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E T ISCSO-KELM 28I 595 RS 4% M
FxpAZa K S H 4 EHE

(1. BWFE T R¥E - WIES TR, =/ BY 650093;
2. R RICRBEH MR ERAR, =5 W@ 657000)

WEHGE I IBRTNEREFRGEFTX,BE T AL TRIDHEE-ZRRF I
( improved sand cat swam optimization-kernel based extreme learning machine, ISCSO-
KELM) W HA LR TNEA  £AHRFARTE, RABERAMEE A 2t EBRE .
BRTRE S A RSB BN ERNITFNIEAT . HEE W 105 45 LA E A LR
FOAAR, B AR K R LW B IR AR P FON B R E AR
B3E 7 ISCSO-KELM # A £ iF s £ (96.774 2% ) fm B E R 7 ey th M. &5, A%
TAESLGIME A B ik AT BB FRHATRIE . £ RK W, ISCSO-KELM # A 78 40 3 4 i o] A £ 7]
NEFBHREREREINHTEANAAERE, BARFWERAME, hEBTMRBHT -
FHEARE,

REETR: AR IR 2 3 AL 20 0 B 00 0 05 RO JE TR & B B

& 4y 2£5: 0381; TD235; 0521.9 TR FRERD: A

AR DR LT AR P LAY 1% 58 2l g 9 WOPR R e o TR SR R, R ML ) 260 R
IR TF A o AR b PR A A S 1 A B PR IR, R AR SR S A | BEAILPE R G AR AL B
KT A A R R R FE 2 — o P, B e R T A v A M T IR L 22 A A A O
B, AT, BN S T A R i DR 3 IS [ B9 28 e 807 BIE 07 0T i 7 R A g ol i 52t ),
R G WU Ty 2k FE Gy IS — R L T AILAR o ) R A R AR A B I R 0 N TR B T Ty
s, A2 P 28R ) SR I AL BEALARAREE T A Fisher H 5] 73 A ik ™ &5 — 02 B T HE A1 E
PE R RO B L R e B0 Yool ek R R BOE A

5 b AU Ol T AR B A AL | R 3R AT R4 S ) R, ) T S O A6 512 (seagull optimization
algorithm, SOA) #47 T #i 4 FR 2% 2] HL (kernel based extreme learning machine, KELM) it T % S B #5 4L,
AL T HE TR AN AT SOA-KELM (9 Hf ARG TP A5 2 o SR AE A 2504 Jig 1y 7 5 T KPCA-WOAKELM
(kernel principal component analysis-whale optimization algorithm kernel based extreme learning machine ) A% 7
H ZURE IO ASE R, I a2 S T ORI A T o XURRAE AR SR 38t 1% 557k (genetic algorithm, GA) fifk
1% FR 2% 2] 1 (extreme learning machine, ELM) %575 28509 8 57 4 42 #0119 GA-ELM #E8Y, HAII ZRlU)
ZALRE ¥ T 5 — ELM A, 22 B ZE09 5] A 7£ 2k (online sequential, OS) M BR = I HLEE IS, ##3 T
OS-ELM H] 5| #5550 | FC 75000 4 B 15 97.98%. A1, Zhou 5517 R FKL 7 BEAL 4L B 75 (particle swarm
optimization, PSO) I fk 32 57 In] 5 #L ( support vector machine, SVM) 5.5, itk T SVM S 81 1418 2
Pu SFUSDR R S SVM 45 G i E A BN AL AL, BIRAS T RAFRCR . X SERTTEIEN] T HLas 27 > N
FHT 5 53 70 6 m A1
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SR, A 7 RAT A A6 B B R BRI s — & BE AR & R K0 — R A e B R /b, BIA Yz fb i 255
SR ASEORTE = RGNV MR YE . R, ASBIF SR I ek ik a9 70 A (improved sand cat swam
optimization, ISCSO) .74, 454 KELM i — A4k, 57 LT ISCSO-KELM 9 5 45 25 2% i I A5 7

1 REHEP

L1 PIEBEE
2022 4, Seyyedabbasi ZE $2 H Vi 55 9% (sand cat swam optimization, SCSO) , 18 i 5 FUL V04t 1) ki
B ARk S A R L, BTSRRI BRI B B, AT B K i) R R A B A OC B AR B
AV R AR . BOE S R BV I RAEUE ro th 2 Ltk 2= F, Al
28 ut

rg =Su— T (1)

