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Enhance global search and adaptive mayfly algorithm

WANG Yi, ZHANG Damin, ZOU Chengcheng

(College of Big Data and Information Engineering, Guizhou University, Guiyang 550025, China)

Abstract: In view of the problems of poor global search ability and weak adaptive ability of mayfly algorithm, an
enhance global search and adaptive mayfly algorithm ( MIWMA ) was proposed. Firstly, the non-uniform Gaussian
mutation strategy was adopted to update the position of male mayfly and female mayfly, guide the global optimal
position mutation to leading other individuals to approach the good position, and promote the population to have
certain guidance, so as to improve the global search ability and enhance the diversity of the population. Secondly,
the adaptive inertia weight of incomplete gamma function and beta cumulative distribution was introduced to
establish a better balance between the global search and development ability, regulate the global search and local
search ability of the population, and then improve the convergence accuracy of the algorithm, which is conducive to
the potential of the global search of the population to find the optimal solution. The local stagnation countermeasure
strategy was introduced. On the basis of the iterative stagnation, the inertia part and social part of mayfly speed
update were adjusted to make it have the optimal search state and enhance the global search ability of the
algorithm. The classic test function set and IEEE CEC2021 test competition set were used for test optimization
comparison to verify the effectiveness and robustness of the algorithm. Results show that the proposed algorithm had
better stability, robustness, and reliability by using Friedman and Wilcoxon rank sum test. Finally, two engineering
problems were used for optimization. The results verified the applicability of the algorithm in engineering
optimization problems and are suitable for solving optimization problems requiring high precision.
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Tab.2 Parameter setting of different algorithms

