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ABSTRACT

Many optimization problems encountered in the disciplines of
science and engineering are multi-objective problems (MOPs), therefore,
to do research on MOPs has a great value. Evolutionary algorithms of
Artificia Intelligence were initially applied to those problems from the
mid-eighties. Thus a popular area of research has formed recently.
Research on multiobjective evolutionary algorithms for multiobjective
optimization problemsis still very important

This dissertation is starts with the discussions of general definition
of multi-objective optimal problem, Pareto optimal Solutions, Pareto
optimal Front and reviewing the advances of MOEAs(Multi-Objective
Optimization Evolutionary Algorithms) at home and abroad. Then, two
MOEAs and one COPs(Constrained Optimization Problems) based on
Multi-objective optimization are proposed by author. The main
contribution and work are described as following:

1. Proposed a new mutiobjective evolutionary algorithm. based on
ELECTRE method. The proposed algorithm uses a secondary population
in order to retain the non-dominated solutions found during the
evolutionary process and adopts the same fithess assignment strategy as
SPEA-II to get well distributed solutions. Additionaly, a novel
outranking relationship is constructed, and proved to be weaker than
Pareto dominance relation. Experiment results show that this algorithm
can converge to true Pareto Front well and effectively maintain diversity
of the solutions.

2. Investigate a new multi-objective evolutionary algorithm based on
differential evolution. The proposed approach adopts a secondary
population in order to retain the non-dominated solutions found during
the evolutionary process. Additionally, the approach also incorporates the
concept of &-dominance to get a good distribution of the solutions
retained. We adopted standard test functions and performance measures
reported in the specialized literature to validate our proposal. Our results
are compared with respect to two approaches that are representative of the
state-of-the-art in the area: the NSGA-Il and £-MOEA.



3. Incorporated the idea of mulitobjective optimization into
Constrained Optimization problems. Proposed the non-dominated
individual replacement scheme. Additionally an infeasible solutions
archiving and replacement mechanism is introduced to effectively exploit
infeasible solutions. The algorithm is tested on six benchmark functions,
and the result shows that this algorithm is outperforms others compared
with some other state-of-the-art algorithms.

Finally, this dissertation points out some directions that are worthy to
be researched further in this area.

Keywords multi-objective optimization evolutionary agorithm,
constrained optimization, ELECTRE method, differential evolution
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1.1 % B eshiz

FESEBR N T, AATTE 838 275 2 24 HARAESs € X F I8 n] R dee £
FIARAL R o GGV v 7= S i, RESE25 e AT = i AT L bk e, %
JEAL G A ARG, [N IS 2225 8™ S i T R e . AT e AT B EAE,
LSBT HFR 1) SGE v] REAH FL AR, S A 4 i Al 4R PR 2 5 DR AT SE PRI BRAIG,
DRI/ IR B T H AR AV — T R A5 e PRt i), — ey ST A
il W N, HATSRARIRGE R . X R AN EUE H bR eSS 2
DX s b ) s D0 A ) B — SO Bk O 2 H AR A AK [ BB (MOPs: Multiobjective
Optimization Problems)™. % HFs& M B2 UM, £ B2, Bis
S AR HARRT HbR, XHEFTIER 2 B0 24X 247 H bk 8] i S5t dse A
o IXLESERR AR S AR NAE, AR LT M R R R Ia) R ZERHIE N D
WNLZ RGP, e B ARG RUZ — AN R A SEBr 2 SRR
ERIIRT S
12 #HEERZ BirtLEE

UL S EA: (Evolutionary Algorithm) J&—FiBial B SR 34k FE R BEA LA
Wrik. EAs IRV BN 2] 50 AR 70 FARLLK A2 T JUMEEAL J7 v
AL 5 GA: (Genetic Algorithm) . BE{E kil EP: (Evolutionary Programming) -
FIFHLIEmS ES: (Evolution Strategy) o HEAb AR HH AN AR 1) BE AR (1) 4
Pz )k i, HP AN AR IR 25 5 o) B 2 A B P i — A R A —
WG A A, R BENLIE R (AR LRk R e (1)) AR FIAE X (I
oot 2 IERRAEREVREEAL S8 225 ] ook BT 1) [X 412,

Z LT Storn A1 Pricel$R iy, B — P T R REKIBENLIY R ST
2, RS 2B H AR R EAE AR ) O . 2 e L SRR R
fEA: T8, =R SRANVE R gm s TR e gy, 0PI E TG EK, sk
PR, A SRARARL N . [FIAR AL SRR, 2 R R R S R L
WM, RJERHIEEE, AR Al A RAE, RMREEAT AN AL . AEA
SCH DY A 0] 22 A SR I TR A 4

Bl KB RIE SR Y] EAs MINLELESE A KRR 2 H Ak, B EqTmr
TERR BN FE P 2 24 Pareto S, LB & T H A LUK R 1)
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M. ERANEE NN, /2 Hinfifedisl EAs 20T e s HI R 7k
[5,6]. BEARIZMHEE S B SUR A A H 2 KP4 (no free lunch) &2
[TIA KW G, R4 hikie %A B & 7t EAs T BE A 24 Hh Al vk
MOPS[8]. % Htritfbs7i: (MOEA: Multiobjective Evolutionary Algorithm) 7&
FESMRIVF 22 I FH 2400 FHGES (B 0 0] 0 oA 5K

BEAEER T2 HARRALATEE, 46T 80 4RI, 7¢ 1991—1994 4
WA, 5 JLFH MOEAS 4 sk 12 13 5 sk sy ik Je HASFh A 52 2 H ArAlt
Ak T A 31T R R A, AR e g SR R T T 3 T A SR Y
% H YR P L 1, 0 Pareto AU RT S IHSPERE. ANEBTRERI K
g8 I A SRR L AEA RN R MOEAS 23 MIdkAT T M g5 M4k

[20,21]

1.3 ARMISHEE

A1 A4 B (constrained optimization problems, fij#k COPs) & —
R I AFAE S B TR A H SCASOHE SR AR TR ) i, A 8 (1) SR AR X S T 388 1) 7 v 3
SEIETRRRE R R T7v5, WIvlAT T vk BOUHA L. AR REVE . #2R50 N
TR HOL AN (k. Lagrangian Vo —OMURITESE o 3K 8T VL4781 T2 o)
& KA T BV EAR L B RO 75 LR AR A S, AT AT 2, WIAT
BEANEM LR ARAR A WA R IA A W B RE T RS SR 7
FHEG, BEASE G S TSR AR 0 8, O VF2 28T T Z T,
I HEEH T KR AR [P 2324 2520

AL SEAE LT A ] P R R D N, B T RUR LA 2R A

1 BAFE N — D RHARI 2 (A g — D SRR, XAEE A LR
MR 2] 4 ) I LAl 5

2 ARG TTIEANLG,  E SRR BT 0 AR vl i PR RS AN B

3 HEASEFARAE Gy AT A

14 KiETHEEIH

FEMRHR CATWT TR I AE R B, ASSCBREVEAHE T A2 H AR SA,
I 2 B b et i AR ] B2 A b o 1) BExt L4l Pareto 2 AR SVAAR AEA
R HEPB AR Z AR, A SHAEZ DM Ebr 2 [ 5N GRS, $ ik
v 2 2 H bR PEAL R R AL S0, A RE AR A2 Bl RS ZRY A T R 15 1 AN
e AT Pareto L TORR KRB 5. 2) K € 7K HUEEI I 212
H bt Sk, S —Foprif 3 32 7 i 2 H bs B SEA

JREEFETT L HWR
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FIUTE HON R SEIRIAT T, SR T MO R, AR
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IR E SN AR A T S, 6 H AR AR T T
Ko A&, T MR T2 AU SR AR 5k . A
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F_E B EZRSE

HEL SV (EA: Evolutionary Algorithm) DLUILHE KSRk v 5 58 Je iR £k 1
e A 2] 7 AR T 2 BN, RS SRR R P AR A A
HARIIE 2 RGBS, 7850 I T HEAEIRM LA (A, BRsct A
DA 2 2 A HARAL T, an—A B K s R R RS, W R BT
P SR REEZ AT . FIXE, SRy K& 5k)7
Fe X AL H AR 2 AR AR B, EARR R, AR I —8Ur. SiklFE
Iy, AL e S, v B S A O, Wt 2 HARLAG IR,
PGB Z A B bR Z AZ AR B 50 Calife A= =B M R D o A 3RATME kb
LR AR R Z A BRI B, stEAA S ANO T . BT TR
ARSI, X TA B0+ B Al 2 A %18, BIXHEAS1 B Anit
TR (tradeoffs), XAEAFEZAMA. EXI 2 HAsmPLLm &, Wl T2 H
Priffb 5L (MOEA: Multi Objective Evolutionary Algorithm) .

TIRAERF e TR |, 2 HFRIUA ] A2 W TR . XA
D A VF 2 BILSEtHE F e (1 [l 0 e 2 2 HAstidh, i 852 Hirfiih
SRR o) b M LA R (), e Ui, AN T B AR, J8H 2 A
X2, SRR R TATTEE AR e 7 X R TP

HLYE 1967 F Rosenberg At £ BUR A AL T-EAL MR 2R AL BE 2 HARLAL ]
O, R AR AT LRSI, 1984 4, David Schaffer 1 IXKAEAL#S 2% > R SEBL T 1A &
PEAL AL 57 (VEGA: Vector Evaluated Genetic Algorithm). )5, £ Hbrik
WHILIIFEFUEN TR, HAE 1989 4 David Goldberg 713 1E (Genetic
algorithms for search, optimization, and machine learning) ', $H 7 FHHEAL S
S22 HARIAACEIR, A2 HARHEAC R I T 3R 4 o 3 17 46K,
Z Hbst b H v (802 H bRt fe 57k, MOGA: Multi Objective Genetic
Algorithm) 51 TV 28508 112 060, JRmMILH T RS TR R .
2.1 (9] AYHE IR

h T OTERA 2 H R EE AR, BRAITE S THE— N 2 H R
AR IBE SCo EARERIIE, A1k 2 HARLAL 1) 8 FL e it 1) 3 A
WELFHEEC A, AR E SO ) — b

U TE SR X =%, %, %17 B R A2 %Y,
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g(X)20i=12..k 2-1)
h(X)20i=12.., (2-2)
WA r MELE PR, HX r ML H PR AT RE 2 AH B oS m, Ui HAR TR

F(X)=[,(X), f(X),...f. ()] (2-3)

TR X =%, %, X T, EF (X FEBLLIR (2-1) F1(2:2) I A ]
Al

XH TR, J2 i Vilfredo Pareto 7 1896 4E4 HifY), WX 4 Pareto
wAA#E (Pareto Optimum Solution), & X1 F:

X" e F Z5ilfig (B Pareto Optimal Solution), #7VX e F i/t :

ﬁ%g(fi(x): f.(X7)) (2-4)
BOE B DAEE A, A

f.(X)> (X)) (2-5)
Horp P2t (-0 fIst (1-2) 1ynrfrigde, R
F={XeR"g(X)=0i=12.kh(X)=0j=12..1} (2-6)

WEAEOLT, AR A, 2 —MEieE (Paeto Optima
Solutions) .t ifi i) TAE IS, & JE A% (non-dominated solutions &%,
non-inferior solutions) A {E S BLAE A WHE LT A AR AR, B 208 B

