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Adaptive Red-billed Blue Magpie Optimization Algorithm Based on Mixed Strategy

DUAN Bowen, YIN Jibin and ZHANG Hang

Faculty of Information Engineering and Automation, Kunming University of Science and Technology, Kunming 650500, China

Abstract
in the Red billed Blue Magpie Optimization Algorithm(RBMO) ,a hybrid strategy based adaptive Red billed Blue Magpie Optimi-

zation Algorithm(JRBMO) is proposed. Firstly, the Hammersley sequence is introduced to initialize the population, making the

Aiming at the problems of rapid degradation of diversity,poor optimization accuracy,and susceptibility to local optima

initial solution distribution more uniform and providing a foundation for optimization. Secondly, during the exploration phase,an
adaptive spiral capture strategy is proposed to improve the search capability of RBMO by dynamically controlling the exploration
range and direction of individuals. In the exploitation phase,the Levy flight strategy is introduced to locally perturb the current
optimal solution and enhance the algorithm’s local development capability. Finally, an adaptive dimension mutation strategy is
proposed to perform dimension mutation on individuals based on changes in population fitness distribution,avoiding the algorithm
from getting stuck in local optima. The algorithm performance was evaluated on the CEC2017 and CEC2019 test sets,and the re-
sults showed that JRBMO had average win rates of 88. 9% and 70% ,respectively,verifying the effectiveness of JRBMO. In addi-
tion,applying JRBMO to the tension(compression) spring design problem and the three-dimensional wireless sensor network
(WSN) node coverage problem,JRBMO achieves the optimal results,in which the WSN node mean coverage is 6. 3% higher than

that of the original algorithm, which demonstrates the universality of JRBMO in practical applications.

Keywords Red billed blue magpie optimization algorithm, Adaptive, Hammersley sequence, Spiral capture, Lévy flight,Dimension

