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Abstract: This paper proposes a modified immune clonal constrained multi-objective algorithm for constrained
multi-objective optimization problems. By introducing a new constrained handling strategy to modify the objective
values of individuals, the proposed algorithm optimizes the individuals with the modified objective values and
stores the non-dominated feasible individuals in an elitist population. In the optimization process, the algorithm not
only preserves the non-dominated feasible individuals, but also utilizes the infeasible solutions with smaller
constrained violation values. Meanwhile the new algorithm introduces the overall cloning strategy to improve the
distribution diversity of the solutions. The proposed algorithm has been tested on several popular constrained test
problems and compared with the other two constrained multi-objective optimization algorithms. The results show
that the optimal solutions of the proposed algorithm are more diverse than the other two algorithms and better in
terms of convergence and uniformity.

Key words:  constrained multi-objective optimization; immune clonal; constrained handling strategy; constrained

violation value; non-dominated solutions

B B A RE BRI R BEERE ALY RS BARRAC IR % Sk T 5| 3 — A2 RAb 28 e,
JA —AME B SR AT AMKR G B AR R SR SATS R, PG B 5 09 B AR B B8 R R 05 I Bk AT AR, R — AN K
FbBEST T AT AE LB MR AT A4 0 Bk AR AR IR B T AE X BT AT A A AR T A R BAL AT 4T
fi#, B B 5| HE AR R R R AR MR A 00 B AR SR AT xT 29 R B B AR F) AR 69 &R AR AR AT A MK A R Ae st bk Sk
S HRBCT AR B Ak R TR S B ARKAC K B A PTAF MR 69 5 HMATE) T — 2 4942 3 Bl B iR a9 otk
Fady G HIFE] T — 4 B,

KR AR L B AT, S B 2 RAL TR 4 R AR B AL, A X AL fg

HEESES: TP18 XRKFRIRED: A

« FEGIUH: [H KRR 42 (61001202, 61003199); H [ 1 -1 5 A} 2% 2 4> (201104658, 20090451369, 200801426, 20080431
228); BRVG 48 H AR Rl A2 LGl F ¢ o %1 (2009JQ8015, 2010JQ8023); [ 5K # & #f ¥ - 5 4k 42 (20100203120008, 200902031200186,
200807010003); iy 255442 24 BHI BT 51 11X (BO7048); #H #“A T 2% 5 A4 39 [41 BA % Jé 1% (IRT1170)
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IRV, 1 562 A A %2 H bR Ak il 78 — AN b T X1
min F(x) = (f,(x), f,(X),.... f, (x))
st. g;(x)<0,i=12,..,q

(@)

X ={(%: X0 X ) | |y <% < U}
I=(.1,,....1.),u=(u,u,,..,u,)
P X=Xy, 0 Xn) A N LRI ) B X S B ] AR AR B X PSR AR B AR R, u R | PSR AR ) BT RS F(x) N H
P BR8] GO0 A 35 TS H RS BRI 0i(}) << 0(i=1,...,0) W 2 | DA EE L hy(x)=0(=q+1,...,m) b 27 j 452
TR S5 QA AR 1o 2 X (2) i 4 o A LR
lh(x)l-¢<0 o)
o ek AN/ R ot B A MR 155 038 5 Y 0.001 B 0.0001.24 xe X Wi 2 T I 20 R 444 0i(x)<<0(i=1,...,q)
AR ()=0(=q+1,...,m)I Bk x A ATATE JT A ATAT IR AR G id ol Xy
U, e D AR T W2 S M A IR Z B AR OU SRR T T8 5 X 9 A% A 1K) Ak 2R 79 kAT
i, 2 5 Il LR 28 d ) 249 R 2 H AR LA 5.
T A R4 R A 3G PR D 7 A R 2 A 5V R A SRR 125 8
1) L B 7 vk
2 0K {9 1 DR DAy 3 B0 B A3 ) e 22 A HE 29 SRR 3 1 TE BT Nl A X B) s

c0 -, 5 €

[ERY
S (x) 5 AT L I 24 R (4) T Sh 38 | AR (LI AL, I 24 (5w, O 85 | A4 5HoR
MW@@ﬁm=$£m%¢%x%%%ﬁ%@

max(0, g, (x)), j=1..q
Cj(X):{max(Ovlhjj(X)l—S), i=q+1..,m ¥
= max c; (x) )

XoF 249 SR 20 L PR AR B 595 00 Dl A Al 1) g 240 AR 85 I 0 REAS MR H A b8 BE B TR 2 R 2 H AR
AR T A D AR LR 2 H AR A ) BEEREAT AR PH;2) K 29 SR O 15 B0 1 — 4k H s e 25018, AT A H 4 bR i 4 20
9 KL 2,22 JE 0T IR H b R B0 [ BEAT AR LR 2 HARTEAL.

