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Abstract

A multi-objective vehicle routing problem with time windows considering service order and bal-
ance is constructed to minimize delivery costs, minimize vehicle flow time differences, and maxim-
ize customer satisfaction. A marginal sampling Harris Eagle algorithm was designed to solve the
model based on its characteristics. Finally, a Solomon example was used for testing, and the results
showed that the marginal sampling Harris Eagle algorithm improved the solution results compared
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to the basic Harris Eagle algorithm. This algorithm also performs better in solving examples in ex-
isting literature than in literature. Compared with other heuristic algorithms, this algorithm per-
forms more efficiently in solving problems.

Keywords

Multi-Objective, Balance, Service Order Constraints, Vehicle Routing Problem, Harris Hawks
Optimizer Algorithm

Copyright © 2025 by author(s) and Hans Publishers Inc.
This work is licensed under the Creative Commons Attribution International License (CC BY 4.0).
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

1. 51§

Bt 5 2 T 8 e 95 O R S T 1 2 DL R 1 R S5 S AT L R R e, BRI i O s AT e 7 R i
(2% F 5 R R B AR AR, DUTE RV 7] S U XU . R B 2 MRk 95 F R 1), [H
HREEE R BEEAT AR ST W1 Heechul Bae 5[ 11550 Ja 58 A5 5 22 4% 1 R0 & IRTTICIA 225K , 25 S8 A &1
Ll KA, OIS AIAE I ER, W 1 ARG S/ IME R R A% ) R A . Ousmane Ali 55(2]
BEXTRRCIE X B A EOR, A R AR AT IR 55 o S — DB DTS AS, ANTTRLZ ™ o, 1
BOATFNRPAT LA, M T R /MUK A A AT n) B o g it 22 45 [ 3 1K 77 i IR C 18 1 2228
W EP AT 20 B, Sr Dhf /MGG IR R 22 BE B 18]y H A IR - 4 A7 ) AR Y

FEIUA SCRR T B2 A7 22 A s KIN8R8 AT RS MR O R, ()P =% R A B C A N B3 LA iR i~
MR 22 B FR G ARER AR IR AU b o DRI, SOSN8 RE IR S5 NBUFY A T4 Pty Ik 1) B (1 22 H AR ZE i A2 1)
A (Multi-Objective Vehicle Routing Problem with Time Windows and Service Order and Balance, MOV-
RPTW-SOB).

AP AT ) R T NP HE I NI RIS, ] DA PRSI S0 SR R (0 0 B8 S (4], S AR RGE
[5155) KAk, AHSLPRYIARTECIE b il 5 H SR AR R A ) REAE AR RUBOR O, A P RS B SRVE AR T 2 32 I
() PN 45 21 7T 1252 IR T SRIBCHE (6] 0, R BRI 9] ] P9 45380 7T 12252 B MR A B REDL AL SRV (71N T
RAEAERAR ) R FE Tk 0. MR SENER], WU SRVE [V RELIR K BIK[10].

W B - JEALAL B[ 11] (Harris Hawks Optimizer Algorithm, HHO) & —Fh i B ge b &k, Kok
FRIN R TR oA ZE Tl R I B[ 12], PR EUE 2 BI13]1% 2 A0, (HRD R T ftis
AT PN AR 326 1k e 203 B A 5 S AR I R SR A

AL HHO SR SC R by i 1) 22 H AR G BR A I LR T, () I AR AR A5 2R F) B4R 5 5 HHO 5
EARGREE, KL% RFE%mS[14] (Edge Area-Based Sampling Strategy, EASS)5 HHO ikt ir4s 4, W
TSR ARSI I bR R A - i LI « J8 5075 (Edge Area-Based Sampling Strategy-Harris Hawks Optimizer
Algorithm, EASS-HHO). fEZEGIH 5 F, @ilF EASS-HHO i 53 A M B « f# 59)(Basic Harris
Hawks Optimizer Algorithm, BHHO)JJ3R il 25 AT X5 L or 4, DABGUE 535 S A 2

