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Optimization of hydrogeological parameters based on improved butterfly
optimization algorithm

WEI Xiuxi', PENG Maosong”, HUANG Huajuan'"
(1. College of Artificial Intelligence, Guangxi Minzu University, Nanning 530006, Guangxi, China; 2. College of Electronic Infor-
mation, Guangxi Minzu University, Nanning 530006, Guangxi, China)

Abstract ; In order to solve the problems of insufficient accuracy of hydrogeological parameters and low efficiency of traditional rou-
ting methods, an optimization strategy of hydrogeological parameters based on golden sine weighted butterfly optimization algorithm
(GSWBOA) is proposed. Firstly, the golden sine operator is introduced in the global and local search phase of butterfly optimization
algorithm to reduce the solution space of the algorithm. Secondly, adaptive weights are introduced to adjust the individual moving
step size and search direction in the later stage of the algorithm. The comparison test results of 6 benchmark test functions show that
the GSWBOA has higher optimization accuracy and faster convergence. The optimization strategy is applied to the optimization of
hydrogeological parameters water conductivity coefficient and water storage coefficient to achieve the minimum depth reduction er-
ror, and the optimization strategy is compared with particle swarm optimization algorithm, wiring method and other optimization
strategies. The results show that the golden sinusoidal weighted butterfly optimization algorithm can effectively optimize the hydro-
geological parameters, improve the calculation performance of Theis formula, and obtain a smaller drawdown error, which provides
a new method for the subsequent pumping test.

Key words: butterfly optimization algorithm; golden sine operator; adaptive weight coefficient; hydrogeological parameters; pum-

ping test
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SCHiLT S HGE A KRS SR fhKiRgs 0y ik, o ke ik B e S E EE A L A
22253 XS TR ML XA K SCHb B #EA T T BIF ST 48 : Fabbrocino 452 i ] i3 {5 B & 4% ( geographic information
system, GIS) 157K SCHE RS K00t 2 A 3530 2k L 5 3R 7K B0 3 00 I 535 7 E 47 PEAG 3 Akhter 255 A1) F il
KR 2 bt 35 Fh B 23R R 2 AR AR Aok 8 SRR g L 35 BT ED 38 3 3k 119 7K SC b 5 24805 Samadli ™ 3 3 1] TS
PR 7K SCHb BT SO0 18 3 7K)2 i b T KT G 55 M E A TPEAS , SE PP A NS MR XU R P Ak K SC
b T O T A [l b I 5 7K 2 B T /K BRI A A i B R L EME, IRk, A 2ROk
WAL ) Jacob RLZk EIffIE S BT BEALALE s (particle swarm optimization, PSO) 7 bRt L&
B Rl 54 Wt #8875 (ensemble smoother with multiple data assimilation, ES-MDA ) " 254 Fil T 1l kK
LT SAL, ARG N TIEIEAFTER R F N, KA BORAR HAS BE AN 5 ; Jacob H 2k #1145 5 ES-MDA 4577
B HRMAZIR A B E L | SFEOR M PO B 2% 2 U RETE: PSO S5 UK FE A =, ELBEE ARZ 8T
RUBFR BE UL ARSI B 1 | O vk iR oy BT At

ISP £k 5575 ( butterfly optimization algorithm, BOA) J&fH Arora 5 Singh 2 MM (O FER L& 17 M T A
S B AR RO AR Ak A A AR A R A A [R] R T I A A R v R ke
TTAEE T BY . AL LS TE T 450 1 5L H OGR4 6 S8 /D | Sk Wi (8] 52 2% BE IR w1z
7T WSN A5 e B i AR e SRR, (HA RS R T L S [ SR B A A e ot
AR R T B AT R ARt . Pk, VF 2 2R 3 0 R R R A A fb S ek, Arora 26V RN T
5 AR ) S W AR A T A R b e T R B A R A, I A TR DB R T T Bk T R 24
P, Sankalap %' 4R H T —FhIE T A 2h2: > MU IO AL S0 | AEMCSSORS By T e 4 7, T) e Ak
G A O ) LA R A e L R A R R T R A R DR A W A R LR A
4 SR8 R 5 R R AE 1, AR ISR B B b — 4R T /NSRRI T 5 LA BhAS T 25 1 A S A )
AL R v 28 S X B S B R A TR 30, DRSS I R R 2 A

