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Abstract: It is necessary to develop some novel multi-objective optimization algorithms to cope with the complicated multi-objective
optimization problems which are emerging and increasingly hard in reality. The basic firefly algorithm is extended to the realm of
multi-objective optimization, and a hybrid multi-objective firefly algorithm (HMOFA) is proposed in this paper. Firstly, an initialization
approach of mix-level orthogonal experimental design with the quantification of the continuous search space is used to generate an
even-distributed initial population in the decision space. Secondly, the elites in the external archive are randomly selected to guide the
movement of the fireflies in the evolutionary process. Finally, the archive pruning strategy based on three-point shortest path is used to
maintain the diversity of the external archive. The proposed HMOFA is compared with other five peer algorithms in the performance of
hypervolume based on seventeen benchmark multi-objective test instances, and the experimental results show that the HMOFA employs
the overall performance advantages in convergence, diversity and robustness over other peer algorithms.

Key words: firefly algorithm; multi-objective evolutionary algorithm; mix-level orthogonal experimental design

BEMALE TENMAPAERETERNRAZA B AR08, B A8 8K A 2 H bRk i 8
(multi-objective optimization problem, & # MOP).— %, MOP i1 i b & H A 2 18] 38 i v 55 35 8 % A2 1k R 3R AR
BRI, MOP i) B — i HE A AEAE B 1) e MR AR A 4525 H b [5] I B A3 o U0 A, T A A 2 — & e 4T o i 4 A
¥4 &, B Pareto fiEt 42 M. T MOP A5 71 1 o A 44 4 75— A5 10 AT 7 ¥2k e LA 228 20 B 0 38 368 0 R PR A S ML B0 0k
315 H: Pareto fi#4E B —ANiE . #EAL B (evolutionary algorithm, fiiFR EA)E — R 3L [ 48 5 b A= W33 AL B BE AL
Ak 7%, T EA SERRE B IRATE B AT — URAT P AL — ZE AR T L 2 P AR5 A 1) R D 5 2 O AS R, TR L5
F AP — RS, A5y, SRS L% T EA BEELE R AR MOP ) i £ i 3 845 £ B kRt ik
% (multi-objective evolutionary algorithm, & #x MOEA) [ 7 3545 T K B MR &,

YW MOEA FEIE + 2 4F (1 e A%, AT AR FLARRAEG 592 K 300 et F JLFR 2 2,

(1) T Pareto 1L MOEA Sik.ix2K5E DL Pareto £ K41k Hig (PAES)Z. A S e HE /v 8 1% ik
(NSGA)P I Fe itk i A NSGA-IM, S8/ Pareto #E46 535 (SPEA)PIAI B ) SPEAIISE )5 i A0 3%, ix 3%
MOEA 55— M B A IR BT 5 5 T 3R A 2 500 S50 55 H 2 i1 T Pareto s3 f 14 [ 75 (1 )5 PR A 151X — K5
TEFEA BRI b 3R A LA 52 2% Pareto RV ) MOP Il SR = 4 22 H AR Ak ) 55

(2) ZETHREPRM TR MOEA Sk XA ET BHUL Pareto UT AU & FITEAL 45 AR SR 18 8240 4k i
MOP i) {1, LA JF /&K MOP 11 1 Ak pli B H A 17 A0SR Al i 8 530 L IBEAUTRI HypEBIS5 S 30 AR SR B 7E 3
SRS IR R, B R B TR bR 0 S O RE I, T R R 0 5 v v S P L A A R AR B AR A 4T T
Pareto Bij I HH f 5 5 5 M1 FL 0, A8 15 S0 0k LA SR A3 2 51 20 A T 464 Pareto RiTHY R4,

(3) T4 J7 21 MOEA Fik X 554 MOP i i 4 i il — 22 5 1 1 1, 48 )5 1L - 1) R 40 3k 15 5 P
A b =R AR AR M ) AR 4E Zhou %5 AL TR 4 v M i B2 ) MOEA/D(MOEA/D-GM) 1 Wang 25 AT
T2 R 24 T 17 8 ) MOEA/D(MOEA/D-ACD) 512 46 75 24 K 2 25 T4 iR BOR 1K) MOEA SVLfE 3R 151
S1 43 A B RPREE 5 THI 1 A7 76 Bk ke, FL IR DR TE 1 — 2380 50 4 A5 6 DAL ) 22 R AN BB GRIE SLVE B R SR AR — 38 21 4 A
F Pareto R #Y_F 158 S 2 X T A0 46 LA s S AU Pareto 9 1 1] RS S 4 k[,

(4) B BB MOEA Sy 3k 2 B0 — S (W b AL A0 5 % BV 51N B 2 H AR A 40 AT AR
MR EVE AR B TR T B AL (particle swarm optimization, 7 Fk PSO) (] MOPSO 42 1: 1831, J7 i sk fg B skt 7
T B (¥ SMPSO 5321141 56 - 4347 £ 1 429 (estimation of distribution algorithm, ##% EDA)J RM-MEDA &v:0%:
BT EAE IR YEAL (fireworks explosion optimization, f&iFk FEO)I 22 H 86 5 E 212108148 37 70 kA Y5 4] 1) 5
NITE TR A MOP [l (1 S8 I CLCh 2 B A PR AL STUIS08 1 S i 2 —;

(5) ANRIHLHIAEIR S 1 MOEA S92 3% AR M 19 TAE 4035 Molina 25 N7 43 #0348 4 (scatter search)
2% S48 % (tabu search)Afl 45 & LA S AR LR 1 %2 H bRt Ak 7 781, Nebro 45 A\ MBIt — i 56 T 1% 5% 1O VR & 0 B9
L5 AbYSS,Solima % NN 1y A BEAL 5 R 098 2% 10 BAHRBE N B 2 H br 22 2 #EALBR, UE B R 1
Pareto ML fif 8 I 45 TR & 7 MOEA &Il 1 44> MOEA BR 78 /8 2 305 L (WK Ak, I BEAT 0 34 T b, AT 52 R
A MOEA 8t 8 & 305 BT [E A 04 )5 R, AT 3k — 25 14 5 503070 A 2 ) wp 48 2R 1D S R AR

