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Multi-subpopulation Based Symbiosis and Non-uniform Gaussian

Mutation Salp Swarm Algorithm

CHEN Zhong-Yun' ZHANG Da-Min' XIN Zi-Yun'

Abstract In order to solve the problem that the standard salp swarm algorithm has a small convergent rate and
low result precision in the evolutionary process, an improved algorithm called multi-subpopulation based symbiosis
and non-uniform Gaussian mutation salp swarm algorithm (MSNSSA) is proposed in this paper. According to the
different fitness values, the salp chain population is divided into three sub-populations, which perform the opera-
tions of leader position update, follower symbiosis strategy and chain tail non-uniform Gaussian mutation, respect-
ively. The efficiency of the MSNSSA is evaluated using statistical analysis, convergence rate analysis, Wilcoxon's
test, standard deviations on classical benchmark functions and modern CEC 2014 functions. The results show that
the MSNSSA has better optimization accuracy and convergence rate. Especially, in solving the high-dimension and

multimodal function optimization problem, the improved algorithm has better performance.
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Table 1  Influence of parameter m on SSA
m RAEE A i SRS
1.0 2.98 x 10°® 1.40 x 107 2.51 x 107 883
1.5 4.67 x 107 2.68 x 107 4.34 x 107 937
2.0 1.20 x 10 341 x 107 4.64 x 107° 975
2.5 0 0 0 847
3.0 9.72 x 107 9.72 x 107° 2.08 x 1077 719
3.5 9.72 x 107 9.72 x 10°* 1.99 x 1077 621
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Table 2 Benchmark function
BRI gERE R TE Sk R
fi Sphere 10 Us (100, 100] 0
£, Schwefel 1.2 50 UN [~100, 100] 0
f3 Schwefel 2.21 50 US (=100, 100] 0
f, Quartic 100 UsS [~1.28, 1.28] 0
 Rosenbrock 100 UN [-30, 30] 0
f; Step 200 Us [~100, 100] 0
f, Schaffer 2 MN [~100, 100] 0
% Foxholes 2 MN  [-65.56, 65.56] ~1

 Kowalik 4 MN [-5, 5] 3.075% 107
fio Rastrigin 10 MS [-5.12, 5.12] 0
£, Ackley 50 MN [-32, 32) 0
1, Griewank 100 MN [~600, 600] 0
fis Penalizedl 100  MN [-50, 50] 0
fu Penalized2 200  MN [-50, 50] 0
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Table 4 Comparison of benchmark function results Table 4 Comparison of benchmark function
2 B e T WEZE SR (%) T(5) results (continued table)

MSNSSA 1.06 X 107 5.01 x 10 1.30 x 10 100 0.80 R B AR FHIE b2 SR (%) T (s)
SSSA  1.53 x 107 1.18 x 10" 3.54 x 10" 100  0.73 fo PSO 443 x 10" 7.07 x 10" 1.11 x 10’ 0 0.63
NSSA  3.46 x 102" 7.94 x 10 2.36 x 10 100  0.56 MSNSSA 0 0 0 100 0.82
SSA 252 x 10" 6.55 x 10 2.35 x 10 100  0.28 SSSA 0 8.61 x 10™ 1.54 x 10 100  0.80

h BOA  1.04 x 10™ 1.50 x 10™ 1.83 x 107 100  0.44 NSSA 0 1.60 x 10 2.62 x 10 100  0.59
MFO 1.06 x 10 5.64 x 10 2.35 x 10%® 100 0.26 , SSA  3.66 x 10 5.25 x 10° 4.89 x 10° 46  0.33
SCA 748 x 10™® 2.18 x 10 1.02 x 10® 100  0.23 s BOA 1.68 x 10" 1.04 x 10°* 4.35 x 10°* 2 0.93
PSO 439 x 10° 2.66 x 10" 2.10 x 10" 0 0.25 MFO 0 816 x 10® 3.60 x 10* 16  0.27

