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Abstract: Particle Swarm Optimizers (PSOs) have been applied to solve Multi-Objective Optimization Problems
(MOPs) for its successful applications in solving single objective optimization problems and are named as
Multi-Objective PSOs (MOPSOs). However, MOPSOs are often trapped in local optima, cost more function
evaluations and suffer from the curse of dimensionality. A cooperative coevolutionary and &dominance based
MOPSO (CEPSO) is proposed to attack the above disadvantages. In CEPSO, the MOPs are decomposed according
to their decision variables and are optimized by corresponding subswarms respectively. Uniform distribution
mutation operator is adopted to avoid premature convergence. All subswarms share one archive based on
&-dominance, which is also used as leader set. Collaborators are selected randomly from archive and used to
construct context vector in order to evaluate particles in subswarm. CEPSO is tested on several classical MOP
benchmark functions and the simulation results show that CEPSO can escape from local optima, optimize high
dimension problems and generate more Pareto solutions. Therefore, CEPSO is competitive in solving MOPs.

Key words: multi-objective optimization; evolutionary algorithm; cooperative coevolution; &dominance;

MOPSO (multi-objective particle swarm optimizer)

W E: ERMZ AR BRI AR B H AT BE AL BEOTNRI S Ao 2 B e ARA R
RZARBHET—HEFEMEEWE e R % B ARMA B ik (cooperative coevolutionary and sdominance
based multi-objective particle swarm optimizer, & #k CEPSO) AR 4% & & T E 5 A, R A % AT B 5 HIHALEANTF
A, I AR T A B AR A 3 8 A RS AT B b ok B B S ER A AE  R B AL R o B AL A A R AT
W8 PR T ARk F R — bR SR AR A AL 09 AR5 R B FIURAR - R & F B VRl A2 T T 6 2,
RE AT EN RPN TR 69k F IR % B AFRK P A AT T 45 A 5250, R & 9, ,CEPSO H ik 449532
JOL By BRARAL SR ARAR & S ARAL )AL, B B AR 45 R4 % AR Fu BRat A8, T A RAT £ % 47 ) 4 49 Pareto f7.
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AR S B AR A AR A ) UK 22 02 2 H AR JLAL 17 L (MOP), % B A 2 18] 38 ik ¥ 58 A% 5 A7 T 29, 06
Horpr—A B AR O0AL 0 20 DL H Al B AR A A A0 T H.A B AR 9 B SUAT A AN — 330, R AR A 2 Wb A AN 2 B b inl
LR AR5 PE. 5 B E AR UK ) R0 AR BT 0 7E T, 2 B bR 0 Ak 00 R AR A A ME — 1), T A AR TE — AN AR AR
G RA T ICEMN Pareto ARMELAES M. B 1950 FLLK,BE LT RN CER I T2 7 i%f# R MOPs,
W B AGE 2 BIPANE. LWk, B BRIESE RN AL GE B R I VE AR AR — Le BB, 90 fun A7 L8 07 35
X} Pareto HI v ELIRBIURE, 24 Pareto HIF Y A U104 B AN 3 S, ) JE VA FH X S8 5 v A7 B8 7 VL BE ok H AR AR 2y
A AL G IRAT 7 IR UGB AT WP — AR, R 2 AN 75 BEIE 4T 22 U 3R BT 1 1975 4 John Holland
P2 B AL R (GA) UK, 25 T AR B 40L B kA S0k A9 31 T ¥R AN, t T H B A AT Jo 20 sk S 3 H Atk 4 B 400
P — W= AR 2 AR R 5.5 T SR 5 B SR AR MOP A RO V23, F N i &3t 7 2 Fp A 3k i
% H b i U 3L S VE (MOEA) 2

TR A SV (particle swarm optimizer, [#] B8 PSO)& —Fifr b AL B, el 7 — BES Wi S
12 By 30 kB R IR E 5 56 S A IR R AT R AE AR R PIPSO ST (AR X 5 £k R T Fh B 1K)
A ROk SR AR 22 H AR A4k 1 %007 12,1999 4E Moore Fl Chapman 1 G 7EMBATTAR A JT E R I SCR P42 IR
J&& PSO 3K fi# MOPY™, Fi A 2 H A Tok B 5232 (multi-objective PSO, fAiFk MOPSO), &, 14 £ HIF 57N 5 %o 3% i 7 v
FEAE T ORI TR TS M H 5] 2002 EA LT 28 2 Bl MOPSO S04k 78 H AT Tk ek b, L& 25 Fb
MOPSO 512 2P B & A (112 HARORLEE VR AE 28 5 W T R Al R BT A VR 38 22 R 2 380 44 250 R 1
A6 ] 1503034 SR W IR B A 5 R A R Ay SRR 55 2% 1) RV A 20 3, DB I LT GAVEE S T 2R R Al i H b fl 2
FIbs A Ak i S8 B[R] GA 0925, - BUAS B4 B 28R 17 i A 22 1 P R AR 2 N7 B[] PSO 31 T4 (E A
S 1A SCHR K A, 359 Ay SRR b DA 1 SO0y b, A SR T I ) JE A AL AR 5T PSO SRR 2 H bRk i) 1, 32
H T —Fh ik T & 1E R B[R Rl e b7 P 11 22 B AR foks B 547 (cooperative coevolutionary and e-dominance based

multi-objective particle swarm optimizer, i #% CEPSO).
1 % BRI E) e F iR

% HARILAL 1)U i AT DA B0 PIAS LA H AR 7 B2 1) I DA 90 1) 73, L 22 A H AR AT T 20 A7 I IR A7 A
LA MOP YA H A b — A, 2 24, 08— ME IS &, SR A MOP 3 5K i ) B Pareto S LR 4R 2 H Arfii it
T e () 20 iR