Z USRI R B E S =A H bR e — A3 True Pareto
iSO RAMREREA T Mt A R ORE RSk E] True
Pareto I ftilL 7, JFAUMRAE AT LR IR AT RT3 &, Sk B AT SR i Sl
o NCAHKIWIFUSR T, an3Ck[27], LR, BA R0 Ak i Sk
W BRI IS R TFA s RIREM, SBAT R L m IS, AR () 40 ATt
ZREEUDN A ZE 2, BN OR, ASCREBCN TR 4 2 H AR B A
IRFFTR A, RIS, MEEE A T AE AR AN . MRS OR, i b Y
()22 H bR S0k 2

(1 FEEK$L (Aggregation Function)

(2)  Schaffer (1 n & ITALBEAL A (VEGAD

(3) Fonseca #1 Fleming ) MOGA

(4> Horn F Nafpliotis '] NPGA

(5)  Deb Z54¢ i) NSGA-I

(6) Zitzler 2542 Hi 1) SPEA2

(7> Corn Z542& 1Y) PESA2
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22 BEREE

R BTN 2 AR AL IR h (K 2 A H AT A &, IFRSA T H
PRI T AN B, K FC A B H A ) LR LA

B 1 AT H AR f2()~ f20) =oon f()s DV 0T N E RR E I 50 0 fa fon ool
foo SRHIBCERETL W 28 H ARG A -

W 1f1+ @ ofot.. + o f, 2-7)
Hrw>0i=12.r

FLii AL - Zr:a)l =1 (2-8)
PAb HART 5 MinY o f (%) (2-9)

SR I 0, 42 B BRI b S0 A S B BRI B,
VR o XA VAR A AR R R ey, HUBUE & ARG AR S AR
(non-dominated solutions), $X Ji5 7 F A 7 vE8E— A Ak o (R f B LU A B
TR REAARE A o A AN W S AL, T — AN AR ) 2 H BRI ) i,
TERER LR AR R B A AS A S s s A I AR ]
DL 8 FAE ST PR % (penalty function) % 2 $al A 1 pR AR A7 04, SV240
RIAFAEH R B ERE, MR 2 MR, T a i) SRR B
LR B A (R AL (H) Pareto Optimal Solutions). 3% 7 v2: o iE B 74
P )
2.3 Schaffer BRI 21T EIREEE

Schaffer T~ 1984 4, fEARAIE L0 30, 3 H T ) & PRAL A 5% (VEGA:
Vector Evaluated Genetic Algorithm) [10], Jf-H] VEGA Kf# 2 H btk a8, 5
LT H B R I A2 5 (Pareto Optimal Front) A 2, X0 B AN RERR U5 %%
THFRREYE Cattribute) FEATHT 2 TR .

Schaffer %} faj Rt fb 5775 (SGA: Simple Evolutionary Algorithms) #H174™
78, i SGA X AN H AR HAR i VEGA, AT ] LUK H bx a) ST A0 2, BT
XA HAREAT AR BT r AN HAR, EERHREAS B AR R BE RS, 435
AP r AR, BN T RRBIR/ANA NI, orp N BRI  f r AT
G TF R — DR N BIFTREAAR, BT A8 SUGRAERIAR 45 4F . Schaffer A
R, R VEGA P A AR L% (non-dominated solutions) A& 4R
(PRl A S AR AR S A BRI AE = T RE A, R I A S & Clocally
dominated individual ) 5 i& & 4 Ja i SR A,  (globally dominated individual),
{H R AR AL ANMA (locally non-dominated individual ) A2 il 242 7 JF S fic A
& (globally non-dominated individual )o —/NMATE AT 2 AESCRCT, WREE T



(IR A o 2 HARIE Sk Lh

— RRE G AR B S AN A . T AN T P ) g 2 <) R Ak
(speciation)”, AN{ERFAAS A BEAFAEAG FELL T TR IR R . 8 3L R A 2
A I B AE N B8 T — AN HR M2 T HEM Hir. “WR %k
(speciation)” 5 53R4T % fi#t (compromise solution) ] H A5 & A —F (1] . Schaffer
U R R ATV R A FIR LR
VEGA [P B s faf 5, H 2498 22 2% 0] S DR B 3 DA 4k 3] Pareto S fIL A%
4 (Pareto Optimal Solutions).

2.4 Fonseca #0 Fleming B9 MOGA

Fonseca il Fleming 7 MOGA 4t T —Fh 57 [13], RAEASMAE S BT 5
HARP S Grank), P ESCmAMER 73287 50w SO 1, HEAMER 732K 7
5 EEE AR E I 1o % ASZECANMAR T IS WIHE R — MM T
IR

rank(i)=1+n; (2-10)

XFEA W REAEAE 2 DR BRI 0 2K S G 0L, EREAEIL K7
GBI IKIEAT, BAAMIR 5287 5% H B AR R B =LA T R B .

£ MOGA 1, AR Z ] SRR Rkt e MA 2 2RF 5, X —
AR B TAE o AHXFR 7 V0T BE 7= AR ORI B e ) i 5 85 sl i 84
A, 42 ASAE Pareto S Aifi# (Pareto Optimal points) X 348 & ¢ H Ax
BREUE IS, MOGA LR HE 2 /M

MOGA B A RAIBATRCR WIS LR S T 928 BRI L Z A e it
THIILE SN LB

2.5 Horn # Nafpliotis #J NPGA

%2 H AR AR ) H AR 2 TR — AN S B AR IR AR, XA SRR
2N Pareto HALf#4E (Pareto Optimal Set). Goldberg i fiFH “ k2 o HEF
(non-domination ranking) J5 i, A i i AN WA B B e A A3 1 (Pareto
Optimal Front). Horn F1 Nafpliotis £53& T~ Pareto S it X 5, $#2H T NPGA (A
Niched Pareto Genetic Algorithm for Multiobjective Optimization) %, S& Fij /= 45
AR (niche) SEIILER YRk fif 4 (non-dominated Set) 122 #-1E
BEA L L TE A R S R NN AT A ), FEBEA L IR A B B — A
EbidE CS (M size KT 2, —fZh 100, SRJE MK | FAMA j 40515 CS
W AMEREA T LU, IR Hh 2 —% CS Sl (FrZ A dominated individual ),
M5 — MR CS e (FRZ 4 non-dominated individual ), 4 XA
non-dominated individual K1 H 2 N F — ARk . WERAMA | FIAME | #A
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WHZ CS STAL, W HBER LR R 2 — B N F—1Rikb. ik
PEICSOE N AN (EUNESETEUNID AMEZ T — AR LB,

ST LS (fitness sharing) J& SEILBHAZ REVEIAT 07 1050 WA T 41
HAT-HASPIERNE N fi, ARG /N ESTTHEL (niche count) 24 my, my [FT1 55
VAR U

mi= Y. shid(i, j)] (2-11)

Jerh POp D A AT EEG, (i, §) AN T R 2 (S R LR

sh[d] L5 %, shid] e S T s

0 d>o.

share
1-d/é8,,, d<d

share

mmp{ (2-12)

s, W/NVESEE (niche radius), 8% H1H RIS S AL 4E (Pareto
Optimal Set) 1Mz 1] 1 g /)N A BE [F) R K 7

& X filmi A FEEEE RN (sharing fitness), JH4b my SEJTT a2 AN iR/
AEBE 2 RS o R/ A )R EAH B 7 (R L& N B . AR 3R
SRR FE By, AN T35 I 8 ) P i 7 mf e PP B 22 o A0 P e il [
(40 E (LE TR AR A 23 S5 8 A48 R 2 A] (search space) RIS [AJ U X 33k 1o
TEL M GA g N/ANEBSHAR R H B2 0 T Bk F i s, 78 MOGA i, 4t
IE NV bR E RS (tournament selection) A 45 A I T BE 4 H IR VR AT b
(chaotic behavior) M, it /NEBE T REA RS BUR ZURI 35 . SCHR[19]
[E N S

NPGA (1) EZA AURIBAT R LAt iy, HLRESRTHHR PN Pareto speflils 5t
(Pareto Optimal Front). ‘& AN & &L= I DA LU AR /NI IR B4
A —ANIE )
2.6 Deb F12HHT NSGA-II

Deb 24 tH T AR L AEHEF J7 10 NSGA-IPE ., STHCRH] T HeastHE e i 7 v
KRAIEAR SIS MRAEAR SR GO DB N REREA TR, B M
iy ZE AR AN S R LB S ORC, AT M R, SRS A
R, PN R (rankD), K RIS AR, T R (rank2),
B B, HBIPT M JE R JR

FHNE R IR G LR R DR Al A 0 Ak e V15[ — 1B AR AR A A A
FEREA A bR ERERS P I AERREE R & AN T B BRI ST AR (R
distance TE N —DVPAL (FROUBERITES ) o SRJA FE T SR BN ) — /M4 ) £
BATHE Y, EFE ARG CREIRER 1AME,

8
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592 NSGA-II -
e N CRRRERIRD
T (R REERED
. Nds (AESZHCEE)
D WE: AR RN Py, t=0.
2) ACHCIEFE: ATH 2-BFR RS P AR E NS I, RS AE T

N
3) WAL ERA: RAHCH AN AL A SO A, 7 A (A ARt
A Q

4) &N WA T PO QR MR IE Y
5) MEELLFE: HF PONT QAR T A AR SR ANMAFE AAESZICER Nds. 2R
Nds URLEGETE N, (SRR SRR, PR
MR ARPLICHEN P, ELRDIIBESE T Ny QRO 808 <5
TN, #%U0UNds FIAMEEAN Py, BB N EES, IEHEE N
JE v I SRR REN P, HL B AR SE T N
6) b WER T, t=t+1, £ 2 T, FNKE Py ARSI
A A Hirt
NSGA-II L AL T4 eR s IRERAT AP0 I, Ry il S AR A 4 [
LA EATIRGF AR o Wi AE T AE eIl b, DDA R A AR B, i
EZFEIEA AL
2.7 Zitzler %12 1Y SPEA2

Zitzler F1 Thidle T~ 1999 E$2H T SPEA (Strength Pareto Evolutionary
Algorithm) %, 34 T oI 4 .
(D) FAEEE—ANEZ LA NDSet (Non-Dominated Set), H bt
R0 AN T3 b 1 B
(2) ARSI SR A AT 38 WY 5 T A
(3)  RRE I LR PR NDSet [ K /NFF4E R BEAA (1) 2 FEE
Zitzler S5 SPEA HAbAT T o, T 2001 44 H 5972 SPEA2 (Improving
the Strength Pareto Evolutionary for Multi-objective Optimization) %, &= 5
SPEA 1) 12X I E T
(L T Sk 38 Y B VPN SR, e 8 T R — ARSI 3
P A 4o
(2) KM T BTl a5 BT 5Rms, sext i R BRIER TR
(3) KA TH RSN E %, v LAMRIEAS 1 Sk
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51): SPEA2:
N N CEEAR/ND
N (ARERERND
T GafT %0
e A CAERRCEE)
D Wl VIR Po I NANTEE R =9, JF IR E M ii1t t=0,
2) ENEV: TS AT PORIAN R P A AR IE Y B A
3) MEERERE: L RAREEA PORIANIAE PR i A S iAMA I 2R
—ARIINBEE R, T R R, PRI B EEIE N, 3R
HPSRA/NR, s R B, PAMAEE DT N, B AR 4
P IS B i RS i AMA A R 2 R,
4) LAt MR T 8UE W2 AR, RS A
ke Aifi B, RS FLAN A
5) AZRCIERE: 7F B, TR 1 bR FE LR BN A I 2128
[N T
6) e WAL SRR AR RIRS B, IR B, A7E A A R AR
BT (t=t+1), SRIFHFEEIE 0.
SPEA2 AL AT AT LU — N0 AT JEARGF (AR A, el S A e 4 Inl
R SRR b, X — SR BA R o R g 7E T IR R I SR O Re 22 A 1 6 (R
WARK, BATHIREA
2.8 Corn ZiR 1Ay PESA2

