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Multi-strategy Adaptive Multi-objective Particle Swarm Optimization

Algorithm Based on Swarm Partition
ZHANG Wei' HUANG Wei-Min'

Abstract In the multi-objective particle swarm optimization algorithm, balancing the convergence and diversity of
the algorithm is the key to obtain the Pareto front with good distribution and accuracy. Most of the proposed meth-
ods rely on only one strategy to guide the particle search, and the algorithm may lack convergence and diversity
when solving complex problems. To solve this problem, a multi-strategy adaptive multi-objective particle swarm op-
timization based on swarm partition is proposed. Firstly, the algorithm detects environment by the convergence
contribution of particles and adjusts the process of particle exploration and exploitation adaptively. Secondly, in or-
der to accurately formulate the search strategy of particles with different performances, a multi-strategy global op-
timal particle selection method and a mutation method are proposed. According to the evaluation index of the con-
vergence of the particles, the population is divided into three regions. Combining particle performance with the al-
gorithm optimization process can improve the search efficiency of each particle. Thirdly, an individual optimal
particle selection scheme with memory interval is proposed to solve the problem that the algorithm falls into local
optimization because the selected individual optimal particles cannot guide the flight direction of particles effect-
ively. That can improve the reliability of individual optimal particle selection, and accelerate the process of particle
convergence. Finally, the fusion metric including particle convergence and diversity is used to maintain the external
archive. It can avoid deleting the particles with good convergence and resulting in population degradation and af-
fecting particle development capabilities, when external archive maintenance is just based on the particle density.
Experimental results show that the proposed algorithm has good performance compared with some other multi-ob-
jective optimization algorithms.
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Table 1 Results of IGD metric of the proposed algorithm and MOPSOs
Tk spmsAMOP?O‘ ‘ clusterl\rlOPSAO[f"“ CdMOPSO[j‘ 3 pccsAMOPSE) 'i“ CMOPSOi7 ‘
A Pk 72 FEE R RE2LE Rl SEHME i FHME Pk 72
ZDT1 234 x107% 546 x107% 1.25x 1072 1.78 x 1072 4.24 x 1072 2.58 x 10™* 3.83 x 1072 2.67 x 10~% 3.82 x 1072 2.15 x 107°