MSNSSA 3.31 x 10 2.84 x 107 2.32 x 10 100 3.62 SCA 0 492 x 107 348 x 10° 98  0.25
SSSA  4.95 x 10 1.75 x 10° 3.26 x 10° 100  4.79 PSO  6.15 x 10° 3.30 x 10° 4.65 x 10 62 0.30
NSSA  1.91 x 102 1.00 x 10 4.20 x 10 100 3.32 MSNSSA 9.98 x 107 9.98 x 10" 6.34 x 10" 100 2.68

i SSA 1.29 x 10°  4.81 x 10* 2.25 x 10° 0 2.98 SSSA  9.98 x 10 9.98 x 10" 2.21 x 107 100  3.51
& BOA 1.59 x 10™ 1.85 x 10™ 1.00 x 10 100 5.67 NSSA  9.98 x 10" 9.98 x 10" 1.21 x 10 100 2.40
MFO 221 x 10' 5.52 x 10" 2.49 x 10’ 0 3.09 SSA 998 x 107" 1.22 x 10" 6.11 x 10" 86  2.11
SCA 1.08 x 10" 3.41 x 10* 1.46 x 10* 0 3.05 & BOA 998 x 10" 1.16 x 10" 3.69 x 10™ 26 4.63
PSO 7.10 x 10" 1.68 x 10> 6.46 x 10" 0 2.89 MFO 9.98 x 10" 2.28 x 10° 2.05 x 10° 52 2.05

MSNSSA 1.15 x 1077 2.71 x 107 1.65 x 10 100 1.03 SCA  9.98 x 107" 1.51 x 10° 879 x 10" 34  2.03
SSSA  9.96 x 10° 3.87 x 10° 510 x 10° 82  0.99 PSO  9.98 x 10" 1.38 x 10° 844 x 10" 66  2.08
NSSA  3.74 x 10 1.55 x 10° 3.20 x 10° 100  0.78 MSNSSA 3.07 x 10 3.08 x 10 1.47 x 107 8  0.96
SSA 1.11 x 10" 1.82 x 10" 3.61 x 10° 0 0.47 SSSA  3.07 x 10" 4.29 x 10" 1.56 x 10* 0 0.98

f BOA 1.04 x 10" 1.21 x 10" 8.36 x 10® 100  0.65 NSSA  3.08 x 10 4.48 x 10" 2.29 x 10* 0 0.71
MFO  6.77 x 10" 8.19 x 10 4.86 x 10° 0 0.60 SSA  4.83 x 10" 3.22 x 10°® 6.40 x 107 0 0.45
SCA  3.65 x 10' 5.85 x 10" 8.18 x 10° 0 055 b BOA 312 x 10" 3.66 x 10* 591 x 10° 0 1.17
PSO 4.06 x 10° 5.90 x 10° 1.11 x 10° 0 0.40 MFO  3.20 x 10" 9.25 x 10" 3.45 x 10 0 0.39

MSNSSA 1.66 x 10° 1.16 x 10° 5.52 x 10° 38  1.78 SCA 327 x 10" 872 x 10" 379 x10* 0 037
SSSA 2,58 x 10° 1.66 x 10 1.38 x 10 0 2.03 PSO 322 x 10" 1.15 x 10™® 2.80 x 107 0 0.41
NSSA  2.09 x 10° 2.84 x 10 2.90 x 10* 0 1.53 MSNSSA 0 0 0 100 0.95
SSA 823 x 10? 1.36 x 10° 3.27 x 107 0 1.18 SSSA 0 9.59 x 10" 1.35 x 10" 100  0.95

h BOA 136 x 10 6.89 x 10 3.33 x 10 0 2.13 NSSA 0 6.62 x 107 1.25 x 10™ 100  0.71
MFO 237 x 10'  1.78 x 10> 1.20 x 10? 0 152 . SSA 1.99 x 10° 5.33 x 10" 1.27 x 10° 0 043
SCA 337 x 100 593 x 100 420x 100 0 143 o Boa 0 203 x 100 181 x 100 20 110
PSO 2.10 x 10° 4.48 x 10° 2.24 x 10° 0 1.01 MFO 597 x 10° 2.32 x 10" 1.22 x 10 0 0.40

MSNSSA 0 3.99 x 10 3.80 x 10 100 1.33 SCA 0 6.31 x 10™ 3.16 x 10° 90  0.38
SSSA  9.77 x 10 9.78 x 10' 8.27 x 10 0 1.30 PSO 3.01 x 10° 1.01 x 10" 4.25 x 10° 0 0.38
NSSA 444 x 1077 2.48 x 107 4.33 x 10" 100 1.05 MSNSSA 4.44 x 107 2.01 x 10™ 1.77 x 10™ 100 1.15

