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Abstract: (Aim) Dragon Boat Racing, a popular aquatic folklore team sport, is traditionally held during the Dragon Boat 

Festival. Inspired by this event, we propose a novel human-based meta-heuristic algorithm called dragon boat optimization 

(DBO) in this paper. (Method) It models the unique behaviors of each crew member on the dragon boat during the race by 

introducing social psychology mechanisms (social loafing, social incentive). Throughout this process, the focus is on the 

interaction and collaboration among the crew members, as well as their decision-making in different situations. During 

each iteration, DBO implements different state updating strategies. By modelling the crew's behavior and adjusting the 

state updating strategies, DBO is able to maintain high-performance efficiency. (Results) We have tested the DBO 

algorithm with 29 mathematical optimization problems and 2 structural design problems. (Conclusion) The experimental 

results demonstrate that DBO is competitive with state-of-the-art meta-heuristic algorithms as well as conventional 

methods. 
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1. Introduction 

 

Meta-heuristic algorithms, inspired by natural phenomena or concepts, are widely adopted due to their simplicity, 

flexibility, and efficiency [1]. They have demonstrated their remarkable effectiveness in addressing intricate engineering 

optimization problems and high-dimensional multi-objective mathematical computations [2]. Therefore, it has been applied 

in many fields such as machine learning, deep learning, neural networks, mathematical programming [3]. 

At present, there are more than 540 known meta-heuristic algorithms. Despite the diverse range of them, they can 

generally be categorized into four types: evolutionary-based algorithms (or called evolutionary algorithms), swarm-based 

algorithms, physics-based algorithms, and human-based algorithms [4]. 

Evolutionary-based algorithms are inspired by Charles Darwin's theory of natural evolution. Genetic algorithm (GA) 
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is an optimization algorithm inspired by the principles of natural selection and heredity in biology [5]. The key attributes 

of this algorithm include the direct manipulation of structural objects, free from the constraints of derivation and functional 

continuity. GA inherently possesses implicit parallelism, allowing it to excel in global optimization tasks. Furthermore, it 

employs a probabilistic optimization strategy that adapts the search direction dynamically. Differential evolution (DE) 

continuously explores and refines the population to search for the optimal solution through an iterative process of trial and 

error. This algorithm stands out for its simplicity, ease of implementation, and rapid convergence rate, making it a highly 

effective and widely adopted random optimization algorithm [6]. Evolutionary programming (EP) employs the Gaussian, 

Cauchy, Lévy, and single-point mutation operators to tackle optimization problems that are difficult to address solve using 

a single mutation operator. EP combines the advantages of multiple mutation operators, making it an effective tool for 

addressing optimization challenges. Other noteworthy evolutionary algorithms encompass bio-inspired optimization (BIO) 

[7], grammatical evolution (GE) [8], genetic programming (GP) [9]. 

Swarm-based algorithms draw inspiration from the collective intelligence of swarms, simulating the cooperative 

behaviors of individuals within a group to efficiently explore solution spaces and discover optimal solutions. Bat algorithm 

(BA) , inspired by the sonar-like behavior of bats in echolocation, adapts its search strategy and direction in response to 

environmental changes, making it versatile for diverse task requirements [10]. Bee colony optimization (BCO) employs 

artificial bees as agents to collaborate in addressing complex combinatorial optimization problems [11]. Cuckoo search 

(CS), inspired by mandatory parasitic behavior of some cuckoo birds, as well as the Lévy flight pattern of other birds and 

fruit flies, is designed to locate optimal solutions in optimization problems [12]. CS is known for its robustness and global 

search capabilities, as well as its advantages in parameter settings. And firefly algorithm (FA) is an algorithm based on the 

flash behavior of fireflies in nature [12]. There are other notable swarm-based algorithms, such as artificial bee colony 

(ABC) [13], ant colony optimization (ACO) [14], grey wolf optimizer (GWO) [15], whale optimization algorithm (WOA) 

[16], virus colony search (VCS) [17], and krill herd algorithm (KHA) [18]. 

Physics-based algorithms leverage physical principles and natural phenomena to guide the optimization process. It 

emulates physical phenomena and processes found in nature, constructing models based on physical laws and properties 

in the pursuit of optimal solutions. Big Bang-Big Crunch (BB-BC) algorithm is rooted in the theory of universe evolution, 

taking into account energy dissipation, disorder, randomness, and the tendency of randomly distributed particles to form 

ordered structures [19]. It generates random points using the BB-BC method and consolidates them into a single 

representative point using either the centroid or least-cost method. The objective is to explore a broader range of solutions 

and improve search efficiency. Gravitational search algorithm (GSA) simulates the interactions between objects in the 

universe, considering each solution within the problem's solution space as an object [20]. It calculates the gravitational pull 

of each solution based on the objective function of the problem, guiding the search process through gravitational force to 

discover optimal solutions. Multi-verse optimizer (MVO) is an algorithm based on the concepts of white hole, black hole, 

and wormhole in cosmology. It views the solution space of an optimization problem as a collection of multiple latent 

universes, each representing a set of feasible solutions. In addition, there are other physics-based optimization algorithms, 

including electro-magnetism optimization (EMO) [21], harmony search (HS)[22], nuclear reaction optimization (NRO) 

[23], simulated annealing (SA) [24], sine cosine algorithm (SCA) [25]. 

Human-based algorithms are inspired by human behavior and decision-making processes. It models the causes and 

actions of humans when faced with problems and making decisions, guiding the optimization process and finding optimal 

solutions. Unlike other algorithms that aim to mimic nature intelligence, human-based algorithms focus on the intelligent 

behavior of humans collaborating to achieve specific objectives. Football game inspired algorithm (FGIA) simulates the 

behavior of players in a football game, emphasizing teamwork to find the best positions for scoring points under the 

guidance of a coach [26]. It introduces a unique strategy that effectively balances exploration and development. Artificial 



 

 

coronary circulation system (ACCS) simulates the development of coronary arteries (veins) within the human heart to 

identify optimal solutions [27]. Each capillary is considered a potential candidate, and starting with a randomized initial 

population, candidate solutions are evaluated using the coronary growth factor. During each iteration, the most promising 

candidate is selected as the main coronary vessel (artery or vein), while the remaining capillaries serve as search space 

explorers. The heart determines whether other candidates are approaching or moving away from the main coronary vessels 

and employs cardiac memory to seek the best solution. Moreover, there are other human-based optimization algorithms, 

such as artificial cooperative search (ACS) [28], artificial immune system (AIS) [29], artificial immune network (AIN) 

[30], exchange market algorithm (EMA) [31], passing vehicle search (PVS) [32], social emotional optimization (SEO) [33], 

sperm motility algorithm (SMA) [34]. 

