&< | = 3
;‘/;/‘ el BR A J.;,?

SHANTOU UNIVERSITY

177 = (VAR

B B ZH b K H AR 2 SR BT

WY H: Research on Multi-objective Evolutionary

Computation and Its Constrained Optimization

w4 FiAE = =2 151709063

PTESEBR T T4 g

£ Wk L 5 AE TR

ANFEHE_ 20179 H ZEHHHE_ 20204F 6 H







AL e SR B A

KSR NTE T I 485 R AT 10 TAEWE 70 S R AR FERSUR
WSO BR T RFERIINCARRIE RS0S54k, A LS Al NS AR L 2
2 RFBIE G FRER o« XA SCRIRT S STk A AR, 3
CAEW ST DL 5 SR B o R 58 4 R AR B S B A ST I AR A
AAH

(R H 391 F___H H

2 Ry o SCASE PR )

A NSRLIIER KA RAF A A L1 SR HEL - AR SRS, Fe VR S
EEIRE =TT 2 TR NS S AT e S M R TN SR S VN E P S 6 i
TR, PTLICRARCED . 4 BV el B2 8 3 BU IR A A 12 00 2AREn]
LATA] [ A7 S5 1 T B U IE AZ e SO AL ORAE A D B X A AT AR 2
PRSI BB 0 A Ao X TORE R, 2 MR AT e AR
FPAb PR

((FEEEE TR

H 3. LR H H H 3. LR H







B PN = VA7S'S

HE

FESEBRH, AR 22 52FR TR N H ] @ n] AR IR e 2 B ARfLAL Al @, X2 H bRz
[EARAT AR B Z), A b —A HAsPi A 2 DL AR 5 ArfE AR o @Ak aR B
T azia @, FRA7 BT Sl i — N8, Ik, BEE (S BEOR . lEHOR,
REHEHIRSR K RE, 774 T W2 AWK 2 HiR(CTiRe. MOk, @55 Hin)ik
i, XA EBEZ LR, 24N, 82 B, @ riseiE
LI L[] N PR RR 22, TOVERLH T TARSE b . Ak, T HRCRELI R Z B b5
PR AR 52 B OC 38 W 50T« AR SO 22 H bR A B0 S AR 2 AR A () it
AT TR ST BARWR

1. B2 HARRAG IR R, AR SCMBHA SR G TSI A @ H &, 3 th 7 —Fh T
% HirZE R AR AR S S T H A AR U7 o 207 R A AR BT 3 1 5B 56 0
WV RHAYL S AR AR G, RIS SHEN B E R, AR ARS
W GEAT RS RERY, ZER A R — e 5 M T X R R3S
HAROR SRR ARG T AEAL.

2. BN Z HbRRAG M RR, it 7 —F2E T multi-objective to multi-objective
(M2M)ALEEHL A () Push A1 Pull f4E 2R (PPS)HESE . ZHELLIG — 2 H AR HARAL 1)
By i — R R 2 BRI R Al . A3 S 2 H AR LY SRR AL 7] RO —
AP, AT R APMER 77 AT R AE . EALBRZ RN, &S F R B IEE PPS
HRIRE, FETEA TEMERERA AT XE. SKEsE KV, 7 LIR-CMOP
MR ) AR b, Bt PPS-M2M RV LT Hidl 7 M ik 2 Hbrilt b &
%o £ CIMOP Mk 7] @ 42 £, Jrdg th i PPS-M2M vk B 25 1L 1 [F] 2R S/ vk
PPS-MOEA/D,

KW HFEE T HB ARCEILE, BERRESEE



B PN = VR3S

Abstract

In the real world, many practical engineering optimization problems are
multi-objective optimization problems. These objectives often restrict each other, and the
optimization of one objective must be at the expense of the other objectives. Evolutionary
computation has been applied to these engineering optimization problems and become a
hot area recently. In recent years, with the rapid development of information technology,
communication technology and big data, many constrained multi-objective (energy
saving, environmental protection, economic and other objectives) optimization problems
have emerged. These problems have the characteristics of a huge number of variables,
constraints and objectives. The classical optimization method has poor performance in
solving these problems and cannot be applied to engineering practice. For this reason,
how to effectively solve constrained multi-objective optimization problems has also
attracted the attention of relevant scholars. This paper discusses and studies the
multi-objective evolutionary algorithm and its design in constrained optimization. The
details are as follows:

1) For multi-objective optimization problems, the paper proposes an automated
design framework for GRNs which are used to generate swarm robot patterns. This
method does not rely on the a priori knowledge of the designer to design the swarm robot
pattern. It can automatically generate the swarm robot pattern based on the dynamic
environment and target information. Simulation results show that this method can
effectively evolve some swarm robot pattern models with simple structures and strong
robustness to complex dynamic environments.

