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Omfatak JREML (B THERT)

BME ko2 < OELRIZ HINEGEL T L 2 ) XA TR OIMERE Z 0 X JMCAERT S HONEE A
EThD. LnLaens, PIEERITIEO%OEROMIE R L 25 BERERETHY, PIMEEOEIZZDOHD
BRI KRB ERITTZENTRIND. ABETIRLBARNRT LY XAD 1 5THsH MOEA/D(A
Multi-objective Evolutionary Algorithm Based on Decomposition) (23> Tk # 2R WIHIEIRAERK A = X 1%

FIEL, ZNOOWB~ORBIZOWTHA LTz,

*—T—F: ZHAMREL, YA, MOEA/D

1 [FCHIS

I, % B EGE LRRE (Multi-objective Optimiza-
tion Problem, MOP) OffEIZ T VT Y X L%
W%, % HEERT T L= ) X 2 (Multi-objective
Evolutionary Algorithm, MOEA) OH#FZEAATEFITAT
bhTns b,

MOEA [ZBF 28R R 2 K& LA S L EE R
BRI, VIHEER DS, EkDZ% < O MOEA T,
T B DR AR A AT > TV D72, #ITT L
DFERDIXSHENHENLD, ELBIZ L DB ~D
BT SHENE WD KA RO, EEET LT X
DNTIEN T D BAFIIRIZZBAFAEST D b DD, FIHHHE
RICEA3 282093 LT < <, MEOR L
WIHMEAR AL B O BIRIZ W THiZ#@im STy
ORBRTH . FIHHERZ Db O DEIZ L0 HIHIY
RROSZRMENR R DN D Z L b b DT, FIMERD K
ETRREA~DBEE+FCERT OMLERDD.

T ZTCABZETIE, FIHIEEERISN OO AL
SALEBEMT 222X, WIHEMEIC & PR
KB LR~ DEBELMAE L2, ETFIETIE,
EARAERICEH R 2 2 R 2L, HEEOMEK X
D %< OMEEEER, TAbEHRY T2 TRE
PR IHER & U CTERRZARD D A T = A L0, L
BEFRZPBR L, IRERRANEIR AR T D A = A
7 ERFE ORI DA RITEIC DN THEREZIT > T2

RREFIEOAIEORIED T2, RFKH 72 MOEA
D—>TH% MOEA/D-DRA® (MOEA based on De-
composition with DRA) Z~X—2 & L, W 2001
FW T A RIS L CAERFIED LR Z 1T 7.

2 MOEA/D-DRA

ARETIER—RERDTATY XL LT, Li blok
% MOEA /D-DRA® Z i\ %. A% T, MOEA/D-
DRA OFFHIZ DWW T~ BT, BT LT X
LOFIRZ BT 5.

2.1 4
MOEA/D-DRA IF, ZZX {2 SBX? (Simulated Bi-
nary Crossover) % f\»% MOEA/D% (2% L T4y
#1b (Differential Evolution, DE) ®A X % 5% 72
E, W ODORBEEMZ T AT ALTHD 3.
MOEA/D O#&X % Fig. 11~ HRIT Kk mH
IRy S TEES S AT T — BRI Ko THEE D E )
RIREIC %I L CiThh, AR T, STik®) IorSh s 2
717 —{eBIt D 5 B, K (1) TEFE IS Tchebycheff
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te EX | F. %
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ZIT, MEA T T B g(x) IS T D EHARY
MLTH Y, BB ZEMICRB I BRI AR ET
L. Fl, 2 EISREEERLTEY, R/MEED
AR Rz € Q 05 L& HMIZEBIT 5 H/IME
2 =min{fi(z)|lz € Q}(i = 1,2,...,m) & EAETRE
ENHOBR—EUTHS.
2.2 F7ILIYXL

MOEA/D-DRA ®7 VT Y XA L% LLFIIRT. 7238,
TR MERTEEEEL TS D LT 5.

