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Improved nonlinear Hebbian learning algorithm based on
fuzzy cognitive networks model
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Abstract: Modeling and parameter identification problems based on fuzzy cognitive networks (FCN) is studied for a
kind of nonlinear systems which is difficult to accurately modelled by the mechanism. First, fuzzy cognitive networks with
numerical reasoning and fuzzy information expression is established. The FCN model can express the system utilizing the
directed graph containing nodes, weights, and feedback. Second, due to the precision of the model depends on the weight
parameter, a nonlinear Hebbian learning algorithm with terminal constraints is proposed. The algorithm introduces the
actual feedback value of system to the process of weight training. Based on the old update mechanism, a correction term
with difference between the feedback value and predictive value is increased, then normalized to the final weight iteration
formula. This algorithm has the advantages of fast convergence rate, high accuracy. The nonlinear Hebbian algorithm solves
the shortcomings of traditional nonlinear Hebbian learning algorithm that initial value is strongly depended. Finally, the
proposed method is applied to water tank control system. The simulation results illustrate the nonlinear Hebbian learning

algorithm based on FCN is effective.
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(fuzzy cognitive map, FCM)!2Lj&t — Fft 357 7Y (1) & A5
15, BB CEE N R I HE R R, M) A 55 AN & 1 0
BORIPE AR AL B IR R 4.

FCM & 2 I 238 MIUBSORIIZ S AR 45 S 1 — Mo 5

Wk H 391 2015—10—09; H HI: 2016—05—27

T3{% /5% . E-mail: ningchen@csu.edu.cn; Tel.: +86 13875915950.
ARILTHTZ: T4

D3RR Y s IR 20 AT 1 P e,
W] Y TH R R 2 19 o, AR AN IR A IR &
ISR AT R AR R, JERE AR A R
IR R IR IX SO & 2 TRAAAE I R OC AR &1
RS E B EE E[0, 1851, 1], BUE I BUETE
FLZ[—-1,1].

FCM AT AT R sl AR MR 2 B8 ), A0 AR
REFRIHT R E S TR T AR Pk o),
Papageorgiou 54 H — P T Hdm Ik 3 i e FCM
ZNAS RSV, SCERI71RI A AR 5K

F X ARSI TR AR AEEEIIH (61321003), FZK ARRIAIEEIH (61673399) % H).
Supported by Foundation for Innovative Research Groups of National Natural Science Foundation of China (61321003) and National Natural Science

Foundation of China (61673399).



1274 ok oE e s N A

33 3%

2208 ik T FCM IRV T71E, SR A B R R it R s
IE ARG, JERY AR AT 28 000 T Tolk v
L

AL S IRIFCM AR AT A SExfE DU PR 1) ) 8, dnoxf &
FARMANE R . ARG, — BRI
2206 YR A I E s A T O I R e T ORU,
FCMuh B 26ia1E. £ KM AR REAERECH RSTE
AT IR R A AR 25 T BIFCMAS BE IE 1 S WYY
ARG LPRRA.

O AN %1 W 4% (fuzzy cognitive networks,
FCN)B— 10V T 552k R SRR 2 D)2 B it
FCMIFAT Y F&, WL RGeS & A i Al
TN PR FONHEQLALHS — MBI Fn I, — AN E T
FR G0 Rt 1 BRI DA S A i R SR A3 AR
(IA7Ait. FCN RAE)UG il B 58 2 L K40,
REBE i YAt GEFCM AR 7 10 & SR 28 56 ARG 1k 5 1)
Bl (R, AT AN B AR HUASOR RN B A, fRAT T
RYGACA AP AL R S

