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Many-objective Evolutionary Algorithm Based on Decomposition and Coevolution
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Abstract: In real-world, there exist lots of many-objective optimization problems (MaOPs), which severely challenge well-known

multi-objective evolutioanry algorithms (MOEAs). A many-obective evolutioanry algorithm combining decomposition and coevolution
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(MaOEA/DCE) is presented in this paper. MaOEA/DCE adopts mix-level orthogonal experimental design to produce a set of weight
vectors evenly distributed in weight coefficient space, so as to improve the diversity of initial population. In addition, the MaOEA/DCE
integrates differential evolution (DE) with the adaptive SBX operator to generate high-quality offspring for enhancing the convergence of
evolutionary population. Some comparative experiments are conducted among MaOEA/DCE and other five representative MOEAs to
examine their IGD+ performance on four MaOPs of DTLZ{1,2,4,5}. The experimental results show that the proposed MaOEA/DCE has
overall performance advantage over the other peering MOEAs in terms of convergence, diversity, and robustness.

Key words: many-objective optimization; decomposition strategy; mix-level orthogonal experimental design; many-objective evolutionary

algorithm

IS v AR 22 A0 Ak I AR 2 R IR AL 2 A B AR, 3K 2K i) 8 E B FR 8 2 B AR A6 4K ) (multi-objective
optimization problem, ## MOP).MOP [a] i (¥R AETE T2 A B b B H0 TRV T 58, T H— MO A7 7T e — 1) il
Bl 8 1] s 395 A 22 A e AR 1K) I A R 550 DR 0, MOP i 81 ) S i 45 L0 o 2 — 24T P 2, B0 Pareto iR 41 46T
MOP 5] 8 [ 52 1t A8 154% 5 1) B0 FR AT T 10 LA AL B 17 33844 5572 (evolutionary  algorithm, fRj R EA)A2E —2%il
TE LA AR ) 1AL o T R P T A M BE AL AL J7 1 BEA BB IE T K i MOP [ 1) A4 T B IF 412k,
BRI AE 2 H bR R A A8 52 272 O3 384 N 1 WF R 3 T AR oA ke T 28 2 Hiridi b
1) (multi-objective evolutionary algorithm, fij /X MOEA), 1 3L T Pareto At 1 ) NSGA-TIPfI SPEA2PI5T i
RIS L rp i 22 U R AT AR ke, — S B I A AR T Bl S5 | N B2 H AR AL = 4E 2 B AR A A dE 2 B ARk
THESVE MOPSO™., Bk & 5 37 (1) SMPSO kP!, JEF 43 A il 71 () RM-MEDA HE R 2 H bl A6 48 4
SR JUAE SR IR A 78 MOEA S AH 4k A JE i AR R E K T4 4045 Molinal®, Nebro il Solimal' "% A 1)
AR TR FEHE 1 MOEA SRR 55002 8UR 7 10 00 25, 208 I BRI 0 1R A2 R e s 201 MOEA. S35, 512
PR W B B 7V S — AR 280 SR
B 22 0F 5 4h 2 B R, T 2 AR B AR IS0 AL TR) ROK SV B BT 038 Tl R AR EOR T8 T 4 1piiiin)
R A = 4k 2 H ARG AL ] 8 (many-objective optimization problem, & # MaOP).— %M & ,MaOP [1] @ 5 MOP [
FEM B, BT A LUK A (R R 4, 2 B R BLAE 1) Pareto 7 HC 5 28 78 1w 4 H Ar 4 8] 2 #fi: A IX 20 AN 100 25, A0
T E 095 T R RE R R J7;2) i T RAE MaOP 7] 1 Pareto Hi#Y, 9T 75 1 H 1 E S Ak 4 ik H AR 4 2 4
HO (04,5 m A H ARG MaOP i) 8, 3% R4 H b 140 A1 k AN SR V550, 0 75 25 mk™ ! ANl R R Pareto 7
W1);3) M AT AL Pareto IV, Xk 2 BN S IA PK T 6T 4 4 J DL 223 18] P& TR AR5 A I 1ok v 3 220 1 i 4k,
— H ZFEPEORFEALHITE R R AL P 4R 325, A AR AT e aR e A R T B SE (1 Pareto F ¥, AT X 1E A6 T 72
7 AAEE IR BT R i U B — e AR e W, M Ak b B E bR A A 10 AN EE 2 I JE T Pareto
Pt 1) MOEA i FL 43 LU i 48 28 S iR B 1w 2,
T X e 2 H bR In) R SR (0 Bk L B ST AN [ T R T S A AR Sk mT LK I 4y s L Rl
D) SINECEE T R R YR AR K i 4l 2 bR ol 5 R AR 4E H 5 il @ 3X 28 7 R e MaOP ] LK H AR
LA P AEAETUAR B AR, 18 73 8 B AR 2 18] 1) 9C 3R 70 R AT e DR K5 AR 4R SO0 45 04 I T 42 8,0 B 5 H Ak
HFR A REITUAR BAREE A A LA 51 B A AL X B 5 125 H 5 E & BT 1) MaOP 7] 8, 4t 44
i) 725 5 AN R AR L Hb PR E B 24 1 A A5k

2) TV TR AR 5L X B ik H UL Pareto 30 ALL AR 4 119 VF Ak 38 F5 (41 408 A4 B 8 AR
Hypervolume Z5) A0 A0 A5 i i . S K MaOP ) U A6 1 — AN AL 5 bk 06 B0 20 B B A4k 1n)
LSRR T 4R AR 1 5 AR A SR b, JO LR AR BRI R AR v 55 5 2 B AR w5 1) e e

3)  FIHWEF 7 AR 2 B AR 1 SR PSR 25 H RIS T AN [ (R ok 3 7 L i B0 By
DL 56 A R NG B A A5 44 2Rk FR B Ak 4 SR T DAL T 1 3 38 TR GBI I DX el ox — 2R iR AR A
THSE 48 € i 47 BR SR 5 48 R BE FE HEAT A8 B, DR T G KT FH 48 FH S (i ol

4y AT AE B SCRC R FR BT SIS O R AR B AR S B THEEE B b 18] B ZE BE R X 4y AR 5 iR i ik
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AN LAL DX 3 AR A A A2 S P A A R g ) e, o R BV A S5 AL I 8 1) S DR R AP AT A1 AN TG 2 A
Jof P R/ T T U 0 S B )

5) R RIJT 6 MOP ] 43 fif 1 26 AN 1 il J50, 455 A 7 T R0 38 Jok 228 40 45 1A 00 1 2ok b R,
MOEA/D L) 1 424 5735 1 4l 7R 56 45 MOEA/D H 1) 43 fift S s vl R DB J5 i« DI ELSS K7
TR A SO AT B A — JRE 2R A5 10 s 2 0 A 0 8 ) J AR A2 S MOP i 18 ) — A Pareto 354
fife, 11 Jit MOP 1] 18 (1) — 4™ Pareto e At fift A5 T i A A S 5 bk e D04 1 80 1) S AR A0 TR b, 5 MOP ) 8
Pareto i #1438 3T B AT 4% 4k it 22 AN b A 4 il 850 10 SR i, 16 B 2 AR 22 4% 40 £ 2% WK D7 V28 30T Pareto
CIRALNE Z N

MOEA/D SHFHERL ) 5y T R 2R 51 T 2 H AR A AT 72 1 OCE 4T & MOEA/D S0k K S AR R )
WFFCRER] 43 A LR LK.

