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Abstract: Community discovery is an important task in mining complex networks, and has important theoretical and application value
in the terrorist organization identification, protein function prediction, public opinion analysis, etc. However, existing metrics used to
measure quality of network communities are data dependent and have coupling relations, and the community discovery algorithms based
on optimizing just one metric have a lot of limitations. To address the issues, the task to discover network communities is formalized as a
multi-objective optimization problem. An algorithm, MOCD-PSO, is used to discover network communities based on multi-objective
particle swarm optimization, which constructs objective function with modularity Q, MinMaxCut and silhouette. The experimental results
show that the proposed algorithm has good convergence and can find Pareto optimal network communities with relatively well uniform
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and dispersive distribution. In addition, compared with the classical algorithms based on single objective optimization (GN, GA-Net) and
multi-objective optimization (MOGA-Net,SCAH-MOHSA), the proposed algorithm requires no input parameters and can discover the
higher-quality community structure in networks.

Key words: complex network; communities mining; multi-objective particle swarm optimization
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Table 2 Common metrics to measure network community goodness
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Fig.1 Network community structure generated in the iteration process of algorithm (CDPSO+Q)
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(a) (T=85,G5=0.861,Q=0.335) (b) (T=96,Q=0.133,GS=0.952)

Fig.2 Network community structure generated in the iteration process of algorithm (CDPSO+GS)
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2 4L IX 5 K (1 3())REAT AN A G 1), 48 S Pl 3(c) o . % 4 A a2 B 2% i B, T THD LA J) 3(lo) H 1 1 A 1 A48 o DA
Bi W T 3(0) T R 1,5 R 2 AHE R, B 3(d) P b A L RS R T RN R 2 RART
KR LA TR, AR 3(c)H B 128 Dim(Dim=1) 4k (948 A 1,200, 7] LAAS 20k 1 oA Dim i 6E 5 148
T AW 3 AL

1) G ARVERL T R AR R 2 BRSO A ) R i 24 SR BRI 4 4L

2)  BshffiE XA

3) MR I T RGN AR R 4 S P A () A 5 [ N R S e U R R Ak B

> 48

1 3 I
PR R
2 5 B E SR,
i AN e a0 i S - - IR T A

(O] @\ ,/® A

N\  orEENIEIGEAS ;55 6o
[€)) ®) posl 1 1 4 3 4 2 1 4 Te s

(a) M4 (b) #hIX g5 (c) CDPSO [fI KT G fith (d) A IFE

Fig.3 Encoding particle based on ordered neighbor list

B3 BT AR AT 2R RORL 1 i
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4.2 HIFEHKME

REF RESA R PR, 2 B 52 R T IXFE I A A W T 4 A S AR AT B0 B I 2212 0F 3 A 2T A LI
I e D8 A B IR IR A L S A R 8 B DR B B I A £ ) A S A SRR S I A 1R N R
AP T R R e A0 0 7 4 R T R ) I R kR, BT AT BRORE 1 #8 RT B el D A PR e it B e L A [
IS, 5 A 3 L AR £ S8 e S YR 110 77 e R A g U, A D A o R B e R 1y R
AN EEHT R S

WL R JSE S T VA AT AR 2 JEAS B mT LA O 22 5(6):

Vi(t+1)=wVi(t) +coxrand(-)x (Pi=Xi(t)) +coxrand()x (Pg=Xi(t)) (6)

X=X Xz Xig) 15 Vi=(Via Vi Vig) 8 UL T 1 (007 B 5550 4 A AR w O BEPE R ey 5 ¢ o)
A rand(-) % 34959 53 A1 40, 112 13 (Y BEHLEL Pi=(pig, Pz ... Pia) A K7 T 1A 17 S d8 B AV Pg=(Pg1. Py - Pga) AL L
T T BT AL AR R IR S R R L 2 3(6) A T X A il LR 2 1) b TRAT FRORL 5 Py A e PR AT R A,
WAL BB 4 O E R B BARALE Pi=(piv.Piz, .. Pia) RS IURL K 1 %5 > I 1oL S A4 ASHL1 BE 32 4
ISR BB E Py=(Pg1,Pazs- - Poo) K SEILBEAAS L5 T Py SR B b LA 5 38 1 (L Rk
A leader, Bl Preager, F 35 1 FHT I 51 5 L1~ B 1) 0 55 985 A 5 D0 A0 010 98 X805 1) AT R 7 &0 s a1 45 g ke s
Preader 954 51 A1 25K 1 A8 341 40 G5 K D9 I8 TE I Preager=Pinese; 4R 1 A8 14T b 4549 g A A, Preager=Pgbests 1
oL~ &I 48 40 5Kl T B Preager=Procal- MOCD-PSO SR 4 i 452 (¥ b~ &1 4 1 41 45 44

