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Abstract

In this paper, we present an antlion algorithm with an escape mechanism inspired by the way ants
avoid antlions’ traps. Our algorithm features a curved displacement in the random walk path of
ants, which allows them to escape more efficiently. We compared our algorithm with three other
antlion algorithms and conducted extensive testing, which showed that our modified antlion algo-
rithm has superior performance. Furthermore, we integrated our algorithm with the centroid se-
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lection process of the K-Means clustering algorithm to improve its clustering performance. We ap-
plied this new algorithm to the classification of glass products and achieved good results. Our re-
search demonstrates the effectiveness of incorporating natural mechanisms into algorithm design
and how it can lead to practical applications in real-world problems.
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1. 518

FER B A S [ LR — R AR S, " B SRR AT AR, ) S AR AL AL,
io A AN R A ELAE PR T8 s AT 55 o Bl I RN HERS , BERT REIRAL VR T — KA R SRR
A . WL 5% (Genetic Algorithm, GA) [2]F 1975 4F i, R R4 i —FBE R se 5k . GA
PR AN B SRR B PR LB A R R, SR, 7RSSR AR I B T AP R PR M. B S, i)
BEARAL ST (Ant Colony Optimization, ACO) [3]F 1992 2 HY, Al 7 iE i i M aMEET N, BE BRI
(4 R R e 77, FEAIE T B R ) 8, (BRI AL 1) 8T e RE A2 IR b R AL SV (Particle
Swarm Optimization, PSO) [4] T 1995 F#2H, @I R4 b7 IR 2ok TR B AR Al ARSI bRE
IHEE G, HESBNRTREM. AT AR %(Artificial Fish Swarm Algorithm, AFSA) [5]F 2002
SEHPL, BT SR A FERAT N, JREMR YRS A R R — R . SR, TE 4 )
Birk, AFSA [IPERETTRESZ BSEM . N T REE 15 (Artificial Bee Colony, ABC) [6]F 2005 £E2£H, A4l T
WM AT N, ABC A EHMEMEREN, (BXHIMG K MBUR. A AR B R0 2 1 58 2 53 m)
Z%([7] [8]-

WAL 55 (ALO) [9]42 — Pl A R Re S0, Il Seyedali Mirjalili 421, #4817 BUIFED bt
H SRS R 7T . ALO AU . WNSICEFER AR i, FETIZ A T LR SR, AR
ALO B, BRI o ISCRR A 6 258 T SR e RS, G v e M = el 3 A WO PRI B FE A 5 o X o
PR RENE FT B 5 BOE 2 1M S AL E 8 S 5 A v SO ] LA A o o IO L S A 3 A, AR
S IR E — SORS SRR, S EAERIGHED, BN RSRAIE . N T X L e @, X ALO
BRI T LM . Biltn, Kilic. Yizgeg AT Karakuzu [10]38 i1 6 45 W 16 45 7 72 85 e AR bn FEIE 607
w5, e T EELE DR RCR, B D T HEVEIs AT R . Ak, Emary A1 Zawbaa [11]#F Levy
AT BENUIE SN T E N A T ALO vk, B T S s F I IEZS A B, SRR & 1 SRR A 3

TZ IR 1) TR B U 5% 1) i S gt ORI (1) 18R AT g o TEFAE I, SO0 2 1 e 7 i e 1
CABH 1 ik 0 T sy T B O B 4, B T S B AN T E T R, iR AR REHb AT
WA, G b e e BRI ) A 50 10 26 TR R 1 ot 82 28 36 5 28 T DAA At 35 B o S e i 4 o X b
AT NIRRT AR it A RS O N s BEATLAT 2E B AR (B Th b, AT BT T — AN B A RS (R O 72

ARSCEERUTR : 55 1 WA T AT SRS 55 2 WA R T 4 SO SR I DG D I
55 3 WIMRE T nnT S BN A5 8 R AL ) ok LR N 3 2 SO S L FRATTIE 4 CEC2005 Al CEC2017
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DA R BB BT RO S5 5 = A ELA SO ST 1 B 58 4 TR0 NE S K-Means JRKRHE
gitr, DMREPULEFERZEEE . FAVEHbriE UCH Bl SR b 50k 5 R SRR BT T L. 28 5
TG T A BRI RG], FATVE BT B RS RA AR P 1R B by SR L, RS TN
WEMER. e, FATCERAT 7845, FEx 25T A Al