‘ SSA  6.60 x 10° 220 x 10° 2.71 x 10° 0 068 SSSA  1.14 x 10° 1.46 x 10° 2.17 x 10° 100  1.16
5 BOA  9.89 x 10" 9.89 x 10" 2.86 x 102 0 1.23 NSSA  4.44 x 10™ 4.74 x 10® 7.31 x 10® 100  0.89
MFO  3.03 x 10° 7.18 x 10" 5.39 x 107 0 1.02 SSA 1.56 x 10" 1.97 x 10" 1.58 x 107 0 0.59
SCA 2.19 x 107 6.79 x 107 3.34 x 107 0 0.93 I BOA 1.06 x 10" 1.22 x 10" 5.97 x 10™ 100 1.25
PSO  6.47 x 10> 1.12 x 10° 3.10 x 10? 0 0.52 MFO  1.09 x 10" 1.91 x 10" 1.81 x 10° 0 0.72

MSNSSA 0 4.56 x 107 3.92 x 10 100  1.58 SCA 355 x 10? 1.70 x 10" 7.24 x 10° 0 069
SSSA  3.39 x 10° 4.93 x 10° 6.31 x 10" 0 1.48 PSO 448 x 10° 6.78 x 10° 1.03 x 10° 0 0.50
NSSA  2.85 x 10 2.27 x 10™ 7.95 x 10 100  1.30 MSNSSA 0 0 0 100 1.50

fs SSA 2.16 x 10° 3.34 x 10° 6.74 x 10? 0 0.87 SSSA  1.19 x 10™ 4.83 x 10" 1.18 x 10° 100  1.57
BOA 458 x 100 4.83 x 10' 880 x 10" 0  1.06 fis NSSA 0 1.93 x 10 4.31 x 10 100  1.22
MFO 1.27 x 10° 1.82 x 10° 2.02 x 10* 0 1.61 SSA 2.11 x 10" 3.28 x 10" 3.39 x 107 0 0.86
SCA 591 x 10° 2.88 x 10* 1.53 x 10* 0 1.44 BOA 311 x 10" 1.34 x 10" 6.68 x 10 100 151
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Table 4 Comparison of benchmark function
results (continued table)

[Ef G AFR A A iz SR (%) T (s)
MFO 3.82 x 10" 2.80 x 10* 1.19 x 10° 0 1.19
fi2 SCA 9.68 x 10° 5.36 x 10" 4.38 x 10" 0 1.12
PSO 8.91 x 10" 1.17 x 10* 1.36 x 10! 0 0.79
MSNSSA 4.78 x 107 4.97 x 10™ 9.06 x 10 100 4.34
SSSA  3.01 x 10? 5.40 x 10* 1.13 x 10 0 5.63
NSSA  4.83 x 10* 3.29 x 10" 556 x 10 100  4.00
SSA 3.04 x 10" 4.57 x 10" 9.46 x 10° 0 3.61
S BOA 9.80 x 10" 1.11 x 10° 5.44 x 107 0 6.74
MFO 7.21 x 10 1.31 x 10° 2.86 x 10° 0 4.38
SCA 3.71 x 10°  1.01 x 10° 3.02 x 10° 0 4.24
PSO 3.75 x 10°  5.75 x 10" 1.01 x 10° 0 3.30
MSNSSA 1.35 x 107 3.61 x 107 7.51 x 10 100 2.88
SSSA 5.36 x 10° 9.72 x 10° 8.22 x 107" 0 3.61
NSSA 250 x 10 1.18 x 10™ 4.32 x 10" 100 2.56
SSA 1.34 x 10 1.76 x 10* 2.38 x 10 0 2.22
u BOA 998 x 10" 9.99 x 10° 4.50 x 10° 0  4.21
MFO 8.43 x 10° 2.38 x 10 1.98 x 10° 0 2.51
SCA 8.61 x 107 3.31 x 10° 1.46 x 10° 0 2.49
PSO 1.07 x 10> 1.46 x 10> 2.28 x 10 0 1.99

T i 1 AN Bk R s AL IR e 7. MSNSSA HvE
750 YRUT I AR AR B B0 B AR AE A 22 AR
/N BEB MSNSSA ) FR KA & — € A E .
34, MSNSSA HFbrk ZE IR 2 HR B L 5 b LR 5
FEARF, HE— B IAE T MSNSSA KA %k k. 14
N EEER B B, g IRGERI 4R, BR T fia
fo BREL, MSNSSA fERINZHEA A 100%, Tibx
#E SSA 7E f; BRI LTI ZN 100% LA, HoAx Bk
BRER D2 LR 0. BEE A RAEREI N, btk
SSA 7EFARRAFRE J1 L RILHIR KA E . Rl & 78
SR AR 2 2 R AU, S DA AN BRI AR 22, U AR
#E SSA 7EBk HH R B L 1 R 705, 1 7E MSNSSA
A SSSA RG] N A Hemg 10 B VA Bk H R
REAMWKIEA.

