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Abstract

In response to the complexity of constrained multi-objective optimization problems, this paper pro-
poses a dual population evolutionary algorithm based on fuzzy penalties. Firstly, a dynamic con-
straint penalty mechanism based on a fuzzy logic controller is designed. This mechanism adaptively
adjusts the penalty factor by simulating human thought processes, effectively balancing the explo-
ration of feasible and infeasible solutions within the population. Secondly, a differentiated offspring
generation mechanism is designed to address the evolutionary needs of different populations,
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enhancing the exploration and exploitation capabilities of the population. Finally, different popula-
tions can share high-quality solutions and effective constraint information by utilizing the infor-
mation-sharing mechanism, thereby further improving the solution quality. The proposed algo-
rithm is compared experimentally with six state-of-the-art constrained multi-objective optimiza-
tion algorithms. The experimental results demonstrate that the proposed algorithm exhibits signif-
icant robustness in complex constrained environments, particularly in its ability to effectively han-
dle the coupling of decision variables.
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1. 5l§
219 % HFrEAL i f% (Constrained Multi-Objective Optimization Problems, CMOPS)) V2 f£4E T Wi &
P BRI A AN EE T SR A A P [1] . FEAN R — B RTEE N, CMOPs & XL R:
min - F(x) = (f,(x), f,(X),..., f, ()"
. <0,j=12,..,p,

i,(X) ) ] - p O

st L (X)=0,k=12,..q,
X=X, X1 % | €0

t, F(x)eR™NERRE, m oy ERRA RIS, o (x) A5 | MRERAK, p MRS RAKI A
o h () M K AVERAT, g HERAML. xeQc R ONEAER, 0N dAWRTEEN, §
8 X 209 R (8 0 A R

\

>

j=1 k=1 (2)

KT AR X =X, % X || AL ©(X) =0, WA x NAATAR, & WNARFTATHR, 5L

LV HFATHIER TR OV T AT 380 CMOPs FHIH #6085 2 A TR 0 B AR, X S BUR 2 WA B2 51— R

fift, TR T 20 SR AL AT (Concentrated Pareto Front, CPF) [2]. il s U A y—Fh 48 1L 1) 249 SR AL 3

TR, HAZ AR AN AT AN AT [3]. Bk, 1R BZlid 51 NI, R AR A 2 A0E il
IMAEIE bRk, M —AN8 B hrek s, B r

min  F'(x)=(£/(x), f;(x), - £ (x))" )
o
f (X)=f(X)+p-®(x), i=L2,--m

(4)

£ () M5 A B RRE I S SIS 108 F AR o(x) (ENETIN, o NETINE, MTHHE
SO AR BRSO, A6 S TR B BB I, R SRR [ SR B
5 T O R S T R
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] 52 11 BR BOE AR A R OR R T R R e [4] o X PP VET 1 54T, ARAE TN B 2R 290 Il
MELLPE 2R 5 H bR, AT 2R B A EAE . shAS T R EuAfER L R R s T R T,
K F B0k 1 sl 2 Mk 8 11 7 SX[5], HH m BEAHOBUT R B Bt S B0 B . A Y, AR B
RE T FF. M2 R, BEIEMN T RB0ER S B 2h B R TR, I SR RIEPERE RIPE[6]. SR,
HOE R AR SO BN R A, BB ) @ 2 VeS8 N, 38 T RE 51 K R B IS ) R

BEXS BB TR, A SCONHT IR 51 AR P ) AR, Bt 1 AR - BOBIE 2 ) 4% (Penalty Fuzzy
Logic Controller, PFLC), JFf#g i 1 — Mk - 15 31 - BOMIf I 88 2R 2 H bRl 5% (Penalty Fuzzy Logic
Controller-based Algorithm for Constrained Multi-objective Optimization, PFLCA). JIT#& H it i) 28 808 K 14
RIS TR L S BN W IR 5T PR, 8 e FE OB B — MARHAE o BT 92 H B 500 e A P LR
Horh — AR T T vt 3R 8 LiE TR R A RN ARG S, H— RN LT Bastide. Eik, i
WRAFMBERRAT R, 25RH TEXER L. &5, BAMEESILENH, SCHlFR
(F] (R BRI, P B th I SRR 5 A e S ik I SVE R AT S 0T b . SREGSE RR W], P th S ikae
5 A A B 43 I B 28 29 A 1) R, T H R SR AR B AR & 1)

