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Abstract

An improved artificial rabbit optimization algorithm (SDARO) based on Sobol sequences and sto-
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chastic differential variants is proposed to overcome the shortcomings of the artificial rabbit opti-
mization algorithm such as low convergence accuracy and easy falling into local optimum. The al-
gorithm replaces simple random initialization with Sobol sequences to make the initial population
distribute more evenly in the search space, which enhances the global search capability of the pop-
ulation and improves the convergence speed and accuracy of the algorithm. In the position updating
process of the algorithm, a stochastic differential mutation strategy is improved and used to enable
some individuals to perform the mutation operation in order to help the population to escape from
the local optimum. Numerical results on 23 benchmark functions show that, compared to other op-
timization algorithms, the proposed algorithm SDARO performs better in convergence accuracy,
convergence speed and scalability. The experimental results on three engineering design problems
also show that the proposed algorithm SDARO can obtain better design solutions than the compar-
ison algorithms.
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1. 3]

TER U, Jo)a Ak U SEIETE R FE &b TR AT e M P AR A 1) RN ke ik 2 3l . K 2 40t
A RREERABRRIE, AR NFIE: BT AN EILEB), nisfs &% (Genetic Algo-
rithm, GA) [1]55; & T RHAAT HISHIE(SB), Akl 5~ HE {4k 3% (Particle Swarm Optimization, PSO) [2]45;
ST S R B (PCB), W E R AU FL % (Gravity Search Algorithm, GSA) [3]15%; T A2
AT AREIEHB), W3t T HUA 04k B9% (Teaching-Learning-Based Optimization, TLBO) [4]1%5 DL A
J& T IR DU i) HAth R %

N LAl AL 2 (Artificial rabbits optimization, ARO) [5]& 2022 4E42 H i —FE i S 7E H AR b 4
AT R BRI R, AT N 25 ik [al ot & ABE LR P AN B, T AR 4 i e & D1 1 R
TEFRABY B 2 R U4 . T [E 50 B B, T 7R F At S 7 S AR B S TR . BEALR
B, RFSER CEARIZ 2N, FERELIE R —ANME s KB R 7.

AR GEIA FIEAR ], HI% ARO HAZTE SR FE A B FI S By BN R i B R S5 AN 2 o P RTIX A
S, S N[6]3E T 8025 35 B0 AR 2 > SRS RN 1F 5% bR 51 Al 2 M ook 6 2 DR 7 o N T AR AR B
Fra kK S UL [715E T SPM VRIS . JE T Levy RATHLH RS DEA A 51 T S ms AN iedh 7 g i DH 1 oot
NTARAACSE, 5K AT B4 A [8]2E T Circle YRR A1 Levy KAT MLt T A TR ib 5k .
DA b oSO Rt 7N TR BRI T RE, R L A e Sl SRS O %, R TN RS R R 4R
A Te) S LR THE TR RO, e EE I SGbR AT, BAER T RIra A in) . ARHE “ WA et
BEL” , AAELE— PR AT DALE I A o] BE B 1) A E A2 b A AR AT TE 4T

RV B IR TSR BE AN R S S R A & T T+ ARSI AR, ASCHRH T —Flopn i 2
T Sobol 7[RI % 57378 53 1) Bsedk N Tt Ak 535 (SDARO), AR e N T Gt fb B3k (1)3& FH M A
RALEETT . SR Sobol FRAIMIAEAL, (EAIUARNEERE U8 AE4E 2R 2 (8] rh A A SE 3 50, AT AN i A5 1) 4

][l
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JRIRZRBETT . RIS 51N BGE I BENLZE 70 28 5 5, PR L S Mot Fe ik (o B AT 22 57, DA AR
o RS, WTERTHS IR A R R B IR R . BB LI R, Bl A N TR S AE
WS Sk B RS SO P T8 A S B 4R T

2. NIRRT

NLARMACTE ARO VB H G118 H AR S A AE SN, 43 i 8] 58 e B BORTBE AL SRR B, 32325k
figr i =X(2.2) s I o 29 AR AL i) it
min f (x) (2.1)

ﬁ¢x6w,%fujsu@ymmmquﬁbunfé S5 R 40 1 £
1. geBEF
AR ARO 1, BEF T — /MR TR BEDAE H G 7 D 78 b BB BRI EL O .
L SR
t 1
A@)_4@_?}m? 22)

Hrbr 800, D RIBEHLEL O ATAARREL, T N RKIEARR AL,

HREEE T A > 1, R T EEHURR A F G 7 i XA i, RUACEIE R G, HpgE R
T AQM) < 1, S BiE 28 A O KRB OF AT e, BUACERENLR R . R e TARYE e D T
AQ)FHE, AT RAEIE R 5 £ sBE AL R [ 14 o

2. TEFERHER

s B R R G T8 H CRIIX R, 2 A A A n NI G TR RN 0 7
ISR fr . RIS, 7 i I REHLIE 3 LRE SRR 29 4. JE R T AR T

Vi (t+1)=x; (t)+R-(x (t)=x; (t))+round (0.5-(0.05+1,))-n, - E (2.3)

Hebi, j=1- N Hi=j, NAFBENE, v (t+1) 22 i RRTE t+ 1 RRERIEMGE, x (t) 2581 R

G TAE ISR AL E, round R DU & B HGE A EEGL 120, D) RIBENLEL n BRAIEZS 7041 N(O,

1), EAEEANLIEn4EmE. ReR" NFHHT, HATEM GTHRFHRERIEE, A=
R=L-c (2.4)