ZDT2 1.98x 1073 6.18 x 107% 1.78 x 1072 5.09 x 1072 4.28 x 1072 1.14 x 10~* 3.81 x 1072 5.81 x 107° 3.86 x 1072 2.83 x 10~°
7ZDT3 883 x107*% 1.02x 1075 1.05x 107! 7.05 x 1072 3.06 x 1073 7.13 x 107° 4.91 x 1072 6.56 x 10~* 4.50 x 10~3 2.83 x 10~°
7ZDT4 2.32x107% 396 x107% 3.99 x 10° 2.61 x 10° 5.91 x 107 4.52 x 10! 5.79 x 1072 2.98 x 10™* 3.70 x 1072 4.59 x 10~ 2
ZDT6 1.60 x 1073 5.20 x 1077 4.39 x 1071 2.37 x 1072 2.99 x 1072 1.54 x 10™* 4.68 x 1072 7.67 x 10~% 3.09 x 1072 2.61 x 10~°
DTLZ1I 123 x107% 1.23 x 1072 4.15 x 101 2.29 x 10!  2.75 x 10>  9.34 x 10° 1.36 x 107! 1.12 x 107! 4.44 x 1072 7.83 x 1072
DTLZ2 3.62x 1073 8.56 x 107> 1.26 x 107! 1.68 x 1072 1.02 x 107! 1.34 x 1072 6.14 x 1072 1.89 x 1072 4.40 x 10™% 3.61 x 10~°
DTLZ3 3.28x107% 9.62 x 1075 4.76 x 10> 2.87 x 10}  4.46 x 10  1.02 x 10* 2.19 x 107! 1.85 x 107! 4.24 x 1072 1.71 x 10~
DTLZ4 7.58 x 1072 3.45 x 1072 2.28 x 107! 8.45 x 1072 1.02 x 107! 3.66 x 1072 4.21 x 1073 3.37 x 1072 4.41 x 1073 7.58 x 10~°
DTLZ5 9.76 x 1072 6.42 x 107* 1.62 x 10™% 2.48 x 1072 6.05 x 1072 7.29 x 10™% 1.18 x 1072 2.48 x 1072 4.40 x 10~ 5.66 x 10~°
DTLZ6 3.62x 1073 3.47 x 107° 7.38 x 1072 1.55 x 107! 5.23 x 1073 3.90 x 107% 5.04 x 1072 2.27 x 10™% 4.09 x 1072 1.83 x 10~%
DTLZ7 4.23 x 1073 1.37 x 10™* 4.02 x 1072 2.06 x 1072 5.78 x 1072 8.49 x 1072 4.27 x 1072 9.51 x 10™* 4.43 x 10™% 4.01 x 10~°
* 2 ARNEESHALZ BAREAELR) IGD IF R FR N EL
Table 2 Results of IGD metric of the proposed algorithm and multi-objective genetic algorithms
WRES AspmsAMOP?O ‘ B NSGA-H“:W ‘ B SPEAQ”‘A ‘ B MOEA/D“A"W ‘ SPEAQ + DAAA“?‘]\
Rl P2 2B PRz B PRl 2 B PRl 22 SFHME PRl 22
ZDT1 234 x107% 546 x 107% 5.74 x 1072 3.39 x 107% 4.15 x 1072 1.77 x 10™* 4.03 x 1072 5.59 x 107° 3.92 x 10~2 5.05 x 10~°
7ZDT2 1.98 x 1073 6.18 x 107° 5.36 x 1072 2.02 x 10™* 4.17 x 1073 2.56 x 10~% 3.85 x 1072 4.34 x 10™° 4.02 x 102 1.07 x 10~*
ZDT3 8.83x107% 1.02x 1075 5.83x 1072 2.02 x 107% 3.16 x 1072 5.96 x 1073 8.42 x 1072 7.02 x 1073 8.46 x 1072 9.45 x 1073
7ZDT4 2.32x107% 396 x107% 253 x 101  7.21 x 10° 2.49 x 101 7.25 x 107° 4.86 x 1073 8.41 x 10™* — —
7ZDT6 1.60 x 1073 520 x 1077 1.65 x 10° 9.80 x 107! 5.32 x 1072 2.65 x 10™% 3.99 x 1072 6.02 x 107>
DTLZ1 1.23x107% 1.23x 1073 1.41 x 10> 6.65 x 10° 3.77 x 10 1.45x107* 6.04 x 107! 2.89 x 107 1.51 x 1072 1.48 x 1073
DTLZ2 3.62 x 1073 8.56 x 107> 1.06 x 107! 8.38 x 1072 8.22 x 1072 2.83 x 1077 6.24 x 10! 6.44 x 1077 3.81 x 1072 3.03 x 10~*
DTLZ3 3.28 x107% 9.62x 1075 1.64 x 10' 7.56 x 10° 4.87 x 10 0.00 x 10° 6.52 x 10~! 2.59 x 10~}
DTLZ4 7.58 x 1072 3.45 x 1072 7.30 x 1072 5.09 x 1072 7.29 x 1072 1.42 x 1077 2.70 x 10~ 6.83 x 1073 — —
