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Abstract: The simulated binary crossover (SBX) has been extensively adopted in the real-coded multiobjective
evolutionary algorithms (MOEAs). Through the comparisons and analyses of the SBX and the mutation operator in
the evolution strategy (ES), this paper proposes a normal distribution crossover (NDX) with the introduction of
discrete recombination operator in ES. The NDX and SBX operators are compared and analyzed through an
example designed in the one dimensional search space, and then the NDX is applied to a steady-state multiobjective
evolutionary algorithm named &MOEA (&-dominance based multiobjective evolutionary algorithm) proposed by
Deb, et al. The algorithm &-MOEA with NDX (&-MOEA/NDX) has been tested and compared on the 10 benchmark
functions taken from the ZDT and DTLZ standard test suites. Experimental results demonstrate that algorithm
&MOEA/NDX is distinctly superior to the &sMOEA/SBX and NSGA-II algorithms, which are representatives of the
state-of-the-art in the area.

Key words: evolutionary multiobjective optimization; &-MOEA (&-dominance based multiobjective evolutionary

algorithm); normal distribution crossover (NDX); simulated binary crossover (SBX)
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hEESES: TPI8 XHERFRIRAD: A

IS F R AL R A B 2 A HAR. BT 2 H ARG 0] B 8 5 10 55 21,18 25 2% vh I 4% 40 U7 v O A
DA N7 i e Ak SR AR D — PR AR 48 2R 07 BB 7 — ORI vh 3k A — AR & AR W& G R R 22 B ARt 4k 1)
L AE 1967 4F,Rosenberg il £ 2L 8- {8 30 42 H vl R 8 A% SR R 22 H A Ak i) f0(H T 3 1985 424
LT T VP ) VEGA HILUL EAR VEGA 76 AN HE LAk B4 3l v v 170 67 5 () B 12 [ Goldberg
T 1994 4E 5| Nis & 2% F1 (1) Pareto SCIC 55 PR Zitzler T 1999 4 HURS L S Bk, B BEAL BV Sk £ H
FRAAL B, 3EF Pareto ST K R IM 2 H AR VL (MOEAS) BRI 57 31 G 1.

ik 2 HARCAGIE H FR 2 AR AP 3R 3 3535 50 49 A1 T ELSE Pareto J v, BIPRIEPE L 23 A1 PE AR P 3 A
H MR Coello Coello B s, H AT LT HEAL 22 H BT AL (EMO) I SLI0E 5T 0T 43 g W AN B BEPL SR 1B B A
AU R Pareto LG AR I ) B0 R R K AR ME VAT VEGAN NSGALY NPGAP R MOGA! 5 2 By
B 10 AR R RS B U A M T Pareto d AR 10 40 A kAR R M SLIE AT SPEAP),SPEA2! PAES FI
NSGA-TT AEL I 6 A5 90 30 i LA ALE B BB % 21 40 A1 4 10 Pareto RITWY, S AEANAT P it (6 v 434 F2 10 1E 4 STk [ 519
o 0, e S oA A R M 2 H AR S0 S a2 — T Deb % AR %S A& 4 R s 2
H 5tk 5 &-MOEA (s-dominance based multiobjective evolutionary algorithm)™ & F 1} #6 4% %50 17 ik 2 B ik
PEFI G AT X FIAN H bR 1 %,

% HBRRAG 0 55 3 AN H AR A 525 ZTSE Pareto B 938 3 PR 4 738 21032 H Ar, AT SR 1 3 5
W5 A D, 55 L 30 A 8 1 B3 A G 6T I, A S T 56t B 43 A S48 — 3k ) 28 X (simulated binary crossover, fii #¢
SBX) 5 U2 3k Ak S s T e 28 S e T AT F B T B T IE A A1 1) S8 B2 X (normal - diistribution
crossover, Al #K NDX)H ¥ 30 i e £ —4E i R 23 (0 0 57 SBX Al NDX BT T LR AT 16,28 5 4% NDX 5
TR T &MOEA 1, 52 U REAT T S8 LR A7

AR 1 g 2 HARUAL I FEAHE & f2 s MOEAM i g-Pareto ST IE K & A SBX 811158 X465 2 542
HIE A2 XINDX)E 1.5 3 1K 57 NDX W T e MOEAM i 345 H 577 & MOEA/NDX )25 38 F1 i i)
THFEHS 4 AT/ERRMENIIASE ZDT M1 DTLZ i 10 4 e84 b, 5 28 15030 - MOEA/SBX VR NSGA-TIM It A7 52 56
LEIRR AN A AT 55 5 W50 AR SCdEAT A

