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ABSTRACT

In the real world, as the complexity of optimization problems continues to increase, there is an urgent need
to research more efficient optimization methods. Current optimization algorithms excel in solving problems
with a fixed number of dimensions. However, their efficiency in searching dynamic multi-dimensional
spaces is unsatisfactory. In response to the challenge of cross-dimensional search in multi-dimensional
spaces with varying numbers of dimensions, this study proposes a new optimization algorithm—Dynamic
Dimension Wrapping (DDW) algorithm. Firstly, by utilizing the Dynamic Time Warping (DTW) algorithm
and Euclidean distance, a mapping relationship between different time series across dimensions is
established, thus creating a fitness function suitable for dimensionally dynamic multi-dimensional space.
Additionally, DDW introduces a novel, more efficient cross-dimensional search mechanism for dynamic
multidimensional spaces. Finally, through comparative tests with 31 optimization algorithms in dynamic

multidimensional space search, the results demonstrate that DDW exhibits outstanding search efficiency

and provides search results closest to the actual optimal solution.

1. Introduction

An optimization problem refers to the task of finding the optimal
solution under given constraints. Typically, this kind of problem can be
described as nonlinear programming (NLP) [1]. In nonlinear programming,
the objective is to find a set of optimal variables under constraints, such that
the objective function achieves the maximum.

For many NP-hard optimization problems in the real world, Meta-
heuristic (MH) optimization algorithms and other stochastic methods
demonstrate better search efficiency compared to deterministic strategies
(such as gradient descent). In previous studies, scholars have proposed
many excellent metaheuristic algorithms which have been widely applied
in various fields such as medicine [2], engineering [3] and finance [4,5].
MH can be divided into the following four categories: Swarm intelligence
(SI) [6] algorithms simulate the intelligent coordination and social behavior
of a swarm or group, such as Particle Swarm Optimization (PSO) [7], Gray
Wolf Optimizer (GWO) [8], Moth Flame Optimization (MFO) [9], Aquila
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Optimizer (AO) [10], Dingo Optimization Algorithm (DOA)
[11];Evolutionary algorithms (EA) mimic the evolutionary behavior of
natural organisms, such as Genetic Algorithms (GA) [12], Differential
Evolution (DE) [13] algorithms, and Evolutionary Strategies (ES)
[14];Physics-based (PB) algorithms mimic fundamental laws of physics or
physical phenomena, such as Simulated Annealing algorithm (SA) [15],
Gravitational Search Algorithm (GSA) [16], Archimedes Optimization
Algorithm (AOA) [17], and Water Wave Algorithm (WWO) [18];Human-
based (HB) algorithms related to human behavior, such as Harmony Search
(HS) [19]. Despite the existence of several excellent optimization
algorithms, according to the "No Free Lunch" (NFL) theorem [20], no
single optimization method can achieve the best solution for all types of
problems [21]. Therefore, the development of new optimization algorithms
for addressing emerging practical problems holds significant research
significance and practical value.

In the study of human movement, we aim to utilize optimization
algorithms to find a temporal data chain with the minimum distance to other

gait cycle time data chains as a motion template, thus providing reference
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and foundational support for subsequent research. Due to the non-constancy
of human gait cycles, the search space for motion templates exhibits
dynamic multidimensional characteristics, implying that the number of
dimensions in the variable group is not fixed. This dynamic
multidimensional space is composed of multiple multidimensional spaces
with a fixed number of dimensions, and the optimal solution may exist in
any one of these spaces. Traditional optimization algorithms excel at
solving problems with a fixed number of dimensions, but they can only
search for the optimal solution in a single multidimensional space. Unless
bearing enormous computational costs, conducting exhaustive searches in
each multidimensional space, traditional optimization algorithms will
inevitably overlook the optimal solutions in other multidimensional spaces
and may very likely fail to obtain the global optimal solution. Thus,
searching in dynamic multidimensional spaces poses a completely new
challenge for optimization algorithms.

In order to search for optimal human motion templates in dynamic
multidimensional space, firstly, we established a dimension-crossing
mapping mechanism and constructed an adaptability evaluation model for
dynamic dimensionalization problems based on this mechanism.
Subsequently, we further proposed DDW, which possesses efficient cross-
dimensional search capability. Finally, we compared and validated DDW
against 31 metaheuristic algorithms. The results indicate that DDW exhibits
higher efficiency in dynamic multidimensional space search and can obtain

superior human motion templates.