ERFR S SHE
MIWMA a=1.0,l,=1,d=58=2,a,=1.2,a,=1.6

MMA o} =1, HA ([ MIWMA

IMA n_=0.1,n, =1,l;,d,8,a, ,a,[F I

WMA  a=1.0,A=0.1,0=0.1,l,,d,8,a, a7 I

MA a,=1.2,a,=1.6,a=1.0,l;=1,d=5,8=2
MSNSSA  m=2.5,R=1,2
ATWSSA  «=1,8=0.5,m=2.5

IPSO  a, =a, =2.5

x3 EAEMNREH
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Tab.4 Comparison of optimization results under classic test functions
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WMA  5.77x107% 1.52x107° 6.79x10°7° 1.43 WMA 0 1.37x10°"  7.72x10°"  1.38
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MIWMA  3.42x10°% 2.05x10°% 9.61 x10°% 1.51 MIWMA  5.45x10°™ 6.43x10"8® 6.72x10°8  2.51
MMA  5.67x10°% 5.58x107% 3.03x10"* 1.53 MMA  1.05x10°® 6.08x10°" 1.14x10"" 2.54
WMA  2.94x10°% 1.39x10°® 7.60x10"% 1.42 WMA 2,16 x10°* 1.87x107%2 4.91x107%  2.07
s IMA 3.47x107% 1.58x107" 3.90x10°" 1.42 p IMA 4.87x107°  5.26 x10° 3.18 x10° 2.10
MSNSSA  8.94x10°% 2,01 x107%" 2.53x10°% 1.22 MSNSSA  1.88x107% 3.76 x1072 4.30x107>  2.44
MA 2.85x107%  1.89x107°  6.02x1075 1.48 MA 2.65x107" 4.96x107"  6.95x107"  2.34
AIWSSA  1.20x107'% 2.76 x10™%  1.51 x10°% 1.52 AIWSSA  6.77x1077  4.19x107°  3.72x107°  3.05
IPSO 7.49x10°% 8.72x107* 1.98x10°% 1.55 IPSO 2.13x10°* 1.39x107* 7.23x10°* 1.75
MIWMA  3.15x10°5 2.55x10°"% 1.7x10°"2 1.89 MIWMA 0 0 0 2.18
MMA 9.8 x107' 5.81x1077 2.10x107'% 1.98 MMA  1.33x107% 2.52x107% 2.91x1072 1.91
WMA  1.99x10°% 5.38x10°77 2.95x10°7 1.81 WMA 0 0 0 1.44
P IMA  2.13x10""® 6.08x10°"* 1.09x107° 1.98 P IMA 1.05x107""  3.34x10°" 4.73x107" 1.54
MSNSSA  2.98 x107%" 5.62x10°% 6.16x10°% 1.38 MSNSSA  3.86x107'2 2.55x107* 2.07x107* 1.59
MA 7.53x107*  8.09x107%2  6.26x107% 2.03 MA 2.35x107°  1.02x10°"2 1.02x10°2 1.73
AIWSSA  2.10x1071"2 2.80x107 1.05x107°" 2.08 AIWSSA 0 0 0 2.18
IPSO  1.79x10°"™® 8.38x10°" 3.17x10°'* 2.08 IPSO  2.16x107" 9.91x107% 3.52x107° 1.94
MIWMA  5.55x10°7° 1.88x10°% 1.17x10°% 1.51 MIWMA  3.07x107* 3.07x10™* 4.76x107> 1.78
MMA  7.33x107%" 3.63x107" 1.97x107>° 1.55 MMA 3.07x107*  3.07x107* 4.04x107° 1.6l
WMA  6.16x10°% 3.96x107%* 2.15x10°%® 1.37 WMA  3.07x107* 3.54x10°* 2.35x107* 1.38
i IMA  2.62x107' 1.06x107"° 3.54x10°'° 1.39 I IMA 3.07x107™*  6.33x107*  1.23x10°* 1.92
MSNSSA  1.82x1073" 2.34x1073 3.8 x10"% 1.67 MSNSSA  3.08x107* 7.21x107* 3.78x107* 1.29
MA 8.13x107% 5.56x10°'  3.79x10°' 1.54 MA 3.07x107*  2.31x107*  6.12x107%  1.78
AIWSSA  3.18x10°>* 6.40x107% 2.58x10"% 1.55 AIWSSA  3.07x10°* 3.31x10™* 4.76x107° 1.78
IPSO  9.92x107?" 3.53x10°'® 4.95x10°'® 1.37 IPSO 3.08x107*  3.08x10°* 2.57x10°* 1.51
MIWMA 4.17x1077  5.62x107° 4.08x107° 3.04 MIWMA  -3.32x10° -3.32x10° 1.97x107% 1.79
MMA  7.91x107% 5.62x107° 5.40x1075 1.71 MMA -3.32x10°  -3.24x10° 5.82x10°2 1.56
WMA  6.82x107° 1.50x107% 9.44x10°* 1.57 WMA -3.32x10°  -3.31x10° 5.11x107% 1.42
P IMA  2.46x107* 2.04x107% 1.10x107% 1.59 i IMA -3.32x10°  -3.30x10° 5.35x10°2  1.99
MSNSSA  3.14x10°% 3.26x107° 1.85x107° 1.29 MSNSSA  -3.20x10° -3.18x10° 1.92x10°2  1.69
MA 8.75x107%  2.17x1072  8.72x107° 1.82 MA -3.32x10°  -3.29x10° 5.34x10"' 1.77
AIWSSA  1.21x107°  2.21x107™*  1.63x107* 1.87 AIWSSA  -3.33x10° -3.23x10° 5.87x107% 1.79
IPSO  3.04x107* 1.96x107% 1.17x107% 1.95 IPSO -3.32x10° -3.22x10° 5.19x10°% 1.81
MIWMA 8.88x10°'® 8.88x10°'° 0 2.31 MIWMA  -5.08x10° -5.08x10° 4.20x10°"7 1.83
MMA  8.88x10°'" 8.88x10°' 5.11x10°" 2.30 MMA -5.08x10° -5.08x10° 4.09x10°" 1.85
WMA  8.88x107°' 8.8 x107'° 7.52x10°'¢ 1.37 WMA -1.04x10"  -8.62x10° 2.54 x10° 2.16
P IMA 4.44x10°% 3.89x10°"  1.30 x10° 1.45 IMA -1.04x10"  -5.28x10° 3.25x10° 2.47
°  MSNSSA 8.88x10° 8.88x10°' 8.88x10°'6 1.49 S MSNSSA  -1.04 x10"  -5.61 x10° 1.68 x10° 2.11
MA 1.50 x10° 2.77 x10° 8.45x10°"  2.31 MA -1.04x10"  -7.48x10° 3.65x10° 1.85
AIWSSA  8.88x10°'0 8.88x10°'° 8.88x107'¢ 2.37 AIWSSA  -5.08 x10° -5.08 x10° 4.20x107° 1.83
IPSO  4.44x1071 4.44x10°" 4.44x10°5 2.22 IPSO -1.04x10"  -6.22x10° 5.11x10° 2.10




