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BB XAELIREF K. LFFk, FHENEUF L AMEEHTRAZE R KT, 2 HHAEEHN
HEFEALEBRIUTN N RMERE L, AEEFRAKZEAFEFZEBN S HE. B, RE
A S A R B B AT R RS R MR R R A4, BT MR RR T RAERES
B AR E, ANAREGTHBRG I ENTMERTRE. AXRETETLATE
EHRBOTNBE LB L ERANEE G%, ARBRBEMEAS TR —LRHAE P,
AT HERE M, MARE T HOEEER, 2 AN TR, ZAERNA AR BBt L H R a5
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T BARE I E B T R e e R R T A A e, TR AT B AT S A AR R B AR S A
M RATE RN EZS 7T HARRENSBESL BT ERTIER SRERLH, RINONHEEE
FRZEFRREE S TN, FH EFHRFRFZ B A EARZ B SRS T, &
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AR, 2 H brst b 5y 1ol (multi-objective evolutionary algorithms, &#8 MOEA) T4 H Tk
it 2 iz 2 HArfiAb a8 (multimodal multi-objective optimization problem, fij#% MMOP). 5% Hx
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Figure 1 An example of multimodal multi-objective optimization problem

MAL T AR )2, MMOP 75 2[Rl S48 2 H it 70, BT, 2882 Bhr L EE (multimodal
multi-objective evolutionary algorithms, fAj#X MMOEA) T4 A DI UL vF 2 SEFx ) @, 4, K& &2 50
1Nz a7 N S fvivt = AR 1 6 bl [T A

FAT— ek 2 BAREAL T (multi-objective optimization problem, f&j#% MOP) Ak HifiiA -

min f(x) = min(fi(2), fo(x), ..., fm(2))7T, (1)

Hrf o= (21,20, ,20) €Q, @ £ n BEUSRITE, Q R JSEA R TTTI, BRI f 0 — R
ST BARREL, m R B AR, R 2 B AR SR, MOP R R — A0 B AR SCRL A RIE
ARG (Pareto set, TFR PS), %R HARZS [HFCNMI RFERTHT (Pareto front, fiiFR PF).

MMOP & —ZRHFFR I MOP, 753 [ {1 (1§ 58 25 (A R AZIE AN B AN AR PS X R 58 4 A R
1) PF. B 1 78 T MMOP fE#RER 4 € 2 MR RIETE (H) PS; M PSy) BI—Mil+.
BT (e B AC AR AR BT B Aw 2 (B A 1R — i REERTHS (R PF). Rk, MMOP 516451 MOP #
LA R DX A1), AN 75 2 R B il 2 SRy IS St RIE B AR 25 18] 0 A R I 5 /N 4 1, 3 3 AR 1E R
SEAS ) 3 AR BRI AN 261 180, X 3 3, MMOEA  H B0 1 16 2[R N Ab 3R AT DL R = A ol gk (1)
BRI, (2) BRI ZFENE, (3) RS 2 1.

MMOEA i FH P FHESS, SHUAR T 3R 47 (RO, (HARAFE — 2o Bk AR, H i — & 7 B Ad
F Deb % AN7E NSGA-TT M) $2# 1 () N+N HEZL, &1 Omni-optimizer !5, DNEA [16], DN-NSGA-IT ['7).
NN AEZAEIOENRES, H N NRAME, ARFZEF AR FE R RO A R N ASTARAME, &324%
FFARARBEN 2N DMK, A FEEIER A FIEREHLE X 2N SR FHRE . N AMEFH A, i
AZEBC R T —ARACA N IEARAEER. SR, 240K 22 WSSO S (H 22 R M 22 ) /IR A N AS R
VRS2 8] 2 R PE LT )/ TT e H AR 23 TSSO L AR BT AR, SR Al (1) 2 AR PE S Ak, 5
— P HAEZLE Zhang 55 A/E MOEA /D 8] $2HH ) N+1 AEZE, 41 TriMOEATAR 19, MOEADAD [20]
L. TEMHEZE T N AN IOEAR RERE—MME AT T (AR EIE AT REA AR A 54
ZHLH), BF— A AR 1% 77 58 K 75 B 5 AR ACARAMA AT L, FIFAS IR R BT 1t AR 75
BN, TE N+1 HEZE TR 2 W 3 P (1) B4R J7 TERIHT Az BRI i35 77 SR 40 2 AU Z= M (2)
JEUR T3 SR AL 267 S L o — AR U AR (3) BRUR T SEAHT A IR 18 75 SRAR R BT RO A A
T PR A v e PR 4% o 225 (AR BRI T T 55 = 5 100 7 [ B A T A 20 A 25 20 EL WSk i, o 23
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R (S A

B —A, X mtit B 1 A M T RO, (B TR LRI OR B, S 3 5 i 5000 ) 3O .

FE, HIT- MMOP # 5 31 325 ) 21 B AR 25 8] 1 22 A% — A 5 ) B, 0 SR G SR A B A 13
A AR AL ERTEAR, SEHRREIN — M 2 FEVE SRS, 540 Deb %5 A4 ) Omni-optimizer [1°]
FEBEARI AR S FE H A2 18] ) 22 R 725 FE R SRS R 22 BE A, DRSS 1A AR VR A 32 B A, 1K AT
RE 218 R SR 1A) AR AL, BRI, 05 BV 22 75 V2050 P RS R 5 BE B I 45 R e R v oA A L, 7
TR I R o T R SHE U A 23 18] A 2 AP, 1 MO-Ring-PSO-SCD 21, MO-PSO-MM 221, MMODE 23],
SS-MOPSO 24 45 (HIZ 877 e TH ARG B By W25 18 T AR S H I MA 2 [ (W ER 5, 2000 T il
ERAE 2 W] (R REAR P AT 0L, 7 53 SUH 3R IE T X3 A A5 4.

BEXS bad o), FRATHR TR T A R T R NS B By 2 AR S 2 H AR HELBIE (two-stage
multimode multi-objective evolutionary algorithm based on a global density update strategy, f&i#K MMO-
GD). ASCH) EETTER I T

(1) Wit 7 — Mo B B i) MMOEA HEZE. 5 55 SR ZAN R, AR T BEAL SV E A F Y
B R, ShaS AT TARA AN, AR T PR A I RATT R, R ENE TR, JF Bk s R4
THE R

(2) Rt HARAS 181 Gl N AR 7 SR, 2 2% skt H AR S R 2 A7 XK. 5 MOEA/D A
[, 2 SR AR A B i ) XS S AT 22 Ak, ARG SRR b, AU A2 SR AR
By B F 2 R SR, FRATZE P A B MR SIN AR SENS . Be A R0 B & R T H b 23 8] (R Ah 2041,
A X 2k

(3) N T AR AT T DX AT A ST RO D0, FRATTHE H 3 T4 Ja 8 B2 A T XM BE T SREms . 3R
W) P RS ] o i ML EAS IS, AT MR AT D0, ORI PSR (Al MR 22 L.

ARIE 1 NACIGI . 5 2 WA T A TAEMBIL. 5 3 752 MMO-GD HiEH
BTN RIRAE. 5 4 TR SIS USSR il > 55 5 TR AT IR AR R R TAE R 2.

