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Abstract Algorithm selection refers to selecting an algorithm that satisfies the requirements for a given problem from
feasible algorithms, and algorithm selection based on meta-learning is a widely used method, in which the key
components are meta-features and meta-learners. However, existing research is difficult to make full use of the
complementarity of meta-features and the diversity of meta-learners, which are not conducive to further improving the
method performance. To solve the above problems, a selective ensemble algorithm selection method based on multi-
objective hybrid ant lion optimizer (SAMO) is proposed. It designs an algorithm selection model, which sets the
accuracy and diversity of the ensemble meta-learners as the optimization objectives, introduces meta-feature selection
and selective ensemble, and chooses meta-features and heterogeneous meta-learners simultaneously to construct
ensemble meta-learners; it proposes a multi-objective hybrid ant lion optimizer to optimize the model, which uses
discrete code to select meta-feature subsets and constructs ensemble meta-learners by continuous code, and applies the
enhanced walk strategy and the preference elite selection mechanism to improve the optimization performance. We
utilize 260 datasets, 150 meta-features, and 9 candidate algorithms to construct classification algorithm selection
problems and conduct test experiments, and the parameter sensitivity of the method is analyzed, the multi-objective
hybrid ant lion optimizer is compared with four evolutionary algorithms, 8 comparative methods are compared with
the proposed method, and the results verify the effectiveness and superiority of the method.

Key words algorithm selection; multi-objective ant lion optimizer; meta-feature selection; selective ensemble; meta-

learning; classification
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Fig. 1 Framework of algorithm selection based on meta-

learning
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%5 ALO W R il AAS L S L an & 6 k.
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Fig. 7 Schematic diagram of sparsity calculation
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Hi% 1. SAMO Jrik.
A TTEEEE D, B KA V. 2RSS
br DI, e RIEARAEL T, FhRERLEL N;
i 1L AR Y BE BT R R A E.
@ initAnts«initialize( D,V,N) ; *3KBL D () JCHFEAE
Bem, ARAE MRV E S PR [ 26 28 24
B 4EEEE, B TR A g i L, e = (18)
FRICN A5 WL #)46 AFPHE initAnts*/
@ trSubsets«—bootStrap( V) ; <X I 5 AH FH A B
A RE A B VNG5 T 58 trSubsets*/
(@ for each ant A in initAnts
@  mfSubset—mfSelection(A); *HIF I A )
O G B e £E TR 526 mfSubSer/



1540 HANIR S KR 2023, 60(7)

o Coorme ) |

RA G L]

| s |

|

|

|

|

|

|

! |
BRI !
) AT !
(A7 25 AP R |
|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

|

i 4f A 9
PN

I HH AR S S

% REPERE SR, i e |
SRS 7 3 5
oA |
WA T
AR AR R ———i|  URIETR
e YN KRR O || ! |
R A ! | ) |
T s | TG : | ESmmEE |
ST
FEl e e P RS S0 s ek | 1| AT
T BRI e AR | 1 SN | !
S A S A F““?
| | I RAERTTRER
] | R ||
| |
R E R, S
SR A S5 T Y

RETIE B ERIEAR

A H SO T ()
EHOCTAES

Fo

Fig. 8 Process of SAMO
K8 SAMO it

®  E—selEnsemble( A,mfSubset, trSubsets) ; I*1E 10 while iter=1,iter<T

4 FH mfSubSet Sl b, R4 A 1Y% 22 @  sparS<caculateSparsity(S) ; /%@ i 7 (25) 1T
T A5, At 20 (19) (20) Ry F o3 an ik SR A T SO B8 7 5 B sparS*/
BN S F A0 A A, Y Zh B @  for each ant A4 in initAnts
FAR I AT B Tk B/ ® r—rouletteWheel(A,sparS) ; /*A 1R i i 57,
© F=[ER,,DI)—caculateFit(E,, DI); /*if P& sparS i o % 25 0 58 BRI px/
A.(9)(16) 118 E, 1Y ER {H M DI{EAE N ® R,.R,—randomWalk( A,ezr) ;
A FY3E N AH F,*/ /*A K (21) ~(24) B SE B e, A1 7 DEAT BEHL
(@ end for 78 77 4= [m] 5 R, F11 R*/
S—updateArchive(initAnts) ; /*¥4 initAnts il A ® A'=updateAnt(R,,R,); /*fi il R, Fl R,, i 1
ANERAERY S, AR B =X (2) 1AM 1 L BE R &R, 2 (8) (23) Az BUHT I >4 A7/
PR B AE RS T A SR AE AR A IO/ K L RO~O 1Y e FI AN e, Fl
O epp.ep—updateElites(S) ; /* M\ S HH 1 #E ER {8 i A"f5, E A E@~1);
e B T B P G 5 U e R DI SR ALY 22 @ newAnts—newAnts U {A', A"} ; /*¥4 A'F1 4"

R A S WU ep,,*/ 0 AT M 8 b BE newAnts*/
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end for
B A R D~A0H 1Y initAnts B3N newAnts
&, EE L R@~0;

Q) iter=iter+1;

@D end while

@ % iy S Hh O AL A AR OT I 4R B

BLXT SAMO i [8] 52 2% B 147 73 Bt , T RFAE
KR M, B0 458 R v, AR AR 4 B2 R D=M+
3V+1; TR RE LA N, i RS AR T, ) 3 i
P E EAT AR I 1) 52 2% B2 O O(2N<DXT), 1155
fiff 1) S e 56 R RN R B 14 B R) 2 2% SR O(NPXT).
25 LTIk, SAMO BN ] 52 2% O(NXTx(N+2D) ).