2. B PR AR S5 G A0 47 4 7 Bt TB) B O %5 B AR 2 A i 12 e R AR A
2.1. [EIREHEA
125 1B IR S5 WU AT R 0 % ARG 1] B A O R R, 5 AR/ OB A A, H e
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A R ERHAT I 2 TR SS,  FHFORIEIRSS 715 280G . B R4 B ARG 7E 2 RS 2RI
[, PRAREARECIE A i/ N AR AL I ) 22, R ERAR S WEE . HERLARZM T
(1) BEFERSS Hf BRB R ZE 40K 40, HARRAH 22 1A T B (R Al i R I B KT (2) & & X HE
— RSB TR R EA R B T IR AL o KA &, HAF RS TR T — I8 (3) &7 AT ReAFLE LI
WEZOURS TR, BHAAEZI, W2 BT 158 BRSSP IR S s (4) A 2435 M JR]—Rc i At
R, SERREEET A %P RS G 5 BRI S (5) AT S A s 2R AR Ss, #5 225000 e I 1) 2 Y
B, BPHEEICA 1 ABEREE, SN 0, FF/5= A4 E 5B BUE IR I R 22 1 1S i i 7% T,
BT REOCNF B b,

2.2. BUFER

R FESHOR BT :

J: BLIEMILE T (T 0 A, HETR A n B EG(jed, j=0,1,-,n); P: ]RETHRME
H£E(peP, p=l-,p) A" RRXNE p KIRFSA TR W RARNES: H . ATHATH p K
W5 I AR s qf %7 j XTH p RIS BT REE; 07 ATH p RIRF WP R VF
MR IRSS Bkits 77 SRR AR % th VIR AT I s sl: S TR —% il S, s
MRS5S W55 Z A B R SR VR (B TRI R s ST« ZR40 v N j SR 0656 p RS IR SIS 1) o - i i
SR MEEE; CP: R4 p BIRS MBI G7 : L5 p MRS 1 45010 S AT I BE
B al s ORI AENE T jHATH p RIRSS I BEARE; o) o FoRBR v AT p KIRSTH

WP WL P TR AT ) [T/, T2 o %07 j (el p IS5 M T Vs it [ 6 X

WRBEWT:
»  JLBRHE p MM v WK | AT j,Vpe P, jeJ ,ve H;
0, 75
o | LRGE p BIRST R v A% j SRS, Vpe P, jed,ve HY;
» o, 7
ﬂ_L%&p%W%%ivaﬁﬁwpdh@H%
"o, 7w

eh s BEW v BIIE% 7 j ARG p FOIRSTI P AL MR BTSSRI 18] 28, 0 AR v R RS p
KIRFALRBEFLIN BEERS, FERRER IS0, CST: %) j X5 p RIRFHNHERE KT FP - Bk
TEFRR S p KRS HS, BT MR 502 ERETME: 777 - R4 p BIRSSHIER v BRI
s nl e ROLEH p KRG Ry L PR R 5 .

FE_EIR SRR R S AL B B AL T, 25 RSP AT 55 B R A ol IeF 1) 26 1) 22 A At s A2 K
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Z xp, =yh.vjed’,veH", peP 4)
ieJnAP
> X =yh.Vjed veH peP )
ieJnAP )
Zyj’.’V:I,VjeA",peP (6)
veH?
Y vhg! <Q".YveH',peP @)
jear
a[j+s£+t§vSafv+M(1—xijp.v),Vi,jeJuAp,veH”,peP ®)
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al.‘v’v“—M(l—yi‘;’l)ﬁalfv’+sl.‘;+M(1—y,.’v’)+sl,VieApﬁA”“,veH”,weH”“,peP (10)
z Z xpth <T",NveH",peP (11)
jeJudl ieJuA?
T =M 1=y ) <al+ef, =10 <T/ +M(1-},),Vje 4’ ,ve H ,pe P (12)

O,afv<7}E",‘v’peP,jeJ
CS? =40,T" <a’, ,NpeP,jeJ (13)

