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Abstract: Evolutionary multi-objective optimization (EMOQ), whose main task is to deal with multi-objective
optimization problems by evolutionary computation, has become a hot topic in evolutionary computation
community. After summarizing the EMO algorithms before 2003 briefly, the recent advances in EMO are discussed
in details. The current research directions are concluded. On the one hand, more new evolutionary paradigms have
been introduced into EMO community, such as particle swarm optimization, artificial immune systems, and
estimation distribution algorithms. On the other hand, in order to deal with many-objective optimization problems,
many new dominance schemes different from traditional Pareto-dominance come forth. Furthermore, the essential
characteristics of multi-objective optimization problems are deeply investigated. This paper also gives experimental
comparison of several representative algorithms. Finally, several viewpoints for the future research of EMO are
proposed.

Key words: multi-objective optimization; evolutionary algorithm; Pareto-dominance; particle swarm optimization;

artificial immune system; estimation of distribution algorithm
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B ARG B AL, — 2 R ) FAE 4 Pareto &AL #9#FT A & ALAUEI A4 TR I B B 4 S B ARARAL B AR B MR GG AR
AR RN ST AR R AT T R haxt bl R AT 8L % B ARRAL S — L R E T A Ta9F %,
KR % B ARG Pareto &AL BT ERRAL AT R A G A AE T Bk

hEESES: TP18 CRAFRIRED: A

R S Sy — 2 R AR R, O Th N T 2 B A0 S, R e Ry — A A X e J R F 5 7
li]——i 4k % H #5104k (evolutionary multi-objective optimization, fii# EMO).7t 3k 4k o+ 5 B8 1) C IEEE
Transactions on Evolutionary Computation) M 1997 441 F| 2 2007 4K &R M CEH, #% SCI 51 H IR B £ 1)
W SC B 55 T EMO 5T A SR 2,200 4F 548 34k 2 H FR D4R IR 5 0L Br 253 EMO & PIAE3$ 0 IR,
B HEAG VT B AT I TR 2 12 —.2007 4 9 H AEHT N A FF K A U S AT K 4E B % 2 IEEE Congress on
Evolutionary Conference b, ¢T EMO 4% A 2] T 4 4~,2008 43 In#| 5 475 % 3% J71i,Deb 55 A 2001
4 B IY) ( Multi-Objective Optimization Using Evolutionary Algorithms) B1—5 FH 7 L% 51 1 2 300 42 ¥X.Coello
Coello 25 A 2002 4F 4 iR ¥ ¢Evolutionary Algorithms For Solving Multi-Objective Problems) ™—345 & 4% 5| H
LTV, IET 2007 4FEAEJS A S A 1380 T 2002 4F LU (B 78R H T iZ 431055 2 hi®.2008 4, Knowles,
Corne,Deb 2121 EMO il (1151 4 %% 4’5 T (Multiobjective Problem Solving from Nature) ©1.[5] &, Tanl™ Jint®!
& EMO U M A S0 42 4 B SR ZAm 'S T 4% H W L3 k% H v, B br AR EMO L35 4F 15 3L L.
IXLETLG K W] EMO B HEA T LA ) R F R T R 2 .

oA TR R R S B RURE 2 70 B ) B 2 — H A 1 A B bR R B SR A )RR A B
H bR AL 1) 80, H ke o& B0 1 A9 HL 75 5 ) Ak PR 0 S 0 Ak ) 8RR S 22 H kR A6 4K ) 23 (multi-objective
optimization problems,{## MOPs). 4 T2 H brft b i) 8, — AT T HA B Ak 30T fg 2 B 1), T T HoAtk
H b5k UF AT B8 3R 2 1, IR b A7 7 — AT R AR 46 & FKCh - Pareto S il 4E (Pareto-optimal set) 3% 3 52 it fif 45
(nondominated set)®! k47,25 H AR Ak il 14 1 30 3ot oA A5 0 3R A g B0 L A ) A1, AR B30 B 6 O 12k
SRARAF U BB B — B BUEAS BN i de AL A RIS, T 22 H AR Ak 10 80 b bR BRI 24 3R bR 30TT e Lk
PE AN AL ARE AN 452 1) A% 6 (R B2 R D7 VR AR AR R AR, HL e AT T A FE A 58 H b o i 1 R A5 UK.

TS 0 A0 AR AR 2 1) 4 R £ 9 A8 AL 1l 1) o R S ST T4 J3 48 2R 3 b MR IR 81 o R 1) 7 ¥ 0] T4
R4 HERUAL B Pareto S 4E 2R AT FH (1. 5L 78 1985 4F,Schafferl i t 1 28 PP 4 8t 4% 4592 (vector-
evaluated genetic algorithms, & B8 VEGA), # F 1 & B0 S0 3K Al 22 H ALK ] UK 61 1k L AE .20 40 90 4R AX
DL, %% B 28 B A AR T R 8k 2 H #5440 55094.1993 4E Fonseca 1 Fleming 421 7 Multiobjective
Genetic Algorithm(MOGA)™ Srinivas #1 Deb 4211 T Non-Dominated Sorting Genetic Algorithm(NSGA)!™ Horn
F1 Nafpliotis 24 T Niched Pareto Genetic Algorithm(NPGA)™M? 53 #6420 ST 48 | Bl FR 24 55 — AR 340 2 H AR AR
ETE B — R 2 B AR SR A4 2R R LT Pareto 254 AN PR E B 5 03 R 3 38 W R FE LA
FPRE 22 REPEORHE SR AN 1999 451 2002 4, LIKS D& O B LI A REAE 1 35 — AR IEAL 2 H AR R0 S0 A 4% 4 42 1
k11999 4E Zitzler #1 Thiele $&H T Strength Pareto Evolutionary Algorithm(SPEA)? 3 £ 5 il 14 tH T SPEA
1) ek i A SPEA21%:2000 4F,Knowles 1 Corne 4 T Pareto Archived Evolution Strategy(PAES)M 1R 4 4t Al
W3 T M A Pareto Envelope-Based Selection Algorithm(PESA)f1 PESA-111:2001 4E Erichson,
Mayer Fl Horn $2H T NPGA {1k itk A& NPGA21:Coello Coello 1 Pulido $%H T Micro-Genetic Algorithm