B XK SCHB T S EAR A AL, A SCHE S —Fp 8 4 TE 5% IASU 85 0 46 5725 ( golden sine weighted butterfly
optimization algorithm, GSWBOA) , H5G7E BOA 14 a5 JR F i R B B | A s B 52581, 4 /N e =5
[i] , fefT AP ) H bR e L8 7 ) A 70, B SR A R AR s R 5| [ 3 A PR b S A 9 % 3
A S ETHE S 1], RAESA A e ) TR FE S WSS B, O FR SR e X 6 SR v K o R ) S0
SCEG -5 Z R AL R IR AT R, 45 SRR GSWBOA [ T-0HG B3 i HLRSSGR BE e b, A SCHR 150K GSW-
BOA [ JH T W5 2 AN [] () 7K Sk S5t S0 A7 LS 30y - FROULIN FL e Ui s it 7K a5 22 R0 L ik s il K i g
W I SIE B 2R RGER S RIS AT X L, GSWBOA 1] 3845 2817 ( Theis ) 28 X H AR 1 5K R ECS K
REVIIE B e/ NETRIR 228, RWZIT IR0 ALK SCH St S 88— i 8 425 1 Theis A9
FERE . GSWBOA TEIZ I FH U A BRI 56 5+ 1, e 22 5K 2 ks 4242t 17opnornik

1 ACSCHUR S Btk (LR R

R S G A K SR BT S, A S U HAE Al K K A BRI X OGS AR, RISk &
BT 50K ERES TR AR FIH Theis 28 A FEAR R A4 WM i (9 & 7K 2 B RS S , Of 5 52
Bl 5 AR AT XS L. 51 GSWBOA AL W | SR AR THA 5 52 B WIS 152 22 Je /M B T 19 5K 2
BT A, P AT $ 5 Theis ARG, PRIEARZKE0 iy MR P 5 i vk

Theis 2> AIMEE S h

1) FoKJZ BB i [l LIRS ) 1) JCBR ZE A, 77 IRk 5

2) SR EHT, RIS T K I3 R 04

3) SEREI R EAYOE T e e B KR KRR R S TERR /N

4) FK)Z KR P ( Darcy ) 21 ;

5) 7KK T REG R A9 LR K B8 B (] 2 AT

TV JCRR A 15w [P Y O 5K 2 b i se R AT R KRS B %S KZ 8 &2 Theis 242X
AR 2R DTSRI = m 18 7K A7 A T T LA 3R A
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S 4mr (1)
2.25Tt
W=In , 2
s (2)

Horb s BCAOKAERETR , © Stk It T 9 /K R4, W ol Theis e, ¢ Sy K86 0 FE ], o S L
FLENAKIR I AR | S S S KR K R AL
R PRAESE B SRS PR S Ko7 PR 1R 25 )R AT BB/ lid Theis 233 UHEE H AR BRECH

min f(T,S)zllvﬁ (s-8)°

st T[T, Ton )y SE LS Smals (3)
Horrs 18 30 i H R KA R RS S KL R 5 i LS, B i= 1,2, - N5 T FLS 205 R =
B SR RBCE WK R A, Tl Fod FAR eR BT R R R A 9 9 TR AR IR AL, 5 A 224 W FL K
7 FAETR 55 S DM AR R TR A 1R 22 08 B e/ IMELIN SR foe D0 3K BB K R L

2 WIEMIE

W EAR AL S22 Arora 4510 32 WU 1Y) TR £ 5 T A5 A REORAT O s B 1Y T B R R A AL ST
TE 8 BBl S R v W19 3 PR ) 7 ARV SR EA T AH EL A 5 |, BIAR AN [l A T A AR 28 S rp HAR )
PR (AR AR AT BEDT 0], 7ESEE T, Arora 8 FHSEVE BOTE N BE (-5 B R MR REEAT IR R, i LI
ARAESE I AR AL A TR 8 B A A RV 550 IO B8 A, G P i — L A IS R Bl e MR 3% 1 224 iy A R
IR E AR SRR WP N 2RI R B Be, Ll R P Oyl B AR b O AN 2 N R Sk i i
SRR 5[ 0, 1] ] B BEALEGIET T HLBOR P I 48 R AT R, BUE IR B 0.8, Y i BRI AS 31
B WV BT IR 8 A RIS UL & BT DX A T BE AL 2R, R R iR 2R B B

LR R T A

f=c®, (4)

