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Neural Networks and Differential Evolution for Well Logging Inversion

Student : Chun-Yu Chen Advisor : Dr. Kou-Yuan Huang

Institute of Computer Science and Engineering
National Chiao Tung University

ABSTRACT

Keywords: Neural networks, multilayer perceptron, gradient descent, genetic algorithm,

differential evolution, well log data inversion.

Multilayer perceptron is adopted for well log data inversion. The gradient descent
method is used in the back propagation learning rule and a hybrid method, which
combines differential evolution (DE) and gradient descent method, are used in training
process respectively. The input of the neural network is the apparent conductivity (Ca)
of the well log and the desired output is the true formation conductivity (Ct). The higher
order of the input features and the original features are-the network input for training.

From our experimental results, we find-the expanding input features with back
propagation learning rule can get fast convergence in training and decrease the mean
absolute error between the desired output and the actual output. The hybrid method will
provide more precise results, despite it takes a longer training time.

The multilayer perceptron network, which is trained by the hybrid method, with 10
input features, the expanding input features to the third order, 8 hidden nodes, and 10
output nodes can get the smallest average mean absolute error on simulated well log

data. And then the system is applied on the real well log data.
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1. Introduction

WP ¢ GALR

HRFRAS A RF RIS FERE AT R
@Il 4 % Bl R

3
R A ARSI E L o H P FHAE LT

2 B AR AL (1] -

B end Pl F 3 2 > ff . maximum entropy 3 & o x 1Y
Marquardt-Levenberg & A # s ] T 2 32402 [2][3] 0 &b 2 &5 Ap s o
BB FF LRSS E R o Goswami [1] {17 5 i3 5 A K fe 2 Rl
Ao e v H - BRILF 2xF 0> 38 o Martin B * 7 Levenberg-Marquardt
@M)%?éﬁﬁ#ﬁ%%%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁW§ﬁo“@@E%*%i%’ﬁ
AERERT NG - BRETVRERIZ HED - B sk o

fe £ Martin 23 # % d Pao'[5][6] ## 11 cnl B I8 dcw £ A
& 48t (higher order feature neural network; HONN)- @ Pao % 7 &= 7 ¥ k g
RS RS BiEh e d AR T R~ 0L E R AR

i%%ﬂﬁi%ﬁiﬁ%ﬁ—tﬁﬁéﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ%%&fW?#ﬁF

1o B rFE e £ 59 EAL T & ‘(apparent conductivity, Ca) § 4c ZEaR | 4
P BF K 3T 5 (true formation conductivity, Ct) o

# 4w R yE (gradient descent) = 3\ - B P AE RS %Efj*u{? 5 Fear
PRk [7] d 2B Rt EZREEF KRR LA P v
?ugxyﬁﬁ#§$@[aﬂuomé‘ﬁﬁéﬁ%ﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁé»@{?
PARL BB R BRAANT Ko 5 - > & AT T A ZERM S ik o

C

)

B RN ARY T AN At kS M St B R R R
FA AT B b MR AR 0 A P R g QR ER - A
GOR G A TER R B RAF - P R SRR R R R GGy
Y RCF) 2 4 ek 3 o

—N
LN
-

& Fiw 82 (genetic algorithm, GA) £ - % 547 82 > © A4k R iLp



Bt h3F 5 Boid i enpt ARt [18]-[15] - R F GA avEFE < o GAR 70

it

FEALARE 0 €3F GA BHdrag 2 FI]- B2EEEAOfE o Aok - P
PHASAEFEOS ) R ETRE-BLAEZI IR AFE GAC 27
fiA-iz B K AL > Storn &2 Price [12] #£ 407 — BATaUR I H B2 0 fLIFL A
it ;% (differential evolution, DE)-DE = 543 i 53 5 18 3% % 848 < GA [16]
B2 R R GRF S sk i R [17]-[19] o &8 o AR e £

ARV E R BRSREA R OREEE PIFTHF JE o



2. Neural Networks and Learning

BH S RRERAS S BN ¥ - BRAEERTE S LB
HEARTE > =2k wEa ¥ BIA KB IR wF o pman

RO EGEF YR

2.1 Single Layer Perceptron
B 21 8- BE A cE [20]

oy Ba B3 J

B 215 g RaE -

0o B i:_rﬁ;é‘f’lﬁig?l ALY I

1+1

s :ijixi (2.1)

i {ﬁ%]/\ R & Bkeoindex o {ﬁ%]ﬂ'.é; g B8Lenindex > @ | +1 Pi%\ﬁ%]/\ K & gk
e X LTI - fﬁﬁz%]/\ 8L @ oW {ﬁ;ﬂi&p :rﬂél_v?ﬁz%l:' & 8L fEE
(weighting) - ﬁ%l:", a8 mﬁ%] 35 f(s)) » fAE R i Sk (activation function) -

BiEAT A PR B Y S0 (sigmoidal function) Kk F iERE 1Y Sdes B AT R eh

(2.2)



