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Constrained multi-objective wolf pack algorithm with spiral search and
multi-population interaction
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Abstract: Aiming at the problems of existing wolf pack algorithms in solving constrained multi-objective optimization
problems (CMOPs): imperfect constraint handling mechanism leads to insufficient solution feasibility; single search
mode of scouts and fierce wolves fails to fully explore the solution space, resulting in insufficient solution diversity, a
constrained multi-objective wolf pack algorithm with spiral search and multi-population interaction (CMOWPA-SSI) is
proposed. First, a spiral search strategy is designed to optimize the learning models of scouts and fierce wolves, which
strengthens global exploration and local exploitation capabilities respectively, thus improving the diversity and
convergence of the algorithm. Second, a multi-population interaction mechanism is constructed, which sets up three
populations including constraint-priority, constraint-ignorance and constraint-relaxation. The complementary
advantages are realized through information interaction among populations, which coordinates the exploration of
feasible and infeasible regions, enhances the algorithm's adaptability in constrained environments and ensures the
feasibility of the solution set. Experiments on DTLZ, MW and DAS-CMOP benchmark test suites show that
CMOWPA-SSI is significantly superior to six comparison algorithms in convergence accuracy and solution set

distribution, and can effectively improve the comprehensive solving performance of CMOPs.
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Ky o6 45 5 (R E /K 0.05), Hirf Mean 5 Std 4351
N IGD ¥ME 5 FriE 2. "+ "R =" ) R4 L
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FxH

