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Multimodal Multiobjective Optimization Algorithm Based on Local Center Clustering

YUE Caitong, YE Wenhao,ZHANG Yingjie, LIANG Jing and LIN Hongyu

College of Electrical and Information Engineering,Zhengzhou University, Zhengzhou 450001, China

Abstract In multimodal multiobjective optimization problems,multiple global and local optimal solutions can provide flexible op-
tions for decision makers. However,the current research work of multimodal multiobjective algorithms mostly focuses on multiple
equivalent global Pareto optimal sets,ignoring the local Pareto optimal sets with the same value. Based on the above problems,
a multimodal multiobjective optimization algorithm based on local center clustering is proposed. The algorithm locates as many
optimal regions as possible through the selection strategy of the local central solution,and then designs two different search stra-
tegies according to different exploration conditions of the population in the optimal region,so that the population can choose the
mutation strategy adaptively according to its own conditions. Thus,each optimal region can be explored well. The proposed algo-
rithm is tested on the CEC2020 multimodal multiobjective benchmark function. The results show that the proposed evolutionary
algorithm performs well in solving problems with multiple global Pareto sets and both global and local Pareto sets.

Keywords Multimodal multiobjective optimization,Global Pareto optimal sets,local Pareto optimal sets,local central solution
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Table 1 IGDX results of MMOCL and comparison algorithms in global problems

Problem MO_Ring_PSO_SCD TriMOEATAR MMODE_ICD MMOGA MMOCL
MMF1 6.59X10 2+ 6.94X10 2+ 5.81X10 2+ 1.07X107 1+ 5.11X107 2+
6.90X10 3 (+) 8.93X10 3 (+) 5.36X10 3 (+) 1.60X 10 2(+) 3.32Xx1073
MME2 8.64X10 2+ 6.80X10 2+ 2.20X1072 % 1.47X107 1+ 6.43X10 2+
2.73X1072(+) 3.11X10 2(=) 3.59X1073(—) 5.51X10 2(+) 1.68x10 2
MMF1 4.14X10 2+ 1.08X 101+ 2.48X107 2% 6.66>x10 2+ 3.50X10 2+
5.74X10 3 (+) 1.55X10 (=) 1.86X1073(—) 8.92X10 3 (+) 3.46X10 3
MMF5 1.10X10 1+ 1.13X10 1+ 1.00X10" 1+ 1.87x10 1+ 8.46X1072+
1.31X1072(+) 1.37X1072(+) 7.94 X103 (+) 2.32X10 2(+) 4.15X1073
MME? 3.66X10 2+ 4.13X10 2+ 2.47X107 2+ 5.52X10 2+ 3.14X10 2+
