HHEE RS KR DOI:10. 7544/issn1000-1239. 2016. 20150806
Journal of Computer Research and Development 53(6): 1410-1421, 2016

ETzZUREFINZ BRARESHNLEE

BX4 TWRE B 4 x4®
ORFEB T 2B Bl BE )7 ARAKRSE  523808)
ORI R EALRE R M 510006)
(weiwh@dgut. edu. cn)
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Abstract Differential evolution is a simple and efficient evolution algorithm to deal with nonlinear and
complex optimization problems. Generalized opposition-based learning (GOBL) often guides population
to evolve in the evolutionary computing. However, real-world problems are inherently constrained
optimization problems often with multiple conflicting objectives. Hence, for resolving multi-objective
constrained optimization problems, this paper proposes a constrained differential evolution algorithm
using generalized opposition-based learning. In this algorithm, firstly, the transformed population is
generated using general opposition-based learning in the population initialization. Secondly, the better
individuals that are selected from the initial population and the transformed population using non-
dominated sorting, crowding distance sorting and constraint handling techniques compose the new
initial population. Lastly, based on a jumping probability, the transformed population is calculated
again after generating new populations, and the fittest individuals that are selected from the union of
the current population and the transformed population compose new population using the same
techniques. The solution can be evolved toward Pareto front slowly according to the generalized
opposition-based learning, so that the best solutions set can be found. The proposed algorithm is
tested in multi-objective benchmark problems and compared with NSGA-][ , MOEA/D and other
multi-objective evolution algorithms. The experimental results show that our algorithm is able to

improve convergence speed and generate solutions which approximate to the best optimal Pareto front.

Key words  differential evolution; generalized opposition-based learning ( GOBL); multi-objective

optimization; constrained optimization; non-dominated sorting
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B RFEARG BN RAE A ARG R R Z A FBI R AR TZREF TGP, T
VAR AP BRI 12 &) R 4K 89 Pareto AT &, A RKIF R ME. 25 KA % B 4% Benchmark ] £ 2t
R ERATT FWRAE, RS R AT .5 NSGA-[I L MOEA/D & f 4ty % B A2t 40 ik A0k, 3% 89
ok LA P AF 090 EE I B F A 69 AR Ak 45 18 U R AR 69 Pareto BT 75.

XgE ZoBAZARAF T 5 B AR 4 REA; 3F L ACHE A

mEESES TPIS

% H Fr 4L 0] B (multi-objective optimization
problems, MOPs) 7£ VF 2§38 &8 A 11z B9 i I » ¢
PERE TR M. 5 s m R
7], 22 H AR Pt Ak ) 00 251 [6] B O Ak 24~ B A pR B H
T2 A H bs eR UM B vb 58 L BT LA BB AR K i 5 B b
DA ) — A, SRR B — > de D0 SO P i T2 oK
fift ) — A0l 2 BT A E A R BT b R A L XA i AR
P2 N Pareto S Ml A, B 305 oh A9 B4 A T AR
[) LR A7 A 4 Tl 25 AR I 29 R 5 1F I 2 A AR 2
B Ak 8] 8 (multi-objective constrained optimization
problems, MCOPs) 5| T #F 58 # 11 56 4.
R PG B 23 T BT AT i X 0R /D I A A
18 2R i 1) 3k R AR A B O A % DR AT R T 24 TR Ak
AL R AL B MCOPs g 2 — A EAHIF L 19 PR

AL (evolution algorithm, EA) & — Fh i
PR TR RE AL S 12 B AE A — s A7 h AT LA
B Z A F A, KA BA e MOPs #9571 1
HRAIUHAED R T KRR 2 BRI
BT A0 F A - Deb S N5 R HY B4 Pl RS B
PEFER 2 B b5 A S HE FF 5t 4% 5 % (nondominated
sorting genetic algorithm, NSGA-]] ) fll Zhang %
NS 3T i 2 B Ar HE AR ST L (mult-
objective evolutionary algorithm based on decom-
position, MOEA/D).

Z /4y 3E 4k E 7k (differential evolution, DE) J2& i
Storn 1 Price™ 1 ¥ #2 Hi 1, B 0% — Bl T B 5 KL 25
F TR B o) P LB B R 0 Y 42 S AR B 1 L I B A
fiff He B H Ar 29 SRR AR 7] 81 (COPs) B & 4 BUAG T
W BUEE. Abbass 48 AN E K DE 559k FOR fig e
MOPs, #% & Pareto B W 22 43 ik 1k 5 ¥ (Pareto-
frontier differ-ential evolution, PDE). ¥ PDE %3
tL gk DE P4 7GR R S ACHGE i S e 6
FRIEAT OB, Z 3 S DR B AR SO g 2R — 1R
1, Madavan"""” & ) T Pareto 22 43 ¥ 4L 77 3 (Pareto
differential evolution approach, PDEA),iZ & ¥ 5
PDE 2, if DE =4 740 R G & IF AR E ¥

A BB AT Pareto JE 32 I HEJF F1 £ RE 1
HERF o d5c 5 AR B R P % % OR B B A AR Xue 25
AR T £ H b 22 4 365 % (multi-objective
differential evolution, MODE) , iZ & 3 5 NSGA- [
FL R T Pareto Ak 32 HE T A9 BF 1B 2 HE T
FeAR R (/& - MODE [ 38 B {# 8 5838 i3 Pareto
B S HE 5L 9K 5 MR AR 4 % FE 29 (E 2 ZZ. Robic
FENHRI T 2 H bk 22 43 E 1 5 (differential
evolution for multi-objective optimization, DEMO) , i%
955 MODE A7 sSSAH AL, 598 R I T Pareto JE 3¢
T HE 7 R4 B R B H R L H 2 B R PDEA —
AR A TG IF B R BT Pareto HE3Z
TC HE e A5 1 HE I L DA T 2 ik 14 34 20 43 A

