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An NSGAII Algorithm Based on Uniform Distribution Strategy

QIAO Jun-Feil? LI Feil'? YANG Cui-Lit 2

Abstract Because the population distribution is uneven during the local search process of nondominated sorting genetic
algorithm II (NSGAII), a multi-objective optimization algorithm for NSGAII based on uniform distribution (NSGAII-
UID) is proposed. Firstly, the population which has been clustered is mapped to the hyperplane of the corresponding
objective function, then the diversity of population is increased. Secondly, in order to improve the distribution uniformity
of the solution, the mapping plane is evenly partitioned. However, when the distribution condition is not satisfied in
the corresponding partition, the distribution enhancement module is activated. At the same time the individuals may be
insufficient or empty in the piecewise interval during the calculation process, in order to ensure that the number of selected
individuals in each interval is the same, the local variation method of the best solution is proposed to get the missing
individuals lastly. The experimental results show that the method ensures that the population can jump out the local
optimal and the convergence speed can be improved. And the distribution and convergence of this algorithm is superior
to the other multi-objective optimization algorithms.
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04f
BT W HAR ZDT 25 o8 80 = H ¥ DTLZ 03l
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0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
Si®)
Table 1  Paramter setting of the test function Fig.1 The optimization effect of ZDT1
HisK parcto FHEFFE i e TR ! — o
ZDT1 " 30 2 1000 0.9 ‘ o WIRIER
ZDT?2 [u] 30 2 1000 08
ZDT3 i HAR SR 30 2 536
ZDT4 I 30 2 1000 0.7
ZDT6 Ju] 10 2 420 06l
DTLZ2 fu] 10 3 5000 _
DTLZ7 U FLA S 20 3 4700 205
04|
T KK NSGAIL-UID 553k i1 1 g, % & 031
VL0 0l N — B R T % R R AR 4 R NSGAIL 02t
¥ (NSGAI-DLSM) | #k # NSGATIR® | 5 ol
] 18 % 5 v NSGAIL-els!') | B AL & 3 18 R & '

% HMOEA/DUT . {1 3E i % H A7 KL T 1 55 %%
(AMOPSOUY), % H #7224 #AL FEvk (MODE!S
6 FHELIEIEFT T X H.

ARSI RT3 38 RIS TR AR S i,
ELBH e FAERBE 0, BN 20, 8 LRI R
HE40 5128 0.9 1 1/n, n s BIGER TR
S4q W 11, FEHAT ZDT SRm, FREZH
FROE AL R T MR ] O R B Je ke
Lo = 5000, FREEHLELE S 100, i Tl 5 A
S 50 AT, FFAJEHFEA T 100 . KT
WO O, SCH A 1~ 18 5 R

LEHEAT DTLZ R 51000, 28004 ek
HFHEN Tnae = 15000, FOBERLBLLE N 100,
Foilh i 5 WA R A7 50 A TR, B ER T
300 % 9 T RAEFVERIA RO, SRESRIIE 6 ~
/T R

Il \.
0.8 1

0‘.6
S ®
K2 ZDT2 ARk
Fig.2 The optimization effect of ZDT2

0 0.2 0.4

HE 1~ K7 a8, XML AR E SR £
H ¥ sh %, NSGAIL-UID #] DA% & Hb 38 3ff pareto
Hium Hoor 7 8 ¥ 21, NSGAII-UID 5 H Aih 35 3%
XS R AE 2 R, RSB T 4R
T M KL 4 3ok 5000 kAT 15000 KB, 555
g Rk L 30 W KA. B/MEFFIHME. M
%30 LA NSGAII-UID 7£ 5 A it o8 2L
(ZDT1, ZDT2. ZDT4, DTLZ2. DTLZ7) 1 IGD
W KAE . e/ MEFIFIE ST H A 7
ZDT3 1 ZDT6 (T Pareto Hi#y {6 & X [A]
WAFTE 25 19 X 38, NSGAII-UID 1y IGD {H#&/NT
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# 2 NSGAI-UID 5HAbRHERFLR ZDT #l DTLZ #5)5LK; IGD 4553
Table 2 ZDT and DTLZ series performance IGD comparison of different algorithms

s NSGAII-UID NSGAII-DLS!3! NSGATI!8! AMOPSOM MODE!6]