1) % MOEA/D $ik [l Hodth it %2 SR M 45 4 Li 25 AULK MOEA/D FIAEAUGE Kk 5Tk AR 45 & e sk i 4l

A Ak i 5 Moubayed 25 N0 MOEA/D FRE 1 BEUL A6 55340 45 A SR A 4 A 1) 78K e 25 A 1181
¥ MOEA/D MU BESEH LS4 KL BAR 0-1 AR B 2 H AR IRAT 6 5% 5 0 8L S T B
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2)  CKEH A EHLAI AL £ MOEA/D HESE Zhang 25 AU HY — 7l NBI 2L D) bS5 06 40 it 7 v SR gt oA AN
[7il L4511 () MOP 1] 1 Hisao 2% A2V 15 [7] i 4 FH AN 7] F) 56 & 5 V2 KM Ao e A A 1) 785 Wang 25 A 121
2 HH G 3 A T ) Rt DA — 5 O TR, 38 I P b R 8 24 TR, DA A vk AL SO N 2 B
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T4 —FhBr 3R R BTIR AL AR, IE R YR 5 2% Pareto B VS (K0HE 55, 15 38 B 1 B0 R 1) B3R 040 35 M
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min y = F(X) = (f,(x), f,(x),..., f;(X))

X = (X, Xy500s X, ) € X < R" )]

Y =1:Y20sYm) €Y < R”
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b bR AN KT A DAEAE 1 AT o 19 H AR EUFR X, Pareto 32T X,,30 4 X,<x,.2) Pareto fiRd:#% x4
PR AR H) X R L XR X LA A Pareto SO, IFR XA AR SE G AR (IR R 2R AR5 #).3) Pareto
AR RS AR 0] X T AR S BL AR AR 5 PR Pareto fif# 4 (Pareto set,[#FR PS).4) Pareto ¥ :PS i3 11 &
TE bR Y G SRS G M B Pareto i % (Pareto front, i X PF).

2 MaOEA/DCE B %

2.1 REKEERLWKITAZE
TE RS 15 B AN TS 0N A3 — 4135 20 A O BCEE 1) 1, LIRS — 435 /0 i T Pareto BTUTHY
fift, ;= MOEA/D v )% AR R it % PO % N i MOEA/D 57y iR 1) S 1R 5 H (IR RIVRPBE I B, m hy
MaOP I J ) H A%, AN, AN S5 NS R [ 3 b R AR ) 6 A1 = (A, AL, A) IR 236 2 AN
{%}%W%}$KEEW@E%Eiﬂ=L%%%$%%ﬂﬁﬁ%4ﬁN%EMF%X%E%&H%H
j=1
FRECH m e 0, Ha 2 A ().
N :CIT::TI—I @
AR Q)T 40,56 H AR ST m i3 KRR N K AR 2R v )y sU K AE w4 H A = m) b, i 1 H bR
B R, T SR FH A A B 1) A ke e, T R AN R e K B B R S 5 AL I R M T S B R T B R
KNG TEANRHMBUE T, R HARQ) P E R N K.

Table 1 Population size N derived from H and m

F1 i HF m AR N

H
m 12 25 149 199 249
2 13 26 150 200 250
3 91 351 11 325 20 100 31375
4 455 3276 573 800 1353 400 2635 500

—_

0 293 930 52 451 256 1.3408E14 8.1008E12 10212E16

3 1 W51, MOEA/D Sk = AR AL TR 1n) 5 1) 5 1k FEAN G A v 4 H A 7 ), 75 221 B (R AL i) 8 A Bl S S
A B A P e s IR B 5 00 A T 3R G AR B TR AR () X LR F SRR [3 1] 42 HH (R R G 7K SR AT Bt
75 % MLOA(mixed level orthogonal array)i™= 2E #2305 14 F] 4 101 52 MR (ORI Q6 R BE AN 5 ¥ M= L, (QMQ)2) For
ARG AT IEAE R, I Ly QM) ALy, (Q)) 43 i 7R W AN AHIR £5 1 45 K IE A8, M, My 43 3 7R
Ly, Q") 1 Ly (@) FIATHLIT H M=M;xMy, M, = Q" ,M, = Q3> N;,Ny 43 I F R A S5 /K 1 IEAC R AT 40,Q,
Q, MZRZREATRR 73 /K1 R H H A R AT 3y A 3y TR PIAN A5 K 1 IR AT 3 1 1E AT Fig 250, 0 HL 2 4 SR &R I OE
BH
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Jl_l
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AT HE, Ly (QMQY) T LU I 8 Ly, (QM) A1 Ly, (QU) B TR 25 AN MR A TR 45 3 F K3 548 ) 4 7
B IABLE [ (K 2 H Y 3L SCRR[32145 T BB AR KT IR AS R I I B A8 B T AR KT I AS R M S At 1 m]
KB 17 IE IR A 7K T IR 2 Ly (QMQa"™) AR SCTHR[3 1TIRIAF 5, AR SC ¥ 3y U g 2,3, F5 WA fif MaOP
T L AN TR A D 1 B 2.

H % 1. Construction_mixed level orthogonal array.

Input: ISR & (558K P IE AR IR 23 7K Q1,Qu IEAZHR £ 31,0,

Output: A IEAZHFE (6 Dy, ony ) -

1 RS 1RSS5 KO IEAS R Ly Q) = (& Dy, T Ly, (Q02) = (B Dy, en, -

2. for (k=0; k<My; k++)

3. for (i=0; i<M,; i++)

3

2

4. Cik-n)M, +i =[a,.b]
5. end
6. end

7. R A ACE IESZHE (C D, vy -
SR A K IR A A 5 B AT R EE 2 ARy N R o B A (AL A2, AN B h A A

A= (4 Ay Agy) BI04 (21,2, Nj=1,2,.. m) T3 2 il} =1.
j=1

B % 2. Generation_weight vectors with MLOA.

Input: A EERLAE N; HARECH m; IEZZ 4540 3,,J,.

Output:N /™35 5) 43 A1 (AL ) &=

1. AR FH P B0 (R R0 R RS NI i) 1 H b K m 58 AH TR 5 IS A 45 7K P IE AR I I 43 7K F Q1,Q,.

2. JETRI KT Q1Qu FNIEASHEHL 31,9, R 532 2 MG IR A K P IEAS K Ly (QQ2) .

3. WHR A KT A8 RIS RAE AT B N A AT 40 A I BCE [ i ({41, A%, AN

4. vy N AT Ao A HAUER )

25 b WA KT IEAZ 3 AT LA i 8 48 P AN 85 7K1 1E AS 3 8 R 2 HOR A Jfili H 227 i i 22 1) S 36 L K AR R
PRI RAFIRAT N ANBCER ) B R B A5 3] 1 4538 RO A o) 4, SO 8 T T S R UK
2.2 RN

A MaOP i 43 i — F 5 T 10 8 min g'(x),i=1,2,...,N,EEAS T 1] 0P S5 A 6t 2 MaOP ] i f) —
A Pareto IR 2L REAS T 0 I L BR B8 RO 45 b 23 B 16 28 £ o B0 AT ) R R — AR i) B A=
(A s Aoy ), 1= 1,2, NS IR 208 7 35 INASURI 72« DT EG 35 5K D7 49 R0 AR A8 12 BRI 5 5 BB £ o A1
X T2 HARUAG I ) Pareto HIVE A AR ™ R 0, i I VA ME A4 2] Pareto J DIt fil (BT S M ) R, s 2 IR AR).
T3 B IR T3 15 R AS R 2 Bt AN 2 il 2, 75 N DA R 28 56 el o S 6 i 2 3 S AR AR LR RE R 4R B AT I
Pareto fift 454, (H & 75 T2 Ab P 45 2 249 W, 75 TE 0 5 10w 46 51 R AL OFE, oA 75 B\ 45 o BRI S 56 1 e X L
BOR J5 2 5 1 AHAE VL, DV 3 RITVEAML B AL BT Pareto FT#Y 4 0™ 1K) &2 245 T8, 1m0 L RE @5 k> A Ay DR 35 0
S5 S S B AN T T T b3 A U0 L 5 R D7 VR A D AR ST 23 S L.

