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Abstract: In the face of the increasingly complex multi-objective optimization problems, it is necessary to develop
novel multi-objective optimization algorithms to meet the challenges. This paper proposes a multi-objective dwarf
mongoose optimization algorithm (MODMO) with leader guidance and dominated solution dynamic reduction evo-
lution mechanism. In the leader guidance mechanism, a dynamic trade-off factor is introduced to regulate the search
radius of the scout mongoose exploring the mound. At the same time, an external-archive is constructed with a non-
inferior solution set and the leader is determined according to the non-dominated ranking level, and then the scout
mongoose is guided to advance to the multi- objective frontier to improve the convergence of the algorithm. The
dominant solution dynamic reduction evolution strategy is/constructed to overcome the redundancy problem in the
process of maintaining the external archive of non-inferior solutions. It dynamically selects the dominant solu-
tions based on the dominance relationship and crowding distance and stores them in the external archive. The domi-
nant solution information is integrated into-the population evolution to realize the:mining of multi-objective poten-
tial frontier and enhance the diversity of the algorithm. Compared withfive representative algorithms on ZDT,
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DTLZ and WFG benchmark functions, experimental results show that MODMO algorithm has significant advantages

in convergence and diversity.

Key words: multi-objective optimization; dwarf mongoose optimization algorithm; leader guidance mechanism; ex-
ternal archive; dominated solution dynamic reduction evolution strategy
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H %% ZDT® DTLZ®™ WFG™ % %1 & 0 5 = H #»
WFG % 51 ok % -9t 47 4L , ¥ 4 GD (generational
distance) ™, SP (spacing performance) *” . IGD (inverted
generational distance)®  HV (hypervolume) " 45 #1473
X B M fE i AT PE Al JF % MOPSO (multi-
objective optimization particle swarm optimization)™ .
SPEA2 (improving the strength Pareto evolutionary al-



410 Journal of Frontiers of Computer Science and Technology & B2 5iF&

2024, 18(2)

gorithm)® MOJS"™  MOEA/D (multi-objective evolu-
tionary algorithm based on decomposition)®  MOAGDE
(multi-objective adaptive guided differential evolution)®”
BVEAE IR LS o A S A I R A AT 5
ReOLY B SR M ST B 4T 30 UK, A RLASL I 1 B
100, fe KL ALK EL 200, SN AAAS Fe KL 100, 4555
LSS R SCHR— 3, 07 FLECEAE Intel®Core™ i7-
6500U CPU@2.50 GHz 2.59 GHz ¥ 1% , Matlab R2017a
FHH.
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GD(p.p)="" " (18)

