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Abstract

Optimal locomotion and efficient traversal of extraterrestrial rovers in dynamic terrains and environ-
ments is an important problem statement in the field of planetary science and geophysical systems.
Designing a superlative and efficient architecture for the suspension mechanism of planetary rovers is
a crucial step towards robust rovers. This paper focuses on the Rocker-Bogie mechanism, a standard
suspension methodology associated with foreign terrains. After scrutinizing the available previous
literature and by leveraging various optimization and global minimization algorithms, this paper
offers a novel study on mechanical design optimization of a rover’s suspension mechanism. This
paper presents extensive tests on Simulated Annealing, Genetic Algorithms, Swarm Intelligence tech-
niques, Basin Hoping and Differential Evolution, while thoroughly assessing every related hyper
parameter, to find utility-driven solutions. We also assess Dual Annealing and subsidiary algorithms
for the aforementioned task while maintaining an unbiased testing standpoint for ethical research.
Computational efficiency and overall fitness are considered key valedictory parameters for assess-
ing the related algorithms, emphasis is also given to variable input seeds to find the most suitable
utility-driven strategy. Simulated Annealing (SA) was obtained empirically to be the top perform-
ing heuristic strategy, with a fitness of 760, which was considerably superior to other algorithms and
provided consistent performance across various input seeds and individual performance indicators.

Keywords: Optimization algorithms, Swarm Intelligence, Rocker-Bogie Mechanism, Design Optimization,
Evolutionary Algorithms.
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1 Introduction

The efficient traversal of a given mobile robot
in varying environments, the type of locomotion
used plays an essential role. This paper aims
to build on the existing technologies and pro-
vide a novel comparative analysis for the task of
design optimization of a planetary rover’s suspen-
sion mechanism. Due to the recent advents in the
field of robotics, and the translation of fixed base
robots to autonomous systems, interpreting the
optimal method of locomotion that is robust to
terrain differences is key for the accurate function-
ing of a planetary rover [1]. The task of improving
a rover’s functionality can be improved by using
optimization paradigms in conjunction with a rig-
orously developed objective function that takes
into consideration the simulatory data for the
rover’s associated commissions. With the advent
of computational technologies, predictive analysis
[2], and the multi-objective use of optimization [3],
various algorithms can be leveraged for the said
problem statement. The design optimization task
can be treated as a numeric global minimization
or maximization problem due to the multivari-
ate nature of the fitness equation [1]. The paper
[1] leveraged a Genetic Algorithm for the said
task and formulated an objective function. Due
to the advancements and refinements presented
in the recent literature, extensive experiments
can be conducted by improving the fitness con-
straints and the related optimization algorithms,
which work for maximizing fitness. The article
[4] depicted Particle Swarm Optimization for a
related task and proved successful results, this
paper also motivated and justified the direction
of comparing PSO with Genetic algorithms. As
the Mars Rover is a mobile robot, the wheel sus-
pension system of the rover is most crucial. It
allows for movement, mobility, and stability of the
robot while it is traveling through a Mars envi-
ronment. The rover must be able to traverse over
obstacles of at least half its wheel diameter and
keep its stability on slopes or another rough or
hazardous terrain. The rover must be dependable
since it must endure dust, corrosion, strong winds,
and drastic temperature variations. The major-
ity of rovers are powered by batteries that are
replenished during the day by solar panels. As
a result, the rover must orient itself so that the
solar energy obtained is maximized. The rover’s

movement mechanism is critical for it to achieve
its goals, perform experiments, collect data, and
position itself. In general, there are three forms
of rover movement: wheeled, legged, and caterpil-
lar locomotion [31] [32]. The primary distinction
between various types of planetary robots is the
sort of locomotion system. Even though many-
legged and hybrid robots have been described in
the literature, most researchers continue to con-
centrate on wheeled locomotion for rovers. The
rocker-bogie mechanism is the preferred design
for the suspension system of a wheeled plane-
tary rover. This process has been given in several
forms in the literature. The suspension arrange-
ment in the Rocky7 Rover [33] is identical, but
only the front wheels are guided. The Nomad
[34] use a rocker-bogie system with four steerable
wheels hung from two bogies. To overcome obsta-
cles, the CRAB Rover [35] uses two parallel bogie
systems on each side. The article [7] optimize a
simplified quasi-static model of the Shrimp, a six-
wheeled rover. The motor torques are tuned to
decrease wheel slip, which reduces odometric error
and power consumption. Given an initial solution,
the optimization finds an optimum in the con-
fined solution space [23]. The paper [14] develop
a mathematical model to optimize rover suspen-
sion settings that dictate the rocker-bogie shape.
The goal is to reduce energy consumption, verti-
cal displacement of the rover’s center of mass, and
pitch angle. A sequential quadratic programming
algorithm is used by the authors. The paper [7]
propose a method for optimizing individual wheel
ground contact forces. The goal is to maximize
traction while minimizing power usage.

