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Abstract

Aiming at the slow attenuation and low convergence precision of golden eagle optimization algorithm, a
new algorithm combining Levy fight and Brownian motion is proposed./n order to increase the diversity,
Fuch chaotic map is introduced to initialize the golden eagle individuals. Levy flight mechanism and
Brownian motion mechanism are introduced into the position update formula of golden eagle individual
to improve the search accuracy and help to the jump out of local optimum. The reduction factor is
introduced into the overall position update formula of the golden eagle individual to improve the
convergence speed. Compared with 9 original algorithms and 5 improved algorithms under 14 benchmark
test functions, the experimental results show that the improved golden eagle optimization algorithm has
better performance, which are verified by three engineering applications.
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Fig. 1 Flow chart of LRBGEO GEO P=[05,2],P=[1,0.5]
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2 AGESZI LRBGEO P=[0.5,2],P=[1,0.5],d=1
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WOA 1.14E+03  1.12E+04 6.32E+03 0 WOA 0 2.36E-03 9.51E-03 94
GEO 2.36E+04 5.44E+04 1.41E+04 0 GEO 1.29E-07 6.40E-03 7.70E-03 50
LRBGEO 292E-21 1.57E-20 8.24E-21 100 LRBGEO 0 0 0 100
BOA 1.05E-11 1.15E-11 5.77E-13 100 BOA 2.46E-04 298E-03 2.37E-03 0
FA 7.11E-10 1.43E-09 2.10E-10 100 FA 9.28E-26 2.77E-23 2.82E-23 100
GWO  743E-19 1.73E-17 2.17E-17 100 GWO 4.79E-09 4.03E-05 2.72E-04 96
PSO 1.86E-01 3.91E-01 1.16E-01 0 PSO 0 3.31E-31 3.93E-31 100
- SCA 2.54E+00 1.49E+01 8.86E+00 0 . SCA 3.53E-05 5.09E-03 5.01E-03 0
SSA 3.50E-01 4.23E+00 3.24E+00 0 SSA 1.13E-16 1.89E-14 231E-14 100
SOA 2.12E-04 1.09E-02 1.73E-02 0 SOA 1.45E-07 1.46E-05 2.69E-05 60
WOA 8.11E-06 3.32E+01 3.13E+01 2 WOA 7.88E-13  3.55E-07 8.35E-07 100
GEO 5.36E+01  6.41E+01 3.82E+00 0 GEO 1.60E-02  3.05E+00 2.55E+00 0
LRBGEO 7.74E-12 1.40E-11 3.54E-12 100 LRBGEO 0 0 0 100
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Sk QR AP A CPBME ARdEE O SR% || mifk Bk RMME  CPME #EE SR/%

