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ABSTRACT Stress affects individual of all ages as a regular part of life, but excessive and chronic stress
can lead to physical and mental health problems, decreased productivity, and reduced quality of life.
By identifying stress at an early stage, individuals can take steps to manage it effectively and improve
their overall well-being. Feature selection is a critical aspect of early stress detection because it helps
identify the most relevant and informative features that can differentiate between stressed and non-stressed
individuals. This paper firstly proposes a variance based feature selection technique that uses g-learning
embedded Starling Murmuration Optimiser (QLESMO) to choose relevant features from a publicly available
dataset in which stresses experienced by nurses working during the Covid’19 Pandemic is recorded using
bio-signals and user surveys. Furthermore, a comparative study with other metaheuristic based feature
selection techniques have been demonstrated. Next, to evaluate the efficacy of the proposed algorithm,
10 benchmark test functions have been used. The reduced feature subset is then classified through a 1D
convolutional neural network (CNN) model (QLESMO-CNN) and is seen to perform well in terms of
the evaluation metrics in comparison to other competitive algorithms. Finally, the proposed technique is
compared with the State-of-the-Art methodologies present in literature. The experiments provide a strong
basis to determine features that are most relevant for early mental stress classification using a hybrid model
combining CNN, Reinforcement Learning and metaheuristic algorithms.

INDEX TERMS Machine learning, stress detection, reinforcement learning, starling murmuration optimiser,
feature selection, IDCNN, metaheuristic algorithms.

I. INTRODUCTION

Technological advancements have led to the generation of
large amounts of data in various fields, including healthcare,
finance, and social media. Healthcare, in particular, has seen
a massive increase in data generation with electronic health
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records, medical imaging, genomics, and sensor data [1].
Storing, managing, analysing, and interpreting this large and
complex data has become a challenge. Traditional database
tools are inadequate to handle such vast amounts of data with
varying structures. However, the development of advanced
analytics and machine learning techniques has enabled the
processing and analysis of this data to generate valuable
insights for improving patient care, clinical outcomes and
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healthcare in smart cities. For example the authors in [2]
developed a concept of smart cities model integrating IoT
and Al technologies to enhance citizens’ daily lives for stress
management.

The implementation of big data analytics in healthcare
has immense potential to revolutionise the way healthcare
is delivered and has already shown promising results in
improving patient outcomes [3]. For example, the analysis of
electronic health records can help identify disease patterns
and predict outcomes, leading to more targeted and effective
treatments. The use of genomics data can also help develop
personalised treatments and therapies for patients based
on their genetic makeup.There is an increasing body of
research indicating that mobile health (mHealth) systems’
technological advancements can be leveraged to create
diverse intervention approaches to aid individuals with autism
spectrum disorder (ASD) in coping with their problem
behaviours and adapting to their surroundings [4], [5],
[6]. These advancements in healthcare data analytics are
transforming the way healthcare is delivered and hold the
promise to reshape the field.

In recent years, there has been an increasing interest
in detecting and managing stress, which has become a
common problem among individuals due to various factors,
such as work pressure, lifestyle, and social environment.
Early detection of stress is crucial in preventing its adverse
effects on an individual’s physical and mental health. Stress
detection refers to the process of identifying and monitoring
signs of stress in individuals using data from wearable
sensors, social media, and other sources [7].

Wearable sensors are being used to monitor physiological
and behavioural indicators of stress, such as heart rate
variability, skin conductance, and activity levels [8]. For
example, a study used a wearable device to collect data
on physiological indicators of stress in individuals during
a public speaking task. The data was then analysed using
machine learning techniques to predict stress levels with
high accuracy [9]. Social media data, such as posts, likes,
and comments, are being used to analyse an individual’s
emotional state and mood changes. For instance, a study used
Twitter data to analyse the relationship between stress and
sleep deprivation [10].

The data generated from wearable sensors and social
media can be analysed using advanced analytics and machine
learning techniques to identify patterns and predict stress
levels. Machine learning algorithms such as Random Forest
and Support Vector Machines are being used to develop
predictive models for stress detection [11]. Natural language
processing (NLP) techniques are being used to analyse text
data from social media and emails to identify linguistic
indicators of stress. Computer vision techniques are being
used to analyse facial expressions and body language to
identify signs of stress.

The integration of stress detection systems with digital
health platforms is enabling real-time stress monitoring
and management for individuals. For example, a study
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developed a smartphone application that used machine
learning to predict stress levels based on physiological data
collected from wearable sensors. The application provided
personalised stress management strategies to users based on
their stress levels and preferences [12]. Similarly, a wearable
health sensor monitoring system based on a multi-sensor
fusion approach was presented in [13] and [14]. The
combination of fog computing, IoT sensors, and a Random
Forest machine learning technique was proposed by the
authors in [15] as a model to effectively mitigate healthcare
delay and improve patient care.

While the collection of large amounts of data is crucial
for stress detection, it also presents significant challenges
in terms of storage, management, and processing. With the
increasing use of wearable devices, sensors, and mobile apps
for collecting physiological and behavioural data, the amount
of data generated has significantly increased. The storage and
management of such large amounts of data require advanced
computing infrastructure and storage systems that can handle
the volume, velocity, and variety of data [16].

Furthermore, processing such large amounts of data
requires sophisticated data analytics and machine learning
algorithms to identify patterns and relationships within the
data. This is particularly important in stress detection, where
subtle changes in physiological and behavioural data can
be indicative of stress levels. The processing of such large
amounts of data also presents significant challenges in terms
of computational resources and time. Another challenge in
storing large amounts of data for stress detection is ensuring
data privacy and security. With the increasing use of wearable
devices and mobile apps for data collection, there is a
growing concern about the security and privacy of such
data [17].

To solve the challenges accompanied with data storage
and analysis feature selection can be used as a means
of reducing the amount of unnecessary data that needs
to be stored and processed, thus addressing some of the
challenges posed by the storage of large amounts of data.
By selecting only the most relevant features for stress
detection, feature selection can reduce the dimensionality of
the dataset and improve the efficiency of data storage and
processing. This can also lead to improved accuracy and
performance of stress detection algorithms, as irrelevant fea-
tures can introduce noise and reduce the discriminatory power
of the data.

Various methods for feature selection exist in the literature,
such as filter methods, wrapper methods, and embedded
methods [18]. Filter methods rank features based on their
correlation with the target variable and select the top-ranked
features for analysis, while wrapper methods evaluate the
importance of features using a machine learning algorithm
and select the subset that yields the best performance.
Embedded methods involve incorporating feature selection
into the model training process, such as through the
use of regularisation techniques. Research has shown that
feature selection can significantly improve the efficiency and
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performance of stress detection algorithms. For example,
a study used feature selection to reduce the dimensionality of
physiological and behavioural data for stress detection and
found that the reduced dataset yielded similar performance
to the full dataset [19]. Another study used a combination
of feature selection and deep learning techniques for stress
detection and found that the selected features improved the
accuracy and efficiency of the algorithm [20].

Feature selection is a crucial step in building machine
learning models that can perform well on a given task. One
popular approach to feature selection is metaheuristic-based
methods, which leverage optimisation algorithms inspired
by natural processes like evolution, swarm behavior, and
immune systems. These methods can effectively search
through large and complex feature spaces to identify a subset
of relevant features that can improve model performance.
Unlike traditional optimisation techniques, metaheuristic
algorithms are able to handle difficult optimisation problems
that may be impractical or infeasible for other methods.
In the context of stress detection, metaheuristic algorithms
can be used to optimise the feature selection process, thereby
improving the efficiency and performance of stress detection
algorithms.

