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Abstract: To address multi-objective conflicts and insufficient decision-space diversity in UAV path planning within
complex three-dimensional environments, this paper proposes an improved multimodal multi-objective differential
evolution algorithm, termed MMODE_HDMS. The algorithm formulates fuel consumption and comprehensive flight
risk as the two competing optimization objectives and adopts a spherical vector coordinate representation for path
encoding. Built upon the MMODE_CSCD framework, it incorporates a dynamic mutation probability strategy, a hybrid
mutation operator, and a Hausdorff-distance-based environmental selection mechanism to balance exploration and
exploitation, reinforce local search capability, and preserve the morphological diversity of candidate paths. Extensive
experiments are conducted on four types of 3D simulation terrains, constructed by configuring distinct obstacle
densities in both symmetric and asymmetric scenarios. The experimental results demonstrate that MMODE_HDMS
reduces the IGD value by 20.0% and 39.4% under symmetric terrains, and by 5.9% and 10.7% under asymmetric
terrains, compared with MMODE_CSCD. Furthermore, the proposed algorithm exhibits competitive performance in
terms of distribution and diversity and can generate a set of equivalent optimal trajectories that achieve similar objective
values yet differ significantly in geometric configuration. These findings substantiate the superiority and practical utility

of MMODE_HDMS in offering diversified and trade-off alternatives in real-world reconnaissance missions.
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AR T AEXT BRI, 2R AR5 J L Av) B2 9% B 2 5
M B U BB  45 4 A 2 f1 BE ER 3R
43 FXRZRERKIE
431 B EITSMETE

R UE B A5 AR S W 2 SR (0 Ak, BB
ANFEVIEG S R AR R RS A G, K- HY 5 IGD
TRFRHEAT VRAL, Hoh IGD 25 g — B N5 5
HV %K 50% M EMELZEA T
432 LRS54

Zi& HV 5 IGD fabr k) @ 1 1F o 45 REW], =
A (0.3, 0.05) fEM P T 2R G M R SR A Bk
M5, (EXTFR I N iZ A A& BRI A A 1T 24.2%,
R3A B2, FEAEXT TR 35 R R AL, M Fabrts
TERE, 1A A TR FF AR IGD (1 R B B B s 1
HV, H b2 AT IR, R H R IF RiE AT f
JE S S, BE 1A AR N 0.3 Lok gk &
0.05 ¥ SHE e s RCT AT EERTIRIR R 5 5 T K.
4.4 VHRLSER: BETRFIERAE
4.4.1 EHEIFSMETE

N FR G VT AN TR 57 S SR BV R R 5
ARATEA T WA S8, X bl DU b AR S S L 2
oy R A TS [ R A s AR SR E
3 N IR A SR . SZI6 SR A IGD A1 HV 45 b DL &
EETE H b5 2 ] USRI 5 o AR . RIS, 26 PEAS
PRI A ) 2 FEPEDRFFBE 70, 5l NS U H 4 &
(Num_k) 7% 8] 73 4ii 2 F£ M (S_spatial). #+h 2 FF
(S_topology) 1 Hb J& i & J& 7 5= (S_terrain) VU 4> 4i
b, BT B AR H bR 2 ) P RE A0 e 3k 2 18] 2 FE 1
PRANE S, A T 90 IE A [ 78 5 SR s 1 Ak
4.4.2 LRS54

B3R 1 AR 2 o], & B TR G RS AR X FR S
AT FR I B T B 28545 73 3 v T oAt =P 5w 7E
PR A R, S BV A TR B 15 20 B A SR W 7E
TE—$Tt 1.3%, TEHLTE —$E Tt 64.2%; 1EJEXTFR Hh 2
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B AR SN (TG — ST 18.4%, 7E T — 48t 1 Pareto AT
23.1%. AW R S, FERORAERATRI AT g s
By A58 W 5 X R M 3%, 22 022 5 5 4 J L (TR - o
S5 AT AT O b R bR s D L FUGRIBURIE IS AR R ST AR R

R 22, 2i 220 A8 e AN e TR O SR fa . 181 7 ARl 8 MR ARSI 5 70 A v B3 R IR S AR AR SR A

oAt B RAIE T B & R A SR K
R B A E o) B ). ik

W

*1 REERRMAEXNTRBIE TH IGD 5 HV fEHRxftL
W FR I X FR 2
Mean_IGD  Std IGD Mean HV ~ Std HV  scores Mean_IGD  Std_IGD Mean HV  Std HV  scores