2. ZRWINEE

WO — BT AE TR 2D RO, EEAEYRIS . BTS2 R I HEE YT,
BB SRS R R RE . X TRAG 1 7 BEl, MRSYIIRE Dt . SOOIk 2 i A 248
DURSE RIS YIEGR, HYsEE, BN ANKEIUEE . Oy 1 bk, WO 2 e fa a2
BRI, MRV ADUR, REWBONEH . SlEt s, ST EEmpt, JHEes T k.

WIS — R BIFTILAL TVA[O], eI T S B A R AT B R AEAT . 2SR IRE T
R, SOOI, ERRIGEAT, 2B IR A I SRR B O, IR AR IR N B e, 2
GEE W P BONEAT BN, SHREMME . LR BT P OIS, WO 2R B sz 4 B
HATE, B, EEEARBIIM, WEELE KO 2 BN, R IR AR iR AR
I, SAERRE R 2B .

WO 25 2 BRI B SR S REATLI0E A ARG R PR SN . DA, LEIRAITIR AT FTX
PP SR R

2.1, B E BRI E

OISR T BELIFAE A AR 1 2 R R ZOR AR R B (W M R BAT . RS T, R
WSCPEAR R A (8] A RE AL £ — AN i, JFARIEAS R IR B 2 — P R a7 . FERENLIEE LR T,
PR YR B CIARAE R AKOREE A QBT A, EERE AR 5 R EUA FIHE RN 18] 1 -
PR o SRS A W R BE AL AE A RO G 1 R AR I I A, 3R T IR, AE S A AL il
S T ROV AR AR

FEWISRE T, SRR E (O] — N EAR Gt BRI, Z R BRSO

X(t)=[Oﬁsum(Zy(q)—1),~ssum(2y(g)—1”, (1)
Hodr, X (t) MBEAUIEE RSB S s CONBENUIEE I EG  ssum D TEEERINAL  p(t) 2 K
PLea %L, 2~

0%‘me>05 ?
W0 rand <05’

Hrh, rand SZFE[O, 1]/AI LI FEALES .

MRS AL, BB B RGN, BRI S AL E rva R, Hos A Q)3T T8,
DLl AT E VO A R R E[9]. BEUE I AU T

t (X't _ai)(dit_cit) t
X = (bi “a) +G» 3)

o, X! ONHDISCIE S ¢ YOS | 4ERIALE ;s a AT 2 BIFE 5 T 4R BEALIGE I ME R B R AE; o A1
df ARt UOEARISTESE i 4 v Bl ML AE 1) e/ IMEL AN B3 KA

TR] ) B 97 A 1 4% 2 2 52 RSOV, B RN B B R ST s, e 480 e) A d PR ERR 40 4R P ik 72 [9]
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¢ = Antlion] +c' and d; = Antlion; +d", 4)

Forr, ¢t ATt RS ¢ SOSAP RN ORI R Antlion] 2 AE S t A E j RO AL E .
RGBS, WO ISR G, R R, SO R AL A Ve
SORIRAE N o FRATR U 7 PRSI P G«
ci‘:i,df:d—t and 1 =10° -, ®)
| | T
Horp, 8 RRWHIREG T RN RTFRRKIERKE: o R—MSH HEHHRMNGE. o ft
Z AR R W 1 FiR.

Table 1. The value of parameters

#1 2R omE

t
t<0.5T
0.5T <t<0.75T
0.75T <t<0.9T
0.9T <t<0.95T
0.95T <t<T

o b w N

52 1 PR YR, WLABENLIE R E BRb, (RE T ALO Sk mlcsict.
2.2. 1ERBRE TR AT RAE

UGEIIT, B AR L R 26 S BCIR(E ARS 00, 2 M T i 508 SR i e — 1
WO, PO BEHLIE A o I B T ey k2 SR 9]
R, (m) +RL (m)

2 b

Sor, Antt FEERS T MBICZESE t ORAREOIE R () FORTE t U, WDICER AR AR SN i
WO, FIZGE MBI A R, e, R (m) FoRTEs t s ARe, A RSSO m 58
O 2 B G B/ LN 31 A2 5 R 4