AHARF 2R BB RN AR MR RS S =TSR T, R R
AT AT SN FE A SCERE AT RS, FRR T AROR TAE R L.
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Figure 1. Framework diagram of the algorithm
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il i A\ AL I L S5 5L R RO O S SR 5 PSR BEAEL, BRSO o LU, AR SR U U 2 of A
FNBEAT AR, A RBI R o fn U RORIAL,  ARGEREAOR e A RS I RS

UM

X PR 22 il 1 v

Figure 2. Schematic diagram of the fuzzy logic controller
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2.2.2. BhASRE AT

N T BRI AS G R, PFLC HRICNEh S . ShA W T LURIE RGURAS ARk,
BRI PR R R . DUR SN i 0 3l A IR R T AT R

(1) A3 IME D, (t) IRHE CVV BEABEELEh TR, 52 SR

[CVV, (1).CVV, (1)] = max(®,,, (1),0),min(®,,, (1),CVV, (t-1))] @

Ferh POF, (t) A1 POF, (t) 733 958 t ARAHGE SRIE IR IR CVV B R IRA ERR . @ (1) @ (1) AEE AR
S AN PO S -
(2) WIATARELEY of (t) YR IR POF Bty il i X [A] -
[ POF, (t),POF, (t)]=[0,1]

®)
oot POF, (t) 1 POF, (t) 4» 195 EBRATRI. T rf (t) 2E B ALt B A0 2 [0,0] 0, DR 516
S
(3) EFIAT Pk o (t) Wit hsh&Ek, & LF:
(o4 ()., (t)]=[ max (@, (). 04 (t-1)).3] )

Hrfoy (t) o, (t) N tARETTE T 10tk o (t) 19 ERRFTF IR . TR E >y 3 R A 20k % 16 1l R it K
E /N T BOMHE RN R H B BOe 2@ L CPF.
223 BMRESREEERH

AN, X T 3RS, 485K (Negative Big, NB). % (Zero, Z0). IF K (Positive Big,
PB). RN 2 NGRS, BRI

CVvy, (t) -CVV, (t)
Aoy = 2

(10)
_ POF, (t)—POF, (t)

POF —
2

(11)

X T AR RSN T p,, T 5 AMERIER: FR(NB). fi/(Negative Small, NS). %(Z0). 1E/h
(Positive Small, PS). 1EK(PB). p, FIASTHISE BE T S0 N4k, {87 L REAE 7EHEEE B BEHE (it 5 == & 1 P 5 2 1
et el 4 MR, A 12 B,

NIACRAC
4 (12)

3R T BN S A RNRERE . wEH S MEREEH(AR 13). Z BFEEK

(A 14) LA RN 3 15) BT R 11

f.(x;a,b) =
(xa.b) x-b,, a+b (13)
1-2¢ =y T2 <xsh
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Figure 3. Graphs of membership functions for input and output variables
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Table 1. Fuzzy rule base
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Figure 4. Diagram of population evolution status
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® #1: #rf(t)yNB, @, (t)NPB, I p ¥ NB.

WS 2 LT AL R0, sl 4@) B, KBRS MR AN ATAT R EL i B T AT 48 SR /I ) 2
T, eI BT B ASE DRI CLOR B, (2R R AR SR 2R AT AT

® #2: #rf(t)°8 20, @, ()20, M p N ZO0.

BEARE 2 BT AR, sl 40)FoR, O NPT A A RS A 2 R R R
BUEH MRS, AMLAESS 51 S A TIAT AR I AT SIERS,  [RIA 4R SRR 2 T A AT AT S50

® #3. firf(t) APB. @, (t) 9 NB, | p A PS.

BEARIE 2 LT AR I, Wi 4(0) P, AR AN AT AT i, I BN RTAT MR T AT AT 3
Fro RBCBECKHVIETTIN T, RESS LA AIAT DU RE A ATAT S, AITTRdE i CPF.

225, fRASHIL
TEMRRRAIN B, AN SCR B T RSO0y o 25 SR AT A BR o T ARUBRCo vl i v SR i o SR S8 B
Y20 P B R o e A A, IR AE X -
A
;W¢MW)

f=

Rl

> (y)
=1 (16)
Hodp f Y RORAL 5 i % H 45 51 |R| NBRRE I SR s AN y* R 3R R ORISR K 2% I fy i Hh &%
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2.3. FHRMEERAE

FEREREAL R, ASCSIHIEE T Minkowski Jo 75 VERIN L3 hR, PR MAE Z IR AR AL S5, e
PSR BR 7 H A, WL F R B R R ER, Hog X [8]:

()= e, 3y, >
’ - R, Sttt (17)

Hr

R(u,v) :[max(o,ﬁ—l],m, max[o,v—m—ln
u, u, (18)

) Femvate. Fome ™ S X i pTa AT tLE, SRR IMETE AR S e hE.