LT/ <al <T/”,VpeP,jeJ

= ) 9
b(a;;—T/.p),ijSa_‘;’v,VpeP,jeJ

b(]_’f"—a" ),af ST]E",VpeP,jeJ

TP = 3 > th+ Y e+ Y ), VveH' peP (15)
ieJUhY jeJUhl jeJuhf jeJuhl

al 20,Vie A”, veH" ,peP (16)

z? e{O,l},VveH",peP (17)

yhe{0,1},Vjed’ veH" peP (18)
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H AR BB ()RS AE R T 2R IATIR T, S MEBRRCE A, ARSI R 3 4298
ITBRER RS SR, DS R AR A B R BA B AR AR T 3 s F AR R Q) R i KA A 2 1 R 5
B HARRBQG)HE— P I AT L, RTT e/ & AR IRUFE I () 22 0 20 SR(4)~(5) R 447
MRS LIREIRAE L v JATE P j BIEE p KIRSS, MALAUERENE . IS IFRITZE P IR L8 (6)
TR PUGH LR : B j RIS T AR R i — IR e il AR R B ELAR, FRA S
FLENR 55 1) % R i SR AN I R 0 B KRB OB IRF G AR HE, i 578965 p
M 55 7 R H A A — AR, W BA 5 7 IS 1A) 75 AN T 2R3 7 i PRI 8] 5 H AR 55 I ) K% 7 s 47 3t
I [ s ARV R A& ) 25 i BRI ST, 58 p+1 SRZE ) 2R [ A2 T2 p FOIR S5 e st
[6]5 LY (10)4E 22 I 55 I R TI B LA, [R]— 2 7 P S 55 2 0 23 i ] 1) o A5l M R K TRI B s 29
RADFREHE R TR [ AR H R VB ZIR12)Z M G LH, 250 v BIE% 7 j )
175 p AR5 B 18] 6 205 1% 25 7 V€ N 8] B VL IE s Z9AR(13) N5 7 j AEIRSEER p SR 55 I 7 AL A L
B ARAHRIGFEWHEIRSTE T j 5 p KR, AR RsER], AN THME ARA5E
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3. Rf# MOVRPTW-SOB RIABREHE - RS EHT - EE X
3.1. BHHO &3k

HHO (Harris Hawks Optimization) 5% & —Flof BUBEAR R BeALAb 78 fExEEd, R g7 %
— MR, HALBEVONEGEE: TN A g T, RIS MRy 2 s P A B sl 7] e
FEEAEI Re B, MESARIE B 5SSV S ILARIE B o AL B A T B SRS, DA 4
AL HE

SR T AU T T A A R 1k R B R AS (RIS Mk MU B8 77) S BENLIR N T R FEHAT 9, k2 P
Y gng, ScE R R RS 2RI R REha . B TR A MR O B #)
DR Bt(Exploration) FH TRV S 2RI LM, BT BL(Exploitation) W] F T~ FEl G5 it AT R AR AL S .

RSV RE B £, RN R A A G s, B AERRIE AN AE (- 1,1) 2[RI BENL™ 42, E N
TR AETR R R . M |E| =1, MEEEANF R T R E NN BY: e[z 10, g
FAEANF B S RS A7 B ) AR A B AE VI OF R B s [ I R 4 106 it e A A B AL ) A ] HR
8, HATAFRERIT NI HRIEY .. ZEERARNESE R[],

3.2. JDBREAE - MMEHT - BEE

N T ARBFHR A SCE MOVRPTW-SOB Al  ASSCHE e X WIaa R HEAT A 52O HEr, /3 3RS AL
AR s A AL R RAE SRS AN 0T 25 U A AR 25 5 IR AR S AR, HEAT BB, BbAh, RESC
R R LRSSt 4 RO R SR AT AU R, SR S AT AR SRR, DA R B AL R -

3.2.1. Ik

K ERB G772 BN ny n BRI S 3 HIN1,2,3, 05 Fi S n+ 1 KHIRFRRS,
G5 0 XBIAFEGMERE: S &FRBEA L FRIRGEA TR, H p MIREH, SMEMEK
JEN pxn+p—1. WA 2 MRS, 5 BIEAME, b 1~5 S %08 — RS &K BB B
HFEHIN[BS5421], EREKAENB54210]: 3~5 S E X8 A0 %A 7R HBEHLAE BB 5510 N4 5
3], AEARERAEA0453 0], AR ATAT A 1 FTR.