3 ZWEERSW

31 XWigE
3.1 HdEsk

M B N ) 2 e, e A 2 Rk
[7i) R0 £ 0 3 S 56 S 6 ik K [ F UCT™, KEEL™Y,
StatLib"", OpenML" fit) 260 /> 73 2 B ¥ 4 , 3 L6 50 ¥
A6 1 BSOHE Ohe YR AT 45 S, S IO 13~149 332 R 4%,
JETEECN 1~1 558 A%, SREO 2~188 55, HAT —JE
1 22 50, A8 L2 RR AR I B0HiE 45, NI RE 6 35 PF A
T i PERE. SE AR AR E B SR 2 UK.

Table 2 Information of Experimental Datasets

F2 THREIREER

1 abalone 8 4177 29 88 divorce

2 absenteeism 20 740 18 89 dna

3 ada-agnostic 48 4562 2 90 dry-bean

4 advertisement 1558 3279 2 91 echocardiogram
5 aids 4 50 2 92 ecoli

6 allrep 29 3772 4 93 eeg-eyestate
7  amazon-employ 9 32769 94 electricity

8 acd-assessment 15 13 4 95 energy-eff

9 acd-authorship 70 841 4 96 enginel

10 acd-bankruptcy 6 50 2 97 eucalyptus

11 acd-birthday 3 365 7 98 fabert

12 acd-bondrate 11 57 5 99 first-order

13 acd-boxing] 3 120 2 {|100 flag

14 acd-boxing2 3 132 2 ||101 flare

15 acd-braziltour 8 412 7 (/102 gas-drift

16 acd-broadway 9 95 5 |[103 german

17  acd-broadwaym 7 285 7 ||104 gesture-phase
18 acd-chall101 2 138 2 |{105 gina-prior2
19 acd-creditscore 6 100 2 |{106 glass
20 acd-currency 3 31 7 {107 haberman
21 acd-cyyoung8 10 97 2 |{108 hayes-roth-test
22 acd-cyyoung9 10 92 2 [{109 hayes-roth-train
23 acd-dmft 4 797 6 [|110 hev-egyptian
24 acd-draft 4 365 12 {111 heart-statlog
25 acd-esr 2 32 2 ||112 helena
26 acd-germangss 5 400 4 ||113 hepatitis
27  acd-halloffame 17 1340 3 ||114 hill-valley
28 acd-homerun 26 162 2 ||115 horse-colic-test
29 acd-lawsuit 4 264 2 ||116 horse-colic-train

54 170 2 175 online-shoppers 17 12330 2
180 3186 3 176 optdigits 64 3823 10
16 13611 7 177 ozone-lhr 72 2536 2
11 75 3 178 ozone-8hr 72 2534 2
7 336 8 179 page-blocks 10 5473 5
14 14980 2 180 parkinson-speech 26 1040 2
8 45132 2 181 pel 21 1109 2

9 768 37 182 pe3 37 1563 2

5 383 3 183 pc4 37 1458 2
19 736 5 184 penbased 16 10992 10
800 8237 7 185 phishing-websites 30 2456 2
51 6118 6 186 phoneme 5 5404 2
28 194 8 187 pima 8 768 2
11 1066 6 188 polish-bankruptcyl 64 7027 2
128 13910 6 189 polish-bankruptcy5 64 5500 2
20 1000 2 190 popularkids 10 478 3
32 9873 5 191 post-operative 8 90 3
784 3468 10 192 primary-tumor 17 339 22
9 214 7 193 prnn-fglass 9 214 6

3 306 2 194 ring 20 7400 2

4 28 4 195 risk-factors 35 858 26

4 132 4 196 rmftsa-sleep 2 1024 4
28 1385 4 197 robot-failures-Ip4 90 117 3
13 270 2 198 saheart 9 462 2
27 65196 100 199 satl 1-hand-runtime 115 296 14
19 155 2 200 satimage 36 6435 7
100 1212 2 |[201 sat-test 36 2000 6
27 68 2 ||202 sat-train 36 4435 6
27 300 2 ||203 seeds 7 210 3
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F2(4)