1 &R

1.1 A
EX U Birfibaa). —A2 Bt m B —snT DL R A (CLEME A 61)
min f(x) = { f,(X), £,(X),..., f,(X)} (1)
o, X = (X, Xy X, ) T N HEPR SRS 1) XA —AME &, f,(OA <k <m) A5 KA B AR 30X BT % B4
WA A K2 H R A AL B2 WL SCHR[10,14,15].
EX 2(Pareto ZELXFR). XKD X P HEEPARE MG a fl b,a 3AC b Bla<b X HALY

vi<ism, f@) < f(b), A<j<m, f@)< f(b) 2)
TE X 3(Pareto Hfft). * k= H X HhAF— & a,a b Pareto A, HAX Y
Fa'eX,a' <a 3

Hra AR E X & IR EL ¥ (nondominated). X H AR ALEE & P #4574 Pareto dx{Lfi# 4 (Pareto optimal
set), FH Y [ 4E & f(P)FR A Pareto f5 L Hi ¥ (Pareto optimal front).

1.2 DebZ A\ H9e-Paretosz it

Laumanns %5 A7ESCRR[ 1] R H T e-Pareto SCHC MM, X FREAT T AT (1 20 H1.Deb 55 AR Z A2,
PR T b T3 18] R 4 1 e-Pareto SO &R M, S0 R
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TE X 4(Debs’ &-Pareto TBL“ <, ™). X R4 ) X b AT RPN TSR B a Al b, e LR

a<,bo Vi<i<m, B(a)<B(b), 31 < j<m, B,(a)<B,(b) )
Forp ) B B(a) R s YRSRAZ B a A1 H bs e 18] b A% 1 B, 8 SCA
B,@=|(f,@-f]")/e, | )

Hon, £ 5§ A HRRTTREIEAMIL, g B3 A FURR T 4352 06 (i 2, 45 58 2 U2k e 52 T DA o4, (54

R 1 40 o 5 AN 3 3ot LR 170 5t 7 A 7 0 £ 52 1 56 2R S ke 5 i i 1 ) 2 6 2R 2% S0 i 06 AR A6 T

2 TR0 i 2 90 R P WA T D 0 o S S AN R K L AT T L 37 5 7 [ 4 A

1.3 K&H= #1352 (SBX)

I 2 SR T 10 2 AR A B0 P 5 PO AS B0 T2 Deeb 458 ASR HH sl — ik 6148 X (SBX)!', 3¢

52 SUH S AN AN Xy 55 % B LL R 7 S B AN TAME ¢ Al ey
i 1 1i 1- 2.i 2
G =L@+ A%+ ﬂ)x’}/,lsisn (6)
Gy =[(1=B)x,; + 1+ B)x,, ]/2

Shoh, By WML AS B 26— b T A, T s

g- u)™!, u<0.5 -
(2(1—u))7ﬁ, u>0.5

FER(7) U SR T X 1 (0,1) b i BEHLEG 28 XS5, — 8
2 EBDHRIXNNDX)EF

21 EESHHSIA
E45 HIE A 93 A3 A8 ST 2 1, 1 58 W s HE Ak s U3 e g AN 7y 2, T R =K
X'=x+0-N(0,1) (8)
Ferp x s BT )RR B A B A A, o R R 2P N0, )RR IE A 70 A1 BE LA
FEALEEC(6), LU 1 2 0 (W1 X, 12X0,1), FT AR JEAR 4 4 R T =X
Cioi = (Xl,i + Xz,i)/Zi ﬂ(xl,i - Xz,i)/2 ©)

K 2 (8) 5 3 (9) T 4 AR ABL AL bk, AT BA2% R IR 25 40 A 51N BIA8 AR SBX H BN IEZS 43 A5 51 A B (9)
R

Croi = (X + %)/ 22 A (X — Xz,i)/z“N(O,l) (10)
Hrh 28 A R RP K (%, —%,,)/2 Z T H S R ECA B TR K 0100) 2 1 AN, 88 T 50

(6) T IS H B T TGS AT 317

Herrera %5 A 7E SCHR[16]0 5% 528038 XA FHEAT T RS R4 B, 9060 28 XCHT 1 2R % (exploration) FI T &
(exploitation) e JJ BEAT T 23 41, 20 LA &l 1 e s 3% BRI % 77500 2 (6) A 2 (10)EAT 0] LE 73 H7 . 7%5 FE 4 22 2% 1)
& YETETE.