NP EIHERS R E . 3 4 ATA1, SCA 1 PSO F
IFERT fe 4, S0Pt MSNSSA. SSSA. NSSA iX 3
PR AE R T-FRitE SSA (1 P RERT T EE R, e Fh i
SLAE S YL N, RO RS S ANE 2 W T,
R ELRB I RI L 2 M, ST RZK.
SRR, MSNSSA P34 FEIS L 55 41 W5 b S8 n
IFEARRARK, £E AR VFVEH .

B 2 25 6 IR R U P IR SO 20 18 &
oF £ 73 B B B ) P 2(F) — 3% F T MSNSSA Wiesk

KRR, N T TSSO, A SO0 SR E
NLFEAE (AARFR) BULL 10 AR AIXT 4. s 27 LA
EH, EIEACHT, MSNSSA Al SSSA P/
SHHh 28 T BEAR R, 1X 0B 5] N LA S 5
AR R BE ST, (13 5 — FF U SR B At b
B & 5 3K OB G B MSNSSA k44 34, 78
IEARE BA A IS R, WSSl i b L Ath B9
B, H R E R . 5ok, R4S MSNSSA
Eb FUIMN A 20 T 7 A8 5 () NSSA Wi S5 i Bk,
Ui AR A A S s PR 2R B0 UE T ot
SHRIA k. MSNSSA 7EBREL fr 1 fro L F UK
FEIE RS I LE 0. MiARE SSA FIEUSIGE M,
AN 5 1A 8 A R A2 B 45 v . AT 2 BT 0,
oA B3 AE i HA RN IS AR BT I A

T L, 2 B RARLER = 4E, X T4
% MSNSSA b3 4h 7 Fh B3 (1 W S50k FE A AR A
FERRELLF. B 4 v, 6T RREL £ A fp, MSNSSA
(AR 0. FFLLZE B 2(d) FIEE 2(e) 1, MSNSSA
it £ 5 T 0 3 VA B

BT 50 KMALIEAT B 0P I AE A AR 22 —
HZEAAH XS LB RIS AT 45 5. SCHR [16] $2 T
T oSt A B B VR AL, N AT U R
il 5 2, I TP S AN bR v i 22 K L B9
A 5 EEFAT GerH R 56 LSS IR By 4t ) Sicit B
AN EA S B B G S T A
MSNSSA IRk R 2R g ERERNS
B AR R, RH Wilcoxon F& A1 36 7
5% W2 K N EET. 38 5 44 H AT 3 v R 5L
1) MSNSSA FH AR Wilcoxon kA 46 H
THEE p A, Blann B 4515 & MSNSSA, NITE
MSNSSA 5 SSSA, MSNSSA 5 SSA %52 [a]#E4T
RO . T R B RS H S AT R,
b, B RS B U B R AR ID A NJA, RoR
ANTEH . 1% T MR A N 1) Sk AT DATE R RIS 56 w3
it S A G THE. 5 <47, “—7H
“=" 7R MSNSSA FIPEREZEML T 5T FIM 24
Fxf ELEE. MR SCHR [16], 24 p < 0.05 B AT DA
WRRIE L TR B 1A J150E.

3 5 A] %1, MSNSSA  p (EHFEA/NT 0.05.
HAHTE f, 1) MSNSSA 5 SSA K, p fH KT 0.05.
XERWZHEENREEESIT EREER. B
MSNSSA 5 ik Lb HoAth 5 vk BA 5 = U SIoRS B2