{Min S =) [0, fe (0] n

st.g;(x)20,i=12,.,hxe R?
Horp, fi(1<si<k) Ay H b e KLg R 2 W, 0 BRAT D AP &k AN B AR BRECR b S22 A 1A B ERI it
i TR 45 5 LI AR S T AT B b B EUE B/ AR, 9 2 A B bR ZE 8] I S 0 I B AR s 2 Pareto L. Fifi%h
th MOP 1 I B 1) JLAS A
E X 1 (Pareto 5 ffi(Pareto dominance)). fi# xo i x; (x, < x,), 2 HAL Y
{fi(xo)s fx), Vi=12,..k o
fi(xg) < fi(x), Fi=12,..k
TE X 2 (Pareto 5z L2 Pareto 3E % fi#(Pareto optimal)). W1 x, /& Pareto S L AF 24 HAX 2 —3x, v, < x,.
E X 3 (Pareto & L4 (Pareto optimal set)). /{0 Pareto LAk 14E 4

P, ={x, [—3x, < x,} €))
E X 4 (Pareto BB & (Pareto front)). T4 Pareto i DCARXT N K1 B b R BT T 1 1 X 38, K o=
Pf ={f(x)=(/i1(x), [2(x)s.c.. [ (X)) | x € P} (4)

B K MOP 47 LLF 3 AR (1) B A Pareto SR A#AE:(2) 51T R 21 Pareto B S 15
6160 4 Je S B B8 05 /N (24 6014 JR B 90 6 A 7T LALLEA80)3(3). SR A Pareto HTHY 4 A5 89750
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2 MOPSO E#RIVIA

2.1 MOPSO

oL B DL AL ST 8 — BB X B A SRR 8 S Kennedy #1 Eberhart 52 98 51 & 17 4 B &K T 1995
SRR LR SR ) 10 1 AR 47 B ART P AR 2 RS FU I IR S A AR S AT0 E SR R B PSO S i v B 2%
Pk 1A 3B AR PSO 8 JE - A4 8 B V8 (10 (0 A B 02, 0 o A o s 7 1) ) B 5 38 4 7 A A AR i
Fi SR IE 2R PSO 5 A\ 4K Ay 487 ) 2 35 4% B2 45 RO TRk R 6 R AEUAE LBt A% 500, PSO IR B T 56 T Al it 19
A JR 0 FR SR W, R P T SR 1) T R (07 R AR AR T S T AR R I A B AR RN R (R B8 ) A 3 T LB AR R Y
T TR 22155 0 L I 2% SR, EL AT e 0 10 4 R AU IR T RN s v, LA 5 8 B ) R 4R A S ERLIEG, PSO
A S 5 R AT 48 2R S, AR TG T B ER B AR ) SR A H T, PSO TN H BT T,
PLEEN L BLB BT, lfE . &ur. BRGBAE. AW E. B, 8555

7 PSO 1 b FAERB IR R 2 [0 o RAT B — AR 1 m ORI AL R AN ORIRER D 4B R 2 )
B — AR, JE TP B AN O B TR B K = Xins X Xip),i=1,2, .o 565 § AN HORL T8 I B B 0 A7 B R Sy HEAM
D3 A B AC K pEWin pinsPiss--Pin); FIBT BN FORIE BA & A I VAT IREE v, = (Vi vio,VizseoVin) T ORI 22
D33k (R S5 AR AN TR A A R B A T VE N P = (D1 gasDg3se-sPen) W THOAE 437 B 55 7 28 R 88 o7 24 X 4% il Ay

X, () =x,(t=1)+v,(?)
{Vi(t +1) =v(0) +eri(p; — X, () + Czrz(pg - x(1))
e Bl ¢y 43 2 2% SN EN B F AL S5 R, — b o . =c0=2, 71,1 € [0, 11, 2 M A 32350 43 A () BE AL 22

1999 4E,Moore Fl Chapman ¥ 5 /EARATT A 2 TF % 4 () SCR P 2 1 37 )2 PSO =K il MOPML#K 5 MOPSO J5 .
16 H 7Bk ik, B4 25 F MOPSO Rk 2. — MLt R, 3 & PSO N T MOP I, 75 2224 L8 1) 3= 2 1) {5
HLLE 3 PR O T iR A WA e PR A S R T 2(2) T AR A, G AT R 2 R
ORI AR S i 2(3) S e ST S B o — M, ] 4ERF RN 1K) 2 BEPE2 H AT MOPSO Sy 2 B B EJLAN 5 TH
T PSO I LA J Fcheadt, T 1 T 4 Fh AN [ (1) MOPSO $32%.