This study aims at analysing the feasibility of using
the physiological and behavioural data of nurses working
during the Covid-19 pandemic in hospitals to predict stress
levels in real-world scenarios. Within this framework, a
reinforcement learning combined with a nature inspired
algorithm is proposed for early mental stress detection.
The dataset utilised is first run through a feature selection
process to generate a subset dataset of relevant features.
Consequently, the subset is used as input for a novel
convolutional neural network (CNN) model for classification
and analysis. The contributions of this paper, illustrated in
Figure 1, are highlighted as follows:

e A mathematical model of a Reinforcement Learn-
ing based Starling Murmuration Optimiser algorithm
(QLESMO) is proposed. The combination offers the
ability to efficiently locate global minima while also
mitigating the issue of model overfitting.

o The effectiveness of the proposed QLESMO is shown by
its evaluation on a set of 10 benchmark test functions.

o« QLESMO method is used to conduct feature selection
on a dataset related to the detection of mental stress. The
objective is to identify a subset of relevant features that
indicate early indicators of stress levels among nurses
working in a hospital environment during the Covid-19
epidemic.

o A Comparative Analysis is conducted using competi-
tive metaheuristic algorithms in order to demonstrate
the algorithm’s superiority in the context of feature
selection.

e The hybrid QLESMO model is combined with a
IDCNN architecture for multiclass classification of
mental stress detection.

116862

o The proposed QLESMO-based CNN model is evaluated
and compared with other models, namely MFA-CNN,
AOA-CNN, and GWO-CNN, particularly in the domain
of classification tasks.

Il. RELATED WORK

The use of metaheuristic algorithms in feature selection
has been a popular research topic in recent years. These
algorithms do not rely on explicit problem-specific knowl-
edge and can be applied to a wide range of problems in
various domains. Metaheuristic algorithms are often used
in optimisation problems where the search space is large
and complex, and traditional methods may not be effective.
Metaheuristic algorithms differ from traditional optimisation
algorithms in that they do not guarantee optimal solutions
but aim to find good solutions within a reasonable amount
of time. These algorithms often use stochastic processes
and randomisation to explore the search space and avoid
getting trapped in local optima. Metaheuristic algorithms also
allow for parallelisation and distributed computing, which
can speed up the optimisation process [21].

Various metaheuristic algorithms, such as genetic algo-
rithm (GA) [22], particle swarm optimisation (PSO) [23],
ant colony optimisation (ACO) [24], and simulated annealing
(SA) [25], have been applied to feature selection in various
domains, including healthcare, finance, and engineering.
From an inspirational standpoint, metaheuristic algorithms
can be subdivided into biology-based, evolutionary-based,
mathematics-based, physics-based, and Human Social
Interaction-based [26], [27], [28]. Figure 2 shows the
weighted radar chart of research that has been conducted
in the last two decades on different applications for
metaheuristic algorithms.

To select relevant features, binary vector representations
are commonly used. A solution vector in a feature selection
algorithm is usually represented as (10101100.....), where
each 1 indicates a selected feature and each O indicates a
non-selected feature in the subset. Literature survey reveals
many different techniques using metaheuristic techniques,
variants, and hybridised versions for creating subset features
of many multifaceted datasets. Using discrete cosine trans-
formation Tiwari [29] used an algorithm for face recognition
problem. Nakamura et al. [30] developed a binary Bat
Algorithm (BA) using a sigmoid function to restrict the bat
agent’s position to binary variables, which was evaluated on
five datasets using the optimum path forest classifier. In [31],
the authors improved the Krill Herd Algorithm (KHA)
named as IG-MBKH, using a hyperbolic tangent function
and adaptive transfer function along with information gain
feature ranking. Allam and Nandhini [32] developed a
binary Teaching Learning Based Optimiser (TLBO) with
a threshold value for breast cancer datasets, and Agrawal
et al. [33] proposed a novel binary version of the Gaining
Sharing Knowledge (GSK) algorithm with KNN classifier
for 23 benchmark datasets from the University of California
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FIGURE 2. Weighted radar chart for amount of publications in literature
for different types of metaheuristic algorithms.

Irvine (UCI) repository. Additionally, several physics-based
algorithms, such as multi-verse optimiser [34], sine-cosine
algorithm [35], and gravitational search algorithm [36], have
also been proposed for feature selection.

Hybrid versions of metaheuristic algorithms were devel-
oped to improve the performance of feature selection methods
in terms of accuracy and efficiency. Hybridisation involves
combining two or more metaheuristic algorithms to create a
new algorithm that is better suited for the specific problem
at hand. In addition, they can provide better diversity in the
search process and prevent the algorithm from getting stuck
in local optima. This is achieved by combining different
types of search strategies that explore the search space in
different ways. In [38], the authors developed a hybrid
version of Gorilla Troops Optimiser (GTO) and Bird Swarms
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Algorithm (BSA) and tested it on four IOT based datasets and
found increase in the final output and improved convergence
curves compared to other state-of-the-art techniques. A
synchronisation neural network structure named Double
Layer Tree Parity Machine (DLTPM) is suggested in [39].
The paper proposes whale optimisation-based DLTPM. This
model employs a whale algorithm optimised weight vector
for quicker synchronisation.

A nature-inspired feature selection algorithm was devel-
oped by Das et al. [40], by hybridising Binary Bat Algo-
rithm (BBA) with Late Acceptance Hill-Climbing (LAHC)
to select the optimal subset of well-known features and
deep learning-based features for identifying different Indian
languages based on audio signals, with the aim of reducing
model complexity and training time, and to achieve high
accuracy rates. In [41], the authors proposed a less expensive
computational model for emotion classification through
speech analysis using a meta-heuristic feature selection
method called Golden Ratio based Equilibrium Optimisation
(GREO) algorithm. The optimally selected features by the
model are fed to the XGBoost classifier, and the proposed
model achieved impressive recognition accuracy of 97.31%
and 98.46% on two standard datasets, SAVEE and EmoDB,
respectively.

A subsclass of deep learning models namely; Reinforce-
ment learning is another popular technique that has been
used for solution optimisation in various domains, including
healthcare, finance, and engineering. Reinforcement learning
is a machine learning technique that involves an agent
learning to take actions in an environment to maximise
a reward signal. These algorithms combine the strengths
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FIGURE 3. A synchronised murmuration behaviour of starlings (Photo taken from the atlantic shown from a distance near, Israel, on February 10,
2016 [37].).

of reinforcement learning and metaheuristic algorithms to
improve the efficiency and performance of the model.

Many reinforcement learning based metaheuristic algo-
rithms have been proposed in recent years [42]. For instance,
Zhao et al. [43] proposed an inverse reinforcement learning
framework with Q-learning mechanism named IRLMFO,
to improve the performance of the moth-flame optimisation
(MFO) algorithm in a large-scale real-parameter optimisation
problem. The framework aimed to choose the right strategy
using historical data from the strategy pool, and strengthen
the exploitation capability of the IRLMFO algorithm with a
competition mechanism. The performance of the algorithm
in [44] namely; a hybrid metaheuristic algorithm called
QBSO-FS that integrates a reinforcement learning algorithm
with Bee Swarm Optimisation metaheuristic (BSO), was
evaluated on 20 well-known datasets for feature selection.
The vanilla Sine Cosine Algorithm was embedded with
Q-learning technique, in [45], and evaluated on several
benchmark problems and engineering case studies demon-
strating that the results outperform other optimisation algo-
rithms in terms of fitness value and convergence speed.
In [46], the exploration and exploitation phase of the Sand Cat
Swarm Optimisation (SCSO) metaheuristic algorithm was
improved by automatic switching of these two phases using
reinforcement learning techniques.