H L2y KE, a=X08:
L :[e—e(T] ]~sin(2nr2) (2.5)

oot (0, )P IKIBENLAL, #(2.5) M T AMALEREATIE 5L e RS S . ¢ =[c(L),¢(2),-,c(n)] N
R, o(k) (k=1,-,n) BUH A
1, k=g(l
c(k)={’ o) (26)

0, k=g(l)

Hepl=1-[r,-n], [-]REMEE%, g=randperm(n)i&FEIM 1 2 n [FEEEIBENLHEIIR 5, rs 2(0,
DRI
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2.3. FEHN SR EL

TRGEA S G778 B O IR A BEALIE B R 25 18] — AN EZ A2 I X, 32 203 1 R B A i,
AR IR ZI R, DR . BEAL L R A K

Vi (t+1)=x (1) +R-(r,-b;, (1) = (1)) (2.7
Hrfi=1-- N, ra 20, )PFHIEENEL b, AREENLA RS — T RRERRN, HARXRRN:
b, (t)=x(t)+H-w_ -x(t) (2.8)

HrH =(T -t+1)-n, /T ZFGESE, SRR BN H77 20 1 2] UT LS, n I IESS
SAIN(0L), w, =[w, (1), (2),,w, (n) ] Bestr s, w, (k) (k=1--,n) BEL R

L k=[r-n]
k)= .
W () {0, k=[r-n] 29
Horb rs 420, 1) HIBEHLEL -
24. (IEEH
F 0 RRTEPATE R SN RS, P AR G 7 B AN 24 57 B 10 L B B R AT 169, HLA
BHEHARXN:
. (t+1)= x (1), f(x (1)< f(v(t+1)) (2.10)
(i), (s (0)> (v (1+1)

B2 i A r i i BT AT &, B BET ATt &, 1588 ha(2.3) 8 @.7) 4 ki
kA B b, SN REFR AL E AL,
2.5. B3k ARO S

DB EMHECR N ME SRR T, & Hins k% t=0;

BB BENHIIA A AIRE X, (1) (L<i<N), AR R AR 4R BB A IMA Xpog 5

FEALi=L

VP A Q2R AEER T AD;

WAL AR > 1, AR HATIER B &M Bt S -t

7SR R Q2.7) AT BEN LI B s

LD R 20(2.20) 3047 07 B s

FINLH <N, WA i=i+1 IR A,

S UAD MR T 7 PR S B B3R A Xy 5

FALE T, W X B, 2 t=t+ 1 IFREH =D,

3. BUHBI AL RIIWEE
3.1. Sobol FFFI#IA1L

FESE ARO AR HIBEAL I 7 AT AR AR, AR 27 A AP AR A48 3R 23 18] APl 3 ) A AN 2
51, Wl L R, ARSI T U A DO B R R R AT A AR R, TR SRR SIOH B AN 2R
.

DOI: 10.12677/aam.2026.156261 11 I3RS


https://doi.org/10.12677/aam.2026.156261

FE, B

100 x * % T T T E 3 T E'3

* - - % X
90 B * ** T
* " *x N * "
80 ¥ * * % * ;|_
* ¥ *
i * i
70 4 e % % -
* *
* |
60 [ . ok E
ﬁ% 50 ) >
| & i
&® ’ by * * *
* % * %
40 - * x * 1
% * * *
* *
30 - 1
*
*y * o * H
20 1
* * N
10F % * o w * xS
* *
0 % . * %" % . .
0 20 40 60 80 100
B

Figure 1. Schematic of random sampling method (2D)
1. FEHLEEE S R EE (2 4E)

Sobol Fpa)s& — MR ZE R PP, Al I3 b 0 (K 75 9226 R R 51 73 A1 OB FP 41 .- Sobol
HEA: S=[S,,S,, .S, | Her S 3 N7 =74 Sl IERERL i sy ks i =by (1)byy (i)--by (i)
Hepp, (i)h0os1(m=1-5s), WS A:

S, =vib (i)®v,b, (1)@ @ Vb, (i) (3.1)
Horb @ N b R ais FAT S, vl DU R RS AR B BB AR A (B.2) KRB 0 5 1
1 p k% i
P=xP+ax" ++a x+1 (3.2)
Hra, yosi1 (r=21--,p-1). HEIERIESSE M, (j=1-- p), 13 m<2, FRHEXEI)HE v;:
v, =—+ (3.3)
2 j>p i, RIE(3.4)1E AL v

Vi
vi=ay, ®ay, ,® a0V @% (3.4)

Sobol /751 BAG 43 A S S A B0 i, AHECT AP REREN LRI 464G, SRIX Sobol 5241446 A0 Fl i T 4 HLAS
WSS S A AR R oAl T, s 2 PR, XA AT AR R A A T R, AN L iR
SKCH FE A ZAE L . K Sobol J7 FIHTAE A B3 AN A7 B i =(3.5) Ff s :

x;(0)=Ib*E+(ub—Ib)S (3.5

Forbrx (0) AEE T MMEARMALE(1<i<N ), Ib 55 ub 73 A inl B AR & ) R IR 5 ERR .
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Figure 2. Schematic of Sobol sequence sampling method (2D)

2. Sobol FFHIEE A R R EE(Z4)

3.2. MHHIBEHED ZER

FENT RS E ARO H, HIEACHTIIZ (i () 3EAT IE (] 58 BB BL, AR T 1] Hofth A4 B £E DX 48
Wosl, RAMERZOH X XU, Fra AR ) R TR SR AR T AR XEE S, BURERE AR 2 R
BEAR, MBIV (Q2.7) LI AL E v, (t+1) B D FEN R BB . A0 B g o & AT
T 2448 A A Lk Y =) T e L