2) Ly g 5 3 7 110

AT E IS AR R v FRic MR x AN AL LSRG AN B AE BE v (KT VAT AL BE b T5 7% 1)
Hh 249 S i 1 1R T 5

BRR BEEAN LM CA AR Z HARBL A,

FESCHR[1]H, Venkatraman %5 AR 2 SR AL 1 850 D P AN S0 BT AL AL 2 1 20 S 3RAT AT 1%, 2 1 s bR 5
AL ACRR A8 B3 AN A4 10 20 SRl 185 005 FLREAT S 70 E, 4 FlRE A R IR TAT AR I ENZR 2 20323 2 R 21 R(E
() A R 5025 TR 5 A 235 1) H 1) A A6 D JE 29 TR K 22 H b 1) LR AT DI A 1% 7 ik B AR 7 o B gt A S B,
{4 20 5B RO A 20 I DA 1 ) e e 802 T Sk A K, AT ™ S5 i 1 53 1K) 1k g AE SCHR[2] H, Deb 55 A7
NSGA-II H R AT —FloBT R FEHEE, 20 3 B O0:1) P AS AN Al AT gt i L CIE SCRE A4 2) AN
8 A AR AT AT PRI 328 FCEA AR 8 L/ (N4 3) PSS AR 2 AN D mTAT A, A DA Al R AT R I B BCRT AT A X
Toft S 6 M o BITAT (0 AT AT A SCIC BT AT A1 T AT 8 L 35 AR SCRR 3] K 1 (R R AR 8 4 S i i & 1 PSO
PR R R Z HERAL 8L SCRR[4]1,Geng 45 A St T — M ARSI 18 IE 57 SBMS. & IE ARSI
AR, T SR A L RIE AT AT AR S 2 % AL I E NSGA-I RN U 5 500 (10 HE il B it T
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SMBS_MOEA % i%.Chafekar 25 A\ 76 SCHR[5]H 38 H I 1:1) OEGADO 1 K2R £ B br b [ 5 e 4
Ly H AR AL i) B AEAS H bR o8 B T FERE, ] GA AL BN H AR B8 510 R Y 2) OSGADO 511, /1 GA &
UARAR ] —Fh B o (0 5 H b b6 B 726 SCHR[B] 7, Young 43 Bt &5 5544 5 A Sl SCIC 45 2 I A bR 8502 T (1l S
BLZE . Ro FHL A R 25 A 1 AR S0 LS50 Re A AR & Al S BL S5 40 n A 3 (6) BT, e ook T AT M AF b
TE R T o 1) L 431

Re=aRo+(1-)Rc (6)

FESCRR[7]H Liu 5 56 25 RS 20 TS P22 5RO AT C(x).R () 24 /1A x A5 Rl b 4 SIS KT 148 18 4> o
1,C(x) 49 2 3 (3) =K H 10 240 9 Al 25 0. 2 i Ay B AN A ARG 7 — AN S8 A, T 24 2R (7) T s e rp 2 R i ep el S
A (R AN BOK T 9T A5 SRR B AN B, ) wy=1,wo=0; 401 SRS K T 43 28] 09 P ARE R AN 250, 00wy =0,wo= 1. e I Jiip
A 10 WCAR N T — Rk

fitness = —d_ 1 2 )
R(x) C(x)

76 SCHR[8]H Jaddan FH T b B0 AN PR AE H b ik $5 2 ) R 240 3R B B0 Tl 19 9 A B S L 25 i A A AR 1K B
o R B0 ) F T ERE N T AN 10 240 o i B840, 5 S DN — A I B IR AR i A SCHR[9]H, Singh 7EASHDGE K ik
B L A — BT AR B 1) 2 Xoig M AETTAT AR Xnew M ATAT AR Xpew T Xo1i2) 24 Xoia N FTATHE « Xnew
A AEATAT RIS Xnew BT — D BHE 2 I AE;3) 2 Xnew 1T Xorg #1840 I AT At I, 326 9% 240 SRl 725 i1/ PO A A 7 S
BR[10]H Isaacs 45 K A5 AN A A i S 20 IR AN B0t I 21 H A bR 25038 ) vh 204G — AR b B AR 2 S T AT AR AR S N
JEFTATRRIE Sing, 64 15 10 H bR B8 507 0] v 6P A g AR b (8 B A AN AT Al SCREHE P AEBEAT IR HOR — 4R,
PR — 58 ME P B2 Ak AT 1.

CL RS R 00K 22 H AR Ak 1) B0 AR SR T 22 bk B S B A AL B L RS AR I AR IR T AT AR SO LT
JETTAT AR, 0 240 SR 125 1 /I 1 I T AT At AT R S AT 4 FH R B4 50725, N GANSGA-IT 1551 PSO 45 {H 2
Pl SR 1 S AT AR S 11 22 BRI I AT AR e SCHIR[11]h  Woldesenbet 45 A4 H 120K £ H bridiik
SRR T B B 20 AR B S 8 — 5 B H RO AE S 06 H bR BR B AT B 1T, OF S IE 5 B H b R Sl P ik

SCHCFTAT PR XA T 4R T @b Mgt g 7RI AT A AR T AT A 10 328 % il AL, A AL R P BEOR B T W0 AT AR SIRC AR, L
TRBE T 20 BB B0/ HLH A B8 S B/ R AR RTAT A