The preceding papers have demonstrated the importance
of feature selection based on metaheuristic approaches.
However, choosing the optimal feature selection technique
and classification algorithm is crucial. The selection must
take into account factors such as accuracy and precision
improvement, training time reduction, and minimal error.
In a dataset, certain features may exhibit high correlation,
leading to data redundancy. Other features may introduce
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noise and cause the classification algorithm to overfit,
adversely affecting the system’s performance. This study
aims to compare various metaheuristic algorithms for feature
selection against the proposed method and determine which
algorithm can significantly reduce and select the features that
have a greater impact on the system, improving the accuracy
and performance of early stress detection. Following that, the
architecture proposed in this study utilises the hybridisation
of metaheuristic algorithms and reinforcement learning for
the feature selection and accurate classification of mental
stress.

Ill. FUNDAMENTAL

This section introduces the concepts and mathematical
models of the vanilla Starling Murmuration Optimiser
(SMO) [47], Q-Learning Algorithm and the proposed hybrid
algorithm.

A. STARLING MURMURATION OPTIMISER

One of nature’s most spectacular displays is the murmuration
of starlings. During this awe-inspiring event, multiple flocks
of starlings come together to form intricate and coordinated
flight patterns in the sky above their roost for approximately
thirty minutes, as depicted in Figure 3. This remarkable
behaviour is typically triggered by the presence of a
predator, such as a peregrine falcon or hawk, at dusk. The
starlings expertly split and recombine their flocks in a highly
synchronised manner during the murmuration. To avoid being
preyed upon, they also frequently change their direction of
motion, but the slightest uncertainty in their movements can
disrupt the cohesion between the flocks and lead to wayward
starlings being hunted down by predators.
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The optimised decision-making process of the starlings
enables them to achieve this impressive synchronisation.
Each bird aligns its direction of motion with its neighbours
while avoiding collisions and flying as closely as possible.
This behaviour leads to frequent changes in the neighbours
of each starling, producing a dynamic neighbourhood and
various typologies within the murmuration. This section
provides a detailed description the mathematical model that
has been derived, inspired by the unique movement of these
birds.

A dynamic multi-flock construction is employed to model
the behaviour of the starlings in which each iteration moves
the starlings to another flock in the population. To explore
and exploit promising solution areas within the search
space the movement strategy of the starlings are divided
into three distinct strategies namely; diving, whirling and
separating. To begin with, a solution candidate (X) matrix
is determined, set initially as random values within a search
space, that would represent the initial positional vectors of the
starlings, as shown in Equation (1). Each position vector also
accompanies an initial fitness function value.

X1 xl1 xlz...xf
X2 le x%...xg

X=|  |= ; , (D
XN x]{,x]{,...xl‘([,

where X represents the candidate solution of the preys in the
search space, d represents the number of dimensions of the
current problem and N is defined as the number of candidates
utilised for the metaheuristic algorithm. When the solution
X moves using exploration and exploitation strategy, the
movement can sometimes go beyond the scope of the search
space region. Therefore boundary conditions are required to
keep the search space within an enclosed area. Equation (2)
represents the search space boundary conditions where Xy,
is the minimum value that the current solution of X at iteration
t can achieve while X, is the maximum possible attainable
value that can be achieved. These values are set according to
the problem at the start of the execution of the algorithm:

X;(t) = Range --- [Xmin - Xinax] ;

[ =1,2,...,d
where l 2)
j=12,...,N

Starlings form the murmuration M in which a portion of
the starling is separated to enhance the population diversity
using a separating search strategy as shown in Equation (3).
Then, each constructed flock flies using either the diving or
whirling search strategy:

_ log(t +d)

=_° -7 3
P 2log(Itmay) )

where Py, represents the construction of the new population
of the starlings based on the iterative level ¢. The iterative
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update method of the separating strategy of starlings between
different flocks is shown in Equation (4):

X = X!+ 9 x (X! - X)), “

where X! represents the current positional vector of the
starling i and Xl-t+1 is the next position of the starling. X,
is the random position of starling from the selected flock of
the population while X, is the random starling in the entire
population of the starlings. £ is defined as the separation
operation that uses a quantum harmonic oscillator to maintain
the population diversity. The details of the quantum harmonic
oscillator mathematical model is provided in the original
SMO paper [47].

Next each starling position in each flock in the population
is updated with the diving strategy or the whirling strategy.
The selection of strategies by starlings is determined based
on the following equation:

Qq<ﬂq
QqZU«q

where Q, is the quality of flock ¢ (shown in Equation (6)) and
4 is the average of the quality of all flocks in the population.

> N ZszlfVlj(t)

n it [0
where fv;; is the fitness value of the iy, starling in the
proportion of the flock population and k is the number of
flocks in a murmuration M.

The diving technique involves the exploration phase and
the whirling technique involves the exploitation phase of
the metaheuristic algorithm. The diving search approach is
intended to effectively explore the search space when the
flock quality is considered bad (Q; < u4). Given that each
flock ¢, including starlings k, is at an unfavourable location.
This area is then avoided by the diving search method, which
includes uphill and downward quantum dives as well as a
quantum random dive (QRD) operator for picking quantum
dives. On the other hand, When flock has a good quality
(Qy > Mg), then the next position of each starling & is
determined using the whirling search strategy. Inspired by the
nature of murmuration, the whirling search strategy exploits
the search zones using Equation 7. The details of the two
strategies for the updation of the position of the starlings are
further elaborated in the original SMO paper [47].

Xi(t + 1) = Xi(1) + cos(ra) x (Xg(1) = Xn(®)), (7)

Diving Strat
X+ _| wing Strategy , )

" | Whirling Strategy

Qq(1) = (6)

where r, is a random value between [0, 1], X is the random
member from the flocks in the population and X} is a distinct
starling which has not been picked from previous iterations in
the flocks. Algorithm 1 provides the pseudo code of the SMO
Algorithm.

B. Q-LEARNING TECHNIQUE
By ways of interacting with the environment, a reinforcement
technique is developed in literature. By providing the concept
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Algorithm 1 Pseudo Code of the SMO
Set the number of max_iter, population size, dimension d
Initialise the starling population according to equation (1).

Evaluate initial candidate solution of the population
Determine Global Best (GB) from the entire population
while iter < max_iter do
Determine new population distribution at each iter
Use separation strategy to select the proportion of
starlings using equation (3)
Run multi-flock construction algorithm of the SMO
Compute quality of flock Q, and the average quality of
the population flock 14
if O, < g then
Determine new starling position using diving strategy
else
Determine new starling position using whirling strat-
egy
end if
Evaluate boundary conditions using equation (2)
Calculate Starling population fitness
Determine the GB position from population
iter = iter + 1
end while
return GB position

of reward or punishment the learning agent is taught to
perform at optimum capacity without having the need to
specify exactly the task that the agent needs to achieve.
In this context, the intelligent agent (learner) takes action
based on its current state and is rewarded or penalised by
the environment. In order to optimise the cumulative reward,
the agent takes into account the actions it has taken in the
past. Formally, we define the set of all states in the complete
environment as a set S = s1,52,....5, and all possible
actions that can be taken by the agent at each state S is
represented as a set A = ay, az, ... .a,. Whenever the agent
performs an action from a state, it is provided with a reward
r; where t represents the reward at that instead from the
specific action state protocol. The reward can be negative
indicating punishment receival. Using this information the
agent is assigned to task to maximise its value by learning
the policy  for § — A combination:

Vi) =r+yrp +vina +yinas.. (©8)

where the value of gamma, the discount parameter, is deter-
mined within the range [0,1]. Interestingly, the specific value
of this hyperparameters largely determines the behaviour of
the learner. If the value is close to 0, the learner will tend to
forget the past reward points achieved by the learner and will
only focus on the current reward. Conversely, if its closer to 1,
the learner will tend to use the rewards received in the past as
a determining factor for the value maximisation.