BEHLZE 70 38 5t — Pl L AR 7 SRS e 2 BTN A e oz B S A o BE LA B A A o7 LA 24
A B AR B 2w AT AL ZE 70 AR B e h B, L RIE AN

Vi (t+1) = rand (X, = v; (t+1))+rand (x; (t) - v; (t +1)) (3.6)

Forfi=L, Nt AR V] (t+1) R RS RE, X N MRTRMAERE, X, (1)
BB I A AR (j=1), rand [0, 2 FIRIBENLEL, ABENLECH B T 48 5 s i B B B
e, AT R 11 G B ST s N SR A A

AT SRS ARO HUBARYIN EBEAT AR 2%, BENL2E 50 A8 P BENLIR rand FOZAN, 7T A
OB R KRR, B A S TE A X BT i % 02, R v B DR AR £ 0 R B X i

HFISMBEAT, FUEBENRERE, L RENLZE 222 R K B A 5 BRI T ai e, S8R
JE e B B F AR X, TR SRR . ST, SO B2 7048 R A7 etk «
Vi (t+1) = v, (t+1)+ rand (X — v, (t+1))—rand (x; (t) - v, (t+1)) (3.7

RE.T) I AL v, (t+1) 1E AR, PR . v, (t+1) M5B iR 2
LR e A B L B R B AR S AR BT — S S 0, U T B S PR, (R
THEIORE s A TR A Xy P A R RAR RO S, B SAMA T 4R AR 5
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o, INEEFUSG A TOER LA X (8) P2 AR R SR AMRIBENLY RS, R
T2 R . PIIRSH IS RIS 22 70 WL [R5 me 4538 S b K Re 0 B SRV b AR B G a4, 3 —
DA IR HIE — EVE A, 5 1 Rl Bl B R, fRER T SEARIARE .
LR PR, I R BT 43 A8 5 DA 22 508 A g ik v e A o A 5, [RD I S X2 43 U A 5
R R RIAEAR B JE I N, A RO 1 SRS BE LR 2
A AT, KA m i R BRI AR SE A — AN B L # rand €(0,1), R
XHH A2 rand > (UT)? BI/MA R ik fr B BT R R R4 . 28R 5 MR 4 X (3.8) d # L ik i B .
vi(t+1), (v (t+2)) < F (v (t+1))
vi(t+)=q . . (38)
Vi(t+1),  F(v(t+1))> f (v (t+1))

33 HHEIR

EN TARAAEE ARO 1, H Sobol 751 & ACFEE BB NI A1k, FHAl/MA A7 B DL — & B2 ik
17 B AL 2E 078 4 e, AT A3 38— P ol i N TRtk 59%, idoh SDARO, ARSI :

R EMEEE N R OERRE T, 2 4ariER kg t=0;

5 bt @B WM EE X, (1) (L<i<N ), ARAEIE L AH B ME Xogg, ¢

F=LA =1

FI9LHA(Q2.2) I FRERE T A®);

FALH ARG > 1, REXQI)PATIT R T EM B, HFEHEL,

FN AR (2. 7) AT BE LB B

0 E BN rand, 77 rand > (UT)?, M35 (3.7) BT BENL 2 4348 S AR 4 20(3.8) i LA ke Aoz

55 )\ R(2.10) HEAT A7 B 53T

FALET<N, WA i=i+1IFREHENE,

S5 AR L P A B R AR X

Fr—2E A>T, M X B, 2 t=t+1FFREE =D,

4. EWERE S

R PEAl A 50 N TSk SR (SDARO) I e, 48 CEC2005 H 1) 23 /N2 1L i 54T B 5250,
% 23 MR B TR PRI EAL . PG R B (UFs, F1~F7)F1 2 1§ 5K $(MFs, F8~F23), Hrh F1~F13 f4E¥2 nr
AR, F14~F23 BI4EHURE E R, UFs HAME— e REsMmAE, v LAPHE IR EIE T K It RE, MFs &
ZARENAE, AT AP LA SRR AR R R .

4.1, BRI B RBERE

EHCR R LE B N TARIAEE(ARO) [5]. RiF#FHEIE(PSO) [2]. A LigHt ik (Artificial Bee
Colony Algorithm, ABC) [10]. Z 4#k1k 5LiZ%(Differential Evolution Algorithm, DE) [11]F1Ai 45 &AL 1%
(Chirp Scaling Algorithm, CS) [12]. Sk B B O 50, ) F1~F13 (1) B br ek $4E %0k )y 30. 1E
I 5 KA VECN 1000 RAITEILTR, #5ik SDARO 5 TRt L BvExT 23 A H bR 8 5070 3 37 4% /s
630 0, Had g &5 FIE 0 B H AR Bk 30 XT3 B b R EUE 1P 32 {8 (mean) A ifE 22 (std) Rl 4 (best) ,
5N 1~3 Frax, Hoh FOMOG LE B B RARRLSE RSk B OCHR[5], I BUE R R — AT s/ EUE .
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Table 1. Objective function values after 1000 iterations for 30-dimensional UFs