BOA 6.52E-06 7.11E-02 1.35E-01 2 BOA 7.29E+00 8.38E+00 4.70E-01 0
FA 4.54E-26 2.39E-24 2.39E-24 100 FA 1.41E+00 1.78E+00 2.18E-01 0
GWO 1.57E-10 4.57E-02 1.83E-01 94 GWO 1.38E+00 5.64E+00  1.94E+00 0
PSO 0 0 0 100 PSO 1.00E+00 1.00E+00 1.16E-08 0
SCA 2.20E-06 8.58E-05 8.50E-05 12 SCA 3.23E+00 4.09E+00 3.53E-01 0
£ SSA 9.74E-18 9.18E-16 1.19E-15 100 Fi2 SSA 2.01E+00 2.46E+00 3.13E-01 0
SOA 8.37E-10 2.42E-07 3.35E-07 100 SOA 1.12E+00 2.26E+00 5.11E-01 0
WOA 1.95E-17 4.81E-12 1.19E-11 100 WOA 9.00E-01 9.72E-01 6.47E-02 40
GEO 3.58E-02 3.77E-01 2.28E-01 0 GEO 1.60E+00 2.65E+00 3.44E-01 0
LRBGEO 0 9.42E-30 6.66E-29 100 LRBGEO 9.00E-01 9.00E-01 2.24E-16 100
BOA 3.90E-21 1.13E-15 4.81E-16 100 BOA 3.00E-01 3.03E-01 6.85E-03 0
FA 5.18E-27 5.84E-25 4.23E-25 100 FA 9.99E-02 1.86E-01 3.51E-02 0
GWO 0 2.12E-280 0 100 GWO 9.99E-02 1.58E-01 4.99E-02 0
PSO 8.24E-100 1.40E-92 7.38E-92 100 PSO 2.00E-01 3.52E-01 5.80E-02 0
- SCA 1.12E-145 5.61E-123 2.79E-122 100 13 SCA 9.99E-02 2.65E-01 1.56E-01 0
SSA 2.29E-18 4.04E-16 6.16E-16 100 SSA 5.00E-01 7.76E-01 1.35E-01 0
SOA 0 0 0 100 SOA 9.99E-02 2.22E-01 6.78E-02 0
WOA 0 0 0 100 WOA 3.22E-91 1.22E-01 7.08E-02 12
GEO 2.89E-100 6.79E-93 281E-92 100 GEO 3.00E-01 3.96E-01 6.69E-02 0
LRBGEO 0 0 0 100 LRBGEO 0 0 0 100
BOA 1.13E-22 5.43E-18 5.67E-18 100 BOA 2.26E-12 4.56E-12 1.05E-12 0
FA 9.10E-26 1.94E-24 1.67E-24 100 FA 3.07E-31 4.63E-31 6.46E-32 0
GWO 0 0 0 100 GWO 9.03E-17 1.55E-16 4.54E-17 0
PSO 2.03E-134 6.40E-126 3.10E-125 100 PSO 4.25E-26 3.98E-24 5.22E-24 0
SCA 5.44E-163 2.66E-147 1.16E-146 100 SCA 3.64E-11 1.67E-10 1.25E-10 0
F7 SSA 1.10E-17 5.98E-16 8.42E-16 100 Fid SSA 1.55E-23 3.96E-23 2.49E-23 0
SOA 0 0 0 100 SOA 7.11E-13  6.02E-12 9.70E-12 0
WOA  4.33E-235 1.85E-180 0 100 WOA -1.0E+00 -1.80E-01 3.88E-01 18
GEO 242E-131 2.70E-126 9.39E-126 100 GEO 3.73E-23 7.33E-21 1.64E-20 0
LRBGEO 0 0 0 100 LRBGEO -1.0E+00 -1.0E+00 0 100

3 I RARAE AN MBI SR SR e
71, WRUEZEA SRARIL H FE RS E . FI~F7IX
7 AN BRI R BRI A SR A e T R SO, 3
t LRBGEO I ) #4549 100%,  FR T GWO.
PSO #1 LRBGEO 45 2 42 5 /M, A mT DL
i, LRBGEOMRMIEEFL. F2. F6. F7R% ik
BT EREME, HF T GWO{EF4. F6. F7, PSO
7E F5, SOA fE F6. F7, WOA fE F6 LRI,
LRBGEO (G RThZ, ~FIME, brifEZ e flf
o F8~F143X 742 U pR B ) A S5 AR50 1 5005
MTFARIERE, BRIk REBEAILIIRE ), BR T WOATE

F8 R4 EfEHL 5 LRBGEOAH24LA4t, LRBGEO[H)
FRERINZR, FIE AR AR R L. AL,
HARBOATEFS MIF10 MR EHIES] T 0, {HE
FOPE AR E RO, WAABRIER, e
B SOAFIGWO {EF8 flIF10, PSOTEF11, WOA
FEF9. FI2MIF14 FRIL, DRSO T IXees
ORARITAA LRBGEOFE . IbAh, TERTA AR
%+, LRBGEO [MRCR#ALL GEOLF8% . MELE
IS AT I Y, LRBGEO £ 3K fift Bl o BoR %2
e bR BT A S AR A, B T LRBGEO B
SICHE LA AT B e SR i AR R T
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235 %55 6 Vol. 35 No. 6
2023 4 6 A AAERR, &5 45434 AT FIAT B IS Bl I 4 1 592 Jun. 2023
2.3 S5HuHEEN T CASSA 7£ F8. F9. F10. F12. F14iX 54 % b

s E. FHME. RlEE. FRNRTIES
LRBGEO 45 A2 ; ISOA 7£ F8 B ¥ b [ S0 45
FE5LRBGEOHY; HSRGEO DLSZEILEH
SR R E R B T ES IR, (ER P
B driEZE . FORRTI R A AW LRBGEO, Hn
GEO_DLS £ F14 8 £ & 1 340 B Dh 240N 12%,
I AN W LRBGEO f 100%. #] WL, Sk &,
LRBGEO A A e fa & I 3K fif 2 R AN S508 2 DL K
bl FL At B9 T U (R Bk 1 R e A 1 e