PR g X Sk (error function) E 0 #_ & 4cT

E:%ZJ (d -0, (2.3)
J R Am S d AT % ] B EEOHEENE (desired

output) » @ 0; % 77 ¥ ] I[Hi*] | & BE ‘*3"31,?] & (actual output) » @ it ¥ JE £

S AE S VB R 8% % (gradient descent) k3 & [21]
oE
AW =w; (t+1) —w;(t) = —-n— 2.4
((t+1)—w;(t) ”awji (2.4)
n E_4 ¥ learning rate @ LA e e F 0 LT D N e T
Awy =17((d; —0;) F1(5;) %) = 155 (2.5)
;= (d; —0)) fi(s)) (2.6)

"$ gz vk ST chde x fRkaE (momentum term) kg w - B SR

Badd BEorid A e B [22] 0 ATt o BB ARG

AW, (t) = 78, (1), (t) + SAw, (t—1) (2.7)

£ # 5 momentum coefficient -



2.2 Single Layer HONN
Y & < higher order neural network (HONN) E_#¥-J& izpmﬁi%] »e B PEE IR
FEsE o Bl 22 §- BHE S HONN A H i€ D Ao ;N bk enl R

R APRE o

2.2. ¥ % 1 HONN -

2.3 Multilayer Perceptrbh wifH_ One Hidden Layer

2.3.1 Introduction - L

Bl 2.3 - 5 K csfad g gk o

B 2.3. & R il G o

[ z‘x’»\ﬁi%]% R & Beoindex o j R A & 8 hindex o K E]'J%L@;f] 1k & ghen

index » 1+1 F.85 » k 2B #ic» J+1 ¥k S8ty » K+1 E65 4 & &8
| 7 l



Bl FEABETAEET AR EE o B0 REDE S L X W Lk g
RN B S SR KRE W, LR BT R A
iR L o R e T Sl T BT R Slic TR & BenB o) &2

AV A &Rl d o A Bl

1+1

0,="1(s;), ;=D w;X (2.8)
i=1
J+1

0 = f(s), S =D W0, (2.9)
J=1

R S R 2 AR AN N T

Aw =n((d, —0,) £(s,)0;) =116,0; (2.10)

6 =(d,—0,) f(s,) (2.11)

B~ R L B E VRS e

§k = (dk _Ok) fk,(sk)

aw, = 7(( 5,m,) F1(5,)%) =76, (2.12)
51' :(ié‘kwkj)fjl(sj) (2.13)

BARAL o S S r TR IR R T g - B B R i A PR

LB ARG

Aw; (t) =16, (t)o; (t) + SAw, (t —1) (2.14)

AW, (t) = 75, (£)X, (£) + SAW, (t—1) (2.15)

n A g o learning rate m S AL % momentum coefficient -



2.3.2 On hidden nodes for neural nets
Bt d R T B aE A cng BB o A P @ * 4 Mirchandani 22 Cao

[23] #r4 ¥y ke IT 0 kh TR R K ch & BLT K o

PR R B AP (RAFT dRET) 0 A R
HhFRpPET LI REEM

M(H,d)=Zd:C(H K)=C(H,0)+C(H,1) +..+C(H,d) (2.16)

where C(H,k)=0, H <k

e - 232> d & 57 2 RSy £ E 2 4k A& (training patterns)

g P T < lower bound -

Bk B 5 10-H-10 > H 5 SEECK & 2k 0l dic > 2k A s 500 B (T =
500) > @ }&&»;mgi?,l r g gbe s 10(d=10) R EE o A e L EF DB S A
FEHEM:

wH<d

H= 1, M(1,10) = 2" = 2 regions

H =2, M(2,10) = 2° = 4 regions

H =3, M(3,10) = 2° =8 regions
H= 4, M(4,10) = 2* =16 regions
H =5, M(5,10) = 2° = 32 regions
H =6, M(6,10) = 2° = 64 regions
H= 7, M(7,10) = 2" =128 regions
H =8, M(8,10) = 2° = 256 regions
H =9, M(9,10) = 2° =512 regions

et H=O FR R R AL -



2.4 Multilayer HONN with One Hidden Layer
% & 5 higher order neural network (HONN) E_#-J& izpmﬁi%] e EIEEIT B

Fesg o Bl 24 £- B3 K «HONN- @ H @i &3 5 e 588 F i and K |

R APRE o

® 2.4. @ % 57 HONN «

2.5 Training Process

o o i~ SRR T 50 (apparent conductivity, Ca) - AR T 2
@ & (true

5‘_‘%.:
(apparent resistivity, Ra) ﬁvfiljﬁi R )y j{ﬁ% MEekER

formation conductivity, Ct) - @] 2.5 % iz & 25 g 34 R -

Inverted

| Apparent Resistivity (Ra) i i True Formation Resistivity (Rt}
-1 S5

z 5 -

| Apparent Conductivity (Ca) ! OV | True Faormation Conductivity {(Ct) |
L
—*_»a,;r,g;;,»ka—*_»a~,_:5,—§,, ;g#ﬁ
: : S o B
CEFRREFEEFETIFZEEFR -

B 25 ARTrEF ~AREF F

y E%- 25 % LT R ER

R == 1 B

- &

AR

K a' > 5 - L2 2% =
2R R E%.490 R 3 589.5 B b @ B~k % B (sample interval) #_0.5 & o

