44 H 12 W
2018 4F 12 f

H 3 b 2
ACTA AUTOMATICA SINICA

Vol. 44, No. 12
December, 2018

. —H= . —x ] — s AY R N
—METHENEMZRNSE S BicNFRIEE
KA HAIE? FNM: EFEXE O F MBS ERR' BRFEm'  EO#C
M E m4iz ARl T EA KR H AR AL 200 2 HARILAR S TR . 32— Fh LT 15 38 BASOH)
SCRCR R 4E 2 HARRL T HESEIE MAPSOAF, % 58VAE T — il G W AR S TC 5 2R, e e R RO S TG Ay 0 D 1 2 1 7 A
T, FENMSRA PR SCHC R 7 79 1) B S FRT PR B 38 1 7 kG Al Ab s, DARICER SRV sl R, i AR Ze 4
Ve AR, FEAERL 380 B2 S 2 3o i — R 8l 0 DA e o - R B SO e A 1 I 38 20 15 9 4, SR T ik
i) Harmonic JH—fbFEESPFAG AR 185 BE, 2SIt Fe o 1 PR [ B B AR SEE T . B S A R s ke 2 B
PRt AL BB TEAR HE M B B4R DTLZ{1, 2, 4, 5} EEATXf Hesehy, SR BHIIZAETEN SR 2 FEE TS A ERAR B

TR RBAE 5.

KR H GBS, A TEARILEN, R RERE, w2 BRI, st % B R R A

SIFMI A, WHRRE, PN, 2430, 480, (R, B, £ — BT 33 O SR w4t 22 B AR 1 RESE
vE. Bk, 2018, 44(12): 2278—2289

DOI 10.16383/j.aas.2018.c170573

Many-objective Particle Swarm Optimization Based on Adaptive Fuzzy Dominance
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Abstract The huge objective space makes some representative multiobjective optimization algorithms face challenges.

A many-objective particle swarm optimization based on adaptive fuzzy dominance (MAPSOAF) is proposed. An adaptive
fuzzy dominance relation is defined to adjust the threshold of fuzzy dominance adaptively to improve the convergence of
MAPSOAF. Second, a perturbation term is added to the particle’s velocity formula by selecting an elite member from the
external archive to conquer premature convergence and to enhance the diversity of population. In addition, a method of
simplified Harmonic normalized distance is utilized to evaluate the density of individuals and reduce the computational cost
when while improving the population diversity. MAPSOAF is compared with other five high-performance multiobjective
evolutionary algorithms on the benchmark test set DTLZ {1, 2, 4, 5}, and the results show that the proposed MAPSOAF
has more significant performance advantages in convergence and diversity over the peering algorithms.
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Fig.1 Velocity updation of particles in MOPSO

TE 2 H KL TSR BT, L DARE PR Ay
AT, HAARRM & R/RERGET, (AERR)E
W, BT E BB R R AL E Pbest; Fil4 Rl
B Ghest' WRHET, W75 FEORRLT I RE,
FEAR AR R T I 2RV 22, I RE S BIERA R
POl BT, X B IEN 2 HARKL TSR kL
TR B AT O, A 3N — P h R K 5
MORERIZ AR, AT A S0kE S SR M A R il O
HHPLBIRL T AN 58 (RS DCRER) Pk B i
WL~ I PR B 8 e al Py AR s s R 1 o
Horan (9) Fros.

t+1 t t t
Uit =wul; + ¢y (Phest, ; — 7 )+

4,J
027‘2(Gbest§- — ;) + cars(Pd — zi;)  (9)

Ho, 75K (7) ~ (9) o, w B BPERGE, ¢ co F
cs N REL r. ore Al rg HIXH [0, 1] R
M Z R BEDLEL, o) = (2f ), 204, ,2f,)
vj = (Vi 1, Vs 50 ,) HEE E UEARPRL Y @ A2
n HEBE R ST BB R SE, T ot 0!, 4231
FORE ¢ ARRYRLT @ TR RASAE 5 4E R AE A
HE. Pbest; = (Pbest; ,, Pbesti27 -+, Pbest;,) A
85 ¢ WIERITRLT @ 1 H SR EGE, Gbest] =