5% 1. XF 30 4 UFs 354X 1000 XBY BEfrRBELER

BRI SDARO ARO PSO ABC DE CS
mean 0 1.82E-124 2.15E-04 2.36E-03 3.64E-14 9.68E-03
F1 std 0 6.63E—124 2.25E-04 1.53E-03 6.06E—14 4.52E-03
best 0 2.29E-142 3.00E-06 7.09E-04 1.26E-15 3.27E-03
mean 0 2.68E—69 2.96E-04 2.32E-04 4.38E-08 1.40E+00
F2 std 0 1.21E-68 2.31E-04 1.53E-04 2.53E-88 5.61E-01
best 0 1.44E-77 4.20E-05 8.10E-05 1.49E-08 6.31E-01
mean 0 1.24E-95 2.84E+03 9.56E+03 5.69E+00 4.73E+02
F3 std 0 6.78E—94 1.34E+03 1.75E+03 3.91E+00 1.10E+02
best 0 7.00E-115 1.14E+03 5.93E+03 9.26E-01 2.90E+02
mean 0 9.92E-52 1.74E+01 2.45E+01 9.17E+00 3.25E+00
F4 std 0 2.96E-52 3.62E+00 2.28E+00 4.00E+00 8.55E-01
best 0 1.84E—59 1.09E+01 1.98E+01 2.18E+00 1.60E+00
mean 6.75E—05 4.55E-03 9.47E+01 5.47E+02 3.00E+01 3.86E+01
F5 std 1.45E-04 5.12E-03 7.90E+01 2.10E+02 1.76E+01 1.03E+01
best 2.28E-07 2.41E-04 7.62E+00 2.40E+02 4.01E+00 2.87E+01
mean 0 0 1.33E-01 0 1.33E-01 0
F6 std 0 0 4.34E—-01 0 4.34E-01 0
best 0 0 0 0 0 0
mean 2.39E-04 2.51E-04 5.64E—-02 9.53E-02 2.15E-01 3.09E-02
F7 std 2.95E-04 1.07E-04 2.03E-02 2.39E-02 7.24E-02 7.93E-03
best 2.81E-05 6.30E-05 1.92E-02 5.29E-02 1.16E-01 1.38E-02
Table 2. Objective function values after 1000 iterations for 30-dimensional MFs
e 2. Xt 30 4k MFs 354X 1000 R B B Rk HELE R
BRI £ SDARO ARO PSO ABC DE Cs
mean  —11746.1615 —11209.6764 —5139.3732 —5123.7760 —5310.2672 —8691.8135
F8 std 663.3832 462.3670 577.6833775 460.6752 661.6603 235.2491
best —12569.4885 —11996.76693 —6951.1321 —6.53E+03 —7387.3949  —9032.4037
mean 0 0 30.8756 157.8279 164.9567 83.2324
F9 std 0 0 8.8839 21.3024 17.5115 13.0994
best 0 0 1.59E+01 1.11E+02 1.28E+02 5.89E+01
mean 4.44E-16 8.88E—-16 7.60E-03 5.33E-02 5.41E-08 4.1525
F10 std 0 0 8.23E-03 4.05E—-02 2.62E-08 1.4865
best 4.44E-16 8.88E—-16 9.45E-04 1.24E-02 1.81E-08 2.02E+00
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gk

mean 0 0 1.48E-02 1.63E-01 2.05E-03 9.63E-02
F11 std 0 0 1.36E-02 1.15E-01 3.89E-03 4.18E—02

best 0 0 0.0001 8.28E-03 7.99E-15 0.0261
mean 5.55E-13 4.84E-08 0.3758 15.0140 6.91E-03 1.01E+00
F12 std 2.14E-12 4.75E-08 7.26E-01 4.6712 2.63E-02 3.17E-01
best 4.49E-15 5.53E-09 1.44E-04 7.76E+00 1.33E-16 5.65E-01
mean 9.67E-07 3.70E-05 0.1909 36.2589 5.31E-02 1.34E-05
F13 std 4.87E-07 4.09E-04 3.88E—01 18.1859 2.89E-01 6.31E-02
best 1.76E-14 1.04E—-08 2.75E-03 1.29E+01 3.90E-15 6.29E—02

M 1A LAEH, Hik SDARO *f %t F1I~F4 A1 F6 7£ 30 YA r A/ ME b B E/3 21 B AT 3RS &AL
H A5 ek B s X ek %L FS A1 F7, 5% SDARO tH AE43 BIAHEE T4 b SRETE /N H b R 500 - B R 5k F7 41,
5% SDARO ¥ REAS 3 ooxf EE L S /N B AR R BB AR EE 22 s 0T B3 F7, $23% SDARO 153 55k ARO
FATEVRS BE ) E bR SR BB b v 22, FL/IN T oA DU Aot b B30 AR B2 ) H A BB BB b 4 25 o 6 W 5393 SDARO 1F
W/ INKL BRI R B FL~F7 B LA R 35 SR P R A 5 ) AR 1

MF 2 ATLLE Y, Xt ekt F8~F13, ik SDARO #RAEMS BILT 5t EL AR Ak 53k 1) B AR 2R 3UE P 24018
FRek%L F8 #b, %i%L SDARO HRef3 BN T4 LL 21 H AR s BB b 22 . Bk %k F12 4F, SDARO Hi%
15 30 VRIS AR /IME A SRAF B i B bR s BB T FORh s Le Sk . RE e, TR % F8, 5k SDARO
AT HObREZE AR T0 LR, (R H bR s BUER B T B Al . REAKE SDARO TEALBHE 4k
2 U RN RE A AR RIS X 5, 3858 7 B0vL G-I RE 77, IR SRR K 2 R B b i fase Ve W A

M 3HATLAE Y, BReR% F20 41, 583k SDARO M Al 5 B0 T o T Hofh ot bb 8350 B Ar s Bl
SPEIME . X% F14~F23, SDARO BVEAE 30 RIS AR /IME FR RIS B 47 H bs bR EUE Y A B bR R B0 B
BRI H AR R B . (EERMZ, HX a5 E 1R E F20~F23, %% SDARO BEA SRRk
X3, (HFR bR & m T a0 e, RP\FIESRRR S RIMIT R Z 80P 7 — 25 Ui
PUbnamAa e M. BRI 5k SDARO 7R fif [l 2 4k 2 W sk 2507 TR B AT AR SR ) 52 4 7 o

BTS2, - ERAEIETEN T, 5k SDARO K% AEMS BBt L 50k T miks FE 1 H AR e
HE.