- R BRRE o B - EHGEROT R A

TR - R PIF - L5 BERORET FEE ke K B

EE

R
AP A-200 BRI ET I LR A2 1B 2B 4B 5B 10 B ~



20 ~40 B ~50 B ~ 100 i ~ 200 B2k & 0 FF A B EEE DRI A D AR

(normalized) % 0.1 3] 0.9 2. fF » £ Mig 'k A § (FH f g B iy
5B Fe e £ ORI SR (HONN) s » o 323 £ 00 i - fie
B a2 WUE AR ehT 3558 H B 224 (mean absolute error, MAE) - 35 ! B i & ende

B o TG HEFL LRT !
l P K
MAE=—->" > [dy —0y (2.17)

Ptk & et ficp - KA N & gheniilicn > d 2o, A8 &% p
B b2 KBS B R R e R IR TS
20,000 % # F 5 06> & F ta#cs 0.4 A %L @ (error threshold) R
KEL 0002032 (8 0 BANES S L2 el B2 BERTREL R
RIGE o = R RRE TR T B A S R 19 SR I o A
£ gt g B R R E (re-scaled) g% I T LB DA A SRR

ke 2 E P K R T 5o (true formation conductivity, Ct) -



3. Experimental Results on Well Log Inversion

with Neural Networks

BB T KA S e BIA 0 B IS I e BT HE
FR TR B AR o B 2 34 L I e pIF R E & (9 HONN
Boodgd - I8 F % 2 IR S 5 N EE §DE B RREE - ¥ 204
AU B RIS B R TR RREDIR O S 388 L e
RIFTAE S A HONN R e frd 5 = 302 2 5w 380 0 %> 45 il &
% & HONN 1’#%;;: Thwe P oA PR hg g CPU % Intel Pentium IV 3.0

GHz » 7% % % % Windows Vista o

3.1 Results of Single Layer Neural Networks

G BERS&Y o AR 0 SR R e E R R TR R
foo B R e B e nt B i Ac B 3 S5 BBl » SR BE] A H G 182
4~5-10~20 4050100 < 200< M 3.2 (a)-(e) 5 = ~ 7 w3 s FHLH ¥
T BFEA ARG ER et 31 ¢ SR 33 5 i< 0] 5 10-10 pFin

DIFEAZ 0 B) 3.4 5 R < | 5 50-50 BF R BUE A7 o

oy B2 B3 J

B3l HERE -

10
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"Il 9 I:I .I .I .I ] .I 1 -I .I .I .I

&00

510

520

&30

540

550

560

570

&80

530

231 F- BHEPCERRE TR -

Number of

Network training Error MAE at 20,000
size patterns iterations
1-1 5000 0.055739
2-2 2500 0.055430
4-4 1250 0.046294
5-5 1000 0.026866

10-10 500 0.018248
20-20 250 0.021283
40-40 125 0.022017
50-50 100 0.023346

100-100 50 0.023534

200-200 25 0.744285
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BT PRETR o o 2 E K R o B d 2 10-10 MR T E B B| B
FEFAL > AP 10-10 i kB FHOR T GRIE o LipEA P S DS =
Lz Rz - e PIT A 10-10 RRL R o % o B35 G

FoLa wd A RS6REE - X R FH  R3T AR LAk

It

BlIFHEFfaiemSgSs A R CtEFFH N Ct 2 BT a8 HiEFL
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59 :

B 38 %=-+-edpFafl* 10-10 e F o Ct 2 ¥ anCto
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3.2 Results of Single Layer HONN

LB &Y o AR T HE g FFaEA St (HONN) &3 7 i
e RIFTORF 38 o H & § 1 8EA SRR o2 4o R 3.9 A1 o .?ﬁé&%év’ﬂﬁi%] ~ & 8L
Bl A B 5 1-24-5-10~20+4050100 £ 200 = % it 2 * » ks
g~ o] & R AL e R R 2 PR e £ o 1 S P e £
B LRt £ 320 v om Z EE e B SRR edkd 337 o B
3.10 5 feE. % o 5 20-10 P B A2 0 B 311 5 R ] 5 30-10 PR
HAT -

# 32 & - fBHE - RIS SRR T &R

B .

i

Number of o MAE at 20,000

Network training L

: iterations
size patterns

2-1 5000 0.055296
4-2 2500 0.055375
8-4 1250 0.045936
10-5 1000 0.026701
20-10 500 0.013648
40-20 250 0.018926
80-40 125 0.020748
100-50 100 0.022741
200-100 50 0.023167
400-200 25 0.780082
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=]

10 r

107"

107

10 e

10!