SE 2 JEoR T AR AR RO O AR o TR RN B 7 AR L) 4% = A R EOPER . |k, i
NIIFP,, THEREMNMRI A0S A, IR T T p ARG, 45 2055 R Fpy . H
O MRIEARAT) RIS E PR AME R TR bR, TR ISR PR PR R o AR R 45 B A &)
A= AT U3 AN, BIRFMEBOR AN 36 2405 13 IAMA, BNEFRMERACH AN
=L R AR A A . BT, BT 445 SRR DE/best/L/bin 5 A A FOFF, o X H Afh
HE, AR A A7) THEIE T 5 H AR B AR b, TR g MR BE LI B RO A%, TR A gt A% S0
A TARTOf, .

TEFARAE B, PEASFREER T AR 00 508, 128 1A% O SRR R A B 1 S BT A6 FLAR
BRI 220 T A R R T, AR RIEREE, =REMBZErE. B uF|
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I 2: TAVHBRAE R

BN BOEIRRREFP . IRTTRT o« HARFHRE TP, ;
Fr s BOB AR FOff, o HARFHEETX TOFf,

HEIFRE TR

1 P8 PP MR 2 30 A

2FP = A p 0F FP AN AT I A% 3T 5
3 HE PP MR AR

4 WRIEARBRES AT 7055

5 N ZE 70 51 A OO 14K FOST 5

# B SR TR

6 A TP, ARSI A= A5

7 HRAEFE UL B R LA

8 N8 A% S AE B H AR 4R TOS,

2.4, THEHER

Hik3: MELRE

e RTRIBE P ;

Wil FRBEP,

1EH8 P A S

244 P AHSRRE AT 0 BAE L TEARIO P, ¢
325 (PN N, TRRHEFR AT N AV
435 PLIT N, TURRAE IE47 B B8 5 RS B b B 22 1 A
5% [P T N, W P, .

SE 3 R T AR NS . B e, A ARAT) I EAMR R IERE, TEEMERI S, KIEA
RN B, e HK, RIECHE R, PMERANEL AR L, WHATAMERRI RN 25 R E0k
AEEC N, ORI FAT RS (T OO FE A (E B A BEAT TR, 4R AR H AR S 10 P ) 2 RE T, i
G T EAERRZ, MR EINERIET PREA, AMUGRIE 7 ¥ 5 A s as 1A 5 4 ok
Sk, It 3R T AR A 2 R 2> A 1 S 1 [8]

25 HHERE

S PFLCA R R FE AR RS . ARG, PR EEANZHI 38 PFLC Y . febnit I E AR A
O(mN?) [8], el m N EARAE, N FVBEIIRL. 7E TR, 2250 50 TR 5T # R T s
& D BHTHAE, BRI E 2%  O(ND) o 7ERNEELE % 575 B 50F 0/ i 136 A5, TER A B IEIL T,
LI O(N®) o PFLC 5 2ol i SR BE AT A, HLSZRBERO(N) « ZR B T EL PFLCA )
SRR O(MN® +ND+ N+ N, B A O(N?).
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3. KB
3.1 MEERZESEMERE

ASCIEF T 750 H A ek CMOEA T L %: C3M [9]. CMOQLMT [10]. ICMA[11]. IM-
CMOEA/D [12]. CCMO [13]#1 t-DEA-CPBI [14]. Xt LS RZ 0 B80T .
® C3M: TP BB MR AL, MRYE CPF FIAE, XLHR KT S 2, BRI B
Frfldl, BHLI AL PR A SR A =N B [9]
CMOQLMT: J:F ZAFSSHELR AL 5, R Q-Learning £, MIER B IR SIS ERBTRE S
PARIIAESS, I B AT 555 50 BT 25 a0 R AN IR ) 29 SR AR B4R [10]
ICMA: FET4RbR ORI, R 2T A B B 1 2 AR o MR 2R 47 i ik [ 11] -
IM-CMOEA/D: T Z R b0 AR 1) 5%, R K-means RIS FHERI 73 A 2 AP, FHTH
30 [ AR TR A A 1 50 R S AR [12]
CCMO: 28 B 1) Hip [RIR A B3 , d ask P AN AH ST B R 23 Sl &b 2 CMOPs FE XS H b (4% Bh 1] #[13]
t-DEA-CPBI: 2 T & 5 AR AL 5032, 7R 48 PBI 5 i 5] N3 I B AT N 5 =AML AR [14]
AL T LIR-CMOP [15]1 ZXH-CF [ 16130 7] & g 5 v Wl i ok % . ZXH-CF Z 471 1] REPF R 5
SRR BT /B, H CPF A7 T-ARLk ik fili . LIR-CMOP 31 fial 1 (15 rii 2 i 4 18] v B e K AR ]
1735