Ao ¢ BB, Sy MHEEL T, WIRKERRE . 5IASERYE §118 R 5 2o B B i) i %
R =2rgrand (0,1) — rg 2

#E—H, FIH [0, 1] Z 8] I BEPLEL rand(0,1) 25 H 18 R 5 Xk 9y B vt nd 526508 B 0 [
r, = rgrand (0,1) 3)

TEAY R B B, ALl 56 ¢ YR AR VDA () S AL B Py, MR P, Bor BORT A +1 YA AL
el
Pc,t+l =T (Pb.t —rand(O,l)Pc,,) (4)
TE Vet B Bk, A5 72 B0 R R S — A 81, S 2l R i N J ) vl s 3k [ b i BB AL £ 0 7
Bl HIL 1 2 75 L Ry 0°~360°, SCSO Ny 43 Ry ¥ 1 O ml # (6), M1 148 S H AL 3y, 5 i A=) i de A o
YR B BE B B Prog 5 041 IREEAR B AL Ny

P.q = |rand (0,1) Py, — P_,| &)
Pyt = Py —11Prgcos 6 (6)
I REBUE Z (B 1 22 57, ARkt A 8 R UG, v 7 — e Bt e h B R i et . 17 B Sl
| Py, —r,Pracos 0 IRl <1
Peri = {r, (Py, —rand(0,1) P,,) R >1 )

1.2 DB R

ABESE L EEE XHR MBS I A4 . SIA TR A SRS | 5L ASRYE AT SR 3 A5 T U R I
PEAT R o R PE WSS AT S IR B R L BEALIE R | & R R | A RCR G SR o o TR T S X b
SEREA T, AR e R R . SO A O

| K,/a 0<K,<a
K = {(1 “K)(-a)  a<K,<l (®)
Py =b+(b,—b)K; )

o K, A% i RUP AR d 4ERIR MZZ S AH, P NER @ RUDITESR d 4ER0E 8, b, F1 b, B R EEIE R
T, K, A7 1R ol RS 2 ik AR D TR AR (L, @ A TR RS TP i 4 R S
WAL, VDA RO A SRk BE LR R, ATl 5 1A R e A 56 R R A S B AR Z TR B 45 R
3k, PR B i S RE 1, IR PRI S, ot A0l
Pncw:Pbc+Pbc_ﬁ)RMV (10)

085303-2



39 % TR, FTISCSO-KELMAR T ) AR 45 2% Tl 58

RMV:(Pbc+Pmd)/2 (11)
s Poey BTG AR E, Poc R S 0SS R IR AT 8, Rypy R S DA AR 55 B AILAN 1A 22 18 19 15 B AL
i, £, A 5T
BRG, JF e vb A R R A R B A B I I BR R AR e DL O R MR I, 51 AR AE R AT S, ] i R
ZEBAE 2 R R R e, W ORI R R R . i Al

Pncw = Pbc + |Pbc —P]va|lCOSZ7tl (12)
_ M
Plevy - _l(Pmd_Pbc) (13)
|
7(1 +B)Sin@
o ={— 2 (14)
ey
2 2

s Py N 3R YE AT E 5 0 9 RS HEIE 25 20 Al N(O, o) B BEALEG B4 (0, 2) Z [A] 64 B HIL 44
a N IRMARHEIE 57341 N(O, 1) BIBENLEG oA TS5 T ESR4E AT I AP K o0 A1, B 42 R 18 R
eI,
1.3 ZRRFESH

A BR 27 AT LT ELM {8 AR T R ™), BAT B4 95 A Iz AL RE 11 o (BUE ELM ARTAJZ N, BRE = L
ik th 2 M, 4 (x, y) ER'™RY, (i=1,2,3, -, N; j=1,2,3, -, M), W ELM I % i1} g

L
frn @ =Y A () =h(x)A=5§ (15)
i=1
gwix;+by) - gwgx, +by)
H=h(x)= : (16)
gwixy+by) -+ glwgxy+bg)
A=H'S (17)
H' =H"(HH")" (18)

Kb HONBRE R H OB 25 A M JH 0P, FH TR AU & K R RS 2 P 2ot B
g(x) JBLRR B A VR w, MR B (n=1, 2,3, -, K); b, NBaE B &It E (n=1,2,3, -, K);
Seom (0 ELM A5 7 (gt pR AR, Ron Bt A x i B & IR AR L e AR 4 s i TINAE ;s o (o) Ry B 35 J2 1 i o
FEFE, 2R Fr A FEAS I R & 2 U005 RY i ARRIEZS [, 480 Ny RY N 23 (8], 4818 0 M.