mutation
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& % GWO HHO GJO DBO RIME CPO RBMO JRBMO
- AVG 5.53x101° 8.02x107 1.37x10M 1.46> 101 1. 74X 108 7.21X10% 8.24 108 7.01X103
STD 9. 99X 109 1. 93X 109 1.09X 1010 5.08 X107 4.29%107 5.75X 108 8.73x 108 6.39X103
- AVG 5.02X10° 3.19X10° 3.43X10° 4.94X10° 6.64>10° 4.08X10° 1.28%10° 7.73X10*
STD 7.17x10* 1.43x10* 4.09x10* 2.00X10° 8.46x 10" 3.97x10* 1.87x10* 1.33X10*
- AVG 5.61x10° 2.26x10° 1.97 %101 1.20% 10" 9.85x 102 9.21x102 1.02X103 6.76X10%
STD 1.72%103 3.82X10? 4.55x10° 1.24 10" 8. 86X 10 1.29X 102 9.09X10 5.14X10
- AVG 1.20X10° 1.58x10° 1.57x10% 1.52X10° 1.15x10° 1.57X10° 1.06x10° 8. 64 X102
STD 5.22X10 6.43X10 9.16X10 2.16X 102 9.56X10 5.12X10 5.47X10 5.29X 10
- AVG 6.45x10? 6.88x10? 6.75x10? 6. 80 %107 6.49 X107 6.22x10% 6.22x10? 6.09X10?%
STD 4,47 2.96 4.96 1.25X10 6.35 5.42 5.75 2.90
- AVG 2.18%10% 3.78X10° 2.98X10° 2.86x10° 1.84 X103 2.16x10° 1.73%103 1.22X103
STD 1.89X 102 1.26X10% 1.29%10% 2.78X10? 1. 75X 102 1.06X 102 1. 53102 6.07X10
Fs AVG 1.53x10° 1.98x10° 1.92x10% 1.93X10° 1.45X10° 1.84X10° 1.36x10° 1.13X103
STD 1.28%10% 6.09X10 1.07%10% 2.29%10% 9.10X 10 5.46X10 6.54X10 3.70X10
Fo AVG 4. 22X 10* 6.33> 10" 5.65> 10" 6.52x10" 4.01x10* 3.90X 101 1.33x10" 6.88X10%
STD 1.16x10* 5.41x10°% 1.24x10* 1.68x10* 1.29x10* 4.87X103 4.37X10°% 2.58X103
10 AVG 1.88x10* 2.33x 10" 2.47 X 10" 2.69x10" 1.82x10* 2.95x 10" 2.12x 10" 1.52X10*
STD 4.80%10° 1.54>10% 1.59x10° 4.44%10° 1.42X103 6.20X10% 2.97X10° 1.59% 103
Pl AVG 8.51x10* 9.27X10* 9.52x10* 1.50X10° 1.22x10* 4.70X10* 5.36x10°% 2.28X103
STD 1.52Xx10" 1. 60101 2.03x10" 4.88x 10" 3.67X10° 9.36x10° 1.00X103 2.34X102
1 AVG 1.37X101° 1.53x 107 5.14x101 3. 66107 9.37X10% 9.78x107 1.01x108 2.76 X107
STD 7.79%107 5.31x108 1.21x101 1.53x10° 4.13%x108 3.96 X107 1.56x108 1.18X107
_ AVG 1.35%109 1.81x107 8. 66107 1. 46108 7.63X10° 8.97X103 1.33% 10" 9.08x10°
STD 1.16% 107 3.96 X106 3.09 %107 1. 64108 1.88% 106 2.72X103 1.90%10° 4.65%10%
Fla AVG 9.76x10° 7.81x108 1.90x 107 1.30x107 5.48X10° 1.74 %108 2.42X10° 2.79X10*
STD 3.76X108 1. 94108 7.99x10° 7.58X10° 2.60X 108 7.91X10° 1.72X10° 2.05X10*
- AVG 2.54 X108 4.03x 106 2.33x107 1.30X107 1.47X10° 2.94X103 7.71X10° 4.19% 108
STD 2.42X108 1. 14 %108 1.59x 107 3.22X107 5.21X10* 7.39X 10?2 6.97x10°% 3.47x10°%
- AVG 6.71X10° 8. 46> 10° 9.05x10° 8.90X10° 6. 90X 103 8.89X10° 6.42X10° 5.11X103
STD 7.17X10? 6.88x10? 1.15%10% 1.17X103 8. 55X 102 6.01x10? 7.03%10? 5.28X10?
P17 AVG 5.14X10°% 6.97x10°% 1. 60> 10* 8.63x10° 6.00X10° 6.21X10° 5.54x10°% 4.66X103
STD 6.51x102 7.08x10? 2.20x10" 1.12X103 6.24 102 1.62X 102 5.07 X102 4.03X102
g AVG 7.96 X105 7.50% 105 1.65x107 2.12x107 8.96>10° 2.79%10° 3.97X10° 1.95X10°
STD 6. 74106 2.01x108 1.43X107 1.13%x107 3.59X10° 1.39x 108 1.85x10° 7.96 X 10*
1o AVG 2.14 %108 1.82x107 2.17x10° 6.98x107 9.60x 108 4.32X103 1.28% 10" 7.17X10°
STD 2.63X108 7.55%105 1. 44 %107 4.52X107 3.67X10° 2.17 X103 1. 04X 10" 6.56><10°
F20 AVG 5.13X10° 6.35x10°% 6.30x10°% 6.92x10° 5.56X10° 6.73X10° 4.98%10°% 4.82X103
STD 7.58%102 5.36 102 9.64x10? 7.04 X102 5.28 X102 3.04 X 10? 1.67 X102 3.00X102
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(3%
-4 GWO HHO GJO DBO RIME CPO RBMO JRBMO
21 AVG 3.06x10° 4.26X103 3.51X10% 3.98X10% 3.04X10°% 3.29X10° 3.00X103 2.69X103
STD 9.02X10 1. 69102 1.16% 102 1.41X10% 1.11X10% 3.94X10 1.04 X102 4.46X 10
F2 AVG 2.03%10* 2.59x10* 2.88x 10" 2.85x 10" 2.01x10* 3.20% 10" 2.37x10" 1.55X10*
STD 1.57 X103 1.26X10° 4.83x10° 4,58%10% 1.61Xx103 4.99X10% 1.84 X103 1.16Xx10°
23 AVG 3. 64X 10° 5.69x10° 4.42X10° 4.72X10% 3.51X10° 3.83X10° 3.76x10° 3.18X103
STD 3.88X10 4.02X10? 1.96X10% 2.12x10? 8.59X 10 5.18X 10 1.60X10% 7.17X10
F21 AVG 4.34X103 7.75X10°% 5.90x10°% 6.02x10°% 4.25%103 4.36X10°% 4.57X10°% 3.76X103
STD 8.91X10 5.77X10% 3.18x10? 5.37 X102 1.59%10% 8.33X10 2.44X10? 9.09 X 10
Fos AVG 6.60x10° 4.45%10° 1.12Xx10* 1.11x10* 3.68X10° 3.87x10° 3.72X10° 3.34X%103

