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ABSTRACT

The schooling behavior of fish can be studied through simulations involving a large number of
interacting particles. In such systems, each individual particle is guided by behavior rules, which
include aggregation towards a centroid, collision avoidance, and direction alignment. The movement
vector of each particle may be expressed as a linear combination of behaviors, with unknown
parameters that define a trade-off among several behavioral constraints. A fitness function for
collective schooling behavior encompasses all individual particle parameters.

For a large number of interacting particles in a complex environment, heuristic methods, such as
evolutionary algorithms, are used to optimize the fitness function, ensuring that the resulting decision
rule preserves collective behavior. However, these algorithms exhibit slow convergence, making them
inefficient in terms of CPU time cost.

This paper proposes a CPU-efficient iterative (Cluster, Partition, Refine — CPR) algorithm for
estimating decision rule parameters for a large number of interacting particles. In the first step, we
employ the K-Means (unsupervised learning) algorithm to cluster candidate solutions. Then, we
partition the search space using Voronoi tessellation over the defined clusters. We assess the quality
of each cluster based on the fitness function, with the centroid of their Voronoi cells representing
the clusters. Subsequently, we refine the search space by introducing new cells into a number of
identified well-fitting Voronoi cells. This process is repeated until convergence.

A comparison of the performance of the CPR algorithm with a standard Genetic Algorithm reveals
that the former converges faster than the latter. We also demonstrate that the application of the CPR
algorithm results in a schooling behavior consistent with empirical observations.

Keywords Metaheuristics optimization - K-means clustering - Voronoi tessellation - Collective behavior simulation -
Individual-based modeling

1 Introduction

The proposed approach overcomes the slow-convergence weakness of stochastic algorithms due shrinkage of the search
space as the algorithm evolves, and hence, the probability of getting the optimal solution increase.

Simulating complex systems, such as schooling in fish, flocking in birds, and herding or crowding in mammals, provides
examples of collective behavior in animals. A simulation framework for understanding such collective behavior has been
based on an agent-based modeling approach, which remains an active area of research in computational simulations. In
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the Boid (or Relond) model [!] — one of the earliest of such models — each individual aligns its directional movement
with its neighbors, moves away from those neighbors who are too close to avoid collisions, and then flocks together.
Later extensions of the Boid model incorporate features such as avoidance of obstacles [2, 3] or predators [4, 5],
leadership [6, 7], field preference attraction [8, 9]. The directional heading (moving vector) of each individual boid
is determined by a weighted linear combination of the behavior rules, and the model’s complexity increases with an
increasing number of rules. A challenge in deriving realistic fish schooling behavior is how to choose the weights
(coefficients) associated with each rule.

Several stochastic optimization algorithms have been utilized to optimize flocking behaviors [7, 8, 10, 11]. In general,
Genetic Algorithms (GAs) are one of the most widely used stochastic algorithms [12]. GAs apply the principles of
natural evolution to the problem of finding an optimal solution [8, 12, 13]. In general, since the objective function
is defined based on the simulation output, the CPU-time cost can be very high when using stochastic algorithms,
especially for high-dimensional systems. Specifically for GAs, the rate of convergence (measured in CPU-time) is
strongly determined by the size and dimension of the parameter space. This is because the search space, when using a
GA, is static throughout the evolution process. In other words, the probability of obtaining the optimal solution, either
at the first generation or the last generation, is identical.

In this paper, we propose a new optimization algorithm to optimize fish schooling behavior rules by finding the optimal
weights of the fish moving vector. Our approach is based on an iterative process that utilizes the K-means algorithm [ 14,

] to generate clusters of candidate solutions from the search space. This is followed by a partitioning of the search
space using Voronoi tessellations [ 1 6], where the center of each Voronoi cell is defined by the centroid of the clustered
solutions embedded in that cell. We use the principles of natural evolution (selection, mutations, cross-over) to find the
optimal solution (Voronoi cell) from the resulting (clustered and partitioned) search space. The proposed approach
overcomes the slow-convergence weakness of stochastic algorithms due to the shrinkage of the search space as the
algorithm evolves, and hence, the probability of getting the optimal solution increases. This paper aims to demonstrate
the efficacy of the proposed algorithm in optimizing fish schooling behavior and its performance efficiency in terms of
the rate of convergence when compared to a conventional GA.

