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Application of Improved Equilibrium Optimizer Algorithm to Constrained Optimization
Problems

LI Shouyu, HE Qing’, CHEN Jun
College of Big Data and Information Engineering, Guizhou University, Guiyang 550025, China

Abstract: Aiming at the problems of the equilibrium optimizer algorithm, such as difficult balance between population
exploration and exploitation, insufficient information of particle evolution and prematurity, an improved equilibrium
optimizer algorithm is proposed. Firstly, in the iterative stage optimized by.the algorithm, the sinusoidal pool
strategy is used to balance the exploration and development capabilities;dynamically. In the early stage of iteration, a
large range of global exploration is carried out through the sinusoidal decrease of fixed angular frequency to expand the
algorithm to explore unknown areas in the search space and enhance the ability of discovering potential-high-quality
particles. At the end of iteration, local exploitation is carried out by sinusoidal increase of-changing angular
frequency to balance exploration and exploitation adaptively and improve the optimization accuracy of the algorithm.
Secondly, the adaptive priority gravity strategy introduces the current optimal particle information to overcome the

lack of evolution information, enriches ‘the evolution-information of the population particles by incorporating the
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uniform distribution and beta distribution together, improves the information exchange rate between particles,

enhances the escape of the particles from the local area, and achieves the goal of guiding the population to converge

rapidly towards the global optimum. Finally, 16 benchmark functions, CEC2017 functions, Friedman test, Wilcoxon

rank sum test and two real-world engineering constraint optimization problems are used to test the optimization

ability of the proposed algorithm. Experimental results show that the proposed algorithm has higher optimization

accuracy and faster convergence speed compared with other new proposed intelligent algorithms.

Key words: equilibrium optimizer algorithm; exploration and exploitation; constrained engineering optimization

problem

E 52 o AR 8 S58B4 M 3% 223
8 QNN SR 7T EAEE WA SESE 2 B A ) N 1P0)
X AT e B P Ak 0] R, A% G A A 8 12 AN SR BB 3
A BG4S R ™ SO )t (™ A58 TN
YR H R B R A5 B 5 &, PR oo & R
R T — R 2CH S AR A 7 %8, 0T iU i H
T NP-Hard®™” | K173 FI™ [ PID 2845 ] 155 (] 2L

- 15 4f Ak % B % (equilibrium optimizer, EO) /&
i Faramarzi 8¢ A\ F 2020 4 #& 4 (%9 2% F 9 B 09 o )
KR, R R () S Lk 2
(7 ) B AL AN, SR J5 AR 5 49 17 4o 3% A 1 vik 2
BEBLTE B AR, e 28 B A RS (i) . B R
BSHRUD FEN D K T, I B SHLRE
TR SR B AL TR 220y HE A SR K
RN, (HARUE EO Bk 5 HAWA BRI L —FF 17
TERIEA Ty A Ry B e Al e S0 12 46 [ it , L <70
RE I A Fedd i . R E X HWAVFR - T
— SR STV o Fan 58 NUIE £ S ) 27 2] FE
v B2 BB A L R R B SIS . Sayed SE A
T sk | OACYR T R A RS R A R PL P Rk
)RR L PR R % . Dinkar 25 ™3 i H7 35 $7 5 4> 70
1) I8 AL 3177 2 B0 i 32 At vk 5, AR S R B 1) 2 2T
BT R AR R 8, . Ahmed 58 N"FIH B 8%
IHLSH G 8 1 S HUE T A D s 4E 1 AR IR 4R
[B] 8, Kardani 55 A"/ H] 58 28 BL I 42 =5 48 2 A
R A SR PR B U, I 5 1 R 27 2T BN AT ol 28 P 235
G R BUE TR R ER 55 1B R T IO . Shankar 5 A\
T o X6 ST 2 2 B TR AL A i i R 3 e I A
B o AR R TJ5 i BURANES IIRIOCR, (B EO A ks
JEAT A T4 & o

B DA In) R, 4 O A g LA B R
JHTE 5% 728 AL FLARE B 35 - B R 5 JF & 5 51 A 431
5% VA (=0 5 N1 YA R 6 A B i L VA = N 1
DL R 75| At A PR i S B e AR, iF — D

P17 B % 5 0 1) g
ARETT , kG AL G

, 30 50 B 05 ik B R AR A A

1 PR 3Lk
1.1 FPEERIBRAE

B 1 EO £ fif 25 1] v B AL 9] 4 Aok 14 47 & .
FREERI LR b AT

C.,=1lb+r*ub-Ib) (1)
Hop, €, 325 kAR R IR 0L & r, 2 [0,1] i Bl
BLIT R, ub 16 53 AR R s [ T 5. kAR
FEYE A [1,N], N AR EER T80
1.2 ok o e Fin iy i

AR FS S R I B O SOIR S o AR A
BB A 35 207 IR A AR | A 38 a3 Ak b
HESR LR SR . FPBERI GG A0S L o 50 R R 38 N
(B, FEAR A 3 07 B 19 S /N AR AS DU st g . 53 b,
AT T AT BT S5 4 A g R A A b . DO
(G A A B IF &, 10 PsEE A A7 BT B4R

¢ =, ~C,C.} (2)
C,, =Rand(C) (3)

B A 91 AR 7] %) ARE S A Ao i s 7 v idE A7 B
BILE 1% ofe BB FLvk B o e AR AL R A5 R T, R
LT R 2 Iy e P o i A
1.3 #RME W B

PRUEEO Ny 1 it — 2 el M 5 JF &, R TI46 %L
T F ST B AR R

F =asign(r=0.5) " - 1) (4)

m=(1—%j”” (5)
Ht | a, il a, B0 FE, A2 [0, 1] Z BB REPL I
sign(r — 0.5) R IR 5 LK W51, m & — Bl
FHEARMm AR AR . ¢ Yk RRE, T
R RERWE . 758, R A BCR (6) et I & B



