.1. SEI8—: APMPSO RU4HE %

TR R 2 BAMRIEIE B VA S IE vk T R, A T IUAS UCH HLas: I 8dadE, sk
1 iR

Table 1. UCI datasets

= 1. UCI BuEsE
EVEIRE E R e eIk 6 FEARE R
Iris 4 3 150
Glass 9 6 214
Wine 13 3 178
Vehicle 18 4 846

SHOERR AR OB, AT TEIE LN RN Gid 2 kS5 2% Durillo %5(2009) [21] 19 £E 14,
SRR EWME 2 P,

Table 2. Parameter settings

=2 SHIRE

SRR i Eifipa HUH
UELE S INI: Oy R WL P PR AT A 15 P A 0.9
PR E e MiA D R RL - P 1) i A B A 0.1
AN SR T c YRTRLT ) AR T S0 s A RS 20 () B A 1.5
*hox SR c, VAT RL 17 42 S5 S A% 20 1 B v A 2.5

ERGEAE S RLF 1 R SR AR SR I A B 50
AMAR S ST R E a il 4= i A RHBOR A 2 ST R 7 0.03~0.05
23 ST R AL B Pl 2 REPE AR A 23 2 2] R 7 IO VR R 0.1~0.15

RAF G 2 Putation 38 R R AR R
RAFREZ TR Pain TRAFBAR R AR, JEFFREAR R AR 0.01
KA b2 Prax PR 1) fe ey S A M2, B b B REATL AL 0.1
A USCAE TR TR Hvase WIUEE IS 25, 2% Clerc-Kennedy Z:1U{H 0.729
P IR EL 7 1) L A T T 35 T P AR A R WAL 5 0.1
RS 5 S TP LR AR, W A8 2R (R R R 5

TR /N N KPR B, eSS A 100
B RIEAR AL T SR BT R B OB AR KB 50

[EE DN A A R A A SRR AR ERR, R 2 REIE 50

DOI: 10.12677/aam.2025.144139 57 I3RS


https://doi.org/10.12677/aam.2025.144139

K 3E

gk
W K n PR RARBAF B IRBE, AE ISR 20
CILCE2 S it PIaFRER ZRENE, H I R R
ELIEZESE Daurren EFIEEEE2 S Ed

URBARARAUN, LA AR O T ORI B ARSI R A A 1 B ikt D e, A
SKEIIPAT 1 50 K. 2 HARMATT LML AR THR BT AR SCICAE, XL TO0ik B s 1 GEA) L
FbR 2 GRIENEPIE ST 5] 2 fRon 1R SRS M mh RATATHT . Fom Har 1, MRiRos B s 2. M
PR aT LA Y, A SOBE AR (U RPAE A T B AR R RFT AT B3 S0 A, IKIESE 1 R 59 A Rk

Iris Glass

Wine Vehicle

Figure 2. Pareto front obtained of the four UCI datasets by APMPSO
B 2. RZF APMPSO EIM4 UCI HiRERIRSHMARITAIE

LT, MWENEEEE AR R T =ANE XA #(Sol 1. Sol 2. Sol 3), {#73 Sol 1 FEARAL HAx
1, Sol 2 EEARALEHAR 2, 1M Sol 3 WAERAFEAS B Ax 2 M HAF-PAT. flan, A Iris 20dE 43R5 10 =4
fRUNPE 3 AT XSOl 5 10 e N B SR 0 e d: 40 S

H#r1

.
%
‘ Soll
et

H#r2

Figure 3. Three selected solutions represented on the Pareto front
of the Iris dataset

& 3. Iris BURSE AR L= MEERN TEE
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WIS 3 B 1 Iris Bie e rR SRAS AN I S A R T SR B s R R S P R R AL o BITIEARFALE A A
RITRM A SR, Sol 2 /4t 1 &2 ML ERE, T Sol 1 MhLZHR Bt 1 B/ RIRHIE, BN A2 L
AR EEE 2 IR . BRI RE CON T ol IR 4R, (EON T 1A TR IR, DU 124

Table 3. Results for three selected non-dominated solutions obtained by APMPSO using Iris dataset

