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insufficient global search c
Vulture Optimization Al
and enhance populatign

the global search capabi

Abstract: Aiming at the s

ing of the African Vulture Optimization Algorithm (AVOA) in terms of
redundant local search strategies, this paper proposes an improved African
PAVOA). Piecewise Linear Chaotic Map (PWLCM) is used to initialize population
ity. The B-distribution and hunger-rate-based search strategy are introduced to enhance

of the algorithm. The local search strategy of the original algorithm is improved to help the

algorithm jump out of the local optimum in time. The effectiveness of the algorithm is verified by eight test functions

and it is applied to the two-dimensional Otsu image threshold segmentation model. The experimental results indicate

that 3-PAVOA has better accuracy and convergence speed on the test functions, compared to the African Vulture
Algorithm (AVOA), Golden Jackal Optimization (GJO), Grey Wolf Optimization (GWO), Whale Optimization
Algorithm (WOA), and Particle Swarm Optimization (PSO). On the two-dimensional Otsu image threshold
segmentation model, 3-PAVOA still leads in convergence speed even when the optimal solution is found, which also

proves the effectiveness of the improved algorithm.

Key words: metaheuristic algorithm; improved African Vulture Optimization Algorithm; 3 distribution; PWLCM,;

image threshold segmentation
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EEWOA Y SR (GIO) 4,

i A X G A E e — R i G 307 vk, BETE N
SNE G R Z2E W TR K2R A EAR Y BE - F Ak
. KHAIRUZZAMAN %506 B A Ak 5503 B FH T B 11
LB BUS T ARG IRCR . TR T k2 s AR
MURSEAT NI Fr B G 43 BIRCR (A1, 2 — P 38 AR B
PeAb =4t OSTU 1) 5 {8 43 H1 5532 » g% P it 5 v off b A5 31 Je
AR AR T R A B /3 IR . UPADHYAY 451 5
Kapur % 1E 2 i& 57 B 65 IF 38 i S KRB RS R
Kapur % , 5B e AL B {H .

FEPNF B (AVOA) 32 U 75 3 3 A AT A
J T 1 v M R R e A, LA SR AR FE s A R A (L
R RRETI5 . S AR, A8 SCHE I 5 B 2t TR vl e g
(PWLCM) #EA7 F BE A0 45 Ak, 1 5 Fob B 2 R s E & R R
BLBIA B 430 S G-t s A AR A8 222 0] A9 B R0 45 4
R SR &Sy R R N RS Ll g
W Bl B8 FIAE 4 Otsu BURBIE 2 FT 55 H BUS T R4
SEE SN
1 E#3E i &K 2 L 1k & % (Basic African

Vulture Optimization Algorithm)

JEMFT AR AL L (AVOA) S 38 18 X 35 N 55 % 1 0 B 17
S AN A E S BT RN BN PR A, FE AVOA L JE U
TR AT MR BTN FEEFELT 4 1Bk
1.1 ME— MELEERESE

IR R AR E IR ?J’KE‘J%@%%
FERX A B T T A=A R e AR
JE B EEA B,

BestVulture, s p; =1L,

RG)H)= @)

BestVulture, s p; =4 »
Hr, Ly F1 L, A REEZ RIS E N E Ag? 0~1H
WASEZ RN 1, SRR I R AKX %
A N G S IR BT ibrie 3 2

pi = (2

1.2 MR- ATERENINEE
TR T AR R

[ l
t=hX |:sin“” (£><7. : )+cos(£><7. : — }
2 " maxiterations 2 " maxiterations
(3
[
F=Q2Xrand, + 1D XzXQ1———F——)+t (4)
maxiterations

He, F R8T WYL, ¢ R824 500 2% AR
maxiterations FNEIBERKE, = AN T —1~1 MR
R BENLEL A ST —2~2 MBEHLEL rand , J2A T 0~1 1Y
BEHLES .

[FR, 24 F g3l R T 10, Bk AR RN BG Y F
FE/NFEEET 1 Bk ATE R BB .