BRI N, AR O moA=(2L2,..., i“)iv)rxﬁrrﬂ%%ﬁ,ﬁlﬂiﬂ,ﬂ=(/1f,/12‘,...,/1§n)ﬂ.iﬁizm:/l}=1,
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DUVEES AN 10 T s R
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Hoh, 2" = (2),25,....2,) RS H B, B 2 2% R B RAS, H F 2 = min{ f,(x) | x e X} (j=1,2,....m)
VE AL A 5 2% 5l
AT G R MaOP ] 45 H b e SR 30 1L 10 26 A 3ok O, LA B A ) e 409 56 s ok 15 2 1T 6 ) B9 1) e i 75
B H A BRSO AT AL K L R BRI 0, 17K 17 P 481 0y (=1,2, ..., m) AT LA R SRR AT 5 4.

_ f.—z.*
fJ: m:xx I* (5)
I
K 2 ARG T IRE, 2™ =™, 25,20 L 2™ = max{f,(x)| x e X} 2D kD5 270

2™ W TFRE, ) 2 KITA 2) ) 2 SR AL 27, H. z=min {fi(x)x e pop}, i Z™ =max {fi(x)|xepop}.iX L[] pop # /K
ARSI B AR A e, 2 3 (4) T 3 — 20 R R T R T 2K

} (6)
2.3 4B EC

BET- 0] g ()0 N — AN AR [ A U] g () FRD 418 488 T 0 et 7 A T o A Arh e 5 AT 10 BR R B AT i
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1 CASBIS AR A 5 1 2 H ARDL Ak 1] 85 A 451 7= 72 40 ok 1) A &
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f * gl
i hg’] Neighborlood of g°:B® ={4,5.6,7,8}
.
5
e S
i el & 257
h @
. - : :
B 8
“ * ¢ - e
- 10
¥ . g
- - 11
. g .
> gl_
- & * 13
=" g
- - -
-
-
- «FF
- - -
P

Fig.1 An illustration of neighborhood in MOEA/D
1 MOEA/D 48k 7m & &

A5 —ACBPE R BEAS T 10 AR 22 T B DA AR o, o A5 A 1 i AR A R A PR o L A0k P R AT G PR A 1
AARAAN T 5 HAZARA A, 1T 2 5 0 T AR AN 4, A 15 E AL 08 A AR T g b o8 B 21 — AR IE IR R T ) A
T 20 IS A P A B G AR 845 MOEA/D 535 R 0% [R] AR 4k B 5 Il 8.

2.4 FREMRBE KBS

TR A R SR ) B A BT Y R M e LA EE B i, SCHR (33 07 — 3k A8 AT (SBX)H T MOEA/D
A TR, AR MOEA/D-SBX 53:7F ZDT M1 DTLZ ZHMAR S 280 B I (% AR R IR R B A 2
TR 2R LA K SBX 5577 A2 25 M S5 e s T I BB AN 2 Li 25 0K DE/rand/1 2 43 3k 46 A £ 20 5 A5 S 43
THT MOEA/D 5%, LA i 8 5 4 1 5 AR 525 45 SR I ,MOEA/D-DE HA7EabBIES: . A E 4% PS
) MOP [ # b HA B3 ML whZiide i, 28 0 AL 57 45 22 T AR 55 1) P AR ARl SR s AT A e K I st 2
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8], 3L JR RIFE T-:(1) DE &7 B 22 05 D 2L T80 B, M B AL 38 1) 22 20 A4 2 TA) ) 22 e BRI Z2 005 L IEARS
REAE g — Bl B A B R AT At s 2 579048 25(2) MOEA/D S0 ik (R R £ S 7] 1 AL B BEELAT AR [ 18 20 AR
5,60 D6 AR AL 1 23 A DRI o 7 e R AN (] 1 A% S T X, DA o v K M 48 R Pareto Tij VY.

FLF W A SCRI H DE/best/2 224y BEARSE 1 H1 [ IE N SBX ST (SA-SBX)P* UL Al j i 4k 22 H AR Ak 4
LT RUENS. tHT- DE/best/2 85775 In) BARIE AL HE T 3 2 N ACARARIHAT EAL T T FRIMER
VA6 R T A 2 REIE I AN A FE IR SA-SBX BT AR H A AR 1) 23 A1 15 00 181 3 2t e % S AR-Hh Do IR B A - rp
{77 2R AT AR 5, AT (e RV A el 8. DE/best/2 551 Al SA-SBX 1 AH T A48, Wy [l Ak, A8 I 26 1 i o B 1)
TAAMA.

BE X A2 T L g0 AT AR B P S 1A, X, e, X 0 9 CE AR Bi) P BRI AN ) F Xggq (04
T, Xarger N AR H AR ANk, g.hel 1,2, NI AR B 75, 0] DE/best/2 22 43 3t A6 57— A2 il 1 37 AN 14
V' =Y, Vs, V) (55435 V2 (ce[1:n]) AT Hon il T :

Xpest.c + R (X} o =X, o)+ Fy(Xg . — X ) with probability CR
X, with probability 1 - CR

arget,c

DE/best/2: V. ={ 7

XL CR,F HI Ry o Z2 03 BEAL S T I I S 4L

5 DE/rand/1 &7 AME 1) J7 A R, DE/best/2 T 456 T AN AR B IME B AR TR S5
AMETEA ROAE R AL T A (DA 05 kAL, A (8)4h T DE/rand/1 2243 #E4L 7 F.
Xj o +F (X — X ), with probability CR

DE/rand/1: ¥, =4 © 4 o
X, with probability 1 - CR

arget,c

®)

2 R 3 43 5IFE 2-YE sk Ar 45 (8] 7~ T DE/rand/1 #il DE/best/2 W5 Rl &% 1 i 48 = =X, i i & vh i Y
2 R 0 ] T DX 383 7R e A M DX 4, K1) i DE/rand/ 1 55777 A5 10 JE A T S X 3 i 3 AL (an 1 2 Bl o), i K
DE/best/2 74 1 i) Ja A AL F fe e X 3k ) A 07 B, 26 W] DE/best/2 5571 A 3 i AN 44 5 5 58 1.