This paper is organized as follows: the description of fish schooling model is presented in Section 2, while the K-Means
algorithm and a description of Voroni tessellations are presented in Section 3. A detailed description of the CPR
algorithm, and proposed numerical experiments involving the application of the algorithm are presented in Section 4.
We discuss results from the numerical experiments in Section 5.

2 Description of fish schooling model

We follow the original Boid model [ 1], in which fish adhere to several interacting rules within a local range (see Fig. 1).
There is a cohesion rule that consists of two parts: (i) Collision avoidance, which represents a repulsive force ensuring a
minimum degree of separation between schoolmates (see Fig. 2a). (ii) School attraction, which exerts a positive force to
maintain the school’s formation within the region of interaction (see Fig. 2c). The combination of (i) and (ii) guarantees
that the school formation occurs within a mutual range. The cohesion force vector is denoted as £, and is defined in
Eq. (D).
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where . is the vector from the reference individual to the nearest schoolmate, rycep is the minimum safe distance to
avoid collision with a schoolmate, and ripteract 1S the maximum distance to interact (range of the region of interaction).
The alignment rule, which describes the propensity of an individual fish to move in alignment with the swimming
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Figure 1: Regions of interaction, 7in¢eract, and repulsion, 7xc.p, are centered on reference fish, r f (black dot).
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(a) Directional change (from black to green arrow) to avoid (b) Movement towards the centroid of positions where
too close schoolmates (red dots). schoolmates are located.

(c) Directional change (from black to blue arrow) to align
movement with schoolmates.

Figure 2: Fish local interaction rules — the reference individual fish r f (black dot) whose original direction (black
arrow) is influenced by neighboring fish (red and blue dots) whose movement directions are indicated by red and blue
arrows.

velocity of its schoolmates, is defined by the force vector F),_, as given in Eq.(2).

1
F, = EZ Ui = Uy, 2
i€R,
where u; and u,; are the velocity vectors of ¢ and reference fish r f, respectively, and R, is the set of n individuals
located within the interaction region r f.

In addition to the foregoing two rules (school cohesion and alignment), which act in reaction to the environment, we
can identify an attraction to stimuli (i.e., a positive force toward e.g food), and repulsion to risk sources (e.g predator)
[2]. The force vectors defining stimuli (attraction), F, ,, and risk (repulsion), Fy,, , are given by Eq.(3) and Eq. (4),
respectively, where u is the vector from the reference individual to the nearest stimuli sources, and u,. is the vector
from the reference individual to the nearest risk source.
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The ultimate movement vector V;.; of the = f individual fish is defined as a weighted combination of all the influencing
forces, which is expressed by Eq. 5,

V;f = WlFuc —‘r(.UQFua —I—nguf =+ +W4Fur )

where {wi}le, are the controlling weights that based on the spatiotemporal state of the individual surroundings.

3 K-means clustering and Voronoi tessellations

K-means is an unsupervised and non-deterministic learning algorithm widely used for clustering large datasets. It is
considered one of the simplest clustering algorithms [15, 17]. The algorithm works by initially assigning each data
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sample to the nearest centroid of a predefined number of centroids (k) within the dataset. The next step involves
calculating the correct centroid for each data partition group and reassigning the samples to their nearest new centroids.
This iterative process continues until there is no change in the centroids of the clusters [18, 19]. Figure 3 illustrates
an initial dataset and the resulting clusters. A Voronoi Diagram (VD)[20, 21] is defined as a set of Voronoi cells
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Figure 3: Illustration of K-means clustering

VD= {V(pl), V(p2), ..., V(pn) }, generated by the points p1, pa, ..., pn, Where, d is the Euclidean distance,

Vip:) = {x| d(z,p;) < d(z,p;) forj # z}

Voronoi cells are distinct, space-filling regions, and the size (volume or area) of each cell is inversely related to the
density of the generating points, as shown in Fig. 4 and 5. These characteristics of Voronoi cells are particularly
appealing for high-dimensional computations [22].
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Figure 4: Illustration of Voronoi tessellation
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(a) VD - 10 points (b) VD update — 11 points

Figure 5: Update of Voronoi diagram (VD) after adding an additional point (red dot) to the diagam in (a). The broken
red lines in (b) are the original boundaries of the cells before the new point is added.
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4 Optimization algorithms

4.1 Evolutionary adaptation

We present the CPR algorithm, which combines the Voronoi tessellation (TS) and K-means clustering algorithms to
quantify parameters (weights) associated with fish movement vectors. Algorithm 1 provides a skeletal representation of
our algorithm.