2. Experiment and problem analysis
2.1. Experiment

In this study, 6 healthy men (male, height: 1.81 + 0.08m, weight: 77.50
+9.5kg, BMI: 23.81 +4.15) participated in the experimental data collection
process. The subjects' postures (including back, thigh, calf angle data) while
walking on a Bertec treadmill (Bertec Corporation, Columbus, OH, USA)
with an inclination angle of 0° at a speed of 4 km/h were captured by the
Functional Assessment of Biomechanics (FAB, USA). The sampling
frequency f was S0Hz. More than 80 continuous gait cycles were collected
for each subject. All subjects were provided with an informed consent form
for the experiment approved by the Ethics Committee at Beijing Institute
of Technology (Approval code: BIT-EC-H-2024156).

2.2. Problem analysis

When studying the temporal data chains of human gait cycles, we
observed fluctuations in the number of dimensions, rather than fixed values.
Figure 1 depicts a multidimensional space portraying the dynamic nature
of constituent dimensions, wherein the X-axis denotes the duration of gait
cycles, the Z-axis denotes angle data, and the Y-axis represents the number
of dimensions in the temporal data chains. Furthermore, Figure 1 illustrates
temporal data chains with dimension counts of 59, 60, and 61, with yellow
and blue scatter points respectively denoting the sagittal plane angles of the
right and left thighs.

The purpose of this study is to explore optimal temporal data chains
within dynamic multidimensional space, serving as reference templates for
human motion. The specific process is as follows: after initializing M
random templates X, an iterative computation through the optimization
algorithm is employed to identify an x;, which minimizes the fitness to N
gait cycles (0).
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Fig. 1. Dynamic multidimensional space.
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Where,
encompassing five attributes corresponding to the back, left thigh, right

0; represents the data for the j-th gait cycle within 6,

thigh, left calf, and right calf. Each attribute of 6; is an array with a
dimensionality of D. x;, represents the k-th template within X, which has
the same attributes with 6;. However, the attributes of x; has varying
dimensionality (D1, D2, D3, D4, D5), which are integers in [Dpin, Dinaxl-
Dyin and Dy, are statistically derived from 6 . M represents the
population size.

Traditional optimization search algorithms, such as PSO, typically
focus on problems with a fixed number of dimensions. Consequently, these
methods are only applicable to searching for target temporal data chains
within multidimensional spaces with fixed dimensions. Conducting a
global exhaustive search for each multidimensional space would entail
significant temporal and spatial resource consumption, leading to low
search efficiency. Moreover, restricting traditional methods to search only
within certain portions of multidimensional spaces inevitably overlooks
potential solutions in other dimensions, thereby predisposing the search to
local optimization traps and hindering the attainment of a global optimum.

Therefore, we introduced DTW to establish mapping relationships between



different dimensional data chains within dynamic multidimensional space,
thus proposing the DDW tailored for problems within dynamic
multidimensional space.

3. Dynamic Dimension Warping algorithm

The algorithmic flowchart of DDW is depicted in Figure 2, which
encompasses the following principal steps:
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Fig. 2. The Flowchart of DDW.

In Step 1, initialize the population (X) and compute the fitness of all
individuals.

In Step 2, select the necessary segments to achieve optimal dimension
gathering.

In Step 3, individuals within the population are stratified into three
categories, labeled as A, B, and C, according to their fitness values. Then,
novel individuals will be synthesized using diverse strategies.

In Step 4, compute the fitness of all newly generated individuals, and
select a subset required for regenerating the population from both the
newborn individuals and the existing population.

In Step 5, assess whether the termination criteria have been satisfied. If
not, iterate through steps 2 to 5; otherwise, output the optimal individual.

3.1. Initialization

Figure 3 illustrates the initialization process of "back" within x;. The
horizontal axis represents time, while the vertical axis represents the angle.
In the figure, the "Gaits" (blue scatter) represent the temporal data series of
gait cycle counts across various dimensions. The "Ave" (red line) denotes
the average reference temporal data series, while the "Init" (green line)
signifies the outcome of the ultimate initialization process.
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Fig. 3. Initialize the ‘back’ of x,.

D.ount represents the mode of the dimensionality count for each gait
cycle in 0 (as shown in "Gaits" in Figure 3), and count represents the
statistical count of gait cycles with dimensionality equal to D yyne
6 qve—pack represents the mean value of all gait cycles with dimensionality
equal to D,gype in each dimension (Equations 12 and 13); randint means
to get a random integer inside [D,in, Dimay ], While D1represents the
dimensionality count of xy_pacr; O74% and 679 represent the minimum
and maximum values of attribute "back" in each dimension, respectively.
As shown in "Init" in Figure 3, to ensure the final dimensionality count is
D1, we need to randomly delete some data or perform linear interpolation
on random portions.

The other attributes of x,, are then initialized using the same method.
This process is repeated M times to complete the initialization of the entire
population. Each individual in the population is a particle in
multidimensional space, and each dimension of each attribute describes the
position of the particle in the multidimensional space. Each individual is
also a potential solution for practical problems.

