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Abstract

This study examines the intrinsic limitations of the dung beetle optimization algorithm, particularly
its propensity to converge on local optima, its insufficient global search capabilities, and its rela-
tively slow convergence rate. To mitigate these issues, the paper introduces a novel enhancement
strategy termed the Improved Dung Beetle Optimization Algorithm with Multi-Strategy Fusion
(MSIDBO). This enhancement involves several key modifications: first, a Logistic Chaos mapping
mechanism is incorporated during the initialization phase of the algorithm to enhance the uni-
formity of population distribution. Second, the Fishhawk optimization algorithm is employed to re-
place the original rolling ball position update mechanism of the dung beetle algorithm. This substi-
tution addresses the original algorithm’s reliance on the worst value for position updates, the ab-
sence of instantaneous communication among individuals, and the presence of parameter redun-
dancy. Lastly, an adaptive t-distribution perturbation strategy is introduced to bolster global explo-
ration during the initial iterations while simultaneously improving local search efficiency in the
later stages, thereby accelerating the overall convergence of the algorithm. To evaluate the efficacy
of the MSIDBO algorithm, a series of tests involving 14 classical benchmark functions and engineer-
ing application problems were conducted. The results indicate that the three strategies imple-
mented significantly enhance the performance of the dung beetle optimization algorithm.
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ZE AR U ERE I S AR AT R R, BE SN OIS T — RAIBER BRI TV, W TR RE
PACEIEPSO) [1]. KR FIE(GWO) 2], #ERALEE(SO) [3]. AL EIE(WOA) (4] #5H5T1k
HIEPOA) [515F . XEEERAWSCEEED . MR E . B ERESILER S, S 2N T &4
RUse
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RIESE TS 1 SR R, 7 Bl Ot RS TH IR RE, DLE R 2 B R R

N T ACE IR SR I, ARZ W IUE JRIT TIRAIRR . Zhang SEA 7] T —Fhdk F 4R 2
SIR TR P8 R A, R ) AP e A S S R EE SR A B, R 1SR R AR R IR T RE ST, IR AR
TR T4 T S 17 4 6 (BP) #2000 2% [ TR AS &£ . Shen 55 [0 51N 1 AN 55 24 52 52 SOHL K 5 37 483 6
WRIRE AL B, AR T AR USSR L . Tu 55 N [9R A FE N ACE K 745 & Levy SR80, Mk 1750
PACSEE ) AR R L REAEE T 8, [ 45 5 i RITSCBC BRI AR U, T 1 SR k2 H
PRIFRIRE T FEEAE[10] R R LI A, RN 1 HOIB R O B 58T SR DAL IR A e B i, JF
BE— 2 GIN T RT T R AR R RN, X 26 B IR T AR R M e L R S RE 0, b (et 1 H 4
SR RERERIIR T 53— D7, W SEE N[ AR S A AT AR AL BE S W R & 7 Bernoulli JRE ik
SHEOR, WASE XA T FIERE R A EIEAGE AR, ABATRETYE ST T A& N T - AT A
RN ANTIE, A EE TR Z R, ER R HERA SR BEARS e . B ARSE (1200
RS T AR il T SRS 5 it S TR AR R G, R R T RIA N AR R 5 R K RE

BRI TSR T 2 AR A I SR X R (AL SR (DBOYEEAT 1B R, ANITTAE %% H SSTE I 5 T A
FIRE IR T 7 SO rERE . /R Wk, DBO HEIIR 4 5% BRI AL o ekt == [A] . 4T DBO &
2 H AT ER SR SRR, ASCHRW T —FhEUIRT IR T7 R ——3 T 2 SRR Al & (0 ot ige s 0 A
%@ #K MSIDBO). MSIDBO ik HIRZLof B AE T, W Iy W B & 2 LA Hems , SR B35 19 95 7 46 DBO
FUER AR RAE T, JERPIRT HSIOE B SWSIoE FE . O 1 4Tl iF il MSIDBO Sk rtkag, AT
J& T — RFIRN M A1 B SLIRR0iE . BRI E, A SCHY EZ TRk W] LU T

o FEMBERISAILINT B BATFINT Logistic RIEMLET, LASEHUMEER SE X5 70 A, HETT AN 503k U
SIGHRE .

o FAVK A FERNTC B e 1 IR R SRV AR TR BRI B A, B SR, AT AR R T
SEDO R ZE (E . SR Z A 8] RIVERF 38 7 DA S Z 0T A A il AL

« KHT BEN t 3 ARSI, B R FAEIA IR & O 2 RR R RE ST, AEIRACE I &
BLH RAF R Rz RE 71, ARt — ik 7 R SoE R .

o RPN 14 N2 R B RS DI, IRATISAE 1 TR ) MSIDBO kAR TERE E AT A
gt R RASIE AR B

« Ub4h, MSIDBO RGEINF T =ANSbr TAEOLAL R, BIE T HL e R B2 TR ) AL s e

ARSI o 55 2 T T IEIREIIAL S . B 3 RN AR AN, SR T 2K
WS il £ A HE SR MR DAL B9 (MSTDBO) .« 5 4 1145 2 HEm il & SO R MR AL 53k 5 A SR #EAT 22 7 I ) 5K
B LR, DABSUESCEE RS MR A Rk . 58 5 IR S PR TR R o I kb B0k, — AR SO SRR Y
PRI FITE. 55 6 T4 1 e ik,
2. RIRE b LB
2.1. REKELID