107

107

B 3.10. f§t i 20-10 pF e BUE A o

%33 2 - RER IR IFEN SREDTHRES -
N“”.‘b?r of Error MAE at 20,000
Network training . .
. iterations
size patterns
3-1 5000 0.047405
6-2 2500 0.045860
12-4 1250 0.034748
15-5 1000 0.019202
30-10 500 0.008408
60-20 250 0.008766
120-40 125 0.010990
150-50 100 0.009827
300-100 50 0.011308
600-200 25 0.780082

= T T T}

—

1 1 1
[m] SO0o0 10000 1 S000

B 3.11. 55 30-10 pF e YUE AR o
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224

BT OORERIRR G APLEHEE S L2 aR R - BT
BOERROPREETH od R HE AR B 12 30-10 M RE T R E)
G ¥ EEAL 0 APl 30-10 B k8 T HER TR GRIEE o RigAR A A )
Fotamz ozt miEO RITA Y 30-10 R % o B

312 2 % = L e RIFR A1 30-10 epe F dais cn S o HEded ki Ct

|

BAp P enCt 2 FFenT oG ¥4 5 000894/ 313 5 % = - - & pIFp
I # 30-10 pe F fatseni % > HFfad ken Ct 238 en Ct 2 P eh T 305 4

B4 5 0.008994 -

1] 01 02 03 04 056 06 07 08 08 1

4580

500

Irverted Ct

510

520

530

540

550
560

5700
580 - :L‘
500 :

312, % - L e pIF a1 30-10 Rk dacn Ct 28 «nCto
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4580

500

Irverted Ct

510

520

530

540

550

560

871

550

313 %=+ - e pFpfl* 30-10 ppeF fach Ct 28 «nCto

580

3.3 Results of Two Layer Neural Networks
3.3.1 Determination of the number of the"hidden nodes

B e B e b B R T i Sl o 2 0 e R ey
G BREcL 10 BenpFiz o F O DB g ok o e > AP 5 10 qgﬁgj
kgt 10 B SRR BB T hE b b - BERE o Tl

F A ok o BEATER K e BLB B )’I*u%%?* I 2.1 e Nk

B4 AR B ? o 9 R A S 500 (T=500) » & 4B e » 8 B 5
10 (d=10) > 1935 %I 2.1 2 (2.16) X » APT L EH A S AL FHEM 5

H=7, M(7,10) = 27 =128 regions

H =8, M(8,10) = 2° = 256 regions

H =9, M(9,10) = 2° =512 regions

H =10, M(10,10) = 2'° =1,024 regions
H=11, M(11,10) = 1024 + 11=1,035 regions
H =12, M(12,10) = 1035 + 66 =1,101 regions
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FlE AP F - BREDORG - BYRES S KBRS
B TR A D S B G MR o T A R ) e E R TR 8
BAOBHBANBET L

3.3.2 Experimental results
CEBR AT  APRY A i B R RS RIT R

oo AEFRAEPELEAB L TH 8B OB 106 11 B 12 B 0 pph
EiAcB) 314 0 p il RRRAF KRS F et 340 F RRORGEH IR
%_5 20,000 pF > 2 g 3R 10-8-10 e v 02 F F] - Bt 2w ) H K g o B
R H R B A SRR RE G HERL 0 Ra § A PR CERA
OB G 24 PR IE 0 REEDRAEL LT RTINS RE L) - 315 G
10-8-10 4 . cr" R iE A2 @ B 3.16 £ * 10-8-10 fpe$t 5 - - » w FHRF f
kR E BN kh Cte P nCtz FFenT o8 @4 - 0.002602¢
B 3.17 417 10-8-10 #s d 52 = WFp £ fe 0 ken ko B F Rk
s Ct g g3 e Ct 2. ¥ enT 303 4 B384 5 0,002698 -

Bl 3.14. & & il S5 o
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%34, 7 FERE

2L s K REA SRR OF RS S

_ Number of & o MAE at 20,000
Network size training N

patterns iterations

10-7-10 500 0.002318
10-8-10 500 0.001921
10-9-10 500 0.002155
10-10-10 500 0.001996
10-11-10 500 0.002059
10-12-10 500 0.002141
10-24-10 500 0.002672

1
[=iu]uln]

1
10000

1
15000 20000

B 3.15. gt i 10-8-10 pF e i 47 o
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49EID D'|1 EI.IZ D]3 D.Ifi EI.IS D]E EI_I? EI.IB D.IB 1I

500

Irverted Ct

510

520

530

540

550

560

871

580+ ‘j
580

B 3.16. % = - e pF ) 10-8-10 e F dach Ct & F «hCt o

ijE:“]IZI 0.1 EI.IE D]3 D.Ifi EI.IS EI.IE I:I.I.'fr EI.IEE D.IB 1I

a00

Irverted Ct

510

520

530

540 -

550

560

570 "JJ
580 - L‘

550

B 317 %=+ - = pF4* 10-8-10 i F o Ct 2 ¥ 1 Ct o
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3.4 Results of Two Layer HONN

TR &Y > NPLANRY A KD RN SRRES K DR
FRspal S KR FHEaand RIFEF da 0 @ RROERE DS ELE A Y
7TH -8 9B ~10B 11 B2 12 B

3.4.1 Results of two layer with second order input features
AR FER IR SRR kSR esrt 350 B 3.18 5 20-8-10
PR B AL B 3.19 22 B 3.20 A1 20-8-10 E kA W E - L2 w

SEEEz Lo e TR RF R

“5&

)

%35 A B o PABIMEAN SRBETHRESE o

Error MAE Iterations of

. Number of convergence

Network size training patterns ?ttefgt’i(())?g (Threshold =
0.002)

