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Abstract: A Memetic immune algorithm for multiobjective optimization (MIAMO) is proposed by introducing two types of local search
operators. These operators are the Pareto dominance based descent operator and the differential evolution based operator. In MIAMO, the
position and spatial relations between antibodies in the decision space are used to design the two heuristic local searching strategies with
the assistance of which the efficiency of the immune multiobjective optimization algorithm can be improved. Experimental results
indicate that, comparing with the other four efficient multiobjective optimization algorithms, the MIAMO performs better in
approximation, uniformity, and coverage. It converges significantly faster than the immune multiobjective optimization algorithm.

Key words: multiobjective optimization; artificial immune algorithm; Memetic algorithm

VF 220 S AH S b (g A Ak 100 78055 2 1] I A0 A0 P A B2 A A B P 910 H bR X 28 )RR O 2 H AR A AL 1] 8
(multiobjective optimization problem, ffi# MOP). 1T MOP fE4EANELE — AN REAE BT A H b 5] I ik 2 S 40 1 A,
[Rt, 2 H AR A S 00 H 1R 3R 18— 40 B A AR PEY) Pareto B4R (14 & (Pareto set, fdi#i PS),fiXx 4% Pareto
I AR ARAE H A5 23 10] Pareto i (Pareto front, fj #k PF)_E (K143 A AT AT BELF @I E L 58 ) PEAT Ry A k1L

« SEETUH: B K E SRR B K1(973)(2013CB329402); |8 5 [ 4R 2% 3L 42 (61072139, 61001202, 61272279); %2448
22 B 518 v R (BOT048); #H H-IK VT 2% % AT A BA & 8 v %I (IRT1170); [ 5% 28077 75 14 -t #5087 200 9% 4 (20090203120016,
20100203120008); H [H fi -f J5 A} 2% 3 4> (20090461283); B i 45 [ AR Rl 27 FL Al AT 57 1141 (2011JQ8010, 2009JQ8015)
W R IR ] 2012-01-20; & Uit 1A]: 2012-04-18; & Fi it} [a]: 2012-06-25
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WAL BVE— RASAT T LA 42— 4 Pareto S0 Al 48, IR B4R 0)3d & sk fi# MOP. B i, 1E 4k 2 H AR IR BEvE
(evolutionary multiobjective optimization, f&# EMO) T2 3 i b K % MOP [t 3= 3 J7 72— 13 )\ Fonseca 2 A
B UCRSET Pareto HEJF (I HEAL SRk AR 22 H x i BIBLZ )5 7E i 2510 20 224, 2 Fh EMO 242 T ik,
LI 5L, i NSGANELSPEAITT PESAINOVAS L 52 Bt HE 137 ) A 1A 6 PR L 8B R - S0 3 B 110 2 1 P A
FEML 6 B AF 4R R, HEAL 2 F AR DAk B9 AT B T S 2 3 () SR gt S e R A vk e 2 ),

Zhang %5 NKe SRR 2 H bRt Ak i) 8 1) 7% G 8502 O vE S T SAR 45 & S T 25 e 2 B kA
035 MOEA/DBL S 7 192 (K 635 . Bader A1 Zitzler %5 A4 HK 510k B FAR 11 A BHL IS I N B4k 2 H ARL
535 Zhang A1 Zhou %5 A 13442 % H b ) 8PS 109 30 A0 BRI 82 1 T PR fig 22 H AR A 1) J8 10 43 A 4k
535 RM-MEDAIOL L Ab - 5748 68 05 32, B RUE K Skt ikt W ek, N T g vk,
2 43 HEAR SRSV Al gl il o b TSR AR 22 F R AR A i) L

N T 459% & 4 (artificial immune system, fRiF% AIS) & 52 AW G 9% R S8 A K= A 00— Rl A8 v 5 8 e 7
TS R 2 (B 9 5 S W, P SRR DI ) 0D 2 D0 A B9 5 A S0 B LA T A 1 ol B 2 R A AR
FrAE 1, IR SEIRANEE 5 B N SR 38 dae D30 4k, S 28 (0 AR 2 9 b gl FH 1SR i 22 H A4k 1 8. Yoo T Hajala
W ML S A B 2 H AR A S 2 i) Coello 25 N JE T4 8 ve B e PR AR T 58— AN L IEE X
I G 2 HARAL SR MISARS KL T 402 9 2% 4515 Freschi Fl Repetto 4t 17—l < fE A\ T 402 £ 45 (vector
artificial immune system, &FK VAIS)Kf# 2 B br LAk 0] 8 2 7% 5 55 T 5o B e PR Y it iy b4 ol 77—k
Al S AT SR B ) 22 H AR ARk SR NNILAR B L e 575 NNTA2DO) 52565 248 L3¢ 1] NNITA AT NNITA2 LA R/
YT (¥R AR g, 7 Pareto f (MRS & MR ME L %6 ) PEANIA AP |55 NSGAI 2548 4k A be AT ) & (e e 3.