USRI D0 SR S IR — AR ARy HL R A FAR ST R A, IR SR HRBRAT . SRR S IRTT
A BB HRISTEM 534730 LU ST SRS 55, 15 A I AR e B A ) A AT SR R A R R 2R
TR e T IR EEATONRRAE, BTt T LA R AL B SRR, DU E A S i AAOLISE A6 ) % Ao 4T DA A
o [, WRARAIIELN 7 J9 VRN A RSB AT ANA,  BIVR BRI . S5 A ik le . 0 £ AU les LA S ff
DI, XL ACER AR 3 i 0 N g WA B AN TR AT R

FEE ARG, e LR S (IR R AR A I R AR SR SRR, B IRERMI FLZAT RE (45
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R RR  SRT, — BLREICURTR 5] Rl 4T 1E B A2 (AN H- O/ EL2ZQ . 7RISR AL 5V E(DBO)Y I KESE Y,
B ST MR TR BRAT 9 A7 B BT 2 s B E

x (t41)=x (1) +axkxx (1=1)+bxAx (1)

Ax=x, (1) - X" @)

A, ¢ FORAANEACRE X FoRE | NI AEIR R WP RGBS S & Fon M /5 R
BGEWAS ST ER ;o AT 0 A1 ZREBENLELG o &P ERRE, HBUERE -1 201

X WRE R ENE.

LE PRV PG AL, e B — AR OB SR AT . DL BAT HETT I B,
MARR TR BB AT . XM SEAT W E S B V) R SO AT AL, JF BLIRATTRR ) 56 7 2 B BULE O,
) DX Ta) AR — ELISE MR8 1 W SR AT WD E TR IAT HETT ], B e NS M K S B SR BRI
ZITIAATEE . 3 TIX AT ONRAE, AN SR RS R PR AL B S R PR e R R SO

x, (t+1)=x,(¢)+tan (0)|x, ()~ x, (¢ -1)| 3)
A, tan (O A’ 55
2.2. EFEBD

PGS 2 /) 0 B R LKE 2 RR R IZ 1) 2 A PR R MmO B, RIS T AR HEAT ™ 00 o XTSRRI T 5, ik
A O Do L B A OCE B, O T RS A I BT R e B O AT O, BIN T I SRR,
S 1 AR Rk O

Lb" = max(X* x(l—R),Lb) 4)
Ub" = min( X" x(1+R),Ub) (5)
Arb, XOHATREME: Lb Fom M, Ub R Bt

SRR AR E 1 i B O R, MEVEISEMIE 2 AR O R E AL ER B HEAT O, HA
JOEMIERE RO T — MO0 i1 T e M0 i g R 7 P X B IS AT Zh &2 40, BRIt ek ™ B9 X Fr) £
B FRIERI AR . ZREhERU T LUE LN

B (t+1)=X"+bx(B,(t)-Lb")+b,x(B,(r)-Ub") (6)
X, B FRIRERIE S M ORI E s by A1 by A1 1 x D MIBENLIA &, AT AT DA VA LR 28 2% A vh B
SR T RE IR -

2.3. R R
NGEILE W B ER TR AR B, S R F R MIRIR . D 1 DR/ 5 0 BE AE 5 B 2B Y 5 £ b 3R
Hutey, e ZER A e 0B XA A, I DASR 3/ MBEe i 00 AT R UL R R . R
DX R AR 2 S 30N
Lb" = max (X" x(1-R),Lb) (7
Ub" =min (X" x(1+R),Ub) (8)
Kb, XoONERREME. B, /NG AL E Ty
x(t41)=x, () + G x(x, (1) = Lb" )+ C, x(x, (1) -UD") ©)

DOI: 10.12677/csa.2024.1411219 94 RS2 5 5


https://doi.org/10.12677/csa.2024.1411219

I, F Ak

Aofr, CRBMIES S MGHBENEG Ce (0, DR AHEbLF R .
2.4. fHERIGLAN

TEWEMEFPEE A0, AR — SRR IR IR — 1T 57 R, e A ] 22 %7 O AR e i (1) ZE kA B B4
SR BT G AT N R AEAE G 3 B B IR B B X3, I A 57 IR A8 1) o B ST ik R ] DA IR Ay -
x(t+41)=X" +S><gx(|x,. (t)—X*|+|x[ (t)—Xb|) (10)

