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Application and Parameter Optimization of Ensemble
Learning in Linear Vibrating Screen
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Abstract;  Aiming at the different levels of amplitude, vibration direction angle, frequency, screen length,
sieve pore, screen diameter and screen inclination angle, 442 groups of simulation experiments were designed
using EDEM software. Combined with ensemble learning methods, the experimental data were modeled and
comprehensively analyzed to obtain the affecting weights of different vibration parameters on the screening effi-
ciency. The results showed that the distance between the average mass center of the particles on the screen and
the screen was different when the screen surface was in trough and peak. When the difference between them
was about 1. 3 times of the sieve pore, the screening efficiency was high, and the corresponding contact angle
of the screen fluctuated from 12° to 23°.

Keywords: vibrating screen; vibration parameters; discrete element method; screening efficiency; ensemble

learning

(i = I e SR S N A B o7 B 220 I3 < U 7 IO = o1 T ) o770 g i A

WRBEH: 2019-12-20

BEMEE: BEITA4H), 5 . F#&. L LA, FENFEI ARG 05 #1619 8F 58, E-mail: xtong@
fjut. edu. cn.

E&TH: EXOANFEEFTFERNYEELE
(JT180342) 5 f a4 B B QB F &5
(1601103005)

B H (51905100) 5 & @48 Z0F JT 0 75 4F 8000 208 BHF 5 B 35t 5
e H (2014H202) 5 42 47 K 2 BF 58 25 B OF Q1) 5 3% & % Bh i |



696 K ¥ R R (B AR D 2020 4

G HUBRATE 0 536 Ml 5 £ 388 9 o8 72 il B8 A 77 580 38 R A 77 Bk S A o S PR i T L 4 3
$1e LG it 9% 3l 9 T8 2 AT 0 D LR IR Bh i A 150 91 3 i (52 3 0 0 » L 4 U sl O DR EL 45 A g B L AR AT
B Z A DT S . T AR SR R 3 SR IT TN B ik 2l i O 43 R I B 5 L 78 7 56 35 4R 2 7 1)
i o LB K2 2 B A vh T4 0 0 1) 5 20 2o R UL R 4 L 32 00 5 SR A £ 8 s Bl L AR S T e DLk
AT L O B R AT EDEM SRR AE TS HL B HEAT 07 BB *. Wang 857 BIF 58 4 B, I BRE UKL L B
IR DA R B AR LA 90 52 36 24 1 T R 5 Al R T ORE ) 25 A I 22 5 AEL BT A £ 190 728 AR R A R A O
) o UL BRIE ABURL HEAT (7 BLALIDL A AT AT L. T 2550 R T LAS 27 1 B0 2% O 16 3032 0 3R 3l B 5% 975 4 45
U FGH 7> 2 BORIT IR A BT ST . R A0 T S8 2875 B . DL 1 Bl o o SR 7E S e B 0 72 o it
AL BE . (H A R ] o 7 5 E AT IF 5 23 B #8228 1 — 5k 10 9 38 000 » 80 4 1) R AR 1T BE 23
JIC T A4S BRI A A S8 BE Ak B AT RE . DAy IR AR S I 52 36 UK, AT 4R BB i 4 T AT B9 e I 1 A
B S >0 0] S R e R AT A AT 0 SR S o e T A 40 5 R e 2 B R 0 S8R T 9 9 L AR 3
SR LB AR N A e Sl PRITE —

| EEEEST SHELREZHT

1.1 EDEM {f#14% 8 i 2 51

K I EDEM £ B 40 7 43 3ok #2437 0 43 ook 2 o 1
URLAE 0 T A 07 L i R A5 33 . EDEM. 8] v 4k 2
A AL N 1 s, L R0 AR AR sh i h e 2 7
RWIPUES A, F LR T IR A L A AR BURL A AL 3
KRBT T XA Y A g (5 LB R ) A 0 3 42, LT R /N R 2 BT EDEM s i g
HR A Tl b8 FH 0% 59 22 2 i 1 5 L8 Sy 1E D7 T 1 97 1) Fig. 1 Simplified vibration