BRF &5 Bni k528X ENARS AiREL L

F2 REZEEDILZMRE LN IGD &8

Problem IGD PPS IWOA CAEAD MCCMO MTCMO APSEA CMOWPA-SSI
Mean 2.6194E-02 2.1373E-02 2.2429E-02 2.0049E-02 2.0036E-02 2.0040E-02 1.9708E-02
C1pTLzl Std 1.32E-03 1.48E-04 5.28E-04 6.59E-05 1.83E-04 2.20E-04 7.12E-05
Mean 5.3726E+00 1.8708E+00 1.9955E+00 5.3667E-02 6.6900E+00 4.0374E+00 5.2722E-02
C1pTrz3 Std 4.10E+00 3.09E+00 3.05E+00 9.44E-04 3.25E+00 4.36E+00 4.67E-04
Mean 5.4454E-02 4.8663E-02 5.0696E-02 4.2163E-02 4.2734E-02 4.2592E-02 4.2602E-02
c2priz Std 1.91E-03 7.41E-04 6.82E-04 2.56E-04 2.88E-04 5.19E-04 3.71E-04
Mean 2.0334E-01 1.1553E-01 1.1119E-01 9.5281E-02 9.5081E-02 2.1967E-01 9.5159E-02
©3.PTLzA Std 1.18E-01 2.47E-03 4.60E-03 5.06E-04 6.40E-04 3.05E-01 7.83E-04
Mean 3.6555E-02 2.6399E-02 9.1192E-02 1.1409E-02 1.1420E-02 1.1468E-02 1.1401E-02
DCI_DTLZ1 Std 2.03E-03 6.69E-03 1.41E-01 1.46E-04 5.06E-05 1.05E-04 8.19E-05
Mean 3.2819E-01 5.1291E-01 1.1783E+00 3.3919E-02 3.3798E-02 3.3844E-02 3.3552E-02
DC1_DTLZ3 Std 1.97E-01 8.89E-01 1.07E+00 3.54E-04 3.30E-04 2.61E-04 2.52E-04
Mean 2.8286E-02 4.9766E-02 1.0025E-01 2.0300E-02 6.8193E-02 2.0149E-02 1.9845E-02
DC2_DTLZ1 Std 1.16E-03 6.08E-02 8.11E-02 1.94E-04 7.44E-02 8.81E-05 1.24E-04
Mean 4.7797E-01 2.3852E-01 5.8087E-01 5.3454E-02 5.6070E-01 5.6345E-01 5.6246E-01
DC2_DTLZ3 Std 2.00E-01 2.64E-01 2.71E-03 5.99E-04 0.00E+00 1.94E-03 1.30E-03
Mean 1.3779E+00 3.8608E-01 3.9727E-01 6.8738E-03 3.6348E-02 1.6988E-01 6.8625E-03
D3 pTLzl Std 2.55E+00 2.47E-01 3.01E-01 7.48E-05 6.55E-02 2.06E-03 7.60E-05
Mean 3.7237E+00 3.1365E+00 6.1092E+00 2.0040E-02 1.6682E+00 1.4457E+00 4.6787E-01
DC3_DTLZ3 Std 2.25E+00 2.53E+00 3.88E+00 2.10E-04 9.11E-01 3.44E-01 2.19E-01
+/—/= 1/8/1 1/8/1 0/10/0 3/3/4 1/7/2 0/7/3
Total 0 0 0 3 1 0 6
Friedman 5.7 4.6 6.1 2.3 3.6 39 1.8
Rank 6 5 7 2 3 4 1
®3 BEEEMWINKE LR IGD 48R
Problem IGD PPS IWOA CAEAD MCCMO MTCMO APSEA CMOWPA-SSI
MW Mean 3.5521E-03 1.0804E-01 5.3697E-02 1.6262E-03 1.6206E-03 1.6152E-03 1.5921E-03
Std 9.88E-04 2.11E-01 9.86E-02 1.58E-05 1.17E-05 2.30E-05 3.23E-06
Mean 1.8580E-01 9.3220E-02 8.9191E-02 1.8752E-02 2.1811E-02 1.4650E-02 1.8725E-02
Mw2 Std 8.92E-02 4.33E-02 5.67E-02 3.96E-03 5.82E-03 9.01E-03 2.67E-03
MW3 Mean 6.6032E-03 5.5025E-03 5.6900E-03 4.9538E-03 4.7994E-03 4.9298E-03 4.8022E-03
Std 4.71E-04 2.05E-04 1.59E-04 2.41E-04 3.93E-04 1.65E-04 3.03E-04
MWa Mean 5.7267E-02 5.3574E-02 1.9744E-01 4.1329E-02 4.0671E-02 4.0873E-02 3.9963E-02
Std 1.44E-03 2.84E-03 1.85E-01 4.47E-04 2.30E-04 5.01E-04 1.90E-04
MWS Mean 6.2001E-01 3.2640E-01 1.7303E-01 5.8534E-04 1.1195E-03 4.1011E-03 4.9828E-04
Std 2.95E-01 3.81E-01 3.23E-01 2.15E-04 1.94E-03 2.75E-03 1.54E-04
MW6 Mean 5.1947E-01 3.7427E-01 5.4519E-01 3.3693E-02 2.0721E-02 1.3570E-02 1.5940E-02
Std 3.54E-02 2.10E-01 3.17E-01 2.18E-02 1.07E-02 9.09E-03 6.62E-03
MW7 Mean 5.3543E-03 5.4769E-03 5.4564E-03 4.4569E-03 4.4421E-03 4.4792E-03 4.3668E-03
Std 3.54E-04 3.34E-04 4.51E-04 3.89E-04 2.48E-04 2.52E-04 2.16E-04
