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Inverted PBI ZF L/~ MOEA /D-DRA IZ&(T5
NS A= BEEAETICE Y S &RET
Ofcpk 148 ik 2 (= LHERT)

BE RENRELCRSZ BNRE(ETED 1 5THSH MOEA/D-DRA (MOEA/D with Dynamical Resource
Allocation) (231} 2 HEKBI% & LT IPBI (Inverted Penalty-Based Boundary Intersection) % W\ 72 FEo H#)
IR A= BPBHBEIZOWTRFSZITo 7. BIEMIZIE, & 25— &R Z & 12 HyperVolume 12 K 55l 21TV,
ZOREFRIZIESWTIPBLIZKIT /37 A—4 0 #HHIICAERE IE L L NI D THD. HODOREKRNLRT A b
RIS - BUESRBR L 0, BT 237 A —FPEFIEOFIMEZ OV TRGEER T2 72.

F—J—K: (LR E HNREL, MOEA/D, Inverted PBI, HE/ T A — & R

1 [IL®IC

REMZEMATZ B KRB FIED 1 DI
MOEA/D(A Multiobjective Evolutionary — Algo-
rithm Based on Decomposition)!) %tk L 7=
MOEA/D-DRA(MOEA/D with Dynamical Resource
Allocation) 23&% % 2. MOEA/D-DRA i%, £ EH
I Ji A R R 2 SRR B B 2 R A L TS o0 B B RO R
WL TR — 7oy bR ERS D FIET
H Y, E£HKBIB L LT Tchebycheff, Weighted Sum,
PBI(Penalty-based Boundary Intersection) 23F|H &
nTns.,

T, EELIC LV RZE I IPBI(Inverted
Penalty-based Boundary Intersection) 73% @V &
SRIEREN O R E ZTEA 2D T 5 2. IPBLIE Weited
Sum & PBI % #l& E 72 BI%TH 0 BEFOERBIR
L0 HEVEREZ R L TV, — TRIFRMEER 5
T 272 OIITET RN T A — 4 (0) ZiRE L7
T b2 WO BN H L. Eiz, ZO/NT A —
ZITHOWTIE, SR Y IR S DRI — I i 723
T A= FFREITRE T = — XA 5T 5729, IPBLIZ
BFLHNTG A= 0 bREKOMMTH D Z LN TES
n5.

AT, RO 1 > TH S IPBLOSF LT 4
INT A—H 0 HEIITIREET 5 TIEIC OV TR 21T
W, BRBEMREO M B A RA T BETIEOFINEEKGE
T 5720, REMR4OoDT A FREEIZOWTERE
1TV, TORERIZHOWNWTEE AT~
2 MOEA/D-DRA

MOEA /D-DRA I3, Li 5 ko THRES =T 1=

U A LTH Y% AR LR E 2 485 0 H B iR L
Ry L CRR AT ) FIETHD 2.

2.1

MOEA/D-DRA IX MOEA/D 2% R L7=FiETH
D, MOEA/D & Ho M HER B EEMED RIS S 1
B = A R ASHIR S LT

MOEA /D IR & DALl - T 24T T
D | BEE AR AN AT E IR & 7 13 IR
% A LTIEIE LTV 2 7 s 3SR Lo
<120, SRRV DM S IREER 5 7. —J7, MOEA/D-
DRA CIfesR CRIEk% ik - BHRIG L L, 3EkE
BB DA AN & 725 £ 5 I2T v &
ATIEET 5 = & THREMEORMER -T2, £7-,
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Initialization
Genetic operation

| Update of Reference Point |
Update of Solutions
Stopping Criteria

Fig. 1: The flow of the MOEA/D-DRA
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TEFE 22 MR S 7.

2.2 FZLITYXL

KHHOMBEIL, —fRARELNT FICESER
BEUIC K> TEZR SN D, MREERITEN B E TG
THELBNNT MVOFHIZENENB Zbhs. %
LARIBAE DI T ST 2 BRI O AN T
ZPMZBUERE 2 DBINL, BN EERERIZL 5T
FEEEERT D, I T OENBEEICET KRS,
AERR ST FER ORI BIEE 2 bt L, FERD 53
BENTND L&, FEKCTEEHRZD.