20-7-10 500 0.002034 Over 20,000
20-8-10 500 0.001598 8,286
20-9-10 500 0.001649 8,880
20-10-10 500 0.001753 9,904
20-11-10 500 0:.001994 13,740

20-12-10 500 0.002074 Over 20,000

B 3.18. 5 5 20-8-10 P ! JUE A -
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49EID D'|1 EI.IZ D]3 D.Ifi EI.IS D]E EI_I? EI.IB D.IB 1I

500

Irverted Ct

510

520

530

540

550

560

871

580+ L‘
580

319 % - L e pIF 1 20-8-10 g F dach Ct & #p F «hCt o

ijE:“]IZI 0.1 EI.IE D]3 D.Ifi EI.IS EI.IE I:I.I.'fr EI.IEE D.IB 1I

a00

Irverted Ct

510

520

530

540 -

550

560

570 H’J
580 - :L‘

550

B320. %=+ - = pFfl* 20-8-10 i F o Ct 2 ¥ 1 Ct o
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3.4.2 Results of two layer with third order input features
ARz FERIESEA SRR T RS SR8 % 36 B 321 5 30-8-10
Pept e JUEAE 0 B 3.22 £ B 3.23 A * 30-8-10 Rk A wHHE - L2 BF
ezt EF MR PIF oS o FIL 1 30-8-10 ppsd RS A7 E
Pl g dtiEE£ 73 0.001574 5 #rrd ] 3.22 22 B 3.23 ¢ o R R dE )
kenCterdp 2 enCt §25 4 31T ehe vt ek 352 £ 361> 7 g mf|* =
P e £ kD SRR o - I Z Fp s e £ RIS T AR e 7 3R

I ]’g'fz" Vi v]'{%’( °

7 36. 3 Rz FFR A CRBETRES o
. Number of Error MAE (I::)er:sg?gnesngg
Network size .. at 20,000 _
training patterns iterations (Threshold =
0.002)
30-7-10 500 0.002022 Over 20,000
30-8-10 500 0.001574 3,372
30-9-10 500 0.001719 4,386
30-10-10 500 0.001667 3,444
30-11-10 500 0.001808 11,427
30-12-10 500 0.001736 10,917

B 3.21. gt 5 30-8-10 pF 7! RiE AR o
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49EID D'|1 EI.IZ D]3 D.Ifi EI.IS D]E EI_I? EI.IB D.IB 1I

500

Irverted Ct

510

520

530

540

550

560

871

580+ L‘
580

B 322, %= L e pIF 1 30-8-10 g F dacn Ct e F «hCt o

430

a00

Irverted Ct

510

520

530

540 -

550 -

560 -

70

580 -

590 -

B1323. %=-+- & pFfl* 30-8-10 i F fach Ct 2 ¥ 1 Ct o
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4. Differential Evolution for Well Log Data

Inversion

A o igiv ;2 (differential evolution, DE)® & #* 3| 5L A gt 1% £ 4.1 &

g

2041, LARIEY @ FhBEE L HE S o
Symbol Meaning
Np e ih o)
x5 e a- B (=1~ Ny
L BR L R
G ¥ ehindexvalue » & % - B &
p < G AP g it B
vE FREA 2 R (=1~ Np)
Cm é_i R R i
Ce A4 L RMpEIT i
R d 0~1 uniform random number # # - i % (j=1~L)
ut o AR R BRI feen fed (i=1~ Np)
\]- FEE - B GERE Sk
X 0 BRE A el » fEITE pEd
\Y/ dORRREATA R e e JLITR BB
U d R feRE ) S aE e > fLIFR feapid

4.1 Introduction

£ & g1t ;% (differential evolution, DE) #_d4 R. Storn £ K. Price [12] #
1997 & 7 Meh- B r A E i an 2w A A TR 52 (genetic algorithm,
GA) - population size -] chpE iz > ¢ § 22 % §52 2B 5 Jeacm @3- B2
& f2enfw o B pF DE B £ 5 ¥ 12 &2 non-differentiable ~ nonlinear 12 2

multimodal cost function it # > gt b B T T TR B H B R * A4
foaere sk, ..., £REE o
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Bl 4.1 % DE 3y (7420 5 /A2 H] -

1. Generate initial
Population X.

v

2. Perform mutant

operationto getV
,and G =G+1.

v

3. Perform crossover
operation to get U.

l

4. Select a new population
X from ordinary Xsand-Us:

#

. Check'if
achieve the
terminal
condition:

Yes

B 4.1 £ & it % A2 R

Vi — 1 fitness function J» & & 4 DE % #F fitness function J s i£

Bos BT SR DE ki it b B2 & b BanE o p

(1) 2 2 4~ 4~h population

DE % % (population) X 3 % i # 48 (individuals) > % - & #48¢ 7

)

L & parameters o % 77 ;2 4"
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DE chi= 453% 9035 & ch3f m gt X