Table 3. Objective function values after 1000 iterations for fixed dimensional MFs
%z 3. JEIEY MFs A 1000 X B BirRBELSER

BR £ SDARO ARO PSO ABC DE CS
mean 0.998 0.998004 0.998004 0.9980054 0.998004 0.998004
F14 std 8.25E-17 2.93E-15 2.51E-13 7.00E-06 4.26E-14 5.12E-13
best 0.998 0.9980038 0.998003838 0.99800384 0.998004 0.998004
mean 0.0003075 0.0003075 0.00036665 0.00050967 0.0003075 0.0003075
F15 std 4.84E-08 9.22E-18 0.000190754 5.00E-05 1.42E-19 3.92E-08
best 0.0003075 0.0003075 0.0003075 0.00040355 0.0003075 0.0003075
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mean —1.03162845 —1.031628 —1.031628 —1.031628 —1.031628 —1.031628
F16 std 6.71E—-16 6.71E-16 6.78E—-16 6.65E-16 6.78E—16 6.78E—16
best —1.03162845 —-1.031628 -1.03162845 —1.0316284 -1.031628 -1.031628
mean 0.3978874 0.3978874 0.3978874 0.3978874 0.3978874 0.3978874
F17 std 0 0 0 0 0 0
best 0.3978874 0.3978874 0.3978874 0.3978874 0.3978874 0.3978874
mean 3 3 3 3 3 3
F18 std 1.30E-15 2.19E-15 1.99E-15 2.86E—11 2.03E-15 1.88E—-15
best 3 3 3 3 3 3
mean —-3.86278 —-3.86278 —-3.86278 —-3.86278 —-3.86278 —-3.86278
F19 std 2.63E-15 2.71E-15 2.71E-15 1.67E-15 2.71E-15 2.71E-15
best —3.86278215 —3.862782 —3.86278215 —3.8627821 —3.86278 —3.86278
mean —3.3101 —3.301995 —3.25407213 —3.321995 —3.28633 -3.322
F20 std 3.75E-02 4.34E-03 0.060415416 1.53E-15 0.055415 1.92E-13
best -3.322 —3.321995 —3.32199517 —3.3219952 -3.322 -3.322
mean —10.1532 —10.1532 —6.13117176 —10.110816 —9.98479 —10.1532
F21 std 4.11E-04 7.12E-15 2.835886928 0.16828352 0.922443 3.80E-14
best -10.1532 -10.1532 —10.1531997 -10.1532 -10.1532 -10.1532
mean -10.402941 —10.4029 —8.21793419 -10.4029 -10.4029 -10.4029
F22 std 1.50E—04 9.90E-16 2.978914237 3.53E-14 1.75E-15 2.80E-14
best —10.402941 —10.40294 —10.4029406 —10.402941 —10.4029 —10.4029
mean —10.53641 —10.53641 —7.71692326 —10.5364 —10.5364 —10.5364
F23 std 7.70E-07 1.81E-15 3.250563289 8.09E-14 1.81E-15 4.20E-12
best —10.53641 —10.53641 —10.5363098 —10.53641 —10.5364 —10.5364

4.2. a7 BARRBUER B X EEE R H

Hidt— PR R E L SDARO IEUE AR, & H A KIERIKEC 1000, FHEFRIE ) 50, i & F1~F13
(1) H bR R B 450N 30, &%k SDARO FIEE ARO 73 51%f B AR AT AR /M 30 ¥k, 4t 30 A7)
ANMEH TR E FR BREUE E 2R R ER I S 00 bR s EUE 1078 K5 FE T 75 2L D i AR B (min) P35I
H(mean) DL & Bt Z 1A B (max), FN SR WEE 4 Fros, HAo i E0E 2R —17 P s MO EUE

MW A R LAE tH, BROTERE F7. F8 A1 F20 4k, %% SDARO JAF| H br ik HUE RS FE 10°° BT 75 (1%
P Rt 2 EARIREE /N T L ARO ALK X% F7 AT F8, &k SDARO %% ARO )
THRAE 1000 VIEAC IR BIHE E I H AR R BUERSFE 1075, K Sobol /541 IER AR 4G o 0, (R B 4L
F1~F4. F6 f FO~F11, %% SDARO WIUa A FHEE HH ) fae AN A B R A A R 1) R S E A, ATTIE 31 H
PREREERG R . AUk, SRk SDARO & E45 7 H bR s BUE S BE 1075 B &5 1B AR EO i L 5% ARO /b,
B &% SDARO LLE ARO RIS BN A L H ARk Bl , Hk &
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Y]

Table 4. The number of iterations required to achieve 107® accuracy of objective function value
4. BRRRBEILE 10 BEMREERAEGITER