—MER RS FEAR R B B T H S HU e,
FCN A Fh. AT 28 0 245 (1) 2 BOHE R, AUE 2
R 8 BIALTR ST R 2 [ R LR G &R, it
TR AT GE BUE KA IFCN FURS B 2. 422K, AU 2
A5 T T KR53 K0T, 208 2 7545 DU .
Dickersonfl1Kosko$/ H —™ ] ¥ )43 73 Hebbiany: ]
J7 ¥ % ¥ (differential Hebbian learning, DHL)M!,
DHL & M R G B 25 2] 7 ik, AR A WA )
Heoph a1, TRIEAESE PR R H . Papageorgiou®§ A
e H T AE 4 M Hebbian 2% 2] 7% (nonlinear Hebbian
learning, NHL)!*?). koulouriotis%s A\ #8 H 7 3% JJ; 5
Hlie 1 3ot A S 080 s AC B i N /A R R e ke
HFCMA A AU, T i E & E 2 ARSI &7
A, AT IRAE — Le AU E A 2N H . SCER[14-15]
P T I TR B SRR R LA SR (particle
swarm optimization, PSO), 1% 5.2 LA B 2 L Aill, 18
e R SOE BN AR R — AN AL B, PSO% 2]
T B NI AR 18 A I 0o, A3 R T
FRFEAL.

&4 ¥ Hebbian B0 L 5K (OB 5, X — 3 Al
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A, ASON AT O, $E T A & 2 ) A
2 Hebbian . A FHBEG Y RAE SR R W E
P2 SAGHEFAY i HAREL I 29 AR S AU
2 BERA KM 4% (Fuzzy cognitive networks)

FCNH VL2 A T 5 SEbr R GRS B &R
XTFCMAHAT I &, 2 —Rh g G BORI i i Fph £
RS, — MR RG] U FCNR IR —
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AN FIRTT G AERIASUAEL IS, S6F I 5K B R G2 (1) AN ] T, B
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Wiy BRSO 1C, 2 I R AL, (A
ML, 1] R > 0, WIZ5 FARE T 2O IR
1E [ R i i DRI 8571 LG AR A Iz, W W < 0,
I D ERBEAEA; AR = 0, MUBANT 22 1 B
K.
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RAA S %71 A E— B R IR I BA B A
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A" = f(AMT 4+ AW, (1)

Horpr: AR ZIPES R, 45001 X n(nd R
e IRES Y BB, AR R — LRI RRIR S (E A
B, AERCN L X ny W2 3R 1 R TR M0 T R PRI AL
EFERE, 4380 x n; fREFHeREL, FRERUERPIRE
R 4 [0, 172 1), — M B FRS AL M 45 s 4, HLf =
(1 +e).
T iEFCN Y 52 B RGEORFR B VIAC B, v LA A
I P PR PRAS TS 070 BRI s AR 19 A iR T
Areb [E] S L Y AR SE B RGP &, ARE
B RARR R GE TP AN AR Y U5 i 20 Fo A 7 A
S PR A, e AR R G H,  1R) Y R

(RrRr P, SRS SR AL N L ek, i 51 B E
TR Y RO R G SAHEL, K SRR (D) B
XQ@FHX3).

B R EEE T

k,FCN
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fATTN S ATTWETY) @
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RS iR LS KPR A
Aic,FCN — Aintem7 (3)

i AP AS LG e KN 20 9 FCON v ST A8,
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AP RS IO I R G SRR, G 7RI
ZE.
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3 BUYHZ > (Weight training)
3.1 JEZ:H:Hebbiand % (Nonlinear Hebbian learn-
ing)

4k £k PEHebbian%y % (nonlinear Hebbian learning,
NHL)2 —Fh I B BUE 2 > 0702 e RS Y ih £
f=U(1+ e ) ML £, i % 50 e BUE W Gh
8, AT BB AT AR T B, B 2005 215 s B
FrAE. NHLBUERCHT A RN

Wh=(1- Wi + Al x AR -

Wi DAY, )
Horfrs k2 AR R — DI Z0 W 5 C 07
CAEKRS ZI P MR, W AT O35 55 CAE
ke — LINZI IR, AV 45 SO ek — 1%
(PR AR SOk — TN ZIRAS A v
Fn MR /NFIIESL, o0 AARER DR RN 2E 3 K
0 < v,m < 0.1.

LER @), FH T — )WY A% x
A=Y B HebbianPE i FIBUEAS IE, TR 5 5
IRASE B s I —nW ) (A2
SR TR W BB AR AR [— 1, 1JEHE A,

NHL 2% > 458 T WAbRAE R AL

FrRUE 1

F = /3 (DOC; — T7)?, 5)
=1

b m2 & 48 5 1Y 5 A2 DOC(desired output
concept) A& W Hir HE, DOC, AR T 43 115 i
CilFPIRASE, T2 W O ARSI, S Pk 3
T/ ME S A A FCMIE 2 1 5 4 55

Pk 2

F, = |DOCH™ —DOCY| < e, (6)

F> 2 17 Jo 9 O IEAR I 45 R 22 1 48 0 fH, 2 b T
0.002 R WUJIA Ay HT BLE& 1 EI%AK,

NHL 2% > A FIRUE DGR J5 R 15 OIS 5 45
R RURS T BUERHATIE IF, A HAB LY A S A4
17 S R DA SR B, N R .