G5 e Wi SRR R AR 2 F AR A I I A R E — 5 B (0l SR AR EN T — AR AL, 9 FLIE L
0 I 28 5 SRONGS 18 592 S RE 00 DR 0 1 22 A P RGO . ey 17 SRR L0 7 P 2 1 ) 240 T A . SRS E 0 119 2 e 17
B Gy v B S0 i DAAS SO SCRIR (A2 O 2 AR A BB St — FpE IE S S e BE YR 2 H b LAk 7

R, SCHR[LL] AR 240 SR AL B SISt A7 A5 AN AL 2 Ak, B o 32 20 TR A PR SRENGS R o DI w47 AR SRS AR I, 1%
SRS AL O 20 A AR 31 A 1 2R T AT A £ 077 10 08 e DR b AR SCBEA RIS 20 0 SR X — AR5 1 1 LR Z i A
S PS5 T g T BRI, e 88 v i SR AR SR AR 20 SR 22 H AR DAL il AU, K 22 HOSCHR (K 2 F R A5
AR T AT A S AR HEAT v AN AR S SR AR T AR SCL T BT 0 20 R H b A Ak In) A8, 38 1 A E- ModNonPop £ fif
EIE 5 I AR SR A L R FeaNonPop A7 il AT AT IF SO AR 42, 7 EAT o 9 R I, BRAT T 48 0 K (K S 30 R 3L
Wi R A T FeaNonPop W EAT v ki DU AG I R Hh A9 T AT A SCE At S8 MEASE ) P Jsi iy 7%, 40 D T (10 326 496 S 4%
38 B T AROK I s g, AT ASE S92 4 Bl DK B g T £ 8 6 S 4 b T L RSSO 35047 Ke Bl i FeaNonPop A 58
B 484 N T 22 iy 17 A SCBEVE BT R0C% A8 R i ) i 0 29 ) 22 H e T R AR I3, 9 5 SCRR 120+ F) 030 0
NSGA-II AT X b R I A SCIEAE AL B R 22 H A0 A IR 100 I, BT A58 1) 22 0 A2 WAL Sk A 28 29 P 48 13 21
TAR KR i, Ui A SO AT AR U 10 22 AR PR AN 38 25 W DR B 70 LA SR PR Wi Sl e

AT L AT EANA GASCIT B 1 10 G e s BE 2R 2 F AR AL ST 2 2 14 20K 2 AR 28 el ik R 2
ZJE FIASC L . NSGA-I AR 2 H B LA SRR SCHR[11]h 29 2 H AR A6 B33 A0 DK ) 350, 5 B 45
REAT XL 30T 58 3 1 R Ah A ST AR,
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1 REREARS BRMHEZ

ARSCHRE A T G 58 2 R 2 H s U0 A S TR AT SR 88 e 3K RO HE 2R, I B £ A3 e R T 2400
KBRS XT H A bR B REAT 6 12 F FL BB AN/ N DR SR, R ATt T 4T XA 4R FeaNonPop
RS I R BT ATl SRR S FeaNonPop AT H A bR B 5 1E )5 19l SCCA% 4 ModNonPop.

SCHR[LL]HF ISR SRR A PR L) SFRATATAR2) - RATAT ST A SRR I B R I 7 i
JR R

i) B & AT I T DA AR SRR FH () 240 SROA FE S (19 34T, 4 Bl AR e G AT RN, 24 SR B SR 6 B it

A A ATAT A (K F AR S T AT i, JAS SRR T BL R TR B0 58 1)28

i) SH A R W AR I A 5 1 AL AR R B AT AT AR, T BRI 26 1) 20

B it A F 93T, A SO SR G5 o e T O HE AT DAL T BT £ AN ) B 9 0T 38 Jof 24 S A 38 SR s
P73t YA RE PR JF R 2R 2 H RSO ) RS i, BT T SR . AN AR R R AR T
11 mRERE

T B8 B A AR SO v G A (18 2 A T T P A T S A P SCRR[12, 18] A SC A A X S AR BT
PRTRTE JEAT e, 68 IR -1, SR U 0 v e 1) 075 325 0 SSAR I AR A TR R EEAT n £ e [, Pop={Pop,...,Pop}.ix ¥4 %
TR SAR R B AREA B AR 73 WA I PS8 {1 5 A0 3 SR S 15 B A S 5 R Y b e e vk

1) BRI ModNonPop (1 [ I K K S At vp ) P AT Al SCRC AR 4 FeaNonPop &2 i 1f wl jée J 1) i
e, an =X (8) Fron:

Pop ={ModNonPaop,..., ModNonPop FeaNonPop,..., FeaNonPop} (8)

n k
Horp ¥ 4B S HCfEAE ModNonPop wi B n £i% K5 T AT 3E SZ L4 FeaNonPop o % k fi%.
2) AU e AE AR 52 ModNonPop. b I D o H ke 21— P A7 4ig nl 47 3E 2 e i 48 FeaNonPop R4E H,
1% e B I R a2 (9) R
Pop ={MonNonPop,..., MonNonPop} 9)

WK ) S B 4 R AT i L)% AT AT AR SZ R AR 4 FeaNonPop g B HEFRNE Pop, XAt 4k 45 5 3 Bh AN K. )
i, fF AT AT AR SCRL AR 4R FeaNonPop 1151\, F5 A0 4k ik #2 w1 v 47 3 S I AR A8 RS J LT B b Tk, 405 I T 1 3
PR FT AR B T AR KW 7, WA 550927 9 DR B I T o 308 9% B e 4 b R4 K Ol 1 bt dn b AT R
FH 7 2) ANAY % F& AJE 57 B A% 45 ModNonPop. AR 1F i R L3 1.