M 2003 “EZA ik B bRLAL ATV AU G 5T 2 D0 BT IR LR T A RO SR AR 4k 2 B AR AL )
H,—SE B TR S8 Pareto (A IR T Y AR ML AH 46 P Laumanns Ml Deb 227 3 T s A (& 0,
Brockoff Fil Zitzler 2525 WF5E T 36 4r  HL 2% Alfredo i Coello Coello 252442 Hi T Pareto [13% M ey %Y, Deb
A1 Saxena JTI 4048 20 BT 22 AR S 220 0 A PRy vk g £ BEA T SOR AR i i 4 2 R LT L 0 2 H bR
DAL ) A 5 () AR AE B DR N AN R PR B 1R 22 R A A D00 3t 1 850 3t ke R ), — 250 1 3R A ML 40 1 5 1
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AN 2 H AR AR AL 85, W Coello Coello 25 A Kk T+ R0 7 #4046 £ tH 1) Multi-objective Particle Swarm
Optimization(MOPSO)®* Gong FiI Jiao % A& T4y 5332 tH (1) Nondominated Neighbor Immune Algorithm
(NNIA)?) Zhang FiT Zhou 25 A3 T 20 A5 £l # 49%:4% i K] Regularity Model Based Multi-Objective Estimation of
Distribution Algorithm(RM-MEDA)®%?] Zhang 1 Li ¥ 1% 45 ) 80 2% 3% 75 v 5 3k 4k S035 45 & e Sk 42 i 11
Multi-Objective Evolutionary Algorithm Based on Decomposition(MOEA/D)?8!.

YU Py A% AT (K IF 5845 5, TE 4 Coello Coello?9 331485 22 2 I\ 1999 4 T4 — FLAE 55 1% ATk A £33 1 il
IR Z5R 3 4T XF 2003 42 RLHT 1 55 — AR 58 AR 2 B AR 04k 500 0 ARk Ak 2 B bR AL I i 1R >, 4
BEA 28 0 4 BT 10 S 0 L 0 T T P A 2 4 P £ 3k 2 S R AR /D 134730 3 3 S i 7T 2003 4 LT AR 58
RE TR E A2 B AR A I TR R, AT A 2 BERZ AU — A2 T A1, IR0 — e 2 SRR
PR REREAT S8 0 L ARILE &5

A L2 BRI B B R 2 2 1 1R TR A — AR AR R T RE RSB BN R

5 X A SCHAT B S AL HARLAL I P R RS A I E VL.
1 ZEFRMIEERERREF R

% AR A 1 SRR S 2 BRAE DAL 1S 2 — R, — A AT n ASYOSRZE BEm A BARAE REID 2 B ARG AL
i R 223
min y = F(x)=(f,(x), §,(X),.... f,(%))"
st. g,(x)<0, i=12,.q 1)
hj(x)=0, j=12,...,p

For x=(X,... . Xn) eXTR" A n 4IP3 25 X A n 4k PRS2 0] y=(y1, ... Ym) € YSR™ A m 4E[K H AR K &=,Y S m
Yt H bR 23 0] H AR RS FOOE ST m A ph g sk 25 18] 1) H bR 23 18] 1 B BR 55001 () <0(i=1,2, ..., ) X T g A
LRAHhi()<0(=1,2,...,p)5E XL T p MR LA AE SR 45 H UL LA Z R e L.

TE X L(ATITHRR). AT HA xeX, W x 2 (1) AR A&AF 9i(x)<0(i=1,2,...,0) 1 hi(x)<0(j=1,2,...,p), W Fx
X b AT fi#.

EX 2(ATITRRESR). H X P FTAT (0 AT A7 i LA 56 AR AT AT IR A5 ok X, HL XeeX.

TE X 3(Pareto &5 ). ik XaXseXs &R (L)FT78 2 H AR AL i) 81 0 95 A~ 0T A7 fif, AR5 xg AH LG XA /2 Pareto
AR, HAY

Vi=12,.,m, fi(x,)< fi(xz)Adj=12,..,m, fl-(XA) < fj(XB) 2)

WAE Xa > X, WFRA Xp ST Xg.

E X 4(Pareto BHLER). —ME X e X BHR A Pareto s AR (B AF SHCAR), 24 LAY 243 /2 10 T 441

—3xe X, x> X @)
TE X 5(Pareto s fiLf#%E). Pareto MM & T3 Pareto S MR IMAR &, 8 LR
P*é{x*|—|3XEXf:X>—X*} (4)

E X 6(Pareto BIETE). Pareto sl 4L P [ JIT 45 Pareto S LR AT N (1) H A 2% B 40 3% 16 1 TRI#R 8 Pareto
H VLT PR
P 2 {F(x*) = (K0, £, £,00)) X € P*} 5)
2 Bz BRMUNEERE
1967 4 ,Rosenberg®™ it it i R I 3L T 3k Ak (48 22 ok 4 B % H AR AR Ak 1) 8 H B H R S BL.1975 4F,
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Holland®8l ty 7 3844 577,10 47 J5,Schaffer®42 t T 2 PPN AL 513, 48— IRSE Bl T 346 5105 2 H ARtk
] 55 (1 45 4. 1989 4, Goldberg 7£ 2 1 { Genetic Algorithms for Search, Optimization, and Machine Learning) B!
HPRH T AT ) Pareto BRIE WAL A KRR 2 B bR ULAL IR AR B 6T S gk Ak 2 H AR
SRS R ) 2 RS B3 2 B PR SEVL 51 TR 2 28 1) 2 RV, JF HmEL T R i
TR 48 e M1 80 i AE AL S AU A 1) (IEEE Transactions on Evolutionary Computation) A 1997 4E 6
T & 2007 47 KR I SC3 T 4 SCI 51 IR B 2 T R SCFE A2 06T EMO IATF AU RUR, 43 il S Deb 55 A H
NSGA-IM (4t 51 ] 321 ¥k)H1 Zitzler 25 N 1) SPEAP (451 ] 320 k). 7T LA H 2E 4K 2 H AR AL AE A T 57 458
JE— NIRRT TR ST 5 ). R I B AT14% [ Coello Coello F i 4577 P33 Hg k4 &2 H AR AL A0k i — 86 3=
TLEE,
21 F—Rikz BRREHKES

R 2 H AR5 LA Goldberg [ #2159 1 2F. 1989 45, Goldberg WU AF S It k13 A/ A i 4
ARKAi 2 HARRAL ) B AR S HE P (03 A Db o0 22 i P o (R S AR iU R 1 IR IT AR S B
AR5 A H R 3k AR S AN, IR B AR 2R 2, % 0 R R S B R R R BT AN A AR ) L BT IS S AL
AR BER AR F R AR SRR 2 0, 7 1 2. Goldberg B AR VAT FEAt 11 JEARLIRL R st it 3 1E 4K 22 B FRA0AL R (I
SEVARUGE DA 1A 2 2 R 0, AT T R RSB, 62 3 T X R AR T MOGAM, NSGAM AT NPGAL2,

(1) MOGAM

Fonseca F1 Fleming 7& 1993 £t T MOGA.i% J5 i: 5 & AN AN K1) 43 25 44 (rank), T 5 A1 52 BE AN A I 25 2 5
SOy 1 HA A A4 PR A5 2 R SR /ARSI B I 1 R A A [ A5 R 0 A A P R e S L) AT e 4 HL I Y
A3 7 S R 7 SUPAT 1 5 S B S G T AR S 5 BT AN R 3 L B, vk A2 B Goldberg 2 HE )k
P B R A A ) S A B, L A R TR S A AR T 3 I B — 1)L 8 SR L SR FH B LR A
171 MOGA e -4 3 52 o6 B 1 e 8, 1y HL AT BE 7 A= 350 K B e 56 5 g, AT S5 B0 i vl 8.