3 5 4 2 1 0 & & 4 5 3 0

Figure 1. Representation of the solution

1. BHIRT

3.2.2. JOPRFAEERE

FZRER) 2 H br 0 AR 1) AR, KPR SRS A EASS-HHO ByAgs Gk, 75 RAEME
NI T BRRAE SRS 2 T A B AR B AR NSRRI AL s, — 7 A A AL A 1 = 2
BEINEAE, 7 NIRRT 2 A AR T BRI K . bR RAE S R 1 2 o
3.2.3. KRMBHER

ARSI AR il 32 B I AT 2 PO iR AE AR T 3K, R B AR 2 A i B 1. AN
A R BRI R AT A A U
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Figure 2. Marginal sampling
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a) H R UOERUE TR R EAT IR SCICHE T, 43 ny DNESCRCREFT N — n, SR

b) SINBENLAE R, NIAREE JT =¢/T , WWRBENIAS & 1 52 JJ IRV, 20T > I, B0 8R o);
T, SRR AR

o) fEHBENLAE R r,, Zr, <0.5 I, SERI bR RAE NG LB n, /2 A, FCABEHLIRAR n, AN 4ESCRC AR
R (2 AN, ARG S AREURI n 2 AN, B AN ENAESCIEC SR B P IR d), SRR RS
e i H S AR

d) S ECARAN BT FESRC AR AN KT, A SCIRC AR o B AL I8 B 5 3 ST A A H50R [R] ) A Al ST e«
I, N BT S IC A B ATLERCA = SRR (0350 23 B 23 AR SR o A 6 I ST e v i 5 A P st 2% 7 i)
FEHVCEL Y, SR 5 A2 AT A 8 1) D7 Y A I (R g, 32 T A7 RO A R A S E QAR

3.2.4. XEBER

N TS EASS-HHO SHE7E B EU AL inl @b (SR EE 77, ASCHE BHHO HUE AL b, 25
4 MOVRPTW-SOB il @l [FRF i, 4% | 4H-E& 571 4 Fhss E-F B3 SR

HAEH T BRI, Jeti 5 RS T BENLLAL & OB 2 IR 55 T R M8, SR 5 AR A AL,
KM Z AR, BN — N TR BOE A n MIRESFE p AR, K
HUn, 2 p MRS 538 n -1 p— 1 PR SRR A R 1 2 55 75 SR AR, e A ilin? 2%
M55 R AR Wl 3 R, A 2 MRS REL RIS R AL A AR Parent 1 [324510645306]5 Parent 2 [5
14320654306], HATHEHRER TS H % Child 1, Child2, Child3 5 Child 4.

TXHF 1 (RFEXFET): Fekg SARMER I 0 — A A BCRIERT,  BENLE  — AR fE &
705 ARG K R SCARABAR S AR 55 S AR AT IR 28 S, TR RGBT R e Ja BEATLIGE B A i — A ST
R AT AAR . DUE 1 9 s — PR Ss , BoE R 2 AN HESCRCACAAA Parent 1 [3 24 51 0 6]F Parent 2
[5143206], FENLEFBEATIRTAE R T I 1E A5 BINEE 2 FI2E 4 MU E . XF Parent 1 15,
FIPHI2 4 SYURFEAAS, TRV FFI[3 1]; [, FMER Parent2 FI% 2, 4, 5 FRIRWIE
ARSI 1] A1 3] 4 Parent 1 6 SR i & AH X U7 o) 7 #10[3 1], ARk Child 1[1245306]; [F#E, X Parent
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2 WEHAT AN B A9 A4 Child 1 A1 Child 2, WL 4 Fiw