2 HEXITAEFRzNI

MMOEAs ¥t HArS — 1) MOEAs A 1R AKX, ZERAG 2 (g R i 2 =426 AF, RISk
U, HAR2E AR R 2 A 43 A5 5). IRk, 1% MMOEAs £ H AN FI SR B SR Y MMOPs, KEHT DA
DRN=R, BT IR R MTNE, T MNTE, DS T IR L. R TET W] REAF RS
LA, 0 R AEAFRETIAN AL, RS (BN H b3 18] 7 A AN HE 55 DL SATTBE X X 2 [ il e i 1 — i
FIPRT B ) MMOEA HEZR, 37y H s 2 [ 5 J5E 1513 AR 5 SRS, LA 4 Jay o At T )l A B S s

2.1 EHREZEFMUTE

ETXEXENGE B THREILEOCR T, BRI AN R m RN SR, 48 )5 150
H AR 2 AR P s 25 ) 2 ARV, 10, Deb %\ 191 32 T Omni-optimizer, FHAESCARCHET 17715, [
B 5 R A 2 1) R R 5 2 () RO AR B BE B ok AR AR AR, Liu 55 A\ 6] $2HH 7 DNEA, & —FsUhE
SRS, Z AR L E R BRI PR 2 1. Liang 25 A 71 321 7 DN-NSGA-II, ¥ NSGA-
IT A 5 2% () Fp /N AE B35 OO AR B O VE AR 45 &, BT MR GE Ve S 2 (M 2 BE . Lin 25N 1991 321
T TriMOEATAR, % it 7 —F A BRI E A SRS 1 MMOEA, @ik 8520 A 1% H P R A7 A 1)
R F5 i, AR AT R AR M RE I I AR Yue 25N PU $2H MO-Ring-PSO-SCD, K4k HH I 2
5Z Bk B B SS &, — IR 2SN BRI, 1hAh, Liu 55 A 29§21 CPDEA,
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Vg PSR [R5 FE R A N BRI, 2 1 T SR MMOPs B 1 % FE .

BETFomeaik. EToWMRI5E, BEER MMOP 7@ A—d s H s T, SR EHA ek
2E Z Rk F IR E SRR, XK MMOEAs K% RH—HI S 04 1155 mhi 8 &% MMOP
IR EZAT I, WET R 2 His i EE (MOEA /D). Hu %5 260 $2 7 —FidE T o0 iR 1) 75
V5, FERE AN T ZREEETHLH]. HEAN, Tanabe 25 A RO 3£ T — ML T 0B B35, 125 VL
KA, FFIMA TG E T

E TRV E. TR, RAMAG R R E R PG TeAs () B AR IR 1R A5
Hypervolume 55) KA T 157 (B AN 20 [A] ()45 20 A2, XK MMOEA S0 7] T i piridefia bk 5
SEVEREE. Ulrich 8N BT 2 T —FE T AR MMOEA, 1% 7 AR 5 23 (M A1 H AR 2
18] KF Solow-Polasky Z3r4EFiAR. Ishibuchi 25 A 281 it 7 X H bifift v 77 RERKMAL hypervolume

AR AR 25 8] 2 FE . Tanabe 26 A 291 $2H T NIMMO, J&—Fi & T/ NSRRI 2 S 2 H AR
IR, R I AR A A SR DR R TR S S 18] 2 RE .

2.2 HAEEH

RRZEEFSHMEBRTAL. £ N+N HEZF, N T REBE T8 K2 MMOEA K%k
USRS IR TBON S B, AR5 5 R PR S 22 TE) AT H A 2 ) 22 AR PR BT ORI AZ S ik, PA Omni-
optimizer N, FEARSZACHE IR F AN R, i RIFE 2 FEERCE R0 T IS 2 H 2
PERLLF (. CEARSCRCHE D R, D de b Bl it s A 9 SO, R, — ol Sl S RO At ok 7 S8 T
RERATRZ M Z AR, SR BN BT R oL il 2, sRsias(a) i 2 AR R 2 AL,

MRBHEFENTE. 7R ERAECH AR, /£ N+1 HER P, & —NE A (%
W77 R N B SN IR AR T5 SR BEAT PR, K= 15 MR, R DR B A By 05 5. A2 AR
TBMRIAAF, RONRRE S X A J7 SR & F S S A 1B DL, JE 1R MR I rh A — 1, 41
FEANEEN. A% R b 22 AT IR, IXAERENE S I AEAF RE T, AN IE TSR SRR
IR

RRZEFERZEZERSHAEE. T RIER MR RFE ] R A F A B AT
R, TIAE H AR 2 8] TP i R T AT 20 A0 0 5 HA U TR, DR EAE S48 ok 58 2 8] (A R TSR A
AT AR KBTI AE. b RS 2 (8] 0 A0 (R 2%k, K28 MMOEAs 25 18 N2 [8] (A i, AEAE %
5 18 HARAS ) 1) 2 FEVE, RS2 T8] 1 2 FEVE A 15 2P S5 10 . EEE R, — 28 F bn e 18] 3 A
WY ST BB PR AT 2 A R S 2 ) AT R 4 (R AR, TR G 2 3 RSk 5 2 18] A AN 51 5.

3 REMEZX MMO-GD

ARSCPRE S — T 4 Jay P S S B P Be B AR S 22 F AR LS. X iR SR s ] 2 AR
AR A AF e DB R R, FRATTEE & NN A N-+1 HESR AL it 7 — R M B 9 MMOEA AE
W, BRI TS A AR A IR, SRS R AR iR A ER. R 5 — B BE O R T,
ARTFEE R, 5 B BE R RIEBEEE N 1, AATERNRMER. o, JA1E
BEUE T 2 T 5 PR R AT SR 2 T o s BV T SE S e SR I 0 e R 2 TR AT s 22 1) 22 [
K373 A AN T 5 1 ) R
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i 1 VI BRINZHE 2 Hird b iESE

Input: P Fiff, N PR, ¢ BRKERIKEL
Output: *?ﬂ%ﬁﬂ%@%,

1 WA N P P = {21,202, , 2N}
2: forg=1:G do

3: fori=1: N do

4 V size(FES) = N — & x floor(EE8);  //RIA A (4) tHEH LS T REE
5 if V_size < 1 then

6 V _size = 1;

7 end if

8 for ¢ = 1: V_size do

9: FIHEVE 2 BARZS A% B B 3 RLAR S SR AR BT 1 TARAME Q;

10: P=pPUQ; J/TREEAEH

11: end for

12: FIRAE L ECHE R 532905 P X4 NASE Rank MIAECECARIE PF = F1, Fa, ..., Finax;
13: for j = 1: V_size do

14: UpdateWithDensity(); //FIF% 3 4% Ak TH S B A
15: end for

16: end for

17: end for

3.1 RMERMNSESS B iER

FATHEH TP B 2 S Z HAREAAESE, F T ok il & R SR AN R S R I A L. 5
%1 VEARHE T ZME AR ACRURE. S b T S L SRS, A R R R AT [
AR, B SRR B S, B A ) AR AN WD, B A ) AR R R E N 1,
UL o AP A 1 g N i1 7 i i L N R P e (S 595" = VD s e o R RS SR 2
EOREEL, TR T XISAFAE A A BRI L, PRI BRATT A AL B B ROH T R, Jdi
Rl A TACRSE A G I, SR A IR SO I 5 VR 45 & 2R o FE VA ST E. 538k, O 1 RS
AR AL, BATIRH T A REE Vosize AL A

FES

N
size(FES) = N — — x fl — 2
V _size(FES) — X oor( I ), (2)

b, N ACRKIFEE RN, FES AR BOIHIREL, n AR TV R AL, floor JTa) T U bR 4L

N T EIMEDL R R B B J RIAERT, JATTEL N = 200, n = 10 B H 7 7ML E S
Bl il 2 fros, BEEIEAIREL (EARIREL =foor(FES/N)) 3N, 4= i) 1 ARHCRE BB % T~ %
%, AR T ARECR Y 1 200, SRR T 2 RIR R B MR PIAGET B, N T %
BN R, SRRTIE T ER R R, B AT R B A R R T 2RI, Bt
BT E Y 1 I, ERR I BOLIE BT AR B, B SR0% L KBS, A FTRE R 8 th A
AT SRR OL. PR, BATAEREA I Ja SIS B R AT A, AR TR AR S0, (RNt e e G A
BRI SIS, 520 TH S AR

3.2 BRZEEEBIENTRFRRE

AT E e LT BAF XA, 5 MOEA/D ANF], AL 225 m & AU T84 HAr s
)7 X3, AR A N MK, AT N2 AT, v iR T KA AR, X
FERLREAT R B PR 22 1) v 22 A )RR T H s 22 ) IX g R ) — A . AR SC AR R IR AR 5 05 208
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Figure 2 (Color online) The number of offspring population changes with the number of iterations

Objective space Objective space
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Figure 3 (Color online) An example of the objective space density adaptive strategy. (a) Distribution before the objective
space mutation operation; (b) the distribution after the objective space mutation operation

ZEoy AL 22 AR S FEAR S 220, Beih — M MR T FENLA, R AR HEAT TAREE, 15 o4k i i
D XA FE L — MRS SUR, SRR AR TR BENLE RPN SO ZE 7> R B, fea 8 22 70t
WELT ARG B FAC EREBF IO AR T R P AOER & H DUE R 1~ X3, 7T 3 L ) 1
F b (B LR F . D 7 SE UL B, AT m [ 28 451 Y s 2 ) o 2 S SRS, i 3(a) T
ARSI 2 R R H AR AR 70 9 2 A1 DX, $R B SR i) 7 DX AR SR 2R 5
K 3(b) fror, M Z 0 B A B AR, % AR & B SRR, BRI H A 22 18] 11
ZRVERR R 7 ORIE R . S0E 2 BARIR T e B AR T A A S ARAME.