We partially adopt the principles of evolutionary algorithms when selecting the best candidate solutions. The genetic
principle of mutation is applied when searching for potentially better candidates, which defines the new generation of
solutions.

The algorithm is initiated by generating N random numbers, z, in the search space [0, 1)¢, where d is the dimension of
the search space. These numbers are then grouped into a predefined number of clusters, k& (where £ < V), and the
centroids ¢y are considered as candidate solutions for optimization. Next, we use Voronoi tessellation to divide the
search space into k sub-regions, denoted as Rjy. The suitability of each sub-region is evaluated using a predefined
performance assessment function (PAF), as discussed in the next subsection. For the next generation, we apply the
following three steps to each of the m chosen regions: generate N random numbers, create k clusters, generate k
sub-regions using Voronoi tessellation, and determine new candidates using the PAF.

In an approach similar to the Genetic Algorithm (GA) mutation process, we add random sub-regions from the worst
(k-m) sub-regions to the search space at each generation. Unlike traditional GA optimization, our approach reduces the
search space domain at each generation, facilitating faster convergence towards the optimal solution and its surroundings
(the optimal region).
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Figure 6: Schematic representation of the CPR algorithm: For each generation, random samples are generated from the
search space (SS) and clustered (centroids defined by blue dots). The SS is then partitioned into bounded regions (black
lines) using Voronoi tessellation. Finally, each region of the SS is evaluated based on the PAF of its centroid. Based
on the evaluation, regions are either removed from the search space (light red polygons) or promoted to become part of
the new SS (yellow and light green polygons). Regions with a high PAF' (green polygons) are accepted directly, while
regions with low PAF (yellow polygons) may be added to the SS through random selection.
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Algorithm 1 Pseudocode of CPR algorithem

1: Initialization
NumCand = 20;
k = NumCand,
D 1= [07 1)d
NumSubRegions = 1;
2: while max generations or optimal solution is found do
3:  Generate the solution candidates c;.:
4:  ParFor i+ 1,NumSubRegions
Generate:
N (large enough) number of random points 2 ~ Uniform(D;)
Cluster:
Find k number of clusters with centroids ¢, (solution candidates) using the k-means clustering algorithm.
Partition:
Construct k sub-regions Ry based on VT method.
5:  Evaluate Candidates:
ParFor i < 1, NumCand
PAF(i) = SimulateFishSchool(c;)
end for
6:  Selection:
select the best m candidates c,,,, and the
corresponding m regions R,,.
7:  Mutation:
Replace randomly p number of regions
(and their corresponding candidates c,) from the best R,,, by p number of regions
from the worst (NumCand - m) regions.

8:  Update parameters
NumSubRegions = K;
D;,=R;,Vi=1,2,...,k.
k=4

9: end while

4.2 Performance Assessment Function (PAF)

An optimal solution is one in which the derived (optimal) parameters result in schooling behavior that closely resembles
empirical observations. However, when applying heuristic algorithms to quantify fish behavior, defining a realistic
fitness function remains a challenge in behavioral ecology [23]. This paper adopts a fitness definition based on the
collective fitness of the schooling fish, measured in terms of schooling coherence and proximity to the destination (e.g.,
a food source). Therefore, the PAF, as defined in (6), represents the sum of individual fitness measures for each fish
within the simulation population.