X xfy | #fa | xig #ip-1| %o
xf |xdy | ads | ady XKiypog| A5
x| & 81 | %2 | *fs 3-1| %ax
Xiw-z | xfp_g1| %8poga| A¥p—a1-1 | FHp-21
Xip_y | %ipo11) Flperz| - fpm11-1 | ¥m-11
xiy | ¥pa *§pa v *qpa-1 | *NPa

where ng.H': = :L,.EL.. 3.1 "'.'N;_'_'l. E 3‘-;].'1 = :L.'E.lg.l ...,.L

He > xf if‘u%'-; B4 G % DE ¢ # ®index value (A= 4™ 5 00 3
TREF- AR Gl ¥ RRLGE20 ikt 5g ) o Np R =, N A

parameter &R o A~ 4p e S d g =1~1 uniform random number %
A2 o

(2) mutant

- % %% vC isgenerated from:

"F;E=XEIET_E':TLEX§L_X§;I-I 1=l.l2.' 3}"'JNQ

REpsrdp P AEF G AP h B ARG xEPES G A
uniform random number ¥ _Np * £ &£ # <03 & B4 - {BEST, m, n}= i #
&R ot A e (mutually different) » H @ SdieC ¢ ¥ AT Bl
(Co R BWRE > PO AR R A REH v 25 xF —xF P

xR 20 AR 0 A vER T xE — xEeng 4% 0]
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MG - i DEde 7R k|3

Bk 3 X eh4 [ 5 100 (N,=100) » % - B B4+ 9 B 8k (N=9) > &

MEAZL S - BREH v A5 0N hE i B xE s

xEgpr » B3k BEST 5 % 50 i 48

09/09|/09/09/09/09 0 |05/ 09

@ 41 * uniform random number Z # <% BHEcmE n 5 12279, H i

7?_%2 XE: e x?-: S L] B

01020304 /05|06 0708 09

09/08|0.7/06/05/0403/02 0.1

E'Jé_i" ﬂ%%%’?ﬁ ?G=x%IET"ﬂmEx§1_XEJ s _1}‘]:‘_3

G=0+BEST=50 m=12-n=79 &yt E® & * ¥ p7#C, 5 1> #F A

01/03/05/0.7/0.9 1104|111 1.7

Fl* A eh> 8 A2 BEES ) Nyl g DR KW
v vE vl LB TR A E G R (R R AR R H1 G=0) £

mutant # 3¢ > & 2 - B & B ) g e X iR REEL Vo
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0 @ an a2 a
vy S| W12 | WiE Vil-1 | Vi1
v vy | via| via Vig-1| ¥1L
2 P I @ arl®
Vé: SEa YR2 | YEE Yaa=-1 | Yo

8 | a0 o 3 @ o
¥xp=2 | Uipogy| Vip-zs Fyp-21-1 | ¥Np-2L

: 0 0 ] o
V§F-1 F"NI’—'I.'I W E-12 WA F=-1L=1 W E-11

3 ;) ] o
Vig | YHPd NP VaP.L-1 VaRL

(3) Crossover

- B 2 fef¥ uS isgenerated from:

gl forPma C
{-4 TR (4.1)

g othemvize

wherel =71 2,3, RNt 52,3, N

v

H ¢ Rj% - i 0~1 evuniform random number>C; 5 — & crossover % # (C
R & s AL ufY element of PR xEY haf & AJEVEY o
Ko CoRAAPF ~ 0 AR (41) 3> RARF 5P 20C 0 Bl ufih

element wf T §d wf A ko F 2 PlCaf @ k)] 5 SHchindex o

2T DE # {74 @ crossover en— i 5|+

BRI BB B R 0 hdde® (G=0) T ERd AR

o By I BRMAIAE S PHINEEHRDREN v B RIS viAoT
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01/01/01{01/01/ 01 010101

01/03/05/0.7/0.9 11 0411|17

% Cek @5 0.6 @24 * 0~1 erruniform random number % # 4
Ry, R, Ry Ry B A4 R, =05 R,=09, R; =06, R, =03, R; =
05, R;=09, R, =0.7, Rz =0.8, R=0.1- 195 (4.1) crBf (23> A i+

#@5d xPE wld 37 crossover t e nf o AR ACT

v Ry Ce e '_Hr%-_-l = ':?-E-l =l

' H: ] CC o -“:E': — :}-'il:-,: — IE:I' :L,

PIZ o> ¥ RE T Fuis o0l i 5
u;

01/01/05/07/09/01 01/01 17

flrdple > 0 A4 B%E <) N tp e e 2 e i
uf, uf, wl Luf, TR A E G R (AR F AR H1 G=0) o

crossover # 3¢ A 4 — & BT S i p i X g feaEit U o
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0 & ey At U

N . T B T I oy ¥ .
ud Uiy | Ufg | Ui Hiyg=q | Tin
nd “E'-. “E: '“'f’.c'-sa “’E‘-J.-'l ““'EJ.

o @ | @ " o
IIE “'*%.1 Hgo | Ugg “'*Ea.--x Uz

Uizos | o 1l U Uy
NE-2 | Uyp-sa| Wyp-oz Wyp-1L-1 |WEp-21L
: o3 B ] o

ufp_, |UNp-ta| Wxpoga| - Unp-1L-1 WxE-1L
@ ] . . wd

Byp | YRl ) X Uapi-1  |“uFa

(4) Selection
RpHFEN P N EENBEFHBH-ET Pafger T Br i

(65 G2 GHL %) o 5 G e, B > FH s N4

& B
Y {ll-_: fer ]I:_“'. :[ - .Jrl:x ) (4.2)
) A otherivise
(4.2) 4@ 1% fitness function >" T(uf | % # ufit » fitness