3.3 ZEEEMITEHME

ASCHG Pl R AR SR RISE RS ARy, AE TS IR BRI BN 25 18 1A phe S o) AR 1) 3 A S O
Pt 7 AR E BT T, T VR AMAOE B, S5 RO 1 B o SR 1A A At T AR R,



HERFE AF R

i 2 HinS%EHER T R
Input: P B, N RN, 6 BB,
Output: *?ﬂﬁ%fjﬁ@@%ﬁ
1: A—HSE R E w;
N P RIS EIR K /KBRS T N2
107 o R P R N G
: if rand< § then
AR 7 IR BENLIE SR 1 ASRCF, 72 P HBENLIESRE 2 MRLT
else
M P HBERLILEE 3 AR
: end if
: FIRZEG AN 3 AT AR — MK Q;

(a) (b)
10 10
5 51
SaE] X0
-5 5
10
10 A
15 -15
15 10 5 0 5 10 15 -15 10 5 0 5 10 15
X X

4 (MERFE) FHRa s SmRRESEER. (a) RORRf; (b) BF LSRG
Figure 4 (Color online) Comparison of Euclidean distances between special points and other points. (a) Central point;
(b) boundary point

6 B HTE 25 PO R OB 0B, TRATE PR A B B R R B, W 4 FTR, A B A
R GBS 2 FIIA R KT B 20 H A A5 BR PR B 2 A, R T AT B 285 5 B, B 5(a) N 41x41 A
RIS AAE P S 23 8], A R AP I B0 S sk s (R B BE RS I, a0 5(b) s, 17T )
G5 RALAE 0 S ARSI BE B /N, DU JE B AN AT~ 35 00 5 K, A4S o PR e B 25 2 e M e, DU A 1)
fif S5 T At O B 2 36 s R 52 2 () o ) A s DY ) 25 B A 0L, 18] 5(b) T4 silbsid 7 C. Dy E = AMFRER
R AR S R ORI SR A AR EE R 0 R 242 0.563 0.421 1 0.299, C. D 2
fEA1 D E s ZEAEARE 0.7 KA.

NIE N 2 R A R), FAVE AN ERE Pk ) B AR EAUE, T R R AT 3 $ BT i %
HIRZE. 1T ERIW A METEZ 4 R AL E, FATE LT A0 (3).
Xmex _ X;’lnin

2

Hodp, n dEPRSR R EYERE, xmax, Xmin S RIRR B R ENA T, X AR T IRE S I ¢ SR
T ERAEE T, RO A M ERRE T RIR ZR P, AR T H SS R R BRAEEES, FaRLLRE
AR —AME S N AR 2, R EE Ry 1 MU 1% s AL T R, 45508 0 B0 2 UERZ S AL T 7,
R HER AT H iz ME S 0 RS, RERATETF—MUE A (A (4), AT T HEEK
PEES PTG U R 22, T RE N U S 4 B 5 2 4 P T 350 P 5 ek B PRSI D /N R 32K B T i

D, = x (X5, = X, 3)

7



PURIASE: BT 4R RO RIS T Be 2 S 2 BRIk

E 5 (MEEFKE) FHIHERKT B TR LAMEEREG. (a) HMASHERKTE; (b) AES. FLRF
B R SHIAFES

Figure 5 (Color online) Examples of special points and their harmonic distances in a uniformly distributed decision space.
(a) A uniformly distributed decision space; (b) Harmonic distances for corner point, center point, and boundary point

BEBATT TN B R 52 o™ o 88 1) L 285 A R 5 AR AU P A

Wa(Da) = <o 58 (@
2o
S41, 0 < D, < 2 R T AME S0 SIS, 1 — L URrh TG B o U AR o e
e 7 R A LB, VR o YU T AT, A (3) LT HE I 1 WA T
o, B = 1, BF Co D AR Do B A 0.7 7, UL H 51
X g = 145 RSO, B RAMHRA RTRT SRS A RV AR (5), RAM
St S R AT (T

<

Dist(X(") = Wy x Wy x -+ x W, x

N -1 . (5)
Tt

A FH 4 JR) % P At v B RE AT TR A ke b w0 s TR A KB B 5 2 R IR 22, il 6, LA
MMF14 Rf. B 6(a) FNIMBUE W TRTH 2 REE, B 6(b) AR 2 REE. /T EEH
B 6(a) T 5 oR 58 2 8] 2 FEE A DIASUAEL I v ] fUBeRm g, DU B 4. I 6(b) T B ke 3 2 1) 85 R AR
)G, PSR AR 5. T EINE L E H, B 6(c) F1 (d) BIORIRALIE. Bk 3 #iiR 7T
4 JR B P A TE SR AR 1 A g AR

4 SSWERSHH

4.1 IWRE
4.1.1 STHEEE

NIAETRAVE IR MRS, BRAVER 7 AL TTA MMOPs % it KI5 MMOEAs #47Hh#e,
i TriMOEATAR 9, MOEADAD B, NIMMO [ FIiT p§ - #2 H 037 /77 CPDEA 291, HREA Bl

MMEA-WI B2 MMOEADC 3. H.it MOEADAD ST #EI4CEE, i NIMMO J& % T8 Fr
MMOEA FCE. HA B E T AR SCB A MMOEAS, ‘BT EA AN [F] i th 50 P 50
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HERFE AF R

(a) MMF14 (b) MMF14

! ' ' Obain
- ) Obtained PS ; O Obtained PS

(c) 1§ @O E0D 0O

X1 X‘\

B 6 (MKAAFE) RETEZEILE. (a) RMRVENLSFEE; (b) MGEBHEBEEE; (c) RMENS
BEEMAE; (d) MREET 2 EREEFRE

Figure 6 (Color online) Comparison on the decision space density. (a) Global density before weighting adjustment; (b)
global density after weighting adjustment; (c) top view of global density before weighting adjustment; (d) top view of global
density after weighting adjustment

HiE 3 2 RE AT AR
Input: P: ﬂ]ﬁ, N: ﬂjﬁj(/b, PF: AN[H Rank HIFEZ LR PF = F1, Fs, ..., Fmax;
Output: P: 55 AR

1: Dist(X") = Wi x Wa x -+ x Wy, x di+di]i —— JIBIE AT (7) THEFPRE AR Y
2: if Fmax==1 then ! Nt

3 MHER Dist(X()) Fe/MERET

4: else

5. MR Fmax H Dist(X") /MR T

6: end if

4.1.2 ZIREZ BRI R EE

RTINS AR RE, RATTEEL 22 ANE IEEE #HE1HE K2 (CEC2019) 1 MMOPs ¢ 3%
AR AENNR K B, B4E MMF1~MMF15, MMF1_e, MMF1_z, MMF14_a, MMF15_a, SYM-PART
simple, SYM-PART rotated il Omni-optimizer (FEAH{E 2L [34]). X4 MMOPs FUHFFAEZM ., . Bk
FEMA ZFERIUS, 800 2HE T ERBE N 20 4. 9 B 27 AN, £ 1 4 TiX 22 PNINK R E B
PASFAE.