H T I EER KRR RE D, 2 2 K RS R R R JE R OB I AN R T R T —
eI 4 S 48 22 R ) B4 22 (1) Memetic 532 (MAS)PL LA (1) Memetic 321k % H AR 146 59 (Memetic EMO) (1)
B9 2 56 T R A Rk R (R B WL |, 3 B % )7 VA IR A [, Memetic EMO - 43 P Fh 2 P20 — 3R
I Pareto 37 LI FR %R 7 RIP3 24 5 — ORI IE T SR A bR Bk %y S 201 A

HIMA W2 HAR AL EE— RN T % 2 HARIR AL B 58 2 M OGE T H br 23 1) b (R B BENL I, i 78
PSS IR A H 2R F ) B U A7 gk T 8 H AR A BV IR S O Tl — DA v e B 2 H bR AR BRI 1 SR i
fie, A SCERRT MOP (W Mot T WAl R 4 R T 9P L5 I N s 2 AR 2 NNIA2 2 32 1 T —Fh
K2 H bR 19 B Memetic %0840 A6 £792:(Memetic immune algorithm for multiobjective optimization, i #x
MIAMO). {jj H 52 5 45 JL R W, MIAMO 534 RERE 1138 R 3k 3 R 1 0 B R P48 R 5 7, ESR AP ik 5 NNILALSL
NNIA2PZ NSGAIIM, MOEA/DWIAE 513 b £ e Sk J3 A SR i 5 Bt 124 B S 34

1 ETRERBEFRNS BRALEZ

GRS R Y R RGN B RN RBEMA Y . S 2 S LB, T TSR AR O 1 R T R
6 5 7Ly B ] A0 e A RO AE iR 3 A I 1 008 S AR KA B4 T A 0 91 38 2 5 1) S 8 R A
G35 M) 8 3ok FR 50 AT DL G 988 A0 B9 KA A ) 0 A 21 ) (1 48 2R o R I R R

Bl 1 #EIR T e vw Bk B Ak R LA 1) R 2 () (9 48 2R P A TR e e] DU Y, S 8 e e R A A B
AR PR G 3 AN 240 IR 70 e 44 (clone operation) . 4% %5 (K 4% /F (immune genetic operation) A3k % 45
{k (selection operation).

NINTA S35 0RO Ak S0 BL A (R R IR 22 R VR (R i 0 R 25 5 I N SR 3 e At SR At 1 i 55 NSG AN 45
2 W STVEAR LG AR TR T PR AN AP B B B AR SR, (T NNIA S35 B R 16 Pareto St bt kit 4T
T 5 L 3 AR P e K A A ) T i T A A D ) SR A R 5 AN R T X — ) L NNTA2 SR —
AR AT PR 3 (vicinity distance) At T Ak S2HCHEFE o B4 B BE 25 (crowding distance), Wit T — T k I 4R % %
1) 22 FE R FERLED. S5 LRI NNTA2 3B 51N T — B [ 38 Y 45 4% o e SR AR A o A4 7 4830 JE 28 F I AR s A2 )% B
0 A AR T T A RS, N T A0 5 B0 SR A 5 LI 28 50 P B 4
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Fig.1 Searching paradigm of clonal selection based immune optimization algorithm

1 e o B Sk PO AL SV DI A ) LA = ) 7 48 2ot 7

NNIA2 A4k A T NNIA R EFEVT 2, 1 BR85S R e v b5 M — 2 e —F A 2 e e 2 B ARtk
(AR

AR NNIA2 FEIEE PR 3557 PR 58 ) 1tk b 35 38 00 s B, (R 0925 1 e S ool 38 e i A S 4R H 1
MIAMO(Memetic immune algorithm for multiobjective optimization)$E7E NNIA2 F3EAl B 51T T PRk R
R TR EL R SR RZE . MIAMO 47 T NNIA F1 NNIA2 (30 R g s 5 X, RS2 8 gt 5 5. ik
Ab={01,02,...,0n} X R~ 2 HESMAL 0BRSS B x={X, X, ... X P GRAD . FUAA Ab (E—AFERAL gie[0,1]%=
ming+gi(maxi—min;), 2 41, max; F1 min; 73 5138 75 1 AR i x; IO A SRR S