Exploitation Exploitation Exploration

| | | |
Xoi X

Fig.1 Definition of exploration and exploitation intervals!'®’

1 & (exploration)5 JT % (exploitation) X [f] ] & ¢!
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X SBX H T L, B (T AT S 4 0<4<1, > 1 BIREZR I 0.5 R (6), 4 0< <1 I, A8 R PR AN T AN AL
TP SCARZ 8L 24 B> 1 I AN T AR U LE AN S AN 2 A0 PRt 37 SBXOG — 448 2R 25 1) R R R 1)
HEZR AR 0.5.5%F 20(10) 110 5, M3 B 1R 3,2 A N(0,1) [< 1 IR AR B ) 1 AN A T AR I X 18] P, 2 4 2%

23 [ [ FF 2R 75 D, A2 0 45 22 7% ) PR AR 2R 1 A 2K (L0) P v 2% R) R AR R I3 43 0 D Py AN P, I mT 53

1/A
1

P=| —e¥%dx, P,=1-P, (11)

71/A\/E

Al LUE AR IR A 6 R AN 7] (6 T R RER R A .

B0, AT LA EHIT R R R AR S SBX 584 — 8, M4 F T Z AR 402 0.5.0k
I, (1) Py=0.5 AT LATH5T H A=1.481,/R A (10):

Ci/ai :(X] i +X2i)/2+1 481'()(1 i _Xzi)/z"N(O 1)‘ (12)

S T FR, R AR — 4 R 1A i SBX ORI (12) 3547 B A 45 58 T AN QA A 23 ) H (R 467 8 0 2R (6) A
F(12) LT EE 10 000 78, BA 43530 7= 4 20 000 AN+ AN4, Ge v HEAE 38 22 205 W) 19 49 AT 1 0, B AR dn 1] 2 FHE 3 s,
b x,=0.7,%,=0.2,7=15, 55l x 2878 T MATE S 23 2 8] b R EUE 36 FEL A frequency R ONTE SR 78 X [A] b (1) HI B0
M:ﬂz MR AHEE AR BRI SBX FL7 824 [, A AR 25 5 ikt = e e, 0 2 B b4 i
& 2 515 B 58 3214 Pareto fif 4575 0 B4 H s (12) AT HF R HE R MRS 0 0.5, IR LR AFERS T2 - A 5 32 3 3
)3 S R A S0 A5 B HE— 2D I IR,

5000 ESVSBX WNDX]
WY 5000 - -
4000 A §§ 4000 - §§
> \\ 2 \\
£ 3000 1 \\ £ 3000 | \\
5 N\ § 3000 \\ :
: \ 4 .
£ 2000 §§ & 2000 \\
- \ N\
1000 §§ 1 §§
§§ 1000 %\
0 N &&& 0 -+ — &&\ N
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 -2 0 1 2 3 4
Fig.2 SBX: Space distribution in one dimension Fig.3 Equation (12): Space distribution in one dimension
K2 SBX S YL g s (] o A B3 s(12):— % 3R = w3 A

2.2 EHIFEMSIAN

X1 DL 48 2R 5 ) o 2t Ak SR g U e (1 58 0T 4 (discrete recombination) 45 5 A F 2X(12)H, 1] LA
HE— 20 58 2% 4 2R B8, AT 8 37— IE A& A1 A8 X(NDX) B 7 fliidk i
{clm = (X + %)/ 21481 (X; —%,;)/2+|N(0,])], u<0.5
Ciyai = (X + %)/ 2F 1481 (X ; — X,;)/2-|N(0O,D)|, u>0.5
Horpou 57 AR, B0, 1) ¥ 40 43 A (1 BEALEL.
B3 (13) P r] LAAE R s A A 5 A T A R AR B — 4 v 3 B A 2 AN SR 1 UM, JUL KT n 4 44
RN &, A AR B I 51T 20 R, B AR IE AR 2R 34 4 1/2" 35 AN R FH % 3 2 45 A 0 AN AN 1 (1 A
SUA 1, HALE AL AT TR 2" Pz A DR b R s i A A — 20 150 T NDX B 7 1) 8 [ 8 & g
2,5 0(13) B e R R IR T A ST BT 1 IE A 2 A A8 X(NDX) S — J5 T AAE U1 I ERI 5 51 K f
EXZENDX Hr U RHLS SBX 8 A S KA 50 — 7 1, Wk i J= 36 & 0 4 2 25 08 Bk
&MOEA/NDX H TR 1E 90 A A8 X (NDX) S 1, 38 2 31 1) 2 1R B A ) .