s Hdlite R S 2K || Hdlite JEE S 2 || Hdlise JRMERC S R
30  acd-mapleleafs 1 84 3 117 house-votes 16 232 2 204 semeion 256 1593 10
31 acd-marketing 32 310 5 118 ilpd 10 583 2 205  sensor-readings-24 24 5456 4
32 acd-supreme 7 4052 10 119  image-seg-test 19 210 7 206  sensor-readings-4 4 5456 4
33 acd-votesurvey 4 48 4 120  image-seg-train 19 2100 7 207 servo 4 167 2
34 anneal 38 798 6 121 indian-pines 220 9144 8 208 shuttle 9 58 000 7
35 anomalydata-5 4 1050 2 122 internet-usage 70 10108 46 209 shuttle-landing 6 15 2
36  anomalydata-Sh 10 1050 2 123 ionosphere 34 351 2 210 smartphone-har 66 180 6
37 appendicitis 7 106 2 124 iris 4 150 3 211 socmob 5 1156 2
38 arrhythmia 279 452 16 125 isolet1234 617 6238 26 212 sonar 60 208 2
39 artificial-charac 7 10218 10 126 isolet5 617 1559 26 213 soybean-large 35 307 19
40 asp-potassco 140 1294 11 127  japanese-vowels 14 9961 9 214 soybean-small 35 47 4
41 audiology 69 226 24 128  jungle-chess-l-e 46 4704 3 215 spambase 57 4597 2
42 australian 14 690 2 129  jungle-chess-p-1 46 4704 3 216 spect-test 22 187 2
43 autism-adult 20 704 2 130  jungle-chess-r-e 46 5880 3 217 spect-train 22 80 2
44 autohorse-fixed 68 201 186 131 kel 21 2109 2 218 spectf-test 44 269 2
45 automobile 25 205 7 132 ke2 21 522 2 219 spectf-train 44 80 2
46  autounivl-1000 20 1000 2 133 kr-vs-kp 36 3196 2 220 spectrometer 101 531 48
47  autouniv4-2500 100 2500 3 134 kropt 6 28056 18 221 speech 400 3686 2
48  autouniv6-1000 40 1000 8 135 leaf 15 340 30 222 splice 60 3190 3
49  autouniv6-750 40 750 8 136 leaves-margin 64 1600 100 || 223  steel-plates-faults 27 1941 7
50  autouniv7-1 100 12 1100 5 137 leaves-shape 64 1600 100 224 student-mat 30 395 21
51 autouniv7-500 12 500 5 138 leaves-texture 64 1600 100 225 student-por 30 649 21
52 bach-choral 16 5665 102 139 led24 24 3200 10 226 surveillance 7 15 3
53 balance-scale 4 625 3 140 led7digit 7 500 10 227  synthetic-control 60 600 6
54 ballon 4 16 2 141 lense 5 24 3 228 tae 5 151 3
55 banana 2 5300 2 142 letter 16 20000 26 229 tamilnadu 3 45781 20
56  bank-marketing 16 45211 2 143 libras-move 90 360 15 230 texture 40 5000 11
57 banknote 4 1372 2 144 lung-cancer 56 32 3 231 thyroid 21 7200 3
58 biodeg 41 1055 2 145 lupus 3 87 2 232 thyroid-allbp 26 2800 5
59 blood-trans 4 748 2 146 lymphography 18 148 4 233 thyroid-allhyper 26 2800 5
60 breast-cancer 9 286 2 147 madelon 500 2 600 2 234 tic-tac-toe 9 958 2
61  breast-cancer-w 9 699 2 148 magic 10 19020 2 235 titanic 3 2201 2
62 bupa 6 345 2 149 marketing 13 8993 9 236  toronto-apartment 6 1124 188
63 cacao 8 1795 42 150 mcl 38 9466 2 237 touch2 10 265 8
64 calendar-dow 32 399 5 151 meta-all 62 71 6 238 trains 32 10 2
65 car 6 1728 4 152 meta-stream 74 45164 13 239 twonorm 20 7400 2
66 car-evaluation 21 1728 4 153 mfeat-fac 216 2000 10 240 unix-user 2 9100 9
67  cardiotocograph 35 2126 3 154 mfeat-fou 76 2000 10 241 user-knowledge 5 403 5
68 castmetall 37 327 2 155 mfeat-kar 64 2000 10 242 usps 256 9298 10
69 chess 36 3196 2 156 mfeat-mor 6 2000 10 243 vehicle 18 846 4
70 churn 20 5000 2 157 mfeat-pix 240 2000 10 244 vehicle-reproduced 18 846 4
71 clean2 165 6598 2 158 mfeat-zer 47 2000 10 245 volcanoes-al 3 3252 4
72 cleveland 13 297 5 159 miceprotein 76 1080 8 246 volcanoes-d2 3 9172 4
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s Hllate PR S || RS Hllagke  JRMEEC B 2% || RS Hllnbe R SR 2K
73 click-prediction 9 39948 2 160 micro-a2 20 20000 5 247 volcanoes-e2 3 1080 4
74 climate-model 20 540 2 161 micro-mass 1300 571 20 248 vowel 13 990 11
75 cme 9 1473 3 162 monksl-test 6 122 2 249  walking-activity 4 149332 22
76 cnae9 856 1080 9 163 monksl-train 6 124 2 250 waveform 21 5000 3
77 c0il2000 85 9822 2 164  monks2-test 6 432 2 251  waveform-noise 40 5000 3
78 colleges-aaup 14 1161 4 165  monks2-train 6 169 2 252 wdbc 30 569 2
79 collins 19 1000 30 166  monks3-test 6 432 2 253  wifi-localization 7 2000 4
80 contraceptive 9 1473 3 167  monks3-train 6 122 2 254 wilt 5 4339 2
81 cpmp-2015 24 527 4 168 mozilla4 5 15545 2 255 wine 13 178 3
82 credit-card 23 30000 2 169 mushroom 22 8124 2 256 winequality-r 11 1599 10
83 crx 15 653 2 170 newthyroid 5 215 3 257 winequality-w 11 4898 10
84 cylinder-bands 19 539 2 171 nursery 8 12960 5 258 wpbc 32 198 2
85  dbworld-bodies 64 3721 2 172 obs-network 20 1075 4 259 yeast 8 1484 13
86 dermatology 34 366 6 173 oil-spill 49 937 2 260 Z00 16 101 7
87  diggle-table-a2 8 310 9 174  olivetti-faces 4096 400 40

3.1.2 JUARAE JUHRFAE | 24 Fft 2 T D SRR O U RRAIE | 14 Fh 2L T 5 vfi

@ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%mIﬂMmW%@Mm%wM¢
IR TR E, (3% 77 FhIE TS LS Bk