0 E

STD 7.64X102 2.19X10? 1.41X10% 5.78X10° 8.30X 10 8.41X10 9.34X 10 5.07X10
26 AVG 1.65x 10" 2.68x 10" 2.74X10* 2.27X10* 1.55% 10" 1.88x 10" 1.53x10* 9.98X 103
STD 1.33X103 4.61x10° 1.95X10° 3.69X10°% 1.40x10° 2.60x10°% 2.83%10°% 2.18X10°%
o7 AVG 4.13%10% 1.94x10° 5.72X10° 4.35X10% 3.89x10° 3.81x10° 3.62X10° 3.45%X103
STD 1.91X10% 5.43X10? 4.27 X102 3. 58102 1.44 X102 9.79X10 1.1610% 4.64X10
s AVG 8.79X10° 5.45X10° 1.55%10* 1. 68X 10* 3.76X10° 4.17X10° 4.44X10° 3.46X103
STD 1.22X10% 4.49X10? 1.89x10% 4.88x10° 9.11X10 1.69>x10% 1.14%10% 3.92X10
29 AVG 9.20X103 1.13x 10" 1.56X10* 1.17 X 10" 9.17X10°% 9.19x10° 7.58X%103 6.37X103
’ STD 1.36x10° 8.29X 102 3.97X10° 2.42X10° 7.60x102 4.52X102 7.64X10? 4.23X10?%
F30 AVG 1.24 X109 1. 89108 8. 64107 1.22X108 1.12Xx108 5.23%10° 1. 90X 107 3.04X104
STD 1.13%107 6.60>107 4,44 X107 6. 44107 3.94 X107 2.66>10° 2.40X10° 1.23X10*

4.4 LS EREE ST

T E LM R JRBMO £ CEC2017 il 48 F A1k
SUVERE L B A4 25 TR A Wi o 50 ST 247 B e S £k
&4, B 2 s 3 AR B AR R 7R 30 WA ST B AT ) 1P
YO5E I BEAE . g 18 4 T4, JRBMO 7E T A T2 ek B 20 |
PRI LT A X L Sk i IR . HLKRTT &, 76 5 06 oR 2K
F1 sl 8 1 . JRBMO #E RS B2 T 08 & A H A B 3k R
ZFE R BB . WA AR R E 1000 RATIK A SRR
1 IR L P A R R i R #, WR T JRBMO 54k 5

Metkfe. 7ELuEmE F7 M F9 b, 5t 8L 9 78 3348 400 K
J& BN SR 3 s A, -0 B 3 98 L i TRBMO £E 800 IR A2
T A B WG X A5 25 TR F B B i A 3 T 1 N7 R O R 4
SR, BEA B2 kAR Ao e B A SR SR R YU . IR A
BE%L F12,F14 #1 F18 |, JRBMO J& B H 38k i) S48 fig o, W 6
K b Z DG A R L — B R, B P A R R iR
TEAL A PR AL F24,F26 1 F30 |, JRBMO th % A7 23 7 1k A 453
FE 1138 IO AR AR S SR W R A5 A JORR i 5 1 3 AR Ak L B Bh Bk
b BT DRI, DT £ T S8 0k 4R TR s AR AR 1 RE T

ot i
# i
i 42
W W
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Fig.4 Convergence curve graph
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Bt 30, 45 2 T IR A O A9 19 O O 41 W S D TE 5k