Mean 1.3241E-01 9.8733E-02 1.1566E-01 4.6097E-02 4.4123E-02 4.6809E-02 4.4242E-02
MWS Std 5.00E-02 1.41E-02 5.17E-02 2.58E-03 1.29E-03 2.78E-03 1.11E-03
MWO Mean 5.0286E-02 2.1669E-01 2.3927E-01 4.3440E-03 4.6563E-03 7.7904E-03 5.4028E-03
Std 8.20E-02 3.22E-01 3.33E-01 1.41E-04 3.97E-04 5.52E-04 1.18E-03
Mean 3.1797E-01 4.5980E-01 1.2196E-01 1.9527E-02 5.0115E-02 2.1197E-02 1.1471E-02
MWI0 Std 2.65E-01 1.99E-01 3.12E-01 2.91E-02 5.00E-02 1.57E-02 6.75E-03
Mean 7.4625E-03 6.8959E-03 6.2359E-03 6.1159E-03 5.9465E-03 5.9979E-03 5.8949E-03
MW Std 3.92E-04 1.93E-04 1.17E-04 1.75E-04 1.49E-04 4.18E-05 1.42E-04
Mean 1.1424E-01 3.9619E-01 2.0347E-01 4.7158E-03 4.7294E-03 4.5840E-03 4.6118E-03
Mwi2 Std 2.49E-01 3.06E-01 3.19E-01 1.59E-04 7.20E-05 7.23E-05 9.85E-05
Mean 5.2047E-01 1.9529E-01 1.9907E-01 6.3933E-02 8.0434E-02 6.6500E-02 3.2413E-02
MWL3 Std 3.50E-01 3.46E-02 5.63E-02 2.19E-02 2.75E-02 3.06E-02 2.01E-02
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Problem 1GD PPS IWOA CAEAD MCCMO MTCMO APSEA CMOWPA-SSI
MW 14 Mean 1.3487E-01 1.1513E-01 1.9730E-01 9.7084E-02 9.6594E-02 9.5411E-02 9.6664E-02
Std 9.30E-03 1.52E-02 6.95E-02 1.50E-03 9.66E-04 2.14E-03 1.59E-03
+/—/= 0/14/0 0/14/0 0/14/0 1/9/4 1/9/4 3/8/3
Total 0 0 0 1 2 4 7
Friedman 5.7 4.6 6.2 2.1 3.8 4.1 1.5
Rank 6 5 7 2 3 4 1
R4 BEEAE DAS-CMOP UK &E LM IGD &8
Problem IGD PPS IWOA CAEAD MCCMO MTCMO APSEA CMOWPA-SSI
DASCMOP! Mean 1.7174E-01 5.9936E-03 3.5487E-03 4.1072E-03 6.9528E-01 7.6386E-01 7.1426E-02
Std 2.70E-01 1.44E-03 1.23E-04 7.99E-04 3.21E-02 2.45E-02 2.46E-02
Mean 4.7542E-03 4.8167E-03 5.2422E-03 4.7908E-03 2.3919E-01 2.5684E-01 2.0228E-02
DASCMOP2
Std 1.35E-04 2.15E-04 1.82E-04 2.22E-04 3.91E-02 4.27E-02 2.29E-02
Mean 2.8741E-01 2.1416E-02 2.6041E-02 1.9744E-02 2.5597E-01 3.4486E-01 1.9347E-02
DASCMOP3
Std 9.27E-02 2.34E-03 5.59E-02 3.31E-04 1.97E-03 1.62E-03 2.43E-04
Mean 1.5303E-01 6.3357E-02 6.8965E-02 2.3767E-01 2.4498E-03 4.5914E-03 1.6677E-03
DASCMOP4
Std 1.79E-01 1.17E-01 1.53E-01 4.60E-01 9.25E-04 4.37E-03 1.16E-03
Mean 1.4192E-01 1.1154E-02 1.5904E-01 5.2110E-03 2.7963E-03 1.0074E-01 3.0478E-03
DASCMOP5
Std 2.89E-01 3.99E-03 3.74E-01 1.11E-03 5.57E-05 1.55E-01 1.80E-04
Mean 5.2316E-01 1.2537E-01 1.2422E-01 3.7778E-02 1.7880E-01 3.1489E-01 2.6475E-02
DASCMOP6
Std 1.85E-01 1.40E-01 1.34E-01 5.12E-02 1.67E-01 2.39E-01 7.96E-03
DASCMOP7 Mean 1.9162E-01 7.1394E-02 7.5777E-02 4.9337E-02 3.0717E-02 3.0627E-02 3.1190E-02
Std 1.47E-01 1.43E-02 7.05E-02 1.62E-02 4.92E-04 6.22E-04 4.21E-04
Mean 1.5697E-01 8.4455E-02 2.7878E-01 6.1870E-02 4.0009E-02 3.9545E-02 3.9312E-02
DASCMOPS8
Std 1.08E-01 3.54E-02 4.40E-01 1.39E-02 8.13E-04 6.82E-04 9.01E-04
Mean 1.3235E-01 4.0242E-02 4.2954E-02 4.1845E-02 2.8781E-01 3.6365E-01 1.2582E-01
DASCMOP9
Std 7.96E-02 8.33E-04 1.68E-03 1.15E-03 4.89E-02 8.50E-02 3.00E-02
+/—/= /71 3/5/1 3/5/1 3/4/2 1/5/3 0/6/3
Total 1 1 1 0 1 1 4
Friedman 5.4 3.6 4.4 3.1 4.0 5.1 2.4
Rank 7 3 5 2 4 6 1