PESA2 KL T A% 1 X 0k #, ARSI
N N CEEAR/ND
\ICAHEIE SNANY)
T (KERR%0
frt: A AESZRCER)
D Wit P ERIRAI TR Po Al — A2 (R FMB A Aot=0,
2) ¥ PR AR RN AN A IFEERT A EHARRRE AR
SECTE. W AT M, SRR, TR, VIR — AN ZERIAMA.
3 &gk WERAT, B 24, B, K ALERN A Kt
4) FRYEXIREE, I T MUk £, MR E R AP AL
FPA8 SURVAS S48V 7= HE T I AR, ELEIBEH Puge T=t+1, FIE 225,
PESA2 [ s A T AR WSt AR 4, AT REAR BRI S, e e e i
YE ) RS LN o AHILER SR TR AR LR — VORI — MM, B IAE S K
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(IR A o 2 HARIE Sk Lh

K, i HAREE R 2 FEIEAE
29 BRMRAE

H A B b0k 22 H R4 S0 BT 5T 3 B th Ao CAT BRI Sodk Ay
b, B SR T R A MR RO BN B LA I
(1) Carlos M.Fonseca and Peter J.Fleming ®4 1 T4 3¢ Pareto Hi¥. JE%
MERFR (AR DL e SN S R 7V
(2) Horn 1 Nafpliotis L1} Goldberg™ 4t T 2E #8416 (KL 5= 2501 J5
U
(3) Rudolpht®*471 Veldhuizen 5%} MOGA [ Sk PEBEAT T BB 40 HT
SR, H A ERr g SRR AL, R 2 A E sy
W (i1 Congress on Evolutionary Computation, Genetic and Evolutionary
Computation Conference %545), MHZ HARUHLITEBI TN - H k2,
FHEA 2L A DG I BB 70 o T 275 A0 LU s Ak v S B 9
e R OR 2 R B R 5 P iy ST T A BA R AR A IR 2P0 R, sRBOK
RN R T AR E A TT S A E bRt TS ) Workshop, 2004 4 10 J]
WRIE R EFAIT T« ARV SN E BRI 27, Jp R 5K H O B At
kit 5 E Br 2y & 1EEE Transaction on Evolutionary Computation 25 [k £16 CZ£
b SR, AR, BEWNSEARIT BRI T ADCHMER B FUER, W T
KM PR 2 HARBAE FIL, R A 2 B AL i —Fh G FE I B 50
SO, — s it d 4D 1) L) 22 I bt e S S JLleglerE o 30, — R T2
H A AL IR A et HEY, ST 2 HARHME VLR & H-2/H- oo SR Ak 4 5
B9, 19 B X I ) 4 10 43 DX A RO SR VAT, DL R 2 IR R,
i@i[41'42'43'44'45'46'47'48] .
gi LRTiR, HaurE W E R EAA O MOEA WL AE R 1E K, BEN TR
e, 22 HbsUAR ik, @A IR KWt A s ), AR 2 1) i 22
BEAT HE— 20 58 35 Bkt .
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R AL 8% LT ELECTRE k% H s Akt tb 5k

F=ET ET ELECTRE j(89% Bfrfi bt v &%

S I CARARAL 18K 2 802 2 HARRAL I, H bR 18] — Ml =& BAH e
K. 2 HWUIR Rt 2] 7 AT EM, BIHCEkE TRZ MKk
H AR AL 777

— A2 Hb W IR RS R, 1A AR LT 24, TBRAR SR, 18
SKAGSE BRI, o 2 ARG A ok RN I sk ek £54 H 5
B NS e 2. SRR 20 = 2R0718, —REKIAEB I
Rk, RIZESRIREAES iR, MEEER RN — T4, RGO 1
Bk e 28, 59— RN EE, AERIRZ MRS, S
P E XGRS, B SRR e Rt F R R H A2
[F) PRV AR B R, SR L RS, K52 H AR ] UL A B H A ] @ dE AT 3K
fift, AR TTIEARTT DI A 2 50— 2RI R — AN 77, 2RI R AT,
AT 1 ) v s L SE R A B

A4 53 MOEAs SR H (R 7 SRl A X Pareto S fUfil setiilbA, BREALA
PRI T T+ HAR W) Pareto L5 R R, 7E YT M % & & T Pareto
IR A . XBIHLHI L R A TS5 R 59451 (trade—off surface)
I PGk HGTARAT S50 i (5 S, AR R 2 (] i el 29 1 31X M7 20
PEAPERE o ERIA 24 n) 2 [R) R RS s i, DUDRREAA () 25 SR METHE4T Pareto
HeFP L, A2 LA ANMA R hy Pareto SeALfif, AT JCikSEit i ¥ iRt
PRI, R IR R AN B R FH 38 5 14 Pareto 645 ¢ RASAMAREA T4
FBHEY, WAGINERAE R A2 bR T () ELECTRE 2375
NBEEA, RIC—FiEE Pareto A45 8 5 59 U HE > g 0 A T HE

3.1 ELECTRE /48

ELECTRE 7 (Elimination Et Choice Translation Reality) i Benoyown £54#¢ H
JE LR LhoE Y, ELECTRE (S /2 R FH T BT )8 15 55 2 (outranking
relationship) i, WEI2T7% R MR AU RIS Z 0, i U—E
RIS RN R AT R X AR — R AP R VAN, whonl L2 hil )y
KRB THA TR AELBRFRRNITEGZ M, XEA4 Van Deft
Nijkamp $& t 1 R DL AR N5 BB R P K R

%, W R= (rij Yimen A AT G NAS FAR PSR I PSR, 1 0”581 A
TR A BAR FEREA S E M, R o ndim & (r,, 1,1, BT A
HEESHETHEMEME, RBARREIATE., HAAHERNZ
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R AL % T ELECTRE 74 % H ARt 5%

W = (W, W,,..W,) .
Co={ilrg2r}. Dy ={jlrg <r}.C BAT% R M5 % R mft#k,
D 7504 R %% R 195348, AR, 5 BN e msh L.

X 31 Gy = > W B 7K RN 7R R %48 B (5

jeCy

X 3-2 d, =1 WA 7% R AR 577 % R I 354551

a7 5 AR TR I MR 22 i B KARL, T2 BEA % H AR oA
JEVEA 2 ZE 5 KA

X33 6 =Y Gy G B R, L.

1=1 1=1

EX 34 do=) dy =D A BRI R R SR,

1=1 1=1

G H 77 % RO ILETT ST BC R 28 T5 A R A #A95 £k
A, e T RAETT AP T A LR B A N T R AETT AR T AL

U IBRESE A7 G R H d BUNTT % R AETT ATt B A L. D E X
HFPIRR “<,

ENX 35 HR <, R 4HAMMG2c Hd <d,, #R~R(R5R L%
Ay, BHAMe = Hd =d . #FR <, R HIER <, R, KR 5RA
A

PEJL 1 8 ¥ 5% & <, (outranking relationship) /& — AN f J¥* 5% &, P
Va,b,ce R(RNJTHLE), < i bk

(D AR a<, a;

(2) RxFRE: a<, b,b<. a, a=b;

()t a<, bb=< c=a=<,c;

EELL B Rl RIECMERE, BT ={R |-IR € RTIR < R}
PRI RIS MESE, I P={Re RIIR <R}, WI cP.

WEH R @ P, A, B0 E—AMMER W2 Re lHR ¢ P il
P it X, WwAeE— MMk RIAER < R . e ¢, >¢,d; <d; H
VR e R(k=1,]) ¢, 2¢,,d, <d,, ¢, 2¢4,d; <d .
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R AL 8% LT ELECTRE k% H s Akt tb 5k

c,—¢C
= (chk _chj)_(zcm _chi)
P o
:Z(Cjk _Clk)+(cji _C|j)+2(cki _Ck])
oy ke
+(¢ —¢4) =0

MH, A d, —d <0, #kEX3-5 R < R, 5ReR F/E. ik,

I 1 B P R AR < L Pareto (R R RS, EAEFIRR < A+
AT HER, REFEREALERE A KL Fe s, IR AL RE (e 8
3.2 BHABZHEMEINS

HEAR ) 2 FEE RN o3 1 2 i 1 22 H AR Ui SV I 224845, b2 H
PR SO B R S AR A WE T S AR . BT, P2 BHCRH/D
HEBHR (nich) SEIURYERF e il AL i 2 AEE, W[13]. LML A REAL AR
PR NN 1A, FEREAT L N E A A TP AN B AR €S, AR A AN
R 1 FIAME § 43 CS R IAMARE T LRE:, Wik H 2 —% CS e, H—1
AMEASZ CS SIS, I AAESZ ARk 2 NN — R R AMA 1 F1A
 j #ARZ CS 3CBE, WA BERHILZNHPRIZI I F 2 —2 N — Rk b . ¥
PR G N BRI (BN AMAREN N — B . dedeid
MEILEE (fitness sharing) J&SEIURFAAZ FEME A RO 2. B 1 BFXSIE
AT HFRRE R £1, AR L ANVESSET SO mi, 58 X Fi/mi 3G N
7] — /NG A AR B AR B AN T L2 N B o AR IR SR AR R P My, HAT
3T I 5 1 e i 1 B A A R 2 o S R L i N BE I H AR TR A A
PRI BB HEAN PR R AF 0] (search space) [IANFEIEEAE X [, ZEL 8L GA HHE|A
INESEHRCOR I H B2 T 95 b 20l SR A/INESE R I = B0 S FE
BATRCR R S, HAESRAS BT Pareto il St (Pareto Optimal Front).
AL E N S bR Rk FE A 45 & 2 v Re LR AT 8 (chaotic
behaviour) , SCHR L] B KHE =240 B Rk ) dHE =S80k £
B — AN EA RN 4 T RS SR R E AN, FRATTR A KAl
RYERE 5 o AR Z e S A
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R AL 8% LT ELECTRE k% H s Akt tb 5k

3.3 Eiik
3.3.1 HEHiRE

FAT¥ ELECTRE 5 v 5 kT Fh e AL R AR 45 &, X BEAAR vp AN A 4 R
ELECTRE J7 £t AT HE 7, #4424k, AR S W

Stepl. AL 2E— DTG BT IEACHE A By, RIS BIa6 AL AN SR ALt 1k By ", JFA
L7, LR £=0,

Step2. AT A 85 % £% (Environment Selection) #:4E, EFFH ELECTRE Jj V4 %
(P+R ") A ATHE 7, 7 AR s MU VLR R, .