DTLZ5 9.76 x 1072 6.42 x 10™* 8.05 x 1072 1.63 x 1072 1.41 x 1072 3.54 x 107° 5.94 x 10~! 8.43 x 10~ — —
DTLZ6 3.62 x 1073 3.47 x 107° 1.47 x 10° 6.09 x 107! 2.49 x 10™% 5.67 x 107° 6.17 x 10~! 1.01 x 10™*
DTLZ7 423 x107% 1.37 x 107* 6.14 x 107 1.29 x 1072 6.24 x 1072 9.50 x 1073 6.57 x 10~ 9.87 x 10™* 3.69 x 1072 5.02 x 10~*
# 3 ANHEBEHARZ Bk REEIER) SP iF R FR AT EE
Table 3 Results of SP metric of the proposed algorithm and MOPSOs
S SpmsAMOPS? o clusterMOPSOA["’i”\ chOPSO[*‘]A‘ o pccsAMOPSOj“ o
FIME PRt 22 A PRt 2 FHME PR 2= A PRl
ZDT1 4.09 x 1073 5.57 x 1073 7.25 x 1072 6.17 x 1074 8.56 x 1072 1.43 x 1072 1.33 x 1072 5.42 x 1073
7ZDT?2 3.19 x 1073 5.58 x 10~° 1.77 x 1072 1.95 x 1073 1.91x1072  6.42x107*  1.06x 1072  4.63x 1073
7ZDT3 4.35 x 1073 4.54 x 1075 778 x 1072 436 x 1072 5.97 x 107! 2.25 x 107 ¢ 1.25 x 1071 6.48 x 1072
7ZDT4 3.84 x 1073 9.84 x 10~° 9.19 x 1073 1.32x 1072  849x 1072  585x107%  1.09x1072 278 x 1073
7ZDT6 3.11x 1073 3.91 x 1075 2.69 x 1072 1.67x 1072  9.83x 1072  465x107% 1.10x 1072  5.89 x 1073
DTLZ1 2.24 x 1072 3.36 x 10°* 9.32 x 1072 1.74 x 1072 4.12x 1072  5.64 x 1073 5.79 x 10° 4.83 x 1071
DTLZ2 3.60 x 1072 1.74 x 1074 7.06 x 1072 3.42x107%  6.91x 1072  4.03x107%  6.08x1072 = 2.54 x 1073
DTLZ3 4.12 x 1072 2.33 x 1073 7.93 x 107 ¢ 2.06 x 1072 5.88 x 1072 3.96 x 1073 6.09 x 1071 7.45 x 1074
DTLZ4 3.80 x 1072 8.63 x 1074 6.81 x 1071 9.94x 1072  476x 1072 2.84x107% 597 x 107! 6.33 x 1072
DTLZ5 7.52x 1072 583 x107%  8.93x1072  7.52x 1073 2.42 x 1072 6.22 x 1073 1.02x 1071 3.74x 1072
DTLZ6 3.47 x 1072 2.14 x 1073 6.80 x 1072 1.83 x 1072 4.65 x 1072 2.73 x 1073 5.86 x 1072 1.26 x 1074
DTLZ7 9.47 x 1072 4.81 x 1072 390 x 107! 1.29x 1072 597 x107' 213 x 107! 1.08 x 1071 3.14 x 1072
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Table 4  Results of SP metric of the proposed algorithm and multi-objective genetic algorithms
— B spmsAMOPS9 ‘ B NSGA-II?* - B SPEA2" o B MOEA/D”L ‘

T ME PRl 22 A iR B PR 2 A P2
7ZDT1 4.09 x 1073 557 x 107° 583 x 1072  9.39x107% 3.73x 1072 267x107% 485x107% 7.19x107*
7ZDT2 3.19 x 1073 5.58 x 10~° 7.24 x 1073 7.41 x 1073 1.09 x 1072 1.04 x 1073 4.36 x 1073 7.41 x 1074
7ZDT3 4.35 x 1073 4.54 x 10~5 9.22x 1072  842x107%  6.07x 107 1.03 x 10° 1.02 x 1071 9.33 x 1073
7ZDT4 3.84x 1073 9.84 x 10~° 2.83x 1072 6.13x107%  4.06 x 1072 1.59 x 1072 7.52x 1072 6.93 x 107
7ZDT6 311 x 1073 3.91 x 1075 3.43x 1072 4.33x107%  4.72x1072  7.74x 1073 1.88 x 1072 552 x 1072
DTLZ1 2.24 x 1072 3.36 x 1074 7.21 x 1071 6.34x 1072 292x107!  3.62x1072 983 x 107! 2.33 x 107!