3.2. Fitness function

To compute the fitness value of each individual in the population, we
need to consider the multidimensional time series attributes of each
individual (e.g., A and B, see Formula 12). Due to the potentially different
dimensionalities of these time series, we employed methods based on DTW
and Euclidean distance (Formulas 13-15) to establish mappings between
different dimensions.

A= (ay,ay...,a;..,a,),B = (by,b, ...,b;, ..., by,) a2

o _( DTW(AB), L #1
V.v,dir = Map(4, B) = {Euclidean(A, B), l,=1g (13
dir = (diry, dir, ..., dir;, ..., dir;,) (14)

v = (v, v, e,V o, V),V = Min ({(ai - b,-)2 | jedir}) U5

A and B can represent time series which can be any attribute of any
element in 6 or X. V represents the distance between A and B; v represents
the distance of the corresponding elements mapped from B to A; dir
represents the set of indices of the corresponding elements mapped from B
to A, which also indicates the mapping direction from B to A.

As shown in Figure 4, when [, = [, both v and dir are the results of

each element in A and B being one-to-one correspondence. However, when



l, # lg occurs, we need to search for the optimal path through the path
matrix in the DTW calculation process.
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Fig. 4. Mapping from B to A.

Figure 5 shows the computational details of the DTW part. "Dis" and
"Route" denote the distance matrix and path matrix generated during the
DTW computation, respectively. Route[l, — 1,15 — 1] denotes the end
point of the path matrix, i.e., the direct distance V between both A and B
(Formulas 13). "Best Route" denotes the set of consecutive elements in the
distance matrix that makes V' the minimization. In the optimal path, a; may
have a mapping relationship with multiple elements in B, which means that
dir; is a set containing multiple element indices in B. At the same time, v;
reflects the minimum distance between a; and these multiple elements in B.
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Fig. 5. Details of DTW.

Based on the above calculation method, the process of obtaining the
fitness fit; of x;, is as follows:

fit = {fity, ..., fity, ..., fity} (16)
N

fite = F(v,0) = ) f(,6) /N an
j=1

f(xkv 91') = Ave({(Vpacks Vz,thigh: Vr,thigh: Vz,cazp Vr,calf}) (18>

fit represents the set of fitness values of all individuals in the entire
population; f (xk, Bj) represents the distance between x, and 6;; Ave()
represents  the

average value of all elements in the set;

Whack Vi_tnigh Vr_thighs Vicair» Vi_caip } represents the distance between x;,
and 6; on various attributes, which is calculated by Formula 17.

Strategy A

Fig. 6. Population division.

As depicted in Figure 6, following each update of X and fit, the
population undergoes partitioning into "Part A" (5%), "Part B" (45%), and
"Part C" (50%) based on the ascending order of fitness values. These three
sections will generate new individuals with diverse strategies. Xpeq:
represents the least fit individual in the current population.

3.3. Optimal Dimension Collection

Optimal Dimension Collection (ODC) involves establishing inter-
dimensional mapping relationships with all other individuals in "Part A"
based on Xp.s (see Formula 17), aiming to determine the optimal
dimension value for each dimension within the best group of the current
population. The specific process is as follows:

Dbest—back = {Dl}est—back' Rl Dlgest—back' T D;Z’;gl;f;é;buk)} (19

V,v,dir = Map(xbest—back'xi—back) 20

[ vl < vl Qb
best—back = xfir=l, if pdir=i > v,‘}]_"r—i

Dyest—pack Tepresents the "back" attribute of the Optimal Dimension
Solution (ODS) Dp,s. x; is a randomly selected solution ranked j-th in X
based on fitness, but it cannot be the optimal solution itself. v and dir
provide mapping information between Xpese_poc and Xj_pec after
dimension folding. dir —i represents the dimension in Xj_pqc
corresponding to the i-th dimension in Xpesrpack - Vxp,,, and Uy,
respectively denote the minimum dimensional distances obtained by
Xpest—back and Xj_pqcr With respect to each dimension corresponding to all
elements in 8 during the fitness calculation process.

Following the aforementioned method, the remaining attributes of Dy,
are resolved. Building upon this, we substitute Dy, for X, and proceed
to explore, alongside other individuals in "Part A", the optimal value for

each dimension, ultimately deriving the definitive Dj,.g;.
3.4. Strategy A

In order to avoid getting trapped in local optimization and search for
better positions globally, individual x, in "Part A" randomly moves around
individual x,.s,. The movement process is as follows:

X ow—back = Xiese T (0T — OJn ) + step 22>

step = Lévy(A) * (1 — (gen/Max_gen)?) (23)
Dnew = randint(Dminr Dmax) 24>



xé—new—b ac represents the value of the j-th dimension of the "back"

for x, (Equation 22). Lévy(A)
generates a random number based on the heavy-tailed power-law step size

attribute of the new individual x,_,,

distribution, which has infinite variance and mean. A is a parameter within
the interval (1,3]. iter represents the current iteration number, while
Max_iter represents the maximum iteration number. D,,,,, is the required
number of dimensions.