(1= )Wl +nATN x Ab+rpi(1 — pi) ATN

TR FEIUBIE s, B 5 ST RE I LS, &R

G R AR, Joid S BRI SN, 27 > IR DA

HERAREHR 22 3 2 5.

3.2 W29 R INHL(Nonlinear Hebbian learn-
cing with terminal constraints)

N T AFEFCNSE IR (1) 52 N AR GRS T A 1A
I, IO NHLA IR Y et 2k o > RO Y
X ARG T UL ASACANEUR, ZEPR i L BREARE ), 200
BUE 2 5] 5 R G SE bR TIA S &, 238 R —IX
IRAREE A3 BIPARSAEA f B EAE H T RG]
PG — AN S, 7T UK A D 22 20 1 H AR, 5 8t
ARG AE A N A AR FHTFCMRUE, /ENHL
FRFEA_Ef Ay Zm 2R AR 2k P Hebbian 572

NHLFE A AT I 20 1 PSR E R
AT Z A FIBUEREAT B IE, S TT B IE. & m 4
WAJARL A E Hebbian H2 BLE B 5 I T R G0 it
VEN LI, BB FIIAE 5 28 58 52 AR A 2 TR 22
ELAE A AU bR A DR 25 K/ L4 s I T A
FAH 220, T LASEBON BUEREAT A B IE, S
T esindeR, [RINB R TARST R JE T NHL & 5¢
WA E AR E S R Bl

ity 23 24 R IFINHL S 20 2 (4) ek Ay

pi= A§ystem _ 1 —
7(Aj)'stcm+ E A;yStCH‘Wji)
1+e J=1,j#i
Asystem _ AFCN (7)
WEH = (1 — 9)WE + nAFN x AFN 4
kpi(1 — pi)A§CN7 ®)

Horp: p N O R 2, ATCNIEY 5 O FCNTHEE
i1, AFONJET 2O MFCNTEHLAH, AP ™7 1C;
(R SER FRGEIIEAE, WA MO R CEk + 1
IS 2 BRI R IRARE, W R 35 KO0 19 s CAE RN Z1
RIRFRBE, v Ik R AL n 2 )&, kB IE%,
W0 < y,m,k < 0.1.

N T WIS B, PR HEURETE -1, 1],
HORW B L | W | = 1, TRAAR S E
Tk 8) H— A3 (9):

; (€))

k+1 _
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S
S

Forp: n e BRI AN o BHE S T S R
AT RIIPFTHATRUE.

MR A G RINEEA A, H1 T,
AR UEAL D, 2B RETT 3K B i 20 T LAAE S,

J >0 (L =)W+ AT x AFNtrp;(1 — p;) ATN)?2

29) T LB R Ak 1k
W]ki-i-l _
(1 —)WS + [n+ rpi(1 — ) ATNATON +

kpi(1 — pi) WEAFON — ik (AFON)2, (10)
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ity 2 0 41 R NHL SV 503 45 ROEAR IR AR v R 15 K
o :ﬁ:r,._,_,::ﬁmf 25K
e 1 P
F = |Af+1,FCN _ Af,FCN| <, (11) It A H"“;--”_“‘_‘_%;—

o APFON A 5 O A kI %01 FON 574,
ARTLEON R348 5 Otk — 1N 2 [WFCNF 5248, F)
ST A PRUGEAR I 45 RE 4 E, 24 H/NT0.002
ISR R GEIR 2] TP rii.
PRk 2

Py = |pi| <e, (12)
Horp pie W RC IR ZE, T 5 R IR ZEHR /N
TBIMER AT L AR, — e = 0.001.