RAE 6.526E-03 9.728E-03 6.466E-03 6.153E-03 4.94E-02

— /M 2.528E-03 4.259E-03 5.367E-03 3.562E-03 4.04E-03
SEMH 3.229E-03 6.427E-03 5.755E-03 4.009E-03 4.54E-03

bR 6.700E-05 3.090E-04 3.390E-04 5.700E-05 2.58E-04

e RE 2.732E-03 7.036E-03 5.806E-03 2.493E-03 3.12E-02

. 7 /IMH 1.126E-03 4.226E-03 5.134E-03 1.539E-03 3.79E-03
SEHIE 1.854E-03 5.026E-03 5.355E-03 1.983E-03 4.31E-04

NG 4.970E-05 1.950E-04 2.020E-04 5.200E-05 2.64E-03

IS o.E 9.236E-03 9.123E-03 6.105E-03 9.160E-03 1.48E-02

ZDT3 H/ME 2.526E-03 5.228E-03 5.447E-03 2.752E-03 3.01E-03
SEHIME 4.016E-03 6.326E-03 5.834E-03 3.982E-03 6.24E-03

bt 2e 3.623E-03 2.013E-04 2.020E-04 3.623E-03 7.13E-05

SO 4.237E-03 4.659E-03 1.117E-01 5.845E-03 8.144E-02

— /MY 9.926E-04 4.123E-03 4.623E-03 1.851E-03 3.145E-03
SEHIE 3.256E-03 4.326E-03 1.655E-02 4.147E-03 1.021E-02

T2 3.160E-04 1.065E-02 3.174E-02 2.980E-04 2.145E-02

[N 4.735E-03 5.321E-03 1.498E-02 2.110E-04 1.024E-02

— /M 8.669E-04 2.768E-03 1.119E-02 9.310E-05 6.119E-03
SEHE 1.126E-03 3.412E-03 1.286E-02 1.754E-04 8.155E-03

FrifE2E 1.075E-04 9.875E-04 1.004E-03 8.600E-05 4.121E-03

FRE 2.065E-02 1.2334E-01 2.74E-01 9.991E-02 1.221E-01

DTLZ2 /M 8.431E-02 2.435E-02 7.831E-02 2.180E-02 6.152E-02
SEEMH 6.271E-02 1.026E-01 1.059E-01 6.595E-02 9.251E-02

TRz 6.241E-04 6.345E-03 8.383E-03 7.241E-04 9.251E-03

[N 1.015E-02 1.068E-02 3.208E-02 1.552E-02 4.97E-02

DTLZT /MY 3.109E-03 3.259E-03 6.14E-03 6.055E-03 7.02E-03
SEHIE 1.206E-02 1.365E-02 1.799E-02 1.215E-02 2.87E-02

it 2E 9.324E-04 1.013E-03 1.294E-03 8.600E-04 2.01E-03

£

O Atk & O fAbfR
o MEILM 09 o I
Z
ok
-02+ " %
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-08 I I 1 I kL ) 0 | I I 1 )
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1 0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
S, S, )

K3 ZDT3 ffbsi ikl K4 ZDT4 Ak
Fig.3 The optimization effect of ZDT3 Fig.4 The optimization effect of ZDT4
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Table 3  ZDT series performance SP comparison of different algorithms

R NSGAII-UID NSGAII!S! AMOPSO[M1 cdMOPSO!3! MODE!(¢]
A 1.067E-02 7.538E-02 2.907E-02 1.023E-01 1.01E-01
JDT1 /M 8.687E-03 4.340E-02 1.512E-02 7.732E-02 4.06E-02
e 9.764E-03 5.830E-02 2.551E-02 8.561E-02 5.21E-02
T2 5.712E-04 9.385E-03 6.710E-04 1.425E-02 1.43E-02
SO 9.671E-03 8.287E-03 3.336E-02 2.377E-02 2.25E-02
- /M 7.248E-03 6.015E-03 1.999E-02 1.012E-02 1.01E-02
SEEME 6.795E-03 7.241E-03 2.257E-02 1.097E-02 1.06E-02
it 2E 7.918E-04 7.410E-04 3.245E-03 6.420E-04 4.02E-04
HRAE 1.095E-01 1.066E-01 9.957E-02 8.745E-01 7.63E-01
ZDT3 /M 7.264E-02 8.157E-02 6.489E-02 1.036E-01 1.40E-01
S 8.738E-02 9.222E-02 7.025E-02 3.568E-01 3.64E-01
Frifi2e 8.276E-03 8.415E-03 7.171E-03 2.247E-01 2.14E-01
iSO 9.173E-03 4.425E-02 2.954E-02 3.010E-01 6.251E-02
— F/IME 7.968E-03 3.139E-02 2.130E-02 1.369E-01 3.103E-02
SEHE 8.624E-03 3.838E-02 2.654E-02 2.046E-01 3.210E-02
P 22 6.5316E-04 3.837E-03 4.998E-04 9.556E-02 3.914E-3
SN 8.734E-03 1.013E-02 4.742E-02 4.021E-02 1.214E-02
— e/ IME 6.974E-03 6.851E-03 3.218E-02 1.240E-02 3.899E-03
TEME 7.598E-03 8.266E-03 3.651E-02 3.457E-02 9.145E-03
22 9.648E-04 9.180E-04 1.363E-03 3.884E-03 3.251E-04
A 4.598E-02 7.314E-01 3.553E-01 5.897E-01 7.516E-01
DTLZY /M 8.431E-02 2.145E-02 7.569E-02 9.32E-02 3.145E-02
S 6.271E-02 4.162E-01 2.399E-01 3.562E-01 4.021E-01
Frif2E 8.381E-04 3.655E-02 9.732E-03 1.772E-02 4.215E-02
SO 6.983E-01 7.466E-01 7.564E-01 9.307E-01 9.31E-01
DTLZT /M 4.027E-02 6.32E-02 4.491E-02 1.347E-01 1.35E-01
SEEME 9.921E-02 4.191E-01 3.758E-01 5.972E-01 5.97E-01
it 2E 8.169E-03 7.961E-03 7.593E-03 2.133E-01 2.45E-01
AMOPSOM 53k, A5 J5 SEf T AR T £ 3t i 5 : -
AT IR — 2 IWF R, UM A R85 5 ] DAE A 09+ o HEITH
Xof FCBAEAE b, 2SR A BT ARG B2 A S osl
HE 1~ E 7 ol X7, R RSN 2 '
H #7K %%, NSGAII-UID W] DA% 4f- Hb 38 it Pareto 0.7F
B 3 FL 43 75 9 %9 49, NSGAIL-UID 5 H Al 5 3 06]
XA SRR 2 Frox. RSB T KR =
HO T B4 B0k 5000 KA 15000 v, 55 <O
B 25 R 22 30 WM B RAE. S /IME AP 15 {E. 041
M %% AT A th NSGAIL-UID 7 5 AWl i 55 %k 05l
(ZDTL ZDT2. ZDT4, DTLZ2. DTLZ7) F1 IGD
i RAE . e/ MEFIE SO0 T HAl . 78 02r
ZDT3 #1 ZDT6 T Pareto HiVH 7E 35 & X [A] 01
PIF#AE %S (11X B, NSGALL-UID ) IGD fifig/hT- N
AMOPSOUMY 42yt F 5 2514 T AE v 5 2 5 0 i) J5t %2 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 1