Step3. 47| By "> N, Wb B, SRECHEF T S, A HRAL S N, 5] iA 4h
FRPLSAE R R AN A AT R 1 73 At

# B TN AR+ R shag i (N R,y ) AMAME, H5 HAh 78 5
I:¥+1I:F‘o

Stepd. 42 4R L, WEEHORK P, 1 AR ]2

Stepbs. X P, "$iAT Bk £ Mating Selection) #4F (W1 binary tournament
selection), EEALIAAAE, TEBCHTE, 7= AR 0 N MMERSS P, -

Step6. HEALEIHBEALREAA B, R HEAA AT AS SCHRAE R S 4R A

Step7. & t=t+1, 314 Step2.
332 XXHET

5 RCGA 1, 2 A% (1 A8 ST AT B0, — RE 1 52 X (SBX) » FLUE IE 250 A1 A
SC(UNDX) , St A8 SUS9%8 . AR BVE R A8 XA Ay e — I AL 57, e T8

SIS JE AR R AT BRSNS B - 7E R b, n+ DA AL
PRI (X, 0 =1, N+ DATHT —NRJB, S ARAR R Az 4% R LR 20 Bk

1700 #% € MR AG HIE )2AJ5 1) (X — O, 3K HL G N+ 1A fi £ (10 mh o0 B

n+1

6 =ni+12>*g ) HEATA SRS E, 2) IR T R
i=1
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R AL % T ELECTRE 74 % H ARt 5%

FFARAMA . 50, TR 1% R ) o fh A R, R T K R

Vo A B BL (L) (€20) it Bl & A Uy i 7 B 4
3

6=%Zﬁwy=a+@@~ﬁymm%,%ﬂ%%&T—%%%%%oE%
i=1

BRI — 5 2, W 2=k Y, +K,Y, + KV, +0, Hdk, K, Ak, [0, 1]t
/ST AT RO BERLEL EL 2 K + K, + K, =1

il FH BT AT SR Ji DA 2 8 11 S L LR A 1 o, [ N 1R v S R 2R A
O(N) o & 1 ot = AN SR L T8 ™ A2 ) JE AR 23 A

B 2-1 B X" A e RAMRTEE

3.3.3 & MAH 7 Be B R
TR IANR 1, HE AT SR A -

F@i)=R(i)+D() (3-1)

o R(i) = Z S(J) (3-2)
PP, jri

S(i)=l{jlje P+P ai>j}| (3-3)

Dm=$12 (34

k=+|P|+|P| (3-5)
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R AL % T ELECTRE 74 % H ARt 5%

O T AT B K ANABIE A2 B RS, X B BTN BIREIL R
& RSN AR B op e P A T R, JFHEIE ey . S(I) BK
A RSEAE, AREARTROUE A CRAMARI AN D) Th BN 2 200 T #itk

D(i) M{ERT 0 /T 1.
ISR FES, ek RRIE NN T 1 BAMAE NSNS LA A B, b, B
P,'={ilie P+P,AF(i)<1 (3-6)

seiy, # B T AMASD T4 E N, B R |[<N', WfE E—REHARF P
et (N = P.) ANE AN R BA A P, .
17 P > N, W4 F 5753 (archive truncation procedure) & UEEEANMAT M

P,

i<y ] ©V0<k<|R, |0 =0V (3-7)
O<k«<] t+l| (VO<l<k:o=0f)r0! <0} (3-8)
E§| t+1|_

3.4 LI

3.4.1 MR R
H T IAREVE RS, 3 P SR 1) pR Ok 6 FLAS 56
WA %L T1:

min f(x)=1- exp(—Z()g —%)2);

min f,(x) =1-exp(- Z(x+\/§

st xe[-4,4] 1=123
X — P B Fonseca 1 Fleming®™#%Hi, T1 [ Pareto HALfif 4N
X, =X, =X, € [-1/~/3,1//3] .
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R AL 8% LT ELECTRE k% H s Akt tb 5k

MR % T2:
min f,(x) = 0.5x (% + X,%) +sin(x2 + X,%);

2 2
(34-26+4°  (4=%+1)° o
8 27

min f,(x)=

1
x°+ %, +1
st x,%e[-3,3]
XA BRI HCK A ST = A Pareto ST, TATIAE HAR45 A 300 —43F
2R AEXTRR ) = dE e ith 2k

min f,(X) = —1.1xe %),

3.4.2 MRS R

WA SEIG AR Matlab 7. 0 thogl. SEBH, BHAMMAUBTN 100, A2 XH
TRBR A X, AR 0.9, A AiREECh 20; B RHETRA
S R E 1, SRRy 0.1, J724 0.5, XFli% A f1 B, H
PR EY) A W =(0.333,0.333,0.333) . & 3-2 FIE 3-3 451 Ak pa £ A Al
B 1) H AR R B s AL 25 AL, INEh TR, ARSI S s> 1 Pareto
Ay b, SRS R BRI RS, AT AR

B 3-2 HFL T1 &) Pareto W 4%
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B2 1 S % T ELECTRE 74 % H ARt 5%

B 3-3 k4L hY Pareto HLk

3.5 IhE

BEACSERR TG 55K Mk 22 A AR AL I, BUAT (0 2 A AR R R R %
KEFET Pareto IR R AIATHIF A, 4 HARZE M YEHOE R, 2> UM h 2
HARARAL NGO, S EEENSIGE ) b . AFORE ELECTRE 75 | A\ £t
WEE, WIEH Bl Pareto PL25 AR5 1P G R FHRE IS PRHEAT
Y, SR RN TSk A IR AT R
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R AL I 2R BRI EE

ENE ZRELS BRMLEE

2 SERC S Storn AT Price™HEH, BB TR K BALAL 25T
0 REE . 2R H s R B BATIR P I FAURCR . 22 3L A Ry
fibo: fa L, @R RHPE R B i AE 2 hs, X RIG (I EK, sk
PR, A RAFARLNE . A AR AR, 22 A S b
PEMIAERIRE, SRR RATIE RS, AR Al SCARRAT, X P EAT AN BT LA o

41 ERHLEENR

ZE S — MO T HAEM R L, AR G, A NP4 D 454
[ F A — A

X =12,..,NP

NP ZESEA B RE T — BEARFEANAS . W46 1m) AP REBE L™ A2 H 2578 55
PR ], TSR da Y, T8 BOE BT I BEH LA & A B S5 o0 A
UIERATAE I P SRAG 0, B2 AR UR AR IR vl e a2t B e Ao IE 259y
AP BN 22 o 225 A R B 2 B e R R P A PR T 2 ZE T b KA
FARE, RS =AmEL, XN AR RN S
BUEHE IS HUR A CHERRED, KP=ERT R . SE0RA UL
FR A SRl AER R IO, BATPREBEAT PRA I I3 o R A K
) R (1) PR BRI T F AR ) f s I8 A e ) R A H A 1) R e N AR
B D SRR e . BRI AR b bR, ELALE
=, B, UOEAR N RGE S NI, FRATPREAT 25 kA 10 B Ak ]
&
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R AL I 2R BRI EE

L NP Farameter vectors from generation G
O Mutated paramater vector y, .

Flds.o- %y a6)

Yiger =%.6 * Flly6-Kya)

Xy

B 4-1 TR Ee A
W FRE—A AR X g =12,..., NP, 285 i SR I | A=k
Vigin =X+ F '(sz,e - Xr3,G) (4-1)

He, or, r, rpe{l2,...,NP}, AEAMFEIRKEIES; F>0. 2954
SEREL AR, 1y, L EAMERA A, NP RESRDRNA 4. F 2
—ANSEE AL BUEVEEIY[0, 2], AREEE S AR, BIX o — X 6 [
FEAE . B A1 hilid T ARFERSEUR AR R R Y, 6, A I RE Pkt i)
YE
> X

H T ESIMIREh S HUn B 2R, SINAS X ERAE, i, A2 Rl ) & (tria
vector);

Ui 641 = (U g4 Uni giar-+ Upi ga) (4-2)

L . . . .

. {vm+1 if (randb(j) <CR)or j =rnbr (i)

.. -_ 4-
ji,G+1 in,G if (randb(]) > CR) or J # rnbr (|) (4-3)

EAT 42, randb( ) 5 | ARSI AT BENEL, BUEZEO, 1]
1. CR A% XA, WG N[0, 1. rnbr(i) &7 1, 2, ...D tPhbLiE
W — A L BRI R U o D — A SOk R, o, - 6 4-2
LT A T R SR
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B2 1 S I 2R BRI EE

~ o h A W R =

A 4-2 MR FER

> iEHE

N T BRI RN T AR (GHLAD, Bl i U, g, 7 H AR X g
KIS ARR AT LU R W R R U, g, 77 2R R BB /N T X g P AR 1R e 2
B, WU g BEN AR, BIX g, =U g, B0, X gBEAN T —AUREE, B
Xe1=Xg e
> {hKES

4-3 Jlro ity C AR 7873 B6 W] T DE Hfaj it
> HeRXBEFHELEZ

TR I HOE ZE Rt A — MBS, I e R, AR 2
AL e A TAE T RR SRR T 2, FRATT I R AR

DE/ x/vyl z (4-4)

X FE U HTAR ¢ (1) ) B e AE A RE P BEALIE B (rand) 3 2B FHERTE T R Eicd e
Wi/ (best),

y AZEF R ENEH, By 182

Z NS SR R 2R

KRR, FIR )2 A 52 37 4 DE/ rand / 1/ bin

e A 2 e EEA

DE/ best/ 2/ bin :

Vi =X T F '(Xrl,e X6 X6~ Xr4,G) (4-5)
DE/rand/ 2/ bin:

Vign=X. et F '(sz,e X" X,6~ er,e) (4-6)
DE/ current to best / 2/ bin:
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R AL B E 2Rt Hirie s

Vigu=%gct+F '()%est,e_)ﬁ,e)"":(xrl,e_xrz,e) (4-7)
I* Main loop */
While (count < gen_max) /*-Halt after gen_max generations. */
{
For (i=0; i<NP; i++)  [*-m-mmmmmee Start loop through population.--------- */

/***********Mutatdr&ombine***************/
do a=rnd_uni( )*NP; while (a==i) ; /*Randomly pick 3 vectors, */

do b=rnd_uni( )*NP; while (b==i || b==4) ;/* dl different form i -*/
do c=rnd_uni( )*NP; while (c==i || c==a || c==b);
j=rnd_uni( )*D; /*--- Randomly pick 3 vectors */
for (k=1; k<=D; k++)
{
If (rand_uni() < CR || k==D)
{
trialj]=x1[c][j]+F* (x1[al [j]-x1[b][]);
}
else trial [j]=x1{i][jl;
j=(+1)%D;
/************ EVaI uatdwect *************/
score=evaluate(trial);
if (score<=codt[i])
{
for (j=0; j<D; j++) x2[i][j]=tria[j];
cost[i]=score;
}

elsefor (j=0; j<D; j++)  x2[i][j]=x1[i][il;

for (i=0; i<NP; i++)

{
for (j=0; j<D; j++)  x[i][j]=x2[i][il;
}
count++;
} I* End of generation...increment counter. */
I* End of main loop: */

B 4-3 DE ¢ C thR5
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R AL I 2R BRI EE

4.2 HEHAR

W&t B2 2 izt Eakrh, EWAN A =5 7 AT Y T
Vi, IXECRERRAR R AR HE P HE ke b 47 f AR IR 20, A R 25 RUBE (distance
metric) KNG, F IR Hrh i — e R BRI AT TR A 4

Abbass - 2002 4F 4 1 PDE £1350%, g R A o Bl g, SR K AE
BT, EARMERGIT A EA GEdE AT — A . RS L
ERHENR G ¥ Z FE 1

Madavan T~ 2002 4E42H PDEA H:0%, e fada vl it 2= S n 5k )
NSGA-Il HiEAHR S .