1.3 BER=%%&

AVOA BIRZR B B A WA PIRPAS [ 00 45 22 5w, 76 P 41
FRAETE 2 — 1 Jo Bl DX 3 4R AR i L B AR BRI
HREHLIE R .

PG+D=RG)—DG)XF ©))
D) =[XXR()—PG) | (6)

ARGOBYTEMHABRMAREZ A BXEIFRE
P Hrh PGHDA TSN E, F 2R AKX OIS
TR MYURE RO BHAKX (D H I EIERE.DG)
R EN P AT — R BEPLEE 2, i A 2 (6) TS 3,
AR O T, ROZEMHAR (DA HMRERE., X Ak
HINBEPLE 2 W R B &, X =2 X rand TR, H
rand AT 0~1 BENLEL . P ()R SRIFS RN,

PG+1)=RG)—F+rand, X ((ub—1b) Xrand ;+1b) (7)

A DB T TR AR HOVRFR AR B h AL R,
H rand, AT 0~1 MEYMRL 10 Tl wb FoRATRAT AR
TR rand 3 2T 18 bt NG B %

s 2 AP, )
B, Brandp AET Og-THIBEHLEL, W2R rand p, WA/ T
5T Py 25) 2 (A (D

1. M. 7k
1. (

(R SRS
(DZAGRITC Y [ F [ =0. 5 F, FERAX GER T2 . ST

4
4, — k)
% Y XHEA T 0. 5~1 B, AVOA Bk ATF & W BEI 4
@2 (EFF BB B 55— B BL, BT 248 R ORI e AT

FHRACRITE S v e AR A3 L B U R A
t: ;

o 2T RETE AT YIR LR, STE YR E SR ™ Y

%, SRR EAE R EEY M5/ R R

FEG1 R /Nt 5 LA AR IR W, F B A 2 AL T 3% 5 A~

PG+1)=DG) X (F+rand ) —d (1) €))

d(1)=R)—P (@) €D

AR, DG KB HH AT 2 — B LR 2, 38

AR OO TEBR N, rand, HNT 0~1 BHEHLE, 229
LR GO ETE S ATE AP AR (D B FE N m AR .

(2Tl ©AT . R & AT /AT, o] PR LIS e 2

3. AR SEAAEMRET R b — R g 7 — MR

L AKUTTF PR

S, =R(i) X [MJ Xeos(P()) (10
S, =R (i) X [M] Xsin( P(i)) an
PG+1D=RG)—(S,+S,) 12)

Hfr rand s Rl rand s JEAN T 0~ 1 BIBEHLEL B f5 3@ i 2 =
A FHREMNLE

X PR IS SARE P, BEIEA TR, P, BN T 0~1 1/
¥, ¥ orandp, ANT 0~1 WIBENLEL., W rand p, BIE/NT
HAFT Py AREE AT (8) Sl 2% 15 B R W, S 2 AT A 2K
2 PRI TR AT HEms
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1.4.2 FR(EZHER)

HIF <205 i, AVOA HEATT & B B s — pr e, B 8
THRHEATREFBMBF Y,

(DJUMFR ALY E iR,

TR T X A iz 31 AR s
BestVulture, (i) X P (i)
BestVulture, (i) —P* ()
BestVulture, (1) X P (i)

A\, =BestVulture, (i) — XF(13)

— 7y — X
A, =BestVulture, (i) BestVidture, G)— P2 (i) F4)
A +A
PGi+1)= 12 : (15

ARAD AR QD I, Best Vulture, G 2 4 RTEC P —4H
HIBAETE , Best Vulture, (1) J& 4 A B A 28 A AER
B, AARXAHIHHEAI N -REENME PGHD.

(OXT BV E S

M F[<20. 5 B, S0k i) 75 R AR AR WU AN 55, 1A BRI
ARt XTI . i A B 2 DR TR Ty [nl A 2 9k TR
FILE RS Bl ] LU A0 T AR .