L AT, SIANT AN E ¢ ZRERMNIIEN 0 H5ZE8 1 IR 6. 1ehh, & X
T—MEES, ENFIEBEHLIEN ZFEPEIR L T IR

3. ZIREERAE BUH M 1L A (MSIDBO)
3.1. Logistic J& jdiRdEt

FERRH AR ZE T, M R B B s B R A O, B BRI B A R B e
PERIFENE . —MILBT IR AG MR BE 8 N A TR BE AR HOEE i, A BT 55092 S DRt e Sl 4 Jm) Bt
fitt o 1% ST REALAT 46 A T BAT AR 1 ORI R 22 FEAE SRR LA A AN I 4, 28170 W] B8 51 R WIAR AR AN ) 43 A,
B IS R FARRLRE . A RO SR AT AR R AR REALE BT, ELM R RT A AT
e SR TR AL A — T IR o VRV G R Ry F) i i PE A Y FE BE AL RR IO, TESRTTRER B
R SMERE DT T RIS T R E MR X R ARIR I R T — R RO LR, BTz bR
ABIZ AR RESEET, Do A RAE AR . fln, IRTEILR O 2 s Dh gl N T bR 10 Ak SR
[131BA SRR A SR [ 14]155, BUAS T RAFRIIRAL AR o Rl Logistic VRIHEMLGS, B H G R BEALIEA
KRERE, ERER R AL BRI B AR 3B 1 T2 R .

Logistic 7RIS H5 Rak T -
x+1=uxn(l—xn) an

Hd, uel0,4], x,€0,1), n=1,2,....
3.2. piA BB EE

AR Ak 512 (Osprey Optimization Algorithm, OOA) A& — PRIl i 8 5 & 17 A LAk 59%, B Moham-
mad Dehghani 1 Pavel Trojovsky T 2023 SE#EH[15]. 1Z5H5IE A48 8 (1 A £ BAT N—Ehr fa 355
e, DL BRI T B 22 7 & FH—k BT 0. BRSO HRE T MR O B RRIRR
5REIT K

EARRENE, FIEB T AR AR R AT . 8 AR L s i i A B e K R |
KIALE, BEEREBGE IR X AT AL B3 RO P SR 00 2P B, I8 K B e A
JEAEIL R A N AL E, SR T SRR AE 8 A7 e A0 DX 48 S RIIRE = 30 e O 77 TR R R R AL . HE N R R By
B, Bk e B A . X AT R E R T L M SR A B, I A
R ) N AT /NIE FE AL B R, 8 T BEAE R R P RAZIR AR JT, R SRR AE O R IR B
B WS A AR -

BT ERANFIEE R RRE T IR, © et R Mo EE R R BRI B AU e = (A . sk = R
I AL H SO E SR E . BT, AR E RN E A FIRAE S — B BT R I & R R R
Hlg, DUAENEAR, SRR IG M SEER BRI B A B LG . BRI S, AR LS
—Hr B A IR R RN, R RR T T DLVEGH AR W T
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x:pjl =Xt '(SFfJ =1 'xi,f) (12)
X, REXIE0, P RIRENLEG SF 2% i RN ERairhpLLer s, 1 REad T 4.
3.3. BiER t IR

iR HE AR AL A6 SV (DBO) B AT HLH LA HEWE S8 AT AT M At 2 b, IR T DU Fh AR SE AL AR AR
HRLRAR 2 R) P R A, SRR TR L. SR, X iR PR AR IR R — ISR S R
RN R IR RIREE, BT R R BN A RS, N TCER B2 R EAAE . N T R
B, AT ME G i ¢ 0, MR “student’s t 34T 7 ot 43 43 A (IEZS 43 A7) S5 4 7
SRR R SOES, R MR R ECE R . R EAE RN, 2 e A A B S RBOE N |, 3
A SR TRTPE o)A 10024 E S HORMIE I TS5 RN, ¢ A0 W 2 B HnET s i Ao 3X—
REPEAEDS t S ARFEAL B BAT A R B B SRS, Bev I RS 2R MGt [16] [17].

T AR Y BE R AT 9, AR SCAE RIS B8 S B B BB PE L ST\ T 26T ¢ 70 A SR s . B AT
FATEAT T A LSRR ECON AZER A, H LSS E « 700K B i ESH. B)E, BA TR xS
SRS /IS ) B AT NHEAT ¢ AT AR RIS o IX SRS HOA% O F ) AR SIRIE AR ATIRT B T e
WRAIXE K A2 SRR RE F), DA 2 R AR 8] AR IAR AR B, ME B R T SA 5
HACARAE ST, BRI AR RS B I SR R LA AT 2 VRATAR 7 B B e A 5

x(t+1)=x(r)+1(iter)x x(1) (13)
A, T AR ¢ A, B B SRR A R ARRE iter B3, K IHFRIRN ¢ (iter)s x (0N
IGERE T AL E, x (1) AR S R AL

3.4. MSIDBO &%
&3k 1 MSIDBO &yEHESE 4 FR

BN VIR FREEEO N, SRIEARIREL Tiax
i BEME X, ENEf

1: fR#E Logistic VRS BT FEIMG1L
2: While(t<Tomax):

3: fori=1—N;

4. for i=1—>Njy;

5: F I8 A X (1)(2)(3)(12) BB R BRIGE A B S0 A 5
6: end for;

7: for i=1—Ny;

8: T IR A 2(4)(5)(6) 5E 3T B TEIGE IR o7 B S e v A

9: end for;

10: for i=1—Nj;

11: TR 2(7)(8)(9)(13) B T8 B e iAoy B % ik 7 A
12: end for;

13: for i=1—Ny;

14: Fo R A T (10) B8 37 M 57 e s B 8% 3 8 FEAH 5

15: end for;