2.2 R

7 HHTH MOPSO o, AR PE R 7 vE A LT JLF:(1) InAL:. 10 Parsopoulos Al Vrahatis 7732, it 75 v
KT 3 R R AL G Z M AR B B A A R B SEAR AL % $.(2) R )T i 40 Hu F1 Eberhart
7 VR A R AR e PSS A U A A — AN H bk, IR 7 2R FE R 0 41 B R B 0 A R R 2R A
R =P AEF FINT — AR L EFRIMNE N AE), X BIASLRE PSO Ji vk LAt .(3) 2T Pareto
1R 75 325, BT 9T 85 22 18 J7 3. 101 Moore #11 Chapman J7 #5043 Bl 7 5k H BRAE AAT T A B BB SC R 56 T+ Pareto 52
Fid Fieldsend F1 Singh J7 i3 - J5 20 5 (1 A0 0ORS D0k S A7 848 21 B2 P 4R B A0 AE 5 AN LA SR SR T
— PR RR A o DR Y i B 454 . Coello 25 N 1 7 K0S 115 ) N AR S A A7 A1 45 A AR AN B 1 1) H AR e
G G I S 7 R VAT IS W R R T RS WU T S e < Al TR T/ < IRV N
4y Mostaghim FI Teich J7y&! 7t #E R AMHAS S b A AR A Sigma {H,RFANR I PEAMERY Zrh 5 3
Sigma {8 fc 3% 35 (KL T VE by F4 5, 1T LLEIE MOPSO Jy v (KL S5 R 22 B Ho 25 A 10 7 v I3 T 06 4 3%
Wi AT AKX 3 FME SR H T — AN SRR B R AL E AKX .(4) G5, Mahfouf 56 A
PR3 7 iR RS LT B PSO $9 (adaptive weighted PSO, i Fk AWPSO), i J8 2% &% FH bt j 05 S g,
T i B 25 AR H R8N 3Z 0 e .(S) FoAt ik 0 Li i d K d /s PSO J AP, 1% 05 iR A Balling 42 Hi 1 5
K3 /> SR W R EOE B A 1k %€ Pareto (18,

TR PSO BFFEARRT LD T LA B2 (1) A il e 3 25 10 R SR 2 A T BE R IR R A
[ B9 X 3 Twamatsu M 2k 55625 1) W 2, 837, 7 22 FhBEORL BRE 530 (MSPS O), J T Sk i 22 >4 Jm B A % ) Jang-Ho
Seo % NI T 2 /NAORLEE 5710 (MGPSO) K i 2 48 0 51" Parsopoulos % AWFFT T J-AT LA VEPSO, & 52

®)
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VEGA [f] )5 78 tH R 19, T 3R il MOPAE VEPSO H1 RS 5 REAL T L A i) — A H bR e BP0 ok, 1 BRI (1
i BAEA )7 rh A8 e P X T AR R T T 2 A7 REREAT AL, (BB R LA OF AN 56 35 .(2) M I 8L 1 ok SR
i HH RS R SR AR B A, I T TR BN [ B 7 R 8R )5 50 3R 1 AT YL AK Frans van den Bergh $2 i 1 P}
THORLIRE S22 (CPSO)'™), AT Lot — A P SR AR B of W — A1, A1 AT LLKE 22 AN e SR e B — A 7, 1% 2 PSO 7 T
(¥ WA Wy ) 7y ik Lk — P (WS D> AE B A] GA 7 AT AN 10 AR Gl Potter 55 A [¥IH31A] GAILKC Tan i)
CCEA") #RHUAF R A 1 A3CRL.

3 —HMETFSEEBRNe M E BRI EEE A(CEPSO)

3.1 hEHEEEREITE

PRI BEAL A 25 ) 2 A AT L AR R R R 1) — ST I B A 5005 B L IO 9T 4R T Potter Al De Jong 1T
TE Potter % A9 JiE GA $2HH T —Fh B M 45 K 1K) GA,5IN AT BESFA7-1E 53 5 0 Ak ) J8E 1 — AN ik, 7 BE 4
HY5ZBEHH 20 R GA fEff kS 2% ) U7 R B T — € KR LS, VA GA w738 A0 4 2 B A Sk
figp B A DA ) R PR, A SR A 22 B D10 A 1) AP P ) 328 A vl A 23 DA 3 46 284 I [ A0 R 5 A 284 [ B P
S 4 2 Bl [R] B0 T T TE A A A3 A A S R S 4 g A AN R A8 EL ek R R AR (R 0E R U T A ) o A
R 5 AE B ) 3 e DU 2 5 2% 8 Tl A R 8 T A A 22 A /NI T TR 1 AR 4, AR SR 2 A 1 RS
AT 0 R BE A, 7 2 SR A S e R AN A4 38 S 4 1 2R 06, TR L R /N AR PPAN S AHEAS 2R 6t R T AN HU2 J) B T
FAAN - ) {8 7 R R, B 1R B b R AL 2 43 T VR 2 1) S Potter (113 F] GA J& & 1E AL By [F) 1k .CEPSO X
AR R 77 2,7 AR 23 8 07 s S BOSCIRI81/ 77 2, B8 D b el iU YE 8 K AR B2y K410, 4E S K 41,0,
YEAT Ky AL K=K\ K, 5 X5 2R
K, =Dmod K
K, =K —-(DmodK)

D
D, :{E—l (6)
D

|2

B 2 56 b ) 5 o P ) 3 A ) T 2 ) R Potter S5 A T PR ) 7 o) ANERAS T30 R B — A i i
KL AE R B R 5(2) ANEEAS 73 T 28 456 P AN KL — AN B kL M — A BE AL 6 R 7 JRCEAT TR A 2 1
bR X PR 7 2k 2 W TR 5 A R it 22 1 1 A AT 0 ek ARLAE 22 RS A il A i 0 A A A —
AN AR LTS 1, DR T TG 20 2 s D A0 2 H AR AL 1) 2EL,CEPSO - MAMER £ 5 Hh B ML B KL 1, 00 A
TREGESE AR AT R 5 HI i 45 H ok BIRE 40 38 56 8 0t 1) B R 05 S8 e AN T0R A 1 BE b B 2R
P AR