PG+D=RG)—|d )| XFXLevy(d) (16)

Hor, d (OFRFEE 5P B A58 22 (8] i HE S L i B3
AR O, g CITHLE H TS AR a6 h
AVOA FLIE M 50 SR 4t AT 4 A AL 2 1 FH DL R AR
T

X
LF(2)=0.01x =2

o]

\-
1
F<1+a>><sin<"—2"> ‘ ‘
o= . ; (18)
a T
PG Xpx2 P

WA o fR M IE 2
SRl

19

5 B BER PR SR Py MEE TR P, BAT
0~1 %L, ¥ randp, ZAT 0~1 HIBEHLEL W2R rand p, /)
FEEET Py UARIE AKX QS BHALE ; ;2 A (16) 52
XIS

2 gt X 2 AL & % (Improved African

Vulture Optimization Algorithm)

X IR R 2 R RS AN R RN A
R T A0 0 A e L B-PAVOA A4 1T LAF oke ik,
2.1 ETF PWLCM Bl &t FFh B M1 381K

TR B S R A AR R B B — T s B LR T 4%
P, PWLCM ™ A R T e 5 4 010 35 L OB IR
% B, B Dy MR ALE . A l&] 1 7R , PWLCM 7E4%5 1]
PR EAEE 5],

Lt L L PR S— L b Tt i
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tribution of PWLCM values on 500 dimensions
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pXa+qgXa,
e
HrpGE R BB SE p Mg BERT LR BITT RN B 43 A (0 24
P, BT B A R EE R R AX CO R .
PG +1)=C(ub—1b) Xbetarand +1b 24)
Hr PG+ NEBIGNE, betarand 2= p=1.9g=1 W1
LT HE Y B BERLEL.
2.3 ETUHE F BBt R R0
MG R R, AVOA ZER R B & R RFRH
AL DR R T R TR R LA R A O 1 2R g A 2 (25)
Fis s T s — Rl R
PG+D=0Gand —F) XX Gandi (1, pop_size)) (25)
H, PGADNEHG AL E  rand AT 0~1 HIBEHLE.
X NFPRER DT S B AL randi (1, pop _size) N 1 BFBEK
INZ TR BELEE R
2.4 WHBEIEERRME
B-PAVOA %X Ja 848 2% 5 W TUAY MR S48 Y e o, X I
BB g EAT TR BT AN TT R B B R AVOA 7ETT &
B B B 28 I B v B TR SR, rand JEA T 0~1 BIBENLEL.
AR rand /NT 0.3, WIARHE 24 20 (15) BT &5 Je 2 i 3 50
(16) St Xf £ M AL 5e . B-PAVOA BB L TR An e 2

B

HaReDYIhHL
PREE, EBE

1 ¢

EFEERER, AL
KQHEHMALE

(23)
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Fig. 2 Flowchart of the 3-PAVOA

G
Q}‘B Generalized Griewank's Function 30

3 X E 54 R 5 #7 (Experimental simulation

and result analysis)
3.1 ETWINFIEE

BPAVOA 7£ 8 DML b AT 7, B T AW
FEBHE D (AVOA) (ESHRAAL I (GJO) L IR (GWO) |
figg AR (WOA) VR RS (PSOM AT LA s, Dl
PR AR  F1~F4 N B0 pRi 4R, F5~F8 S 220 Rk, it o
PO E R 1SS EO B AR 2. Kk Rk fr B fn
K, 52 B-PAVOA RAS 45 5 (1 F (i 5% Lo 33 2 o) e 5
FIEREZER .Y p=>>0. 05 B, AN f-PAVOA 53 L1 T
PEpEREAY . FEER/MEE R 50, R RIEAR U ECR 1 000 ¥,
IRAEEE N 30, Ry T WA i 1 ARSI ST 64T 30 KL 3
B30 IR HIBOR B 2 . L5 RAERLA 32 GBRAM &5 i7-
12700H AbFRER AN ATHREHL_E AT