The most common type of reinforcement learning method-
ology is the Q learning technique which consists of learning
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the value of Q which is the reward received immediately upon
executing action a from state s, plus discount parameter y
computed using equation (8). Q is estimated recursively based
on this equation:

O(s,a) =r(s,a) + ¥ X Ouax(8(s, a), a"), )

where 8(s,a) denotes the resultant state that is applied
on applying the action a state s pair. In the context of
metaheuristic algorithms, when learning, the agent faces an
important choice of movement in the exploitation phase or
exploration the exploration phase. The challenge for the agent
is to determine the appropriate balance between exploring
unknown states and actions and exploiting early visited states
and actions in order to maximise reward accumulation. The
Q-learning algorithm 2 begins by initialising a table with zero
values for each possible state in the search space. As the
agent moves through different states and takes actions, the
algorithm observes the resulting rewards and updates the
Q-table accordingly.

Algorithm 2 Pseudo Code of the Q-Learning Algorithm
Set the Q-table entries to zero
Observe current state
Select an action from the list of possible actions in the
current state
Observe reward obtained from selecting that action
Update Q-table entry according to equation (9)
Repeat Q-table updation until stopping criteria achieved

C. METAHEURISTIC FEATURE SELECTION TECHNIQUE

In feature selection, the goal is to identify the most suitable
features from the complete dataset. This involves generating
a binary output of 1s and Os to indicate the selected features.
To represent a solution, a one-dimensional vector is used
with each cell assigned a value of either 1 or 0. A value
of 1 indicates that the associated attribute is chosen while
0 indicates that it is not.

The fitness function used in the algorithm determines the
values assigned to each attribute in the vector. This approach
allows for an efficient selection of the most appropriate
features from the original dataset. The traditional fitness
function involves the maximisation of the Accuracy of the
subset feature set and the number of unselected features
according to equation (10):

Tot_feat. — sel._feat.

F.F =« -Accu. l—a)-
o - Accu.xw + ) Tot_feat.

(10)

While the use of metaheuristic algorithm certainly improve
the performance of the feature selection technique, a classifi-
cation algorithm i.e. KNN inhibits the computational time of
the feature selection process as the metaheuristic algorithm
has to determine the fitness value of the population for each
iteration. This equates to the fact that each iteration of the

VOLUME 11, 2023



S. K. R. Moosavi et al.: Early Mental Stress Detection Using QLESMO-Based Deep Learning Model

IEEE Access

TABLE 1. The structure of the Q-table in the proposed model with initial conditions.

actions
(rl1 &r2)

Indicators
(Den & Dis)

FIGURE 4. Overview of the QLESMO algorithm.

Problem Fitness
Function

population will have to go through the KNN classification
algorithm. To circumvent such issues in the process of feature
selection, we propose a variance based feature selection
technique as shown in equation (11) that uses the data
variance as a tool to determine the fitness value. The
new approach is a minimisation problem. This results in a
significant reduction in the algorithm’s processing time to
produce optimal features:

Tot_feat. — unsel._feat.

F.F=u«-Var. +( -«
Dataset ( ) Tot jeat .

(11)

IV. PROPOSED TECHNIQUE

In this section, first, the novel Q-learning embedded Starling
Murmuration Optimiser (QLESMO) is presented highlight-
ing the use of this approach for optimisation problems. Suc-
cessively, the architecture of the proposed 1D-Convolutional
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Action Actiona Actions Actiong Actions Actiong Actiony Actiong Actiong
(r=H & | (r=H & | (¢r=M & | (=M & |(m=H & | (m=L & | (=M & | (m=L & | (=L &
ro=H) r2=M) ro=H) ro=M) ro=L) r2=H) rg=L) ro=M) ro=L)
Statey 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
(Den=H &
Dis=H)
States 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
(Den=H &
Dis=M)
States 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Den=M &
Dis=H)
Statey 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
(Den=M &
Dis=M)
States 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
(Den=H &
Dis=L)
Stateg 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
(Den=L &
Dis=H)
Stater 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
(Den=M &
Dis=L)
States 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
(Den=L &
Dis=M)
Stateg 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
(Den=L &
Dis=L)
Neural Network (CNN) is explained. An important part of
SMo IDCNN is the hyperparameters, which are explained sub-
Choose Search . .. .
best [ Agent sequentially. In the last part, CNN training using QLESMO

is outlined.

A. Q-LEARNING EMBEDDED STARLING MURMURATION
OPTIMISER

The QLESMO algorithm incorporates the Q-Learning
approach to guide SMO search agents towards discovering
the entire search space in a more efficient manner, avoiding
local optima during runtime. This differs from the traditional
SMO technique, which employs flock quality to switch
between diving and whirling equations. Instead, our proposed
algorithm uses Q-learning to control two critical parameters,
namely | and r2, replacing the flock quality parameters Q,
and p14. The movement of the search agent within the search
space is heavily influenced by these parameters, which are
critical in directing its exploration. The Q-table is used to
modify the values of these parameters in accordance with the
values stored in the Q-table. (See Table 1)

So, when r; is lower than r,, the SMO algorithm will be in
the exploitation mode and conduct the diving strategy. On the
other hand, the algorithm performs the whirling strategy
when rq is higher than r, and traverses the search space as
an explorative agent. Now the architecture of the Q-table
consists of 9 actions. Initially all the values in the Q-table are
set to zero so that the initial stage will have an equally likely
reward from the Q-table. Once the action is performed on the
SMO algorithm, if the agent finds a better fitness solution,
the reward is set to 1 and conversely if the agent does not find
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the better solution than the reward is set to a penalty of —1.
Using the equation (9), the Q-table is updated.

The parameter « is utilised to signify the importance of
both the variance quality and subset length, and its value is
predetermined prior to the commencement of the algorithm.
In this study, « has been set to 0.5.

Next, the positions of the agents are measured and various
states are identified based on their locations relative to the
population location. To determine the population status and
the position of individual agents in relation to the global best
position, two indicators are employed: population density and
population distance [48], shown in equations (12) and (13),
respectively:

(12)

N D
1 P =
iy — J 2
Density = NIL] x ‘El .El(Xi X7)
1= =

2 VIP=X@ )P

Z (BObtl’LdUppgr - B()M"ldLawer)2

Distance =

13)

Algorithm 3 Steps for QLESMO
Set the number of max_iter, population size, dimension d
and « for the fitness function
Initialise the SMO population and Q-table
Evaluate initial candidate solution of the population and
indicators(Den, Dis)
Determine Global Best (GB) position from the entire
population
while iter < max_iter do
Determine new Starling population distribution at each
iter
Compute Indicator values
Evaluate action based on Q-table from state values
Determine values for r; and ro
if r; < rp then
Diving Action Execute
else
Whirling Action Execute
end if
Calculate Starling fitness population using eq. (11)
Inject boundary conditions using eq. (2)
Determine reward value based on state-action update
Update Q-table
Determine the GB position from population
iter = iter + 1
end while
return GB position

In this equation, N represents the total number of agents,
L stands for the longest diagonal length in the search space,
D denotes the dimension of the search space, Xl.h is the value
of agent 7 at dimension j, and X; refers to the mean value of
all QLESMO agents at dimension j. It is important to note
that the indicators’ values fall within the range of [0,1] and
are further divided into three categories: L (0 to 0.333), M
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(0.334 to 0.666), and H (0.667 to 1). By categorising states
and actions in this way, QLESMO can efficiently explore the
search space and handle a wide range of real-world problems
with robustness. The pseudocode of QLESMO algorithm
combined with the proposed feature selection methodology
as the fitness function evaluator, equation (11), is given in
Algorithm 3.