P f BRI ; ¢ D IEE IR 1 2500, RV BEJEOR A R A9 BB 0 38 400, BUEVE B [0, 1] 5 1 O RIPEGR ;o
HAREE BUEVE R [ 0,1,

S D ST /AN W
b

1 _ ot
¢ +c’><Nm’ ()
Horb " 5 o SRR +1 555 ¢ R HERSE T R b B 0,025 N, BRI B,
SRR MER TR AR N
X=X+ (Pxg " =x)) Xf,, (6)

Ho x5 X3R5 t+1 555 ¢ ORISR @ R A 07 8 25 18] r HTEL 0,1 ) Z RIS BEHLEL; ¢ * S AT Y
AR FTTENL & f, S | R A A PRV AR
JRTR I R R AR A
xf+1=xf+(r2><x]'.—x§()><ﬂ, (7)
Hop x5 x 0l ZRon 8 ¢ YRI5 O HRISE ko OIS IR Y 07 8 s 8] 2 S e T[] — e - D 7E
[0, 1] Z A BERLEL

3 &4 IE % A AUE] ML L B % GSWBOA
3.1 EiERusshi

T 3P4 (no free lunch, NFL) & HUE /R T 408 K B EARFAE— @ R R, Crawford 51
TEJR BRI AR G #) A T — 8 P et 5 R DU R AR PR RE . X Sttt ] DR — e R I a5, K
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— P B R AR R T i A B I —Fh R B A58 2 rh | B AR 4 A 2 5] R %) P SO T AN 0 — S SR A T
N ZEUE SR RG] A SR Z AR B 4 IE 72 B TRl BOA 4R 5 R4 &, 4i /N WAk
(A2 0], 51 S N A EE SO0 Al BOA RPN A48 DK S T ek R 8 T4 1 GSWBOA,
32 HEFEZET

43 1E 5% (golden sine algorithm, Gold-SA) J& 1 Tanyildizi 2512 $2 i i —Fhgr Moo fg R B
IE 5% PRI — A pR S, WT DA SE BT A [ i BT A o5 i R SRR e LA Sk h A AR
i zs a8 SRS, SRER RER L AN Z AL, Gold-SA i i 78 58 1k 36 A0 B2 Fh AS W 455 /)N 24 i il 25
]y =, B S Fi s 2R 2 AR WE I B L B AR, B2 m B 5 I I R CR S SIUR E

TEHEAN BOA v BB i 2R 5 2 i i RACRIRAR, Bk R AR S B A Rl st . ¥ 42 1E
ZE 51N BOA, FIIH B 4 L R E A Rt /M 23 0], A TRBE = S ik MR R, DR MoK I vk 1 22 R 8 R o
N)IK=Re

1

1 _ ot . . * t
x; =x;xlsinr | +r,xsinr x16,xg" -0, Xx;|, (8)

R R R BN

1_ .t : . * t
=x;xIsinr, |+r,xsinr x16,xg" —=0,xx; |, (9)

x;
K (8) 5 (9)H r, Al ry, HBABEHLEL, Hor ) 46N Y AT AT — R ER PN LK, r, €00,27] ;10 r, W
R 2 MR T UGEAR R AT E T R, r, € [0, m], 6, A1 6, RiE 4 el B2, 1A A
0, =ax(1-7)+bxt, (10)
0, =axt+bx(1-7), (11)
K HESHRE,H r=(/5-1)/2;a 5 b WPIRES W R -n Ml w, H a 5 b SRS RS A
AT N AR A TR AS A& B SR A N A AR T4 J e A3 By BEE Y, b =06, , 50 a=6,, @l I
REAE 0, 5 0, FEZ AT,

il it 6, 5 60, ME 4 L REOF GG I B2 (A 2h S IR A B DRUEF R IR A& DU A AL &
R AT R R BIAW g N ME RESRIME R, 456 r 5, BHBESLK 507, 51 2SR Y
HI 2RI, VA T BOA iEACE B AR A RUAS 32 BR ) 5 B0 RACRAL T X — B, 51 A4 IE %
BRI ZOr e T SAEEE  [R]  akE EE BEA RER EA
33 BENNERY

BOA FiEHIF R E W MMARE R LK ER RS B P A A B A E E I R DR A Z BRI,
S EUY R TR PE JE I B BERAR, 25 2 B R B e L e B A SR B A Al B 1R I %)
WA ZP R GHEAT IR, V7 22 B PR B I B AR 5 | AR R AL o, RIS [R] B4 R AE DX AN [] 1Y)
W, FKE o B R (N S G RTFJE R K 22 31, Y Ghasemi 26 #2111 S5 ARIE I R R T Sh A
B ARSCHRE AR A AR TS 1 BRI T A N R A R A, R AR