7E MOP 1, tH T2 A H bt A ik LA 5 K RAE LR 55 Pareto (6 IC R A3 2132 (1 B F LA SC
R IR 3 B AR % [ Pareto oy L0 B SRV AE — A B RL I R R o R AR A R

select collaborartors from other subswarms;

construct context vector;
calculate the values of multi-objective functions;
calculate the Pareto ranks of the individuals;

FT LA 204, CEPSO F W3 [ o R M RLVE AU RS mT ok 18 1.
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Initialize all subswarms pos,
vel, pbest and gbest

i<=maxgen? End

| Locate subswarm  |———

YN @

L

| Select collaborators |< ©

| Construct context vector |

4_

<_

<_

| Evaluate subswarm |

4_

[ Update pbest |

| Update archive (gbest) |

| Jjtl |

it
Fig.1 Cooperation and flow chart of CEPSO
Kl 1 CEPSO [ b i) il R A S
3.2 EF e b (s-dominance) B 7FH %

74 PSO 97 & 4 MOPSO W, — MR H 2L 1) 77 [ 5 /2 ZOR A AL R, O g S7 AR 2204 i, 78 CEPSO
AL T R T o ARG RS 2, 1 B AN R AEVE N BohL (A0 3 2 BB L & A T IEAS T SR el 37 A1 46, 1T
AT — A — AT RT3 AR R fR I O A7 H ¥ A MOEA IR SICHE AN 22 B0 78 2 B I 00 L Re ORAIE
Ferp g — A7 AT XX AR L%, Laumanns %5 2 8 82 H T HE T e 00 M AE RS S P23 FLAIE A T %47 RS S g %
PRUF L W SR, B A R I 2 AR AL, BRI RS £l 1 307 BRI A1 5084 58 0 K /N e D0 RO A % 2 s o A
B B e 3, 2 REURE E 1) 5 BRI 3 B B K 4 2R 2 ) B A o — 2 0y e AN 1) B8 T — AN B A B B AT
P2 22 1 L2, - o R — 4 45 J B D) AT RAIE -3 AL s P B AR 2 B AR i A T

bi :{MJ (7)
log(1+¢)
AR L JZ IR A B AS T B 42 2 ORFE — AN Ju 30, 5 SR K 1) S S B o DI A 17 5 BBA, DXL i ORI 1 5%
AT SO . i S A S R R/t B 7
logK oy
|A| = [log(l+€)j ®

SCHR[23106F e- o PR A7 R4 SR £ MOPSO A (A FBEAT 1 PEAR 3 A, B 1% 5 A AE DR WO SO AN 22 FE A
T AR T A S SR 2T VR4 I Hosb Tk 5
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3.3 BEEHARMESR
71 CEPSO 1, 1T K HI T & o5 L B A7 R M K 1 F R 58 4R RN AU SR BEAT T 48—, I8 1k T 42 BT Lot DA
S PR A 4 BT KL § . Maurice Clerc 3 i B 58 23 2 I 7T o B AR & m] LA & PSO (W1
AE AL TR kL7 R A 3k
r=rn+rn
9
vel:K(velﬁ-clﬁ(p,—xl.)+c2r—2(gl.—xi)} )
r r
KR ARG Y ci=c W, ¢ xn/r+cyxry /= ¢ A SCH BAT AT A TR -7 1 SR T 2k e i 1t
R % a5, B

vel=iwt(i)><vel+clﬁ(p,.—xi)+c2r—2(gi—x,.) (10)
r r

R ET A A B2 Y G L B AR B v PSO SVARIMERE.

FLECSOE PSO 1 — A T2 BEA L AR AL (WL 7 HE PR T 452 0 IR A, 3 U IR T JR A AR R T — ELZ S T
FURIE M S0 e AR PR S 1 4 SR e DR 3 e O O B 3 T A5 RS KR T R 51 3 21— N HrR S RO D A
I PSO IR AT (AR S 517 MHAE J5 Kk L PSO il MOPSO K28 ] 148 53§17 7RI SE v o,
2 S R R G AN BT B O i MUK i B g AR R ) AR e, — RO SR B R 0 I R R
NG PR AR T MR T AR S5 oA SR A5 i PR A8 TR 7 67 8 1) A S ) i 2% 8 38 T A Ak i DA R 4 ) e (I A - i
R T8 T AR 5 55 RENS A PSO 453t Jmj Al B AR, n g WAL S50 A8 5 14 5y — A B A T DR AR 10 1) 22 R A2 3
FI 12 38 Gt IR 528 T A — P TR i . 72 CEPSO Hh A FH kT3 59 3 A1 (K28 5 51, 1 rand R [0,1]2 18]
B 3853 53 A B BE B LA varrange(d) & 7% & 1 BUAE G L 3L SR

if rand<p,,

x(d)=randxvarrange(d)

end
3.4 HihHik

Algorithm CEPSO

calculate the number subswarmnum and size of subswarms;

initialize all subswarms pos;

initialize all subswarms velocity vel;

pbest=pos;

construct archive gbest baesd on e-dominance;

i=1;

while i<=maxgen;

for j=1: subswarmnum
if rand>p,,
for each particle in subswarm j
select a leader from archive;
calculate velocity vel; limit velocity vel;
update position pos; limit position pos;
end
else
x(d)=randxvarrange(d);
end
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select collaborators from other subswarms;

construct context vector;

evaluate subswarm j;

update pbest of subswarm j;

update archive gbest of swarm based on s-dominance;
end
i=itl;

end

output archive gbest;