Table 1  Flow chart of the clone operation
x1 BiAwEAT

BF. BiRBEET
Ne: b B 15 4L
N:MonNonPop F A/
Begin

i=1; k=1;

While i<=n,

For j=1:1:N
Pop(k)=MonNonPop(j);
k=k+1;

End

i=i+1;

End
Pop.size=k;
End

12 XX, THIRE
AR FH SCHR [14] Hh B L — A8 X (SBX cross-over) 8T (414 20 (10) T ) B £ T 2 AR 7 (polynomial
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R FAEERBAEL RS BT

mutation) & 7 (41 A 20 (12) T 7R).
. [OSIA+ B)ay + (- F)ayl, if r(0,1) =05
*10.5[(1- B)ay + 1+ B)a ], if r(0,) <05

b
&

1

(2u)™*, ifu(0,1)=05
B = 1

[2(L—u)] "™, if u(0,1) < 0.5

1777

;H\:'T',aik,ajk(iij,k=l ..... n)%ﬁﬁi |,] H@% k /I\YJ%%gfﬁx,u %%WE[OJ]ZI‘EJB"J%HL@

Vi =V +o(u = 1)

b,

A

1

5o [2u + (L 2u)(1—&,)" 1 2, ifu<o05

1

1-[2(-u) +2(u - 0.5)(1 - 5,)™ "™ * if u > 0.5

/H\:':F',51=(Vk—|k)/(uk—|k),52=(Uk—Vk)/(Uk—|k),U IEJL:[O,]-] 8] 4347 I l‘iﬁ*}Lﬁ,uk F Iy 59N Vi IS AR S

AL X AR5 B IR 2.

Table 2 Flow chart of the crossover and mutation operations

R2 AXERET

Y TXERET.

pe:AE XM
Pm: 4L M2
N:Pop Ffff K /N
Begin

1AE XA

For i=1:2:N-1

For j=1:2:N-1
If random(-)<pc

XNk Pop(i) Al Pop(i+1) 58 j 448w E 4728 X HRAE

End
End
End
12 St A
For i=1:1:N
For j=1:1:N
If random(-)<pnm
XA Pop(i) A ER j 4 AR 53R4T A8 S 44
End
End
End
End

1.3 EFBRIE

(10)

(11)

(12)

(13)

ASCERIIEFEZRAEA G NSGA-I SRS TR AR A AN A5 Bl AR SCC A5 20, A8 I MR A S A5 AT A
TP, A AN SCHR[12, 3]0 — R, T2 A PR 28 B ST, I A R T A S0 AR S BV A 4 o A 2k 6 45
A HORTAT Al SCBC A% 5 FeaNonPop AL X H b B8 2R 2 1E 5 19 SCE A% 2 ModNonPop. I 1 /™ 356 £ 4 i 5

1.3.1 FHRI%E 1.3.2 AR,
1.3.1 EMTATIESCRCA# LR FeaNonPop

B AR TR Pop FRRR 3 REAS A4 19 20 31 O 25 (8L B TT 4T i 4E FeasiblePop, 2 J5 ¥ FeaNonPop
P AT AT I S C it 4R 3k W] AT fif 4 FeasiblePop H 75 W 1T fi# £ FeasiblePop HH R H5 & AN AN R H b b8 ZUE £ B

FIATAESCIE fif £ FeaNonPop. 2 3 45 H B AT AT Al SCC A 4 1) 3 2D B
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Table 3 Flow chart of the selection of feasible non-dominated population
F 3 AT AR SCRCAR AR K 1L LR A

EF. AT AESCRCAR SR I L
1) MFIEE Pop HIE I AT AT fif 4 FeasiblePop;
2) ¥ 5248 FeaNonPop 94N {452 il 3t 7 7 FeasiblePop 1,
3) FIE FeasiblePop H E X AT 1T E AL i 4 FeaNonPop.
BRI HRAE AT
N:FeasiblePop F ¥ (K /Ih
Begin
FHh T FeasiblePop Hh T A AN A B HE ST A%
For i=1:1:N
For j=1:1:N
If FeasiblePop(j) A /& Ml Bkik & L il=j
If FeasiblePop(i)#% FeasiblePop(j)sZ /it
% FeasiblePop(i) 4 32 FC A,
Break;
Else if FeasiblePop(i)t5 FeasiblePop(j)#H [
B FeasiblePop(i) 4 MM B IR 2

End
End
End
End
M FeasiblePop i I | 32 e g
End

1.3.2 &P H br ek BUEE 1IE 5 K HE L% 4E ModNonPop

T 58 AR SR [10] 7 g £ TR Ak 3 S5 s 30 ik B B {1 (distance value) B8 577 351 (two  penalties) s 24 A8k AL il i
Pop T AEANANA I B AR o BUE AT 15 15, 21 A K (14) s AR 5 AR 18 15 5 09 B Ar o8 508, MR #E Pop B IR
I fi#4E ModNonPop. B A F R 5 % 3 21481

fi(x) =d;(x) + pi(x) (14)

e di(x) A A x B3R T 4 E b R BRI R B AR () S A x B3R T 48 bR R BRI FE ST IO, £(X) A AME x B IE
JEIIEE A H bs s .