5.96X10 3 (+) 1.95X 107 2(+) 3.38X1073(—) 7.72X1073(+) 3.98X10°
MMES 1.05x10 1+ 3.18x10 1+ 1.29X107 1+ 4.66>X10" 1+ 9.33X107 2+
3.31X10 2(=) 1.03X10 (4> 2.85X10 2(+) 1.61X10 '(+) 1.63X1072
MME10 1.42X10 1+ 1.57X10 1+ 1.70X10 1+ 1.38X10 1+ 5.03X1072+
2.62X102(+) 3.15X 10 2(+) 3.40X 10 2(+) 1.27X102(+) 6.78X 1072
MME11 1.79X10 1+ 1.96X10 1+ 2.52X10 1+ 2.48X10 1+ 6.07X1073+
4.15X102(+) 3.94X1072(+) 1.28X10 4 (+4) 1.12X10 % (+4) 3.50X1074
MMF12 9.19X10 2+ 1.14x107 1+ 2.47X107 1+ 2.56X10 1+ 3.56X107 3+
6.59X10 2(+) 7.85X10 2(+) 1.17X10 (4 3.03X10 2(+) 2.38X107*
MMF13 1.26X10 1+ 1.46X10 1+ 4.20X10 1+ 4.17X10 1+ 9.09X1072+
6.80X 10 2(+) 7.22X102(+) 9.47 X104 (+) 9.01X10 4 (+) 9.17X1073
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Problem MO_Ring_PSO_SCD TriMOEATAR MMODE_ICD MMOGA MMOCL
MMF14 6.15X10 2+ 3.70X107 2% 4.27X107 2+ 7.24X10 2+ 5.26 X102+
2.81X10 % (+) 6.62X1074(—) 8. 70X 10 *(—) 2.82X10 % (+) 1.41X10°°
MMEIS 1.54x10 1+ 2.18x10 1+ 2.66X10 1+ 2.60X107 1+ 5.53X107 2+
2.92X1072(+) 3.70X1072(+) 8.31X10 *(+) 9.38X10 3 (+) 1.17X1073
MMF14 & 6.93X10 2+ 5.50X107 2+ 6.01X10 2+ 8.00X10 2+ 9.11X10 2+
- 3.36X 1073 (—) 1.20X1073(—) 1.61X1073(—) 4,22X1073(—) 4.96X10°
MMFI5 a 1.56X10 1+ 1.80x10 1+ 2.15X10 1+ 2.17X10 1+ 9.52X107 2+
- 1.96X10 2(+) 2.78X102(+) 1.69X10 3 (+) 4.39X10 3 (+) 5.74X1073
SYM_PART  simple 2.26X10 '+ 2.26X1072% 4'79X10,Zi 3.77X10°+ 1.57X10 1+
2.15X 1071 (+) 4.63X1073(—) 4.47X1073(—) 1.41X107°(+) 9.87X10 2
b/—/= 13/1/1 10/3/2 9/6/0 14/1/0
# 2 MMOCL Fx e 55k 78 42 Ry [ 8 o i1 1GD 45 2R
Table 2 1GD results of MMOCL and comparison algorithms in global problems
Problem MO_Ring_PSO_SCD TriMOEATAR MMODE_ICD MMOGA MMOCL
MMF1 4.58X10 3+ 4.69X10 3+ 3.46 X103+ 1.06X10" 2+ 3.32X1073 %
4.25X 1074 (+) 1.03X1073(+) 4,18 X104 (=) 1.59X10 3 (+) 1.83X10~+*
MME? 1.79X10 2+ 2.44 X102+ 1.29X1072 % 7.02X10 2+ 4.16X 102+
1.90X 107 2(=) 1.34X1072(—) 1.97X1073(—) 3.44 X107 2(+) 1.04x102
MME4 3.72X10 3+ 3.81X10 2+ 2.54X1073 9.68X10 %+ 3.88X10 %+
2.01X1074(—) 7.24X1072(+) 1.35X1074(—) 9.15X10(+) 2.91x10*
MMFS 3.93X10 3+ 4.65X10 3+ 3.27X1073 % 1.28X107 2+ 4.04X107 3+
2.52X10 4 (=) 2.32X10%0) 1.44X1074(—) 2.22X10 3 (+) 2.73x10 ¢
MME? 3.66X10 3+ 3.94X10 3 & 2.57X1073 & 7.32X10 3+ 3.22X10 3+
2.25X 101 (+) 1.20X1073(+) 1.40X1074(—) 1.05X 1073 (+) 2.22X10 !