PRI Matlab i 5 %60 CEPSO Sk BEAT T ik, B i i, AN 115 734 3 HLA U ] 5 HA S0 iR AN /) 22
4b.CEPSO 5 HAth MOPSO AN Z Ab7E T:(1) CEPSO (¥ ®AT FIAL 5t X W A B LA — & IO BE 3 p,, SE T I0AT,
IEREE A AT AT T AT AL 7 5700 AR ) MOPSO SVETEAE 2 58 AT 148 7 (G % 5 BT
B, IXFE AT P AR I TRAT 15 B A R AR SR, SROTTAS B A B ZE A R.(2) CEPSO KL 1K 4015 4 15 A H R
REG KT e IR 52 TR SEm, PRI, 70 AORE 08 564 J5) 400 5RE T I, 1) B 4 MAA R 48 v i 4%

4 MEKBERSH

4.1 BenchmarkiF £
SCHR[25]HR BEvl 1S3 bR 25 AR 28 AR 4 AN R 19 2 400] LA A 3 AR e — 40 R 25, e e SLan
Minimize T'(x) = (f,(x,), f,(x))

Subject to  f5(x) = g(x,,....,x, ) h(f(x)), &(x5,...,%,,)) (11)
where X =(X},.00rX,,)

HlH TS EMERE LR E I, CR B4 T % Benchmark B8 E0SE ], X & H a8 22 H
k& Benchmark p% %, H: Pareto B W E A AN A (04 05, L Benchmark B9800 75 B RRRAE MR B, MR B. &6
K S AR A 11 e 38 LA B AR 38 R B PR T e AR SO U 3L 1 4 AN i Lk 1.
Table 1 ZDT benchmark functions for MOPs
%1 ZDT %)% H#¥x Benchmark pf %

Function Definition Decision variables

Sitx)=x

7ZDT1 [g(xz,.“,xm) =1+9-2", x,/(m—1) i:e()[c(l)i)iz]’, 1:15','3’ D
fe)=1-\1/g
Si(x)=x B

ZDT2 {g(x2 ..... x,)=1+9-37 x (m—1) i‘e(’[‘(‘)’iz] 1:’)1%2) ’’’’’ b
h(f,8)=1-(f/g)?
Six) =x

ZDT4 £ =g@[1-x7g() | xel0.1],

xi€[-5,51, i=2,...,.D
g0 =1+10(n =1+ [’ ~10cos(4mx) |

£(x,) =1-exp(—4x,)sin®(6mx,)

0.25 —
ZDT6 gk ,) = 149+ (12, 3, fm =) e
h(f.8)=1-(f,/g)*

4.2 TEREIEMIERR
T Y CEPSO Bk (b Rk, R LR YFE0 Fa bR CEPSO &3 LLYFr.
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(1) ITALLE# F94~ % (solution number in archive, fij FX SNA)

753K Pareto fif s, 5 5 A2 15 21 = 5 0 ABL 0 A7, 30 ALLARR 110 5 B DU) ) 4% m A I e B9 SR AR ) e 0y A AT AU 43 A
5] HAR T L Pf e, I 2 AR 0 B 532502 0 850 00 A SOR T ABMR B AN B SO SRR RS S Pareto R4 H .

(2) RUFE T (generational distance, [ X GD)

AEEES T4 /8 O 4 Sk A3 1 Pareto BT Pfinown 5 565 Pareto BT HY Pf e 2 0 FIEE B ,d; 9 H F523 H H Pfown
BT 5 Pfe TP BT R AR BT SL 5 SCIn S (AR S0 R p=1):

1
GD = (12"“(51,1’)j” (12)
ni=y
(3) [alkf(spacing)
Vi) B P s FH T8 e T SR A AR 01 23 A s v TS0 e S R

/ 1 &~

S: — (d—di)z _ n

n—lg ,i,j:l,...,n;d:l d, (13)
n

d, =min j(\ JACI RN RAVACIEyA (x)\)

4.3 KEWHERHH

F XS AN A (¥) Benchmark b8 40, 5500 1K) 05 B8 BN -1 FORER AN by subswarmsize=10,55— P SEAL 0
— AN TR subwarmnumber=D,e=0.05,ZDT1,ZDT2 F1 ZDT6 kAT gen=30 ;1 T ZDT4 1 KR
B AR 5, R U B (R AR AR B A gen=50 4R BR B ER U B iR n R A R H

fe = subswarmsize x D x gen (14)
2 U, R PN I B S R BT 4B D R M LU 9. 8- Benchmark BRI IS5 50 43 v B 30 IR )T
H, L3R 2~3% 5.
Table 2 Results for ZDT1 Table 3 Results for ZDT2
Fz2 MH ZDTI1 W8 R x3 i ZDT2 KGR
D SNA GD Spacing D SNA GD Spacing
30 38 7.85E-19 1.13E-02 30 22 9.25E-19  3.16E-03
60 37 1.21E-18 1.33E-02 60 22 1.32E-18  4.42E-03
90 37 7.85E-19  1.45E-02 90 22 8.41E-19 3.31E-03
120 36 9.43E-05 1.70E-02 120 22 2.66E-18 3.99E-03
150 35 2.30E-04 1.84E-02 150 22 1.14E-18  3.84E-03
Table 4 Results for ZDT4 Table 5 Results for ZDT6
Fz4 A ZDT4 M8 R x5 A ZDT6 4R
D SNA GD Spacing D SNA GD Spacing
10 39 6.14E-05 9.83E-03 10 18 2.06E-19  1.38E-02
20 38 1.18E-04  9.80E-03 20 19 1.22E-18 1.59E-02
30 38 4.07E-06  1.34E-02 30 18 7.90E-19  1.68E-02
40 39 2.20E-05 1.00E-02 40 18 1.23E-18  1.66E-02
50 38 3.96E-05 1.15E-02 50 18 1.01E-18 1.92E-02