A a7 2 A 23 5 35 R RN 4§30 T00 (0 55 V.

1) gEpg MY

R A5 b A o A5 A0 AT A, T LLRE B 8 A 1) SR A 4 D W R AR 1001 1) AN 70 VT AT R I B Ok S T AT il
[0 20 SR A 5 (L 2) A7 A6 T AT AR T, B B R B ok R 500 40 R 85 {3 R)VE P 100 45 L. T A B B A ) 2 T 5

n
Cx), if =0
%09 = {./ﬁ(x)2 T C(x)?, otherwise (15)
Hor di(}) A x 1928 0 4E B bR PR B, C() 2 AME x 120 R A 2548, ok T AT A7 (KA 507 Bl B v T
ST ECL. f(x) MK X B |4 H bR BRI RO B — A A8, U — A R n R s
R )=fmn
L =%
o, £ RPN H bR R B I S NME, £ RS 0 AN H bR R RO A B A B R A AR S
1) Xﬂ!)ﬂjifﬁ;ég[iiﬁﬁﬁ,Wﬁjr‘-ﬂlﬁﬁ@iﬁﬁ@ﬁ;@ FEARRTAT R Hp 200 SRl 25 R 1A A A0 52 38) 1 22 31 sl ik
ATAT AR A AT A S 0, F T 8 B 1 #1828 R AT AT R B 2 ANk x AR AT AT AR, JLAE 3 00 pi(x) IR SR iR 28 =X
W AP

(16)

P (X) = (1-a)C'(X) +af(x) a7
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FCr, o g FTAT MR AEFEE R BT o A AL F () AN x 5 T4 bR bR B fO)) A 0T — A C (x) o £ I B 24 Bl
B, X (18) i
{0, ifa=0
C'(x) = .
C(x), otherwise
L, C0) A ANE x 20 AR BB 7E @=0 B o S50 wl AT M I 25 ST U A O. SN A5 B B AEL 0 H b e 50 £
BEATAEIE; 2 >0 I8 01 2R o5 /N RIVARIRE v R A7 Ak P AN B0/, DU 7 537 300 B0 249 o bR 0 1) 0 2 517, A R0 1
TE T R T AT AR S0 T AT AR R 3 T A 2 R oAt R RV R AT AR A B 2 WU T IO T bR R
) ) 28 570 A7 0 b R o AN A0 Lo i 0012 5 1 50 5 ) A 0
14 HAEMEERE
AN Gy WAB IR B A R 2 H AR LA S0 2R, K 4.
Table 4 Flow chart of modified immune clonal constrained multi-objective optimization algorithm
R4 BIEREELAKRD H SRR R

B BIE R AR S H RS
Begin

(18)

1) YHRFIEE Pop, Jt R IE S 4 iger=1;
2) VSRR Pop I E AR BRBUI . 29 TR O S B
3)  ARMEDER 2 AE B KRR EE Pop AN AN K RS 1E S 1 H A R AU
4)  FEE Pop HIEEUAT 4T A L A#4E FeaNonPop, I T FeaNonPop 1 K/,
5)  MWFBE Pop HH LR SRR 4E ModNonPop, I 558 ModNonPop K 71y;
iger=iger+1;

While iger<=max_ger
6) gk AR S ModNonPop,ft Pop={ModNonPop,...,ModNonPop};
7)  XPRPEE Pop BEATAE X AR SR Jn A I LA ARSI RC A% 4 ModNonPop, {8145 Pop={Pop,ModNonPop}.
8)  WHATHYR 2), PR 3)~ B YR 5)HEAT A I O HRAE.
iger=iger+1;

End

End

1.5 HEMERE D

BEAERE— Rtk B FeaNonPop Fil ModNonPop (1B #R g N, 5 B 1% 5k ¢, 28 i i 45k n, 20 R 4k %5
S m, E b R 54 50k k)

o TEARIRTIMERNEE ModNonPop JiT ¥ 5 2% i 4 O(cN);

o AT XHEAEPT TSR O(neN/2);

o BREEFT TSI A O(neN);

o UFEFHE Pop H bR KU A2 SR S (E 1K B ) 52 2% 0 O(neN);

o A IEFHE ModNonPop T 7 E 24 E 2l O(NN+mN+KN);

o EIEFEE Pop HAMAR) H AR B EUE T 7 E 2% 4 O(Bk(c+1)N+2m(c+1)N);

o I HEET AT AT A S AR AR T T S AR O((2¢+6+ke+2K)N+K(c+2)2 N7+ (c+2) (k+1)Nlog,((c+2)N));

o EHOFHUB AR SRR EE T Al O((k+1)(c+I)N+N+K(c+1)2N?+(k+1)(c+1)Nlog,((c+1)N)).