16: end for;

17: EREEMEXY, EMNE f B
18: end while;
Return X7, &MNJE f,
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3.5. MSIDBO ¥R E|E 2 E 5
54 DBO SEMIN MIE AR E AN O(T,, * N*D), Hrit N NMBME, T ARKIERKE, DA

UL IR LA Logistic RIEML RIEAT FEFIGHALES, I ERAREN O(N*D) . MG
HREEIAFEMBIEN t 2 ATIRBIEIS )5, B SINETRIIE, WA ey, it MSIDBO

LI B BER O(T,,, * N+ D), 554 DBO Sk A 24— 3.
4. ERISKB GRS
4.1. SEIGIFEE

N TR AT YA — B0, FRAT 1K BT 5 HE A8 B SR 0 30 22 6 AH [R] AR BT & R R S b AT 2
1T o IX M0k B E T B DR A 22 S BRI AN ) i 5o SR ik B VP Ay 7 AR T E B2, AN T 6 0% T HEAfG
HU PP AY & B R SEPR R B . SEIRIREE Y Windows 11 64bit #1F 248, WA AN 32.00 GB, CPU A 12th Gen
Intel (R) Core (TM) i7-12650H 2.30 GHz, 1/ EL% {4 Matlab R2024a.

4.2. SEHNETT

Table 1. Test functions

F 1 MR

B4 S Yz ¥ ] RIE
F1 Sphere 30 [—100, 100] 0
F2 Schwefe2.22 30 [-10, 10] 0
F3 Schwefell.2 30 [—100, 100] 0
F4 Schwefel2.21 30 [-100, 100] 0
F5 Rosenbrock 30 [-30, 30] 0
F6 STEP 30 [-100, 100] 0
F7 Quartic 30 [~1.28, 1.28] 0
F8 Schwefel 30 [=500, 500] —12569.5
F9 Rastrigin 30 [-5.12,5.12] 0
F10 Ackley 30 [-32,32] 0
F11 Griewank 30 [-600, 600] 0
F12 Penalized 30 [-50, 50] 0
F13 Penalized2 30 [-50, 50] 0
F14 Foxholes 30 [-65, 65] 0.998

TEATT, BATEOPE T FAER B A S B A Tz 5o )y 28 S0, A0 AR IR A0 Ak B0
(DBO) [6]+ KIRMRAFIE(GWO) [2]. BEAMRALFTIZR(WOA) [4]. EIHEAFIE(GIO) [18]1LL I BTk
HE(BKA) [19], FHB EAT S A SCH 2 H ) MSIDBO SH3E4T TR NN EL 3o T 4 T 1 HE A 1 1
fii MSIDBO Sk R, BATRA T 14 AN H M £ [20], X el s 20 2 AR 401 e 4% 1
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YRS . BRI, BATES 7L IR A(F1 2 F7), XL 80T Z M R0 SR AT R (B2 3)
R I TR I . HhAh, BATBEIERE 1A ZIERKEU(F8 % F13), XM EH — N2 RGN Z 45
LA, I RE RS A SO PP SRR A R AR R A N R kR Re ). e, RATEIERE T — AN EDEYE
FEI) 2 WE R U(F14), 1Z 00T T30 Uk BEER R AT K e 7 Z IR PA PE AR e P o A2 SR v B 7 1
TG — B T ITA FIEN RS 30, EARRECH 500, DARACRIZES 6401 — Bt . A TV BRBENL
BRZENT SEAG A5 R RE M, A VRN SL IS I ML IEAT T 30 Ik, HtE T A EIEM B AR E (min)

PruE % (std) “FH{H (ave). B ZE1H (worse) PL & FPA $(median) &5 FLAN BEPE REFE AR . BEAN, TATIEHAT T
BRARLSS, DAt —DI0Ur AL 2 [ PERE 2 7+ .

4.3. SEWERIHT

2 VEMA M TG R BAAEEE . v T A EE S EE R, ATTHE T BN EIE R R
(BRIt /ME min) ARiEZE(std) “FYME (avg)~ B Z fif (worse) LA K H 7 B (median) S5 F6 A5 o 7513 pR 207 TH
TATRA T — K5 RN R E(F1 £ F7), XERHEEA - NRERR A, EIUEE— 2Rl
fifto DRI, XS8R E R & A T VPl A R IT K (BOFR 2 ) PEfRe . it 7 X 2o ek 2 B AT I, 3RATT
AT AU U452 38 B A 4 2 O AR IS SIOER FE ARG R, AT I O R PR RE AT I8 . IRIE R 2
B, AT LAW%E 3] MSIDBO Sy 7E AR IR R $ F1 & F6 I RBLH 1 AR T HAD S 3. &%) F7
BRI, R MSIDBO Hikra B AR L, (B TMsethhr. A 7 v EE IR RE 7y, RATR
T — M 2EEREEE, B F8 £ F13. XER B AA — N BERHE, Iefasd 7 RERN SR /IME.
TSR IE, BEE YRR NG N, XL R ME B R 2 2R R IS . R, X
BRI HON T3 BEAE 52 48 28 1) b AR e A AR I Bl 1 o Sl AR X pR i B AT A, AT
AT RATRN I 1 fife B2 A T K 5 ) 3 A DL A T PRI B, AT AT b PPl HL AR B8 /o % T eR % F9 % F11
PAK F13, MSIDBO Skl 1 R AR SRR R 92 . 2% BTk MSIDBO £ 4 K 22 4501l ik 2R %k
R EAR R S S ST AR S PRI AR T oA 5 PR