e G814 1L PSO RARL7 25 5 S sy JE 54k oy 22 5(7), MOCD-PSO X L HEAT it 2 i 24 5(8) 22 5K (9):

|1 if p<sig(vy(t+1))
x(rh= {0, otherwise )
K, if p <sig(v;(t+1)) &deg(v;)>1
% (t+1)= {xij (t), otherwise J J ®
. B 1-exp(-v;)
sig (Vij) =1+ exo(—v.) exp(—vij) 9

FRT R v AR G 5 5 v REILE); ook TiE BE. 2 X (8) 1 7 X rT LA ] Stk i idiad S AR
BN R AT WS A b S L K T T AL, DU SR T P ) B T AN EEIRE N R T S Y
B A R AR50 m BE T 28 4.1 R0 T2 5 J7 V25 160 07 B 3 48 3 (8) T Ak 1~ H A3 B i A 8 R BB I 1T 4
(92 S BUBREL sig(vij(t+1))=1/[1+exp(-vii(t+1))IFME IE L B B4 T 4 iy B B SICrE, [R] K vy PR A R
TIAE X ] [-4,41 9, ABT 11 B8 5L sig A 7.

4.3 Leaderit K&

142 HAsE L PSO 5H7%,MOCD-PSO & 4 ALK it B2 7 1 22 A HE 32 BC % (nondominated), B AH 5.
Z IRl A2 Pareto 7 HC G 2 N 44k X K1 43 5 242 4 NonSet, iIX 2 HY T — AN i 76 R 5838 i AT leader i 3%
1) 1] B.MOCD-PSO iz HI 5 T 4% % S fli I leader SLBEHLHITEAT leader MEFE(WIE 4 JroR). ok a4k i3 #H, 4
|objectives|=2, [NonSet|=10, K At H br#ih 2, 8030 Yk Ad 72 v 4 10 FiokH B2 WAl A2 Pareto 2L R &R
[ PR 48 4 DX RN 23 J7 B, i AR AE B H AR 15 HAw 2 # a1 b 6T NonSet H 18— A i X, BRAETE— LA iZ st
S H L R 1 ARk Neighbor (x,r), T 32 0 o 2075 5520 3 p A 1) 80 8 dlist 1935 0, 16 B AT d P ME W
HL RAEN leaders B AATEZ AN XL leader, MM HUEELR AR Z r 4B N leaders; # It leaders & H £ 4
leader, JIl) A 1 B HLIE L — A 120 4 7T LA 304k A 5235 leaderSelection. #5 4K 111 r 4346 J& 4L Nb I 5 1455
VIR 1) 52 4% 15 7 O(Nbx | NonSet [) .

H 3£, leaderSelection.

AR S OC R I 454 X R 4 7 R 4R A Nonset, S8 4% r;

© PERREERSMROT  httpy/ www. jos. org. cn



2070 Journal of Software i3 4% Vol.24, No.9, September 2013

i R RAT 1 leader.

! dist(x, y)
Step 1: leaders = argmax ZVENQ'Q_“”“(X”
xeNonset | Neighbor (x,r) |

Step 2: #|leaders|>1,)ll] leaders = arg max | Neighbor (x,r) |

xeleaders
Step 3: #|leaders|>1, ] leaders=randomSelec(leaders)
Step 4: return leaders

Objective 2
L]

0

Objective 1

Fig.4 Leader selection based on kernel density estimation
Bl 4 TR BEAG TE Y leader SEFEAL I