B LI e 2 A2 28 T 14 AN HE R 50
SEIHRT IR ZE (Mean absolute error, MAE). X
Bk [17) S xR AT HE T, MAE & —Fi
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Fig.2  Function average convergence curves
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Table 5  p-value for Wilcoxon's rank-sum test on benchmark function
PR SSSA NSSA SSA BOA MFO SCA PSO
h 7.05 x 107 + 7.05 x 10" + 7.05 x 1078 + 7.05 x 107 + 3.92 x 10° + 1.16 x 10" + 7.05 x 107 +
b 7.07 x 107 + 7.07 x 107 + 7.07 x 107 + 7.07 x 107 + 7.07 x 107 + 7.07 x 107 + 7.07 x 107 +
f 7.07 x 10" + 7.07 x 10 + 7.07 x 10 + 7.07 x 10 + 7.07 x 10 + 7.07 x 10 + 7.07 x 10 +
fi 7.07 x 107 + 7.07 x 107" + 7.07 x 107 + 7.07 x 107 + 7.07 x 107 + 7.07 x 107 + 7.07 x 107 +
f 4.26 x 107" + 4.26 x 107 + 4.26 x 10" + 4.26 x 10" + 4.26 x 10" + 4.26 x 107 + 4.26 x 107 +
fs 6.79 x 10" + 6.79 x 10 + 6.79 x 10 + 6.79 x 10" + 6.79 x 10 + 6.79 x 10 + 6.79 x 10" +
f 1.26 x 10" + 5.96 x 10 + 3.23 x 10 + 3.31 x 10 + 2.61 x 107 + 8.22 X 107 — 3.31 x 10 +
1 351 x 107" + 412 x 107 + 1.25 x 10 + 1.23 x 10™ + 1.86 x 10° + 1.23 x 10 + 1.23 x 10™ +
fo 428 x 10" + 9.53 x 1077 + 7.07 x 10 + 7.07 x 10 + 7.06 x 10 + 7.07 x 10 + 7.07 x 10 +
fio 4.67 x 10" + 1.14 x 10™ + 3.31 x 107 + 1.69 x 107 + 3.30 x 107 + 1.82 x 107 + 3.31 x 107 +
fin 5.90 x 107" + 6.96 x 1077 + 5.90 x 107 + 5.90 x 107 + 590 x 107 + 5.90 x 107 + 5.90 x 107 +
fro 3.31 x 10 + 1.84 x 107" + 3.31 x 10 + 3.29 x 10 + 3.31 x 10 + 3.31 x 10% + 3.31 x 10 +
fis 7.04 x 107 + 7.48 x 107" + 7.04 x 107 + 7.04 x 107 + 7.04 x 107 + 7.04 x 107 + 7.04 x 107 +
fia 7.05 x 107 + 7.05 x 107 + 7.05 x 107 + 7.05 x 107 + 7.05 x 107 + 7.05 x 107 + 7.05 x 107 +
+/=/- 12/0/0 12/0/0 12/0/0 12/0/0 12/0/0 11/0/1 12/0/0
# 6 MAE HikH4 % 7 CEC 2014 H:HER%K
Table 6 MAE algorithm ranking Table 7 CEC 2014 benchmark function
HE MAE i = ZE Y RHE SE S, REEE
MSNSSA 7.12641 x 107 1 CEC03 30 UN (=100, 100] 300
NSSA 7.12655 x 107 2 CEC05 30 MN (=100, 100] 500
SSSA 7.67841 x 10° 3 CEC18 30 HF [~100, 100] 1800
BOA 1.11882 x 10* 4 CEC23 30 CF [~100, 100] 2300
PSO 6.98046 x 10' 5 CEC24 30 CF (=100, 100] 2400
SSA 3.06178 x 10* 6 CEC25 30 CF [~100, 100] 2500
SCA 3.42235 x 107 7
MFO 5.23029 x 107 8

30 e /RN ELA P B E AR EZ M 45 R CEC
2014 BRECEA EIRRHIE, I PT A SRR

PR B AAE. HRIEER 8 has BB R, MSNSSA 1£
6 NIV pR K b H SR A L oA 5 AN B AL £
I0AIE MSNSSA EA 54T (1A U FN &4 .