A TR AR 35 A A T [R) R A2 2% 8 A ST AR AE . TR AR
qu\ﬂu%‘%?)ﬁ)?/j_‘

Table 3 Information of Meta-Features
=3 THIEER

TCRHIESE 1Y TERHIEAFR
attr_conc.mean, attr conc.sd, attr ent.mean, attr ent.sd, attr to inst, can cor.mean, can cor.sd, cat to num, class conc.mean,
class conc.sd, class_ent, cor.mean, cor.sd, cov.mean, cov.sd, eigenvalues.mean, eigenvalues.sd, eq num_attr, freq class.mean,
freq class.sd, g mean.mean, g mean.sd, gravity, h mean.mean, h mean.sd, inst to_attr, iq range.mean, iq range.sd, joint ent.mean,
TGS joint ent.sd, kurtosis.mean, kurtosis.sd, lh_trace, mad.mean, mad.sd, max.mean, max.sd, mean.mean, mean.sd, median.mean,
BiCHITHFE  median.sd, min.mean, min.sd, mut inf.mean, mut infsd, nr attr, nr bin, nr _cat, nr class, nr cor attr, nr disc, nr_inst, nr norm,
nr_num, nr_outliers, ns ratio, num_to_cat, one itemset.mean, one itemset.sd, p_trace, range.mean, range.sd, roy root, sd.mean,
sd.sd, sd ratio, skewness.mean, skewness.sd, sparsity.mean, sparsity.sd, t mean.mean, t mean.sd, two itemset.mean, two_ itemset.sd,
var.mean, var.sd, w_lambda
leaves, leaves_branch.mean, leaves branch.sd, leaves_corrob.mean, leaves corrob.sd, leaves_homo.mean, leaves homo.sd,
JETUHM Y leaves per class.mean, leaves per class.sd, nodes, nodes per attr, nodes per inst, nodes per level.mean, nodes per level.sd,
JCHFIE nodes_repeated.mean, nodes_repeated.sd, tree_depth.mean, tree depth.sd, tree imbalance.mean, tree imbalance.sd, tree shape.mean,
tree_shape.sd, var_importance.mean, var_importance.sd
HFHMER best_node.mean, best node.sd, elite nn.mean, elite nn.sd, linear discr.mean, linear discr.sd, naive bayes.mean, naive bayes.sd,
JCRHIE one_nn.mean, one nn.sd, random_node.mean, random_node.sd, worst node.mean, worst node.sd
ST 2 cl, ¢2, cls coef, density, fl.mean, fl.sd, flv.mean, flv.sd, f2.mean, f2.sd, f3.mean, f3.sd, f4.mean, f4.sd, hubs.mean, hubs.sd,
FE F SERHE 1i.mean, 11.sd, 12.mean, 12.sd, 13.mean, 13.sd, Isc, nl, n2.mean, n2.sd, n3.mean, n3.sd, n4.mean, n4.sd, tl.mean, tl.sd, t2, t3,
t

3.1.3 fREkH ik

f# FH 8 Ff sklearn™" HL#E 2% 2] V- & W 40 K505, A1
& KNN. RF. SVM. # % 1] 5 (logistic regression, LR) |
Kb ZE DL (naive Bayes, NB) . £k M 2 51 43 #7 (linear
discriminant analysis, LDA) | 1D3 Y& 3 # Fll 22 JZ B AT HIL
(multi-layer perceptron, MLP), Pk Jz 3£ F Keras"™ #4
4 4 TR A 22 R 4% (convolutional neural network, CNN)
VE Fgfige 1 38 . B T sklearn 52 PR 1) 280 1 4 3% F HL Bk

IS BBLE, X T ONN, ] 1A% A 32 e
11 4EERZE LA 2EEZE UL DR E R
B BRI , I B S B2 R 4 2 248 A ReLU
(rectified linear unit) #{ 7 PR 2L, %y B /2 (8 FH softmax 3
3.4 fRIEAEVEREN B

it FH A 28 (dce) . BUERE (Pre) . 252 % (Rec) .
F1 4343 (F1) Fl ARR(adjusted ratio of ratios) " #§ 47 Il
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JE I LU B 5 1 i PE RE . ARR 16 AR 455 5 B 1k
(43 A7 s ) R Afl 3, T3 (27) (28) Fi

Accal/Accaj
ARR,, ., = J<i#j<l, QD
1+axlg(Re, [Rt,)
1
> ARR,,,
ARRa,_:jzlA#li — 1<izj<l. (28)

ot a, fl a; F 7R 0 3 B0, 1o A% 28 SRR B0, Ace AN
Rt FmFIE AR R4 L 0 R RS AT 8] 5 o Ry ]
A SR, 3R HERA SRS AT B[R] A AE 0 AR B S
$rh ARR 1 o BB 58 h # A1 89 0.1, 0.01, 0.001, Jf:
% HiCN ARR,, ARR,, ARR, $5 4%, LAFRAFE Jy 4 11 Y
AR R 2

L 5 U 10 Hr 28 S5 UF AR B A 2 B 0k A 45 Kl
B E Y PERESE bR B, X 48 A5 (A 2EAT LU DN T B A2 2K
I B I I U5, B I AR S bn 2 5 DT R R 445
G, Kb A N P 48 Ar B9 o Bl 25 R Dyees D
Dieer Dy Forn B it HER 2R | AR | & 280 F 155
TE*E‘*@@B@%?&%%, @}EHDARRD DARRZ, DARR;%%IJ%:_{
7Nt ARR,, ARR,, ARRy F8 4542 WL 0 TT B 4 . 41,
0 S T 1S A9 o0 5 I, SR A% ik 3k Bk A A
MR B A, o Y oo SE AR A S ke dE A AL, VI
S 0B U A i 8 A 2 B PR BB AR AR AEL, Lo RS T
(ELNIBEFE=Z =87
3.1.5 XfEem ik