TEER 1 7] DR H X S s ORI FE PS $iE . HESHA . RS M4ERE . Hir =S R4, PS



BUURIRAE: F T4 )R L SR SRS P B 2 S 2 H AR B A

F 1 M R B A A FIE

Table 1 Specific characteristics of the test problems

. L. Coexistence
Number PS overlap Decision space  Objective space

Test problem of PSs situation dimension dimension PS geometry  PF geometry of global and
local Pareto set

MMF1 2 No 2 2 Nonlinear Convex No
MMF2 2 No 2 2 Nonlinear Convex No
MMF3 2 Yes 2 2 Nonlinear Convex No
MMF4 4 No 2 2 Nonlinear Concave No
MMF5 4 No 2 2 Nonlinear Convex No
MMF6 4 Yes 2 2 Nonlinear Convex No
MMF7 2 No 2 2 Nonlinear Convex No
MMF8 4 No 2 2 Nonlinear Concave No
MMF9 2 No 2 2 Linear Convex No
MMF10 2 No 2 2 Linear Convex Yes
MMF11 2 No 2 2 Linear Convex Yes
MMF12 2 No 2 2 Linear Convex Yes
MMF13 2 No 3 2 Nonlinear Convex Yes
MMF14 2 No 3 3 Linear Concave No
MMF14_a 2 No 3 3 Nonlinear Sphere No
MMF15 2 No 3 3 Linear Sphere Yes
MMF15_a 2 No 3 3 Nonlinear Sphere Yes
MMF1_e 2 No 2 2 Nonlinear Convex No
MMF1_z 2 No 2 2 Nonlinear Convex No
Omni-test 27 Yes 3 2 Linear Convex No
SYM-rotated 9 Yes 2 2 Linear Convex No
SYM-simple 9 Yes 2 2 Linear Convex No

%’éiﬂ PF BRI L) KR BAFERIES PS. Forb PS A H5 i A 2 S 175 100 2 vk s U4 B 0N it wfle i 1) 22 L4
B, — ok, PS BRI SRR TR, IR AN PS AAAEAR B Bl M R, IXFES sk
FRAEFE . DRI A B O 25 2 A I 4R, et AAEZRYE PS, YA M PF SEFAE, R A A
MR

4.1.3 [HEEIEFR

MOP HIf# R H bR 3R 15 — N2 70 A HS W] REiE I B SE i RICRTITRIMAE. RZEHT, B /e
LA AT AT I S — B H B A, SR TS I AR I Bh e B R R DI AR T R R B
33| R FEHAREE R (inverted generational distance, &K IGD) K PFAl SLVE USSR 2 FF 1. MMOP
RO A A AR — N 20 or Al LR AT RRI&@ T LSk PS A1 PR AMRSE. 75 HbRasla) (IGDEf) Rk
[A] (IGDx) H IR S e tHAREE B R PP IR 28 5 4 B0 (1 B 1990, IGDS $BAR7E AR (6) e XL, bl‘l‘ﬁ})\
KBS PF FI1S 200 B AME R PRI B . IGDS (B8], 36 B I3 2 1 fdAE B bR 2 ) i A 4L
U 1) 2 REVE RIS
(2 [PFJi = 1d3)*

IGDf = B : (6)

Horh, dy FOREE 0 A2 HAR AR5 15 2 150 H AR E 2 R R R .
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Table 2 Statistical results of IGDx mean and standard deviation obtained by running the eight algorithms independently
30 times on the test problems

Problem TriMOEATAR MOEADAD NIMMO HREA MMEAWI MMOEADC CPDEA MMO-GD
MMF1 4.2114e-2— 6.8994e-2— 5.3418e-2—  3.1261e-2 = 3.8044e-2— 4.4549e-2— 3.1820e-2— 3.0889e-02
MMF2 3.3990e-2— 4.1569e-2— 5.5975e-2—  4.7911e-3 = 7.3723e-3— 6.5881le-3— 5.2502¢-3 = 4.7596e-03
MMF3 3.3609e-2— 5.4544e-2— 3.6012e-2—  4.6579e-3 = 6.8791e-3— 6.5417e-3— 5.0697e-3 = 4.6385e-03
MMF4 2.4452e-2— 1.7939e-2+ 3.9932e-2— 1.7755e-2 4 2.3807e-2— 2.1526e-2— 1.9267e-2 = 1.9285e-02
MMF5 8.3147e-2— 8.1767e-2— 7.5107e-2— 5.6586e-2 = 6.7574e-2— 7.5917e-2— 5.9472e-2— 5.5490e-02
MMF6 7.7245e-2— 8.6145e-2— 8.8780e-2— 5.5019e-2 = 6.1624e-2— 6.8084e-2— 5.4164e-2 = 5.3705e-02
MMF7 1.7379e-2 + 2.8315e-2 = 1.7475e-2 + 1.9157e-2 4+ 2.2918e-2 = 2.3134e-2 = 1.8637e-2 4+ 2.3232e-02
MMF8 5.3796e-1— 1.4609e-1— 1.8779e-1— 3.5619e-2 4 4.9216e-2— 4.4133e-2— 3.7333e-2 = 3.7497e-02
MMF9 3.3173e-3 + 1.6056e-2— 3.3014e-3 + 9.4772e-3— 6.0339e-3 = 6.6150e-3— 6.3357e-3— 5.9881e-03
MMF10 2.0151e-1— 1.7805e-1 = 1.1758e-2 + 8.5005e-3 + 1.876le-1 = 9.3842e-3 + 2.0093e-1 = 2.0097e-01
MMF11 2.5244e-1— 2.5214e-1— 5.0544e-3 4 1.0734e-2 + 2.4867e-1 = 7.5019e-3 + 2.4894e-1— 2.4846e-01
MMF12 2.4819e-1— 2.4598e-1—  4.5536e-3 + 4.1972e-3 4 2.4429e-1 = 5.0212e-3 + 2.4510e-1— 2.4407e-01
MMF13 2.6797e-1— 2.6984e-1— 1.3957e-1 + 6.0381e-2 + 2.5347e-1— 1.0769e-1 + 2.5430e-1—  2.4960e-01
MMF14 3.7238e-2 4+  4.8200e-2 +  7.0938e-2— 6.2435e-2—  5.3626e-2 + 6.2306e-2— 4.6514e-2 4 5.6547e-02
MMF14_a 7.0552e-2 = 7.3822e-2 = 1.2213e-1— 6.2334e-2 4 7.4798e-2 = 1.011le-1— 6.2471e-2 + 7.2355e-02
MMF15 2.7127e-1— 2.5785e-1 = 1.6813e-1 + 5.3707e-2 4 2.6278e-1— 6.8624e-2 + 2.2878e-1 + 2.6001e-01
MMF15_a 2.2202e-1— 2.1473e-1 =  2.1698e-1— 6.8775e-2 4 2.1536e-1 - 1.2761le-1 + 2.0088e-1 = 2.0699e-01
MMF1_e 1.3560e+0 =  2.1971e4+0— 1.3338e+40 = 1.3150e-1 + 3.8510e-1 + 5.1853e-1 = 1.4056e-1 + 9.6377e-01
MMF1_z 3.3569e-2— 5.3602e-2— 3.5773e-2— 2.2777e-2 = 2.9006e-2— 2.8837e-2— 2.4595e-2— 2.2445e-02
Omni-test 7.2749e-1— 9.4879e-2— 3.8174e-1— 6.1168e-2—  1.6646e-1— 1.6164e-1— 7.7655e-2— 5.1918e-02

SYM-rotated 2.8012e+0— 4.3143e-2 4+ 6.8977e-2—  5.1917e-2 = 6.8053e-2— 5.3737e-2 = 6.7092e-2—  5.3069e-02
SYM-simple 2.6203e-2 + 3.5214e-2 + 4.5419¢-2 +  3.9468¢-2 + 5.1861e-2 = 4.2069¢-2 + 3.3649¢-2 + 5.0524¢-02
+/—/= 4/16/2 4/13/5 8/13/1 12/3/7 2/13/7 7/12/3 6/9/7