2) In dealing with constrained multi-objective optimization problems (CMOPs),
This paper proposes a method which combines a multi-objective to multi-objective
(M2M) decomposition approach with the push and pull search (PPS) framework, namely
PPS-M2M. To be more specific, the proposed algorithm decomposes a CMOP into a set
of simple CMOPs. Each simple CMOP corresponds to a sub-population and is solved in a
collaborative manner. When dealing with constraints, each sub-population follows a
procedure of “ignoring the constraints in the push stage and considering the constraints in
the pull stage”, which helps each working sub-population get across in-feasible regions.
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The experimental results show that the proposed PPS-M2M is significantly better than
the other seven algorithms and show that the proposed PPS-M2M outperforms
PPS-MOEA/D on CIMOPs.

Keywords: Evolutionary Algorithm, Multi-objective Optimization, Constraint-handling

Technique, Swarm Robot Pattern;
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¥, 5 B (Evolutionary Strategy, ES)!'UR i3 4k #1 %Il (Evolutionary Programming, EP)!'1 2§
WES, AT AR AT E IAE AN TS BT . 1968 4F, Z Johnsen i /i ABFFT
RO HARH T 2 HARRSE R BT Feilk o A A AE Holland!™1 g X IEUHE ., B} 42
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WK R BEE R R A HERE ) BERTH(H AL L), 20 4D 90 4EAXH) MOEA
WIS Ja /A — B, MRRIPRER . A2 LT H) MOEA B4k i, & AMENE
MIFEEEREZ AR EIEMOGA)M,  JE SRR FIE(NSGA)!),  MI/NA: st %
F1E(NPGA)O, 1999 4F, Eckart Zitzler!M4E N $2 Hi | Strength Pareto Evolutionary
Algorithm(SPEA), 25— IREEH R IEOR B SRS, EL320RE X AU AR HE Th A0 75 0 S Ok B
)N AR 5 T BRI T S A A SR HE R BOATL A ARG D O B SRR A5 Ak, $R T
Pareto Envelope-Based Selection Algorithm(PESA)!'® | Pareto Archived Evolution
Strategy(PAES)!'), SPEA2PI, NSGA-IIPULL & NPGA2P21%E, 20 4 90 4K, E[H
] Koza %5 NP H 1 i84% #2 7 % 1T (Genetics Programming, GP). £k, ES. EP. GA
A GP IER B FE R VY KR Z 7y 34, JRAERE S 20 Z24E AR [ PRIE K g

20 tHd bl fE, BTt 2 Hisdb BRI 2, &k 1 2 H At Bk
WEHFCHIA R s 20 — RIHLHIT s ok, JRRH 22 H st o+ A . 44,
Eckart Zitzler®5g i 1 3T #8F511 Indicator-based Evolutionary Algorithm(IBEA). 2005
F, Coello Coello %5 NP K& 7R tH T 2 H AR H#EHIE(MOPSO). 2007 4,
KT B AP s i B2 078, ¥ 2 HnOuAb el @ oy iy 2 4~ 8 H ARk 7 a)
IRJE RIS SR &A1 I, $RH T — AT 1) 2 H s L RVA(MOEA/D).. 21,
H T Pareto B2 HARBEALSE 3T o080 2 H bR AL LA THRPRHU 2 H it il
LR R N2 B AR I =R 58 07 [ 1281,

KEFFE LR =KW T M) EIRAFE, R RS A BRI S A . 4.
Xt T 2T Pareto 192 H b AL SR M O E IR A . NSGA-IIP),  U-NSGA-IIEY,
i-NSGA-TIPULL Lz NSGA-Nett32155 o X T3 T 70 fiff (¥ 2 A At b Sk i) SO oA A
MOEA/D-DER], MOEA/D-ACDPP4, EAG-MOEA/DB!, MOEA/D-SASPOI%E, XfF
BT 2 B AR SR SO A . IBEA-SVMEPT], IBEARS, mIBEAR,
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1.3 % BArdt b inE

—MAEOLR, ARYE B AR AN, A AT AR A v B B AR LA A, 2 B AR
DU ) RURT = 4 H AR DL A8, L rb Rk DI/ = H B AL 178 (Multi-objective
Optimization Problems, MOPs) ] #t fb &3k, ##5 N %2 H Fr it 4k 575 (Multi-objective
Evolutionary Algorithms, MOEAs). 444k ] @A B #5 KT =ANKF,  BLiFOe Ak vl
T FR e H B4 4L 17 8 (Many-objective Optimization Problems). - fif#t ¢ I ] £
Pt S, RN s 4E H bt Ak B (Many-objective Evolutionary Algorithms).