X F kNN, SVM, CART, SVR, RF, RFR, XGB,
LGBM 1 N Je 8 1 5 SAMO #E47 % [ 52 36 . #F 58 %
FY AN (9 25 R 5t SR KR IC PR 2, 40 5 0 k(AL T
TEEEAE S 109%~15% 22 [a) i}, HiZe 38 40,
Lo LB, AR SR B k=30, R R DUE
BB A 1 IR K [ R 5. BR ANN &b, HoAth 5325
PEANICE LR F sklearn H G BRIA S B0 E

W 5 A7 a8 R, B oo EE AR BEAL Yy 5 07,
PERE R 4 VRN ZRAR, 1 0y Il 4, T34 T
B VEREFE AR 1A
32 THESEHSW

X AE LY 7 AN TUECHE SR AT o0 T, R S R AE A
TCECHE 4R T e S BN 3 4 IR

M 4R LLER Y, TEAS SIS A B v, RE B
B AR B 43 S PERE, (H 2 HAE Dage T BUHE S TH Y
Ji: R B L R BB AT R . 5 RF A X
(i )& kNN Fll NB, 145 £5 T 505 8 PR (0 12 17 30 i, ANN
FINB 7E ARR 4845 I H4& — @ ¥, (B 2k RedL

Table 4 Win Times of the Candidate Algorithms
R4 BREERBHRE

JeEEAE
[Z3UHCRR
Dacc  Dpre  Dree Drpi Darry  Darr,  Dares
NN 1015 13 16 45 21 8
RF 106 100 84 94 10 66 98
SVM 37 28 20 21 21 32 32
LR 27 26 25 22 2 21 26
NB 11 13 21 13 sl 17 14
LDA 20 24 26 25 66 40 2
ID3 200 27 38 38 65 46 34
MLP 23 18 23 24 0 14 21
CNN 5 9 10 7 0 3 5

T BRASRR R UL

2, Bk, B o (B /)N, 38 47 B () ) B8 22 R IR
KNN Fl1 NB 7E ARR 45 br 7o $ 48 46 Hh 19 ikt vk B0 /b
AHAET KNN FINB, LR 1Y 432 1V e B 00 AE B[] - £
W, TE TR RS LR IE . SVM [ 43 251k
REF O H B A A 3 (4 i (8] IR 48, 76 7 D464 B3
5T 545 . LDA fi ID3 JE PR T A8 4 10 43 25 P ik
Y —J7 i, LDA F1 ID3 7E ARR 45 ¥ i 70 B0 48 vh
B T8 2 B Bk 1 B FLAE 32 A7 s ) 0
F BN M. MLP 15> KPR RE R A — @ 3, (HHE
TEA B4R s T il R4, B MLP 7E 4RR 48
T 1 0 B8 H0 B v BT 1Y ik 1 R B /D CNIN Y 4326
PERERL S Hag AT R a8, 78 7 A6 bs i a gk 2.
33 SHBRESH

RTINS RO, AT IR R AR
N=50 Fl e K 2EAR B T=300, % 77 ¥ 19 5 250, B
Feor KA DAV MEREETE bR DI AT BURAE 53 B

N TET U, Lh D, JUEE 5 h i, DIE {08,
KS, CC, AM, DF}, VE {10, 15, 20, 25, 30}, Xf J7 ¥l 37,
IBAT 20 Y By - 34 M 3R FE fife Kl A o 0 PR D
(%) ER V- S(E BEAT X L, G52R8 53 5 an &l 9 AL 10 Fros.
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Fig. 9 Pareto solution numbers of different diversity indicators
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(R38N, SAMO 1Y ER PERETE 5 Fl ZHEMEFE br B 2
I e R AR $2 T By #a e, Loy S R B =15 I,
5 R FEAR 10 ER (HIBUR IRACE R . Ak, 2 EE 2K
ANECVARIF I, 5 Fh$E b5 b B ER TERER M BT, H
T AM Habr b BB AR B T AR R 4.

E— T 9 A&l 10, BEZE VRS N, 3432
a1 Z R AT B 5 TE, AR R BOR AR 4 Y
V=15 I, BE o 2R dn ZRE MR S THA R, J51A T3
TG P 2050 22 1) R 3 2R 2, TRD IS T A R Y 48 8 =5 ()
PR, W RBOREAR, FBCT T EERER T .

Zia BRSSO T ARUEAT B Bk
RE Y 4R OT I 1, BB B R A B =15 R B,
ZREVESR bR DI A AM #5475
34 MUEEHREIE

XA SCRT $E 22 B AR IR & BOM A AL % - 2 B s
WU AR 4k (multi-objective ALO, MALO) ™", 45 2 48 4
I HE P % 1% B 7k (non-dominated sorting genetic
algorithm 2, NSGA2)™!| # ¥ 29 £ H bk 7 B 1 1k
(speed-constrained  multi-objective  particle
optimization, SMPSO) ™ LA & & 2 4 5 JiF f) R FE 9k 1k
4%k (strength Pareto evolutionary algorithm 2, SPEA2) ™!
O Ak Pk e #E 1T L, Horh NSGA2, SMPSO, SPEA2
BT HELE jMetalPy™ STER. 455 L 309k 249 R Y i 2 70
S, BB BIE R 0.5 XA B 0 R AR S 1 g 14 i A T
B, HART T, B A4, A RIS | 4E TR IE AR
Gifih, 24 4,20.5 R i A TCRFERLIE SR, 4<0.5 I
PR R 5 TE A MR 10 e M R 0 o A R 0 1R

swarm

B AR SCAE R TR] 1 G 5 A i =X

BEE R BB V=15, Z VISR DI Ky AM,
SEPFPRE AR N=50, f KR AR B T=300, HUA 12
SEIBAT 20 YR T3 25 L o B v v e SR A AN TR 1
ERMH . ZFEME AL ARG DIE A 2250 g 500 F
fTHeER, g5 3Rk 5~7 iR,

Table S Error Rate Results of the Algorithms

RS BERBIRRER %
JUHdRE AT MALO  NSGA2  SMPSO  SPEA2
D, 50.3 524 54.0 54.4 538
Dy, 54.1 56.7 57.1 57.7 572
Dre. 56.3 582 60.1 61.2 59.8
D, 517 544 55.5 56.3 558
Darr, 51.6 543 57.8 59.2 58.9
Darr, 55.7 57.9 60.5 60.9 60.8
Darrs 50.9 52.2 53.9 54.2 53.8

TE: PRAB(EFR R ALLR.

