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in several applications. However, this formalism has not yet been tested in most recent
bio-inspired algorithms as an evaluation function. Thus, this paper presents a study of

ﬁmgﬁ;mpy seven of the most promising bio-inspired algorithms recently proposed (a maximum one

Non-Extensive theory decade), from this entropy applied to the multi-thresholding segmentation of medical im-

Bio-Inspired algorithms ages. The results show the range of values of g, the so-called non-extensivity parameter of

Medical image segmentation the Tsallis entropy, for which the algorithms tested here have their best performance. It is

Optimization also demonstrated that the Firefly algorithm (FFA) is the one that obtained the best per-
formance in terms of segmentation, and Grey Wolf Optimizer (GWO) presents the fastest
convergence.

© 2020 Elsevier B.V. All rights reserved.

1. Introduction

In recent decades, several computational applications with high temporal complexity have been faced through the use
of optimization algorithms inspired by the animal behavior of several species, the so-called bio-inspired algorithms. Among
the best known are the PSO [1], simulated annealing [2], ant colony [3], taboo search [4], fire-fly [5] and cuckoo search [6].
However, due to their great practical success, more algorithms with proven efficiency have been proposed in the last decade
than in the entire history of the optimization area. Recent examples can be seen as Krill Herd [7], Grey Wolf [8], Elephant
Herding [9], Whale [10] and Grasshopper [11], to name a few.

One of the areas that has benefited from that development is the computer vision area, specifically for applications in-
volving segmentation of images based on several thresholds, or multi-thresholding, where the goal is to find a partition
of one-dimensional space of luminances in d-thresholds, resulting in a final process known as multi-segmentation. How-
ever, for values of d > 1, brute-force solutions with optimal results are computationally costly. On the other hand, for the
same dimensions d > 1, bio-inspired optimization algorithms achieve similar results to those achieved by the brute-force
approaches (which test all possible combinations of the search space) but with computational time much acceptable, which
makes them more attractive.
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In practice, among the applications that have most demanded this type of approach are applications of medical field,
where the volume of images is generally not feasible for manual segmentation or even for the use of brute-force solutions.
In addition, medical imaging presents another factor that requires fully automated segmentation: such images are generally
best evaluated with the use of multi-segmentation (d > 1), which generally separates regions of interest of an image for later
independent and correlated analyzes. An example are brain regions, generally observed under Computer Tomography (CT),
fMRI (functional Magnetic Resonance Image) or histologically evaluated through microscopic acquisition. In these images,
it is common to observe several regions of interest coexisting in the same scene, such as tumoral regions, bones, arterial,
muscular regions or the vast area known as glia, which for many decades was supposed to function only to support the
physical brain structure.

Despite the major scientific development based on brain imaging, a more accurate recognition and assessment of such
regions still requires a lot of work and advancement in terms of computational technology, especially image segmentation.
A recent paper from neuroscience area [12] comments that, according to the Federative Community for Anatomical Termi-
nology (FCAT), 97% of the subcortical regions still fall into the denomination called unknown earth. On the other hand, a
basic calculation indicates that, at the current rate of histological mapping, the completion of the work will occur only in
1200 years! [12].

However, the use of multi-thresholding for medical image partitioning is mainly justified as they are composed of regions
with unpredictable topologies, meaning that they are usually images without a human-interpretable cognitive structure, as
opposed to natural scenes that can be separated in clusters of regions according to rules of human visual recognition system.
In addition, thresholding algorithms are usually easy to implement and execute.

Considering then the bio-inspired algorithms applied to multi-segmentation images, the rules for the use of evaluation
functions of these algorithms, which guide their results, have also been the issue of scientific discussion for several decades.
For multi-segmentation of medical images specifically, traditional entropies such as Shannon [13], Kapur [14] or Otsu method
[15] have been frequently used as kernels of these functions.

However, more recently, some authors have demonstrated that the non-extensive Tsallis entropy is a promise alternative.
This new kind of entropy generalizes the traditional Boltzman-Gibbs-Shannon entropy though by including the so-called
non-extensivity parameter g, which allows a topological fitting on the probability distribution of the physical system em-
bedding this process.

Since its proposal in the field of statistical mechanics, many scientific researchers have demonstrated the positive effect
of Tsallis entropy in several areas of applications [16-21]. However, the foundations for its effects are not yet conclusive. As it
is also an open topic of discussion the relation of g values with the applications that have generated more favorable results.
In these cases, for most works, the best g values are usually achieved through empirical tests which are tedious and time
consuming. Consequently, the works proposing multi-segmentation image applications based on bio-inspired algorithms
have not yet shown a relationship between this type of algorithm and the Tsallis entropy as its evaluation function.

Thus, the demonstration of the behavior of bio-inspired algorithms applied to tasks of multi-segmentation for medical
images, under the variation of the values of the g parameter of the non-extensive Tsallis entropy used as a kernel of these
algorithms, is a demand that impacts not only in the understanding of the involved physical phenomena in this type of
image, but also in the induction of new and better computer systems able to accelerate the process of study, analysis and
diagnosis (when is the case) of applications involving medical imaging.

Thus, considering the promising results of Tsallis entropy in the medical field and the success of bio-inspired algorithms
for the process of multi-segmentation of images, and also considering that no thorough study has been carried out under
this context, this paper presents a study of the effects of the non-extensive Tsallis entropy used as an evaluation function in
several important and recent bio-inspired algorithms for multi-segmentation of medical images.

The remainder of this paper is the following. The next section presents a review of the main bio-inhaled algorithms in
about a decade. Then the context of the tsallis entropy is presented. The details of the bio-inspired algorithms compared
and studied here under the context of medical imaging are presented below. Finally, sections explaining our methodology,
experimental results and conclusions are presented.

2. Related works

The general idea of combinatorial algorithms is the search for random but coordinated solutions under an iterative pro-
cess so that some solutions approach the ideal solution in a search space. This ideal solution, according to an evaluation
function, is expected to be the closest to a global minimum, not necessarily exact, but with acceptable computational time.
In the case of multi-threshold-histograms, the search space is generally linear and small (usually d < 4).