1.3.1 ET Pareto LN % H iz BN M4

ANMG B H FRARAL 0] R SR A R H Ar ek 28 2 IR 2R 2R, 2 H FRfiAl i) @i sk
fife R HAr R B AR 2 — A mEE. TR, £2 Histitbm @t &5 Hirz
[F)3E I e SRR B AR LA 2, 6 Horh — AN B RO A 2 DLH At H AR B AR A4, ok
e tt, ERINEZA T Hir— A2 S IUERARTRERT, 1A BeRAEEAT m#AT I
H(Tradeoffs) % &, &1 HARREES T Re ik Rl . 583 H ROk i 4
JRIXHTE T, 2 HARRAGIE A 2 e — 1, TR E MR ES . BIER
iRt B bRARAL ) R, FRATTIE R 251N Pareto U, MIMIAS2] T — AN EM 2 Hbrx
MEABSE o

€ M 1.1: Pareto St

XS 8] R N BRI A X AN, 796 2 LA T Pareto SCECEEIN], RTIANZ,
Txy, BORRX BT, 00X, < Xp:

DX TP R B AR EL X AR, %2
D EDAFAE AN HARREL, X, HX, 0
Rl

Vifi(Xo) < fi(%p) A Fj (o) < f;(p) (1-2)

Hepije{1,2..m}, m NHRREEH .

€ X 1.2: Pareto firdE

WRAEXT T R K250 R WAFTE—AMEX*, A4 R W HAM T = —AME e, IBAx
R —A Pareto L. R WHIFTH Pareto i LARLA R INEE S, N Pareto fif
(Pareto Set, PS).

5 X 1.3: Pareto Hj#

PS 7& H F5 25 8] _L R i ] & 42 -5 FK N Pareto HifH(Pareto Front, PF). A] & A LA
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TIER: PF={F®@)I|% € PS}.

1.3.2 MOEA/D 43# 51
MOEA/D 1EH—Fh & S (fiff i 2 B ARAL I G 8k, Hiz o A 2% 2 H br

Al 1) YL AL N — R B H RST8] @27, AR 5 I — 2 Bes A AR 1A L) 45 S
K FH AL B30 06 I 6 - a) {31 (] i 34T 04K . MOEA/D H)— i ELVR AR I 1-2 s o

Wi EREA, i =1,...,N.
FEEP BB ESIB(D)

!

W& EERE

.

VIR EE Sz

I

i=1

REIEER
RIFAEREL

T E R iz T -
HEB(I)Jﬁ%:Cﬁ %Tﬁx?ﬂsﬁz
BEETRIETETR > B R

B 1-2 MOEA/D £ xR AL R

XtF MOEA/D, #5765 B U0 — A m HARRAL I B i N AT R R
Jdt, 7E MOEA/D 1, A0 HARER X IH 4k N MEREQ = AL A&
N MBUE [ R AR, PR EE AR R = A, )T = 1,2,.,N T LT

KA

Yo k=1H X =0k € {12,.,m} (1-3)
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B AT A m HAnRA 8o i N A7 1R

£ MOEA/D W', 5KHE B SENR M 7 =M I 1 B 7% Ak
F17%(Weighted Sum Approach)1, ] bt 25 K32 (Techebycheff Approach) 1, i1 548 X ik
(Boundary Intersection Approach)>%, LN XX =7 VEAE FEAA 41
D InBGRANE

X2 A i f, mraE s inssR AT 77 =, x4~ 2 B At il @4 4k
NEALHBRIE TR R 2 B EE m A Hbs, 8l —ECE R
B RIS RIS | A TR, e RIETER W T iR

{minimize 9" (FX) = Zis, M fie ) (1-4)

subject to ¥ € R

Kb g (XA A i DT R E SR, PRI R, R ATGET R RS
] IIACRANE & TSRS A 8, RO A5V EA B SRR R — A B
Pareto sl &E, FrllA—ERIRRME.
2) YIS Rk

f£ MOEA/D 1, 5 ZFff—> 2 HARRAL in] @ A0 2 A 5 B ARG 1 ) /i)
TRV S RI7iE, HAERE A0 Fos:

minimize gte(ic’ﬁi,f*) = 17;1&%{(1/7\5() |fe@® -z,

subjectto X € R

} (1-5)