IR

- 144 - TS

WO ok K

ne,

»
&

E S 954 %

- BIERE IS BB AL IZ T 50 R TR0
MNBRLIGE 1 Z2 e Y 37, SF- 2 4 PR AR L MA
MSNSSA AIWSSA L)} IPSO [ SR T 4f, %t F o
Bty , AR AR T MMA SREE 1) MIWMA , (RS R 3
A7 S B AL B TEET X O Ak B BURR B R R FLIR A
RMER TGS o Bl 22 0] LU W B Il ST A8 1745 R 1 i
PR  PHNT IS AT IR B 22, A v 22 i W A5 T A
By o X BRLIGE R EICRIT 22 068 pRERC, LRI 5 W 19 A v 22
/0N, BT 28 0 O B9 R B A/, i — 2B R T
MIWMA (1) B e P B 4o DA 3 1 a2 1) pR B mT
W e PUE S A A A H P REAR 2, 2 B
Progf i MIWMA (35 B, ~ /i P SBE AR
Il HIA BB E , U2 MMA I ATWSSA . F5
HEZE A 1 T AT O B RE B, BLARS o RIS, IO B 1 22 0%
A7 HABLT , BIE AN e D0V B 8 R 5 AT S B
etf o

MFE BT 53 #7 L F, MA, WMA | IMA | MMA Fl
MIWMA FFERTEEAFET-. B MA 5] AR LA
W NS 2% B 1B I A ik 22 1 5 4% B T4
MIWMA I MA b F [F] — & g%, R3S 7 /> &

AIRPAT . 5 HAA L LRI, MA B[] &2 2%
W55 F IPSO \MSNSSA Fil AIWSSA , K HiZ 17 MA #
e B Tl R A e e P R RN AL, LS S AR S
RN T B SR ], FERT BB AE 0.5 ~2.5 s Z
], ARG AT R AR KK . (IR 4 A 3
Sy PREICT MA ) Bt R] b sl SR s 3 K, =0 22 I R gl
JEZFB TR R (IR S22 K & R 22
AbF T2

FIRTERA R, 7T LNEDE - H
WA A A R IS5, 22 135 43 o HR0 S h 26
WLIE 3, B kAR 500 WA Bl sk e,
K3 AT E Y MIWMA FRG B o e, H -5 H At B 75 A
AR AR RERE. Nk L&,
MIWMA 7576 1 2 A AR 4F i 38 RO, B 5|
) 38 R AR SR W R HE A B A R AR T A
FH, WS VRS RE I e bf 5 53 Ab e e W A R
AU 1 T RE T, B C R 2R R R AIG, 5 A
JEF8 5 1) i A SRR R R T B A 2R B
T1o B, PSS ZR5HT , 3 b ket S s 1) 7 25
RN 10 E

100 $s22 T Sy ey
[ Q “oag
T:c’ '% ey o S
S 10 h > Cogo% N,
£ £
g MMMMM g N
-100 [ — e 100
2 10 vooon. D 10-
10.150 1 1 1 1 I 10-150 I 1 1 I | 10-80 I I 1 1 I
0 100 200 300 400 500 100 200 300 400 500 0 100 200 300 400 500
Iteration Iteration Iteration
(a) f Pt & (b) f, P sh it 2k (o) £ sth £
10 10°
Q 0 1Q0%kEe g
4 5 ? A (13
: AL :
2 S 102 “ees S
g 3 *osesa R .
= B 10% Sosan, “Conta B e
10—6 | | L 1 1 10—60 L L 1 L 105 1 Say
0 100 200 300 400 500 0 100 200 300 400 500 0 100 200 300 400 500
Iteration Iteration Iteration
d) £, PRSI A () £, Tk ki ) £, FHRS %