3.2. hiigiRS&HRE

N T ATV IR A A, ASCRH =MtEReiets: A tACEE B (Inverted Generational Distance,
IGD). R F(Hypervolume, HV)FIA] 1T L 5] (Feasible Rate, FR). X £EF54n70 BIVEAG A 45 U St . 2 ¢
PERIRTAT I, A1 B EE R VERE . 1IGD RN 5 LR (B i/ NE S [17]: HY RN S S5
JiT R R R AR AR 18] FR s fREE T Al AT AR i b . 1GD BN, HV BN FR UK, TSR i &
.

NTHRA M, SEIENSERE FIRESGRP T E, DURIEE R R 4. B
A DA ) A AR 100, H KPP B 15000, FEANSEVEAE IR ) 8B ST 384T 30 K. SR
iR 22 WA KN 0.05 (19 Wilcoxon BRAVRLSS, FFUARMIEAE R . FAM H BN o bR 25011 B3t
AT IR, IRFEIRESIH T Wilcoxon FRFIEEIG IS TH4E R, FF5 “+7 o “=7 Al “=” H5I%
INHFRERT . H TG LS PFLCA 1.

3.3. RWERS SR
3.3.1. BEEMREXTEL 4R

Table 2. Wilcoxon rank-sum test results for IGD, HV, and FR values obtained by all algorithms on 30 test problems
= 2. FTBAESATE 30 MK BB 5K 1589 IGD. HV #0 FR {&H) Wilcoxon Fk QL6 Gt it 45 3

RS C3m CMOQLMT IMCMOEAD ICMA CCMO tDEACPBI PFLCA
IGD (+/-/=) 3/23/4 2/2612 1/26/3 2/26/2 5/18/7 4/25/1 —
HV (+/-/=) 2/25/3 1/26/3 0/26/4 1/25/4 4/15/11 4/25/1 E—
FR (+/-/=) 0/8/22 1/3/26 0/12/18 4/6/20 5/2/23 412124 —_—

% 2 JR 1 P S 30 LB E R 16D HY A FR {810 Wilcoxon BRI I BEH 45 ., 454
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AERR L PER 25 SR LI 2 AL~A3. SIS KW, %L PFLCA fE R/ Fat ek 2 I 7 R
s RESRFH LA FLC IO 34 SRR (e 2 RE I L IS RNl AT 1t 2 R G 2504, 1 Tk A7 Ak
i
Wkt : PFLCA #£ ZXH-CF Fl LIR-CMOP i @ 153 7513845 1 10 4NF1 9 A IGD e - 1< 2 1) 1IGD
GiTEE R A, PFLCA 1E 18 23Rt T CCMO, Hid 25 A FEHE s Bt T HAh 5L . SLie st
KW, PFLCA MIfFEE T HEIm in) S ) S0/, R I R A5 puse st .
® ZFEf%: PFLCA fE ZXH-CF 1 LIR-CMOP [i] @ Hh 43 HII3R45 T 11 AN 10 4N HV Fflifl. B35 2 1 HV
Guit g R0l A, PFLCA B3 T HAh 5k, JUHAE LIR-CMOP5-14 [0 fii i R B , 7873 ] PFLCA
REMS RAIE AR/ CPF L 3535) 43 A, JUFRAE CPR AT 2 [ S (1 1) @ b R I R 4F (1 2 K 1% . PFLCA
5 CCMO B XML 5%, (B PFLCA fEZ FEMER I ERR LT CCMO, Xt — B0k 1 Frigth
[RSEA I S4B RE 05 205 | SR 7R A P2 I AE v AT 3k, NI m vk 2 AE M.
® 1f7E: PFLCA 7E ZXH-CF 1 LIR-CMOP [a & 40 53R 13 T 12 AN 10 4 FR f& AE(EP FR = 1)
% 2 I FR GiiT45 Al 41, PFLCA. CCMO Fl CMOQLMT 7 Al 471t R BIA 2, HEZ & T HAb
S, X ULE] PFLCA R i F2 b RE 08 3R A5 58 0 = 1 vl AT M
# 3 JBoR T AT SURAE 30 IR BB TS AT I ) S HES . SRER AR KRB, PFLCA M T¥is4T
IR M 1.1024 70, HESZ S, {UXT t-DEACPBI. {HIFERNIZ, PFLCA TEFRAS R4 A T t-
DEACPBI B W EMH . XK PFLCA ERFFRARERE BRI, L EE LR UFS S v Bk R