2 Fitness Parameters

2.1 Stability

Stability is one of the essential factors either to
plan trajectories, generate velocity commands, or
monitor the stability margin online. Depending
on the velocity of the rover, there are two meth-
ods used to calculate stability can be static or
dynamic. In this paper, we have used Static Sta-
bility (SS) to calculate the stability of the rover
[5]. Further, Static Stability (SS) is classified into
two approaches Static and Geometric approaches
as illustrated in Fig1.



Fig. 1 Model comparison for evaluating stability [5].

Fig. 2 Lateral stability of the rover [5].

θSS = αtan
(yrear

z

)
(1)

Lateral stability is calculated by calculating
the smallest allowable angle on the slope before
the rover flips over. If this angle is less than the
maximum angle of inclination on the slope at
the wheel-terrain contact sites, lateral stability is
assured. Geometrically, the angles θl and θr are
obtained as shown in Fig2.

θSS = αtan
(xrear

z

)
(2)

The vehicle has longitudinal stability when all
wheels make ground contact and the condition
Ni > 0 is met, where Ni is the normal force at
ith wheel which can be seen in Fig3. The total
stability angle θstab may be calculated using the
formula.
θstab = min(θr, θl)
Hence, if the total stability is θstab ≥ α, then the
rover’s lateral stability is achieved.

2.2 Power Consumption

Since extraterrestrial rovers are powered by solar
energy and should not require recharging or bat-
tery replacement throughout the operation, the
rover’s power consumption must be kept to a mini-
mum. The power consumed by a DC motor-driven
wheeled rover employing PWM (Pulse Width
Modulation) amplifiers may be determined by the
power dissipation in the motor resistances, which
can be used to build an optimization criterion
for minimal power consumption [36]. The rover’s
power consumption is proportional to the motor
torque represented as,

P =
Rmg

2
m

K2
t

n∑
i=1

τ2i (3)

where R is the resistance of the motor, Kt is
the torque constant of the motor, n is the gear
ratio of the motor, and τ is the torque applied by
the ith wheel. Considering [6] the traction force Ti



Fig. 3 Longitudinal stability of the rover [5].

may therefore be related to the power usage and
r is the wheel radius.

P =
Rmg

2
mr

2

K2
t

n∑
i=1

T 2
i (4)

On flat terrain with low wheel sinkage, assum-
ing that the tractive force is equal to the product
of the applied wheel torque and the wheel radius.
As a result, the control algorithm should strive to
decrease P in order to reduce power consumption.

2.3 Traction and Slip

The force that generates movement between a
body and a tangential surface is known as traction
force. The rover must maintain appropriate wheel
traction in tough terrain. The rover will be unable
to climb over obstacles or steep slopes if traction
is too low. When traction is absurdly high, the
vehicle must use a significant amount of energy in
order to overcome the force and move as shown
in Fig4. Slip occurs when the traction force at a
point of contact between a wheel and the ground
exceeds the product of the normal force and the
friction coefficient.

As a result, if the condition Ti ≤ µNi is met,
no-slip occurs. In actuality, determining the cor-
rect friction coefficient for the interaction of two
surfaces is quite difficult. As an approximation of
the friction coefficient, a virtual friction coefficient
is computed as an approximation of the friction
coefficient, according to [7], as the ratio of trac-
tion to normal force at a single point of contact
between a wheel and the ground.

µ∗ = maxi

{
Ti
Ni

}
(5)

The parameter µ is analogous to a friction coef-
ficient. No-slip happens if µ∗ ≤ µ the condition is
met. As a result, µ∗ is intended to be minimized.
According to [7] [8], the optimum solution is found
if µ∗ is equal for all n wheels.