Inspired by the dragon boat racing, our team proposed a novel human-based meta-heuristic optimization algorithm 

called dragon boat optimization (DBO). This algorithm takes into account various factors, including the social 

psychological and behavioral states of each crew member during the race, the effects of varying water surface conditions 

on the paddlers, the adaptive adjustments made by the dragon boat’s drummer in response to changing dragon boat ranking, 

and the collaborative dynamics between the drummer and paddlers. The highlights of this paper are as follows. 

(i) Analyze the social psychological influences (social loafing and social incentive) that dragon boat crews 

experience during dragon boat racing from a social psychology perspective, and the behavior patterns that 

result from these influences. 

(ii) Two factors (acceleration factor and attenuation factor) are introduced to characterize the kinematics indexes 

by analyzing the different states of cooperative work between the drummer and the paddlers. 

(iii) The imbalance rate of the paddlers is introduced by analyzing the impact of water surface conditions on the 

paddlers during paddling and the paddler's attempt to maintain the optimal angle of entry for the paddle. 

(iv) Proposition of two distinct strategies for updating the states of paddlers, which are contingent on different 

dragon boat rankings. These strategies aim to optimize the performance of the dragon boat crew during 

races. 

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows: Section 2 presents the algorithmic principles and operational 

mechanism of DBO. Section 3 presents the experimental results of our algorithm compared with other algorithms. In 

Section 4, the experimental results of optimizing classical engineering problems with various algorithms are presented. 

And Section 5 concludes this paper. 

 

2. Dragon Boat Optimization 

 

The origin of the dragon boat racing is related to Qu Yuan, a patriotic poet of the Chu during the Warring States Period 

(475-221 B.C.). To commemorate the patriotic poet, a grand dragon boat race is held every year during the Dragon Boat 

Festival in China. Today, China’s dragon boat racing has developed from a local activity into a grand sports event. There 

are more than 100 countries and regions in the world that hold dragon boat races annually. Dragon boat optimization is the 

modeling of a dragon boat race as a complete optimization process, where the objective is optimized efficiently by applying 

multiple strategies. 

 

2.1 Crew with different duties 

 

In dragon boat racing, the swift and steady progress of a dragon boat is intricately tied to the effective teamwork of 

its crew. Specifically, the crew can be classified into three distinct roles based on their various duties: drummer, paddler, 



 

 

and steersman. The positions they occupy on the dragon boat are illustrated in Figure 1. 

 

 

Figure 1 Crew on a dragon boat. 

 

2.1.1 Drummer 

 

The drummer holds the responsibility of regulating the boat's speed by beating the drum. In general, each dragon boat 

has only one drummer, positioned at the front of the boat, as the rose-red person shown in Figure 1. In dragon boat racing, 

the drummer should pay attention to the difference in covering distance between their own dragon boat and others. By 

vigilantly monitoring the distance, the drummer employs the rhythmic drumming to guide the paddlers, signaling them to 

adapt their paddling pace. This mode can effectively regulate the speed of the dragon boat. 

 

2.1.2 Paddlers 

 

The paddlers are responsible for propelling the dragon boat forward by synchronizing their paddling speed with the 

rhythm of the drum. Their position, between the drummer and the steersman, is in the middle of the dragon boat, as the 

peacock-blue person shown in Figure 1. In dragon boat racing, skilled and experienced paddlers excel at mitigating the 

effects of water surface conditions and hull turbulence, ensuring optimal performance with each stroke. 

It's worth emphasizing that achieving the ideal paddle entry angle requires paddlers to maintain a downward gaze and 

closely observe the water surface conditions throughout the race. At the same time, they must continually adjust their 

paddling pace based on the rhythm of the drumbeats, thereby fine-tuning the forward momentum of the entire dragon boat. 

 

2.1.3 Steersman 

 

The steersman is responsible for steering the boat and his position is at the stern, as the dark-blue person shown in 

Figure 1. During the race, the steersman must continually adapt the angle of the tiller to accommodate the ever-changing 

water conditions. A well-trained steersman can expertly maintain the dragon boat on the correct course, ensuring efficient 

proceeds along the pre-determined course at all times. 

 

2.2 Optimization algorithm 

 

Inspired by dragon boat racing, the DBO algorithm analyzes the states of the drummers and paddlers on different 

dragon boats, and deduces the racing states of all of them. Additionally, the algorithm incorporates a social psychology 

mechanism to model the entire process of a dragon boat race. Figure 2 shows a top view of a dragon boat race. 

 



 

 

 

Figure 2 Top view of a dragon boat race. 

 

2.2.1 Social behavior patterns 

 

Dragon boat racing is a team sport in which human social attributes play a crucial role. As a result, during the race, 

the crews are subject to the influence of social psychology mechanisms, namely social loafing and social incentives. Social 

loafing refers to the phenomenon in which individuals in a group activity exert less effort than they would if working alone, 

often due to shared responsibilities and reduced individual effort levels. On the other hand, social incentive refers to the 

utilization of external factors to stimulate enthusiasm, creativity, and effectiveness in individuals or groups when engaging 

in work or activities, with the aim of improving overall efficiency. 

Taking these social psychology mechanisms into account, it can be observed that when applying the DBO to address 

an unconstrained problem, the dragon boat crew tends to exhibit a social loafing behavior pattern. However, in the case of 

constrained problems, the constraining conditions serve to boost the motivation of the crew, resulting in a socially incentive 

behavior pattern. 

Therefore, the social behavior factor is introduced to characterize the behavior patterns of the crew. Its formula is as 

follows. 

 𝜓 = {

𝐷𝐵𝑁

𝑅𝑑
, 𝑅𝑑 < 𝐷𝐵𝑁 𝑜𝑟 𝑢𝑛𝑐𝑜𝑛𝑠𝑡𝑟𝑎𝑖𝑛𝑒𝑑 𝑠𝑖𝑡𝑢𝑎𝑡𝑖𝑜𝑛

1, 𝑅𝑑 > 𝐷𝐵𝑁 𝑜𝑟 𝑐𝑜𝑛𝑠𝑡𝑟𝑎𝑖𝑛𝑒𝑑 𝑠𝑖𝑡𝑢𝑎𝑡𝑖𝑜𝑛 
 (1) 

Here, 𝜓 denotes the social behavior factor. DBN denotes the number of dragon boats participating in a dragon boat racing. 

𝑅𝑑 denotes a random number. 

 

2.2.2 Acceleration factor 

 

The acceleration factor, the rate at which the drum beat changes, is under the control of the drummer. During the 

dragon boat race, the drummer calculates the rate at which the drum should be beaten. The calculation of this rate takes 

into consideration several key factors, including the disparity in distance covered between their own dragon boat and other 

competing boats, as well as the state of the paddlers. To calculate the acceleration factor, the formula is as follows. 

 𝜆 =
𝜓×𝐼−1

𝜓×𝐼
 (2) 

Here, 𝜆 denotes the acceleration factor. I denotes the number of iterations.  