R T AR [ AR FEURL Y o AR A R B AR Y sereen model in EDEM software
fHR 0.5,1. 0 mm XU I 25 th 2k Az i Y JB0RE 40 04 00RE A4 A 20
20 000 A, ARy 13 333 J « s MU B R0 B4 31 2 2 0RT DA S in 2 7 G L 948 3 2 Bk AT
P il EDEM B ROR IR FA LRy 0. 305 B YIRSy 235 %5 £k 2 678 kg » m *. EDEM H B ] | i
FABIAANEE D 0. 29 B PR 79 9205 % B 7 861 kg« m °. EDEM 5 B URL 55 J0RL Alf 18 114 YK
BRECNO. 1 E B R BN 0. 545 78R s BEHE R %M 0. 01. EDEM # 1 THHLS B BGE F
55 5 JORE 5 075 I 7 A4f Bl 1 A KA R B 0. 25 BRI R Ml 0. 500 Tab. 1 Selection range of screen

it

i

AN EEHE R RN 0. 01, machine parameters

1.2 {FEXRIEREIT i L2 41 w/ME ROKME
R 5 4 T 1 5 AR 2, SR e/ TR L A O Z//:m o

BLAR R SE SR/ 5 90 B TR 6 R O o 7S M 4 3 5 45 BF . T SC P e e

BAETF IR HLEI R 3 2 5 FE b 0408 LH 2 2K O T L 48 w2/ () 0 20

AT 7 52 56 10 30 51 5 AT S HL S SR G L I 3% 1 B L/mm 57 99

A LA O IRBNIR s A SRR BE sl R 1 s w2 o a/mm 0.9 12

D/mm 0.3 0.7

AR s L R s T FLRSE s D i 22 B A%
ARG L L 7 A DR BRIV FL 300 0 4 1 PR 3R AN ] 9 7K - B P70 Jox 28 5 36 21 A7 45 B 199 9 2
TELRIE S 38 7 58 19 3 57 VE AR Pk 10 195 0 820 S 38 R B0 B 1 442 S S0 7 SR IR AT L0 B

2 HBEHLESSN

2.1 FHBMEMEX

M5 AR BPRAR L ACKHRBURL AT 23 S /N T 23 BORLAR B9 5 DA R R T 45 1 70 BRLAR Y 3 PR 20 B T
I3 sy s, 75 SCHR AT H AR 20 B RLAR 0 0.9 mm. 220 70 Ja  ACRHBURE B A T 40 .
a3 BN . R v B AL ST R T BRLAR B A OO IR L B R AN OUA D T BRLAR Y

http: / www, hdxb, hqu. edu. cn

S



56 M R A BRI S TE BRI S 0 1 1T S S i A 697

Ki BT BESAFTE G KT 0 BORLAR (1) UKL
E}ﬁiﬁ%wﬂ ms amm%:?%- )\*’I‘E%ﬁﬁ%%
BEER I 2 iR, i 53080

_ s mp

AKHE
INF A BB fame X T4y B oy,

@y

Mms,  Mpy
2.2 HIEEBEWET
2.2.1 HARFIT FRFIREEE K
G Z AT G B TR A
W7 45 SR AT 1 SR R R AR FI L AE

B
INF Ay B R g K4 B R By,

AR TR A TR R AN T AT AR e A OO B2 ARG B IRE R
T.EREWHRFE DR X RRE R E, [ Fig. 2 Relationship of feeding and screened materials

o 348 AT DA SHE SIS A A AN [r) 7 5 R 0 0 45 0 e 0 2 ) S v A RS AR R B RS B p=
60V MTENL T MR E T N=500 B, H i %y

500

F= >7Ch + 0.6 +0.450 —i = 0. 999 999. (2)

H1 2 (2) AT 2 4R 0 T 7 B Ak L Y B T A0 A AT N B R R SE IR A B Y 442 B Sl
PI2E  YIZREE 15 8000 s M4 o5 20 0. IR G T 452 A 1ty 11 2 7 0 4 6 DO P o 4 7 1 6 28 7 o At 12
FIZACHE » AR B O 2 3 U5 B8 KA