MOEA/D-DRA &7 )v3 Y X ADJI % Fig. 1 &
PAUFITART.
stepl Wk

stepl.l —#EZREA~NZ h AL AN iTx LT,
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T AR S W TERE 10- h—F A > FEER L, 88
WENTBERE S« & TITBNT 5. Z0REE
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step3 T
1€l ETRIR).
step3.1 rand € 0,1 CTrand %7 > & A4 L, T OfE
W& U CRHTE Py &2 E.

p={ B0

if rand < 6
1., N other 1)

otherwise

step3.2 r1 =i &ty ~L, THFFH P 25 2 O0OfH
BEGre & rs BHELRVWEDICT X LITE
W, 3 ODEEMNHRZXIZ L -~ C gy BEK. R
pm HRNT Yy #ZRRNER I y B4R
step3.3 y OBREIELS Q O & Y A TOILIEFH
W7 U AEITIND (2 = {z € R'hj(z) <
0,j=1,... k}).
step3.4 z; < fi(y) DHA, z; = fi(y) £ T 2.
step3.5 FH#IH DTS n, 8T > 2 LTHHEH L
;ktiﬁ L, BN CTWIUEESR. L FIC 7 et R &R
. ¢=0
1. c=mn, £7213 P 8272 513 Stepd ~. 4L
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KT ERMEERMTITET. &5 ThriFhuZ, stepd ~itds.
stepb RO .
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~ new
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Fold
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0.001
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3 Inverted PBI

IPBI 1%, #£#BE% D 1 > THEk D PBI(Penalty-
Based Boundary Intersection) % fii5% L, Weighted
Sum DK ENE L7-FiETHD 3. Weighted Sum
B BEGELIC B TEVHEREZ R T H o0, IR
BoNNL—h 7wy hOFLPIIARFRETH D LV ) 5
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DRETHD &V FHERH 5.
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XTI (3) TEFRSIND.
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Fig. 2: Conception diagram of IPBI
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Fin(Output)

Fig. 3: The flow of the proposed approach
step2~4 2.2 fii & FERICHEREZITH .

stepbs AR DO

step5.1 22 #i & [FERIC 7t 2 H T H.HVICL D
I PEds X OSBRI 2 3 U, ICGRME & 245
PEORIINE: (HVeor, HVYY) 258 £ o8&
LENENKRT S,

step5.2 , 0 DEFHIZOWTIILLTD 4 2D Case
WO TR DHEHEITD.

Case 1: HVIY 35 TUVHV®OW R L& 4| gold
DOHAE LY LELTWEEES

Case 2: HVUEY [ ZEN TS E Do HVCon
TIELE > TWHEE

Case 3: HVC™ [IEN TS DD HVAY
THESTVHHA

Case 4: HVIY I L OVHVO 23 L ¢, |2 god
DALY HH > TV BEA

EFE D% Case (2% L7z BARHY 22 0%

1)) QN N febs e

gV BIED 0 i

6°'d: 50 {HACHTD 0 1

ginc: 9 OHEINE:

0inc — grow _ 901d

case 1

9 — 9now + 92 % Hinc (4)

case 2

- { grow + ginc — A if gmov > oold

grow — A otherwise
(5)
case 3
o omow + gmc + A if 0 > 0 (6)
ooV + A otherwise

Table 2: Parameters

objective num m 2
division parameter H 200
population size N 201
dicition variable num 20
neighborhood num 7T’ 20
stopping criteria (generation) | 3000
update range § 0.9
update limit n,. 6
distribution index 7, 20
case 4
o1 + O if ginc > §
b= { ol — 9’2"6 otherwise Q