3F I 7] 2% 2 (opposition-based learning, OBL)
MBI 2 B Al-Qunaieer % AN B AR W 0L %S
BN T AR ALY ok AT R — Uk AR FE BRIk
PG AR b A AP A U R 21 1 B A0 it o iy HL ik
FEVPH 5% R R AL T A ST 1) B S R ) A5 Hh IR
LW B AR TR HEAT R — kAR, Je il B T e 1] 2
JHIHLAS 7 2 O7 R T 2 g R kA
=3 7] A TAR B 1 NN B 223 N Vo NG
B B A R I R I A ) Y R 3 Wang 4
ANHTHR T — B L F U2 AR R 2% 2 (generalized
opposition-based learning, GOBL) % #. #l , GOBL
SR JH B 4 45 2% 245 [1) 3 AR > iy 4 ) 19 e e 4 1) — 4>
BB s ) 25 BIAE SR gt aok A% v S H 2 5% > i 5 1)
F1R) A 2 figk » T L 3 " 25 S A 45 s ) 1) Ao it it e T )
A 451 28 Y iif 2 () R 46 23 o] (9 i . GOBL BE 5 AR PR
b % W e A i

Rahnamayan % A" 4 g th T 3T K 2 )
(22 4 AT G TR SRR SR T T 1 2 2T Y
PLHIR A ALY, Z 5 19 LA HL . 40 45 Rahnamayan
TEN VR 2L 5 o il T B0k i 1 5 )
23] 25 4y AL R R ok OBL AL 4 T
2 BARICAL IR B, Peng %58 N2V 42 8 T —Fh il o
Z B ARG [R) Y i T 2 ) 2 2] 1) 2 H AR 22 43 R4k
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B ¥ (opposition-based multi-objective differential
evolution algorithm, OMODE) , i%Z & % % F§ OBL
BT 7 A2 0 T RE A S 1) bR SRS Jd 3 Pareto JE
SCHCHE 7 AR 55 R Y I A0 b Ao R A HC S ) e
FF T 2 S5 OIS A 2H 1T 1 0 4 b A 4k 22 2 AR Dong
NIRRT — BT R AR 0 2 H AR 22 53 HE AL
B ¥ (multi-objective differential evolution based on
opposite operation, MDEOQ) , 5 OMODE A [a] 19 /&,
A AETERRER) L6 A B B A= B 1) B ) HLAE
TR AT B vt A AR S ) B RE S SR 5 AT K
K Pareto Al 32 Be HE 5 A0 BF 1B 25 HE 7 50K ML
G T R AR G 2 ] A B v 28 3 S O P9 A A Ak 22 R 4K

BGE Wang % AR A GOBL HLHT L 48 T —
Tt B T2 Ak B 1) 27 AT 1 22 43 kA 5 % (generalized
opposition-based differential evolution, GODE) , %
SRR PR WY EL A A bR 1 e S R R SR Al 32 AR T
BRG] Tt 2 AR AL ) B, R RE R 2
HARZ AL AL 0] . 55 44245 OMODE Al MDEOO
TEN I T S m) 27 2 1 2 H s 22 45 i AL B s
REfif T 2 H bR 29 SR A ) . 3K Fh oy 50 R L AR SC 8
T R Tz AR S I 2 ) 1 22 B bR 2 R 22 g3 i AL
¥ (generalized opposition-based multi-objective
constrained differential evolution, GOMCDE), 3f
ELEF X 22 H ARG oR B0 R AT 17 98 30 0 . 0 3 45
R WK, 5 NSGA-TT At MOEA/D J H il 4 3¢ 53k
A, GOMCDE 5. B A Wi 1) 4 Jay 48 R M 6E
PR Wi SO B R B 4 1Y) Pareto BT

1 #XE=HMIA

1.1 ZB#mRAFRMLEH
TE 22 AR 29 A A Ak ) b o B A7 1 25 R i &
PR SRR ARG x /) ERAR 5,
HARWF .
min £ =[f1(x), f,(x) s fi(x)], (D

s.t. g (x) <0, [=1,2,-.,q, (2)
h(x)=0, [=q+1,q+2,,m, (3)
low,; << ;<< upj, j=1,2,+,n, 1)

Hrp, £ kA H bR ek 8 7 2R B x =
s, o PR I & g (x) << 0 Al
h; () =0 4331 m g DAREXL R m —q 55K
ZYT s BREL s g R Ry Oy 2R P BIIE M S KR R K
up; Fllow; 433 K48 & =, ) FRATE 5L 5540 R
FE AT RS [ s R T AR S E A U 2R,

(I] s XLy e *°°

WRERPWHE LA MTRAARENEESH S &
8. Hod SCU.