B. CNN MODEL

1D Convolutional Neural Networks (IDCNNs) are a type
of neural network commonly used in machine learning
applications for processing one-dimensional data, such as
time series or audio signals.

1DCNNs work by applying a set of filters, also known as
kernels, to the input data. The filters are typically small in
size and slide along the input data, computing the dot product
between the filter weights and a small segment of the input
data at each position. The result of each convolution operation
is then passed through an activation function, such as the
rectified linear unit (ReLU), to introduce nonlinearity into the
model.

The output of each convolution operation is often referred
to as a feature map, and multiple feature maps can be
produced by using multiple filters. These feature maps are
then typically subsampled, often using a technique called max
pooling, which involves taking the maximum value within
a small window of the feature map. This downsamples the
feature maps and can help to reduce the dimensionality of the
input data.

Finally, the resulting feature maps are typically flattened
and passed through one or more fully connected layers, which
can be used to produce a final output, such as a classification
or regression prediction.

In a Convolutional Neural Network (CNN), the core
operation is the convolution, which can be expressed
mathematically as:

M—-1N-1

YA )= > D Xi+mj+n- -Kmn (14

m=0 n=0

In this equation, Y (i, j) represents the output feature map
value at position (i, j), X (i +m, j + n) is the input feature map
value at position (i + m, j + n), K(m, n) is the convolution
kernel (or filter) with its associated parameters, and b is the
bias term. The double summation computes the weighted sum
of the input values within a local receptive field, where M and
N denote the dimensions of the kernel.

The convolution operation involves sliding the kernel over
the input feature map and computing the weighted sum at
each position to produce the output feature map. The bias
term b is added to introduce a bias shift in the output
values.

The output of the convolution operation is a sequence
of values, one for each position in the input signal. The
resulting sequence can then be passed through an activation
function, such as the ReLU function to introduce nonlinearity
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FIGURE 5. QLESMO-based CNN model for classification.

into the model.

ReLU (x) = max(0, x) (15)

The mathematical equation for max pooling can be
expressed as follows:
pi= f}}%")’i—ﬁ—(/—l)& (16)
where S is the stride of the pooling operation. 1D Convo-
lutional Neural Networks (1IDCNNs) have several benefits
when it comes to classification tasks. Firstly, IDCNNs are
able to learn features automatically from the input data.
This can be particularly useful when working with time
series data, where it can be difficult to identify relevant
features by hand. By using IDCNNS, the network can learn
to identify relevant features directly from the input signal,
without the need for feature engineering. Secondly, IDCNNs
are able to capture temporal dependencies within the input
data. This is important in classification tasks where the order
of the input data matters. For example, when classifying
speech signals, the order of the audio samples is critical in
identifying the spoken word. Thirdly, IDCNNs are capable
of producing highly accurate results in classification tasks,
often outperforming other machine learning algorithms. This
is due in part to their ability to learn complex features from
the input data, as well as their ability to capture temporal
dependencies. The input to the 1D Convolutional Neural
Network (CNN) comprises mental stress data features,
preprocessed and selected for features by the QLESMO. The
1D CNN employs convolutional layers with rectified linear
unit (ReLU) activation to autonomously extract temporal
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features from the sensor data. Each convolutional layer uses
a filter size of 3, a hyperparameter meticulously tuned by
QLESMO to enhance the CNN’s efficiency. Subsequent to
convolution, max pooling layers are applied to condense the
feature maps and diminish their dimensions. These feature
maps are then flattened and input into fully connected layers
for the purpose of classification. Given the binary nature
of the classification problem (stressed versus not stressed),
binary cross-entropy loss is adopted as the appropriate loss
function. The Adam optimiser is employed to iteratively
adjust the CNN weights, aiming to minimise the loss.
Additionally, batch normalisation is strategically placed after
each convolutional layer, aiding in the normalisation of
activations and promoting convergence. Notably, no dropout
is integrated into the architecture, a decision informed by
the fine-tuning of regularisation hyperparameters through
QLESMO. The quantity of filters and units in each layer
stands as critical hyperparameters, meticulously optimised by
QLESMO to derive the optimal CNN architecture.

However, there are also some potential demerits when it
comes to hyperparameter tuning in IDCNNs. One potential
challenge is tuning the number and size of the filters used in
the network. Choosing the wrong number or size of filters
can lead to overfitting or underfitting the data, resulting in
poor performance on new, unseen data. Another potential
challenge is selecting the appropriate activation function for
the network. While ReLU is a popular choice for many
applications, other activation functions, such as sigmoid or
tanh, may be more appropriate in certain situations. Finally,
tuning the stride length and padding used in the network
can also be important for achieving optimal performance.
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Choosing the wrong stride length or padding can result in
loss of important features or information, leading to poor
performance on classification tasks.

Metaheuristic optimisation algorithms have been found to
be effective for hyperparameter tuning in IDCNNS, as they
are able to efficiently search through the vast space of
potential hyperparameter values and find optimal solutions.
Unlike traditional grid search or random search methods,
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metaheuristic algorithms are able to intelligently explore the
space of hyperparameters and find optimal values that may
not have been considered otherwise.

C. QLESMO BASED CNN FOR CLASSIFICATION

One of the main demerits of the CNN architecture is that it
involves a large number of hyperparameters, including the
size of the filters, the number of filters, and the learning
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TABLE 2. Hyperparameters for the proposed QLESMO tuned CNN model.

Model Name Hyper Parameters Value
Convolutional Layers No. of Units in CNN Layer 150
yers Filter size in each Layer 3
No. of agents 30
QLESMO Algorithm Hyper Parameter | 100
. . Learning Rate 10—2
Learning Configuration Dropout Rate NA

rate for the optimiser. Tuning these hyperparameters can be a
time-consuming and challenging process, requiring extensive
trial and error experimentation.

To address this challenge, metaheuristic optimisation algo-
rithms can be used to effectively tune the hyperparameters
of the CNN architecture. These algorithms are designed to
search for optimal hyperparameters efficiently by exploring
the hyperparameter space using a combination of heuristic
techniques and mathematical optimisation methods. In this
work, we employed the QLESMO algorithm to tune the
hyperparameters of the CNN architecture. Figure 5 shows the
model flow diagram for the proposed QLESMO baed CNN
technique. Additionally, Table 2 shows the model parameters
for the QLESMO tuned CNN network.

The training process begins by utilising the training set
to iteratively train the weights of the Convolutional Neural
Network (CNN). To enhance the efficiency and effectiveness
of this training, it’s conducted in batches, involving smaller
subsets of the training samples. This batch-wise approach
significantly contributes to the model’s ability to generalise
well to unseen data. For each batch during the training
phase, a series of steps are executed. Firstly, the batch is
propagated forward through the layers of the CNN, producing
predictions. Subsequently, a loss is computed by comparing
these predictions to the true labels of the training data.
Gradients are then calculated using backpropagation, which
provides information about the rate at which the loss changes
with respect to the weights and biases. The weights of the
network are updated to minimise the loss using the Adam
optimiser and a specific learning rate. This process is vital for
refining the model’s predictive capabilities. Multiple epochs,
which involve passing the entire training set through the
network, are employed to iteratively train the CNN, allowing
the model to learn from the data over multiple rounds.

