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Pseudo-code for PSO-1IWO procedure
01: begin
02: Randomly initialize particles swarm

03: while (the stopping criterion is not met)

04: Evaluate fitness of particle swarm

05: for n=1 to number of particles

06: Find pbest

07: Find gbest

08: Reproduction Seed by Eq. (19)

09: if fitness of Seed better then gbest

10: change ghest

11: end if

08: for d = 1 to number of dimension of particle
09: update the position of particles by Eq. (14)-(15)
10: next d

11: nextn

12: update the iterative value by Eq. (16)

13: next generation until stopping criterion
14: end
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# 1 GA{rPSO-IWO 2. DNAFE 71| % #5

DNAFE 7](5°—3’) Similarity | H-measure | Hairpin | Continuity | GC% | Tm(°C)
PSO-IWO
GCCAATACAATGAGGGCGGG 55 61 3 18 60 | 55.4303
AACTCTAATGAGTCGGTAGC 55 69 0 45 | 50.4841
CCGCAGCTTGCATATAACCT 53 66 0 50 | 48.8674
CATTACCATCCGCTTTAGAA 55 60 0 40 | 43.0013
CCAAGCAGCGATGAATACAG 51 65 0 50 | 50.4799
GCTCCCTTTCATACGAGCGG 50 64 0 18 40 | 42.2240
CCCGACTAGCGTCACGATCG 51 63 3 9 55 | 53.7547
Deaton’s sequence(GA)
ATAGAGTGGATAGTTCTGGG 64 55 3 45 | 52.6522
CATTGGCGGCGCGTAGGCTT 51 69 0 65 | 69.2009
GTTGTGACCGCTTCTGGGGA 63 60 0 16 60 | 60.8563
CAAAAACGACCAAAAGAGAG 45 58 0 41 40 | 52.7111
GATGGTGGTTAGAGAAGTGG 54 58 0 0 50 | 55.3056
TGTATCTCGTTTTAACATCC 50 61 4 16 35 | 48.4451
TTGTAAGCCTACTGCGTGAC 55 75 3 0 50 | 56.7055
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#. 2 CEA{rPSO-IWO 2 DNAFE 71| a5

DNAFE 7](5°—3’) Similarity | H-measure | Hairpin | Continuity | GC% | Tm(°C)
PSO-IWO
AGAGATAGCTGGGCCACGTA 51 62 0 9 55 | 53.4969
TTACACTACCGGACGTAAGT 53 67 3 0 45 | 48.7496
ACTCAGAATCTCTGATCTTT 49 68 3 0 35 | 47.0155
TTACTGAAGACCAGAGGCAC 55 65 0 0 50 | 50.3165
ACCGTATGCTCAAGTTCCTA 55 63 0 0 45 | 46.0255
CGTGTAATGCCGGTGACCAC 49 62 3 0 60 | 52.6457
CCTCCTCAGTTGACCTATCC 52 61 0 0 55 | 39.6152
Shin’s sequence(CEA)
AGGCGAGTATGGGGTATATC 48 66 0 16 50 | 47.6070
CCTGTCAACATTGACGCTCA 57 66 3 0 50 | 50.6204
TTATGATTCCACTGGCGCTC 58 61 0 0 50 | 50.1205
ATCGTACTCATGGTCCCTAC 54 64 0 9 50 | 47.8464
CGCTCCATCCTTGATCGTTT 58 62 0 9 50 | 50.4628
CTTCGCTGCTGATAACCTCA 54 68 3 0 50 | 49.8103
GAGTTAGATGTCACGTCACG 51 67 3 0 50 | 48.3995
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DNAFE 7](5°—3’) Similarity | H-measure | Hairpin | Continuity | GC% | Tm(°C)
PSO-IWO
GCGCATATCTTCAATGTATC 50 68 0 0 40 | 48.5149
TCGCAATGCGGTCCTTACTT 55 62 0 0 50 | 53.2576
TTATTGTTATCCTATGTGCC 94 62 0 0 35 | 39.8866
GCTGTTAGATTCGTGTGTAG 53 58 0 0 45 | 50.0855
GAGCTACTTACATTGCTTAT 58 65 0 3 35 | 46.5020
TGCTATCTTGGAGTAGATCG 53 61 0 3 45 | 49.9901
AACTTGTGGTGGGTGGACTG 52 55 0 0 55| 56.4718
Xu’s sequence(GA/PSO)

AGGAGGTCTCAGTTAGCATG 56 67 0 0 50 | 49.2149
TATCTAAGTCGCCGCAGATC 56 70 0 3 50 | 50.3076
TAGACTGGGTCTAGACGAG 54 65 9 0 50 | 51.4684
CTGCTACGCTTGTGATATCC 54 68 0 0 50 | 49.5876
TCCTAGATCCGTAGAGTCAC 55 70 0 0 50 | 45.0597
TTAGGAGTACACTCTCACGC 58 70 0 0 50 | 52.5508

ACGAACATCATCCCTACATCG 55 62 9 3 50 | 47.8391
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