[
o
n
w
—
o
[
N
w
w
(=]
(=)}

Parent 1

Parent2 | 5 1 4 3 2 0 6 5 4 3 0 6

Child1 | 3 2 4 5 1 0 6 4 5 3 0 6

Child2 | 3 2 4 5 1 0 6 5 4 3 0 6

Child3 | 5 1 4 3 2 0 6 4 5 3 0 6

Child4 | 5 1 4 3 2 0 6 5 4 3 0 6

Figure 3. Operational procedure of the composite operator

3. AR B THHRIERIE

Parent 1 3 2 4 5 1 0 6

Parent 2 5 1 4 3 2 0 6

Child 1 1 2 4 5 3 0 6

Child 2 2 1 4 3 5 0 6

Figure 4. Operation procedure of crossover operator 1 (Order Crossover)
4. XRXEF | (RFRZ)HHFRIERE

LY 2 ZA AR L) R B Z 7 VPGS, ARSI A P B LIE B — KBS S &
Z AR T AR E SRR AT . 1B KB BT SRR R R B, I XA G BR AR 5 1 AT [ 25 T
o WIFEAWESE, HEFTE RIS IR TR . CLE 1 9 s — MRS B, BEd 2
AN EL A AR Parent 1 [3204 510 6] Parent2[51430206], 2 MBS AL KA[5 143
01B[ 4 J5 1R Parent 2 [F2E— 2k B84, FIRMIK 2 I AR5 14 3 01 &AL B RIA R T 5 8## Child 1,
W 5 R

Parent 1 3 2 0 4 5 1 0 6

Parent 2 5 1 4 3 0 2 0 6

Child 1 5 1 2 4 3 0 6

Figure 5. Operational procedure of crossover operator 2
5. XXETF 2 HRIERE

XT3 BN 3 R “ AL P AR /N AR Nk PR o SR SANE T, BEALIE
2R EAT B B 5 % 1 e R R B AR N T AU R IR AR . BN R AR (0% 7 R BT
SR AR, BN B AR IEAT BT . LR B ERAT, HRITA R M s A S TR
fifto 141 RN — SRR SS WA R OZ S T N R, BOEA 2 M ARSCIE A Parent 1[3204 510
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6] Parent2 [S1430206], 2 NSAME 47 Bl A% 20 B8 5 00 2% S B0 ELAE B /N4 3 2 017 AR
IR — 2R, FIRBE 4, 5, 1 2 BKIKIENBRAR[3 2 01 EVEALE, AU Child 134501
2061, W 6 frR.

Parent 1 3 2 0 4 5 1 0 6

Parent 2 5 1 4 3 0 2 0 6

|

Child 1 3 4 5 0 1 2 0 6

Figure 6. Operational procedure of crossover operator 3

6. XXET 3 HRIERE

X 4 A8 SRS E SEAE AR SR ACAME 7, BTt — S 2 e S5 A I 1) 5 o s i LU A9 A/
AR, FEHEAE RN TR, BEG, KZEAE T R B DT A AR R R, JEHI R
B AREEA P M RAE B IRFEAWIEAS, HETEBESNAE A TREE . B RRR
(58— MR 25 PR N ZAS X F IR R Bl DAL 1 2 28 —Fi RS N, e 2 AN EESCREAAR M
Parent 1 [32045106]#1 Parent2 [S1430206], 2SR A 7 5 25 R 1] 5 B0 25 AL B0H U A B s
FIRAR[5 143 01WE N TFARAIER — TR 42, BIRINZ 2 i NAR[S 14 3 01 A A B, A RUA A Child
1[5201430], WK 7Hxw.

Parent 1 3 2 0 4 5 1 0 6

Parent 2 5 1 4 3 0 2 0 6

Child 1 5 2 0 1 4 3 0 6

Figure 7. Operational procedure of crossover operator 4

B 7. TNETF 4 WIRIERI2
3.3. EASS-HHO EE%1E
RIEATIREIE D, Be AT RS2 AN n, » EASS-HHO SiEFIRAEE WA 8 iR .