2282 H 3l

¥ 1%

(Gbest; |, Gbest; o, -+, Gbest; ) J55 t WL
AFHEER) 4 R e HELE, Phest; ; A1 Gbest! ; 43513
ANER C UGEAUIERL T @ TESE 5 4E LR B B iR E
GIESI R ZER VA M N R G AW ¥ S )]
KL 0 IR TR B a5 T RS SN AET5 72 (9) 1Y
A, 551 EBar R T 24 A R SR DA A AT
B, R4 H B Sz s EE, #E B8 S/
ATz S 5 2 W B EINF S, R
RLFXFE 5P L% 5 3w At AR,
TR FAEREAR T B A B AR 26 4 30
Iy RPN, FosRL T2 B GRS SRRy S
P 2 SR — B2 RS i A0 R s R

A

A

= ® AR T
Pbest! @ Pareto AR T
= # = YR
e @ MEEARFLF Pbest
® A ki T Gbest

() i
e S
ikl g P Gbest

® =]

A
3P i 1B e B/ 10 = = RN R AR B U P R PN SN
Fig.2 Velocity updation of particles after adding

turbulence item in MOSPO

M (9) BIFL, MB35 2 H AnhL 1R
RETF 0 1R AR ALK 52 HL T s B Pest). 4 J)
AR Gbest' FIBTRIT- 4 HYRR FCIE B kg Sk
F Pd. W3t R . 1 HAE 2 WATE S, A
B2 G R T A B LB VT Pareto HiE.

MAIEAY 22 v e R I 5 214 i 1 1) R PR P e
RS SEARAE NI SR T, JRRA 1) MY
FEHHNER R BIELS IR BI R T, B
— M NEEE Pareto HINT, HrieRE I MEAS | SR T
IR B A F TR 78] Pareto BIVEENT; 2) BEHFE
24 HTRL T B R QIR 2 3l RS SN R AE R s kL T
FH 24 T X8 &R 2 [ 34T 3 23 % 4, T HL R R I b
Sl SR TSN T NHTIREE R, MR
T B Z FEEFN I A AR I AR RE 15 AR SE, WA % 1k
R
2.3 EREMAERIZE

162 FRRRCFRESTIE T, )5 B (0 B 5]
HF ] Pareto Ry fEh ZIEE E BN
YERI. T MAOP i) 4 42— s,
WKL T @ 0942 Ry B L B A A TR 7 &, AR

B AR LA FEUIRRE n] AELRER 2. 2 H AL 11
SRR 1 2R B D0 67 B AN 58 (R 0
8) A, BT IR SRR R T B A I, EX
(SERL T SR R £ 5 1) R A i o R A, X HL AR A
S BRI T — R MR R, AR R 1 o
(1 4 o dme DL O B AR A0 B S8 B RS SEA A
Ve i 1R I DU AL e, TR S A K R
126 AR R RE D, LI AR AR 35 2 23 Bl 25
AP HEARR A, 50 (10) il TSR AN
SRR B e HARR i 2 T 2

{Pk - % LY G YA b Bk
Py = pop .
k +

size )
‘ ‘ . , At
size(pop) X (size(archive) — 1)
(10)

Horr, P, FoRAMEBEI R HYMA k Bk g,
size(pop) M size(archive) 43 HIFRmBL T RER SN
RSB, WIIR I SRS 22 b Bir A 1 A 45 i 1k
PR BUE A 1/ size(archive).

2.4 BUERISREIRTT B E AT A

T 4k %2 H BRI AL 0] R SR Al H A 2 — R ERAR
SR, Pareto fiff4E P B fRAN A R AL BESY 5143 1
1 Pareto iy [, i HZ R BN &)
2. SEIZ H AR T BRI AN AR TE H AR A A
ARA TSI, T AN TR) A G AR T R R R BN A
RAE H bp 2S8R & s i, X HLR H —Fh i fh i)
Harmonic IH—fb g AT PIET R, —
77 1 W] 56 AR Harmonic P35 g 77 A6 i B0, 55
— 5 T ] R AR R A A . BRI

ST REEREE ¢ AN, BRBEFE H FR %S [E]
AR ¢ WIS BT R p AR BE BRI da
dia, -+, di n—1, WAMAE @ ) Harmonic P33 #2540
5t (11) Fir.