AT, Bl T AR W AR I IE I H A RN, 3T Al 2 S EUE & [ Bl e B
REROBURHATIE, i FEA R SRR e

WO A S5 TR SRS A, LR 2 34T T s RO 5TF R DASRAREI T A 0 L AR

23. ALO BAFELRE

ALO FE M HAPIRINT

1) Widst s WER MBS, BRFAMEE. gEEEAEARRE, HAETS € TG NI LE H o
A B AT B, VRS IS N

2) WHENGIWONN: I FEHIAA A J5 WO i N S i () O g Ui -

3) KeALILFE: AT LA HE RS AR RO GRS — RO, ARG A OB i A7 B R A ) S,
Tk B S I OB L, SR AT B .

4) TFEUERIEE TIOR3 S A, AR R A A R RSO, B, SRR
T e i PR S R T S

Ant! = (6)

DOI: 10.12677/csa.2024.145129 209 THENUR S 5 R H


https://doi.org/10.12677/csa.2024.145129

G

[

| VAl

5) HIWTR ALl MR S FIEL A R, AR, IR RSB A7 B R HodE
REAE, IFEHUEA B, REDEER 3,
N ITBAT TR 28 U ] SE IS L F BEATLT AE

3. BRBEHHRBBITE X

N Y 8 it % WA SR SO A AT T R SO AR, AT BB SCEA AT A SRS, DAY R R
i

3.1. REERHLE

FEBLSEAE I R, ISR A B IF S 2 S R K55 i @ WO IC i (e Bk . RV 22 e fhsh WA el
PSR R BT 1A EAS BN AR, AREML AR ATy A EREATIE, AT B 2R ie i . O 1 sk
B IX — UG AR, FRATRE S 5 BEAL T A A0 2L R AT 25 5, S L 520 R0 2 52 o 0t L3208 e S s
BEAT

N, WAV TEAIIRX AN, R A ORI SR LE R A RE . H e, B IgsUE
TSI, WO AT B T FRBERLIY . AT y, € (0,360" ) R ARG KIEH T . — ORI, 2
PR BEN S, A PR LRE BT e — Ry R AR RN IR I, EEARIER,
TISFENRS s 55— M7 L MR AE S W AT B I 3L, RGBT HI 55 - FATTATEL 23530 H sin () A cos(y) 5k
FoRRMAIT e BT R EIA T, BATEL IR 7, RAMER AL SR B ik £
JrAHIBENLIE . BEAh, i TP N R S R b, SRR DR RS, AT DAAE Rk R
W HLSfe | — DR AREL My =a—ax(YT)kFoR, ok afRRME, « REAMTSEARKRE, 7R
RIEME . HERAF BT BEA B AR K F Fomfg, RAEL N RKER DS
D=M*mﬂ4wﬂ,n%*4%Mﬁ,Aﬂ%ﬁ%ﬁiﬁ%tﬁ%ﬁ*%%$cutﬁ%uﬁ%%ﬁ
RERAIR, BRI ZHORE MR SR RE 2 R A S B 1 B 5 e /T A i AN [

FETR S, BATRAE A 22 20(7) 2 (L10) oKt IR 0 4R g (R R o IR R X i A R B AT AT T 3
DIFCSRIAEANL, AT ALE S S5 (0 PR 2R Ve B B, AT PR N =) i e D 8 U

Ant = Antit +y,*%siny,*D y,<0.5 ’ @
Ant; +y, *cosy, *D y, 205
D ={|r,* Ant/ - Ant![[i=1,2,-,n} , ®)
n-a-as(1), ©
T
¥, € (00,3600) , (10)

Ht, yrp NEHL y RREEEAURBIRACTTAAL, 7, My, v 0 B 1 Z[ABH A HEENE: ak
WAL SR IUEN 1.