2 MIE 2 & CEPSO *f ZDT1 B& 4545 B ZDT1 & $e vk £ 19 Benchmark 58 %5 5% 7 20 (6 — A,
3L Pareto AT -4 350, k™ pR B, HBAT R AR, AT 19 22 H bR BoR S0 40 o] LR Y ZDT1 #R 3 Pareto
BUHF B0 LU R 4E S ZDT1 B3, CEPSO B sk S ZDT1 M3 Pareto HIVE MARYEPAE @S H SNA
MURERES GD B 5t 7T LA WA L 70 2 5500 1K I, 30 T S840 7T LA SR #5-AE R 1) Pareto FiT Y, 214 25 50 i e I,
WAT 1 A B AN BESRAFAE (1) Pareto B, fEUIT R 45 AR 3 U L ACEE B A 107 M Spacing [ 40 fii o] LU
S 4E ST Pareto fift 43 A1 # LU 35 50, 6 AN H 2 .

F 3 A 3 & CEPSO Xf ZDT2 Bt 5 45 5 .ZDT2 6501 Pareto Fi ¥ & U1 BR300, 0 80T R 38t 1, R 38
TR AR S ) B 1) MOPSO T LASK Y ZDT2 B3t Pareto RiVE. AT X HL#R s 4E %k ZDT2 B

© hIEBREBEKIT

http:/ www. jos. org. cn



ety F—FE TR R Are e % B ARk 117

#(,CEPSO fEfE K15 ZDT2 £ 1) Pareto FI ¥, WAY A AL 5 M iE 4 H SNA RMREE S GD MKt il LLE H,
X PHAME BB R IGHLAR,30 IS AR AT LUK 13 415 i feUIK Pareto Hi#.{H A Spacing 53 #5 K&, BT KA ¥ 5
A — LA b, R R £ AE[0, 1] DK 8] B 7 4 s R 45

I0T-1 w10 T 0T
3 004
Pareta Front —— =3 =30
08 v YMAPSO ———D=20 0035 ——-D=90
25 =150 D=150
08
003
07 2 r‘\
|
0.6 0025 ’\y
= i
15 g '
Sos 3 g o002 ,’\ i it
& P A
o4 1 oots| ‘\/\ TN //“ !
03 { Wy \ \ i I
001 VoL
02 05 | \
o omsf
i L1
0
o 01 0.2 03 04 o0s 0B o7 08 [ak=) o 5 10 15 20 p:] 30 o 5 1o 15

1) Testtimes

Fig.2 The Pareto front (D=90), Spacing and GD of ZDT]1

Bl 2 ZDTI K Pareto IVE(D=90). [ [ FHE &5 AR 25
T2 1o 12 - 12

Pareto Front —=m — =30

09 v UMAPSO 48 ——-D=0 o6 ———Dp=a0
4 D=150 D=150
oe - oot it
07 ao12 | |
3 i
06 i

25 = ol !

X0s o o

i1

|
\ 4 !
'8 0008 | ] J/‘\ " ‘
i i i
03 1 \ i ’r L 0
)l i
0.004 1 1
; LA A AEALAA WOLEMAAR R
01 ol 2xl A VAR / 0002 Y N el WAV i
YN W \ Ry
L L L L o

L L L L L 0
06 07 08 08 0 5 10 15 20 % El 0 5 10 15 0 % 0

Testtimes

o EIIW EIIZ EII3 EIIA ?;?
Fig.3 The Pareto front (D=90), Spacing and GD of ZDT2
Kl 3 ZDT2 ) Pareto HITWY(D=90) [ i FIAR B 2

2 4 FIE 4 & CEPSO X ZDT4 s& 401014245 . ZDT4 & U2 b #6119 Benchmark 5% 5 5 2% K — A,
JLEE 1 AR (0 EUAEL S0 R 5 A o P ARV AN ) 2 207 AN Jed e, sF Aot A G TR e Aok 2 22 S50 08 T )
AR T VLR, H Pareto HIWT ZDT1 AHIA],Pareto R W 4340 34940, Jg /™ B £ 615 Lh i s 4E 30 ) ZDT4 pR
44,CEPSO fit i 3Kk £3 ZDT4 ML) Pareto 1T, MRS A & 1A H SNA R ERES GD 19 B % Hhoh o] LA 9 2
F RO AT 30 Y S H8 T LUK AFHER I Pareto B WY, 24 2 H0 M & I, A5 22 YU B rh AS R SR 45 K5 A 114
Pareto RI#Y,fRHE B 7E 107 20, IR T SRk 45 SR th Al U 8L A Spacing [ 50A1i K , T K fifk 1) 43 A 475 ot L BT T JL
AN BR B 2 — 8 {EL[) B AR bR R AR R AE 1072 LAY,