DTLZ2 3.60 x 1072 1.74 x 1074 4.67x 1072  7.71x107%  5.38x1072  3.42x107°  814x1072  849x 1073
DTLZ3 412 x 1072 2.33x 1073 826x 1072 2.09x 1072  6.34x1072 512x 1073 1.79 x 1071 3.36 x 1072
DTLZ4 3.80 x 1072 8.63 x 10~* 7.14 x 1072 1.97 x 1072 4.38x 1072 6.54x 1073  9.25x 1072  5.61 x 1073
DTLZ5 7.52x 1072 583x107%  6.37 x 1072 1.74 x 1073 3.15x 1072 531 x107%  8.02x1072  4.39x 1073
DTLZ6 3.47 x 1072 2.14x 1073 7.03x 1072 1.56 x 1072 511 x 1072  4.89x 1072 3.93x 1072  3.31x102
DTLZ7 9.47 x 1072 481 x1072  4.19x 107! 7.96 x 1072 2.96 x 1071 529 x 1073 1.85 x 1071 7.93 x 1072
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Table 5 Results of ER metric of the proposed algorithm and MOPSOs
TR spmsAMOPSE)N clusterl\rIOPSOlzi‘]‘ chOPSO[‘:“ pccsAMOPSOE:’]\

A PRl A P2 PHIME PRl RRLE iR
7ZDT1 6.73 x 10~* 1.34 x 1074 1.06 x 10~2 1.00 x 10~2 9.90 x 1072 1.25 x 1073 8.12 x 1073 1.43 x 1072
7ZDT2 3.75x 1073 1.17 x 1075 4.92 x 1071 8.72 x 1072 1.30 x 10° 1.21 x 1071 9.00 x 1073 2.36 x 1073
7ZDT3 8.95 x 1073 1.37 x 1073 2.66 x 107" 9.30x 1072  2.89 x 107! 7.24x 1072  2.60x 1072  8.32x 1073
7ZDT4 2.70 x 1072 835 x 1073  4.42x 107! 1.02 x 1071 9.34 x 1072 6.83x 1072 237 x 1072 4.74 x 1073
7ZDT6 1.60 x 1073 1.24 x 1072 298 x 1072 743x107% 677 x107% 343 x 1073 1.10 x 10~2 4.64 x 104
DTLZ1 6.81 x 1072 4.24 x 1073 4.83 x 1072 6.52x 1073  6.22x 107! 3.81x 1072 9.90 x 10° 7.13 x 107!
DTLZ2 4.74 x 107! 3.52x 1073 1.19 x 10° 7.62 x 1071 8.32x 107"  353x1072  9.10x 107! 5.31 x 1072
DTLZ3 8.15 x 1072 2.47 x 1072 4.07 x 1071 5.26 x 1072 7.21x 107 2.12 x 1072 9.53 x 1072 3.64 x 1072
DTLZ4 8.02 x 1072 1.14 x 1073 8.24x 1072  3.01x107% 242x107' 9.71x107% 6.33x 107! 3.60 x 1072
DTLZ5 1.43 x 1072 3.90 x 1073 4.81 x 107! 5.32 x 1072 1.99 x 1071 973 x 1072 272x1072 474 x 1073
DTLZ6 1.73 x 107! 5.69 x 1072 4.62 x 1072 6.39 x 1073 3.48 x 107+ 2.15 x 1073 1.92 x 1071 8.13 x 1072
DTLZ7 2.18 x 107! 7.64 x 1072 4.77 x 1071 5.07 x 107! 5.89 x 1071 4.33x107'  3.16 x 107! 9.57 x 1072

F6  AEFEHHAZ BAREAEER ER W Fa AR H
Table 6 Results of ER metric of the proposed algorithm and multi-objective genetic algorithms
— sp@sAMOPS(}H ANSGA-H[Z”AH ASPEAQ[T‘] o MOEA/D[?“]A \

PHIME FRifE 2 A PR 2= “FEE PRt 22 FHIME P2