ZFE & Rt FAOUIL AR B TR 20 R AR AL )R B R

1077

Btk i i e LA RS o Hed s r

G _ GOe—A(m—mO) ( 6)

mo = %ln[_alsign(r - 05)(1 - e_l\m)] +m (7)

G,=GCP(C, - AC) (8)

cop 0.5R,, R,=GP (9)
o, R,<GP

Hrh, 6CP h ¢ MEHI S50, E R HIR 260
M GeP Sk HRA . Mok, 6CP FiLIE A i A ik
BEA(GP)IRAE o m A2 Ay B I 228k B 1Y [] B 422 v
FENEIR S IF AT, €, 2 NI b B AL I
(R —ANE, R AR, 2 [0, 1] BIBEALEL . 5 ifE EO ¥ &

OFTE AR e v RoR B RFR . R L b
EO B AR
C=Ceq+(C—Ceq)F+%(l—F) (10)

Wik PR ae sk

1. Initialization the position of particle’s populations

2. Define initial parameter ¢, =2,a,=1,GP=0.5,V=1

3. Set four equilibrium candidates’ fitness a large num-
ber

4. While ¢t<T

5. For k=1:N

6. calculate the fitness of each particle

7. find best-so-far particles C,,~C,,

8. end for

9. calculate average particle €, and construct equilibri-

um pool C,

10. implement memory saving

11.  For k=1:N

12. select randomly candidate from equilibrium pool
13. generate randomly two vectors A and r
14. compute F by Eq.(4) and Eq.(5)

15. compute GCP by Eq.(9)

16. compute G, by Eq.(8)

17. update C by Eq.(10)

18. end for

19. t++

20. end while
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1. Initialization the positon of particle’s populations

2. Define initial parameter a,=2,a,=1,6P=0.5,V=1

W

. Set four equilibrium candidates’ fitness a large num-
ber

. While:<T

. for k=1:N

4
5
6. calculate the fitness of each particle
7. find C ~C,,

8. end for

9. calculate C,,

10. implement memory saving

11. for k=1:N

12. generate randomly two vectors A and r
13. compute F by Eq.(4) and Eq.(5)

14. compute G by Eq.(6) to Eq.(9)

15. execute sinusoidal pool strategy by Eq.(11) to Eq.
(13)

16. gain C, by Eq.(14) and Eq.(15)

17. execute prioritized gravity strategy by Eq.(16) to
Eq.(18)

18. update C using Eq.(10)

19. end for

20.t++

21. end while
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Table 1 Benchmark functions Table 2 Main parameters
F Name Range Type Fin Algorithm Parameters
F.  Sphere [-100,100] US 0 MPA FADs=0.2,P=0.5
F.  Schwefel 2.22 [-10,10] UN 0 SCA a=2
F.  Schwefel 1.2 [~100,100] UN 0 TSA o
GWOCS —
F Schwefel 2.21 [-100,100] UN 0
EO a,=2,a,=1,6P=0.5
£ Matyas (=10,10] UN 0 SEO 4,=2,a,=1,6P=05,0,=0.5
Fy Schaffer [-100,100] MN 0 GEO a,=2,a,=1,6P=0.5
F; Quartic [-1.28,1.28] Us 0 MDSGEO a,=2,a,=1,6P=0.5,0,=0.5
F Schwefel 2.26 [-500,500] MN -418.982 6*D N - Y A (e s .
£, Rastrigin [5.125.12]  MS 0 ﬁ/ﬁ&'@?ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%/w & (fu'jj GWOCS) \SC.A(sme
Fu  Ackley (-32.32] MN 0 cosine algorithm )"” MPA (marine predators algorithm ) "¥
F. Griewank [=600.600] MN 0 #1 TSA (tunicate swarm algorithm) "' #E 17 %f kb . |7
Fn.  Apline [-10,10] MN 0 1 S B S 1500 i = ) £ /N 8 B 6 TR B s AU
F.  Salomon [-100,100]  MN 0 30, 5 R LA R B K 500, M PEAL Y%L 15 000, itk
F.  Six-Hump [-5.5] FD  -1.0316285 Ah, BT A B AE 16 4 38 fE I 4 pR 2 B il 37 32 47 30
Fi  Branin [-5.10]x[0,15]  FD 0.398 W, IFHL30 U ~F- A (E TR 1 25 78 R B A 1) PPAG 1
Fi Goldstein-Price [-2,2] FD 3 )F,j: R /E\_M&igﬁﬁ]ﬁj ﬁ[j FK3I~FES5R , /ﬁ\: l11 Ave %%ﬁqz
3 30
Table 3 Comparison of experimental results in 30 dimensions
F Index GWOCS TSA SCA EO SEO GEO MDSGEO
Ave 3.21E-28 1.82E-21 1.88E+01 3.70E-23 1.66E-40 4.71E-173 0.00E+00 0.00E+00
F Std 7.61E-28 2.95E-21 3.30E+01 5.35E-23 6.06E-40 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00
" Ave 8.69E-16 1.08E-12 9.88E-02 2.09E-12 8.36E-23 8.69E-89 2.54E-159 1.18E-180
i Std 1.40E-15 1.31E-12 1.50E-01 1.43E-12 1.14E-22 3.37E-88 6.39E-159 0.00E+00
F Ave 1.03E-05 2.61E-04 7.75E+03 1.04E-04 1.36E-08 9.84E-121 2.22E-249 6.58E-306
‘ Std 4.74E-05 5.69E-04 5.49E+03 1.58E-04 4.06E-08 5.38E-120 0.00E+00 0.00E+00
F. Ave 3.98E-07 3.09E-01 3.44E+01 3.57E-09 3.10E-10 1.37E-79 1.38E~151 3.19E-176
Std 5.00E-07 3.19E-01 1.41E+01 1.60E-09 3.82E-10 5.46E-79 3.90E-151 0.00E+00
F Ave 9.44E-101 1.05E-74 4.38E-51 6.89E-50 1.34E-130 5.54E-240 0.00E+00 0.00E+00
Std 3.59E-100 5.44E-74 2.40E-50 3.78E-49 7.31E-130 0:00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00
F. Ave 5.83E-03 9.39E-03 1.93E-14 2.43E-10 2.59E-03 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00
Std 4.84E-03 1.77E-03 1.06E-13 1.33E-09 4.37E-03 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00
r Ave 1.97E-03 1.16E-02 1.46E-01 1.40E-03 1.28E-03 3.10E-04 4.88E-04 2.57E-04
Std 1.35E-03 4.74E-03 2.52E-01 8.78E-04 5.87E-04 2.59E-04 3.76E-04 1.69E-04
P Ave -1.10E+04 -6.14E+03 -3.69E+03 -8.83E+03 =8.83E+03 -8.71E+03 -8.74E+03 -8.88E+03
Std 1.57E+03 5.35E+02 2.40E+02 4.29E+02 5.60E+02 7.38E+02 7.50E+02 6.69E+02
v, Ave 1.85E+00 1.82E+02 4.00E+01 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00
Std 4.19E+00 3.41E+01 4.23E+01 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00
P Ave 9.09E-14 1.67E+00 1.47E+01 1.45E-12 8.23E-15 8.88E-16 8.88E-16 8.88E-16
Std 1.65E-14 1.61E+00 8.00E+00 9.71E-13 1.60E-15 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00
P Ave 2.40E-03 1.08E-02 876E-01 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00
Std 5.96E-03 1.01E-02 3.63E-01 0.00E+00 0:00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00
P Ave 4.67E-04 2.87E+01 2.33E+00 5.90E-14 1.59E-08 3.63E-91 6.82E-162 1.30E-184
) Std 6.68E-04 7.11E+00 4.29E+00 7.10E~14 8.72E-08 1.19E-90 2.16E-161 0.00E+00
. Ave 4.37E-05 1.80E-04 1.21E-02 3.75E-18 8.35E-06 3.08E-05 3.68E-16 9.76E-33
Std 7.82E-05 2.61E-04 1.95E-02 2.04E-17 2.75E-05 5.49E-05 9.62E-16 5.12E-32
Avg.Rank 5.62 6.81 7.23 4.83 4.10 3.08 2.56 1.79
Rank 6 7 8 5 4 3 2 1