SR TR PSRRI L 2 0d 2RI TR 205 B E DR SR R B B R TR O 4 TR I AT el
R Cout of bag, OOB) AL FEA Sy 500 A, AU 320 A A5 7R AE I 5 4 18 Y1 2 28050 B ) 3 4 i1 )1l
GRAOR N 3.4 B, B 34w e, o B 20 R0 5 . Ry SER O 23 AR

0r 10 [ .
0.8 | 0.8 [ «‘.‘."’
0.7 | 07 b /#p:?“ -
, 06F ¢ o6l st "
= os| T K+
04 L 0.5 :..:+~‘
03 | 0.4 + .
02 031, .:
0.1Lee, 1 I I I 1 I I | 0.2 * | | | I I I | |
0.1 02 03 04 05 06 0.7 0.8 09 1.0 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 1.0
"y My
B3 BIRAE LR AR N SRR B4 BT AR ) YRR
Fig. 3 Training effect of model in the training set Fig. 4 Training effect of model in test set
B 3.4 AHL SRR 7 I 2R AR iR IR 4 B 030 0.273
i A R b o w0
BHAGE Y ) 3 FH A B AT S L L0 (25 SE AR AE 1006 020
AP D BOLA i 2278 10 % RLSB. = 0.15|
2.2.2 HraREQSN  THHLIE S RCREZ B REAR ool e 0.082
\ . . . 0.064
Z E TR M REEE RSB —ENE B B o) 0.051
BIBOR LA Z R R AT % > 1 XGBoost (extreme

gradient boosting) » ¥ Yl Zr i B 317 575 L S K i
B H L 5 B S RO W i 43 3 R AL A 5

B, & 5 7 S T 435 2% B 5 B BL S B0 i 3 43 350K A A TR
Xﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ&i%?ﬁ ) 55 K 1 5 4R 0 3 W % 3 0 9 1 £ Fig.5 Weights of different vibration

parameters on screening efficiency

CIEL 32 4) . FEARIIANAR WG ) Bib ]V T 0 i iy R 7
— 5 1A 2 (A1 B P9 B gl 20 R el 30 A 1) i Ve sy I O T g R AN W 5 T HE AR 5 24 9 10 M

http: / www, hdxb, hqu. edu. cn



698 K ¥ R R (B AR D 2020 4

W ) ¢ 4% 32 Bl I B T A FUREAE F 7 9P TR T G O L 3 S W B AR B N JBORL A IR TR
(NG YA T U e O T TR VA e 3 Tl o A e DR N A 1l O R AR s S e B R
TUAT I G b OB 2 B0 6 B O AL R BRSO .. SEE R W] d 5 dy 225 d P10 1.3 A TR AL
KT a B G o0 R B B

d=d,—d,=1. 3a. (3
PR BH T 1 A 3 A P4 6 2 O UK B 3l B9 T 1) 5 AT L4 R W 2 ORE 1 o 0 A R s 2R T | R

i 70 R AL Bl kG A0 L o /NI B JORE A5 AN B 58 20 9 B FET RSPl
B AN /N ORE B8 T8 B 5 00 25 o {ELIE IR G R 1) 37 50 -
AE 3 32 B BIR M - AT 52 080 5 7 1) 280 S 30 55040 (9 e T4 T 4 i
i A RE o FEAE 127~ 237 ik W RS2 B R4 09 0 2 ROR . B 1
RETE G 73 2t 5 AR 5 £ 52 L A RT 6 R

3 AR 32 O i T L WORL Y Bk 3 3 T R0 RE A
TE— 2 1925 [8) JEL 1B P9 8 T 20 A1 58 /N BURE 19 1 v 28 0 DL &K
TOURL I UL 3 e 75 o 8 0 WOk B 4R 52 8 . T80 3 0 FL RN 22 1A%
— LA A 075 10 e 2 i AR G o i AR 081 At AT ) 2 A G o 20 R i A B R R B A S T
1t B WA EE )N
2.3 MTFHEESHIN