° oy

Table 3. Average running time of all algorithms on 30 test problems

= 3. FTAEIATE 30 N B)RE A A9 F 1B TR E)

Hik C3M CMOQLMT IMCMOEAD ICMA CCMO tDEACPBI PFLCA
SEIIEAT N ] (FD) 1.1788 1.3261 1.2113 2.3003 2.5037 0.9894 1.1024
H4 3 5 4 6 7 1 2

CRE T SRR R, CIM @ M BUS RIS MR B A B S AT AT, CMOQLMT %:T 24T 55 HESL
ORI IE L CPF, t-DEA-CPBI 7ERMR F R BEMRA, HEMHESZHTRERIELETI N
MFAN R BRI . ICMA £ CPF 43 B o A7 ol b R 4% 7 b it S AR 3, (B L4 i i th i 284 CPF.
IM-CMOEA/D. CCMO 5 PFLCA 1EAZ FIEELAL A, £ ZXH-CF &%) in#iH, PFLCA 5 CCMO fE
A R AR o AR e AE R M B D, 175 IM-CMOEA/D BRI #61T- L0 AL B L (26 8, S B0/ % 271 i)
RIS . AN, 78 LIR-CMOP %1 ji @irf, PFLCA AL Al 2 Mt kR A N B, F8/0E
TR 5] SRPEE A A ATATIR, B DI UE T BRI % A% O R T A R

3.3.2. MFBFERED IR

N T HE— B UE T B BOOURREHEZE A M, At YR REAR R PELCA-FP. PFLCA-TP.
PFLCA-GA F1 PFLCA-DE. H:t1, PFLCA-FP 1 PFLCA-TP 73 5l A AL & Bk Rl e Al H AR Bt () AR 4
PFLCA-GA Fl1 PFLCA-DE 73 51¥ PFLCA B 74— B o BHE R T M E D H 7.

A IR T A HRAR R PFLCA £ 30 2R @ %) HV. I1GD 1 FR {E ¥ Wilcoxon FEAI# %
Guitsh . SLIRLERER W, PFLCA TEATA MRS br AR5 0 T % Bk . Bk, 76 1GD 4iit&
R, PFLCA 7£ 28 N EEfE R £ LT PFLCA-FP; 1E FR Stit 455, PFLCA fE 27 AR E BT
PFLCA-TP, X775 i Bl 1 UM I AUHE JEAH LU SR BB AE SR Al B 2% 1) R AL HY . BR324 W, PFLCA fE
IGD it &5 R 23 AN SEHER KR T PFLCA-DE, /£ HV it 45 R fg 22 N3k sk 34 T PFLCA-GA.
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Table 4. Wilcoxon rank-sum test results for population performance

5= 4. ThEHMERERY Wilcoxon FRFIIE IS Srit ek

RS PFLCA-FP PFLCA-TP PFLCA-GA PFLCA-DE PFLCA
IGD (+/-1=) 0/28/2 1/23/6 4/11/15 2/23/5 —
HV (+/-1=) 212414 1/24/5 212216 5/13/12 —
FR (+/-/=) 417119 0/27/3 3/8/19 2/8/20 —

4. BE

BT EGE, ASCBE T A T R R B OO AR ) g . S M AR E AL BT A T e
WA, M T =N T ORI R A% . R AW S, M T A RN, SRBL T
JRAR AR FEYZ A o TR, R BT P 2 5 B R FEAR S5 &, 4R T — /N EET XU L (b B AR B
ZHEM G BRI Z A A S, B3R T SRR RE . SCIREERGRE], AR
H S RENE A RUEBR 2 2R 2 B AR DUAL R R, JEH2 B O AN AT AT SR R SRR A £ ) 1]
S ZAR AR REVS A R S REEAL, ATTERTH SR SR8, (B P B T MR T g R P R S 6
Petl, FEREFHUALAL A 17 AU R 38 I e T I R 2R o ROR, BTt — AR R B T MR B 1 755
MNSEBGHHE T 27 21 R A ORI, R SR T SRR L R A )
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Table Al. Wilcoxon rank-sum test results of IGD values obtained by all algorithms on 30 sets of test problems
= AL FTAEIAT 30 ENRBRE P IR 1589 1IGD {EHY Wilcoxon FFNHGIE LG 45 R