Table 2. Simulated results

F2. BULER

MSIDBO DBO GWO WOA GJO BKA
min 0 1.6318E-176  5.59506E-60  1.13152E-86  6.5924E—116  4.8232E—109
std 0 1.97926E-99  1.50325E-56  8.74101E-77  8.7486E—108  1.05796E—74

FI  avg 0 3'67546615710 7.29981E-57  2.12644E-77  2.6139E-108  1.93298E-75
median 0 1.168E-135  4.88802E-58  6.12358E-84  4.6822E-111 8'947403]5_10
worse 0 1.08456E-98  5.90548E-56  4.67972E-76  4.6172E—-107  5.79483E-74
min 2.5449E-289  1.31727E-84  8.2768E-35  6.49339E—60  7.30426E-63  5.47192E-54
std 0 3.16335E-59  7.33885E-33  1.34027E-51  2.75752E-60  6.49164E—41

F2  avg 4.4575E-253  5.86792E-60  6.13781E-33  4.43535E-52  1.71222E-60  1.18521E—41
median ~ 2.2739E-261  3.63397E—68  3.71896E-33  1.2099E-55  5.07748E—61  4.70341E-51
worse 1.3013E-251  1.7334E-58  2.98211E-32  5.28074E-51  1.02273E-59  3.55562E—40
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gk
min 0 7.6805E-146  6.38145E-30  0.000726735  1.61973E—64  1.0296E—102
std 0 1.76419E-84  3.16794E—23  164.2813995  3.85625E-56  6.54981E—73
F3 avg 0 3.22096E—85 6.02529E-24 142.0842022 1.4267E-56 1.19583E-73
median 0 1.8268E—-123 6.17437E-27 66.04950499 1.93306E—60  2.57059E—99
worse 0 9.66289E—84 1.73722E-22 562.1154687 1.88639E—55 3.58748E-72
min 8.7698E—294  4.23344E-81 1.69362E—20  4.87262E-06 1.08366E—43 2.21516E-53
std 0 7.16731E-53 1.18141E-17 3.342377498 8.13317E-40 1.2707E-39
F4 avg 3.7586E—241  1.65231E—53  3.52498E-18  2.096663554  2.44525E—40  2.74078E—40
median  2.3481E-266  1.54137E-66  6.27638E—19  0.92339951 1.6681E-41  3.30196E—50
worse 1.1276E-239  3.88666E—52  6.53664E—17  12.62441754  4.3354E—39 6.8749E—39
min 0.000408923  4.916158339  5.709289844  4.540800829  6.229844156  3.950182102
std 0.837663733 3.087681112 0.648885269 0.834642314 0.530238318 1.412813056
F5 avg 4.284751776 5.899588558 6.710064462 6.851630693 7.127827938 6.320492649
median 4.404044709 5.393438255 6.294549865 6.828114685 7.195977818 6.13773147
worse 4.803969775  22.19170461  8.518302887  8.777013782  8.100719072  8.948063013
min 7.70372E-32  3.95971E-30  1.76795E-06  0.000150467  5.01126E-06  8.71974E—07
std 1.23245E-27  1.10124E—22  1.46104E-06  0.001045251  0.160432971  0.267422461
F6 avg 4.3038E-28 4.20768E-23 3.97904E—06 0.001079024 0.17015947 0.067628029
median 5.64683E-30 7.7788E-26 3.72648E—06 0.00077782 0.249132898 5.50225E—-06
worse 6.28484E-27  3.98864E-22  9.03118E—-06 0.004494862 0.502265784 1.291247008
min 8.54976E-06  0.000207731  7.53757E-05  0.000127901  6.95642E—06  1.17813E—05
std 0.000292525  0.001014405  0.000484447  0.002465513  0.000116437  0.000601523
F7 avg 0.000376119  0.001281034  0.000727868  0.002085999  0.000146259  0.000286483
median 0.000335527 0.000876648 0.000627668 0.001024855 0.000110455 0.000169891
worse 0.001322001 0.003937947 0.00196891 0.011826643 0.000554176 0.003407412
min —4189.82852  —4188.265059 —3439.505063 —4188.756929  —3203.98894  —4189.032923
std 5112761011 4553116838  309.1493868  595.3793993  429.9285956  348.1944774
F8 avg —3560.15093  —3500.748535 —2696.685935  —3265.5958  —2265.419765  —3358.56852
median  —3497.402355 —3512.474126 —2674.044153 —3044.370353 —2221.624858 —3288.457762
worse —2349.406827 —2284.196102 —2151.988756 —2050.779474 —1507.85367 —2763.528069
min 0 0 0 0 0 0
std 0 5.687882326 1.12135456 2.59454E-15 0 0
F9 avg 0 2.10493997 0.236494561 4.73695E-16 0 0
median 0 0 0 0 0 0
worse 0 24.87393104  6.094493297  1.42109E—14 0 0
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min 4.44089E-16  4.44089E-16 3.9968E-15 4.44089E-16  4.44089E-16  4.44089E-16
std 0 0 1.13631E-15  2.36029E-15 1.08403E-15 0