Parsopoulus - 2004 4E$¢ 1} VEDE #3E1%%, &t — Rl IfAT 10 2 Rl 22 5 ok
WL, SRR BV EE (VEGA) Ja KK

Kukkonnen 7E[61] Fh ik T —Fpid F 1SR 20 K 2 H AR OCAG IR 22 e 2L AR
o

lorio ¥t NSGA-II LM T /NASEH, 1 H b (S A i A8 AT 1R S
NE 22 e A A LA S

Robic T- 2005 4E42 ! DEMO'®, ¥ DE (AL # 53 T Pareto 43 24 HLHIF13H
PR I 4 Ak, 72 DEMO 1, S8 AR e MA, K b gkht e A=
[P AR
4.3 BIREZ#EA

1. Begin
2: G=0

3 Create arandom initial population P
4: Evaluate each vector

5 For G=1to MAX _GEN Do
6 For i =1to NP Do

7 Select three distinct individuals randomly
8 Perform recombination using DE scheme
o: Perform mutation

10: Perform selection

11: End For

12: | dentify non-dominated solutions in population

13: Add non-dominatd solutions into the archive population
14:  End For

15 G=G+1

16: End

B 4-4 ICDE 84 fik i
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R AL I 2R BRI EE

FEI RIS AE R 4-4 Fhanth, FRATHEIEEIY (ZCDB). {fEHET,
BATRHAPAFIRE, FEAAFIEE P(Y) FANTREE E() GXETAERRED 5
R, BATRA € -SZEL IR R A A R T AR AR DL R HE R E S A
RO ATIRI A 1

R EE A, ZCDE SER A S Edmty, ok, LA FELH]
RINBEES, SR AR ELE RV AT A N BN A 2, TR0 TSR v
LR 2 B AR i) — MR st

P28 S A TR B TR AL S VRS, DR (E SRR RE RS ok, %4 A4E
Pt e EARAE T, R, 7E2 HAsifb @i, FATE e m o I,
N T SELF RO R XA T R, BN R A A 2 D, G, FRATTRH
B R E T

4.3.1 MELLR

TRAMET G, BERAH R R SAER AT LU, DARIE AR EAN TR
— R B AL AR . LR AR I WER AT SRR S AR Z 111
b :

XTI Z BARMUAR IR, SR AR 1) =45 AE )

1 SRR T A, AR R+

2. AT SAAME, FRAEBLEFE

3. RARMEE FAMEIES, R AN 0.5,

TR 2 HbR A I8, BT 22 B BRI AT, MEz
6] () LA AR A U S Ik . Deb 25 AE NSGA-IT HE LT — AR Fue: —
M X ARER T AR, A HACE T AL,

1 X AW AT AR NARE X, AN TAT A

2. X SR X EAGEATATAR, H X R AR AT IRE LN T

3. i X X WO AATAR L X T X

K H Deb [ ECEIEN], ML R AAEA IR, GRIR PRI SR B nT AT A
A ARG HE T, wIAT R ACRAR T AN VAT AR, e g f vk, FhEERE PR Is
[ 1R PTAT X IREENT o ARN T2 SRR LR v I, A2 DU PR ke o e AR HE AN T AT
i A AR TP AN B LERF U B AT A S AN AT IR LL o ik, ¥ €KL
BEEN SN B
> E-IKFEERRAEN

BATTIN @(X) AKAR YR 2 X RARERERE,  @(X) M 2l N4
I
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(4-9)

{¢(X) =0 (xe F)
#(x) >0 (xe F)

FETT RS, O SRR — MO A — AN T, - @(X) oo S

T
¢(x) =max{max{0, g ()}, max|n; (x)} (10)
6() =Y max{0,g, ()}" + > |y (3| @)
X PO IEM) SR

ENT LB i SRR A (T (X),0(X)) LRFERF . KM o(xX) T
f(X) (7 P E, U T 20 fr) i, mI AT PR H A R BB 75
N,
T £,(1,) M1 ,(6,) 73900 1 () BREE RN R A AR ATIE A, B4,
T ez0, &KV <, M, WIH6E XF -
fi<f,ifg,9,<e

(f11¢1) <£ (f2’¢2) 4 f < f If ¢l ¢2 (4'12)
@ < @,,otherwise

f<f,ifg.g,<e

(fLg) <, (fug) & i< hif g =9, (4-13)
¢, < ¢,,0therwise

M E=O W, < M M TAETFIAFI, o(x) LT f(X); FH, Heg=0co
I, ST RO ORI SRR TR b A, <A<
B HR T € AR RTINS Z Hbrffin @iy, FEArEs, Bh
X H bR BRI AT LA 2 BRAMEL I LA, T r) 22 ) ) L
f,<f,,ifg,0<¢

(fLe) =<, (f,,0,) = < fif g =9, (4-14)
@ < ¢,,0therwise

i, L, f, 0 H bR

> EHRFENMER:
SRIGACAC TR RN, K 3 T8 11 LE A U € 7K-P LR e, B & ATk, W)
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E XU
(P<,) minimize<, f(X) (4-15)

<, KM @R T < FCAHENREAT ), P<, R P K24
Phid SR @(X) = O A5t @(X) < €, LR EATFRAK,
(P<,) minimize<, f(X)
_ (4-16)
subjectto ¢(x) < e
M EXATRUE 1, SRS € KT HES, — AN AL in) T DL e A+ 1 1)
TELTRARAL R . € AT LRk W R AT I T L sRARAL 7 v Bl sk, Tk
SKIFLI AN I S BB 3842 . 7ER AR TC LT AR IR B AR S B, e
) HEBE N & 2K Ee s e, B R] R SRR SR A 20 R A AR ) L. 75 2E80E
BRI, Be N OmF, HUnr43 ) g in) el i) s it RN TAE T R HOT
B T R B I 275 K.
€ Bl
—RAEST, & BHMEATER ], IR 2 R R AT R L I €
ST O IR ok R . B 2 ) P AR AR SRR AR, O TR R
fitt, X e MEBATFATEER . KT e MIEGIa 2RI, AR —FhiE
BTV H AT
£(0) =(x,) (4-17)
o
e(t) = 8(0)(1—?0) P 0<t<T, @18
0, t>T

c

Xo N5 OIS R ARSI (FFRPJE), @=0.2N . e AW,
L EEARRBOE 2 Fr 75 IR T, o MRS T I, e SEgE N
0, MR SRAT I S A AR AR I /N R i

4.3.2 PEEBARTEH

X HEFATFIN—FIE T £ -dominance JRFE 2 Hbsfiibdi b vk, R
() BRI o VR 22 WA, BREASAS LRER — AR BT DO 4R FR il 1 2 4
Mo HARYE PAES M54 et Bk 2RI U7 7R, 1H £ -dominance
WHIE Y, RS, SRR, — AR PE), — MY EF
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E(t) . P(t) AR S AR RS SR A R IR AEAT BB, RSP
B AAEA D AEbR I B= (B, B,,...B,)

5 () L(fj—fjffi”)/gjj, for minimizing f, 1o

‘ [(f,—f"")/e/], for maximizing f,

M FAR AN ™5 | A BRI R IE N RS, & FonI PO |
A H AR PR B /N, AR IR P A H AR T SR 2 2
&, M{E[A] £ -dominance "€ SIRIE—Ff . WIRAERIRPAAAENE & L BE
P TAME G i Blid, RIS b AN, R A AR,
[z WERTAANE G ) B AU AR P AME a iy Bk, f5 a A
R, R AR IR SR o R R RS DU R A, TR
H AR P A € AESS . BATRIAS DL ikl Wik ¢ A%
AR AR B 1R, BRI E] B i 2 MR, g & Bk,
PR B © ks 55— MR WER ¢ FIRS R P ARSI B se,  WEKE ¢
AFIRS SRR . (AT ERE, f£€-MOEA 1, ¢ [ARISH M A
() Bl AL, Jetr &P A MOR RS, SRR AT HR AR 2] Bl iz
B o FATTRT LA R, AEASTIL PRI VAR € -MOEA H ({7151 4%
Wi, AESEARBA TR 5 VA it
4.4 TWHERRHELE

N T WAEFIRRA RN, RO E 5L 2 HirE L%k NSGA2 A
£ -MOEA HEATS246 LU, FRATPRFAEAH R R S g8 A58 1 5 308 A (10 00k e 0oxt
RX=AFRIATVI . HE

4.4.1 FHFE:

PO A2 HARREALSIR AL RE W LA A5 1 25 5 18

1o Wetk: PR PR AR S LI R

2. O AETE: PPUTBITRARAE H bRt ) o A e A A o

BEXE B PYASIRIE, AT BERE—Fh AR A 25 U = AN A AR S I

and
[aYay

Generational distance(GD): %7 VE/ 481 [65] 1, FH e fli v 5503k (1) o 22 4
54 )R AE S A X T B, TR

GD=,>" d? /n (4-20)
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N ARG AR IECH S o FEREA MRS 4 R A S DR 55 /N L B
GD i8N 5 35 9 R AT 4 R T B P Xk, a1 5 GD =0 39t W3 B3 1
TRHBTE A RAR S AR K B b, 350 R A5 BT AR P R

Spacing (SP): Schott 4 H! %7 Vit 1 S A th 9RE A 5 4B J A
PO B9 A5 A K P AR A K2 T F 43 A O, R B ST T »

] —
$=\U(n-1=Y" (d-d)’ (@-21)

f1(x) - f, (R)M B0 = FJ0) i, j=1..nnftkd
AMEREE, o 2T d PR, i SP =0 IR T A2 1
BOHOATSE, A As, P IR NEARSE S A B

d, =min,(

4.4.2 AR B L AR
Mk g 25 ZDT1

min f,(X) =%

min £,(x) = gL~ /% /g(x))
g0 =1+9." x)/(n-1)

subjectto 0<x <1i=12,..30
ZDT1 BAG —ANELLM ™) Pareto AidT, K 4-5 & =/ NEE SRR 45
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TR A8 P 2= 2 iR R
T T T T 1 T T T T
—7CDE b + NSGA2
0.8 1 o8l %
orf 07}
0| ol Wﬁ
0.5F ? 0.5¢ ﬁhﬁq
04l 0.4l S,
ﬂjqbr
0.3f 03} ey
0.2} 0.2t e T
0.1+ 0.1k hﬂrﬁhﬁr 4
ﬂ%t*m

% o1 o0z 03 04 05 06 07 08 08 1 % o1 o0z 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 1

1 , ft , , . , fl
0.8+ J
0.7+
0.6+
0.5+
0.4}
0.3-
0.2+
0.1F

O0 011 O.‘2 0‘.3 014 0.‘5 016 017 0.‘8 019 1

f1
B 4-5 MK FEL ZDT1 ey oA
% 4-1 GD #ytbi 4 % (IDT1)

GD Best Average Std.Dev
NSGA-II 0.00725 0.00468 0.01452
£ -MOEA 0.00245 0.00393 0.00124

ZCDE 0.00208 0.00316 0.00108
% 4-2 SP #yrbdnss & (IDT1)

SP Best Average Std.Dev
NSGA-II 0.00627 0.00835 2.6674E-4
E-MOEA 0.00246 0.00471 1.5586E-4

ZCDE 0.00192 0.00342 1.3365E-4

M ZDT1 Efse gl Rl LAUKEL, ZCDE fEfesitE M stk iy,  ¥r -3

EWAEL.
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(DATS'S

I 2R BRI EE

MK e @ ZDT3

min

min f,(x) = g(X) (L~ %/ g(x) —sin(107x) %, / g(x))

£.(x)=x

g()=1+9." x)/(n-1)
subjectto 0<x <1i=12,..30

0.8+ 4 0.8
0.6 \\ 4 o06r \’:“
0.4r- \ 4 04r -,‘\
2l H 1 o2 ) )
1920 2 f20 2 “‘
ok < or
-0.2 \ '-: 4 0.2t ) X
04t ..'\ 4 -0.4F .i'. .
0.6} s -4 0.6+ §
S i
_0'80 011 012 013 O.‘4 0‘.5 016 017 018 0.9 -0'80 011 0.‘2 0.‘3 0‘.4 015 016 0.‘7 0.‘8 0.9
f1 f1
0.8+
0.6 \
0.4}
0.2+ \ '.:
ol
\
0.2+ '..
0.4} :%\
0.6 .
-0'80 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9
f1
B 4-6  WXHE IDT3 fReg A
% 4-3 GD #4Ebi 4 & (IDT3)
GD Best Average Std.Dev
NSGA-II 0.00340 0.00369 1.5437E-4
£ -MOEA 0.00427 0.00487 1.8573E-4
ZCDE 0.00358 0.00373 1.1225E-4
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B2 1 S