HIE T SRIRHAR

1 gl 7 5378 0.1227 0.0803 0.9236 0.0692  0.751 0.1300 0.1375 0.9455 0.0338 0418
2 ali = it an 0.3241 0.1169 0.8900 0.0754  0.230 0.4050 0.2985 0.9504 0.0976  0.146
3 [t 58 VR & 0.0760 0.0512 0.8472 0.3371  0.500 0.1102 0.0565 0.9409 0.0617  0.500
4 HE MR A 0.0678 0.0663 0.9401 0.0298  0.761 0.1157 0.0868 0.9736 0.0128  0.821

#2 RALRRMAIEMNTRUME TH IGD 5 HV ffrxitt

- . ESopsiibiAl X R HbAE2
HLEH TR Ry
Mean IGD  Std IGD Mean HV ~ Std HV  scores Mean IGD Std IGD Mean HV Std HV  scores
1 g 724y R 0.1983 0.1617 0.9594 0.1223 0472 0.1881 0.0951 0.9164 0.1010  0.532
2 ik sh 0.5738 0.2748 0.8541 0.0624  0.439 0.5878 0.2666 0.9606 0.0793  0.422
3 [ 2 VR A 0.1943 0.1925 0.9707 0.0147  0.662 0.1320 0.0869 0.9952 0.0588  0.683
4 i@ R A 0.0817 0.0298 1.0211 0.0764  0.784 0.0970 0.0352 0.7741 0.3497  0.841

AFNR S 5 RIS AL AT S SRR YERF T T 7K-F, (B0 RRITE 2 o 4l v 30 1) 4 40 2 RE A g

HERIGD e/ NEAT I HHILIGD e NETH
Pareto f£EXT Lb Pareto flRSEXT EL
2.5 2.5
- BERR i - B
= 2.0 - GEEN R o 2.0 - - G R
= | - dE = v - AR
~ 1.5¢ . R o 1.5 & ] 52 VA
& C BEREA = %Y - EERHR A
g of % HERRE ERT0) S N :
m 0.5 m 0.5 Wl A
0 0 ué""":&%gg\g o=
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2 FE IR I AR T A 22 20 AR S e E VR . AT
H, HE MR RIS 45 2 PR R S iR, B
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X EE ) — M A R AN ) 5 TR, 2 B A A I
2 (8] A | 3 A T D BRAG IA B, H B MR A
SRS AE 22 Bt M T P AT DR i di vy 22 R KOT, B
VESE 5. AR E), AEXAR R AR i S &
FEPERI A AR R 3%, (H B E MR S IR H R4 RF £
BEASHFIE. T 0L, I SR A HE ) 3 A TR AL 2
Hepe s A 18] 2 BEVEOR ST BE A0 1O o B S A, 25k
H I R & HE I RO AL, fERRARIEES.

FINGE A R T 3 N S 2 A B S R D AR R 2 R
PEARFFAE A7, B63IE 7 HEAE = i fi 720 00 R P 4R 40 2
AT AT A PRI 251
4.5 JHRESEL: Hausdorff FE B 5 B HAIE
4.5.1 SEBEHSE A

N &AIE Hausdorff FH 25 HL il 75 4 £F il 45 2 #E 1%
JTH IR, A S50 H 5 MMODE_CSCD H i) 5
SRR I 35 B B CSCD MLEIHEAT X e, A E
TRFF—3L
452 LBWERS5HHT

FH % 3 A %0, Hausdorff P 25 AL 7F PO A T
() A2 lE) P R B — e 22 57

=3  TEIEEFNFZENFFE BFRZE LR IGD 5 HV 5#rxtte

Y 44 B SEHHLE 44 FR Mean IGD  Std_ IGD  Mean HV ~ Std HV ~ Mean IGD  Std IGD  Mean HV  Std_HV
pugisiiyiAl CSCDJE E Ll 0.0978 0.0825 0.7964 0.3372 0.1303 0.0620 0.9411 0.1393
TR 2 Hausdorff# B #11 0.0828 0.0701 0.8081 0.3331 0.1270 0.0596 0.9710 0.0380
X FRHIZL  CSCDEEES ML 0.2191 0.1669 0.9174 0.1594 0.1910 0.1459 0.9792 0.066 1
EXFRHE2  HausdorffiH B L] 0.2159 0.1649 0.9237 0.1846 0.1495 0.1175 0.9344 0.166 1

TEXTFR AT, Hausdorff B ZSALH Y] Mean 1GD
Ml Mean HV #1140 T CSCD ML . 78 /b b i H % —
t, Hausdorff L #ill ) Mean IGD % CSCD [ 1%
15.3%, Mean HV & Tt 1.5%; 7€ 2 g b — |
Mean_IGD [#1Ik 2.5%, Mean HV $&Ft 3.2%. %} Lb A
[F) 2 T, D i b % IS SRR SR T BE D B3 T
ZEGHIE RSB SR T IRTE AR M, K
Hausdorff HL il X5 A [\] g ol 2% FE M 1553 B R 4 (1)
&N YE. BEAb, Hausdorff LI 7E#UE —HH ) HV FrifE
ZE /T CSCD, F g M 4.