N—1
T 1 T (11)
gt

d;i 1 d; 2 di N—1
A (11) g N SRR, RIAMA Harmonic ~F-3
PR TH I TR T AP AL A MR R PR, 15
AR, T rAF AT B 8 R ) A OK I B AR
I LRI S R Y 2% JEAE N, 5 AN
PO 2E, H R JRIR B, X AE OUTE =4t 2 B brii it
WG 2. AEARSEMRE BRI O, X B
W2 5P IR A ARG, BT SR A E
i N — 1Rk Ik = [log, N|, A58 (12):

di ==




1244

AR —PhET H G SR R 4E L FARKL T RA

2283

ETFHENAZ BRI d AR AL R R IR
B RO S, X dy (= 1,2, k) HA—ET5
TRVEAT R, ATRARXTEEES A ((dik — diin) / (dmax —
Gin)); Aunin 1 diaxe 53 51 0 B H S 2 T8 B i
/N B R i K, A R ) A A ) B
W% R, ST REE i M dig B9 — B, WA
[1 - (di,k - dmin)/(dmax - dmin)]’ ﬁﬁﬂgﬂﬁ‘l@ﬁ%@ﬁ
AR A AR X2 A R BT 5 P2 1) S RGO, IS 22 T
WEG M 28N R 79 ROX AR 225, B AN i g 1t
773775, B ((dig — dumin) / (dmax — dmin) )%, HHIL AT
AMAIIBTEE B T 8 5

4 - d (13)

1— i, in
jzl [ <dmax - dmin) ]

M (13) W RAK B, A% BT 5 Ty
VE R BT AT RSB A 4R Y [logy, N| A~
A Z B B BE S, X AT B9 Harmonic JH—14k
PR B 7 VA AH H T Harmonic -3 R B/ T 15
BRI AR N, R
LBk n, BARECH m. BT AR S BT % B
TWHETEAEET [N DR A, H %
/b Harmonic ~F-¥J #5857 ¥%, Bt DART )52 4% 25 22
/NF Harmonic “F3JE 310 &2 74 O(mnlog, n),
N O(N(N — 1 — [log, N|)), HEEIREN
O(mnlog, n) — O(N(N—1 — |log, N|)). T
RNBFHEY 73, X L kY Harmonic 15—
IR B o 7% RO T AR B B, AHF A
W, KRR T R A AR

e e B A A R T 5 A S [R] A AH B AR T G 3R
i, FRETE— & B bl i AR TE PP R
R RE AR A3 [RIE, SRECEE 2 S 418 3 P B B AN ]
)T AR 118 56 Wl A [ 1) JBCOR SR A I — Ak
7, PRUE T AR B A B 4838 o 1. taT I,
fT A0 I 2 B AL T T YA R 8 MR A 4 Sy 7 7 THD
SRAERFPPHE 231

2.5 SYEZBIRCHIREIEERE

TER4EZ H AR UL R, Besfeas [al A H AR s
(] ) FR 2RV A R 5K, A B AR S S % AR AR
RETE— R LR 5 ), 4R IStk B, B
AR PABE LR MG BT A 24, ) n] B R EEREA A
Jey i e AU B XX — A, AR SO
SCHR [13] F el E PR 0 SR S S R A S A
%, M HFIAPINSE w Al we 23501378 ST
HAPHBT I A, DA RS E R A . A,

BT i WO TS AT
fitness(1) = wy - 1; — wy - d; (14)

Hodr oy Rl dy 43R R ¢ W) ST RE RN B I
TENE 2 DL SCHR [13).
2.6 MAPSOAF &7z

TEHITHSE 2.1 ~ 55 2.5 Ayt b, 535 2 44
EEERCINZ S i A B ARy AR (£ 3= RGN i

Bk 2. MAPSOAF &yE7ifs

BN FREERUEL N, SMERRY Rl KA & No, #
o EIA G, WIHRSCECBIE No, e RIERIKEL Tnax,
TRCEAE wy, P EAE w,.

M. AN SR,
1. WG N Bk T8, XN RLF, B
HAT R AL BRI R EE, K709 B 5 0 s i &
Pbest &R T AL, BINFRIRE N, 25/
e — 1,
2. WHILE (t < Thax)
3. IFERCTRER AR T H bR, RAESS 2.1
HTHY H I B LK R, R No AN DL
Ep /I EE S
4. FRYEES 2.2 YRGS 2.3 AT RFEER RIS
KPR 2 R AL, IR (9) SRR 73U
5. FIHES 2.4 AP BT & B o A
) AR Re AR =K kS iR
6. B 2.5 45/ 5 & SHORL R0 A A 252
£
7. t=t+1
8. END WHILE
9. it AR 2R 4R
3 LWEERSR
3.1 ZEWKRE
3.1.1 XEHEEE