J1— 75T, 1IGDx & XAEA (7) H, ETHENE PS B 2IHIHEH)-F IR KER &, IGDx (B,
W BA BTS2 B0 Ak £ R SR A3 18] AP BAT B2 10 2 AR AT Sl
(X IPS|j = 1d3)2

IGDx = bS] ) (7)

Hp, d; FoR% § NSRRI R SR Il 1 o SR AR 2 18] AR B

4.1.4 XHBY

R T BEWPEN FIE I R, AT B X L RE MR . BB IREL (FES) FIAERY K/ N)
AW E N 2004 100000+ 200. XfF MMO-GD FIBEZSH, HENESE o W 1.5, BHURE f &
910, KT B A A B E S I B, AU ) S O AT FE O 2 I AR A AR E A R E R 20. 3R
TR HARS R B NS B CEMFE R SE. A 77 A PR, BrA B R EE#RAE 22 AN
)RR _E o STEAT T 30 UK.
4.2 B

ALAE MMF1~MMF15. MMF1_e. MMF1_z. MMF14_a. MMF15_a. SYM-PART simple. SYM-

PART rotated # Omni-optimizer &Ml R MO EE 5288, X B R E /e IEEE b THE K
23 (CEC2019) MMOPs 4§ F4gth, JEAE ARG lAb 2, BV SR I A8 A 3 2 i 3t ) J =07 2 =X
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Table 3 Statistical results of IGDf mean and standard deviation obtained by running the eight algorithms independently
30 times on the test problems

Problem  TriMOEATAR MOEADAD NIMMO HREA MMEAWI MMOEADC CPDEA MMO-GD
MMF1 4.0783e-3 =  6.4853e-3 — 4.8567e-3 — 3.8483e-3 = 3.4208e-3 + 3.4509e-3 + 2.4357e-3 + 3.8801e-03
MMF2 5.5424e-3—  1.6636e-2—  9.3145e-3—  2.8186e-3 = 3.6477e-3—  3.8219e-3—  2.8146e-3 = 2.7236e-03
MMF3 4.5524e-3 —  1.6833e-2—  8.4213e-3 — 2.7415e-3 = 3.5712e-3—  3.9039%e-3—  2.7313e-3 = 2.6726e-03
MMF4 3.4823e-3 +  3.2500e-3 +  5.3828e-3—  3.4435e-3 + 3.6461le-3 = 2.2844e-3 + 2.4823e-3 +  3.7702e-03
MMF5 3.2588e-3 +  5.4296e-3 — 3.7270e-3 = 4.0215e-3 = 3.571le-3 = 3.4973e-3 = 2.3920e-3 + 3.7241e-03
MMF6 3.3365e-3 + 5.9095e-3 — 3.4991e-3 + 4.1245e-3 = 3.4035e-3 + 3.5608e-3 + 2.3528e-3 + 3.8891e-03
MMF7 3.5143e-3 +  3.4500e-3 +  2.8035e-3 + 3.8640e-3 + 3.9056e-3 + 2.7288e-3 + 2.5208e-3 + 4.6020e-03
MMF8 8.1355e-3 —  8.7486e-3 — 9.2897e-3 — 3.5760e-3 = 3.5575e-3 = 2.2991e-3 + 2.5550e-3 +  3.4382¢-03
MMF9 7.4029e-2 —  1.6622e-2 = 1.1206e-2 + 3.5086e-2 — 1.6790e-2 = 1.0434e-2 + 9.9312e-3 + 1.5955e-02
MMF10 2.3198e-1—  1.7684e-1 + 1.7487e-1 = 2.2306e-1— 1.9040e-1 = 1.9925e-1 = 1.9434e-1 + 1.9772e-01
MMF11 1.6627e-1—  9.7497e-2 + 9.5719e-2 = 1.2187e-1— 9.6409e-2 + 9.7237e-2 = 9.3303e-2 + 9.9715e-02
MMF12 8.5191e-2 =  8.7790e-2—  1.0760e-1—  8.8548e-2— 8.5434e-2 = 8.9170e-2— 8.2786e-2 + 8.5438e-02
MMF13 2.5320e-1—  1.5270e-1 = 1.4268e-1 = 2.1375e-1— 1.4912e-1 = 1.5320e-1 = 1.4779e-1 + 1.5749e-01
MMF14 9.0358e-2 +  7.9443e-2 +  1.1073e-1—  1.1179e-1— 8.8176e-2 + 8.5691e-2 + 6.9583e-2 + 9.6731e-02
MMF14_a 9.9453e-2—  8.4854e-2 +  1.2896e-1—  9.0292e-2 = 9.6973e-2— 9.254le-2 = 7.2974e-2 + 9.3001e-02
MMF15 2.0906e-1—  1.9408e-1 = 2.1417e-1 — 2.0503e-1 — 1.9754e-1 — 2.099le-1 — 1.8036e-1 + 1.9453e-01
MMF15.a  2.0018e-1 — 1.900le-1 = 2.2265e-1 — 2.0692e-1— 1.930le-1 = 2.1796e-1 — 1.7750e-1 + 1.8914e-01
MMF1_e 3.7949e-3—  1.2642e-1—  4.6628e-3—  3.8176e-3 — 6.5950e-3 — 4.2467e-3 —  3.1487e-3 — 2.8809e-03
MMF1.z 3.3737e-3 = 6.5713e-3 —  4.0906e-3—  3.2976e-3 = 3.4839e-3 = 2.7492¢-3 = 2.3698e-3 + 3.2404e-03
Omni-test 1.9361e-2 —  1.1775e-2 =  3.4748e-2—  1.1686e-2 = 1.1456e-2 = 3.8635e-2— 9.6931e-3 + 1.1443e-02
SYM-rotated 3.9798e-2 — 1.7169e-2 = 4.418le-2 — 1.5233e-2 = 1.6195e-2 = 1.0311le-2 + 1.0829e-2 +  1.5740e-02
SYM-simple  4.7427e-2 — 2.3819e-2 — 2.8987e-2 — 1.586le-2 = 1.4504e-2 = 1.1054e-2 + 9.7202e-3 + 1.4124e-02
+/=/= 5/14/3 6/10/6 3/15/4 2/9/11 5/5/12 9/7/6 19/1/2

SIS EE RN 2 AR 3 FioR.

BATH LR FIE R IGDX ¥{H . IGDF ¥MEAbREZ . IGDX $MEA IGDF HE#/N, i 5
VE B SICPE RN 22 VR R AT, bR 2280 0N, 150 B BV RS e PR . R 2 R A st 4 1) 2 S YA (B
REAAE. FAE, TAVEHFRRFIRLIRAE 5 PEKFA 0.05 FXF 30 IRMOSLIZAT &5 Rt T b, “+ &
ANMEEVEAE S 5 MMO-GD AHECAE iZd8hs BRI LF, «— R R AE b ik 1n) &
5 MMO-GD #HECIEZ S br LR BLUE 2, «=" RoRICEVELE SR ) @5 MMO-GD i EL7E1Z 4845
R BIA K, ARG —AITIREH TEZER LW +/—/= SR E.