2 MIAMO & E#A

TR % H PSS B A RO R 2 R R R A ) R 8 R A3 0 PR IR A 2 SR AR AN w oA T4
G948 2 H bR LS R SR AR RS, A SCEFST 2 B RR P04 1) R 45 s B3 T — FhIE - Pareto SZRLC R JFEE T
&+, F 5 % 43 (differential evolution, fij#x DE)H F—E 5| A%k £ HAr LB Sz i 8B T —Fiskg 2
H A7 1] LK) Memetic 4035 4846 5% (MIAMO).

2.1 MIAMOE E/ITE

MIAMO 53k T 2R I Do i i 4n 7

B 1. MIAMO Sk Fe.

Step 0. SVE¥E 1 E AR SCECABEUBE np, BOE FIEE AR na, B0 BE FHERUBE ne, 41 41 BT s, 5 K s3I0

M ¥k MaxFuncEval;

Step 1. WIUHALBENL™ A2 K/ np IR AT B Po, 21 A0S R Ag I IR i I Rl RE Co by 8 82 IR AR S

t=0;

Step 2. b B A SR PR AR SR HE P RIS T KO A0 (K 22 R R FFBIAR, AN Py 45 H K/ S na 1R

BE ACTHAT 130 25 2 7 e 340,15 2 7 B FE (X 25 5 NNIA2 S 3 [ 20,
Step 3. G HE KRR 4 C 4 7S 4E X e BRI Cy I AN B Ak Aby(i=1,2,...,|C), I Cy H BR B2 25 5z /N 1)
s NPUARK I AT A1 23 NB(AD;), Fi Xt Ab; LR pg 04T Step 3.1, IME R 1-py $h 4T Step 3.2;
Step 3.1. Memetic S+ #AT TR T 1A DE ¥ Memetic 55,7 A8 il b4
Aly < Memetic(AB,,C,),C/ =C! U Al.
Step 3.2. A X AR S 4 F AT R 3k 28 X 5T F (simulated binary crossover, fii i SBX)MH1 £ 1 =, 45
5417 (polynomial mutation, fij #k PM)IL 7 25 87 1 Bt ik A, C/ =Cl U A ;
Step 4. MEFFHRAE R A P AE 2 ECHE PRI T k AT A0 I 2 A E R FER RN R OC) HE R np AP,
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S AP Pir1;
Step 5. J4I i 45: HLvHE U< 40 3R B8 BOOPAR YR BOK 45T MaxFuncEval, iy S A Pry; 75 0,4 t=t+1,% Step 2.

MIAMO 803k H E 2D AT T NNIA2 FIHESE, HUETE Step 3 Fu s B PR A3 43 L — 2 2R pg PAT —
Fh LT =38R LA DE (1) Memetic 5.7, LA$& i B2 K48 R 20 . Memetic 521 A AR an

3% 2. TR LR DE ) Memetic 1 Al «<— Memetic(Ab,C,).

Step 1. TSR OC R Ab; 55 NB(AD;) 1 F Al BT A 1) 52 i 56 R, T NB(Aby) B Aby S FC 1 B A4 J 58 45
D(Ab;), # D(Aby) A4 %% AT Step 2; 75 I, #1447 Step 3;

Step 2. R IIE T DAL HARIKIAECH r,D(Ab)={Ab"Ab? ... Ab"}, & T 1l J7 44 d={d*,
d?...,d "} d I=AD-AD 21,2, R R A, R B LB TR SR Ay FIABIE A Y 7 T dir LB K
step % 27 A Fr ik Al

{dir:Z;Orand(O,l)xdj
Ab' = Ab/ + step x norm(dir)
723 (1), rand(0,1)E 7~ 0~1 2 [i] 1) 55 BEAL £, norm(dir) 74 ) & dir 347 13— AL 4E;
Step 3. ZEHH T AE NB(Ab)HBEHLIERE AP, LK AbP R AT, 28 40 7 7= A B pudk A 17 Xl 2
KQ)FrR:
Ab! = Ab, +rand (0,1) x (AbP — Ab;) + rand (0,1) x (Ab% — Ab;) 2