Yk X
" . W=yl  +Fe(xf —xf J+F,eixl.-xi 3
i _-‘-;'("'E'(xi_(-_x:gr) - hm'rf o= JE A'_r) TVEE The
T ' The Dhiference Vector
I | oy

e ¥
-~ —F ~The S(}ﬂq@_D:ﬂ‘emMc Vector
AN A%
/ "r'-._ 'l‘h\il Nr\\:'}‘\' created
/- T\ vector _I':-

e I
gy _,..I{_-Fk.r‘xzf-‘
¢ ,].r-f The Differencs, Vector

2, ‘\. \

Tlye Seil:d Infference Veeter
A, )(’(-‘ -ix}

/o /
J / ol ety
. / =y & Dy
— < F X, -, ey
= 1{: Sealed Difference Veetor o v -x)

~The Difference Vector

kT X1

Fig.2 Search mode in DE/rand/1 Fig.3 Search mode in DE/best/2
2 DE/rand/1 %5 Kl 3 DE/best/2 44 &R

\

SR AT IR ™ A JE AR U 5K
o AR A A T A I, R AQAR- A T LB HLAE T AR 2R g T AR IS UK i
FEREREAFIE T R, A0 SCA AT B R HESE A 17 L9 A5 A i BUAR D% PR A S8 A A B PR 7 AR R 23 A 7L
A R AT 5K 0 T e 1 R 2 e L A
o T A AR A T A B B AEL PR B O, ROV BB AR v T S LB HLAE T R RE A T e A
BEALE, U LA ACAS (¥ B9 DA R 28, 2 A S K IR vl e A Bt L .
SR AEHE AL S AT (K HEAS I RE A A0 ISR ] o X2 Bl SRS ™ A ey o 1) A 4 U2 s ik
I M1 H 2 i
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B py Al py AT SBX F T IR AN SR, Opest F1 g 73 ) 22 7% 1R 5 205 18] o Pl g g e 189 A A B AR o i 11
P LA R P R 24 A A B R T AR B S 2 P A, SA-SBX BT 1 S MR A A QI RE (1) st fELAT ayg TR 2
H—Z 500 2 3(9) T 7R), LA AEFEAA 1K 43 A1 IR s 88 5 72 SCPAN REBLIRANE vy A v (B2 K (10) A1 A (DT
7R B R AR LR B ARANMAE o B e (A R (12) AR (13)FT7R). 1A R (12) 1A 2 (13) H 192 50 Au) K
AR A, Hopu X RI[0, 119 38740 43 A (1 B AL AL

d
G = hest )
davg
S il S Y O Sl V)
v, = 3 o 3 (10)
w:&%&+@&;& (11)
€¢1=0.5(1-AU)V,+0.5(1+Su))v, (12)
C,=0.5(1+Au))vi+0.5(1-B(u))v, (13)
Qu)™, ifu<05
pu) = ol (14)
1 n+l .
—_ , otherwise
( 2(1— u))

22 (9) K O wT LA JSE &R i O 3 w1 e OO0 B AR 2 2, i L OB mT A By ok 55, 0 %5 5T NBUAN 2 5 A 24 50(10)
AAKA A 0=0, vi=v, B 24 TPIANRIE A (py AT p) I Hh )57 B IXRE g s B T 38480y K AR
M AEAF T AR PRI S (TR RE 0 A3 A 5 0=1,00) vy =py.vo=p, LI SA-SBX HIIZ%[] T~ SBX 4
T T SBX H T2 M AL AR AL, R 1, SA-SBX ST il SIEHL T LA AR A vt AR S AR Sl Y 6> 1,
I A AR o A 7 R A PR 320 S B vy B8 v 30T LB py B g BT RS L A AR A ) 2 1 DL R SR
B e ) #0 RETT 2 50
2.5 HMEPIEEER

MaOEA/DCE SYEAERIREAN B A — M G4, T 08 B SR AR 18 2R R rh R A 1) AR STC A X HLR
HETTVERT S R UEAT BB 50 3 45t T AR R ) BT S

&% 3. Updation_of external archive.

Input: = AEL AR x AMEBRS R I K= N,

Output: /MRS 5 2 A5 iR

Lo if BRI R KA = N

20 B x AR E .

3. FIH Pareto (TG Z SEHTAY 22, A BR A 58 rp 4 ST KA.
4. else

5.0 0 MR X I T R FE T ER AN A

6. TNBRES ZE P A x ST I A AR R T x IR %6
7. elseif MR X HRYE P OO AR SRR R

8. B R x GRS R PAT RS BT, IR BR 2 AR R 2= A 1A
9. else

10. AN X B G BB SCIE, i TR AA X

11. end if

12. endif

13. end if
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14. it 5 BT IS RS ZE A Bt
BV 3 (M5 8 D HAT AR FE A1 SR FH BT T $2 1) 3 a5 dec J 86 42 S g 3%,
2.6 MaOEA/DCEHE %z
LA R R EE 4 25 H (1) MaOEA/DCE S5 FE.
&% 4. Flow_of MaOEA/DCE.
Input:MaOP 1) fB(1); 55 KIEFCIKEL Conan; 208 T 1) BEL H - NG AR FARY SRR N BLTR 5y 5 {41 2%, AN AR
RN T AT I P 35 B AL AR M 2R 52 4R 380 P9 A AR 7 AR 4 1 e KB H nes - A 48 5.
Output: 3T {2l Pareto 4 PS: {x' x%,... x"};UT ML Pareto Bij¥ PF:{F(x"),F(x%),....F(x™)}.
1. Widfifk:
L1 )AL [h) 2z ) FF) R G B 8 A s A A [ ) 800 35k AS 205 1 A AN AU [ o PR AR R A T,
HA Bi)y={ipsia,...ir} = 1,2, NI, A AR AT S BE B4R T AR )
1.2, KHIBEHUAL 7 32 BRI GG R RE (X 2, XN B FV=F(x),i=1,2,...,N;
1.3. WIEtk 2=(2),2,,...,20), He 1 z=min {fj(x) xepop} j=1,2,...,m;
L4, WIIHAIEATT £ t=0;
2. HHn
fori=1,...,N do
2.1, ZEIK I[0,11 K51 M= B LAY rand, JE % P — {B(')’ ifrand <5
{1,...,N}, otherwise
2.2, BN P RIE A IE AN RIAT DE/rand/2 A R RIANMR ¥ LIS ¥ AT SA-SBX AR R
T AT ARH MA s
2.3, B SR ) BAH G I a RSB Ky 3y
24, Bz 7fy), M 2=y, j=1.2,....m;
2.5, FBALI AR B k=0, AT LT B AE:
D W k=n, 5E P A AT D 3,55 W, N P BEHLIE — A T j;
2)  #gB(Y|X,)<g"(|X,2), ] X=y' FVI=F(y"), H. k=k+1;
3) PR AR ORISR D IR 1),
2.6. S ANERY SR SEVL 3 SR ANERY 5, 0E BIAAC T8 =t 1
3.0 AR T I A L A I SR AR L B (XN R (X, FOA), - FXM)
4 M 23 D5y M R R y (5§ EMEANTE y; RGN 6y (R d 2 2R (15)3EAT
BH.
y _{Ij +r(l; =y, Y, <l
Polu -y Y >
For Ul 2y 1 By TR S re (0, 1) X [R] PY 34550 4 A A BE AL AR

3 RBERSHN

(15)

31 RWRE

1) 45 bk Sk

33 T K% MaOEA/DCE 22 v: 1 Rg, R 3 F' MOEA/D 4531145 f MOEA/D-SBXPY MOEA/D-DEP4 I
MOEA/D-ACDPILLJ 2 AN A 43 iR S5 I 0 700 5000 o5k AR {4 40 283845 40 NSGA-TIPURI L T 1Y S iR
E 3 HEY L5 AbYSSPIILTE 5 R M) MOEA S35k 5 45 SC 808k AT P RE T L, LLIF4 MaOEA/DCE $132: 1
T RE.
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2) mi4EZ H bR AR

A5 S8 ¥ MaOEA/DCE 755 MOEA/D-SBX. MOEA/D-DE. MOEA/D-ACD. NSGA-II 1 AbYSS %
W [FAE 4 AFr. 10 AFsA1 30 HESMK DTLZ{1,2,4,5} 58 % F AR ) A5P0T_F9EAT S 75 B W 1 2 A 3
BT SE B34 7E ThinkPad E565 HL I L3z 47, H I (9 L & 40 : 1) CPU: AMD A10-8700P; 2) 1.8GHz 32 4ii;3) 8.0G
M 77;4) Windows 7 64 17 :4F R 4.