4.5 Wilcoxon #4585 Friedman #2156

g Y A TR b VAl B A R R L AR SCR AT T Wilcoxon Bk
FKE K 5 Friedman 56 #1TAE S 80081, Hrh, Wilcoxon Fk
MR Tt BT Pk Z Ay 22 Pk, A5 R DL p fE
TR p H/NT 0,05 B, 2 B 0 b 530 0 19 45 SR A7 7 I 35 22
Sy p HATETF 0.05 W, PR EEAESITE XL &
WA W25 % . Friedman &y 56 0 F T 914l 22 5 16 09 A0 XF
R Gl T R R LR & T E IR S TR .

2%t T Wilcoxon Bk HIK: K 55 Friedman £ 5 1 45 11
I EE AL o, =/ =743 5l R IR 7E Wilcoxon Fk il B
o, JRBMO 836 AR T X5 R “ A0 7 /40 24 /45 T 7 1 3 R

Wilcoxon Bk FIAL 5 45 5 3 B, IRBMO 7€ £ H00 i oh 21
TR E T GWO,CPO Fl RBMO, 3 BLTE BT A T ok 55 o 4
B % # # HHO, GJO, DBO #l RIME, Ut 4h, JRBMO 7£
Friedman K 56 PR 18 T i HE 42 . 5B Z A0 M SCBG 25 51, 7]
PIAF L JRBMO T fiff P 5 2% 7] 80 AH 458 T H At % L 530k 2
IR L SO R Y P B

# 2 Wilcoxon Bk Ik % 5 Friedman £ 35 25 5
Table 2 Results of Wilcoxon Rank-Sum test and friedman test

ok Wilcoxon(+/=/—) Friedman
GWO 28/1/0 4.8966

HHO 29/0/0 6.1034
GJO 29/0/0 7.4828
DBO 29/0/0 6.8621

RIME 29/0/0 3.5828
CPO 26/2/1 3.4103

RBMO 28/1/0 3.9862

JRBMO 0/0/0 1.1379

4.6 BHERERAES

Y IR A ol S W 4 A O L AR R LG 3 B CEC2017
PO R 2SR A DU 3 e R AT K. B ARk U, 2 B FL, F4,
F6,F9,F11,F14,F19,F22,F25,F30 3t 10 >4 ok B0k 47 56
WE . W Ay X B 57325 43 308 : RBMO1———Hammersley J¥ 5]
et i) RBMO; RBMO2— [ 38 ] 82 i€ il 4l 5w e it 1) RB-
MO; RBMO3——3€4E %47 T #i 1§ RBMO; RBMO4——H i
7 4k I R IR TR R RBMO, SEEG 45 SRk 3 frsl,

3 ORI R LIS
Table 3 Experimental results of strategy effectiveness

RBMO RBMOL1 RBMO2 RBMO3 RBMO4 JRBMO
il AVG 8. 44108 8.23X 108 7.11x10" 2.01x 10" 7.46x107 7.11X103
STD 7.24 X108 6.95x10% 6.90X<10° 6.70x10° 4.28x10* 6.27X103
- AVG 1.02X10° 9.07 X102 7.28X10% 7.31X10? 8.85x102 6. 68 X102
STD 1.02X 102 8.87x10 8.43X10 4.75X10 5.82X10 5.17X10
- AVG 6.22x10? 6.24 X107 6.18x10? 6.17x10? 6.18x10? 6.08X 102