15 R C3M CMOQLMT  IMCMOEAD ICMA CCMO  tDEACPBI  PFLCA
ZXH-CF1 7.93e2— 6.70e—2— 9.36e—2— 530e—2— 4.76e2—  4.89¢2—  4.62e-2
ZXH-CF2 2.09e—1— 5.06e—1- 3.96e—1- 3.95¢—1—  l.6de—1=  2.70e—1— 1.37e-1
ZXH-CF3 1.39¢—1- 1.49¢—1— 1.26e—1— L.1le-1-  7.58e—2— 1.0le-1-  6.67e-2
ZXH-CF4 1.53e+0- 1.16e+0— 1.24e+0— 1.42e+0—  25le-1=  5.02e-1-  2.12e-1
ZXH-CF5 1.22¢-1- 4.08e—1— 2.25¢—1- 2.72e-1-  1.94e-1- 1.55e—1-  4.85¢-2
ZXH-CF6 4.80e—2— 4.30e—2— 5.62e—2— 3.70e—2—  3.35¢2—  4.54e2—  3.13e-2
ZXH-CF7 5.53¢—1— 6.89¢e—1- 7.46e—1— 7.23¢-1-  1.74e-1-  2.47e-1- 1.25¢-1
ZXH-CF8 1.12¢-1- 2.19e-1— 1.64e—1— 224e—1-  6.05e2—  8.80e2—  5.71e-2
ZXH-CF9 2.19¢-1— 1.10e—1- 2.97e—1- 1.72e-1-  3.80e—2+ 1.32e-1-  5.05e-2
ZXH-CF10  1.45e+0- 1.35e+0— 1.35e+0— 1.94e+0—  1.54e-1+  6.0le—1- 1.83e—1
ZXH-CF11  7.66e—2— 4.65e—2— 8.42e—2— 4.89¢—2—-  3.00e—2+  6.10e—2—  3.78¢-2
ZXH-CF12  2.7le-1- 6.71e—1- 7.7le-1— 6.45¢-1—  156e-1=  52le-1—  6.81e-2
ZXH-CF13  6.73e-1- 1.04e+0— 1.13e+0— 1.28e+0—  3.1le-1=  3.29e—1+  4.00e-1
ZXH-CF14  4.27¢-2- 4.84e—2— 5.0le—2— 1.02e-1-  1.64e—2—  2.64e—2— 1.22¢-2
ZXH-CF15  4.96e—2+ 1.77e-1- 3.10e—1— 2.70e-1-  8.22e—2— 1.76e-1-  5.42e-2
ZXH-CF16  5.51e-3- 4.78e—3— 2.19¢—2— 594e3— 32le3=  242e2—  3.26e-3

LIRCMOP1  2.89¢e—1+ 3.08e—1+ 3.57e-1= 3.07e—1+  3.07e-1+  3.15e-1+  3.54e-1
LIRCMOP2  2.77e-1+ 2.72e—1+ 3.02e—1+ 2.38e-1+ 2.75¢—1+  2.55e—1+  3.4le-l
LIRCMOP3  3.6le-1= 3.18e—1= 3.42e—1= 3.12e—1=  3.18e—1=  3.06e-1=  3.39e-1
LIRCMOP4  3.58e-1= 2.89¢—1= 3.16e—1= 2.84e—1=  297e-1=  2.78e-1+  2.92e-1
LIRCMOP5  2.52e+0- 1.55e+0— 2.64e+0— 2.4let0—  7.86e—1- 1.6le+0—  3.57e-1
LIRCMOP6  2.64e+0- 1.42e+0— 2.84e+0— 233e+0—  1.07e+0- 1.46e+0—  4.12e-1
LIRCMOP7  2.34e+0- 1.42e+0— 3.33e+0— 1.77e+0—  1.73e—1- 1.61e+0— 1.61e-1
LIRCMOP8  2.38e+0- 1.54e+0— 3.44e+0— 2.0let0—  3.46e—1- 1.68e+0—  2.62e-1
LIRCMOP9  6.24e-1= 8.74e—1- 1.45e+0— 7.50e-1—  9.37e—1- 1.06e+0—  6.4le-1
LIRCMOP10  8.20e—1— 9.30e—1— 1.21et0- 8.5le-1—  9.8le-1— 1.06e+0—  6.71e—1
LIRCMOP11  6.13e-1= 8.49¢—1- 1.33e+0— 7.09e—1—  720e-1—  9.96e—1—  4.22e-1
LIRCMOP12  5.39¢-1- 7.57e—1— 1.22¢+0- 6.58e—1—  6.5le-1-  9.85e-1—  4.11e-1
LIRCMOP13  1.36e+0— 1.33e+0— 1.39e+0— 1.32¢+0—  2.29¢—1- 1.31et+0— 1.15¢-1
LIRCMOP14  1.3le+0— 1.29e+0— 1.35e+0— 1.28e+0—  1.87e—1- 1.27e+0— 1.03e-1
+—/= 3/23/4 2/26/2 1/26/3 2/26/2 5/18/7 4/25/1
DOI: 10.12677/0rf.2025.152086 325 B SR


https://doi.org/10.12677/orf.2025.152086

SR A

Table A2. Wilcoxon rank-sum test results of HV values obtained by all algorithms on 30 sets of test problems
= A2. FTEEATE 30 LA IB)#E AP 3R 15 /9 HV ERY Wilcoxon FXFIIGIGHITEER