 



 

 

2.2.3 Attenuation factor  

 

In an ideal scenario, all paddlers should synchronize their paddling with the drumbeat. However, in actual races, each 

crew member, especially the paddlers, while maintaining a high intensity of exercise, it is difficult to escape the dilemma 

of strength attenuation. This results in the paddler's performance getting worse as the number of paddling increases. To 

account for this phenomenon, the attenuation factor is introduced to characterize this state. It is calculated by the following 

formula. 

 𝜇 = 1 +
𝜓×𝐼−𝑙

𝜓×𝐼
 (3) 

Here, 𝜇 denotes the attenuation factor. l denotes the number of iterations when the formula is called. 

 

2.2.4 Imbalance rate of paddlers 

 

The forward propulsion of a dragon boat depends on the paddler's paddling of the paddle, which generates a reaction 

force on the paddle from the water, propelling the boat forward. To achieve the strongest forward propulsion, the paddler 

needs to consider several factors before each paddling of the paddle. These factors include the angle, course, and distance 

of the paddling, as well as the support generated by the paddling and the degree of obstruction when the boat is moving 

forward. By adhering to the principles of hydrodynamics, paddlers are able to fully utilize properties of the water to generate 

the strongest driving force. 

Well-executed paddling should maintain an optimal angle of entry for the paddle to maximize the propulsion of the 

dragon boat, even in the face of fluctuations in the water surface. However, when multiple dragon boats are racing parallel 

to each other, each boat must contend not only with its own inherent water surface fluctuations but also those caused by 

the paddles of neighboring boats. This gives rise to an imbalanced rate that makes it challenging for paddlers to maintain a 

consistent paddling state. As illustrated in Figure 3, the optimal angle at which the paddle enters the water can significantly 

mitigate this issue and enhance overall performance. 

 

 

  

(a) The best angle 𝜃𝐵 of the paddle's entry. (b) All paddlers maintain the best angle of entry 𝜃𝐵. 

Figure 3 The best angle for paddles to entry. 

 

The best angle for a paddle to entry is 𝜃𝐵. Here, sin𝜃 is employed to calculate the depth of the paddle into the water, 

while cos𝜃 serves as a measure of the resistance of water to the paddle during paddling. Figure 4 shows the imbalance rate 

curve for different value of 𝜓. The formula for calculating the imbalance rate is as follows. 



 

 

 𝐻 =
√|cos (𝜃)|

𝐼∗𝜓
+ 𝐻𝑏 (4) 

Here, 𝐻 denotes the imbalance rate of a paddler, characterizing the impact of the superposition the fundamental wave 

from the surface of the water and the wave generated by the progress of other dragon boats on the paddler. 𝐻𝑏  denotes the 

imbalance rate of basis, which is generated from the fundamental wave of the water surface. In this paper, we set the value 

of 𝐻𝑏  to be 0.01. 𝜃 denotes the entry angle of paddle. 

 

  

(a) The resistance of water against a paddle. (b) The imbalance rates. 

Figure 4 An analysis of a paddler's state. 

 

2.2.5 Strategies for updating crew state 

The dragon boat's rapid forward movement relies on the cooperation of the crew. The paddlers’ state can be represented 

as a matrix. When updating these states, the reference object is the state of the paddler in the corresponding position on the 

fastest dragon boat. However, for the paddlers on the fastest dragon boat, a different update strategy is employed. As a 

result, the update strategies for paddler states are specifically categorized into two cases: one for the paddlers on the fastest 

dragon boat and another for those on the other dragon boats. The state update strategies calculate formulas as follows. 

 𝑃𝑎𝑑𝑑𝑙𝑒𝑟𝑠 =

[
 
 
 
 
 

𝑔1
1 𝑔2

1 ⋯ 𝑔𝑘−1
1 𝑔𝑘

1

𝑔1
2 𝑔2

2 ⋯ 𝑔𝑘−1
2 𝑔𝑘

2

⋮ ⋮ ⋱ ⋮ ⋮

𝑔1
𝑗−1

𝑔2
𝑗−1

⋯ 𝑔𝑘−1
𝑗−1

𝑔𝑘
𝑗−1

𝑔1
𝑗

𝑔2
𝑗

⋯ 𝑔𝑘−1
𝑗

𝑔𝑘
𝑗

]
 
 
 
 
 

 (5) 

 𝐺𝑓 = 𝑃𝑎𝑑𝑑𝑙𝑒𝑟𝑠[1, 𝑘] = 𝑔𝑘
1 , 𝑓 = 1 (6) 

 𝐺𝑒 = 𝑃𝑎𝑑𝑑𝑙𝑒𝑟𝑠[𝑗, 𝑘] = 𝑔𝑘
𝑗
, 𝑒 ≠ 1 (7) 

 𝑅𝑓 = 𝐺𝑓 × 𝜆 (8) 

 𝑅𝑒 =
𝐺𝑓+𝐺𝑒

2×𝜇
× 𝜆 (9) 

Here, 𝑃𝑎𝑑𝑑𝑙𝑒𝑟𝑠 denotes the state matrix of all paddlers. 𝐺𝑓 denotes the state of the paddlers on the fastest dragon boat. 



 

 

𝐺𝑒 denotes the state of the paddlers on the other dragon boat. 𝑅𝑓 denotes the state update strategy for paddlers on the 

fastest dragon boat. 𝑅𝑒 denotes the other state update strategy for paddlers on the other dragon boat. 

 

2.2.6 Computational complexity analysis 

 

The computational complexity of DBO primarily consists of the following parts: data initialization, dragon boat 

ranking calculation, paddlers states update. Here, when the maximum number of iterations is I, the number of dragon boats 

is N, and the number of paddlers (dimension of the problem) is E, the computational complexity of dragon boat optimization 

is O(N). Figure 5 shows the flow chart of DBO. And Table 1 shown the pseudocode of DBO. 

Table 1 The pseudocode of dragon boat optimization. 

Step 1 Initialization parameters: number of iterations, number of dragon boats, number of paddlers on each boat, 

acceleration factor, attenuation factor, state of paddlers, imbalance rate, elitism parameter. 

Step 2 Update the state for each dragon boat 

Step 3 while termination conditions: 

   Step 3.1 Perform elitism 

   Step 3.2 Update the states of paddlers 

   for each dragon boat: 

    for each paddler: 

     if the paddler belongs the fastest dragon boat: use 𝑅𝑓 to update the state of paddlers 

     else: use 𝑅𝑒 to update the state of paddlers 

   Step 3.3 Check paddlers' state and update the state for each dragon boat 

   for each dragon boat: 

    for each paddler: 

     if random number < imbalance rate: update the state of paddler by random 

     else: keep the state of the paddler 

   Step 3.4 Update the state for each dragon boat 

Step 4 Output of the winning dragon boat 

 



 

 

 

Figure 5 The flow chart of dragon boat optimization. 

 

3. Experimental Results 

 

In this section, we test the performance of DBO on 29 benchmark functions and compare it with other meta-heuristic 

algorithms. To ensure consistency in the evaluation, the same number of iterations and the dimension of the optimization 

space are set for all algorithms in the experiments. Table 2 shows the unimodal test functions (F1-F7). Figure 6 shows the 

3-D versions of unimodal test functions. Table 3 shows the multimodal test functions (F8-F13) used in the experiments. 