The rear wheels have the greatest chance of
slipping while climbing the obstacle. This slippage
results in a lack of traction force transfer from
the rear to the front wheels. As a result, all of
the wheels slips should be minimized. Because the
focus of this study is on front leg-wheel design,
we assume the remaining five rear wheels are
on a level surface, each generating traction force

Ti. The virtual friction coefficient µ∗ =
{
Ti

Ni

}
is

defined to analyze the possibility of wheel slippage
in order to avoid wheel slip.

2.4 Sinkage

Wheel sinkage is defined as the distance between
the lowest point of the wheel in the soil and the
horizontal flat ground. Sinkage can occur as a
rover travels over uneven terrain, depending on
the qualities of the soil as well as the weight,
geometry, and form of the wheels. The geometry
of the vehicle is optimized in order to decrease
the maximum sinkage of the wheels in the terrain.
Considering [9] an experimentally derived formula
for the maximum sinkage experienced by a rigid
wheel in weak soil.

zrw =

(
3Wwcosθ(

3− n
)(
kc + bwkφ

)√
dw

) 2
(2n+1)

(6)



Fig. 4 Wheel terrain interaction [5].

Fig. 5 Sinkage model of a rigid rolling wheel in soft soil [9].

Wong [10] compiled soil attributes for several
soils and used them to describe the soil. To com-
pute the sinkage of the rover’s wheel, we selected
dry sand as the soil type.

According to the aforementioned in Fig5 load
per wheel is denoted as Ww, Kc is cohesive mod-
ulus soil deformation,Kφ is the frictional modulus
of soil deformation, n is an exponent of soil defor-
mation, c is coverage of wheel, dw is diameter and
bw is breath of wheel.

2.5 Pitch Variation

The chassis is vital in maintaining the average
pitch angles of both rockers by allowing both rock-
ers to move as needed. According to the acute
design, one end of a rocker has a driving wheel
and the other end is pivoted to a bogie, which pro-
vides the requisite motion and degree of freedom
[11]. The pitch angle of the chassis θ where γ in
the equation is the inclination angle of the rocker
linkage.

θ =
γ1 + γ2

2
(7)

The rover’s pitch angle should have very little
variation. A differential mechanism connects the
two rocker-bogies. As it goes over rough terrain,
the rover’s pitch is the average of the two rocker
deflections [12].

2.6 Geometric Trafficability

The capability of the terrain under consideration
to offer mobility for a specific set of vehicles is
referred to as trafficability. The ability to antici-
pate trafficability is dependent on a combination
of vehicle’s related criteria as well as those linked
to terrain cover and substrate material [13]. Inad-
equate geometric trafficability became a key cause
of mobility loss. The terrain would not readily
impede with the rocker because its swinging scope
is significantly larger than that of the bogie [14].
The bogie is subjected to a geometric trafficability
analysis. The terrain geometry size and suspension
parameters, which are primarily the position of
the point P and the ground clearance c, determine
the geometry trafficability of the bogie. When the
bogie passes the obstacle with height h and the
rear wheel just makes contact with the barrier, the
position of the bogie simply maintains in touch



Table 1 Geophysical property of dry sand
[10].

Soil Type Moisture Content n Kc Kφ c φ

Dry Sand 0% 1.10 0.1 3.9 0.15 28◦

Fig. 6 Change in pitch angle of Rocker-Bogie.

with the step for the least constrained position, as
illustrated in Fig7.

zt =
s√(

r
√
s2−h2+

(
h−r
)
h(

h−r
)√

s2−hs−hr

)2

+ 1

(8)

According to [1], [7], zt is the maximum verti-
cal distance between the center of the wheels and
the edge of the barrier, where r is the wheel radius
and h and s are geometric factors. If the parame-
ter zt is greater than or equal to the rover’s ground
clearance, geometric trafficability is achieved.

2.7 Load Equalisation

Equal load distribution across all n wheels ensures
that all wheels have the same working conditions.
Fig8 depicts the rocker-bogie suspension’s two-
dimensional mechanics concept. The entire weight
of the rover body is Gb, whereas the proportional
weight from the rocker-bogie mechanism operat-
ing on wheel i is Gi. As indicated by [14], a
quasi-static force balancing is performed, and the
conditions xb = 3/2(xc) and xc = 1

2 (x1 + x2) are
derived from load equalization. Weights G, nor-
mal forces N and traction forces T are shown
in Fig8. To maximize load equalization, certain
geometrical constraints for the suspension system
are applied. This study emphasises on the latter
condition which correlated to xc.