Following each epoch, the model’s performance is eval-
uvated using a validation set. The QLESMO (Quantum
Leap Enhanced Sequential Model Optimisation) algorithm
is utilised to optimise hyperparameters such as the learning
rate, number of units, activation functions, and more. This
fine-tuning helps enhance the performance of the model on
the validation set. The model exhibiting the best performance
on the validation set is selected and further assessed on
a separate test set. Diverse performance metrics, including
accuracy, precision, recall, and Fl-score, are meticulously
calculated on this test set. These metrics provide a com-
prehensive understanding of the model’s performance and
efficacy in making predictions and classifications.
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V. RESULTS

A. DATASET: MENTAL STRESS DETECTION

Data were obtained for about seven days from fifteen
female nurses who were on regular shifts at a medical
center. The age of the nurses varied from 30 to 55 years.
Throughout two stages, data was obtained from 04/14/2020
to 12/11/2020, amounting to 1,250 hours of data. Phase-I
ran from 4/15/2020 to 8/6/2020, and Phase II ran from
10/08/2020 to 12/11/2020. Nurses who were following their
usual work schedules were the participants recruited for the
research. Wearable devices were utilised to continuously
track the physiological signals with minimal interference
during regular shifts. The procedure for the data collection
process is illustrated in Figure 6. The objective of this
study was to determine the nurses’ stress levels during their
everyday routine using wearables. To better highlight the
distribution of the characteristics, Figure 7 shows a heatmap
that depicts the correlation between all of the features in the
dataset.

To ensure minimal data loss, a Empatica E4 device
was placed on the dominant arm’s wrist, and participants
were instructed to keep their phone nearby and wear the
device in close contact with their skin. The study only
included signals obtained continuously during the nurse’s
eight-hour work shift. The nurse could stop data collection
by turning off the device, and any missing data during the
shift was discarded, which could result in the absence of
Inter-Beat Interval (IBI) and Heart Rate data due to PPG
sensor noise artifacts. No missing data from the EDA sensor
was observed [49]. Figure 6 shows the framework for the
dataset collection. Furthermore, once the nurses registered as
experiences stress, a survey with various questions pertaining
to present conditions was presented and recorded. The dataset
itself contains a total of 12445 entries from data recorded
from 15 nurses over the span of their 8-hour work shifts.
The complete set of survey questions and bio-markers make
up 47 features for the division of stress and non-stressed
instances. The complete dataset is available on Dryad [50].

B. FEATURE SELECTION RESULTS

The experimental results in this section showed that our
proposed strategy that focuses on a larger set of param-
eters was able to effectively and efficiently solve the
multi-objective optimisation problem related to mental stress
detection dataset. The results demonstrate that our strategy
outperformed the baseline approaches and was able to find
solutions that were closer to the optimal solution, while
also taking into account the practicality and realism of the
solutions. In particular Variance based FS proves to be a
far more effective strategy for feature selection than the
traditional KNN based approach.

The Feature selection algorithm is run 30 times using
each metaheuristic algorithm in comparison. To draw a
fair comparison of the technique each algorithm is run for
10 iterations and a population size of 30 agents is used.
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TABLE 3. Average results of 30 runs with 10 iterations and 30 population size of agents.

. Algorithms
S-No. | FS Type Metric QLESMO | SMO AOA GWO | MFA PSO WOA
1 Accuracy 0.949549 0.915284 | 0.915457 | 0.923033 | 0.874247 | 0.936119 | 0.913964
2 S.D 0.00671 0.034731 | 0.023859 | 0.035438 | 0.021251 | 0.023288 | 0.039367
3 Variance Precision 0.949827 0.915459 | 0.915879 | 0.923026 | 0.874481 | 0.936327 | 0.913905
4 F1-Score 0.94965 0.915291 | 0.91562 0.922982 | 0.874296 | 0.936138 | 0.913776
5 Time 21.78802 38.76465 | 25.05564 | 24.97033 | 52.69665 | 23.41998 | 24.67906
6 No. of features | 8.857143 10.42857 | 14.14286 | 14 3485714 | 9.714286 | 17.42857
7 Accuracy 0.942375 0.807783 | 0.802215 | 0.831889 | 0.869311 | 0.8506 0.763301
8 S.D 0.011926 0.136611 | 0.123064 | 0.097142 | 0.012921 | 0.109067 | 0.118564
9 KNN Precision 0.942595 0.804161 | 0.798416 | 0.831048 | 0.869503 | 0.849152 | 0.758794
10 F1-Score 0.94246 0.804966 | 0.799277 | 0.83137 0.869266 | 0.849445 | 0.759798
11 Time 234.5026 430.255 251.5114 | 253.8618 | 2295.545 | 247.2163 | 251.2514
12 No. of features | 10.71429 11.14286 | 14.57143 | 21.71429 | 35.28571 14.14286 | 18.42857

TABLE 4. Best results of 30 runs with 10 iterations and 30 population size of agents.

. Algorithms
S-No. | FS Type Metric QLESMO | SMO AOA GWO | MFA PSO WOA
1 Accuracy 0.959823 0.953797 | 0.955002 | 0.956609 | 0.900763 | 0.956207 | 0.955002
2 Precision 0.959801 0.954027 | 0.955081 | 0.956828 | 0.900928 | 0.956241 | 0.954879
3 Variance | FI-Score 0.959809 0.953894 | 0.955009 | 0.9567 0.900834 | 0.956185 | 0.95493
4 Time 20.37101 37.21625 | 23.86199 | 24.0896 50.20213 | 22.50135 | 22.12482
5 No. of features | 6 9 14 14 30 8 6
6 Accuracy 0.95902 0.946967 | 0.948172 | 0.9546 0.887103 | 0.955404 | 0.952591
7 Precision 0.959115 0.947114 | 0.94796 0.954774 | 0.887748 | 0.95527 0.952686
8 KNN F1-Score 0.95906 0.947003 | 0.948044 | 0.95465 0.8874 0.95533 0.952615
9 Time 211.1683 407.2095 | 245.3324 | 240.9927 | 1675.444 | 234.6942 | 241.4366
10 No. of features | 7 9 14 14 32 11 7

The average results of the 30 runs of the metrics used are
shown in Table 3 while Table 4 depict the best result obtained
from the 30 runs. As the data suggests it can be devised that
the proposed QLESMO algorithm was able to find global
minima solution far better than the conventional algorithms
in comparison.

In this stage, feature vectors from various windows are
organised sequentially to create a 2D input sample for the
1D Convolutional Neural Network (CNN), where each row
corresponds to a distinct time window. This stacking process
encapsulates the temporal information within the data. Prior
to feeding this input into the CNN, standardisation is carried
out by subtracting the mean and dividing by the standard
deviation, effectively normalising the data distribution.
This standardised input essentially functions as a pseudo-
timeseries, preserving temporal structure while enhancing the
informativeness of the features. During the training phase, the
1D CNN model is trained using batches of these standardised
input samples. When it comes to testing, a similar set of
preprocessing and feature extraction steps is applied to pre-
viously unseen data, converting them into standardised input
samples compatible with the CNN model for evaluation and
prediction.

C. BENCHMARK TEST FUNCTION RESULTS
In this section the set of simulation results is performed
on 10 benchmark test functions (taken from CEC’20 test
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suite [51]) with QLESMO using 30 agents of population
size, and 100 iterations run 30 times. The convergence curve
comparison for the algorithms can be seen in Figure 10.
Detailed analysis of each function against different test
functions is prepared. Referring to Table 5, QLESMO has
gained the far most performance by finding the global minima
solution better than other compared optimisers. The best
results are written in bold for better visualisation of each test
function. Results indicates that QLESMO algorithm using
Q-learning is far better at balancing between exploitation
and exploration phases compared to other meta-heuristic
algorithms.
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TABLE 5. Best/Worst/Average/STD achieved by algorithms for standard functions in 100 iterations with 30 population size in 30 runs.