(EAHE RN, IETEAR LSRG T DL BN F T 3502 [12] [13], X bl s AR 938 28 7 i) SR A AL
WIS Hh 2RI 3

3.2. AFRRNFIN ALO HEETELR

U A S B LR AP ER
1) WiateEdE: ERUERTEE AR ESH, MBI HeE . e AR UK. FENLYBOIA
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2) WERG IO MATTUR TR o 3 350 I8 P e i PR B A'F DA R 50

3) ReARLIEF: AL SRS Dy hE N IO £ — O, IR WO )7 B SR S A . I 52
P WO AT BB E, BB E

4) SINIESEARTZME : BRAE A 2 (7) BE RIS

5) TFRLENE: TSI ORI 38 S PR, I A I PR A7 BRI I P SR O, B, BT
AR eI R f B A B TR S

6) HIWrR Ll HME TR BRI &I &R R, Fathas R, IR RSSO L B s
PR, FFEHOEAG B, REDEER 3,

3.3. LWE SR

AT, FATHEE T DURMSIM AL 592:4E CEC2005 A1 CEC2017 #43ak eR # b kg . 33 DY A
Sy N TR ) LA MR B AL R WO A A S0 (ALO-E) - 4545 Ml 175 43 A 1) UM A1 4k 5592: (CALO)
[14], FEIERIBIRA 2 (PSALO) [15]F14 SLSOTAR AL L (ALO) o FRATTIE I PP I 8 5072 %08 I i o 2
ISR AR 45 R A AT e AT T Rt . SEEG I8 477 & 4 PyCharm Community Edition 2022.3.3, #:4E RSN
Windows 10, W47 K/NA 16 G, CPU A i5-1035G1.

PR ZELI R R a2 2 FAER 3 B .

Table 2. Some test functions from CEC2017
52 2. #B4> CEC2017 ik &R ¥

NO. Functions R =F(x)
F16 Shifted and Rotated Bent Cigar Function 100
F17 Shifted and Rotated Zakharov Function 200
F18 Shifted and Rotated Rosenbrock’s Function 300
F19 Shifted and Rotated Rastrigin’s Function 400
F20 Shifted and Rotated Expended Scaffer’s F6 Function 500
F21 Shifted and Rotated Lunacek Bi_Rastrigin’s Function 600
F22 Shifted and Rotated Non-Continuous Rastrigin’s Function 700
F23 Shifted and Rotated Levy Function 800
F24 Shifted and Rotated Schwefel’s Function 900

Table 3. Some test functions from CEC2005
52 3. #R4> CEC2005 izt &R ¥

NO Functions D Search space Finin
F1 R(x)=>" % 30 [-100,100] 0
F2 FO)=X0 x|+ T/ 30 [-10,20]" 0
F3 FJ”=ZLQ1JJ2 30  [-100,100]° 0
F4 F,(x)=max, {|x| 1<i<n} 30 [-100,100] 0
F5 F(x)= Zi:l[loo(xi+1 —x )" +(x —1)1 30 [-30,30]° 0
F6 F(x)=3"([x +05]) 30  [-100,100]" 0
F7 F (x)=Y.1 ix’ + random[0,1) 30 [-1.281.28)° 0

DOI: 10.12677/csa.2024.145129 211 PR 55


https://doi.org/10.12677/csa.2024.145129

¥

i
o
&

gk
F8 R, (x)=21,[ X' —10cos(27x)+10] 30 [-5.125.12) 0
F9 F(X) =—20exp(—0.2 /izi"le]—exp(iZ:lcos(Zﬂxi)]+20+e 30 [-32,32]° 0
1 n n X;
F10 Fo(x)= MZHXE - ,1008(\ﬁj +1 30 [-600,600]" 0
Fu(x)=>"" u(x,5,100,4) 5
F11 30 -50,50 0
+0.1{sin2(37rx1)+zi":’11(xi ~1)°[1+sin® (3%, ) [+ (x, 1)’ [1+sin2(37zxn)}} [ )
-1
1 2 1 D
F12 F, (X) = —+ Z T % 2 [765.536, 65.536] 0.998
500 i (x-a,)
1 -1.031
F13 Fo(x) = 4x2 - 2.1%° +§xf + XX, — AXE +4X! 2 [-5,5]" o
51 , 5 ? 1 B
F14 Fu(X)=| % ——=x? + % —6 | +10/1-— |cosx, +10 2 [-510]x[0,15]  0.398
Y4 Vs 87
Fo(X)= [l+ (% +%, +1)° (19-14x, +3x? 14X, +6xX, + 3x§)}
F15 2 [-2.2] 3

><|:30 +(2% ~3x, )" (1832, +12x" + 48X, — 36X, + 27x§)]

TEARTTSZI T, RAMWEMSEWT: PRI 20, SRIERRECH 10000, A T #fifR
SEOGPRIUER T, BRATS A FIEBEAT T 20 RMALIEAT, FRiHE A FEUE R U T AbRUEZE . SEI64E
Wik 4 fiow.