Figure 7 shows the 3-D versions of multimodal test functions (F8-F13). Table 4 shows the fixed-dimension multimodal 

test functions (F14-F23) used in the experiments. Figure 8 shows the 3-D versions of fixed-dimension multimodal test 

functions. Table 5 shows the hybrid composition functions (F24-F29). Here, M denotes multimodal, ω denotes rotated, N 

denotes non-separable, S denotes scalable, D denotes dimension. Figure 9 shows the 3-D versions of hybrid composition 

test functions (F24-F29). Table 6 shows the parameter values for the comparative algorithms. 

Table 2 Unimodal test functions (F1–F7). 

Function Description Dim Range 𝑓𝑚𝑖𝑛  

F1 𝑓(𝑥) = ∑ 𝑥𝑖
2𝑛

𝑖=1   50 [-100,100] 0 

F2 𝑓(𝑥) = ∑ |𝑥𝑖| + ∏ |𝑥𝑖|
𝑛
𝑖=0

𝑛
𝑖=0   50 [-10,10] 0 

F3 𝑓(𝑥) = ∑ (∑ 𝑥𝑗
𝑖
𝑗=1 )2𝑑

𝑖=1   50 [-100,100] 0 

F4 𝑓(𝑥) = 𝑚𝑎𝑥𝑖[|𝑥𝑖|, 1 ≤ 𝑖 ≤ 𝑛]  50 [-100,100] 0 

F5 𝑓(𝑥) = ∑ [100(𝑥𝑖
2 − 𝑥𝑖+1)

2 + (1 − 𝑥𝑖)
2]𝑛−1

𝑖=1   50 [-30,30] 0 

F6 𝑓(𝑥) = ∑ ([𝑥𝑖 + 0.5])2𝑛
𝑖=1   50 [-100,100] 0 

F7 𝑓(𝑥) = ∑ 𝑖𝑥𝑖
4 + 𝑟𝑎𝑛𝑑𝑜𝑚[0,1)𝑛

𝑖=0   50 [-128,128] 0 



 

 

 

  
 

F1 F2 F3 

 
  

F4 F5 F7 

Figure 6 3-D maps for unimodal test functions (F1–F7). 

Table 3 Multimodal test functions (F8–F13). 

Function Description Dim Range 𝑓𝑚𝑖𝑛  

F8 𝑓(𝑥) = ∑ (−𝑥𝑖sin (√|𝑥𝑖|))
𝑛
𝑖=1   50 [-500,500] -418.9829×n 

F9 𝑓(𝑥) = ∑ [𝑥𝑖
2 − 10 cos(2𝜋𝑥𝑖) + 10]𝑛

𝑖=1   50 [-5.12,5.12] 0 

F10 𝑓(𝑥) = −20 exp(−0.2√
1

𝑛
∑ 𝑥𝑖

2𝑛
𝑖=1 ) − exp (

1

𝑛
∑ cos(2𝜋𝑥𝑖)

𝑛
𝑖=1 ) + 20 + 𝑒  50 [-32,32] 0 

F11 𝑓(𝑥) = 1 +
1

4000
∑ 𝑥𝑖

2𝑛
𝑖=1 − ∏ cos (

𝑥𝑖

√𝑖
)𝑛

𝑖=1   50 [-600,600] 0 

F12 

𝑓(𝑥) =
𝜋

𝑛
[10 sin(𝜋𝑦1)] + ∑ (𝑦𝑖 − 1)2𝑛−1

𝑖=1 [1 + 1 sin2(𝜋𝑦𝑖+1) +

∑ u(𝑥𝑖 , 10,100,4)𝑛
𝑖=1 ], 𝑤ℎ𝑒𝑟𝑒 𝑦𝑖 =

𝑥𝑖+5

4
, 𝑢(𝑥𝑖 , 𝑎, 𝑝,𝑚) =

{
𝑝(𝑥𝑖 − 𝑎)𝑚

0
𝑝(−𝑥𝑖 − 𝑎)𝑚

𝑖𝑓

𝑥𝑖 > 𝑎
−𝑎 < 𝑥𝑖 < 𝑎

𝑥𝑖 < −𝑎
  

50 [-50,50] 0 

F13 
𝑓(𝑥) = 0.1{(𝑠𝑖𝑛2(3𝜋𝑥1) + ∑ (𝑥𝑖 − 1)2𝑛

𝑖=1 [1 + 𝑠𝑖𝑛2(3𝜋𝑥𝑖 + 1)] + (𝑥𝑛 −

1)2[1 + 𝑠𝑖𝑛2(2𝜋𝑥𝑛)]} + ∑ u(𝑥𝑖 , 5,100,4)𝑛
𝑖=1   

50 [-50,50] 0 
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Figure 7 3-D maps for multimodal test functions (F8–F13). 

Table 4 Fixed-dimension multimodal test functions (F14-F23). 

Function Description Dim Range 𝑓𝑚𝑖𝑛  

F14 𝑓(𝑥) = (
1

500
+ ∑

1

𝑗+∑ (𝑥𝑖−𝑎𝑖𝑗)
62

𝑖=1

25
𝑗=1 )

−1

  2 
[-

65,65] 
1 

F15 𝑓(𝑥) = ∑ [𝑎𝑖 −
𝑥1(𝑏𝑖

2+𝑏𝑖𝑥2)

𝑏𝑖
2+𝑏𝑖𝑥3+𝑥4

]211
𝑖=1   4 [-5,5] 0.00030 

F16 𝑓(𝑥) = 4𝑥1
2 − 2.1𝑥1

4 +
1

3
𝑥1

6 + 𝑥1𝑥2 − 4𝑥2
2 + 4𝑥2

4  2 [-5,5] -1.0316 

F17 𝑓(𝑥) = (𝑥2 −
5.1

4𝜋2 𝑥1
2 +

5

𝜋
𝑥1 − 6)2 + 10 (1 −

1

8𝜋
) 𝑐𝑜𝑠𝑥1 + 10  2 [-5,5] 0.398 

F18 
𝑓(𝑥) = [1 + (1 + 𝑥1 + 𝑥2)

2(19 − 14𝑥1 + 3𝑥1
2 − 14𝑥2 + 6𝑥1𝑥2 + 3𝑥2

2)] ×

[30 + (2𝑥1 − 3𝑥2)
2 × (18 − 32𝑥1 + 12𝑥1

2 + 48𝑥2 − 36𝑥1𝑥2 + 27𝑥2
2)]  