Hor ) p Sy Pareto ffi £, p* J2 Pareto BT W Il Y2 %
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Table 1 Mean and standard deviation of GD obtained for each bi-objective problem
PR Eit7n MODMO SPEA2 MOPSO MOJS MOAGDE MOEA/D
Mean 6.34E-04 3.46E-02 3.71E-02 1.07E-02 5.25E-01 1.94E-01
e Std 1.00E-04 1.05E-02 1.28E-02 9.28E-03 6.29E-02 5.34E-02
Mean 3.75E-07 2.63E-03 2.44E-03 1.20E-02 1.04E+00 1.12E-01
ek Std 3.64E-07 2.82E-03 2.76E-03 1.73E-02 1.52E-01 4.74E-02
Mean 8.51E-04 4.18E-02 4.29E-02 1.33E-02 2.71E-01 1.71E-01
zoTs Std 5.92E-05 1.62E-02 1.79E-02 8.52E-03 3.01E-02 3.94E-02
Mean 1.08E-01 7.62E-01 7.59E-01 8.72E-01 2.80E+01 NAN
zbTe Std 2.16E-01 4.16E-01 1.44E+00 7.09E-01 4,61E+00 NAN
Mean 2.61E-03 3.81E-01 4.02E-01 1.24E-01 2.18E+00 6.85E-01
zoTe Std 1.89E-03 1.41E-01 1.35E-01 7.84E-02 3.31E-01 4.87E-01
Mean 2.98E+00 4.02E+01 3.93E+01 9.13E-01 6.15E+01 8.22E+00
P Std 1.46E+00 7.39E+00 8.98E+00 8.28E-01 1.36E+01 2.00E+00
Mean 5.48E-04 4.30E-03 9.17E-04 6.01E-04 4.91E-02 7.68E-03
prLez Std 2.21E-05 2.36E-03 2.82E-04 3.78E-05 8.26E-03 3.02E-03
Mean 1.18E+01 2.42E+01 1.01E+02 5.69E+00 1.46E+02 6.58E+01
pTLzs Std 3.68E+00 1.92E+01 1.31E+01 2.03E+00 2.23E+01 1.07E+01
Mean 9.73E-03 3.55E-03 1.41E-03 5.89E-04 8.34E-02 2.59E-02
Pz Std 7.75E-03 2.44E-03 3.70E-03 5.90E-05 1.16E-02 1.39E-02
Mean 5.55E-04 3.69E-03 9.61E-04 6.11E-04 4.87E-02 7.67E-03
pTLzs Std 1.97E-05 1.85E-03 3.38E-04 3.56E-05 7.92E-03 2.85E-03
Mean 4.93E-04 2.90E-02 6.45E-01 1.37E-03 1.15E+00 3.60E-01
PTLze Std 2.65E-05 3.81E-02 1.04E-01 4.85E-03 7.72E-02 1.36E-01
Mean 1.96E-04 8.63E-03 3.19E-03 2.32E-03 9.70E-01 1.06E-01
PTLeT Std 1.11E-04 4.60E-03 7.43E-03 4.31E-03 1.34E-01 4,70E-02
Mean 2.59E-02 3.30E-02 4.49E-02 4.78E-02 6.25E-02 2.80E-01
Wret Std 4.29E-03 3.78E-03 3.31E-03 3.75E-03 3.72E-03 4.94E-02
Mean 1.79E-03 3.25E-03 2.35E-02 5.79E-03 2.85E-02 5.61E-02
Wrez Std 1.34E-03 8.01E-04 6.93E-03 1.21E-03 2.14E-03 1.29E-02
Mean 5.25E-04 3.46E-03 3.59E-03 5.87E-03 1.75E-02 3.76E-02
Wres Std 2.10E-05 8.09E-04 8.21E-04 8.33E-04 8.63E-04 7.41E-03
Mean 8.37E-04 1.62E-03 5142E-03 3.44E-03 8.37E-03 1.65E-02
Wres Std 3.67E-04 3.48E-04 7.58E-04 3.58E-04 4.04E-04 2.48E-03
Mean 2.73E-03 3.28E-03 5.00E-03 2.93E-03 2.43E-02 1.92E-02
WreS Std 3.13E-05 1.66E-04 2.91E-03 1.07E-04 1.48E-03 5.47E-03
Mean 9.03E-03 2.41E-03 7.64E+00 7.65E-03 2.29E-02 7.64E+00
Wree Std 1.58E-03 9.94E-04 5.68E-02 2.31E-03 1.30E-03 5.68E-02
Mean 6.97E-04 2.32E-03 1.92E-03 3.97E-03 1.37E-02 2.11E-02
Wret Std 2.47E-05 6.76E-04 7.20E~04 6.44E-04 7.02E-04 5.02E-03
Mean 7.12E-03 7.22E-03 9.78E-03 9.59E-03 2.03E-02 4,13E-02
Wres Std 7.90E-04 1.07E-03 2.85E-03 8.41E-04 1.09E-03 6.10E-03
155315 bt +-/= 18/2/0 19/1/0 16/4/0 20/0/0 20/0/0
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Table 2 Mean and standard deviation of SP obtained for each bi-objective problem
PR Eist7n MODMO SPEA2 MOPSO MOJS MOAGDE MOEA/D
Mean 2.03E-02 6.71E-01 6.68E-01 2.69E-02 1.21E-01 4.22E-02
e Std 6.92E-03 6.04E-02 5.45E-02 9.31E-03 5.48E-02 2.31E-02
Mean 1.20E-08 9.88E-01 9.84E-01 1.73E-02 1.65E-01 1.13E+00
ek Std 1.42E-08 1.56E-01 1.55E-01 1.08E-02 9.04E-02 3.30E-02
Mean 4.46E-03 7.43E-01 7.32E-01 2.24E-02 1.23E-01 4.42E-02
zoTs Std 1.50E-03 5.08E-02 5.75E-02 1.50E-02 5.14E-02 1.86E-02
Mean 4.86E-02 1.23E+00 1.05E+00 4.99E-02 8.22E+00 NAN
zoTe Std 1.27E-01 2.23E-01 2.27E-01 4.11E-02 6.12E+00 NAN
Mean 7.95E-03 7.12E-01 7.16E-01 8.84E-02 1.78E-01 1.70E-01
zoTe Std 6.15E-03 7.18E-02 8.17E-02 1.15E-01 9.37E-02 1.95E-01
Mean 9.93E-01 6.89E-01 6.86E-01 7.93E-02 2.99E+01 4.22E+00
pTbaL Std 2.69E+00 1.23E-01 9.38E-02 8.95E-02 1.73E+01 1.94E+00
Mean 1.80E-02 1.40E+00 7.91E-01 6.52E-02 6.27E-02 4,70E-02
prLzz Std 6.59E-03 1.53E-01 6.65E-02 9.52E-04 2.13E-02 1.74E-02
Mean 6.51E+00 1.24E+00 6.50E-01 9.80E-01 8.51E+01 3.32E+01
pTLzs Std 1.60E+01 1.61E-01 7.82E-02 6.15E-01 3.94E+01 2.51E+01
Mean 6.20E-02 1.36E+00 1.02E+00 6.85E-02 1.18E-01 2.50E-01
Pz Std 4,52E-02 1.70E-01 1.29E-01 1.08E-03 3.79E-02 2.17E-01
Mean 1.68E-02 1.37E+00 7.86E-01 6.58E-03 6.18E-02 4.72E-02
pTLzs Std 4.71E-03 1.38E-01 5.16E-02 8.05E-04 2.56E-02 1.63E-02
Mean 1.18E-02 1.14E+00 7.59E-01 9.25E-02 1.99E-01 2.76E-01
PTLze Std 1.92E-03 1.73E-01 9.05E-02 4.00E-03 4,03E-02 1.54E-01
Mean 3.60E-03 1.21E+00 9.31E-01 1.31E-02 3.53E-01 1.28E+00
PTLeT Std 2.47E-03 1.27E-01 8.04E-02 7.53E-03 2.13E-01 7.47E-02
Mean 8.40E-02 1.29E+00 1.26E+00 3.28E-01 1.55E-02 7.45E-01
Wret Std 1.00E-01 2.46E-01 7.16E-02 1.22E-01 6.57E-03 2.31E-01
Mean 1.40E-01 1.26E+00 8.21E-01 3.04E-02 1.72E-01 2.35E-01
Wrez Std 8.86E-02 1.36E-01 5.80E-02 1.32E-02 6.82E-02 1.17E-01
Mean 4.37E-02 1.32E+00 7.15E-01 2.80E=02 5.34E-02 7.99E-02
Wres Std 1.31E-02 1.30E-01 6.27E-02 4.42E-03 9.71E-03 2.91E-02
Mean 5.32E-02 1.24E+00 7°99E-01 3.73E-02 5.39E-02 1.15E-01
Wres Std 2.40E-02 1.07E-01 7.46E-02 1.48E-02 1.52E-02 3.65E-02
Mean 3.71E-02 1.15E+00 7.51E-01 4.00E-02 7.91E-02 5.50E-02
Wres Std 1.00E-02 8.52E-02 6.79E-02 2.44E-03 2.75E-02 1.67E-02
Mean 5.41E-02 1.33E400 7.45E-01 2.57TE-02 8.99E-02 1.10E-01
Wree Std 2.10E-02 1.23E-01 6.73E-02 8.24E-03 3.16E-02 3.33E-02
Mean 6.27E-02 1.23E+00 7.80E-01 7.83E-02 6.78E-02 7.06E-02
Wret Std 1.99E-02 1.26E-01 7.07E~02 1.62E-02 2.47E-02 2.72E-02
Mean 6.09E-02 1.15E+00 7.55E-01 6.33E-02 6.42E-02 8.15E-02
Wres Std 1.90E-02 1.18E-01 6.55E-02 2.24E-02 1.93E-02 2.34E-02
(Eia ) +-/= 18/2/0 18/2/0 13/7/0 19/1/0 20/0/0
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Table 3 Mean and standard deviation of IGD obtained by each algorithm on tri-objective problems