(2) NSGAM

NSGA 1h,23 T Goldberg 1Al SZHCHE T (1) AR T 10 JF STHC AR 15 56 B Al 78 2R 5 1 20 1L — MR K11 R 42
TG FEAE. R T ORFEADBE I 22 AP 3 SO SIC AR B A1) AR R 400G B 8 (B AT L 5 X S SO /M AN T %
R T HIREE R 28 2 AR SZEAMAE, 2R G B AR 7 e — A b S BT R ST AR L )5 55 /N 38 B RS A
/NP R AL TE BV AR X S S ST T I AN 1 2% 08 AR T AR b s 5 3 A S AN R R — H RS
FUREAFRE DRI 20 N 25 T 455y 1 NSGA K] L 51 36 45 ok A2 7t B —AC.NSGA [t 58 4% )% 2 O(mN®),
o m 2 H ARSNGB RN FE T R R A LR BT I S L

(3) NPGA?

NPGA #it T 3T Pareto SCHCIC 2 1 8 AR SEE BN A SEAR G B AL A 8 A0 P 3 v 26 38 75 A/,
P FE AL A ZEAL A e M — AN LA A i S U Hod 1 AN AN 52 LU AR 1) SCIE, U AN AN A g i ok N
A S AT A S FL B A S T LR AR N SR AN AE SRR SE I SR B I — N A
VAT B IL 08 B AR K MR HEN TR — AR A S o /N AR 05 A7 1R 32 BN R 4 L A PR i s B e — AN 3 1
BRI AR,

H— R 2 BRI % DL T AR S IS HE P (G B R A T L = bR B 2 AR OR RO R AU
— ARk 2 H BRI AL 1) R T 1], — 6 A T A ke 1) ) AR S SR A BE T R BB AN E B (L= ) 1 s
SR AR R A 1 22 BEE O NV B LT 2 1l Goldberg F11 RichardsonOVe: s £ i 00 £b B HE ke iy W d i o T
7 IR Ve 50 1 S0 30 R R AR 225 ) /N AR B 350 50 A (R AR L6 T 2 H AR 4G ) R, DA 5 B4 8 L = R AR I S
5 5 LV S5 A B N Rl /N
22 FE-KRirkz BRREHES

M 20 AR IATE 4G, B4 2 B bR O0 A ST B S0 35 R A4 T BRI AR 4K,1999 4R Zitzler S N4 H T
SPEALL 2 7 A KS S A B LA A6 Ak 22 F AR A6 ST AT A2 R 58 AR R4 22 BRI A0 5 325 1 W 7 A 2 LK



AKR LS BARMRIL IR AR -

TR B SRS 1) 5 I N b b i ARG 22 H AR DA 008 RS D8 O B SR W i 1) 2 SR FH — /S R B (RS 1 JER A 1 Aol
TR 5 ) R AR B A SIS R BE S VAR T S A AR 2 B AR K BT e AT R 2 BOHR SR R S 4R R
11%.2000 4, Knowles FiiCorne it 7 PAESIM Bt J5 S 42 i T ik 1 i A<PESAIPTRIPESA-11T81 2001 45 Zitzler 4 2%
F 1 Y SPEA ) v 3 it A< SPEA2I] Deb 2% 2% 2 48 i T NSGA 1) o 3k 57 12 NSGA- 111 Erickson %5 2 % # 1 T
NPGA (#1543 5 ENPGA2 . Coello Coello— B3 ) T3tk 2 H bR AL IIWFT,2001 4, fib$2 Hi T Micro-GARE),
EH ST T — A T EMOKI M 2445 S5 28 (http://lania.mx/~ccoel lo/EMOO/), Wit 25 T EMOAIIE 1)k 22 BF 51 45 3. F
T, AT — 2622 i (1 45 —ARHEAL 2 H R AL S

(1) SPEAPFI sPEA2M

SPEA /& Zitzler I Thiele 75 1999 4 4& >R i) VL FE X % b AR B)3E BV B XRK A Pareto 58 B, 4F 2 i 8k
AR 10038 I J3E s SR LT SCTRC 10 A A0 B0/ TRE A BT oy 1 L, R b A R 03 I B s Sk SCTRC B R A A
HO 1,20 5 3 AT (KA Ao 5 A2 e [ 3 PR 2 B T AR R EE AAR B BB T — MR A 1 R S AR 1
IR, 1 A0 e 1 AN 1A K R 240 5 T, )P 2R I A S I 9k A Ak R FH 6 % 2 32 4% A B £ TR A RN A S
e p o P PR HE N AC T AT A8 Sy AR S AR A ST IV B S 2% B e IR R R /N [ ST

SEPA2 J& Zitzler 1 Thiele 7 2001 4E45 H (%) SPEA 1) 033k iR A A AT TAE 38 B B 73 BC S M A2 A1 1k 1)
PPAl 772 DL R AR S AR SR (0 S8 3 AN TRIHEAT T ik A SPEA2 H AN (K3 B FE R Bk F(i)=R(i)+D(i), 3L+,
RQ) 7] IR 2% & B AR § 76 A0 5B BE R R AL 3 b 1) A S A B, DG A FHAS R § BB R 3 K AN A3 A A 11 7
YR58 T FE FE AT 638 7 BE A I, 1 e AT R IE 308 % AR I AT A TG 32 6 A0 AT PR IE 8 PRI, 1 S 1 R 0E Y.
JEANT 1 BASRIE NN ERRITRE, >3 S A A /N T AP IRE 10 D /DN ] 38 B8 308 A B v 3 BV A I AN 4] 4
XA R KL H KT AR ) /N IR, U IE F PR A58 3 3 300 A7 M k. 7 A T 6 % v 38 FH B b ZEAIL RE PR A R 1E N
AW SPEA2 BIN T 5ET-Ur 48 MU () SR B 3, 14k T SPEA R 3L T RSN sE 3 vk BRI &
% EEATS A R RIS (1 377 AL e, B 0 408 0 ) 10 B35 3 45 8 1A 2 A (1 2450 ek S AR 22 At g ¥ T R 1.