PR SDARO ARO PR SDARO ARO MR SDARO ARO

min 1 96 1 85 51 55
mean F1 1 122 F9 1 121 F17 81 94
max 1 151 1 141 140 142
min 1 149 1 146 52 60
mean F2 1 167 F10 1 168 F18 68 71
max 1 199 1 192 78 83
min 1 146 1 100 59 70
mean F3 1 191 F11 1 116 F19 75 80
max 1 254 1 141 84 89
min 1 203 340 529 43 103
mean F4 1 243 F12 516 621 F20 343 216
max 1 279 687 780 1000 1000
min 689 1000 220 634 112 138
mean F5 990 1000 F13 410 928 F21 185 208
max 1000 1000 1000 1000 311 365
min 1 35 15 35 124 139
mean F6 1 53 F14 34 53 F22 171 228
max 1 68 59 87 234 283
min 1000 1000 56 165 119 137
mean F7 1000 1000 F15 72 264 F23 182 233
max 1000 1000 117 394 269 332
min 1000 1000 15 35

mean F8 1000 1000 F16 28 51

max 1000 1000 41 75

4.3. NREMBHHIESE

N T BEE L SDARO S HLRK KIS in] i () BUE R, K R F1~F13 4E2i B8 500, H ARSI
WHE S 3.1 MA. F5%: SDARO 5 fifhxt b Ak ARO [5]. PSO [2]. ABC [10]. DE [11]41 CS [12]%> 5
Xof BRI F1~F13 A2/ ME 30 I, Gt & B B4 ek Eble b 30 U1 H s R EUE 1P 35 {8 (mean) A1
PREZE(std), S5 5 Frow, oA OO LSRR AR B 25 SR 35 5k | SCHER[S], IR U R s — AT b
IUEATIER

M# 5 ATRAE i, 5% SDARO Xif #ulg R 5 F1~F4 Fll F6 7£ 30 RIS M/ MR RS 21 e AT 8
A H bR R B ; X eR EL F5 A F7, 509 SDARO MR T HAh 5k thAE 75 2 8 /MG H AR s B . *f
PR% F1~F6, 9% SDARO fE 30 RIS HR/ME BT TS H s ek BB bR ik 2235 /T FHAf bk 8. REFE
7% SDARO TE /MY e 4 B UG pR B B R 8 s RO AR A 1 B A i s ) A 1
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Table 5. Objective function values obtained by six algorithms on 500-dimensional functions
Fe 5. FNFHEIERT 500 HE R p) BFR R BELER

BRI SDARO ARO PSO ABC DE CS
mean 0 9.12E-111 2.61E+05 5.43E+05 5.44E+04 4.69E+04
- std 0 2.80E-111 1.73E+04 1.44E+04 2.17E+03 4.74E+03
mean 0 1.45E-61 7.12E+02 3.89E+93 2.93E+02 1.00E+10
P2 std 0 4.11E-61 2.84E+01 8.69E+93 2.23E+01 3.42E+09
mean 0 1.89E—82 4.55E+06 5.44E+06 3.97E+06 2.93E+06
S std 0 1.08E-81 1.43E+06 5.42E+05 7.59E+05 2.25E+05
mean 0 3.35E-44 8.16E+01 9.27E+01 5.09E+01 3.75E+01
4 std 0 7.35E-44 3.85 0.98 5.03 2.07
mean 2.1401 3.38 5.38E+08 1.75E+09 3.00E+07 1.40E+07
P std 2.5401 3.12 7.57E+07 1.18E+08 4.32E+06 2.68E+06
mean 0 0 2.66E+05 5.62E+05 5.37E+04 5.52E+04
o std 0 0 2.57E+04 2.33E+04 5.22E+03 2.67E+03
mean 2.82E-04 3.12E-04 3.86E+03 1.25E+04 2.03E+02 8.81E+01
i std 1.78E-04 1.08E-04 4.20E+02 1.12E+03 3.71E+01 8.97531897
mean —165980.9899 —8.58E+04 —2.03E+04 —1.83E+04 —2.00E+04 —5.00E+04
e std 20354.6302 1.57E+03 1.70E+03 1.79E+03 1.47E+03 1.66E+03
mean 0 0 3.81E+03 6.32E+03 2.61E+03 4.43E+03
o std 0 0 1.41E+02 8.48E+01 7.50E+02 7.00E+01
mean 4.44E-16 8.88E—-16 1.74E+01 1.93E+01 1.24E+01 1.67E+01
F10 std 0 0 3.86E-02 1.58E-01 4.47E-01 8.32E-01
mean 0 0 2.26E+03 5.00E+03 4.69E+02 4.54E+02
Fu std 0 0 1.00E+02 2.34E+02 2.96E+01 3.13E+01
mean 3.06E-05 5.45E-03 7.67E+08 3.45E+09 4.62E+06 6.29E+05
F12 std 3.67E-05 1.82E-03 1.05E+08 2.58E+08 5.69E+05 3.32E+05
mean 8.51E-03 1.46 1.65E+09 6.85E+09 5.13E+07 1.00E+10
Fs std 0.011442 0.98 3.90E+08 7.19E+08 1.68E+07 2.13E+09

N2 E FO F1 F11, %3 SDARO 5H8iE ARO S 13 RIS ATHI 6 f Al B bRk BB s bF 216K

¥ F8. F10. F12 f1 F13, %% SDARO Hfefs

BT H AL B bR R BB . R x) bR £ FO~F13, 53k

SDARO £ 30 AR/ ME R FTS H br bR BUE f bR HEZE 1/ T Hofbo] i K. R SE SDARO AL i

4 S MO AT TR0 T B B O R R
G ETA, 5 SDARO T2 /IMEiFG 4 17 I FUAT R b S o 0 S SR s e

5 NH

N T B SDARO SRR SLbr A B BUE M Be, B EE SDARO M H B E & 28 %1t ik Pi/ESs

DOI: 10.12677/aam.2026.156261

19


https://doi.org/10.12677/aam.2026.156261

EfE,

=L

BB B R = AN TR RS, %A TRR A Y N i 8. 9% SDARO
BORARTCLIRAR A, R AE SR AR = A TRE M BT FE R, 950 K 1 Bk e 5o — R 5L
WARAK A S, A0 SDARO SRAREEAL IS (T £ sRARAK ) 735