J T FIEZA BARZE B 5 AT il Z 1H]
B SRR, BE MM x = (2 sxs 000 2,) sy =
(yisyesersy) s WER 2 << yivi=1,2,,n Hx#y,
W x <y, BFR N x SCBC y. 2R XS T — A il 1m) i
L )R - Fxe U, x<x" LR
- Ix€EU,x<x" N Pareto T f%. H fr & Pareto
LA 2H 1 4 5 RN Pareto d5c 4 fif 5 (Pareto
set, PS). 7E 2 HFrLAL [R])& h , Pareto S5 AL fif 22 7E
H Fp 23 [8] %) 2 /9 H 5 1) 5 K 24 Pareto ij#it (Pareto
front, PF), HAKRK /R WT -

PF={f(x")|x" € PS}. ()]

KR 2 H s AR Ak B B Ar 8t 2 R 3
— N R A5 A R S5 F Y Pareto RijHY.
1.2 E=H#4EE

225y AL B R — R R AT AR B T
HEA R0 rERe, 7 o H T4 Fh b FH . 78
Zor it bR b, — LR NP ASFRRE, B A R
Wl AE B R n — L, DR R R R ox, =
(Xpie s Toig st s Ty ) s e i=1,2,++ ,NP,NP Jyf
BER/N on g AR 1 o 00 48 B L ¢ o XY i R R 1 AR 2L
2oL AL TS 3 A E B AR AR 58 ORIk
*%[13].

D) A8 5. A8 AR D X TR AFRE A H
bR & v, 728 S g E AT -

* __ * *
X *(1‘1 s Lo 9°°°

D rand/1:

Vi =X, T EX(x,, X 0. (6)
@ best/1:

Vi = Xpear, TEX (X, =%, 0. (7)

@ current-to-best/1;
V,,,:xl,,‘FFX (xlwst.zixz.z)#;FX (x,.l,,*x,.z.,).

(8
@ best/2;
Vi = X TEX (X, o x, D EX (X, X, 0.
D)
® rand/2:
vie=x, , T FX(x, ,—x, O)TFX(x  —x,_).
(10)

HAS T risresrs oo BOZBEPLNES (1,
25 S NPIN{ ) AR I 5 Xpewr R FIRELE SR ¢ AR AT
WA i F F o sSig Fe 0,1

2) BN AN EE AR AR u, =
) BRI

(et sthoiy oot
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s i random; (0, 1)<CCR 5% j = j ndon »

Uji, =

X, » otherwise,

(1D
Her,i=1,2, NP, j=1,2, 03 jraon =BT
L~n Z [ — A FEALEE £ s random,; (0, 1) Ry 5t T 5
A L0 1 ]38 59 43 A 0 BE LA s 8 285 J vandons
R TR IS i w, AN T B AR x5 38 X
BEAR 7 CR B BUEE S 0~1.

3) BLFE. AEEFEERAE D B AR ) i, AR 5 )
i, MRS E AT E B HEAT HOH e R (R AR
AT — AR

- w,, s i flu, D<f(x,,). (12)
x,.,, otherwise.
1.3 REZE3]

R T R G M I R b R ) 2 2T R
AR R I A B 1 R T 1 dEX (8] La,
b1z I8 = B 1) i = 1465

® O o—

(a+b)/2 2

a z
Fig. 1 An example for opposite point.

B1 B s BT

EX 1. ik =€ lab]z HEH L= 1 1 48]
M "R
g=atb—=z,2€ [ a,b]. (13)
WRXE T —A> n 4 1) 5 09 B 1] g U 40 T
P&V
EX 2. fRE P= (21,2, 2, )N — n 4i%S
B H 22000025, ERH 2, € [a,50,], Vi€
(1,25} W PRI P = (7075002, I
(14) PesE.
. =a,tb,—z. (14)
AT RIS L2525 T ) 2 > )
AL AT L SLAnTF -
EX 3. B P=C(z1 2,y 2,) HN— n 4i5s
B P 5 L Gn P ORAse 6 ) o f Co) S22 i 355 7 19 L A o
B AR S 53 AN AR HE B2 1) 500 2 SCAT AL PR I ]
HP=(Z .22 WR (P[P, WFERP
Fb P 2L A A 3 A BE I S BE P ARER P, A AR
P RAE.
1.4 ZUREZES]
OBL {22 B2 0] 555 1 GOBL D) 2 488 24 i 23
() 118 o B8 g 22 figp 728 48 3] — 4> 3BT 19 25 ] AR 5 A OBL
Ji 3 — A (] BRI 22 25 () R0 46 2 [R] A A 2 Mg

T 4 Fe G A A 8 i . A6 SCHRC17 b, GOBL #iiE W] A
A TR R RE ) R 4 SR SR A A

ENX 4. B =€ La.b], 2 HYHT 1 4250 S

) e fieas ] S R s g BoR ol

g=k(at+b)—=z, (15)
Hrpok 2 —ANE TLo LM R bLEL JF H =€ [h(at
b)—bk(at+b)—al.

FESLBR A, 2 AT R s M X ) (a0, A
2[R Ry e 4 225 ] 9 46 35 i AS AT A7 1M 7% GOBL Tt
B Y I BT, AT DLk = 7E La, 01 B HLIE £
—MH. BRI

g=random(a,b) , if #la 8% T>0b, (16)
H, random(a,b) Frela,b | F B FEHLEL.

XS5, R P= (2102500 2,) H—" n i
B 2,202, ERH 2 € [a,0, ], Vi€
(1.2, snp. W P ARG 25 A AP = (210205000 2,)
IR A X A7)

i =k(a;,+b)—z, an
Hr, k=random(0,1).
z,=random(a;,b;,) , if z,<<a; Bz, >b;. (18)

XFF GOBL ML B ILAL R AT 3w iy Jr i

M P I P e R B AR A A AT 4R

2 GOMCDE &%

4l GOBL 5 SCA] AT, B T3z 4k i ) 27 2 By HL
il 5 2L HE BRI 5 B e b R 0 3 N AEL T xE T 2 H
T 249 SR Ak 0] B2 335 107 4 Lb AN BEARCBR H AR JE 29 3R
e Ak 7] 85— A 7 B A B AR SR FH G 7 1 7% 4 Pareto
Ak SIS HE P A0 % B 2 HE Y R Ok 4 #E GOBL
1) 3 7 L 32 ) .
2.1 ENETHRARLEREAR