#£ 8 CEC 2014 fRtbgh Bxf bt
Table 8 Comparison of optimization results of CEC 2014
PR Tebr MSNSSA SSA BOA MFO SCA PSO
CECO3 SPHE 3.48173 x 10° 7.13409 x 10* 7.71258 x 10! 1.05168 x 10° 5.95030 x 10* 4.93113 x 10"
brifE 2 3.98187 x 10° 1.97053 x 10* 7.95590 x 10° 4.35140 x 10* 1.31496 x 10* 7.30314 x 10°
CECO5 FE 5.20018 x 107 5.20177 x 10? 5.21049 x 10* 5.20275 x 10? 5.21035 x 10? 5.20990 x 10?
brifE 2 6.58164 x 107 1.35252 x 10" 6.03943 x 107 1.73345 x 107" 4.83807 x 107 9.88705 x 107
CECIS FE 2.78893 x 10° 1.21041 x 10 4.31418 x 10° 2.18893 x 107 3.16304 x 10° 5.78922 x 10°
brifE 2 7.12803 x 10* 9.17792 x 10° 2.03175 x 10° 8.30950 x 107 1.92087 x 10° 3.37197 x 10°
CEC23 FE 2.50000 x 10° 2.63108 x 10° 2.50000 x 10° 2.67493 x 10° 2.71333 x 10° 2.61612 x 10°
PR ZE 0 7.36331 x 10° 0 4.24126 x 10" 2.39342 x 10 1.24951 x 10°
CEC24 FE 2.70000 x 10° 2.71750 x 10° 2.70000 x 10° 2.71882 x 10° 2.73876 x 10° 2.72053 x 10°
PR ZE 0 5.83456 x 10° 0 8.00616 x 10° 7.90888 x 10° 6.35266 x 10°
CEC25 FE 2.60000 x 10° 2.64087 x 10° 2.60000 x 10° 2.68247 x 10° 2.61048 x 10° 2.63564 x 10°
bR % 0 7.27821 x 10° 0 3.48329 x 10 1.81045 x 10" 1.02263 x 10
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NGBS 1) 2 T4 MSNSSA Hyk 5 H 2 7
SR A A A A A 95 . Her, MFOA-
SQP (Multiple subgroups fruit fly optimization
algorithm based on sequential quadratic program-
ming local search)™ J& Xt T R #i#8 R 1) 2 1 #F R
WAL S5 XS BES YL (Chicken swarm optimiza-
tion, CSO)!M J& — Mg B ) R IR 2 P A AL 502,
HCPSO (Improved particle swarm optimization
based on hierarchical autonomous learning)?*
re BT o0 E H A 2] I SR B AL B, DMS-
PSO (Dynamic multi-Swarm PSO)?! 237 £ +
kL7 B 5, PSO-SMS (Self-adaptive
multi-swarm PSO)M & 5 i& B 2 7 B b 1 HEL 4k
5%, CASSA (Crazy and adaptive salp swarm
algorithm )™ 2 AT H I& N 1) A8 i 85 1 50k

CESSA (Chaotic and elite centroid stretching
mechanism salp swarm algorithm )/ & Vi i A J¢
ot oL P AHATL ) AT B B 5%, ICMIOABC (Inter-
val cooperative multi-objective artificial bee
colony algorithm)®! J& X [0 & 1F 2 H b A\ T H#
5%, HCMOIWO (Hybrid cooperative multi-ob-
jective optimization invasive weed optimization)®
EREEEZ AR AR A FER, MPEA
(Multi-population evolutionary algorithm)® 2+
BERE AL k. S EIEAEM B ECRE N 50, W RYEE
30 4, IEARIRECA 2000 HITEIL T, H5 A St
HVEBNALIE AT 50 K5 5 HAR S SCER M TLA 2
T VR A R U B R AT LG, SIS
R [18] AISCHER [20] 1) #HE L3R 9 AR 10.

