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Abstract: The study of new types of dominance mechanisms is a key point in current evolutionary multi-
objective optimization community and ¢ dominance is a representative among them. However, their ability in
diversity maintaining is sensitive to different shapes of Pareto fronts. This paper proposes an improved & dominance
mechanism by Isomap, which employs Isomap to embed the original population to low dimensional manifold space.
The intrinsic geometric structure of them is discovered and ¢ dominance is adopted to select data in the embedding
space. Compared with traditional £ dominance, the mechanism does not lose valid solutions and can maintain a set
of uniform-distributed solutions. In addition, the extreme solution-check operator is proposed to enhance the ability
of holding extreme solutions of ¢ dominance. The detailed experimental comparison with NSGAII, SPEA2, NNIA
and éeMOEA shows that the two strategies in this study are beneficial to uniformity and spread maintenance, which
are in the enhanced version of traditional £ dominance.

Key words:  evolutionary algorithm, multi-objective optimization, £ dominance, Isomap
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B A ) A TR S A R 2R E 5 0 3 B ) 5 2 — DO — A A R B R S A Ak ) R AR b o H
b Ak ) 8, H b bR OB I — AN IF B 2 Ak B S5 O 4k 1) SR B O 22 H AR AR 4k ) B (multi-objective
optimization problems, fif # MOPs). I 4 % , £ T @k 4k 71 5 (% £ H 45 4L fk (evolutionary multi-objective
optimization, ffii #x EMO) L4 & & il R — AR AL 5 1) 78 B4k T S AU T (IEEE Transactions on
Evolutionary Computation) A 1997 4E @I T1] 22 2010 4 &K 3K W 3CE 1 4 SCI 5] IR BUR 2 W i SCE LT
EMO FBFFT 1 B2 M4 3k 1k %2 H AR AR (1035 44 2 % Coello Coello (45t 7546 %2 H kR Ak i 5C 5 72 48 48
BT 5 AEMIREFT R R SCRR Y 55.49%. 48 11 F1 2011 4E 6 H, RS INSCHERAS] T 6 103 43 (http://www.lania.mx/
~ccoello/EMOO/EMOOstatistics.html).

Coello Coello %52 kb 2 B AR AL BV 10 K 2 A AR 8 — AR DL AR SO HE P RS T/ A R 11
2 R A O L 2 R 5 AR LIOR 8 B LA 3 R NSGAIM SPEA2IIFT PESANBLE 1% it 148
FEVE I S0 AL SCHR[4,5] 71, FRATT 22 e Hh s 45 R SE 6 B T 2494 22 H b A A3 10 1 L 068 224 T 595 TR I £
) A2 H B 13— 2D A AR T A O WL 3L b 307 AL SIS R 9 JE AL 22 H RS O A A i 4
SR 52—, 9F Pareto S¢HCRITRA 3 7 31K Pareto SCIC T 44— S8 2% 38 T T AL o3 IOl A& — i A kb OR R R 38
A AR I B 2 Pareto 2 E AL E /&, Hernandez-Diaz 45 2% ¥ 1€ SCHR[6] 71 45 Y, th T- %A % FE 5 £ H g i 15
(1) Pareto i vA 19 JUART 43 A T 3, &3 I 7T fig 25 2 VF 224 A0 348 20 AW it At 3 P 1% 0 HE BILEE 22 H s i) JBLTF) Parreto
TS 50 A P23 T EL RO RS B0 R

R LT 2 >0 0T LA R B ey 248 0 00 50 v i N P 1 ST i % 80 B0 1) 9 AR LA 3 Al AR SCRIFSE T et idt 632
TC WL #61 FRy 45 o R e 7 ) 307 9 240 24 T AR 1 Pareto =l S T AR W S BB 10 T 4% ) 76 3% 25 ) 3 AT 63
AC P A A BY A 8 A T80 Jek A5 — AP IR 1) R A KA B B A0 358 S A R BE M A0, K T 9 TR 6 e T S 5 O W i
PRI 0, AR SCBE T T AR o A% 60 B SRR B 5 R I il o e L I R S 5256 . 24T, 5 NSGAIILSPEA2,NNIA Fil
EMOEA H L, 24 SCHR HA 1R 356 55 255 MU B 5 P9 S TR AR Bt AR A 360 1 S AR T AR 5 e L IO AN A A T e g AR