B3 ARy iR B T P i i

Fig.3  Average convergence

SCEG 2 0 T E— A0 WU B MIWMA B4
e, X P HEAT RO A AR E M S PR RE, L5 2 R
IEEE CEC2021 pR% 4 rh A e el 240 5 S ok
Frik e, vk e CEC2021 wp HLIE i TR &
(hybrid) F1% £ ( composition ) JE 51| i bR LA T
PRACE Y HRE B IR S | RBOE SCILSCRR 17 ]

SCEG 2 B kAR AN A TEREXT L, BB R ORI

curves of some test functions

A E R 20 000 ¥, 4t 20, [A) 4 51 A Bk
MSNSSA  ATWSSA H1 IPSO Xif He, % Fb 45 5 W36 6.,

H 3 6,43 330 5% CECO1 ~ CEC10 7E K [F] 457
BT RPFRE bR AERZ: . T IEEE CEC pRECH
A R BRI, ME LA AR B B AR R B .
ALE L MIWMA H JUf /043 B bR 45 T H A 55
2, SR EERR BA B rvERe, il Hbr i (E



511 3

E, A SR A SR AR 3 A A

. 145 -

O 165 E M P TEPN S S SR DN
PRUEZER B MH A RAF IR EE . NI, AR SO H

%5 CEC2021 B EMKER
Tab.5 Detailed information of CEC2021 functions

ASRAIESE T MIWMA 95 20k I 1E PR WEORHME M ORISR R
3.3 5HMERE LI CECO1 UN 20 [ ~100,100] 100
SR SR B S BE B SE R B A G A A AT CECO2 MN 20 [ ~100,100] 1100
RHE MR H BT X b, ARG R R B CECO3 MN 20 [ -100,100] 700
(SSA)'™' 2243 HE Ak 1 3L U3 ( DE-NMRA) 7 | CEC04 MN 20 [ -100,100] 1 900
TE B2y PEARFE M (SinDE ) "™ )7 2% S 38 107 3 cecos 0 100000 1700
% (CMA-ES) ™ 429 F i AL
ﬁi{z(t;;A) " %>1EBJ%;‘EI§H{£§EEEZ§;§§§;§ CEC06 HF 20 [ -100,100] 1 600
A - CEC07 HF 20 [ -100,100] 2100
(SMIGWO) "™ ik A Circle Wi A1/INFL IS 15 12 182
. CEC08 CF 20 [ -100,100] 2 200
> (gt A A B3 (MGWO) ™ LUK 385 B IE 2 =
BUBMB] RIS (CosSA) ™, xfpgh P o0 20 LIl 2
W7, CEC10 CF 20 [ -100,100] 2 500
%6 CEC2021 {43tk
Tab.6 Optimization comparison of CEC2021 functions
MIWMA MA MMA IMA
PRI
M b2 FHE b2 T brifi2E - E b2
CECO1 1.2147 x10*>  4.073x10'  1.3113x10° 1.050x107  2.3372x10*  1.589 x10*  3.457 6 x10* 2.484 x 103
CECO2 2.1816x10°  2.141 x10*>  4.8856x10°  2.716 x10>  3.457 6 x10*  2.483 x10>  2.196 9 x10° 2.521 x 10%
CECO3 7.3306x10%>  7.887x10°  1.0153x10° 2.823x10'  8.4338x10>  3.757 x10'  7.581 8 x 102 1.617 x 10!
CECO4 1.9034x10°  1.585x10°  1.901 4x10°  8.338x10°' 1.908 1 x10°  3.221 x10° 1.916 6 x10°  4.352x10°
CECO5 3.7955x10*  2.748 x10*  1.6122x10°  2.273x10* 1.570 7x10°  2.492 x10*  3.8862 x10* 1.630 x 10*
CECO6 1.8387x10°  5.581x10'  3.6257x10°  7.661 x10> 1.8395x10°  6.017 x10'  1.978 7 x10° 2.216 x 10*
CECO7 1.0005x10*  6.724 x10°  2.723 6 x10*  9.325x10*  1.2557x10*  6.798 x10°  1.187 6 x10*  4.722 x10°
CECO8 2.2956x10°  9.323x10°' 2.3080x10°  1.068 x10'  2.3083x10°  1.619x10°  2.304 6 x 10° 1.359 x 10°
CEC09 2.902 1x10°  8.174x10'  2.899 6 x10®  9.500 x 10"  2.856 5x10°  4.615x10"  2.817 8 x10° 5.677 x 10!
CECI0O 2.9052x10°  5.208x10° 3.1346x10° 1.378 x10"  2.891 0x10°  4.034x10"  2.964 9 x10*>  3.795x 10’
_— WMA MSNSSA AIWSSA IPSO
’ T-HMH b2 M brif 2 T4 brif2s T E brifE2E
CECOl 4.1153x10°  1.913x10°  1.3834x10° 2.125x10*° 5.096 8 x10°  1.762x10°  4.209 1 x 10* 7.842 x 10°
CECO2 2.0382x10°  3.181 x10*>  2.5753x10°  4.833x10> 2.8473x10°  3.356x10>  2.3753x10° 1.337 x10°
CECO3 7.6007 x10%  1.294 x10'  8.489 1 x10*>  1.187 x10'  7.6325x10>  2.562x10'  8.023 8 x 102 2.827 x 10*
CECO4 1.909 8 x10°  4.409 x10°  1.903 5x10°  7.015x10°  1.9052x10*  2.356 x10'  1.916 7 x10* 2.718 x 10°
CECO5 5.167 4x10*  2.691 x10*  1.2458 x10°  4.729 x10*  1.026 0 x10°  6.334 x10*  1.916 3 x10° 4.729 x 10*
CECO6 1.7223x10°  9.405x10'  1.8112x10° 1.003x10* 1.916 5x10°  1.972x10>  1.896 1 x10° 1.041 x 107
CECO7 1.7053 x10*  3.745x10°  1.420 1 x10*  7.805x10° 1.060 1 x10*  4.160 x10°  9.925 5 x10° 5.213 x10°
CECO8 2.300 8 x10°  1.449 x10°  2.302 1 x10°  2.587 x10°  2.2951x10°  1.886x10°  2.300 4 x 103 8.971 x 10°
CEC09 2.7009 x10°  3.218 x10'  2.870 6 x10°  2.751 x10"  2.8372x10°  1.217x10"  2.8112x10° 3.551 x 10!
CECI0 2.961 0x10°  1.678 x10'  2.946 3 x10°  6.292x10"  2.901 6 x10>  2.850 x10'  2.906 1 x10°  2.163 x 10"
MRAER 7 5 HADR REAE XS L, BARHER S 12 NI sk BGHE AT X He Ik, $5ds 5 ik B Se 140 Hr