074 10 D74 074
0035 T
K —— Pareto Front ——D=10 | =10
09 v CEPSO 10 ———p=m0 0o i ——-p=m
08 =50 ;‘y D=50
|
07 8 0025 | “\‘
1 h [ "
08 [ - 5o R
3 o DO2f L g N
[ =] [ !
£08 [ g i A |
0 B 0015 \ L J | //\ !
L of 1 i | 1
03 oat oA Vo VY
R [FATN IR VAN 1)
2 1O Vi Wiy i
02 i T Ry ‘1\
A 0.005 ! oy \,
0.1 \ y
of S 1 — . y !
o o
0 01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 0 5 10 15 0 25 o 5 0 15 ] 3 El
i) Testtimes Testtimes

Fig.4 The Pareto front (D=30), Spacing and GD of ZDT4
Kl 4 ZDT4 [{] Pareto I ¥ (D=30). i) f& I &5 A1 B

%5 FE 5 & CEPSO %} ZDT6 BRI i1 5 45 1. ZDT6 %L1 Pareto A ¥ 5 ZDT1 AH[7,{H Pareto fif 114y
A AN I35 DRI A DA SR A5 UERA (1) Pareto WS 415 EL R = 4E %1 ZDT6 & $,CEPSO fig s sk 15 ZDT6 ok £ (1) 3T L

© hIEBREBEKIT

http:/ www. jos. org. cn



118 Journal of Software #4353k Vol.18, Supplement, December 2007

Pareto Hij iy, MY Z A& HIMEH SNA FACREES GD HIEIE T el LLA 30 2k S8 Al LUK A3 4k 5 2L
Pareto Hi 7 AREE 25l /N LRIFAE 107" KF- AN Spacing 1953 4 KA T R A7 ) 43 A1 LU LS &9 Tl B $ie A AE 1072
YSvey

76 o™ 076 oo 076

Pareto Front
08 v VMAPSO

@
GD

8
7
6
5
)
E
2
1
o
1

20 2% 0

Fig.5 The Pareto front (D=30), Spacing and GD of ZDT6
K5 ZDT6 1) Pareto Hij i (D=30). [A] k2 & 1L &
MEA b (0 5 5 SRS BT K 46 SR A I AT 4E 31 1) MOPs 1 ,CEPSO 53 ] LLSRAKE B ¥ Pareto 1T #T; 73K
PR A2 4% Qi i ¢4 BN 22 =) A (B 55 MOPs I Pareto fif )5 H S AE 52 AR B B0/ L BSR40 Pareto B dT Al
WARUTEL S Pareto HITWT; IR N, Pareto f# 1 70 A th LEAEH A3 BRI 76 VF STAREOAN AR 5 00T, oF 534 il 4 £ 1)
ZDT bR ) S5 WA R R 22 5, {5 CEPSO S i i ) B BOUF A (B LA AL 1 £ B A9 I 00 18 R 0 2 K5
T3, 2 W] CEPSO A 1 574 et 4k £ AN 22 )= AR AR s ) MOP i) it i B LA R34

5 & &

B0 25 B BORL B S0 7 108 53 W T e AR « 8 SV 52 V2 390485 15 B 00 T — B
LY 2 DR 10 2 BRSO BE S0 (CEPSO), LU v i O SE35 47 7E (R 2 2 Ab.CEPSO 4545 T
GA KB FLHILA PSO B34 3 T-H [ LA (0 HE 42 iy 3 26 %/ FLAT AR LB 4 /0% 9 Benchmark 9640 1
AT D7 2056 e, 5 R W), 7R A LR 4 3010 % 1 A AR A 9 R CEPSO. S35 S WS4 I 5 MR AP, 1455 2
TSR GRS A 48750 . SRR Pareto BT, 3 FLER ST VR0 U8 5 40 BOMAIE I 2 M 1) H 491 2. % W) CEPSO /2
R R AT ST B 0 U5 .

R 7 2050 45 T T CEPSO S0V AT — 2 (0 UL 381 45 SR EL e 25, 15 1 % 7T 45030 — 25
5¢, ARTST CEPSO SR 1220 5 10 MOPSIF4E H 555 3% 010 U 1305 P WL 6 LA 5 S 0 ¥ CEPSO 1770 T
S5 19 2 LB A8 0 0, 50 S A 52 R 2R

References:
[1] Coello CAC. An updated survey of evolutionary multi-objective optimization techniques: State of the art and future trends. In: Proc.

of the Congress on Evolutionary Computation. Washington: IEEE Service Center, 1999. 3—13.
[2] Coello CAC. Evolutionary multi-objective optimization: A historical view of the field. IEEE Computational Intelligence Magazine,

2006,1(1):28-36.
[3] Kennedy J, Eberhart RC. Particle swarm optimization. In: Proc. of the IEEE Conf. on Neural Networks, IV. Perth: IEEE Press,

1995. 1942-1948.
[4] Moore J, Chapman R. Application of particle swarm to multi-objective optimization. Department of Computer Science and

Software Engineering, Auburn University, 1999.
[5] Reyes-Sierra M, Coello CAC. Multi-Objective particle swarm optimizers: A survey of the state-of-the-art. Int’l Journal of

Computational Intelligence Research, 2006,2(3):287-308.
[6] Potter MA, de Jong KA. A cooperative coevolutionary approach to function optimization. In: Proc. of the 3rd Parallel Problem

Solving from Nature. Berlin: Springer-Verlag, 1994. 249-257.

(7]

Tan KC, Yang YJ, Goh CK. A distributed cooperative coevolutionary algorithm for multiobjective optimization. IEEE Trans. on

© hIHBREBR AT

http:/ www. jos. org. cn



32,

A

(8]

(9]

[10]

(1]

[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

(17]

[18]

[19]

(20]

[21]

(22]

(23]

(24]

(25]

Bh S AT AR MR e b e % B ARMERE & 119

Evolutionary Computation, 2006,10(5):527-549.

van den Bergh F, Engelbrecht AP. A cooperative approach to particle swarm optimization. IEEE Trans. on Evolutionary
Computation, 2004,8(3):225-239.