] f5t B2 MODMO SPEA2 MOPSO MOJS MOAGDE MOEA/D
Mean 6.31E-01 7.02E-01 7.98E-01 6.77E-01 9.69E-01 1.87E+00
wrel Std 2.24E-02 5.25E-02 5.33E-02 1.99E-02 2.54E-02 1.09E-01
Mean 9.67E-02 1.78E-01 1.75E-01 1.37E-01 1.48E-01 4.69E-01
wrez Std 1.11E-02 2.58E-02 2.68E-02 1.16E-02 6.21E-03 2.78E-02
Mean 4.36E-01 5.11E-01 5.11E-01 2.02E-01 2.33E-01 7.54E-01
wres Std 5.62E-02 1.01E-01 7.42E-02 1.56E-02 1.78E-02 2.43E-01
WEGA Mean 1.15E-01 1.39E-01 1.90E-01 1.20E-01 1.64E-01 7.23E-01
Std 1.02E-02 1.56E-02 2.38E-02 4.68E-03 8.75E-03 1.32E-01
Mean 1.02E-01 1.51E-01 2.92E-01 1.21E-01 2.53E-01 6.08E-01
WrGS Std 8.16E-03 1.58E-02 4.44E-02 1.20E-02 9.68E-03 7.59E-02
Mean 1.53E-01 2.10E-01 3.78E-01 1.72E-01 2.37E-01 7.69E-01
WrGE Std 1.42E-02 2.45E-02 2.64E-02 1.97E-02 1.14E-02 7.52E-02
WEGT Mean 1.16E-01 1.73E-01 1.94E-01 1.46E-01 1.81E-01 1.37E+00
Std 1.18E-02 2.13E-02 1.19E-02 7.18E-03 8.96E-03 2.04E-01
Mean 1.64E-01 2.29E-01 4.07E-01 2.04E-01 2.46E-01 8.89E-01
Wres Std 1.17E-02 2.12E-02 2.86E-02 8.46E-03 1.07E-02 7.68E-02