N TR Z bR 20 AR TR, FR AT A
GOMCDE H 3k fin A 2 s Ak B R . 3 AT 08, 7
TG 2 I 22 43 A0 B30 35 v o 35 07 (B KB 45 T H b pR 4L
B ARIEL R 22 s AL B kb i T AR A TE
AN RE T B b 7 R {5 T H bR oR BUE 2 A
FEA R A AT AE. Eean, XF T f /ANME O Ak Tn) R, i
i x ) HARRBUE L y /B x JE R T AR %
PRy WA i I 2R SR IR L N 7 EE T R f# [n]
iy b BN TRk AR R AR T A N (R AR
P AR ST b B 24 oI Ak 1) R

— el X T A AR AR R, 22 S A A R
AL AR S R AR IR .

|h ()| —0 < 0, 19
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Hrplielqtl,qgt2, sm};0 HERXLHRE

AP, — BHOE S8 i x BN L AR

CIRVE N

G, ()= max{0,g,(x)}, 1<<[<q, 20)
max{0,|h,(x)| =05}, ¢+ 1I<<m,

W2t x B RTAT A DX 800 320 57 BE B, B 249 o i S 7R

JE T LA R A
G(x) = > G, (x). 21
=1

FE T W AE AR 40 29 SRAL B R b, o T e Ak
P2 B 25 43 E AR SR T 8 38 A SR A AR 4 T
AR EESY B 3 FCRES AN TIATARES BT IRAS A
ATATIRAS.

D ARAFFIRAS. EARFATIRE T A R
TANEIATAR R AN B 2% 58 H AR sR B, R 2% 8
Yy SRR . 29 A R B AT DLl e 2C (2D i,
B 3 R R T4

Frimess (X;.) =G(x;.,). (22)

2) AT, AT RS T PR RE L &
TER AR ATAT R AL TR A N AT AT i s I AR 2
FE B b ok (A A2 5 i R BE 2 (R] 4R B — A P
S DAY J2 T 2 A s I R T Rl ORE 40 43 R AT AT A A
(ZOMAAT AT (Z,) . i x., 19 H b o6 8
F e BT LSS B K -

fx.D, i€Zy,
) =< max{eX [ (X)) +(1—¢) X (23)
l FXgore) s f(x:.) ) s i€ 27y,
Horr, o J& b — AR 09 AT A7 8 L 35 X X o

Sy AT IR 7, A RN 22 . E— e b
CHIH—H
£ (x.)— min f'(x;,)
)= T (24)
fnm it max f(x],) min f( “ .
i€z, Uz, j€z, Uz,
A (20) T LV S £ 0E R FLE AR IR T .2t
COHE—1R
0, i€7,,

G (x;,) = G(x,,,)—ngizn G(x,.,)
maXG(xj_,)—runin G(x,)’ €7,
i€z, jez,

(25)
PR J 24 03 (4 137

Sritmess (Xi.0) = foor (X:.) TG (X)) (26)

3) AATIRAS. ZERTATARAS TS L FPBE i B A > AT

JE AT AT A DR AT LA 2 TG 29 AR A A TR) Ak 4b
B M S N (B A5 T B AR BREUE £ (xRS
Siimess (X000 = f(x;.). 27

SIBUS N A=Ra'SE (2 NN < R O N LB S R A
Ji 38 N (B R AT LA, 36 88 3 1 B O A A A Ak
A, XF T 2 B AR 29 A AL Ak IR R A0 b i A AR H
Pareto JE SCFCHET AR SEAT L 8. DI 1 A 22 46 11
SR AT LUE X T2 H AR JC 29 AR Ak ) 30, 3 7 (B
A4 AR TR RE IS R L B G 24 PG Ak In) A0 rp g A
)@ T 38 A AR e B 5 3 FIRAS TR
2.2 Pareto EXHEHEF

7 Pareto £ X BCHE )P Z A A0 4E 1A . D 32
BCEL n, B AL AR p SCHCH AL 094505 2) TR S,
£ Pareto JESZFLHE /T b B o, BB AL AE S,
TR A n, =0 BRI g INASER Q . KR &
At 1 53 0 S e Rl 1, A X 2 0 B A AR
B A BIEER Q hoA k.
2.3 IFEE

BT 0B ke 4 i o0 A i % R TR AR S AR
I fif  IET IR B 5 T ¢ BB il — 1 T g
i+ 1 Z & B B bR 48 B Bk ] AR 4 X
O TETHE P HT IR B B, B Se S AR H Ar pRi 4K
B FiE. 7EA SO i T 29 ) I AA AR FRATTAR 4l
7R 4G J R I R HE P R L AR S AR A X (28) 3
BREA M. i T X Q28 IR H T34
S B PR BT IR B A T AA L B DA i B AR Y A B R e
HWCE N LS K.