2.3 5 kXX EFUNDXAYLLER
LE SRR A [ AE S 7 AR UNDXU . UNDX-mU V7t SR I 1E 25 20 A1 (E )& —Fh 2 4k 38 AT,

(13)
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BT 3 ARAMESH LEH 3 WISTE 1 P E BN LA B R T BT RE AR R I 24 1) - MOEAM
FR T AR SO ST K 648 XUAHLF NDX B a] U L 55 B[R] I, /6 UNDX AT UNDX-m 55t L7 S 80 2
FEHGE, I SRAFE ] A P38 oA 52 B R A, 0 NIDX A5 AN A A i 2, 7 LA 5 e 7 3 2% vl i) 2 ) K i
LA, R WS, S B R AN RN UNDX J UNDX-m 57 8 ik HA4% A5 1 NDX 57

3 EFNDXAJeMOEA(s&MOEA/NDX)

Deb %5 A4 H 1) e- MOEAM AT 35 A BERRURS SEBEAR, HLI A BER AR 2 56K 58 2 1y p 7 1) NDX 41
TR T 5E 0 8 e MOEA/NDX. A 8 T 43 1 503 (1) IR () Vi 48, 45 HH e MOEA/NDX (1) B AR5 B8, WLA 3% 1.

H3E 1. 5T NDX [ & MOEA(s-MOEA/NDX).

1. BEHUAERATER R P(0), 355 1L P 1) 3R SN 52 ) BI0RS S 1 44 E(0) T, B TH 34 t=0

2. FIH o EE NEAGEER PO LR — N SAME p

3. MRETEREE EC) TP RENLE R — A e E R 5 — A

4. FIHRAE p Fle LR FAE C

4.1. %F p Al e R IEA 43 4 28 X(NDX)SH A LA ¢

4.2, XFAME ¢ 34T 2 AR 5 (PM)

5. EHEHMEEEAE PO R P ¢ 5 PR AMER SCELOC &

5.1, # ¢ B EL AR POOAAR

5.2, # ¢ SCHL PO)H A, U BENLE e S — A

53, MINLBEHLE IR POH I — DAk

6.  FFRICEEAR EOTHE] E(trD)

6.1. FIHRG)HEAE ¢ 78 H AR 18 b 8 1A &

6.2. MRS TALE B A ¢ 5 EQT MR IR R

6.2.1. # ¢ Wi SCHL MR R E)AAR

6.2.2. 4 ¢ SCRECH AR, U AN ECt) P BRax LA, T4 ¢ A E] E(tHh

6.2.3. HAFAEIE KR H EQHPBRAMES ¢ 1 B EAHFEL WK ¢ in AR E()H

6.2.4. EWLE EQ)FAAAE—NME a5 ¢ 1 B AEMIFL AW A H PR3 f LI SRR A AP K

L D 2R H4F A S TAC 1 30 I 705 ) 32 438 5 4% 7 e 1 A P 120 el 1 A 1k

7. B EARGAT L, WPRERE SR AR T ) =t 1 IR B ER 2

I3 M 5% -MOEA/NDX {E 5t N 15 B 1 AF — AR [ T S5 0] 305 K, e AL A PO FIURS SERE AR ECt) I MU 40 531
9 NI E, B Ar ek 450k M.

A PR 2 KM IR PR I T HFE S O(M+2); 2258 3 BENLIL %, N (8 W F624 O(1); 288 4 A M A
FAR S Bl IS T2 O(M+M); P8R 5 hi 2 R 2 S N ASMAE LU I [HTEFES O(MN); TP ER 6 552058 5 AR,
B2 E XL FT I 18] 2 O(ME), U 53 & MOEA/NDX 75 e 3115 T & — A QI 18] 314 56 24 O(MN+ME+3M+
3). 100 £E S B il SR A ik R P E R A TS S 8 enT {F E 5 N [RIB, 0k 388 1) ) 1) v 46 v] fai 4k >4 O(2MN+3M+3).