I 2R BRI EE

& 4-4 SPejrbiss R (IDT3)

SP Best Average Std.Dev
NSGA-II 0.00405 0.00478 1.2136E-4
£-MOEA 0.00157 0.00241 1.1879E-4

ZCDE 0.00138 0.00159 1.0458E-4

M ZDT3 [Aszs &5 B LAE I, F1 ZDT1 244Ll, ZCDE fEWSIPE M 4> Ak
J7H, YT e AN

X 5] ZDT6

min f,(X) =1— exp(—4x)sin®(67x)

min f,(x) = g()A— (f,(x)/ g(x))?)

g(x) =1+ Q[Zin:zx I(n —1)}0'25

0.9

0.9

-
Hy,
08} 0.8} o,
*y
0.7F 0.7 ey
%m ey
0.6l o, 0.6l B
. : H
%,
"y
0.5¢ 0.5) M,
f2 ’ﬁk
%
0.4} 0.4+ *’%
A
0.3F 0.3 4%%\%
0.2} 0.2+ 1
*
01} 01} %% 1
ﬂﬁ
0 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ s s Lo ‘ ‘
0.3 04 05 06 0.7 08 0.9 1 0.3 0.4 05 0.6 07 0.8 0.9
0.9 ‘ ‘ ‘ fl
+ €-MOEA
0.8 %ﬂ#
. i
s
e,
0.7+ #*%
061 %@
mﬁvﬁ
Ha
05} %
%
0.4 tﬂ%
Jg%ﬂr
N
0.3} %
%
H
0.2F £
y
t%r
%
01} %
H
A
.
0 L L L L L
0.3 04 05 06 0.7 08 0.9 1
f
B 4-6 X FE ZDT6 fEE) oA
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% 4-5 GD #4tbi s & (IDT6)

GD Best Average Std.Dev
NSGA-II 0.00346 0.00373 9.8571E-5
£ -MOEA 0.00362 0.00395 8.3765E-5
ZCDE 0.00324 0.00348 9.1642E-5
& 4-6 SPayrbigs R (IDT6)
SP Best Average Std.Dev
NSGA-II 0.00213 0.01423 1.7382E-4
£-MOEA 0.00152 0.00265 0.1009
ZCDE 0.00139 0.00341 0.0946

ML 45 Rl LU, ZCDE e S EF 3 A Pk B 224 T NSGA2 Al
£-MOEA.
ik B @ OSY
min f,(x) =—(25(x, = 2)* + (%, — 2)* + (%, = D* + (X, —4)* + (%, —1)*)
min f,(X) =X+ + X + X + X + X
subject to:

Q(X)=x+x-220
C,(X)=6-x%-%=20

C,(X)=2-%x,+%=0
C,(X)=2—-x+3%2=0

6()=4- (-3 =%, 20
6o = (%~ 37 + %~ 420

0<X,%,% <10,1< X, % <50<Xx,<6
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80 T T 80 . .
O ZCDE O NSGA2
70 70l
60} 60l
50 - 501
2
2
40 40
30 30l
20 2010
10+ 10}
o O
O L L L L L 0 L L L L L
-300 -250 -200 -150 -100 -50 0 %% 250 200 250 00 =0
f1 fl
80 T T T
O &MOEA
70
60
50
40
30
20
10+
)
© ®o o o)
0 L L L L L
-300 -250 -200 -150 -100 -50 0

B 4-7 MR F 3L 0SY fF g A

% 4-7 GD #grbdnss & (0SY)

GD Best Average Std.Dev
NSGA-II 0.00196 0.00283 4.2983E-4
£-MOEA 0.00187 0.00275 1.4237E-4
ZCDE 0.00175 0.00249 1.1975E-4

* 4-8 SPajrbisE R (0SY)

SP Best Average Std.Dev
NSGA-II 0.00289 0.00359 1.0343E-4
£-MOEA 0.00312 0.00382 1.7588E-4
ZCDE 0.00317 0.00386 1.8739E-4




R AL I 2R BRI EE

FERXANIA R 0, ZCDE mlesiert, ZALT NSGA2 fle-MOEA, {HIL4rAm
PrAg NSGA2 HE2:8k, 315 K2 K H € -domiance tLAIT, 7550 F 2RO F)
— L,

4.5 INEG

ARE G SO A VAT TR, B, R ESR ARG B
Z Hstitert, JEAHSC TS AT T Rl AE MR ECELIN, CREZTARAAL
HK & - EEBHEN Y e 212 HARiAe s, KA & -MOEA R 5 ik R Fr it
R ZAENE, JFXE AT Tt S m il — SEAR RN ek H ) s 5, e
S B REAR LF #8531 Pareto Hi Y X RECRFFALLF IR 43 AT 1k o
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EFLE Z BFEMEHEREZKBRLARNA LR

51 Rk EIEN A

LR AK 4] 8 (Constrained Optimization Problems,  COPs) & T f& W 45t
2 o 18 B — RO R o) AN R — e, — MR R 7] (nonlinear
programming, NLP)rJ ik %y .

minimize: f(X) X=(X,%,,X )€ R" (5-1)
subject to: g;(X)<0, j=1---l (5-2)

XH, Xe Qc SHhysfina, QAFATE, SHkFgsn.—Mt, SH
R P ngekrfd: 1(0)<x <u(), 130), u@) w#%, i=L---,n.f(X),
9;(X), h(X) B R Enocks, (X)) h BhREEL 9;(X) <00 |4
AERL A, Dy (X) =085 | MERA ARG | LR AER ARG
5, (M=) RREFXLREMA L

E X 41 Q ko (1) 19 T 4T 3K (feasible region) 4 H. X 34
Q={X|g,®<0j=L§(}=0j=I +1-mxe.

QFES ERAMERD A )8 (1) AN AT AT IR, AT AT IR I 50 o RTAT iR, ANTT
AT A 10 SR AN FAT R RAT — AR AR SRR L 9;(X) =0, WIFK
g, (X) 75 X ibi K (active). S48, PTAT M55 RL KA D () (] =1 +1---m)xs
TRIAT IR Q TP AR R TG R

A5 558 I ARAL 72 SR ARX S [ /N 0 & e TR B A 5, & H T H AR ek 4
MR GEATF RIS T, iy B SRAS IR 22 0 Jey il dee DL i3k A 55072 (Evol utionary
Algorithms, EAs)JE — Rl BRI FE 2 /b o7k, el ks, <
X AR SR LR AR S AR 3G N RS A T AR b, B R S
KAL) T AR, R SRR A R iR R A VF 2 e
T 7Tz RS, JF BRI T ORI 4 A Ak 2 4k 55 7% (Constrained
Optimization Evolutionary Algo- rithms, COEAS).SCHR[22] A4 T 13 ML K bs
AEMNR PR 2, BUE S 45 KW, B () COEAS #IANBEAR 1 11 Ab PE & Fh S Y 11
LAt d, mEERAWR . AFERAW, BEL NS,

AF G SR AR AL ) U 2 5 BRI R TR 2 B ARG R
SRR, B T — N EE TR VLR AR AR B S — AN ANATAT A R N
BUL SR 45 SRR W], Fr SR AN Re 15 = 21 B A7 ik ek 5 ) e A, i B sk
FeE Pk 2 A T HoA 5%

36



R AL S 2 H AR A SR SR AR 2 AR 17 i

5.2 ARAEKA

Michalewicz 25711 Coello Xt I A it T LR AL BRI T 1T 2 (114
&, I e A S 13K

G R B R SR A PR LA ) ALK & TV, FEAR O VR
HIRANAAE S R BB S ARG AT, B 2O 2 AU S 2R S F R
JEEBEAT 55T DAY B 6 (R A AT S 20 oK 2% 1 PR RE JE o 485 571 e IR
T, RZBOITIEFRR AT AR R 3 15301 e

é\

max{0,g,(V} 1<j<I

Ih ()] | +1<j<m >-4)

Gj ()?):{

FORAMER G | ARSI RS,

G(X)=>.".G/(% (5-5)

FORAE R FIAIATHOMIES, LRI T AN X EBIEL A IR

ST RRALS s AT, BV BT IIE, EE NS L,
A 9k L PEAE T — BRI A T B A A A IR AR AL R,
DA A B AR P 2 e o o 1 S 8 55 R B (R V1 S4B, Farmani 25294
Tl S BB N AT FORE, TR S S5 BN BT, (RS
[ A P AR . 8 57 B 500 1 B T S U R R R, T LAk 1
I il R 2 T2 5 1 A B [ SR [25) 4 14 Bt 5 L 5 1 48 )
W XTI AR BV 5 AT LI PRI ) A e (LA AT B A (1 o
SRR AT AT <

[ AL 7 S PR [~ L) 5 AT S Q 2 IR ST R, KA
(i R A FEL ARG IR o e S P TR I B 1 S D &
2%, T H AL BTG T AT R o

SEAER, A AR R 2 R AL 1 R AR B 52 3 T K (R A,
IXHSSLUIN TR UKL A A A HARE . 26T 38 AT
FEETT O e KA AT R S AN AT AR % FRRAR A1

X 43 AT 5 AN AT V20 A 24 SR ) T T 5 SO LA A H b 1
L HARA I, ok, Jeh A BRI AR f (%), 54
FURR A A RIS R IR 4IRS G(X) » JURIIB K347 : Deb $EH TR
AT S H I BT, JRRA AR FLB o (AN 12098
LTI B R ME AR AT AT ARG, B P S Y RRAF I T AT A 5 AN
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ATHELLG . FEBE I B EEA b, SCBR[26] A R FE R A b DR — o LAl iy e
AT A TATAE, T HRB SR BRUR AR, HRH TR
RLCBHEN] o SEEGR I, oSt Ja PSR 1 S T SRR A SR S AR T rT AT 48K
AT — R AARAL W, (H S5 e 1A BUEUE LG IR e, T AT
) R [ SCRR[ 22038 12 8 AR p, Skl EIR A B bR, R FHBELHE P2k %
AN AR SIS R I IZ RN S HL P, IR LR Rk

% HARRA I 3 22 ARG L R Ak B 4 2 H bR AL IR s, A
M2 BB . AEIX Ak, A AR H 5 2 B i
PR LR LA A A RIEBEAR: 1% Pareto PSS RIE MAMRIEREHEN]; 2)
WIS Pareto HEF & XAMAM SR IHAL 04T il BA LA ol AT S (R SR e 3)
W ERARRN O AT TR, Hoh— AN REAOR B b ek B A 3E AR R Ok
PEUTAMA, AR )T RRAAKEAH IV 1) 2 SRS A AR Ry i AR B BBOR VPAN A

Horp UM LB (R 505 . SCRR[67182 T — Fh AL T ) B VP Al gt A% S0 11
BERZ HAREOR, SCHER[68]HEH T —FPAE T Pareto HEFPIEFEMI i, SCHR[69]
Pt T —FIE U0 O R IMECTEE £ 708, SCER[70142 T —F & T Pareto 17
PUEACRENE (1) 700 A T VAT 2 EAR AR IR 20 R A B 07 32 1 ke
Mezura 2505 He b PUAN BT (I B0 AT T S LA 4 S, A o LA
[1)777%, Pareto i< R B A Lk Pareto HE 7w FIBEAALL 4P AR TERE. IEAL,  SC
R 721453 2 1) — AN FEZL (1 2518 S W20 5 | EA A AL R 5O S S AR I A 2 vk
A I B A3 R 2, Bk 5 vE KR 2 X 2 H ke k4 5% (Multi-objective
Evolutionary Algorithms, ~ MOEAS) 1 filf FLAR {5 FIfir %, A LR £ At Ab i)
A 2 B AR IR, (R HAE S — ) 2 B A4 Il B sk B3R B
AT X ) SCRR[72) R 1) 2 8] ) Pareto A8 1% &, EREAR ARl LE & XAMA
Pareto i 5 {E 45 s AN A HEA T HE 7. B AR ik Pareto 5% B T LAAR J7 (8 Hb LA
A5, (A Pareto 55 A 2 AG 1R 9 1) IO 11 ABBEREAR A AL B 5 ANAME, EAT]
JE A I FR 3 AR [ B4 9 (2, 0), (1, 0.1), (1.1, 0.2), (1.2, 0.3)F1(1.3, 0.4).
MR SCHR[72], 28 =AM EA K Pareto 58 BE(E.27 55— AN MART R 4 R
e, WIR A R UENEREAMAIR B T k.