15 R C3M CMOQLMT  IMCMOEAD ICMA CCMO  tDEACPBI  PFLCA
ZXH-CF1 7.84e—1— 8.02e—1- 7.35¢—1- 820e—1— 828e—1-  8.26e-1-  8.33e-1
ZXH-CF2 3.04e—1— 1.3le-1- 1.4le—1- 1.73e—1-  443e—1-  3.19e-1—-  4.51e-1
ZXH-CF3 3.68¢—1— 3.52e—1- 4.0le—1— 4.1le—1- 4.74e—-1-  458¢—1—  4.98e-1
ZXH-CF4 5.54e-3— 5.46e—3— 1.24e-3— 9.87e—4—  2.05e—1-  550e2—  2.45e-1
ZXH-CF5 1.87e—1— 6.34e—2— 1.55e—1— 1.03e-1-  1.92e-1- 1.98e-1-  2.78e-1
ZXH-CF6 1.97e-1- 2.04e—1— 2.06e—1— 2.13e-1-  2.18e-1-  2.07e-1-  2.23e-1
ZXH-CF7 3.60e—3— 1.78e—5— 2.22e-3— 8.85e—4—  1.68e—1= 1.22e-1-  2.24e-1
ZXH-CF8 1.46e—1— 8.07e—2— 1.02e-1— 8.12¢e2—  1.95¢-1+ 1.65e—1— 1.97e-1
ZXH-CF9 8.23e—2- 12le-1- 1.15e-1— 8.78e—2—  2.30e-1+ 1.78¢e-1—  2.06e—1
ZXH-CF10  2.47e—4— 4.29¢—4— 1.56e—3— 0.00e+0—  1.68e—1+  6.0le—2— 1.29¢-1
ZXH-CF11  2.95¢-1- 3.72e1- 3.39e—1- 3.48¢c—1- 4.13e-1+  3.69¢e-1-  4.0le-1
ZXH-CF12  3.7le-1- 1.18e—1— 1.48¢—1— 1.87e-1—  5.67e-1-  2.53¢-1-  6.56e—1
ZXH-CF13 1.23¢-2— 3.43e-3- 9.70e—4— 1.22e-3— 7.5le2=  1.16e-1+ 1.32e-1
ZXH-CF14  4.69¢—1- 4.60e—1— 4.54e—1— 44le-1- 5.17e-1=  499e—1-  5.22e-1
ZXH-CF15  5.90e-1- 4.24e—1— 3.86e—1- 40le-1- 5.6d4e—1=  487e—1—  5.99¢-1
ZXH-CF16  7.68¢—1— 7.70e—1- 7.70e—1- 7.67e—1—  1.75¢-1=  7.60e-1-  7.75e-1

LIRCMOP1  154e-1+ 1.43e—1+ 9.95¢—2= llle-1=  1.10e-1= 1.08e—1= 1.01e-1
LIRCMOP2  22le-1= 22le-1= 2.14e-1= 2.35e—1+ 220e-1=  229e-1+  2.13e-1
LIRCMOP3  8.42e—2= 9.76e—2= 9.28e—2= 1.00e-1=  9.67e-2=  1.00e-1+ 9.59¢—2
LIRCMOP4  1.72e-1- 1.92e-1= 1.84e—1= 1.99e-1=  19le-1=  1.94e-1+  2.03e-1
LIRCMOP5  3.74e—3— 0.00e+0— 0.00e+0— 0.00e+0—  6.8le—2—  0.00e+0— 1.36e-1
LIRCMOP6  3.50e—3— 9.86e—4— 0.00e+0— 0.00e+0—  2.43e2—  599¢2—  9.03e-2
LIRCMOP7  1.48¢—2— 3.81e—2— 0.00e+0— 0.00e+0—  2.32e-1=  8.63e3—  2.32e-1
LIRCMOP8  1.34¢-2- 2.09¢-2— 0.00e+0— 0.00e+0—  2.0le—1=  0.00e+0—  2.14e-1
LIRCMOP9  2.74e-1+ 1.44e—1- 1.40e—2— 223e—1=  l.4de—1-  8.40e—2- 2.74e—1
LIRCMOP10  19le-1= 1.05e—1— 1.67e—2— 1.28e—1-  63le2—  493e2—  2.25e-1
LIRCMOP11  3.39e-1- 1.81e—1- 4.61le—2— 2.55e—1-  2.60e—1— 1.57e-1-  3.97e-1
LIRCMOP12  3.36e-1— 2.22e—1— L1le-1- 2.8le—1-  3.35¢-1- 1.9le-1-  4.07e-1
LIRCMOP13  4.59e—5— 1.05e—4— 7.79¢—6— 1.10e—4—  3.98e-1—  298¢e—4—  5.23e-1
LIRCMOP14  2.19¢-3— 3.04e—3— 6.56e—5— 4.94e—4—  459e-1—-  8.12¢—4—  5.53e-1
+—/= 2/25/3 1/26/3 0/26/4 1/25/4 4/15/11 4/25/1
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Table A3. Wilcoxon rank-sum test results of FR values obtained by all algorithms on 30 sets of test problems
= A3. FTEEATE 30 LM IB)RE P 3R 15 /0 FR EAY Wilcoxon BXFIHGIGHITEE R