F,-F,

YTFE-F

Hor F,O SR MR RE R BEE  F, 5 F, 000 a0 2 R e 5 e 2538 N B, 7 S A0 A3 Ny B (B 25
2Ry ZEE WA A A E R B MRS Bl 20K T KB 1k B A SR B B A 5 7 > il A A3 10 B2 5 4
Jry e ZEAEAR 228K, RV 4230 4 Jry e DAL, DU PR A B 3R B8 /N | S /N B 8 Bl 204K DRI 33 5 S R R 1 vy
FEREA 2 bk ARk 2 R LA AR T 3EPERE . 4568 & E 2 B AN 4 0k AT E — kAR
IR RS S K S T ) LR R AR A RO

E e N NG )

(12)

t+1

X =0 X[+ (P xg =) Xf, ] (13)
JRE I R A KA
X = o x[ X+ xad-x) Xfi ] o (14)
3.4 GSWBOA iE{T4H R
25 RS 4R B T XM AU SR AL (GSWBOA ) . GSWBOA iz 4T AL JRANT .
F] FEILA N BRI RIIR O B IR GERIREL N, A P R F ¢ e o,
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FE2 ML (10) 510 IR ESGIZSE00, F16,,

F$B 3 RIGAN(4) IEE i F A R, RIS AT R BE A, R ARIE O R TR g He
AT IR 8,

FB4 BRIEAX(12) BEHAENAERE o,

BRSPS r RN CRERAE R T Por, WP TR 6 2 8 2 455 Wi AT 20
RS Jmiid &,

TR 6 MIHAX(13) Ulamil R L0 s A S mrh g IR AR (8) 45 /42 Jffg 23 6], 1155
SERURIR I ER 2,

FBRT WRIEAX(14) BIEAMATER R T RS R IR A (9) di/N Rl 23 ], 115 58 S 1R
B2,

T8 ML (5) HH R HE T

FRBR9 AR BNG RS SRR BONE T T4 HNER EILER 2,
3.5 GSWBOA K EIEZE N

A a1 52 2% B R PP S P R Y B B8 A, AT EDUL R LAV E 8 11 300% . GSWBOA Fik 5 54 BOA &
PN HE R 52 2% B B el A A AR AR S . FEARE) BOA I E S E N, ZS RIS D, kK
BOh M6 E S W RENR £(D) BT 4 EHE IR AT 5 0, HEA BOA Bk MBS a] &2 2 B R

T, =NxMx(f(D)+D)= O(f(D)+D) .

GSWBOA HAHXS T BOA JE4 A 1Y 42 Jmy s il 48 R B AT T elcdE I A T & IF iR B 5 A b

NANEE R4 R R G BT A BB AR 1A ¢, DB ) 522 2% B2 ek s oy
T,=Mx[f(D)+Dxt, ],
TEJR RIS R B B | ARYSE T BIHFERS R] A 1, , IR 52 2 BE A
T,=Mx[f(D)+Dxt, ],
R EE I AT A SR AE R, THFERT RIS 1, 0% LTk, GSWBOA (1) s i (8] 52 2% &
T, =NXMX[2Xf( D) +t,XD+t,xD+t, ] = NXMX[ 2Xf( D) +(t,+t,) xD+1, ] =O(f(D)+D)

NS [E] 422 5 (1) £ 3 1T L GSWBOA AT BOA B3EACH B /r kAR BB i 1 sk |) &2 & i, R

AR ) 2 2R B R O, AR SCHE ) GSWBOA B E R (A &2 A FE /N

4 GREBRERE NN

S IRAIEAS SCHE SR A R A B A S BT PR AL LS 2R 1 ZH SR ] BOA | Bl 285 v i 28 S 1) g
P44 (butterfly optimization algorithm with dynamic variance Gaussian mutation, DGBOA) &4 54
5 (phasor particle swarm optimization, PPSO) KR AL5E 7% (grey wolf optimization, GWO) JE& W B it
A 5 )£k 55925 ( mixed strategy to improve butterfly optimization algorithm, MSBOA ) 5 GSWBOA 435 %} 6
AN JE AN 3 oK BCHE AT X HE D GSWBOA 55035 B P i 5 275 2 2H S50 02 & % /K SCHb Bt 2 80 A7 Ak, 51 [
PSO A TPC 4R 1 55 1) SR W 43 ) 8 SR ORI L ot R 22 ORI L Ik 1 5 F T A b ke xof L, i — 20 Bk
GSWBOA [P RE AL AL BI 2 0 H TR Rt . A7 5k i9as A7 385808 - 64 i Windows 10 #R4E R4,
CPU & AMD Ryzen 4800H, 4ii*% 4 2.9 GHz, W17 K/ 16 GB, Ui fEER5% 4 MATLAB R2018b,