()

Step 4. iR |1 A/ .
2.2 MIAMOE By St 4

WFA LR Z A Pareto SRR 2 B AR AL )8, 3E 17 BRI L 2 B bR S G VR SRR T 1
Pareto g g, B8 b, 2046 22 H AR AL B M RAKAT 45 & 223k 15 Pareto S RABSEA M — AN T4E IRER TR
Pareto i LM 1K) H Ax of BUE AE BEAR PR 10 20 A1 R 0T BEHb 58 T~ R385 AR SCR) A PR 5 R ) SRAE (1) P SR E ) T
MIAMO HELIE 2R 1 Wi WS B 2 B AR Ak 1) BB A Pareto SRR A& 1 — /T 4R L.

EX VBERFTRBRATKEE). WRSE—ANEREIH{x:t=0,1,2,...} 2 — M S HEE M BEHLT 5. 21 7
ST FTE 9 t=0 FUBTH 14 (i,j) e SxS 7 LL R4 i

P{Xw1=j X1, X1 =1, - . Xo=To}=P{Xe1 =] [X=1}=Pjj 3)
TR 7 51{x:t=0,1,2,... & — MTEARS A A] S b 155 A B Ey /R W] FBE. 55 KA BR B 7R AT I 1R 78 i — I % (AR
A FLRT— I8 2 RS AH G, FARS B HERE P=[pijls«s 15 ) t oK.

AN A=[ay]men, W0 RS T AT 1 1=, m BT IR j=1,...,n 7 a;=0,JUFK A ARG 0. 354 ai>0, MIFK
A SEIEFEFE AR — AN AR SFOE BRI R — AT 2 RIS T 100K A S BENLAE B LA, A7 BRI 1) 2R 17 K4 1R e s S R
P=[pijlsxs /& FEBLAR . — AN BEHLAE FE AW A TR — 2 R A AR — A 0 202 R E AR A h 91 Rl

TEX 2(RATFERE). B BRFF IR T /R v] RS I 5 R JE R P=[pylsxs /& AN AT 4111, 10 SR A

VijeSke{l,2,...},pii(k)>0 (4)
o, pii(K)=p{x=ilxo=i}=eiP e F A L k 2B MOIRZES i e BPRAS J (KIMESR e R e 20 IR EE | 4ERISH j 4E0 1
(1) ERLASE i)

AT LY 5E B 1R 58 SCRT DA H a0 S BR S5 IR By /R P R IR RS 4 B P oA IE SRR ) &2 — S8 R mT 40 (1),

313 1. WEHUERE P,C F1 A H P IE AR B, C 241 AT A1, A REAT AR B, JU) PC HT AP #852 1E AR B UE B AL
X Hik[28].

5138 2. —AHAA RS 5 A 0] L5 B FRE 155 R 5 R /T 88, LA 1 J6 BRI U7 il 45— IR
5 e IR 43 A1 G 0% IF B WL Sk [29].

EIE 1. MIAMO FVERIANEEF 21 Pot=0 & B EH B M FE ST BR 55 R o] Ik,

TR B X TSR A 2 22 H bR ALAK 1) 8L, 0 SR A0 2 RGP (0 2 SO RS = 0] S vy LIRSS BRAE . b T- 50
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(19 2 BOAN B IR [R) 1115 2 A6 A8 Ak, BURPBE 3 81) Py (K AE RS R RE P A5 I ) ¢ JE 56 DRk, ph o S 1 w60 B E )7 471 Py S 7F
K& S EIIFFUCH R I R v] KA.
12 P=(Aby (1), Aby(t), ..., Aby()T, ] Pri=PxP=PxCLxIGXSL.F # %51 P, %7 5 P=CLxIGxSL, 3,
o CL J& SR AE M B A AE M I — AT h A — AN 300 1LIL4Rh 0.8k, CL 2 RENL A RE;
o 1G J2 G s JE R B AR 1 5G B FE I MIAMO 550923 1) G 928 55 DR B A b V350 40 4 B 36— & 1 A Memetic 551
BRI R A PR 2= 0 B, 0 SBX A2 XE T PM ZE 1 e /i R 7. ZE0H TR
RN — 3B A8 SCBTF A2 0 AN B 2 AN AR EEAT T 4 A, 1T 22 T AR R AT 0T LA AT AN
T I S g B DR A P B — A AT T — AR S A A7 A R 3 AT R — A AR ] RE M R I, S
P JE AR IR R JE B 1G 2 IEHR B,

o SL RIEREHAEMIFBIME /E MIAMO S5, il T B B 55 7 00 J0 7 G 38 J55 TR 450 5 1 s s R b o ik
PRI HEBE SL B — A b — e B A LI 3k B R A I R B SL B AT 2