(AR R +/-/= 8/0/0 8/0/0 7/1/0 7/1/0 8/0/0

4 S Hbs B SEERA HY W30 Fbs o 2%
Table 4 Mean and standard deviation of HV obtained by each algorithm on tri-objective problems

fi] f5t LY MODMO SPEA2 MOPSO MOJS MOAGDE MOEA/D
Mean 1.65E-01 9.11E-02 1.15E-02 1.25E-01 8.00E-04 1.50E-01
wrel Std 2.34E-02 5.49E-02 1.88E-02 2.35E-02 3.90E-03 5.35E-02
Mean 8.43E-01 7.09E-01 7.28E-01 7.39E-01 7.13E-01 7.14E-01
Wre2 Std 1.85E-02 3.52E-02 3.95E-02 1.86E-02 9.11E-03 2.14E-02
WEG3 Mean 7.56E-02 6.31E-02 6.98E-02 2.32E-01 1.94E-01 9.57E-02
Std 2.10E-02 3.53E-02 2.69E-02 1.38E-02 1.11E-02 3.72E-02
Mean 4.39E-01 4.00E-01 3.75E-01 3.98E-01 3.40E-01 3.39E-01
wrea Std 9.64E-03 1.40E-02 1.79E-02 1.02E-02 7.39E-03 2.69E-02
Mean 4.43E-01 3.68E-01 2.52E-01 3.93E-01 2.21E-01 3.24E-01
WrGS Std 9.58E-03 1.36E-02 3.02E-02 2.22E-02 8.59E-03 1.86E-02
Mean 3.64E-01 3.16E-01 2.31E-01 3.05E-01 2.37E-01 2.50E-01
WFGE Std 2.26E-02 2.64E-02 1.25E-02 3.26E-02 1.01E=02 1.75E-02
Mean 4.46E-01 3.61E-01 3.13E-01 3.45E-01 2.97E-01 2.17E-01
wret Std 1.08E-02 1.96E-02 6.68E-03 1.27E-02 8.03E-03 1.92E-02
Mean 3.63E-01 2.97E-01 1.91E-01 2.66E-01 2.41E-01 2.36E-01
wres Std 9.00E-03 1.48E-02 1:68E-02 1.23E-02 8.35E-03 1.51E-02

oo +~/= 8/0/0 8/0/0 7/1/0 7/1/0 7/1/0

PR
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FRAK 0 . B8 RE B 15 M 0.05, 76 JF R 5, 6 Fh &
2T GD 5 1GD B A 0 gt 145 R anF 5 kK 6
fi s o 2 R 5 2B /N T 0.05, 1 5 B MODMO &
25 0 B A R — R R A B 2R