ks MAPSOAF Sk RE, X HLZEE 5 4~
RERYER 2 B bR A SBE AR 0 e, BT 5
F: 1) Deb 2060 37 i it 7R 4R 45 43 Fast L 3k
NSGA-IL; 2) Nebro 217 7 iy 5 FAY R IR A
AU RS ADYSS; 3) Zitzler 08 7 iRk
HERUBRJF Pareto #E{k3E % SPEA2; 4) Nebro 401
P2 B BR B2 B 2 H AR T 5 7A SMPSO; A
K 5) Wang 2200 $ i iy [ 38 R 8 3 249 91 7]
MOEA/D %3y, Bl MOEA /D-ACD %3k
3.1.2 B4 EFMNRERBE

RIS A SCEA A M, 13X B MAPSOAF
YA Bk 5 Aot B —RIAE 4, 10, 30 HARK
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DTLZ Wjiaek #de [21] B4 SCi o, e A vl
PR AT H AR ZERIORT B AR S R0 38 I R 4k
DTLZ{1, 2, 4, 5}. i SCu et (it AMDAL0-
8 700P CPU 1.8 GHz F4ji 8.0 GB N7, Windows
7 64 AiEREZR SR ThinkPad E565 4541 FiB1T.
1) M HRANECH 4 B, DTLZ REEESHORE -
HERANECH 4, SRz BB 4EE R 10, BB EA
WHCH 20005 2) M HERNECH 10 B, DTLZ #%k
ESHBE R BRAECH 10, SRS [ n 485 h
20, FEBARWECH 5000; 3) 4 HEA4%Ch 30 B,
DTLZ wRBES R E N HAnMECH 30, thikas
()48 35>k 50, BEREARRECH 10 000.
3.1.3  MBEIEHR

AR (Inverted generational distance,
IGD) 22 T FSLY Pareto i3I 5L 3R 15130
{2l Pareto iy Z [MAYFEES. W1 DTLZ sREER
H5C Pareto ff4E 2 CLAI), 1 X B SE Pareto fi#
RFAT ZHE SRR, TR 2L R AR S 2Ll Pareto
il o522 1) ) B R B ke T SRV I A Sl S B
MAE TR RN ZFEME. — 5, IGD fabnfl
/N B L) Pareto Fif ¥ ) WG SICIE N 22 4 1 i
I & P 22 HARUAL N @ E5% Pareto figge, N
IGD PEfigdahrfin] @ = (15) #4715

|
IGD = % > Dist; (15)
17 i=1
M 2

— A5 B B/ NI RR FCBE B fmex AL foim A B oR
4 P AESE m A H AR L 3RAS 0 5 KA AN B /ME;
pi€ P i=12- |Pa €A j=12--,
|A]. 25554 I R EICR AR 10000 A3 2] 4311 1)
Pareto s fiLfift M/ N ESE Pareto Fifify (1) (LA 4
it8 1IGD 1H.
3.1.4 LB

5 Bt L AAvA B9 £ EESH0E 2R X I 255 S0k
H LU, WER 1 .

TEFR 1, N RRFEEEL P R4,
P, FRAE 5 e = 20 Fl n,, = 20 4305152 SBX
M2 A R e s XF AbYSS BEm =,
NRefSetl il NRefSetz 5302 RefSetl F1 RefSet2 1y
MAEL 7E MOEA/D-ACD B3E, T & LT AR
FECP AR HLEL, n AR T A48 b i
SCARIIMRSR, T n, Fom SRR AR B Y
W KREH. C1 1 Cy & SMPSO S35 H > M IX [8]

[1.5, 2.5] F7EHE P REHLIE R G S8, 75245,
X BRI S EUR S0t 38 4V S 5 o R AR S
T K 280 MAOP B 3eE . AP
UL, A3C MAPSOAF FA) EESHS I H AT
R RT3, 5141 MAPSOAF FisEL A 100,
HNERY B R AR SR 100, T AR E N BE Y
ST BE AT I A EE R BN 22 SCHR [15] AT
5%, B wy, =1.5, w;=0.5.