4.4 Paretofzffitt X5 EE 58 FT ok A%

WFFL R, — N 2 HRROR Ak S0 B 2% A 7= A T fig 22 HL A3 A1 R AT 35 50 1 10 e R f A A0 A 290 B A7
KE B % HARALEZ: R AS W A 55 7714 (external archive, fij 5 EA)TEfik Pareto f5cfI0 i, 5 A JELAR R i o 56 492
AR R P A R IR S EA HP I HEAT Pareto J% &R I ELBCR S HIL Pareto S A ARt 1 B 37, Bl 24 EA
1) 0 B0 H kB 55 K7 5 MAXP IR, B 855 A 1R Al STC AR 3 N T 24 EA VI I, BEATL o g 2 15 FH B A2 1
A4 LR EA PR REABEALIC 2 AR, XA VAR I ok i — AL BT 22 H bR A S0 1 A 28 Al A A A
)53 AT R T] RE 35 A8 EA ik Hodm KA & H G urak A 72 7 A8 1 ) 4 44 X K1 3 77 %€ CurBestP i 42 Wi 23 2((10)
JIT 7 5 A I 2 T I 3R — A 0] B 40 4] M (|CurBestP|+MAXP) it Pareto st X 4 #y4E & b k36 MAXP
AN BAT I3 KI5 43 AR PRIV Pareto S 0+ DX 45 K. — T bh 2% 1) A€k gt A2 i [ 45 12 Pareto dge 0 #1 X &5 ¥ £ & 1) T
KN K MAXP AL #1500, 4 EA G JEh— AL 5 R5 0L FERLAT KL #U%5 D, (BANTY) :ZEA’(i)In%’S) (Y
N 4 5875084 N R4 B ) e i B EAY 89S0k AR 0, ik [' C“rBehjZ;MAXPJ 2
AN SRS prohibitive (1.

1G58 T2, BH T 75 22 H bR DR A 505 o A3 S I 48 A DX 48 ) 380 o 17 81 ) 8% 41X 65 g Joit et V7 4 8 s 2 ) v )
— LA E MOCD-PSO HETE - A0 1ok 72 v 4% 30 5 {10 199 45 4 [X 45 46 4R & I 6T WL 1) S5 B 0 AT T 344,
DR 9 3 F AT LA SR A2 (4 SO0 A8 0 T AE A5 B8 HP KL 508 0 5 0t ) R B PR N AN [RD 43 A1 2 1A 1) 2 e e AT
K KL R SR FE 8 EA i) A 3 A Bk

VP;VP;(P;cEAAP e CurBestPAP,0P)) (10)

FeTF LIRS HT, FATTHR P e R RS R SEIR Pareto St Ab X S5 My S T 0T, 4% EA Hoki Ik DLAE IS B 1,
FH DR RIL I HEN EA B9 HTIEAR T I B4 B 187 PRt SE IR 45 EA IR REAS R L B — AN E S BR R A 1X —
5 THT 23 38 00 225 18] 18, TR0 B8 3 2 R vk S5 2 % B bl 1 AT T LR 7 PR A 0 DR /N L Jk X, T I 95 601 347 1 1)
R 20 DR L 7E B AR SE I R FRATT I WD Bl EA RN F] Qps, 1 BE 1745 2% W) XA vy T 1F B350 i S s ml T
A Bk UpdatePsS.
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&%, UpdatePs.

BN HMEAERS EA, MR IE A R A 1 M 48 41 X R 43 7 % CurBestP;

B OB S 1K EA.

Step 1: ¥ CurBestP H1 ¥4 A W 25 41 X Kl 43 75 %8 Py 4373 5 BA A Qps H 1 A5 AN RL T 50 L R 4L X I 43 7 48 Py

HEAT Pareto ¢ & AL A PPy, AT Qps 04T Py ABA 5 Py IR £ 4%, [F] IS4 I R CurBestP 1 Pj;

Step 2: 4 CurBestP (¥ 5 A 9 4% L X K1) 53 77 % Py 5 BAFI Qps HH IR AEAN L1358 1 () 4L X K1l 43 T 5 Py EAT
Pareto 5% % LR, 2 (PiOP)V((Pi=P)A(P: 5 Py 9 AN A AL IX % 43 75 48)), Ul

Step 2-1: 45 B\ 51 Qps A, WX Qps $AAT Py ABNER AT 75 1 04T Step 2-2;

Step 2-2: Xt Qps $1AT Py ABN1T Py IR 11,

Step 3: iy i T HT 5 1 EA.