AT IR — 2 TS, DA A B 255 ] DA A
X EEFIRAR L, SR BA B B BRI S

Si®)

K5 ZDT6 itk
Fig.5 The optimization effect of ZDT6
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3.2 SCI§ 2

ZBSCHR [11] WSE8E, XA NSGAII-UID f
SR REAT R, N IF 2 H AR A SR H AR [ )
ZH, ARSHOE R 1 fos. sty 4 4
#E (AMOPSO!M | cdMOPSOM! | NSGAIT®
MODERM) 347 7 Heig, BUESE 30 WSLIe-T- ) f:
AR 3 FR.

1% 3 W] W NSGATI-UID 53575 6 i ek £k
(ZDT1. ZDT2. ZDT4. ZDT6. DTLZ2. DTLZ7)
(1) SP e KAH . S/ MEFIF- I3 /N T HoAd R b5
¥E. fF ZDT3 v SP {Ems/NF AMOPSOM 43y,
FH DA bS5 5 S8 s i SR RN LAt S YA A YA A LU
A LR A

3.3 SCI§ 3

N T AR IR R WCBGR B, AR SOR AHE SRR
K3 8 E HERE TR A I TR AT Y B EOR B k. &
HESCHR (9] #Y2E5, e 2 IGD (A% 0.01 s 1k
AL, AT s B B SEIRE R AR 4 B,

F 4 NSGAIL-UID 5 HAb =8 2R S 1 R 4L

THE B R
Table 4  Function calculation comparison of

different algorithms

Hirem% s

R/ - - RRME F/ME CPYE
NSGAII-UID 2800 2800 3200 1850 1950
NSGAII-DLS 3010 2240 3500 2030 2100

NSGAITI? 200004+ 200004 20000+ 20000+ 5150
HMOEA/D®! 13200 9600 10500 7050 6900
NSGAIl-els 13350 8550 17250 13200 3000

M3 4 77 IL: 7E ZDT1-ZDT4 1 ZDT6 525
d, 24 IGD AR BE My, HELE5LE 10 KAF1
i, NSGA2-UID Fr H ef ¥ vk 8038 /N1 Hoh
¥, Ik NSGA2-UID ik £85I FERY 1155 &
T/ BIZ B RS Pareto BifyHd B B pl.

4 g

BExt NSGAIL FE M dE AL 72 v 2 th B AR 2>
AW R, AR SCHR T —Fh T35 23 70 A1 1Y
NSGAII (NSGAII-UID) £ HFptife Bk N1l
FRBERSTE F AR T3 2) 7041, 1T R [ Pareto Hijify
R Y 2R B R A T, AR SR RS A 735, 5 At
WA S5 1) F A2 [ Xk B A B 1T, A VT3 20
DR 06 R DR AR AN JE 2 SOV, 359 SO Pk A
BRAF . RIS 2R 2800 A B4 7 3R SR 4EFRF R
PEACRPRE R ZAEPERN A 1. O 7 e Sk i PR RE,
IR 5 A ZDT R BNR, Wi~ DTLZ R %ok
PEATSEH, SRR AR ORISR AL £ H R ik
SRR B SR IS S A A, T ISP S
JEAR .
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