STD 5.98 4.75 4.28 4.98 5.08 2.93
o AVG 1.30X10* 1.32x10* 1.07x10* 1.03x10% 1.24X10* 6.91X103
STD 3.97X10° 3.81x10° 4.12X 103 2.88X10° 3.43X10° 2.52X103
- AVG 5.28X10° 5.41x10° 3.92X10° 2.68X10° 3.22X10° 2.30X103
STD 1.06x10° 1.24x10% 1.01X102 3.18X10? 3.27X10°% 2.35%10%
- AVG 2.62X10° 2.59X10° 1.24X10° 1.03X10° 4.79% 10" 2.73X10*
STD 2.96X10° 2.89x10° 1.52X10° 9.62x10* 2.88x10* 2.01X104
1o AVG 1.07x 104 1.04 %104 8.81x10° 8.66>10° 7.17X103 7.18x10°
STD 9.15x10° 8.99x10°% 7.75X10° 5.26X103 5.87x10°% 6.62>10°%
) AVG 2.34 % 10" 2.30x 10" 2.10x10* 1.77% 10" 1. 68101 1.52X10*
Fez STD 2.06x10°% 1.99x 103 1.86x103 1.26x10° 1.16x10°% 1.13X103
. AVG 3.71x10° 3.70X10° 3.51x10° 3.37X10° 3.55X10° 3.35X103
k20 STD 1.09x102 1.05x10% 8.92X10 4.97X10 4.86X10 5.03X10
AVG 1.21X10° 1.23%10° 1.04X10° 1.12X10° 4.66> 10" 3.14X 104
130 STD 1.06>10° 1.04>10° 9.13x10* 9.38x10" 3.34%10* 1.24 X104

DA AR DL £ A 3R g i RBMOL, RBMO2,
RBMO3, RBMO4 7€ Ui 45 1 9 # fig ¥ 4F F J&£ RBMO, H
JRBMO 7K 2 5000 oR 4 1 BUMS T iR fh 45 3R . X K 0 A
Kk B R 3 7 RBMO 19 P BE H JRBMO RE % A7 25 Hh #4 #2
I Pl SR W LA
4.7 M FEEI

K TS JRBMO MM RE AT I T 5 Fh 2 o vk
B8 A L) K RBMO 7E CEC2019 I 4 I 5 JRBMO 34T 1L
BOIE, X E R AN B &N A TR Rk (JAE-
FA)™ B 48 B 9 & 54 0 10 58035 CHGTO) ™ 38 1 R AR 8
FE5E B (AGWOOPT [l & K 2 25048 R 1 5t 1% 55 1 (BAS-
GAYPI | |38 R 22 43 ik fL 82 (L-SHADE)™, CEC2019
IR RO ANk 4 g

R PR UE S 56 1 20 S M R UK S 56 L R 38 4T e ) A ¢k

St HAB B — B 1000ms, % 5% T JRBMO 53%F It
AP AE CEC2019 MR4E | A KB 17 AR S 1000 ms F Y 5K
KR,

4 CEC2019 Jlli4E
Table 4 CEC2019 test suite

i %5 HERGH Frin
Storn’s6 Polynomial Fitting Problem F31 [—8192,8192] 1
Inverse Hilbert Matrix Problem F32 [16384.16384] 1
Lennard-Jones Minimum Energy Cluster F33 [—4.4] 1
Rastrigin’s F34 [—100,100] 1
Rastrigin’s F35 [—100,100] 1
Weierstrass F36 [—100,100] 1
ModifiedSchwefel’ s F37 [—100,100] 1
Expanded Schaffer’s F6 F38 [—100,100] 1
Happy Cat F39 [—100,100] 1
Ackley F40 [—100,100] 1
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# 5 CEC2019 MK 1Ay 52 58 45 8 (1000 ms)

Table 5 Experimental results on CEC2019 test suite(1 000 ms)