B A B A HE B S0 (R 1) 52 24 O(MAXPx|CurBestP|), 54 3 5 T~ % H A% AL Ir i F2 oy, )
B 1) 42 2% % 2 O(txObjNumxMAXPx|CurBestP[),0bjNum 4 FH #5%,t 4 MOCD-PSO 532 (1A 5.
45 BIFEH

MOCD-PSO Sy #8457 WL 3 4L X it & P J #8457 (Q,MaxMinCut 5 GS)1F 4 B br bR 2. 45 455 377,
P38 X 2 L DX S5 R R 1 22 H BRAR AL 1) 8 (2 2 (11)~ 2 3K (24)).

MaxF(P)=(F1(P),F2(P),Fs(P)) (11)
F,(P)=Q(P) s.t. ~112<F,(P)<1 (12)
FZ(P)=—1+MinM1axCut(P)' st0<F,(P)<1 (13)
FA(P)=GS(P) s.t. ~1<Fs(P)<1 (14)

46 HEHWRSHR

MOCD-PSO 5L [ H A L SR Ak 1

Step 1: BEE R T REMUB . K077 BRI B (W30 BB S 4 . b P RETRE A 1. AR AR DL R AN AR R A K

K28 %

Step 2: AL L% 5 AUMAR R ST K,

Step 3: KI5 AL B 73R L 7 IR AR B,

Step 4: VIR IE N JE W & F(P);

Step 5: BEATHRL 1 Pareto 37 IC ¢ & HL#L;

Step 6: 1T UpdatePS 4% 5 3 Pareto S {4l X &5 #4E;

Step 7: i leaderSelection HiLiL BRI T KAT 1 leader;

Step 8: HRAFAI(6). A (8)1 A 2 (9) % KL~ I B FHH B HEAT 54

Step 9: # K Step 4~Step 7, £ HRIE MR UEIE B H P 45 2 M 5 KA UE A, i 4535 Pareto S fil 4

TG 3 BT I 1) PR 4% L IX 45 4.

MOCD-PSO %355 B 1T %1 73 A P KB 55 1 B je Step 1~Step 3,32 B 41 TR WAL B IAT I T B (A 6 &
B 5 B S5 40,55 2 Bt Step 4~Step 9, 3 B Ik AR S (A R UM RAT RS2 AN H ks s B0 S0, 35 1%
Q0 1 5 R 4 s AL, U 5 1) Pareto S5 A0 ARG I 1) 190 4 A X, 550925 446 ke

B D 28 B A, eR R P R e R B IR AR i P iR R Bk K U 1) 52 % B AT LA
vk

AT 15

Step 1 & HVEA S H A, A F B O(L);
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XF T Step 2,4 W25 1A 75 AR BERCh o, SO TSR RIS 1Y d AR AR — AR/ IR B AL KT R AL R AT
FF 305224 %k O(dxnxlogd), #1552+ & O(n);

Step 3 J& R IIHILA 1k, 0 L 52 % B2 2 O(nxk).

WO 185 AR B2 R O(nxk).

RJG AT ER 2 34y

Step 4 TR N JEE 1) B, 354 URIE AR AR r AR A T8 KN g Ind e A (X P 4 JEE 1 5 A
FFE S O(rx(n/r)?)=0(n/r), 4L X ) 52 B (¥ 11 5T 52 24 B 2 O(rx(n/r)?x(r-1))~O(n?). . Step 4 A2 E 4
o(n).

Step 5 & HE4T R T Pareto 7L & LL#R, 75 B4R 2 InHE)  O(K?);

Step 6 & i JT] UpdatePS %32, 1 b4k ObjNum A 3 & 3,k HL i 1A) 53 2% 5

0O(n*<ObjNumxMAXPx|CurBestP|)=0(h?>xMAXP x|CurBestP|);

Step 7 VAU 24/ % leaderSelection 43, 4 4.3 74341, 3L 7] &2 24 1% % O(Nbx | NonSet |) , 1 T
ND < k FL|NonSet|<k, 1% 5 BA/E SRS T 1 (95 2% O((nk)?);

Step 8 T H E 228 O(nxk);

Step 9 s 5 b4 (A IXEN) A T, N T B 28T O(1).