1 EgBEEENX

% HARUAN 1) BUSCRR O 2 AR HEARAL ) LA 2 — Pk, — N B n MR & .m A HARE RN 2 H i

i BV ik g

miny=F(x)=(f1(x),f2(x),....f]a(0))" s.t. Gi(x)<0(i=1,2,...,0),h(x)=0(=1,2,...,p) 1
Horhix=(xq, ... Xn) eXR"FR O n i PR S 1) Xl n 2 oS A TAL Y= (Y, - Ym) € YER™ RO H AR T 5, Y O m 4
() H A5 2 8], B AR BRI E F () T HH R 37 8] 1) H b 2 1) 1 et 26 £, g (x)5E X T g MAFERA I h(x)E X T p
AR RS H Pareto SCHC AT 32 HE 152 X.

EX L(ATATRR). X THA xeX, W x 2 2R () MA KL gi(x)<0(i=1,2,...,q)F1 hj(x)=0(=1,2,....p),
Tl x BR A AT AT Al X T ATAT il A O AT R EE S 10 e, HL XX,

EX 2(tRimfR). X 2 HEREAL 85— rTAT R4 FSJEMAE xaeFS W RAEHE — 4 H F53i=1,2,...,m %) T
VARSI R Xg € FS, AL 26 P fi(xa)=ma(f(s)) or min(f(xe)). U xu {48 25 F'S (1) — ™ B e J 7 B4 i
) S 12 PR B (Y AR i A £ 5 0k E.

EX 3(BHHR). X2 HAnAL R BURHE —FIATAREE FS, IR 22 1 i A% 43 2 F0 R 8 10 4 5 L2 i R A 1O A 2K
fif, 1 A V=FS-E.

EX A(Pareto 3ZEE). ¥ xaxgeX 2 A (L)FIPIA AIAT %, FR xaPareto SCIE Xg, 24 HAX Y

Vi=1,2,...,m fi(xa) <fi(xe)ATj=1,2,...,m f(xa)<f;(Xg) )
AE Xa-Xg, I Xp STHT Xs.
TE X 5(Pareto s #EEE). Pareto AL MREER 2 T Pareto ARG & LT
P*2{x" | -3xe X, : x> X} (3)
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T 1 ATATES S H O 19 80 55 A Pareto 1l ISt FH G 55 25 AN AS Al %5 A6 A 241 i .

o B W], 22 H b DU (352 T0 55 K I AN TR B 505 th TR0 46 26 A1 AN R L 3B ARR B AN ] BL Lz
PRI BEALIE, B3 O RETS BHZ AR & 10— AN 748, 000 T ok SREE R U, T REIZ AT 2 KA TE T 15 2140 35 39 A2 22
RGN T80 T Aels 15 2] 4l o] & T Pareto AR AR AE &, O ER T Hik, o X T

TE X 6(32BL). B xaxpeXs AR (L)Frs 2 HARLAL [ AN PTAT Ml xa 72 &3 X, 1EAE Xa- X, 4 H.
e

Vi=1,2,....m fi(xa)—& <fi(xe)A3j=1.2,....m fi(xs) —5<F;(xe) )
EX T(emIRIEE). A em UM E G em UM ER, 8 XU F:
EP" 2{x"|-3x e X; : x>, X'} (5)

