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Estimation of anisotropic aquifer parameters based on chaos particle swarm algorithm
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Abstract: Using the particle swarm algorithm can increase the convergence speed and precision of the algorithm compared with

the optimization search of chaos sequence.T he chaos particle swarm algorithm was used to analyze the pumping test data and to

estimate the anisotropic aquifer parameters, w hich can resolve the optimization problems of anisotropy function. Compared with

other algorithms, the chaos particle swam algorithm has high calculation precision, fit well with the measured results, and has

high optimization rate. This method proves to be simple, efficient, and accurate to estimate anisotropic aquifer parameters and to

develop a corresponding prediction and evaluation model.

Key words: anisotropy; aquifer parameters; parameter estimation; chaos particle swarm algorithm

IR S 52 K ST R K RO R T, AR A K R
Ak B AKHE « R K S 5 S B i R I 52 R il
RIS F G BEAT S BT o AR, SRR B K 2 K
Kz RIS 2R ML LUOR, V222 53 T AL
AR A E 17 S B K2 S BOR EUR JT IR T 98,
Hantush &5 H T A8LA% 0 4% 10 5 V5 K2 Al s 48 IR
i) L RS A RORT AH R 1R 8520 5001 5 Papadopulos 2
H T AR 1) i SR AR S AN T ) 329808 R BN
Jrla Z a2k & 302 Way E Hantush F1 Papadopulos 57
Al bR T I B S ARG 1S A & ) S S E
RECEAI T5VED o BeAh, AT SR F b it 2R 22 VR
Cooper Jacob HZEIARVAIY 73 Hr LA 2 it fh /Kt 6 25 s, ok
WH EKZEZSH. AR IX L TP VEAE SEby R vh #6552 11

: 2014-02 25 :2014- 106 24

JRI R, Lt bRk Be 23k frAE N h I B 1\ Cooper Jacob
2R P A B U I 3 IR PR LA B K
ML K5 o N T se i Lok 7 v Jm BR A, 4R SRk i %
1) 238 350 5 RE AR A BV N AT 5, i N s I 5
BALLIR K 5 gL AR T

2R SCKERL B SRS 5 R e B AL ST S A Rk
— RGN, IF % Bk i AR B Hoa, ¢ — 2
flivh & 1 S KRS H

1

1.1 R F2 I EE
TR FE FUAI AL 53 2 ) P VR 32 ) S A 0E AT 10 Ak 1

12014 1203

: http: // www. enki. net/ kems/ detail/ 13. 1334. T V. 20141203. 1405. 030. htm1

s EHEK HARRFE I B IUH (11171043)

s FEHE( 1988 ), 2, BEPETE RSN, FZ BN F RIS 70T B mail: wangyy0921@ yeah. net
S XTEE(1964), 55, BEVERBA N, 2042, F N F/KSCH R M £ 7 159 E mail: chdlyh @ 126. com

KRS TR « 87



%13 % 5576 - MAAHEE KA FL - 20155F 2 A

R, RETE S IR R B H R
B ) it e s Ay 207 AR 1R 3t 7 P B X A i 71 ]
HEAT I Z5 52, 240l 2 2510 2RI, A DA R 38 R B BUR TR B
AR T BRIT IR0 et i, LA 7 D0 40 48 2% (5 15 4
UL DURLS A5 B 0 45 8 0 v, 3 3o FA v vl 5 i/
W& S P Bt — 2D AT SR TR R, BRI L AR &S AT .

TV F AR SFIE PRI T 35 44 IR Logistic WA, Ao
TB L T .

Yor1= Yyu(l=y.) ¥, €(0,1) n=12 .. (1)
Ay, Ay Hn TSR EBUE; v 0 REELS) S
CAEW] v= 4 IO R 8.y, JLT-JI(0, 1) BIFTAR
25, TR A R ARl UK, WA (1) A R LA
LA B R R A
12 BEFARAE &

BT RO AL S (PSO) Y8 T 3 & B il £ 47 4 (R8T 9.
1E PSO T AEAS )R A0 AL R 2 4% R T H A KL T,
ANRL T A3 N AR, AR T T B O
ABATT RFHIR S 1 AIEE B . kL T BB 2B R R T AR
544 R B R AUAR, (LB OGS AL TE R 7 0 1 38 R P A B
B R FEH H O, AR T IR R AR 8, 58 ARk T
TER 42 R B AL o

(ng’ﬂiﬁfg ':F', Xi: (xi, 1s X2, = xi(l) jj’;“ﬁ i /l\*ﬁ¥,
Hrbd Bl FMAEL; Po= (Pii, Piay - Piad) ARIF AT
WL B Viz (vin, via, o via) HRLT @ RSB, 38
KPR B AT E R g,= (Pe s Peas o Poa)sw A
EREE, random( ) 3£( 0, 1) Z [ IIBENLEL; 1, ¢2 2 2] A
Toj= L2 e do BT (2) K HUBT F S0 i R
R 101,

vij= wX vij+ cl X random() X (P; ;- x;; )+ ¢2%

random() X (P, ;- x: ;) (2)