WAL 2 4 RIS 1) &2 24 BE R O(txn®xmax(k?, MAXPx|CurBestP]))

Zify R4yl 411, MOCD-PSO ik #I & 2% E y O(txn®xmax(k?, MAXPx|CurBestP|))

B T- MOCD-PSO 532 /2 AL 7t 2 HARRL T HEAR AL VA AEZL 2 b WU S s S0P 1R AH DG BIE F B T, SC Tk
[40].

5 K5

AT S B B REAEFRES J2:CPU 2 3.4 GHz 9 Intel(R) Core(TM) i7-2600, 4 1% 4G; %k 3145 % Windows 7+
Matlab R2010.
51 HiE&E

BAHE 3AMHSEMAE 3 AN N T WE X MOCD-PSO 8kl AT 52560 43 47,3 AN B SE M 4% 40 il 224 1 A2

A2 Dolphins P&, 3 62 A5 iy 159 4530558 3 A& HLM P& i 400 & 77 AN 1Y 1,121 4l 2K TR
B (AR PR R G WREEA R 5 NMEIE(TEN . SRER . FRF SRR [/
LR ML.3 AN T IER L 1 LFR R 48 50800 A4 i o OB A= Fle 1. S 6 0 2% 10110 ik L 2% 4.
Table 4 Tested networks
T4 SRR

Networks  Nodes  Edges

Karate 34 78
Dolphins 62 159
HLM 77 121

SynNet 1 100 276
SynNet 2 150 448
SynNet 3 200 523

5.2 YXEESHh
T vEA MOCD-PSO S e Sk, A1 51 A AR ER 25 (generation distance, {8 B8 GD)AE 4 1EAN #51fE,GD fi7
b XAy 2220 (15).GD /)N, BB SR 159 1) Pareto f5 M fift S MR 1T 4 J7 B 0 M 42, B SR e S5 vk At et
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1 1Ps| ) 2
GD :[“:)S'Zdi ] (15)

b |PS| 2 Pareto SR TP ARIIEH di JE 55 | A Pareto BRALAR R4 R AR B /MR IR B8 5 45T
MOCD-PSO HiE%} 6 /NS0 M 4% 43 312 47 50 IR JIT 13 GD #5 bx i) ¥ {8 (mean) 5 77 2 (var). 132 5 AT LLE H, A
B bR N T %% - MOCD-PSO B3 #8311 42 ey i S0k

Table 5 Index GD of tested networks
Fz5 FMAFEMAM L 1 GD $RF5

Tested networks Mean Var
Karate 1.2699e-4 2.7850e—6
Dolphins 5.5761e-4 3.4842e-6
HLM 1.0398e-3 6.3236e—4
SynNet_1 4.2176e-3 6.5574e-4
SynNet_2 4.8538e-3 3.9223e-4
SynNet_3 6.9483e-3 7.4313e-4

53 RILEST

AT\ Pareto ds DU ) 43 A1 ) 5 1 5 43 R AN T TR MOCD-PSO S 4 Ji 1) Pareto S bt [X 45 14 4
HBEAT 43 M B SE AU SP JR bRtk Pareto s A Al A1 H AR 1) 140 AT 3 A0 1, A 4 T IS B0 v, BX o8 i ANk
TSR k 4E,SP 48 ks ] & XA 2 3K(16)~ 24 20 (18),SP /N, ) 5 Wk 5 Pareto fi At il 55 43 Aii i34 5).

|PS|
J|p5| L (40

_ 1 Ip
ipsi&” an

k
i j=1,2,... |PS|(Z|F F l} (18)

AT Pareto FLA: DX 45 H 5 14 1% 28 BB S 15 A ST A e X T SR JEAT XL, 36 6 45 it 7 MOCD-
PSO HIEXS 6 AN S8 M 45 53 5 3a AT 50 I3 SP 45 b i) £ {f (mean) 5 75 % (var).
Table 6 Distribution uniformity of Pareto optimal community structures