3 Optimization Algorithms

With the advent of computing technologies, opti-
mization has become an integral part of computer-
aided design activities and can be leveraged for
the proposed task. An optimization algorithm can
be recapitulated as a process that is executed iter-
atively by comparing various solutions until an
optimum or satisfactory solution is encountered
[15]. For optimizing the overall design of a Rocker
Bogie mechanism, a fitness function, and the cor-
responding additive inverse, the objective function
is formulated and minimized using various related
algorithms. This paper leverages various heuris-
tic algorithms, which are explained in further
subsections.

3.1 Particle Swarm Optimization

Particle swarm optimization (PSO) [16] is a basic
bio-inspired technique for searching for an optimal
solution in the solution space. It differs from other
optimization methods in that it requires only the
objective function and is not reliant on the gradi-
ent or any differential form of the goal, with fewer
hyperparameters [16], [37], [38]. As portrayed in
the original paper, sociobiologists consider a flock
of birds or a school of fish that moves in a group
“can profit from the experience of all other mem-
bers” [17]. In other words, if a bird is flying about
aimlessly looking for food, all of the birds in the
flock may share their discoveries and assist the
entire flock to have the most significant hunt [39].

A flock of birds is a fantastic illustration of
animal collective behavior since they fly in large
numbers and seldom crash with each other. A



Fig. 7 The Geometric Trafficability of the Bogie [1].

Fig. 8 Load Equalisation on n Wheels [1].

flock moves smoothly and is coordinated as though
it is commanded by something other than the
flock’s leader. A flock of birds is a swarm intelli-
gence model, and the birds in it follow particular
rules and regulations [17]. The regulations are as
follows:

1. Every bird makes an effort to avoid colliding
with other birds.

2. Every bird goes in the direction of the closest
bird.

3. Birds attempt to keep an equal spacing between
themselves.

4. A bird communicates with its neighbors.

Agents are particles in the optimization task
parameters space in the PSO. Particles have a
location and a velocity vector on each iteration.
The relevant objective function value for each
position of a particle is determined, and depending

on that value, a particle changes its position and
velocity according to particular regulations. PSO
is a method of stochastic optimization. It does not
update current populations but instead operates
with a single static population whose members
continuously improve as they learn more about
the search space. The position updates and the
velocity updates are carried out using the follow-
ing equations (9), (10) respectively. The term X
implicated the position and v implicates velocity
corresponding to the numeric t, Gbest implicates
the entities associated with the best perform-
ing particle in a generation, and C and ω are
constants.

XP

(
t
)

= Xt−1 + vP
(
t
)

(9)



XP

(
t
)

= Xt−1 + vP
(
t
)
vp
(
t
)

= ω ∗ vP
(
t
)

+C1 ∗ rand() ∗
[
XPbest −X

(
t− 1

)]
+C2 ∗ rand() ∗

[
XGbest −X

(
t− 1

)] (10)

For a better understanding of PSO, a graphical
description of the steps incorporated for reaching
optimality is mentioned below in figure 9.

3.2 Genetic Algorithm

A genetic algorithm (GA) as used in the papers
[19], [43], [42], [41], [40] is a search heuristic based
on Charles Darwin’s idea of natural selection. This
algorithm is modeled after the said process, in
which the fittest individuals are chosen for repro-
duction to generate offspring for the following
generation. The natural selection process begins
with the selection of the fittest individuals from
a population. The generated offspring inherit the
qualities of their parents and are passed on to the
next generation. If parents are more fit, the gener-
ated offspring will have a higher fitness value than
their parents and have a greater chance of survival.
This technique is repeated indefinitely until a gen-
eration of the fittest individuals is discovered. The
selection phase’s goal is to choose the fittest indi-
viduals and allow them to pass on their genes to
the next generation. Individuals with high fitness
have a better probability of being chosen for repro-
duction. The most important phase in a genetic
algorithm is crossover. For each pair of parents
to be mated, a crossover point is picked at ran-
dom from within the genes. Some of the genes in
a particular newly generated offspring can be sus-
ceptible to a mutation with a low random chance.
Mutation happens to preserve population vari-
ety and to prevent premature convergence. If the
population has converged, the algorithm will ter-
minate. The genetic algorithm has then delivered
a collection of solutions to our objective function,
the underlying functionalities are mentioned in the
figure 10.