#5 BYIEEWH ka8 FGD
18 b5 1% Wilcoxon ¥4 3
Table 5 Wilcoxon test of GD index for each
algorithm on bi-objective problems

MobmMO MODMO MODMO MODMO MODMO
'S VS 'S 'S 'S
MOAGDE  MOJS SPEA2 MOPSO  MOEA/D

ZDT1 3.02E-11 1.33E-10 3.02E-11 3.02E-11 3.02E-11
ZDT2 3.02E-11 3.02E-11 3.02E-11 3.02E-11 3.02E-11
ZDT3 3.02E-11 3.02E-11 3.02E-11 3.02E-11 3.02E-11
ZDT4 3.02E-11 6.52E-09 3.50E-09 7.12E-09 4.50E-11
ZDT6 3.02E-11 3.16E-10 3.02E-11 3.02E-11 3.16E-10
DTLZ1 3.02E-11 6.53E-07 3.02E-11 3.02E-11 5.97E-09
DTLZ2 3.02E-11 3.35E-08 3.47E-10 4.08E-11 3.02E-11
DTLZ3 3.02E-11 5.46E-09 5.27E-05 3.02E-11 1.78E-10
DTLZ4 3.02E-11 6.53E-08 1.78E-04 3.52E-07 4.80E-07
DTLZ5 3.02E-11 4.18E-09 3.02E-11 9.92E-11 3.02E-11
DTLZ6 3.02E-11 2.51E-02 b5.46E-09 3.02E-11 3.02E-11
DTLZ7 3.02E-11 3.02E-11 3.02E-11 3.02E-11 3.02E-11
WFG1 3.02E-11 3.02E-11 5.87E-04 3.02E-11 3.02E-11
WFG2 3.02E-11 8.99E-11 4.42E-06 3.02E-11 3.02E-11
WFG3 3.02E-11 3.02E-11 3.02E-11 3.02E-11 3.02E-11
WFG4 3.02E-11 3.02E-11 1.55E-09 3.02E-11 3.02E-11
WFG5 3.02E-11 3.40E-01 3.02E-11 3.34E-11 3.02E-11
WFG6 3.02E-11 2.05E-03 3.02E-11 3.02E-11 3.02E-11
WFG7 3.02E-11 3.02E-11 3.02E-11 3.02E-11 3.02E-11
WFG8 3.02E-11 1.21E-10 1.08E-02 9.83E-08 3.02E-11

=
pocs

#6  HILIEAE HbsME EI1GD
5 b5 1 Wilcoxon 4 45
Table 6 Wilcoxon test of IGD index of
each algorithm on tri-objective problems

MODMO MODMO MODMO MODMO MODMO
PREL Vs vs vs vs vs

MOAGDE MOJS SPEA2 MOPSO MOEA/D
WFG1 3.02E-11 9.26E-09 1.17E-09 3.02E-11 3.02E-11
WFG2 3.02E-11 3.69E-11 3.02E-11 3.02E-11 3.02E-11
WFG3 3.02E-11 3.02E-11 1.44E-03 4.31E-08 3.02E-11
WFG4 3.02E-11 8.66E-05 7.38E-10 3.02E-11 3.02E-11
WFG5 3.02E-11 2.02E-08 3.02E-11 3.02E-11 3.02E-11
WFG6 3.02E-11 4.22E-04 3.02E-11 3.02E-11 3.02E-11
WFG7 3.02E-11 3.16E-10 3.69E-11 3.02E-11 3.02E-11
WFG8 3.02E-11 450E-11 3.02E-11 3.02E-11 3.02E-11

i % 5 fiF /8 , MODMO %7k ¥ 5 MOJS . MOAGDE ,
MOEA/D - 78 X hf bR LA 30 50 /T 0.05, HLAL
YN, H T MODMO B ik i il Sk i HA Wl 3%
)22 51 . 75 DTLZ1 pRi%L |, MODMO 5 SPEA2 &
B R EEES ., /£ WFGT K% |, MODMO %4
5 MOPSO $.7k 22 85/ AR AE L4 19 -3 R
B LCHEARENEZER . L& TR, MODMO .1k
76 GD | HA I B ek, £ 2Bk ae s A8 5%
- 1) Pareto f5e fIL i , £ WS SACrE 1w B 2 pE F LAt 5 Fp
PONRA = RF )