The most well-known traditional algorithms that fit this requirement and have already been tested for multi-threshold-
histograms are based on Particle Swarm Optimization (PSO) [22], inspired by the social behavior of specimens such as fish
and Bird in nature, the so-called swarm intelligence. These algorithms are very similar to those based on genetic algorithms,
however they differ because they do not have mutation and cross-over and are therefore simpler. In contrast, PSO-based
algorithms are computed based on random solutions that converge to global minimum or maximum. Thus, several variations
of the PSO were successfully proposed. Among the best known are Firefly [23], which mimics the collective flight of fireflies
following the Iuminescence of leaders. The article [24] has shown that this algorithm, with non-extensive entropy-based
evaluation function, overcomes the cross-entropy and other forms of entropy when applied to natural image bases.
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With the increasing popularity of bio-inspired algorithms to deal with combinatorial problems, new research has been
constantly proposed. Crustacean-based algorithms, for example, which mimics the live in flocks in constant search for food,
have inspired the emergence of Krill Heard Algorithm (KHA), proposed in [25] and generating new works like those in
[26-28]. Similarly, algorithms based on the strategy of bird-parasites, such as Cuckoo Search (CS), that lay their eggs in
nests of host species were proposed in [6], also generating new works such as [29-38]. Also, algorithms based on the social
behavior of Elephant Herds (EH) were proposed in [39], inducing further works on [40,41] and [42].

Among the recent bio-inspired algorithms that have most attracted the attention of researchers are the Grey Wolf Op-
timizer (GWO) [8,43], which mimics the leadership hierarchy and hunting mechanism of grey wolfs in nature; the Whale
Optimization Algorithm (WOH) [44], that mimics the social behavior of humpback whales, and more recently the Grasshop-
per Optimization Algorithm (GOA) [45], that mimics the behavior of grasshopper swarm.

Although some of these algorithms have been compared from the point of view of medical images with evaluation
function based on the Tsallis entropy, there is not still in the literature a deep study of this performance under this point
of view. On the other hand, swarm-based algorithms can be divided into two groups based on the convergence strategy:
those that converge in ordered search spaces and those that converge in random search spaces. An example of ordered
search spaces is the search for multi-threshold-histograms, and an example of random spaces is the search by ideal sub-
parameterization for a system application.

Thus, this paper presents the study of well-known bio-inspired algorithms proposed about approximately a decade ago
(CSL, EHO, KHA and FFA), besides three new algorithms (GWO, GOA and WOA) that, although they are also very recent pro-
posals (less than 5 years ago), already have a large number of interests in the scientific literature. However, they have not
yet been deeply tested from the point of view of Tsallis’s entropy in the specific area of multi-thresholding-histograms ap-
plied to medical images. These algorithms, that will be evaluated in this work, are described in more details in the following
section.

3. Tsallis non-extensive entropy

Inspired by the multifractal theory, the non-extensive Tsallis entropy, presented in Eq. (1), was proposed in [46] under the
context of non-extensive statistical mechanics for better understanding problems from physics of solid state to information
theory [16-21]. These works also demonstrate that the Tsallis entropy is a generalization of the Boltzman-Guibs-Shannon
(BGS) entropy and can thus be adapted to various physical systems.

Sq<A):11(](1—Zx?> (1)

where A is the physical system, and q is the so called the non-extensivity parameter. When q < 1.0, the system is called
sub-extensive, when g > 1.0 the system is called super-extensive, and when q =1 the system is reduced to the traditional
BGS entropy.

In the area of image processing, the work of [47] showed the idea of Tsallis entropy applied for histogram binarization,
and in [48,49] this idea was extended for multi-threshold-histogram in the contex of image segmentation.

The Tsallis entropy applied to image processing is facilitated due to one of its main properties, known as additivity
principle. This principle says that, given two independent physical systems, say A and B, with corresponding entropies Sy
and Sg respectively, the entropy of the whole system (composed by A and B) can be given by the Eq. (2).

Sq(A,B) = Sq(A) + Sq(B) + (1 — q).Sq(A).Sq(B) (2)
Eq. (2) is applied to the case of only a single threshold t = 1 for a unique partition. But in the case of multi-thresholding

t > 1, this process becomes recursive, given by Eq. (3) for A, B, ..., Z physical systems.
Sq(A,B,C) =S54(S4(A,B),C) = S4(A, Sq(B,C)) (3)

This idea is demonstrated as a pseudocode of Algorithm (1) in the next section.

Finally, in the multi-segmentation-histogram process with bio-inspired algorithms, such as those studied in this paper,
Eqg. (3) is used as an evaluation function of these algorithms. In this case, consider a solution of d thresholds for any bio-
inspired algorithm, given by X = {[t1, 3, ...,t;]}. The X solution will be ideal when X maximizes the Eq. (3). Thus, the
recursive solution initially splits the threshold space X into two sub-sets X; = {[t;, L5, ..., t;} and X, = {[ti;1, tiza, - - -, ty1}, re-
cursively computing the value of Eq. (3) until the final result is reached. This process is slightly different from that presented
in the works of [24,50], where the solution is non-recursive but extended. However, we note that the solution proposed by
[24,50], although presenting satisfactory results in acceptable computational time, are not in accordance with the original
multi-additive theory proposed by Tsallis in [46]. Thus, as far as we know, it is the first time that the original equation is
used to solve the evaluation function of bio-inspired algorithms. The further discussion of this comparison is, however, out
of the scope of our paper.
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4. Optimization algorithms

This section describes the seven optimization algorithms studied in this paper: Firefly Algorithm (FFA); Cuckoo Search via
Lévy Flights (CSL); Krill Herd Algorithm (KHA); Grey Wolf Optimizer (GWO); Elephant Herding Optimization (EHO); Whale
Optimization Algorithm (WOA); and Grasshopper Optimization Algorithm (GOA).

All algorithms studied here were originally proposed for general optimization problems and were further adapted for
image segmentation using region classification or multi-threshold-histograms. In the present paper, all them are studied
only from the point of view of multi-threshold-histograms with evaluation function based on non-extensive Tsallis entropy.
The objective here is to compare not only the convergence time but also the correlation of the non-extensivity parameter q.

4.1. Firefly algorithm (FFA)

The Firefly Algorithm was developed by Xin-She Yang in 2007 [51] inspired on bioluminescence behaviour of the fireflies.
The true functions of signaling system are still being debated, however, two fundamental functions are know: 1) Attract
mating partner and 2) Attract potential prey.

The algorithm follows three idealized rules:

« All Fireflies are unisex;

o Attractiveness is proportional to the their brightness, thus for any two flashing fireflies, the less brighter one will move
toward the brighter one. If there no brighter one than a particular firefly, it will move randomly.

o The brightness of a firefly is affected or determined by the landscape of the objective function.