iF] 7 C3M CMOQLMT IMCMOEAD ICMA CCMO tDEACPBI PFLCA
ZXH-CF1 1.000= 1.000= 1.000= 1.000= 1.000= 1.000= 1.000
ZXH-CF2 1.000= 1.000= 0.989= 0.967- 1.000= 0.966— 0.999
ZXH-CF3 1.000= 1.000= 1.000= 1.000= 1.000= 1.000= 1.000
ZXH-CF4 0.000— 1.000+ 0.673— 0.887= 1.000+ 1.000+ 0.902
ZXH-CF5 1.000= 1.000= 0.995= 0.867— 1.000= 1.000= 1.000
ZXH-CF6 1.000= 1.000= 0.997= 1.000= 1.000= 1.000= 1.000
ZXH-CF7 0.002— 0.987= 0.497- 0.615— 1.000= 1.000= 1.000
ZXH-CF8 1.000= 1.000= 0.764— 1.000= 0.985— 0.943— 1.000
ZXH-CF9 1.000= 1.000= 0.527- 1.000= 1.000= 1.000= 1.000
ZXH-CF10 0.000— 0.987= 0.147- 0.541- 1.000= 1.000= 1.000
ZXH-CF11 1.000= 1.000= 0.991= 1.000= 1.000= 1.000= 1.000
ZXH-CF12 1.000= 0.967— 0.975= 0.967= 1.000= 1.000= 9.983
ZXH-CF13 0.212- 0.967- 0.467— 0.756— 1.000= 1.000= 1.000
ZXH-CF14 1.000= 0.967= 0.819— 0.970= 1.000= 1.000= 9.816
ZXH-CF15 1.000= 0.967— 0.995= 0.937- 0.967- 1.000= 1.000
ZXH-CF16 1.000= 1.000= 0.840— 1.000= 1.000= 1.000= 1.000
LIRCMOP1 0.173— 0.956= 0.324— 1.000+ 1.000+ 0.992+ 0.951
LIRCMOP2 0.021- 0.970= 0.791- 1.000+ 1.000+ 0.981+ 0.894
LIRCMOP3 0.005— 0.969= 0.714- 1.000+ 1.000+ 1.000+ 0.918
LIRCMOP4 0.004— 0.992= 0.781- 1.000+ 1.000+ 0.984= 0.976
LIRCMOP5 1.000= 1.000= 1.000= 1.000= 1.000= 1.000= 1.000
LIRCMOP6 1.000= 1.000= 1.000= 1.000= 1.000= 1.000= 1.000
LIRCMOP7 1.000= 1.000= 1.000= 1.000= 1.000= 1.000= 1.000
LIRCMOP8 1.000= 1.000= 1.000= 1.000= 1.000= 1.000= 1.000
LIRCMOP9 1.000= 1.000= 1.000= 1.000= 1.000= 1.000= 1.000
LIRCMOP10 1.000= 1.000= 1.000= 1.000= 1.000= 1.000= 1.000
LIRCMOP11 1.000= 1.000= 1.000= 1.000= 1.000= 1.000= 1.000
LIRCMOP12 1.000= 1.000= 1.000= 1.000= 1.000= 1.000= 1.000
LIRCMOP13 1.000= 1.000= 1.000= 1.000= 1.000= 1.000= 1.000
LIRCMOP14 1.000= 1.000= 1.000= 1.000= 1.000= 1.000= 1.000
+/—/= 0/8/22 1/3/26 0/12/18 4/6/20 5/2/23 4/2/24
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