I Jgsanee = (ILi 1. m—ILi—1]. m)/
=) s (28)

H Il m FoRAE A T e« NI RBYEE m
A B AR BREUE £ L 23 R R S m A B bR R
B fe KAE TN e/ ME.
2.4 HiEHER

e K 22 B I AR SR R R AR AR 4 AL B B
AR ER B Bz 4 OBL #IL i 3R 2 ) Fb . 76 A SC
rh FRATT L AR R ) 46 Al B B AN AR Bk BR B Bt A
GOBL HL il 3 A2 e Fh FE. X T Bl UL A= B A9 477 46 Fh
Py LR AR /N NP AR m & 4L R )
Wi I GOP;io =k (a; 40,0 — P 715 H HAZ e fl
HGoP, H,i=1,2,-,NP;;j=1,2,,n;k Ny
L0 12 0] 4y bifi o) %% 4K J5 >R ] Pareto dE 2 e HE ¥
FIHE BE 2 HE PP H AR AR 728 40 J5 1Y 3 17 i DA Aol
P, 1 GOP, Wit ity NP A~ id W {8 55 P8 09 4> 74 41 %
B W] IR TR P, 75RO ACBEER B B 5 9 H AR
Ak T AR ] B 2 5 32 B B B R T A 2 — AR
BRBRAE R T AR RSO J=0.3" . 55 H
FrRpLAk 18] B [R] i 2 o A8 6 o 19 31 55 =8 5 A EE )
G A B B 28 AL, AT 9K R Las 0 4 Sy D 3R 25 1] B
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GOPj;, =kCa;+b;) — Py, b ¢ e g U8 B
J5 TEAS AR A it 5 B B . 5 HA 22 H bR 22 4 E Ak
B AR —FE, R Pareto JF 37 Bt HE A0 £ 1B
B HE P BRI AR 4 5 03 B AE . AR Py T
A BE P, FIZZ B A RE GOP ik iy NP A3 o i
B A A 2k 22 2648 . GOMCDE & th RS a0 F -

% 1. GOMCDE fh{tig.

%A?‘Dﬁﬁﬁ]ﬁ Py =(x10:X3.05""

B iy AMERAE SRR E P A A

@ P FIEE Py, 5K S S Y 3 VAN 2 R

SRR 5

@ for (i=0;i<NP;i++)

@ for (j=0;<n;jt+1+)

@ GOP; =kX(a;+b;)—Pj;

| ¥ k=random(0,1) %/

s Xnp.o) 3

® if GOP;.v<a; || GOP;;,>b;

©® GOP,,.,=random(a;+b;);

@ end if

® end for

©® end for

QO PEH AR e Bl BE GOP, . 3K 7 e I 1 3 107 (B
N2y o5 S AR 5

@ M4 A2 4 5 1Y 3 W {H >R Pareto JF SCHCHE
Jr FIAH B BE 25 HE 7 SR R RE Py S $6
Fi#E GOP, Hik it NP A~ fie {19 A R 41
BHTFPRE P s IR AE SR AR AE A SRR AR
XHAE E s

@ PO FPRE P, oK AR 45 0 N N2 R
i R 5

B t=0; [ %t ToRFEACE =/

@ while 5 1L 261 A 2

B t=t+1;

@®  for FfE P 1 EEAMA do

@ TRAT A8 S . 28 SO 4 5 s AR A5 B b A
|

end for

P=P;

VEANRIEE P, oK 22 460 5 A 3 0 249 3R

i R
if (random(0,1)<J) | % J 2ACHKERMEZR * |
for ((=0;i<NP;i++)
for (j=0;j<n;j++)
GOP,,,=kX(a;+b;)—Pj.;
if GOP;; ,<<a; | GOP;; ,>b,
GOP;; ,=random(a; ,b;);

© &

[SRSESESRSES)

1415
) end if
@ end for
) end for
@  end if
G TR EE GOP,, 3K A8 46 J5 ) 3 1 {E A
g R
@ M AR S B 3E N AE L R Pareto dE 32T

HEFF R0 57 B0 2 HE P B R R HE P
P, FIA% 5 Ff i GOP, Hh ik ;L NP A~ i
e A, I 58T AR AE 4R E
@ end while
ML 1 WA e] LUE 1, GOMCDE 5 %
8] B HL 25 oy A B R P 07 1 28 48 2 R AR W] L
iRt Z2 H AR L9 A b 0] 81, R B 38 2 H AR G
YAk . B T GOBL BB & Z2 Bl OCNP X
n) , Pareto JF 3¢ it HE 57 A4 i 8] 52 2% B2y Ok X NP X
NP) , JHEHE & HE P 0y B [0 &2 42 BE A Ok X NP X
log NP), it LI GOMCDE % ¥ () i} [6] & 2% & K
O(NPX (n+kXNP)).

3 SIGR

F T 3 — 2 5 F GOMCDE % 3 1 4 %1, 3%
fi1% GOMCDE % % il NSGA-1", EAMO™",
CHMEO" ,CMODE" , CMOPSO"" 2& & vk £ %t £
H AR s A AL IR AT T X6 e S 56 . 1 I A
AR Ak ) B AU HF BNNY, SRNP TNKEY
CONSTRMY, CTP1-CTP7%",  Welded
Problem' , Hift Welded Beam Problem & — 4~ #{
S A 3 H R 3 () . 7 S e 3 ) g At B
HEZE ) Pareto Fi iy A7 2L MR AN EL M. 2 T EW]
GOMCDE 3% T 2 H b5 7o 29 S AL Ak [a) 81 [ A A
%, 1% GOMCDE % #: #1 NSGA- 11, MOEA/
D', MODE-RMO"* , OMODE™", MDEOOQO"" 4§
BEE R ZDT1-ZDT4M F ZDT6 45 Jg 2 5 14k
() AL AT TN Fe S B M. 7E T R S ) R v, 5K
IRIREE N 64 {7 ) Windows 7 & 45, Hf CPU Hy
Intel Core TM 2.83GHz, NTE N 4GB, 4 fRiE 5
Maltab 2013 b.

3.1 XBWSHEE

1) FhEER /N, NP=100.

2) R XAMEE. CR=0. 8.