PG 0 NSGA-THOVE S 5 T 45— A B0 T A3 i) 94, BE B A SR I e o B 4 35053 31 NI ML

NSGA-TI {2 E L8 4:1) AECHCHET;2) HEBrE 11 4;3) BRI $E4) A8 ORIAR 5 AE B RIS I M 4
SCHR[101MI 20, 25 38 1)~25 38 3) I TV #E 20 51 0 O(2ZMN?),0(M(2N)log(2N)),0(2N1og(2N));25 48 4) (¥ I i) i
FEN O(N(M+2+M)), IS VE AL e RS 1 R 4 —AC I ) 1 K65 O(2MNZ+N (2M+2)log(2N )+2NM+2N).

T R AR R R — ARIB 4T T, e-MOEA/NDX 7= E 1 MM T NSGA-IT 7742 T N AR i, b
AT L2 BB AE BRI RP I 2 N AN AN R T B 1) 905 66, )

o H1}:eMOEA/NDX ¥ [F] 31 k& O(2MN2+3NM+3N).

o 43k NSGA-II #7745 IO (2MN 2+N(2M+2)log(2N)+2NM+2N).
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Al LA B, i T B T ), P R SR PR A N AN AN AR ) I ) R 2 S R I, AR SR (18] 98 H ATk
NSGA-IT B 1) I 5] 314 #6 7T LLBR AR 2 O(NlogM™!N), 1T 4 £57: &-MOEA/NDX (1125 B8 4 F145 18 5 w] 5% 1] 2548
P 7% s, DI 9 2 B ) 9 AT A2 5 0 % )5 6 A I A B e, - MOEA/NDX /T NSGA-IL I B ZE e KB T,
%5 e MOEA/NDX [ ] 7 FEMS A T NSGA-IL.

40,51k e MOEA/NDX 5 Deb 25 A4 H1f) e-MOEAM s — ({8 [/ 78 F- 22 X 1, RIHT & K NDX 57,
J& 8 SR SBX A~ IR, 9 ol 0 9 LA A [ %) B ) 8 .

TR AR S 4 AR E B T LA 4 g

4 IHER5iHE
4.1 iR R 5T E IR R

T PPN A v e MOEA/NDX (1 BE,1X L3k 4% 7 — 4 ZDT MR 4ENOR 1 DTLZ R AE U0 iy 10 4 %, 2L
HYE ZDT (1 5 N f,=g-h,7E DTLZ 19 5 A2 M=3,80 B ARZ0CH 3,7 E 40 $5 A LR 1.

Table 1 Benchmark functions used in the experiment

L S R At It el 2

Function names Function descriptions Dimension Parameter domains

fl =%

ZDTI g=1+9>" z,/k 30 [0,1]
h=1-f/g

ZDT2 As ZDTI, except h=1-(f,/g)’ 30 [0,1]

ZDT3 As ZDTI, except h=1 7\/W —(f,/h)sin(10xf,) 30 [0,1]

ZDT4 As ZDT1, except g =1+10k+> 1 (2’ ~10cos(4nz)) 10 yelo]

2,2, €[-5,5]

f, =1—exp(—4y,)sin®(6my,)
ZDT6 g=1 Jrg(zik:I zi/k)w 10 [0,1]
h=1-(f,/g)

f—(1+g)H "cos(y,m/2)

s = A+ @[T} "eos(y/ 2 Jsin(yy_p.im/2)

DTLZ2 12 [0,1]
fy =1+ 0)sin(y,n/2)
g=>" (z-0.5)

DTLZ4 As DTLZ2, except vy, « y!® 12 [0,1]

DTLZ5 As DTLZ2, except y, « (1+2gy,)/(2+29), i=2,..,M -1 12 [0,1]

DTLZ6 As DTLZS5, except vy, « y!®, g =1 +9Zik:1 2! 12 [0,1]
focimo1 = Y

DTLZ7 fu =0+ 9)[’\/' > [ g (1+sin(3nf, ))D 22 [0,1]
g :1+9Zi:lz,/k

% BRI 7 A b BB KL Pareto Hi Y ELE JE 1 4 15051 RO, B, A SOH 7 SV IO
AR IO A0 504 308 A7 A8, 0 BB 77 330 A7 W B9 Zitler %5 ACE SCHRT20]59 %4 2 F AR DAL
FRBRIERT T 40 HT 0 AE A58 1 FRATTBLIC 10— TEEE 5386 G BRUEAL 22138 b H A TE R b
C BE AT I IR FLEAE 17 V.