%6 M IGD AR R S 1145 R . X T WFG pRi %k
A B IR 45 S, MODMO By W Sk 5 43 A v 14
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Fig.6 Approximation Pareto frontier obtained by each algorithm for bi-objective problems on ZDT1 and DTLZ2 functions
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Fig.7 Approximation Pareto frontier obtained by each algorithm for bi-objective problems on WFG2 and WFG3 functions
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Y5155 A AR IF A JE T 3 B 5K Pareto HifVH , 11 MODMO
= RN i TR R 8 € BB =1 = X N SO LB
FH AL, MODMO 55 3K fif WFG3 bR 04K 15 11
Pareto [ 1T 7 A1 M S YR SR AT . (8] 8 R & Ik AE =
H bR ln) B9 DTLZ2 pREL RIS AR 45 . i AT 0,
MOAGDE Sk S I AN 58 th , Jeik B3 B 5 Pa-
reto {ij YT 17 I, MOJS 55 %k B SR 7F 115K Pareto Ri {5 Il
A A A B A TR A R R, HOR R RCR A
MOPSO . SPEA2 5.1k 1y ¥ S 48 2, JF R ¥ 50 7 A
FHIVET . MOEA/D 53k JCie FE R St 5 43 A
T ERE Y {H5 MODMO .2 He &, MOEA/D
AR HARAR 0 AR B H B b o ]
MODMO K fif 3 X R 50 i) Wi S 5 0 A 1 8RB
U, I AR PR R

19I5 10 £/ 6 #3534 7E ZDT .DTLZ \WFG %
Y ek% ) GD 5 IGD PEfgfabr & I IE L . Bl 94
AR, A5G R 1St 45 5, MODMO (1% GD 1A 1
b o 22 B 85/ A T HA G FE 3L o 7F WRG2 pR AR
I+, MODMO 3k A5 f5e /N ¥ 5 bR i 25 , MOEA/D
B a2, SRR THA 245 5B f5 U0 1 7 18 1Y
Ak IA B, MODMO Re R 15 B ar e Stk , T HAT R 4
&M . mE 10 v] & H , MODMO Y HE7F ok %1 _I-
PAFI/NEY IGD ¥IME 5 07 22 AR5 45 2R T HA 350 v
Sy A MR, e B T R S e e R

PFel8 %% 5Lk AE DTLZ2 v Bk 3 4 Pareto i iy
Fig.8 Pareto frontiers obtained by each algorithm on DTLZ2 function
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P9 #ANSLIEAEM H A# 8 E iy GD &l
Fig.9 GD box graphs of each algorithm on bi-objective problems

B110  AANSEEAE —~H bsild it 1GD Gl
Fig.10 1GD box graphs of each algorithm on _tri-objective problems
3.4 W SIHE R 5y By fife 45 5 HL 5 Pareto Fif iy B FE RS, RIUSCSRE g, PRI 3
WL EE MODMO 85 4 Ui S5 B , B i W H b il S RL A R AR R b GD{E AR L, T FI W 33k
ZDT.DTLZ \WFG ¥4 B %5 = A k5 DTLZ2 4 pigiil] XSGR g . & 1155 MODMO 5% He 33 i 76 0L H
RS SCK . H1 GD.IGD $8 4R WA v 315 19 Pareto b M) GD LA K = H b W) 1 IGD {E 1Y A2 L % .
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Fig.11 Changing trend of convergence speed of each algorithm
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Table 7 © Average running time of 30
independent experiments

[a] i« MODMO SPEA2 MOPSO MOJS MOAGDE MOEA/D

ZDT1 6.50E+001.20E+018.80E+002.34E+00 7.17E-01 3.34E+01
DTLZ2 3.95E+001.73E+015.36E+012.49E+00 6.62E-01 1.45E+01
WFG5 6.40E+004.04E+01 1.34E+01 2.27E+00 7.02E-01 1.34E+01
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Table 8 SP value of each algorithm on