ER 2 e EoR TR 22 MK B E) 1IGDx “FHME. b 16 A~ 4R MMOP, 54k 6 AN NAF
TE SR AR AR B MMOP (2 K (R Ebmic ). W3R 2 Faf LLE H, MMO-GD fE42 i MMOP #3§
(A T BT RE, TR 8 X HREEH, 16 N4 R MMOP Hf5 7 AMRTE T et IGDx 18 (In
7k oR). AN, HREA. TriMOEATAR F1 NIMMO 43 HI7E 4 4. 3 MR 1 4 J& MMOP [
B3R R IGDx B, Horh MMF10~MMF13. MMF15. MMF15_a iX 6 /> [ @UAELE 5 3 e A A,
Xt b7k NIMMO. HREA 1 MMOEADC 435k T 40 X3 43 )2 R R 256 1E i MMOEAD,
1% L 5 VR HS B BT PR AR D ATAE 5 B B AU AR ) MMOP, 1117 He At SR AR iR TR ATAE JR) BB B I o) B3R A7 AE
A, Haek B4 R B MR EGEE 0 R s . RILEAZE R s AR MMOP [/ HAhH kS
Hi%k NIMMO. HREA 1 MMOEADC [ IGDx H&5RAHZER K. 7 16 4K MMOP ] &% I,
MMO-GD fER KA R34 7 NMrEE, 11 NIMMO H3k1E T 1 ANMxtE IGDx i, HREA 3515 4 Mg
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Figure 7 (Color online) Convergence curves of IGDx (a) and IGDf (b) with CPDEA and MMO-GD-CPD on the MMF1
problem

f£ IGDx {Ef H A 7 4~ IGDx 5 MMO-GD #HZ AKX, MMOEADC f£4 7 Inl @ _E 3% A BUf5 i {3 IGDx
E, F NIMMO A1 MMOEADC 7Effpe 45 Ml iR AFfEA R, 5 L 28 A, Brigt
) MMO-GD 75 K842 5 ol @ _E REHUA A4 iy 45 . [RIE Ui 1% 7 V7R 4 )/ MMOP Re4R /0 R
L FIUSC S R T AR

R 3, BN TX 22 AN @ IGDS “FHME. 1IGDE fa ks TR B bras 0] RS 3 &
M 2 ATEE R 2 REVE RIS, A SCIR ) MMO-GD BRI T k2 Bt b 579%:, {2 CPDEA f£ IGDf
B EEUE T et it AR 3. FATAKNIEELE T CPDEA 857 7 AN R, 84— MY R h s 2 ret
UFEAR, 5 — RS R AR SR LF (. DA 58— rp o 58 22 () 1Y) 22 14 b B4 W S o B B 4
T A SIE T % (convergence-penalized density, &% CPD) 7512, 1w 5% 2 ] v 1 % B AH AN
USCSRRE FE AR 45 A5 N — ANV 57, 38 T I P UACSIOA 531 5 155 (1) 7925, AT DAAS 378 o5 38 AN e 5 25 B IO
SR A 2 i L SR B — R R R SN B IR SRR A AR, RERS IR KFEEEIRUEME R 2 R, B IRGT
Ry S5 45

ARSCHEH R MMO-GD A P KL B Jede th 18 002 W B EVEHE SR, 1 AE 280 gk Ab 0%
AN FEIBY B RAE AT FARBE T, AR T PO R i R K. AN E, N TR RIE TR AL
(o), B v T H bR B % B 1 3 R WS R 4 JR) 5 B A v SE B AR SRS, T IR F B AR (AR e 3R
(PP 2 eI JE I SR 45 U, AT 7 V2 R 0% B G b OR R e 5% 2% ()R H b 23 18] 22 R P RIS v
(P-4

R TP U BRA T R AR B, RATERTIE 52 MMO-GD HIA CPDEA H U S & 11 %
& 773, ¥z 4 8 MMO-GD-CPD. I CSUE §1 % B2 77321 MMO-GD, Y SIGH FE 73 21 K i
BTE. WK 7 Fion, EREBEEMIRECH 4000 YR, MMO-GD-CPD L4 BRASHLUT (W 8 s 3, eI
FERCEE N 200. HT MMF10~MMF13. MMF15. MMF15_a #1775 J& 3 5 A0 A i it ok 80, MMO-
GD Al MMO-GD-CPD XN HEETE R i LR MMOP ¥R A BRI RUR, A (-7 AL D
BB I A AR BN R K, TEE MMF1~MMF9. MMF1_e. MMF1.z. MMF14, MMF14_a. SYM-PART
simples SYM-PART rotated F1 Omni-optimizer AT, 52045 Rk 4 Fows.

Foah BEERTH 16 NIER A RE) IGDx A IGDE SFIME. WNF A LA H, MMO-GD-CPD
£ MMOP B3 73 8] HEUAR T B P e, BUS SsectE(E A I R pr e, 76 16 D425 MMOP H3k1S
T A IGDx fH, 315 T 11 Mt 1GDSf {f. 76 A SCHR T B2 A i N ISCEIAE 51 45 B 5 1, e
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Table 4 Statistical results of the mean and standard deviation of IGDx and IGDf with CPDEA and MMO-GD-CPD

Problem IGDx IGDI
CPDEA MMO-GD-CPD CPDEA MMO-GD-CPD
MMF1 6.3221e-2 (3.75e-3) — 3.6022e-2 (1.15e-3) 4.4859¢-3 (2.26e-4) — 3.8035e-3 (1.63e-4)
MMF2 6.7604e-2 (1.56e-2) — 4.7701e-3 (5.51e-3) 3.3298e-2 (6.27e-3) — 3.2510e-3 (1.02e-3)
MMF3 7.8085e-2 (3.30e-2) — 4.3176e-3 (8.7le-4) 3.3518e-2 (3.38e-3) — 2.7531e-3 (9.16e-4)
MMF4 2.745Te-2 (2.15e-3) — 1.9765e-2 (6.71e-4) 3.0667e-3 (1.39e-4) + 3.9207e-3 (2.01e-4)
MMF5 1.0553e-1 (7.61e-3) — 6.1967e-2 (1.63e-3) 4.4276e-3 (1.17e-4) — 3.5074e-3 (6.56e-5)
MMF6 8.6727e-2 (9.99e-3) — 5.4564e-2 (9.86e-4) 3.8502e-3 (1.63e-4) = 3.5998e-3 (2.41e-4)
MMF7 2.6146e-2 (2.16e-3) — 2.0937e-2 (5.99e-4) 3.0315e-3 (7.74e-5) + 3.9045e-3 (1.60e-4)
MMF8 1.1809e-1 (8.47e-3) — 4.7743e-2 (3.22e-3) 5.5712e-3 (4.04e-4) — 3.7492e-3 (1.42e-4)
MMF9 6.5437e-3 (3.21e-4) = 6.0903e-3 (8.99e-5) 1.0831e-2 (2.55e-4) + 1.6628e-2 (1.76e-3)
MMF14 4.3154e-2 (8.66e-4) = 4.2514e-2 (3.52e-4) 6.1732e-2 (1.17e-3) + 7.1638e-2 (5.78e-4)
MMF14_a 5.8996e-2 (1.61e-3) — 5.4810e-2 (4.04e-4) 6.8076e-2 (2.55e-3) + 7.2643e-2 (1.68e-3)
MMF1_e 1.0737e+0 (4.52e-1) — 3.2734e-1 (3.47e-2) 1.9758e-2 (2.97¢-3) — 3.8744e-3 (3.92e-4)
MMF1.z 4.7641e-2 (4.14e-3) — 2.4965e-2 (9.01e-4) 4.4058e-3 (3.49e-4) — 3.2045e-3 (1.15e-4)
Omni-test 5.6257Te-1 (9.26e-2) — 5.3266e-2 (1.35e-2) 2.7490e-2 (3.89e-3) — 9.0891e-3 (2.17e-4)
SYM-rotated 2.5685e+0 (1.22e+40) — 5.7652e-2 (5.70e-1) 6.2372e-2 (2.36e-2) — 2.2747e-2 (2.45e-3)
SYM-simple 2.0578e+0 (1.17e40) = 5.7072e-2 (9.01e-1) 3.7062e-2 (4.49e-3) — 1.3401e-2 (2.00e-3)
+/=/= 0/13/3 2005/10/1

PRSI AT I 45 2R, I Hoe %6 IGD 45 356 Frit t, iX R ASCHR I MMO-GD HUEALE R E D
[0 A 2 [ RS SPE R  AT P S AL

NTHEEM RSO M ISR IR, FA1H] T 8 FERIATE 4 MK F LS 2L PS
A PF EPEZ A H bR X 4 AN 2ZEEE 2 B AR 205 08 MMFL. MMF2, MMF10
A1 Omni-test.