¥ LRBGEO 5 HAth i3t I BIEAEXS L, 153
ARG PIIME. bRdEZE . TR R WFE 4 5
No AEFI~F7iX 7 FRLIE R, CASSA fE F3.
F4 LHIsRAE . “FIOME . bRtz SRIERIh R &
if. EIW_PSOTEFS Emi(Eks] 7 H il
0, {H2HIFMRIIFEIFAR 100%. ISOATEFT I
25 LRBGEO #H24, FRritz 4, LRBGEO [
RARAE FIIME PR, B TR
BAE . fEF8~F141X 72 %+, RDSSAFI

%4 LRBGEO 5o FIL AL
Table 4 Comparison of LRBGEO and improved algorithms test results

R AR A T fE brfEZE  SR/% | %L AR RIE  CFME BHEZE SR/%
ISOA 2.10E-72  2.62E-67 6.86E-67 100 ISOA 0 0 0 100
RDSSA  244E-53 8.31E-52 1.62E-51 100 RDSSA 0 0 0 100
EIW_PSO 9.54E-16 5.80E-10 3.46E-09 100 EIW_PSO 2.09E+01 4.83E+01 1.21E+01 0
F CASSA  9.54E-107 1.53E-106 2.79E-107 100 s CASSA 0 0 0 100
GEO_DLS 4.12E-32  2.63E-19 1.40E-18 100 GEO_DLS 0 2.13E-16 1.51E-15 100
LRBGEO 0 0 0 100 LRBGEO 0 0 0 100
ISOA 5.90E-45 1.82E-43 2.65E-43 100 ISOA 8.88E-16 1.46E-15 1.32E-15 100
RDSSA  3.74E-28 8.04E-27 8.40E-27 100 RDSSA  8.88E-16 8.88E-16 0 100
EIW_PSO 1.81E-07 5.42E-04 1.16E-03 30 EIW_PSO 1.93E-08 7.55E-02 3.08E-01 72
2 CASSA  5.04E-53 5.72E-53 2.44E-54 100 F CASSA  8.88E-16 8.88E-16 0 100
GEO_DLS 7.48E-14 9.46E-10 3.39E-09 100 GEO_DLS 7.99E-15 3.65E-11 8.14E-11 100
LRBGEO 0 0 0 100 LRBGEO 8.88E-16 8.88E-16 0 100
ISOA 3.17E-11 1.34E-06 6.64E-06 96 ISOA 0 7.73E-03 1.17E-02 52
RDSSA  9.52E-53 6.11E-50 3.05E-49 100 RDSSA 0 0 0 100
EIW_PSO 3.92E-02 5.07E-01  3.83E-01 0 EIW_PSO 6.66E-16 9.75E-03 1.10E-02 40
ks CASSA  1.68E-104 3.46E-104 7.55E-105 100 F10 CASSA 0 0 0 100
GEO_DLS 1.64E+02 3.40E+04 3.58E+04 0 GEO_DLS 0 8.88E-18 6.28E-17 100
LRBGEO 2.06E-21 1.50E-20 9.11E-21 100 LRBGEO 0 0 0 100
ISOA 1.32E-13  7.43E-11  3.70E-10 100 ISOA 5.37E-10 5.10E-08 6.51E-08 100
RDSSA  893E-29 2.04E-27 1.72E-27 100 RDSSA  3.91E-03 2.33E-01 2.54E-01 0
EIW_PSO 4.03E-02 1.26E-01  6.23E-02 0 EIW_PSO 0 2.52E-31 3.72E-31 100
ke CASSA  3.01E-54 4.30E-54 6.13E-55 100 Fil CASSA  7.84E-15 3.26E-13 3.15E-13 100
GEO_DLS 2.67E-13 7.77E-09 1.66E-08 100 GEO_DLS 6.61E-09 4.55E-06 1.54E-05 96
LRBGEO 8.58E-12 148E-11 3.48E-12 100 LRBGEO 0 0 0 100
ISOA 7.49E-11 1.40E-09 1.68E-09 100 ISOA 1.07E+00 1.34E+00 1.94E-01 0
RDSSA  131E-03 4.23E-02 1.16E-01 0 RDSSA  9.00E-01 9.00E-01 2.24E-16 100
Fs EIW_PSO 0 1.82E-02  9.00E-02 96 F12 EIW_PSO 1.00E+00 1.00E+00 4.91E-09 0
CASSA  981E-17 1.22E-14 1.02E-14 100 CASSA  9.00E-01 9.00E-01 2.24E-16 100
GEO_DLS 2.59E-10 4.28E-07 1.67E-06 98 GEO_DLS 1.44E+00 2.09E+00 3.24E-01 0
LRBGEO 0 1.37E-31 9.61E-31 100 LRBGEO 9.00E-01 9.00E-01 2.24E-16 100
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gk
ke G RARE FEME FRifEZE  SR/% | BREL AR ARE FEME S WEE SR%