F 6 Pareto frAUAL DX G4 A 1 73 A 1 5] PE

Traditional approach Our approach
Tested networks Mean Var Mean Var
Karate 3.2358e-3 4.9335e—4 1.8687e-5 3.8156e-6
Dolphins 6.3874e-3 1.2977e-4 2.7603e-5 1.6261e-6
HLM 5.8527e-3 2.5510e-3 8.9090e-4 5.0596e-5
SynNet_1 2.5751e-3 1.4929-3 2.4352e-4 1.9660e—4
SynNet_2 4.7329e-3 3.5166e—4 2.8584e-3 3.1045e-4
SynNet_3 3.3712e-3 3.1122e-4 2.6218e—4 1.6565e-5

F 6 T LUE H AR SCIY i & 3 BT 5K B R f Pareto dw M4k X 45 #4481 1R 20 A1 45 58 N34 21 .48 ) 12 F Pareto
e AR ¥ G v 4 i (range) (2 =X (19)) B AT L 40 HURE 3 M, AR 7 AT DUt AR ST et =X B O 552 s e A
Pareto S ML AL X 45 K4 45 (9 8 2 AT BE I 43 50, 7 HL s R AR (R AN 055 I 46715 i B, I S i FEE A G
width(F;(P))=max{F;(P)|P ePS}-min{F;(P)|P<PS} (19)
5.4 BHIES
3 T JAT MOCD-PSO 532 1945 2%k, oA 1SR Y A6 4% . (normalized mutual information, fij Fx NMI)A!
FIVFA bR SR A it MOCD-PSO B3 1 V1 1 45 WAL X 5 9 4 L S AL XA — B0 5 (4 X (20)), A B K, ik
F A Rt X 4 B AR AR & R JE  MOCD-PSO 75 4 AMRRYEIX R I % (GNP,
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GA-Net, MOGA-Net 5 SCAH-MOHSA)ZEAT LLH 4 #, o Hr B =38 o8 o B AR 96 G — % b 2 H iR IUL
R 8 T AP 6 NS ML 4 S 1T 50 ORI NMI I (E 5 5 .

Table 7 Dispersiveness of Pareto optimal community structures
R 7 Pareto itk X g5 H 5 1 2 B

Traditional approach Our approach
Tested networks # of Width of the range # of Width of the range
solutions | F4(P) F2(P) F3(P) | solutions | Fyi(P) F2(P) Fs(P)
Karate 12 0.3897 03211 0.4067 21 0.3989 0.3332 04755
Dolphins 16 0.4039 0.3605 0.5443 36 0.4239 03707 0.6376
HLM 55 0.5752 0.4486 0.5892 85 0.5874 0.4838 0.5922
SynNet_1 97 0.6491 0.5025 0.7599 100 0.6868 0.5125 0.8173
SynNet_2 100 0.6225 0.5377 0.7481 100 0.6443 0.5540 0.7797
SynNet_3 100 0.5870 0.5223 0.6893 100 0.6070 0.5349 0.7132

2y Y |vmmvn|,og(|vuvmmvn|j

NMI(Pres Ptrue): Vi, PV, epte IV| |Vm ”an

’ IV, | (|v |J v, | (IV |j
M log| —™ |+ nlog| "

2 V] UV 2, V| UV

Vi eP'® | VneP"“E

(20)

Table 8 Quality comparison of network communities
FT 8 ML X T LA

MOGA-Net SCAH-MOHSA MOCD-PSO
Tested networks S AT Max_Avg Max_Std | Max_Avg Max_Std | Max_Avg  Max_Std
Karate 0.692 0.863 1 0 1 0 1 0
Dolphins 0.573 0.885 1 0 0.932 0.062 1 0
HLM 0.654 0.897 0.927 0.038 0.916 0.043 0.935 0.028
SynNet_1 0.582 0.779 0.814 0.047 0.823 0.051 0.831 0.034
SynNet_2 0.613 0.813 0.852 0.049 0.848 0.057 0.857 0.031
SynNet_3 0.647 0.855 0.876 0.054 0.869 0.061 0.882 0.032

MR 8 ATLLE H, 5 5 HARSIY: GN 5 GA-Net #H 5, MOCD-PSO 5.7 & IR (1) 4L X 45 k) Jof 1 B2 370 428 e F
X TG AL X S5 R B /Rt Karate 5 Dophins 2 SRR IX G5 kR bk 5 1 I 4% o A YR R T
28 (L SEAL X 45 4. 5 2 B a5 MOGA-Net 5 SCAH-MOHSA # L4, A I Min_Avg(2 3(21)) %
X % ,MOCD-PSO S92 i 1L H #H 5 (41t %5, 1 HL 5 25 Max_Std(/A % (22)) 5 X %, MOCD-PSO 5% (¥ 5
4l AT DX 4 R4 1 NIV )0 A1 B N340 53 DR T, AT 1) 5 vk LA T i ) 5 e