There are two important issues in this algorithm: 1) The variation of light intensity and 2) The formulation of the attrac-
tiveness.
The mathematical model proposed for the light intensity is Eq. (4):

I(r) = e ¥ (4)

where I; is the original light intensity, y is the light absorption coefficient and r is the distance between two fireflies.
For the attractiveness, the mathematical model is represented by Eq. (5):

B(r) = Poe ™, (m=1) (5)

where B is the attractiveness at r = 0.
The movement of a firefly i is attracted to another more attractive firefly j is determined by Eq. (6):

Xi = X; + Boe Vi (xX; — X)) + ae; (6)

where the second term is due to the attraction, the third term is the randomization with « being the randomization param-
eter, and ¢; is a vector of random numbers drawn from a Gaussian distribution. For most implementation Sy =1, o € [0, 1]
and y varies from 0.1 to 10.

Recent works demonstrate the application in segmentation, He and Huang in 2017 [52], Suresh in 2016 [53] and [24].

Since this algorithm has two internal loops when evaluating its n-size population, and an external loop for Max Number
of Generations (T). Thus, the complexity in the extreme case is of the order of O(N2T), where N is the number of agents.
This is the case for most meta-heuristic algorithms and is also the case for all seven algorithms studied here. If the value
of N is relatively high, it is still possible to use an internal loop to rank fireflies based on their attractiveness or brightness
using some sorting algorithm. In this case, the complexity of firefly becomes of the order of O(NTlog(N)).

4.2. Cuckoo Search via Lévy Flights (CSL)

Proposed by Yang and Deb in 2009 [6], the Cuckoo Search is based on mimicking the parasitic behavior of cuckoo com-
bined with the Lévy flight mechanism. This algorithm follow three idealized rules:

o Each cuckoo lays one egg at a time, and dump its egg in randomly chosen nest;
o The best nest will carry over to the next generations;
o The number of host nests is fixed, and the cuckoo’s egg is discovered by the host bird with a probability p, € [0, 1];

The nests discovered by the host are replaced by new nests, according Eq. (7):
(t+1) _ ,,(6) A
X; =X~ +aolevy(d) (7)

where o > 0 is the step size, in most case can use « = 1, the first term in the above equation is a Markov chain, the second
term is the transition probability and the product & means entrywise multiplications.
The Lévy flight provides a random walk while the random step length is draw from a Lévy distribution, according to

Eq. (8):
Lévy u=t"*  where (1 <A <3), (8)

which has an infinite variance with an infinite mean (Mantegna’s algorithm).
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Recent works demonstrate the application of CSL in image segmentation [54] and [31].

The computational complexity of the nature-inspired CS algorithm is given by the initial generation of cuckoo nests
of size P, which produces the complexity of the order of O(PN), where N is the dimension of the decision variables. This
algorithm calculates a sorting strategy, therefore, of the order of O(Nlog(N)). Thus, the total complexity becomes about
O(Nlog(N)) + O(PN) [6].

4.3. Krill herd algorithm (KHA)

First proposed by Gandomi and Alavi in [25], the Krill Herd Algorithm (KHA) has three essential actions for determining
the time-dependent position of an individual, they are: movement induced by the presence of other individual; foraging
activity and random diffusion. These three actions are denoted in the following lagrangian model for an N dimensional
decision space represented by Eq. (9):

dX;

dftl =N;i+F+D; 9)
where N; is the motion induced by the other individuals, F; is the foraging motion and D; is the physical diffusion of the ith
krill individual.

The mathematical model for each individual motion is proposed by Eq. (10):

NI = N™®gy; + @, NP (10)

where a; = algocal + aitarget

[0, 1], NP is the last motion induced, a/°“@! is the local effect provided by the neighbors and «
effect provided by the best krill individual.
The mathematical model for foraging motion is proposed by Eq. (11):

E = VB + wF (11)

, NMaX g the maximum induced speed, w;, is the inertia weight of the motion induced in the range

{8 is the target direction

where §; = ,31f00d + ﬁib“t, Vy is the foraging speed, wy is the inertia weight of the foraging motion in the range [0, 1], Fi"’d is
the last foraging motion, 5if od is the food attractive and ﬂ}”“ is the effect of the best fitness of the ith krill.

The mathematical model for physical diffusion is proposed by Eq. (12):
D; = pmax § (12)

where d™¥* is the maximum diffusion speed and § is the random directional vector and its arrays are random value between
-1 and 1.

Recent works demonstrating the KHA application in image segmentation can be achieved in [7] and [55].

The computational complexity of the KH algorithm is based on the number of krills, N, within each iteration t, with the
maximum number of iterations T. The dynamics of this algorithm depend on the distance between krills, called sensing
distance ds;, being calculated with the complexity order O(N). Thus, the total computational time of the KHA algorithm is of
the order of O(TN?).

4.4. Grey wolf optimizer (GWO)

The Grey Wolf Optimizer (GWO), developed by Mirjalili et. al in [8,43], simulates the leadership hierarchy applying four
types of grey wolfs: alpha, beta, delta and omega, where alpha is the leader, beta is the second in command, delta is the
third and omega are the lowest in the hierarchy. The hunting behavior is implemented by three steps: searching, encircling
and attacking.

The mathematical for encircling the prey is proposed in Eqs. (13) and (14):

D=|C-X,(t) —X(t)] (13)

X(t+1)=X,(t)-A-D (14)

where ¢ is the iteraction, A and C are coefficient vectors, X is the position vector and X, is the best solution.
The vectors A and C are calculated as follows:

A=2a-7,—d (15)

C=2.h (16)

where @ is linearly decreased from 2 to 0 over the course of iterations and 7; and 7, is a random vector in [0,1].



6 G.A. Wachs-Lopes, R.M. Santos and N.T. Saito et al./Commun Nonlinear Sci Numer Simulat 88 (2020) 105256

In order to simulate the hunting behavior, it is suppose that alpha (the best candidate solution), beta and delta have
better knowledge about the potential location of prey. The Eqgs. (17), (18) and (19) are proposed in this regard:

Do = |G - X = X|.

Dy =G X -X|.

Ds = |G- X5 = X| (17)
Xlzxa*A’l'(D’a)v

X, =Xg — Ay - (Dp).