b GO T SR T 15 10 Pareto B IREIEAR 5 X4
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‘ ‘me(Ha pl.peP’).a A (14)

Horh B2 a A N HVERIFIATHEP A 22 SR A 6 SCHh /&0 FUSE Pareto BFWT I3 A1 RAE. AR I E /N, 26 W)
SRAS I B R T ST SE Pareto BTV, EDE A K 4P H@E T L.
FRUEAL 23 IR FR AR HEPOZ R iR 42 7 o LK Pareto HTWT 5 5% £ RP JITA0 I 2% ] (1) Ll 38, 5 il 42 1) 43 A1 kR
T PR AR O, HARE X T
1A
H =Uhvi/hv . (15)
Horh A4y F RN RSE A 552 55 RP ALIEI K23 1), 53 BE 4 BL 52 Pareto RITHY P55 RP A 1) 2 1) S0 4
AL, 2% 15 RP Y BLSC Pareto A HY P55 5 2.
T F AR bR CUUR— A ZoudR e, LT HAMARSE A I B 2 I (078 a6 i, HL Ak
C(A.B)=|{beB;dac A:a<b}|/B| (16)
— B BL T, C(AB) = 1—C(B, A) , [ L 7E 5246 43 # o I A #7522 2% )8
42 KHERRDH
A0 &-MOEA/NDX & Deb % A4t 11 &-MOEA™!(id 4y - MOEA/SBX) fil NSGA-TIM AT T LL K. s 46 v,

FAR S 505 B TR 4] B R LR AR RS N AT R BOF Al T8 FE LR 2.
Table 2 Initial population size N and function evaluation number FE
R 2 SIAMBIAEREA R N L e8P0 K FE
Functions
ZDT1 ZDT2 ZDT3 ZDT4 ZDT6 DTLZ2 DTLZ4 DTLZS5 DTLZ6 DTLZ7
N 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
FE 20 000 20 000 20 000 40 000 20 000 30 000 30 000 20 000 30 000 100 000

FTAT BALIAE VO 2005 1 g BB AT, I o AR SBT3 Ak 3R AR 1T 57k e-MOEA/SBX il
NSGA-II LK F Deb ) KanGAL(http://www.iitk.ac.in/kangal/codes.shtml). 525> 5 4 :Windows XP SP2,
Pentium(R)1.7GHZ,1.00 GB RAM. XA Mt R £, B Fh L BT3B 4T 30 4k, HATHBEA s HU K B 08 AT T H
SR B A BEAR S S AR A 0, LK B A P LR R H A3 Al VA RO RE B 5 b GD. ke fb 2= [ 545 H RLZ AT I ]
Time W3 3,5 #6548 C W3 4.

R 3 W MR R AL B FISE, A G H 6 4 ZDT MR 5 A% =48 DTLZ4,DTLZ6,
DTLZ7 e %(,6-MOEA/NDX i # $54x GD ARy 25 M3E AR H _L#3RAS T el 10 45 .55 s 5 DTLZ2, 3%
LT 55T 5k e MOEA/SBX Al NSGA-ILH TR Al NDX 57,44 2% 2 1 2% [8) 56 24 |~ [, 1T e % 3515
TN SEHEI Pareto IV, R, EAREAL B A HE AR H _EART S 4b AL i 4 DTLZ6 B — AR LI Pareto

Y, 7 = 4 H AR (i H At — 4% B 26 Deb 25 A SCHR[19]H #5 H NSGA-IL F1 SPEA2 #fi¢fi LA 4% B EL5E Pareto i
AL NHEAE GD Al H b fig B 2 515 & MOEA/SBX  Fil NSGA-II #4 st LU 3T BL 5 Pareto Hij ¥, Ifi 4 7%
&-MOEA/NDX #I 7] DL R 48 21| 56 45 1) Pareto §i . 75515 IS 47 W) [ 77 1, 5% & MOEA/NDX 5 &-sMOEA/SBX
A4 (H BT AT NSGA-ILIX 555 3 35 b (k20 A Al — 2L

R 4 ORI R HAE A HEEN 29, BEIKF R 0.05 B T A5 4,4 55 3545 CABYLT C(B,A). AT
AHEF 4 ZDT MREER) 5 AR5 e-MOEA/NDX 71 mids¥s C LW AL T 595 e MOEA/SBX #l
NSGA-IL R Il 275 ZDT6 s % ;i 75 DTLZ 3K 4 78 #6 %% DTLZ2,DTLZ6 1 DTLZ7 ', MOEA/NDX 3
B BT &-MOEA/SBX Fl NSGA-IL R il /&4 DTLZ7 sk b R R AE ¥ DTLZ5 b 25 T X pifh k.