7ZDT1 6.73 x 10~* 1.34 x 1074 8.06 x 1072 5.82x107% 3.00x107% 6.75x 1073 7.65 x 1072 2.44 x 1073
7ZDT?2 3.75 x 1073 1.17 x 1073 574 x 1071 3.41x1072  9.11x107'  4.68x 1072 6.53 x 107! 2.78 x 1072
7ZDT3 8.95 x 1073 137 x 1073 2.09 x 1072 4.12 x 1072 1.49 x 107! 6.92 x 1072 4.87 x 1072 6.47 x 1073
7ZDT4 270 x 1072 8.35x 1072  349x 1072 7.66x107% 845x 1072 293 x 1072 7.60 x 107! 5.36 x 1072
7ZDT6 1.60 x 1073 1.24 x 1072 993x107%  7.64x107% 8.02x107% 3.24x 1073 1.73 x 1072 2,12 x 1073
DTLZ1 6.81 x 1072 424 x 1073 2.80 x 1071 1.55 x 1072 8.31x 1072  4.85x 1073 4.64 x 1071 3.06 x 1072
DTLZ2 4.74 x 107! 3.52x 1073 7.06x 107 544 %1072  9.47x107t 213x 107! 2.59 x 10° 7.42 x 107
DTLZ3 8.15 x 1072 2.47x 1072 860x 107!  3.75x 1072  9.83x 107!  3.41x1072 2,17 x 1071 4.54 x 1073
DTLZ4 8.02 x 1072 1.14 x 1073 4.85x 1071 4.21 x 1072 6.13 x 1072 1.90 x 1073 1.36 x 107! 6.29 x 1072
DTLZ5 1.43 x 1072 3.90 x 1073 943 x 1072 416 x 107%  8.32x 1072 273 x 1073 v1.03 x 1071 6.51 x 1072
DTLZ6 1.73x 1071 5.69x1072  584x1072 791 x107%  4.36 x 107! 2.26 x 1072 2.53 x 107! 9.06 x 1072
DTLZ7 218 x 107! 7.64 x 1072 434 %1071 2.64x107"  3.92x10"! 870 x 1072 3.76 x 107! 2.92 x 107!
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Table 7 Computational time of different algorithms for multi-objective test problems (s)
PR spmsAMOPSO clusterMOPSO® cdMOPSOF pcesAMOPSO™! NSGA-TI* SPEA2! MOEA /D
ZDT1 105.26 108.87 101.72 121.95 129.17 135.23 152.45
ZDT2 104.72 114.95 112.74 108.34 133.15 126.65 139.13
ZDT3 111.23 136.38 135.81 124.57 132.40 137.98 135.02
ZDT4 115.17 132.09 129.69 122.19 125.67 130.61 147.61
ZDT6 122.48 131.62 124.23 126.62 133.52 128.74 149.55
DTLZ1 210.77 230.82 226.47 219.83 248.13 232.47 280.73
DTLZ2 218.93 233.49 212.73 215.63 250.26 238.69 289.36
DTLZ3 212.61 228.34 217.51 218.26 250.98 242.81 281.75
DTLZ4 218.34 230.25 220.98 216.44 247.37 241.33 276.84
DTLZ5 219.15 234.16 228.21 221.92 255.91 250.62 286.17
DTLZ6 216.37 236.59 225.40 225.73 245.69 247.97 288.33
DTLZ7 215.42 243.52 224.64 232.41 246.38 238.11 295.42

FR) 45 R 3113 10 Ik IGD Fe AR I e AR 7 3548 F
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LHEIEM IGD fEFrI% T pccsAMOPSO #iZ:
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