stepl. ##i{t

stepl-1. EEDIRE
—RERELAZ RLAL L AN IS L T, T
RTCOMAGDOET2—2 U v NiF#fEZRD,
FEHBARZ M LT T HOEE B(i) =
{ir,...,ir} ZERK.
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stepl-3. FIHASHRADIRE
WS 2z = (21, .- 'azm)T(Zi = min{fi}) %

U

Ax AE.

step2. EiR
1. B EOR R A% b OMEEZ m # (m: HAE)
R,
2. 10- h—F A > b & 7l [ZEESWOTRIR L, 587K
ENTEERE T 2 1T 12BNT5. ZoREE
(B —m BT 5.

step3. BE#
i=1,...,N OFiATITS.

step3-1. B# - BINGEDIRTE
[0, 1] D—#EELELZ FVC, BLF O TR
P ZRE.

P B(i) if rand < ¢
~1{1,...,N} otherwise

step3-2. XX
rn=ill, P77 FLTEELRND
ro,T3 ZIBIN. x™ " x™ O DE R XIZ
X0 ER y 24K g DFRFHEE OIS
ZHoTGE, RU OB ERE T v LR
ECEZHHZ .

step3-3. ZREE
4 |\Z Polynomial Mutation® Z#M L, y %
AR

step3-4. SHRADEH
z; < [i(y) DHE, 2z = f(y) (G =1,...,m)
LT 5.

step3-5. FEDEH
WHAIT X c=0ET5.
1) c=mn, b LIEX P BRZEDHE, stepd ~
e, £HTRIINE, POrHT7UFATH
Z IR,
2) g(ylN,2) < g(@/ |V, 2) 725, @ =y &
BE, c=c+1&75.
3) P76 j &HIBRL, 1)IZR5.

step4. ¥&THIE
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case2 HEHLLAYIZ S MR A4 % A Rk

case3 FRFHAEHZERNC BT DUk A etk L 7= W1 E 4
oA % A=k U o

cased 7 U H DIBEWIKEZERL, DO OET:
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3.2 WHEAKRERA D=L
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AW TEEEZERINT 5.

case2
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Fig. 3: Setting examples of case2
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RAEROEX % Fig. 51287
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Fig. 4: Concept figure of case2
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Fig. 5: Setting examples of case3

@%'J%’E’EEE L7k %z mN @l 7 o & LR LT
212U, BROE LToiRGEHAEE D LRRE & TR D EUZ 3
féﬂﬁﬁ@@ﬁﬁAb&ﬁﬂémﬁiUw@wﬁA,
D MOEA/D OARGEY, T2 2 LA TR
.

29 LTSN AIIE RGN D, casel & [FlkE
DFET NEHE CThRd 5.

case4

SUSLIZBERAEREERL, TOHROEBEFLERK
E£50FEHICEICZDEGKES VA LICERK LEE
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ﬁi@ F T EITY, J:U@ EE B RER & T
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Wﬁ%’ff%fb Z OAEOFPHIZWIHMEAGEAH 2 4mN /5
Rk, casel ERIBROFIET N #E Tho®T 5.

caseb

casel MDFEZ d BEIZHITTITL, ERBEMNIZERAKE
HR

ZDOFIETIE, casel [FIERICAHFZEM 2R 2 /EHE L,
B U CIEARAR - Bo®RE B KT 720, %’7*3%@@5%1’%
PR CTE S, £, ZOFECBIT DEHEFIEDOK

fit % Fig. TI1ZRT.

FEARBIZIE casel E[AIBROFLEE d Bl (d < N/2 %
liti7= 9 E‘ﬁk%() 23 TR D RT3, 2 BT AR O fE K
AERIZ BT DR FIEN R D, 2 [BIH LUEOfE
RAERCCIE, #IMEAREER 12 1 Dok L TIZARR
SN AEED T HABBZE IR T 2 IR & b T
WERE ST U 7L, T & o T ERE L ORREH
ZRZE N30T D BB I WIIEIZ B AR 2 IR L T <.