PR A SRE A U R R EACR , WA L& K
IREA By i AL
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Tab.7 Comparison of mean value with other intelligent algorithms

Ak S S 5 Ja Js Js Ja fs Jo
MIWMA 1.4 %107 2.05x107%® 2.55x107'® 1.88x10°% 562x107°> 8.88x10°' 0 6.43x1075 0
SSAB! 2.38x107%  1.28x107% 1.95x10™ 9.51x10"%® 3.37x107* 8.88x107 8.62x107"7 1.70x10°"® 1.43x107°

DE-NMRAP!  1.01x10°%  2.41x10°"™ 8.51x10™®  4.96x10"* 2.89 x10' 9.04x10° ™ 0 2.00x107%  1.24 x10°
SinDEM') 1.19x10°'7  3.81x107" 9.22x107'® 7.40x10"? 9.8 x10™* 8.61x107" 7.72x10"® 9.97x10”7  2.05x10°
CMA -ES'™) 3.13x107%  8.54x107% 3.2x107®" 2.11x10™%  5.76x107* 3.95x1075 537x107* 1.05x10"2  3.36x107¥
MG -SCAI™®! 2,32 %1072 7.61 x10~% 0 5391077  8.32x107° 8.8 %107 9.76x10™°* 9.44x107® 7.55x10°%
SMIGWOM™) 1,77 x107'%  6.29x10~%  4.08 x10~'2 — 8.18 x107° — — 8.18x107°  1.62x107'6