Table 4. Comparison of results for solving test functions
A KB R BEERITEE

F ALO ALO-E CALO PSALO
mean 5.9142¢-09 9.9392¢-36 6.4911e-09 5.0791e-09
F1(X) std 7.0441e-18 1.8772e-69 1.4942¢-17 2.0195¢-17
mean 0.3562 4.1272e-17 0.4009 0.3587
FaX) std 0.0564 3.1104e-32 0.0542 0.0314
mean 0.2152 5.0922¢-30 0.2334 0.2490
Fa(%) std 0.0131 3.9943e-58 0.0131 0.0170
Fa() mean 0.1612 8.0806e-13 0.1464 0.1511
4 std 3.1954e-03 1.2403e-23 2.5162¢-03 2.3087¢-03
mean 1.4540 0.0 1.3863 0.0
Fs(X) std 40.1694 0.0 36.5178 0.0
mean 5.2497¢-09 1.3237e-05 5.2017e-09 5.4318e-09
Fe(x) std 1.1620e-17 1.9473e-10 1.2743e-17 1.9766e-17
mean 9.1821e-02 1.0554e-04 0.1014 0.0890
F(X) std 1.6104e-03 7.4075e-09 1.3771e-03 1.8421e-03
mean 93.7746 3.2693¢-13 91.6354 75.4177
Fs(x) std 521.1842 6.9514e-26 1.052¢ + 03 618.6692
mean 3.5153e-04 1.6778e-13 3.7426e-04 3.4196e-04
Fo(x) std 9.0499¢-09 5.3082e-25 1.0448¢-08 1.7344¢-08
mean 1.5635e-02 1.8012e-06 1.8968e-02 1.4343e-03
Fio(%) std 4.7831e-04 5.8440e-12 1.4096e-03 1.7817e-06
mean 45370 4.6233e-05 4.4605 2.9738
F1a(x) std 6.5412 2.2411e-09 3.6082 2.0936
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F () mean 0.0633 0.0730 0.0487 0.0195

12 std 2.1570e-03 1.7784e-03 2.3703e-03 1.5170e-03
Fis(¥) mean 0.2720 0.4068 0.4203 0.2260

13 std 0.1160 0.2909 0.3035 0.0961
Fu(®) mean 0.3979 0.3933 0.3979 0.3969

14 std 6.5029e-27 0.0298 1.0619e-26 2.2989e-27
£ (X) mean 3.0010 3.0000 3.0001 3.0000

% std 3.1338e-25 3.4628e-25 5.9927e-25 4.0530e-26
Fis() mean 2.9295¢ + 11 2.8995e + 11 2.9175e + 11 2.9085e + 11

16 std 4.6716e + 17 1.855% + 17 7.8751e + 17 1.1619% + 18
(%) mean 8.6187e + 04 7.4335e + 04 6.1174e + 04 3.4994e + 04

w std 8.7787e + 08 2.1095¢ + 08 1.2089% + 09 7.1123e + 07
Fs(0) mean 5.7089% + 03 5.7154e + 03 5.6739% + 03 5.6394e + 03

18 std 422.9201 61.6644 457.0389 369.7308
Fio(¥) mean 710.0171 710.8291 708.0873 706.2653

19 std 5.0799 1.2499 4.2630 3.2240
Fao(¥) mean 709.0734 704.5987 708.4356 708.6477

20 std 8.4226 5.9179 23.0464 8.2936
For() mean 748.0431 743.5674 748.8433e 747.7458

2 std 62.0121 28.1113 27.5246 30.2064
F() mean 931.0921 922.8259 925.8775 923.2593