1080 Journal of Frontiers of Computer Science and Technology TENRMZESHEER 2023, 17(5)
4 100
Table 4 Comparison of experimental results in 100 dimensions
F Index GWOCS TSA SCA MPA EO SEO GEO MDSGEO
Ave 2.20E-13 1.75E-10 1.24E+04 2.00E-19 2.86E-29 1.48E-127 1.21E-307 0.00E+00
F Std 1.56E-13 1.56E-10 8.23E+03 2.40E-19 3.41E-29 5.31E-127 0.00E+00 0.00E+00
F Ave 1.83E-07 1.25E-06 4.35E+01 1.76E-10 2.70E-16 3.85E-65 3.22E-156 1.90E-166
Std 7.17E-08 1.24E-06 3.28E+01 1.93E-10 3.55E-16 9.49E-65 7.75E-156 0.00E+00
P Ave 2.72E+02 1.42E+04 2.42E+05 8.77E+00 2.25E+01 8.99E-78 8.92E-233 2.66E-286
Std 5.37E+02 7.56E+03 5.30E+04 1.12E+01 1.10E+02 4.18E-77 0.00E+00 0.00E+00
Ave 3.87E-02 5.72E+01 8.95E+01 2.15E-07 2.75E-01 1.66E-55 6.50E-143 2.93E-163
F Std 4.20E-02 1.39E+01 2.81E+00 7.98E-08 1.47E+00 5.93E-55 1.73E-142 0.00E+00
P Ave 3.80E-101 1.40E-75 3.72E-54 1.13E-48 4.82E-133 6.92E-205 0.00E+00 0.00E+00
Std 2.08E-100 431E-75 1.98E-53 6.16E-48 2.60E-132 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00
F. Ave 4.53E-03 9.39E-03 3.24E-04 1.45E-12 3.56E-03 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00
Std 4.93E-03 1.77E-03 1.77E-03 7.81E-12 4.76E-03 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00
¥, Ave 6.42E-03 5.10E-02 1.17E+02 1.79E-03 2.81E-03 3.00E-04 4.68E-04 2.71E-04
Std 2.75E-03 1.94E-02 6.38E+01 1.05E-03 1.15E-03 2.97E-04 3.70E-04 2.33E-04
Ave -3.85E+04 -1.33E+04 -6.79E+03 -2.47E+04 -2.62E+04 -2.34E+04 -2.53E+04 -2.36E+04
F Std 3.38E+03 1.09E+03 6.42E+02 9.62E+02 1.67E+03 1.36E+03 1.48E+03 1.29E+03
F, Ave 6.95E+00 9.89E+02 2.71E+02 0.00E+00 3.32E-02 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00
Std 7.88E+00 1.08E+02 1.45E+02 0.00E+00 1.82E-01 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00
Fu Ave 6.24E-08 1.97E-01 1.92E+01 4.57E-11 3.35E-14 4.44E-15 8.88E-16 8.88E-16
Std 2.57E-08 7.52E-01 3.84E+00 2.87E-11 4.28E-15 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00
Ave 4.58E-03 1.16E-02 1.28E+02 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00
s 9.75E-03 1.66E-02 7.83E+01 0.00E+00  0.00E+00  0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00
Ave 2.56E-03 1.57E+02 3.24E+01 3.27E-12 3.26E-18 3.50E-67 1.29E-157 4.42E-177
Fe s 2.34E-03 2.19E+01 1.73E+01 277E-12  3.38E-18 9.47E-67 3.73E-157  0.00E+00
. Ave 7.21E-05 1.23E-03 3.58E-02 4.22E-15 5.26E-05 6.87E-05 1.89E-15 1.87E-33
Std 1.35E-04 2.50E-03 3.81E-02 1.30E-14 1.10E-04 1.23E-04 6.90E-15 1.01E-32
Avg.Rank 5.85 6.90 7.29 4.27 4.54 3.08 2.31 1.77
Rank 6 7 8 4 5 3 2 1
5
Table 5 Comparison of experimental results in fixed dimensions
F Index GWOCS TSA SCA MPA EO SEO GEO MDSGEO
F Ave -1.0253020 -1.0253020 -1.0315692 -1.0316285 -1.0316285 -1.0316285 -1.0316285 -1.0316285
Std 1.29E-02 1.29E-02 5.10E-05 4.48E-16 5.90E-16 5.98E-16 5.83E-16 5.76E-16
r Ave 0.398 0.398 0.400 0.398 0.398 0.398 0.398 0.398
Std 7.14E-05 7.14E-05 1.42E-03 2.56E-14 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E+00
e Ave 7 7 3 3 3 3 3 3
Std 1.54E+01 1.54E+01 8.26E-05 1.58E-15 1.69E-15 1.64E-15 1.32E-15 139E-15
Avg.Rank 5.33 7.17 6.83 3.33 3.75 3.75 2.92 2.92
Rank 4 6 5 2 3 3 1 1