MMFS 4.77X10 3 £ 5.00X10 3+ 2.74X107 3+ 1.34X107 2% 3.89X10 3+
3.81X10 1 (+) 6.27X10 3 (+) 1.84X1074(—) 3.67X1073(+) 5.79X10 1
MMF10 1.52X107 1+ 1.85X107 1+ 1.86X 1071+ 1.92X107 1+ 6.31X107 2+
2.30X1072(+) 2.97X1072(+) 2.28X10 2(+) 4.39X10 2(+) 5.49X1072
MME11 6.97X10 2% L41x10" 1+ 9.66X10 2+ 1.17X10" 1+ 2.73X1072 %
1.12X10 2(+) 1.66X10 2(+) 1.12X10 3 (+) 3.86X10 3 (+) 2.29%X1073
MMF12 3.76X10 2+ 4.20X10 2+ 8.42X10 2+ 1.82x10 1+ 4.25X1073 %
2.01X10 2(+) 2.57X10 2(+) 9.47X10 4 (+) 3.48X10 2(+) 5.77X1074
MMF13 5.00X10 2+ 1.72X107 1+ 1.70X107 1+ 1.80X10 1+ 3.62X107 2+
2.85X10 2(+) 4.02X10 2(+) 6.04X10 3(+) 5.62X10 3 (+) 2.45X1073
MME14 8.25X10 2+ 8.73X10 2+ 7.03X107 2+ 1.22X107 1 £ 7.73X10 2+
2.33X10 3 (+) 1.35X10 3 (+) 1.71X1073(—) 5.79X10 % (+) 1.93%x10 3
MMFL3 1.56X10 1+ 1.80x10 1+ 1.94x10" 1+ 2.07X107 1+ 1.09X10" 1+
1.49X10 2(+) 1.88X10 2(+4) 9.99X10 *(+) 3.58X10 % (+) 1.94X1073
MMFL4 8.09X10 2+ 7.82X10 2+ 7.32X1072+ 1.09x10 14 9.40X10 2+
- 1.91X10 3 (—) 1.39X10 % (—) 1.98X 1073 (—) 4.06X10 3 (+) 2.19Xx10 3
MMF15 o 1.57x10 1+ 1.70xX10" 1+ 1.86X10 1+ 2.08X10 1 £ 1.45X107 '+
- 1.40X1072(+) 1.78X1072(+) 4.03X 1073 (+4) 3.97X10 % (+) 4.60X1073
SYM PART. simple 3.52X10 2+ 3.10% 10f2i 1.28X107 2+ 1.37X107 1+ 1.15X1072 %
3.56X10 % (+) 2.79X10 3 (+) 5.88X 10 *(+) 2.73X10 2(+) 5.81xX1074
+/—/= 11/2/2 12/2/1 7/7/1 15/0/0
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Table 3 IGDX results of MMOCL and comparison algorithms in local problems
Problem MO_Ring_PSO_SCD TriMOEATAR HREA MMOGA MMOCL
MME10 | 1.74X10 1+ 2.01x10 1+ 8.08X107 3+ 7.65X10 2+ 4.47X10 2+
- 9.25X10 3 (+) 6.78X10°(+) 7.57X1074 (=) 3.21X102(+) 6.48X10 2
MMFIL | 2.27X10 1+ 2.52X10 1+ 8.78X10 3+ 1.50X10 2+ 5.47X1073+
- 2,44 X107 2(+) 9.83X10 °(+) 2.50X10 % (+) 2.06X10 % (+) 3.84X1074
MMEF12 | 2.04X10 1+ 2.48X10 1+ 4.05X10 3+ 5.27X10 2+ 3.70X1073 £
- 3.72X102(+) 5.69X10 2(+) 5.73X10 4 (+) 2.06X10 2(+) 1.32X1074
MME13 | 3.50X10 1+ 3.82X10 1+ 8.11X10 2+ 1.71x10" 1+ 7.93X1072 %
B 7.48X10 2(+) 7.55X10 2(+) 3.60X10 2(=) 1.36X10 2(+) 5.56X1073
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Problem MO_Ring_PSO_SCD TriMOEATAR MMODE_ICD MMOGA MMOCL