2 [-2,2] 3 

F19 𝑓(𝑥) = −∑ 𝑐𝑖exp (−∑ 𝑎𝑖𝑗(𝑥𝑗 − 𝑝𝑖𝑗)
23

𝑖=1 )4
𝑖=1   3 [-1,2] -3.86 

F20 𝑓(𝑥) = −∑ 𝑐𝑖exp (−∑ 𝑎𝑖𝑗(𝑥𝑗 − 𝑝𝑖𝑗)
26

𝑖=1 )4
𝑖=1   6 [0,1] -3.32 

F21 𝑓(𝑥) = −∑ [(𝑋 − 𝑎𝑖)(𝑋 − 𝑎𝑖)
𝑇 + 𝑐𝑖]

−15
𝑖=1   4 [0,1] -10.1532 

F22 𝑓(𝑥) = −∑ [(𝑋 − 𝑎𝑖)(𝑋 − 𝑎𝑖)
𝑇 + 𝑐𝑖]

−17
𝑖=1   4 [0,1] -10.4028 

F23 𝑓(𝑥) = −∑ [(𝑋 − 𝑎𝑖)(𝑋 − 𝑎𝑖)
𝑇 + 𝑐𝑖]

−110
𝑖=1   4 [0,1] -10.5363 
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Figure 8 3-D maps for fixed-dimension multimodal test functions. 

Table 5 Hybrid composition functions F24-F29. 

Function Description Properties Dim Range 

F24 

𝑓1,2(𝑥): Rastrigin’s Function; 𝑓3,4(𝑥): Weierstrass Function; 

𝑓5,6(𝑥): Griewank’s Function; 𝑓7,8(𝑥): Ackley’s Function; 

𝑓9,10(𝑥):  Sphere Function; 𝜆 = [1, 1, 10, 10, 5/60, 5/60, 5/32, 5/32, 5/100, 5/

100]; 𝑀𝑖 are different linear transformation matrixes with condition number of 

2; 𝜎𝑖 = 1, for 𝑖 = 1, 2,… , 𝐷. 

M, 𝜔, N, S 30 [-5,5]D 

F25 

𝑓1,2(𝑥): Ackley’s Function; 𝑓3,4(𝑥): Rastrigin’s Function;  

𝑓5,6(𝑥): Sphere Function; 𝑓7,8(𝑥): Weierstrass Function;  

𝑓9,10(𝑥): Griewank’s Function; 𝜎 = [1, 2, 1.5, 1.5, 1, 1, 1.5, 1.5, 2, 2]; 

𝜆 = [2 ∗ 5/32;  5/32;  2 ∗ 1;  1;  2 ∗ 5/100;  5/100;  2 ∗ 10;  10;  2 ∗ 5/60;  5/

60]; 𝑜10 = [0,0, . . . ,0]; 𝑀𝑖 are all rotation matrices. 

Condition numbers are [2, 3, 2, 3, 2, 3, 20, 30, 200, 300]. 

M, 𝜔, N, S 30 [-5,5]D 



 

 

F26 

All settings are the same as F25 except 𝜎 = [0.1, 2, 1.5, 1.5, 1, 1, 1.5, 1.5, 2, 2]; 

𝜆 = [0.1 ∗ 5/32;  5/32;  2 ∗ 1;  1;  2 ∗ 5/100;  5/100;  2 ∗ 10;  10;  2 ∗ 5/

60;  5/60].  

M, 𝜔, N, S 30 [-5,5]D 

F27 
All settings are the same as F25 except after load the data file, set 𝑜1(2𝑗) = 5,  

for 𝑗 = 1, 2, … , ⌊𝐷/2⌋. 
M, 𝜔, N, S 30 [-5,5]D 

F28 

𝑓1,2(𝑥): Rotated Expanded Scaffer’s F6 Function (CEC05-21); 

𝑓3,4(𝑥): Rastrigin’s Function; 𝑓5,6(𝑥): F8F2 Function (CEC05-21); 

𝑓7,8(𝑥): Weierstrass Function; 𝑓9,10(𝑥): Griewank’s Function; 

𝜎 = [1, 1, 1, 1, 1, 2, 2, 2, 2, 2]; 𝑀𝑖 are all orthogonal matrix; 

𝜆 = [5 ∗ 5/100;  5/100;  5 ∗ 1;  1;  5 ∗ 1;  1;  5 ∗ 10;  10;  5 ∗ 5/200;  5/200]. 

M, 𝜔, N, S 30 [-5,5]D 

F29 

𝑓1(𝑥): Weierstrass Function;  

𝑓2(𝑥): Rotated Expanded Scaffer’s F6 Function (CEC05-21);  

𝑓3(𝑥): Rotated Expanded Scaffer’s F8F2 Function (CEC05-21);  

𝑓4(𝑥): Ackley’s Function; 𝑓5(𝑥): Rastrigin’s Function; 

𝑓6(𝑥): Griewank’s Function;  

𝑓7(𝑥): Non-Continuous Expanded Scaffer’s Function;  

𝑓8(𝑥): Non-Continuous Rastrigin’s Function; 

𝑓9(𝑥): High Conditioned Elliptic Function; 

𝑓10(𝑥): Sphere Function with Noise in Fitness; 

𝜎𝑖 = 1 , for 𝑖 = 1, 2, … , 𝐷;  𝜆 = [10;  5/20;  1;  5/32;  1;  5/100;  5/50;  1;  5/

100;  5/100]; 𝑀𝑖 are all rotation matrices, condition numbers are [100, 50, 30, 

10, 5, 5, 4, 3, 2, 2]. 

M, 𝜔, N, S 30 [-5,5]D 
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Figure 9 3-D maps for hybrid composition test functions (F24-F29). 

Table 6 Parameter values for the comparative algorithms. 

Algorithm Parameter Value 

AOA 𝛼, 𝜇  5, 0.5 

EO 𝑎1, 𝑎2 2, 1 

 Generation probability G P 0.5 

GWO Convergence constant 𝑎 [2,0] 

HHO Default constant in the levy flight 𝛽 1.5 

PSO Inertia weight 𝑤 Linear reduction from 0.9 to 0.1 

 Cognitive and social constant 𝑐1, 𝑐2 2,2 

SFA Thresholds of phase 𝑡𝑣1, 𝑡𝑣2 0.5, 0.3 

 Initial number of the probability of losing contact 𝑝0 0.25 

WOA Convergence constant 𝑎 [2,0] 

 Spiral factor 𝑏 1 

 

3.1 Evaluation on unimodal test functions  

 

Table 7 presents the results of unimodal test functions (F1–F7). The experimental results demonstrate that DBO 

exhibits superior convergence and stability on unimodal test functions (F1-F7). In fact, SFA is second only to DBO in terms 

of performance on the F5 function. While the convergence value of the SFA for F7 is comparable to that of the DBO, the 

DBO turns out to be more stable. Figure 10 illustrates the convergence curves of the algorithms for the unimodal test 

functions.  

Table 7 Results of unimodal test functions (F1–F7). 