P A5 A0 38 N7 M, Std 22 7 B o 22, Sl 1) 45 580 A
TR

A 3~ 5 B T A 72 D =30 , D=100 FlI
I 5 4 B ) 444 T, T MDSGEO [f] it H A5 GEO Ail
SEO ML A, ANUAT L G- b P A5 B 18 5 0 R
MR AR A oM 8. H itk , MDSGEO
TEF, (F,  F, . F, . F, 2Usis B e i, #

KRR WSS E R . 7E F~Fy (F,  F, L F, L,
GEO R fifff B B3 = T A5 EO, Hi v pR & L B Ay
A PR 3 o0 Ul BRI 5 N A SE 5 ) SR F
b E A AR B 38 IR 1 5 B A8 T, S Bk 7 ik
Jea ¥8 S5e PG P T SRR 4 e B I ) T IR RIOR B L HE
F~F, I, SEO # It EO 3K fift ¥ B 5L 48 B 93 K, 7
F, Fg  F SRR E RS 2 F, F, .



ZFE & Rt FAOUIL AR B TR 20 R AR AL )R B R

1081

F,, FoRAS S B (8, 3% UE AR 4% 2 AR 47 B BE R
FH il 15 DML )RR VG 43 A 19 1F 5% b 5 I e % 52 R
FRERL T D 8 5 JF & 1 2 5 VA 8 A B 1R 1)
BRI B, 48w S a R iR, it
A1, MDSGEO I L fz K IR 82 Ui 553 24 5 35 iy % 119 17
S TE F~F,, AR BT B A, SR,
TSA .GWOCS . SCA Fil MPA [A H: 48 ZZ 485 =X, v il i 25
Gy V5 TR IR I A A A R s AR AT = AT
AR, JLH Y D=100 B}, SCATE F, I
S B AU AR 22 1x10° (A5 BE . [ 4R I
MDSGEO K 5 1) F- 34 318 [ B {8 5 H A S5 AR AL, 5
Hobp o 22 ) i tH MDSGEO 8 F\ ~F,, | HAth 5 3k
WHE ,GEOTE F, FfasE , K& MDSGEO,

g i — 3P AG MDSGEO 45 4 1R fig , R AES:
BT Friedmam K 56 70 B AS 6] 4 B2 T 4% 383k 10 S48
PERE , LI 25 RN F 3~F S, Hi, Avg.Rank 3%
7 Friedman £ 40 it 53 B34 (E , Rank /R HE4 . R3S
(BB /N U B SRR M R R 4T, HE 44 B RT . #E D =30,
D =100 K [ 72 4t B (9 4544~ , MDSGEO I Fk 34 {8 i
/NHHEZ R —  NGE T4 A FEIE W] T MDSGEO iy 1
REME T HAb B2 . A, GEO F1 SEO 1Y Bk {1 46 1t
EO /I, I HHEA WAE EO Z /i, FF— YR UE A [ 3& W
6151 7 R W AR I 52t SR W 14 A M A R

B R B T R AT W Ay A, S R
Wilcoxon Fk Fl £ 5 5k H] r MDSGEO 78 4t it I 19

6 Wilcoxon

F PR, MDSGEO 5 XT LWk 0.05 /9 i KR
AT A, i MDSGEO b i f£ 5% , 7 MDSGEO
vs GWOCS .MDSGEO vs TSA %5 2 [a] £ 47 1% 1% Jolg, %
Hei, Rk 6 iR . Hi, p-value<0.05 Ay E 4
TR, RPN LB R 2 A7 2R 5
CHTETHIC="43 26 8 MDSGEO HIPEREIL T 8 T
FUAH 24 T4 b3 vk, NA R 503k A 45 40 [ 4%
MR 6 G — 1745 %Al LI A5 i, MDSGEO 5
GWOCS .TSA .SCA .MPA .EO .SEO #1 GEO f£1F b %
225, 7 H MDSGEO M PE e #E 2 1~ R L A2 T
XTSI
3.3 WStk Br