F31 F32
AVG STD AVG STD
IAEFA 1. 96102 7.09X10 8.09 6.43>x 10!
HGJO 1.00 7.04X1073 4.98 7.13%10 1
IGWO 1.00 7.10X10 8 4.00 1.14
BASGA 1.46 107 1.51x107 3.37X103 1.43%10°%
LSHADE 1.00 4.32X1077 1.87 1.44
RBMO 1.03 1.98%10 6 4.62 1.73
JRBMO 1.00 6.19X10715 1.43 6.31X107!
F33 F34
AVG STD AVG STD
IAEFA 1.24X10 3.16x10°! 3.11 1.91
HGJO 8.06 1.01 1.03Xx102 1.17X10
IGWO 1.39X10 1.14 1.81X 102 1.42X10
BASGA 2.24 1.98 2.71X10 1.08X10
LSHADE 2.41 1.33 9.24 2.99
RBMO 2.89 1.38 7.83 3.77
JRBMO 2.13 8.01X101 4,03 1.46
F35 F36
AVG STD AVG STD
IAEFA 1.11X10 1.57 4.47 2.92
HGJO 1.27X102 2.19X10 8. 30 9.66x10!
IGWO 2.81x10? 6.51x<10 1.53X10 1.43
BASGA 1.54 4.28X1071 4.33 1.31
LSHADE 2.00 2.92X102 4.01 1.19
RBMO 1.99 3.11x10 2 3.08 2.21
JRBMO 1.02 1.56 X102 1.27 5.03X1071
F37 F38
AVG STD AVG STD
IAEFA 8.07 X102 4.38X 102 6.88 9.21x10!
HGJO 2.21X10° 1.95X 102 2.36 2.49X 107!
IGWO 2.71X10°% 2.53X10% 5.73 1.98x10° !
BASGA 9.02x10? 2.93X 102 4.57 5.33x 10!
LSHADE 1.78X102 1.97 X102 2.77 6.01X10!
RBMO 3.84X10% 2.16X10? 2. 86 5.44X10°1
JRBMO 2.52X10? 2.00X 102 2.01 1.32X107!
F39 F40
AVG STD AVG STD
IAEFA 8. 11 9.53Xx10 2 4.13X10 9.24x1071
HGJO 4.34 2.13x 10! 2.14X10 1.31x107!
IGWO 4.92 3.07X10°! 3.33X10 8.22x10 !
BASGA 1.94 3.74X102 2.24X10 8.71X10 2
LSHADE 1.51 3.59X10 2 1.53X10 1.09x107!
RBMO 1. 88 3.94X10 2 2.12X10 1.59x10° 1
JRBMO 1.11 2.42X1072 1.71X10 6.42X1072
Fridman F 3 # 4
TIAEFA 5.5
HGJO 4.1
IGWO 5.8
BASGA 3.7
LSHADE 2.4
RBMO 1.6
JRBMO 1.3

H %% 5 AT 40, JRBMO A b T HAB B Lk B, AP
YISOk BE . JRBMO 18 F31—F33,F35—F36,F38,F39 |-
WS T BAEWSOS . M Fridman #5644 % & . JRBMO 1
HEZh 13 AETA X LR P HER 28— 458 4.3 T g R
A AT, JRBMO Ay # A P RE B3

5 JRBMO 5 F

5.1 #i (/F)# iRt @&
P ) S e ) fUR: DA N B 2 i i 2 28
BRI RS FG 0 R A A die /NI BE A Sl A R R BT )5 ) () 249 3R

T /MBS s i BT, 5 Al T Y 3D A
2D i ML Horb D.d N J2 1% B 8 32 24 WS4, 43 )
RS E B AE R I B A (SR P g, Ak H AR e
Ol /o ARRBRF T AL, B TR () R A

x= (&1 sx223)=(d,D,N)

min f(x)= (x5 +2)x, 2}

LR AN
3
) 1 T3 X2
A TR R
2
g ()= dx; —x 22 1

12566(x,xi —x1)  5108z%

g (0 =1— 2404571

I3 X3

0.05<<x,0.25<x,<1.3,2<<x;<<15

K5 BRI
Fig. 5 Tension(compression) spring design
26 41 T JRBMO ARG L B3 78 2 0] b 0 SR i 285
e NF P AT LIS 1 JRBMO 72 3K ff B e 385 3% 3 [m] i v
RO THA 7 FhEVE, JF B M TRES, K0 ER
BT BT,
6 OR) MBI AL R

Table 6 Optimization results for tension(compression) spring design

% d D N [
GWO 0.054899  0.438850 7.7165 0.012852
HHO 0.058054  0.530050 5.4752 0.013354
GJO 0.05 0.317294 14.0615 0.012741
DBO 0.05 0.317266 14.0489 0.012729
RIME 0.065384  0.781230 2.754 0.015877
CPO 0.0517109  0.357233 11.262 0.012672
RBMO 0.0516281  0.355253 11.3753 0.012698
JRBMO  0.0519017  0.361853 10. 995 0.012665