41 MLRHHEXE

Y E S GSWBOA 1Y FAE R A, A8 SCE R 6 A~ L i ok FIO0r B v etk A i s 4, Il
F1T BOA .DGBOA'" PPSO"™" GWO'™ L)}t MSBOA ™' #1725 Jixt b, IR, 45 B Ayt i S i
BnFE 1 ik, *FT BOA .DGBOA MSBOA Fl GSWBOA , #8535 55 B DL T 280 . e 5 o JEGEH T ¢ A
TE N AR AL b VLR AER P, P P IR B NI R A% . #F MSBOA 1, C 8 &5
LA F BT A, Ko 2% AR K T B A A 5 > I 8 3 17 B AR T LA, DR R A 8 T =X R e 3
JERZEARIIALE . o F 6 430 57 8 TR 7 2 v e 6 B8 RN e B 8, Horh B o A AN B8
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R AKX T, DGBOA I AT Rl s, /il B K TIT 2 0 M/ 22 00 GWO 72T
JEWE a B8 IRIGALE AT T, ARIESCHR ) LAY AR RO B B A IR A A28, BRI IR 0 D 055 K, i
TR/ MERIE, 5% PPSO Fl WOA o WS EL, WAL A T3 i

R BEESH

Table 1 Parameters of Algorithms

ik R E
BOA a=0.1, ¢=0.01, P=0.8
GSWBOA «=0.1, ¢=0.01, P=0.8, a=-7, b=mw, 7=(/5-1)/2
DGBOA a=0.1, ¢=0.01, o, =15, o,,=0.4, P, =08, P =0.3
GWO a, B, 6=+w
MSBOA Cc=05, a,, =1, a,, =le4,6=1, P, =09, P =06, B=1

R S R s AR S B DR R, 16 I 6 1 B pR ORI 22 W pR L, X S8 bR SR AN [RI AR B2, S m]
N P SR R RSO 4 B 4 £ B S RS VA A R RO R B . B BRI TR AR B AN 2 s, K il
FER/NBCE N 100, B RIEARUBC BN 500, SE50 pRABINAZE A Nk 3 s