3.3 Differential Evolution

Differential evolution (DE) [21] is a method in
evolutionary computing that optimizes a problem
by iteratively attempting to enhance a candidate
solution concerning a given measure of quality.

These approaches are usually referred to as meta-
heuristics since they make little or no assumptions
about the issue to be solved and may search very
huge areas of potential solutions. Metaheuristics
such as DE, on the other hand, do not guarantee
an optimum solution. DE is used to optimize mul-
tidimensional real-valued functions but does not
employ the gradient of the issue being optimized,
which means DE does not require the optimization
problem to be differentiable, as gradient descent
and quasi-newton techniques do. As a result, DE
may be applied to optimization problems that are
not even continuous, vary over time, and have
constituent noise [22].

DE optimizes a problem by storing a popu-
lation of candidate solutions and producing new
ones by merging old ones using simple equations,
and then keeping whatever candidate solution has
the greatest score or fitness on the optimiza-
tion issue at hand. The optimization problem is
regarded as a black box that only provides a mea-
sure of quality given a candidate solution, and the
gradient is therefore unnecessary.

3.4 Simulated Annealing

Simulated annealing (SA) as depicted in the
papers [23], [45] can be explained as a proba-
bilistic procedure for approximating the global
optimum of a given function. Specifically, it is
a metaheuristic to approximate global optimiza-
tion in a considerable search space for an opti-
mization problem [44]. The algorithm’s name is
derived from metallurgy’s annealing procedure,
which involves heating and controlled cooling of
a material to change its physical characteristics.
Both are material properties that are determined
by their thermodynamic free energy [24]. It is
often used when the search space is discrete, com-
monly seen in the boolean satisfiability problem,
the traveling salesman problem, job-shop schedul-
ing, and protein structure prediction. Simulated
Annealing may be preferable to exact algorithms
such as gradient descent or branch.

3.5 Basin-Hopping

Basin-hopping [25] is a global optimization
approach in applied mathematics that iterates
by randomly perturbing coordinates, conducting
local optimization, and accepting or rejecting new
coordinates depending on a minimized function



Fig. 9 Schematics related to PSO flowchart [18].

value. It is a particularly helpful approach for
global optimization in very high-dimensional land-
scapes, such as determining the minimal energy
structure for molecules. The algorithm is greatly
influenced by Monte-Carlo Minimization [26] and
can be described as an incremented and improved
version of the former.

3.6 Dual Annealing

Dual Annealing (DA) available from [27] is a
stochastic global optimization process that is
an implementation of the traditional simulated
annealing (CSA) algorithm [24]. It is based on
the generalized simulated annealing (GSA) [28]
technique which was previously mentioned. It
combines the annealing schedule (the pace at
which the temperature lowers during algorithm
iterations) of ”fast simulated annealing” (FSA)
with the probabilistic acceptance of an alternative
statistical process known as ”Tsallis statistics.”
As a result, it is intended for objective func-
tions with a nonlinear response surface. It falls
under the paradigm of stochastic optimization

methods, which means that it employs random-
ization throughout the search process and that
each iteration of the search may yield a different
solution.

3.7 Simplicial Homology Global
Optimisation

This subsection provides a summarised descrip-
tion of Simplicial Homology Global Optimisation
(SHGO) available at [27], the algorithm utilizes
concepts from combinatorial integral homology
theory to find sub-domains which are, approxi-
mately, locally convex and provides characteriza-
tions of the objective function as the algorithm
progresses. The SHGO algorithm is appropriate
for solving general-purpose NLP and black-box
optimization problems to global optimality (low
dimensional problems) [29]. This class of opti-
mization is also known as CDFO (constrained
derivative-free optimization). While most of the
theoretical advantages of SHGO are only proven
when the function to be optimized is a Lipschitz
smooth function. The algorithm is also proven
to converge to the global optimum for the more



Fig. 10 Schematics and corresponding GA flowchart [20].

general case where the objective function is non-
continuous, non-convex, and non-smooth for the
original sampling method [29].

4 Experiments

This section presents an empirical analysis of
the mentioned algorithms, the experiments are
performed in identical conditions with the same
value bounds and cost function, the algorithms
were deployed using the SciPy [27] and Scikit-Opt
used in [30] toolkits for a thorough analysis. To
evaluate the different optimization strategies, two
parameters, namely the fitness value and the best
probable execution time are taken.