KELM 4% pR A0S 5051 A ELM Hf, Hofy B o

Siewn () = h()H"I/C+HH")'T (19)
K(x, x))

Sieom (%) = : I/ C+pm)” (20)
K(x, xy)

QKELM(i,j) = k(xi>xj) (21)

Qe = h()H" 2 k(x;,x;) (22)

A 1R B 5 C O IE AL R B K(x,, x) i k(s x;) 53 50 AR B R bR K Qe AR B, T
REACAL B8 BLM b BRI & R R AE RS (1) 505
AR B I, DR HR A 75 DR 53 0y PR DR RS DR 2 2 A DR DR £ T 2528

085303-3



39 % TR, FTISCSO-KELMAR T ) AR 45 2% Tl 58

e, AT SE e BUI R RE A 15 W, BA DD B ) o 25 40 AT R 5 B o, R A0 BB DTSR B o X
4 BSARAE R S RPN HE R, 70 FE AR eI 1, 3 2 R

®1 ABRFRRSKKE

Table 1 Rock burst intensity and classification basis

Classification basis

Intensity . .
.. Classification ) Rock explosion . .
prediction Sound size Fragments size Impact on construction
performance
| No rock burst
I Slight rock No sound or Rock fall freely or The rock is small in size It has little impact
burst weak sound after relaxation and small in quantity on construction
]]I Medium rock There wasa  Lings or blocks popup  The rock size is large and It has a certain impact
burst crisp burst to the face surface number is numerous on the construction
v Severe rock There is a Sharp-edged fragments  The rock size is large and It has a great impact
burst loud noise of rock flew out number is numerous on the construction
R2 BESRNE
Table 2 Rock burst classification criteria
Intensity prediction o/MPa o /MPa o /MPa W,
I 024 0-80 0-5 0-2.0
I} 24-60 80—-120 5-7 2.0-3.5
m 60—126 120-180 7-9 3.5-5.0
I\Y 126200 180—320 9-30 5.0-20

1.4 ISCSO-KELM W& 15 S 25 7 0 #5 B

VEHL 105 41 5 48 46 bn B8 AR S U RE A, (i P Sc ik o0 8 1 B vk X KELM 3036 19 TE AL 240 C i AT
PLALEY, Y2k i ISCSO-KELM [ 4 ZUEE S g g i . HAOR JRINF .

(1) FR PRI . 3 246 bR 23 B AR IPOE B2 | 31530 5 2 e J3 R S0 i ], LA G J32 /0N 18 TR 2% 5 40 5
JURE S Wi 5 R 1Y) 2 o] W5 ok D R bR k= AR, JO R A T 0N A A, AT AR S BOm 4 R e 2= o Rt
ARWFSE R BCERE TR B W, BUE DI BT oy A A BRI BT SR JE o, FUS A7 SRR HTRR I o A A
PP IR bR

(2) BAFEA . HF 105 ZHBAE R 700 2 A BB AR R REA HEAT IR AN, R S 3 S5 4l 73 S Tt
AEECD) BRCAZRCID R aEE R D AR 20 (V) .