53 ETZ HRMUMELEZ

FAULT MOEAs, COEAs tBEATPIANUIAAN Hbx: 1) Pt fe il ot
AN HATHGS T R e e N B A bl UG Y B A SR AL B
ARAFAE N 2 2L () B Q] B oF 5 B A A LR BRI S I, X LR A o —
A ERRISEIL AN, LA In] 1115 28 2 18] b ) AT SR AN ) A7 45 78 2 2 B
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B 7 1 A0 R PR S AT AT AR S 50 A T, 5 4 4 R B A T v 0
LSRR ATATA ot AR 2 0 0 LU AR R N, 17 L 88— L RR AR 92 B0
e M.

ST, ACSCHRI T KB T 2 H AR AL RUEAL SR AR
Gt i B s b, BRI T4 2 R e L% EARLILEE, AR
SR BAT P BRR% HRRRAL R, 36k — A Bk £ (X)), B H R
W G(R) I fERE, 4F(X)=(f(X),G(X) -

5.3.1 eSS MR BRI

AT, BTG FE H bR s B MG R D0 TARCRAE S DL, R e
WA OIS DIORAEEE, fEAERIE, TR R i FUE 5 h 22 H
AL TR, E X Pareto S I I T Jit Ta) 38 ) g I STy AN 2 Al AT 4R Q.

£ MOEAs H1, HEAH (AT MR IO 7252 (rank), 1 HAF A (14E23
AR EA AR A A Biltn, 7ESCHR[ 73] H AR AMARISE U A 1, 7E3CHR[72]
PARS MAAERAE N 0. 55 MOEAS ANF A, B¢ 1) = 22445 B & 7
EG A, BrEABRATEGEBR MU GR AR AN A, DA S 7 AR R A
P SRR R T AR, X AR SN = W AT A AR
A& 44 O(MN?), Jhdv, My EARASL, N OB BEARRUEL

AU ARG MR BOE RS, e PR DI HSAURE A 125 T4
PRARYEAE G MRPT HAT R, n] A BILL N = A BRI 458 DA MA]
e ATAT R ANRTAT AR GRS S0 AT i S AN AT IR AL 2 E S MR P 2 s
AT 2) TAUEARAE S AR (A AT T LD Pareto fIUE SCARHEAR R AT
IR EAN AT iR, AR AR AR AR P AN R AT i L BE Pareto L SCAUREAR
HAS AT AT A
0.3.2 BT RHARIEIL R LI AY

VR BRI — AN BB 57, LA R BEAL S A1 AL B A A [N 52
B TR AN, R LR PSR 1) B e SO R R Sl 2)
BEAC TS () H & WAL FLAR BEL AR B (AT — e T B . S 45 KR,
FERF] (8 20 R Ak PR SR BEA SRS I SR IR AR E B WA T AL ik
TR A = AN AR LR HE N, Mezura 255460 JURIAN [ (I3 AL SRS 304 T T 5K
Wb, SRR T HA g R s a] L A2 SR N S S Rl ek 2
I AL S AN B AT B UF (R 25 3 o 7] I3 By 2 SR SR A S A7 — A
B, BIAEREA SRS P A SRR AT e 2 o (EE LSRR 1) T 35, I AT A
AN AT AR 8 T B XA T A SO TR B A JRy e A AR B AT B, Rl
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& i AL T A AT S SN o RV AR REA SR oh R R A A SR A (e ]
T BB XA, HHLERE AR
BeAN, VB R A I B, WS TR T S A g b gt AR Ik
(Real—-coded Genetic Algorith— m, RCGA).7E RCGA 1, A& XAE kN FEHE R
AR AR AARAN AR (045 B B N b ™= A2 S AAMA. Hajime PR B N AR
S (R HEAL SRS AR A UNDX A48 551119 RCGA HEAT T SEB0 LhAL, Z53L 7R, RCGA
TSR A e AE AN 22 BAE R E D04 i) RN PR B . d5edls, Deb 38 H T — AL TTH
TS g 6 KL TR I R R A A e T R A O DY AN R
(plan) : 1) BEHEHENE (SP) , 2) F= A= 5 (GP) , 3) B Sms (RP) , 4) 57 5K (UP) .
HARSR
Setpl. XHIERFNE (selection plan) M B HIEH U4~ M,
Step2. M FHEAE %% (generation plan), M QHAEMA N FAAE (S
“C).
Step3. KH—& K sding, M Bk y MrE (KSR,
Setpd. KM HB#nS, MEEA R, QFCHIER ¥y MMk, HHEA RH
JERI) y A
ST HEAR L R A2 1 E 20 m 2 R IS EH R D Re . 6 b
BRI A A SRR L, W RS SRS A g, AT 2 T BL R o SR
i
R A A ) 3 B R AR R AT 1 Dhae o, AT SIS R
SO . AERbRER R AE g IR b, FRATDRE RS A (A e e b A 21 3L
FRRNLUT Bt A
Stepl. FEHLA B Hhik H u MMk
Step2 B=B-Q.
Step3 FJH UNDX A XH1, WA Q = A2 A FARAME. GREEC ).
Setp4 MAEAE C HIHERAMME T REHLIRIE I — AN MAE, 128 X o
Steps UERFA QAT n MMt x AitE
if =0, then

B AN K
else if n"=1, then
A AR X AR

else /*B] n'>1%/
BEHLIZ R — DRI, H x 2R
end if
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Step6 B=BUQ.

FERARBAL I R, 0 RS, N T A RGA FIRER, 34T
X Deb [FSE R ARSI T @G A T, AHEX AT M JUSR02: J A 4 1) I A 1k A
HRUNE

IR A PR A TR BE T 1) BRI 7 22 S i T DX 3 A 11 #
AR . R RN, BEVLERERE TN MER A BRI T 2, BRI A X
BEARREATAS X A 1 Ja AR ] DA 28 2 5 92 (R X Jak s 7e 48 2 e 3, A4
AR B AT B /IN T 22, DR A SCAR I J A A B i vt A1 1 e DG At B
e 2) AR T I AER A AL I R AR P 15 T M4 GX HL,
FACHEAX N TS C, SR T84 Q) » IXPRUE T AFATE 1 - L HIXT
2 Ja {5 I T R A4 2 Ja T 5 S TR o teah, Bl B HAT R/
P, Be W ORFRREARI 2 P51 .

5.3.3 AHAT AR e L

IR ) 5 JE 2 IRACA 1) R S 22, A A A A (A T AT I
MUASTIAT S 7 LR DALk, PR D3l 5 P8 2= 23 TR B 8], 4 Ryt DI A i AL 1)
P (BT AT AT 3800 S B AT AT 3N ) RN AR AR A (et ARkt 265K,
AN B RARAA a4 R s s K 1 . H AT, B oaR
W SR B) T ANAIAT R T B 4 R B AR B E L . SCER[63] 1151 ) AT R 4%
PR/ AT H AR R BUE IR A FTAT AR W4T o SCHR[67) A1 69) 18 1o 3 in—
D ZFEHENLHRER KIEATATIEER . 5 ERTTEARRZ, ARICHRE T —F
ANFIAT AT RS TR A LR AL AT AR AN R 0 7 o rg AT Sl 3, G 3 22 JEAR
W YE A S AR o S AR A AT B /ISR AS AT i (i RAFAE) 3
PRAF B — TG LIRS A, @i T RER)s, BER P (R P XY YT
5.3. 2 TP HEES B) I MK A A AR RS 5 A IR 2 AN AT AT R REA LS
e HFE P RR T

R: B C RS MELE,

X: BUFIANITATRE, & e A R i A R ARSI AN I AT (o
RATAE) -

A: B, ERRAAE B A RTAT AR

1. if Fff PP AE/ERIATH# then

if BEA RPALEAE AT AR

then

A=AUX / /¥ B T AN A AT iR R AT
end if
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else [HFREAR TR A AT %/
it BEA RPAEAEATATE then
A=AUX  // BB AT IR IRAT
end if
end if
2. if mod (gen, mM)=0 then
RIS ABELIEI 2k, BN, B MFRE P gLk
P 1) A5 B0 ) A
A=¢;
end if
BCHL, RN S50 P BB IS8 AR ST RS EE A, Y
TEAT AF AR AR 5 AR AN T AT A8t AR BB A A B AR A T 224k
X T A AT I R R A A EE R R A R R e, ESR AL T e 3 4 e
BALARIVE A o UM PERXFME DL T, WA RF A 00 5 A K i AT AT A
i1 HAEAE R BT A T e, BRI AN AT AT A R AN i A e & A
BrAEEE S R AT IR, ARG O R AR IRERAR /I
SR, 0T AIAT 4 5 98 3 5 ] B BN O L R AR T, s LR T4
R BRSSPSR RIS RAH A AAT
LR, IXAREANPIAT AR A RS AN b A A, DL SR B 2 AN st 5 | 3
REAA ) AT AT EEIE. B S AE—RAG DL T, 1) R UL TRl AT L 7, AR A
AR NG, 4R B U B8 2K I AT AT 10 P R I 64T 2) TR
IO T AT ER B, AR AR S M sk, RAFEM R T HILG, fiF
AR AT IR S AW 2, SR RIS T 2 R e Ui . A, AZpLHIIE AT L
VER— A Z R B G A h T AT it 5 AN w47 2 T R EE A1

5.3.4 EHAHT

FESR A AR SR, T A A AT B A, B — BEIAZ
S, B RS 3 ATAZ X (UNDX) 8 o AR SR LU T 285 59 A 28 S (UNDX) A DAy ffE—
MIE ST, eIk T I IE S 70 A oK 2B SR AR R ELAN T AR [ 3 N A A
B 7E R, BEHIEE g — AL AR I (X0 =1---,n+1), THIXLE

AL G . DAL -1 47D =xO - g® g
i €0 =dO /|, SR TS5 ABEHLG 05 P R S T AR
7 1 1 ik X — g B BE A 5 & €D MBI B (IEZ) D B
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€D (j=u, .0, EXCILERD 2 FiA 4% 1 TG s 725 7 4 2 1
Aok, TAAMAR I A

y:g+ﬂz_la),‘d(i)‘e(i)+il)iDe(i) (5.6)
i=1 i=u

5.3.5 B

FE_EIRJUN P th 0 S PR AR iR e At B, OB R A AR AR L b

1 EFEENSE, B EYIIAFRE P (BRAT D

2 KRMBERAAGHA, SR TetEie.

3 SEHiANRIATARINIAAAS SRS . (FAE 2)

4 &b WREPLERL, ks I, K 2 5.