F1 URETHIEE

Tab.1 Be tion settings

-

Gi's ¢ Aek/de BeMA
F1  Sphere Functio 30 [—100,100] 0

F2  Schwefel's Problem 2. 22 30 [—10,10] 0

F3 enefdlizedpRosenbrock's Function 30 [—30,30] 0

[—100,100]] 0
seneralized Schwefel's Problem 2. 26 30 [—500,500] —12 569. 487

[—600,600] 0

& F7  Generalized Penalized Function 1 30 [—50,50] 0
F8  Generalized Penalized Function 2 30 [—50,50] 0
=2 HESHIZE

Tab.2 Algorithm parameter settings

Rk

B-PAVOA P,=0.4; p=2; ¢=10; P,=0.6

SRR E

AVOA  L,=0.8; L,=0.2; w=2.5; P,=0.6; P,=0.4; P,=0.6
GJO  C=1.5; =15

GWO  «=[2.0]

WOA  a=[2.0]; b=1

PSO  w=0.3; ¢;=c,=1

3.2 BESWEESH

B-PAVOA 5 HABS LML R L% 3 fk 4, 78 F1~
F8 I, B-PAVOA JEELH TSR I L3, N3 3 ANk 4 vhaT L
F o, M Eb H A Bk 7E F3L F4L F7.F8 Bl 45 SR
B-PAVOA F &GS LA F kS B 76 F1.F2 . F5.F6 LAyl
A RA RO T A e A W WL, [, A
3 4 rpRyBE S Ze Rl LAE B F 1, B-PAVOA £ F1~
F8 I Ay IS S50KG B -5 A SI0H B O F LAt Bk
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F3 [BREEE FI~F4 ERIKER
Tab.3 Test results of various algorithms on F1~F4

B Bk BPAVOA  AVOA GO GWO WOA S0
Best 0 0 2.16e—131 7.55e—=73 4,41e—188 3.8%e—2
Worst 0 0 3.68e—127 2.13e—69 1.20e—174  3.40e—1
F1  AVE 0 0 2.07e=252 1.69e—70 7.83e—176 1.33e—1
STD 0 0 6.90e—128 4. 14e—70 0 6.57e—2
o NaN NaN 1.21e=12 L2le—12 1.2le=12 1.2le—12
Best 0 0 1.70e=75 3.75e—42 9.67e—118 3. 40e—1
Worst 0 5.75e=318 9.24e—T74 2.12e—40 1,50e—107 4,02e+1
F2 AVE 0 3.96e—319 1.86e—74 4 75e—41 6.88e—109 6. 70et0
STD 0 0 2.06e—74 4.45e—41 2.79e—108 8. 4det0
0 NaN L70e=8 L2le—12 1.2le—12 1.2le—12 1.2le—12
Best 3.56e—11  2.0le—6  9.6let1  9.55e—1  9.6detl  3.57etd
Worst  3.86e—5  5.30e—5  9.87et1  9.84et1  9.8letl  1.88et5
F3 AVE 9.27e—=6  1.90e—5 9.82¢+1  9.7letl 9.72¢+1  7.98et4
STD  1.10e=5  L36e—5 6.42e—1 8. 76e—1 4.53e—1  3.22et4
0 NaN 9.52¢—4  3.02e—11 3.02¢—11 3.02¢—11 3.02¢—11
Best 1.23¢—16 2.39%e—11 1.00et0 1.17e—=5 1.32e—3  4.29%e—2
Worst 1.82e—13  5.02e—10 3.00et0  1.00et+0  2.52e—1  1.67e—1
F4 AVE 1.98e—14 149%—10 2.34e+0 3.35%e—1 1.20e—2  4.53e—1
STD 4.8le—14 1.3le—10 476e—1 1.90e—1 4.53e=2  9.56e—2
o NaN 3.02e—11 3.02e—11 3.02e—11 3.02e—11 3.02¢—11
R4 BAEEEFS~F8 LHNRER
Tab.4 Test results of various algorithms on F5~F§
Bl ki p-PAVOA  AVOA GJo GWO WOA
Best —126et4 —1.26et4 —7.16e+3 —7.37e+3 —1.26e
Worst —1. 26e+4 —1.13e+4 —2.87e+3 —5.37e+3 —8. 05et
F5 AVE —1.26et4 —1.25etd —4.29e+3 —6.26e+3, —1. 16et+4 —6. 85e+3
SID  3.20e—8  2.57et+2  1.27et3  5.39% 43e 7.90e+2
0 NaN 1 1. 86e—1 e—11  3.02¢—11
Best 0 0 0 7.6let1
Worst 0 0 8e—14 1.13e—13 2. 1let2
F6  AVE 0 0 0 5.68e—15 3.78e—15 1. 43et2
STD 0 0 0 L7314 2.07e—14 3,19+l
p NaN NaN NaN 8. 14e—2  3.34e—1 L2le—12
Best 5.85e—17 3.2e—12 6.65¢—2 9.73¢e=7 L 96e—4 1.04e—d
Worst 6. 65e—13  4.65e—11  6.22¢—1  7.23e—2  9.53e—3  9.37e—3
F7 AVE 6.2le—14 1.18e—11 1.96e—1 2.90e—2 1.14e—3  1.6%e—3
SID 1.3le—13 8. 7le—12 1.03e—1 1.5le=2 1.8le=3  2.07e—3
p NaN 3.0le—11  3.0le=11  3.0le—11 3.0le—11 3.0le—1l
Best 2.86c—16 9.49¢—11 1.00e+0  1L7c=5  2.20e=3  490c—3
Worst 3. 4de—12  1.33¢—9  L9let0 7.55e—1 2. 16e—1  1.57e—1
F8 AVE 4.09e—13 5.3de—10 1.48¢+0 3.2le—1 5.15e—2  6.03e—2
STD 7.18¢—13 3.55¢—10 1.9de—1 1.59¢—1 6.03¢e—2  3.76e—2
0 NaN 3.0le—11 3.02e—11 3.02e—11 3.02e—11 3.02¢—11
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Fig. 3 Comparison of convergence curves of different