Iwamatsu M. Locating all global minima using multi-species particle swarm optimizer: The inertia weight and the constriction
factor variants. In: Proc. of the 2006 IEEE Congress on Evolutionary Computation. Vancouver, 2006. 816—-822.

Seo JH, Im CH, Heo CG, Kim JK, Jung HK, Lee CG. Multimodal function optimization based on particle swarm optimization.
IEEE Trans. on Magnetics, 2006,42(4):1095-1098.

Liu B, Wang L, Jin YH, Huang DX. Advances in particle swarm optimization algorithm. Control and Instruments in Chemical
Industry, 2005,32(3):1-6 (in Chinese with English abstract).

Parsopoulos KE, Vrahatis MN. Particle swarm optimization method in multi-objective problems. In: Proc. of the 2002 ACM Symp.
on Applied Computing (SAC 2002). Madrid: ACM Press, 2002. 603-607.

Hu XH, Eberhart R. Multi-Objective optimization using dynamic neighborhood particle swarm optimization. In: Proc. of Congress
on Evolutionary Computation (CEC 2002). Piscataway: IEEE Service Center, 2002. 1677-1681.

Fieldsend JE, Singh S. A multi-objective algorithm based upon particle swarm optimisation, an efficient data structure and
turbulence. In: Proc. of the 2002 U.K. Workshop on Computational Intelligence. Birmingham, 2002. 37-44.

Coello CAC, Lechuga MS. MOPSO: A proposal for multiple objective particle swarm optimization. In: Proc. of Congress on
Evolutionary Computation (CEC 2002). Piscataway: IEEE Service Center, 2002. 1051-1056.

Coello CAC, Pulido GT, Lechuga MS. Handling multiple objectives with particle swarm optimization. IEEE Trans. on
Evolutionary Computation, 2004,8(3):256-279.

Mostaghim S, Teich J. Strategies for finding good local guides in multi-objective particle swarm optimization (MOPSO). In: Proc.
of the 2003 IEEE Swarm Intelligence Symp. Indianapolis: IEEE Service Center, 2003. 26-33.

Ho SL, Yang SY, Ni GZ, Edward WC, Wong HC. A particle swarm optimization based method for multiobjective design
optimizations. IEEE Trans. on Magnetics, 2005,41(5):1756—-1759.

Mahfouf M, Chen MY, Linkens DA. Adaptive weighted particle swarm optimization for multi-objective optimal design of alloy
steels. In: Proc. of Parallel Problem Solving from Nature-PPSN VIII. LNCS 3242, Birmingham: Springer-Verlag, 2004. 762-771.

Li XD. Better spread and convergence: Particle swarm multi-objective optimization using the maximin fitness function. In: Proc. of
the Genetic and Evolutionary Computation Conf. (GECCO 2004). LNCS 3102, Seattle, Washington: Springer-Verlag, 2004.
117-128.

Parsopoulos KE, Tasoulis DK, Vrahatis MN. Multi-Objective optimization using parallel vector evaluated particle swarm
optimization. In: Proc. of the IASTED Int’l Conf. on Artificial Intelligence and Applications (AIA 2004). Innsbruck: ACTA Press,
2004. 823-828.

Laumanns M, Thiele L, Deb K, Zitzler E. Combining convergence and diversity in evolutionary multi-objective optimization.
Evolutionary Computation, 2002,10(3):263-282.

Mostaghim S, Teich J. The role of &-dominance in multi objective particle swarm optimization methods. In: Proc. of the 2003
Congress on Evolutionary Computation (CEC 2003). Canberra: IEEE Press, 2003. 1764—-1771.

Clerc M, Kennedy J. The particle swarm: Explosion, stability, and convergence in a multi-dimensional complex space. IEEE Trans.
on Evolutionary Computation, 2002,6(1):58-73.

Zitzler E, Deb K, Thiele L. Comparison of multi-objective evolutionary algorithms: empirical results. Evolutionary Computation,
2000,8(2):173-195.

Mt e 32 £ 3% Sk

(1]

RBE, 1, < AR, B8 g SMORL IR DL AL ST Sk e AL T B B Ak X 0 32,2005,32(3):1-6.

MEEA971—), B IR E 2N Lk,
e 2 R, T 5 Uk o S e o
LB B

KBA(1955 —), %, 14 0% 1 - A i,
EZAE AR T R e, CSCW, £
Agent R4E.

@ [P

AT

http:/ www. jos. org. cn




<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /All
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName (http://www.color.org)
  /PDFXTrapped /Unknown

  /Description <<
    /FRA <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create PDF documents with higher image resolution for improved printing quality. The PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Reader 5.0 and later.)
    /JPN <FEFF3053306e8a2d5b9a306f30019ad889e350cf5ea6753b50cf3092542b308000200050004400460020658766f830924f5c62103059308b3068304d306b4f7f75283057307e30593002537052376642306e753b8cea3092670059279650306b4fdd306430533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103057305f00200050004400460020658766f8306f0020004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d30678868793a3067304d307e30593002>
    /DEU <>
    /PTB <>
    /DAN <>
    /NLD <>
    /ESP <>
    /SUO <>
    /ITA <>
    /NOR <>
    /SVE <>
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