Forb, ASHLAEN R DL L BERS 152 10— Ml 2 — D P BOE 4P 13E
AR PR ECOP U B EAE R 2, e AR R, AR R IR AR A
/ORI S E AN v DA I e VO N ol SR EN T R S G P PR A R

IEQIE 2R RAHE, COEAs FLATPASWIAA 1 H Ax. o 17 SR —A H b,
EIRAEARUREE  BOERAE 2 w] AN e SR A TR n AT IR O T SEELER A
Hix, EIRAEARGREERME T 00— AE GRIE D AERHARES IS T2 R B
Pefidto IR, BEAE BEAE D HE A AT, AT 2 B mOR AR ORI, XA
AT REAA A YIRS

AT VTR A RO TERE, FRATTIEER 6 A% HI A bs DNt o B0 A T
IR TT . ATV o 4 IR 217 20 RS AR R B A [, 2R
2R, AERLRUAL N HE RS

Minimize:

GUR) =53, % =53 X =X, %

subject to:

0,(X) =2x + 2%, + X, + %, —10<0,

9,(X) = 2% + 2% + %o + X, ~10<0

95(X) = 2%, + 2%, + %, + %, ~10<0

0,(X) =—8% +%,<0  g5(X)=-8X,+x%,<0
J6(X) =—8X%; + X, < O,
97(7():_2)(4_)(5"')(1030,

Oa(X) =—2%; — %, + %, <0

9o(X) =—2% =X + %, <0
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O<x<I(i=1--,9) 0<x<100(i=101112) 0<x,<1
Cam gl X*=(1,1,1,1,1,1,1,1,1,3,3,3, 1), f(X*)=15. 4%t g,
9> 93 9r» G Goiiiks

Maximize:
G2(X) = >,008' (%) - 2117, cosz(x)‘
VXX |
subject to:

0,(x) =0.75- 1", x <0,
g,(X)=>" X -75n<0,
0<x <10(i=1--,n), n=20.

SR RRMRRS,  FHAAT R4 R f(X*) =0.803619. 44 AT g, )L
gk (g, =-107).

Minimiz:

G3(X) =5.3578547x; + 0.8356891x, X, + 37.293239%, — 40792.141

subject to:

g,(X) = 85.334407 + 0.0056858X, %, + 0.0006262x, X, + 0.0022053x,%, — 92< 0
g,(X) =—85.334407 — 0.0056858x, X, — 0.0006262x, X, + 0.0022053x%,X; < O,
d,(X) =80.51249 + 0.0071317x,X, + 0.0029955x,x, + 0.0021813x’ —110< 0,
0,(X) =-80.51249 - 0.0071317x,x, — 0.0029955x X, — 0.0021813x’ +90< 0,
0s(X) =9.300961+ 0.0047026x,X; + 0.0012547 x, X, + 0.0019085x,x, — 25< 0,
gs(X) =—9.300961— 0.0047026x,%; — 0.0012547x %, —0.0019085%,X, + 20< 0,
78<x <102, 33<x,<45, 27<x <45(i=3,4,5).

50 B AL R oA X* =(78, 33, 29. 995256025682, 45,  36. 775812905788) ,

f (X*) =-30665. 539. £ 414 g, F Qg i ik

Minimize:
G4(X) = )(12 + x22 + XX, —14% — 16X, + (X, ~10)?
#4(x,— 57+ (% ~3)° + 2%, D) +5¥

+706-1D%+ 20 —10)" + (%, = 7)" + 45

subject to:
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0,(X) =—105+4x, + 5%, — 3%, + 9%, <0,
0,(X) =10x, —8x, —17x%, + 2%, <0,
0;(X) =-8x + 2%, + 5%, — 2%, —-12<0,
0,(X) =3(x —2)* + 4(x, — 3)* + 2x¢ — 7x, —120<0,
05 (X) =5%% +8X, + (X, — 6)* — 2%, —40< 0,
Js(X) = X+ 2(X, — 2)* — 2%,X, +14x, — 6%, <0,
g, (X) =0.5(x, —8)* + 2(x, — 4)* + 3x% — x, —30<0,
Os(X) ==3% + 6%, +12(%, —8)* ~ 7%, <0,
-10<x <10 (i =1,---,10).
C AN AR A X* = (2. 171996, 2.363683, 8.773926, 5.095984, 0.9906548,
1.430574, 1.321644, 9.828726, 8.280092, 8.375927), f(X)=24.3062091.

ARFMN 9 G0 Ggr Oyr G5 FI QiR

Minimize:
G5(X) = (%, —10)% +5(x, —12) + X +3(x, —11)°
+10X + 7 + X5 — 4x,X, —10x, —8X,
subject to:
0,(X) = =127+ 2X¢ + 3X; + X, + 4X; + 5%, <0,
d,(X) =-282+7x + 3%, + 10X + X, — X, <0,
0,(X) =—-196+ 23x, + X5 + 6x. —8x, <0,
0,(X) =42 + X5 — 3% %, + 2%5 + 5%, —11x, <0,
-10<x <10 (i =1,---,7).
CLAnE L fE ly X* = (2. 330499, 1. 951372, —0. 4775414, 4. 365726, —0. 6244870,
1.1038131, 1.594227), f(X)= 680.600573. A 4AF g, F1 g, iFEk.

Minimize:

GB(X) =X + %, + X,

subject to:

0,(X) =—1+0.0025(x, + X;) <0,

0,(X) =—1+0.0025(%, + X, — x,) <0,

0;(%) = -1+ 0.01(%, - ;) <O,

9,(X) =—xX, +833.33252x%, + 100x, —83333.333<0,
05 (X) = —X,%, +1250x; + X, X, —1250%, <0,

05 (X) = —X;X%; +1250000 + X, %, — 2500%, < 0,
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100 < x, 10000, 1000< x <10000 (i = 2,3) , 10< x <1000 (i = 4,--,8).

TN h X* = (579. 3167, 1359.943, 5110.071, 182.0174,

295. 5985,

217.9799, 286. 4162, 395.5979), f(X*)=7049.3307. X441 Q,, 9, g, ¥

Ko

BUE LI AE MATALAB R 58 s, XPRE NI RR 2, FATTHEAT T 30 IR 5K
5, FESZIGH, BEAMUBLEE A 50, UNDX FRAHARANEL 1 B n+1:
gsh, w=n+1, 1=10, m =10, n =2,

5.3.6 LWERSH

& 51 EIheE Rk

fun Gl G2 G3 G4 G5 G6
opti mal -15.000000 -0.803619 -30665.539 24.3062091 680.6300573 7049.3307
MOCQO| -15.000000 -0.803619 -30665.539 24.3062091 680.6300573 7049.248021
Best [RY -15.000000 -0.803515 -30665.539 24.307 680.63 7054.316
SAFF -15.000000 -0.80297 -30665.5 24.48 680.64 7061.34
MOCQO/| -15.000000 -0.80322 -30665.539 24.3062091 680.6300573 7049.248021
Mean |RY -15.000000 -0.781975 -30665.539 24.374 680.656 7559.192
SAFF -15.000000 -0.7901 -30665.2 26.58 680.72 7627.89
MOCQ/| -15.000000 -0.792608 -30665.539 24.3062091 680.6300573 7049.248023
Worst [RY -15.000000 -0.726288 -30665.539 24.642 680.763 8835.655
SAFF -15.000000 -0.76043 -30663.3 28.4 680.87 8288.79

N TR, FATREB FR s AT 45 R(GE ) MOCO) L 73 A AN i (1 20 R
PACREASREEAT T A, e 230 ok SCHER[22] T IR BE LA Pk Ge i RY)FISC
HR[24] P 10 [ 38 I A KRk (id o SAFF). LU 4 R ILR 4. W& 4 il LIE
H, MOCO fEfmAR G IR, “FI4h R, g REvERetRbs 7 W38 H R R H
AN LR AL TR L SE R 45 R, (H4 R 2 25 S MOCO 15 211 45 3
FFFE L e 220 Ty — 710, A S5 S R4 A i 4 0y Rt AN 45 R 4 A
RY H A SEBG 2o 85 JEBLILT O B 1 45 R (B R OR), (HX I BN RY
BN T AP SRR

TEASCHYSER T, MOCO X 6 AN i) (B 6T G2 A IR B N R s AL A1)
— Bk B T AR E AU . SR RY F1 SAFF IS BN RSB e, i e x
Horp LA ZRIKIR 5 5, T G2, G4, G5 Fil G6 25 %) T i 2 & i i B G2
RY Fl SAFF ANBEFR BVRE 6 10 et , T HA R = 2R R % 24 G6, RY FiI
SAFF FT 15 B &5 A1z 2 B A i o 1t LTI pR % G6 » IX AN VA AE $R 2]
AT T TR ERAFAE G R A, 9120, RY £E 30 WRSEE6 HP AN 7 W3R B T Al 1T1i% , SAFF
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1E 20 VS B rh BT AT AR I R 16 7K.
ML LB T LU e, TR AR i E IR R e I, MOCO

AT H S WA,

5.4 Z5ig

It 2 AR ER, AT T IS B SR AR L AL A ) AR
B, SCAURER A AT REBCE I R e AN AU A AR S ANk
BEAh, SBTAAE EAR A F LA, R MR R I S A R A,
H0t AN AT A R A L) 20 R A E A S RAT WA W ) H s,
M R AN AR ] AR R B SEBLX AN H

MGG A5 AT LA Y, OB Sk HAT AR5 (10 AL B2 PSR AR 20 A AR 1)L 1)
T3 SR EBEAN G, B SR IR S 45 RAETE 2 U7 AT = 0 S R
SR RE AR R 2 i ke B ) de DL A

A 0 AR AP T T RETT, — T3 TR mse v 5532 A S 2R P g
R BORIG U EE, 5 R S 212 H AL AL in) il
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6.1 BXTIERE

BEATC, AU LN T 28 g R R K

1. ¥Z Hir @t sk 7770 1) ELECTRE VASI AN B2 H AR AL S,
SEH T BB 2 H AR AL o Rt — Tl IRDRE 3o R 3R AR b A T
P, JFUERT T %8 7ok 2 B Pareto 095 5 2255, I HT GG P 5% 3 REHY 9t it
WL RE b iR, PRSI

2. P T oM ER N 2 AARTL SRS, FIH € Ul O R R frar it ik
HEAESAME , IFXT e -MOEA Fkh AMAAA RS HE AT T etk . ¥ € -
PRV LEAHE N 5 N RS Sl AR A (1 03K e B2 A T S 5, S
6 2 AR W2 SHIRAE DR AP AR 0 AT PE RS Sy T A AT 28

3. K2 Hirfiib ARSI BIZ e b, $2 7RSS MR tE N, 0 747
RO FHANRTAT R, SR T — B A n ATl DRAF AV AL, X 6 Nl e 2
BEAT T, SRR WNZ A T g Ak,

6.2 T—HRIMRETE

BE— 2P 1) T EE AT -

1. Z HARMBEHLEE, DASEEACAS R 8] ) A R IR AR ANREAL 1 — B
(E8

2. Z HAREAF WS T

3. REERE, B s, ARG IR Z H bR UL L A,
FICLBRAR H AR A 4E 5

4. it Pareto LML (HCHEEE) M5k,

5. M2 HbREE SRR DS 1)
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