4. EHISHR

A H Windows10 452 SEIG IS, % H Matlab2016a % EVEFATSZIL. T B i B Sk i oAk,
PERE, X EA#H] EASS-HHO 5273 %t Solomon’s Benchmark [ 1515451 o i) ¢101~c105 B4R 50 4
i A — P IR S T SR LA IR B [ 16 AR, AR5 FEREHLIZ LA 1) 20 AN 5 —FiIR S5 # ok BA
A IR 8] % R B2 AT R207~R211 BEBIRIHT 100 AN A 28 —Fh ik 5% 7 SR L7 I (8] o A%, K5 FEBE L
IEELFL A 40 AN B R ARSS 75 R HLAN T BT [R) 247 (1805 g SS9 AN SCRR[ 1 7] 2% P 0 SE EAT AR, %t
Ak G RFEAT b7
4.1. BHRREMRBE S

EASS-HHO HF /N N AEIR KRR b fem AR AL e RE . N T W e St N BRI 7S N X 4A
REIEZIR, 2> BB Solomon’s Benchmark 4 ¢101~c105 FHEEEA R207~R211 R T %dE, % EASS-HHO
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|5
AHT

Figure 8. Algorithm flowchart
8. BiERIEE
FIRREE KN N EAT R /3 HT
T SRR, ME IR RIS T O 200 B BEEARRAL M RO IAE . BEAE, DXt AR SRR
L EFAT MY, AXZ% [ Ishibuchi [18]5F NS MNP T, RHREHAT BT, HXM
BV FE bR =R o)A QR D TR
RNDS(S,)=|s, ~{xes,|Iyes:y=<x||/s)] (20)
NDS_NUM(Sj):‘Sj—{xeSj |ElyeS:y-<x}‘ Q1)
o, S RAFRMBESRIIAIECRMAES: S, RFEFREA N W3R SROE RS
y < x Tonfil y SR |S ,| TR N A3 20 AR SRR AN . FR6F RN BT E MM &,
bR N N B SRR AR SRR NIRE S, LA R N MO N N WM R N, FIN N, » PRI E R
K, Fonitb N B R GT .
1 R KN B E N 0.50, ny 150 20 2.5 3n (n NSEEITH I EED . H2E 1AL
M N=15n I, $6PRR N, HHEIR N N, BERK, SEEMERERYF, SAEA S ST I MBSO ne

Table 1. Results for different dataset instances at different N values

® 1. TRIBEEXHIERRE N THETER

N1H 0.5n n 1.5n 2n 2.5n 3n
RN, 0.150 0.133 0.213 0.169 0.173 0.151
NN, 1.200 1.600 3.800 2.600 3.400 2.600

avg

X

B SR

(i
3
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4.2. LGSR H
A Solomon’s Benchmark H1AN[RIAARE (AR #e 5 C1 AN RCT A K88 23 Bk 0 ol 7 A= il 54

S A BT S SCR(17]. 8 T B AFHbIRUE EASS-HHO 5k b &AM EREH PR ERE, 7E BEASS-
HHO Sk M ZHURFF AR BL N, 20 I 45 57 R0 4 Fsg U7 5OlfE 9 EASS-HHO 5432
BAEST, 10 70, R PITA AR SCRCR iR PE A, SR e S M R LA P e I ) 22, 5 R nk
2~4 F7R o

N

iy

Table 2. Results of optimization with only the temporary composite operator and only crossover operator 1