= 3. A Iris BIEER APMPSO SRR = NEXZ BLRRIVEE

file Sol 1 Sol 2 Sol 3

Hbr 1 —472543.655 —4994.4298 —224611.32

Hx 2 745688.23 7984.267 335612.471
1% € YRR 1,4 1,2,3,4 3,4

N T BAIE AT EE HE Y APMPSO FRAFIERE IS5, X RS 1) =AMk e i v 77 R T k-NN 4
H#e[22], H BAVEN R B A Fo Ak oy UL (R T AT — D TR LR L. TEARSEIS R, FEAE
APMPSO /D ERCE S5, 16 I 2R 5E CBE AN Sdh 42 11 80%) 1 LA+47 58 SCBIE R 5 AT T k-NNo AR I
SR BORMS 0 i s ERA S, 76 5 3 50 2 MIERE T 2480 k ME .. UBAUE B S B T VIR, g
(BAR AR 20%) 5 H T 1 e 7 K1 RE . & 4 FIH T4 UCH BB k-NN S48, R Ui AR 2
Pt i 5 5 2R 5 RAH LG, IS T A A BN 7 R TE, Bk el R AE AT FRAE R 0L~ o J5lh
REAE S AR 1

Table 4. Validation of APMPSO using k-NN
% 4. {£/ k-NN L&iE APMPSO

MIF7ES Iris Glass Wine Vehicle
KA 11 5 10 5
HeEL T2 93.33 76.74 97.22 69.82
Fh = 93.33 60 97.62 69.73
K& 6 5 6 4
APMPSO e 97.72 83.88 100 7453
= 97.99 64.5 100 74.34

i B3R UCH B e, &XT 4 P 4 102 BARRHIEIE $E(FS) /BT T 2 X EE, 1X 4 #7550
f&: NSGA-Il. MOGA. MOEA/D A} SMPSO. # 5 fi7s 7 APMPSO. AMPSO. NSGA-II il MOEA/D
fRI4E5 5 . NSGA-11 I MOEA/D 43 251 i /2 38 3L 5-NN 432888 3K 75 1), SMPSO NI FE 1 3& N S 4k -
LRGN, X ERREREETIEMEL, 4 APMPSO AT DU m 0 Ui 2. 4k, APMPSO ST
(] JLF- 0] LA ZBE AT

fEH & UCH Hii e, 5 =Fh14 M2 HERRHIEERE 7715 (R NSGA-1I. MOGA 1 MOEA/D)i#4T T
ZIEL . % 5 7R T SMPSO.NSGA-11 Fll MOEA/D 145 5 . {1 5-NN 425253545 NSGA-I1 F1 MOEA/D
I . R PR, {H SMPSO 143 28 B AH LxX P A RRAE L 38 7 V2 B = b4, APMPSO 1)
AT IS B AT LA ZEEAS T
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Table 5. Comparison of APMPSO with NSGA-11, MOEA/D and SMPSO
%% 5. APMPSO 5 NSGA-Il, MOEA/D %1 SMPSO RYEL %5

. NSGA-II MOEA/D SMPSO APMPSO

HRR FROEE dERIR% RRAEEC MEREER%  RMIEMC  dERRER% KRR HERER%  WAls
Iris 2.00 95.45 2.00 96.28 2.00 97.87 2.00 97.32 1.23
Glass 7.30 64.32 4.20 67.94 6.50 81.25 5.63 88.29 1.22
Wine 10.87 94.50 6.87 96.70 8.90 99.60 9.06 99.98 1.24
Vehicle 18.39 66.67 10.39 65.44 12.43 72.67 1021 7450 1.38

4.2. SK/=: APMPSO ZEARHRAIHI R

N T BN TR O VEE N A 8, EH 7 B YALE THEAL R S0 HE R YALE A
JI6: 504 € (Belhumeur, Hespanha & Kriegman, 1997) [23]3E47 5250 . iZ8¥E E A& 16 N P (BI2E5)), &4
MFPA 11 sk BEAFRRE MBI M ARG . #H 5 kA AREGE T II%, HRERGH T
e XEEEBESHIT L ERZRER, (RAHHAEE. REE. S7R¥E). S8 EMEBR
14200 x 160 {5 % .