To ensure that the final number of dimensions is D,,, , multiple
deletions of the worst dimension data or linear interpolation near the worst
dimension need to be performed on X, ,ew—pack- The worst dimension
refers to the dimension with the maximum dimensional distance (Equation
13).

Based on the above process, the solution for the other attributes of the

new individual X,_,,, Will be completed.
3.5. Strategy B
Unlike "Part A", individual x;, in "Part B" searches for an individual

Xpetter Which is better than x;,. The search process is as follows:
_ Xpetter lf fltxbe"er < fltDzJ

T, = A . (25)
b Db" lf fltxbetter > fltDb
i i dir; j
xl}J—neW—back = xl;—back + stepy, * (Tb—bjack - xl{l—back) (265
step, = (StePmax — St€Pmin) * € V4" + Stepin QD
dis = f(x,,Ty) (28)

Xpetter 1 an individual with a fitness value less than x;,'s fitness value
randomly selected from "Part A" and "Part B". D, is the result of optimal

dimension collection for set {x},, Xpetter}- fit and fitp, represent the

Xbetter
fitness values of Xy and Dy, respectively. T, represents the individuals
in {Xp, Xperrer) With lower fitness values, which is the actual direction that
Xp, needs to search.

represents the value of the j-th dimension of the "back"

attribute of the new individual x;,_,,, for x,,. T;

xé—new—bac . .
i;;jck represents the value
of the dirj-th dimension of the attribute "back" of T, corresponding to
x,ﬁ_ pack - dir can be calculated using equation 13. step), represents the
current actual step size of the search. step,,,, and step,,;, respectively
represent the maximum and minimum step sizes during the search process.
y is the parameter for step calculation. dis represents the distance between
xp, and T,.

Based on the above process, the solution for other attributes of the new
individual x;,_,.,, Will be completed.

3.6. Strategy C

As the largest proportion of the population, "Part C" has the greatest
impact on the global search efficiency. Therefore, individuals in this part
(such as x.) choose a multi-path competitive search approach that revolves
around the best individual and optimal dimension of the population during
the updating process.

j
4 X]_pack T TOUtE;
j )
Xc—new—back — xc]—back + route, 29
J
X, _pack T TOUtES
diri; i
route; = step; * (xbéstiback - xC’_back) 300
te, = stepy (D —xJ 31
route; = step, best—back — Xc—back
route; = B * route, + (1 — B) * route, (32)

B =rand(0,1) (33)

x;fnewfb aci represents the value of the j-th dimension of the "back"
attribute of the new individual x_,,, for x.. The computation process of
equations 30 and 31 can be referred to equation 26, where the calculation
method for variables step; and step, is consistent with equation 27.
route; and route, represent two paths that search around the globally
optimal individual x5 and the dimensionally optimal individual Dpg;,
respectively. In order to search in more directions, route; simultaneously
utilizes the two previous search paths. § represents a uniformly distributed
random number within range (0,1).

Based on the aforementioned process, the solution for other attributes
will be completed. In contrast to the other two parts, in this case, three new
individuals are generated by x., corresponding to three different search
routes.

3.7. Selection

After completing the update calculations for all individuals, it is
necessary to select the desired individuals based on their fitness values in
order to recombine a new population for the next round of computations.
As shown in Figure 7, the new population will consist of two parts. All the
new individuals generated by "Part B" and "Part C", along with the original
population X and the dimensionally optimal individual D; .., will form a
collective set. The first part will select 95% * M individuals with relatively
lower fitness values from this collective set. The second part will directly
consist of new individuals generated from "Part A", accounting for 5% of
the population.

New X

“X
95

%

Part B +Dbest

. Update_ l

Fig. 7. The process of population renewal.

New individuals

4. Experimental results

The algorithms were programmed in Python (3.10.5) and executed on
computation environment of Intel Core i7-7700HQ CPU 2.80GHz, 2.5GHz,
16GB RAM and 64-bit operating system.

4.1. Test for step size parameter

During each iteration, the step size parameter (y) plays a pivotal role in
DDW, as it significantly influences the iterative outcomes for 95% of
individuals within the population. Hence, before proceeding with additional
testing tasks, it is imperative to ascertain the optimal value of the step size
parameter for addressing the challenge of motion template construction.