AL ATRTRE A JE 4R B0 6 F B ok B0 B B (il 25 1F . A 8 i DAk O A3 A0 ks SR B 2 o L BE s
R LR P55 B — R R A F IR AL I R T RF R A R AL B A T 2 ik
e R R AT P B S T R A B B A SR S R (L L 9 i) B R AR A A

R R 32 S 0 TR R AT O Y A T ST P — Bl R RE LA B0k L T s HIAE 22 R O T 1 de L
)AL KL A AL AR L AN BT 7 . B R AU OR ] 8 R 1B 8 W [t BRBUR LB s n 3K
AN/ ¢ 8

Pl 6 G L AUREAE 0 43 2ok A2 e 1 fish 75 £ 2
Fig. 6 Contact angle of particles on

screen during screening

Griad °r
BT AR 02}
TRERI IR a -04
| LY |
[ R s N R R B
0.8
NO
——— REuRERA LA ] o . l . . .
‘( i 0 20 40 60 80 100
<> ]
T ORTREE SRR 8 HEEARRECR
Fig. 7 Flow chart of particle swarm algorithm Fig. 8 Effect of algorithm iteration

LA TN EREHLAR BE 500 AR, HAERE 4RI b A HAR R A B W46 R R T
WA EAE R AL E RS PRV P S A TS L eR R/ 3R HGE DA HEEAR
FPRLT i AR T ADNYERE PR P B AR pres, A

Pres, = (it s Piz s Piz s Pis s Pis » Pis » Dir ). 4
T A7 R L T 28 P ad B B AL B e, H
gbestl:(gl’gZ’gS’g*L’gS’gG’g7)' (5
TR | FEANFLESE 10 B B 20 i v 9 T 2 SR 22 XA
Vi, =wVi, 'ty Press,, — P Ty, (grew, — P, (6)
(AT /N
e (7

KD~ DO ViR 35 n YR B A B AELEE o0 PR35 o1, DR T @ 5 R ARP L B

http: / www, hdxb, hqu. edu. cn



% 6 3] BRE . S BN 2T TE B AR B T 1 8 R 2 Hli A 699

GRAELERE 0 FHY M e v T IR AE ST 2B s 3y L s SRS BELIA T 8 R HUEAE 0~ 1,
B MORL B3 R A BEBLE: 5 o R ABPEAL R . — RIBUEAE 0.5 A4 2.

T TG DA T B R 1) o S B 3 AR e R AR e A D B /IMEL TR HAR R B fi = — .

FEMAEAR SR BE Z 5 R Rl BB R AR TRk h T U R 2l kUG & it S
RO A B 23 3R AR IRIE N 1. 27 mms RS IT 1 O 17, 075 iR 14. 1 Hazs B KO 989 mmy i £L
RS2 00.90 mm; i 22 AR D 0. 67 mm i BT 2 — 10. 77 i 43 2 4 0. 946.
2.4 MRUERRIE

T S AR R A N MR A SR T A R R v 1 R BIL 3k BB A B 0 AR B R Y 10 2T AL 2 R
He FERFREAT — U0y LS 50 A5 B A 45 2R 5 500 U {EL XS BE 2 BT » D0 P O L 2 i B8 E L 2k 2 Jr 7.

2 AL B g8

Tab. 2 Verification of optimized screen machine parameters

f/Hz wl/ (") A/mm L/mm a/mm D/mm w2/’

dm

¥ ) 7 /3
1 16. 90 19. 50 1.10 98. 6 1.00 0.69 —10.9 0.923 0.921
2 16. 60 39. 80 1. 30 98.7 0.92 0.70 —10.6 0.926 0.925
3 14. 40 10. 90 1.67 93.5 0. 94 0.70 —11.6 0.919 0.909
4 14. 80 17. 30 1.53 98.1 0.94 0.63 —12.0 0.921 0.920
5 14.10 7.20 1. 20 90.1 0.91 0.70 —10.5 0.922 0.920
6 14.10 3. 60 1. 86 97.5 0.95 0.62 —10.6 0.920 0.912
7 15.10 24.10 1.45 98. 3 0.92 0.68 —10.6 0.935 0.932
8 14. 80 3.28 1. 60 95.7 0. 90 0.68 —10.9 0.924 0.942
9 14.29 17. 30 1.19 96. 7 0.93 0.67 —11.8 0.924 0.928