51 EHh&EHFEH
i 737 2 o A 0o [ AE AR R 0o BRAR LR . T 0 2 B80T ) AR R AE I A2 DY AN 2T AR AR I 0 T B¢
MU BRSO, AZ I AR SRR R E(TS) BAEAREEE(Th) AR PR AR (R) AN
HEKEWL). 4
X =% %0 X5, %, | =[T4, Tyu R, L]
RS AZ B AL
0<x,<99,0<x,<99,
10<x,<200,10< x, <200
JE Ay as vt B AR R R
min  f (x)=0.6224xx,Xx, +1. 7781X,%; +3.1661x7X, +19.84X.X,

st gy(x)=—x+0.0193x, <0
9,(X)=-x, +0.00954x, <0
(x)=

X

(o]

3

—1x2x, —%nx3 +1296000< 0
9,(x)=x,—-240<0

SR JI 2 B U T IR, VB SRR R 30, BORIEARECH 1000, FHELE: SDARO Al
Eb&vE ARO[5]. Kk ALK 5% (Moth-flame Optimization, MFO) [13]. CS[12]. B RIFEALKLT-HEE %
(Co-evolutionary PSO, CPSO) [14]. V& & ki T EE 5% (Hybrid PSO, HPSO) [15]. 3 [H] 3k 4k 2 43 ik 4k 5% (Co-
evolutionary DE, CDE) [16]. E#R4 115575 (Dung Beetle Optimizer, DBO) [17]. F& B3/ 4 AL 502 (Harris
Hawks Optimization, HHO) [18]. Jb 77 % /# 41t 4k 5325 (Northern Goshawk Optimization, NGO) [19] & &2k )
FEEAMRALFIL(IBWOA) [20]47 BB R 30 ¥k, 535 30 RT3 H A bR B50MEL 1) 55 /ML B FLxE 7 A% e 1)
BUE . 6 fiwn, HFHP: ARO. MFO. CS. CPSO. HPSO F1 CDE I 45 ¥k 15 SCHR[5], %
DBO. HHO. NGO Fl IBWOA {15 45 H 445k B SCiik[21] -

M 6 ITLVE H, 5% SDARO JIif5#tit 1 & x = (0.7781686,0.3846492,40.31962, 200) X J84 1) 551t H
bR E fL= 5885.3328 HH /N T H e R AL VAR IR S5 SR, RHH T 5% SDARO Fifg #it 7 Z Tl
FEAT Sk AR 7 75 2 R AR A

Table 6. Results of the pressure vessel design problem

6. ENRBRITEIEMBELER

RS Ts Th R L f1
SDARO 0.7781686 0.3846492 40.31962 200 5885.3328
ARO 0.778243 0.384751 40.323389 199.947942 5885.6679
MFO 0.8125 0.4375 42,0984 176.6356 6059.7143
Ccs 0.8125 0.4375 42,0984 176.6366 6059.7143
CPSO 0.8125 0.4375 42.091266 176.7465 6061.0777
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I, R

HPSO
CDE
DBO
HHO
NGO

IBWOA

0.8125
0.8125
0.790507
0.832124
0.849501
0.790291

0.4375
0.4375
0.400050
0.431377
0.413433
0.390621

42.0984
42.098411
40.778197
42.905333
42.637891
40.945189

176.6366
176.6377
193.771680
168.397260
170.161217
191.471146

6059.7143
6059.7340
5959.4951
6112.6071
6171.8100
5906.6529

5.2. HH/EAR R F LT

WS RGN BB R . 5K 4 SR T H bR AR TR YA R DL T B
MERE, ZWEEG=EATE: SRZERZA). LEEZDO)MLEEEN). 4

X =%, %, %] =[d,D,N]

FORBAZ R AL -

P Z K A 5B 5 T i)
Fhxt Eb 9% ARO [5]. CPSO [14]. HPSO [15].

0.05<x <2,0.25<x,<1.32<x, <15
SRR/ R A ot B A AR A G R

min

s.t.

gz(x):

9,(x)=

f,(X)= (% +2) %%

9,(x)=1-

3
X3 X2

71785x'

4% — X%,

gs(X)zl—

X+ X%
15

A, B AR 30, A KIAARIKHE )y 1000, FI%%E SDARO A+
MFO [13]. A7 %25 (Harmony Search, HS) [22]. CDE

X2 X3

+
12566 x,x; - x;‘) 5108x;
140.45%

-1<0

<0

[16]. Hudk i 8 S A A 5% (QIWBWO) [23]. & 65 5 & AL AK 57 7%(Manta Ray Foraging Optimization Algo-
rithm, MRFO) [24]. H AL FH V% (Arithmetic Optimization Algorithm, AOA) [25] &% HHO [18]4> 73 3 37 3K fi#
30 X, &L 30 AR H b R EUE 1) B/ IME R F 0 AR s A gk 7 B, HAF L AROL CPSO.
HPSO. MFO. HS. CDE w25 ¥k 5 SCHR[5], %7k QIWBWO. MRFO. AOA. HHO FrAH M 45 5

Yok H SCHR[26] .