5B 1 AT40,CL 2 BN G 2 IEAR M, CLxIG 2 IEAERE. SNy SL & 41 AT 2%, 4 P=CLxIGxSL
e IEHBE.

(K, MIAMO 3 BRI BEFE 51 PLt=0 S HA TE 6 A8 40 B A 5 VA B 2 JR T KA O

EIE 2. MIAMO LA HEIT 41 Put=0 LIMEER 1 #8122 H An 4k 1) B4 Pareto S AR AR A 16—
AL b

WA AC % H AR Ak ) BB A Pareto AL AR SE & PS,MIAMO ik (RN BEIF 41 Py LUK 1 #i i 82 PS
I — T2, SN T2 to+oolt X T Py FIAT R — A0 % a,#H aePS.

% agPS,MIZE PS b8 4746 — A Pareto T fLfif b, & b M A Pareto 32 it a2 B 1 L& UEW] T MIAMO
S AN RE R A 22 SR IR IR IR BT R, LR R B P 2 IERERE. i PR IEFEFE AT 40P — B 2 AR F 410, 5 3
2 WHIL,MIAMO Sk MR EERE S LIMER 1 TCBR i 10 4 IRZS T 5 S IR 0 AT oo T4, 24 t—+oollf,
Pareto FLf# b LAMER 1 HHELAE Py h. 1 MIAMO B3k (3% F 45 T R B Pareto S fil (045 I T 41,8 2 LA
145 b IR, SR TG,

KL, MIAMO SR AT T 41 Put=0 DAHESR 1 #T il sk B 2 B bR b4k 1) 8 B AR Pareto S {0 Al 85 1K) — A
THL. O
23 BEHTLWEFEREEMERFES N

MIAMO B3 1 A8 JEAG IR, E T H A4 b 20 10 A 8 70 43 ML 83, A A 0 L 4R 48 Py 11X LA AN A4 . Pareto
SR OE R B A] REME BT B 2 P HIEA D(AD) ZEUE LR A A2 Memetic HF R R LA PR E
T 5AEG0EE TRL S TR T IS T AF,MIAMO 83460 £ BRI IR T & TR T £
H ARG 1) B A H b5 2% 0] L) Pareto SCHL G &, 7658 B AR AN 10— AN 20385 P9 4k 31 4% AN 14k Pareto SCTc 14 3 Al A
R, PR AR IX i S HC G FR A — AN A A B Ly TR,

Bl 2 3R TR S R L ARE SR BT Aby 5 EAR L NB(AD;) P T4 1) 326 & i e
— AN L X35, 3 ZR 5 ) dir 7R U X3 B AL A R G B 2 BT B R8RSl Ay, 78 AR 3
NB(Ab)H 7 534k 3 M4 e Pareto S2HC R B 4 Ag,Ag, Ag. IR Ab;, Ay Ay BT Ag S P 5[] & (1 9 A5, B ATT 2 1)
(1 Pareto 7MC % 2R 5 BT B H br 23 18] A BE 3K A5 830 Aby,ApAg Bl AgiX 4 ANASRARTD 5 1) D S5 17 540 51k
Xi,X1, Xz 1 Xg, FH TN A Ab; 78 H AR 23 1) L Pareto SRS A, Ay Il Ag 3% 22 F bR A0 A il 2511 P 5% x; 6 e 575 2% 1) b 1
Z G xq,%o Fl xg SE4ZEAT T 1) SUELAE 1) Pareto e fiLfift (4 & PS.IA UL, R A Pareto SZHC S R 1F BN X1, % Fl x5 3]
Xi PR 3 A 1] 5 BBl 1) T A R A 77 1 X s 5 5 7 I R s P B L 77 A 1R 1 5 T AT A R, 2 U R IR T i
PEAS B 0 BT PEAR PS MR