F10 avg 4.44089E—-16  4.44089E-16  7.43109E-15  3.28626E—-15  3.64153E-15  4.44089E-16
median 4.44089E-16  4.44089E-16  7.54952E-15 3.9968E-15 3.9968E-15 4.44089E-16
worse 4.44089E-16  4.44089E-16  1.11022E-14  7.54952E-15 3.9968E-15 4.44089E-16
min 0 0 0 0 0 0
std 0 0.087236012 0.029903915 0.12791314 0.001426015 0

F11 avg 0 0.037319973 0.030165694 0.061807322 0.000260354 0
median 0 0 0.022140478 0 0 0
worse 0 0.364345978 0.116506577 0.542917728 0.007810607 0
min 4.80844E-32  3.55937E-29 6.6225E-07 0.000498274 1.03586E—05 1.62841E—-07
std 0.056781861 6.16134E-23 0.006855396 0.009393626 0.0516 0.055133049

FI12  avg 0.010366902 1.42638E-23 0.002644962 0.00760913 0.047097533 0.013743869
median 2.07808E—29  2.11462E-26  1.09626E—06 0.002598686 0.03916324 8.02171E-07
worse 0.311007061 3.33401E-22  0.019946799 0.035764577 0.275393043 0.276909594
min 6.89646E—32  2.24809E-28  2.04503E-06 0.000775755 1.92691E-05  4.72247E—-06
std 0.020048194 0.050857176 0.043047575 0.059944183 0.095522566 0.166331417

F13 avg 0.006902893 0.02941213 0.013169153 0.043373095 0.11892333 0.126156414
median 3.72398E—28  5.84935E—24 8.5615E—06 0.014569494 0.105967009 0.050811869
worse 0.09737116 0.197739754 0.199787347 0.202041407 0.299237679 0.76218286
min 0.998003838 0.998003838 0.998003838 0.998003838 0.998003838 0.998003838
std 4.282084227 1.0303653 4.136038848 3.338627879 4.619407071 0.181483682

F14 avg 3.866597835 1.559707067 4.131335685 2.861340837 5.952025116 1.031138073
median 0.998003838 0.998003838 2.982105157 0.998003839 2.982105157 0.998003838

WOorse

10.76318067

3.968250106

12.67050581

10.7631812

12.67050581

1.9920309

4.4. BRSO EL A

N T EE MM R MSIDBO S 7E 5l AW SURF M8 S B N R B A0 777 T ) 5B B, A 24 T
INFHREAE 14 AN R B AU S 2618, Bk ni 1 s, B, SRS AR S
B, Tk DT A 3 7 AR PR AR A

A2 LI PR 2L, MSIDBO 532 (Wi S5k B2 AN S0 RS BEAR S T HoAth oS BU S R B 17 82 L3
R AE IR L B I PR i, 4 R e IMEL TR AT FRORAE B A IR AR e, ARG B WA Sl 2 d /IME AR T
Ao XTI, MSIDBO 5L 3iAs AU ELL AR EA R 1 2 & 5 MEH, fRon 7RI TIiee
it 3 W S e T I R B St 2, AT IR A MSIDBO 5 HAB SR AR SIORS 2 B2, (H 3L
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Figure 1. Algorithm convergence graphs

B 1. BRI E

4.5. Givtora: BRAELE

N T KAE MSIDBO 5 LARME LS IE R B AAAEIEREZE 7, R —Fh 44 Wilcoxon BRANKE I HISETHT7
FATR I T [21] 0 ZTTE R OAE T T3 p BRI ST AR B MKr . BT S, 24 p E/D

DOI: 10.12677/csa.2024.1411219 101 THEAURF 5 R


https://doi.org/10.12677/csa.2024.1411219

IR, FAk

T 0.05 I, A LLE PRI AN ENE 2 AMEEST T2 B R R . MHRHITH R RO NS T3 3
A AT L %2 21 MSIDBO S22 A5 DL AL 45 3R 5 AL A SE AR b SR B R AR AR 22 S

Table 3. Wilcoxon rank sum test
%= 3. Wilcoxon FLFNI& L8

DBO GWO WOA GJO BKA

F1 1.21178E-12 1.21178E-12 1.21178E-12 1.21178E-12 1.21178E-12
F2 3.01986E—-11 3.01986E-11 3.01986E—-11 3.01986E—-11 3.01986E—-11
F3 1.21178E—-12 1.21178E-12 1.21178E-12 1.21178E-12 1.21178E-12
F4 3.01986E—-11 3.01986E-11 3.01986E—-11 3.01986E—-11 3.01986E—-11
F5 3.01986E-11 3.01986E—-11 7.38908E—-11 3.01986E—-11 1.07018E—09
F6 1.28704E-09 3.01986E-11 3.01986E-11 3.01986E—-11 3.01986E—-11
F7 2.31679E-06 0.003848068 1.60621E-06 0.000110577 0.005569939
F8 0.529771056 3.35195E-08 0.036438856 4.19968E-10 0.037782018
F9 0.011035086 0.160802121 0.333710696 1 1