A

function #{% ¥] ¢ fitness value » & J(xF} E# xFit » fitness

function #7{% ¥| & fitness value > +* # B B 42 u’ - xCefitness value

ik ] o

7] & P & &#-fitness function & ~ i+ » RI:E# 7 #&+ o fitness value
A8 (5 P H&E_%-fitness function & -] i+ » P# (4.2) ;N ek steea )

AT ) e 11T F — B DE drie i B A E H b+

B B A4 N B xDP EEG SRS - R x! A
Zwme g e xi ~mf 2 EK- BRY xEEFRY (4D

Fer A A el 4T
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01/01/05{07/09/ 01 010117

01/0101/01/01/01/01/01 01

0202020202 0202 02 0.2

% fitness function J Zpt % -

Jix) =

vl

“r00 J(uf) = 43 [(uf =00
J(x3) = 095 (x5 ="18

124 (4.2) OB G5 > ¥ AT

J(mf) = J(xi) & x}=ul

01/01/05/07/09/01 01/01 17

J(md) = J(xE) » x}=x]

02/02/02/02/02]02 0202 0.2

G=0) sselection # 2% » A 2 5 G+l e e Xo
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DE % — #rai R a3 m el X

x] |l o1 |05 181 1.7
x! 02 |02 |0z 0z | 02
.1 .1 .1 .1 and
xg Aaq Mg | Agz Xgp-1 XFL
Lo .1 .1 . .1
Xnp-2 | Kjpog1| ¥§p-zz| - Ap-2L-1 | FNP-2L
1 1 1 1
Xipoy | ®Hp-11| FNp-12| - AiP=1l=1 | *HE=11
-1 .4 A .1
Rig | ¥Epd NP THPL-1 YHPL

(5) # & & 1t if 2
F5 R EA]n DE Su i NHcG R H L EE > PRALE S
EFI3R Rk A 2 57 W DE ndims e E 23 EEDRIE £ S A (D)
(4) > B P&k GE S A o

4.2 Encode Weights of Neural Networks

F i £ g2 (differential evolution, DE) &k ¥ 4 B a3 B2

'R AR LRRR T L (Weight) %5 = DE hip g o d St p P g
T 5P #o AT AP gR* d Montana &2 Davis [10] #7#&  eh- f8F B 3
k¥tpp o G cDE¥ Y & - BB x5Y ik 5_‘5 JF’K{— FiEL
B0 AR S A PR S i}‘i%w - B REAEER BN e i g~ & 2
[ < BE %]maﬂi‘ié«rlﬁﬁxa\]’mﬂiﬂ:‘:?r%&mlﬁﬂtp K> Pl gL
BLE

L = ((I+1)*J+(J+1)*K) (4.3)
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B 4.2 5 — BY%iBHF

12} 08]-03] -0.1] 07| -6.3 1.7 -2.2/ -0.3| -0.4| 0.3

Bl 4.2, 45— @i e GRS - B BAY

B 4.2 ¢ g o L 3241 AFpAlenE B L L ((3+1)*2+(2+1)*1) =

11> = DE ¥ B4 xScE R LA 1Ll-

4.3 Combination of Differential Evolution and Neural

Networks

4.3.1. Training process

B BA ST o AR LA RS ko FF >~ Z FEeE TEEA

~

Gpepntw A Y (feed forward) et > @ I * 2 DTR D SN e AP At
#-# DENN (combining differential evolution and neural networks, DENN) = 4 g
i~ & 5239 4pk » EAL¥E T & (apparent conductivity, Ca) » @ i & ey ¥

gi:] ME R A K EF T 5 (true formation conductivity, Ct) -

Afp- Eg =L mHERAE PITA £5 - R F - LT mafidRT A
KpepeaddRo> %= L2 2% = L - 2 RGUpIRE - & - B DT a0

2 RR H 8 490 ® ] 5895 E R o @ Bk ® Y (sample interval) ®_0.5 & o



ST - e ehE RITOR - £ 4 8 F BRERET F e e K B

AR R AT R F AL T 1Y (normalized) 2015 092 R > B EE
A LG~ e B bl » B BB 12 P DB AR SDRE 0 R 05 i £
WEDIZFFnF s S i o a "EFE DT BRAWETH -8B 9B -
10 % ~11 % ~12 B ~ 13 B 22 14 B > 22 4]% £ A1 2 ehk 2 JUR B F
HPHERLERRO ) A FA T IR bl

) #&%] »FErpow £ R ) - P en20-8-10 e p o B B RE £ OB Lr‘jfcg :
((20+1)*8+(8+1)*10) = 258

FRE DR e B4R 312 14 030-8-10 i BB E A Lr‘jfcé :
((30+1)*8+(8+1)*10) = 338

Faed o Lkl P Np ki as 100 > #rus - e it G ¥ -

7 100 BB BREE B L < AP P RTIREAL S B o A A e (G=0) R
* -1~1 & uniform random number k.2 4 > jFiteniz b £ K2k 2 5 2,000