2 LIGFNSHr
2.1 it 8
A CIEHL Deb £ A\AESCRR[AS]H$2 Y 6 N2t i) s /MBI 7)1 CTP2~CTP7,3X 2 i B EL 8 25 5 FEA N

Je 0 s U, DR T AR A W SRR L IR - Pareto i iy, HL 3 400 45X bR 250 8 240 2R i UM 249 TR 2 BBCAEL FA) AN ) AH 17 0
T P2 th A P AN [R] A 1 I i) R, C TP v 2 5 K.6 Ik i A8 ) 2 20 4 5 (29) P s
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fl(x)} Nk

Hoo c(x){l—il(‘xx))} (19)

g(x) = cos(O)[ f,(x) —e]—sin(8) f,(x) = a| sinfbr[sin(O)[ f,(x) — e]+ cos(8) f,(x)]} |

min F(x) = min{

o,
c(x) =1+ Zf’zz[xiZ -10cos(2nx;) +10] (20)
Horp A5 B X, €[0,1],-5<x<5,i=2,...,10,% & fa,b,c,d,e (I W% 5.
Table 5 \Variables set of test problems CTP2~CTP7
F5 W CTP2~CTPT7 AL it i %

I i) 7 0 a b c d e
CTP2 —0.20n 0.20 10 1 6 1
CTP3 —0.207n 0.10 10 1 0.5 1
CTP4 —0.20n 0.75 10 d 0.5 1
CTP5 —0.10n 0.10 10 2 0.5 1
CTP6 0.10m 40 0.5 1 2 -2
CTP7 —0.05n 40 5) 1 6 0

CTP2 H1 CTP7 f Al fift by i) W () 3% 48 [X 18, CTP3~CTP5 s A0 i 5 B 2% i JLAN B 8% 55, CTP6 11 e I fidt hy % 48
22 MHEER

ARSCRH 3 WU FE AR R B e B v e, Rk R

1) 3T S bt AC BE B (generational distance, i # GD!®Y)

HEA B BE AT 45 2119 Pareto 755 PPiown FI1ECSE T 35 PF e 2 18] (F1 B 9, HEAQ B 29 ()9 (2061, B 1 o 19
) Pareto Rt PFunown BT PFyye, 45 HL R 47 AR BE 2 1) £ 22 R 8 N A 8 (21) s

1 n 1/
G :H(Zizldip) P 1)

o n 2 PFynown "M TIN5, 0=2,d; /2 PFynown H 385 1 AN ANA 1) H A% 8 5017 5 51 PFyye P I863E 1R 38 S A AT BR
R

2) 43k B R bR 4% ] i B (the spacing, fif ik SIT)

2% ) B A AR T 1 B Pareto RSt PFinown 201 H 3 A3, FLAL BN 358 I PP inown LA 43 A 75 45 ). 4% 1]

P BB A M ik A R (22)
1 & - o
5= i@ (22)

et dy = min (| £(0 = £/ ()| +] (0= £ () D1, J=1,n,d S di LN & PFygown HAMEIIANEL.

3) Z PR R bR S T 0 B KR AT (MSTT)

K AT TR BT R 1) Pareto Fi 3 PFyqown 7 i 505K B4 PFye IORE B, MSIRME K, B W] PFyqown 7 i
PFirue IV LU RS K, T SR (K A 4R BT 33 K AT MS' IR Bz ik st a5 (23) i s

MS,_\/li{min[(PFtrue)i’(PFknown)i]_max[(PFtrue)ir(PFknown)i]‘|

(23)

M i=1 (PFtrue)i - (PFtrue)i

Horf (PR )i T (PFoun )i & PFrnown &5 i A H s B8 0 S KB R B /MEL I RE, (PF,,.); BT (PF,.); 2 PFyue
S0 A H b B S A RN B /M.
i F A SR (o) JEfY) Pareto Ay S J LA ) T FR) 550, B st 2t S SR FH 25 1) i R b R e K i A 2 00 &2 i S
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FHPEE PFinown 73 A1 FI S ST PERN 2 AF I, O 8 A5 AN K538, T LAAS SR HI SCHR[18] 7 Xiao $18 Hi ) 77325, K ) 7
5343 3 2L X8 AN [ A1 0 IR, e R AN ) (4 DF B .
23 MEZERRESH

5240 H AR AL ST OVRITE L R 0 2 H bR Ak SR PR ), 20 0 2 H bR Ak S0 B g 82 2%, SR A 5
VR . T U0 B A SR IR P R KA ST 5 NSGA-N 21 %2 H AR AL S3EP (LU 171 Pk NSG A1 3) A S ik
[L2]rb i Yk (LA T fRIRR SCRR L1572 B R 75 1 S L JEAT o F NSGA-IT BLVERISCHR[11]h i 2 5 v
WIR AT /N A 100,58 XMES S 09,88 A A4k 15,8 i 0.1, 5 /- A 488Uk 204 SCEHRE K
ZHUCE NN AR REAN R 400,58 XMEA Tl 0.9,58 XA AR HCh 15,8 AR 0.1, 7 0 i FR8Ch 20,5
KA AT RS2 FCA## 4 FeaNonPop K/ 100,12 11 3F S BCA# 48 ModNonPop K72k 10024 T k#6451 M E kAR
B A SCIA T 3 R ARVETEAS [A) 1) I3 bR 2 1 (1 GD 454, AR5 I 7E[1000~10000], 5k 1 000 484811 1 I, Ahar
IEAT 50 Y& EUILE . DL CTP2 st B #4914 & 1 .