Bl a~&] 6 X BVEAE i B ZDT6 H1 DTLZ6 1 sk 45 I i Al SR 3047 T T AL Lo e S A b B0 v 5, B v 45 1
I B AL RTRYI 2 30 YMNZIZAT o JH 2 BLSE Pareto B MR B (45 . IL B 4 I 6 W 1143 5 bk 51
ZDT6 F1 DTLZ6 555 Pareto B ¥y A 3 ARG UAR AR, 18] 5 J2 XS 8] 4 rh— B X380 J= 3 3O N
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A LU 59 e-MOEA/NDX HA7 175 1 3 3 fig
BRI, A A b (1 52 56 &85 TR % 3L 43 B vhvn] LU 31, A 0 85092 - MOEA/SBX il NSGA-IL,&-MOEA/NDX 1t 3K 13 )
Pareto i LR 42 100 & 1 15 2 B B 3 .
Table 3 Mean values and standard deviations of the GD, H and Time indicators

3 AR GD. i R H RIS AT IR Time B3 {EAN T 22

GD H Time
Algorithms Mean values Stap d_a rd Mean values Stap d_a rd Mean values Stap d? rd
deviations deviations deviations
&MOEA/NDX 9.3722E-04 8.7173E-05 9.9160E-01 1.9500E-04 8.0470E-01 2.4200E-02
ZDT1 &MOEA/SBX 1.7000E-03 1.9128E-04 9.8990E-01 4.2626E-04 7.7290E-01 1.2100E-02
NSGA-II 2.3000E-03 3.5362E—-04 9.8800E—-01 7.7258E—04 1.1432E+00 2.3600E-02
&MOEA/NDX 1.1000E-03 1.2393E-04 9.8310E-01 6.1858E—-04 7.6040E-01 1.5000E—02
ZDT2 &MOEA/SBX 2.3000E-03 3.0315E-04 9.7650E-01 1.5000E-03 7.0830E-01 1.8000E-02
NSGA-II 2.5000E-03 3.8279E-04 9.7450E—-01 1.7000E-03 1.0875E+00 2.3800E-02
&MOEA/NDX 6.9138E-04 6.2500E-05 9.9480E-01 3.3899E-04 7.2400E-01 1.8000E—-02
ZDT3 &MOEA/SBX 9.7441E-04 1.3636E-04 9.9180E-01 2.9000E-03 7.7600E-01 1.1800E-02
NSGA-II 1.3000E—03 1.4441E-04 9.9260E—-01 1.4000E—03 1.1333E+00 2.5900E-02
&MOEA/NDX 6.9669E-04 2.6479E-04 9.9380E-01 6.6885E-04 7.0890E-01 3.6600E-02
ZDT4 &MOEA/SBX 1.4000E-03 6.5614E-04 9.9220E-01 1.5000E-03 7.4640E-01 1.7300E-02
NSGA-II 1.5000E-03 5.9805E-04 9.9000E-01 1.4000E-03 1.4375E+00 1.4200E-02
&MOEA/NDX 2.9621E-04 1.3446E-05 9.8890E-01 1.5593E-05 5.6300E-01 1.3300E-02
ZDT6 &MOEA/SBX 7.1000E-03 9.1342E-04 9.5700E-01 4.1000E-03 4.1720E-01 1.2400E-02
NSGA-II 1.4800E-02 2.0000E-03 9.2340E-01 8.4000E-03 7.4950E-01 1.0400E-02
&MOEA/NDX 1.3900E-02 6.3354E-04 8.8540E-01 1.5000E-03 1.1411E+00 2.1500E-02
DTLZ2 &MOEA/SBX 1.2900E-02 5.2549E-04 8.8240E-01 2.7000E-03 1.1984E+00 2.3300E-02
NSGA-II 1.3300E-02 9.1798E-04 8.1210E-01 1.2900E-02 1.8948E+00 2.2400E-02
&eMOEA/NDX 1.1300E-02 4.0280E-04 8.9660E-01 1.5000E-03 1.1865E+00 4.5300E-02
DTLZ4 &MOEA/SBX 1.1900E-02 7.9000E-03 6.7780E—01 2.5270E-01 1.1677E+00 1.4520E-01
NSGA-II 1.4500E—02 5.2000E-03 7.9710E-01 9.5000E—02 1.9901E+00 7.5400E—-02
&MOEA/NDX 2.2000E-03 1.8808E—04 9.5770E-01 1.4000E-03 7.6880E-01 1.8500E—-02
DTLZ5 &MOEA/SBX 9.1098E-04 5.9963E-05 9.6730E-01 6.6094E—04 8.1980E-01 2.1600E-02
NSGA-II 1.3000E-03 1.6719E-04 9.6410E-01 2.1000E-03 1.1656E+00 1.1300E-02
&£MOEA/NDX 3.6594E-04 7.8103E-06 9.7370E-01 1.7311E-05 1.0682E+00 1.2000E-02
DTLZ6 &MOEA/SBX 8.6860E-01 5.7600E—02 0.0000E+00 0.0000E+00 1.5797E+00 3.9900E-02
NSGA-II 5.3960E-01 7.0500E-02 0.0000E+00 0.0000E+00 1.6750E+00 1.3200E-02
&£MOEA/NDX 7.8000E-03 3.6669E-04 8.9740E-01 2.8000E—03 3.6427E+00 5.6100E-02
DTLZ7 &MOEA/SBX 7.9000E-03 3.1592E-04 8.9000E-01 2.9600E-02 4.1589E+00 1.3410E-01
NSGA-II 1.8800E—02 2.7000E-03 8.6660E-01 2.3500E-02 6.8656E+00 7.9600E—02
Table 4 Mean values and standard deviations of the C indicator
Fz 4 Hifabs C HIMERTT %
C (esMOEA/NDX, C (eMOEA/SBX, C (esMOEA/NDX, C (NSGA-II,
Test &MOEA/SBX) &£MOEA/NDX) NSGA-II) &MOEA/NDX)