R BEMLIR ZE X ST S R A, X R
) S B A AT 30 IR, BRI FH AN [R] 1 Bl BL AR R,
PAGET IGD BY3ERI T 2. BLAh, A T RIS 25
WIEGT EAH. nlHE, X H R f] Wilcoxon’s rank
sum test Fefx% MAPSOAF SyE R AT HLIR A
RIS R4S R A KR a = 0.5 g2 5.

32 SWERSH

* 2~ 5 Rl T % DTLZ{1, 2, 4,
5PRA 4. 10 A1 30 4> H AR #1511 IGD ¥4
(mean) FIxRi#EZE (std), Hor R LA 7R A [H]
SEVRAE R — R £ RIS 1 B i IGD (8, &
HHR) 7, =T R AT Rl BN RVR RS I 4 R
R FEMAT . 5 THAMLIT MAPSOAF A5k
BE KA o = 0.05 Y Wilcoxon Bk A K 1) 45
5.

MFE 2 A PAFE i, MAPSOAF & ¥E7E 10-H
Frfl 30-H ARy DTLZL [A8 |43 51 3k45 T &I
IGD ¥, SMPSO ##:7E 4-H¥rpy DTLZ1 |7
ARG T R IGD ¥ME, HA ST AT
% 3RS R IGD {65 SMPSO 5k K151
IGD {HEA M EE (1072), £ MAPSOAF
FYEAE 4-H AR DTLZL [ by R LA b T
SMPSO &3, MmEHT AbYSS. SPEA2, NSGA-
IT #1 MOEA/D-ACD 533k, Hik, @i gt &5
v57E DTLZ1(4, 10, 30) =AML 61 3k IGD
N Ay, RN 1 2 MAPSOAF, &5
k2 SMPSO. AbYSS. SPEA2. NSGA-II fi1
MOEA/D-ACD. M 2 #Y “better/worst /similar”
SERRA, AR DTLZ1(4, 10, 30) =
BB HA SMPSO E5aSE “1/1/17, i Hofls 4 Fld
FLFREI AR 2 ©0/3/07, iIXEW] MAPSOAF 4
VEAEIX 3 M mdEZ Hbsi DTLZL ) | 3ez HAth
WHAE A B IGD et Y. BT DTLZ1
@) Pareto BT HA LM, AL, U]
MAPSOAF A K AR IS A BURFAE ) MAOP [7]
RN A SR B AL