x107
1.8/
1.6% —— A
—&— NSGA-II 53k
L4y —+— SCHR[LL]4 3%
121 X ‘\ .
ol )
0p| T
0.6 a0

123 456 7 8 9 10

Fig.1 Average value of GD metric for CTP2 test function
Kl 1 CTP2 Ml k£t GD ¥IMH

tH sl 1 AT LAE 3 RSk A ik 4k 31 6 000 I, GD e brda T-A8 e M %075, 8 T 18 B &M SE R
TR R B b B e A X LB S 3 RIS S 10 000 VR X AEAN IR r) U Bk ST IZ AT 50 YR AT BLEE AN
K 2 fiE 3 s,

7 2 6T CTP2~CTP5 X 4 AN 1) &L, 9152 36 43 24 nT AT B b2 i) A ) @ CTP2 1) Pareto Hif i #1 /&
PV 22 AN 38 22 IR 358 9 ) 8, 12 Il i P A R el 1 2 W7 LA HH T CTP2,3 Fil vk il e e 4 e 84T+ Pareto i
i, H. 22 REPE AN 2 V48 LU 47 1 AR 1) 78U CTP3~CTPS 1) Pareto §i 3 H1— 28 471 B ) 0K 13, AT CTP2 1)
R P55 K R 4 THT R 8 80 3 40 R R AR v A e B 1) T AR AR A LU 2 AT LR R REF CTP3~CTPS iX 3
A 1) R, 3 b B AR R AR L MW S T+ Pareto RiF i 4R T -5 JH Atk 3 i ARV b, 4 SCAREVE 6 81 11 2 e 1) A 4
B 0 2 T NSGA-1 S350 SCHR (1115095 BT 4% 31 00 A, U B A S0 B A 0 38 22 B8 g LA RSB (1 £R 35 2 A

Bl 304 3 VLG T CTP6 Al CTPT ¥4 B 45 2, 18] 3 H ) 5340 43 S 3 1 /N 0 3k il A1y ] 47 H A 25 1) e 8]
3 W LAE W FLATATSOR — R YA E S0 A R I AE SR fi# CTP6 I, R 25 5 B N Jm 3 de A, 8 21 (W i 25 2 e Sl T
Pareto HT o b J7 B &k b 7E KAl CTPT I AMNAR L 5 % 20 3 I AT 38, 10 HLAR S 5 BN R il de A L e 1 3 o 3
P LT CTP6 14/ 2045 ST LUAF 6] T 8 1) 22 A P R Sk, 3 o 4595 1) & SR A AL AU SCRR[11] 555 4R 2
(A 138 ) P g 22 (NSG AN IR 22 AR 3L 38 A0 P B i S -1 IR il | CTP7, 3 i Bk A 5 - b i S50 38 e L 44 3R
Pareto R, 4 3E— 25 %t b LRI L (P RE MR I 55 2.2 1745 H A TR 3 s 2o 48 0008 1) J0 1 00 38 5 SR R AT IR,
FEAFH 50 RARALIEAT 45 TP E RbR HE 22, L3R 6~ 8.
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Fig.2 Simulation results of three algorithms on CTP2~CTP5
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Fig.3 Simulation results of three algorithms on CTP6 and CTP7
K3 3T CTP6 FI CTPT HI7EL4E B
Table 6 Performance metrics of the first group CTP test problems
FT 6 141 CTP WK il 1 & 2 1k BeFE A
SR ) 5 ok AR B 2 R4 P AN B
) Mean S.D. Mean S.D. Mean S.D.
NSGA-II 3.56E-04 1.33E-05 | 0.0025 1.52E-04 13 0
CTP2 CHR[11])55%: | 1.14E-04  8.53E-06 | 0.0030 1.30E-04 13 0
RS 8.48E-05 3.56E-06 | 0.0017 1.66E-04 13 0
NSGA-II 9.90E-05 4.59E-06 | 0.0023  3.68E-04 7 0
CTP7 SCHR[11]58%5 | 3.70E-03  1.01E-07 | 0.0026  1.60E-04 % 0
RS 9.38E-05 2.39E-06 | 0.0012 1.01E-04 7 0

Table 7 Performance metrics of the second group CTP test problems
F T OH 241 CTP WA e 11 5 Ji P e A