The geometry of the simplified model is to be
optimized during the rocker-bogie optimization is
based on the objective function stated in equation
(11).

fitness = w1sµ
∗ + w2ε

∗
µ + w3

(
s− 1

)
P

+w4clat + w5clong + w6

(
ε1
)

+ w7ctraff

+w8zrw + w9θrover)

(11)

as stated in Table 2, where w1 to w9 are the
weights. The virtual friction coefficient is denoted
by the parameter µ∗. The difference in virtual fric-
tion coefficient at each location is minimized by
reducing the error.

The fitness equation utilized is similar to that
in the original study, with the exception that one
of the Load equalization factors, ε1, is removed
owing to an assumption that Xb1 and Xb2 are
equal to Xb, as described in the relevant literature
[1].

The weight of each wheel is reduced, result-
ing in identical working conditions for everyone. P
stands for power consumption and is proportional



Table 2 Performance Metrics Weights for
the Optimization Series [1].

Weight No. w1 w2 w3 w4 w5 w6 w7 w8 w9

Weight -2 -2 2 1 5 -3 2 -1 -1

Table 3 The Optimization Variables Upper (UB) and Lower (LB) Bound [1].

Variables Xr Yr Zr γrb Xb1 Yb1 Xb2 Yb2 Lrb j c

LB(mm) 100 100 100 90[deg] 100 100 100 100 20 50 1[-]
UB(mm) 500 300 200 180[deg] 200 300 200 300 100 500 5[-]

to it. Traction should be maximised on rocky ter-
rain, while power consumption should be kept to
a minimum on smooth ground. This is ensured by
the switching function s, which is expressed as

s =

{
1 , if max

(
| α |

)
> C

0 , otherwise
(12)

Where αi is the degree of inclination of the ter-
rain at each wheel-terrain contact point.C is an
arbitrary threshold that determines whether the
terrain is deemed rough or benign. In addition,
clat, clong, and ctraff are parameters that are high
(= 1000) if lateral stability, longitudinal stability,
and trafficability are provided, and zero otherwise.
In order to guarantee load equalisation, parame-
ters ε1 and ε2 should be decreased. Sinkage zrw
and θrover pitch rover are kept to a minimum.
As indicated in Fig1 and Fig11 , the geometri-
cal parameters of the rocker-bogie model, as well
as the gear ratio j of the differential mechanism
linking both rocker-bogies, must be optimised.

5 Results

The rigid wheels are 170 mm in diameter (dw) and
75 mm wide (bw). The rover is travelling over sand,
and the maximum barrier height to be climbed ish
= 170 mm, which is equal to the diameter of the
wheel. As indicated in Table 4, all performance
metrics are weighted.

It can be concluded that using PSO did give
superior performance when compared with the
genetic algorithm, showcasing an increase in the
fitness value and extreme computational inexpen-
siveness with an 89.67% decrease in execution

time. The most computationally expensive algo-
rithm turned out to be SHGO while DA illustrated
the opposite. For analyzing the performance of an
optimization algorithm, based on the permissibil-
ity of an input seed, four strategies are employed,
namely:

1. Initializing using the Lower Bound.
2. Initializing using the Upper Bound.
3. Initializing using the Boundary Mean.
4. Initializing using a random data point between

the boundary conditions.

The graphical description of the said inquiry is
mentioned below along with the related algorithm
abbreviations and the obtained fitness value.

Through Table 4, a multitude of information
can be obtained, the algorithm SA was robust to
the input seed value and gave an identical per-
formance on each iteration, similar inferences can
also be obtained for DE and DA. Basin Hopping
on the other hand depicted utmost variance, where
two input scenarios failed to find the minima and
gave a negative fitness value, hence questioning
the robustness and the algorithms susceptibility.
For further assessing and validating the perfor-
mance of each algorithm concerning evolutionary
iterations, multiple graphs were obtained. Each
graph shows a comparative analysis based on the
value obtained by the best individual in a genera-
tion or the final value at a particular iteration. The
term generation is mainly applicable to PSO and
GA, however for algorithms that do not deploy
multiple agents, the term iteration is also depicted
as a generation. Each methodology is tested for
100 generations and charts are obtained for each
feasible metric and parameter. The performance



Fig. 11 All Geometrical Parameters are shown in the Rocker-Bogie Geometry Model.

metrics associated with alpha or the angle of
inclination, are avoided due to the constituent
randomness and its effect on the graphical descrip-
tion. The final values for the relevant performance
metrics and algorithms are mentioned below in
Table 5.