Figure 8 illustrates the impact of the out-of-sync length parameter on
the step size. In this depiction, "Step" denotes the proportion of steps taken,
while "Distance" signifies the inter-individual separation within the
population, calculated via the fitness formula. Following initial
rudimentary assessments, it was observed that the central fluctuation span
of inter-individual distances lies within the range of [10, 40], delineated as



the "Key range" within the diagram. The optimal step size curve is
anticipated to manifest predominantly within this "Key Range," indicating
a broader range of step size variations for identical inter-individual
distances. Guided by the step length curve presented in Figure 7, a series of
subsequent step length parameter tests were meticulously devised. The
pertinent parameters for these tests are detailed in Table 1 below.

Table 1 Parameter values for DDW.

Parameter Value
M 30
Max_gen 20
1e-05, 0.0002, 0.0003, 0.0004, 0.0005,
y 0.0006, 0.0007, 0.0008, 0.0009, 0.001,

0.002, 0.003, 0.004, 0.005

[stepmax: Stepmin] [1.5,0.1]

The test results indicate that when the step size parameter approaches
0.001,
enhancement. Specifically, with a step size parameter set at 0.001, the

the population's search efficiency experiences a notable
population exhibited the most rapid decline in fitness value over 20
iterations. Notably, within this test scenario, populations operating with a
step size parameter of 0.001 demonstrated the most favorable rate of fitness
decline, averaging only 1.038 per iteration. In contrast, the average rate of
decline across all test instances stood at 1.164 per iteration. This disparity
underscores that setting the step size parameter to 0.001 accelerates the
population's search pace by approximately 10.83% above the mean. Hence,
these findings distinctly advocate 0.001 as the optimal step parameter for
DDW.

4.2. Test for ODC

The ODC constitutes a pivotal stage within DDW, with the ODS
generated therein exerting a significant influence on the search and
updating processes of the entire population. To evaluate its ramifications,
we conducted 1,000 tests of ODC for two randomly selected individuals at
the culmination of each population iteration. The crucial parameters of this
assessment are delineated in Table 2.

Table 2 Parameter values for ODC test.
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Fig. 8. Step curve.

The test results are depicted in Figure 9. To ensure robustness, we
conducted five repetitions of the test using the same step length parameter
and subsequently analyzed the average test results. The left panel illustrates
the impact of varying step parameters on the search process, while the right
panel elucidates the correlation between the fitness value of the optimal
individual and the step parameters after 20 iterations.

Ave
28

27 A

26

25

Fitness

244

23

22 A

214

0 5 10 15 20 0. 000 0.002 0.004
Iteration Gamma

Fig. 9. Results of step parameter test.

Parameter Value
M 50
Max_gen 500
y 0.001
[stepmax, Stepminl ~ [1.5,0.1]

Figure 10 illustrates the test results of ODC, depicting the fitness
variations of the ODS throughout the entire iteration process. "Best" and
"Better" denote the likelihood of surpassing all and some of the original
individuals, respectively. "Worst" indicates the probability of performing
worse than all the original individuals. "Ave", "Std", and "Min" denote the
mean, standard deviation, and minimum of the fitness values, respectively.

0.64

T T T T
0 100 200 300 400 500
Iteration

Fig. 10. Results of ODC test.

Throughout 500 iterative searches, the global average probabilities of
"Best", "Better", and "Worst" collected by the optimal dimension are
37.23%, 28.68%, and 34.09%, respectively. This indicates that this unique
search method yielded superior individuals more than 65% of the time.



Within the initial 6 iterations, the probability of "Best" collected from the
optimal dimension exceeded 40%. Simultaneously, the minimum value of
individual fitness was less than 10 by the third iteration, aligning with the
ideal value set in this study. By the fifth iteration, within the initial 10
iterations, the average individual fitness approached 20, signifying the
transition of the group search into the refinement stage.

The findings from this test highlight the crucial role of ODC throughout
the entire search process. It significantly narrows down the search space
and is anticipated to converge towards the true optimal solution. Moreover,
the average fitness values of individuals hovered around 20 during the mid-
term search phase and swiftly approached the minimum feasible value in
subsequent iterations. Hence, the ODC furnishes essential support for the

population-wide search across various iteration stages.
4.3. Test for motion template construction

To assess the motion template construction capability of DDW, we

conducted comparative experiments employing 31 meta-heuristic
algorithms. For this assessment, the population size and maximum number
of iterations for all algorithms were uniformly set to 50 and 500,
respectively. The critical parameters of all algorithms are delineated in

Table 3.

Table 3 Parameter values of DDW and other meta-heuristic algorithms.