2 std 1.4813 7.5416 9.2972 4.6186
F(¥) mean 2.5679% + 3 2.2298e + 3 2.2387e + 3 2.2623e + 3

z std 1.3263¢ + 4 3.5461e + 4 3.213% + 3 3.2863¢ + 4

N, BAT PR RE R AR LR 23 A pR B U SR R M AR A B AT SE T b, i
1PR. Hr, ALO-E SR MIsRAFAH 2 et HfoAase, R 1 B AT R BB (K BSOI S 3% 1043 2tk

18

Number of best results
e e =
N H D o] o N - D

0

A

2
LO

16
14

SCAALO

std

B mean

6 6
2 2
CALO PSALO

Algorithm

Figure 1. The statistical analysis for the number of times with best results
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Figure 2. Partial test function convergence result
2. BRSIM ER B S LA R

4. %54 ALO-E By K-Means BBE 3=

K-Means ik [16]52 i I SRR —, HAZ O v 5% 10 B I BEHL 2> BCAI 46 BT, FREE T
At RV EEAS 02 8] (R W B B, R T A B 2 O B B AR . R — R UOE L HEAA
752 EAD 5 o TBCAE FL AR 300 P ML AL S 2 T4 R 0 B B Bt s AT FOB 0 2%, ELBIRAS IR 2R3
ZiR . EAE R A, BRI O i T SO B RS R AT Bl S AR AR T EME, IXRT R EURAROR
BUK.
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4.1. gu#t K-Means BHE*

N TR K-Means REHFLLEFHIRCE, JATR ALO-E FikM ARl 2, RIERIIH O
ZJa,» KM ALO-E SFRTAFH T Lo o

A A ot SR B 0 1 2D 3R

1) BEHLEE k DBt .

2) TR EEE SN U0 TR RGBS, AR I BE BRAE A 70 IE B AH ML SR 2K
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Table 5. The information for the four datasets

=5 MAMBIEENER

Datasets Number of samples Number of categories Number of features
Iris 150 3 4
Wine 178 3 13
Seeds 210 3 7
Thyroid 215 3 5

TR A REREAT VR, BAVEA T =ANVEG AR BRI 2 (recall) #ERFE (precision) F F1 K B,

THEAKXIT
recall ==, (11)
P
recision = ; 12
P TP+ FP (12)
F1o 2* precision * recall (13)

precisiom + recall
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2t ) Kmeans-ALO-E 5L uKin G 1 — PR A A B A0 %

Table 6. Results of three clustering algorithms on the Iris dataset
72 6. Iris HIBE L =MREEEMER

Recall Precision F1
K-Means 0.8867 0.8978 0.8853
Kmeans-PSO 0.8400 0.8555 0.8390
Kmeans-ALO-E 0.8933 0.9072 0.8918

DOI: 10.12677/csa.2024.145129 215 HEHUR 5 R


https://doi.org/10.12677/csa.2024.145129

IR WAL

G

Table 7. Results of three clustering algorithms on the Wine dataset

7. Wine RS E = MBAREXMER

Recall Precision F1
K-Means 0.8483 0.8483 0.8483
Kmeans-PSO 0.8665 0.8741 0.8703
Kmeans-ALO-E 0.8905 0.8932 0.8918

Table 8. Results of three clustering algorithms on the Seeds dataset
< 8. Seeds ¥iEEE F =R LB IEMEER

Recall Precision F1
K-Means 0.8884 0.9038 0.8960
Kmeans-PSO 0.8714 0.9556 0.9116
Kmeans-ALO-E 0.9323 0.8940 0.9127

Table 9. Results of three clustering algorithms on the Thyroid dataset
Fz 9. Thyroid HiE&E =B AREZHER

Recall Precision F1
K-Means 0.7805 0.8233 0.8013
Kmeans-PSO 0.8757 0.8789 0.8773
Kmeans-ALO-E 0.8884 0.9038 0.8960
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Figure 3. Clustering of the Kmeans-ALO-E algorithm on the Iris and Wine datasets
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Figure 4. Clustering of the Kmeans-ALO-E algorithm on the Thyroid and Seeds datasets
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Figure 5. Kmeans-ALO-E clustering in a high-potassium glass dataset
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Figure 6. Kmeans-ALO-E clustering in the lead-barium glass dataset
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