2008 4, Yang O 3 ja i i Jk RRE AR AT A (KRR SDUAT ] Ak, R R — A U R B —— K UL (firefly
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algorithm, i FR FA). 1% 520 i 25 K gt 2 (8] (F HE FL 5|k B F0 10 B 10, TR — Rl T B A1 2= (K Bl LA 4k
08 T ML SR T s, 5 A EA SIRAR B FA Sk B MR T B ARSI . SRR D RIS 5 SR A
— 4R A FH TSR AR A [ AU P A 1) R 5 T A BV T A9 2R I R v e R R e (R A AT 5 25 AR
¥ FA S TSR A H 25 5 24 1% MOP 5 B {5 06 55 31, MOP [a] 8 5 B8 B ARAR K, [a] 55 (4 A% 22 6) 7726 A J5R (¥ A T4,
BAR FA BUEIEAREE BT MOP ol B 1SR AR, 75 BE6F FA SVEREAT R LUE B 2 H Ar A Ak 1] 801
fiE. YangP?H7E 2013 44 ) —Fh £ H bR kg 80 (multi-objective firefly algorithm, & #k MOFA), % 52 1 2k 7 %
KR EIF Bl A 3 A A B 28 ZC R BE LI AR % AR R S Al 2 3 R A AR Ak, 3 R R EE SRS B E 24 R Pareto
fift.Leandro 5 NPP210 75 5 ok B 3l 24 M BEHLIR 51N T 4K RE 5 5345 28 Ak 1) ot L 2R 5, 3 01 FH 9 5 0 2 o
A RS SR BRI 2T Tsai 25 N 2305 Hh 6 T S0 HE PP 10 22 H AR 30 R B0 3% 1A B K R () OB S
5% Z B BT BEALAS Bl Bk 17 24 5 R R I S R AR R 30, 3R NSGA-I (3l S Bl HE e A4 B 2 88 7 vk 04T Fh it
FHH AR R CF 0 MOFA 595 BARBENSTE — L6 MOP il 1 _E 355 8007 (1 45 5 A8 FLrt e 4 vl ot — B4 .
HH (1) A MOFA Sik— R BEALAL 7 VAT UG AR, (8 B T Bl LR 22 (0 4715 - R RECRIE R UG B AR Bk

57 43 AT T 100 7L 14 2% 2 ), DT S0 1 3 A 3ok R X T RGO R T (2) BRAR 24 MOFA Sk E 7 A5 kY
FARE IS R IR R, i T Ix e e 25 @ & 575 1 45 1) BB AR QBT 2 15 5, R T S R D G 0 A AE B A
MOFA B3 FI RS S 45 B K i 2 X AR F T Sk B bt 8 (3) 124 MOFA SLEA I IR RIB BT HR

BT ATEIAE MOFA HiEWFRIER LI KA E I — MR AR £ Hira K RE %R
(hybrid multi-objective firefly algorithm,f&#x HMOFA),i% 5% LAFR 15 4 R IR SGE E 53 5 3 A i o8 H
br.HMOFA 5% 5 B MOFA SIEHI AN F 2 AEAE (1) 4@ A R & /K P IE A L et J5 7 AL s FH 7 4|
S RS EL 35 51 43 A T 1 2R 2 1A 1R 40 G B AR, 70 A A5 U B0 R 1 (D B A R I A o R R R AT R R
R(2) F RS P RRE SRR T K RS Bl 7 T M T SR A SR B ARORN R 5 R SR I R 0 R SR 8K
(3) 1B 3 MRS IRAR T VA R RS R B IR R, FLE 75 51 N 10 23024 DL 40 A VE BT RO Rt iR 3 b
FEG NG A, TER T HMOFA VA 1 BURFAE, 3K 18 5% 0 78 B (0 AN [ i B S i, DA B [ M 3t v 22 H Ao il
B R AR RE.

AL 150 2 B ARIUAL i) U M & AL A FA SRR BEAT A 4055 2 5 AR 4 i HMOFA S35 i 3 240
DA % B3 R AR K 2 AR SO A s 958 3 R SE IR 5 45 R W R R AR SCIN S5 1R R 4

1 EAHIR

1.1 ZE#RMLERR
AR — ek, — DN EA n NRFBE m A HAR R (p+q) MR SR AGIZES: MOP 1) A & SN T
max F(x) = (f;(x), f5(x),. £, ()"
st. g (x)=0 (i=12,..,p) 1)
() =0 (j=12,.9)
A, x =0, x,00x,) e X R 2 n ERIRIAE, X Nn fERTZ10; y = (0, vy y,) €Y C R E X T YEFE A m
HE AR s BT FO)NEHE X Y B REGe(x)A T p MAERLA R () E LT ¢ MERL R LR R
g(x)F1 h(x)FLERf B R I & x P RTAT 3
1.2 BERENHEEL
7 K B A O AR o K RS 550 B R I Rk R IR S| AR YR A B S A SE B S AL E T A K
R B 0007 BT, R H S IR I S AT R — IRk sl — A, i K U S R AR LA E AR R
B P B K R AW 51 0 5 e AT 0 B R IE Bl T 56 AT 0 B B e B2,
TR H G PHENT LR 1 FRAE B K A TR A B AL AR ) B bR R EUE. AE e A 1] R S AR I Y T AR B
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7 5 (g tiproo ) A IV 1L § FISERETERE 1,15 5, AL E L B8 28R 25,
L= (%) (2
AR 8 K i PR 8 508 7 B L O ERL R e 58 K, WU K e A i ST T A Bl X A 51 T B OR ) el
KHL R ET K HL AR 5 B R R R 2 PR B K I 51 K 25 R 3 gk ER ) R PR I A B S R I DA K R
PR S T IR 55, ) 5 SO K B i R K IR AR S R
I,0r)=1e7" ®)
@) I MK i S 5L, RS R B, oy, 9k L i Bk e R
B VL K R Rk L RG] 7 5 e R L KR KRR R X S B R G A, T e R kAR S T E
AT, K L R b RS B, () A

B,(r) = e (@)
K@) 5y RIS 7, B 2E 6 B (r=0) e A sk O3] 7 35 5L 4% 7, 5 SN A s ¢ 2 s j B R AR

JEENCNE
nflli-%“zm ©
k=1

T 7 ) K o 1) BB BT SR 0 A R L, K 8 90 B B 4 R (B) B

%+ = 5,0+ 4, 0;)(E (0 - 7, (0) + 02, (6)

RO ¢ WHEERIEL T () F,() BIIAE ¢ K i R FFAIIRE L B, () KL § 62k

H A Sy R, — I e [0, &, H R A« ¥/ 40 A H A 40 A 78 1 B LS ) L,
R(O)A IS 2 U T3] 7;35 3 TR A4 45 R KA B WL A 4R 3 0 1 .