MWOAL! 0 8.09 x10 % 0 4.07x107%  4.97x107°  8.88x107'¢ 0 3.07 x 10" 0
CGSSAM™! 1.67x107%  2.91x10™®  1.85x10™* 1.36x10°7 8.82x10™° 8.88x107 0 7.71x1075 0
#8 ZANKHIHT MIWMA 5HEME LT LLMBFIRLE P &
Tab.8 P values of rank sum test of MIWMA compared with other algoritlms under classic test functions

MK MA MMA WMA IMA MSNSSA AIWSSA IPSO

h 3.01 x10~" 5.26 x10 " 3.01 x10~" 3.01 x10~M 2.94x10 " 3.01 x10~" 3.01 x10°"

S 3.01 x10 " 7.08 x10 7% 3.01 x10 1 3.01 x10 M 2.94 x10 ! 1.49 x 10" 3.01 x10 1

S 3.01 x10 7! 3.15x107° 3.01 x10~" 3.01 x10 M 2.94 x107" 3.33x10 " 3.01 x107"

fa 3.01 x10~" 4.42x1073 3.01 x10~" 3.01 x10~" 2.94x10°" 3.01 x10~" 3.01 x10~"

Js 3.01 x10 " 3.18 x107* 5.49 x10 " 3.33x10°" 8.64 x10 ! 3.52x1077 3.01 x10 1

Js 1.21 x10°12 NaN 5.12x107" 1.07 x10 12 NaN NaN 1.68 x10 "

fa 1.21 x10"? NaN 6.24 x10 "1 1.21 x107'? NaN NaN 2.42x10°°

Js 6.37 x10 72 3.01 x10 " 1.10x107° 9.83x10°8 3.76 x10 72 3.01 x10~" 2.03x107°

Jo 1.21 x10 12 NaN NaN 1.21 x10 712 NaN NaN NaN

Sio 1.03x10°7 1.41x107° 1.01x1078 1.94x10 73 8.21 x107* 5.51x107? 8.21 x107*

S 2.49x1078 1.86 x10 3 2.01 x107% 4.68x1078 7.95x10 7! 1.00 x10 3 6.19 1077

Si2 7.55 x10 ~? 3.01 x10°" 3.01 x10°" 3.78 x10 ! 1.57x10 " 3.00x 10" 3.66 x 10 ~*
+/ -/ = 10/2/0 9/0/3 10/1/1 11/1/0 7/2/3 9/0/3 11/0/1

A% 8 Al A, K MR R S P (E /N T
0. 05, JA T i FH Filh 15 3 s 3005 1) 1P B 5 LA 3306 1)
ZESIE R FE Y, BRI AT YCE I A S SR fE

AR AN [ I R BT A A TR Sk A P RE
(BB STl e AT S R €S e e M Wb S
S R, FIJH Friedman’ s 09483856, R R 7
R () 2 R VP T ASH I SR 11 2 5, 49 9 441
2 BB I E5E . WK a=0. 05, %8 4>
FREBEATIERER S, WA 90 HEA TR AT .

l «
Rj :N;rf

Arfr VI R BB, ) R B AR

(25)

(R4, BB/, YRR G, e Z PR REB 25 . i
%9, MIWMA AR fe/IN, Ul AR R R fRe (R
HIR & MMA  ATWSSA \WMA | % J5 /& IMA F1 MA,
DT 4 A9 MIWMA B H A 580 3% A s 0k S0k A0 A
R HEA AL Z AT

MRAEZ 4 hras R, Bk EO 8, A
7, KR BOY 12 4>, KI5 31.534 4, &3RAGA
HER T, BEKF a=0.05 F,KFEN 14.067 14,
H IR R D7 O R T A 3R e B R D (L, T
PR g R AF e M 22 5 o AR B e R DT M.
55 PR A P H 4,953 47 x 107, P,
T PAEUIE/NT 0,05, by bl 4 5 X L35 7 H
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Tab.9 Statistical ranking of algorithms under Friedman’s test of

classic functions

Ak FIHEY B | Bk RRCE Kt
MIWMA  1.708 333 1 MSNSSA  4.791 667 5
MMA  2.791 667 2 MA 7.166 667 8
WMA  4.416 667 4 AIWSSA  3.125000 3
IMA 6.250 000 7 IPSO  5.750000 6

iR HOR W SRR MIWMA £7 75 G212 2
S (0 ELAR B 20 8] 22 S i 75— 20 eoxd . PR, R 2
HEATITG LU o {8, AR AR P (B DA /NI AT HE
¥ K/ N P AR o/t AT HOER i ARFRBAIEAEL
2| A Holm-Bonferroni #1758 1E>' . MIWMA [
HE2 A5 Ty TRCRABR LS, B MIWMA Sh il 51
AT ISR S Rk — 0 XAy B, 3R 10 45 5
225 HAD S AL IE 4