H# 9 MR 10 T4, fERME fi A fy BRE,

R EZHEIRPEIEEI L

Table 9  Comparison of the mean with algorithm in references
Hik h b B fa 55 Ts fr
MSNSSA 7.35 x 107 9.69 x 107 1.47x107* 3.53 x 10° 0 0 0
MFOA-SQP™ 0 5.62 x 10 5.96 x 10° 5.71 x 107 2.88 x 10 2.53 x 10 0
csoM 0 1.79 x 107 1.63 x 107 6.15 x 10 1.65 x 10* 6.06 x 107 0
HCPSO™ 8.71 x 107 3.39 x 107° 1.38 x 10? 2.57 x 10 3.14x10° 5.76 x 107° 3.68 x 107"
DMS-PSO?! 4.29 x 10" 4.54 x 10° 2.06 x 10! 1.07 x 1072 2.77 x 10! 5.68 x 107 7.31 x 10
PSO-SMS! 3.55 x 107 9.82 x 10°® 1.53 x 107 2.09 x 102 2.59 x 10’ 3.54 x 10" 7.19 x 107
CASSA® 9.35 x 107" 2.84x107 8.66 x 10°° 1.88 x 107 2.77 x 10" 9.81 x 107 0
CESSA® 2.50 x 107% 4.22 x 107 1.73 x 107" 5.90 x 107 2.86 x 10 7.51 x 107 0
EHOV 9.63 x 107 4.71 x 10 6.93 x 10" 1.25 x 107 2.85 x 10 6.55 x 10° 6.30 x 10°
EWAD 7.25 x 10 2.15 x 10° 2.48 x 107° 1.10 x 10" 5.14 x 10* 2.74 x 10° 9.93 x 107°
MBO" 8.53 x 107 4.17 x 10 2.66 x 10! 4.46 x 10" 2.05 x 107 1.42 x 10° 1.52 x 102
MABC®! 6.02 x 10" 6.53 x 10°° 9.55 x 10° 1.07 x 102 2.25 x 10°® 5.98 x 10° 2.91 x 10!
MIWO®! 3.17 x 107 541 x 107" 9.34 x 107" 8.41 x 107 5.28 x 107! 7.68 x 107* 4.50 x 107"
MPEAP 2.70 x 10 1.52 x 10 1.04 x 10 2.35 x 10" 6.74 x 107" 3.26 x 10° 8.74 x 107
Hik 5 b fio fu iz fi3 Jfua
MSNSSA 9.98 x 107" 3.08 x 10 0 8.88 x 107 0 1.39 x 107 3.27 x 107
MFOA-SQP™ 9.98 x 10" 1.06 x 107 0 3.55 x 107 0 3.71 x 10°° 7.53 x 107
cso 9.98 x 107" 6.03 x 10™ 1.12 x 107 1.24 x 10" 0 1.64 x 107 2.24 x 107"
HCPSO™ 9.98 x 107" 1.40 x 1072 2.49 x 107 2.26 x 10 8.67 x 107 2.69 x 107" 4.18 x 107
DMS-PSO?! 2.13 x 10° 5.68 x 107! 3.88 x 10 1.88 x 10" 2.24 x 107 2.87 x 107 6.88 x 107"
PSO-SMS!M 9.98 x 10" 2.09 x 10 1.53 x 10 2.99 x 10° 7.23 x 107 1.12 x 10™® 1.76 x 10
CASSA® 9.98 x 107" 4.81 x 107 0 8.88 x 107 0 2.33 x 107 1.68 x 1072
CESSAP! 9.98 x 107 2.59 x 107 1.48 x 10' 1.06 x 10 2.88 x 10 5.68 x 107® 2.62 x 10!
EHOY 1.67 x 10° 1.27 x 10 1.21 x 10 2.39 x 10 1.89 x 10 1.35 x 10" 6.86 x 10!
EWAY 1.50 x 10° 1.76 x 107 3.10 x 10" 3.05 x 10° 1.53 x 10° 5.77x107" 1.35 x 107
MBO" 9.98 x 107" 1.78 x 107" 5.86 x 107" 1.13 x 10™" 8.05 x 107! 7.20 x 107" 7.12 x 107"
MABC®! 1.41 x 10° 4.32 x 10 4.15 x 107 2.05 x 107" 5.63 x 107 8.05 x 107 1.18 x 1072
MIWO®! 1.89 x 10° 1.01 x 1072 4.62 x 107" 1.86 x 10 3.29 x 107 1.98 x 10" 1.35 x 107
MPEA® 9.98 x 107" 1.46 x 107 6.38 x 10°° 2.84 x 10 4.38 x 107 2.01x10°° 2.27 x 107
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Table 10  Comparison of the standard deviation with algorithms in reference
AP fi f 5 fa f5 Jo fr
MSNSSA 1.04 x 107 452 x 107 4.75x107 1.75 x 10°° 0 0 0
MFOA-SQP™ 0 2.20 x 10" 2.03 x 10°° 412 x 107 5.10 x 10 217 x 10 0