#2 DA REOEATE B

Table 2 Information of test functions

5 BRI B S 4 mARE
F, Fy(x)= ix? [-100,100] 30 0
D - i-1
F, Fy(x)= Y, (10°)0-1x] [~100,100] 50 0
i=1 R
F, Fy(x)=x2410° Y, &7 [-100,100] 50 0
[1 e
F, F,(x)= - ZOeXp[_ 0.2 szxf) —exp (3;COS(2ﬂxi)) +20 +e [-32,32] 50 8.88E-16
F, Fy(x)= i [x7=10cos(2mx,) +10] [-5.12,5.12] 30 0
1 D-1 ! 2
F, Fy(x)= [ﬁz (s Gin(505)+1) | 5=/l [~100,100] 50 0
#3 ARFEFRGR
Table 3 Optimization results of different algorithms
BRI (ERFS 2 wARE F-HME PrifE2E EATHT ]/ s
BOA 7.06E+04 1.07E-11 1.08E+03 6.65E+03 0.153 17
MSBOA 4.80E+04 0.00E+00 3.40E+02 3.22E+03 2.388 90
F, DGBOA 6.65E+04 1.65E-09 9.46E+02 6.07E+03 0.502 14
GSWBOA 3.71E-03 0.00E+00 7.43E-06 1.66E-04 0.168 31
PPSO 3.04E+04 6.03E-05 9.61E+01 1.53E+03 0.135 65
GWO 5.78E+04 3.92E-40 4.42E+02 3.86E+03 0.259 07
BOA 3.56E+09 1.24E-11 2.57E+07 2.44E+08 0.881 89
MSBOA 2.66E+09 0.00E+00 1.18E+07 1.51E+08 6.571 10
F, DGBOA 3.79E+09 1.51E-09 2.63E+07 2.59E+08 1.289 00
GSWBOA 1.24E+03 0.00E+00 2.47E+00 5.53E+01 0.900 74
PPSO 2.22E+09 4.35E+02 1.54E+07 1.45E+08 0.531 52
GWO 4.92E+09 1.60E-25 2.63E+07 2.76E+08 0.750 64
BOA 9.22E+10 1.36E-11 4.83E+08 5.35E+09 0.195 42
MSBOA 4.27E+10 0.00E+00 1.46E+08 2.09E+09 3.165 60
F, DGBOA 8.30E+10 1.55E-09 4.35E+08 4.81E+09 0.592 81
GSWBOA 1.06E+04 0.00E+00 2.13E+01 4.75E+02 0.207 82
PPSO 6.28E+10 5.77E+01 3.19E+08 3.77E+09 0.160 43
GWO 1.25E+11 4.38E-23 1.19E+09 8.96E+09 0.409 04
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g3k
PREL RS 2 RAL(E FHfE PRifEE BT/ s
BOA 2.15E+01 5.37E-10 5.47E+00 8.88E+00 0.327 86
MSBOA 2.12E+01 8.88E-16 9.60E+00 1.05E+01 11.450 10
F, DGBOA 2.14E+01 4.30E-08 7.19E+00 9.68E+00 0.742 90
GSWBOA 2.97E+00 8.88E-16 6.08E-03 1.33E-01 0.278 86
PPSO 2.11E+01 2.00E+01 2.00E+01 4.94E-02 0.200 83
GWO 2.15E+01 2.10E+01 2.10E+01 3.94E-02 0.472 05
BOA 3.84E+02 0.00E+00 1.03E+02 1.15E+02 0.217 50
MSBOA 1.10E+00 0.00E+00 3.17E-02 1.22E-01 17.951 20
F, DGBOA 3.87E+02 2.84E-12 8.55E+01 1.07E+02 0.562 25
GSWBOA 1.72E+02 0.00E+00 3.44E-01 7.69E+00 0.213 58
PPSO 3.44E+02 9.45E-05 3.20E+00 2.65E+01 0.152 93
GWO 4.54E+02 0.00E+00 1.92E+01 6.25E+01 0.275 94
BOA 1.08E+01 2.38E-06 1.42E+00 2.78E+00 2.357 80
MSBOA 2.54E+00 0.00E+00 2.35E-02 1.59E-01 5.307 70
F, DGBOA 1.15E+01 1.97E-03 1.32E+00 2.66E+00 2.672 40
GSWBOA 1.00E-01 0.00E+00 2.39E-04 4.54E-03 1.137 50
PPSO 9.31E+00 2.79E-02 1.42E-01 7.40E-01 1.259 90
GWO 1.04E+01 1.39E-08 4.06E-01 1.48E+00 1.487 40

WEGLE R R GSWBOA FH H B AR oA — @ R e 5. th 3¢ 3 H5ds vl UL, X6 F Hir A B
MK PREL F, FF, BEALZE S, GSWBOA B AL (8 AR i 22 #0045/ HL W AR T 5% be B3k, B i L
R EME, 5ikiEE % MSBOA Hil DGBOA H It , GSWBOA HA B /b (a1 7t

MEIE S A 7 AT, GSWBOA FH RS (3] 1 etk 7 vk AR A5 T sl i el ik 45 5 . 5 PPSO #H L, GSWBOA
FUA g (R SO B BB A% A 5 1 BsF 1) PN AR A5 R B e M 13 RO B 3 s T A AR B3 A i 5
B0 MERZE(HS AT LAE i, GSWBOA 38 it 45 /)Mt 25 (8], A8 45 5 YU A0 i o i) 365 1 B P T oAt 30
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Table 4 Results of the Wilcoxon rank sum test

GSWBOA BOA MSBOA DGBOA PPSO GWO
F, 2.82E-184 3.42E-117 2.36E-184 8.24E-185 6.73E-182
F, 3.81E-184 3.89E-116 3.96E-184 1.58E-186 4.28E-183
F, 1.19E-180 5.02E-110 1.27E-180 7.78E-183 2.42E-179
F, 2.75E-180 6.36E-64 5.07E-181 3.18E-214 4.58E-202
F; 7.47E-168 2.25E-48 4.29E-184 2.05E-183 5.85E-186
F 2.33E-181 2.87E-109 3.64E-182 4.73E-182 1.80E-178
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Table 5 Single well observation data