(2) PAES™ PESAIIRI PESA-1116)

A 1) 32 DG 28, SR PRS0 O B SR R B L o e 1) A RV IR 28 2 A A 1 5 Lk T 22 I RS R L ok £ e P
(112 FEPE B — AR BLE— AN T AZ IR I R R 24 0 O(N < N) L N S LRI /N, N R 4358
T ERE 190 /I A2 B3 1D 22 D A 1) SR o LA JS VP 2 1Ak 2 H AR SRV R T B 5 Corne 45 N 61733 4% )8 e
[ EAREE T PESA.PESA & E T — A R BERT— AN S350 FP B 00 £ IR K Py 38R 11 JE SCRC A AR IR N 21 4036
TR o, — AN AN AAE N SR SR AR I, ) B A A0 R P IR — AN AN, BRI D R AR AR 4R
B 2 B R I s 0 JC 53, SR [R] B A £ 22 AN B A ) PR A5 25 280, D L R ) Ik — A — Ak 1 4
Br REE AR SR N B K BT R MR B B .Corne 25 A4E 2001 4EX%F PESA A 18— 25 Bk Bk
PESA-ILIEH T 3 T XG5 A&, 5 56 T AN R IE £ 1K) PESA A L, PESA-II H A% IE B AL £, e — o
PR L T EVE AR

(3) NSGA-1IM

NSGA-II 7& 2002 4 Deb &5 AT H 5L NSGA [t & = 1e4 Mk m it FH W 2 B st iz —,
$EHZ AR SCIR[LE R4 2 B AR LA 84 SCI 51 H IR B 2 A6 T NSGA 11 &5 ,NSGA-11 A LU E

H. N MRS H.@ 4 T bs e Pl 4k B HE T 5 17 80 AN [R) 76 28 0038 N BEAE, IR B 24 7 Pareto
HUAS T )/ MA BRI 3 e B HEAS Pareto BTV, I/ T RE M3 57 i A1 % HVESR T PIHFRE 25 R ME S SR FH A%
P LA B AR NSGA HP G M8 8 4 =2 U 25, B I B8 O A M B2 2% FE 2 O(m(2N)1og(2N)).B 5T T K TR
B P, R 4 5 2 0 BB (0 A B e AR 1 S AR LSS IL R] S8 4 ok 7 AR TR —ARFNEE, Rk A R T OR BRI
R PRI 2 i P P A A kb K

NSGA-II,SPEA2 il PESA-II 25 — ARt 2 B br Ak it 3 24 BTV X — W, 1645 1 2 JLAh e A0 A5002:
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BB H Ok, LU g 2 H bR A4k 8, W Veldhuizen %5 A 42 H ) Multi-Objective Messy Genetic  Algorithm
(MOMGA)Y Coello Coello &% A3 Hi (1 Micro-GAMEIAE: 127 i 3Ty 530k LIRS 4 B SRSl 2 B, OF HoK 2 3
SRR AN T AT IV L (0 /N AR B AR A Sy OR PR 22 R I T B, — L6 0 e 1) SR A4 1 ke, Ll Qi TSR 2R
D5k FETYNBFEE B0 vk T2 A0 RS 10 7 v

3 YHEnELE BRRMILEERMIRAR

2003 4= LAk, 4k 22 H AR LA A 9 AT 0B 9 S 0 HH R (9 A1 0, — S I A e 4 5 Lk 2 H AR AL
AU IC R e i o v 4t 22 H R OLAR 1) BL(— R H AR AN EOR T 510 2 B AR AL il B0 e 3 2 5 B AT 2 i
— BINF SU p TR IR ) A T A 2 R T B R BLAD, i Laumanns AT DebM MR iy T &t 4, Brockoff A
ZitzlerH2 H T #8405 4, Alfredo H1 Coello Coello 252% % H T Pareto [ 35 N ety (12, [ i 6 22 H AR AL 1]
FA B B (R IF AR A 8 25 SN AN [ 2 B ) 0 ) 50 44 i ke
3.1 KX BRI FENTEANMR

VAR BL TR . BUREE . NLRERS. Hmit Rk, RS, B b &
1 A — G IR OB I 4 T SR A 2 H bR ALK IR) R AR SO ECE 4 S PRI (W SRR AT TR X e A
R T W9 A AL A AT K TR 2 91 F1) (IEEE Transactions on Evolutionary Computation) =¥ {Evolutionary
Computation) FRFEM A AKTE 19442 H AR R 3 i A 3.

(1) FETRFHEE 2 H ARk

Wi BEAR Ak (particle swarm optimization, fij AKX PSO)%Lv4 & 1995 4F i Kennedy il Eberhart 32 Hi (R BE 45 GEAL
A BEE B R R AR B 2R 2 ) R ) — AN A AR R B IR X R AR A R AR R A — 2
THORE AT, H R AR B 1) AT R I AT CAT A I AT S S R AE.PSO AL sl AR T I AR 18] 5 5 %
SRS HR VR, TO R 2% B VR TR, AR T 3 4, A T T 20 A RV I [ — 6 I A 10 4 ok T

T NSGA-I1.Fieldsend FiI Singht 3125 Ay T sk it 2 H AR AL i fIE PSO Hh R AT [ 5 K/NIANER FhBE SR &,
R AL R T Xy AR P R B (KA LA R SIN T — R 5T LU RF 2 £ .Coello Coello
SENARH T MOPSOPAAZ AT G\ T [ 38 I 10 R AL A £ &1 3 ol 208, AN SO 30 K PR RE 7 64T 28 S5, T LG - 14
HH Y0 R 3R A7 AR S, HLAR 5 R 5 Rl e gk 1 AR B sk L 451 Sierra A1 Coello Coello 25 A B H T 2L T4 357 8 4 A
et RHLI R T8 2 1 AR S03EI Abido 258 N3 HY T I B AR AR 2 H AR T AL 513190 28 24 i Pareto R
Y TR BT P I B 4 J3 348 2 M 42 JR 48 R Koduru: 25 AR H T 45 4R 1 BE RSO ot DI 10 8 75 S0 1980 i ik o 4
#:141,Coello Coello 2 Hi ) MOPSO Sk KL ¥ REULAL M v 22 H B 410 Ak 1) J8E P A 28 ML F) B0