=2 BMERIRFRESEFMEMRINET | HRHER

HEHT TXHET1
SO ek U RO BER Bemd meSe ROUR B ROER  Bos RBomw sose
S =R EE S =R HE ES =R EE ORA BE EE
C101 5087.7 44 178.7  6959.9 41 9332 32929 45 101.5 7148.2 41 793.8
C102  5205.3 44 2325  7261.6 41 1120.1 3342.7 47 82.2 73341 41 829.5
C103 4716.2 44 192.7  7458.5 41 1072.5 34454 46 613 64464 42 898.6
C104 4682.2 44 1272 7794.7 41 1168.4 3596.1 46 59.1  7101.1 41 1093.5
C105 4836.8 43 185.6 81714 41 942.1 3584.8 46 90.6  6779.7 41 753.9
R211 28081.5 54 487.4 35960.7 38 1543.7 254924 58 283.7 34856.5 40 1560.7
Table 3. Results of optimization with only crossover operator 2 and only crossover operator 3
3. BMFERARNET 2 MBEMRZNETF 3 WIMHESR
EXHT 2 LT3
S mthr mURw ROUN REER BN RSN R R RN B REW R
S BE O HZE ZS BE HE ES BE O HZE ZS =E MZE
C101 16143 48 126.4  7099.3 41 1681.2  2209.1 49 1034 7195.7 41 2122.8
C102  1896.2 47 102.1  7362.8 41 1742.7 2303.1 48 105.6  7773.7 41 2617.1
C103  1958.5 48 122.4 77287 41 1558.8 2007.6 48 114.1  7250.3 41 2157.9
C104 1849.9 49 102.1  4235.6 44 2008.6  1912.1 48 108.8  8864.8 41 1993.9
C105 1912.3 48 130.5  7032.1 41 1609.1 2198.9 47 122.1  7893.8 41 2446.9
R211 10463.8 83 148.5 184224 69 5568.3 28076.1 55 605.4 355295 39 1733.2
Table 4. Results of optimization with only crossover operator 4
F4. BMFERRZNET 4 PMAER
T 4
i
AR Al AR ) 2% RERA R RE IR FEI ) 22
C101 3831.9 44 190.9 7938.1 41 1904.9
C102 4110.2 44 177.5 7046.6 41 1291.3
C103 4282.1 43 177.8 7550.5 41 1738.7
C104 4240.8 44 145.4 7841.1 41 1353.8
C105 4768.5 44 187.1 7816.2 41 1145.9
R211 26023.4 55 555.8 34053.5 40 1875.7
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RARHE %

EASS-HHO BETEHIREE 208, 1209, ¢103, cl05 % BFrgs SR 5 s, B 5005, 4%
IS BRAESAR , B2 2 P A Ko 2 /N B A A e 1) ZE AR A R 24 B B FE ORI, AR B B R IR
LSRR EIPEY EPO K5 N et Tk N G By E PO S N N o N E D S NI A TS p Sl E DA 5 A

Table 5. Performance of the EASS-HHO algorithm on four different datasets
3% 5. EASS-HHO &A7E 4 MEURE MG R

e R208 R209 cl103 C105
SRR h fhih h A2 h A h fhof
2161.2 45 81.2 2271.0 45 29.4 13424.0 23 753.5 16434.7 12 741.1

—_

2 21612 45 90.4 2271.0 45 337 134240 23 7156 16462.1 12 741.1
3 23495 46 47.0 29412 46 294 134240 23  721.5 16506.8 12 741.1
4 1913.1 46  103.8 2473.0 47 32.1 134240 23 7535  16557.6 12 741.1
5 19173 46  103.8 2261.7 48 38.1 134240 23 7755 155834 13 785.7
6 23722 46 56.2 1841.7 48 469  13470.1 23 715.6  17127.6 15  456.7
7 2382.4 46 56.2 1863.5 49 409 14621.0 25 463.1 171722 15 456.7
8 2386.5 46 56.2 1871.6 49 469 14667.0 25 463.1 16618.1 16 500.5
9 2388.4 46 50.2 1871.6 49 469 14210.1 25 4949 108253 23 804.5
10 2394.0 46 50.2 1871.6 49 469 14089.5 26 5062 108253 23  818.7
11 2398.1 46 50.2 1871.6 49 469 140895 26 516.8 110323 24  804.5
12 23233 46 57.6 18755 49 469 141356 26 5062 101199 24 9138
13 2003.1 47 7625 18755 49 469 14778.0 26 4539 101645 24  913.8
14 22975 48  679.1 18755 49 469 14778.0 26  489.8