X5 =X; —As - (Dy). (18)
X(t+1) =t +X (19)

3

Attacking the prey represents the exploitation phase, when the grey wolfs attack the prey. When the pray stops moving,
in the algorithm it is represented by decreasing the value of vector @; that way the value of A decreasing as well. When
A <1 the wolfs are forced to attack the prey, in other hand, when A > 1 the wolfs go looking for another prey (exploration
phase).

Recent works demonstrate the application of GWO in image segmentation [56] and [57].

The wolf pack initialization has O(N) complexity, where N is the number of wolves. For the initialization of parameters
a, A, and C, the complexity is O(3) and 30(N) to select the leaders. The primary computational step is the main loop. In
GWO, individual positions of wolves can be updated in time O(N), and the suitability of the set of wolves can also be
calculated in time O(N), assuming that the computational complexity of the benchmark function is O(1). Parameter and
leader updates have computational complexity O(3) and 30(N), respectively. As the wolf update process continues until the
maximum number of iterations is reached, the computational complexity in the main while loop becomes O((5N +3) - T),
where T is the maximum number of iterations. Thus, the total computational complexity in GWO is O(T - N).

4.5. Elephant Herding Optimization (EHO)

Developed by Wang, Deb and Coelho in [9], the Elephant Herding Optimization (EHO) is inspired by the herding behavior
of elephant group where different clans live together under a leadership of a matriarch. This behavior is implemented as
clans updating operator, and the male elephant will leave the group when they grow up, and this behavior is implemented
as a separating operator.

The clan updating operator is represented by the Eq. (20):

Xnew,ci,j = Xci,j + & X (Xpest i — Xcij) X T (20)

where Xy, ¢, j and X.;; are newly updated and old position for the elephant j in the clan ci, respectively. a € [0, 1] is a scale
factor of matriarchal influence, Xj ; represents the matriarch and r € [0, 1].
The matriarch is updated by the following Eq. (21):

Xnew,ci,j = :3 X Xcenter,ci (21)

where 8 € [0, 1] is a factor that determines the influence of the Xcepterci ON Xpew, i, j-
To compute the clans center for a d-th dimension the following Eq. (22) is used:

Xnew,cid = 35~ X Zxcud (22)
i

C

where 1 < d < D indicates the d-th dimension, D is the total dimensions, N; is the number of elephants and x4 is the
elephant j in the clan ci of dimension d.
The separating operator is presented by the Eq. (23):

Xworst,ci = Xmin + (Xmax — Xmin + 1) x rand (23)

where Xmax and Xp, are respectively the upper and lower bound of the elephant individual position, X, ¢ iS the worst
elephant in the clan and the rand € [0, 1] is the stochastic distribution.

Recent works demonstrating the application of GWO in image segmentation are [58] and [59].

The EHO algorithm performs the following four main steps: classification, updating, separation and evaluation of elephant
population. Using the Quick Sort algorithm to rank the N elephants, the order of complexity for this step will then be
O(Nlog(N)). In turn, the update step consists of two levels of cyclic operations, depending on the number of clans and
the number of elephants in each clan, thus resulting in O(NetanN(c,)- Also, the separation step performs operations on each
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clan, reaching a complexity of O(Ny,). Finally, the population assessment concerns the total number of elephants, so the
complexity of this step is O(NclanN(,)). Therefore, the total complexity of the EHO algorithm is the joining of the four
steps for a total of the maximum number of generations (T): O(T(NlogN + Nggn * (1 + 2N,;)), where the terms of the sum
correspond, respectively, to the four operations of the algorithm.

4.6. Whale optimization algorithm (WOA)

The Whale Optimization Algorithm (WOA), developed by Mirjalili and Lewis in [60], mimics the social behavior of hump-
back whales, inspired by the bubble-net hunting strategy. The optimization include three operators to simulate the search
for prey, encircling prey and bubble-net foraging behavior.

The operator that simulate the encircling prey is represented by Eqs. (24) and (25):

D=|C-X:(t) - X(t)] (24)

X(t+1)=X*(t)-AD (25)

where t is the iteraction, A and C are coefficient vectors, X is the position vector and X* is the best solution.
The vector A and C are computed as follows:

A=2a.7-a (26)

C=2.F (27)
where @ is linearly decreased from 2 to 0 over the course of iterations and 7 is a random vector in [0,1].
The bubble-net attacking method represents the exploitation phase and has two approaches: 1) shrinking encircling
mechanism and 2) spiral updating position. There is a probability of 50% to choose either one or another.
The mathematical model is represented by Eq. (28):

X*(t)-A-D if p<.5

3 . ebl . 7 s (28)
D' -e”.cos(2ml) + X*(t) ifp>.5

X(t+1) = {
where D’ indicates the distance of the ith whale to the prey, b is a constant defining the shape of the logarithmic spiral, I is
a random number in [—1, 1] and p is a random number in [0, 1].

The search for prey represents the exploration phase, it starts with a set of random solutions, the whales update their
position regarding either a randomly chosen search whale or the best positioned whale (prey).
The mathematical model is represented by Eqs. (29) and (30):

D= |C Xna — X| (29)

Xt+1)=Xga—A-D (30)

where X,,,; is a random positioned whale. If |A| > 1 a random whale is chosen otherwise the best positioned whale is
chosen.

Recent works demonstrating the application of WOA in image segmentation can be seen in [61] and [62].

Since whales are known to hunt in spiral groups around prey, the algorithm is based on the position of each whale
individually concerning hunting (optimal solution). At each iteration, parameters related to hunters, prey, and positions are
updated toward the optimal solution: when a hunter whale catches a prey. Thus, the main factor in the complexity of this
algorithm is the main loop, which controls the number of iterations O(T). At each iteration, the parameters of each hunt
(number of whales, N) are updated to arrive at an optimal O(Fitness) solution. Thus, the total complexity of this algorithm
is of the order of O(T N Fitness).

4.7. Grasshopper Optimization Algorithm (GOA)

The Grasshopper Optimization Algorithm (GOA), developed by Saremi et. al in [45], is an optimization algorithm which
mimics the behavior of grasshopper swarm.

There are two tendencies of search process. The first one is the exploration which is an adulthood behavior with long-
range and abrupt movement. The second one is the exploitation in the larval phase that is the slow movement and small
steps of the grasshoppers.

The mathematical model proposed to solve a optimization problems is:

N
xt=c Zc@s(‘x?—xﬂ)% + Ty, (31
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where uby is the upper bond and Iby is the lower bond in the dimension dth of social forces. T, is the dimension value of the
best solution found. The first adaptive parameter c, on the left, is used to reduces the movements of grasshoppers around
the target. The second c, on the right, decreases the attraction zone, comfort zone and repulsion zone between grasshoppers.