Fun. | Params | QLESMO | MFA AOA WOA GWO PSO
Best 1.56e-104 3.60e-80 8.06e-41 9.98e-01 3.86e+03 1.63e+05
Worst 1.76e-103 3.14e-78 2.71e-26 7.18e+00 5.46e+03 2.71e+05
F1 Avg 4.43e-98 6.12e-64 3.22e-04 4.99¢e+02 2.83e+03 1.12e+05
Std 1.23e-98 1.16e-64 1.05e-04 2.70e+02 8.43e+03 3.98e+05
Rank 1 2 3 4 5 6
Best 2.05e-121 3.19e-41 6.98e-54 1.69e-01 2.47e+01 6.91e+00
Worst 3.15e-108 1.51e-38 8.90e-52 6.23e-01 3.35e+01 9.74e+00
F2 Avg 1.98e-72 6.56e-35 6.94e-47 5.08e+00 9.36e+00 1.93e+00
Std 3.73e-73 2.76e-35 1.43e-47 4.54e+00 4.17e+01 1.13e+01
Rank 1 3 2 4 6 5
Best 4.80e-81 5.08e-78 5.41e-19 2.82e+01 7.28e+03 2.22e+03
Worst 3.53e-74 1.18e-66 1.06e-03 2.02e+02 9.62e+03 3.41e+03
F3 Avg 2.99e-66 1.85e+00 3.17e-02 5.69e+03 7.40e+03 1.67e+03
Std 6.04e-67 3.38e-01 2.21e-02 4.62e+03 1.68e+04 5.04e+03
Rank 1 2 3 4 6 5
Best 2.97e-55 1.26e-40 6.00e-17 1.38e+00 2.01e+01 1.08e+01
Worst 1.63e-53 4.29e-38 1.21e-03 2.33e+00 2.72e+01 1.23e+01
F4 Avg 1.09¢e-49 4.16e-34 2.06e-02 8.48e+00 5.90e+00 3.57e+00
Std 2.34e-50 1.04e-34 3.57e-02 8.58e+00 3.34e+01 1.62e+01
Rank 1 2 3 4 5 6
Best 0.93e-06 1.11e-05 1.79¢-06 1.26e-02 3.40e-01 3.86e-02
Worst 2.85e-05 6.78e-05 2.26e-05 2.62e-02 1.25e+00 1.02e-01
F5 Avg 1.63e-04 2.85e-04 3.25e-04 2.20e-01 2.37e+00 7.12e-02
Std 1.84e-04 3.30e-04 3.10e-04 1.67e-01 3.06e+00 1.64e-01
Rank 1 3 2 4 6 5
Best 2.17e-36 1.57e-32 6.73e-01 1.12e+00 8.52e+01 4.84e+00
Worst 3.01e-31 1.55e-32 7.28e-01 1.62e+00 1.87e+04 7.08e+00
F6 Avg 5.56e-47 6.65¢-10 4.67e-02 2.64e+05 9.85e+05 1.09e+01
Std 1.60e-32 1.22e-10 7.77e-01 5.37e+04 5.65e+05 1.41e+01
Rank 1 2 3 4 6 5
Best 3.08e-04 3.11e-04 4.37e-04 7.89e-04 3.39e-04 5.25e-04
Worst 3.08e-04 3.43e-04 5.02e-04 1.55e-03 1.00e-03 7.39¢e-04
F7 Avg 1.07e-05 2.78e-04 2.74e-02 1.41e-02 2.48e-02 1.31e-03
Std 3.16e-04 5.22e-04 1.77e-02 1.49e-02 1.45e-02 1.34e-03
Rank 1 2 4 5 3 6
Best 1.08e-32 1.34e-32 2.74e+00 3.36e+00 2.68e+05 2.24e+01
Worst 1.14e-32 1.38e-32 2.82e+00 4.15e+00 8.89e+05 4.61e+01
F8 Avg 7.04e-48 5.56e-08 7.13e-02 5.49¢e+05 6.13e+06 3.51e+03
Std 1.84e-38 1.34e-22 2.87e+00 1.08e+05 6.68e+06 1.40e+03
Rank 1 2 3 4 6 5
Best -3.98e+00 -3.88e+00 | -3.86e+00 | -3.83e+00 | -3.88e+00 -3.86e+00
Worst -3.96e+00 -3.82e+00 | -3.85e+00 | -3.89e¢+00 | -3.88e+00 -3.88e+00
F9 Avg 1.91e-02 8.15e-02 1.32e-02 9.66e-02 5.6060e-02 | 1.15e-04
Std -3.84e+00 -3.78e+00 | -3.83e+00 | -3.70e+00 | -3.84e+00 -3.86e+00
Rank 1 2 3 4 5 6
Best -1.03e+01 -1.03e+01 | -7.24e+00 | -9.26e+00 | -1.01e+01 -1.01e+01
Worst -1.01e+01 -1.01e+01 | -4.73e+00 | -5.28¢+00 | -1.00e+01 -1.02e+01
F10 Avg 1.42e-05 2.69e-01 1.37e+00 2.27e+00 3.33e+00 3.56e+00
Std -1.01e+01 -1.01e+01 | -3.67e+00 | -2.76e+00 | -5.07e+00 -5.87e+00
Rank 1 2 3 4 5 6
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FIGURE 9. KNN average.

D. CLASSIFICATION RESULTS

Based on selected features, as shown in Table 6, the four
deep learning models also achieved promising classification
results for mental stress detection. QLESMO-CNN, MFA-
CNN, AOA-CNN, and GWO-CNN achieved accuracy of
98.67 %, 97.59 %, 95.50 %, and 94.74 %, respectively. These
results suggest that the selected features contain sufficient
information for the models to accurately detect mental
stress. Notably, the models achieved slightly lower accuracy
compared to using the full feature set, but the results are still
considered effective for mental stress detection. Precision,
recall, accuracy, specificity and F1 score comparison between
competing techniques is presented in Figure 11.

Based on the full features of the dataset, as shown in
Table 6, all four models also showed promising results for
the classification of mental stress detection. QLESMO-CNN
achieved an accuracy of 96.95 %, MFA-CNN achieved an
accuracy of 95.26 %, AOA-CNN achieved an accuracy of
94.17 %, and GWO-CNN achieved an accuracy of 91.52
% on the mental stress dataset. Precision, recall, accuracy,
specificity and F1 score comparison between competing
techniques is presented in Figure. 12.

Using selected features can also help to reduce the
computational complexity of the models and improve their
efficiency without significantly affecting their performance.
Therefore, selecting important features is a viable strategy to
consider when working with large datasets. The classification
results demonstrate the potential of deep learning models,
including QLESMO-CNN, MFA-CNN, AOA-CNN, and
GWO-CNN, in accurately detecting mental stress, both with
the full feature set and with selected features.

VI. DISCUSSION

The optimisation strategy in this work is demonstrated
on three levels. First, the proposed QLESMO algorithm
is utilised to address the challenge of feature selection
for wearable-based mental stress detection. Second, the
QLESMO algorithm is tested on and compared with com-
petitive metaheuristic algorithms for 10 CEC benchmark
test function. Finally, a QLESMO based CNN architecture
is devised which performs classification for the dataset
employed in this study i.e. the stresses observed in nurses
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working during the Covid-19 pandemic. In each use case,
it is observed that the integration of reinforcement learning,
metaheuristic algorithms and CNN architecture to develop
the QLESMO-CNN technique outperforms other compara-
tive techniques in terms of the evaluation metrics used in this
study.

For the domain of feature selection a new approach is
devised in which the fitness function is calculated using the
dataset variance minimisation as compared to the traditional
KNN accuracy maximisation method. This strategy is seen to
provide optimal features 10 times faster and with comparably
higher accuracy as seen in Table 3 and Table 4. The analysis
with the benchmark test functions further incorporates the
idea that QLESMO algorithm excels in striking a balance
between exploitation and exploration phases, a crucial aspect
in optimisation problems, and its superiority over other
meta-heuristic algorithms in terms of convergence.