IR AE H A bR H0 TR K1 43 S A [ B0 DR 3, AS [ 1 I3 N A 1 — AN A TR 3R Y 55 38 T D478 1l DX 3 1y
RN DX 35808 A A0 10 D) SR SR AT AN ) 1) ot — P o AR AT B A% A i 5 A 30 S A A s T Bz 3 R
MR AB K P B M. R TR 9T Pareto SCIC A e lE 2% %R

EH 2. R XaXeeXr, HL Xa-xg, M Xp- X,

EI 3. B Xa.Xse X, H X Xp, ] Xa>-Xg A T

B TR B A2 T, AN I — A RBE I 2.4 fi(Xa)=0.55+fi(Xp),i=1,2, ..., m AR5 5 2 (4) 6] e FEHL
PR R ST AL Xa X AF S X FAT 35 19 6>0,i=1,2, ...,m, 25 30(2) JE i3 A2, BV xa-Xg AN BEWE J8 7.4l HE. O

FEH 4. BRI XaXeXceXs, H. XaXg,Xa>Xc, M Xa- XM,

LA b5 BT A0, eS0T 2 Pareto ST FAIAZ ot 72 2, A2 ol 1) 43 5 2 6>0,i=1,2, ..., m. &5 45 1K W9 Al SC G AL il 76
Pareto S FC 1 Al T AT &3 BC, 02 25 A 000 B A 1) B — A0 St A 20 A St A S AA) G T AR 1 B b 2 A 25 ) 1% A
JA H FR B SR SR A 25 (DB A 2 2 TR A [ Kl 2 A2 350 50 11, D) e 2% i 1) 3 A Tl 2 2 380 53 1R AHL I 25 )
R K I8 A1 R A AR B M AR, & X Pareto B3 I TS BR 143 BURS.

2 iUt s3 ECHIL I B 2 MRS 7T 0K

21 BRI EHTR

TEARGE IR &SI A U R DTS B2 A K A H bR B8 22 (/N AT L 1) sHUfEL, I 26 g L BB OR B — . 1A
9 B SRR LA AR RS F R B 1R ZE AR/ T AR I PR fEL, 0 e B o U3, I 0 T BB AR 2 T DX 1) 24 98, e 33 AT LA
HRAE B O 280 8 A KN ) UL, s U DR 52 55 20 1) B S (¥ REE . Herndndez-Diaz 527 4 £ SCHR[6] 1 48
H, B 25 RS 2 5B 1) B Pareto BV 9 LT 23 A, >4 Pareto i WY 23 A1 H I 7K K BT FLIN, 62 UL K AN fiE
BT b O 5 AE SRR I 3 20 R A B L BT 6 Y E AR A i), G S A A A (o B R i Sk B
715 extreme  point), M 55k 25 A5 i if2 F80 4% (4 BT A L2 8] Bl TR AR P < 2 A 2800 P LA HE A0 i A T I P A KL
AR TR ARG VA AR, A R AOAT AR R T ) 35 20 PE DR 350 SCHR[8] P 41 H 10 4% S8 1) e G 1A Bk

T 3 A1, H R B FE T A% G2 1 SR Pareto | v 20 A0 4530 7K 1 BUHE B 1R DX 3550 A AN B 00t OR J A 2080 A AR MG
filf G T EATROR B R N IRE B g5 ie, % T A 2 H ARG IR R, n=30,%,€[0,1],i=1,2,...,n:
0.25
g(x) =1+9((Zizzxi)/(n—l)) ©)