Table 6 Diversity Indicator Results of the Algorithms
®6 BHESHMIEIRER

JUHERSE A MALO  NSGA2  SMPSO  SPEA2
Diee 0.561 0.590 0.654 0.64 0.651
Dy, 0.592 0.628 0.668 0.665 0.662
Dre 0.560 0.601 0.636 0.631 0.639
Dy, 0.549 0.582 0.634 0.627 0.637

Darr, 0.501 0.521 0.587 0.584 0.579
Darr, 0.568 0.601 0.646 0.646 0.657
Darrs 0.561 0.598 0.647 0.642 0.638

VE: BRI R R AR

Table 7 Pareto Solution Number Results of the Algorithms
®7 BHZMERRBHELER

JURESE AU MALO NSGA2  SMPSO  SPEA2
D, 12.6 59 6.2 72 6.6
Dy, 9.3 55 5.8 72 58
Dree 10.4 54 6.1 59 6.2
Dy 122 5.6 6.1 59 57

Darr, 9.0 5.2 4.9 5.1 4.8
Darr, 10.2 5.7 55 6.0 5.1
Darrs 11.0 6.0 6.6 6.8 6.3

T BASHRRRILER.

M5 FNK 6 AT LU H, A SCRIE B MERR P e AT
AT 22 B e DI A R 23 501 T LAMROAS B IR AY ER
A1 DIE, BEIIHFICPEREIE THADXS LS. X 1 MALO,
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NSGA2, SMPSO, SPEA2 i 45 5%, Xk & 8 MALO 1Y
PEREE F 53 40 3 FhATE.

7, ARSCEE AT LA AR B 2 1 h BT,
I HA L f il B MR A B 2 A B B 25 8E, F
— IR T AR SO B R ) TR PR

1 FH 9E 37 B Lt % (non-dominance ratio, NR)™ . &

AT (hyper volume, HV) ™" F143 [a] 6 #5 (spacing, SP) ™,

Xof 2% B0 1 14 A A B R AT VAL NR KSR A Bk 7 AR
2 A S5 1 1A B I DA Hh 0 2 H i SR AT i
HY RS AR S, SR T — A 4R P B R AE S, Hh BT
o EE BB, (R B A 1 B 2 i B 1 JB i A o H A i
0 P . HY 5 A 5 bR s 18] R Y i 22
JIT A8 RS [ (4 160 B, ER R DI fe 25 W 8 bR E 3 4 1,
PRl i 22 1 0 (1,1, HY AH R 3 73 fifp 4 o ik
SP 53 i B v A B e T A 2 A A R A AR o 2,
(R B /NS i B0 20 A PR BAE . 4% SEYE (E NR, HV, SP
A MR R N EE 8~10 K.

Table 8 NR Results of the Algorithms
®8 BEENRER

Table 10  SP Results of the Algorithms
F10 BEESPER

JUHERE A MALO  NSGA2  SMPSO  SPEA2
D, 0.013 0.019 0.017 0.024 0.021
Dy, 0.018 0.014 0.020 0.016 0.018
Die 0.012 0.011 0.019 0.018 0.014
Dy, 0.013 0.021 0.015 0.016 0.022

Darr, 0.015 0.016 0.017 0.017 0.022
Darr, 0.013 0.011 0.018 0.014 0.018
Darrs 0.016 0.023 0.019 0.017 0.018

JUERSE AT MALO NSGA2  SMPSO  SPEA2
D,. 0.743 0.252 0 0.010 0
Dy 0.834 0.166 0 0 0
% 0.713 0.297 0 0 0
Dy, 0.778 0.225 0 0 0

Darr, 0.711 0.289 0 0 0
Darr, 0.764 0.229 0.010 0 0
Darrs 0.757 0.229 0.010 0 0
BB R AR,
Table 9 HYV Results of the Algorithms
9 BEEZHVER

JCHEE AXHE S MALO NSGA2  SMPSO  SPEA2
D, 0.209 0.190 0.157 0.160 0.158
Dy 0.181 0.158 0.140 0.139 0.142
Dree 0.184 0.164 0.141 0.139 0.141
Dy, 0.208 0.186 0.159 0.158 0.157

Darr, 0.235 0.215 0.171 0.167 0.170
Darr, 0.184 0.164 0.137 0.135 0.132
Darrs 0.206 0.186 0.159 0.160 0.162

VE: SRR B

ST 9, BT PR B AR A o A U T Rk
(9 HY A, 22 B0 7= A B A AR H b s [ v BB 25 e 2
SRS, fifR AR B T AR . MALO 74N T
Bl 4E L] DL 58 SCRRVE AR T (19 HY (8L, H% fg
i F NSGA2, SMPSO, SPEA2.