% 2 JBIR & HVETE DTLZ 25134 1) 1IGD
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10 NIRRT 6 4~ _EEAS 7 IGD $ME ek, &%
PEAREAL N BT A Fyk i A H Friedman ~“FHJHES AN
1.8, e Rank HEZ 25 1, LA MEfe B &L T 6 Fhxt
EA= RGN

Wilcoxon #% K 36 45 8 2 7%, 76 10 4S8 58 %1
H, CAEAD & — > iR £ 14 g £ - CMOWPA-SSI,
10 MR EY R BT 2 PPS 5 IWOA ¥V 1 PR3
FAR, 8 ANBREERDLE 2 ; MTCMO 12 1 /™R BCE AL,
7 AN ERBUR L E 25 APSEA TR B AR, 7 N ERER
I 225 BRE 2 P B IR B MCCMO, A 3 /MR 2L
FAR, 3 MERBEEIE Z. X4 BIGE T CMOWPA-
SSI [ RESRE T B Gt 3 1, miEREA L% 3.

3 BT & FRAE MW IR EE B IGD 45
B MW IR ECLES 4 DMK R S, 28BS T

CPF 5 UPF 7 4 RH A L7 B X R, 2R UFL) R
Z HARR AR Z AR 1 1A% O DR AR . sEa o 1
X8, CMOWPA-SSI 7 14 NI sk o (1) 7 4 |k
313 1GD B8 fe ., S o B0z B P A6 5 Lo Bk
H: Friedman “FHE4 N 1.5, x4 Rank HEZ 26 1, 7
S ARAE L R H 4 X 405 R 27 A MR

Wilcoxon & 4 25 R #t — 2 ' I T CMOWPA-
SSI ¥ BE 1L #5: PPS. IWOA. CAEAD = Fli Sy 7
S 14 AR R A L, M RERY B 25 T CMOWPA-
SSIL, E—N R EEAS AL A 3 MCCMO 5 MTCMO
B 1 AR B RE AR, 9 AN R BCRILE 22; B AF 2
UL B I I LE B3k APSEA, A 3 4N b8 B AR,
8 AR LRI %

4 JRoR T % 5 EAE DAS-CMOP iRk % F 11
IGD 45 1. DAS-CMOP Wl 4E DA = e SIOHE FE A% 0
FEAE, FOAR R ) CPF £ B T A 2k M 240 o) i
Bl 2 AN R R AR R DL, SRR 1 A R IR R
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FxH

BT S B E55AFBRANAHRS AARRBEL X 9

7~, CMOWPA-SSI 7E 9 /MR B& £ 1) 4 A _F S
IGD S &L, R IKB AN A Bk 2, H

Friedman “F-35HE4Z N 2.4, Bt 2% Rank & 56 lﬁ:%
MEFE 2 RARA I 5 S AR R AL 22 & PER
H o, # DASCMOPI. DASCMOP2.

DASCMOP5. DASCMOP9 & 4 /ANt a5 I, Bk
REUH B R IGD AR, %0 5 R %R sk i A
2 2 R 1. DASCMOP1 5 DASCMOP2 A 4T
B2 WA HIR A0 A, CPF 58 2 ba T 4 AR R 1 4
TR T, AR DK S 2 A SRS B T SRR
%; DASCMOP5 5 DASCMOP9 %) 3 # & i & . 4
WRBE B S, CPF % 2 JR) i fee A0 DX 440, BB, o) 94
AIAT 3 5 Rk ) R R AR SRR B S
B DRI 5 3 5702 A BE 77, AR BT B — K R 2
& RS HORMR, R E ER R AR R T 58
PR A B AL A7 AE — e 2200, 2 BRI AT & B IX 1],
ES ALK P e ol N7 S D EZ e b
Wilcoxon £ 46 &5 R 8, 7E 9 NIk o6 2,
APSEA TR PEREL T CMOWPA-SSI, 6 4N R 3E
PLE 22, PPSAY | MR ETEAR, 7 R R B 2%

MTCMO X 14 ek # SE AL, 54> oR H R B %2
IWOA. CAEAD. MCCMO 1% 3 MR # s 48, HA4
ZHORFR I 2. X — 245 Ui, B 7E SRR 26
P 22 JR 0 a4 1) e e BT 29 R85 1, CMOWPA-
SSI S At B ML RE L3 5 R AF i) & Fettk.