Recent works demonstrating the application GOA in image segmentation can be found in [63] and [11].

Since GOA is a kind of swarm of insects based on the collective behavior of Grasshopper, each element of this algorithm is
a proposed solution. Moreover, the cooperation between them and the search for food is taken as the primary optimization
function. Thus, its complexity is also similar to other swarm proposes like the firefly, being of the order of O(N2T), where N
is the number of individuals and T is the max number of iterations.

5. Methodology

The proposed methodology used in this paper to study the impact of non-extensive theory over bio-inspired algorithm
is conducted empirically and can be divided into three steps: database preparation, optimization experiments and result
analysis.

5.1. Database

According to the reviewed literature, most of the papers uses Brats database to study techniques of medical images
segmentation. Multimodal Brain Tumor Image Segmentation Benchmark (Brats) database [64,65] was created in conjunction
with the MICCAI 2012 and 2013 conferences to provide a common dataset to test medical image segmentation algorithms.
Until then, several annual releases were made including new images.

The Brats 2017/2018 database contains multimodal brain scans from 19 institutions and are available as NIfTI files. There
are 4 types of scans: native (T1), post-contrast T1-weighted (T1Gd), T2-weighted (T2), and T2 Fluid Attenuated Inversion
Recovery (FLAIR) volumes.

These dataset also contains a manually annotated files provided by neuro-radiologists specialists following the same
annotation protocol. There are 3 labels in such annotations: GD-enhacing tumor, the peritumoral edema and the necrotic
and non-enhancing tumor core.

In this work we used a collection of 100 patients with all four types of scans.

5.2. Experiments

Since the BRATS database contains full 3D scans, each of these scans is stored as a set of 155 slices of 240 by 240 pixels in
NIfTI format. Therefore, for 100 patients there are 15,500 images. In order to make the empirical study feasible, we selected
two slices per patient with the highest entropy, resulting in 200 slices. The motivation to use the entropy here is that we
are interested in images with high amount of information and, therefore, harder for segmentation. Furthermore, some of
these slices are totally blank (e.g. first and last slices) or contains too few information. This technique can filter out those
images. This step is called database preparation.

The next step is the optimization algorithm benchmarks. All seven optimization algorithms described in Section 4 were
tested with fixed parameters recommended by the original authors (see references therein). All the parameters used for
each of the algorithms tested in this work are detailed in the address https://github.com/RMorelloS/biolnspiredalgorithms

For all tested optimization algorithms, the same objective functions based on non-additive entropy given by Eq. (3) was
used, and the tunning parameter q.

In that equation, A and B are independent physical systems represented by a probability distribution and Sq(x) is the
Tsallis Entropy of physical system x given by Eq. (1).

Note that, as posed in [46], when q — 1, the non-extensive theory converges to the traditional entropy function, so
this is a generalization of traditional BGS entropy. Moreover, the non-additive entropy function can be expanded recursively
when A or B is the union of two or more independent physical systems. Therefore, one can use the property represented by
Eq. (3) to create the recursive Algorithm 1.

Algorithm 1 Pseudo additivity recursive algorithm.
function TsALLISADDITIVITY(hist, lim, q,i = 0)

s1 <TsALLISENTROPY(hist[lim[i] ... lim[i + 1]], q)
if i = thresholds — 3 then

Sy < TsaLusENTROPY(hist[lim[i+ 1]...], q)
else

Sy < TsaLLISADDITIVITY(hist, lim, q,i+ 1)
end if
S<Ssp+S2+(1-9)s1.52
return s

end function
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Using Eq. (2) as the objective function enables the use of a large family of functions based on the entropic kernel q.
Therefore, the idea in this paper is to analyze how changes in q affect the convergence and quality of segmentation.

All experiments were conducted using the open interval q € [0, 2] by steps of 0.1 and were repeated 10 times in order to
measure the stability of convergence. The objective function is also used as a stop criteria using the standard deviation over
the last 30 iterations. When the standard deviation reaches values smaller than 0.01 or the number of iterations reaches
200 rounds, the optimization stops.

Finally, the last step of the proposed methodology is the result analysis. Here, we use four metrics to compare the quality
of segmentation: PSNR (Peak Signal-to-Noise Ratio), Jaccard and Dice.

The PSNR metric is based on the mean squared error between two images I; and I, and is given by Eq. (32).

MAX?
MSE (I, L)

where MAX is the maximum possible difference between I; and I,, and MSE is the Mean Squared Error.

The main motivation to use the PSNR metric is that we consider that segmentation is a process used to simplify an image
without losing too much information. This means that segmentation is a pre-processing step in an image pipeline before
more complex later tasks, such as recognition and interpretation. However, solely, it cannot be used for recognition task.
Taking this into consideration, the output of the segmentation algorithm should be as similar as the input image, however,
described through a restricted color domain.

On the other hand, the Jaccard similarity coefficient is a well-known metric used to compare two sets, given by Eq. (33),
where A and B are sets of classified pixels. In this work, we used Jaccard to measure how close the output of a segmentation
process is to the supervised brain images of BRATS dataset.

ANB
JA.B) =205 (33)

The third metric used here is the Dice coefficient which is equivalent to Jaccard since the relationship between them is

given by Eq. (34). We choose this metric for a broader literature comparative purposes only.
2J(A, B)
1+J(A, B)

Finally, the effects of the non-extensive Tsallis entropy as evaluation function of the algorithms will also be analyzed in
this paper as a metric of quality of the algorithms.

The overall experiments pipeline is illustrated in Fig. 1.

PSNR(I;, I;) = 10.1og, ( (32)

D(A,B) = (34)

6. Results

In this paper, we claim that the use of non-extensive entropy as a segmentation objective function can contribute to
bio-inspired algorithms to find the optimal thresholding(s) value(s). Therefore, it is important to establish a relationship
between the g-value, the bio-inspired algorithm used and a metric of segmentation quality.

As usual, one of the first steps of Computer Aided Diagnosis (CAD) systems is the image segmentation process. Note that
this process does not require semantic knowledge nor region recognition. The idea is to simplify the image representation
without losing information.