) FEALN 53 FREAEEFE 7 ¢+ 3 W L 43 I SR AE AN 04 o AL i 7 > IR B TP R AR [ 82
FIRLHE, A0 B 73 2 Kt o D348 DU T S 1T 2 s e DRSS B A M E

(4) H—AbAbFE . R H Matlab #4: H f) Mapminmax PR E06 IR B0 2817 00— fh Ak B, 85 =l 3
[0, 17 X a4, Bl

y= Vmax = Ymin)(X = Xinin) (23)

Xmax — Xmin
2 B B A/ x4 B R R (L 0T — P55 1, S8 B 85 TE (s Vi)
(5) BHR B W 3 R
A RS ) S BRI 4 R . [ 1 R A SR O DRIR I, (4 0 4 TR,
5 8.6%; 51 4R MCH IR EE, i H 48.6%; 37 4 45 R, o5 b 35.2%:; 8 LRI ZL AR BN,
I 7.6%.
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# 3 ISCSO-KELM HJ Matlab £ #
Table 3 Matlab parameters for ISCSO-KELM

Parameters Value
Population quantity 10
Iterations 50

Regularized coefficient upper and lower boundaries [100, 1]

Kernel function parameters upper and lower boundaries (100, 1]
Dimension 2

Best_pos [97.363 4, 1]
Best score 0.187 6

x4 BOEBROGIEZNEE

Table 4 Actual measured data of some rock burst cases

Sample No. o, /MPa o /MPa o/MPa W, Grade
1 43.08 114.08 12.29 6.12 Il
2 42.15 83.24 8.52 5.60 II
3 40.87 139.00 6.00 0.81 I
4 50.09 124.00 5.00 6.53 Il
5 59.09 88.25 3.60 6.14 Il
6 62.13 124.00 5.00 4.62 ]
98 68.85 48.96 13.66 1.35 i
99 45.94 78.48 14.25 245 Il
100 80.06 67.65 8.28 3.98 [l
101 119.69 119.77 9.35 10.19 I\
102 83.63 112.30 10.13 321 |
103 103.82 206.28 12.10 6.33 I
104 112.38 178.81 12.07 7.68 v
105 120.37 7221 9.53 4.15 I
P HE VDA R S RN A ok I No rock burst
(1) TR A4 B I 10 HE P B Vo oo barst
(2) FFF VD 00 T A B B A e 8.6% R Severe rock burst

(3) T 0 A 7 TS A

(4) BB A AT B I T O A ‘

(5) B 3 A7 E A B AT H R, R A
P it s

(6) 35 B fe kAR KB i s i i A, IR
il B A% o

¥ 2 2 ISCSO-KELM Bz T fE . 1 5E,
iy A A R B, 2 ISCSO-KELM 280 5 4T vk
BT W tR 4k ISCSO AN, Y3k 21 e R ARE, @il KELM 4625015 2] ISCSO-KELM #i8 , #K

48.6%

BT e e 2 g b L

Fig. 1 Portion of each intensity of rock burst data
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I8 B KB AT B, KF ISCSO AR % B 38 B (E, 7791125 KELM [5) 4 1% B 18 Bo (8, O 5 7 & f 38
JEEAE 1 2 3k B e K AR B & KELM f Ak 24

Rock burst data Start
+ : > Yes —
Set ISCSO-KELM  —»  Reaching the maximum KELM optimization ISQSQ-KELM
parameters and number of iterations parameters prediction model
Parameter iteration times
initialization -
Initialize ISCSO __|
individual
Trainine KELM Set adaptation
J values
\ | Yes
. Calculate fitness Reaching the maximum
;i Update location —— —_—
rci:rlf(‘:)w;ls(t)rlleoil L value number of iterations
ul Vi
|

& 2 1SCSO-KELM #5757 fi
Fig. 2 Flow chart of the ISCSO-KELM model

2 EAMEREIRE

21 WREUREFEBERIFMER

I HER R A, KR R, B PRF, (4 4 M ER SR IR AR MEREY . Horh, 4, S WAt 0 %
Fof A e A K Wr 1E B 4 E 5 R, T RO Y T A TR A AR RS B B E a5 P S IR R T R I R AR 4
[ RE s Fy 0[R2 5 R, P, AR 93 28T Ik ) 5 R (LI T BB 40 . 4 R R A 550008 o 22 5 7
VR VS L D ) A VS VS R T e B 2K A T AN R R 2 43 L PE A (o) o BB )« LA
P Cepy) FIMBBA 1 (xp) 4 FPEA A . 2 PR FE AR TH A

A, = Xtp + X1N (24)
Xtp + XN + Xpp + XEN

R=—"0 (25)
Xtp + XpN

po 2w 26)
Xtp + Xpp

2PR
- c 27
" P+R. @7

AR A FH0I 45 SR A= B A0 TR VA REL R AN 1] 3 i, BB A v A ORI R H IR P (IR 6 s .
HI AL 3, 3 6 nl T IR A v 45 S A AL i) B0 1 25 0 rp T 45 2R 20 2 100.00%, 2 B R g5 T A6 JC 4 A
R IR 2 G U B R T, A T e B AR 1M1 66.67%, TR IWUA 18 55 9 L HERR A< 93.75%.
®5 RBEMED 4 TG ED

Table 5 Four estimated values of the confusion matrix'>!