PAF = > F(Fish;), (6)

VFish;€Population
where, for every individual fish, the function F consists of four components:

F=fi+tfot+tfst+fs @)

The first two components, f; and fs, are related to collective assessment — the degree of success in school formation. f;
is computed in (Eq. 8) by minimizing the divergence (angle) between the swimming velocity of the individual fish w, s
and the average velocity of schoolmates ..

fi=cos™? (uavg Urs ) (8)

[tavgll X [lurs|
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To assess the cohesion of the school and keeping it neither overcrowded nor scattered, we define the second component
of the performance assessment function as in (Eq.9)

Tkeep

2= 2 )
Tinteract (W) if ||U’CH > Tinteract

Tinteract —Tkeep

2
Tinteract (M—Tkeep) if ||U’CH S Tinteract

The third and fourth components, f3 and f4, assess the degree to which an individual fish successfully accomplishes
its task, i.e., reaching the destination. The function in (Eq. 10) minimizes the distance to the range, [rf, , 1y, ], of the
attracting source (e.g food), where ry, < r¢, < Iinteract-

l‘fl
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The fourth component, f,, is related to the individual fish risk. The function in (Eq. 11) is to minimize the risk of being
preyed on, where ryigk is the maximum risk distance, and is bounded as Iyeep < Iyisk < Tinteract-

2
f4 = (lr::kl o 1) if HUTH < Trisk (11)
0 Elsewhere

5 Discussion of results from numerical experiments

The primary goal of the numerical experiments was to demonstrate that parameters derived using the CPR algorithm
result in schooling behavior that closely resembles empirical observations.

All algorithms and simulations were implemented on the MATLAB b2020b platform, running on a PC with an Intel
Core i7, 2.6 GHz CPU, and 16 GB of RAM. To account for stochasticity, 20 independent runs were conducted for
each experiment. In each simulation, the school consisted of 100 individual fish whose initial locations were randomly
generated within the simulation domain. While, in general, 0 < 7yeep < Tinteract, OUr specific choices of the radii,
with 7 ¢eract = 3 cm and ryeep, = 1 cm, were arbitrary.

ﬁﬂAt iteration = 10|| CoG = ( 29.1655, 30.3926 ) ﬁﬂAt iteration = 100|| CoG = ( 29.141, 30.3126 ) ﬁﬂAt iteration = 300|| CoG = ( 29.1128, 30.313)
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Figure 7: Schooling without optimized behavior rules

The figures, Fig. 7 and Fig. 8, provide snapshots of the simulation results with and without CPR-based optimization.
It is evident that without optimizing the rules, the school aggregates initially. However, the school becomes stagnant
due to being caught between the attraction and repulsion forces (see Fig. 7). On the other hand, using CPR-based
optimization results in individual fish aggregating more quickly to form a larger group within the allowed distances,
aligning their swimming directions and moving collectively (see Fig. 8). In other words, the schooling fish behavior is
more realistic and closely resembles empirical observations. The density and size of the school of fish are determined
by the predefined range of interaction, which varies between species.
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Figure 8: Schooling with optimized behavior rules

5.1 CPR- vs GA- based optimization

We evaluated the performance of our algorithm by comparing its rate of convergence to an optimal solution with that
of a Genetic Algorithm (GA). The parameters used for the comparison simulations are listed in Table 1. The plot

Table 1: Optimization parameters

Parameter CPR GA
Population size 20 20
Search space R, C [0,1)4, [0,1)¢
Mutation rate 0.1 0.1
Selection rate 0.2 0.2

in Fig. 9 displays the results obtained from 100 generations, with data averaged across ten simulation runs at each
generation. The results clearly demonstrate that the CPR algorithm converges to the optimal solution more rapidly than
conventional optimization using the GA. This accelerated convergence, as previously explained in a prior section, can
be attributed to the narrowing of the search space as the algorithm evolves. Consequently, candidate solution spaces
(Voronoi cells) achieve higher probabilities of containing the optimal solution at each generation.
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Figure 9: Comparison of performance profiles: CPR vs GA algorithms.

6 Conclusion

In this paper, we introduced a CPU-efficient iterative search algorithm (CPR) for optimizing the decision rule parameters
governing fish collective schooling behaviors. The CPR algorithm leverages unsupervised learning techniques and
Voronoi tessellation to effectively partition and refine the search space. The algorithm was tested by simulating the
collective schooling behavior of a large number of interacting particles. The results demonstrate that the schooling
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behavior generated by the CPR algorithm closely aligns with empirical observations. Furthermore, the CPR algorithm
exhibits faster convergence compared to a standard Genetic Algorithm. Overall, the CPR algorithm presents a promising
approach for efficiently simulating large-scale particle interactions.
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