7EAEXT FR H 45 R, Hausdorff A1 #1] ) Mean IGD
Al Mean HV R ILAF1E 2 7. (£ /D FRAGHOE —
Hausdorff #1 il /) Mean IGD % CSCD [ % 1.5%,
Mean_HV $2Ft 0.7%, $& FH i B2 5/ ; 5 2 i H %
—1, Mean_IGD # CSCD F#{i% 21.7%, {H Mean HV
TP 4.6%. XF LUAS [F] %5 B L, 22 i Rl s
PEFRTE 3, IGD FRlE I K T /D s, (HL5 67
i BE WA A5 /D B g b T A B AR 3 N 1K
7 W] Hausdorff AL il 75 % FR 52 2% b 7 o e Wi SIOKS
£ o503 B8 R SR, G HAE U 2% B2 1 st N AR A B
SARXT HV $a b5 I 4ERF e ) 52 Hu W 5 4% B2 52 0K

E $R 5 75 7] 22 4% J7 11, Hausdorff #1155 2%
LA ECE . R A FEA R AN 2 AR T CSCD
BL). FEXT AR EA T, ARGt A 23 (8] 40 A ) B4
THA 12.7%, 2 EESHUIE 4R THE) 30.0%, R W] 2 [
TG 5L Hausdorff ML 1) 7% [8] 2 F¢ PE L35 B R

H FEAEXS AR BT, /D B 0S Hu 1 2 8] 0 Al ) B4R
T+ 1.6 fi5, Z FEIGHUEIR T 79.4%; 56 30 4H 2 & 5
% T CSCD. #h 4 Z #4477 1H, Hausdorff ALl 7EXF FR
¥ LT CSCD, 7E 3E X FR /b [ A5 L JE 5 T
39.5%, % [E g H Y RS AR 2 10.5%, {HEAR{T b T
BAAKE. B 92 E 12 el ik g Rt — 2 5
Hausdorff HLH| 064 i S81T FATEZ M)A
(¥1 %5 R8T CSCD ML T 45 B 42 o B — . &5
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R4 BXEEEEENRMB T IGD 5 HY fEiRrxftt
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Mean_IGD Std_IGD  Mean_HV Std_HV Mean_IGD Std_ IGD  Mean_HV  Std_HV
1 MMODE_HDMS 0.0835 0.0481 0.9651 0.2695 0.2019 0.1249 0.9345 0.1922
2 MMODE_CSCD 0.1043 0.0889 0.8763 0.1084 0.3333 0.0891 0.8427 0.1080
3 MO_Ring PSO_SCD 0.4666 0.0896 0.8771 0.0871 0.4506 0.0631 0.9000 0.1585
4 MOEA 2DE 0.0894 0.0302 0.9754 0.0438 0.2418 0.1363 0.9777 0.1230
5 Decision_nichedNSGAII 0.9404 0.0994 3.2358 6.5242 0.8858 0.1809 2.1185 1.5144
6 HDMMODE 0.1185 0.0535 0.8417 0.0852 0.3004 0.1746 0.9183 0.1745
7 SSMMCOASC 0.4703 0.1588 0.8940 0.1777 0.5550 0.1198 0.7811 0.1737

£S5 SLCEAEIEMRBE T IGD 5 HV $EFRxftL
o p— xR TE 1 e FRi B2

Mean_IGD Std_IGD Mean_HV Std_HV Mean_IGD Std_IGD  Mean_HV Std_HV
1 MMODE_HDMS 0.1344 0.0846 0.9330 0.0557 0.2060 0.1740 0.9370 0.0906
2 MMODE_CSCD 0.1428 0.1009 0.8300 0.0994 0.2306 0.1750 0.8305 0.1433
3 MO_Ring_PSO_SCD 0.5133 0.0892 0.8105 0.1142 0.5760 0.1142 0.9313 0.1719
4 MOEA_2DE 0.1049 0.0421 0.9837 0.0390 03114 0.298 1 0.9608 0.0568
5 Decision_niched NSGAII 0.9508 0.0766 1.8512 0.8100 1.0413 0.1367 1.9622 0.6632
6 HDMMODE 0.3191 0.2837 0.7915 0.2577 0.5949 0.2344 0.8053 0.1194
7 SSMMCOASC 0.5955 0.1628 0.9254 0.1651 0.6795 0.1805 0.8007 0.1706
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SIZ Pareto HiWY; [AJE), 5 T Hausdorff #5 25 i) ik £EHL
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