Algorithm Parameter Value
Fireworks Algorithm (FWA) [22] a,b 0.2,0.8
Genetic Algorithm (GA) [12] - -
Artificial Bee Colony Algorithm (ABC) L
Fs, limit 10, 60
[23]
Cuckoo search (CS) [24] pa,a 03,1
a’ Bmaxr
Firefly Algorithm (FA) [25] 0.97,1.0,0.2, 1
Bmin ¥
Group Search Optimizer (GSO) [26] lmax 3
Lo 5, 0.5, 1.0026,
Water wave optimization (WWO) [18] hmaw b, B
0.0001
Bat Algorithm (BA) [27] @Y, fmax fmin~ 0.85,0.9, 1,0
Shuffled Frog Leaping Algorithm 10
m
(SFLA) [28]
Gravitational Search Algorithm (GSA)
Gy 100
[16]
Grey Wolf Optimizer (GWO) [8] a 2
k,p5a,p6b, 20 02, 0.8, 0.4
Brain Storm Optimization (BSO) [29] T e e
p6b3,p6C 0.5
Sparrow Search Algorithm (SSA) [30] ST,PR,SD 0.8, 80%, 20%
Ant Lion Optimization (ALO) [31] - -
Butterfly Algorithm (BFA) [32] p.c,a 0.8, 0.001, 0.1
Monarch Butterfly Optimization (MBO) P> BAR, 512, 5/12, 100,
[33] Spax PET 1.2
Moth-Flame Optimization (MFO) [9] t -1
HMCR,
Harmony Search (HS) [19] 0.9,0.1
PAR
L . a;,a,, ﬁ'
Mayfly Optimization Algorithm (MA) 1.15.2,0.1,0.1
[34] fl.d

Grasshopper Optimisation Algorithm fil,

0.5, 1.5, 1e-5, 1
(GOA) [35] Cmaxv Cmin
C1,C2,Q,
Bald Eagle Search (BES) [36] 2,2,2,10, 1.5
a, R
Marine Predators Algorithm (MPA) [37] FADs 0.2
Archimedes Optimizati Algorith;
rchimedes Optimization gorithm Cy,Cy0 Cs 2.6.2
(AOA) [17]
Salp Swarm Algorithm (SSA-2) [38] - -
Slime Mould Algorithm (SMA) [39] A 0.03
Pigeon-inspired Optimization (P10) [40] NcRate,R 0.75,0.2
Aquila Optimizer (AO) [10] - -
Harris Hawks Optimization (HHO) [41] - -
Dingo Optimization Algorithm (DOA) P,Q 05.07
[11]
Whale Optimization Algorithm (WOA) ab 21
[42]
0.8 1.49445
Particle Swarm Optimization (PSO) [7] w,Cy,Cy i ’
1.49445
Y StePmax,
DDW 0.001, 1.5, 0.1
S tepmin

Algorithms other than DDW lack the capability to traverse dimensions,
necessitating uniformity in the number of dimensions across attributes for
all individuals within their respective populations. To facilitate comparison
and construction of optimal templates with varying dimensionalities, we
initialized three distinct populations, setting the initial dimensions to
correspond to the top three values in the dimension quantity statistics. The
initialization process for these comparison algorithms closely mirrors that
of DDW, albeit with fixed dimensionality for all attributes of all individuals,
unlike DDW where the dimensionality of any attribute for any individual is
randomly selected within the statistical range. Subsequently, each
algorithm underwent a minimum of three repeated tests to mitigate the
impact of random variation in algorithmic calculations.

Table 4 presents the mean, minimum, and standard deviation of fitness
for the optimal motion templates discovered by 32 algorithms. The top five
performing algorithms in both average (Ave) and minimum (Min) fitness
are identified as DDW, BES, MA, MBO, and FA. Among these, DDW
demonstrates superior performance in terms of both mean and minimum
values. The average fitness value of the motion templates generated by
DDW is 9.16, marking a remarkable 41% reduction compared to the overall
average across all 32 algorithms. This indicates that DDW has the highest
possibility of searching for the motion template closest to the actual optimal
solution. Notably, the minimum fitness value attained by DDW stands at
8.54, representing a substantial 37% decrease relative to the average fitness
level observed across all 32 algorithms. This assessment underscores each
algorithm's efficacy in achieving optimal solutions within finite temporal
and spatial constraints. Moreover, multiple repeated tests eliminate the
influence of randomness on the search process of all algorithms to some
extent. Given the practical utility of optimal computational outcomes, this
analysis focuses solely on the minimum fitness values, omitting
consideration of the maximum values. Furthermore, the standard deviation
serves as a measure of the variability inherent in the computational
outcomes of each algorithm. DDW's standard deviation in fitness
calculations ranks 7th among the 32 algorithms assessed, indicating a
notable 65% reduction compared to the average standard deviation
observed across all algorithms. In summary, compared with other



algorithms, DDW can stably search for the optimal motion template with
the highest possibility, and the searched motion template is closest to the
actual optimal solution.

Table 3 Parameter values of DDW and other meta-heuristic algorithms.