S o VLR AR R A 2 80 B S 2 SCBR[3 7] UL ZREDL (1) 4 H AR 3L m=4, 438 17 R K E n=10,
BB BB 2 000 48;(2) M4 HFRE m=10 I8 i &8 K n=20,8 3 135 A 1 5 KRBy
5000 1X;(3) 4 HAREL m=30 I, 4 5 i) 5 1K S n=50, 5035 1 AR 19 55 K0k 10 000 AR

3) PhREFEAR

75 m= i 2 HARARAL BFFT b A8 AR B (hypervolume, 1 B} HV)ZS 5 FH SR TEAS 520305 (1 1tk g, B IR X 8 T- HV 4545
JEEAIN S Pareto % RMEA NI — G I TR bR, B HA L Z A AE T b E PL Ak B AR S H 38 K (310 B AxA o i
10) LA 2 AE 32 BC AR B 5 R (90 it A PR 50 BRI 1 000) IS HV AR (14 1 5506 6 2 8 0 U 5 0 51 g 2 thE AR B
(inverted generational distance, fij X IGD)IH ik 7F BL5E Pareto B 5 342 S AE— 2 B0 B MIAR 5085 V1 50X BE AR
L3l Pareto /M iz i) (14 BR EG B 25 20 VP A% BEVL St A 2 71 5 HV 3R 4RAH LEIGD $RAR I TR
15,32 H T IGD $8A5 2 3 v S PN s 18] (0 5 2 3R A5 140, 0 20 AT A5 — M Ay v 2, RV 7 = 4 2 H A
i) F R 2 itk AR 25 FR 1L IGD $R bR 5 HV $RAR A L, oK 8k B 7 T IEAN B AT Pareto 3252k 4 1511 1GD ##
b oE B30 3, ) i) 58 MR HAS 3 2% Pareto S L4 IR BB, SCRR[381R F ek (1) IGD #5844, ) IGD ™ i b oK VAl B3
I e IGD AT S P A 5 2 18] (1) B 20, R B 38 25 R B e AT 12 () 1) Pareto X &R, H1T IGD fe#n A 2L 55 Pareto
R, T HE v T B S v R I v o ek

S F— A2 () B /MEZ B RS PLAG 8, 1% m ik B ARIIAN 5,2 2 AT BV AT L 5K Pareto ATHY I

RIS RAERABINS % A A W SE AR NI AL Pareto f#4R,2~(21,22, ...Zn) €Z,j=1,2,...|Z],ai=(a1,82, . ..8m) €A,
i=1,2,...,|A|, U IGD 48 ks B 1 575 50 F
. 1 &
IGD (A):ﬁéglg d oo (&52)) (16)

E*ﬂmimakJi@m%%_aﬁH PRI — LK R B, £, A £ 5 MR Z 455 m A

= fkmax _ fkmin
F b bR 280 1) B KA A e ZMEL A S (16) AN HEAT 0, 1 SR TGD ™48 A (B /), IO 30 ABA A £ 170 i & (L S5k 0 22 4
PE)BUBLF . T V5 IGD IR AR, 3% HL 1) 5250 78 25 /NI bR B BLSKE Pareto BVR AR ATHIRAE 10 000 AN 5.
4) KIS K
RS S R OB BV I T B RO 2,48 2 v K S A ST ok £ DB 149 SR T 967
Table 2 Parameter settings of six peer algorithms

&2 6 Flonf LIS HOBRCE

Algorithm Parameter settings
NSGA-II N=100,p=0.9,pn=1/n,7:=20,7.=20
AbYSS N=100,NRefset1=10,Ngefserz=10,pc=0.9,pn=1/n, 77:=20, ;=20
MOEA/D-SBX N=100,pp=1/n,7m=20,T=20,6~0.9n,=2
MOEA/D-DE N=100,CR=1.0,F=0.5,pm=1/n,7»=20,T=20,6=0.9,n,=2
MOEA/D-ACD N=100,CR=1.0,F=0.5,pn=1/n,7,=20,T=20,6=0.9,n=2
MaOEA/DCE N=100,CR=1.0,F=0.5,pn=1/n, 7x=20,7=20,6=0.9,n,=2

T AESEIG 4 WM A FURT AT {5 A S A — P VLR B — N DA SE )L 39 ST AT 30 WK, LA SR T SE TG
F &8 5 H R H Wilcoxon’s rank sum test 2K 48 711 EL S 7 2 (B K P20 0=0.5 38 35 1 22 .
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K 3I~R 6T 6 FEILTE DTLZ{1,2,4,5 WK 8 £ Loy 3 AT 4 HAR.10 HESA 30 H bri 753 2119 1GD*
FE bR (17 248 (mean) FER HE 7 22 (std). 538 Hh AN [R) 10 50925 76 A ) A6 3R il 50 T R A3 1) e A 1 IGD I 3848 1
FLAR ™ B &R P e < R 755 4 0 TARIC ST LSRR g R E B E AT BT REEMNT
MaOEA/DCE 53 3R 153 1) 45 AL, 1% BL H SR FE 7K P 0=0.05 1) Wilcoxon FRANKY 305K 4t v 3R 153 1) 4.

Table 3 Comparison of IGD" on DTLZ1 instances for six algorithms
* 3 6 MELILTE DTLZ1 s % FAkAT IGD I L AL