MMEF15 1 2.12X10 1+ 3.00X10 1+ 7.14X107 2+ 1.49X107 1+ 5.13X107 2+
- 3.72X102(+) 4.30X 1072 (+4) 2.89X 10 2(+) 1.33X102(+) 1.62X1073
MME15 a 1 2.34X10" 1+ 3.16X10 1+ 9.13X10 2+ 2.00X 1071+ 7.65X107 2+
- 3.72X1072(+) 6.74X102(+) 2.69X102(+) 1.48 %10 2(+) 3.43X1073
MMF16 1, 2.45X10 1+ 3.82x10 '+ 5.36X1072+ 1.55X10 '+ 7.41X10 2+
- 3.72X102(+) 3.86X 10 2(+) 3.01X1073(—) 9.25X10 3 (+) 3.91x103
MMF16 I 2.45X107 1+ 3.00X10 1+ 6.41X107 2% 2.16X107 1+ 1.23X107 1+
- 3.72X10 2 (+) 6.74X10 2(+) 3.88X1073(—) 3.08X1072(+) 1.28X 1072
MMF16 /s 1.79x10 1+ 2.07X10" 1+ 6.11X107 2+ 2.00X 1071+ 1.27X107 1+
- 1.21X1072(+) 3.19X 107 2(+) 2.02X1073(—) 1.68X 10 2(+) 1.39%x10 2
+/—=/= 9/0/0 9/0/0 4/3/2 9/0/0
F 4 MMOCL FXF b Bk 7 R 38 1) J 1 1GD 4%
Table 4 1GD results of MMOCL and comparison algorithms in local problems
Problem MO_Ring_PSO_SCD TriMOEATAR HREA MMOGA MMOCL
MMF10 | 1.74x10 1+ 2.28X10 1+ 2.61X1072% 1.30X10~ '+ 5.49X107 2%
- 1.28 X107 2(+) 3.98X 1073 (+) 3.56X1073 (=) 3.51X1072(+) 5.41X1072
MMEF11 1 8.55X107 2+ 1.63X107 1+ 3.38X1072+ 4.94X1072+ 2.46X1072+
- 6.65X1073(+) 7.01X1073(+) 8.19X1073(+) 9.52X1073(+) 2.43X1073
MMF12 1 7.52X10 2+ 8.64X10 2+ 8.22X10 3+ 9.39Xx10 2+ 4.67X1073 £
- 1.58X 107 2(+) 1.78X1073(+) 1.67X103(+) 2.45X1072(+) 5.48X107%
MMEF13 | 1.22x10 '+ 2.66X10 1+ 3.95X10 2+£ 8.52X10 2% 3.61X1072+
- 2.06X102(+) 2.11 X107 2(+) 9.26X10 3 (+) 8.04X10 3 (+) 2.97X1073
1.78 X101+ 2.06X10 1+ 1.25X107 1+ 2.03X10 1+ 1.00X10~ '+
MMF15_]
3.58X10 % (+) 6.46X10 *(+) 9.92X10 3 (+) 5.13X10 3 (+) 4.72X1073
. 1.78 X101+ 2.03X10 1+ 1.25X107 1+ 2.07X10 1+ 1.18X10~ '+
MMF15_a_l - _, . .
3.69X1073(+) 5.71X10 3 (+) 8.04X10 3 (+) 3.70X10 3 (+) 4.56X1073
MMF16_{, 1.51><10f1i 1.72x10" 1+ 1.10xX10 1+ 1.79X10 1+ 1.03X107 '+
- 2.64X10 % (+) 8.88X 10 *(+) 7.36X10 % (+) 5.27X10 3 (+) 6.77X1073
MME16 L, 2.18x10 1+ 2.61x10 1+ 1.47X107 '+ 2.45X 1071+ 1.57X107 1+
- 3.54X107 3 (+) 6.14X10 4 (+) 6.75X1073(—) 7.75X10 3 (+) 1.08x102
MMF16_/s 1.84><]O']L 2.17x10 1 £ 1.31X107 '+ 2.16><10v1L 1.52X10 1+
3.21X10 % (+) 8.48 X101 (+) 2.81X1073(—) 3.93X10 3 (+) 1.41X102
+/—=/= 9/0/0 9/0/0 6/2/1 9/0/0
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Fig. 9 Average ranks of IGD indicators for different

