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Abstract: More and more complex multi-objective optimization problems have emerged in the real world,and the no-
vel heuristic algorithms need to be developed to meet the challenge. A multi-objective firefly algorithm based on multiply co-
operative strategies (MOFA-MCS) is proposed in the paper. MOFA-MCS uses the method of homogenization and randomi-
zation to generate the initial population, adopts the elite solutions in the external archive to lead the firefly to move, exerts
Lévy flights to add random disturbance in the moving process,and finally,the e-three-point shortest path strategy is also ap-
plied to maintain the diversity of the archive solutions. MOFA-MCS is compared with other six representative multi-objective
evolutionary algorithms on 12 benchmark multi-objective test problems,and the experimental results show that MOFA-MCS
has significant performance advantages in terms of convergence and diversity.
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AR HEAR , n, W 27K A vV/F 97 AR 4 1 1 B 1Y
ALK MOFA-MCS B3 v 55 08 Ll 58 105 4 [R] 19 2 8508
BB NS EATAH [E R (E. a0 . 2- H br 09 FhfE SRS NP
=100, #PEBEY ZE Arc B FLEL S 100, B A P 3 ok K5 F
i 50000 ¥ 5 % F 3- H A 3K 7] 81 1 Fob B AR A VP =
200, FMHRARY 58 1Y) Fe K75 2 200, 4% I X o) £K 1 DF Al
WA K 200000 7K.

F b vERE S AT R BELIE &R B T, R AT
B A D pR B 3k 37 32 4T 30 YR AR S L SE B R A
IO iz 1T, BN L & 4G N AF I 3. SGHz A%
CPU, %% Windows 10 X64 #:4E & 48, i A 2 1= F
Java Myeclipse 2015 3¢ & 4 #& ¢ #, Jf ] F§ Matlab
R2015b 85 A,
4.2 ZHRERSHW

SRIG 1 GE A T A XPAERIATE 12 AR AL -
RIG I IGD B PHAL £ FE A PERE. 3R 2 450 T & 5H0E
TEFTAA AL 3R A5 1) 1GD {H (Mean ) 15 22 (Std. ) |
FERIHAK A 5% XL -5 35 > F I B89 BT AR 45 2R 1)
VR R SRR RIS, 3R 3 TR R 25—
PSR AEAH R m) A1 2 57 04T 30 IR (BRI A AN [+)
HIREHLECRT ) IS TT 45 3R -k B (E W R A SC Rk 5 H
ﬁﬁXﬂ“tK’%F&fﬁ~iﬂ‘ﬂiﬁ@§&Lﬁﬁt i NS
47, =TI =7 RIFORAS SO RS 1 Pk REFE A
{Eﬁﬁﬁr@k?ﬁ 5% W -Rr g LT, S TS T
XTIy 1) B4 B3 R X6 I A T 1) I 3k ) R g b 2 P X 40 2
5" Score” FeRA LA L ZF LT A ] SRR
12 ANITe) e e S O, BDAR + 7 5755 =7 iy
(RN 22 (R 3R] - R, SR DML s AN IRl Sk 7E
[ [ b RS A R A (L

MR 2 FTLUE H, A SC) MOFA-MCS 553k (A1) 7E
12 AR 2L B3RS T 11 AL 1GD 21, NSGA-
11 5535 7E DTLZA i3 ) @ F 3R T /Ly 16D 1,
T HAR I 5 Ffoof 45 LA e 3K 12 AN i) b e —
RERTS B AR 1GD B{H. 5248 th i )&, 7E DTLZ4 [n) 5
| ,MOFA-MCS &3 3515 1) 1IGD ¥ 1{H (4. 45E-03) 5 #
4 1GD #{# (3. 93E-03 ) HA AR A B 2% (1077) ,
RO ZH KA B IGD ¥{H 22 7 A K. X KB MOFA-
MCS B3 AE 12 /03K pR 50 AR T HoAt 6 Fpox L 383k
M5 BA AR 16D PERETEAR. I KB iy 45 Rk &
MOFA-MCS %%} b NSGA-TT SPEA2  AbYSS %4 [ 14+
JWEAR43 34 8 10, %5 b MOEA/D-ACD .MOFA 1 MONSFA
B AR S 2 0 12 43 R SO B A AT 12
AN PR E Y IGD PEREFS br i F 20 T oAt 6
T &5 oA B
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Test instance Al A2 A3 A4 A5 A6 A7

Mean 1. 03E -02 4.97E -02 5.20E -02 5.41E -02 6.31E -02 7.36E -02 7.12E -02

ZDT1 Std. 8.50E -03 2.90E -03 3.70E -03 5. 10E -03 4. 80E -03 5.40E -03 5.60E -03
t — test + + + + + +

Mean 1. 54E - 02 8. 62E -02 9.02E -02 9.01E -02 1.02E -01 1.13E -01 1.11E -01

ZDT2 Std. 8.40E -03 5.00E -03 4.20E -03 6.30E -03 7.90E - 03 6.20E - 03 7.80E -03
¢ — test + + + + + +

Mean 7.91E-03 | 2.81E-02 | 2.94E-02 | 2.97E-02 | 3.35E-02 | 3.91E-02 3.94E 02

ZDT3 Std. 3.50E -03 1.30E -03 1. 50E - 03 1. 60E - 03 2.80E -03 3.30E -03 3.40E -03
¢ - test + + + + + +

Mean 7.99E -01 1.51E +00 1.51E +00 1. 73E +00 1. 69E + 00 1. 96E + 00 2.35E +00

ZDT4 Std. 3.90E -02 2. 10E -01 1. 70E -01 1. 90E -01 2.80E -01 3.50E -01 2.40E -01
t — test + + + + + +