A SEIEACBH b2 0] 8 Y SP i 25 3t

bi-objective problems

PR ity DMO MODMO-L MODMO-Z MODMO
Mean 6.72E-01 1.41E-02 1.15E-02 1.95E-02
ZDT1
Std 5.15E-02 4.90E-03 2.33E-03 7.36E-03
, Mean  7.33E-01 1.53E-03 1.06E-02 1.42E-06
ZDT
Std 1.12E-01 4.23E-03 5.22E-03 1.66E-06
Mean 9.87E-01 1.49E-02 6.87E-03 4.30E-03
ZDT3
Std 1.30E-01 1.80E-02 1.65E-02 1.89E-03
Mean  8.55E-01 1.77E-02 1.48E-02 8.83E-03
ZDT4
Std 1.23E-01 4.03E-02 8.95E-03 2.57E-02
Mean  1.36E+00 1.10E-02 5.34E-02 1.09E-02
ZDT6
Std 2.23E-01 1.24E-02 9.44E-02 1.41E-02
Mean  9.62E-01 4.03E-01 1.67E+00 2.56E+00
DTLZ1
Std 1.39E-01 3.25E-01 1.21E+00 4.76E+00
Mean  7.29E-01 1.76E-02 1.57E-02 1.56E-02
DTLZ2
Std 4.61E-02 5.29E-03 4.11E-03 4.15E-03
Mean  4.63E+00 4.45E+00 7.76E+00 1.54E+00
DTLZ3
Std 5.02E+00 1.29E+01 5.61E+00 1.59E+01
Mean 7.82E-01 5.31E-02 7.80E-01 5.25E-02
DTLZ4
Std 9.90E-02 7.21E-02 1.02E-01 4.24E-02
Mean  7.32E-01 1.70E-02 1.64E-02 1.61E-02
DTLZ5
Std 4.64E-02 5.61E-03 4.46E-03 4.38E-03
Mean  9.45E-01 2.22E-02 1.29E-02 1.19E-02
DTLZ6
Std 6.81E-02 1.92E-02 1.93E-03 2.09E-03
Mean  9.82E-01 4.92E-03 6.20E-02 2.46E-03
DTLZ7
Std 8.26E-02 7.80E-03 _1.63E-01 4.18E-03
Mean  1.18E+00 1.07E-01 ~4.25E-02 3.22E-02
WFG1
Std 6.68E-02 _1.38E-01 " 7.10E-02 1.02E-02
Mean  1.01E+00 - 4.45E-02° 9.67E-01 4.32E-02
WFG2
Std 4,00E-02 3.47E-02 4.50E-02 1.79E-02
Mean  5.93E=01 4.06E-02 5.92E-01 3.69E-02
WFG3
Std 4.35E-02 1.18E-02 4.32E-02 7.67E-03
Mean  6.71E-01 6.45E-02 6.20E=02 6.11E-02
WFG4
Std 3.78E-02 1.97E-02.-<2.05E-02" 1.80E-02
Mean  7.38E-01.. 4.36E-02  7.40E-01 3.63E-02
WFG5
Std 4.45E-02 “1.55E-02 5.05E-02 1.10E-02
Mean  7.01E-01 5.24E-02 5.15E-02 5.11E-02
WFG6
Std 427E-02 2.21E-02 1.82E-02 2.10E-02
Mean  "7.24E-01 5.82E-02 5.40E-02 5.33E-02
WFG7
Std 4.03E-02 2.08E-02 1.84E-02 1.52E-02
Mean  7.47E-01 7.03E-02 7.44E-01 5.61E-02
WFG8
Std 5.46E-02 2.41E-02 6.11E-02 1.52E-02
+/-/= 19/1/0 18/2/0 18/2/0
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Table 9 SP value of each algorithm
on tri-objective problems
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Fig.12 Pareto frontiers obtained by each strategy



422 Journal of Frontiers of Computer Science and Technology & B2 5iF&

2024, 18(2)

13 BUH b )38 4z )y 55 I 8 Fi gy e

Fig.13 Global and local survey percentage of bi-objective problems
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Fig.14 Global and local survey percentage of tri-objective problems
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Fig.15 Global and local survey percentage of each strategy on DTLZ1 function
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