parameters on test problems
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Table 5 IGDX results for different parameters on test problems

Problem MMOCL_0. 3 MMOCL_0. 5 MMOCL_0. 7 MMOCL_0. 9 MMOCL_0. 1
MME1 6.04X10 2+ 6.10X10 2+ 6.02X10 2+ 6.04X10 2+ 5.26X1072+
5.62X10 3 (+) 2.89X10 3 (+) 3.77X10 3 (+) 3.98X10 3 (+) 4.42X1073
MME2 5.85X10 2+ 6.09X10 2+ 6.96X10 2+ 6.30X10 2+ 5.56X1072%
1.86X10 2(=) 9.86X10 °(=) 1.39X10"2(+) 1.51X10 2(=) 6.68X1073
MMF4 3.32X10 2+ 3.43X10 2+ 3.33X10 2+ 3.23X107 2+ 3.59X10 2+
5.12X10 % (=) 3.65X10 % (=) 2.85X10 % (—) 3.35X1073(—) 3.21xX10%
MME3 9.07X10 2+ 8.66X10 2+ 8.83X10 2+ 9.02X10 2+ 8.49X107 2%
5.94X 1073 (+) 4,38X1073 (=) 6.21X10 3 (=) 5.09X10 3 (+) 3.85X1073
MME7 3.19X10 2+ 3.03X1072+ 3.23X10 2+ 3.38X10 2+ 3.07X10 2+
3.76X10 % (=) 2.73X1073 (=) 4.31 X103 (=) 5.91X10 3 (=) 5.46X10 3
MMFS 8.15X10 2+ 8.14X10 2+ 7.83X1072+ 8.49X10 2+ 9.24X10 2+
1.11X1072(—) 8.16X10 3 (—) 8.92X1073(—) 8.57X10 % (=) 1.43X10°?2
MME10 7.39X10 2+ 1.19X107 2+ 1.52X10 2+ 2.76X10 2+ 6.92X10 2+
8.50X 107 2(=) 9.40X1073(—) 2.29X102(=) 5.79X10 2(=) 7.34X1072
MME11 6.14X10 3+ 7.45X10 3+ 9.11X10 3+ 9.01X10 3+ 6.07X1073 %
2.06X10 1 (=) 1.15X1073(+) 9.15X 10 *(+) 1.16 X103 (+) 4.32X1074
MMF12 3.62X10 3 & 3.67X10 3% 3.73X10 3 & 4.13X10 3+ 3.57X1073 %+
1.64X10 4 (=) 2.18X10 (=) 2.09X10 4 (+) 6.85X10 4 (+) 1.12X10~*
MMF13 9.11X10 2+ 9.64X10 2+ 9.89X10 2+ 1.01X10 1+ 8.84X107 2%
8.01X10 3 (=) 6.29X10 3 (=) 1.25X1072(+) 1.35X 107 2(+) 8.58X1073
MME14 5.24X10 2+ 5.14X107 2+ 5.78X10 2+ 5.81X10 2+ 5.29X10 2+
1.24 X103 (=) 1.13X1073(—) 3.22X 103 (+) 2.73X10 3 (+) 1.02X10°3
MMFE1 5.41X107 2% 5.47X10 2+ 5.73X10 2+ 5.85X10 2+ 5.50X10 2+
1.16 X103 (=) 1.22X1073 (=) 1.92X1073(+) 1.34 X103 (+) 1.17x10°3
MMFL4 a 9.23X10 2=+ 9.11X10 2+ 8.83X107 2+ 9.10X10 2% 9.20X107 2%
- 6.22X10 3 (=) 5.02X10 3 (=) 5.30X1073 (=) 4,23X10 3 (=) 6.05X10 %
MMEFL5 a 9.64X107 2+ 9.33X107 2+ 9.34X107 2+ 9.60X107 2+ 9.55X10 2+
- 3.26X10 3 (=) 4.59X1073 (=) 3.68X10 % (=) 3.68X10 % (=) 6.19x10 3
MMF10 | 3.69X10 2% 2.08X10 2% 1L.31X1072 % 3.49X107 %% 7.31X10 2%
- 4.94X1072(=) 3.39X 107 2(=) 1.55X1072(—) 5.99X 10 2(=) 7.82X10 2
MMFIL 1 6.07X10 3+ 7.35X10 3+ 8.31x10 3+ 8.62X10 3+ 6.04X1073 %+