f,00) =%, () ={g [L— (x,/g(x))"1}'°
1% v FBL () Pareto S A 1T Wi 2 {xP+yP=1:0<Xx,y<<\1,0<p<co}, >4 p 43 Sl HX 3/4,1/2 F1 1/3 I} %F ¥ Pareto [ (1)
ity 3R A A R 00N R T AR A 2 SR IRk e AR SR A Deb SRR T XM £ H AR AL RS
sMOEAR [ 1 45 1 T 2520 (6) 5 X 3 /1 {5 1 fg¢ A1 Pareto 1 WS FIl eMOEA 75 31 (1) 5 ¢ 45 S B vh ] DA
4 ] {5 ) Pareto 1V ) 2 AT BRI 7KV B T I, T e AL 0 22 B bR B0 4 5 R VE 224 0P AR o i, AN
ARESRAFBLUF (3 511k B p AEB N TEIX B8 X 45l T 2% (R Al B 22
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Fig.1 True Pareto fonts of equation (6) (denoted by real line) and the distributions of nondominated solutions by
¢éMOEA (denoted by hollow circles) are presented when p is 3/4, 1/2 and 1/3 respectively
K1 2 p 2o 3/4,1/2 F 1/3 1,55 5K (6) AR 4 1) LY Pareto d5 DL i v 43 A 17 00 (11 v 1) 552 i 2% )
AL eMOEA 45 21 ) A 2 HE Ak 6 23 A1 475 DL (&1 723 0 [ 1)
2.2 ik e ECHLH BY S ARG 77 0k
221 SEREWLUE (Isomap)

HH A& 8 e FL AN R T, 0 SR 22 H b4k i) 1Y) Pareto S i W /& LR 0l 101, A4 3+ e LM 2 H b
SRV B A 15 2 48 A 23 AT (VAR AR IR SE b 1 r) AT AT A2 AR 2 AR 1, AT Pareto STV AM A TE N2 £
T 22 BRI A SO UAL S 2 > e M8 418 it 2 sl T4V JRE 1) O 8, 1 6 4 R AT i BIIR A 30 = 1) AR 5 A R FRD X 5
EREAT T SR R R AT

T E A A2 Hausdorff 23 BH K4 b 2% 1), A A i (0 =) 508 208 [ JU T v 4 D Qe 1) 2 >0 2 SEIE U 0
1) B AL 3 T 2 >0 e M8 R s 24 AR 1) TUART 85 46 FRAH O 1, 8 7 JL R T 40 AT 2500 [ AL 1) vk A0 45 e e R 2
R 7730, Hovh 5 3 B BT i M 25 4 IR 2% ST 0F 9T I A A R AR Gt B 4 L v 5 [ IR (isometric
mapping, i Fx Isomap)l" & — R BATARFNE N o047 30 AR LR PR RO B 4 7 i i S S MO e TR o L e O
UEAF 204 R AL AT DAUE S G A RN P 4, FL vk S P bR 1) 2 2 ) Isomap it S -t 4 Tl A 461 S0
1245 FL S ) SVE R AR

51 LY.

BN X= (XX, o Xe) A BRABVRLTE 25 A O RE AL £ 0 SEFEARANBOK TG BeE AT AR /4 d A2 Rk N

MR A AE ZE AL
B Y=(y1Y2, .. Ye) A2 VR EAT R 5 15 B IR 45 4L

B 5E XA 12 5 12 2630 40 n R BR U BR S d (i, ).

SPER 2.0 G s I M 2 R T IE AR I G IR A X, e (%, X,) =d (X, %) TR i, x AN E T E K
WA AL da(Xi X)) =00 2R 5 6 T k=1,2,...,e,d6(Xi,X;)=min{da(Xi,X;),da (Xi,Xk) +da (X, X))} T AT #5216 1
o AR B P B B AR B Do={ds(Xi, X)) }1,j=1,2,....e.

IR 3T SARYE B RN 22 2 RUBE AR 46 3R AT 55 40 s A R B D AR AEAELRVREAGE 1) 2, /T o AN K TR AIE
00 24,0=1,2, ... d 6F B (R AE [ B3] A v, i=1,2, .., 0 A HR N AE T 41 25 8] (R 4 7 % A bk 32 7
g AV I=1,2,.0, 03 d AR A 1R B Y

Isomap & G FF B A Rt 0 B 8 1 v 00 P 8 R I 1 R AT SR o o T 1 o R B

NE
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A SR A ARIC (landmark) £ Isomap 5595, %5555 B h(h<<e) AN FRAT AU AG T T AT B0 55 6 B A7 200 0 00 s 28
B9 5SR ) Dijkstra 5505, B (K INA] 52 24 & O(Kheloge), 22 4k R J A5 3 1) I 1] 55 2% &5 &2 O(h%e),Isomap 52
() I 1) 52 24 J 2 O(h%e) (BB SCBR[7] P 08 3 74).