K 1(a)~(h) NTE D=30 , 0B 500, PEAh
WHR 15 000 /9 25 144 T 19 21 19 ok 80T 25 U 8 ith £k
Bl T 58 WS SR IR Sl i, B A A FRERLL 10
RPN E . R 1(a)~(h) BERE A Y, Bl & 2 AR
17, 55 EO #H 1t , MDSGEO 1 GEO il &4 1 2 F
ok P L AT S50 30 6 v G R T e 3K 0 P o 3 VR
VG AR S NS NI B L% TARRINE XS0 I AR el iU B s
U5 B, BENE A RUH Bk 7 348 5ik 1k 5 Js) 38 S5 18 11 g
77, P WS 4 Jmy S DAL B 5 [, SEO A e S ith
2N B B2 AR T GEO Fl MDSGEO , 3 ik W 3 &:f 1F
5%, 3l 5 W v 1 R BIL ) R P Bk R R A SR
T = 20 F A F R AR B, sh AT
i B R 5 R G FR , itE— 20 5 Bk ) SR A

Table 6 Comparison of experimental results of Wilcoxon rank sum test of reference functions

P GWOCS TSA SCA MPA EO SEO GEO
p-value h p-value h p-value h p-value h p-value h p-value h p-value h
F, 1.21E-12 + 121E-12 + 121E-12 + 1.21E-12 + 1L21E-12 ~ 4 | 121E-12 + NA =
F, 3.02E-11 +  3.02E-11 + 3.02E-11 + 3.02E-11  + & 3.02E-11 —+  3.02E-11 +  3.02E-11 +
F; 1.72E-12 + 1.72E-12 + 1.72E-12 + 1.72E-12. + " 1.72E-12 + 1.72E-12 + 1.72E-12 +
F, 3.02E-11 +  3.02E-11 + 3.02E-11 + 3.02E-11., + 3.02E-11 + 3.02E-11 +  3.02E-11 +
Fs 1.21E-12 + 1.21E-12 + 121E-12 + 1.21E-12° + 121E-12 + 1.21E-12__ + NA =
Fe 4.79E-08 +  1.66E-11 +  2.16E-02 <+ 2.16E-02° + 556E-03 + NA = NA =
F; 8.99E-11 +  3.02E-11 + 3.02B-11 /+ ' 462E-10 + 1.78E-10 + 4.06E-02 + 1.00E-03 +
Fs 2.57E-07 +  4.50E-11 + 3.02E-11 + 1.70E-02 + 1.17E-03 +. .~ 1.41E-01 - 3.50E-03 +
Fs 1.61E-11 + 1.21E-12 .+ 121E-12 + NA = NA = NA = NA =
Fio 1.10E-12 + 1.21E-12» + 121E-12° + 1.21E-12 + 8.64E-14, + NA = NA =
Fi 1.46E-04 +  8.87E-07 + . 121E-12 + NA = NA = NA = NA =
Fi 3.02E-11 + 3.02E-11 '+ 3.02E-11 + 3.02E-1l« +.  3.02E-11 + 3.02E-11 + 3.02E-11 +
Fis 3.02E-11 + 3.02E-11 + 3.02E-11 + 3.02E-11 + 3.02E-11 + 3.02E-11 + 3.02E-11 +
Fu 1.01E-11 + 1.01E-11 + 1.0l1E-11 + .<187E-08 + 7.84E-01 - 8.41E-02 - 2.68E-01 -
Fis 1.21E-12 + 121B-12 + 121E-12 + . 6.59E-04 + NA = NA = NA =

Fi 2.72E-11  +  2.72E-11 +  2.72E-11 + 290E-02 + 1.85E-02 1.73E-01 4.76E-02

+/=/- 16/0/0 16/0/0 16/0/0 14/2/0 12/3/1 8/5/3 8/7/1




1082 Journal of Frontiers of Computer Science and Technology i+ ENBZEESHEER 2023, 17(5)
04 T 1 04
-50 ol -50 e
o (]
2-100 E 57100
> _150 g 50r . MDSGEO z _150| ~—MDSGEO oo
g ——GEO g —GEO 8 —GEO W
B - L ——SEO =N —-SEO 3] .- L ——SEO
§ 200 ——EO § 100+ —+FO E 200 ——EO
B 50l ——MPA = ——MPA -250| —~—MPA
——SCA ~150L ——SCA —SCA
-300 <+ TSA —<TSA —-300F <+ TSA
—+—GWOCS ——GWOCS —+—GWOCS
_350 1 1 1 1 1 L L 1 L _200 1 1 1 1 L 1 1 1 1 _350 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400 450 500 0 50 100 150200 250 300 350 400 450 500 0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400 450 500
Iteration Iteration Iteration
. (a) Fy ) F, (c) F;s
2 —-"MDSGEO 2N TR [ WS EEE MM I AL B
——GEO AN 0r"
1 I]SEI(S)O \ ——MDSGEO
o g 2 o —GEO
5 0 5 -4l —=MDSGEO | £ —+SEO
> > ——GEO 5 S5t ——EO
g -1 g 6+ ——SEO S —~—MPA
5 . S 8t ——EO 5 ——SCA
B 5 10 ——MPA g ~~TSA
S e | ——SCA =-10r —+~GWOCS
-3 -12+ ——TSA 3
—14L —+—GWOCS
=4 T ST S R S -16 S S T T T -15 R Meiririts-o-e-> Y SOOOH
0 50 100150200250300350400450500 0 50 100 150200 250 300 350 400 450 500 0 50 100 150200 250 300 350 400 450 500
Iteration Iteration Iteration
(d) F7 (e Fy (D Fio
O fsig st TEEITLITITET! 0
-20} <
_5 -
o 40} {2
= s -10¢
S —60 —MDSGEO 12 —=MDSGEO
g _go| —GEO §-15¢ ——GEO
g L 1.8
g ——SEO 5 —+SEO
£-100  ——EOQ {8720 _FO
= ——MPA = ——MPA
-120 F ——SCA 1 7251 Zsca
1} ek -30 ——TSA
—+~—GWOCS —+—GWOCS
160550 100150200250 300 350400450 500 >0 50 100 150200 250 300 350 400 450 500
Iteration Tteration
(8) Fi, (h) Fi3
1
Fig.1 Average convergence curve
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with optional external archive) . jDE (self-adapting
control parameters in differential evolution) 1 SaDE
(self-adaptive differential evolution algorithm ) %) £ 4
ok V8 F SCHiR [21], MPGABC (modified gbest-guided
artificial bee colony) iy % #i Ui A 3C #k [24], GABC
(Gbest- guided artificial bee colony) . MABC (modified
artificial bee colony) . ABCVSS (artificial bee colony
algorithm with variable search strategy) Fll DFSABC
elite (novel artificial bee colony algorithm with depth-
first search framework and elite-guided search equation )
Y B 45 ok H SCHK [28], MSNSSA (multi-subpopulation
based symbiosis and non- uniform Gaussian mutation
salp swarm algorithm ) i 450415 I T SCHR[29].  H KL
JEAT 1, MDSGEOTE F, . F, . F, . F, . F,, 3t 5/~ B%k
b S AS E HLE RE d i, A G A O o S Rk
HAREWRSE . 18 F, | F, I 0 5 a8 AR
PoF HA sk ik v . 7ERI A R gL |, MDSGEO 119 5