P 3 M ELAE S8 (0 47 BE 0 AT T MIAMO SR Je 38 R L T 1 38 225 1k 1 3 LA bR 34 ZDTL(kR 251 5
UL JE THT )R 1) A 50, A — 2R B ACARAN A HE R, 43 SR FH B AL A8 2R 5 RS W A1 =2k T 3 000 4148
A NS R A T SBX A XE T PM AR H T HIH 4.
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Fig.2 Ilustration of the principle of the Pareto dominance based descent operator
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Fig.3 Searching behavior of the Pareto dominance based descent operator

K 3 JET Pareto SZHCOC R KRR T L& ¥ 1048 R B

M3 AR 7 A0 A PR K 50 Al 5 D0 T BAA H B LR 28 S 7 AR SO (AR 18 4 Rl 2t A 7 B AL
PR A REARIR A5 1R AT BB KA 2110 R 8 (L S5 R R E A 1R 0T AT A28 20 A SARANAAE H A
2% 1) L 1) Pareto SCHC K FR, AR ME A2 $J A5 B0 460 FRAR PR 1K) -7 ARAN 4. X i, MIAMO S50 R 1K) JRy 3 1 1l 45071
S RN PN A A €T TR RPTE L B S I L RPN 6/ 8
24 ESETHIERREMERFIES R

MIAMO 5325 1 FEFUAA B BE A1 o J5 30 B o 1K AR B SEIC 10 v Re PR BRI B0 2 G
D(Ab;) 2 HUik I~ i 2%, Memetic 57 1) 72 73 B A FL 22 93 57 I FH B AS SIS 1A e A2 22 18] R A 467 2 5%
Fe A B T BRI AR AR PS HEAK IV 1) RO 4008 10 #8 R X 38k 77 7).l Karush-Kuhn-Tucker (KKT) £ £ 77 %0, %
T4 m A B AR IESEZ B bRk 0 581, LB AR 1) PS ZE oS 23 8] R I m=1 44 B S (0 i A o A 0
S31) Ml S S (K E AR ALK 1) R ICERAR Y PSR R SR A I by BB S0 il £ 6T SR = H AR ) A I
BRAR(Y PS & 7% 0] b4y B SR (Wt 22 40 7 R 7 2 H ARG i) 7R g s 2 ) W o ik TR
FEFRE AT PS VR 148 2R 5.

AR T 254y B AR R R, B b S0 1 B R AR 1 AR A N 4 1 A B T LU HE MIAMO B
0T (10 25 4 B R A0 3 P AR S BB AR (R ARG A7 B O R P AR T S B PR PS I AR B A B K 2R U 1) 3
TR I 2R DRI, 7 AR T R A S 3R AT B L 1w ) ) T A
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3

Ab! = Ab, + rand (0,1) x (Ab® — Ab,) + rand (0,1) x (Ab® — Ab) ™}

Fig.4 Ilustration of the principle of the differential evolution based operator

K4 20057 Bt A e
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Fig.5 Searching behavior of the differential evolution based operator

K5 ZaH TR

M 5 22 3 S AL IR AR AR IR A1 1 DU AT LAt 22 20 551 s U SCAURIRE R 1 ¥ 254 i PS WRTB 7
I AT 8 58, 14 R A (A ey B T 224 i R L DX 31 P9 968, 10 LV 240 PS T 7 1) 516 1 s B AT 47
JE&EAE MIAMO S BB 10 5 1, T AR SR T 22 H AR DA i) /I BRAE PS 1K) 4 L BN 22 0 55 7 IR R
FYEATBI T MIAMO SE5AE 25 PS K L3845 5 2 (Vg LLSR MR 20 Ao (¥ 85 53 ) I, 22 00 5573 4 i
PS L% J7 1 54 W i 4 (14 2R 68 0, 47 B T- MIAMO S5 3RAFHEAN FE AR PS 1 (0 i, LA e ST 0 )

3 MEXRLERENHN

ARSI AR T 10 ANAIRIZER £ #0310 8k 56 AE MIAMO S0VE A Rtk R 4% ZDT &R
HIRT(R) 5 AN H A% i R DTLZ R AN 5 A = F b 1] 8503 e 038 1) 0 4 6 AR 22 AS (7] 10 3 BRI 90 P gl 3 1%,
EATT LR AN 11 7 TG A6 2 F A T JBUE AT, 5 0 45 SR 55 NSGAN, MOEA/D, NNIARTAIT NNIA2P 33t
77 W St NSGAIN S A AT AL % F AR O] F 5, MOEAID JL 4 A I 4y o 5 A 57
112 FLARAR L7 22 NNIA T NNIAZ 2 ESOIE R S5 ¢ 191 T 10 IR B,