  AOA DBO EO GWO HHO PSO SFA WOA 

F1 
Ave 4.6332e-06 6.6591e-156 1.4245e-21 5.3628e-24 3.7491e-100 3.3913e-02 9.2699e-136 4.9212e-84 

Std 1.6904e-06 4.8973e-155 1.1831e-21 4.1473e-24 2.0298e-99 2.2509e-02 5.0072e-135 2.4193e-83 

F2 
Ave 2.1428e-03 9.3541e-84 1.1636e-13 1.3922e-14 2.5084e-53 2.0265e+01 1.9458e-71 9.2989e-52 

Std 1.7952e-03 6.1578e-84 6.3903e-14 7.3057e-15 8.8571e-53 1.3177e+01 9.2215e-71 4.6110e-51 

F3 
Ave 1.1528e-03 1.9678e-147 2.8218e+01 1.1231e-02 1.8187e-77 8.6051e+02 2.2280e-135 1.4961e+05 

Std 7.8544e-04 3.2596e-145 3.3447e+01 1.7053e-02 9.9597e-77 2.4240e+02 1.2203e-134 2.4409e+04 

F4 
Ave 1.6784e-02 3.4973e-75 2.1256e-02 2.8063e-05 9.4698e-51 2.6892e+00 7.8269e-68 6.3473e+01 

Std 1.1126e-02 2.7053e-71 2.4533e-02 2.1247e-05 3.3784e-50 4.0120e-01 4.2869e-67 2.5524e+01 

F5 
Ave 2.7862e+01 1.8342e-02 4.5147e+01 4.7011e+01 1.9657e-02 2.7650e+02 1.6325e-02 4.7750e+01 

Std 2.2688e-01 1.0721e-02 4.0261e-01 6.9681e-01 1.6431e-02 1.5732e+02 1.6192e-02 3.6794e-01 

F6 
Ave 3.1352e+00 7.9017e-05 2.5053e-02 1.9156e+00 7.4108e-05 3.3678e-02 3.8012e-03 4.5692e-01 

Std 2.2857e-01 7.7716e-04 7.5512e-02 5.3227e-01 9.9175e-05 2.3635e-02 4.0351e-03 2.3745e-01 

F7 
Ave 5.6643e-05 1.4279e-05 4.4231e-03 1.9511e-03 9.3641e-05 2.1925e+01 1.6593e-03 1.9379e-03 

Std 4.5464e-05 1.7036e-05 1.6139e-03 8.5802e-04 7.8797e-05 1.9564e+01 1.4214e-03 1.5611e-03 
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Figure 10 Convergence curves of the algorithms for the unimodal test functions. 

 

3.2 Evaluation on multimodal test functions  

 

Table 8 presents the results of multimodal test functions (F8–F13). The experimental results demonstrate that DBO is 

capable of converging to the minimum value on both test functions F9 and F11. Moreover, it exhibits satisfactory 

optimization performance in other test functions as well. Figure 11 illustrates the convergence curves of the algorithms for 

the multimodal test functions (F8–F13). 

Table 8 Results of multimodal test functions (F8–F13). 

  AOA DBO EO GWO HHO PSO SFA WOA 

F8 
Ave -5.4862e+03 -7.5901e+04 -1.1632e+04 -9.0472e+03 -2.0949e+04 -8.7464e+03 -2.0949e+04 -1.8315e+03 

Std 4.3661e+02 5.1762e-02 7.7830e+02 1.4962e+03 9.0530e-01 2.0282e+03 8.8381e-01 2.5328e+03 

F9 
Ave 1.5661e-06 0.0000e+00 8.0839e+00 2.4067e+00 0.0000e+00 2.6546e+02 0.0000e+00 0.0000e+00 

Std 8.7428e-07 0.0000e+00 3.9042e+00 3.5157e+00 0.0000e+00 3.6313e+01 0.0000e+00 0.0000e+00 

F10 
Ave 4.4105e-04 1.9038e-17 6.1170e-12 5.4753e-13 8.8818e-16 9.9041e-01 8.8818e-16 4.9146e-15 

Std 1.9622e-04 0.5874e-16 3.0387e-12 2.6438e-13 0.0000e+00 5.8354e-01 0.0000e+00 2.2340e-15 

F11 
Ave 2.3628e-05 0.0000e+00 5.7536e-04 1.7196e-03 0.0000e+00 5.9138e-03 0.0000e+00 0.0000e+00 

Std 1.1152e-05 0.0000e+00 2.2018e-03 4.6305e-03 0.0000e+00 7.2094e-03 0.0000e+00 0.0000e+00 

F12 
Ave 7.4282e-01 4.8527e-06 1.0538e-03 7.2133e-02 2.1928e-06 2.1428e-02 2.0363e-05 1.1217e-02 

Std 2.7439e-02 4.8396e-06 2.0283e-03 3.1509e-02 3.3109e-06 4.1309e-02 2.8392e-05 7.1098e-03 

F13 
Ave 2.9659e+00 7.0371e-05 6.0907e-02 1.5011e+00 4.4561e-05 5.0377e-02 1.8056e-04 5.5041e-01 

Std 1.2652e-05 6.9804e-05 6.5702e-02 3.6721e-01 6.8784e-05 3.9608e-02 1.6167e-04 2.2557e-01 
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Figure 11 Convergence curves of the algorithms for the multimodal test functions (F8–F13). 

 

3.3 Evaluation on fixed-dimension multimodal test functions  

 

Table 9 presents the results of fixed-dimension multimodal test functions (F14-F23). Here, DBO demonstrates 

excellent performance by converging to the minimum values on the test functions F14, F16-F19, F21 and F23 respectively. 

Moreover, it also exhibits robustness against various perturbations in the input data. Figure 12 illustrates the convergence 

curves of the algorithms for the fixed-dimension multimodal test functions. 

Table 9 Results of fixed-dimension multimodal test functions (F14–F23) 

  AOA DBO EO GWO HHO PSO SFA WOA 

F14 
Ave 9.1842e+00 9.9917e-01 9.9802e-01 4.5560e+00 1.2618e+00 1.5930e+00 9.9809e-01 2.7663e+00 

Std 3.9652e+00 7.9869e-09 1.4857e-16 4.2063e+00 9.3204e-01 9.9137e-01 9.9296e-11 3.0314e+00 

F15 
Ave 4.4328e-03 5.9837e-04 2.4089e-03 4.3822e-03 3.8699e-04 5.5717e-03 1.2426e-03 8.0036e-04 

Std 6.9826e-03 2.0366e-04 6.1573e-03 8.2079e-03 2.3118e-04 8.4903e-03 3.3508e-03 4.9874e-04 

F16 
Ave -1.3016e+00 -1.3016e+00 -1.3016e+00 -1.3016e+00 -1.3016e+00 -1.3016e+00 -1.3016e+00 -1.3016e+00 

Std 2.4879e-11 6.7856e-10 6.1849e-16 1.8004e-08 4.7695e-11 6.6468e-16 8.5887e-09 1.3637e-10 

F17 
Ave 3.9793e-01 3.9793e-01 3.9793e-01 3.9793e-01 3.9793e-01 3.9793e-01 3.9793e-01 3.9793e-01 