(G=2,000) # - @ fitness value ix #X i¢ * T'35% ¥ % £ (mean absolute error,
MAE) ki3t BHOEE R > TN THEHEFL T RE (217) &
Al o LRI R 5 p LS5 H P & crossover ¥ i C 8K L5 0.6 @
A BRI TS 0002 18 Beigfs- B A E £33
E RN R 0 T IR LA R R S- e ’—;E'T”}sﬁx

| MAE st o L 417 p b chept - L2 02 2 L - .fsgffﬁi’%i?ﬁii

{ml
+ 3
&
G
@

2 RURITE D] B iy T B8 g #c i@ (re-scaled)

-}5% s wF E I LR EPRI A SRR da k- BB Rk

@ & (true formation conductivity) °
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4.3.2. Experimental results

bl BRARY NP LB S K IR DENN &5 & ahz 1F 3 1f
DENN % #4 (7 Bgen= pITHF 42> @ PR ok & BB icAh B 5 7 B -
8B ~9®~10M ~11 % ~12 1 ~13 B % 14 B > mﬂr—vfé }HP‘ Ry 7+ = >
IR R AP F - R s ST ad RPITREIRR2 J—'L% PR e
BEATURGFLEE - fag FEBYRE R o F - T LT
d £ A2 18 e MAE L =t &2 % ¢ ¢ best case ~ worst case % T 3ai5 L =&
S % t6 7% $lehaverage case- 7 & = F¢ g ¢ DENN &2 3 K = 1 3 1y DENN
R SRR A A 422 24837 5 L 44 LS BRI R o BIA3
fiw £ & igit 2§ 20-8-10 s i (TR AT IE Bl - B REAE - B] 4.4 %
30-8-10 ehie i 7 2 4T 17 T eh— B3 BUEAZ > B 4.5 7 A PFE kS x 3 {1
A FNE 52 KPR 30-8-10 cnfe e or B Bl e LB R 2 B 4.3 2 Bl 44 hk %
Bt g o @ @ F A Fw B 2 k2 e GANN (combination of Genetic Algorithm
and Neural Network) H # ‘e~ | @A 4~ 4o B 2% L 2 R &2 AF % ¢ DENN =
X ZTAPF 0 @ crossover rate : 1 mutation rate, = 0.001 » :E# 77 N E* fhiA

FUiiE R R e

42 A k- b3 Fe DENN enf sk g % o

Network | AVG. Best MAE | Worst
Size MAE ( Training) | MAE
( Training) ( Training)

20-7-10 0.0323 0.023525 | 0.037846

20-8-10 0.0306 0.023145 | 0.042793
20-9-10 0.0243 0.023782 | 0.024748
20-10-10 | 0.0265 0.020317 | 0.034665
20-11-10 | 0.0245 0.017785 | 0.032921
20-12-10 | 0.0257 0.016757 | 0.040358
20-13-10 | 0.0248 0.019336 | 0.031763
20-14-10 | 0.0253 0.021870 | 0.028537
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4 43. @ ez P5 % FF DENN 609 S % o

AVG. Best MAE | Worst
MAE ( Training) | MAE
( Training) ( Training)

30-7-10 0.0301 0.022500 | 0.042608
30-8-10 0.0279 0.021167 | 0.038790
30-9-10 0.0233 0.019851 | 0.025672
30-10-10 | 0.0245 0.020484 | 0.032948
30-11-10 | 0.0228 0.020710 | 0.024176
30-12-10 |  0.0250 0.018239 | 0.044519
30-13-10 | 0.0229 0.016875 | 0.031450
30-14-10 | 0.0221 0.016688 | 0.027457

% 44. % K ez Ff 3 1 DENN £ = 1 3 1# DENN 7 AVG. MAE +* &

Number of hidden | AVG. MAE of AVG. MAE of
node second order third c
DENN DENN
7 0.0323 0.0301
0.0306 0.0279
0.0243 0.0233
10 0.0265 0.0245
11 0.0245 0.0228
12 0.0257 0.0250
13 0.0248 0.0229
14 0.0253 0.0221
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4.4 Combination of DE and Gradient Descent
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% 45, A FPFER AR RE SR o

Network Number of AVG. MAE of  AVG. MAE of
size training patterns 1% step 2" step
20-7-10 500 0.0323 0.001675
20-8-10 500 0.0306 0.001566
20-9-10 500 0.0243 0.001596
20-10-10 500 0.0265 0.001587
20-11-10 500 0.0245 0.001599
20-12-10 500 0.0257 0.001650
20-13-10 500 0.0248 0.001586
201410 500 | 00253_____ 000630
30710 500 0.0301 0.001600

30-8-10 500 0.0279 0.001566
30-9-10 500 0.0233 0.001594
30-10-10 500 0.0245 0.001583
30-11-10 500 0.0228 0.001584
30-12-10 500 0.0250 0.001602
30-13-10 500 0.0229 0.001586
30-14-10 500 0.0221 0.001622
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5. Experimental Results on Real Field Logs
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6. Conclusions
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