A7 |

Step 1 & SRR 250 R0 J77 S 50d 2 h AT af IR
DAY ;

Step 2 FIFHXQ)FIX ) THEL T — 25 A1
RASE;

Step 3 WIERGUE, ¥t HIPIRSE S % br
RGE LA, RS TS Y R 2 AR e
HU— NN Z PR 5 2 T 2RSS A
RIIRE,

Step 4 JIWT R ANy SURHUE A 7396 2 BrifE
RADMA2). WERAE R — DS A AL, Bhie
FI|Step5; WA AL, WIS ACEF, £ ZAUE
TR

Step 5 FH A (10 AT AUEREAT S8, PR
FI|Step2.

5 1 R GE I S e, iy % 3 4 R IRINHLATE
— ORI AR P AR S Bl S (B N AU AT IE,
e PR Sl 2 HER B it R G IR, gk T R4
PEHebbian S04 4H (B R 55 R A
4 {iE 3 ¥r(Simulation analysis)

4.1 K #H # i 2 2 B Modeling of the tank
control process)

— KA IR ) R FR2AN KA 3T
Kov INIMFATCAFRARE T BEAKFEH — DA
TR IR FT—AN H K, HLES 1N KA 1 7K R 2 22 A
IKFEIIAIKIE. B IT7R: VI TS5 KF A K,
V2249 15 7KFR 1 H K B FN2 5 7K FE K I, V32492
/KA K .

TRFE ) TAEBR B ZKAR 1 AR i 1 o
P, ZKFE 2 0 B O A A 8, KR 21 S
TR, FFIR24T IF, FOK MK LR BE K A2, 27K
FALRKAL L SIS, FT TR OC17EK, K Fa2 17K A7
I, F TIOR3 IOK.

K1 KA R

Fig. 1 The control process of tanks

KEEHE T R G 3 H B AR A — 2K
FETRI /KT o PEORAFAE — 72 PV L P, B E B H R
PR Hynin Z 005 R PRAN KR ()il P DR R f5 o KA
T I IME T 2 18], PRI, P H AR 15K E
WA HY, 2 SoKAA H2, 1 S/KAE RS T, 25
IKAR T2, ¥ H AR IR X R A
( Hyin < H' < Hyps

H?. < H? < H?

min X max’ (1 3)

T <7l < Tt

min X max)

T2 < T2 <L T2

min max"*

\

i T W E WR RS ECNA &, W20 % B 3 &
SeiAs i, WA AL I B, E RIS REE
SRS ) EE 5, IR TGS,
FCNGt it — R YIAH AT OSBRI s ki i —A>
ARG, FERKFER R R, R & FEnR AT
SHdE, @A FCNRERL U2 R,

15 L

Bl 2 KA R I FCNAR Y
Fig. 2 FCN model of the tank control process

AR LR IR0 SR KA T = B Cy, K
FE2I0 T 5 FECo, FF R LI AR 2Cs, FF 21 R
ACy, FFIRBIPIRECs, IKFE TR ECo, /KA 2R
JECT, IMATCAF PR Cy. B RS TY S BPIR A
BN WA ZRGE IR SEBR AR, 9 sl 18] AR AE s 19 U
HRGMRRE.

EPR A A P8 T v P R B A DA 4 T E A,
RIS A1 9 52 19 s 6 RN A7 g i H Y . B
{EIR) H AR E AR T BLALl 3R Ge 1 0 58 th, A7k AR 3%
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HIRG T, ARIEAF 77K, A A RIS HAF, 75
AU 5258 CH AR RS H bR ADCy
= 0.65, ADCy = 0.775, ADCg = 0.785, ADC7 =
0.7, HTEBR RGP AT HER 2 —AN 58 2w 17
i R, T E H AR R a— N X ]

0.55 < ADC; < 0.75,

0.75 < ADC, < 0.8,

(14)
0.75 < ADCg < 0.82,
0.65 < ADC7 < 0.75.