3 HBTHABEET 4. 10 A1 30 HAR
DTLZ2 55 k751 IGD (4. MAPSOAF %3
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Table 1  Parameter settings of all the algorithms compared
Algorithm Parameter settings
NSGA-II N =100, P. = 0.9, P,, = 1/n,m. = 20,1,, = 20
SPEA2 N =100,P. =0.9,P,, =1/n,n. = 20,71, = 20
SMPSO Cy € [1.5,2.5], Cy € [1.5,2.5], Py = 1/n, 0 = 20
AbYSS N = 100, Nrefset1 = 10, Npefsera = 10, Po = 0.9, Py = 1/n, 00 = 20, 1 = 20
MOEA/D-ACD N =100, CR=1.0,F=05,P,, =1/n,m,, = 20,6 = 0.9,n, =2
%2 KRR DTLZL s EA5 IGD {5 L
Table 2  Results of IGD for algorithms compared based on DTLZ1
KIS i
NSGA-II AbYSS SPEA2 SMPSO MOEA/D-ACD MAPSOAF
mean 2.0458E-01 9.5918E-02 1.7712E-01 7.8417E-02 3.4736E-01 8.2288E-02
4 Hbp std 5.6012E-04 5.5421E-04 1.1871E-04 4.0001E-04 5.8170E-05 8.4901E-04
rank 5— 3— 4— 14 6 — 2
mean 6.7936E-01 5.9651E-01 6.1816E-01 5.0051E-01 6.9881E-01 4.9810E-01
H 10 H#x std 4.9647E-04 7.5481E-04 3.6454E-04 4.7007E-04 4.4327E-05 7.5541E-04
b rank 5— 3— 4 — 2 =~ 6 — 1
A
¥ mean 7.9579E-01 7.8171E-01 7.7545E-01 7.4014E-01 8.0986E-01 6.5187E-01
30 Hip std 2.1294E-04 4.5699E-03 6.5441E-04 0.00E+00 2.9857E-04 5.3458E-03
rank 5— 3— 4— 2 = 6 — 1
rank sum 15 10 11 5 18 4
final rank 5 3 4 2 6 1
better/worst/similar 0/3/0 0/3/0 0/3/0 1/1/1 0/3/0 /
# 3 AFIRAE DTLZ2 R ERRAT IGD (B HEEE
Table 3 Results of IGD for algorithms compared based on DTLZ2
B THERR i
NSGA-II AbYSS SPEA2 SMPSO MOEA/D-ACD MAPSOAF
mean 7.0109E-02 2.8412E-01 3.5341E-01 1.5415E-01 4.1627E-01 8.9241E-02
4 Hip std 5.1015E-04 7.1918E-04  6.8418E-04  4.5159E-04 1.8748E-04 4.6174E-04
rank 1+ 4— 5— 3— 6— 2
mean 5.2851E-01 5.6171E-01 6.0151E-01 5.5241E-01 6.9741E-01 4.8169E-01
H 10 H#z std 5.6740E-04 6.9151E-04  5.9871E-04 5.1762E-04 3.5061E-04 5.5651E-04
& rank 2 = 4— 5— 3— 6 — 1
A~
% mean 7.5548E-01 7.8851E-01 7.8158E-01 7.7941E-01 7.9967E-01 6.9181E-01
30 Hip std 6.5141E-03 5.9210E-04  4.2225E-04 6.2131E-03 5.1101E-04 3.6518E-03
rank 2— 5— 4— 3 - 6 — 1
rank sum 5 13 14 9 18 4
final rank 2 4 5 3 6 1
better /worst/similar 1/1/1 0/3/0 0/3/0 0/0/0 0/3/0 /
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g3 3IHE 10-H F5f1 30-H #5 iy DTLZ2 0] @t F 3k 15
Tty IGD HE SR, m NSGA-IT 53k W AE
4-H ¥rwy DTLZ2 7@t b3R5 T & IGD ¥y
. 724 2, MAPSOAF H3¥A7E 4-BHinH
DTLZ2 [n)# 3k 155 IGD {A LB 2= T NSGA-
IT B (AT AR A B g 1072), T ZE 4
F SMPSO. AbYSS. SPEA2 #1 MOEA/D-ACD
Bk MAh, g & A DTLZ2(4, 10,
30) =AMk ) B3R AR IGD {8 1 & & 47,
KT8y 2 MAPSOAF, 4K J5 MKk & NSGA-
IT. SMPSO. AbYSS. SPEA2 #1 MOEA /D-ACD.
MFE 3 ) “better/worst/similar” K F, 4B PEAE
DTLZ2(4, 10, 30) =~k pk %% I R NSGA-II
g Z “1/1/17, T HoAth 4 Fhoxd LA Y 45 21 3
& “0/3/07, IERIPAEELEX 3 ML Hir
() DTLZ2 [b) 88 A b 53y & BA B
IGD M:fefh¥. T DTLZ2 [AEHEA MK Pareto
AT, R MAPSOAF Sk e b R i A X
FAERER MAOP (7] @i,

M ZFE 4 B H: MOEA/D-ACD % ¥ fF
DTLZ4(4, 10 , 30) =/~ H Ak 7] #_F
WG T AW IGD 591H, 1 MAPSOAF HyETE 4-
HAniy DTLZ4 (3758 FHE4 5 2, 78 10-H 451 30-H
by DTLZ4 b8 E¥HEA 5 3. @l gt 45 ik
1 DTLZ4(4, 10, 30) =AMl k1SR IGD {4
i A HE2, BRI 2 MOEA/D-ACD, %5
Rk 2 NSGA-II, MAPSOAF. SMPSO. AbYSS
1 SPEA2. M3 4 1) “better /worst /similar” &,

MOEA /D-ACD $A345 5 52 “3/0/07, 1if NSGA-
IT FRAF R 2502 “0/2/17 T At st e SR 1Y
ZERI R “0/3/07. Hbe] I, £ DTLZ4(4, 10, 30)
AR % E, MOEA/D-ACD &3 IGD 4%
fe 2Ry, 1M MAPSOAF Fykpy 8l Hagab T
Wi E. DTLZ4 bR Pareto HIVEAMIE. A
AR R, T I A SCRVATE SR A HL A X 28 0] AR AR 1Y
MAOP |7 H: RE v FRF R