PR SR T AR . X R MDSGEO MY
HAWKN I, RSB arms .
3.5 Y 4RnGIESLIEAE CEC2017 FAEUE LX) LE
T — 5 AE MDSGEO i SGRE 11, R A
5221 CEC2017 bR ECAE A3, I v No.2 11 bR 7
CEC2017 R4 B bR , B SCH T CEC2017 pRi
BAEAA 294 A A, ¥ MDSGEO 5 5 i i B
PSO (particle swarm optimization)™” . M ¥/ FFPSO

[30]
N

(hybrid firefly and particle swarm optimization)
HPSOFF (hybrid particle swarm optimization algorithm
and firefly algorithm) “" 41 HFPSO (hybrid firefly and
particle swarm optimization) " #E47 HL 3 . A AR IE 2
X L, R B K S 5 2 R S SRR [32]— 2K
PRIECHE S D=10, FiREARL 780 5 pR AR — 3, Fok
IEARUELA 500, M 578 AT 20 WK, T2 00 fe 4 45 R0 %
TE 8,

7 9
Table 7 Comparison of experimental results with 9 improved algorithms
F Index JADE SaDE  jDE  MPGABC GABC  MABC ABCVSS DFSABC clitt MSNSSA MDSGEO
Ave 1.8E-60 4.5E-20 2.5E-28 S.41E-55 1.07E-30 2.36E—-40 2.40E-35 4.14E-82 735E-36  0.00E+00
P St 84E-60 69E-20 35E-28 195E-54 609E-31 1.85E-40 1.77E-43 8.76E-82 1.04E-35  0.00E+00
Ave 1.8E-25 19E-14 1.5E-23 2.60E-29 830E-17 1.50E-21 7.03E-19 2.06E-42 — 8.12E-179
B G 88E-25 1IE-14 10E-23 S89E-29 310E-17 6.64E-22  2.1SE-18 2.08E-42 — 0.00E-+00
Ave 5.7E-61 9.0E-37 5.2E-14 — — — — — 9.69E-32  8.76E-302
B S 27E-60 54E-36 11E-13 — — — — — 452E-32  0.00E+00
Ave 82E-24 74E-11 14E-15 9.87E+00 2.47E-01 1.93E+00 2.56E-01 5.08E-07 14721  1.02E-174
B S 40E-23 18E-10 10E-15 332400 S589E-02 132400 9.19E-02 3.69E-07 4.75E-21“> 0.00E+00
Ave — — — — — — — — — 0.00E+00
s — — — — — — — — — 0.00E+00
Ave  — — — — — — — - 0.00E+00  0.00E-+00
sa = — — — — — L J 0.00E+00  0.00E+00
Ave 6.4E-04 4.8E-03 3.3E-03 246E-02 3.085-02 2.77E=02 2.57E-02 1.20E-02 — 3.05E-04
B Sl 25E-04 12E-03 85E-04 643E-03 644E-03 6.36E=03~ 530E-03 3.80E-03 — 2.96E-04
A — — — — — R — — S -8.69E+03
" sa = — — — — LA — — Y 7.28E+02
Ave 1.0E-04 12E-03 1.5E-04 0.00E+00> 0.00E+00 ..0.00E+00 0.00E+00 0.00E-+00 0:00E+00  0.00E-+00
B Std 6.0E-05 6.5E-04 2.0E-04 0.00E400% 0.00E+00 0.00E+00  0.00E+00 0/00E+00 0.00E+00  0.00E+00
Ave 82E-10 2.7E-03 3.5E-04w 1.42E-14 3.71E-14 7.07E-15 6.50E-15 3.80E-15 8.88E-16  8.88E-16
P St 69E-10 5.1E-04 1.0E<04 /3.59E-18 | STSE-15 236E-15 227E-18 1.69E-15 0.00E+00  0.00E+00
Ave 9.9E-08 7.8E-04 1.9E=05 2.11E-09 148E-11  0.00E+00 “3.45E-11 0.00E+00 0.00E+00  0.00E+00
P Sl 6.0B-07 12E-03 SSE-05 1.06E-08 739E-11  0.00E£00 173E-10 0.00E+00 0.00E+00  0.00E-+00
Ave  — — —  1.83E-08 5.22E-07_ <143E-21 6.26E-18 3.10E-40 — 5.91E-182
sa = — —  432E-08 1.12B<06  '1.75E-21 2.91E-17 1.03E-39 — 0.00E+00
Ave — — — — — — — — — 2.17E-36
osa = — — — — — — — — 8.37E-36
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8 CEC2017
Table 8 Comparison of experimental results on CEC2017