F10 1 6.13374E-14 8.725E-08 3.94103E-12 1

F11 0.005584312 6.24703E-10 0.001370186 0.333710696 1

F12 1.01877E-05 5.57265E-10 5.57265E-10 5.57265E-10 5.57265E-10
F13 0.000721942 0.000117344 5.17627E-07 1.19954E—08 2.43244E-09
F14 0.18516828 0.001546738 0.016633297 2.99206E-05 0.003174175

5. TEENMASH

4T AES MSIDBO SEIEAE SEhR TRER s v /g, ORI B i (¥) MSIDBO S0 =4 T AR
VR RBBEAT T A . o3 R AT MRS ) R [22] AR VT M 23] ST A I R [24], R LLs
AT TR MNRTT IR ARE = A TR ) A O O, A T R e AN S KA, SR A
S FER iR . SRR, FANFIEMSIIET 30 K, BORERIKECN 300, HURMAE AR .
5.1. =TSR THiB)RE

ZATM AR 1A R R TR b W 2 2y sRAA ) R[22 D9 1A = AP SR AR B R
T E A AT LR, B R =R ML R, Wm0 SRR I AR XA ]
AW MZLSE: AL R A2, H HAR BN A F A RIRIT

(1) BIHHEE =[x x,]=[4 4,]

(2) AR Minf (%) = (242 +x, )1

- 2x, +x,
X)=—=——"""—P-0<0
& () x/zx12+2x1x2
X
() LR FM g, (¥)=—=—2—P-0<0
\/Ex12+2x1x2
1
X)=—=——P-0<0
&)= e

(4) BUEVEHE 0 <x,x, <1

(5) WH A E [ =100cm, P = ka/cm2 Lo = 2km/cm2

AR MSIDBO SiE N I T = AT My 2R el i, JF-R i S 45 2R 5 2 Mok B oAb SCRR Y Bt Sk kAT
TXE. FEZ 4 v, FRATHIH T A R SR gk A5 1) B 0 A DA S A R R R SRR BB . sl xf bE iy, kA1)
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KHL MSIDBO AR T HAR SRR I 1 SR MI5E 4 7.

Table 4. Comparison of test results of each algorithm for solving the threE—bar truss problem

4. BESERBZIHIZREIREAMIRE RELER

=R Al A =HE
MSIDBO 0.788809685 0.407867857 263.8958567
DBO 0.788106244 0.409859738 263.8960817
GWO 0.787673406 0.411097937 263.8974765
WOA 0.782474986 0.426073704 263.924718
GJO 0.788142132 0.409795675 263.8998259
BKA 0.788671957 0.40825728 263.8958434

MF 4 R BRSO UL BB 1, MSIDBO 3: B85 48 2 5 47 i 45 ) BB B ¥R R 2
fl. BHESRUL, 4S8 A A IME S 51A 0.788809685 5 0.407867857 I, = AFHF 2R (AR 1k B &% /IME

263.8958567.

5.2. BEEFRIHEE

PG 0] R ) 3 B H AR R AR R A B B 23] SR F IR (0 VT i) R £ 3 S B B0 () 2 R
(o)~ TREIZS I BT (Pe) AN 28 31 (i 22 (0) S L AR AR O DU TE 2 8. IR SR IR K IEZ (D) 58
FE(o)s JEEE )RR SRR (). ), XS HN TR RR IS A . SRR R

AU

(1) B RE ¥ =[x x, x; x,]=[h 11 5]

(2) EARBRELL(F)=1.10471x?x, +0.0481 Lx,x, (14.0+ x,)

gl(”)=r(7c)—rmax <0

2 (fc)za(?c)—amax <0

g3 (X)=6(%)=8,, <0

g, (¥)=x-x,<0

gs(fc):p—pﬁ()?)SO

g6(%)=0.125-x,<0

g, (¥)=0.10471x] +0.04811x,x, (14.0+x,)—-5.0< 0

7(X)= \/(r')2 + 27'1”;—;+(r")2 =

MR
p ,T" :_’M — p
V2x,x, J

2 2 2 2
S PR LN R

2.6
apD 4.013E xgz“
5(f)=Ex3x P (%)= I
3Xg

p =6000/b, L =14in,0,,, =0.25in

max

E =30x10° psi,G =12x10° psi

A E
20\4G

(3) AHREM: |7 =13600psi, o, = 30000 psi
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(4) BUHIER 0.1<x, <2,0.1< x, £10,0.1< x, <10,0.1<x, <2
HH MSIDBO S0 #R H: 2 HEAT AL P45 e fUAE, JFRERBSE RS 5 FhRESUREAT X EL .
15 BoR T A FA MM RS B

Table 5. Comparison of test results of algorithms for solving the welded beam problem

5. EREIERMBIEEREEANIR 45 R LA

Rk h 1 t b RAUME
MSIDBO 0.198733201 3.339233366 9.192056879 0.198832215 1670322918
DBO 0.199100231 3.33399329 9.18583492 0.199101111 1.671199494
GWO 0.197263339 3.366985556 9.197773334 0.198971147 1.673826354
WOA 0.17425565 3.908364381 9.187388467 0.199033017 1706568345
GJO 0.197566703 3.356296869 9.229642542 0.198801468 1.676857042
BKA 0.198171654 3.350458274 9.19199264 0.198856863 1.671153175