F10 ZHFH Holm’s FEWMB THIZAR
Tab. 10  Results of Holm’s subsequent test of classic function
i MIWMA vs. 2l Pl /i R
7 MA 4.2218549 2.423x107°  0.007 143 {4
6 IMA 3.815360 0 0.008 333 3 0.008 333 ffi4t
5 IPSO 3.557 600 0 0.000 376 9 0.010 000 fHE#4s
4 MSNSSA 3.111 200 0 0.001 863 3 0.012 500 fE4s
3 WMA 2.7559000 0.005 853 1 0.166 670  {fi4t
2 AIWSSA 1.952 100 0 0.050 926 3 0.025 000 %%
1 MMA 1.337860 0 0.180942 1 0.050 000 %%

M4 10 45 58, A MIWMA vs. MMA FlI
MIWMA vs. ATWSSA (15 7 ok 24232, B 0. 180 942 1 >
0.05F10.050 926 3 >0. 025, il MIWMA 5 MMA |
AIWSSA fR2H [a] 22 S AN i, 5 HAb Pk g b i 22 57
B, MA ST A a5 e 25 . R EOAREE 4
ATWSSA ({1, (H N IE -3 HE 4 5515 B b
SrUL 5 MIWMA f27E 2 5, R ATFE I,
MIWMA 5 MMA H|Pe25 5 R 3237, ik 5 MIWMA [
ST AT AN 3, U B AR 3450 A8 S A A7 O T R
AR, BT AP A SR w1 B A
ST AT IEIZ Ge T B A TR AR S B A LA
SRR ATREY . S5 R MIWMA B33 9 £ 8 P
FATHEME

% 11 J& CEC2021 3 bR 0 1 G2 1 F 46 56 X e o
H R 11, MIWMA -3 HE4 FeAIC, U8 B & i1 RETE
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Tab. 11  Statistical ranking under Friedman’s test of CEC2021
X7 A B (=A7S TS B
MIWMA 2.500 0 1 WMA 3.700 0 2
MA 6.900 0 8 AIWSSA 4.200 0 4
MMA 4.050 0 3 MSNSSA 4.600 0 7
IMA 4.5500 5 1PSO 4.600 0 6

FIIH CEC2021 WBEEANECH 8, HHE N T, R
JrE R 22,933 , K FIRAAR I {H 14. 067 14,115 H
P =0.001 751,/NTF0.05, i HAFTE B & I G it 2
25 FT12AIFH ,MIWMA vs. WMA F1 MIWMA vs.
ATWSSA {1 4] e & 42 32, Hofl 24 4E 45, 3 150 B,
WMA FI AIWSSA 7 CEC2021 PEREI X2 A A4 1Y
PERE, 3R 12 Th A AR 25 T MIWMA . 5 H
flpREAH L, B G Ergeit 227, RIE2ER
S MA, 254 2Kk £ 5 CEC2021 i ki i i
5, MIWMA 7E 76 Ffr il 128 ok 55 ) B il |- #4565 6 R
BAFPERE , NGETt 22 B3 B MIWMA (914 58 19 7]
e

%12 CEC2021 i) Holm’s 5S4 THIZ& R

Tab. 12 Results of Holm’s follow-up test for CEC2021

i MIWMA vs. il PAH o/i YLig
7 MA

4.017 8233 5.89x107° 0.007 14 fE4t

6 MSNSSA  2.882 518 6 0.003 952 0.008 33 EiExA ]
5 IPSO 2.882 7751 0.003 952 0.010 00  JH4s
4 MMA 2.601 007 9 0.002 950 0.01250  JH4s
3 IMA 1.826 226 4 0.067 850 0.016 67  JH4s
2 AIWSSA 1.552020 1 0.120 662 0.02500 &%
1 WMA 1.095 100 3 0.273 517 0.050 00 %%