No. Index PSO FFPSO HPSOFF HFPSO EO MDSGEO
| Ave 3.216 5E+08 2.281 2E+10 1.734 SE+08 2.454 1E+08 1.549 0E+04 3.282 4E+04
Std 2.386 1E+08 7.510 1E+09 2.802 5E+08 9.806 OE+08 3.897 6E+04 5.850 9E+04
3 Ave 1.790 8E+04 8.901 0E+07 2.276 TE+04 1.174 4E+04 1.178 1E+03 1.516 6E+03
Std 4,971 1E+03 1.836 7E+08 1.066 8E+04 5.956 8E+03 1.030 6E+03 8.841 0E+02
4 Ave 5.478 7E+02 3.317 3E+03 4.589 SE+02 4.410 1E+02 8.078 4E+02 8.046 9E+02
Std 3.289 9E+02 1.666 1E+03 4.384 4E+01 4.545 2E+01 5.710 9E+02 5.710 1E+02
5 Ave 5.724 8E+02 6.796 4E+02 5.666 1E+02 5.529 2E+02 8.831 7E+02 8.831 0E+02
Std 1.676 3E+01 2.475 3E+01 1.722 3E+01 1.840 2E+01 5.156 1E+02 5.156 4E+02
6 Ave 6.303 2E+02 6.844 TE+02 6.249 4E+02 6.219 4E+02 9.340 9E+02 9.337 6E+02
Std 1.513 0E+01 1.710 8E+01 9.643 SE+00 1.352 1E+01 4.789 2E+02 4.791 6E+02
7 Ave 7.814 6E+02 1.014 6E+03 7.810 7E+02 7.634 3E+02 1.021 SE+03 1.028 OE+03
Std 1.190 2E+01 6.146 1E+01 1.513 8E+01 1.726 3E+01 4.161 6E+02 4.115 1E+02
p Ave 8.605 5E+02 9.314 0E+02 8.522 1E+02 8.395 2E+02 1.079 9E+03 1.082 0E+03
Std 9.026 6E+00 2.001 2E+01 1.354 4E+01 1.443 8E+01 3.740 9E+02 3.725 9E+02
9 Ave 1.109 9E+03 3.678 4E+03 1.223 8E+03 1.177 SE+03 1.136 SE+03 1.136 1E+03
Std 2.226 9E+02 8.931 4E+02 2.750 6E+02 3.066 7E+02 3.334 5E+02 3.252 3E+02
10 Ave 3.008 OE+03 3.861 4E+03 2.627 0E+03 2.267 0E+03 1.735 9E+03 1.702 4E+03
Std 2.992 3E+02 2.873 1E+02 3.771 SE+02 3.793 3E+02 2.270 SE+02 2.681 SE+02
1 Ave 1.675 9E+03 6.422 1E+04 1.262 5E+03 1.195 9E+03 1.294 3E+03 1.288 6E+03
Std 9.914 0E+02 1.694 8E+05 1.269 6E+02 5.238 OE+01 2.333 0E+02 2.322 2E+02
12 Ave 1.861 1E+07 3.034 3E+09 2.824 3E+06 2.899 8E+06 3.033 0E+05 2.824 5E+05
Std 8.876 6E+06 1.525 3E+09 3.077 2E+06 4.130 7E+06 7.605 2E+05 7.549 9E+05
13 Ave 4.952 8E+05 6.569 3E+08 1.457 3E+04 1.183 5E+04 7.370 3E+03 6.797 9E+03
Std 3.949 2E+05 6.423 9E+08 7.420 6E+03 7.684 5E+03 8.411 8E+03 7.804 1E+03
14 Ave 7.642 8E+03 8.500 2E+05 5.041 4E+03 4.647 8E+03 3.404 4E+03 2.890 0E+03
Std 7.014 6E+03 1.089 2E+06 3.443 9E+03 4.177 6E+03 2.995 4E+03 2.284 1E+03
15 Ave 4.826 6E+04 5.998 0E+07 1.360 9E+04 2.284 SE+04 3.692 6E+03 2.777 2E+03
Std 4.663 1E+04 9.855 9E+07 1.105 0E+04 2.365 0E+04 3.953 5E+03 1.510 6E+03
16 Ave 2.120 1E+03 2.881 6E+03 2.051 6E+03 1.962 9E+03 1.718 4E+03 1.718 0E+03
Std 1.960 9E+02 3.181 4E+02 1.526 9E+02 1.587 7E+02 1.611 2E+02 1.449 S8E+02
17 Ave 1.865 0E+03 2.478 0E+03 1.821 7E+03 1.824 8E+03 1.716 1E+03 1.702 7E+03
Std 5.921 5E+01 2.798 3E+02 4.683 6E+01 8.399 7E+01 9.034 9E+01 7.558 4E+01
18 Ave 7.053 3E+05 2.029 3E+09 8.167 5E+04 2.973 2E+04 1.386 6E+04 1.194 2E+04
Std 8.230 7E+05 1.887 SE+09 1.973 0E+05 1.794 1E+04 1.416 1E+04 1.158 9E+04
19 Ave 3.586 8E+04 2.434 SE+07 1.803 OE+04 3.517 7E+04 6.997 5E+03 3.931 4E+03
Std 2.599 9E+04 4.184 2E+07 9.094 0E+03 3.830 0E+04 8.603 9E+03 4568 4E+03
20 Ave 2.266 8E+03 2.568 6E+03 2.183 4E+03 2.202 3E+03 17928 3E+03 1.910 3E+03
Std 1.162 8E+02 1.614 SE+02 9.349 3E+01 1.075 3E+02 2463 0E+02 2.272 5SE+02
21 Ave 2.355 3E+03 2.463 8E+03 2.348 8E+03 2.337 7TE+03 2.080.5E+03 2.053 2E+03
Std 3.700 9E+01 3.519 4E+01 4.662 2E+01 4.775 OE+01 3.456 8E+02 3.292 0E+02
2 Ave 2.668 4E+03 4.366 3E+03 2.419 6E+03 2:597 SE+03 2.139 3E+03 2.068 2E+03
Std 7.765 4E+02 6.463 6E+02 2.026 0E+02 5.875 5E+02 4.434 7TE+02 3.367 SE+02
23 Ave 2.690 6E+03 3.029 3E+03 2.678 3E+03 2.6757E+03 2.281 2E+03 2.280 6E+03
Std 3.423 4E+01 2.091 7E+02 2.337 8E+01 2.866 8E+01 4.899 7E+02 4.895 1E+02
24 Ave 2.797 2E+03 3.186 SE+03 2.7337E+03 2.712 8E+03 2.359 2E+03 2.369 2E+03
Std 9.484 2E+01 1.520 8E+02 1.116 8E+02 1.467 2E+02 5.480 OE+02 5.532 8E+02
25 Ave 2.964 8E+03 4.400 SE+03 2.951 5SE+03 2.958 1E+03 2488 SE+03 2.486 3E+03
Std 1.575 SE+01 5.427 4E+02 1.842 SE+01 5.019 3E+01 6:395 2E+02 6.377 0E+02
2% Ave 3.454 5E+03 5.079/7E+03 3.447 1E+03 3.214 7E+03 2.546 6E+03 2.496 0E+03
Std 6.325 6E+02 4.202 9E-+02 5.358 5E+02 3.422 TE+02 7.240 6E+02 6.758 9E+02
27 Ave 3.152 9E+03 3.750 7E+03 3.135 6E+03 3.153 8E+03 2.601 6E+03 2.598 4E+03
Std 3.979 3E+01 2.6732E+02 3.356 4E+01 3.9370E+01 7.205 0E+02 7.180 8E+02
23 Ave 3.345 0E+03 4.360 3E+03 3.406 4E+03 3.442.2E+03 2.752 5SE+03 2.756 4E+03
Std 1.049 8E+02 2.803 7E+02 9.458 SE+01 1.079 4E+02 8.352 7E+02 8.360 3E+02
29 Ave 3.429 9E+03 4.105 2E+03 3.372 1E+03 3.386 4E+03 2.675 2E+03 2.687 7E+03
Std 8.876 9E+01 3.266 7TE+02 1.018 3E+02 9.397 6E+01 7.735 SE+02 7.832 8E+02
30 Ave 4.145 6E+06 3.036 6E+08 3.600 5E+06 4.272 3E+06 3.035 2E+05 2.479 4E+05
Std 4.266 6E+06 2.469 0E+08 2.995 0E+06 3.754 9E+06 5.425 2E+05 4.610 6E+05