ISOA 1.08E-215 1.42E-170 0 100 ISOA 9.99E-02 1.26E-01 4.43E-02 0
RDSSA  4.32E-53 4.09E-49 9.93E-49 100 RDSSA  148E-28 1.86E-27 1.62E-27 100
EIW_PSO 8.70E-105 3.79E-98 1.64E-97 100 EIW_PSO 3.00E-01 3.52E-01 6.14E-02 0
Fo CASSA  6.28E-110 2.64E-109 1.98E-109 100 k3 CASSA  1.00E-54 1.23E-54 1.12E-55 100
GEO_DLS 1.28E-58 8.41E-46 5.11E-45 100 GEO_DLS 6.64E-09 6.68E-02 4.68E-02 22
LRBGEO 0 0 0 100 LRBGEO 0 0 0 100
ISOA 0 0 0 100 ISOA 1.08E-14 1.67E-14 3.40E-15 0
RDSSA  1.56E-61 4.00E-57 1.54E-56 100 RDSSA  -1.00E+00 -1.00E+00 0 100
EIW_PSO 1.52E-121 3.83E-114 1.09E-113 100 EIW _PSO 7.76E-29 4.05E-23 1.69E-22 0
t CASSA  6.23E-108 1.58E-107 5.47E-108 100 Fia CASSA  -1.00E+00 -1.00E+00 0 100
GEO_DLS 1.97E-76 2.92E-61 1.66E-60 100 GEO_DLS -1.00E+00 -3.46E-01 4.71E-01 12
LRBGEO 0 0 0 100 LRBGEO -1.00E+00 -1.00E+00 0 100

2.4 BIEGHH

A B4 45 5 9 LRBGEO A H At 5235 75 1 )
B ArifEZE . IBATIE),  DARAE R D 28 77 TH )
P o ] N—E 2 E i) LRBGEO B A R i1
SR, (HE, RIMBARPEBATLIE L,
BB VLI R 45 5 LRBGEO A2, kG i
FAKIMIR S Z . W, TENG I FA
0 T EE IR . OF X LR 2 5l 5
LRBGEO ) 3L 45 SR #E 1T Wilcoxon Bk Ak 56, Fl
W7 xf B 592 5 LRBGEO FAL AR ML B Q%%
JIT A5 5t 5 5 LRBGEO #E47 Firedman 46 56 [ %
PEYES BT, R E SRR BUR MR %5, FEAT
Holm & IEAT 58 73 B 55 1 22 5 1k

5359 F 2 B A R MO S AR 2 (1 AR 4G
5 LRBGEO L4 RFFATRRAIRT B,  Wnsk S AN
KON, LRI TE 0.05 I 5 3 KPR it
17, Hlbh ‘47 ‘=7 ‘=" RIRLRBGEOML T %
T FETALEE. WNERSTTUUEH, LRBGEOE
F5. F8. F10 LRI 5l %5 T PSO. GWO #
WOA; HAHEN T, LRBGEO ¥JREE HAhxf Lk 5
DR EEER, NReTUEH, Bt
FVER RS BT T, LRBGEO f£ FS AIF10 L
) # B % T GEO DLS, fEFS5S FHIRI % T
EIW PSO. It4l, ‘NAN=" /K SOA {EF7 filF8
I F B, RDSSA fil CASSA 7F F8~F10. F12.