Table 7. Results of the tension/compression spring problem
F= 7. Rh/EARRE R BESER

= #78 Ts Th R fa
SDARO 0.051897 0.361749 11 0.01266602
ARO 0.051897 0.361749 11 0.01266602
CPSO 0.051728 0.357644 11.244543 0.0126747
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HPSO 0.051706 0.357126 11.265083 0.0126652
MFO 0.051994 0.364109 10.868422 0.0126669
HS 0.051154 0.349871 12.076432 0.0126706
CDE 0.051609 0.354714 11.410831 0.0126702
QIWBWO 0.0546000 0.4314000 7.9840000 0.0129000
MRFO 0.0523734 0.3733461 10.3831265 0.0126813
AOA 0.0508000 0.3348000 11.7020000 0.0126810
HHO 0.0562000 0.4754000 6.6670000 0.0130160
E3
0.055 ; * ' ; 3
i ARO | i
0.05 SDARO
0.045 | 1
0.04 1
0.035 [ 1
0.03 | 1
o
2y
€ 0.025 [ ]
0.02 [
0.015 |- —\ 1
0 20 40 60 80 100
AR

Figure 3. Convergence curves of algorithms SDARO and ARO for solving the ten-
sion/compression spring design problem

[ 3. B3% SDARO FEE ARO SKARSK R/ 458 8% o] B2 AT s £

MF T RILIE ., 5% SDARO Firf35 il & x = (0.051897,0.361749,11) i B ) e it H A bR HUfE f, =
0.01266602 5 5.3 ARO HIAHRAEAR A, H/NT A4 UREIE TS B AR R EUE . 5] 3 45 H 5% SDARO
AL ARO KA ZIA L) B A5 EUE T B Z5nT LLE 1, 592 SDARO L ARO B PR 4% 22 3] 1)
Ry P TR D S5 6 L 2l s ALk 1 5% N

53. BRIt
A R T AN R S A A R 8 7 AL, (B TR 0 OB T A AN Al . B BT H AR A
4

Wi — N AR GFA RIS BN B ME S R EE, I AR X (i=1---,5) , 2 RE LA
R, &

X=Xy, Xp Xg, Xy X |
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BER S BB I A2
0.01<x <100,i =15
B R ) AR T
min  f,(X)=0.0624(X, + X, + X; + X, + X )
61 37 19 7 1
st g(x) _E+X_§+X_§'+X_§+g_ls 0
X IHb B U R, Y B SRE AT 30, S KIEARIKE Y 1000, HIFEi% SDARO AlI--Ffixf te
Bk ARO [5]. HhA: A W48 % 5132 (Symbiotic Organ- isms Search, SOS) [27]. CS[12]. WE#AL 4k 532 (Grass-
hopper Optimization Algorithm, GOA) [28]. # gt £k (1) /7% (Method of Moving Asymptotes, MMA) [29].
MFO [13]. KM (Aquila Optimizer, AO) [30]. AOA[25]. AT KFEIE#BAL AL 28 (Artificial Gorilla
Troops Optimizer, GTO) [31] f2 YL #k 18 Z 592 (Hunger Games Search, HGS) [32]4) 5l 357 SR /il 30 ¥k, 4%
SR 30 R4S B b bR B 1R 5 /IMEL S 0T B AR B R HUE e 8 s, o 83 ARO. SOS. CS. GOA.,
MMA. MFO [ R4 R H SCRR[5], 5% AO. AOA. GTO. HGS FIAH M 45 H 455K H SCHR[33] -

Table 8. Numerical results for cantilever beam design problem

8. BERRITEMBELSR

AP X1 X2 X3 X4 X5 fa

SDARO 6.01598 5.30928 4.49431 3.50146 2.15263 1.339956
ARO 6.00683 5.31144 4.49352 3.50290 2.15905 1.339956

SOS 6.01878 5.30344 4.49587 3.49896 2.15564 1.3996
CS 6.00890 5.30490 4.50230 3.50770 2.15040 1.33999
GOA 6.01167 5.31297 4.48307 3.50279 2.16333 1.33996
MMA 6.01000 5.30000 4.49000 3.49000 2.15000 1.34000
MFO 5.98487 5.31673 4.49733 3.51362 2.16162 1.39988
AO 6.02384 5.24827 451331 3.51537 2.17753 1.340248
AOA 5.51940 6.18295 419171 4.06200 2.79905 1.419919
GTO 6.01626 5.30758 4.49427 3.50171 2.15381 1.339957
HGS 6.01201 5.30493 4.50546 3.51320 2.13837 1.339977

M B TLAE Y, 9% SDARO Fifd il X = (6.01597908, 5.30928341, 4.49430544, 3.50146085,
2.15263085)%f W ) e fft H AR e AUE £ = 1.339956 55805 ARO HIMHIRLEAAIE, H/NT 534N LR SIEA S
HARREUA . 534M57: SDARO AMUAFE] T 5510 ARO AR A R fe N B &, 1M BAFE 7 55k
ARO ARl e B Rt A S E,  RIEE SDARO 1T UM E R B vt ) R AN R Ry et v v 7 %

6. ERIE

x5 ARO W SIORS FEARAN 2 3SR AN AL, S 1 5 Sobol F7 81 RITE L2 7378 5 A 5k N T
GIAISTIL(SDARO). AT Sobol FF8IEAX T FHEMIBEHLAILGHL, B CRAT 4G FHAHEAE 18 3 25 18] Y 20 A B A
5, ART AR AR . RISl T RENLZE A0 e S, R o AR Rk o B AT AR 4R A,
CARTIE RO RE N R B A o X 23 AN JEE R B U EL 5 R R W], 559% SDARO Xof FLUE bRy HOMI 22 U6 bR 401 -
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FE, B

MIE R TR RRE AR . AR SR S Ie g5 R, 7 SRR = 4E CL R ) @, Sk
SDARO EIHLH s BERR E M. = A TR R R 526 gs Bk — D I6E 7 5% SDARO WA &,

PN

b He

ESERR I HOh TARE SR THR B A R B 7 %

E&WE
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