10 15. 47 25.10 1.17 98. 6 0.91 0.70 —10.4 0.938 0.932

H1 ¢ 2 n] R B A 00 AL 2 R 0 B SE T P R RE A 1R 1R R B JHL e 26 14 23R (R 0 A 22 e
FULE 400 B B P 3B 3 o 130 BT S A AR s R A B 7k 1 o Al RS S

SRR G M A 9 Bras. 9 A2 d 290 1.3 AR IR AL ST @ i LR 2 OR B
XS L 4 ik 55 £ BE o 7 12°~ 23777 3.

14 ) %
| oy NS . a_t-FR
12 - ” L
1.0 -
D/ 20
08| _
g o 18 |-
§ 0.6 S “
0.4 16 |-
0.2 14
L \/\VA/‘/b::;IIE 12 i n 4 i o T FR
-0.2 L L 1 L )
0 2 4 6 8 10 0 2 4 6 8 10
TS LTS
(a) BEEg2MH (b fib 57 7 B2 AH
K9 s gdin gt o i
Fig.9 Statistical analysis chart of experimental data
3 ZRIE

X T A S0 07 (1) 035 AL 2 KO T 010 A 3K A o 308 3o Xk 52 38 1y S5 3 Bl F) Ak B 5 45 1) 0 20 AR
H A AT ILS 8 O TR B i o0 O AL SR (B SE b A 07 S8 A LATE 3 D 4SiE.

D) 7 AN LS B0 UG T8 1 7K A T P S5 36 4 1 R A P 1 i B T Dol 20 i R e 2
eIt 442 AR AL O HLBE AL A A% 00 T A B BT EDEM B BEAT i 5005 1 52 5

2) ARy B S 0 K iz A A2 2T 1) 7 1 4R J 2 A Bk SR 1 TR0 B R AT 20 B A
17 A A [RGB 2 B0 0 43 50036 10 5% i SR L 9 et AT 3 A S M A IR B K I S EGIEAT BT M d AR

http: / www, hdxb, hqu. edu. cn



700 K ¥ R R (B AR D 2020 4

L3 A5 A0 FLRT @ I BAT R B0 08 0 2808« LGS B4 fik 575 A BEAHL o 75 127~ 237 P 3.

3) R FHRL T P B 0 0 S S 1 oA B R AT S 0 3000 » SR T8 077 0 280 3 X 1O ) S AL 2 B fEL L A
FHREALPEE Hh 10 ZL08 Ak 32k (9 57 L2 RO » T il — 01 0 92 38 96 M A 7R S 7 A B0 36 0 A 4 2R 1) o
PR A 4518 B4 ) SE 4.