True value
Estimated value
Xt Xp
Xr Xp Xep
Xp XEN XN
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Confusion matrix for test data

33.33%

100.00% 93.75% 100.00% 100.00%

1 2 3 4
3 ISCSO-KELM A5 AL 2 A T 1 A P4
Fig. 3 Test-set confusion matrix of the ISCSO-KELM model
* 6 IHBEITHIEIRER

Table 6 Results of the model evaluation indicators

Rock burst intensity A% P/% F, R /%
No rock burst 100.00 66.67 0.8002
Slight rock burst 93.75 100.00 0.967 7
Medium rock burst 100.00 100.00 1.000 0
Severe rock burst 100.00 100.00 1.000 0
All intensities 96.774 2

22 MR EFTUNE R RIEK Lk

ISCSO-KELM 5 AU 7E 31 28 7 57 I i 48w i 390000 285 SR an 181 4 B o 31 il S v (A 1 41408
(FEAS 3) th iR 22, FLAx 30 A REA S TN IE 4, HERA R 96.774 2%.

WS frR a2 R H 2R, ISCSO-KELM A5 i STV , 12640 5, 305 1 PRI (I 2 4 15 03k 4 4
PR Z R WELT 0.2, SBARKECH 17 . 7T LA, ISCSO-KELM 5 76 Il 2k 4 ANk 4 1 4] 45 3]
BAPEE R

4.0 0.30

—— True value 029
3.5} —e— ISCSO-KELM estimated '
0.28
= 30t g 0271
= T 026}
g 2s5¢ 2
5 $ 025}
2 20} = 024}
(=
0.23
1.5}F
0.22
1‘0 1 1 1 1 1 1 0'21 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50
Predicting samples Number of iterations
B4 a2 Rt e K5 kAR
Fig.4 Comparison of the test set prediction results Fig. 5 Iterative curve
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23 BERERE ISCSO-KELM %fEt

Ry it — 20 Uk ISCSO-KELM #5 #Y ) A 2 M A P, 4351 2 37 T BE ML AR MK (random forest, RF)
K #5231 4l (K-nearest neighbor, KNN) ., KELM £l SVM 4 FhAL £ 24 >J A 8 Fil ) 74 51 % . RF & T2
B AR, Pril G, Ao ; KNN T W BHLAS 2% 20, MEwA B 5 ; KELM A& H F KA R 45 SVM S 803k
BERTE, IZALRE SI0R . 4 FhAILES 2% 2 BT 35 ] 55 AR 92 BT /s A B R 45 X6 o

&l 6(a)~ &1 6(d) Sy 4 FhsE AU AE XA B X 0 A TR VB A6 P &1 . RF. KNN., KELM il SVM 15 2 i) i
T AE #4351 4 87.090 0%, 90.320 0%, 83.870 0% Fll 74.190 0%, X Lt I 15, ISCSO-KELM # {1 4325
SR A, T VA 23 0 1 (96.774 2% ) .

Confusion matrix for test data Confusion matrix for test data

100.0%

90.9% BERRZ

50.0%

100.0% 100.0%
16.7% 9.1% 11.8% 9.1%
1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4
(a) RF (b) KNN
Confusion matrix for test data Confusion matrix for test data