FE 525 v R — B4 & VP 4R A5 Inverted Generational Distance(IGD)P2k VP A 513k i PE g B P™ A
MOP (Y BILAH PR 15— 4L 51 E P Jy 1% FER (AL E 1R A — LR TLAE P S 7 MRS P 1) 1GD 4
bk S

IGD(P",P) = erd(lv ) )
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Horh,d(v,P)hy v SREEE P b b 2 i BT 1 £ A RR FGE B P[RRl RE P eh Pareto BRI g i1 AN 45, AR LI
SEIG P BEE N 500 ANAGD FRAR v LLER G i i 2 H AR AL SRS Pareto L4 P IS E AN 2 FE1E,1IGD
RN, S0 D SR A B

MIAMO 55 HAth 4 Fonf L8R T SBX A8 XM 2 T 348 3¢, 5 T SLV0 1K) SBX A8 XM ¥ h 0.8,%
T AR S AR SR BOE A Un Jerbn AR 2 AR i il v 53 it 4k i, 22 T3 e ) 70 A1 F Bise 2 ol 20,
MIAMO 53 AE SCRC AR R np 15 E 4 100,800 MRERURE na ¥ B R 20, 8 BEFIREREAR ne BB A 50,1248 41
R s BUE A 20,48 %0 K step BB 2T SARPUAR 5 1T B A & v B HAT SCRC IR R LA 18] 1124 B S A
NNIA H1NNIA2 534, Al SRR /N A 100,380 R K/ 20, 5g BE R R/ 2 100.MOEA/D 3%, 1 i)
R AN HCh 100,4838K /N 20.NSGAIL [/ 100.

Table 1 Multi-Objective optimization test problems
x1 2 Hba il @

it Ak 4% n H b B8 2 (e /MMb)
00 =%
i€ = — Xl
ZDT1 :‘;1[013] 30 (%) g(X)[l ,?A(X)}
g(x):1+9(zi":2xi)/(n—1)
() =%
e _ (% 2
ZDT2 :‘;1[01}1 30 f,(%) Q(X){l (A(X)j }
900 =1+9(X1 ) /(n-
() =x

ZDT3 ;(5[0'1] 30 fz(x)zg(x)_l— ;%(X)fﬁsin(lonxi)}

900 =1+9( ) /(n-
() =x

x1€[0,1] [
ZDT4 x':[—s,s] 30 fz(x):g(x)_lf\j%(X)}

g(x) =1+10(n-1)+ >"7 [x’ —10cos(4nx,)]

f,(x)=1- e(J.xl)x[sin(anxl)]6

zoTe | Xi€l0dl 10 f(x) = 9("){1*( 1) g(x)ﬂ
g(x) =1+ 9[(2:‘:2xi )/(n —1)}0'25

00 =3%%-%, 0+ 904)

00 = 5 % % )L+ 9(X)

1
PTLZL | oy, D | ML 100 = 203+ 9(x)

() =5 LX)+ 904)

where g(x,) = 100@ X |+ (% —0.5)* — cos(20m(x; — 0.5))):‘

Xj €Xg
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Table 1 Multi-Objective optimization test problems (Continued)
F1 Z AN R (L)
i) 7t A iy H 47 2R B (B )
f,(X) = 1+ g(x,)) cos(x,m/ 2) cos(x,m/ 2)...coS(X,_,m/ 2) coS(X, 47/ 2)
f,(X) = @+ g(x,)) cos(x,m/ 2) cos(X,m/ 2)...c08(X, _,m/ 2)sin(x,_ym/ 2)

xi€[0,1] ktpxd-1 | fa () = @+ g(x))cos(xyn/ 2)sin(x,n/ 2)
fi(x) =L+ g(x,))sin(xn/2)

where g(x,) :100@ X |+ z ((% —0.5)* — cos(20m(x; —0.5)))}

Xj €X¢

DTLZ2

f,(X) = @+ g(x,)) cos(xm/ 2) cos(x,m/ 2)...co8(X, _,m/ 2) cos(X,_,m/ 2)
f,(X) = @+ g(x,)) cos(Xm/ 2) cos(X,m/ 2)...co8(X, _,m/ 2)sin(x,_ym/ 2)