MOPSO )1l 7 = AT W s R T 138 I8 9 A% PR AL A LR A7 SN SB35 Bl B vh ANk 1) B H
Tk R 1R R /AN B X AN A 1 s R 5 T 4 380 0 b K] 3 Shy ) o A 45 1) TR 8K O B R AN R R AN A [ 5
EI A 637 25 /AN AR 10 D0 A v 1) A A 7 2 5 0 o 8 PR I KT 2652 o P 4932 o O A%, — )& Cooelllo Cooello WAy,
SEF KL BEAL A IR 00 AT AR AR R I SIGH 6 AE 2 X T 22 APk 1) R, AN A2 25 R A (i Sk 3 2% 1 A 4
AT IR S 5T PERGE 1k T CA, A T RAIE S5 2 A (K0 22 R, 51N T 87 (K0 4% 5 S, %ot L 1 43 A 11 DX B0 AT 48 S, HLAR
S Ak 2 B A A A T 398 Do v 5

(2) LT N LRGN Z At

N L% 45 (artificial immune systems, i B AIS) & 52 12 2 5 R KEAUL G 3 2% Dy e JaL BRI R SR i v 52
% ) L) A R, R T SR L A BRI . RS LA H AIS TSR
fift 22 H bR AL R BT 510 T IR 2 2 IO DGR, — 26 AIS SRR 2 H bn b ial 81 ) 5595 A0 4k i 8. 0, Coello
Coello 5 A 42t} /9 Multi-Objective immune system algorithm(MISA)“8] Cutello 25 AU T 4 5% B 45 %) PAES 3k
AT B HE H I 1-PAES, Freschi 2 A3 Hi 1 Vector artificial immune system(VAIS)PY Jiao Fil Gong 45 A B H 19 %
P vE B 2 H b 575 (IDCMA) SRR S L AR 358 S 722 05 (NNIA) P ZE T 06 6 8 2 H B AL 0 NNIA 2



AKR LS BARMRIL IR AR -

o Ee AT AR I B

NNIA BT Gz i B R PEBUAR I AR L A EOhT A0 030 5, T8 I — i 3T 3 S0 A0 30 1 /A ik 8
195, L 8 A0 ORI, B0 A S AN A A 995 T e e, A 0 i e 4k 0 A 5 R B AT L 430 e 9 52 o Sk m B i 1)
PURBERH TH BT GA M E A A FEAE, LI NS X 417 Pareto i #Y i H 4 i X I R . 5
NSGA-II,SPEA2,PESA-II iX 3 Fi{kz& EMO K@K 155 & Coello Coello 55 A 42 Hi ¥ MISA [RIXT LE 5256 5t
BT NNIA & —Fh 5 G 200 EMO B HA — 42,4 HARANBOE £ 9 I, 6 T8 ) DTLZ ) 8L, NNIA {7}
AEf3 2% A NI L BE, T NSGA-II,SPEA2,PESA-II Z5 51 HE N 11, Bon T %5 k4 K w4 % Hkriitl
i) A e LA AR K AL A

(3) T arAufhivhHEm 2 HFrfii

O3 A A PE SR A T SR ATUEORT 2 1K 3 3, R AL BV RN SR 2 S AT AL A A X R B2 S W
T B A 25 1) A AN R 0 AT (VR 3R AB TR AR J 0 FH 8R4 1) JE AR 2 R i SR AR BRI X 7 S 41,
& Pl R A ASE 3 B S 0 A 0 T S5 R e R DL R 12 S A AR e G ) L B SR ) P A e, — B
TR A T AR 22 H RS S0 AR AR A4 1ok KhanB2145 22 204 NSGA-I1 v FRY 306 56 55 W 11 UL IS0 1, 4290
(BOA)Z; &t ke 42 1 T 22 H bk DU A0 A6 52925 (mBOA), B T Ht NSGA-I1 B 41 9 20 S Laumannst®3145 27 241
SPEA2 Fll BOA &t ske, ] T vk % H b5 15 £ 17 #.Zhang A Zhou 25 2% % #2411 T RM-MEDAPS?7 3527 1L L,
B2 W FH 3 A A T SR A 22 H BRI Ak ) R 9 Bk

Zhang H1 Zhou 55 2% 35 33 43 7 e 58 2% [ 43 AT RRF 5 DA X T 22 2 H AR AK Il R, ke 58 245 1) ik 23 A
7% 22 oy BOE LI (m=-1) 4E it T 4 A (m 2 B AR 30 2 T IX AN 8508, Bt T 10 AR 8 2 TR RE B OC 3R 1K I
22 HARRAL )8, 338 R 5 3 52 20 T SR 5 I e 5 2 ) o (g i AR S 0 R AN 808 T 8 40 i A3 W A R SR AR
R FERAE AR R B, 7 A2 37 AR, 5K T NSGA-Hp bR 3 S Tie Hl 7 FIORS 935 6. 2% S0t T AR B 2 Al AT
R 2 H AR AL ) 0 BEAR RO L NSGA-IT ZE4f.

(4) 2T imm 2 B st

4 2 H AR AL ) B 3 g B BR A A In) 80 P 202 BRI 7 0 SR 8 22 E B A ) R 1) 56 A SR s, L 7R (1
e 7 V340 F BT R . 48 DY) K325 (Tehebycheff approach) . i 48 #632:45 35 P 4E, Zhang 1 Li ¥ X LS H %
SR AR SR s 5 0 A VR AR 45 & W3 T — BT B 3K T 0 R K 2 H AR E AL 575 (MOEAYD) 8 2 5 304 38 1 4%
AN Pareto R TI ¥ il 8043 fifk b — s L (9 B E AR DR AK 1) R, 88 I I A BV ) el s gt a2 3 ) b A A0 1) R B
TEAERE— A FHAREAN 1 100 581 224 17 e DA At 2L S 0 P A, 7 1) R 2 ) PR 300 408 % 2R i Sk il A A Ji) = 2 W) (1 BB
AN ) )AL S R e S A ) ) A AR O o . 12 B R S T 0 R R 1 4
fif 7k g I N Bk Ak 22 H AR, 7 L T LB B R A SRR SR AR B AR A T S 1138 B 5 3 TG R 22 1 R
T S  SCRR[54] 38 2 4 AL BT ) S H 5| N MOEA/D. SCHR[28,54] 17 T S 46 45 26 W B S e ki vk 5
WAL SIEAR 45 5 2 Sk 2 H AR ) R — B 2807 v, b 2 H AR AL B2 6 7 — o K itk
3.2 B MM EIFFR