4 TREMMA

D UESER H B RS SR AR S R TR SR (51 rp g ]
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AR NP ERTAN H bR 29 )8 8 ) = AP AT 28
BTl AL/ He S BT 0] AR A T & SR R Ak
SF b, R 0 25 DR BBOR Y o 2 SR S P AT A B
AR HE 7RI BN A A UL L R BOE SCH

{(z2) =f(2)

[2 [, - max(0,t,(z))* + 2 ;1 U(z)1°] (26)
K (2) Sy HAR BR L, o, AL N AR R B, 1, (2) A0
Uy (2) LR O T 5 HABST H HUE S 5
TR(25 JAISCHRL 16 ] B2 A9 SRR IR IF— B0 o« A1
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N) o Rt HBCE Ay

Minimize f(X) = (x; +2)x,x; (27)

3
Xy X3

s. L. X)=1-—"—7<0
stoa(X) =l - s

2

4x2—x13x2 . 1 1<
12 566 (x,x; —x;) 5 108x;
140. 45x,

2 ~
Xy X3

g, (X) =

g, (X) =1-

X, +x,

&(X)=—f§f—ls0 (28)

A H:0.05<x,<2,0.25<x,<1.3,2<x, <15, X}
P/ e )8, 7 PRI SRR AT . S g
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O
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Fig.4 Schematic diagram of tension/pressure spring design
F13 FREEERAH/EEE T E MR

Comparison of design problems of tension/pressure

Tab. 13
springs optimized by different algorithms

GRVS Xy ) % AX) FHE
MIWMA 0.051 08 0.34122 11.33840 0.012 664 0.012 667
MA  0.05117 0.35033 11.54593 0.012 677 0.012 677
SSAI'T 0.05120 0.34521 12.004 31 0.012 676 0.012 679
PSO!2)  0.05172 0.357 64 11.244 54 0.012 674 0.012 675
SCA  0.05078 0.33478 12.72269 0.012 873 0.012 889
MFO!2! 0.050 01 0.313 50 14.226 23 0.012 753 0.012 753
CSA) — — — 0.012669 0.012 674

& 13, MIWMA 53k Aefir/ g n) @2 A B
G R AE ST HA S 3217 50 s, BMH S HefiE
ZIL s R Ae e, HAL T HA XS 3, AN HE
FB3HEHA(X)# MIWMA LG, i
A HALAE 0. 000 O1 [RRS B I Bl 2251, Bk
4 Z AR IR B e O OIS BBl B, 3 2ot et I i

HE— PG I AE /M R 2 (8] P WA S A R T .
4.2 =HHIZRIEITIEE

SATHTAR BT e ) 26 T A 4 A i)
i/ N AR R, = AT s B LIRS
Hrp A 4E 3 AR &, 05l hA, A, A T
A AR, A, = A5, [RBE, 05 7R 28
TN X = (v,%,) o HECABIINE

Minimize f(X) = (22, +x,)l (29)

ﬂxl + %,

P-0<0
V210 +2 x,x,
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L p_s<0
- _0-\
V217 +2 %%,

g (X) = ! P -0<0
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O<wx,<l,i=1,2 (30)
A B 1 =100 em, P =2 kN/em®, o0 =2 kN/em®,
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g, (X) =

BS =HHRTE
Fig.5 Schematic diagram of three-bar truss
H 3R 14, MIWMA X = FF A7 42 15 11 %) T2 ) #1
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Tab. 14 Comparison of three-bar truss design solutions of
different algorithms
Bk 3 (2 S(X) FHE
MIWMA 0.788 6 0.408 2 263.891 47 263.891 50
MA 0.788 6 0.408 2 263.891 51 263.891 57
SSA 0.788 7 0.407 9 263.891 52 263.891 90
SMA 0.7857 0.417 6 263.998 30 268. 886 30
MFO 0.788 4 0.408 7 263.891 50 263.904 10
ATMDE %/ 0.788 7 0.409 5 263.959 00 —
AIWSSA?]0.7887  0.4083  263.895 80 —
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