2 HMOFA &3

2.1 SRAKFEXRVIRLHEE

5 52 1) MOEA 32— R FH BEATLAL 77 VE T AR A0 TR IR 72 AR 1R AR 2 A1 A 359 53 AR 77 A B I A4, A1
T BLVE NI AA R (0 AE A2 B S MOP [ R Pareto RIS H A B 2%, DR I A ) 46 Ak G RE R SR AT gt
AR T AR 35 5 78 25 BEANTAT IR, LA T k0@ i SE Y Pareto WifvA . IE 22 SE %6 1 11 (orthogonal - experimental
design, i #k OED) & — it fift vk 22 [ 25 . 25 /KT~ S 6 1) J81 1 2 7 9281, & il i 1 42 2 (orthogonal - array, fiij #
OA)Ly(Q) 2 HE /> B YR 5256 5t i 4R 3 3¢ 0 BB A 1 S 30 2% Lo QM) Fom — AN LA N AR AT O AN KFI IER
R AL RRPT T M ERAKPHE B IERZ R Ly(QV) R TS M A A 23 8w M=0' iX B 0
RFEBIEA TR H I il R R (T I IEREAL H M — o /T O,
o' -1
01 =N )
BT~ OED JyiZ & M AT SE 50 i Hkok 0 o BoA AR 1 1) mUdE AT SE B0, 17 FLIX 26 i B 3 5 43 BN 57 88T L
PR 0 DR s — T 0 2 SR P A S B0 VR 7 A T 0 Pl B LA A5 380 50 40 A (T 46 s 491 4 Leung 25 A P20 1 A2 512
B UT v R R T A S T S IR A T T AR AR B AR BT E T IR RS R A T IR B SEER SR T BRI
X Gong %5 NP —KCOF IE A8 51 A B 28 s AL S vA TR 3R 4 A BE i AR TR N 2 S T BE R R R B A A
RN T BRI B R Cai S N TR IR AS SE I 7 vE e A8 BT A LA AR 1 AR, DL I g
ZAR 23 1), Wang 45 N P2OHE TE 58 5 R 240 SR A B G R AR 45 & A B8 240 ARk ) LS T B A SR Zhou 4%
N P TE A2 5236 B T 97 A N T (0 B U B v 1 IR A R Zeng 25 A\ BOMELIE A2 S 56 B 1Y
TN B 2 B A i) R A R A TR A8 B T A N AR SRR (E R AR AR I IR A Wt e AR N B
T EE R AR
WZBE AR OED 7 V2 7= AE AU Fh B (1 B vk — MROA8 IR 2 A5 /K P IE A 38 X P IE RS R Al % R R A
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T H B AR 07K R4 $ T BG40 AE X [ 5 BB — 7 MOEA R &5 7K 77 1E 38 R AT 46 A P 7T B A7
TEGQNF )& (1) 7ES A1 MOP i /B rb A [A] (¥ e 3740 B (BRI )% H b o 50 140 5 i 2 258 W7 e A 18D, 08 4 AR e B
IRl 3% [ 458 2 LR N O ST 7). 48 4, 7 2- B IR R 2 ZDTL AR (L3R 1), 38 5 xeq X bR B30 e 5 1 2 i, T L Ath 29
AN B 1) 5 M0 UV B9, T B ke 12 0 e R 30 A DR 3 3R AT S5 K P SRR U R A 2L (2) — Akt 2 MOP i)
14 e SR 5 A RN P 8 IR P B RS NP 1 5, 55 KT TR 28 3R IAT 400 M A DA B o B USSP, T 75 %
IEAZ# OA fEik— 3P A3 (i) 2 NP<M I, 75 AN OA Hrik $%|M-NPIA B AR A BEF B, DAORFRBF AR A AL
(i) 24 NP>M I BEALH AN OA ik % NP AN NMERALRAHE, 2 R I SRS AR L 70 AR BB () M s TR 1 i T AN
O EE B2 A T R 0 22 R 5 (i) P 1 T W) 2 3 BT 2 S B A 25 2k VR 9 77 v SR TR R e e T AL FE R IE
A SEBITVE T AR Y NP B AR T AR IR | B 126 % 18 24 1) TE A2 3R LM A3 IE AT R AT £ MR W R BRI NP, IX AT
WE R 7 A A A 1 AN AT 285 R o B B U
Table 1 Set of multi-objective optimization functions
Fz 1 Z HirtiAm B e 2 e

Fiki€4 Pareto i 41T YA EHH H b7 b B8 H A
ZDT1 u 30 2 x, €[0,1]
ZDT2 ] 30 2 x €[0,1]
ZDT3 s 30 2 x €[0,1]
ZDT4 [ENIE2 ¥ 10 2 x; €[0,1]
ZDT6 M. ZEES . A 30 2 x; €[0,1]
KUR AL 2 “5<x,%p,X%3 <5
Deb2 s 2 0.1<x,x, <10
DTLZ1 gt THS 7 3 x; €[0,1]
DTLZ2 fu 30 3 x; €[0,1]
DTLZ3 LINE 27 30 3 x; €[0,1]
DTLZ4 M. A 30 3 x €[0,1]
DTLZ5 LI 30 3 x €[0,]
DTLZ6 ML RAE. B 30 3 x; €[01]
DTLZ7 B, Fiks. HE 30 3 x; €[0,1]
Viennetl ik 3 x; €[-2,2]
Viennet2 BE 3 x; €[-4,4]
Viennet3 WA B 3 x; €[-3,3]

BT b A S H R VR B 7K ST TE A2 2 (mixed level orthogonal array, fii#k MLOA) 72 4= HMOFA 5% )
BIaE PR DL 5E IS5 /K P IR R AN . MLOA J7 il i B ik — M@ iR & IR £ Ly, (0"0,7) R ZHE L5, 1X
B L, (010)7) Fn Ho KT IERL K Ly, (O) 1 Ly, (057) AT, Ho b M R AR IR & IE SR I AT KM
Mo, 53 S PSR A 125 KOF IE RS 8 AT H B M=MyxMo, Ny« No B Qrv Qo 20 IR 7R B AR & 125K T IE
A2 R A BRI A8, B My= O, My= 052, IEASHR B Jy Jo 9 2 20 (8) ) I 2 4.

Q' -1
_1i;N1

gl ®)
-1
= _—=N,

2
IR A KT IR A 3R AT DA 1 4 B R TR A 10 25 7T 1R 58 3R R DR 3R A BORT 7K 1 0 a2k 31 1 e 1) s 36 2 4
PRl VR A IR A2 3R 5 T 77 AR A P 7 i WA L 22 50 0 A (R R AR e A 6 A, T Ao A0 s P Rl 160 77 4238 B k2> S
e 0 T B VR . TR P AN SEBI L T MLOA 77 1 777 A 05 R R/ R R .
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L) 1. % F DTLZL MR F (R 1), e B EAECh 7B 7 % e R R S 200,35 75 25K
SPIEAC 2R, M 23 R Lyg(7°) B Lys (5°) 1IE 28R B TE 1 3% FH W — Fp IE A8 R A SV s M P A E 2 AN EH
AN AR 8 TR A K SF IESE 3R, 10 Ly (5°8Y) IR & 7K 1 1F 32 3 1) 52 56 28 50 1F 4 55 T4 2 (¥ A B RS, FLVR &
AP IEAR R PH R 2 FIB RGP S5 T ok R s 4 .

Ll 2. X T ZDT4 MK H (W3R 1), RFA NN 10,8 1% H P18 Ay 100,45 R FH 5K
TEAZ 3, W 5 SRR Lg (7°) B L,y (11%) (IE SR 5 R F R —Fh IE 28K K S BT U AR AFAE 51 A F A, 1M
i JG —Fh IE A 0K 2 5 35 20 N SE I MA M 2 R IR A KF IE A 3R Lo (5°2°) 7545 W 5 A% 5 o 2 5 ] 7= 2E 40
152 100 BT LA TEAA.

