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Table 1 Comparison of IGD performance of eight multi-objective optimization algorithms on ten test problems
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Upp  3-1745e-3 6.8764c-2 2.2702e-2 5.466 7e=2 3.129 2e-2 5.820 8e=2 7.8350c-2  6.783 Oe-2
(3.20e-4) (3.66e-2) (4.44e-3) (1.04e-2)- (5.21e=3) (1.52e=2) (6.44e=3) (1.6le-2)
Upy 1317 8e-2 3.7274e-2 1.592 le=2 2.136 le=2 1.710 Te=2 2.109 0e=2 5.617 Te-2  2.879 Oe-2
(9.59e-4) (2.53e-2) (2.17e=3) (5.76e-3) (4.24e-3) (9.00e-3) (5.74e=3)  (8.25¢-3)
upy  37767e-2 2267 2e-1 4.461 5e-2 7.046 le=2 9.133 Te=2 1304 le=1 2943 2e-1  2.042 de-1
(2.06e-2) (3.99e-2) (2.46e-3) (1.03e-2) (1.32e-2) (3.24e-2) (3.7le-2) (4.38e-2)
Ups 5559 7e-2 3.9398e-2 5.4128¢-2 3.906 0e-2 6.598 4e=2 3.930 de-2 7.889 6e=2 4. 1420e-2
(4.11e-3)  (1.18e=3) (3.14e-3) (8.92e-4) (3.44e-3) (1.00e-3) (3.13e=3)  (3.18e-4)
Ups  3-9273e-1 3.121 Te=1 4.5750c-1 3.517 Se-1 3.4554e-1 2.180 4e=1 2.706 Te-1  2.173 8e-1
(1.72e-1)  (1.25e-1) (1.04e—1) (4.80e-2) (1.76e-1) (5.16e-2) (7.28¢-2) (4.21e-2)
upe 1168 5e-1 2.384 9e-1 2.3029e-1 1144 le=1 1.5962e-1 1.174 9e=1 1.491 le=1  1.180 Ge-1
(2.48¢-2) (1.3le-1) (3.77e-2) (3.36e-2) (1.08e—1) (2.19¢-2) (7.55¢-2) (1.36e-2)
Upy  6-8556e-3 1.410 le-1 8.6625e-3 2.5793¢-2 3.201 9e-2 4.8355e-2 7.124 0e-2 5.168 le=2
(4.13e=3) (1.54e—1) (8.57e—-4) (3.52e=2) (6.09¢-2) (7.8le=2) (6.76e=2)  (7.33e-2)
Upg 2-7320e-1 1119 de-1 1179 Se=1 1.2720e=1 5.080 3e-1 9.606 le-2 2.910 6e=1  1.050 4e-1
(6.42e-2) (6.89e-2) (9.51e=3) (6.24e=2) (6.67e-2) (4.08e=2) (5.27e=2)  (2.94e-2)
Upg  1-3469e-1 1673 de=1 8.536 3e-2 1.061 4e=1 7.6062e-1 1.667 le=1 2.364 2e=1 1.925 le-1
(9.81e=2) (7.40e-2) (3.68e=3) (5.63e=2) (l.4le—=1) (7.13e=2) (8.03e=2) (1.19e-1)
UFlo 2947 3e-1 4.4334e-1 2293 7e+0 2.955 3e-1 3.438 4e+0 2.949 3e-1 4.6855e-1  3.165 9e-1
(6.42e-2) (1.12e=1) (2.77e—=1) (7.13e=2) (3.76e-1) (2.04e-2) (1.14e=1) (4.5le-2)
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Table 2 The IGD performance of three algorithms
Mk K% EOL-MODE OL-MODE EL-MODE
UF1 5.174 5e-3 7.707 2e-3 5.676 6e-3
(3.20e-4) (5.81e-4) (3.28e-4)
UF2 1.317 5e-2 1. 465 3e-2 1.2128e-2
(9.59%-4) (1.26e-3) (1.39e-3)
UF3 3.776 Te-2 2.926 4e-2 3.291 Qe-2
(2.06e-2) (1.58e-2) (2.51e-2)
UF4 5.559 7e-2 5.561 9e-2 5.571 0e-2
(4.11e-3) (2.58e-3) (2.69¢-3)
UFs 3.927 3e-1 4.004 9e-1 4.265 Te—-1
(1.72e-1) (1.64e-1) (2.13e-1)
UF6 1. 168 5e-1 1.742 Se-1 1.722 8e-1
(2.48e-2) (9.45e-2) (9.22e¢-2)
UF7 6. 855 6e-3 1.371 7e-2 1.032 le-2
(4.13e-3) (8.05e-3) (6.39%¢-3)
UFS 2.732 Oe-1 2.228 le-1 1. 811 5e-1
(6.42e-2) (1.29e-1) (1.23e-1)
UF9 1. 546 9e-1 2.307 6e-1 1.919 le-1
(9.81e-2) (1.26e-1) (1. 14e-1)
UF10 2.947 3e-1 2.495 le+0 1. 483 2e+0
(6.42e-2) (6.43e-1) (4.73e-1)
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