4 HUEEER
AT, FIHIE R R BT HER~ DO
AEDT=, RFEM 2T A MUETH D WFG 7 & h &

A4 —> XV, WFG2, WFG4, WFGS8 %7 % Bl
Bzl riol.
4.1 EEBREE

ARERZITIITHTZY, MOEA/D O/RF A —4 L

B TR L= OIHE A pf A 1 = X oD BARH) RS

A—2%&HHT 5. MOEA/D O/3F A —Z T HMK

=2, PEINRTA—H H=59 &L, ZhiZEbET
@%@NF%mkﬁé.ﬁ%#4XMT:6&Lqﬂﬁ
fE R 2 CEMMEIER 50000, 30 34T OEHER L O
BAE & B2 AVl L7z,

PIHME GRS N’ = 100N & L, caseb IZBIT 545
EHAEd=5% L= F72, cased [IZBITHERFEEKD
FPA & LT, AR LIZBBMEEKNS AL L ke L
T L, BAL§ OEON, Kb T 27 pMEWE
KEFZ o7 OfRE, ZHcEhl e b5,

4.2 WRMHEE

AREFRTIE, WFG2, WFG4, WFGS ’ﬂﬁ‘ééﬁlﬁ
ER AT o0z, MBEDONRT XA—FF, nx;d“ﬁ%@f(
LEBA~OEERED =D, —HBOMETIXRE W?ﬁl
BAaEE ST, %F‘:ﬂ%iii_fh%g/\?)‘ 5’ k=18,
PR R A—X =12 L L, @t &8I k+1 =30
IZERE LTz, i?’:%é’b&:bﬂz, WFG4, WFGS8 2k

T, MENRTA—F k=6, T A—%]1=42L
L, RN E+1 =10 DA L, (ENT A—
X k=60, BEHE ST A—% 1 =40 & L, FFHEHHNR
k+1=100 DHEDFEREIT T
4.3 FHEFE

WFG2, WFG4, WFG8 O#HIEAFEAM - fiFaTAmZ
1% Hypervolume™ (HV), Overall pareto Spread® (OS)
TRz, ZNENOFHITFEIZ DWW TLLFIZRRS.

4.3.1 Hypervolume

HyperVolume (315 b AV 72 fiFE G203 303 5 H BRI
ZEROERREZ T S T2 6D TH D, MER O
T HEMETHIfEE LTWD e, REGD [ —

Mgl 7 v b OITHEE SV, TEIRS ), T
Bl ZREICEHET 23 TFIEL § A 5. AERIC
BWTHEAEL 2 2S5 RA0E, A AT - 72 RS0 3265
O TEI L7 RORERIEE LTz,
4.3.2 Overall pareto Spread

Overall pareto Spread 135 R/A (Pg) & &ER (Pp)
THENDZEMIIH LT, 1§67 IELHMRES DK
HIBAER DI KA, Fe/IMEDS B PR F 2 ZEHIAS & DOFRE
DEIGEEDTWDLERD, JENY 25T 5. 0S
T0H 1 ETOMERY LI IUEE OMEAST
IEBR)BPRENZ L 2EW®T 5. OS Tk TE LS
no.

H | mazzes fr(5) — minges fi(5) |
| fx(PB) — fu(Pc) |

miE%%ﬁ®ﬁfké.OS%ﬁWT@ﬁ®#%
REL DR Y & g3 235613k B & B S %[
CHbDICTHHERS HI-0, AERTIE, SEFT-
kﬁ%#@%@@#@@%@%ﬁﬁf@wkﬁ e
filf, B U MOR KM, IMEZ SRR, REA
L7

4.4 HERFER

LIRAT - 2 EBROFE R % Fig 8~Fig 9 ([~ £/,
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Z5) & WFGS(100 £%%) O F4% B#9 5.
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5 - Final Result 5 - Final Result 5 . - Final Result
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Fig. 8: WFG2 Evaluation Values
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(a) Normal (b) casel
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5 - Final Result 5 - Final Result 5 - Final Result
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Fig. 9: WFG8(Number of Design Variables:100) Evaluation Values
4.5 EE EHMH LI LD, b OTIEITRG Az