Hence, in this paper we use the PSNR (Eq. (32)) to measure the difference between the segmented image and the original
one. Note that the higher the value of the PSNR the better the segmentation process. This idea has been used by several
authors to measure the quality of image segmentation when there is no use of ground truth [5]. In this case, the quality
of measure, given by the PSNR, is given in relation to the original image itself. Thus, in Eq. (32), I; stands for the original
image and I, for the corresponding segmented image.

Fig. 2 shows the average PSNR measure obtained from all meta-algorithms for different values of g in objective function,
and Fig. 3 shows the areas under each curve of Fig. 2 ranked from highest to lowest in terms of PSNR. In this figure, one can
observe that PSNR values between most of algorithms are similar each other. However, it is interesting the fact that PSNR
decreases as g approaches to 0.6 and establishes at 2.0. Furthermore, all algorithms achieved better results as g approaches
0.1.This is a strong evidence that the studied problem, in this case segmentation, fits better for super-extensive system
models than sub-extensive ones. Although there is a high correlation between algorithms, Krill Herd had the worst results
and Firefly had the best one.

Considering the time consuming for each algorithm, we also studied here the number of generations (iterations) of each
algorithm for each value of g. The results are shown in Figs. 4 and 5.

According to these figures, all algorithms took less iterations and absolute time when q ~ 2.0. For lower values of g,
one can observe that there is a great difference between themselves. Furthermore, although Cuckoo Search (CS) had more
iterations for g =~ 0.1, each iteration is more efficient in terms of absolute time. On the other hand, Firefly algorithm (FF)
had the worst absolute time compared to others algorithms. Finally, KH was the bio-inspired algorithm that converged with
fewer iterations.

Another interesting metric to evaluate is the normalized g-entropy value. This value is computed using Eq. (3) with
a normalization factor. Fig. 6 shows the average normalized entropy computed for each value of q. Since the algorithms
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Fig. 1. Experimental pipeline.
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Fig. 2. Average PSNR between segmented image and the corresponding original (by each algorithm) for different values of q.

evaluated here use this objective function, these values are the average of the highest entropy achieved at each run of each
algorithm.

The most notable observation between Figs. 2 and 6 is their high correlation, specially in the range 0 < q < 1. Again, all
algorithms behave similarly and entropy gets higher as q approaches to 2.

Furthermore, not only this high correlation between results from Figs. 2 and 6 suggests the positive effects of small
values of g, but also the small values of those figures are near each other. This is a coherent results since entropy measures
the amount of information in a physical system and PSNR measures how much information was preserved from the original
image. Therefore, for example, when q = 0.5 PSNR shows that segmented image and original image are different themselves
(Fig. 2) and normalized entropy shows that there is less information in the physical system as shown the corresponding
Fig. 6.
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1

These results motivated us to investigate the behavior of objective function. Fig. 7 shows the results of an optimization

made in one image of the database that was segmented by two thresholds with KH algorithm (recall that KH was the worst

algorithm in terms of PSNR according to Fig. 2

In this figure, the first column corresponds to the optimization plane created by the objective function (non-extensive
entropy) using two thresholds. The y-axis represents the values of the first threshold and the x-axis corresponds to the
second threshold. The second column is the image histogram with the thresholds cuts. Finally, the third column plots the
sorted values of the optimization plane. Each row of this image was computed taken different values of g € {0.1, 0.5, 1.0,

1.5, 2.0).

First, we will consider the special case q =1, the traditional additive entropy objective function (Eq. (2)). The figure
shows that the found solution (blue dot) is near to the optimal one (red dot). However, the psnr value is higher when
q = 0.1 compared to g = 1.0, so there is a better thresholding solution to the image. The issue here is that the traditional
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entropy could not model the search space correctly; that is, the algorithm found a near to optimal value, but this optimal
value is not correlated to the best values of psnr.

Frequently, when working with medical images, the number of occurrences of black pixels (corresponding to the back-
ground) is very high. Therefore, the histogram presents a peak around the zero 0 bin. Since the approach taken in this work
to segment the images is based on information theory, each bin of the histogram h corresponds to a state in a system and
the objective is to find a partition (or set of partitions) that balances the information of all systems. However, since the
magnitude of the first bin of h is much higher compared with others states, a plausible solution for the balancing is to set
h(0) = 0. This explains the behavior of the histogram of Fig. 7 for ¢ = 1.0 (column two, row three).

When looking to the non-extensive results, the effects are quite different. Since Tsallis Entropy uses q € R to power
the system probabilities, this parameter can give more (or less) importance for higher probabilities. When q < 1, higher
probabilities values of histogram will decrease their magnitude. The effect is that such values receive less importance when
searching for thresholding values. This explains the optimization planes (first column) in Fig. 7.

Another important observation is that the sorted values of optimization plane (third column) behaves as a single shape
(with less inflection points and more positive second derivatives). This kind of shape helps the optimization algorithm to
find the maximum point, since most values differ themselves.

On the other hand, when q ~ 2, the effect of background pixels over the system are even higher. In addition to this, as q
approaches to 2, the objective function morphs into a plateau. This result also reinforces the fact that high values of g make
the optimization algorithms finish earlier, since the stop criteria is based on changes in objective function.

The discussion of these results where carried out over KH results, which was the algorithm with the worst results as can
be observed in Fig. 2. Nevertheless, all observations made here for KH approach are still valid for the remaining algorithms
since the objective functions are the same.

As explained before, the difference of magnitude between occurrences of background pixels and other values of the
histogram can affect significantly the results. Thus, we carried out the same experiment but seting h(0) =0 (first bin of
histogram). Fig. 8 illustrates two image histograms. The left histogram is the probability distribution of all pixel values and,
the right is the probability distribution of all pixel values higher that 0 (strictly non zero entries) of the same image.

The results of the optimization are shown in Fig. 9, where we can observe that, for all values of g, the optimal points are
the same. This evidence reinforces the fact that the background has strong interference in optimization process. Moreover,
since the optimal point is the same, we can conclude that the optimization is better when g < 1. On the other hand, when
q > 1, we find a plateau similar to that one in Fig. 7 (Figs. 10 and 11).

These behaviors can be clearly observed by comparing the three different segmentations for different slices shown in
Figs. 10 and 11) First, Fig. 10 shows the segmentation with the algorithm KH for three values of q = {0.1, 0.5, 1.5}, while Fig.
11 shows the same process but setting h(0) = 0.

Also, we can observe two behaviors: (i) when q < 1, background intensities have less interference over the segmentation;
(if) bio-inspired optimization algorithms can achieve better precision in terms of segmentation quality since the objective
function is steeper.