AR g S Bl 22 56, & SR AEFCINARE Y ) il
A ERUEATAR B

Wy =
(0 0 02003 0 0 0 0]
0 0 0 0.70 0.60 O 0 0
0.75 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
—0.8 0.76 0 0 0 0 009 O
0 -042 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 040 O 0 0 0 0.53
0 0 0 030 O 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 060 O 0
(15)
4.2 iE4 R % (Comparison of simulation re-
sults)

TEKFEVE I R G R 7T, A7) FCN B Ay,
T8N A AU PEAEECA8 x 8, TR EHIIRIR
A {H Ay =[0.48, 0.57, 0.58, 0.68, 0.59, 0.59, 0.52,
0.58], W E A FEW, X (15) s, AL JaK#)
TEEP AU S 2] - NHLAE ) Fr AU E A i 24
WIEEZE 1 Hebbian 5725 3] TS BUE 73 AR £
SRR, IR B ERIR AR IR 51 R 2 VAR 2 LA
SMSOEERATRI LG, 23 o AL LS.

4.2.1 FTBUE2E>] 45 B (Results without training)

BB AR IR Hh 1y R B34 AR 2 ] 5 () R AR
WA, FCNAH ()& RS EIEAYS, #

0 0.022 0.244
0.043 0 0.045
0.754  0.026 0
Wit = —0.695 0.7052 0.054
0.045 —0.381 0.047
0.044  0.027 0.429
0.041  0.024 0.042
| 0.045  0.027  0.047

Wesh 2 —ANE i, RERGEARIRE . AR UE 3PS,

0.85 s 4
0s0f

075F &
0.70 |
0.65

"2:;]
2 0.60
550 . :
029 —c, —c,
0.50 0. —iG
0451 —C, —C
o40f 7 G G

0.35 i
AR TORL
K 3 ToRUE: S IFCNA B4 1

Fig. 3 FCN simulation results without training

B i U > FCNA L - R 45 5E 1K)
VI BUE, H EIRAUE ST O, 24797 /IR E
BN

Acquil _
[0.6256,0.7334,0.7675, 0.8600,
0.7704,0.7390, 0.6810, 0.7548], (16)

HAPHRRAIK Ay = 0.7334, Ag = 0.7390, BUE W]
W H T 4) #EE H bR ADCa, ADCg 175 .
X R T F AR Je B R 2 s VR e R b
RGP, TOBUE 2 2] (FCNAE R JE ik
R RS SEFR 0.

4.2.2 NHL22>) 45 B (Results trained by NHL)

WA 2 2 FCNAS RLIRCSSOE 1) (1) P18 AT B
RG] A%, UOT L 5482 G AU %
R B SN S B R 4.

TE R ERIERUE W I EEAE |, ~ = 0.01HL
IR EL, n = 0.04% 2] 2, R FHNHLAE L AUE
B AR WG B BEAT AR >, T 31 7] 1 3
JENHLP) AN A i ok £ (5) A= 6) Bk H 2k 4K,
13302 2] 5 IBUE AR A

0.413
0.721
0.055
0
0.052
0.051
0.335
0.052

0.039
0.617
0.047
0.052
0
0.044
0.04
0.044

0.04
0.046
0.049

0.08
0.048

0

0.04

0.428

0.035
0.039
0.042
0.131
0.042
0.041
0
0.042

0.041
0.047
0.05
0.054

0.049 |

0.50
0.041
0

a7
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EWNnL T, AT BUE U, 5 R M R B2 O 2 AL
EAEIEACT B R MBI B2, R AR ERAE. #7
5152 AR A B Wy A0 AFCNBEE, 15[ — 1)
IR Ao, B 8IIENG, REGLIE B THTIRE,
13 B B ZORAE R IUE N

AZMY — 10.7056,0.7657,0.8217, 0.8965,
0.8182,0.8010,0.7404, 0.8108].  (18)

HAREACGE R W E 4P
0.95
0.90 F
0.85
080
075 ;
070
0.65 F
0.60
0.55 |
0.50
045

REM

2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
AR

4 NHL*#>J A fJFCNA B

Fig. 4 FCN simulation results trained by NHL

A8 45 R n] DL H, NHL 2 3 J5 I AUE

Winw REIS (T FCNRR AL IR 21 PR A5 i PR UEFIT A 4
AT AL, Ag, Ag, A7 HFIHUE R 2 2 (14) 45 5l
H ARG . B2 NHL2: X J5 R Goh i, fig
Ll A ERIR 2 H AR 0 I, nT DAL A HEAf b
AP R 48 TO0. thik v A4S H 4518, NHLATFCNASR
TIMIBUEA — € BB IEAE . HAENHLA: 21747

i, ZFRELEIEAE R TP S A8 s i M AR

1B LA SO HTAE AR K

4.2.3 &R ZIRFINHLE: ) 45 8 (Results trained
by NHL with terminal constraints)