algorithms on F1~F4
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Fig. 4 Comparison of convergence curves of different

algorithms on F5~F8

4 Otsu & % 5 8 9 & (Otsu image threshold
segmentation )

Otsu BB 53#0% T EUR (s s . PR
AR R IR BG4 — (MR 2 P MR SRR 4
E I (A R T PR sl I fH . Otsu BE 3 51032 1 50 w8
TEHIT o0 BRI AR SR . Otsu BB 4> E1E7E B
TR B B ) USSR et BDEMG A VE M 1 3R 1 5
FIHT SRR AW . X T HAT B85 4% 430 19 RS, At 139
B AL 7 B T = R R AT RETE 538

Otsu BB #1352 38 B G 4% (7 S 17] Jr 22 5 KA 9 E
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P2 Z IR 7 R sl AT 431, ARl P15 i 15 3 i B R 22
g
4.1 Otsu HEHZ

B ETE RN A MX N EHGR B EAL0. L — 110, R
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Lil]c P,(T).P, (T)”ﬁ’%”ﬁ Co .Gy IIZHZEEE(J*E%$’”0(T)\
w, (Y533 Co Cy WP BIREEYL, BN T A=A

T
Po(T) = D, p, (26)
i=0
L—1
P(T)= >, p,=1—P,(D @n
171+1T p
wo (T) = Z[i ' } (28) -
<" P,(T)
L1 » OPNA
W (D= 2, [i PI(T)} 29

L

w= Dip, = Po(T) X u,(T)+ P, (T) X u, (T) (30

i=1
S (TY)=Po(T)XLug (T)—u+P, (T)X[u, (T)—u (31D
T =argming<r—, {67 (T)} (32)
EMG AR E D w A (30 HHEAS R, RUR Y2 08] )5
220, (DY MARGDIHEAR], 24208 Jr 228 5 e R, %K
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4.2 Otsu SHEESEI g
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