WK 8 ArzR, MMO-GD 7E MMF1 BRI 56 23 (B BT T AR A SRk S8 3 S) o3 A, i Heth 5
VRN HERRAE R B 10 s A R O, U0 BH 4 JR) 4% P SRS B L (1) AR R R 58 2 ) 0 A AN B8 1 [l .
S8 MMO-GD 7 HF5 73 [0 A B3 51 50 A0, AR ALE B AR 18] 73 A fe i 1) CPDEA 3 7 [ 1) i
FELES SRR AR L, DRI SRV AN R 56 36 BTN 23 [A) 73 A, —AMERE R A1) MMEOA MAX{E R 37
(B SRAT B (R 25 2.

WA 9 fis, HREA, MMEAWI, MMOEADC, CPDEA 1 MMO-GD 7 MMF2 5 %5 [ e 5 25 ]
1 H br2S 8BS T B2 B0 A5, T TriMOEATAR, MOEADAD, NIMMO %75 ¥5) 43 Aii £8 Y 55 45 6] fl
HARZ AN, 171E PS THERIIEN.

WIE 10 FroR, RA7EAE ) e R AE ik ok £, & A7 76 0 2 S SRFT RIS, Hb ke <
RER R ML, B < RRMWEERRMMAE. MMO-GD EIR R AEIK |4 R ik 4L,
{272 MMO-GD 4 &) S AL fif A 76 1k 38 2% (8] A H A5 25 10]35 21 40 A, 1 TriMOEATAR, MOEADAD, {7
A RRIAEE RSN, NIMMO, HREA Al MMOEADC HARAEFR 3 ¥ & L4, {H HREA
A MMOEADC () Jaj s f5 L B A T SR 2 A) A 58 U8, NIMMO J2 55 4845 MMOEAD, Re#
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Objective Space

8 (MEMFE) EEEAE MMF1 MWERS7. (a) TriMOEATAR; (b) MOEADAD; (c) NIMMO;
(d) HREA; (e) MMEAWTI; (f) MMOEADC; (g) CPDEA; (h) MMO-GD

Figure 8 (Color online) The PSs and PFs obtained by each algorithm in MMF1. (a) TriMOEATAR; (b) MOEADAD;
(c) NIMMO; (d) HREA; (e) MMEAWT; (f) MMOEADC; (g) CPDEA; (h) MMO-GD

4.3 USRS
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B ESRAE 10000 IR P T8 AUER, 1H A2 B4 45 IR A RERUR 4 78 MMF2 | K 2 HH5AE 80000
WA A TS, B MMF2 2 2 Ml F4E 1 MMOP, (HILH I — ANl TR 5 Rk, 8UE 17
ERRFERA NG, FrL T EE L FES FIiEABEINSLE 7E Omni-test - K ZHEH LA 50000 K
FEA A e AL, Omni-test A 27 NRALTHER MMOP, B8 BI1MA 58 748, I H RS S A fE 48
Al AR B LRI R AER, R TR B 2 FES Bk A Relsl. WA 12 sk 4 nl LLE i, AR
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(d) HREA; (e) MMEAWT; (f) MMOEADC; (g) CPDEA; (h) MMO-GD

Figure 9 (Color online) The PSs and PFs obtained by each algorithm in MMF2. (a) TriMOEATAR; (b) MOEADAD;
(¢) NIMMO; (d) HREA; (¢) MMEAWL; (f) MMOEADC; (g) CPDEA; (h) MMO-GD
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10 (MEMFEE) FEZAE MMF10 HERSH. (a) TriMOEATAR; (b) MOEADAD; (c) NIMMO;
(d) HREA; (e) MMEAWTI; (f) MMOEADC; (g) CPDEA; (h) MMO-GD

Figure 10 (Color online) The PSs and PFs obtained by each algorithm in MMF10. (a) TriMOEATAR; (b) MOEADAD;
(c) NIMMO; (d) HREA; (¢) MMEAWI; (f) MMOEADC; (g) CPDEA; (h) MMO-GD
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11 (MEIFE) EESAE Omni-test LR D%, (a) TriMOEATAR; (b) MOEADAD; (c) NIMMO;
(d) HREA; (e) MMEAWTI; (f) MMOEADC; (g) CPDEA; (h) MMO-GD

Figure 11 (Color online) The PSs and PF's obtained by each algorithm in Omni-test. (a) TriMOEATAR; (b) MOEADAD;
(¢) NIMMO; (d) HREA; (¢) MMEAWI; (f) MMOEADC; (g) CPDEA; (h) MMO-GD

MMF1 MMF2 Omnitest
024F T T T T T ——— N ! ! v ! 2 s N . - . . = -
THMOEATAR 025 TrHMOEATAR N _ ]
(a) o (b) MOEADAD 2t (o) TAMOEATAR
022 MOEADAD
NIMMO 18 ——NIMMO
——iiREA
16 ——MMEAWI
—— MMOEADC
14 Cl
——MMO-GD

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
FES x10* FES x10*

& 12 EZEAAEMIRXEH EA IGDx EWSBEZ. (a) MMF1; (b) MMF2; (c) Omni-test
Figure 12 IGDx value convergence curves of the algorithm on different test functions. (a) MMF1; (b) MMF2;
(c) Omni-test
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Figure 13 (Color online) IGDx boxplot comparison. (a) MMF1; (b) MMF2; (¢) MMF3; (d) MMF4

% 5 IGDx HESREESITER

Table 5 IGDx mean and standard deviation statistical results

Problem MMO-GD-N+N MMO-GD-N+1 MMO-GD
MMF1 1.1838e-1 (1.69¢-2) — 3.9769¢-2 (1.53e-3) = 3.7878e-2 (1.51e-3)
MMF2 1.6045e-2 (6.27e-2) = 7.4822¢-3 (4.49¢-3) — 7.1371e-3 (5.35e-2)
MMF3 7.7489¢-3 (4.71e-2) = 5.2678e-3 (5.04e-3) = 5.0001e-3 (1.33e-2)
MMF4 4.9820e-2 (9.34e-3) — 2.3785e-2 (1.75e-3) — 2.1145e-2 (5.36e-4)
MMF5 1.8867e-1 (2.40e-2) — 7.1241e-2 (2.06e-3) — 6.3766e-2 (2.60e-3)
MMF6 1.4037e-1 (3.45e-2) — 5.9614e-2 (1.37e-3) — 5.4618e-2 (6.00e-4)
MMF7 5.0137e-2 (4.13e-3) — 2.5308e-2 (6.26e-4) = 2.2438e-2 (2.01e-3)
MMF8 5.0023e-1 (7.11e-2) — 5.6331e-2 (2.35e-3) = 5.3978¢-2 (3.85¢-3)
+/—/= 0/6/2 0/4/4

A, PRI REAE HL AR Al A IO 5 R A SCHR HH IR A i B R M SRR Al it A R P o (OB, JF
B NI ) 2% 5, 5508 EU R P AS SRR A 2 P ek e AR AL
4.6 BirzEBENESFREAWIES T

MMO-GD i il H 4522 6] 5 3 SRS 47 H AR as (8] 2 AR, ORIER I TR R R, AT EEH
RIC H AR 8] 5 L B & B SRS S 756 MMOEA 748 7 AR 52 BTt H AR 42 8] [ 38 A2 57 A
SCHRI, B e BRANE REE A R e (L 7 AR B i R . PRSI A X + X pR L MMF1~MMF 4.
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* 6 IGDf HESIREESITER

Table 6 IGDf mean and standard deviation statistical results

Problem MMO-GD-N+N MMO-GD-N+1 MMO-GD
MMF1 8.7314e-3 (1.53¢-3) — 3.8377¢-3 (1.63c-4) = 3.7746e-3 (2.07e-4)
MMF2 3.8543¢-3 (2.97c-2) = 3.4888¢-3 (2.33¢-3) = 3.3019e-3 (6.50e-3)
MMF3 2.83246-3 (1.62e-2) = 2.81266-3 (1.25e-3) = 2.7620e-3 (5.40e-3)
MMF4 4.0852e-3 (2.69e-4) — 3.9567e-3 (2.0le-4) = 3.6467e-3 (2.07e-4)
MMF5 7.9868¢-3 (1.84¢-3) — 4.1102e-3 (1.27e-4) — 3.5982e-3 (1.12e-4)
MMF6 4.9245¢-3 (3.81c-4) — 3.7682¢-3 (2.32c-4) = 3.3997¢-3 (2.27e-4)
MMF7 4.7610e-3 (7.75e-4) = 4.1548e-3 (1.66e-4) — 3.9466e-3 (1.03e-4)
MMF$ 4.7841e-3 (2.04e-4) = 5.8018e-3 (5.87e-4) — 4.1132¢-3 (4.48e-4)
+/—/= 0/4/4 0/3/5