3) 4R+ F=0. 2.

4) BRI %, J=0. 3.

5) KA. G, =100.

Beam
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3.2 MEEFEMIESR

1) Pareto Fij #f PF*. Pareto dF 37 fid 4 A (1 &%
e S L 2 e 0 D 6

2) WeSPETEAN SR AR . IR L LR F Pareto
T B A 0K 85 - (01 27 35 (0L
it Pareto B iy » SO S{C P BEds . - B3R 2500

S
r= ’]]\7 )
Horbr, N D AR SCBC AR 09 8 a0 O A AR AR ST A 2
[ QRN eI

3) ZREMEIT MR bR AW 3R T B 4 1 43
RS A RN S 2R ik 5 14 0 A ey B 22 1
BB 2 A=0 W, YL PT A I MR 1T 8 Pareto Fifi
oA, A B A

(29)

N—1
dy+d, + >)|di—d|
=1

A= : ’ (30)
d,+d +(N—1d

Horbod, FRoRAE SR 2 A ARS8 A 22 1] B B EC BE

B .d FoRA d, G .d, B d, 2R SR
Qb 0 B A A R A =2 TRD ) R G B

) HBAFIEMF8 4R Ty (hypervolume indicator)PY,
FoR IR A TE B br 2 RARX T 2 % 5 i 3 RC
23 ) RIS o T (EDBR R L A 2R A A2 H bR 25 8] Bt 32 IE
FRy DX Sl B R, B A AR Al 4R O e G AR L 0 A
A R - o [R] B T LA 3R 7 AT SI0

5) T ZH LN BIEKTIEMN 845 In Chyper-
volume difference to a reference set). 7£ I, HJ3L

fifi . IESH L RIET S LR BRI 4545

K In =1y (R)— 1y (A, 5 Iy AR, Tn (BN , R

TN AR T S AN 43 AT T RS S
6) 3T e SCELHPEMFE AR 1.0, X T 45 1

>0 MBHER, L A[LIE XL H

Ié(A,B):igllz{ V2, €EB, 32, €Az >, 2.}, (31)

Hrp AR B 2 2 Mg 4. I a8/ RoR Bk
(S R 4T

NSNS I S vl LI SO SES L K A4
M) B, FRATT R TP HE bR r A X543 R A7 1k BE AT
B E X Ak 1) B, 3R AT R FHPE AN 8 AR T A0 L
XL AT HERE T . R A X T 2 B iR B2l
AR TR R, 4 %6 S 43 S IE A2 R R A F8 45
PEATVEHY L i X T £ B bR R A AL i) SR A T
1 $8bR AT PR

7) Mann-Whitney K55 43 7. %46 5 43 H7 2
H Mann F1 Whitney $& 1} (9 51 %5 2 Al S7 HEAR 4T
AT EE S B0 J7 s B AR X 2 ST RE AR 1 B A
Oy ARG OL T 38 5 2 4R AR 8 40 AT R HE R
A1) 53 A 2 A AP AE W 3 25 57
3.3 HEEIEMIER

S5 58 o BT AR 6 T R — A 4 R B A AT
50 R AER—Ris Tl FR ik & Max_FEs=2.5X10".

IDIE A DOEAN X R f AL E AR

EAT¥ GOMCDE % & il NSGA-1 . EAMO,
CHMEQO,CMODE,CMOPSO 2558y 347 1 % b 52
ik, % 1 o 7R In M 1. 39 Mann-Whitney 1
FH A AL ORI R R R B i .
K 1IEL.CYEFEKFHR 0,05 B, GOMCDE % %
0 O T A 5 Fh AR ik

Table 1 Mann-Whitney Analysis on I; and I, Between GOMCDE and Other Algorithms
%1 GOMCDE Hix5HME KX T Iu#0 I, fEH Mann-Whitney & 38 53 #7