{)\nﬂ“bﬁ r‘“]ﬁl’j\. ﬁYf ﬂ{tﬁﬁ% %ﬁlﬁﬁqjl\ﬁ
Mean S.D. Mean S.D.
NSGA-II 2.40E-03 7.12E-04 13.58 0.758 4
CTP3 SCHR[11]5E 2.60E-03 7.43E-04 9.9 2.901 4
AE L 2.50E-03 6.05E-04 14 0
NSGA-II 2.50E-03 7.81E-04 12.3 1.865 4
CTP4 SCHRR[AL]5E 4.50E-03 1.10E-03 7.38 2.954 7
RS 3.00E-03 4.51E-04 13.82 0.4375
NSGA-II 3.04E-04 8.79E-05 13.52 2.401
CTP5 SCHRR[AL]5E 4.07E-04 1.92E-04 9.5 41367
RS 2.32E-04 1.45E-05 14.88 0.385 4
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Table 8 Performance metrics of the third group CTP test problems
F 8 5 341 CTP Wi jml i 1) & WUk e S5 A

SR i g AR ¥ [ 3 A7 KA
Mean S.D. Mean S.D. Mean S.D.
NSGA-II 8.48E-04 6.51E-05 | 0.0135 9.55E-04 1 9.78E-07

CTP6 SCHR[11]549% | 5.56E-04 5.19E-05 | 0.0131  1.10E-03 1 1.96E-02
AL 6.54E-04 2.32E-05 | 0.0042  7.00E—04 1 1.98E-07

M 6 BT UF HY 6 ) @ CTP2 A0 CTP7, 8 832 1 thE AR P 12 R0 25 1] 73 A IR 3 E A B 2/ T NSGA-11 5
TR SCHR [LL] S0 T 45 (0 285 S, U B 3 S5 DR A T A3 ) A B S A0 Z0 5 Py, 1) AT, U B A S B0 BT A3 1 i 42
SRR 5 1 L NSGA- I SRR SR [LL] 53002 4. 3 b S A5 (I i 4K B I A 1 B 5 X 3 % CTP2 Wl i 7
EEOR SCHR (L) 550245 30 1 i 52 25 ) 3 A R AR o 2 dee /N (R LI SR R G IR XT CTPT K 1) 38017 55, L AR SCHR[11]
ST (0 TH AR B8 K bR v 22 W] AR T A SCARE0 RN NSGA-I B3k (5 LM AR R 25 (0 34048 I S s T JL R P Fh ik,

MF 7 ATLLE 6 CTP3~CTP5 3 r 5, AL SC S VE A VIZ AT 41 B £k 2 8BS AN 22 T NSGA-II
SR SCHR (L]0 e LR XS CTP3 ) L, AR SC AL VE AR YA AT A1 e 4k 104 350 110 70 80, U B AR SC Ve 2 FE
PR 7 1 ZE IR WAL T NSGA- 1 BLvEFN SCRR 1150323, [ i 7] UG tH NSGA- I B35 Jir 43 45 S T SCk[11] 589,
U] NSGA-I Sk 7 22 BRI e 5 T B4 T SCRR[11)509% . R, N CTP3 F1 CTP4 F AR 25 341 v LLE
HNSGA- Bk R HEACER B a5/, Ut I NSGA-1 BT 15 dec 4860 B SR AR PFyye. SCHR[L1]5TVE TR IX 3 AN i)
(9 2R I F5; 2 06F CTPS Wl 1) R, A% ST 5922 JIT 45 A A A S 0T B S AR R PP, 117 B 22 FE I CRFF AR B 47 (R ), E ) 2
AT LA 75 CTPS 3% S fif X 38, 4% SCHVE BT A58 70 AT 1K 350 5 M b 2 dee U 1)

MFE 8 W LU H ) CTP6 Wik i) 51, S MR [1 1155022 JIT 45 A 402 (00 thE A 2 85 11 3448 e /1S, U PR SCHR [1 1) 550922 T 4%
fiff Fp BT TT SR AR AR PP ypye, A SCBLVEIR 2 NSG AN B 25 A SCHRLVE: 25 1) 43 A1 (¥ 39 {1 W 2 /T NSGA- 1 BLvLFI 3L
FR (L] 55092, U BF A S B092: S A5 A 43 A (19 350 /5 ke e e R AT IR B 2 ] LA Y AR SCBEV A NSGA-IT B3
JU T4 AR B8 R At 00 2, 1T SCHR [ L] 8095 i A e R 22

3 IE\%SEEFE

AL ERFENAT CANILHA R L B A S005 IR A FE IS s 3 T IE A e 4 R
Z H A A S5 TR I N2 TR B S 0 A e IR AN A 0 A — 4 A oA B AT G IE R AR IE S 1 H AR
oR B I BN AR BN —ARMEAT AL 55 B I X CTP2~CTP7 il LR AT MR, T 5 NSGA-11 Hik AN
SCHRILL)EVE AT L8R, 45 SR 3R B0 AR SCEVEAE AR AR AR W 22 FE Ik 0 S A A 1Rl 1k DL A 43 A1 1) 38 50 Pk 44
B3 TR KM S

LR 2 B bR ULAG B T A7 A 1 00 24T AR i 240 AR A B SR GG 1) T S T AT R R BT AT AR S AR TR I
B i) AT 88 2 A S AR A R T ) B, S A AR IR A [ 1D i 0 32 AN [ 4D S s, B 3 L 240 TR Ak 38 S5 s AR 45 1)
AN [ [ 3 1 b 2 6 AN [ 4 3R s AT 02 4 i BRI 5 )
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