FEIXTRSEIG A, 8 5 B 3 iz P18 AR e (LST) SR B S8R5 4E, 41 Moujahdi %5(2014) ik . {3 K
)9 40 FHREUSIE B, #7449 LST-40, i APMPSO $5 ARG A SR AE . %S0 H bR & B R R E
Bk I 2 2R B, IR B AT HR HE R AR e 35 5 2 AR SR AE 7 T A 2t o ik, T SVM 432k
BEVEAL T — LA R s AN A B R AR AR R AR SRR . 4T SVM 402K, ] T i Chang A1 Lin (2011)7F
Matlab H SEPLF Libsvm FE o SR 4728 XRHIEE B A L SVM S 8(IZ 8L 12 iR %, %2480 gamma
=0.025, % C=100).

Table 6. Classification accuracy of the selected features after application of APMPSO on LST-40
7 6. FZF APMPSO 2| LST-40 G Rk E4FIERI 9 KK E

FHLEE UESEIACD)
8 85.56
10 87.78
11 89.32
13 90.60
14 87.59
15 90.32
16 89.31
17 89.88
18 92.30
19 89.36
20 91.18
21 90.03
22 90.21
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76 HSEIR AL R, MARERER R (W 8 M, REEAE, XEMEFTIEN 8 NMFEAE
F, WEWEZHHE. SR, MRFIERCETE 10 B 22 Z (Al KSR T DA . Rk (92.30%) 7R I
FEAEEC R 18 W3Rk . DAL BT HR e (1) 5 VA Ll Te B RF 4R LST-40 1953252 (87.27%) e 1 5.73%.

X RRH, @I A BRI 2R R BB JhAh, EE R W i s R AR A
SO RETR R Ry IR SE, A TR AR B R . B RT AR S5, APMPSO AT DLiff i AH
KFHIELR, DL KRS FE It ME T LR 2R .

FE, BATBEE LA A Seid i — 2 e, HFE PCA (Eigenface). LDA (Fisherface). LPP (La-
placianface). OLPP (O-Laplacianface) fl3££E ik, % 7 o T AT i) APMPSO 5 iR YALE %
JUR B Sl 33 7 ¥ 0 o A P i 2R AR B U 4 3 ) L e 4

Table 7. Comparative results obtained by implementing different face recognition approaches for the YALE database

5% 7. YALE BEESD AR AR 7 A LA R

J5i: FHES R HHRZE (%)
FEHELE 1024 46.7
Eigenface 72 435
Fisherface 15 219
Laplacianface 14 20.3
O-Laplacianface 14 18.1
APMPSO 10 85

Horane 7 n748, FRATTFTHE B 1777 (APMPSO) TERFE B A 3 F A R 7 T A T HoAh 75 v . sk
IS5 RAE T APMPSO 7 38 2 178 45 £5e A 5% R S0 25 (1K) AR5 AE K B ARG RRALE 17 B 44 55 5 1 (9% 0, i 6 NI
R R R, (5 —IRME, Eigenface IR IR %, KONE RAEIR AR H HE B E R,

4.3. APMPSO 14 8E5 4T

N T EGIE APMPSO I SVE M BB AN [ I& RLFEHE 1A RO, 1% 2 it 1 — RAUSEER, 435l 5% P Bl ] e
B ERNSH, EHFERBIRE L, W SEE APMPSO 5 & 0 IR IR RSO 3 25K B IRAE 4
PEERIRIL.

Horr, URSGH (A B E Pareto BT FT 3 IRIEARIREER IR, 0 S FE A F S S50 HE R %6 B bt 22
Fon, MREZFEIERL B AR HV [HE1.