XL 4% Pareto AL (1 itk 2 24 fT k1L 2 H RGBT 9834 05 22 —.2002 4E, Laumanns 1 Deb[M145 2% 2
PEH T ey LRI IR S Pareto A PRALEIR AR T Bkl ery PEHL I 23 [ B A% JEAR MK 1 ) R AE
1AM B SR AT LS A YR 5 - 0080 H sl KN IXRE, FUR I I T AR I 7 U LA B R JE TR IR AL
1. [FI I Brockoff A1 Zitzler 25 NPOVRF S 1 Ja 38 o D 45 W SR HEAT vt 4k 25 b () 0 o S50 o1 DA 45 0 2 A B/
FVFIGRZE NI ARG R, 0 S —Fh D AR R B VLR B e NS R 2 DU R AR R 2 R IR/ RS R H bR
£ S 25 W] B b I A BRI A (R S A K Kodurul818s A H2 H T ORDR U IR 8% T LT B
SERACR SPEA (113G B 5 43 T 1 &5 45, FVBSOR S TE o 25000 B A A A IS B 04 H A IR KRR 322 1A
PRI B (5 0L .2007 4E, Alfredo 1 Coello Coello 25 AU e AR HLHIVE T 30— 20 otk 4211 T Pareto [ 3& M
el AL

Alfredo F1 Coello Coello 26 A3 #7 7 Laumanns 1 Deb [ e 08 LLJG WA, 20 5w 55 5 AN 2% 1& Pareto [ij %5 Tl



278 Journal of Software #k#F574& Vol.20, No.2, February 2009

G301 JUATRR 2 0 e AR B 25 T RVF 2 A 800, 3X — W5 DU H IRAE Pareto i ¥ T 43 A1 JL - H2 30 5 B A1 7K S
h TR YGZ R ABATER T Pareto [ IE B ey AL BN R TSR H BRI e — AN R IR B I A
M H, KR ICENIMES Pareto BTV TH LA TRAT X5 B S T Pareto Ji #Y IHIAS [F] 36 4 149 o5 DR 38 P A5 6
9 3T IV 1 SR 1 4 o5 1P 0 R AL IX R I L8 Pareto §T W T 43 A J LT #2305 2 B RH 7K1 (1 DX 35 3 0t 02 () 38 A% 2K 1
F 14 70 28 (A0 A R /N A R 2 15 X S DX B BT A L I A T H R %

33 S#Z HiIRLAAR

LVAT AT b SR AR v 4 22 bR LA )8 b2 0 A 34 22 B AU A AR T T I 110 3 78 2 — S e SO R 1
2 HARE AL i) 0, AR 3R B — A IR PER Pareto BRI g 2 TR sl ), — 6 Ab B 4 2 H bR R 238 B )
A S R E bR 2 T ) 4 B I Pareto iV T PR 4 £t 25 390, 170 B P ore o Al SCRC AR 0 L g 34 n, il 2
B AL 22 H AR A S50 0 U AR v 0 =l S, SR e R I 2 R s ) IR R AR A PR 4 AR — R 4 B
HEAGKE S5 08, L 2R 45 . 5 A, o SR 4 Pareto TTVR T 75 22 N AN JE S AR R R 7R, B4 6 T~ m 4 H bR oG4 il
AU OIN™ M)A S L R 26 71 m 4 Pareto Bij 9 1, 3% T 46 X 1% ) 52 2% J88 30 2 I 1) 42 2% B 0 5 #4829k
il 52 Je ot T 4 22 BRI AL 1) FE, Pareto Fi ¥ T A T R4 U8 2 — AN ) AL BIF 98 5 AV TR 4 32 1 7 e 5 I 90 3
i 2 BB AT AR R PR, 4P A T4 v SR T RLAK i 4E Pareto WY IR.

h T RS B AR AL IR R, 2 o R A A ML S A A H AR TS R RO M R HEAT T SEER B
1J157.2003 4F, Khare, Yao,DebPel L 5 T 24 H b5 4 $2 2~8 It SPEA2,NSGA-I1,PESA 25 55 (¥ 1 B s A ke 33X 3
FELVENT T e 2 B AR Ak 1) RS I — i (AR Ak, — e R T B TR 4E 2 H AR LA ) )
HIE.

Hughes®25 A7 2003 442 H T 2T 5 45 b6 50 5 75, % 5 BRI I B0 TR A vk v 4 22 11 b A4k i)
B, Wagner 25 A\ ISOH 22 55030k FH R A e v 44 22 H AR A 100 B0 76 % 5735 P Hughes £ 33UA AL 14 e /) B Kk
LA K &5 45 o A AN TRI AR BE s 2 2 (1) U7 322 3R 7 R AT A BT A 10 H b, W SR 8 T8 2 N B — A H ARk B — A
TR 8 NI 5 /) fo KV 5 g TR SO S0Pk A7 DG B A B 128 8 0 5 00 0 A1 (R 7 Tl 4 G A% SRVE VAT T 31 Pareto ST
(ORGS0 45 SRR W A STV A SR v 4k 22 B bR A0 1) I 2 TR HE — s (R O 3 (B X IR 4 B A p 4K 1) 8
R A NSGA-I1 Al SPEA.

2005 4F,Deb 2% 4t P2 0 T A7 Lo i 4 2 AR DK i) 3L, I A2 BT 060 1 A 2 1) 96 2 T A v 5 £, th
AU AT TUA B FR 474, 2L 1E 1) Pareto S A 5 # T 1R 4k 208 /N T B A 2 18] 1 4 250 380 38 A 32 40 1 20 4 A AT 145
AN S5 R T R AR j OCE N IE R WIER AN BARx T E 4 B I BTN IE, AR B U, 1% B AR
TZESE RS | 7oE 0 6 WREEE A HAR 1% E 08 TTek oy 5, a2 0, 1% AR 15 3% E 5
0 RE R  E r Eh UE I 2 T R A IE A i 2 e, ] LRI S 1 H FR, AT U & H ARl 7 25 T
X Fh B, Deb $2 H T 5T 3240 52 AT I NSGA-IT Sudk 8032, 3123 5l M3 30 4i H #5 A0 20 4 H A5 1) DTLZS il i,
P T NG 45 S B S2as B T R4 4 H 10,2007 4F,Saxena F1 Deb SUnF % S VA HEAT T ek AT R, B A
IIRTF= A T — AR Y 26 P 23 0] 30 B /N4 07 R ZE ) % 2 TR BRI A — 2 iR 25 N Rom R IR B8 (H 2, MR
B m AR G T AR S M AR 2 R b B AR B A B Al g T A AT I, 32 43 5 40 B G R R R B0 R N TE
SR AR 2 1 I A 11 U 2 A A R AU AR R — AN A A S B (ISOMAP) . JRi R 2k fik A (LLE)
Laplace ¢ fE RS « 4% 3243 1 53 W1 (KPCA) % 75 4. Deb 25 AR YE 22 H AR AL 0 80 F 5 o5, 43 S AR S 32 40 1 4%
WA KRG R 3 20 B0 HT 5 NSGA-II 254 32 HH T PR SR w4t 2 H br A% 1n) 3881 S50 A AT P X P b B
EIAR T 50 4E(¥Y DTLZS il @ IS T TR B R0 AR 5 T B3k 3 AL AWATTALBE I ) A & R H IR 208
A 1, gk 2 B AT BT AR R ) 50 4k 2 B ARDLAK ) 8, s bR Pareto S5O R HY IR0 4EB0UAT JL4E T 24 B Ax
Z ]2 B AR GE 1, R AEAETU AR H AR, Deb Bt th 3% 3 By vk & LA
3.4 Z EERMLNREEFR