N T BB IR IEAS 5 vE R TS 2 H bRtk inl #8535 B0 2 (L) A 10 He o A8 B 2 (AT gE AT A Ab 2.
B Q)P EANREL T xelluw]ie[lnd), Hd L M w 53008 x; R ERK X, 8468 0 MKFa,,,
Qgr oo ;90 W a5 RTT 22 30(9):

a, ; =G ((u~1)I(0-1)), Jj=12,....0 9)

LTt o, B 28 2 ) gt 4 A S (O-1) S5

W, E 8 MOP i) flpe 548 2 4 B — MK, dn S B 42 B TE 38 3%, T 75 22 HE I S A R BT SR K, R B
b 2 IR R BRI T 5 VR R S R, B L BT MOP il I SR AR B AT o 4, — AR R —
A BRI 2 AT 982D s P DR 3 A B, BRI TR A8 SR 7 i I v SRR 4 B o L R X (L) B n NSRS 50 W HA,
= (10) 7=

G, = (xk1+1'xk1+2""'xk2) (10)
G, = (xk,,,1+1|xk,,,l+2 ----- x,)
L ey ey ks 3912 B A 10 5, FLE 2 1<k ko< <y a<m, WU A SR (O G [L:HT) KI5 9 0 A~
KT o (1) B s
G@O= (a(k‘,lﬂ).l‘ Ak y+2) 1000 ak,»,l)
G,(2) = (a(k,,1+l),2’a(k[,1+2),2""' ak,,z) (11)
G(0)= (“(k,,ﬁl),g 1,y +2),00 0 G, 0)
T IEE# Ly (O™ ¥ 50 40 Bk, K itk 24 N> | B D <8 35 1F 28 36 7 R (V=H) 8] J5 B 22 HE S2 6
PR £E 3 38 VR A 7K T IE 28 52 58 7 VR W U AL Bl e 2 1T, Je 45 A S5 K T IR 22 R R AR O 7 R AL, i
Ly O")=[a; Lapn F 5 0 AMAATEE j NERKTEN a;5.0,€{1.2,....03 %,y 5 9N a3 j=1,2,
(O*-1)I(O-1)+1,...,(Q" ' -1)(O-1)+1, U] a, Bk A EE AL, FoA HIFR A AR HEA 5. SCHR[26]45 H T B EAC R L(O")

Rk, 4 O 44 38 I IE A8 3R Ly( Q") PR 3 AN 550 N K, B IE 38 3% 110 81 B0k K 7K P 4L 350 Mt oK

ML 1M1 75K IERZ R G AR MOP jr 8 i) vk 5 A2 1 4 F R85 58 1R ARG 3 TR 5 /K IE RS
R L, (0"0°), 5k 2 4 T MR A KT IEAE R M I R ARYE SCHR[25-30] M #F 70, A LI J1=2,J, KA R
MOP ) & ) AN [F] HRAH 1 2K 2.

H % 1. Construction_orthogonal_array.

Input: X143 7KF Q,1IEAZ ¥ 4 J.

Output: 1EAZHIFE (4, ) pren-

1. for (k=1; k<J, k++)

2. j=(@T-DIE-D+;
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3. for (i=1; i<Q’; i++)

i-1
4, ai’/:{Q”J mod Q;
5. end
6. end

7. for (k=2; k<J; k++)
8. Jj=(@-1I(-1)+1;

9. for (s=1; s<<j—1; s++)

10. for (1=1; r< Q-1, t++)

11. Ay (5-1)(0-1)+=(asXt+a;) mod Q;
12. end

13. end

14. end

15, a;=a;+1; ie[L:M]Aje[1:N].

&% 2. Construction_mixed_level_orthogonal_array.

Input: PN A 557K P T3S R K50 KT 01,00, IEAZHRHL J1, 2.

Output: & IEZZHFE (¢, ) aruqn, o ny)-

1 RS L ISP IESER Ly (O8) = (@, ) a1 Lag2(D57) = (B ) sty -
2. for (k=0; k<My; k++)

3 for (i=0; i<My; i++)
4. Clktymt i =Lanbi]
5 end

6. end

7. iR A KT IS EE (€, ) v, ny)-

&£ 3. Generation_initial_population using MLOA.

Input: FREHLAL 1] Bk SR AS A H 0, PR NP, IEAS TR EL J,,J,.
Output: HIUsALFHHE.

1. MR#E MOP a8t SR AR B2 H n FEEREEE NP A 8 P AN AR TR B 1E 38 3R B S 58 R BRI K1 43 7K -
2. FIFEE 2 EIRA KT IR H B,

3. FIHAI(9)~A K (1108 4L vk 3 2 A Ak, H A4 BUR & IR SV AE P MP.

4. if (|MP|<NP)

5. BTG MP T A AL (NP—-|MP) A N MP A 8 LIS 36 1A 4 — [F) 2 ) 4 A0 B 4k

6. else

7. N MP HBEHLIERE NP AN S AR R B TR A

8. end

9. % A NP BV UG AL Fh A

FI B 2 Fits VR A /K P I IR R S5, R MLOA J7 377 A BUASE Ay NP B Ua R 75 2 A 1 2 7
A MLOA J7 i 42 F P $i %€ UK /N O W AR BEAR IS 5 A 7T e 2B VR 5 IE A 3R ) S 36 20 450 5 T B A
— B 10, BRI 0 AR AT B T MR T AR IE A SR B T VA AR AE BV 3 (M 4 A~58 8 BN
T Xt I /N ARE 6 A 1 A FE M TR A IE SR HIAT B MP| > NP I A MP| A 5256 A s BE AL % B NP SRR
— AR 24| MP|<NP I WASBURE T A | MP|AS 5256 IR — AR, T L I8 ZEAE | MPIAS S0 A 1A b BE L%
HUNP=\MP) A IR — A e, DUOR S AR AN AR TX B ) | MP| 2R TR & IEAE 4 MP (19256 440 RV 75
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KV IESE R HIATHL.
22 HEBENMESISEA BB

FEA FA S L B K G TR ST ) @ RS S TR ALE, by BB B el 3 MR R IL R E
(1) j BIZBIALE;(2) i A7 ZIE I E] 77;(3) BENLINEN A FA S H TR MOP 7] B S AR YL dn T 7] 7L
(1) MBUEAR 25 RO R Z 18] an ] A2 50 1 il A (2)  aneg ) P A SR S A 5] 3 B K H RS Bl DA SO SV O Pk RE.
F7E HMOFA ST B — AR IRY 5 b 2 D A7 AE — AN SR AN AP, BT BL, 2478 K st o R j 22 13 R R EL9 51 1 583
7 LIS B b MRS e B — AN T AR 51T K U B B T K U B R T 4 2 (12) 3R (138) ik AT

1) K i R Ak S AE S R FRS S5 g 51 SR K B B, A A § A0 i B R R 2 (12) B

{fc, (t+D) =X, (1) + L— ) - (r *_)()?g* ) -x@)+ 2rg*l_ -& forfirefly i

gt g1

12)
2) LK iR j Z A AETE SO R RIS U025 0 - j, W j AN i B 3h, i L j B 2 RS S A g R B, A
IA)AH TAME i F1j s sh AR,
{fcj(t +1) = X;(0) + @, ()%, (6) = %, () + L= @) B (- )X o () =X, () + (1 + 7. )& i i j

X(t+)=api () +L-a)p - (r- _)()ng* (O -%;(0)+ ng*j -& for firefly j

X (¢ +1) = X,(6) + &, B, (1 )X, (£) = %, () + (1~ wo)ﬂg*,-(rg‘,-)(’?g‘ (O -%,O)+(r; + rg*i)é ifj>i (13)

A A2 A K (A3) I @, A5 LAEX IHI[0,1] EXI 253 AT IBEHLEL 7 B K 5 ) Z IR, 7 .
v 53 5 RS SRR SE A1 g GHKH GO i Z 1A RRAEE 28, & W SUTE X ] [-1/2,1/2] 1 i — L BE L I k.