0 DEHFL, HV Z Ofiz ffAfF L 50 HAERER
ZHED D (0 < 0 < 5). step2 .

5 HIEXRER

AR T, MEFEOAEDMERGET 570, A
LMD — Ty MEEEOT A MUEE LT
ZDT1, ZDT4, WFG4, WFG5 % %I 4RI & L Tl
FBR%1T~7-. ZDT1 & ZDT4 % Table 1 TE#E S
5. FHETEE LTIGD, MS, HV # -,
51 INSA—HREHE

WFG DT A — 8 ZALE T A—4 k=10, Hif
/X5 A —%1=10 & L7=. MOEA/D-DRA ®/35 X —
& % Table 2 12/,

FERIE 30 BATOEHMEZ VTR EITo 72, &
#121% DE operation %, Z29R% ¥.1213 Polynomial
mutation® % V7=,

5.2 FHEFiE
BRFIEOFMIZIE HyperVolume® , Inverted Gen-

erational Distance(IGD)”), Maximum Spread(MS)®)
E T, ENEROTHTFEIC VTl 5.

5.2.1 HyperVolume

HyperVolume (35 H V7RG A3 3RS 5 H HIBEEL
2R ORI FTHE L T 5 b0 TH S 0. D=, fi#
HAED L —MglE7 vy b~OEREAN , TE
RS, T8 ZREICEHECE 27l FETH
D, REBRIZBWCTEREL 2 55 RA0E, &7 A M3
DR — My 7 a2 MBI 5% B RBIEE O &K
B L, ZoZRAITREFENATHWLISRA
IFRe b0 THS. HVITK (8) TEFRIND. &
X% Flg. 41277,

HyperVolume = volume (U7 v;) (8)

5.2.2 Inverted Generational Distance

IGD A LN EAS DL — Mo 7 1 v h~D
FEEEA RTEMERECH D 7. EMDa2—2 Y v |’
FEEZFA L2 IGD 2 vz, Zo IGD 132X (9) T
N, IGD OENMEWVIZ EE SN I-ESIT L —
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Table 1: Test Problems

ZDT4 | f=x [0,1]
Ja=gxh
9=10+ 355 + 300, (@)
h=10-+/fi/g
ZDT4 | fr =24 [0,1] x [-5,5]"!
Ja=gxh
g=1+10(n—1)+ > 1 ,(z? — 10 cos(4rx;))
h=1-+/fi/g
reference point
A ‘ fZ
f2 X1
O HyperVolume
X2
OxS 3
X4 s
=. | Obtained solutions
3 O . O
3. X
5 >
3 —
3 O O'x6 minimize fl
minimize - Fig. 6: Conceptual diagram of Maximum Spread
— f1

Fig. 4: Conceptual diagram of HyperVolume

fz '

'f ’f‘ Obtained solutions
®. " O
e
Og .. O o
Pareto optimal ‘ v
.‘/

solutions
minimize f
‘ 1

Fig. 5: Conceptual diagram of Inverted Generational
Distance

Mg 7 7 FAOBEBEN TV EHETE S R
X% Flg. 527

aziWwIuIW

N
1
IGDINEdi (9)

5.2.3 Maximum Spread

MS (345 & AT fREE G O b s O FEEE 2 FEAT 6 & 9~ 2%
LOTHD 8. MS BEWVIE LS, IEFEIAIC S L — i
Tay NPRERTE LB ONDL TS E T
FHIRE &2 5. MS 133 (10) TEZRS D, &

X% Flg. 6 (2737

5.3 EB#HR

PERD IPBI(LAT, #E3RFTIE) BT EMAAA
72 IPBI(LAF, $22TE) @ IGD, MS, HV (2 X % 5%
PERED LI 21T 5 . SRR TIEDORER % Table 3 12, fiE3k
FIEDHE R % Table 4 IR
MDAV — Ty FEbLo WEGE B XL O
WFEGH TR TIE & bl U TR CIRRE £ 7213
RRCENTBVIRERTEOAMEEMEB X, —F
T, MDA — 7 rr FE B ZDTL B I UNZDT4
TIEHRBETFECB O TIERTIE & TR BE & i
EETRESEND Y, TREMERPEDL TWNDL Z &b
moT=. IGD IZBWTC, SR FIE TIHER AT
ZDT1 B LW ZDT4 Tl BMHEE BBEMEOENKE L,
WFG4 TIiZRIRRECTH-7=. WEGH TITHRE TIEIINE
FFIEIT AT BAE & BBEIT S - T ey, )9
HLEEN TV, MSIZBWT, iEkFETIZZDTL &
ZDT4 23, EF1ETIE WFG4, WEGS DMEN TV 2.
HV IZ2WTiE WFG4 O RERTIEDO TR ERTIE L
DN TV,