2 H AR DCAL I B TR 8 1 K 3 5 23 A 2 F AR DA TSR 55— NP ST B ol T 2 B AR AL SR AR A M ER
W A B L B 2 0 T 5 8 L RS 47 LS 50 A 50 A9 1 A O, DRIt A7 2010 22 LA AR A T AR ) % 1%



AKR LS BARMRIL IR AR s

A AR T R R R 2 H AR AL SEVE R B, B AT 1 2 H AR AL IR ) B L2 BAR R T R AN A
ARG A 36 BV TR P B, TG 92 L S R i eI St S 2 H AR LA )0 52 2 e Dk it Zitzler,Deb &5 A it 8244
T 4 ZDT 1) @250 DTLZ ) f30%% I 24 #5732 R H.ZDT ) 8 th 6 A HAT A [ PR ST w5 1 AR A4k i)
21 f, L Pareto Fv I A0, 2 H AT R 55 2 1K 0] @ 2 —.DTLZ W RE T MR 2 A H bx, N fe i
TR GF M i ok 4 22 B AR O0AL 1) 380 A2 H AR A5 e 2 (I ) 2 — B2, ZDT ) R DTLZ ) it B A
B A58 16y dle 55 188 n I R B3k = S 4 XI5k (Flat region). /b 824 1) E (K5 1) . Pareto WS I E I A (]
i T 2

e\ 22 Li Fll Zhang % NP6 J5 Myt 17 LA AR PE S0 2 H R AL AR ) f3. 75 SCHR[64] 0, Li AT Zhang
FEH T — AR 2 AT OCEK H. Pareto [l # TH 52 2% 3% SRR 1) 8, 78 SCRR (2719 A T8 S0k it 1k e ik 5 L
SIS 45 WA B ST AR Pareto H Y IHI AR 8 0k 22 H bR gk A BV R B ORI SO0 DR HE A 3 0 3K ) 1Y)
Pareto ¥ [HI 340 2 £k M B3 — 2 il ThT 3 S g A BRI sz A1 5t v 22 H RS A0 A 100 S8 1 52 2% k. Dy bt A AV T 72 STk [54]
PR T — 28 Pareto i #Y E AT AT 53 2 24 L (WK ) 8, 91 1 T MOEA/D-DE 1 NSGA-II #4881 HL 8.

SCHER[SAT B FE B2 B bR B B0 AL 1) BT T AR . = AL 2000 A LAY ELECH H IR 4E 2 H Ax
oAb i i, Zitzler % A3 HH) ZDT ) %2, Deb 25 A2 ¥ DTLZ i 8% R4t T & 4111 Pareto S iR 4
FI AR Pareto i 1Y 1T, 33 £ 135 i) 2] LU http://www.cs.cinvestav.mx/~emoobook/ I %%, 7 #b, Zitzler 25 N 3B T

http://www.tik.ee.ethz.ch/sop/download/supplementary/testProblemSuite/ I #.Li F1 Zhang 2 H! (1) 55 2428 & I 45 1)
% F R AL R ) f 45T m LA http://cswww.essex.ac.uk/staff/gzhang/moptestproblem/testsuite.htm T #k. 41,
X2 B AL SR P BETE O I RE (RISt — BTN 51 0GR I B ORI A Ziztler 58 AN TE SCHR[65]H 734 T
W FE PP I S (R D 5l i, AR SR % 2 RUAS 7 e RV 3.

T T A B RS H AT 2 H RO AL B 2 R R R B R A Y 5 | 3 2 1 BR ALK AT,
— SO B AR L (1 BV Ak B 58 H ok FRATTA O, R IR 2 H AR AL 1n) BUAS 5 (97 i 3K Se gL S AT B 25 5
R, A R e T HE B L (0 S5 TR B, H R 22 5 AR AL il B DA R B A S0 R PR (R, S o 5 LN ) o AL

4 NLiEBHEES BRI EZRIIERE L

FEIX 15, 304 1 i 52 56 3k L 5 NSGA-11TY SPEA2I PESA- 1T NNIAZ 1 1k b 1T Se A1 D238 5,00 T
fifp 22 HARLAY ) BV 22 0040 2 FRR A A0 S AR 4k Bt 4 ok JL b NSGA-11L,SPEA2 I PESA-11 23k £ H b
A ST P e AR LR, BT DL AT B 73X 3 P& s UL 2 H ARk 5032510 NNIA R BT A B
ZEHEAL TS AT (1 BB T € Evolutionary Computation) b % 3¢, A Ik 4F 4 2417 EMO S35k A0 R
oKL AT 3 N3 4 1P H A 1) SCHI DEBIS RN KURE®:4 A ZDT 1) @5 4~ DTLZ i %3 2 412 24 4 [
Fre_E EMO A58 32 SR 00 b 5. 52 36 2 48 P-1V 3.2G CPU 1 2G RAM (WA A PC _E 58 /il
41 RWEE

T LA TSR B 12 NI R AR ECE 2 SCRT 3 AN H bR diiR 6 % SCH,DEB fil KUR 434l
Schaffer®, Deb®F1 Kursawel® 4 4>k .ZDT [ & fy Zitzler,Deb F1 Thiele 7£ 2000 4E4z O DTLZ ] B ¢
Deb, Thiele,Laumanns Fil Zitzler £ 2002 4F4 0L 5 3 A jil 5 by 45 i 2, AS 977 Jg 3L v S 40 8 (o % A ANl 3
4~;,ZDT1~ZDT3 4 30 MR AL &, ZDT4 41 10 NP AR 555 A DTLZ il {8 v 578 5 A H AR EHOAT LY e 3]
AEATHCH AR SR X kR x| (10 BUAE, FRATT R T SCHR[63] 1 s, REK T+ DTLZ1,k=3,|x|=5;%} F DTLZ2,DTLZ3 Al
DTLZ4,k=3,|x=10;%TF DTLZ6,k=3,|x,=20. 1 /&iX 12 4] {5 {] Pareto B wF I L3447 5046 ) 200 4K A 4.