R E =R NSGA-II AbYSS MOEA/D-SBX | MOEA/D-DE | MOEA/D-ACD | MaOEA/DCE
mean 7.7911e-02 | 6.9832e-02 2.4356e-02 1.8187e—-02 2.0701e-02 6.1942e—03
4 HEz std 5.6606e—04 | 5.4157e-04 8.1132e-04 2.6219¢-03 1.0252e-03 6.6735e—04
rank 6- 5- 4- 2- 3- 1
mean 2.2968e—-01 | 3.3845¢—01 7.2919¢-02 3.4618e—02 6.4427¢-02 1.8430e-02
10 H#bz std 6.5522¢-04 | 4.1108e—04 9.2253e—-04 2.1961e-03 2.0277e-03 5.9821e-04
rank 5- 6- 4- 2- 3- 1
mean 6.7734e-01 | 9.4144e-01 3.0130e-01 2.9392e-01 2.6554e-01 5.1883e-02
30 Hix std 9.4339¢-04 | 5.6814e¢—04 1.3106e—03 4.2951e-03 3.1288e-03 4.8649¢-04
rank 5- 6- 4- 3- 2- 1
rank suam 16 17 12 7 8 3
final rank 5 6 4 2 3 1
better/worst/similar 0/3/0 0/3/0 0/3/0 0/3/0 0/3/0 —
Table 4 Comparison of IGD" on DTLZ2 instances for six algorithms
R4 6 FPEAE DTLZ2 B335 45 IGD™H M EL i
H b AN B/ 5% NSGA-II AbYSS MOEA/D-SBX | MOEA/D-DE | MOEA/D-ACD | MaOEA/DCE
mean 6.3109e-03 | 2.5341e-02 3.8412¢—-02 1.9241e—-02 4.7625e—02 8.5415e—-03
4 Hix std 5.1819¢—04 | 7.1915e-04 6.8459¢—04 4.1851e-04 1.74861e—04 4.874e—04
rank 1+ 4- 5- 3- 6- 2
mean 5.2851e-02 | 6.6171e-02 2.0151e-01 8.5241e-02 1.0741e-01 4.8169e—02
10 H#x std 5.6740e—04 | 6.9151e-04 5.9871e—04 5.1762¢—04 3.5061e—04 5.5651e—04
rank 2~ 3- 6- 4- 5- 1
mean 3.5548¢-01 | 6.8851e-01 4.8158e-01 2.7941e-01 5.9967¢-01 1.9181e-01
30 Hx std 6.5141e—03 | 5.9210e—04 4.2225e-04 6.2131e—03 5.1101e-04 3.6518¢-03
rank 3- 6- 4- 2- 5- 1
rank suam 6 13 15 9 16 4
final rank 2 5 6 3 4 1
better/worst/similar 1/1/1 0/3/0 0/3/0 0/3/0 0/3/0 —
Table 5 Comparison of IGD" on DTLZ4 instances for six algorithms
£S5 6FEYAE DTLZA R348 IGD HE I ELi
H b~y 50k NSGA-TI AbYSS MOEA/D-SBX | MOEA/D-DE | MOEA/D-ACD | MaOEA/DCE
mean 6.3138¢—02 | 7.6824e-02 6.9656e—03 9.5511e-03 1.7779e-02 5.4201e-03
4 Hix std 2.16e-04 4.1382e—-04 5.8299¢—-04 6.2751e—03 2.21e-03 7.0124e—04
rank 5- 6- 2~ 3- 4- 1
mean 2.1433e-01 1.9838e-01 2.1656e—-03 3.0675e—03 5.0197¢-02 2.5610e-03
10 H#x std 5.6443e¢—04 | 6.9283e—04 5.9915¢-04 5.1867¢—04 3.5119¢-04 5.5721e—04
rank 6- 5- Ik RE 4- 2
mean 8.5513e—01 | 6.8923e—01 1.2295e-02 2.4986e-02 3.9911e-01 2.8872¢-02
30 Hix std 6.1546e—04 | 5.8228e—04 4.2329e-04 9.2289¢-03 8.2117¢-03 3.7587¢—04
rank 6- 5- 1+ 2~ 4- 3
rank suam 17 16 4 8 12 6
final rank 6 5 1 3 4 2
better/worst/similar 0/3/0 0/3/0 2/0/1 0/1/2 0/3/0 —
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Table 6 Comparison of IGD" on DTLZS instances for six algorithms
F6 6 FELAE DTLZS % 3K 13 IGD A ¥ HL

H #3053 NSGA-II AbYSS MOEA/D-SBX | MOEA/D-DE | MOEA/D-ACD | MaOEA/DCE

mean 1.5116e-03 | 8.1541e-03 4.6114e-03 6.3841e-03 2.9141e-03 7.1981e-04

4 H bz std 6.8917e-04 | 4.1123e-04 5.6101e-04 3.2987¢-04 4.5005e-04 3.3176e-04
rank 2- 6- 4- 5- 3- 1

mean 6.6810e—03 | 3.5141e-02 1.9184e-02 4.8584e—02 7.9515e-03 3.4214e—-03

10 HF5 std 7.0151e-04 | 4.4414e-04 6.6516e-04 5.8771e-04 4.6001e—04 3.6011e-04
rank 2- 5- 4- 6- 3- 1

mean 3.5945e-02 | 9.2494e-02 5.5441e-02 2.5541e-01 3.0541e-02 2.0713e-02

30 Hbx std 4.6054e—03 | 8.5104e-04 2.9414e-03 8.8151e-03 5.1112e-03 5.6807¢-03
rank 3- 5- 4- 6- 2~ 1
rank suam 7 16 12 17 8 3
final rank 2 5 4 6 3 1
better/worst/similar 0/3/0 0/3/0 0/3/0 0/3/0 0/2/1 —

M 3 T LUE H ,MaOEA/DCE £ HI7E DTLZ1(4,10,30)MR 524 b 3k45 T S Ak i IGD #5 bR H9-F- 3948,
T HoAth %} EE 809 NSGA-II. AbYSS. MOEA/D-SBX. MOEA/D-ACD J&— (g% 3k 15 e A (1) 1IGD M4 ; 2Lk, i
WG 5 B AE DTLZ1(4,10,30)iX 3 AR B B3R IGD ™ I HE 44,3 I 1 (19 2 A S I s, JL 0
MOEA/D-DE, §i J5 # X /&2 MOEA/D-ACD. MOEA/D-SBX. NSGA-II fl AbYSS.\# 3 [fJ“better/worst/similar”
i RE,S P 555 () MOEA HVESRAZ (1 45 JLAR A <0/3/0”, B e 36 B A S 592 MaOEBA/DCE 7EIX 3 A~ s 4
H AR DTLZ1 P03 ed 25 BT b I A o) B 8095 B 35 SEAR 1K IGD ™1 g, JF ) MaOEA/DCE 430 5 L A bb 45
AHEG, BLA 50 L f e Skt 5 2 REPE R 25 S vE RS T DTLZ1 MR R %0 Pareto BTV J2 45 1 . £ A, IX 6 1]
MaOEA/DCE 7Ekfif B et 2B 42 H AR ) B 5 8 0 16 1 e

M 4 W LU tH MaOEA/DCE ${i57E DTLZ2(10,30) PS4 E3RAT T 5 i IGD -2 ,NSGA-II
FLAE DTLZ2(4) MR ) 3 145 20 T B 9 IGD™ V- %14, AbYSS. MOEA/D-SBX. MOEA/D-DE i
MOEA/ACD %5 A fE 3k A3 fe i (¥ IGD ¥ MH. 45 4 H A% 1% DTLZ2 PR 1) 8 b, /R 5 NSGA-TT H ik 3k 3 7 mlf (1)
IGD M, AH A S AR 2% 0 8 3R A3 IGD™ I E AU 3 T NSGA-TT Hik (4 A T4 ) S 2% 1072, ifi 4k
F MOEA/D-SBX. MOEA/D-DE. MOEA/D-ACD Fl AbYSS .. W4k, 38 1 48 1 4% 50: 48 DTLZ2(4,10,30)iX 3
AR F B3RS IGD™ME M4 v LUK B HE 4 56— 18 MOEA/D-SBX #3254k X 5§ MOEA/D-DE.
MOEA/D-ACD. AbYSS FI MOEA/D-SBX Hi%x. MK 4 [ “better/worst/similar” &5 4 K &, & X b H %L 7E
DTLZ2(4,10,30)i% 3 ANIUK B £ b A NSGA-IT SLvL 8 vk 45 o< 1/1/17 Hofth 4 Fpont b 577 B sk A3 10 G vl 45
BB HE<0/3/0”, X F W MaOEA/DCE $:7F DTLZ2(4,10,30)iX 3 AN Se ] b 5 Al b S0y AR B, B 483t
R E BN 1IGD M1, B MaOEA/DCE VL 4EIX 3 AN SEB) F3RA T A% Bt i stk 55 2 #E4k.
2 & 3 DTLZ2 [f] Pareto F ¥ 4 M ¥, 3% 1, % B MaOEA/DCE $1%: 81 %5 47 1 5K fi# Pareto B ¥ 2 M 1K — 2% MaOP
] .