F14 LIRS LRBGEO #HY . (HEPIRYL, £
SOk L R e, LRBGEO 34045 A A 2
EM 2R, S5RDSSA I CASSA HZF &%, HIE
OB L HIR I T RDSSA fll CASSA, ZERH
BN 64.29%, M, LRBGEOTE 13 /Mei % b
(IR T EIW _PSO, #573%°592.86%.

Friedman £ 36 /2 1 X} 22 Ff 5 5 fff v v L 1) 22
SN, BRI TR, BRE
IR X b o 1% 7 92 B R RIS 56 5 1k i o gk —
43 BT L SR I B R ME DA o Friedman 1656 1)
AXH

1 4
Rank,= — > R!

A Rank AEE i R B EHE4 s NI e 4L
A5G R Il er B 5k iR - =
(15) 4 At 5 & R R SR 5 B VR
Friedman Hf 44, 57 ML Fw, Hr, K
i AN WU e i () SRR HE 44 B 31 2 50 DBk
SISATIIR AR E, AR, REE A .
MR TRE ST LLAE H, LRBGEO k&R
e, VLI T AT 144 SRR R S0 AR VAN B
I E2FMERAEERHIT RIEE, BET R
ANEEREETT, I T AR MR S A
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5 LRBGEO 52 St ARSI KRR AR B (E X L
Table 5 Comparison of rank sum test values between LRBGEO and classical basic algorithms

EaRA BOA FA GWO PSO SCA SSA SOA WOA GEO
F1 3.31E-20+ 3.31E-20+ 3.31E-20+ 3.31E-20+ 3.31E-20+ 3.31E-20+ 3.31E-20+ 3.31E-20+ 3.31E-20+
F2  3.31E-20+ 3.31E-20+ 3.31E-20+ 3.31E-20+ 3.31E-20+ 3.31E-20+ 3.31E-20+ 3.31E-20+ 3.31E-20+
F3  7.07E-18+ 7.07E-18+ 1.02E-02+ 7.07E-18+ 7.07E-18+ 7.07E-18+ 7.07E-18+ 7.07E-18+ 7.07E-18+
F4  9.41E-05+ 7.07E-18+ 7.07E-18+ 7.07E-18+ 7.07E-18+ 7.07E-18+ 7.07E-18+ 7.07E-18+ 7.07E-18+
F5 6.63E-20+ 6.63E-20+ 6.63E-20+ 0.159390- 6.63E-20+ 6.63E-20+ 6.63E-20+ 6.63E-20+ 6.63E-20+
F6  3.31E-20+ 3.31E-20+ 2.06E-17+ 3.31E-20+ 3.31E-20+ 3.31E-20+ NAN= NAN= 3.31E-20+
F7  3.31E-20+ 3.31E-20+ NAN= 3.31E-20+ 3.31E-20+ 3.31E-20+  NAN= 3.31E-20+ 3.31E-20+
F8  1.82E-03+ 3.12E-20+ 0.082227- 3.31E-20+ 3.31E-20+ 3.31E-20+ 1.49E-08+ NAN= 3.31E-20+
F9  3.31E-20+ 3.31E-20+ 1.03E-20+ 3.31E-20+ 3.31E-20+ 3.31E-20+ 3.31E-20+ 6.52E-14+ 3.31E-20+
F10 521E-13+ 3.31E-20+ 2.31E-02+ 3.31E-20+ 3.31E-20+ 3.31E-20+ 2.70E-09+ 0.082227- 3.31E-20+
F11  3.31E-20+ 3.31E-20+ 3.31E-20+ 2.97E-07+ 3.31E-20+ 3.31E-20+ 3.31E-20+ 3.31E-20+ 3.31E-20+
F12 3.31E-20+ 3.31E-20+ 3.31E-20+ 3.31E-20+ 3.31E-20+ 3.31E-20+ 3.31E-20+ 3.98E-12+ 3.31E-20+
F13  3.31E-20+ 3.24E-20+ 3.31E-20+ 2.80E-20+ 3.31E-20+ 3.27E-20+ 3.31E-20+ 3.04E-20+ 3.31E-20+
F14 3.31E-20+ 3.31E-20+ 3.31E-20+ 3.31E-20+ 3.31E-20+ 3.31E-20+ 3.31E-20+ 2.32E-15+ 3.31E-20+
+/-/= 14/0/0 14/0/0 12/1/1 13/1/0 14/0/0 14/0/0 12/0/2 11/1/2 14/0/0

H: “NAN=" F/R_RFIFMLRBGEO #14.