Sample points on Swiss roll Two-Dimensional Isomap embedding of Swiss roll
15
20+ 10
10 5T
0 or
s
-10 40
-10 1
-20 20
-10 -5 0 5 10 15 0 -15 L . . L L
-10 -5 0 5 10
(a) Distribution of original Swiss roll (b) Swiss roll stretched by Isomap in low dimensional manifold space
(2) J5UdfE A H 2X A B X (b) SRHI Isomap {15 21 Aty i - 25 RN B A 22 ) 9 43 A
Fig.2
K 2

2.2.2  Bulk ST 4 1 L Ty vk

VST £ T P 25 T L S5 7 v 2 1B 38 D s B T LT T AT 43 A E T 4tk N 25 TR0 B AT A 1) 3 C 54 . e B
N2 0] P IRREAS 43 A E 2008 I AN 2 5 R N IR AT 2808 B 20 T, St &l TG 10 25 38 R ik 559 7 2 g 4%
SRR G S I B

B4 BT AR AN B AN B A AE S ICARAE K A=(ag,ap,...,80),C A& A AT A AN B AR RE o A Se e A3 H A 2 2R
SR T e ST R A5 AR 5 7 95 (Isomap based  s-dominance, fii R IED). A 0 % FH SC ik [12] 0 S R 40 i #
P 5 A e BEV S0 V6 O S — AR e — AU B e B %R e T — A 2 )RR A TR A A X, X
Kl 43 B (R B T AAR AR 72 AR 1) AR OAG 1 35 b 2 T

Bk 2. duidk S IHU ¥ 55 BE AL (IED).

N A=(ag,ay, ... ac) 2 M ATACFPBEI AR SZ RO ¢ AR IMANEGK & TS e B AR AN d AR AR TR N 1 A

T 4530 P B
i A=(ay,8,,...,a0) 2 20 1ED (W% %5 15 2 112
1R ML A X=Ae=c, I BVE 1,75 BIWUH BUR4EAS ) R™ N (m S H AR 2 ) (0 48 550) (1 AR b R
Y=(Y1,Y20-++1Ye)-
SPIB 2 0 FER A R ARE Y=(y1,Yo,. Y0 4 Vii=1,2,....¢ eI A i Bi=(by,by, ... buoy), o B XK

v/ _
bj—\\AJ,]—LZ,...,m 1.

A BR 3UHHE N ISR IE R Y A REAS TR A R i) i, 4 B DR k) A R (0 0 3 PR R AR ] BT R
BRI TC AL T[] — A% A TR AR ) AR ) (0 70 3 v S AT AN 1) B LR
U 1 A 0 B T 8 /0N 1) T8 3R A i X e AR A R A 10 78 30 I R i e v 4 2 1] )
R B R OR RAERRIC AR R DR B TR A AR 5 A'=(a,ap,...,a0).