ARIERMN G, 7 A MIE WFG2, WFGS8 123\ T
1%, case2 DAERFENMEN M2 EH LT NI &R
Dinofo. UL, AREHEBO SR Z g e E A 2
FTARKL, OB IE AR - T BR 2 Rk 5 2
LT, REDAXLZED SETWDLINLRELEbh
L. Elo, ERFIRICT ¥ DERPEEN TR
72, ROIEHHOXT Lo TND I LRbind.

WFG8 128 T, case2 & case3 D HV OENH 5
DTN TN D Z EBbnoTz. FRIT case2 [ZBI L T
12 WFG2 1250\ C, HV & 08 O 5T b 7=

MR D i s S B 2R I RE IS/ U T A 2h Ze w1 m
WAERTEEWZ D, L, AFEBRTITT A MEE
Lo Tniniaw, ERBEICE T 2 /2% OMEGE
FIT> T MERH D E bbb,

Normal, casel & caseb DOLfEE L TH D E, WEG2
2BV T OREED cases DI N EVVENH TS 2
LA, i, cased OEPBERIFIHIE ALY,
ZEMHEN EIE TN EEZLND. L L WFGS
(B W T, Normal FE2 casel, cased LV HEN
TAEREZEHTETWDIERDND. Lo, MR
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Table 1: Performance comparison (WFG2)

AERCFE \ Pl FE Hypervolume Overall pareto Spread

Best \ Average \ Worst Best \ Average \ Worst
Normal 6.34938 6.17043 5.87220 0.80330 0.64876 0.42896
casel 6.35205 | 6.212204 | 5.77207 | 0.80196 0.73187 0.42990
case2 6.43976 | 6.34361 | 6.21290 | 0.81566 | 0.80078 | 0.78101
cased 6.26966 6.05015 5.59885 0.79723 0.77395 0.74941
cased 6.35205 6.23283 6.01641 0.80571 0.75702 0.42655
caseb 6.39089 6.21061 6.04196 0.80778 0.74306 0.43172

Table 2: Performance comparison (WFGS8) n:100

ARTE \ R Hypervolume Overall pareto Spread

Best \ Average \ Worst Best \ Average \ Worst,
Normal 4.20554 | 3.83622 | 3.48469 | 0.73247 | 0.68165 | 0.58642
casel 3.93229 3.65923 3.45017 0.73187 0.69478 0.60786
case?2 5.73327 | 5.44448 | 5.29527 | 0.62277 0.59862 0.56930
case3 5.50641 | 5.25374 | 4.81040 | 0.67254 | 0.63762 | 0.60398
cased 4.13344 3.69707 3.40363 | 0.74784 | 0.69820 | 0.63259
cased 4.09428 3.70183 3.48504 0.73336 0.69134 | 0.63343

WIS UCHIEMER AR F k2 BIRT 5 2 Lk, &
BHROM EDRRADD EBZEZBND.

cased IZBA L TliL, WFEFGS8 2B\ T OS DOfii A3 &
DEINTVDN, HV OETIHBAL NS> TND 2 L
Nond., ZhF AL —h7oy MK TE R -
TARENIEN Y ZREL LTWALZ LT, JRNY O
BEThHhdO0S DENESHTWAE LD EEBbiILS.
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EAR D BATTIRBE A~ DB LA Lz, LT ICAHR
IZBW TR C& 7 HIm AR T

o FEEERL Y, MBI L2 AR OBEITREY
RERICKRES B E RIFL T Z ERbinoTe.
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e caseb DFIET, FrEdORIREIZ% L, Normal, casel
KO BLBELT-MROEHENHED Z & 2R L.
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YD LR,

o A T ST-ERIIT A FEETH 5728, FERY
BB 2EBRNMBLETHDHEERD.
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