S & k-

(1] EBSC, Je st e » T 0. o T i Lok 3 [ U 3l 0 23 i 4 i K e LT ). 1 EHER , 2019 (1) £ 37-42. DOI: 10. 16447/j.
cnki. cpt. 2019. 01, 007.
(2] BRI B 1 9% 2 05 £ 17 37 BUAR B 2 J o SR LT, ™ L AL AR . 2018, 46 (4) : 1-6. DOL: 10. 16816/j. enki. ksjx. 2018. 04.
001.
[3] XIAO Jianzhang, TONG Xin. Characteristics and efficiency of a new vibrating screen with a swing trace[ J ]. Partic-
uology,2013,11(5):601-606. DOI.10. 1016/j. partic. 2012. 07. 014.
D4 VR I Shd sl , . B0 O I 19 25 (W) iz gl (i o+ 30 B0 00T 0. % % L 2018, 50 (9) ; 141-144. DOI: 10.
11799/ce201809036.
[5] ZHOU Haili, HU Zhangi, CHEN Jigang, et al. Calibration of DEM models for irregular particles based on experi-
mental design method and bulk experiments[]J]. Powder Technology,2018,332:210-223. DOI; 10. 1016/j. powtec.
2018. 03. 064.
(6] VLIER, T, 2 48, N GA-BP $h 2 1 28 0 46 742 525 3k s 7 B9 4k 20 2 8000 1. A 0 R 2 4 CRAR B2 18O
2018,39(4) :509-513. DOI:10. 11830/ISSN. 1000-5013. 201803010.
[7] WANG Xiaoyue, LI Zhanfu, TONG Xin,et al. The influence of particle shape on screening: Case studies regarding
DEM simulations[ J . Engineering Computations,2018,35(3) :1512-1527. DOI;10. 1108/EC-12-2016-0428.
[8] LI Zhanfu,LI Kunyuan,GE Xiaole,et al. Performance optimization of banana vibrating screens based on PSO-SVR
under DEM simulations[ J ]. Journal of Vibroengineering,2019,21(1):28-39. DOI:10. 21595/jve. 2018. 19543.
[9] YIN Xucheng, HUANG Kaizhu, HAO Hongwei. DE2: Dynamic ensemble of ensembles for learning nonstationary
data[ J]. Neurocomputing,2015,165:14-22. DOI:10. 1016/j. neucom. 2014. 06. 092.
[10] WANG Gang,ZHANG Zhu,SUN Jianshan,et al. POS-RS: A random subspace method for sentiment classification
based on part-of-speech analysis[J]. Information Processing & Management,2015,51(4).:458-479. DOI.10. 1016/
j. ipm. 2014. 09. 004.

(110 8%, R F5 07 . IhEEWN . 5. P B iy 2 2R L) DL H LR 2, 2017 .44 (B 1) 1) - 7-13.

[12] AR 2 ¥, 0% S TR R 2 1 3 92 0 M3 A 380 LA O 36 [0 0. B4R, 2019 (12) 2 52-53. DOI: 10. 19392/).
cnki. 1671-7341. 201912044,

(137 . WL £ b UL 73 A1 % 0 3K P W Pk BB 1052 o) L 0 9 (0. Bl b 4007 5 A 319 B . 2016 (7)) : 68-71. DO
10.3969/j. issn. 1006-9135. 2016. 07. 045.

[14] GHADERPOUR E. Constructions for orthogonal designs using signed group orthogonal designs[ J]. Discrete
Mathematics,2018,341(1) :277-285. DOI:10. 1016/j. disc. 2017. 08. 039.

(151 farng, 2= [ IE o 5, 46, 36T T 000 Hr i Bagging 580 2 05 ik [T ], B3 R 4R CH AR /D - 2006, 12(4)
415-418. DOI:10. 3969/j. issn. 1007-2861. 2006. 04. 019.

[16] B KZE. PR3 AE A 7 /NG SE 3k A9 . A2 [T . 3 ML T2 5 0 . 2008 (31) : 242-244. DOI: 10. 3778/.
issn. 1002-8331. 2008. 31. 071.

(17] SREE . BRIR . el 45, Xgboost 15 ¥ 8l fill K 5 e 12 W b ¢y 2 FH L) ], W7 5 4k 3 43 ) 2017, 37 (4) - 166-170. DOL:
10. 3969/j. issn. 1006-1355. 2017. 04. 032.

(18] A THE .. K. WE AR B ] EALRA 2018, 45 (B ) 2) - 155-159.

(197 X040, &0 R 6 TR FREE RN EE S 2RI ] R % 1/, 2018, 40(3) : 251-258. DOI: 10.
19562/j. chinasae. qege. 2018. 03. 002.

[20] FANG Jiancheng, CHEN Linzhouting, YAO Jifeng. An accurate gravity compensation method for high-precision
airborne POS[J]. IEEE Transactions on Geoscience and Remote Sensing,2014,52(8):4564-4573. DOI.10. 1109/
tgrs. 2013. 2282423.

(REHE: BRER RXEHRK: HRE)

http: / www, hdxb, hqu. edu. cn