Algorith . Algorith .
gorfth  Ave Min Std SOt Ave Min Std
m m
205 190 L7 204 188 16
FWA MFO
8 3 7 5 7 6
169 146 15 0.3
GA HS 964 9.07
9 0 7 5
106 0.5 0.4
ABC 9.90 MA 943 8.88
9 1 0
27 200 18 122 106 10
cs GOA
4 6 4 0 0 3
0.3 0.4
FA 959 906 BES 945 888
25 180 2.0 209 184 L7
GSO MPA
5 0 4 0 4 8
132 114 10 102 0.4
WWO AOA 9.56
7 1 1 4 4
209 187 2.0 154 136 Ll
BA SSA-2
9 5 2 4 9 9
105 0.4 143 125 10
SFLA 9.81 SMA
8 7 9 5 9
27 195 19 187 165 15
GSA PIO
7 8 1 8 4 2
160 140 14 102 0.4
GWO AO 9.58
5 2 5 6 3
163 142 13 0.3
BSO HHO 973  9.10
0 5 6 6
135 114 13 202 187 L7
SSA DOA
9 5 9 6 0 2
27 200 18 10 101 05
ALO WOA
4 8 9 4 3 2
27 196 19 170 130 26
BFA PSO
1 3 7 8 8 4
0.3 0.4
MBO 955 898 DDW 916 854

The fluctuation in the fitness level of the top individual over the iterative
process serves as an indicator of the search efficiency within the population.
Drawing from the insights gleaned from Table 4, Figure 11 depicts
variations in average fitness, minimum fitness of the top individual, and
standard deviation of population fitness across iterations for the top 5
algorithms (DDW, BES, MA, MBO, FA).

The five algorithms demonstrate remarkable search efficiency in the
initial exploration phases. By the 10th iteration, the average fitness of the
best individual is significantly lower than that of other algorithms,
demonstrating its ability to quickly locate potential optimal solutions.
Throughout the entirety of the search process, DDW maintained a relatively
high level of population fitness standard deviation (approximately 0.9),
indicating its ongoing effective exploration in multiple directions rather
than a singular focus. In contrast, other algorithms exhibited lower standard
deviations (around 0.4), suggesting a more concentrated exploration along

a specific direction. Consequently, DDW did not manifest a discernible

advantage during the initial stages of the search, merely demonstrating
search efficiency comparable to that of other algorithms.
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Fig. 11. The iterative process of the top 5 algorithms.

Although DDW maintained a high level of exploratory freedom in the
early stages of the search, it demonstrated remarkable performance towards
the end of the search process by rapidly converging its population to the
optimal solution. Furthermore, the final search results achieved by DDW
surpassed those of all other algorithms. This exceptional performance can
be attributed to DDW's ability to effectively balance exploration and
exploitation strategies throughout the search process. In summary, the
DDW algorithm excels in maintaining population diversity and achieving
rapid convergence, thereby endowing it with a significant advantage in
addressing dynamic problems.

5. Discussions

In order to effectively construct personalized motion templates, we
employ optimization algorithms to search among multiple gait cycle time
series for the one with the minimum distance, which serves as the optimal
motion template. However, due to the fluctuations in human gait cycles, the
number of dimensions in the time series data varies. Traditional
optimization algorithms excel at solving problems with a fixed number of
dimensions, but lack the ability to evaluate fitness for dynamic problems.
To evaluate the distance between time series data with potentially different
numbers of dimensions, we utilize DTW and Euclidean distance (as shown
in Equation 13) to establish dynamic data mapping relationships across
dimensions, enabling these traditional optimization algorithms to search for
motion templates in multi-dimensional spaces with fixed numbers of
dimensions. Based on this, we further propose the DDW, which possesses
both dynamic dimensionality and cross-dimensional search capabilities.

In the application of optimization algorithms, the fitness function plays
a crucial role in transforming real-world problems into mathematical
models. For both cases of consistent and inconsistent dimensionality,
Equation 13 computes the total distance between two time series data
chains, the minimum distance corresponding to each dimension, and the
index set of dimension mappings. Traditional optimization algorithms only
utilize the total distance as the individual fitness value to assess dynamic
dimensionality problems. However, during the updating process, nearly all
traditional optimization algorithms adopt a uniform update approach for
individual dimension values. This uniform update method may lead to



situations where a single dimension is already close to the actual optimal
solution but gets overwritten during updates. Although some algorithms
(such as GA) can make adjustments to individual dimensions, this update
method is solely based on overall fitness and cannot provide fine-grained
evaluation and separate updates for individual dimensions.