R 27,5 €[ —rre, | BV K HOBEHI B 1, 07T b, 242 K L0 0 A 9 A 0
G VAT, B ¢ AR BT DT [ = | 60T 1 4 SR (L3) S S (0 SR AR 3,

T LI [ R AR g 4 30T, IR {8 MY B J Y 07 B9k 1) A Sy B PR AR a0 SR 3 R R PR B AL 7 2K EORY 2 0 it
ZWERR T SE AR A R AR T (1) B RS SRR 5] 3T B R A R R A 4K
MUK J A3 A E RE 6 SEARHuE T Pareto iy, A A T IR SRS (2) BEHLILBURS JE/# 51 T 4 K B 3wl i)
2 Hb BEL L Aol R ) R 8 DX SR e, A ) R R A 4 R S T M SR R I 4 R R LA RO 2
2.3 3RMEREBERE

MOEA SLikiE # R A B A IR SRS R O A7 FRIC A 3R 0 AE 5 R, 2 Ak 25 B H i 1 5 e VR 4l
4 foe KARLIS , 75 08 A G HEAT B B JF IS T e M 245 455 A4 AR 1 2 RE . AT 8 T B 2 I Z BT R B35 NSGA- 11
MM PR B HLAIY). SPEA2 Hh i) k-5 AT 5 VLT LA K2 Deb 25 A HY 1 e o5 1 13025 3k 6 S0 0 R R 7 VA4 45 1
S R TR BOAE ARG AT A A AN TR R ) R e A9 a4 5% B B T vk AR L B T R (R AR AT S A L T
FHABEAR L S AN B 55 12 B A ) 0 24 Ak 5 L A0S Ak 22 1) B 2 R TR I 8 2 2R VP A 95 SR AN — B
i) S A AN — SR IAE B A 2 8] o FEAF BT A A R B 15 4 D9 B i A A AN L n o, e )32 A P 9 - o A0 R A
TIHEFIRAFAEA LR RS FH AN S8 Pareto BTV 20 O SE G RF A & o5 B 2 25 2R VF 2 R0 IX T s T AE
Pareto Bl ¥F 40 A JL-F- 8230 1 B RUKSFEAL B I S 8 B .

N T BRGS0 o A 1 AR SO I IRATT L A4 H ) 3 s R R A U VR VA AN AR AE H b A
o 3 A P, R LS5 S B HMOFA S35 DAYE RS SRR IO 2 A 1R .3 ml i i B A2 7 vkl ol oF 55 H b 2 1) vh LA
FIRN AR IE 3 AN 15 2 18] 1 B B 3 i AMAAE I b 2 1) (1) 2 B P4 B 49— 4R 102 U 3 R I I 13 T TR VP A iR
TR LT R SIS E B L Tl e ST RS E R T WS HAE.
2.4 HMOFAE X#TE

NIETESE 2.1 19~58 2.3 AU M FEAL gy IR G 2 H bx i K UL HMOFA (iR EE, i 5k 4 FR.

H % 4. Hybrid multi-objective firefly algorithm: HMOFA.
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Input: FhEE Pop FUAE NP AMERS 2 Are BB N, B K IEARIREL Ta, 6B R By 8 K BB KIR 51 T .
Output: MR ZH N ASASA.

1. FIAEE 2 MiEREG KPP IERL R,

2. FIHSE 3 SRR A /K IEZ WG T BE Pop(0),4re=0, 154X 2% =0.

3. #F Pareto 3% RIFM Pop(0), 3K AE & i E H1 2] Arc .

4. while (+<Tmax)

5 for (i=0; i<NP; i++)

6. for (j=0; j<NP; j++)

7 if (B kR R 22 RAFAE SCRE R R)

8 M Are BN EL ¢ 4 S AR SR T2 2 (L3) i K JE AR ¢ R SIS AR RS 3.
9

. else

10. M Are HBENLEEL g, B SCEEAMA i A0 3508 A R (12) BT B 3 # 1k
11. end

12. end

13. end

14, BB K U B VT A R BRI T 3 RS AR T VE YRR AR R
15. =1+l

16. end

17. %A R R R,

WAL MOP [ BRI HAREH 9 m A% 2 [ 4L RE Ny n, FREE RN NP AN RN B KA =N N K
FERIRECA Trnax B A 18 AP 7K 1E 28 R 10 SE 36 20 5050 3R My R0 Mo, TATT I TR B AN $043 308 Ny FAL N,
X173 7K 53 5N O A1 Qo B & NP=M; Mp,n=N1+No, W] HMOFA 53 (¥ I} 8] 52 2% JE m ki oH 40 F

(1) B U 1Ak A5 K P 1E A2 2 BN 18] 43 590 9 O(MLNL)FI O(MoNo) K6 i T8 A 1E 38 L I ISHE] A O(My Mon),
BRI b A0 B8 1 f B ) 52 2% BE SR O(My Mipn));

(2) BER 2 SRAFIR A AT IEZZ WIS FPBE RIS 1728 O(My Man);

(3) B 3 MAIUE Pl A 3 45 2l S FE AN A A2 B MRS SR HO B TR O(m(My My)?);

(4) B A~B IR 16 KA RE b 6 3 R BERHEAT LU AL 18] 8 O(My Ma)?), \AM A% 5 v Bt MLk HURS
JEAA I A OQ(My My)°m), 58 K S B T 55 1 1A O(My My)?n), 537 8 K HR AL BRI R O(My Mom), ifii
PPAG L R BEUR R 4 35 AP SRS 5 2 BE R (B TR0 52 2% 5 0 O(m(NP+N)?).F0 T 500E— JEIEAR T T U, IR 103X —
B4 I 1) L 44 BE R O(Tmaxm(NP+N')?).

(5) HBR 1T fr R R A T AR TN OWV).