functions Mean values Mean values Mean values Mean values
(Standard deviations) (Standard deviations) (Standard deviations) (Standard deviations)
ZDT1 0.265 8 (0.046 4) 0.008 3 (0.007 0) 0.209 7 (0.067 5) 0.003 7 (0.006 7)
ZDT2 0.344 3 (0.048 2) 0.006 0 (0.010 0) 0.243 0 (0.064 4) 0.003 3 (0.005 5)
ZDT3 0.300 0 (0.107 4) 0.014 1 (0.018 8) 0.200 0 (0.060 7) 0.003 7 (0.008 2)
ZDT4 0.2715(0.124 0) 0.024 7 (0.056 0) 0.146 3 (0.125 4) 0.009 7 (0.021 0)
ZDT6 0.939 7 (0.055 8) 0 (0) 0.994 3 (0.005 7) 0(0)
DTLZ2 0.082 5 (0.021 3) 0.033 8 (0.016 4) 0.0333(0.017 3) 0.004 8 (0.006 5)
DTLZA4 0.028 3 (0.028 2) 0.029 4 (0.017 5) 0.054 3 (0.024 5) 0.004 1 (0.010 7)
DTLZ5 0.011 0 (0.010 6) 0.199 1 (0.039 7) 0.033 0 (0.015 3) 0.138 5 (0.028 5)
DTLZ6 1(0) 0 (0) 0.965 0 (0.024 9) 0(0)
DTLZ7 0.013 6 (0.010 7) 0.004 0 (0.006 2) 0.095 7 (0.029 6) 0.001 1 (0.003 4)
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Fig.4 Pareto fronts obtained by the algorithms on function ZDT6 Fig.5 Enlargement of part in Fig.4
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Fig.6 Pareto fronts obtained by the algorithms on function DTLZ6
6 HEAr s DTLZ6 LW

5 & g

T 3 S AL 3 I AZ SC(SBX) A A HE Ak 5 W AR 7 5 1R 4 M RT3 5 | N B A SR W () T A R A
H T — Bl I A0 A 1 SE 08 XU P (NDX) AL —4E 15 B o0 8 112 501 56 18 28 25 1) FF R R I 1) A 26,
PLILHAE T 578 208 K ¥ NDX 51 H T 507k e MOEAM 52 Bi5T7E NSGA-IT #1&-MOEA/SBX #
ZDT F1 DTLZ KA H 1) 10 ASIR oA B 04T T 5286 LA A 4 #r, 45 SRR B, B T 42: e-MOEA/NDX R H IE
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