5 BN T S HEIEER A MREE B HY 45581,
CMOWPA-SSI 7£ 12 A~k ek #h 1 6 AN HLA 1
HV SE B, SR EA B A bRk A
Friedman “F-#JHE 2 4 2.25, #x & Rank HE4 56 1, 1
40k 4R B 25 & P R R 35 I T PPS. IWOA.
CAEAD %5 6 F %t Lk 59 Wilcoxon 5 k6 56 45
Fib—0 B T EIEMERE R g R v AR 12 AN
R H, PPS. IWOA. CAEAD 1% 2 4 e B Pk g
. F CMOWPA-SSI, 10 4™ bR 7% I B 22 5 R 2

A XML MCCMO, A 2 AR AL, HR 2 50R
ORI BT

2i4 K FE, CMOWPA-SSI 7F IGD 5 HV W K%
OPEREFR bR EIEAS T AL G HEA, TR R
TE R T A B EIE, 7843 UE B S50k A I S T W Sioks

®5 BEEREAMNKERH LA HY R

Problem HV PPS IWOA CAEAD MCCMO MTCMO APSEA CMOWPASSI
Mean 1.7212E-01 4.5155E-01 8.7971E-02 5.5944E-01 9.3258E-02 2.7744E-01 5.6107E-01
C1.DTrz3 Std 2.67E-01 1.00E-01 1.32E-01 6.45E-04 2.28E-01 3.04E-01 6.60E-04
Mean 2.8872E-01 6.1146E-02 7.6153E-02 4.7415E-01 4.7436E-01 4.7385E-01 4.7495E-01
DC1DILZ3 Std 1.14E-01 1.15E-01 9.25E-02 7.09E-04 9.51E-04 1.38E-03 5.98E-04
Mean 8.0638E-01 8.2685E-01 6.3321E-01 8.4191E-01 7.2169E-01 8.4202E-01 8.4316E-01
DC2 DTLZ Std 4.40E-03 2.21E-03 2.07E-01 3.00E-04 1.87E-01 6.48E-04 2.76E-04
Mean 1.2524E-01 8.7326E-02 1.3711E-01 5.3612E-01 4.5025E-01 1.0132E-01 5.3602E-01
DC3_DTLZL Std 1.82E-01 2.14E-01 2.22E-01 1.06E-03 1.75E-01 3.86E-03 1.57E-03
DASCMOP2 Mean 3.5471E-01 3.5467E-01 3.5474E-01 3.5460E-01 2.6550E-01 2.4933E-01 2.6305E-01
Std 1.12E-04 8.93E-05 9.67E-05 3.67E-04 3.94E-03 4.15E-03 5.76E-03
DASCMOPS Mean 2.8389E-01 2.9534E-01 2.9111E-01 3.4884E-01 3.5156E-01 2.9068E-01 3.5105E-01
Std 1.35E-01 1.19E-01 1.40E-01 8.58E-04 1.33E-04 9.52E-02 2.82E-04
DASCMOPS Mean 1.5595E-01 1.8013E-01 1.4965E-01 1.9317E-01 2.0720E-01 2.0745E-01 2.0669E-01
Std 6.26E-02 1.98E-02 8.43E-02 8.02E-03 3.61E-04 3.73E-04 5.01E-04
DASCMOP9 Mean 1.8152E-01 2.0418E-01 2.0395E-01 2.0455E-01 1.4230E-01 1.2958E-01 1.3939E-01
Std 2.31E-02 5.46E-04 5.72E-04 3.31E-04 9.71E-03 1.33E-02 7.83E-03
Mean 3.4960E-01 4.7933E-01 4.6117E-01 5.5574E-01 5.5114E-01 5.5393E-01 5.6359E-01
MWz Std 8.70E-02 1.64E-02 7.11E-02 6.01E-03 8.62E-03 1.63E-02 1.50E-02
Mean 5.4249E-01 5.4296E-01 5.4230E-01 5.4417E-01 5.4420E-01 5.4432E-01 5.4484E-01
MW Std 9.26E-04 2.93E-04 3.48E-04 4.97E-04 9.15E-04 4.30E-04 7.72E-04
Mean 3.5206E-01 3.8591E-01 3.9204E-01 5.3249E-01 5.4127E-01 5.2894E-01 5.3989E-01
MWS Std 8.92E-02 7.83E-02 8.82E-02 1.20E-02 7.91E-03 1.12E-02 6.32E-03
Mean 2.2338E-01 3.5565E-01 3.6030E-01 4.4974E-01 4.4136E-01 4.4823E-01 4.5498E-01
MW Std 1.03E-01 3.13E-02 3.31E-02 1.00E-02 1.47E-02 1.30E-02 1.52E-02
+-/= 2/10/0 2/10/0 2/10/0 2/4/6 1/2/9 1/5/6
Total 0 0 1 2 2 1 6
Friedman 5.50 4.75 5.25 2.67 3.50 4.08 2.25
Rank 7 5 6 2 3 4 1
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