TR t/min s/m I t/min s/m
1 10 0.16 10 210 1.55
2 20 0.48 11 270 1.70
3 30 0.54 12 330 1.83
4 40 0.65 13 400 1.89
5 60 0.75 14 450 1.98
6 80 1.00 15 645 2.17
7 100 1.12 16 870 2.38
8 120 1.22 17 990 2.46
9 150 1.36 18 1185 2.54
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Fig.5 Optimization comparison of single well observation
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Table 6 Comparison of optimization results of different strategies[ 6 ]

M T/(m*/d) s R
GSWBOA 219.381 1 0.000 224 79 0.006 195

PSO 198.860 1 0.000 264 69 0.007 639
N TR 197.670 0 0.000 298 70 0.009 642
LinWPSO'® 216.892 2 0.000 229 94 0.007 339
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ALV S PSO, H 5 SEPRIFIR M LT EH G, RIF H GSWBOA FRIEAL AL RIK 57K ZE5$2 15 T Theis
AR ERCR S5 TR,

It 5(b) AIAL N TR S PSO SRS AR IR 22 K, B /KR 96 (10 4 7R 22 1 4 0/ IMBEAT 5
TPRFER MR 223K, 55 GSWBOA SRS AH LU IS SIORS B R 5. GSWBOA FI| I # 4x 1E 5% 58 F 2240 /M 25 1]
A AT AR R S SIGH R I T I 3 A s S R A A A T R B S e R A AR
ZRRMREAR S PERE . 25 EI 3 AT GSWBOA SRR L AR B0 W], ik Ak F ok 5 IV K REGRS T
JORER TR A . 3BT 6 AT UL, GSWBOA KBS AL /K RECS WK REUG i Theis A X8 sz
75 PSO A TFLZki% DL K LinWPSO 5 Wt Ab 45 S AH LB 2 58 P nl DL 8 B 080 L 5 37 o e 7K G 56 v
GSWBOA i Ab/K SCHL T S 505 REFRAST B /NI PR IR IR 2 | FUK R AR B A B i ik
422 WM ILE R Z HAKK

PR — AR S K Z TR T 2L AR S, KL 0 =79 m’/h (4[58 i HEAT 2 /NI (3K, FF 78 %
IR LR 8 AL, 45 LI FL-553ph K e A B 88 B 454 S FL A 4 7K A2 PR R i 3% 7 B 24

27 IFLEE

Table 7 Observation wells data

K963 51 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
BEFH K HE S/ m 8.8 10.7 13.4 18.3 25.9 30.5 38.1 49.7
s/m 4.54 4.21 3.87 3.57 3.08 2.93 2.62 2.13

IR 5 S0 PSO 5 GSWBOA #IRFIHER /N R 50, S REARIRECH 100, 7K RECH K R 80
HREE R EN[0,1 000], FFEAT 50 WASLIRIG I BUASFHIME B 6 A [A] 5 g 2847 3k 7K 38 19 O Ak 3
S H A E 6(a) A ZFLULIN T 5 R S BRI A St X EL 2R 1R, I8 6 (b) 45 SR s P AL T A R TR 4
PR 2ZExf Lhih4e . 1l WL GSWBOA Sl 1z A ) AT — @ e, AL )a it Sk RECS VK &
$5 PSO ek i LA B die /N 3 ik e ms A A Ak 4h SR X e e 8 FR

557r 1.0r
o— SLhERETR —A— A\ T.HER3:
50F —a— A TR PSO
a5t PSOMLALIFFER 05t —*— GSWBOA
- —a— GSWBOAMALF I ’
40+ 3
35¢ 0t
£ 30¢ £
> =
251 -0.5
20}
151 -10¢t
1.0}
0.5 ; : . : : : ' . ! -1.5
5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50 P25 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50
r/m r/m
(a) FEBST (b) BRI 2= S 28

Ko ZALUMLLxs

Fig.6 Optimization comparison of multiple wells observation
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Table 8 Comparison of optimization results of different strategies

s T/(m*/d) N RE RN
GSWBOA 225.964 90 0.000 616 78 0.003 091 20
PSO 205.136 60 0.000 936 04 0.007 359 80
PN 2378 237.400 00 0.000 448 41 1.904 250 00
fe /N 3Rkl 229.791 70 0.000 604 48 0.005 701 20
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