1 RUNS

Max Avg=—— max (NMI Pres,Ptrue 21
- RUNS ,unzzlP'esePsmn( ( ) (21)
Max_Std=std{NMI,|run=1,2,...,RUNS} (22)

P RN LU SR AR U 5 res N4 SR DX 4 g s P RO IR 4% 1) JL AL X MV 2 P ISR m ANAE
X3V, 2671 P R R85 n AN DX P Sy 6 R SEVETE S run Y0SEIG P ST 43 10 0 2% 41 X 45 B NM Ly, 271 5
run kS R R S A AT 4% AL DX SE R NMIL () B K {F;RUNS 26 7 552 386 A9 vk %, 31X BLECAE - 50
(RUNS=50).
5.5 BJIEISE S

T ¥ MOCD-PSO S ff I 1] 14 B, 3641145 MOCD-PSO 53k 5 iR i Fh I T 2 A AR A4k (04 X R 30
HE(MOGA-Net 55 SCAH-MOHSA)EAT ELE oM BT, 0 T T I o3 3 il J 4 2 A B WL 2= SRk kAT I i)
B8 LI, T A TR S KA A B IR AG IR 28 1 b 4 1R A8 05 hy 0 4% Ak X 45 K [F) Max_Avg K T35 N8 52 B8 B 1595 H 1
& BRATEATE R OGN HiLS GA-Net 1E 4 LB 5, 32 B TR FE (925 58— Ok U 35T 3 B AR AL 1AL X R
DU AR Pk B RT3 T 2 H RSk 14 X R IR T3 T 2 H AR AL 4 R LA R 2 A
A R S, T L B A R S5 (2 DA S0 A 0 B BR300 B 5 A T 3 BRATIAAE 6 AN SR M Loy iliE
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AT 50 IRJITAF (KA 2 I 1H] (R S48 AN IET 5 0T DU HH A5 /N RIS 19 B0 52 R 2% Karate &5 Dolphins H1,MOCD-PSO [1J#E
I 5 FCA 9 o B0 RO RE IR 2476 1 4% HLM 5 SynNet_1 |-, MOCD-PSO 3 # fA Bl H I 6] 20 20 3 (A 3k %o
T 7 £ R T K ) 199 2% SynNet_2 15 SynNet_3 b, 3 il i [ R0 AR F A8 753 5 25 ph e R e 75 L B0 10 45 4
EHABPIANET 2 HARE AL A X R I 7E(MOGA-Net 5 SCAH-MOHSA)HH B, Bt 25 190 248 1A 1 389 Jm, 3 Fe
B FER #2230, {2 MOCD-PSO  FE o 34+ 3okt i 2 I AR T~ HoAb P Fh &35, BT MOCD-PSO A S 4f iyl 4™
JEAE.

70 5]
6ol —@-MOGA-Net ol
O SCAH-MOHSA /

50/ A MOCD-PSO 2 A
F 30 B
/K
20 e
,f..—:-fi(.-
10 A
!' L L L L
£ 2 2 o9
= < T 7] 7] 7]
g = z z z2
o = = o
a = > >
(%] (%] (%]

Tested networks

Fig.5 Time performance analysis of MOCD-PSO
K5 MOCD-PSO [t i) 44 §E 43 47

6 LHERIE

52 % X 4 40 DX R IURIE UK BB 9 34K 22 4 5 4 IR A P A IR 25 55 22 A TR A A 25 8 09 3, 2 i 4 K %
BT AW R R AL 2% I 245 4 IR 3492 0 e DA B ol B — (10 4k DX &85 4 o i 00 2 ) A SR IR 3 1), T A+ DX
VTS 05 (1 25 B 2 A A5 19 408 40 DX 45 W 29 A 1 S B N D3 A TS A 22 14D D1 04 s e LA e 5, 5 LR 52 1) 52 2%
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