#6 LRBGEO 5Bt 53k N R AR S (E 0 bE
Table 6 Comparison of rank sum test values between
LRBGEO and improved algorithms

#*8 LRBGEO 5 ¥t 5% 1) Friedman HE %

Table 8 Comparison of friedman ranking between LRBGEO
and improved algorithms

B% ISOA  RDSSA GEO DLS EIW PSO CASSA

F1 3.31E-20+3.31E-20+3.31E-20+3.31E-20+3.31E-20+
F2 3.31E-20+3.31E-20+3.31E-20+3.31E-20+3.31E-20+
F3 7.07E-18+7.07E-18+7.07E-18+7.07E-18+7.07E-18+
F4 5.89E-03+7.07E-18+ 1.34E-12+7.07E-18+7.07E-18+
F5 6.63E-20+6.63E-20+ 6.63E-20+0.975 702-6.63E-20+
F6 3.31E-20+3.31E-20+3.31E-20+3.31E-20+3.31E-20+
F7 NAN= 331E-20+3.31E-20+3.31E-20+3.31E-20+
F8 NAN= NAN= 0.327 086—-3.31E-20+ NAN=
F9 3.43E-03+ NAN= 3.31E-20+3.31E-20+ NAN=
F10 3.44E-08+ NAN= 0.327 086-3.31E-20+ NAN=
F11 3.31E-20+3.31E-20+3.31E-20+ 1.44E-05+3.31E-20+
F12 3.31E-20+ NAN= 3.31E-20+3.31E-20+ NAN=
F13 3.31E-20+3.31E-20+3.31E-20+1.74E-20+3.31E-20+
F14 331E-20+ NAN= 3.31E-20+3.31E-20+ NAN=
+/-/=  12/0/2 9/0/5 12/2/0 13/1/0 9/0/5

#7 LRBGEO5Z ALK Friedman HE#4
Table 7 Comparison of friedman ranking between LRBGEO
and classical basic algorithms

Bk RO A BOE HERTINE A
LRBGEO 236 1 | WOA 414 2
GWO 436 3 FA 4.54 4
SOA 521 5 | BOA 5.75 6
PSO 5.82 7 | SsA 7.04 8
GEO 7.79 9 | SCA 8.00 10

Bik HeRrIE R | Bk HEARCTIE R

LRBGEO 2.43 1 CASSA 2.50 2

RDSSA 3.00 3 ISOA 3.86 4

GEO_DLS 4.25 5 |EIW_PSO  4.96 6
—=— LRBGEO

Fl4 —e— GEO
P —+— BOA
~ o FI5 —e—FA
N —=— GWO

N\
A
VNS
SN i‘u'%id Wor

e F11
o
= \\
", W .' F10

K2 LRBGEO 528 i A S0, ) F A 18
Fig.2 Comparison of radar ranking between LRBGEO and
classical basic algorithms

http: // www.china-simulation.com

* 1299

https://dc-china-simulation.researchcommons.org/journal/vol35/iss6/14
DOI: 10.16182/j.issn1004731x.joss.23-0232

10



Deng et al.: Golden Eagle Optimizer Algorithm Combining Levy Flight and Browni

H 3555 6
2023 £ 6 H

— & LRBGEO
Fl4 —+—ISOA

‘ F13 e RDSSA
b —#—EIW-PSO
_ —b>GASSA
. —6—GEO-DLS

K3 LRBGEO 5t 5idint L T i HEFF BRI
Fig. 3 Comparison of radar ranking between LRBGEO and
improved algorithms