100.0% 100.0%

93.3% MWK L{WA7l 13.3%

100.0% LIRS 18.2%

50.0% 50.0%

82.4% 84.6%  100.0% 72.2% 75.0%  100.0%

(c) KELM (d) SVM
6 AR A AR
Fig. 6 Confusion matrix of each model

B 7 20 5 WL 2E S BRI TE AN [ A R 5 2 L RS 0 % L A R P EFTERRR X L. Bl 7(a)~

[ 7(c) REANBE Y D A2 A3 A X8 I 28 €0 43 S0l 3R TG A M, TS R, T A B, R LA R . Al 7(a) PR,
5 AR IR T ) 20 R K B SR 2 15 KNN T ISCSO-KELM 7 9055 A 4 25 2 b fRoKS A 58 48 v, 40l
47 0.882 4 1 0.937 5; ISCSO-KELM £ JC 75 1, 055 5 1 R ZUA B2 S 9 RS i 238 8 1. &1 7(b)
RF. KNN. F1 ISCSO-KELM #5875 45 {3 5 1 Tl v (1) 43 81 22 2 5 15 KNN I ISCSO-KELM #5545 T6
JRI0 A R AR, B0 66.667%; ISCSO-KELM #5174 5 KELM A5 8 X i 45 5 4 1) 4 [7] #6157 5 ISCSO-
KELM 7E 32 ik . o 45 25 i R ) 210025 10 T v 1) e BB 4, 8 TR1 23R 359 5k 15 SVM B X 45 G A 1k 1
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PR . SRS, 5 M AL AE o 5 R0 R Z A0 S 0 A B R v T e A I AR oA 1 5 g . Hodp,
ISCSO-KELM #5574 4 8 iy R A1 43 [ R AR A R4 8,

(a) 3 No rock burst 1 Medium rock burst (b) =3 No rock burst 1 Medium rock burst
1.0 [ Slight rock burst [ Severe rock burst 1.0 [ Slight rock burst [ Severe rock burst
08| I ul . o8| ([ B o
< 0.6] a 0.6
0.4 1| 041
021} 0.2 -(
0 0
RF KNN KELM SVM  ISCSO- RF KNN KELM SVM  ISCSO-
KELM KELM
Method Method
1 No rock burst 0 Medium rock burst d
1.0 _(C) =3 Slight rock burst [ Severe rock burst 1.0 H)
o3| B W @l i
- 0.6
& i ~
0.4 |
02}
0
RF KNN KELM SVM  ISCSO- RF KNN KELM SVM  ISCSO-
KELM KELM
Method Method

7 BRI
Fig. 7 Comparison of the indicators of each model
B 3 R4 (1] 250 A8 80 P B8 T A R B R, HC{EBOR, RV RE L o BT 7(c) R AT, ISCSO-
KELM #5743 . rp 25 R 20 A 1 3 L S 1Y FOAE, 4359128 0.967 7. 1. 1. ATLLIA K, 5 KELM,
KNN. SVM Fl RF %185 2 > LR L, ISCSO-KELM 5 # {1y T 450475 58 4230 FL9AH, MERE AR
£ Lk, ARS8 B B ISCSO-KELM B 7Y i TN AR G vl 38 e | B2 DR, ] 4 O Tl o 428
BRI 77 1

3 TIESEBIIEE

Sy it — 25 B E ISCSO-KELM #58 AY 7 SC s T8 1 F Hp (0 AE A R o] S8, e B TR 28001 S0 B B
X 750 m K, Al K, BE, 57 5 K HL3E 14640, 14731, 3+000 1 3+390 B3k 6 43 /E M IGiE 4 . Dk
BB X 8 A 2 2 LR AR A, A v LA 24 R B, RS R ISR IR, B XA ARl 32 R 6 i 1 th AN
W, 55 VR IR (A5 o B B oK L s B MR s, e TR ON 2 525 m, SN AR K 2R )
Jy42.11 MPa, B4 KA, 540 9 60~ 75 MPa, 52 5] 5 -# 25 #8175 54 A7 0 AR 1 5%
Wi, 2% TR & kA R R 461 . DRI, 3% 6 4 B8 1 R 1 O 60 4 FH LA R 6 IE . REAS B G
27 R