Fig. 12 Multi-line plot for the Power performance metric.

As the paper’s initial motivation implicated
the utility of PSO as a replacement for GA, the
superior performance of SA for the objective func-
tion, and for maintaining a concise display of
information these three algorithms are used. From
Fig12 it can be inferred that for the metric Power
the final generational entity was similar for GA
and SA with a 10.07% difference, however, PSO
showed an 87.14%, 84.28% disparity respectively.

Fig. 13 Multi-line plot for the ε1 performance metric.

The above-mentioned graph in Fig13 impli-
cates a similar performance of SA, PSO with only
a 0.198% difference, however, when these algo-
rithms were compared to the genetic equivalent, a
12.97%, 13.17% disparity was obtained. Consider-
ing the -3 weight value associated with Epsilon1,
the impact of PSO, SA, and GA on the fitness was
‘635.58’, ‘633.06’, and ‘487.65’ respectively.

Fig. 14 Multi-line plot for the θrover performance metric.

The empirical performance analysis for this
metric was extremely consistent across the three
constituent algorithms, depicting negligible vari-
ance in comparison with the other relevant met-
rics. The above can also be inferred by Fig14.
The individual components or integral parameters
were also thoroughly assessed by using a graphical
description. The optimal converged values by the
three highly relevant algorithms, PSO, GA, and
SA are mentioned below in Table 6.

When the performances of various parameters
were plotted against a total of 100 scaled genera-
tions, a multitude of parameters depicted similar
value trends for all the heuristics, however, the
parameters Xb , γrb , Zr, and Lrb stood out
the most. The aforementioned statement can be
validated by assessing the figures 15, 16, 17, 18.

From the corresponding graph illustrated in
Fig15 for the Xr parameter, multiple similarities
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Table 5 Final converged values of multiple
heuristic strategies for performance metrics.

Performance Metric PSO GA SA

Power 74.8x109 5.14x109 6.38x109

ε1 −211.86 −162.55 −211.02
Theta Rover 175.22 167.98 171.48

Fig. 15 Xr through 100 scaled generation

Fig. 16 γrb through 100 scaled generations, a clear simi-
larity between the final optimal values can be observed

can be obtained for SA and it’s swarm equivalent
as they converged to the final value in extremely
few, initial generations, however, GA failed to
offer performance-based optimality. The values
ranged from 100 to 350 which is analogous to the
aforementioned constraints, by being a subset of
[100,500].

Only the values associated with Lrb, and γrb
were obtained to be identical or similar across all
the heuristic approaches, with negligible dispari-
ties and differences when validated against other
parameters.

6 Conclusion

This paper outlines the design of a quasi-static
rocker-bogie suspension system for an extrater-
restrial rover, as well as the identification of
numerous performance indicators that must be
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Fig. 17 Corresponding graph for Lrb, the following test
offers deeper insight and performance-based correlation
between the three algorithms.

Fig. 18 Graphical description of Zr, the only geometrical
parameter which depicted a different performance for all
the heuristic approaches.

improved if the rover is to fulfill its jobs and
achieve its objectives as efficiently as feasible.
Through thorough empirical analysis, we were
able to conclude the use of Simulated Anneal-
ing concerning other state-of-the-art approaches.
Based on our initial assumption and motivation
regarding the use of PSO, we thoroughly assess
the said algorithm and obtain superior results in
comparison to the baseline Genetic Algorithm.
Tests were conducted to check the modality and
nature of heuristic approaches on varied inputs
from the possible hyperspace space defined by
the constraints, these tests corresponded to the
robustness estimation and also offer insights on
its corresponding utility. Various performance
metrics, geometrical parameters, and their related
historical values through 100 scaled generations
or iterations are plotted to accurately understand
the trends associated with the implementations.
The best performing heuristic approach was
obtained to be SA with a fitness of 760, which
was relatively superlative when compared to
other algorithms, and offered a consistent perfor-
mance across variable input seeds and individual
performance metrics. For the future we aim to



leverage various optimization and minimization
algorithms as an added layer to standard swarm
intelligence algorithms, further testing the associ-
ated input seed functionalities.
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