The parameters and settings of the algorithms compared here were suggested by the literature that was proposed or
applied. In this paper, the GWO algorithm was executed with the parameters defined by the author in the article [8,43],
which compared with the PSO, and three other evolutionary algorithms.

Regarding the GOA algorithm, it the work of [45] was tested in unimodal, multimodal, and composite functions with the
same parameters used in this work. Also, the comparison was made with other algorithms.
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Similarly, the results achieved by the WOA algorithm concerning the other algorithms in the literature [60] proved to be
prominent or similar to different algorithms. So, those same parameters were used here in our comparison.

The work of [24], who proposed the Firefly algorithm using non-extensive entropy, used parameters similar to those
suggested by the author of the algorithm [5]. Thus, in this work, the same parameter specifications for this algorithm were
followed. In turn, for CS, this article adopted parameters that were used successfully in consolidated benchmark functions
[6].

Besides, the KH algorithm was tested in four different variations and compared with eight other algorithms in [25]. Thus,
twelve algorithms were considered. Then, the KH with crossover operator obtained the best result among the twelve meth-
ods, so this specific variation of the algorithm was considered in this work. Finally, the EHO algorithm [9] was compared
with three other algorithms in fifteen benchmark functions.

Thus, in this work, the ideal configuration of the algorithms was maintained, optimizing the parameterization accord-
ing to the specifications of each author and their respective proposed models, keeping the comparison of the algorithms
fair.

7. Discussion

The graphs shown in Fig. 4 show a comparison of convergences in terms of the average number of generations for differ-
ent values of the non-extensibility parameter q. It can be observed that all the algorithms studied here converge to the same
low number of iterations when the q parameter is greater than or equal to 1.0. Besides with the behavioral observations
shown in Figs. 7 and 9, for the same range of q value, it is noted that these convergences may indicate local minimums
reached due to the strong influence of the background for this class of images. Thus, these results suggest the q values less
than 1.0, the so-called super-extensive system, for this type of image. Also, all algorithms present low convergence rates,
with KH having the fastest and most stable convergence, and CS having the most significant convergent iterations.

In Fig. 5, we can observe the convergences regarding the average meantime. This figure shows some stability for all
algorithms studied here, being them KH, CS, GWO, WOA, regardless of the value of g. On the other hand, the FF, GOA, and
EHO algorithms present a harder delay in the range of q values less than 1.0 when they reach a global minimum.

These observations show that both the convergence time and the number of iterations have acceptable values for all
algorithms. In terms of general time, both are similar, but it was GWO and WOA that had the lowest total times. Also, it can
be noted that the value of g = 0.5 (see in Fig. 2) shows the lowest error rates. Since, for ¢ = 0.5, the number of iterations
and total average-time are the smallest for most algorithms, this value of g seems to be the most recommended for these
algorithms when used in this class of images.The reasons for why these convergences occur are discussed in the following.

The nature-inspired algorithms studied in this article are all representatives of the swarm category, having been created
to solve optimization problems in general. All of them have an evaluation function that, maximized, influences the con-
vergences for the best results. The strategy presented here is to use these functions as non-extensive additivity, based on
Tsallis’s non-extensive entropy. According to the theory demonstrated in [66], it is proved that non-extensive entropy also
encompasses Shannon'’s traditional extensive entropy, when q = 1.0. This means that the results obtained with the conven-
tional Shannon method are also evaluated when the evaluation function is extensive when q = 1.0. Therefore, it is expected
that better results can be obtained in some range of values for q # 1.0.
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Fig. 9. Results for KH algorithm for one image of the database removing the occurrences of background intensities. The first column of graphics stands
for the optimization plane considering two thresholds (the red dot corresponds to the maximum point and the blue dot corresponds to the output of
the optimization algorithm). The second column stands for the image histogram with the thresholding cuts (red for the optimal cuts and blue for the
optimization result). The third column stands for the sorted values of optimization plane. (For interpretation of the references to colour in this figure
legend, the reader is referred to the web version of this article.)

This hypothesis seems to be confirmed in Figs. 4 and 7, where it is noted that the best convergences are obtained for
values of ¢ < 1.0, the so-called super-extensive systems. However, there is still no formal way in the literature to calculate
the value of g that maximizes the results of convergence, neither approaching zero nor concerning time.

Thus, the automatic calculation of the ideal value of q is a disadvantage of the proposed methodology and an open topic.
However, the range of values for g < 1.0 seems to approximate the ideal results. The same occurs for the parameterization
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Slice 46  Slice 61  Slice 76

Fig. 10. A visual comparative example of the segmentation using the KHA for three slices from the BRATS database and the respective outputs for q € {0.1,
0.5, 1.5}. Each column corresponds to slice and each line corresponds to a value for q. Two thresholds and 100 generations were considered in this case.
Also, bin h(0) was considered in the segmentation.

of the algorithms, which followed the suggestions in the literature. Since in this article, we show that the value range of
q < 1.0 recovers optimal values, it can be said that the disadvantage, in this case, is mitigated.

Observing the general behavior of the algorithms studied here, we can divide them into two convergence strategies: one
that converges in large groups of agents (GOA, EHO, and KH) and another that converges in smaller groups or individually
(WOA, GWO, FF, and CS). These two strategies seem to have an impact both on the number of iterations and on the conver-
gence time of the algorithms, depending on the topology of the threshold distribution (search space). The topologies of the
search spaces seem to influence more on the final value of the thresholds found and, therefore, on the convergence of the
number of generations, as demonstrated in [24], and also observed in Figs. 7 and 9. The more homogeneous areas the image
being segmented has, the more plateaus in the distribution will occur. And the more significant the plateau of a threshold
distribution, the smaller the number of iterations. The existence of plateaus favors the search for optimal thresholds under
large group-based algorithms.

However, a lower number of convergence does not precisely mean a direct correlation with the total time of convergence,
since at each iteration the calculation of the movements of the agents in each algorithm can be excessive, depending on
individual factors or the position of other agents, increasing computational time and, consequently, the total convergence
time. Only if an algorithm has a low number of generations combined with a shorter time to converge, it leads to an
ideal combination of convergence and time. Figs. 7-9 show the influence of the distribution’s plateaus on the number of
generations, as well as on the time of total convergence. In the case of the images used in this work, the plateaus are due
to the large dark homogeneous areas in the backgrounds for this type of image.