GOMCDE vs NSGA-[I GOMCDE vs EAMO GOMCDE vs CHMEO GOMCDE vs CMODE GOMCDE vs CMOPSO

Problems
In I In I. In I In I. In I

BNH 3.21E—04 4. 41E—05 4. 12E—05 8.32E—05 8. 29E—03 2. 28E—04 3. 42E—05 3.81E—05 5. 45E—03 4. 11E—03
SRN 2.41E—04 4.32E—05 4. 13E—05 4. 13E—05 7. 17E—03 3. 41E—04 1. 43E—03 4. 89E—04 2. 21E—03 5. 09E—04
TNK 3.22E—02 2.31E—03 1.78E—04 1. 22E—02 2. 41E—02 6. 37E—04 4. 21E—05 1. 67E—06 3. 11E—02 2. 17E—04
CONSTR 5.51E—03 4. 56E—03 4. 13E—05 3.49E—04 3.38E—03 4. 52E—03 3.21E—05 3. 76E—05 1. 31E—04 7. 76E—03
CTP1 7.42E—03 4.21E—05 4.57E—03 4. 14E—05 2. 38E—03 2. 04E—05 3. 32E—05 2. 89E—05 2. 12E—03 2. 22E—04
CTP2 4.22E—02 1. 34E—01 3. 29E—01 1.38E—01 6. 71E—03 1. 03E—03 1. 25E—04 3. 51E—01 5. 57E—01 4. 08E—01
CTP3 2.25E—01 4.13E—05 4. 12E—05 1. 66E—04 6.47E—02 1.59E—04 7. 42E—01 6. 87E—03 1. 72E—03 1. 51E—03
CTP4 5.22E—03 5.61E—03 4. 12E—05 4.33E—04 5.35E—03 1. 42E—04 2. 43E—03 8. 97E—03 4. 03E—03 1. 12E—04
CTP5 3.21E—02 3.41E—02 2. 73E—03 3. 72E—04 5. 34E—02 1. 28E—03 3. 47E—06 5. 96E—06 1. 57E—04 2. 28E—05
CTP6 8.32E—02 7.32E—02 2.38E—02 3.24E—04 2. 81E—02 5. 73E—02 1. 31E—01 4.52E—03 5. 81E—03 6. 12E—02
CTP7 4. 13E—02 4.97E—02 1. 79E—02 2. 12E—04 2. 78E—02 1. 16E—03 4. 33E—06 7. 34E—05 9. 03E—03 8. 25E—03
Welded Beam  7.42E—03 6. 78E—03 5.43E—04 4. 98E—03 7. 45E—03 4. 14E—03 4. 38E—06 3. 12E—06 3. 38E—02 6. 84E—03
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FATHEHLH IR T CTP1 W3 [ B i T Pareto
HIVF AL, B 2 B7R T 3X 6 B3 vk i Pareto BT
M5 NSGA-TT 55k 4R B 1% 38 3T I I Pareto
TV AL Gk 1 40 A7 M 35 22 s EAMO B33 189 43 1 7
BART NSGA-IIFE vk H 2 & ryiie v 1 25 ; CMODE
#k 5 EAMO & 32 8l ; CHMEO, CMOPSO % %= 78
WSS A A3 A M T T AR B O TR IR 3 R ARLYL L H
&M EANS GOMCDE 5 ik I 8 i, 2 A K&
GOMCDE %3, B GOMCDE % 3 R H 5 A7 85 47

1.1}

Sa

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
S

(a) GOMCDE

1.1¢f

(c) EAMO
L1}
R>.
0.9}
&
0.7¢ M
%I
0.5 - - - -
0.0 02 04 06 08 L0
S
() CMODE

o SO T LR FLAT EG AR B 50 1 At B B AR T
Hofth 5 FhoL .

AN TRAT X BEHL B B T CTP4 I3k ) 3 fi
TSGR E 3 R T 6 R T Iy
FI I, FEHR Y & PR 45 5L & P nT LA 00 0 8 31
T35 1) S O G P — B 5 AR A M
EAI N VN N | R 11 Y QN R VA G N B
PLUR e /ME.

M 3 7 LLE H GOMCDE %3t Hofth 5 Fif

1.1

I

AN
0.9 g
RS \%&
0.7 Soa,
ey
EEBogy
0.5 , , : ,
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
S
(b) NSGA-II

1.1F

Sa

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
fi
(d) CHMEO

L1}

fa

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
g

(f) CMOPSO

Fig. 2 Pareto front on CTPI for six algorithms.
K2 6 Fgr st X CTPT Ml M &L Pareto Hij iy



1418

HENMR S kB 2016, 53(6)

BT RX T Ini 2T 1L 38%5 . 88 B A B Y
S {E R /IME s %5 4h . GOMCDE 8 3= 15 3 (1 45 3

0.3 e :
1
1
I
~
1
== I \
O 1 . I I - -
N 4
0= = &
0.0 1 L .
GOMCDE NSGA-II CMODE
CHMEO EAMO CMOPSO
Algorithms

(a) Box plot of 7 indicator

BRI A SR M. X 3 GOMCDE # 3
) i P 4 i

0. 20
. o
I
0. 16 ! E
0.12 E !
w5 L
|
0. 08 : -
— e | e
] .
w0 B8
4
. < L
()~ 00 1 1 1 1 1 1
GOMCDE NSGA-II CMODE
CHMEO EAMO CMOPSO
Algorithms

(b) Box plot of I indicator

Fig. 3 Box plots of I; and I. on CTP4 for six algorithms.
K3 6 AhEE g Xy CTP4 MK R E T In F0 I M50 3 & &

2) X T 2 HA Ak 1) 0 L A

A GOMCDE 83k A v] LUE F T C 24 ik
5] &, i L3R AT % GOMCDE 3 5 NSGA-1I ,
MOEA/D.MODE-RMO LI & HiAth 2 263 F OBL #L

#6 Z H b7 3 OMODE, MDEOO 4t %} 6 24 38 1)
Benchmark [al 847 T 580 M, 3R 2 B T AL
S50 oM AR R R I A I B IR 55 AR S R OR
X 6 FhEE R HES .

Table 2 Convergence and Diversity Comparison Between GOMCDE and Other Algorithms
%2 GOMCDE Hif5HMEEX FREMEMSHFEMILE