xi€[0,1] Ketx—1 'fH(x):(1+g(xk))cos(xln/Z)sin(xzn/2)
fi (x) =+ g(x))sin(x/2)

where g(x,) :100[| X [+ X (% —0.5)* — cos(20m(x; —0.5)))}

Xj €Xg

DTLZ3

f,(x) = @+ g(x,))cos(x;n/ 2) cos(x; w/ 2)...cos(x,_,m/ 2) cos(x,_ m/ 2)
f,(x) = @+ g(x,)) cos(xn/ 2) cos(x; m/ 2)...cos(X,_,m/ 2)sin(x 7/ 2)
IO LKL |10 - @ g(x Doos(xin/ DsinGin/2)
£, (x) = @+ g (x)sin(x'n/ 2)

where g(x)= Y (x —0.5)% a =100

Xj €X¢

DTLZz4

() =x
f,(x) =%,

fa(¥) =%,
k-1 | f () =@+ g Dh(FL foe £ 0)

where g(xk):1+i > X

| Xk |X‘exk

k[ f
h(fy fyro f 1,0) =k = [7
vl K1 ;1+g

?(,E[O,l]

DTLZ6
i=1,...,n

(1+sin(3xf, ))}

3.1 ¥ BRI K 181 RR B oK AR 1 AR PR AL

X E S u L T MIAMO 5 NNIA NNIA2, MOEA/D #1 NSGAII 3X 5 R0 W5 H #7 ZDT et sk il
PERE. B 6 25 11 T 5 Rl A0 AN i) A IS R K, 40 S 2 000 Y8 BR BEEH R 5 000 Y8 BR BEE 5 3453 i B A PR(IK]
6 155 1 FFIEE 2 F1) LA S AE 15 000 IR ek BEA JE 1GD $R b i 21 (B 6 H 38 3 4).

o BT LLAR G e e Sk (1 G840 A I 00, & T 1 R W8 40 2R 40 TR R AS 1K) T DY 40 5, v 1] R K S 4%
HFEART AL BT R 10 R R TR FEA (0 IR A 3 (B R A0 ), B A 1) B (L 23 ) hy o 8 W95 i<+ R o~ B A,
B IU) I R BRI B X R 6 T B R 30 YRAST SEG W de UL 45 LB 3 AR A 30 MY S8 1 4
4R

B 6 7] LA HY 5T H A ZDT 250302 56 2, MIAMO 75 2 000 7% 56 £ 0P Isf O 2 4R B sl 8k 31 T BEAR
1) P, B, At 4 b A 55032 v oK 58 AW 8 T LA H MILAMIO (R BC 50T 5 38 e e I 25 1B, MIAMO i 2%
BRI U SAOKS 32 35 =5 T NSGAILTIZE ZDT6 1, LR MIAMO AW SI0HE J A bl H JHG IS S50 J3 A £ s Ak ke U, ek
% MIAMO 759 B A ZDT ZF1H0a0 R E R G248 T NNIANNIA2.
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Fig.6 Optimal PFs obtained by the comparing algorithms after 2 000 or 5 000 function evaluations
and the IGD box plots after 15 000 function evaluations
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Fig.7 Comparisons of the optimal PFs and IGD box plots obtained
by the comparing algorithms after 20 000 function evaluations (1)
K7 S FPEVELE 20 000 7k B8 BN I B PE PR AT IGD 4R bR & 151 (1)

© PHEBPEBRGAITT  hip:) www. jos. org. en



1540 Journal of Software #k#F34% Vol.24, No.7, July 2013

0.11] ¥
0.1
~0.09 -
S0.08 h .
- v
0.06 é -
005 = . ‘ ]
MIAM NNIANNIA2 MOEA/D NSGAII
Algorithms

0.055; Q g ]

MIAMO NNIA NNIA2 MOEA/D NSGAII
Algorithms

Fig.7 Comparisons of the optimal PFs and IGD box plots obtained
by the comparing algorithms after 20 000 function evaluations (2)
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Fig.7 Comparisons of the optimal PFs and IGD box plots obtained
by the comparing algorithms after 20 000 function evaluations (3)
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Fig.8 Comparisons of the IGD declining curves obtained by the comparing algorihtms
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