3 S 22 IS AR B Sh Bl R St SR e LA
F [ 25 R HEAT Holm J5 828256, 25 R 15K 9~10 fr
N HH, iNFESREHA, «lv0.05 1 EEN
KW, pNESAIAFEINME, &R THBM o,
U464 5 LRBGEO 43 A7 AH [F] (AR 15, 356 B 12 B0
5 LRBGEO W5 2L B h A A AE 2 5. AES A
AL, RGBS EIEN S
[F], £80.05 ¥ 32 35 M /K P 3EAT A S FE A Friedman
MR TT 2253 22 Holm 5 SRS BBk 16
G EBHER9, RAIMFRITEHN16.919, &k
ISR 714 v 51.650, P{EN5.2638E-8<<0.05,
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Table 9 Comparison of holm follow-up verification results
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Table 10 Comparison of holm follow-up verification results
between LRBGEO and Improved algorithms
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Table 11  Comparison of results on car side impact design problem

H% X, X, X, X, X5 X5 X, Xg X, X1 X, &N
LRBGEO 0.6240 1.1320 1.5000 0.8434 0.6828 1.0519 13822 0.2323 0.3152 152479 -52010 21.9195
GEO 0.5000 0.9266 0.9166 0.7069 0.5000 1.1955 1.0614 0.2821 03450 -6.5275 43174 244670
SOA 0.5000 1.0096 1.4193 0.5994 0.5000 1.4028 0.5000 0.1998 0.2468 -30.0000 -11.4418 25.7292
WOA  0.5000 1.1800 0.5000 1.4766 0.5747 1.4766 0.5000 0.3396 0.1920 -8.8060 -22.0706 24.1000
SCA 0.5000 1.1105 0.7901 1.1305 0.5000 1.5000 0.5000 0.2234 0.3450 -29.7583  -0.2458 24.1404
GWO 0.5004 1.1132 0.5002 1.3241 0.5000 1.5000 0.5000 0.3446 0.2774 -20.280 8 45102 229129
SSA 0.5000 1.2107 0.5000 1.2410 13283 13511 0.5000 0.3450 0.1976 -2.6878 -6.7513 24.7013
ISOA  1.0751 0.6861 14378 1.5000 0.5934 0.8396 1.3951 0.1920 0.1920 113498 -53443 252800
GEO DLS 0.5000 1.1588 0.5004 1.4481 0.5084 1.4900 0.5000 0.3450 0.3178 -13.2738 -13.9529 23.7289
CASSA  0.5000 1.0467 1.0871 0.6520 0.5000 1.5000 0.5000 0.2450 0.3254 -30.0000 -4.0999 22.8939
RDSSA  0.5000 1.2457 0.5000 1.5000 1.3123 1.4369 0.5000 0.1920 0.3450 -18.2824 9.9408 25.9444

3.3 =HFHTER T ) B T2 =AM R A R LA
Table 12 Comparison of results on three-bar truss design
= RPHT SR BT 1) R AL Jo A 20 S e B R 2 — problem —
NN — _ 1. X, X, T E
— o I H AR MU SR T E, 4 [RBGEO 07904 04034  263.893 7 5
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BEUE A A AR 5 x =x, 0 AR AR X S8k WOA 0.8106 03494 2642211 6
BIR9FR. BRMEESEIRLIFEH SCA - 0802203712 2640207 4
B GWO 07920 02291  263.899 7 3
GIRMF N2 PR« SSA 0.8065 03648  264.5997 8
; ; ISOA 0.7920 03978 2644127 7
GEO DLS 08066 03597  264.1199 5
PN CASSA  0.7886 04082  263.8915 1
. 2 4 RDSSA 08011 03815 264.7397 9
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Fig. 6 Three-bar truss design problem
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Table 13 Comparison of results on I-beam design problem

X=X,

(20)

Hik X, X, x, x, JENE 4
LRGEO 10.000 61.648 3.133 5.000 0.002 1
GEO 48.765 64.791 1.502 4.432 0.030 11
SOA 20.077 34.933 0.900 5.000 0.020 10
WOA 30.949 22.858 4.601 4.882 0.018 8
SCA 30.625 29.864 1.417 4.896 0.015 7
GWO 10.132 21.361 1.404 2.321 0.013 6
SSA 19.391 35.771 4.052 0900 0.018 9
ISOA 27.396 50.920 0.900 3.988 0.005 2
GEO_DLS 50.000 80.000 1.471 5.000 0.012 4
CASSA 24236 66225 5.000 5.000 0.010 3
RDSSA  50.000 80.000 0.900 5.000 0.012 5

4
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