MK 5 W AFE i, MAPSOAF % 3% 1E
DTLZ5(4, 10, 30) =N ok % B39 3R15 T & fh
1) IGD M. B 51T 5H3k#E DTLZ5(4, 10, 30)
=ANIAG B3RS IGD {E 1) e 4 HE 7, R
Y2 MAPSOAF, X )5IKIKZE SMPSO. NSGA-
II. SPEA2., AbYSS 1 MOEA/D-ACD. M\# 5 #ix
K—1TH) “better/worst /similar” R F, 45 ELE
DTLZ1(4, 10, 30) = ie £ £ A NSGA-II
HILE R “0/2/17 PAK SMPSO 45 HR 2 “0/3/17,
T e Ath oG B S S5 2R 3 2 “0/3/07. R 5 1)
zE R 2a] MAPSOAF #y:4e DTLZ5(4, 10, 30) =
AN )b e 2 oAb LA LSk B 2
Aet¥. DTLZS [HHA MDY HiR{LH) Pareto Hi
iy, M MAPSOAF FykfETEiZ MAOP [/ F3k15
L SRiOEE T

LI 2 ~R 5 B gi R, MAPSOAF 5
VAT HA 5 Fhft 2 MOEA Sk FAAR
FSE R Z REE B S, IR, MAP-
SOAF Fykl it S5 KM FE 1 A 5 b R R AT SR
JE BE S IE ) A, SR T A e R T B R A Ak

4 REIAE DTLZ4 s E3RAS IGD {HIY A

Table 4  Results of IGD for algorithms compared based on DTLZ4
ESTE i
NSGA-II AbYSS SPEA2 SMPSO MOEA/D-ACD MAPSOAF
mean 8.3841E-02 2.1541E-01 2.6114E-01 1.5116E-01 7.1981E-02 7.9141E-02
4 Htx std 3.2987E-04 4.1123E-04 5.6101E-04 6.8917E-04 3.3176E-04 4.5005E-04
rank 3~ 5— 6— 4— 1+ 2
mean 5.8584E-01 6.5141E-01 6.9184E-01 6.6810E-01 5.4214E-01 5.9515E-01
% 10 H#z std 5.8771E-04 4.4414E-04 6.6516E-04 7.0151E-04 3.6011E-04 4.6001E-04
% rank 2 ~ 4- 6 5— 1+ 3
A
# mean 7.5541E-01 8.2994E-01 8.0441E-01 8.1945E-01 7.0713E-01 7.9541E-01
30 Hip std 8.8151E-03 8.5104E-04 2.9414E-03 4.6054E-03 5.6807E-03 5.1112E-03
rank 2— 6 — 4— 5— 1+ 3
rank sum 7 15 16 14 3
final rank 2 5 6 4 1
better/worst/similar ~ 0/2/1 0/3/0 0/3/0 0/3/0 3/0/0 /
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Table 5  Results of IGD for algorithms compared based on DTLZ5
A THERR Sk
NSGA-II AbYSS SPEA2 SMPSO MOEA/D-ACD MAPSOAF
mean 1.38121E-01 1.6051E-01 1.7717E-01 9.5651E-02 1.8678E-01 9.1410E-02
4 Hip std 5.6012E-04 5.5421E-04  1.1871E-04  4.0001E-04 5.8170E-05 8.4901E-04
rank 3— 4— 5— 2 =~ 6 — 1
mean 6.5172E-01 7.1141E-01 7.0914E-01 6.9241E-01 7.2661E-01 5.0941E-01
H 10 H#5 std 7.5615E-04 5.5551E-04  4.1191E-04 6.4101E-04 5.5827E-04 5.9151E-04
R rank 2 = 5— 4— 3— 6 — 1
i~ mean 7.7141E-01 7.8810E-01  7.6585E-01  7.6151E-01 7.9841E-01 6.9510E-01
b 30 Hip std 3.4287E-03 8.8140E-04  3.9410E-03  4.6415E-03 8.2662E-04 4.6519E-03
rank 4— 5— 3— 2— 6 — 1
rank sum 9 14 13 7 18 3
final rank 3 5 4 2 6 1
better /worst/similar 0/2/1 0/3/0 0/3/0 0/3/1 0/3/0 /

P, BRE i st SV B IS S g R, MAP-
SOAF BATENLF AT H 1) 38 2 X g 7
— B, i AR R IR T AR R P A E R
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BTV AR B BT RE, BEVGE TR 201
PE, FIBHE/N TR, 35 THEENSCE. X =
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