27 F HMOFA ik E 24 E RN OMy Mon)+O(My Mon)+O(m(My M3)?)+O(Tmaxm(NP+N')?)+O(N')
=O(Trmaxm(NP+N')).

3 ZWEERN

31 XLIEE

(1) STEE A%

A S HMOEA B3k (¥ 7 g, X B EL 5 AN BAT RN 2 B ARt b S xd & L 5, e AT 40 Sl
(1) Deb 2 AR W B0t 9 3E 95 40 2838 4% 509 NSGA-N1I:(2) Nebro 25 A 32 Hi (0 BRI £ H bl 7 B 5205
SMPSOM:(3) Nebro % A2 Hi 15644 5 1R A 7 B R 5095 AbYSSIL(4) Wang 25 N\t (1 1 568 7 1 22 1)
Y97 F 9] f MOEA/D %32 Bl MOEA/D-ACD #2712 (5) Yang %5 A $i i 19— Fh % H b5k du 52 MOFARY,
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(2) Z Hrili g gk

AT AR SCBRVE A RO X LAY 17 AN JEHE MOP ] g X bR H5 2E s I A 4R, DA% 8= B SR AN TR 2
B MOP i GBS (1 PERE. R 1 4 T BRI 2R M. YRR EAH () BAR DN E(m). R
X 17 AR ) R FE T 7 A 2- H AR IR %0 ZDT1. ZDT2. ZDT3. ZDT4. ZDT6. KUR #1 Deb2,lL &%
10 4> 3-H kRl B % DTLZ1~DTLZ7. Viennetl. Viennet2 1 Viennet3. 1 T ix #6303 i (Y] PF B A5 A A [ b
SRFAE, TE BT A [R] B9 A P 28 70 BR] T 3000 4ok A0 4 e % s 4 THD b S SR BRI RO TR T R LA I PE AR X
B0 2-H #0784y B 7 B AT 352 Pareto AT 921K AE 2 000 AN A, 1% T 3- B AR I ) 1y
LR BE 5000 4N A5

(3) MEREFEAR

MOP (1) /8 F) fift 5 [ A & 3R A3 — AN 4851 43 A HUR W] 838 1T H.5E Pareto R s ARS8 6, A SR A B AR R 4R
i HV (hypervolume) sk J5 5 5035 1) 1 B B9 A AR AR T8 A st 4 80 ) b 2 1 v e i T A 4 7 6 DX 38 1) /ISR AT
A7 S (R 1 R B A AR B B 7 VA RR O Lebesgue W, E AR ER G - B R AT RO H0CE M R RIAE BT A (1) — ol i
HLHV B 2 R E X R 5 — AN ARSI REE Y 22 0057k, BB W] 5 Pareto 56 R AR RE— 8L xF—A
IEABL Pareto RITHY A, 8B 5 A N

HV(A)= A(PkEJA{x | p>=x> xnf}) (14)

(14)H, Ay Lebesgue W JE, x,,, S M 3T 2- BARLAL i R HV 52 AR DX TR % T 3- H AR L
i) L, HV i = 248 25 ) A B8 AR A AR 0 T KT 3 A H AR DL AL 1) R, HV 2875 8 (A ARV 38 5 KV (B R OR A 1) ot
T, I R I St 5 2 R S 25 G 1 Rk

(4) LBRSH

TIPS SR I B X B 2 5 LR NSGA-IT, SMPSO. AbYSS. MOEA/D-ACD il MOFA %5
IR 7 ZHRFR 5 X0 N 22 S0k — BB, R 2 45 T & X BL AR I 2 2 HOIUE.

Table 2 Partial parameter settings of all the algorithms compared
Fz2 BXIEENH>SHKE

Hik SHWHE
NSGA-II P. =09, p,, =1/n, 5. =20, n, =20
SMPSO C e[L5, 25), C, €[15,25], p, =1/n, 1, =20
AbYSS Npesern =10, Ngepserz =10, p. =0.9, p, =1/n, 5, =20, 1, =20
MOEA/D-ACD CR=1.0, F=05, p, =1/n, 5,, =20, T =20, §=0.9, n, =2
MOFA Bo=1r=1

R 2 pe RIRATMEZ poy L TEREE o A, 23590 09 017 = HE 58 AR5 (SBX) Al 20 300 AR 55t F) A1 5 48
XF T AbYSS SEVET 5 Nrefsers M Niegserz 739119 RefSerl H RefSet2 IR AE MOEA/D-ACD 5351, T J9 4 3530
BRI, KNS T BT IR A S B AR BT HE 2% m, J 275 FC VR4 1A 043t 14 5 K (1 S A4 £ A SMPSO 5
I, CL AN Co PN IXIRI[1.5,2. 5] BEAHL™ = (K142 1 2 K. 0 Sh O TSR IR 45 SR A7 #ERE ML, HMOFA 51
¥ 50 B SRLVE AR R 1) 2 0k B0 L RS e A TAR [R) R L 51 - 2- 11 s I 83 £ ol 2 RLASE NP=100, Sh RS 5 Are (19
15579 100, P B 2 DAt 50 000 ;% T 3- H A Ik il 7L A4 A 3HEAILASE NP=100, F1 #8424 5 114 e K75 0 200,
AWt B8 BT A OCECh 200 000 AR i SCHR[35] I 2 B 7E 1155 HV {EIN H5 2 7% 51 ref i BN Pareto Hi#T L
FHi LA (B ref=1.1" 3K BLIK) m 7R HFRe& B ECH ), P 55095 B sk e 42 G SIUE 5 2 FEE N T AR5
HV B 1 4% 2% 2- H AR ) R FE 2 000 A 0, % 3- H AR ] R FE 5 000 A L35 , AR SCI I 2 23 %
BT HMOFA 5532 (R 6 W e 28 B a5 KR 51 7070 530 9 B =1, o= 1 I T 3R AG- B0 (R 45 2R BT LA ST SRR A 13X
PS4

N T B R RE 23 B R BEAILER 3R 10 400, A R SRR AE T AT K B B L S ST AR AT 30 IR AR ST 01 SR IR A
HE[R) 7 HL G BB AT, F T B A 4G A A7 A 3.5GHzZ XU A% CPU, %2 %% Windows 10 X64 #:F 2 4t 47 512 H Java
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Myeclipse 2015 “F & 2 SE 3, 7+ F Matlab R2015b #1455 tH .
32 LWHRE N

LU 1Ead F A 6 A S VAR 17 AN IR B EARAR 1 HY RS B EE I ERE R 3 A T B E
IELEFTE WA L3RS 10 HV 2{E (Mean) 17 22 (Std.), 3+ F F 7K F 4 5% KSR ¢4 56 >R 4 W vk &5 L 1) (2. 5
PEZE S T B e 52, 3R 3 I B AN 5 2 2 B — R SRR TE A R () 3758 47 30 Wk (B IR A A [ 1) i
LB T ) SE T 25 B o-test B M2 AR SC B2 5 oA 5 b B804 ) — DR ok 3 kAT ¢ RGO ZE R o+, =
=43 5l B 7m AR S 3R AT I PE R AR AR B TE 2 35 /KN 5% XU ¢ i Ie HAR T . & T %5 T X BLA| 1) 5%k
TEXTSIAT 8303 ) 730 (1 4 3 1 (X &5 SR s Score 3R 7 AR SCRVE 2 3 A0 T 568 BB T B BV TE 17 NI )
[ 45 FE A5 43, B 2+ 5 15— 1 AR 1) AN B 22 (R SCIRD). (R B, SR AR S 7R A [ B2 4 ) — Wk 1) 3R A5
A,