15 23004 48  679.1 18789 49 469  14824.1 26 4539

16 2303.1 48 679.1 1899.1 49 469

4.3. EEMREELER

VAR BT HE B 8, AR SR W 2R AR bR - WS TR AR r SR A TEFEAR A, B SCRR[19]—FE,
BT ESER RO BFCaE AR 3RS, NETE, BAITE=FEIREE LG 2 e E S
MR &It EE, RNt 2TmeE, BT 55858 Rk T L.

WS MEFR bR : FRVE M AT TSRS B iR MR IE R, nxQ2)fia, N NEAL Pareto B+ iR
%, d R AHTEIEFTS Pareto fREE LIV 2R MRS S Pareto M ST AR IIREES, 24 r (HER/]N,
FARER AR 5], ACTREVRAE 4 FE 2 AT 7 T I R PRI

>4,
=t 22)

P ATYESEAR: FSRITAS 4T AT RAT I Pareto EAIESIVE, Ws@3)FTR, d, Mld, 735 &R
BT R T3 BT R 5 5% AU h PR W AR 2 [ IEE B, d NFRIRSH B AU T T A AR AT AR
Z B FEESEIAME,  d, AT A TS Pareto FRSEHLEE i MESEE i+ 1 MIMEEE, 24 AMEBR/D, ARG
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RRHE F

[(ERFS SR

N-1 _
d,+d,+Y |d —d|
i=1

A= d,+d, +(N-1)d 23)

[y, 75T, SCEA R 20 R B e, iHROrEnea R, Hbd,
NE MRS i+ VMRZIRIERRS,  f, . f, RIS i MRS E + 1 MRNEE j A HARE,
TFERRB=AHbr, % BUEN 1. 2. 3.

3 , 1/2
d, = [Z(fj,f ~fyin) j (24)

) FH A0 T BT 75 5040 1 S S P A IS E $ R bR 5 A MR AR, g5 SR 6 Fur. B 6 mIfE, M
S FEAT r k5, EASS-HHO HiEEAL T BHHO 532 )2 NSGA-II, MAAitkigsr A K&, EASS-HHO &
EEXNILHEETLEEZEZR, BT BHHO Hik.

Table 6. Algorithm evaluation metrics

6. BRI IEHR

BRAELD EASS-HHO BHHO NSGA-II
r 20.45 24.43 22.67
A 0.47 0.48 0.47

5. &

AR G A 2 RS T ok H A MRS I 20 R 2 H bR 2R A2 1 FE ) JE R T 7 1) RURe
G B RANRELR, Z2AMR% T HA R ESIZINT AT, HEMRZIRT R RS S &M RomiT
T . EERF IR R, ASCMER T — AN CARMUECIE BOAS 980D Z 6 ) L e B ) 22 AR TR I
FARAL HFR 2 B AR R

EFVFBET T, 454 ) BSSE 5 HHO (Harris Hawks Optimization) 57k 2Rt #, #EH T —Fhek
AL B RAERG BT « JEHE(BEASS-HHO), FfLLZEEL 4G HHO BIEN BT @ Al di T sk fif . Sein sk
KW, EASS-HHO TERMERCRAMEALIERE T T T4 HHO 5%, JUH A H P63 R EN LI
i, CRTXET 27 BB S SR . BJh, EASS-HHO # S Ih M T 52br 2, 36iF
THA S SR

TEREBUR TG, AR B TR — 30 51 NI S35 IR GG I () & R 2 e, AR IR SS 200 22 7 1
BT, DTS ) AR N ECSE N F B R, AR TP s VR AN RERE . AESRMR ST I, i
WIRZ P R R AR EAE R ITE, TSR K il SE PR AL IS RE15 24 AL BOR

SE W
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