F 10 &R R S PR AER W T EE 4E B R
AR SPAE, H o A SCEEVE R MALO 43 51 78 38 45
JC B0 4R S AR IUAS T 5 i 45 L, NSGA2, SMPSO,
SPEA2 W45 BB M. 456 M0 BICM AR 45 0, A&
SCRE AR 2 0 R AT, TR T DUOR R AL Y
AR

Zie LR B, X A R R AL SR AT DAL B,
AHER T oA 4 BPEAVEL, A SCR T LUFE 2 Mk B A%
AR B ARE, JF HAT LAk B R 2 H S
iR B R AR, AR U SICE o A A BRI,
VA SCRVE A St ne L H A L
3.5 SAMO LR

K5 3.4 WA R Y 75 S 80K B, BUSAMO i3
AT 20 YR ITAS 1) T 0 1 RS 0 SO 1 4 BB A (LA 7 % L,
KI5 ER LS 4E RN 11 frR.

Table 11 ER Results of the Methods
®11 &FEERER %

ToHUESE
Jrid: H#

Dacc Dpre Dgee Dri DARRI DARRZ DARR3

T BARUEF RS R.

XL 8 i NR 455, A T A S, A S
BEA BRI, BT WA IS MALO
A DU &R B AR SCROR T R Re E BRI R AT, B4
—SE ) T fE. NSGA2, SMPSO, SPEA2 7 NR |1
R 2.

SAMO 503 541 563 51.7 51.6 55.7 50.9
kNN 592 665 685 638 746 73.5 59.6
SVM 596 619 669 631 781 75.4 63.1

CART 696 719 762 696 64.6 73.1 69.2
SVR 592 615 673 638 750 75.0 62.7

RF 558 554 588 542 542 57.7 54.6
RFR 60.0 623 63.8 60.8 66.5 71.2 66.9
XGB  59.6 577 569 542 542 58.1 56.5

W A W NN O 0 3 e

LGBM 577 538 60 558 535 58.8 56.5

TE: RAB(HFRRILLR.
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XF2R 11 #4750 4, W LLE i SAMO 78 4 Tt £ 4l
B FAER TR, FLAERR Dy, S A ST EE 4R
IS T B SS SR. ANN, SVM, CART M RESCE,
SAMO P fig B AL T3 3 FhocH k. SVR I 45
TESE WL Y M e T8 bR (EL, BE A T (- % B A R B vk
AT R, HHAE ER 48 bR AN B & v REIL #v.
FEAE T b, Bk SAMO b, RF AT 84 i v fig, 78
S TC B S 1 A B R B RER 45 4 4 A [ml
VA 77, T A A R R R AR (EL, HCPEREIE T SVRH
B 2 45 T H M 42 % )5 ¥ 5 XGB 7E Dy, JUEUHE 4 11
PERE R T RF, {H 2 J7 3 19 8 /& M B8 A 4 RF; LGBM
MR R IIE A M, BILTE Dy, oEUR 4L FHUS T
HRAEEE R B SAMO 5 PEREHE4 5 2 /Y9 RF #E17
b3, SAMO A & 2.9% (1) °F ¥ ¥ fg 4 5, ik Wl T
SAMO 7E ER f& ¥ b L.

HE— 2 A 3 A AR FLAF 48 AR L 3%
JrikrERe, 45 R ANER 12~14 k.

AT 12 A R L5, SAMO 7E 5 4~ o B 4
YIRS T e i PERE. ANN FIl CART 7E #F 1 R 48 b
R F B BT SVM A1 SVR. 7E Bk SAMO 4 iy 42
B J7 25 v, RER 9 14 B8 A 40 H: At J7 25 . RF, XGB,
LGBM Y1 REALAL, HoHh RF 7E D, JUECHE B 1R B
R i, XGB TE Dy, JCEUHE 4 T B A DUV RE. SAMO
AH#E T ENN, SVM, CART, SVR A 8 KA Bk fE AL
P, H 5 RF AH LB MRS T T 2.5%, B SAMO
FEAERAE Ar 1 ELA

13 1, SAMO 7E ARR 5 45 B UKL HE 46 L BUAS
TR A A R EE B CART A& 4 RPEREIL T ANN
FSVM, SVR iy PEfig RBLA 25 T SVM. RFR 1 14 fig

Table 12 Precision Results of the Methods
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Table 13 Recall Results of the Methods
13 BHEEEEXRLER %
JUEE AR
ik He44

Dacc Dpre Drec Dpi Darry Darr, Darey

SAMO 280 29.7 309 31.6 389 31.2 274 1
kNN 188 161 178 189 17.7 17.0 20.8 7
SVM 11.9 113 119 121 15.8 11.3 11.4 8
CART 199 206 205 261 312 23.1 222 6
SVR 120 114 114 11.6 158 11.5 11.6 9