CcsoM 0 1.04 x 107 473 x 10°° 3.12 x 107 7.39 x 10 4.75 x 107 0
HCPSO™ 3.55 x 107 2.04 x 107 5.80 x 107 1.88 x 10° 1.07 x 10 3.48 x 107 597 x 10"
DMS-PSO&! 3.00 x 10 2.23 x 107 7.48 x 10° 1.03 x 107 2.69 x 10° 4.87 x 10 3.81 x 10
PSO-SMS!H 4.61 x 107 1.47 x 107 4.65 x 10°° 2.50 x 107 2.19 x 10° 2.21 x 10 1.57 x 10
CASSA™ 2.32 x 1077 2.27x107 4.15 x 10°° 1.21 x 107 1.16 x 10" 4.08 x 107 0
CESSA™ 1.84 x 107 1.51 x 10 1.25 x 10" 5.08 x 107 4.89 x 10 3.11 x 10 0
EHOP! 1.26 x 107 8.23 x 10 8.44 x 107" 1.26 x 10° 1.83 x 107 7.56 x 10° 6.21 x 10°
EWAE 7.43 x 10 1.54 x 10° 7.37 x 10° 8.73 x 107 8.93 x 10° 2.58 x 107 1.93 x 10
MBO" 1.28 x 10 1.83 x 10 3.00 x 10° 3.89 x 10" 3.54 x 107 3.65 x 10 1.10 x 10
MABC®! 7.23 x 107 3.63 x 107 1.18 x 10° 1.77 x 10" 3.87 x 107 1.21 x 10" 1.55 x 10"
MIWO®! 4.32 x 10°° 1.28 x 10° 2.21 x 10" 2.63 x 107 7.54 x 107" 1.82 x 10 2.09 x 107
MPEA®! 5.74 x 107" 4.13 x 10 1.80 x 10" 5.22 x 107 3.19 x 107" 2.63° 3.56 x 10
Hk 5 fo Jio n fio Jis Ju
MSNSSA 2.95 x 107 3.56 x 10° 0 0 0 3.56 x 10%  7.31 x 107
MFOA-SQP!™ 1.13 x 10" 447 x 10 0 1.32 x 107" 0 1.76 x 10°° 5.56 x 107"
csor 8.01 x 10° 9.92 x 10™* 3.16 x 107 1.01 x 10™ 0 4.74 x 107 1.17 x 10
HCPSO™ 2.96 x 10° 6.22 x 107 1.05 x 107 2.52 x 10 2.79 x 10°° 5.95 x 10" 1.84 x 107
DMS-PSO®! 5.94 x 10" 8.04 x 10" 2.80 x 10° 2.46 x 10" 1.77 x 10 7.54 x 107" 5.02 x 10"
PSO-SMS!H 2.77 x 10 5.76 x 107 1.29 x 10° 3.87 x 10 6.36 x 107 3.35 x 10°° 9.20 x 107
CASSA® 2.82 x 10 2.56 x 107° 0 9.86 x 107 0 8.12 x 107 1.35 x 102
CESSA™ 9.19x10" 8.90 x 10" 2.15 x 10" 5.31 x 102 341 x 10" 1.08 x 10" 6.14 x 10°
EHOP 8.37 x 107" 1.62 x 10° 2.30 x 107 1.37 x 107 317 x 107 2.20 x 10° 3.37 x 10"
EWAFE 2.28 x 10" 4.22 x 107 1.87 x 10! 1.24 x 10° 499 x 10" 3.22 x 10" 2.04 x 107
MBO" 3.95 x 10° 4.65 x 10° 4.17 x 10" 7.19 x 10° 8.32 x 10" 1.27 x 10" 2.27 x 10"
MABCP! 6.58 x 10° 8.28 x 10" 2.41 x 10" 1.65 x 10" 5.66 x 10" 6.77 x 10" 1.67 x 10"
MIWO®! 1.92 x 10' 2.07 x 10 1.30 x 10" 2.68 x 10° 5.31 x 10" 2.30 x 10" 1.42 x 10
MPEA® 5.37 x 10 7.43 x 107 5.35 x 107° 3.91 x 10" 7.48 x 107 594 x 10°® 6.36 x 10

MSNSSA ARk B A, MR JUA AT
E AN bR 22 B AR LR LR AR RE I B . Rl
SERE— D UL A SR ) MSNSSA Hk bt HAl 2
TSR BAT R

R BRI, 2 7 R SR AR AR Y B v B AR S A U
BEHE SRS T AN S 2 Pk e o B AT IR U 1) 31 4
RREARXT T R 2R R, AR RS E
PRI RE

4 EHERIE

A SCAEARHERS g BT BV M B At b, i
B A P R R P EIR R BE IR R
Ay, LA SRS 5 SR IR R A 7, BB S m AR
FROMBPREEZRENE, SR — RGO 2 TR I
3850 w5 AR e A g B A . R R R L
T2 1 f CEC 2014 & v 08 501 5-08 1) ji A
ANAE F e AR BnfE 22 S5 48 b o6 SR AT G 56
AL S Wilcoxon R FITRS 36 o 432 il 25 1t

KT IR, HFAURE: 2 TR EAR S
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