Utilising the QLESMO-CNN architecture, the task of
early mental stress detection is classified. QLESMO-CNN
appeared to outperform other models across various metrics.
Additionally, using selected features, as shown in Table 6,
can enhance computational efficiency, making it a practical
choice for large datasets. Classifying mental stress using a
deep learning model is instrumental in achieving early detec-
tion, which is pivotal for timely intervention and support.
These models provide objective assessments, can screen large
populations, offer continuous monitoring, optimise resource
allocation, and generate valuable data-driven insights into
stress factors. By leveraging technology in this way, we can
proactively address mental stress, mitigate its impact, and
promote better mental well-being for individuals.

Insights into the State-of-the-Art landscape of mental
stress detection approaches are provided by the comparison
analysis, which is shown in Table 7. It highlights the com-
plexity of the issue by showcasing a variety of techniques,
from wearables and surveys to EEG signals. When various
approaches are compared, our suggested model stands
out with an accuracy of 0.9867, outperforming the other
techniques. This shows that the QLESMO-CNN technique
performs effectively, making it a potential development in
the recognition of mental stress. It considers the most recent
advancements in the area and can potentially provide a more
reliable method for spotting early signs of mental stress.

The model selection process opted in this study does not
adopt the cross validation technique due to the dataset’s
temporal dependencies and reliability. When performing
cross-validation, these structures in datasets are regularly
ignored, resulting in serious underestimation of predictive
error [58]. Furthermore, at each run of the feature selection
process, the model instances are randomised so as to produce
a generalised reduced feature subset that represents the
dataset in a more robust and computationally cost-effective
manner.

The model selection process opted in this study does not
adopt the cross validation technique due to the dataset’s
temporal dependencies and reliability. When performing
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FIGURE 10. Cost vs iterations comparison on standard functions.
TABLE 6. Evaluation metrics comparison with selected and full set features.
Technique With Selected Features With Full Features
q Precision | Recall | Accuracy | Specificity | Flscore | Precision | Recall | Accuracy | Specificity | Flscore
QLESMO-CNN | 0.9848 0.9821 | 0.9867 0.9932 0.9834 0.962 0.9618 | 0.9695 0.9849 0.9619
MFA-CNN 0.9705 0.9662 | 0.9759 0.988 0.9683 0.9409 0.9484 | 0.9526 0.9766 0.9443
AOA-CNN 0.9427 0.9463 | 0.955 0.9779 0.9444 0.9261 0.9363 | 0.9417 0.9718 0.9308
GWO-CNN 0.9396 0.9317 | 0.9474 0.9731 0.9354 0.9068 0.8903 | 0.9152 0.9559 0.8975
1 T T T 1 T T T T
I Precision [ Precision
[ Recall i [ Recall
- [ Accuracy 0.98 - [ Accuracy 1
I Specificity _ [ Specificity
I F1Score 7 [ F1Score
m 0.96 - 1
| 0.94 g
4 092 :
i 09 .
L1 L1 i
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FIGURE 11. Bar chart comparison for evaluation metrics with selected
features.

cross-validation, these structures in datasets are regularly
ignored, resulting in serious underestimation of predictive
error [58]. On the context of this study, at each run of the
feature selection process, the model instances are randomised
so as to produce a generalised reduced feature subset that rep-
resents the dataset in a more robust and computationally cost-
effective manner. Furthermore, by using a separate validation
set, we aimed to ensure that our model’s performance was
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FIGURE 12. Evaluation metrics comparison with full features.

rigorously tested on unseen data, which we believe is crucial
for the reliability of our findings.

The perception of stress levels might vary across individu-
als. Determining the absence of other contributing elements,
whether personal or professional, in the nurse’s assessment
of a stress-related event is a challenging task. Moreover,
considering that the dataset was obtained from nurses under
an abnormally elevated workload, it may be necessary
to adapt the model’s conclusions to typical user case
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TABLE 7. Comparative analysis of proposed technique with the state-of-the-art.

Reference | Year | Dataset Conditions Dataset Collection Underlying Methodology Evaluation Metrics
Students of Jaypee Institute of Accuracy : 0.8571
[52] 2019 | Info. Tech. before exams and Survey KNN, Naive Bayes, RF, SVM Recall : 0.7500
due to usage of the internet Specificity: 1.0
Accuracy : 0.9726
Precision : 0.9627
[53] 2022 | Mental arithmetic tasks EEG Signals WOA-SVM F1-Score : 0.9723
Recall : 0.9826
Specificity : 0.9932
Trier Social Stress Test (TSST) Accuracy : 0.8308
[54] 2015 | ith public speaking and Wearables SVM Precision : 0.8387
cognitive tasks
The SWELL Knowledge Work Camera facial expres-
[55] 2016 (SSW]?LL'KW) Dataset  for | G0 body postures, | SVM, DT, ANN Accuracy : 0.9003
tress and User Modeling
wearables
Research
drivedb - Physionet Dataset . . .
[56] 2020 | (COVID-19 pandemic related | ECG signals 1(22221 SVM using Gaussian |, o\ racy - 0,983
stress)
Mental calculations, and sound Accuracy: 0.827
[57] 2022 | interference ‘Wearables CNN Sensitivity: 0.970
Specificity: 0.690
Accuracy : 0.9867
Nurses working 8-hour shifts Precision : 0.9848
Our Model | 2023 | during Covid-19 Pandemic Wearables, Survey QLESMO-CNN F1-Score : 0.9834
Recall : 0.9821
Specificity : 0.9932

settings. One potential area of attention for academics is the
development of transfer learning methodologies that might
enhance the adaptability of models to particular datasets.
The preservation of data privacy and security is a significant
problem when dealing with the acquisition of information on
a massive scale. In addition, it is essential to address ethical
issues pertaining to factors such as maintaining anonymity,
processing data, and ensuring secure storage.

VII. CONCLUSION AND FUTURE WORK

Stress is a common experience that affects individuals of all
ages, and managing it effectively can significantly improve
overall well-being. Early detection of stress is essential
to prevent chronic stress-related health problems, reduced
productivity, and a decreased quality of life. The proposed
feature selection technique using the Q-Learning Embedded
Starling Murmuration Optimiser (QLESMO) algorithm has
shown promising results in identifying the most relevant and
informative features that can differentiate between stressed
and non-stressed individuals, specifically in the context
of stresses experienced by nurses during the Covid-19
pandemic.

The variance reduction-based feature selection technique
used in this study outperformed the traditional KNN-based
feature selection approach. The QLESMO algorithm embed-
ded with g-learning showed superior performance compared
to other feature selection methods, as demonstrated through
the benchmark test functions. The reduced feature subset
obtained through the proposed algorithm was then classified
using the QLESMO-CNN model, which further validates the
effectiveness of the proposed approach.
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The results of this study demonstrate that the QLESMO
algorithm is a robust and efficient feature selection method
that can be applied to a variety of stress detection tasks.
Furthermore, the proposed methodology has the potential to
aid in the development of automated stress detection systems
that can improve the accuracy and speed of detecting stress in
real-time. Future work could encompass longitudinal studies
for prolonged algorithm validation, integration of multiple
data modalities for enhanced accuracy and real-world deploy-
ment testing. Additionally, the algorithm’s applicability in
other domains, its interpretability, and ethical considerations
should be explored to ensure responsible and impactful
stress management solutions. Furthermore, considering the
potential of transfer learning for cross-validation studies
across different stress contexts could provide valuable
insights into the algorithm’s generalisability.
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