© PEBEBKBIFUN  hitp:/ www. jos. org. cn



2296 Journal of Software #1534 Vol.22, No.10, October 2011

223 WomfRmE T
1 1, eMOEA £33 2K 5 73 Al ity i, 3X 2 R I IS T e BE 1) 22 H A 592K 22 SR H a0 SRms iR 25 3L )
BRI R 1] e A P A A R B B0z ) A A g D . 181 3 o, AR 1, 2 FH <3 T[] — AN A N A U R
EATIIE T AR ) B ARG, T DA R B 5 i 3 ARG S 8 < 2 A D . T R s A R 5 T — A R B AR A, S T
HEN PR (1) 53 A7 I 28 PSR PR B 86 R A o S S Ao A AN N A AR M B A T i R XA Il A, A SO T R i
K357 40 s
Bk 3 Momf R T
N A=(ag,ay,...,a0) & L ETARFI B IR AR 4R ¢ R EGA=(a,8,,...a0) 24T IED kR #33
IR AR
it :A"=(a,8z, .. acr) AR I AR R B0 2 5 A5 B (AR 4R
HIR LB A=(ay,8z,...,a0) T A AR i 0 T- 55 20 (1) 8 S 22 B AsA Ak inl @, m A B b o Bt R m A
AR iy B8 T R A A8 1 S — e o AL 2 A A e PR R 4 1) A R M 1) 3 KA Bl /ML TR 4 1%
fift— 5E J& — MR it
IR 20K 00 AR T AETE X SRR i, A SRS AE TR B A R S R SR IR A ATE SN
A"=(ay,ay,...,a¢").

o i : :

f? ceegrmerete ' ....... R '

A o : . .

R R S N SR :

° : : :

o : : :

............. 1.

| o i

.................... g

& ® '..1 .
..................... .2

! -
> f;

Fig.3 Analysis of extreme solutions in ¢ dominance
K3 &STICHL rh AR o i 1) 20 A 1] 45

R AR ST U P R i 78 A 360 S B A PR DR KA — R RE LRI 55 . XA 3 AN B A I 5 LSS VR AR AE — M,
113 A2 3 igp T A (R0 ER K T B AT AE P AN R AF i, e 3 W0 o A 900 S A L X R AR R A A5 IR L A0 IX T 17 100 LR
A AE A S A DT A PR AR, I AR i A 40 B 5 1 s R SR AR S5 1D, BT DI 55 5 3
2.3 it eX BELIEE MG B E D

B TR SO R R AR 0 38 S PR AR AN SR 1K) BB S, AN FOB 0 2 H AR A B,
JIT LA B 5 At 22 H bR SR AN 45 G R 908 T 45 P LR 1) e S LRI (ED) K A R4 A 6, 4 SCR ] Gong 45
S H ) NNIA {6 IED (558044, K NSGANM, SPEA2P] sMOEAM NNIAMUE: Jy LA 5712 NNIA
52 G R N 22 BEPE UL AL L D BRSO 8RR T R R T A SCIC A I A ARk B U vk, ik R D
BT L ) A SCHCAS A A 50 AR 8 TR 0 4 F 5 R P88 AT B9 e e 536, 0k o B8 s 1 B A4 AR
TAHMT GA 1) H L HRAEFAR S 454, LU DGR XS 2417 Pareto HiFy 1 800 B X 45 (148 2. NNIA 2 —Fh IR %
RUIREA 2 H RIS A T A7 2800 LA S 1R SCRE AL, 3T R 45 A BRI &3 e R AR NINITA oh 2k 5
PHHFEE 125 (10 2 FEE ORSFALEN, B AS I EEC ) INNIA,
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3 RBHE

31 EEmE

AT 1) S S AR fE 22 R FH B Pareto AR IKI 25454 — D51, 24— A ) JLIK 540 Pareto i v 1A I AR A K
R, — RS 50 A 315 350 50 3 A () e AT At 5 — 7 T Pareto B DI ik F9 AN BIORT 5 8 B VA 45 b (00 5 W 382K VAR FR b 1)
R FE A 52 52 25 R A B I 20T DL AR SR AR S 26 45 5 (9 5 S bl 7 A A 4R 2 IR] () B 75 %€ (coverage of
two sets, ik C)M ] ok J3 B AN [ 5509245 21 (10 A 110 4 T 52 180 5% 3R, 1) B2 (spacing)) M5V Ae 3 At 43 A () 349 43 1,
e KA (maximum  spread, fi Bk MS)ELR 8 B 3 A (6 55 ) 1k X 26 g bs DLt Ak 2 H bR DAk AU ) 2 4 T
2R IE3RAE T — Bkl