280 Journal of Software #k#F574& Vol.20, No.2, February 2009

Table 1 Test problems used in this study
F 1 ARG e
Problems Dimension n Variable domain Obijective functions (minimized)
X, if x<1
-2+%, ifl<x<3

_ _ _£\2

SCH 1 [-5,10] fi(x)= 4ox if3<x<4 f,(X) = (x-5)

—4+x, ifx>4

X 2

DEB 2 [0.1] f(X) =%, f,(x)=(1+10x,) {1(“110)(2} Mxioxzsin(Snxl)}

n-1 2 A n
KUR 3 [-5,5] f,(x) = Z(—lOe‘*‘“)‘/X' +Xiyy ]’ f,(x) = Z(‘X.‘M N 5Sil’l(X, )3)

i= i=1

(00 =%, £,00=900[1-y%/9(3) |

ZDT1 30 [0.1] n

g(x)=1+ Q(ZH X; )/(n -1

100 =%, 500 =909[1-(x/9(0)’ |
ZDT2 30 [0,1] )

g(x)=1+ 9<Zi:2xi)/(n -1

fi(x)=x, f,(x) = g(x)[l—\/xi/g(x) —isin(lonxi )}
ZDT3 30 [0.1] 9(x)

g(x) =1+ Q(Zi":zxi)/(n )
xe[0.1] 1,00 =%, 1,00 =909 1-x/9(x) |

ZDT4 10 xi€[-5,5] 0
i=2,...n 9(x) =1+10(n—1) + > [%? —~10cos(4nx,)]

i=2

f(x)= %xlxz...xk,l(lﬁ- 9(%.))

00 =204, )1+ 9(%,)

DTLZL k+|xk|_l [0.1] fa(x)= éxi(lf Xz)(l+ g(xk))
00 =20 )(1+9(x)

where g (x,)=100 x|+ . ((xi —0.5)? — cos(20m(x; —0.5)))

X € X
(%) = (1+ g(x, ) )cos(x7t/ 2) coS(X,m/ 2)...cO8(X, 7/ 2) COS(X,_y7/ 2)
f,(X) = (1+ g(x, ) )cos(x7/ 2) cos(X, 1/ 2)...co5(X, _,m/ 2)sin(x, 7/ 2)

DTLZ2 k+[X -1 [0.1] f_a(X) = (1+ g(x,))cos(x,n/ 2)sin(x,n/ 2)
fu (X) = (1+ 9(x,))sin(xn/2)
where g(x)= > (x —0.5)

Xj € X

(%) = (1+ g(x, ) )cos(x7t/ 2) coS(X,m/ 2)...c08(X, 7/ 2) COS(X,_y7/ 2)
f,(X) = (1+ g(x, ) )cos(x 7/ 2) cos(X, 1/ 2)...co8(X, _,m/ 2)sin(x, 7/ 2)
DTLZ3 k+[x-1 [0,1] f1(x) = (1+ g(x,))cos(xm/ 2)sin(x,m/ 2)

f(x) =(1+ g(x,))sin(xm/ 2)

where g (x,)=100| [+ Y ((x —0.5)* - cos(20m(x 70.5)))}

X €Xg




AKR LS BARMRIL IR AR -

Table (Continued)

Problems Dimension n Variable domain Obijective functions (minimized)
f,(¢) = (1+ g(x,))cos(xm/ 2) cos(x; m/ 2)...co8(X;_,m/ 2) cos(X; 47/ 2)

£(¢) = (1+ g(x,))cos(xm/ 2) cos(x; 7/ 2)...cos(x;_,m/ 2)sin(x¢ ,m/ 2)

DTLZ4 kX | -1 [0.1] f1 () = (1+ g(x,))cos(xn/ 2)sin(xgm/ 2)
f(x)=(1+ g(xk))sin(xfn/Z)
where g (x Z (% -05)?, a=100
() =x
f(x) =X,
fa(X) =%y

DTLZ6 kx| [0,1] f () = (1+9(%))(fy, v Fi11 )

where  g(x,)= 1+—Zx

[ X e,

h(f, f,,... f,0)=k - Z{ ! (1+sm(31rf))}

S T TR BN TAG AR P WS SO R 43 A (9 24 4 1k, B AT TR ) Deb 25 A4 14 (7 Convergence Metricl®fil Schott 42
t ¥ Spacing 5 KR %3 5 I b A 8 SR

W &M 45 4% (convergence  metric): 4 P =(p1, P2s Pyreves P |) S EEAE Pareto Fif VAT F K395 4545 1 Pareto i

RAREE G A=(ar,82,83, .., ) /2 01 EMO 5345 2 (WL L Pareto AR AREE X T4 A M REAMIR &, FATTHT LA
M SUARE RIS PR I — LB B B
_ IP 1 k fm(ai)ffm(pj) ’
A

m=1
Forpr, R £ R S A PR Al m A H b e B0 OB R B /M MO P S R e AR A TR T
IV — A P, R S

1Al
D,
A =1
C(A) = A (7
WSk MEFE FR AR B AS B T L Pareto S5z A0 AR 65 AN B AR Pareto i W 11 14 R 29 D51 G i i b (RIS, e W] SRVE 19
) F0 A P WL AP B B2 30 B AR Pareto BV IAT.
[ EfL 75 b7 (spacing metric): 4 A /& 5545 2 AL Bl Pareto S AR 4 & M ERL TR A7 S & XN

. 1 |A )
S= ‘A‘ 1Z(d d;) (8)

i=1

y
R

d = minj{zk: f (@)- fm(aj)}, 8.8, €A i,j=12..|A 9)

d P s (K20 KO s bR B A B0 G AR b 0,3 WA JR A5 380 1 A S T A 7 A 22 ) A 58 I 4
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Fig.1 200 uniform points on the Pareto-optimal fronts of the test problems
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Table 2 Parameter settings
*2 SHMHERE

Parameter PESA-I1 SPEA2 NSGA-II NNIA
Crossover probability p. 0.8 0.8 0.8 1
Distribution index for crossover 15 15 15 15
Mutation probability pm 1/n 1/n 1/n 1/n
Distribution index for mutation 20 20 20 20
Kl 2 02 4 FhEidskg 12 NP )BT, 30 YA AT 15 tH S FR AR i i S
x107 16 x107° — %107 -
22 ! 2.1
: 15 !
@ g g ! 20
g 20 5 I -+ T
3 - . | 1.4 1.9
3 18 - i -
g 131 = 181 | =
O 16 - ' -+
= I Tl =
14 T {2 L - fa
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%1072 SCH 107 DEB 1072
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Fig.2 Box plots of the convergence metric based on 30 independent runs obtained by NNIA,
PESA-11, NSGA-II and SPEA2 in solving the twelve test problems
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Fig.3 Box plots of the spacing metric based on 30 independent runs obtained by NNIA,
PESA-11, NSGA-II and SPEA2 in solving the twelve test problems
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