- 2.77X10 (=) 7.66X10 4 (+) 7.05X10 4 (+) 1.24 X103 (+) 4.53X1074
MMEF12 | 3.81X10 %+ 3.70X107 %+ 3.85X107 %+ 3.59X107 %+ 3.49X1073 £
N 3.24X1074(+) 1.63X107 4 (+) 3.61X1074(+) 2.10X1074(=) 7.42X107F
MMEF13 | 8.38X10 2+ 8.26X10 2+ 8.42X10 2+ 8.62X10 2+ 8. 11X1072+
- 8.80X10 % (=) 5.38X 1073 (=) 4,70X1073 (=) 4,40 X107 3 (+) 5.82X1073
MMFL5 | 5.41X107 2+ 5.41X107 2+ 5.87X107 2+ 5.83X10 2+ 5.47X10 2%
B 1.07X1073 (=) 1.27X10 3 (=) 2.87X10 % (+) 2.20X 103 (+) 8.03x10 *
MMEL5 4 1 9.50x10f2i 9.79x10f2i 9.54x10f2i 9.31X107 2+ 9.64><10’2’i
o 2.68 X103 (=) 5.19X10 % (=) 6.20X10 % (=) 3.84X1073 (=) 5.36>X10 3
MMF16 11 7.87X1072 % 7.68X1072 & 7.82X10 2+ 7.91X10 2+ 7.83X10 2%
- 2.68X1073 (=) 4.72X1073 (=) 3.02X10 % (=) 4.19X10 3 (=) 3.72X10 %
MMF16 2 1.18X107 1+ 1.15X107 1+ 1.17X107 1+ 1.15X107 1+ 1.08X107 1+
- 5.01X10 3 (+) 9.98X 10 3 (=) 4,03X10 3 (+) 1.12X10 2(=) 1.53X1072
MMF16_13 1.o9><10f1i 1.10x10f1i 1_1ox10f1i 1.09X107 1+ 1.12x1o*1¢
9.68X10 3 (=) 3.71X1073(=) 5.10X 103 (=) 3.10X1073 (=) 7.20X10°°

+/—/= 4/1/18 4/3/16 11/3/9 10/1/12
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Table 6 IGD results for different parameters on test problems

Problem MMOCL_0. 3 MMOCL_0. 5 MMOCL_0. 7 MMOCL_0. 9 MMOCL_0. 1
MME] 4.22X10 3 & 4.33X10 3 & 4.30X10 3 & 4.18X107 3 & 3.33X1073 %
4,74 X107 4(+) 4.88 X107 4(+) 5.49X10 4 (+) 4.25X107 4 (+) 1.72X107+*
MME? 3.59X107 2+ 3.86X10 2+ 4.08X10 2+ 4.16 X102+ 3.65X10 2+
9.34X 1073 (=) 6.82X10 3 (=) 1.03X10 2(=) 8.87X10 % (=) 7.88X10%
MMF4 1.39X10 %+ 4.40X10 3 £ 4.40X 1073 + 4.38X10 3% 3.88X107 3+
3.14 X104 (+) 2.93X10 ' (+) 2.19%X10 *(+) 3.50X10 *(+) 3.53X1074
MMES 4.77X107 3 & 4.83X10 3 & 4.99X10 3 & 4.89X107 3 & 4.01X1073 %
3.82X10 4 (+) 3.63X10 4 (+) 4.21 X104 (+) 3.05X10 4 (+) 2.46X107#
MME? 3.55X10 3+ 3.48X10 3+ 3.38X10 3+ 3.57X107 3+ 3.28X1073+
4.35X 1074 (=) 2.99X10 4 (=) 2.87X10 4 (=) 4.60X 1074 (=) 2.72X1074
MMFS 5.01X10 %+ 5.49X10 %+ 5.19X10 3+ 4.85X10 3+ 4.16X1073 £
7.00X10 1 (+) 1.09X 10 2(+) 8.71X10 1 (+) 6.64X10 (+) 7.63X1074
MMF10 7.89X10 2+ 2.85X107 2% 2.94X10 2+ 3.60X10 2+ 8.02X10 2+
6.09X102(=) 1.27X1072(—) 2.13X102(—) 4.14X102(=) 5.66X10 2