Std 3.1854e-15 2.9802e-05 0.0000e+00 7.9053e-07 1.3227e-06 0.0000e+00 3.6674e-05 2.1220e-06 

F18 
Ave 3.0000e+00 3.0000e+00 3.0000e+00 3.0000e+00 3.0000e+00 3.0000e+00 3.0000e+00 3.0000e+00 

Std 1.0026e-02 1.4897e-15 1.4496e-15 1.7673e-05 9.4235e-09 9.7225e-16 4.9673e-06 8.5129e-06 

F19 
Ave -3.8627e+00 -3.8629e+00 -3.8628e+00 -3.8617e+00 -3.8621e+00 -3.8625e+00 -3.8625e+00 -3.8611e+00 

Std 2.7952e-04 1.8903e-03 2.3557e-15 2.3308e-03 1.1021e-03 1.4489e-03 1.1065e-03 2.3873e-03 

F20 Ave -3.2703e+00 -3.2907e+00 -3.2576e+00 -3.2655e+00 -3.1252e+00 -3.2534e+00 -3.2294e+00 -3.2106e+00 



 

 

Std 6.0282e-02 4.5583e-02 5.7377e-02 6.9870e-02 1.2573e-01 7.2045e-02 1.1075e-01 7.9788e-02 

F21 
Ave -7.2183e+00 -1.0153e+01 -8.9855e+00 -9.6452e+00 -5.2238e+00 -8.0516e+00 -1.0153e+01 -9.2160e+00 

Std 3.1258e+00 1.5309e-04 2.6852e+00 1.5462e+00 9.3088e-01 2.6529e+00 1.2311e-04 2.1513e+00 

F22 
Ave -7.8623e+00 -1.0402e+01 -9.7499e+00 -1.0226e+01 -5.1847e+00 -8.8053e+00 -1.0402e+01 -8.7848e+00 

Std 3.2292e+00 1.9053e-03 2.0168e+00 9.6322e-01 1.0629e+00 2.7723e+00 2.4045e-04 2.7875e+00 

F23 
Ave -6.3214e+00 -1.0536e+01 -1.0356e+01 -1.0264e+01 -5.6327e+00 -9.4912e+00 -1.0536e+01 -8.6265e+00 

Std 3.5528e+00 8.0933e-05 9.8730e-01 1.4813e+00 1.5467e+00 2.4760e+00 6.6312e-05 3.0473e+00 
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Figure 12 Convergence curves of the algorithms for the fixed-dimension multimodal test functions. 

 

3.4 Evaluation on hybrid composition test functions (F24–F29) 

 

Table 10 presents the results of hybrid composition functions (F24-F29). The experimental results demonstrate that 

DBO exhibits superior optimization performance in hybrid composition test functions (F24-F29). Figure 13 illustrates the 



 

 

convergence curves of the algorithms for the hybrid composition functions (F24-F29). 

Table 10 Results of hybrid composition test functions (F24–F29). 

  AOA DBO EO GWO HHO PSO SFA WOA 

F24 
Ave 4.0712e+02 3.8318e+02 1.2993e+03 4.8735e+02 7.5213e+02 7.6839e+0.2 5.3687e+02 4.5137e+02 

Std 8.1329e+01 3.6594e+01 1.5018e+02 1.4337e+02 5.7801e+01 7.6107e+01 1.0358e+02 2.0718e+02 

F25 
Ave 9.1035e+02 9.0038e+02 1.0738e+03 9.8521e+02 9.5883e+02 1.1825e+03 9.3687e+02 9.0148e+02 

Std 1.2124e+01 2.9074e+01 5.7868e+01 3.0003e+01 2.7745e+01 3.3017e+01 5.8412e+01 2.4719e+01 

F26 
Ave 9.1204e+02 8.7705e+02 1.1078e+03 9.7420e+02 9.6216e+02 1.1809e+03 9.3953e+02 9.0410e+02 

Std 3.9715e+00 1.9907e+01 4.0639e+01 2.2503e+01 4.5311e+01 3.5222e+01 4.2613e+01 3.9879e+01 

F27 
Ave 9.1027e+02 9.0239e+02 1.1027e+03 9.7018e+02 9.6953e+02 1.2044e+03 9.3974e+02 9.0383e+02 

Std 3.4325e+01 3.5048e+01 3.2677e+01 1.9547e+01 3.8227e+01 2.4037e+01 5.9879e+01 3.5513e+01 

F28 
Ave 9.8135e+02 8.7507e+02 1.9657e+03 1.3429e+03 1.4778e+03 1.7138e+03 8.9638e+02 1.8762e+03 

Std 4.7328e+01 3.9881e+01 1.2874e+01 1.9126e+02 2.4988e+02 3.5269e+01 5.8513e+01 2.3871e+02 

F29 
Ave 1.6218e+03 1.5677e+03 2.1938e+03 1.9134e+03 1.6839e+03 2.1048e+03 1.6416e+03 1.5758e+03 

Std 4.2527e+00 3.1923e+01 3.5578e+01  6.5738e+00 3.4900e+00 2.9726e+01 3.2213e+01 3.1682e+00 
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Figure 13 Convergence curves of the algorithms for the hybrid composition functions (F24-F29). 

 

4. Classical Engineering Problems 

 

In this section, we evaluate the optimization algorithms on two classical engineering problems: tension/compression 

spring design and pressure vessel design problem. Both problems are subject to design specifications, resource constraints, 

and other conditions that must be taken into account in the optimization process. The objective of constrained optimization 



 

 

problems is to find feasible solutions that accurately reflect the performance of the algorithms. To ensure consistency in 

the evaluation, the same experimental environment is employed for all algorithms: a total of 500 iterations and 30 search 

agents. 

 

4.1 Tension/compression spring design problem 

 

The objective of the tension/compression spring design problem is to minimize the weight of the spring while 

satisfying the constraints of minimum detection, shear stress, and surge frequency. Here, the constraint condition contains 

three variables: the diameter of the spring coil E, the diameter of the spring single wire e, and the number of coils in the 

spring N. The structure of tension/compression spring design problem is illustrated in Figure 14. Table 11 presents the 

optimization results for this problem. 

 

 

Figure 14 Tension/compression spring design problem. 