Xij= Xijt Ui
1.3 RAETHREH X

TRV T AR A SFE B AT 3 4, U P Ll P A 4R BE
U B BT R REME . RIS LRI A R RS WA R
KRB, R AR KN, T4 IR a) i R, A4 A g8
R I JL R0 A o OB R S A I I R RS 8
A BRAE TR S0, (R R T BRI SR BE I SR
A BRI . O T R BRI, A SOk IR
S 5 LT RS S T OR TORL TRE TR A . BEA

JE S BB B SRR WP AL S b A R, B
PR IR

B WG AR TR T R A S A D S 4

W2 4 n= 1,% Logistic B, B v, 1= 4y, (1= y,)
Py 0T d AR DZES O VIE, B3 4 AL
ANFRNRIEAS Sy 0, o d B RS S EAEL m+ 1 IR
B S

AR 3 RSN J5 1 1 e 1 VR AR e A 4 TR
TR A A

AR 4 R HIRAAR AL AR S g AT IR A R v FR AL =
o I 1 3 A, SR 3E R RE AR /N T ML, ) BECRT de A
NI AR, A7 WIEARIRE k= k+ 15

* 88 + KXHMREIIEHIR

YRS W AL 2k A P, LR R A b, i AR B
M E dg MU X 1, 5 MR R0 8% 2;

AR 6 10 X1 A BEATR AR T8, 0k 7 #1074 /i
FIWEE, TF SO0 R N BEAE, S8 B AR i e (A 42 JR) fx
WAE dg S ) B AL A

AR T R 22 K1) BB T (10 SR

PR 8 TR AR IR AL A dg;

AR O WA AL 2B, WA Y e B AR X1, A R
[ 3R 7. RO 7 3R 5 SRR L 1 1.

1

Fig. 1 Flow chart of cChaos particle swarm algorithm
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Tab.1 Head drawdown data under at different time
. A ¢/ s
PURIETR
3% 10 6% 10 1 2x 10> 1 8x 10> 2 4x 10> 3 6x 10> 4 8x 10> 6x 10>  9x 10> 1 2x10° 1 8x 10° 2 4x 10°
ow 1 0.335 0.591 0.911 1.082 1.215 1. 405 1.549 1.653 1.853 2.019 2.203 2.344
ow?2 0. 153 0.343 0.611 0.762 0.911 1. 089 1.225 1.329 1.531 1.677 1.853 2.019
ow3 0. 492 0.762 1. 089 1.284 1.419 1. 609 1.757 1.853 2.071 2.210 2.416 2.555
. INFE] ¢/ s
WAL
3x 103 3.6x 103 5 4x 103 7 2x 103 9x 103 1 08x 1041 44x 104 1.8x 104 2.16x 1042 88x 104 4.32x 10*
ow 1 2.450 2.541 2.750 2.901 2.998 3.075 3.235 3.351 3.438 3.587 3.784
ow?2 2. 123 2.210 2.416 2.555 2.670 2.750 2.901 2.998 3.118 3.247 3.425
ow3 2. 610 2.750 2.963 3.118 3.218 3.310 3.455 3.565 3. 649 3. 802 3.996
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Fig.2 Fitting diagram between observed and calculated drawdown
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Tab.2 Calculated results using different methods

KRR Hbr s e

i b/ (x 10%) To/(m?e dh T, /(m?e d) T, /(m? d) (L
TRV TR A 1.008 5 214. 4587 215.5190 - 128.1726 0.003 7
Papadopulos 777k 1 215 220. 467 2 - 129 0.004 2
H 2 L) 0. 860 225.417 6 216 - 155.5200 0.020 6
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3 CPSO  Chaos
Tab.3 Com parison of calculation results of CPSO and Chaos with different initial values
TKESH 2 % 5 fi 50 f% 100 £
CPSO Chaos CPSO Chaos CPSO Chaos CPSO Chaos
u/10° 9. 6615 8.9597 9.532 7. 6502 9.8136 12. 290 9.3632 13.38
Tyl (m?+ &) 230.9304  235.8414 225.2244 262.9349  222.4673  195.4512 231.2238 190. 2064
Tyy/(m? e d') 234.5455  242.9722 228.3218 275.9751 224.5988  184.1976 236. 8117 174.7713
Toy/(m? e &) - 149.4892 - 163.3837 - 145.2161 - 205.7448 - 138.7502 - 80.0549 - 153.8224 - 623.549
TUAE A1 2 (R 48 m? 0. 0047 0. 0060 0. 0049 0. 0095 0. 0057 0.0191 0. 0063 0.0393
FIMAE(%) 97 67 85 25 72 5 70 0
TRA BV, TR AT DL 323k P VR KL B VR SRR HoK qng, LI Yan, WANG Hong sheng, et al. Particle swarm optimt
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