MMFI1 2.83X10 2+ 2.90X10 2+ 3.06X10 2+ 2.99X10 2+ 2.71X107 2+
8.52X10 4 (=) 2.37X10 % (=) 2.03X10 % (+) 2.47 X103 (+) 2.86X1073
MMF12 1.62X10 %+ 4.51X10 %+ 4.60X10 %+ 5.46X10 %+ 4.45X1073 £
4.75X10 (=) 7.74X10 (=) 7.63X10 (=) 1.62X10 % (=) 4.49X1074
MMFI3 3.59X10 2+ 3.79X10 2+ 3.80X10 2+ 3.78X10 2+ 3.55X107 2+
2.11X10 3 (=) 2.18X 10 3 (+) 2.91X10 % (=) 2.61X10 % (=) 2.12X1073
MMFL4 7.65X10 2+ 7.59X1072+ 8.85X10 2+ 9.03X10 2+ 7.75X10 2+
1.50X 1073 (=) 1.34X1073(—) 6.50X10 3 (+) 6.25X10 3 (+) 2.38X10°
MMF15 1.07X107 '+ 1.07x1o(1i ]']SXIO,Ii ]']Mm,li 1.09X10 l,i
1.58 X103 (=) 1.76 X10 % (=) 4.63X10 3 (+) 3.57X10 3 (+) 2.44X10 3
MMF14 a 1.01X10 1=+ 1.02X10 1+ 1.02X10 1+ 1.02X10 1+ 9.45X107 2+
- 2.35X1073(+) 1.99X107 3 (+) 2.95X10 3 (+) 2.44 X103 (+) 2.72X1073
MMEL5 a 1.46 X101+ 1.47X10 1+ 1.47X10 1+ 1.48X107 1+ 1.45X107 1+
- 2.31X10 3 (=) 5.34X10 3 (=) 3.88X10 3 (=) 4,14 X103 (=) 4.98Xx1073
MMF10 | 5.60X10 2+ 3.96X10 2+ 2.95X107 2+ 4.11X10 2% 8.25X10 2%
- 5.24X102(=) 4,46 X107 2(=) 2.07X1072(—) 4.21X1072(=) 5.86>X10 2
MMFI1 | 2.70X1072 % 2.94X10 24+ 2.94X10 24+ 2.94X10 24+ 2.74X10 24+
- 1.69X 1073 (=) 1.86X10 % (=) 2.47X10 3 (=) 3.04 X103 (=) 3.59X103
MMF12 | 4,54 X103 + 4.34X10 3+ 4.79X107 3+ 4.38X107 3+ 4.03X1073 %
- 9.93X10 (=) 3.57X10 4 (+) 5.23X10 4 (+) 3.87X10 4 (+) 3.14X1074
MME13 1 2.81X107 2+ 2.95X10 2+ 3.05X10 2+ 3.02X10 2+ 3.06 X102+
- 3.97X1073 (=) 3.51X10 3 (=) 5.48X10 3 (=) 4.49X 1073 (=) 4.47X1073
MMF15 | 1.07X10 1+ 1.06 X101+ 1.17X10 1+ 1.16X10 1+ 1.08x10 14
- 1.56 X103 (=) 1.56X1073(—) 4.51 X103 (+) 3.73X1073(+) 1.99X10 3
MMF15 o | 1.47X10f11L 1.47><10f11L 1.47X107 1+ 1.46X107 1+ 1.47X107 1+
4.75X107 % (=) 2.52X10 3 (=) 3.62X10 3 (=) 1.92X 1073 (=) 3.89X10°
MMEF16_11 1.13X107 '+ 1.25x1o{1i 1.27><lov1i ].26><10v1i 1.16 <10 l,i
2.44X1073 (=) 5.85X10 3 (+) 3.96X10 3 (+) 5.11X10 % (+) 4.71x103
MMEF16, 12 1.45X10 1+ 1.51x1071i 1.51X10 1+ 1.55X10 1+ 1.44x10 14
8.73X 1073 (=) 1.12X1072(=) 5.74X10 % (+) 6.77X10 3 (+) 3.84X103
MMF16 13 1.48X107 1+ 1.54><10f11L 1.53x10" 1+ 1.52x10f1i 1.49X10 1+
6.00X1073 (=) 8.34X10 3 (=) 5.14X10 % (=) 3.24 X103 (=) 6.41x10 %

+/—/= 5/0/18 8/3/9 12/2/9 12/0/11
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