In order to overcome the aforementioned limitations, we introduced an
innovative updating operation called ODC in DDW. This operation gathers
the optimal solutions on each dimension from the current population based
on the minimum distances calculated by Equation 13, forming ODS. Due
to the fact that local optimization processing may not necessarily achieve
global optimization, the ODS is not necessarily superior to the original
population. However, the ODS provides clear updating directions for other
individuals through its dimension optimization, ensuring the efficiency and
accuracy of population updates across dimensions. Actual test results
demonstrate that the ODS not only aids in rapidly narrowing the search
range for the actual optimal solution in the early stages of exploration but
also accelerates the decrease in the population's optimal fitness values.
Furthermore, the ODS provides new reference positions for population
updates, aiding in the avoidance of falling into local optimization traps.

Traditional optimization algorithms are limited by their mathematical
models, where the number of dimensions for all individuals must be
consistent, thus only allowing the search for optimal solutions in multi-
dimensional spaces with fixed dimensionality. The search space for
dimension dynamization problems consists of multiple multi-dimensional
spaces with fixed dimensionality, where the actual optimal solution may
exist in any of the multi-dimensional spaces with fixed dimensionality. To
overcome the limitation of traditional optimization algorithms unable to
search across dimensions, we utilize the dimension directions calculated by
Formula 13 as references, constructing temporal data chain mapping
relationships between different numbers of dimensions. This enables DDW
to transcend dimensionality restrictions and explore new possibilities in
multi-dimensional spaces undergoing dynamization. In contrast, traditional
optimization algorithms would need to resort to exhaustive search methods
to handle multi-dimensional spaces with varying numbers of dimensions in
order to achieve similar effects. Compared to traditional methods, DDW
significantly reduces the computational resources required. Furthermore,
comparative experimental results further validate the superiority of DDW,
as it can identify motion templates superior to those found by the other 31
optimization algorithms. This indicates that DDW possesses significant
advantages and potential in addressing dimension dynamization problems.

The overall search strategy of DDW is inspired by the principles of
various optimization algorithms. We draw inspiration from strategies akin
to prey hunting in WOA, applying them to "Part B" and "Part C" of the
algorithm, focusing respectively on the current DOS and the optimal
individual for exploration. Furthermore, we optimized the formula for
calculating the search step length (Formula 27) to help the population find
a balance between global and local searches.

Furthermore, we propose a random exploration method adaptable to
dynamic multidimensional spaces (Strategy C), assisting top individuals
("Part A") in the population to explore unknown domains. The process of
random exploration not only adjusts the values of each dimension but also
adjusts the number of dimensions to prevent the dimension count from
excessively approaching the optimal dimension count during the search
process. In the filtering process after each update, we persist in retaining
these individuals courageous in exploring unknown domains, enabling
them to participate in the next iteration update. Each population iteration of
DDW involves dual updates regarding dimension values and dimension

count. We believe that this dynamic updating mechanism continually

traversing dimensions is the optimal search approach for addressing the
issue of dynamic dimensionality.

The design intent of DDW is to address the problem of motion template
construction in dynamic multidimensional spaces, and its internal multiple
search strategies are customized specifically to deal with dynamic
dimensionality issues. Therefore, DDW is difficult to directly apply to
optimization problems with fixed dimensions solved by traditional
optimization algorithms, such as the CEC-2017 test functions. Further
testing and validation are needed for the performance of DDW on
traditional optimization problems and in broader fields.

In response to the dynamic dimensionality problem of motion template
construction, we propose the DDW algorithm, which possesses the
capability of searching across dimensions, aiming to overcome the
challenges faced by traditional optimization algorithms. Through
comprehensive analysis of test results, we observed that DDW exhibits
superior performance in dynamic dimensional search compared to
traditional optimization algorithms. Therefore, we firmly believe that this
algorithm provides a novel approach to addressing the dynamic
dimensionality problem.

6. Conclusions

In response to the dynamic dimension problem of constructing human
motion templates, we propose an optimization algorithm with the capability
of searching across dimensions—DDW. Compared to traditional fixed-
dimensional optimization problems, this problem requires searching in a
dynamic multi-dimensional space, where traditional optimization
algorithms are inadequate. DDW introduces a dimension-crossing mapping
mechanism, which effectively establishes connections between time data
chains with consistent and inconsistent dimensional quantities. This
mechanism endows traditional optimization algorithms with the capability
to evaluate dynamic dimension problems. Additionally, DDW further
develops a more precise capability for searching across dimensional spaces,
aiding populations in directly searching for optimal solutions throughout
the dynamic dimensional space. Finally, through comparative testing with
31 traditional optimization algorithms, the effectiveness of DDW in
efficiently constructing personalized human motion templates has been
validated.

As a new heuristic dynamic dimension optimization algorithm, DDW
has not yet been widely tested and validated in other fields. Therefore, we
aim to conduct further tests on DDW and optimize its search strategies to

enhance search efficiency.
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