%7 FETRER IGDx HESHELGHER

Table 7 Statistical results of IGDx mean and standard deviation with different mutation strategies

Problem MMO-GD-random MMO-GD

MMF1 3.8619e-2 (3.92e-4) — 3.1209e-2 (1.43e-4)
MMF2 1.6279e-2 (6.52e-3) — 9.2961e-3 (6.61e-3)
MMF3 2.2794e-2 (2.58e-2) — 4.6262e-3 (3.81e-4)
MMF4 1.9846¢-2 (7.72e-4) = 1.9695e-2 (4.44e-4)
MMF1_e 2.2446e-2 (6.41e-1) = 3.1440e-3(4.05e-1)

Omni-test
SYM-rotated
+/=/=

7.1380e-2 (5.39e-3) —
5.2509¢-2 (2.02e-3) =
0/4/3

4.9609e-2 (1.51e-3)
5.2099¢-2 (2.47e-3)

%5 TEEREM IGDf HESHELGHER

Table 8 Statistical results of IGDf mean and standard deviation with different mutation strategies

Problem MMO-GD-random MMO-GD

MMF1 4.1442e-3 (3.62e-4) = 3.8927e-3 (3.15e-4)
MMF2 2.7217e-2 (1.38e-4) — 2.7878e-3 (2.10e-4)
MMF3 2.6298e-2 (1.98e-4) — 2.6972e-3 (7.20e-5)
MMF4 3.7111e-3 (1.14e-4) = 3.6989e-3 (5.78e-5)
MMF1_e 5.7135e-3 (7.53e-5) — 2.8984e-3 (2.78e-4)

Omni-test

1.9381¢-2 (6.87¢-3) —

1.1478e-2 (3.82e-4)

SYM-rotated
+/-/=

1.5049e-2 (2.09e-3) =
0/4/3

1.3879e-2 (2.53e-3)

MMF1_e+ Omni-test. SYM-rotated, ‘EAI105H 2, 4, 9, 27 M1, HIEZIEH H b2 8 HiE M
A5 ARG AEAN F BRI T REE 2. 4 EL B MMO-GD (3R 1, A B AR 2 1895 5 &
LR, OABENLEBEACARIEAT AR S, DLRGEGAIE H A5 2 7] 55 5 [ 3 S SR WS A 8t A 2, FRAT I XS
b5y Ar 4 9 MMO-GD-random. 256 H -3 b8 B PR B 100000 R, 3% 7 Ak ok £icR i3t
17 30 IRARAST E R SIS, R B BTN IR B E N2 1E 6 3R13 1P IGDx Ml IGDf febnfE ansk 7 Fl
% 8 FR.

7T ML 8 L T AR RN IGDx M IGDf HME Ghrk 2445 5, S2ib st BB /REX 74
MR EH, MMO-GD i B AR 23 18] 5 5 18 B AR 57 55 11 IGDx 1 IGDf K ZHUE L TR 75k
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Figure 14 (Color online) Distribution map of Omni-test results with different mutation strategies. (a) MMO-GD-random;
(b) MMO-GD

* 9 HLMEERSIELER

Table 9 Experimental results of real map problems

Problem IGDx IGDf
TriMOEATAR 2.3868e+0 (7.3le-1) — 2.7768e+0 (4.52e-1) —
MOEADAD 1.7913e+40 (5.92e-2) — 2.2793e+0 (9.80e-2) —
NIMMO 1.4305e+0 (5.56e-2) — 1.6292e+0 (4.19e-2) =
HREA 1.0023e+0 (1.26e-1) — 1.2929e+0 (1.63e-1) =
MMEAWI 9.2262e-1 (2.40e-2) = 1.1881e+0 (3.75e-2) =
MMOEADC 9.5801e-1 (1.49¢-1) = 1.1953e40 (1.90e-1) =
CPDEA 9.5092e-1 (8.60e-3) = 1.1991e+40 (1.39e-2) =
MMO-GD 9.5632e-1 (9.34e-2) 1.2298e+-0 (1.12e-1)

% K] MMO-GD-random, 1X3& B H #5225 6] [ & MR 7 SR 0 eE. AR BE AL AR 57 th BE IS B0 R 45
R, H H AR [R] B E B AR 5 SR BE S A (1A o SRS TR A AR S R 2 REE. O T BRI ROR,
A 27 TR Omni-test RFEA AT H ARAS 8125 R 040 K, W&l 14 frs, MMO-GD £ H 472 1]
REFISI A S, IF B 2000 A B R FCS AREAN BR AL T XK, 11T MMO-GD-random ££ H AR % (W £7-4E
IIATANEI SR DL, T AT T PR RS AS T i P X 70 A PRIEEA SCHR H A A s [ 2 1
TR SR SRS, REAT AR R AR 2 8] 3 A1 AN 24 S ) L

4.7 EPRE)E

AR IR AR S0 5002 H Hiso 48 N Fth Bl iz nl i T — sk s P i, b 7 4 A

RIS AR B R 7 i SR R A A P R

F 9 IR T FSEH P ) AL 8 Fhott Lh VR SRAF ) IGDx 1 IGDE {H. 3K 9 Al LLE H, MMEAWI /£
B HR P ) R PR AF. Fr I MMO-GD I RE S MMEAWT 254X, H38#3 T b TriMOEATAR.
MOEADAD Fl NIMMO R4/ IGDx Al IGDf. ttAh, B 15 Eor T 8 Mk bb By v 5 2 |) v (1) 5K
AR, WE TR, MMO-GD 18 BIIMEAE 3 AN RAET X IRE R I Siom o0 A5 . IR iz 507 mT BA
7 355 b R P £ B S AR )
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Figure 15 (Color online) Distribution of results of each algorithm in real-map problems. (a) TriMOEATAR;
(b) MOEADAD; (c) NIMMO; (d) HREA; (¢) MMEAWT; (f) MMOEADC; (g) CPDEA; (h) MMO-GD
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Abstract Multimodal multi-objective problems involve identifying global and local optimal Pareto solution sets.
Providing decision-makers with comprehensive Pareto sets is crucial for theoretical understanding and practical
application. In recent years, numerous evolutionary algorithms have been proposed to address these issues.
However, most of these algorithms first select individuals based on their convergence properties to form mating
pools and then consider individuals with good diversity in decision and objective spaces. This method often
leads to the replacement of individuals with characteristics in the decision space by those who exhibit strong
convergence in the objective area. Additionally, achieving uniform convergence of individuals to each Pareto
subregion is challenging because of the varying shapes and positions of Pareto optimal subsets in the decision
space. In this paper, we introduce a novel two-stage multimodal multi-objective evolutionary algorithm that
employs a global density updating strategy. First, we propose an alternative two-stage optimization framework
to address the limitations of traditional mating pools and one-to-one parent-progeny comparisons. The proposed
framework dynamically adjusts the population size at different stages and uses distinct optimization methods,
promoting a balanced exploration and exploitation of the population. Second, to resolve the uneven distribution
of Pareto subsets, we designed adaptive and global density estimation strategies that update the objective space
density and population. These mechanisms ensure the maintenance of diversity within the objective and decision
spaces. We compared the proposed algorithm with seven representative multimodal multi-objective algorithms.
The experimental results demonstrate that the proposed algorithm finds equivalent solutions in the decision space
and effectively balances diversity and convergence between the decision and objective space. Overall, the proposed
algorithm outperforms the compared algorithms.

Keywords multi-objective evolutionary algorithm, multimodal multi-objective optimization problem,
evolutionary algorithm, global density, reference vector, boundary point clustering
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