RF 228 289 312 294 334 28.7 25.7 4
RFR 294 257 257 265 249 17.7 13.9 5
XGB 237 274 363 34.0 347 31.2 27.0 2

LGBM 244 319 316 306 348 29.2 25.9 3

TE: PRABUEI R R ALL R,

Table 14 F1 Score Results of the Methods
R14 BEHEFBHER %o

b€tz S
Jrik He#

Dacc Dpre Dgec Drp1 Darry Darr,  Darry

SAMO 28.0 288 295 304 36.6 29.5 26.4 1
kNN 16.3 138 150 165 16.4 15.0 18.4 7
SVM 7.0 6.2 6.7 7.2 6.1 4.6 6.3 8

CART 187 17.8 172 207 279 21.1 20.6 5
SVR 7.0 6.3 5.9 6.4 6.9 4.7 6.4 9

RF 22.5 30 29.6 275 321 26.5 24.5 4
RFR 250 209 227 221 220 14.8 11.5 6
XGB 233 254 348 31.6 331 29.3 26.6 2

LGBM 244 30.7 30.8 299 33.6 27.0 25.4 3

K12 BHIERZRER %
TUEURE
ik He4
Dace Dpre Dree Dri Darry Darr, Darrs
SAMO 357 359 385 377 38.6 32.8 32.8 1
kNN 16.1 142 186 213 174 16.7 18.3 7
SVM 5.0 4.4 7.0 7.5 5.1 2.9 4.4 8
CART 199 180 17.3 19.7  30.1 21.4 223 6
SVR 5.0 4.4 4.7 53 7.3 3.0 4.4 9
RF 27.1 424 359 36.1 348 28.8 29.5 2
RFR 279 21.0 257 236 229 159 12.7 5
XGB 267 266 40.6 363 362 30.2 31.1 4
LGBM 27.7 373 369 373 38.1 27.0 29.1 3
: BAEEUH IR RARE .

T BASRR R ILER.

T CART, 7£ D, F B AR R, (HZ 1AM T
BoiE F A B — . RF, XGB, LGBM [ £ 4> & 1%
REBLUF, FoHh XGB 1E Diees D1y Dare, TR SR B LA K
LGBM TE D, U8 % R BAL 5. SAMO #y M REAH
BT RF F4805E 1 2.5%, FHECT XGB “FH4I5E T 0.5%,
UL SAMO £ 4 R 485 b B 48— A 2.
MFE 14 7] LLFE 1, SAMO £ 4 o B4 11 F1
150 PERR B AT, TERS Ay U RHE B LIRS T B AP Y 45
W TE KNN, SVM, CART H', CART i % RE Ik T ANN
I SVM. SVR 5 SVM (¥ g4 #2305 HoMh J7 %
(1 22 BE % K. RFR ML RERS 45 T CART, RIEH —
. RF, XGB, LGBM H- A % 4 (%) F1 15 7 M 6,
XGB 1 LGBM 73 HIIFEA FeEdise FRIM%E . SAMO
(9 F1 13508 T kNN, SVM, CART, % —J5 i, HA%E: T
RF PEBEF- 4R TF T 2.4%, 5 XGB A LI fESF- 14 42
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T+ T 0.8%, W3E T SAMO 7¢ F1 135036 b b 1978 s0bE.

¥ SAMO 5 RF, RFR, XGB, LGBM iX 4 filt 4 1§,
D7 AT G, SAMO i 3 Fi 3k 4 JE 2R R AT kB
S, T A T B AU B CART k24 2] 88 E 47 46 W,
SAMO A= J 1 4 il e S vk B iR R ) —
J5 T, 7E 5286 R o, SAMO Ky i B T 8T e T
Dsee» Dires Drees Dy Darris Darrys Dare, 121 35952 1 1)
Iy RERBR N 7.7, 6.5, 6.7,7.2,5.5,7.1, 7.8, T H
b 5 5 1 100 4> Jik 2 ) g8 R 47 4 A, Hh e aT
Ul SAMO 38 ixf 6 £ PR 42 JiA Rs b T 2 ) B 3k
i, DT B AR AT S 1k i A7 i RS AT T 4.

25 LTk, SAMO ¥E % B A B AME B ST FRIE 1
B, I AN TR 2B 1) 6 43 2R 3R HEAT i B MR A A, /E
LA e S 1 R M R N 2 R 1 4R BT B
AR FE b7 P RE B B0 F ANN, SVM, CART,
SVR J7i%, i 5 RF, XGB 45 >k H [A] 14 5& 24 > 2% 1 4
By 2 A B, A LA R O ) e R B, E T
SAMO YA Ri M AL e

4 # &

RTERFEE T O I R EA R GE, B A
T2 B R IE A WO LAk i 5805 38 07 75 SAMO. it
RTINS 1o virk e = hvike L k=91 A i i)
TR E M R A JC R T AR AT 2 FhoOT Bk AT
TERRPELE B £ Hh 2 H AR TR A WO FE Ak 5 125 5K A A5
Y, A R A S A5 WL 1 8 438 0 R AE O 4 2 4 T B
5, SR FH 1S 55 0 5 S RO ARG 0 2k B ML 4R = -
DRV . H) 4 208 B0 3k 38 88 Im) A0 A A7 52 50 3k,
SAMO 5 8 P A ) oe A AT [, 455 7R SAMO
HARS WAL GE, BB AE T ANN, SVM, CART,
SVR JUH ¥, B 2 RF, RFR, XGB, LGBM X 4 fft % i
JTCREWA —E I, I HES TR 2 MM, 452G
I T SAMO A &5 i p kb

AR B TAEALHE 3 4S5

Dl THEEEEMHCH R Z, MR N E 5k,
K I H AR SCHT 4 5 1 SAMO RS A BR, J5 820
AN I8 B8 5 . JURRAE RN OC B R B9 N AE 6 &R, X
SAMO #ATHGH, T R TR L PRV RE.

2) A S5 I ) 52 4 B A v, R SR L ot O
TP IR ) S5 T B B AR O A M I 2R 0T 4

3) 4% SAMO # i i F T 52 Br TR, g 5k 2k
ARG

EERBA: 3 it o kikit, fiw £ %
HEHERAF L ARGEG; 3 R BRI,
I LM AR E R L AR, i B
EWREFRE, ZMAL T R0 RHRER M, A
3R Oy ok B0 B B0 AR B it U A
RAEDG ERARERTEAEZANREF; R
BT & EARAE 2R 64 L

2 % x #
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