Xof R ZH 13
as [ AT A EE CR FH BRAT 18R s 1T 4E B & A 3X)

b: g BT EWIMHE ¢, =15 c,=25)
c: [HE RAMEZE (P, yaion = 0.05)
d: [F % S LR T( Ypase =0.729)

IR 8, #9L5REN, HIENSHHIEIE APMPSO 5k B TF 7 A4S ek H v gE . 78
YALE ##i4E b, 588 APMPSO LA 92.3%[1°F- 15 73 R UERA 2 Je A X A 4H,  HObR#E 22 i IK(0.8%), &
PR R . ML R, EDE R E . W TSSO B SR T e B E 4
HER 2 1% 22 88.1% (britE % 1.8%), HUKSIOEARKENIN 43%; [ 52 5 2] I 7 4H PR ik = A 5 B 2R 1)
BIACT, WER R D LA 85.6%, fREEZFEME(HV 1E 0.58) & K T 525 APMPSO (0.75). 14k,
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K 3E

SE AR AR BB TR ERE(9.8), (EHERHZ(89.5%) ML REME(HV {1 0.67)1558 T 52 83k, il 7 Hid
I GEARME R AL PR R 5 T R P I b BV . (E AR R, [ S 24 B R - f 1 R S i 2 /N (HE A 2R
90.2%), {HAHEIEN T 525 APMPSO, i HH 2l 45 1A 258 fE T 6 B A RS RE N 2 R EE . 7F Iris
Btk L, 528 APMPSO LA 97.3%HJHERT R A1 0.82 1) HV (R EFEAR, #E— B aEr:. %0, A
&R S ORI B> N TS, B R RS RREE &, N2 AR EE B T = e %
IR TT &

Table 8. Performance comparison of APMPSO on the YALE dataset under different parameter settings

%8 FNEISHIZE T APMPSO 7£ YALE #iR6 FHMEsEXTEE

285 PIRHIER PRI % bRtz B AT TR (s) HV {& WeSIOEAIREL
564 APMPSO 10.2 92.3 0.8 1.38 0.75 35
A 125 88.1 18 1.42 0.62 50
B 143 85.6 21 1.50 0.58 48
C 9.8 89.5 12 1.40 0.67 42
D 11.0 90.2 1.0 1.45 0.70 40

Table 9. Performance comparison of APMPSO on the Iris dataset under different parameter settings
# 9. FEISHILET APMPSO 7 Iris 2iiE& _ R RERTEE

415 PHHHMES TR kR SEATI IF(S) HVE ISR
563 APMPSO 2.0 97.3 0.3 1.23 0.82 20
A 25 94.2 0.9 1.25 0.75 30
B 3.1 92.8 1.1 1.30 0.68 28
C 2.2 95.6 0.6 1.28 0.78 25
D 2.3 96.1 0.5 1.26 0.80 22
5. &5ip

FHIEIEFE(FS)FE 7> BRI RE T R B EE ), DA RRAE ) B (1) R/ o SRR i 17 20 ER KR
aVERE, I g AR ) B, KA SCRHIER 2 A B RIFIE . CATFR T 2 PRp IR £ 77 i R AL BE
NI o IXEETVEIE T AR R, ATARRA—SE . RPE. JER . B R AR RS & . X 28777
W IR o) A B — H R RAR B A R IE . SRTT, 20 SR PERE IR AN SR thth,  BROMRA AR 2 75 2O A
RKEEMIPPR B bR, RI4E &7 R A D R R HR .

AEE T —MH 5T 2 H bR F B (PSO) RFIEE R 1%, AR s 7 THI S AR 1) AH SCRRAE,
RN M, KAk KA. SEFRATAT AT, APMPSO H7E A G 1R 531 6 4R 0F 328 3% ) 00 o ) i —
Ko RIEAE AN R I B HE E , oof BT tHOT VR I RGBT IR AN A . 07 45 R 5 =l
BRACT LGS FHAT TR . APMPSO 7£ S J BT [ P32 i 1 SE4F )20 BKE . tkAh, APMPSO
7E YALE AR A 55 _Edbar 7R, GEBH 7 HAESE o 28k R Uy T 1A R .

PE RS AR TAER I, T Lhd i £ s 22 4 il AL BURADLIR KL, 38 9 53 A8 R 25 (A i 4 SR PR R B
73, (RIS EFRTE 25 ) I e B v SRSy e AL, SRR Y B sURME IR £ b ) S A, AT it
5T APMPSO FIFRHIEIE R . tbAh, WIaafErT DUl I 5 R XOEA R, A BN . 8w 5 —A4
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