5.3. WIRFIE)E

TRl 8 1) P A4 B2 D0 A TAT R 0 2R B ML 0 1) AR T2 (24, AR A B 5 ) B RS B B
R RS 7 NARAR R TEOG), WRECEm), DNARPRINE(), AR R AR A AR
(1)~ A2 1) (58 ARA I BE(12) 58— HRAH O BLAR (d 1) A3 AR ) LA (d2) 0TI SR ARl 2 1 )
11 ANAFEEAT, 1A R VT AR R A AR R &5 1 B el 23 A B A R 0 R TR

(1) lﬁﬁ‘@EEx:[xl X, Xy X, Xs X X; | =[bmz 1 1, d d,]

o f(¥)=0.7894x7x, (14.9334x, - 43.0934+3.3333x] ) +
(2) Hirea
0.7854()63)(5 +)c§x4)—1.508x1 (xf +x§)+ 7.477(x$ +x§)

2 (¥)=-xxx,+27<0

2, (¥)=-xx3x; +397.5<0

g3( ) x,xixx," +1.93<0

g, (¥)=—x,x7x,x" +1.93<0

g (¥)=10x; \/1691><106 +(745x,3,'x; ) ~1100<0
Q)L AT g6()?)=10x7'3\/157.5x106+(745x5x2'1x3_1) -850<0

g, (%) =x,x,-40<0

g (¥)=—xx,"+5<0

g (¥)=xx"-12<0

210 (¥)=1.5x—x,+1.9<0

g, (¥)=11x, —x;+1.9<0

(4) BUEEHE
2.6<x <3.6,07<x,<0817<x,<2873<x,,x <83,29<x,<39,5<x,<55
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Table 6. Comparison of test results of the algorithms for solving the speed reducer problem

6. BREIERMRIR AT A AR 45 R EL AL

AT b m oz I I di d2 wALE

MSIDBO 3.5 0.7 17 73 7715319912 3.350540949  5.286654465 2994.424466
DBO 3.5 07 17 73 7715319912 3.350540949  5.286654465 2994.424466
GWO 3.506731037 0.7 17 7.358334334  7.87969366  3.355749193  5.28753044  3003.079007
WOA 3502310029 0.7 17 73 8.088418175 3.478078982 5.286783667 3037.351444
GJO 3.50708475 0.7 17 73 7.940089649  3.358400103  5.295416248  3009.738061
BKA 3500071368 0.7 17 73 7.927283161  3.350569303  5.289362582  3000.838299

M 6 EEE AT A B Y, MSIDBO SVEACH R N A3 21 R jios 45 B e/, RO 7L
PRV . SRS L, MSIDBO Sy /e Ab B &% il BN T /5 1) 7 MZ O S HUE AR T4
i, WIS DR 25 ) 3 A5 2L

6. TELGR

S5 TR A0 A 505 (DBO)FE Rl RE 22 FE I OR35E  J) 308 o 0 AR 0 R 7 USCSSORS BE 4R T DA K 4 R 4 = Y B
YRS THATAE R R BRI, ANSCHEH T — P4 2 SR st T — R i B e ik AL s, B 22 SR Rl 4
BEFIRRRAE AL SV E(MSIDBO) . B 56 T HIEIIVIA L BL I N T Logistic JRTEBLG AL, B 754 Z3e T
FEOY AR I S REE s FLUk, SR A A B9 35 460 iR A W s 592 o PR R BR AT 8 S LA, DA e S A
AR Fo ZEAB R AT A0 B B s R Z AN AR B B 22 I S S EUTAR I s B e, SEit T HIERM t Al
W, BTEEAYIAEI AR ERR A S, MAEIEAA I s/ S8 &R A, Il 7 5RO
T B FOR SO SRS (G A, FRATTEEAT TRISELG, JEELT 14 NI R B E N SRR B,
MSIDBO 555 TR s AL e Skt 4T 7 Xt . seatah SR RoR, MSIDBO $5E7E 2 AN 7 TH X HUE
TRESGE. A, BATEEETIX 14 A2 R B SEI0EE, FIH Wilcoxon BRAIKE 8 77 2 50HE T
MSIDBO #3254t DBO Hik UL K H A AL Gk 2 A 25 22 5 st R W], MSIDBO HikHH
M LA B35 2 . N T 3E— 5 MSIDBO S A S2 bR 47, FRATTIEEL T = A TRt ]
BERIRZER], FHAH MSIDBO HyE#kT T4 IR, Fi, FRATER MSIDBO &k 5 H Al s 4 5
AT TR XTEEAE R H], MSIDBO VAR AL B 2R TAR B v 1o U e It 1 SE SR ) 56 5+ 70

E&WMAE

T8 R BRI B T R 2% 9% 151 H (CZK YF2025-1-B008); BB IRIT 44 /K IR 241 5 ot B i S 6 =
FF 3 4:(DT2024A01).
S E 3wk
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