M 3 7T LAE A S H) HMOFA B3E7E 17 AN i) A F3RAE T 10 SR 19 HV 331E NSGA- 11 Bk k15
T 5 AR HV $51H,SMPSO # AbYSS %3545 1 AN &AL HV #1E, T MOEA/D-ACD Hl MOFA B 6—
REFRAS B I HV 8. T 72 ZDT3. KUR. Deb2. DTLZ2. DTLZ4 1 DTLZ7 /8 I, B 4k HMOFA Bk AR B
RS HAL K HV B (HEFEIX 6 AR B H L3R H0 HV 2948 -5 A0 L0 A R0t ) A 3K 78 7 Bty HV 1
SR LG, AT Z 3R I 45 B A T R AR G xR i X 6 ARG F HMOFA Sik3R 13 14
TR IFE. SR 3 ) HV IMER T Z 45 R R A SCEIEAE 17 NI A B SR HY R85 4L,
MF 3 I A5 25 R F HMOFA B35t H At 5 Fh B (114 AR 73 35 D9 IE 4, b X B NSGA-1T BRI i
432 4,%F B SMPSO (135 1 43 9 2, 5% L AbYSS 135 11 53 24 8,5%F L MOEA/D-ACD ¥ 1 43 25 7,%F Lk MOFA
B 53 D 17 .0-Far B 45 R 3% 9 HMOFA B3 78 AT M 1) /R 3RAS I HV MR dabr it B R EMR T 5 5 Fb
xof b B2

F 4 X Friedman K364 H 7 6 Rt EL S HER 7T LG H HMOFA B2 10 44 U B 3 1, IR AR 1
& NSGA-Il B3 bii f5 2 SMPSO. AbYSS 1 MOEA/D-ACD %583 HF 4 i 7% i ) & MOFA #.9% Friedman #&
WM R SR 3 P& EPIRAR N HV B AT R B 45 52 — 800, BAT#E B T HMOFA Bk 2 Hofth 5 Fxd
Lt Sk B A S 0 19 HY P B8 70 R R HMOFA SR R A /K P IE S WG 10 5 77 AL 3 50 o A T R 28 Rl I
WIUEBER, AR R G RGOS FR R AL T R AP BT 4G s, 1T FL AR 6 76 R0 ) A v 580 55 0 30 ok, SRR P A
SRR RS TR R T8 5 B K R B, A R R BRI B E SR 3 A R AR RS U R R T
fEBER Z FEME X 3 FISRIS A ML &, W R R & T Sk i St 5 2 A vk 55 B Rk 1 .

Table 3 Mean and standard deviation of HV
F=3 HVEEMGZE

Pk HMOFA NSGA-I11 SMPSO AbYSS MOEA/D-ACD MOFA
Mean 6.61E-01 6.59E-01 6.61E-01 6.40E-01 6.61E-01 0.00E+00
ZDT1 Std. 8.30E-04 3.10E-04 3.80E-04 7.60E-03 1.10E-03 0.00E+00
t-test + = + = +
Mean 3.28E-01 3.26E-01 3.28E-01 3.09E-01 3.28E-01 0.00E+00
ZDT2 Std. 5.70E-04 3.40E-04 3.00E-04 7.50E-03 3.00E-04 0.00E+00
t-test + = + = +
Mean 5.13E-01 5.15E-01 5.14E-01 4.44E-01 4.92E-01 0.00E+00
ZDT3 Std. 6.20E-03 1.60E-04 1.00E-03 2.20E-02 1.60E-02 0.00E+00
t-test — — + = +
Mean 6.61E-01 6.55E-01 0.00E+00 3.06E-01 1.86E-02 0.00E+00
ZDT4 Std. 3.70E-04 2.70E-03 0.00E+00 1.90E-01 5.10E-02 0.00E+00
t-test + + + + +
Mean 4.06E-01 3.93E-01 4.06E-01 4.05E-01 4.04E-01 0.00E+00
ZDT6 Std. 7.60E-05 1.50E-03 8.20E-05 3.00E-03 3.30E-06 0.00E+00
t-test + = = + +
Mean 3.94E-01 4.54E-01 4.50E-01 4.54E-01 4.53E-01 1.47E-01
KUR Std. 3.40E-02 2.40E-04 6.90E-04 1.60E-04 4.30E-04 7.50E-02
t-test — — — — +
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Table 3 Mean and standard deviation of HV (Continued)
R3 HV HERT%E(5)
PR HMOFA NSGA-II SMPSO AbYSS MOEA/D-ACD MOFA

Mean 9.08E-01 8.86E-01 9.10E-01 8.38E-01 9.05E-01 8.80E-01

Deb2 Std. 2.20E-04 4.30E-03 3.20E-06 5.70E-03 1.50E-04 6.10E-04
t-test + - + + +

Mean 8.02E-04 7.79E-01 0.00E+00 7.68E-01 7.22E-01 0.00E+00

DTLZ1 Std. 8.00E-03 5.60E-04 0.00E+00 5.40E-04 2.50E-03 0.00E+00
t-test - + - - +

Mean 4.09E-01 4.18E-01 4.06E-01 4.09E-01 4.10E-01 1.71E-01

DTLZ2 Std. 4.10E-03 3.10E-04 3.30E-04 7.20E-04 4.80E-04 1.60E-03
t-test - + = - +

Mean 1.00E+00 1.00E+00 9.98E-01 1.00E+00 1.00E+00 9.16E-01

DTLZ3 Std. 2.00E-07 4.10E-09 5.10E-05 1.20E-07 3.00E-05 1.20E-03
t-test = + = = +

Mean 3.90E-01 4.39E-01 4.25E-01 4.20E-01 3.82E-01 2.84E-02

DTLZ4 Std. 6.20E-02 3.30E-04 7.50E-04 3.20E-03 2.10E-03 3.30E-03
t-test - - - + +

Mean 9.47E-02 9.41E-02 9.45E-02 9.29E-02 8.06E-02 3.55E-02

DTLZ5 Std. 1.70E-05 7.30E-06 3.60E-06 2.70E-05 3.20E-04 7.30E-04
t-test + + i + +

Mean 9.47E-02 4.05E-08 9.47E-02 9.32E-02 0.00E+00 0.00E+00

DTLZ6 Std. 1.10E-05 4.00E-08 1.30E-06 2.40E-05 0.00E+00 0.00E+00
t-test + = + + +

Mean 3.18E-01 3.23E-01 3.09E-01 2.66E-01 6.47E-02 0.00E+00

DTLZ7 Std. 3.30E-03 2.00E-04 4.20E-04 2.20E-03 2.90E-03 0.00E+00
t-test - + + + +

Mean 7.23E-01 7.22E-01 7.23E-01 7.01E-01 6.89E-01 6.87E-01

Viennetl Std. 9.30E-04 9.70E-05 7.10E-05 8.50E-04 5.90E-04 6.70E-04
t-test + = + + +

Mean 9.58E-01 9.57E-01 9.58E-01 9.46E-01 9.27E-01 9.18E-01

Viennet2 Std. 2.30E-04 3.90E-05 2.90E-05 4.70E-04 8.00E-04 1.20E-03
t-test + = + + +