## ISCSO-KELM. RF, SVM, KELM H # () Ft il 4 2 5 SEPRAF 0T b, 25 3 4N 8 ik . KELM 4
RIAT 1 AR S SEPRAET, BEAR 3 (T S5 9 o M4, PR R M. SVM BRI 2 4 REAR 5 52hR
EGRTE B REA 3 T A M2, SEPRE IR T8 B REAS 6 W Ry T4k, PRk M& ., 1SCSO-
KELM H: Y (g 000 45 5 5 S0 PR&F g — 3. 25 B rR, ISCSO-KELM A5 AU 7 T 48 52 ) 5651 vh B B A1)
T M, ATV k2 s T A T AE O
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*xT HEAHE
Table 7 Sample data
Sample No. o,/MPa o /MPa o/MPa W, Grade Project case
1 63.80 110.00 4.50 6.31 | Maluping mine 750 m K,
2 2.60 20.00 3.00 1.39 I Maluping mine 750 m K,
3 46.20 105.00 5.30 2.30 Il Jinping Il Hydropower Station 1+640
4 46.40 100.00 4.90 2.00 I Jinping Il Hydropower Station 1+731
5 90.52 107.00 3.92 3.10 I Jinping 1T Hydropower Station 3+000
6 88.41 105.00 5.33 2.30 ] Jinping Il Hydropower Station 3+390

*8 RBLRILER

Table 8 Comparison of the model results

Predicted rock burst grade

Sample No. _F SVM KELM ISCSO-KELM Actual rock burst grade

1 I ] i} I} I}
2 | I I I I
3 I m* m* I Il
4 Il Il I} I I
5 I ] i} I} I}
6 I I ] I I

Note: “*” indicate a discrepancy from the actual grade.

4 £ ®

38 2ob R VDA LA I 25 B A BR 2% 2T ML, T AT T e 2 R A ) ISCSO-KELM
R, SV A RESR S A6 B ISCSO R Ak KELM Hh X6 A58 78 i IR 25 5% M 45 K Ay 1F W Ak 32 20 C, 1 7 A
PEIEMI AL R % C R 97.363 4, 48 4E 105 4 E N AMEBRFEA S, ¥ 7 + 3 40 S U S e Rl i 42 1 Al A5 7Y
PEfE, Xl ISCSO-KELM, RF, KNN, SVM Hl KELM 25 #5801 16 JE I, JF 51 AMERG R . K. & [l
RHF, H 4 DPERETEN 8 bR, 45 R FL M, BT ISCSO-KELM Ay A 45 51 BE 73 2% F5000 455 780 o0 aff R A
RS 7 A AR R 2> b AT R B W PERE o #F ISCSO-KELM #5413 T 6 21 T 72 28 9 1) 7 MR 4L
P, FLTRO 45 SR 5 S PR e A g — B, HE— B I T B R e R M A Rl SR . BT RAIA R, 2T 1SCSO-
KELM (1) 48 51 5 43 2 00 B Y 1] Sk 25 A S g il 4 it 2 %
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Prediction of Rock Burst Intensity Based on the ISCSO-KELM Model
LEI Xueliang', ZHOU Zonghong', LIU Jian', FENG Zhansuo?®, JING Mingqiang®

(1. School of Land, Resources and Engineering, Kunming University of Science and Technology,
Kunming 650093, Yunnan, China,
2. Yunnan Yun Tian Hua Ju Lin New Material Co., Ltd., Zhaotong 657000, Yunnan, China)

Abstract: In order to reduce the occurrence of rock burst accidents during construction, the rock burst
intensity should be assessed. In this paper, we propose a new rock burst prediction model based on the
improved sandcat swam optimization-kernel based extreme learning machhine (ISCSO-KELM) algorithm.
The maximum tangential stress, uniaxial compressive strength, uniaxial tensile strength and rock elastic
energy index were selected as the evaluation indexes of rock burst. 105 domestic and international examples
of rock burst were selected as samples for machine learning. Comparison of the relative ratios of the model
presented herein with confusion matrix predicted by models including random forest (RF), K-nearest
neighbor (KNN), support vector machine (SVM) and kernel based extreme learning machhine (KELM)
models shows that, the ISCSO-KELM model is superior at assessing both evaluation accuracy and recall.
The evaluation accuracy of the model reached 96.774 2%, indicating the superiority of ISCSO-KELM.
Relevant engineering cases were used to verify the rock burst intensity. The results show that ISCSO-KELM
model is more effective in capturing the connection between rock burst intensity and the indexes, thus
providing a new highly applicable method for rock burst prediction.

Keywords: nuclear limit learning machine; sand cat group optimization algorithm; confusion matrix; rock

burst prediction
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