Thus, a hypothesis that can be raised here is that algorithms based on group convergence, such as GOA, EHO, and KH,
are more adapted to images with more massive plateaus, and algorithms based on more individual convergences, such as
WOA, GWO, FF, and CS, tend to adapt better to distributions with smaller plateaus.

Based on these ideas, each of the algorithms is evaluated below.

The FF is an algorithm where each agent (firefly) converges individually, being, therefore, more suitable for images with
smaller plateaus. In images with long plateaus (more homogeneous areas), this algorithm can have a higher convergence
time, as shown in Fig. 5. However, the number of epochs is compatible with most algorithms studied here.
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Slice 46 Slice 61  Slice 76

Fig. 11. A visual comparative example of the segmentation (setting histogram bin h(0) = 0) using the KHA for three slices from the BRATS database and the
respective outputs for g € {0.1, 0.5, 1.5}. Each column corresponds to slice and each line corresponds to a value for q. Two thresholds and 100 generations
were considered in this case.

Like WOA, GOA, and FF, CS is an algorithm based on the individual convergence of its agents (the cuckoos), suggesting
the same limitations in the case of images with topologies of long plateaus distributions. This behavior is reinforced by
the levy-Flighty swarm pattern. Among all methods studied here, the CS has the most significant number of iterations, as
shown in Fig. 4. However, this number of iterations is reached in a time compatible with the fastest ones: GWO, WOA, and
KH. This low convergence time may be linked to its low linear computational complexity, O(Plog(P)) + O(PD), as calculated
above. Unlike most algorithms, Cukoo Search does not compare your solution with the other agents, but only estimates the
probability of the solution of each algorithm to be good or not.

Unlike FF, CS, WOA, and GWO, GOA, similar to EHO and KH, is a nature-inspired algorithm where solutions are proposed
in groups, subdividing the swarm into competitive parts, as if they were large agents. This strategy can better adapt these
algorithms to images with significant plateau, producing lower iteration rates (see Fig. 4), but the computational cost can
increase the convergence time (see Fig. 5) due to the need for constant calculation of intra-individual solutions. In the
particular case of GOA, the complexity, as previously shown, is of the order of O(N2T). In Fig. 5, GOA was only the 5th faster
in terms of convergence time.

The GWO is also a nature-inspired algorithm based on agents that propose individual solutions, for this reason, it is more
adapted to intensity distributions with fewer plateau topologies. Thus, as shown in Fig. 4, their convergence in the number
of iterations is similar to that of FF and WOA. However, due to its low computational complexity (O(TN), as described above),
it presented the best convergence time among all the algorithms tested here, having only WOA as its competitor.

The EHO is an algorithm based on the convergence of agents in groups (called clans). The best solutions depend on
similar solutions within each clan, which makes this algorithm more suitable for working with images with many plateaus,
reducing the number of converging generations (see Fig. 4). Although the number of agents is divided into groups (clans),
its complexity is a quadratic function of the total number of agents, as shown before, which makes its computational time
similar to that of the algorithms studied here with longer times, such as FF (see Fig. 5).

The KH is the algorithm that converges with the least number of iterations, and in terms of time, it is compatible with
the fastest. As it is also an algorithm based on groups, it is more adapted to images such as those used in this article, as
they are images with vast plateaus. Among the seven studied algorithms, it is the only one that has a complexity of N2 but
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converges in a short time, in comparison with the others. The hypothesis of the reason for this fast convergence time is
that KH, for the calculation of inter-individual dependency, uses only the dependency neighborhood. Therefore, the groups
of agents and solutions (krills) are smaller than the others based on groups (WOA and GOA).

The WOA is the fourth algorithm studied here that is based on individual behavior, parameters, the distance between
each agent, and the distance of each agent to another agent chosen at random, which leaves the complexity for finding the
best solution around the order of O(N). Basically, there are two stages in this algorithm: the first is that of convergence in a
spiral direction towards the hunting, and the second is that of spiral formation (the relative location between agents). Due
only to these two alternating stages, and the order of complexity by iteration O(N), WOA has a total linear complexity of
the order of O(NT). Thus, due to the randomness of the alternation between the two stages, the number of generations is
low but compatible with most of the algorithms studied here (see Fig. 4). However, since its convergence time is also short
(see Fig. 5), it becomes one of the two fastest algorithms among all studied here, along with GWO.

8. Conclusion

Recently, the non-extensive Tsallis entropy has been used as a promise alternative for image thresholding. When the en-
tropy is maximum many physical systems, such as images, get better equilibrium. However, finding the optimal thresholding
values to obtain the highest entropy is not a trivial task, specially when working with multi-thresholding image segmenta-
tion. The brute-force algorithm is not a feasible solution for such problem, since it scales in exponential complexity order.

Nevertheless, recent developments of bio-inspired optimization algorithms brought new alternatives that fit into this
problem. Since then, few researchers have explored such algorithms to solve the multi-thresholding image segmentation.

Although these works found promising results in terms of image segmentation, the benchmark of such algorithms and
how the non-extensive Tsallis entropy contributes to the convergence and quality of results in the context of image segmen-
tation is a topic of study that should be explored in more details.

In this paper, we explored seven bio-inspired optimization algorithms considering the non-extensive Tsallis additive
equation as objective function. Those algorithms are compared in terms of quality and convergence time in the context
of medical images. Moreover, we study some benefits of using Tsallis theory for such types of algorithms.

Results show that all algorithms behave similarly when considered the quality of segmentations. However, Krill Herd had
the worst results. The Grey Wolf and Whale Optimization algorithms had the fastest performance in terms of time. These
algorithms are among the most recent proposed, however they already have great interest among researchers.

Moreover, one of our main findings is that the g parameter of Tsallis theory changes the optimization hiper-plane increas-
ing the differences between possible solutions and highlighting the optimal one. This effect is observed as q approaches to
0 and this behavior also contributes to balance background intensities with the foreground ones.

The results found in this paper brings new fronts of research. The first one is to study how to compute previously the
best value of q based on the image histogram distribution. However, our experiments show the ranges of values that lead
to the best performances. The second one is to test other objective functions including other versions of entropy. The last
one is to test all these algorithms in higher spaces, such as, color images.

Although all results from this paper comes from empirical benchmarks, they explore new paths of researches on image
segmentation and information theory. We hope that advances in segmentation step is fundamental in an object recognition
pipeline. Moreover, the use of Tsallis entropy in bio-inspired algorithms seems to be a promising segmentation technique.
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