5.2 WSN i EHZ &

TC L AL I8 25 M 4% (Wireless Sensor Networks WSN) &2 H
B 2 T M DX P ) I A SR T U2 R 2 Bk L U
Rl O AR PR R B W 2 B I L B
K R E WG RO S, U AL G S BT WSN R &
PN HEAT BT 5 17 B SR A AL AN AL 2, i) WSN A9 2 3%
Ak TR) F AT LA 34 Sy 78 B 00 W0 DX 38 P (R TR A% I 25 T 4%
SN B0 (9 A B A R e KA Y R IR, AR 7R S
B 1) B2 FH 35 55 v 719 500 30 S8 AR A R B ALY L 3K 5 3 YT s T
5 AT A TR) R, DT 532 W38 15 0 B . O T o LA L ), A Y
HE T TRBMO A6 1Y 5 B8 25 3y HOE 35

WAE 45 58 — 4 X0 [ AR TE MO GRS R R &
(Wi Wy J W, 28 [B] AR R IR AW, = (s vl » 2l o FEAS
LI A2 A2 S R, DRI R Ay LAYY S s 2R 4R
KR, WERIE XA, W 5 1] B Ay AR 4R S )
PAFTER S 53 A 1 M AT U R (K Ky e KD AR R
IRHK; = (xh s yicos2i) s B 8 K, 542 8481 2w, 2Z ] i BR
RIEES D (K, \ W) /NT R AR R, IR BZ I A 9%
A, b BRICHE & i AT
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Bt 30, 45 2 T IR A O A9 19 O O 41 W S D TE 5k

D(K; W)= /(x, —xi)* + (3 — v i+ (2 — =)
A 5K WA IR AW RS0 B B HER N .

1, D(K;.,W,)
P(K; ,W;)=

0, else

SR, 6 52 bR 3 55t v B i 0 A AT R B 22 1 £ SRR A
D) 27 45 00 ARG 0 2810 i O 3 T BB 5 M R L

M
P(K;, W) =1— 1l 1—(P(K, .W:)))

P46 B2 35 3 C, B oR Oy A% S 2 S B9 1Y A 5 e T
Z L TR C, At SR i Y T N JEE PRI

ﬁp(w,lm

C== M

AL T WA S5 IIER] JRBMO 78 WSN 1y S 3 7%
) A PE B . R A S P, = g A R) X I A K S T AR R
20, K TIEMIEZE T JRBMO W HERE . 72525 1 vh g
At R, WE R A M S GRS M Ol 30, e RIERIRECH
100, g 5 R sk 7 73,
£ OEHRGH

Table 7 Coverage rate statistics

M=30 R,=14 Ry=5
5% Best Avg Best Avg
GWO 0.7444 0.7309 0.9611 0.9503
HHO 0.6876 0.6601 0.9079 0.8890
GJO 0.7254 0.6860 0.9544 0.9327
DBO 0.7110 0.6848 0.9268 0.9153
RIME 0.7396 0.7166 0.9671 0.9421
CPO 0.6628 0.6493 0.8974 0.8772
RBMO 0.7155 0.6954 0.9501 0.9295
JRBMO 0.7848 0.7584 0.9834 0.9725

M 7 W LI L JRBMO fER[EERAEE R, T F 8
R RS T RmE, Ak BT 75, 84%,
78.48%,97.25%,98.34% . MFIEBZHRKE  IE R =4 i
WA SR L B GWO B 2. 75%, R B B E N
6.3% . 7E R, =5 B, P8 m F I FA L & Il 3. 3304, 4
RAEM T A F 4T JRBMO Ay #EfE . % 15 JRBMO 7£ 52 b
o7 FH I B0 v 1) 365 7 1

7 BE— 2 E ] JRBMO T 4 55 4 7] 585 1) (4 ¥ B, 78 52
52 UESE S 1 R gR G HEA T 4 M E % (JRBMO.GWO,
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Fig. 6 Comparison of average coverage under different sensor

numberss
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