ZDT1 ZDT2 ZDT3 ZDT4 ZDT6
Algorithms  Criterion
Mean(Ranking) Std Mean(Ranking) Std Mean(Ranking) Std Mean(Ranking) Std Mean(Ranking) Std
r 2.51E—04(1) 5.12E—05 1.04E—05(1) 5.84E—04 1.02E—03(1) 8.94E—06 3.94E—03(1) 5.89E—01 3.94E—03(2) 1.87E—04
GOMCDE
A 2.24E—01(1) 2.13E—02 1.39E—01(1) 1.37E—02 2.84E—01(1) 3.38E—03 1.98E—01(1) 3.64E—01 2.24E—01(1) 1.23E—01
r 8.94E—04(4) 0.00E+00 8.24E—04(6) 0.00E+00 4.34E—02(5) 4.20E—05 3.23E+00(4) 7.31E+00 7.81E+00(6) 1.67E—03
NSGA-T
A 4.64E—01(6) 4.16E—02 4.35E—01(6) 2.46E—02 5.76E—01(5) 5.08E—03 4.79E—01(4) 9.84E—03 6.44E—01(6) 3.50E—02
r 7.79E—04(3) 6.50E—04 5.28E—04(5) 3.73E—04 5.23E—02(6) 3.45E—03 3.25E—00(5) 8.49E—05 7.32E—04(1) 1.41E—04
MOEA/D
A 3.78E—01(4) 1.23E—01 3.03E—01(4) 1.68E—01 8.86E—01(6) 1.48E—02 6.23E—01(5) 3.27E—01 2.98E—01(2) 3.10E—02
r 6.17E—04(2) 5.51E—04 4.55E—04(4) 3.03E—04 4.12E—02(4) 1.45E—04 3.36E—00(6) 2.19E—02 7.12E—03(5) 1.41E—04
MODE-RMO
A 4.25E—01(5) 2.43E—01 2.93E—01(3) 2.54E—01 5.71E—01(4) 1.16E—03 6.39E—01(6) 2.57E—01 5.88E—01(5) 3.10E—02
r 1.41E—03(6) 2.40E—04 1.10E—05(3) 6.30E—05 1.38E—03(3) 7.30E—05 6.22E—02(3) 8.33E—02 5.68E—03(4) 1.02E—03
OMODE
A 3.34E—01(3) 2.58E—02 3.11E—01(5) 1.81E—02 5.03E—01(3) 2.63E—02 3.97E—01(3) 1.01E—01 3.90E—01(4) 2.15E—01
r 1.31E—03(5) 2.35E—04 1.08E—05(2) 5.41E—04 1.21E—03(2) 1.17E—05 5.11E—03(2) 8.36E—02 4.65E—03(3) 2.14E—04
MDEOO
A 3.24E—01(2) 3.59E—02 2.01E—01(2) 2.23E—02 3.51E—01(2) 8.12E—03 3.28E—01(2) 5.58E—01 3.58E—01(3) 1.32E—01

M 2 7] LLF 3, GOMCDE 5 ik 1 i 4 7
b B3 3 s R AR 43 25 B HE AR B — 9 4 B i B
OMODE, MDEOO % #: b NSGA-[[ » MOEA/D,
MODE-RMO 3 W% 5 1 35, 3% 2 i 7 OMODE
1 MDEOO Bk #8% F1 T OBL #Liil B R A, &5 4b
W] LA i MDEOO %% b OMODE 8358 5

Pk ZE W BARE TR A T OBL HLHl, H
OMODE %7k FUR 76 B B9 46 16 By B R A OBL AL
il s 11 MDEOO B35 76 F B 7 46 £k A4 Bk BR o B #45
KT OBL ML#il. GOMCDE %4 #: H. MDEOO % 3
BB S GOMCDE 53 76 R B9 46 £k A Bk Bk
BB R T GOBL #LH].
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X G 2 S0 Ak ), R AT RE HL M gk BT
ZDT2 sk 1) i T Pareto fif ¥ A9 M8, B 4 &R
Tk 6 LAY Pareto BTSSR, MK 45
k% . GOMCDE #35 #1 OMODE 53 3% . MDEOO #
BRI B T L Pareto Fif iy, (H /2 GOMCDE

1.0

0.8

0.6

fa

0.4}

0.2}

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
fi
(a) GOMCDE

1.0

0.8}

0.6

fa

0.4t

0.2

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
fi
(¢) MOEA/D

1.0

0.8}

0.6

0.4

0.2

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
J1
(e) OMODE

BPAE o A M 7 B 2 B T OMODE 8 32 Al
MDEOO % #:; NSGA- [ » MOEA/D, MODE-RMO
B TC e R AE U ST I8 2 A A Tk T 4R 5 T
OMODE % 1 MDEOO % %, ¥ 5 T GOMCDE
Bk,

1.0

0.8

0.6

fa

0.4}

0.2}

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
fi
(b) NSGA-II

1.0 ¢=

0.8F

0.6

Sa

0.4

0.2

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
fi
(d) MODE-RMO

1.0 pese

0.8}

0.6

0.4

0.2

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
fi
(f) MDEOO

Fig. 4 Pareto front on ZDT2 for six algorithms.
Bl 4 6 FREE X ZDT2 MK A B Y Pareto Hij ¥

4 LERIE

GOBL Z&—Flnz ki OBL Ll .4 GOBL HL
JS7 P T R A SR 1 WU TIE ] B8 608 o DR B 3 4 WA S5

P2 SR SR ARG B . R T GOBL ML H1 MO WA
N T2 H AR Ak i) b, 5138 ROk o £ B b
Y g PA Il . L X A Bl AR S0 S A GOBL HLH
& T GOMCDE 8k, iz 53k 5 46 F H GOBL #L
il 2 B AE e B BE ; SR 5 R Pareto HE 37 Bc HEF .
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I I HE P M 249 SR A FHL AR DA A0 B ol R T A 4
Fofv A T 8 BCAR 010 B9 1> 1A 2L RGBT B 0 06 ol A A0 6 1%
s R Ja o 7 g i S50 B2 L 2R GOBL HIL A 4G Bk
BR 5 1277 e 1 AR R B0 78 6 b A P Pareto
AR S FEHE R 1 B RS HE R A 24 5 Ak B R R AR
PR T AR IR B G A f50 7o R o s 5 e 10 1) 1> AR 4
T B8 AU e 2k 22 540 O T B IR AR SO B9 AR
e A3t 2 BRI ek B 2E AT T L IR k. K4
KRR 5 AR CH LA L. GOMCDE 53k B
iR B 4 Jey 1 2R R LB DR A e S R R Y

Pareto Fj#5.
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