Mean 8.42E-01 8.40E-01 8.41E-01 8.37E-01 6.78E-01 7.84E-01

Viennet3 Std. 1.20E-04 2.60E-05 2.40E-05 2.30E-04 7.30E-03 1.80E-03
t-test + = + + +
Better(+) 10 6 11 10 17
Same(=) 1 7 3 4 0
Worse(-) 6 4 3 3 0
Score 4 2 8 7 7

Table 4  Average rankings of six compared MOEASs based on HV
T4 6P EELET HV faA5 1T HE 4

A/ FEIHEA
HMOFA 4.82
NSGA-II 4.47
SMPSO 411
AbYSS 3.41

MOEA/D-ACD 2.97
MOFA 1.20

K 1 & K (box plot) fTER4e i 1 6 AL 16 4> MOP WA il @ 571247 30 (R3R1S HV B 2 A

FE 0L N R 7 83X B2 0% HMOFA. NSGA-II. SMPSO. AbYSS. MOEA/D-ACD fll MOFA % faiid
Al. A2. A3. A4, A5 Fll A6.

MW 1 WTLLE H HMOFA #3:4y BI7E ZDT1. ZDT2. ZDT3. ZDT4. ZDT6. DTLZ3. DTLZ5. DTLZ6
PL K Viennetl~Viennet3 L343 T & 471 HV E 144 k2 78 16 > MOP Ml b A SCHE AR T 11 M i
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Fig.1 Box plots of the HV results obtained by six MOEAs over 30 independent runs
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Table 5 Approximate PFs of some MOEASs based on some hard MOPs
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Fig.2 Curves of convergence rates of six MOEAs based on nine MOPs
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Table 6 Results of HV for HMOFA and HMOFA(r) on eight MOPs

%= 6 HMOFA Fl HMOFA(r)7E 8 MR B #r B3RS HV H

PR 5 HMOFA HMOFA(r)

Mean 6.61E-01 0.00E+00

ZDT4 Std. 4.20E-04 0.00E+00
t-test +

Mean 4.06E-01 4.06E-01

ZDT6 Std. 6.50E-05 7.10E-05
t-test =

Mean 0.00E+00 0.00E+00

DTLZ1 Std. 0.00E+00 0.00E+00
t-test =

Mean 4.10E-01 4.09E-01

DTLZ2 Std. 2.60E-03 4.00E-03
t-test +

Mean 1.00E+00 9.99E-01

DTLZ3 Std. 1.90E-07 5.10E-04
t-test +

Mean 9.47E-02 0.00E+00

DTLZ6 Std. 1.10E-05 0.00E+00
t-test +

Mean 3.17E-01 3.04E-01

DTLZ7 Std. 3.00E-03 6.20E-03
t-test +

Mean 8.42E-01 8.41E-01

Viennet3 Std. 1.00E-04 2.10E-04
t-test +
Better(+) 6
Same(=) 2
Worse(-) 0
Score 6

SCG 40458 HMORA B3 s SR S8/ 51 S 8 K BB L A RPE X B HMORA FIA SR RS 4
fif 51 5 5 K R B AN A B A FA B K BB Bl U7 V2 HMOFA 5035 (14192 9 HMOFA(B)) — [FITE 8 /Ml
BRI H b HEAT HV PEAE IR, S2 5 4t HMOFA Al HMOFA(b) R A8 FH B ¢ K R S HLEI A 6] 2 4, 3% 3 b B0 e G
7 TR — BN 7 48 1T HMOFA 50341 HMOFA(D) & 578 8 N B8 % _E 4510 HV fH.

M 7 7T LLE H HMOFA 7£ 8 Mgt Al E3RkA8 7 2 m AL HV $4E, 1 HMOFA(b) HiEAN#E DTLZ1
il E3RE S HMOFA SR F s H HY B8, MAEHAR 7 A~ MOP i L3RG HV ¥WEHEET
HMOFA 593 7 1) -4 36 45 5 v HMOFA 320 . HMOFA(B) ELVELE HV Mg b (3% 123 D9 7, 76 DTLZA
il F 5 HMOFA(b) Ik 145 0 2 1 X 5. 75 HL R [, HMOFA 50321 F RS S0 95 M A HE 598 R K S 1
W75 A SR A 285 B SRR R B i g B A B T HMOFA 509331 A BE AL 7 2R WA b 3 BURS
PR 5] T AR S B0, PR AN 2 5 BUR R TE )= 30 X I SR AR BT DA, 1 B )RS A AR 51 3 SR G R o SRR Ik

SR 5 2 FEPE SRS 4 IS5 RAR W] A ARG TR T R 3R 0 0 2 A R,

Table 7 Results of HV for HMOFA and HMOFA(b) on eight MOPs
# 7 HMOFA Fl HMOFA(b)1E 8 Ik £ (¥ HV {8

BRI 5L HMOFA HMOFA(b)
Mean 6.61E-01 0.00E+00
ZDT4 Std. 4.20E-04 0.00E+00
t-test +
Mean 4.06E-01 0.00E+00
ZDT6 Std. 6.50E-05 0.00E+00
t-test +
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Table 7 Results of HV for HMOFA and HMOFA(b) on eight MOPs (Continued)
%= 7 HMOFA Fll HMOFA(b)1E 8 IR R £ b /) HV {H (&)

BRI L HMOFA HMOFA(b)

Mean 0.00E+00 0.00E+00

DTLZ1 Std. 0.00E+00 0.00E+00
t-test =

Mean 4.10E-01 1.79E-01

DTLZ2 Std. 2.60E-03 1.80E-02
t-test +

Mean 1.00E+00 9.20E-01

DTLZ3 Std. 1.90E-07 1.60E-02
t-test +

Mean 9.47E-02 0.00E+00

DTLZ6 Std. 1.10E-05 0.00E+00
t-test +

Mean 3.17E-01 0.00E+00

DTLZ7 Std. 3.00E-03 0.00E+00
t-test +

Mean 8.42E-01 7.90E-01

Viennet3 Std. 1.00E-04 1.60E-02
t-test +
Better(+) 7
Same(=) 1
Worse(-) 0
Score 7

PSR 2 B bR SR W6 2 B 25 58 4,38 U0 75 2R B H A 300 2 B AR AL I vk R 5 Bk T 4E
ok, 55T 7 84 AR TE B RVR A AL 09 2 B AR A6 S0 O 2 B BRGS0 BT I 7T 8 e AT SR A
B 2% MOP [l i (5 4% 25 B A7 AR SCHR H — FIE & 8 2 B Ar i K R EVE HMOFA, IZ KRR FA B340
J& 2 2% H RS, B R G /K IESS I a8 1 77 RY ARG SRS FORIE R 3 SR B A E AR N L,
DL i B I B AR M R S0 5 25 SRR B HMOFA SR TEW STt - 22 A PR RD B e 11 55 0 T 22 4 355 M A T oAt 5 ol
XTHC SRR RSN 3 AT — B TAE(L) FIAE 2. BERMER MOP @M HMOFA Hi%:(2) ¥
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