M 5 7T LLFE 1, MaOEA/DCE 5L 7F 4 HA5IW DTLZ4 [0 8 3543 7 #5471 IGD (i, MOEA/D-SBX %
¥5AE DTLZ4(10,30) AN AR S5 3RAG T 3 4F 0 1GD™ 13548, i SHAth JL Aol ool 45 b 265 B2 ) 5 e 3R 15 AL
IGD M. B 4%k MaOEA/DCE £ 3% K fE4E DTLZ(10,30) P53k 1) B _E 3K 15 5 4 10 IGD™ ¥ 21,12
MaOEA/DCE 23543 () IGD ¥ (XU F4 b T NSGA-TT k3R A5 I e AU (8. e AT B A H R 3 2 B e 10 H g
ft] DTLZ4 i) b, — % MR 20 107576 30 HAFRA DTLZ4 1)@ b, — & FIB0E 2k 1072508 i1 Gk & 5504
DTLZ4(4,10,30)iX 3 ANJUA 1) f L3545 11 IGD {E M HE 42 , MOEA/D-SBX & k44 25 1,37k /&2 MaOEA/DCE
5, )5 & MOEA/D-DE. MOEA/D-ACD. AbYSS Hl NSGA-ILJ\# 5 [f“better/worst/similar” 45 K5, KA
MOEA/D-SBX )4k R 4&“2/0/17 L & MOEA/D-DE ¥4 8L 0/1/27, 1 HoAth o] b 1% (1) &5 5350 520/3/07 . 3X 3% W
ASLHAEAE DTLZ4(4,10,30)1% 3 AN ) @AY A 32T MOEA/D-SBX 8323, i AL T HoAth JL ARt b 5% DTLZ4
i) () Pareto BIHY A MTE  F5 W2 R A, U0 AR SR AE SRAR I 1m) SRR AE 1K) MaOP [ 8 B AT — 5@ AR 3.

M 6 W] UL H, A S0 MaOEA/DCE 7E DTLZ5(4,10,30)iX 3 ANAR i) 1 _E 13845 7 B ALK IGD 4 i
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G HLAE DTLZ5(4,10,30)3% 3 A6 3k 13 09 IGD ™A 1) e &Hk 7, 3R L5 47 ¥ & MaOEA/DCE #i%,
H R NSGA-IL B J5 1 ¥k J&2 MOEA/D-ACD. MOEA/D-SBX. AbYSS Hl MOEA/D-DE. )\ % 6 [#]“better/worst/
similar” 45 R K G, &5 57E DTLZ5(4,10,30)iX 3 ANl eR £ A MOEA/D-ACD (#1455 J&<0/2/17, i HAth 4
TRt b ARVE 1) 4 AR 38 42 0/3/07,1% 3K W1 ,MaOEA/DCE HiATEX 3 42 Hox DTLZS il FBH 221 IGD"
PEBEIL A DTLZS [ LA A W% HAR{L ¥ Pareto FIT¥E, I A SCEVE REE AR IX R 28 24 (1) MaOP [0 - 3R1F 55047 1)
gh

LEEAR 3~ 6 MR 45 4L MaOEA/DCE HiAHR T oAl 5 PR M MOEA Sk Sk B BA B3Ik
SN 2 BEE B LB T R PR AR SO VR AR IR G 7K ST 16 2 SE 30 W T 5 v 7= AR B MRS B340 43 A1 R B 1)
7,005 TSR 4 A 1 3L O MaOEA/DCE SV 45 & 22 4y L 7 R0 & IR SBX A1 7= B e AR 3t 17 8%
R Ae SO F. 3K L S I R L W ), S 5 s T AR AR MaOP ) f5E 11 1

h T ok R R RS E 2 7 & Kl (box plot)KITER A T & 5014 DTLZ{1,2,4,5} &4 &
B b EA 4,10 1 30 HAR S _EHATIEAT 30 RIS IGDME S 45 1 o8 T8 1 EoR, & 5L 0k
NSGA-II. AbYSS. MOEA/D-SBX. MOEA/D-DE. MOEA/D-ACD #! MaOEA/DCE f#jic ) Al. A2. A3. A4.
A5 FlI A6.

Table 7 Box plots of IGD" derived from 30 independent runs for six algorithms
RT 6 MELIAALIZAT 30 IRARIFI IGD 45 R 1 & ]
EE DTLZ1 DTLZ2 DTLZ4 DTLZ5

b - : =

10

F

30

*ZT—\ o . | | W o

MK 7 o LLE T 4 BEsR DTLZ{1,2,4,5} [0 @7 5 ,MaOEA/DCE #.3:7E DTLZ1. DTLZ4 il DTLZ5
R LIRS IGD W8 AT B AR E T NSGA-IL SLEAE DTLZ2 [0 #5_E 3RS 1 Sl (A e o, im0 A ST 4
VE7E DTLZ2 0] 8 E A8 YR T NSGA-IT S0k, L T HoAth JLF G L 83260 T 10 H#s1 DTLZ{1,2,4,5}
] {8, A SCSALE DTLZL. DTLZ2. DTLZS i 3 AR )& E 1Y) IGD ™A A8 e if 1T 46 DTLZ4 [ /@ L,
MaOEA/DCE .3 (1) IGD™ i ) £ & 1tk W& 38T MOEA/D-SBX .3, 111 55 MOEA/D-DE 8354124 %4 T~ 30 H AR
DTLZ{1,2,4,5} 13 {1l 5 ,MaOEA/DCE £8¥:7E DTLZ1. DTLZ2 1 DTLZ5 iX 3 e F 34531 IGD i H. A s
I A T, MOEA/D-SBX HiA7E DTLZ4 L) IGD™HHA S i i e M, i AR SCHVALE DTLZ4 1) k3545
IGD ™ () Fa g PERY b T MOEA/D-SBX, 1fif 55 MOEA/D-DE #3424 W% 7 AHEH 1 ,MaOEA/DCE 8.3k /e 48 K
ZH01 MaOP [0 @ L 3kA3 T 54 19 IGD A 1A & . 78 H [ P ,MaOEA/DCE 304 22 4y MEAC SRR 15 35 MY 1)
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SBX BVEREAT Wr A1 7= A8 J5 A, AT A 7574 AN 4 0 0T 545 LA 53t DAL T 05 g A ) 5 s 2t 75 B4 v
33 H—FiTit

Wi BT SER,BE T MaOEA/DCE ik ik BB B s . 2R S, K M T )
FHVR A 7K 15 28 52 50 B T J7 20 7= A2 31 2 JUAE EL38 750 4 A B BCEE 1) 52 1) 51 s, DA RO 2 4 B AR B R0 1 3
SBX HL¥ HEAT Wb R DA A6 i 0 = I R ARAN R (0 7 VR AR 45 5 AT b3 v 7 Sk s iRkt e oA TR PR 2
Sy M TR A 38 N SBX ST REAT B R REAL (9 A 25001, B o 0 R SEBR T 51 58,55 T MOEA/D HUAAE LM 3
ALY B1. B2 Al B3, 30K 3 FELVE D BIAE 4 HAR. 10 HESFI 30 HARK DTLZ{1,2,4,5) 3R o8 £k EdkAT
IGD" Pk e b 1 LA 75 U0 BH 19 02, 1X LW BL S04 R H 72 o0 b A4 b 8 e S 7 006 B2 SRR BOE Y
SBX S 78 5 SR W IR 510, B3 BV kg AR SCHR HE 1) 22 43 AR B 3 Y. SBX 45 AH P ) AR AR5 S 0
o3 PP AR T T AR SR SR AN [ LA A, X S AL 1) LA B R A R ). R 8~ 11 /pdil4a i T B1. B2 Ml
B3 iX 3 i35k 5IAE DTLZ1. DTLZ2. DTLZ4 1 DTLZ5 2% i3 L3453 10 IGD T kR80T kD BEHL I 2
o} G v 5 L IR R 3K LT IR SE G - AT 30 K.