 

Consider:  

𝐶𝑜𝑛𝑠𝑖𝑑𝑒𝑟: �⃗� = [𝑥1 𝑥2 𝑥3] = [𝐸 𝑒 𝑁] 

𝑀𝑖𝑛𝑖𝑚𝑖𝑧𝑒: 𝑓(�⃗�) = (𝑥3 + 2)𝑥2𝑥1
2  

𝑆𝑢𝑏𝑗𝑒𝑐𝑡 𝑡𝑜: 𝑔1(�⃗�) = 1 −
𝑥2

3𝑥3

71785𝑥1
4 ≤ 0 

𝑔2(�⃗�) =
4𝑥2

2 − 𝑥1𝑥2

12566(𝑥2𝑥1
3 − 𝑥1

4)
+

1

5108𝑥1
2 − 1 ≤ 0 

𝑔3(�⃗�) = 1 −
140.45𝑥1

𝑥2
3𝑥3

≤ 0 

𝑔4(�⃗�) =
𝑥1 + 𝑥2

1.5
− 1 ≤ 0 

𝑉𝑎𝑟𝑖𝑎𝑏𝑙𝑒 𝑟𝑎𝑛𝑔𝑒: 0.05 ≤ 𝑥1 ≤ 2, 0.25 ≤ 𝑥2 ≤ 1.3, 2 ≤ 𝑥3 ≤ 15 

Table 11 Optimization results for tension/compression spring design problem. 

Algorithm Optimum variables Optimum weight 

e E N 

BBO 0.052808 0.383311 10.157006 0.0129951 

Constraint correction 0.050000 0.315900 14.250000 0.0128334 

DE 0.051609 0.354714 11.410831 0.0126702 

DBO 0.051790 0.359148 11.147891 0.0126654 



 

 

ES 0.051989 0.363965 10.890522 0.0126810 

GA 0.051480 0.351661 11.632201 0.0127048 

GJO 0.051580 0.354055 11.448400 0.0126675 

GSA 0.050276 0.323680 13.525410 0.0127022 

GWO 0.051690 0.356737 11.288850 0.0126660 

HHO 0.051796 0.359305 11.138859 0.0126654 

Improved HS 0.051154 0.349871 12.076432 0.0126706 

Mathematical optimization 0.053396 0.399180 9.1854000 0.0127303 

PSO 0.051728 0.357644 11.244543 0.0126747 

RFO 0.051890 0.361420 11.584360 0.0132100 

RO 0.051370 0.349096 11.762790 0.0126788 

SFA 0.051651 0.355737 11.350000 0.0126697 

SSA 0.051207 0.345215 12.004032 0.0126766 

WOA 0.051200 0.345200 12.004000 0.0126725 

 

The results of the experimental analysis indicate that DBO achieves the highest optimization performance and 

successfully minimizes the weight of the spring while adhering to the constraint conditions. 

 

4.2 Pressure vessel design problem 

 

The objective of the pressure vessel design problem is to minimize the production cost while ensuring safety. This 

problem is constrained by four variables: the inner radius W, the length of the shell L, the thickness of the head Th and the 

thickness of the vessel shell Ts. The structure of the pressure vessel design problem is illustrated in Figure 15. Table 12 

presents the optimization results for this problem. 

 

 

Figure 15 Pressure vessel design problem. 

 

Consider:  

𝐶𝑜𝑛𝑠𝑖𝑑𝑒𝑟: �⃗� = [𝑥1 𝑥2 𝑥3 𝑥4] = [𝑇𝑠 𝑇ℎ  𝑊 𝐿] 



 

 

𝑀𝑖𝑛𝑖𝑚𝑖𝑧𝑒: 𝑓(�⃗�) = 0.6224𝑥1𝑥3𝑥4 + 1.7781𝑥2𝑥3
2 + 3.1661𝑥1

2𝑥4 + 19.84𝑥1
2𝑥3  

𝑆𝑢𝑏𝑗𝑒𝑐𝑡 𝑡𝑜: 𝑔1(�⃗�) = −𝑥1 + 0.0193𝑥3 ≤ 0 

𝑔2(�⃗�) = −𝑥2 + 0.00954𝑥3 ≤ 0 

𝑔3(�⃗�) = −𝜋𝑥3
2𝑥4 −

4

3
𝜋𝑥3

2 + 1296000 ≤ 0 

𝑔4(�⃗�) = 𝑥4 − 240 ≤ 0 

𝑉𝑎𝑟𝑖𝑎𝑏𝑙𝑒 𝑟𝑎𝑛𝑔𝑒: 0 ≤ 𝑥1, 𝑥2 ≤ 99, 10 ≤ 𝑥3, 𝑥4 ≤ 200 

Table 12 Optimization results for pressure vessel design problem. 

Algorithm Optimum variables  Optimum cost 

𝑇𝑠 𝑇ℎ W L 

ACO 0.812500 0.437500 42.103624 176.572656 6059.0888 

AOA 0.830374 0.416206 42.751270 169.345400 6048.7844 

BBO 1.333988 0.095568 62.187134 69.4430941 6181.8327 

Branch-bound 1.125000 0.625000 47.700000 117.701000 8129.1036 

DE 0.812500 0.437500 42.098411 176.637690 6059.7340 

DBO 0.823574 0.409206 42.651270 169.915400 5977.2759 

ES 0.812500 0.437500 42.098087 176.640518 6059.7456 

GA 0.812500 0.434500 40.323900 200.000000 6288.7445 

GSA 1.125000 0.625000 55.988660 84.4542025 8538.8359 

GWO 0.812500 0.434500 42.089181 176.758731 6051.5639 

HHO 0.851200 0.422400 44.088650 153.545600 6032.6746 

Improved HS 1.125000 0.625000 58.290150 43.6926800 7197.7300 

Lagrangian multiplier 1.125000 0.625000 58.291000 43.6900000 7198.0428 

PSO 0.812500 0.437500 42.091266 176.746500 6061.0777 

RFO 0.814250 0.445210 42.2023100 176.621450 6113.3195 

RSA 0.840100 0.419000 43.3812000 161.555600 6034.7591 

WOA 0.812500 0.437500 42.0982699 176.638998 6059.7410 

 

The results of the experimental analysis indicate that DBO achieves the highest optimization performance under the 

condition of satisfying constraints, and minimizes the production cost of pressure vessel under the premise of ensuring 

safety. 

 

5. Conclusion 

 

This paper proposes a novel human-based meta-heuristic named dragon boat optimization, inspired by the dragon boat 



 

 

racing. The algorithm is meticulously designed by modeling the behavior patterns of a dragon boat crew during racing 

events. Firstly, the crew is categorized into three roles: drummer, paddler, and steersman, with the incorporation of social 

psychology mechanisms to capture real-world behavior accurately. Secondly, the collaborative relationship between the 

drummer and paddlers is analyzed, and the acceleration factor and attenuation factor are introduced to dynamically update 

the states of the paddlers. Furthermore, the imbalance rate is introduced to evaluate the impact of varying water surface 

conditions on paddlers’ performance. Finally, in each iteration, the state update strategy of a dragon boat is modeled, leading 

to the dragon boat optimization algorithm. A comparative analysis of the test results between our algorithm and other 

optimization algorithms for 29 benchmark functions and two classical engineering problems shows that the dragon boat 

optimization algorithm achieves state-of-the-art performance while maintaining low computational complexity. 
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Appendix 

 

In this section, we present the 3-D maps and convergence curves for F6 and F22. They are shown in Figure 16. 
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Figure 16 3-D maps and convergence curves of F6 and F22. 
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