Avg.Rank 3.76 5.26 2.79 3.14 3.31 2.74
Rank 5 6 2 3 4 1
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Fig.2 Three bar truss model

Table 9 Comparison of experimental results of three bar truss

Optimal values for variables

Algorithms Optimum Max.eval.
Xi X

Ray and Sain 0.795 000 000 0.395 000 000 264.300 000 00 N/A

m-EO 0.788 345 650 0.409 182 560 263.896 077 83 15 000
DEDS 0.788 675 130 0.408 248 280 263.895 843 40 15 000
MBA 0.788 565 000 0.408 559 700 263.895 852 20 20 000
CS 0.788 670 000 0:409 020 000 263.971 600 00 15 000
AAA 0.788 735 400 0.408 078 000 263.895 880 00 N/A

EO 0.790 719 516 0.402 496 410 263.895 845 50 15 000
MDSGEO 0.789 060 299 0.407 159 975 263.895 843 40 15 000
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Table 10 Comparison of experimental results of cantilever
Algorithms Optimal values for variables Optimum Max.eval.
X X X3 X Xs

SOS 6.018 780 0 5.303 440 000 4.495 870 000 3.498 960 000 2.155 640 000 1.339 960 000 15000
CS 6.008 900 0 5.304 900 000 4.502 300 000 3.507 700 000 2.150 400 000 1.339990 000 2500
MMA 6.010 000 0 5.300 000 000 4.490 000 000 3.490 000 000 2.150 000 000 1.340 000 000 N/A
GCA 1 6.010 000 0 5.304 000 000 4.490 000 000 3.498 000 000 2.150 000 000 1.340 000 000 N/A
EO 6.030933 5 5.321 276 399 4.479 971 559 3.489 046 781 2.152741 014 1.339 961 006 15 000
MDSGEO 6.065 803 5 5.296 354 328 4.477 009 924 3.519971 759 2.116 942 436 1.339 958 131 15 000

7% 9 Max.eval 3R 7R fe RIPA R B, N/A R it
SCHR A VLA PEAS 8. i 3% 9 AT 1, MDSGEO %%
BT AW A s g N as 1, Ho s etk i e
%% . MDSGEO Y BB A7 R0 itk the 52 s 1) 24 3 [] 7L
i ELRA RIS Y80 N MDSGEO fEM8 4% 3 e i 1534
77 263.895 843, ixX b H A Bk ZE A
minf(x) =22, +x,)X L

\/Exl +x, p
J2 &7 + 24, %,

g =— 2 p_o<0

2 a7 + 2%,
1

g, =——P-0<0

x, + \/Exz
0=x=<1,0=sx,=<1
43 BWRRIl

B RALEE 5 A A O 1E D7 B By A b oot .
W 3 s, B2 A i (15 5 6) bt hn 1 2 B 4%
A7, B AT M (39 82 1) 32 3 1 WIS 4% . HH 28
P E RN TEREWI LT, B —
AL NS AR, [ IR AT .

¥ MDSGEO F1 EO 43 | % A 5% 8 11 3K it fie
M , 35 m- EO (modified equil optimizer) """, SOS
(symbiotic organisms search) ™ CS . MMA  GCA_I*
HATHR . RI0FTHFF SRR 5898 K108
b4 3 s e it MDSGEO T HA 5 s o X o T
MDSGEO 7t i 3T 1H [] 8 1) 42 Jr) fre UL AE 7 1 At (5
P e

g, = -0<0

(26)

Fig.3 Cantilever model
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