5.4 EE

MS MEDO/XL—h7 vy b &I L7=HE O &
DNHEREL RO TNDZ EDNBHRDOERN EF o
TWRWZ ERbnd.

IGD T\ T BB & BB EOZEN i b KE W ZDT1
R BE EREEOZEN R /NS W WEGH OftfRED
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Table 3: The results of conventional approach

ZDT1 ZDT4 WFG4 | WFG5
IGD | 0.002334 | 0.009623 | 0.009739 | 0.05984
best MS | 1.34154 | 396.71 | 4.47504 | 4.39389
HV | 0.663441 | 0.650887 | 1.67611 | 1.43097
IGD | 0.002431 | 0.015549 | 0.012192 | 0.065711
average | MS | 1.34106 | 287.975 | 4.47172 | 4.36745
HV | 0.663214 | 0.638665 | 1.66593 | 1.40745
IGD | 0.0026 | 0.022683 | 0.016811 | 0.068065
worst MS | 1.33975 | 169.14 4.4681 | 4.25565
HV | 0.662896 | 0.616803 | 1.65262 | 1.40246

Table 4: The results of proposed approach

ZDT1 ZDT4 WFG4 | WFGH
IGD | 0.005505 | 0.016966 | 0.009311 | 0.06504
best MS | 141428 | 68.5672 | 4.47721 | 4.405569
HV | 0.6660382 | 0.640595 | 1.68298 | 1.40712
IGD | 0.01635 | 0.029043 | 0.011452 | 0.065997
average | MS 1.27891 4.09249 4.4481 4.39018
HV | 0.649381 | 0.624402 | 1.67593 | 1.40405
IGD | 0.084014 | 0.048118 | 0.020177 | 0.069243
worst MS | 0.836995 | 1.21326 | 4.26293 | 4.37543
HV | 0.591061 | 0.599339 | 1.66642 | 1.39212

0 & IGD %W, BBROHR L i1 5. £7°, ZDT1
ICBTAIREFETO 30 #l179 IGD xR b~ 72
PATER LB T-FITICEBIT 2 IGD & 0 O+ %
NEN Fig. 7, 81T~ F. RIZ, WFGH IZB 1T H1REF
IETO 30 3479 IGD 23 bR 723 AT L e b =i o
7=RITICBIT B IGD & 0 oI A 2 2h Fig. 9, 10
2R

Fig. 7, 8 XV I BAH & Bl & T2 0 ofiEn [0,
0.6] OFEPAICPE L TV D Z &5, IGD Ak
120, 0.1] TR L TWAD. 2D &b RAE L RE
ECAERZ2ENIRNZ E R bo .

Fig. 9, 10 & v & BAE TITFWEFE T IGD AU L
TWB DT L CREEBMITHARIZ L 5 < PR LT, 0
ZRDERBETITIRVEETINKRES EF LT
D0, WEE T E TR N EhoTe. 2O
Z &b WEGH BIFEICH W TIE IGD 28R 5 726
IO BR—TEULOEE EDVLERHDZ ENEZD
no.

Fig. 7~10 £V 0 OV IR/ N EWIE E R BE & K
BEOEN NS L D EmN R ST,

£7-, 0 OB E RD L ZDTLIZEB W TIHIE Y iE K
<, WEGH IZB W TCIER B L i fa L TE 5 0 O
EAKREL R2D720, #HI7R 0 OFERA+45TH
HEEZLND.
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Fig. 10: The transition of § in WFG5
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