I Y 2 3 20 R 1) A E 45 1 Hebbian 5532 60 AU
HEAT 24 20 AEKAR T R 400 FON B A 5
Ch, Oy, Co, CoAE AT Bt 39 R, TR R S8
() S BB AR NIE AL, AAUE IR AT [m) e Sk 2 e
TR S R e B AGE . IU E A5 BRI S B
ARG E N

ASYStem — 10 6597, 0.7703, 0.8038, 0.8760,
0.8035,0.7802,0.7096,0.7946]. (19)

FI S50 () B B0 R AE 2 B8 1IE AU, B
WALy = 0.01, 222 %Ky = 0.02, B 1EHF kK = 0.09.
M5 LI L R R 2 Itk Hebbian 57355 2 ~) 1593 (1) f 44
BUE

[ 0 0 0.2992 0.4109 0 0 0 0 1
0 0 0 0.7457 0.7804 0 0 0
0.8954 0 0 0 0 0 0
W— —0.8188 0.8562 0 0 0 0.2057 0 20)
0 —0.3883 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0.5259 0 0 0 0.7109
0 0 0 0.3313 0 0 0 0
|0 0 0 0 06072 0 0
MR (20) T LLE B, 5 BUEFEE W, LA 4] i) [T o v . .
AR IO R T e, R ke it ol g ‘
Hebbian &3 —FE46 T 47 HOAL HEAT 2. #52 ] - i
SERRIKBUIAEE W AR NFCNBUR, 78 [ TR = 070 .
AT, Lt 5%k AR F FONAL T S % 10 o ik 51T £ oest :
07 21, 24 FR G BT S, AT IR A 0.60 g =
. 0.55 —¢, —c 1
ok 9 /2 — o
Aeqml: n.45| 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
[0.6598,0.7700, 0.8039, 0.8761, U AN 64
0.8028,0.7792,0.7086,0.7938]. 20 Kl 5 A amZ R NHL Y. > J5 FFCN B

HAREREmE 5.

Fig. 5 FCN simulation results trained by NHL with terminal

constraints
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P 20 2 R [ Hebbian 50323 45 B 45 B 30(21)
A LLE A, i 20 £ SRR R 25 1 Hebbian 592: 2% 3
JE RFCNAR R A BIFSAS I, 254 17 AR A 21l
Ay, Ag, Ag, Ap AN 5E AT 2 X (14) P 4 61 B bR
DX fa], g FLAE A 3 A9 i R Goill we . R,
283 Ay K 2R ) AR 2 M Hebbian 59224 ) R 1 &
SR, EE AR L I Hebbian 87227 2] 45 5 H RS ARiiF
RS VE N A B B3 T, 1 B SIOHE 4
IR
2B FI T 0 B e A 2 A8 B, NHIL T X6 49
A SRR, JEop o) 2 A IRE M, S8R
SR AR AR AR, i A m 29 R ) 26 P Hebbian 5.
EGIRET R RIGHE, AU T A4 ZENHL AR ] 2.
i, WIAABAEHEREREATEL

1279
W) =
[0 0 045 08 0 0 0 O |
0 0 0 052 -024 0 0 0
015 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
04060 0 0O 0 0 049 0
0 032 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 013 0 0 0 0 075
01 0 0 -041 O 0 0O O
[0 0 0 0 0 02 0 0
(22)

TERIUIR A Ao FEER L, 1 FH o 23 2 AR
AR Hebbian 532, MRS 12D BATRUE
2, AR A BUE N

0 0 02987 04112 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0.7463 0.7801 0 0 0

0.8846 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

g _ | 08098 08562 0 0 0 0 0205 0 3

0 —0387 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 05259 0 0 0 0 0.7107
0 0 0 03313 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 06074 0 0 |

W' 5 W LT LUE H, AW EAUE =X
(A5)FT7R IWo A8k X (22) F s W I, e 2445 ]
FRASAEL L B 55 7ty 24 0 £ T 1) A 42 'k Hebbian 5571
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