I¥) B (spacing, fRiFR S): [l ¥ FE B A5 FH 185 B PFynown L IUIA A1 AU 2 1, T SLan R

w
R

()

ot @ =2 3707 e 9 PFpoun AR IIHC T 07 4 PFygoun L8 AT PFioun BT KA 2 10 O K 2 BEL 15

Nee =1
IR S=0, U127 PFynown "1 IRIIT A 8 523550 40 A7 AH S ML, S K 28 WA 7y A AN 3 5.
IR JRAN L E e b H T AT 5 PFRown LA AT TE ] P, W RIS R AR PRy U2 X

MS = \/;Ziml{min(fi”‘“, F™) — max(f,™", Fimm)}z )

Fr _
Forp, £OR ™ RS PFinown HAMAT S T 4 F bR R B SO R R /ME BRI E™ S R
PFiue TR ISR T 4k H b e B0 B KA e /ML m 2 H b ek B Al 2 DU T & e KR AT A 225 B b i A o
figf ARV SRV A AR B D A i 98 PTG ik ) 2 )R S 7 A 12 225 1) 3 g AR K A T ik 4 788 e 88 2 30 5 D iR AH I
i, 2 AR AN i ) B B 22 R

ifp B 2 1) 78 e R SR AR AR T A A AR 2 1] PR R T S S R AR O R
"e X" X' e X" X' > X"}

"oy X
C(X,X)E|{ T

©)

Horp >R IR Pareto R4 T XTF1 X743 A B MG T4 4
Mg A H1LC(X, X" e(0,1).C(X" X")=1 Foait FHES X" AT RN S WREEE S X P B —AMEAS
FE;C(X X")=0 Fon X TG X HITA R S, CIEEES X PR —MEAL T e,
{EAFVE R 2, C(X X2 1-C(X" X"), = B AAFAE T i BN R A AR5 2 IAAH B K &
I, 5 L[] I 2 pe g AT e,
3.2 KR
9 TP 1ED A 3, AR SCHETE T 5 AN H FRIINEA 1) BT F2,F3,F4,F5 I F6.40F fToR:
f,(x) = x, f,(x) = g(¥)[L-(x,/9(x))], x, €[0,1]
g(x)=1+10(n-1) +§n:[x5 —10cos(4nx)], X €[-5,5], i=2,..,n, n=10
i=2
1 4=0.5,2,5,0.2 B, % 8 [ il 5 Sk F1,F2,F3 1 F4.F2,F3 #1 F4 J& ZDTAMR o6 3 48 JE . F1 #1 F4
i) K5 1) Pareto S A Ail vy A& M1, 117 F2 F1F3 ) 511 Pareto S Al vs /& M (1) F3 FiI F4 [¥) Pareto R v (1) i 227454k,
Sy b F2 T FL 2 RIZLFS Fl F6 245 aX(6) e LI p 43 A4+ 1/2 Al 1/3 i) 1) 5, F6 ¥ B4R Pareto Hij ¥
i AR L FS %8 £0.DTLZ1,DTLZ2 1 DTLZ3 /& 2 M i Ik 22 H AR5 10 = H AR Ak il j 7 e 40 B0 e X
W3R 1083 22 SCHR[17], 06T DTLZL, 3411 % 58 |x|=5; %) F DTLZ2 fil DTLZ3,|x|=10.Wf 5L EMO K238 O &g
AR 22 W03 bR A 010 g HAR TR0 SRR 2 T IR S A B ik 3 e 3 1 R O &2 AR A i i ZDT

(10)
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1 DTLZ $e i e K.
Table 1  Test instances