MK 8 W LIF H,B3 HILLE 4 Hix. 10 HARA 30 H bR DTLZ1 &3 L3348 T A4 IGDME, i B
IGD ™Y I HE 4 ]k E B3 S HE4 o — A, W3 8 (1) “better/worst/similar” 45 B 5k & B1 #1 B2 % DTLZ1(4,10,30)
X3 AR 4 SR 0/3/07, 3 W B3 S0 L AL Al R AR B 3 1) IGD LA AR 9 W LLE
H,B3 51354 54 DTLZ2(4,10,30)1X 3 AR R 20 13k A3 T e 1) IGD ™, fi B IGD ™ 14 44 ok & ,B3 S
HE 55 AN, R 9 [ “better/worst/similar” 45 F Ok A ,B1 Fl B2 Hikf#E DTLZ2(4,10,30) L {5 L 45 135 4
“0/3/0”, 2 W] B3 BE7E DTLZ2 ¥ b HA B2 IGD A3 A E 10 K5 B3 /> HI7E 4 HERAT 10 HAR
ff) DTLZ4 3 i) 83R48 T el (% IGD™E, 11 B1 #F 30 HARK DTLZ4 A8 355 T 5 fE i IGDE. M 3 Fh
FVEN IGDE M4 R E B3 HIEHEA S 1 ME 10 [f“better/worst/similar” 45 R F B1 HVEZ“1/1/17,1f
B2 5 E<0/3/0”, KL B3 5 vL{E DTLZ4 /& b HAT— ¢ ) IGD AR AL 11 K F B3 HIL5 Al 4
HAxA 10 HAxK DTLZS 108 L3R4S T A0 IGD™E,B2 £ 30 HAxK DTLZS 1o L3543 T i dr i) IGD™{H.
M3 FhELVL ) IGDME I HE A K F B3 HkH A 5 1,53 40 AFE 11 ) “better/worst/similar” 45 Sk &, B1 Al B2 5
VEI 45 B4 B2 <0/3/07F11/2/0”, 26 B B3 45vE7E DTLZS Wl 8 FHA — 52 1) IGD I PEGE b # 45 83K 8~K 11
) S 4 SR AN A R T, R 22 43 B AR RN 3 B SBX B F AT P [ 1 B3 SVATE DTLZ{1,2,4,5} F 1WA )t 1
BAREED IGD M AEAL 3 th 2R W, A 3 R 22 4y ML B 770 & . SBX B 7 JEAT B IR] ) S mes 2 47
BRI

Table 8 Comparison of IGD" performance on DTLZ1 instances for three algorithms

T8 3 FHEEAE DTLZ1 % L #E4T IGD M fE Eh i

H A5 Bl B2 B3
mean 2.0511e-02 2.2647¢—-02 5.9942e—-03
4 Bz std 3.8281e-03 2.5581e-03 5.6684e—04
rank 2- 3- 1
mean 4.6771e-02 5.8115¢-02 1.8430e-02
10 H#bz std 3.0114e-03 3.2147e-03 4.7798e—04
rank 2- 3- 1
mean 2.5411e-01 3.0414e-01 5.1883e-02
30 Hbx std 5.8128e-03 2.9358e-03 5.3514e-04
rank 2- 3- 1
rank sum 6 9 3
final rank 2 3 1
better/worst/similar 0/3/0 0/3/0 —
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Table 9 Comparison of IGD" performance on DTLZ2 instances for three algorithms
%9 3 FELAE DTLZ2 % B AT IGD L RELL AL

HAs S50k Bl B2 B3
mean 1.5114e-02 4.7625e-02 7.1556e-03
4 Hix std 3.9188e-04 1.74861e—04 4.9874e—04
rank 2- 3- 1
mean 9.0121e-02 1.0741e-01 5.1689e-02
10 HF5 std 4.9873e-04 3.5061e-04 4.9551e-04
rank 2- 3- 1
mean 3.0052e-01 4.8817e-01 2.0111e-01
30 H¥r std 5.9327e-03 4.7980e—04 4.0848e—03
rank 2- 3- 1
rank sum 6 9 3
final rank 2 3 1
better/worst/similar 0/3/0 0/3/0 -

Table 10 Comparison of IGD" performance on DTLZ4 instances for three algorithms
%10 3 FVASE DTLZ4 B8 LET IGD PERELL AL

F AR5k Bl B2 B3
mean 8.9602¢-03 2.3658e—02 5.7813e—-03
4 Bz std 5.9812¢-03 2.7210e-03 6.8231e-04
rank 2- 3- 1
mean 2.8091e-03 4.9817e-02 2.3515e-03
10 H ¥z std 4.8879e—04 4.0108e—04 4.9382e—-04
rank 2= 3- 1
mean 3.0171e-02 4.1238e—-01 3.0963e-02
30 Hix std 8.1099¢-03 7.1721e-03 4.5796e—04
rank 1+ 3- 2
rank sum 5 9 4
final rank 2 3 1
better/worst/similar 1/1/1 0/3/0 -

Table 11 Comparison of IGD" performance on DTLZS instances for three algorithms
F 11 3 MEAE DTLZS B BT IGD PERE LL AL

H A 55% Bl B2 B3
mean 8.1541e-03 3.1244e-03 2.0224e—-03
4 Hkx std 4.1123e-04 3.8884¢—04 4.7881e-04
rank 3- 2- 1
mean 3.5141e-02 8.0141e-03 6.6810e—03
10 B ¥x std 4.4414e-04 3.9777e-04 7.0333e-04
rank 3- 2- 1
mean 9.8440e-02 2.9941e-02 3.6885e—02
30 HAw std 7.9459¢-04 4.9888e—03 5.1523e-03
rank 3- 1+ 2
rank sum 9 ] 4
final rank 3 2 1
better/worst/similar 0/3/0 1/2/0 -

4 Z g

42 H AR AL )8 SR I B A 23 (B 15— Lo K 22 H BR gk 4 500 T I A K ) Bk ke, e 010 75 2 R R
R ot 2 H bR A B0 T DUR S AR S H — b 56 A 0 0 ) AR SR 1 o 4 2 H bR R AL YL MaOEA/
DCE.Z S5 WA 7K S 1A SE R B vh 7 v 7= AR B [l AR 300 22 o AL B F R B 3E Y. SBX B8 F iR 4T
Bl L= A2 5 AR AN . MaOEA/DCE S35 12 AU s 4E 2 H AR Ak ) 8 15 55 5 FiAREE ¥ MOEA HLiH4T
IGD "k fie S 36, 45 A e W R SO BT LA 3 LSk« 2 R RRG e P U T PR AR 3 2R St R B — S5
%) MaOP 1) 5113 MaOEA/DCE $732%, L}l MaOEA/DCE Sk i — 2852 b (1) i 4k 22 B An AL 1)
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