Mean 1. 94E - 02 1. 96E -01 2.03E -01 2.03E -01 2. 16E -01 2.33E -01 2.33E -01

7ZDT6 Std. 8.40E -03 8.80E -03 5.60E -03 9.50E -03 9.40E -03 6. 60E - 03 8.90E -03
¢~ test + + + + + N

Mean 7.49E-03 | 2.57E-01 | 2.85E-01 | 3.53E-01 | 3.64E-01 | 8.53E-01 5.08E - 01

DTLZL Std. 0.00E+00 | 5.60E-02 | 7.00E—-02 | 7.70E-02 | 5.50E—02 | 2.70E-01 1. 90E 01
¢ — test + + + + + +

Mean 1. 67E - 03 1.95E -03 1.98E -03 2.16E -03 2.76E -03 4.41E -03 4.37E -03

DTLZ2 Std. 1.30E - 04 7.50E -05 9.80E -05 1.20E -04 1.20E -04 2.40E -04 3.60E -04
t — test + + + + + +

Mean 1.37E - 02 3.44E +00 3.71E +00 4. 34E +00 4.22E +00 7.61E +00 5. 89E +00

DTLZ3 Std. 3.30E -10 6. 10E -01 6. 00E -01 5.70E -01 6. 00E -01 1. 10E +00 1. 30E +00
t — test + + + + + +

Mean 4.45E -03 3.93E -03 4.29E -03 4.29E -03 5.10E -03 8.73E -03 8.34E -03

DTLZ4 Std. 5. 60E - 04 2.40E - 04 3.00E -04 3.30E -04 3.80E -04 1.20E -03 1. 10E -03
t — test - - - + + +

Mean 2.14E -04 4.07E -04 4.43E - 04 4.97E -04 6.39E - 04 1.20E -03 1. 20E - 03

DTLZ5 Std. 5.30E -05 3.30E -05 3.20E -05 4. 50E -05 5.40E -05 1. 80E - 04 1. 80E - 04
t — test + + + + + +

Mean 6.35E -03 4.91E -02 4.89E -02 4.88E -02 5.10E -02 5.24E -02 5.23E -02

DTLZ6 Std. 1. 00E - 04 8.30E - 04 6. 00E - 04 9.40E - 04 1. 00E -03 1.20E -03 9. 00E - 04
t — test + + + + + +

Mean 3.19E -02 6.70E - 02 7.17E =02 7.32E -02 7.58E -02 1.01E -01 9.84E -02

DTLZ7 Std. 9. 10E -03 5.30E -03 4.50E -03 4. 60E - 03 3.90E -03 6.50E -03 9.90E -03
t — test + + + + + +
Better( + ) 11 11 11 12 12 12

Worse( — ) 1 1 1
Same( =) 0 0 0

Score 10 10 10 12 12 12
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% 3 KM Friedman £33045 T 7 Ffoxl L3R 191
aHE4 AT LA H, MOFA-MCS 5335 1 44 U fe i 19,
YA 9 NSCA-IL B33, Bifi J5 4K Y J& SPEA2 | AbYSS |
MOEA/D-ACD #1 MONSFA, H 44 & 2= B9 | & MOFA.
Friedman F335 45 R 54 2 T4 5k Fr 3k 453 19 16D {5
P SRR 25 W) 5. 6 2 R 3 I 25 51 1 K W] MOFA-
MCS $ 2 Hofth 6 Ffxl FE 53k BoA fe LA 16D PERE. 58
RN : MOFA-MCS 5335 3R FH ¥ 23 1 5 BEALYE AR 45 &
(R RERIIR AL 7 95 7 3 50 O3 A TR 3R 2 8] 1 i
BN G SR A R AR A T R4 A T s FEU, SEE A
FIRSSERG I A8 5 3 K A 3l A AT e 2 55k 10
WS e, R e- = m R S AR SR A R 4 3
TR ZARTE. LU B 2RO LA 5, U R
fem TRk AR R SRR BE.

*3 LML EEET IGD $EirM FHHE 2

FEFES ik S
1 MOFA-MCS 1.0821
2 NSGA-II 2. 1428
3 SPEA2 3.2499
4 AbYSS 4.0714
5 MOEA/D-ACD 5.2142
6 MOFA 5.8928
7 MONSFA 5.6071
5 #it

WL 2 H AR e A R AN ™ 2 HLH £ = 2%,
it SRR A K 5 1 LR Bk . A SR AR, BT
T Ji S SO AT E R SR 1) 22 H R D0 A 305 8 1
Z HARIE AL SR 8T B9 F 58 Pl AR SO i — Rl 23R
WP [ 22 AR 3 KRB MOFA-MCS, %58 16 2
SNBSS & 7 A 35 2] 20 A T DR 3R 25 [ A W
TR TR LR RS B Pt Levy flights BEALIL 3, IF
F RS ST S M 45 2 ORI R 3l B Ja 2R e-= a0
BRI IR MERA R SR A0 2 M. SRR A SRR,
ARICH) MOFA-MCS AHXS T HAt 6 Fhooh 45 LE A5 i 1 2
AR B B AL IGD PERESSE b, KW T MOFA-
MCS k2 —Fif B & i) 2 HAREAL S k. ARRORE A
PIANTT W — T AR (1) P 2 5 IR XER) MOP
[T MOFA-MCS 53.3%; (2) K MOFA-MCS 533% it
T TR MOP i) B3R SR fi.
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