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Tab.2 The values of identified parameters

SH HE SH HUE
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Tab,3 Comparison of the three algorithms’ fitness %

BT GA ABC CABC
u 74.64 77.12 78.91
v 72.36 75.41 79.67
w 65. 86 63. 84 68. 80
q 52.97 67.26 75.12
P 66.12 56. 37 69. 88
r 40. 23 53. 97 62.35
0 67.78 65. 65 72.06
@ 75.73 78.14 79.62
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