Fz 1 e AL

Test problems | Number of variables | Variable boundary Objective functions (minimize)
% <[01] 1,00 =%, 1,00 = OO~ (%/9(x)°],
F1~F4 10 X; €[-5,5] where g(x) =1+10(n-1) + i[xi2 —10cos(4nx;)]
P i=2
1=2....,1 Fl:p=05 F2:p=2;, F3:p=5 F4:p=0.2
Fs 20 [0.1] f,00=x, H0)={g()IL-(x/9(x)*°T¥
’ where g(x) =1+ 9((X!,%)/(n~1)°®
Fo 30 0.1] £, =%, £,(x) ={g(OL~ (/g ()"°I¥
’ where g(x) =1+ 9((X", %) /(n-1)**
f,(x) = 0.5%,%,(1+ g(x))
fo(X) = 0.5% (1= %,)(1+ g(x))
DTLZ1 k+[x|-1 [0.1] f3(x) = 0.5(1- x)@+ 9(x))
where g(x) =100[| x,, | + z ((% —0.5)% —cos(20m(x, —0.5)))]
X eXm
f,(x) = cos(0.57nx,) cos(0.57x,)(1+ g)
f,(x) = cos(0.57x,)sin(0.57x,)(1+ g)
DTLZ2 ket{x|-1 [01] £,(X) =sin(0.5mx,)(1+ g)
where g(x) =" (x —0.5)*
f,(x) = cos(0.5mx, ) cos(0.57x, )1+ g)
f,(X) = c0s(0.5mx,)sin(0.57x,)(1+ g)
DTLZ3 k+x|-1 [0.1] f,(x) = sin(0.57x )L+ g)
where g(x) =100[| x,, [+, ((x, — 0.5)* - cos(20m(x; —0.5)))]

33 XWigE

AR NSGAILeMOEANNIA,SPEA2 L INNIA BEAT 525 b 4%, LS80 B 40 R 5T NSGAILeMOEA,
SPEA2,7E & JE (LRI K /N2 100, M5 FHE /N 100;%F T NNIA T INNIA, BLARFPEE /N2 100,3E 32 fic i Pk
PUARFPRE 1)K/ 205 FI& 5 PRk, SLHE AR E 2 50008 T T 3¢ S50 &5 L /n 159 1] il FIAT 2%, A8 SCR T
B R BT AR BT R R R AN R B SRR L3R 2,78 5 ST R I I 5~ 181 7 v B AR KR 4 BT b A B0 1) 3R OR 3 2 TR
IV AT

Table 2 Indexes of the different algorithms
Fz2 ARREMNRERTUE

Index number 1 2 3 4 5
Algorithms NSGAIl  éMOEA NNIA INNIA SPEA2
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SRS ) I AN (R A SRR A 4 T DA 3,35 T 1ED 1 NNIA SLEEANS2 il 1) Pareto BT il R 48 4k (1 5%
Wi, LA AT (3 SRR M RO R AR OR T e ) S B LA LG B el TR R e BN AR
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Fig.4 Distributions of nondominated solutions
obtained by INNIA in solving the MOPs in equation
(6) (denoted by hollow circles)
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Fig.5 Statistical values of spacing for nine test problems by NSGAII (‘1”), eMOEA (“2’), NNIA (‘3”), INNIA
(“4”), and SPEA2(‘5’) respectively. Box plots are used to illustrate the distribution of these samples
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Fig.6 Statistical values of maximum spread for nine test problems by NSGAII (‘1’), eMOEA (‘2”), NNIA (‘3"),
INNIA (‘4”), and SPEA2(‘5’) respectively. Box plots are used to illustrate the distribution of these samples
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Fig.7 Statistical values of Coverage of two sets for nine test problems by NSGAII (‘1”), eMOEA (‘2’), NNIA
(“3"), INNIA (“‘4"), and SPEA2(‘5’) respectively. Box plots are used to illustrate the distribution of these samples
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