K gte(RA) A i AT IR TE & B TR SRA B, R AR B R A,
Hiz* = (20,2},mzy) N A Hz = min{f,(DIX € R}, i = 1,2,.m. BLIENA
JEZ A AL PESE 2 H b i I 3R A T AP
3) AR NGE

WAL X T75 7 MOEA/D Wi Ja —Fh g J7ih, W —Hha i) g k. 14
T X TTIER U F IR T A T s

minimize gbip(a'c’ﬁi,é’*) =d, + 6d,
SUbjeCt to F(;C)) - Z* = dlxi (1-6)
d, = |[F@) — 2" — di\|
X €ER

Arpghe (FA) M8 i AT RBIR B, TR, R AR R
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Al HhZ" = (2,25,m2) TN, Hz = min{f,®DIX €R}, i=12,.,m.

7E MOEA/D 8y, 4G ANBLE ) B I —AM#R,, MOEA/D 3 id B LI # X
P40 J Tr) B R R AR N AR, AR e B I s AL e P2 A ik y . MTARTE SR &k
BB T HA b AT JE A e . — M, DAUILLE Rk, S —AN
TRFRR,  H AT B 1 AN B B U RTAK BT R R B A iﬁlﬁ‘]ﬁgte(}}ﬁ\hz’*)%ﬂ
gt (Fi|Xe7*) 1 b B 1 o

1.3.3 % Bt R EMERE VA HE AT

— RIS, 7 AN R 2 B AR EE IR RE, 7R LR AR
¥ 2 HAn AL R e RE T BUE AL A AT EDUAL R I R . B AT, BN AN T
- %F MOEA $2 i T & £ ¢4 T H, %1: Generational Distance (GD)P'1. Inverted
Generational Distance (IGD)®?1, Hypervolume (HV)P¥ | Convergence Metric y B4 |
Diversity Metric AP, C-metricl®%. Knee-driven Dissimilarityl®714% . == ¥ {f MOEA
PIPRSEYERE: WS EFN 73 A0 P (BUAR 2 FEE) . 7EXT MOEA #EAT PRI, /e i
131 Pareto HIHY PF nown-5 JEFRI1] Pareto I PF e I ZE B . 55T MOEA 18k
YEIRAR: 1) PFrnown R TTBEEITE T PFyes 2)PF known/S AT BESE AT HEN PF e 5T
T MOEA HIZFEMERRAR: DPF jnoun /S FTREHLIZ ST 34105 2) PF jnoum /S P REA BRI
TP

1.4 EEMITAE LG ZHE

AL RN 2 B AR B S AR R AR AT B 5 o £ R R LR B 2 B ARl
b ie) AN LR B 2 H bR AR R, 23 5l 1 o AR R A B . (B A, XY
TR ) 2 H R ] BB T R 34 SRE S 21 1 B AL 28 N B A 55, BRI
542 BhnSE R AR L 3 30 AR R R A TE S (B EEE ) AR A Rt TR
RS B8, AR SCERN 22 B bn 20 R AL AL ) @it 5 H —FF 3% multi-objective to multi-objective
(M2M)AEEE ML ¥ Push A1 Pull (% R HELL(PPS)HE RAHELE . ZHELLKE— 4 CMOPs 4>
fif N — 4T B CMOPs. &5/Ma] 5[] CMOPs X — /N1 FhiE, BA1Z 8 LAMER
J7 AT R AEACFRL RN, A TMEEENE PPS R IR, HE TR T/EM
FERS AN TTAT I X 8. SLBe 25 AR W], 7E LIR-CMOP WK v B4R |, P4 i i
PPS-M2M M3k & 0 T HAth 9 4l CMOGAs. £ CIMOP iR o] fi 4 |, Frrfih
[¥) PPS-M2M 8% WL T R 2R E % PPS-MOEA/D.
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58— FHIE A OCOCER, R TR ER R S A, TR R A
WEEM— AL G AR AL S, DLRCEATTI R AL B 81 25— S5 R P ik 4L
CRPSIUE =77

RN M T R RREG IS BV AERNE S 2 HREER s . AT H 5%
SRR R A LEMNZ B in 2 R GFET N, RGN H B I E TR R SRS B
At BJE, MRAEAERE T RO 4% W 28 (R SR ST AR T T, LA IR R G T8
BEMARZ FTENRRIE N QIR ZIG W T 2% 850, M LUIE N B 4 2 IR 5 R .
Rk, ARSCIRH T — M@ T AR X 3 3 A B r 52 B8 1 428 Y 2% (Gene Regulatory
Network, GRN)EALTRITHESS . @IS HIGUE, A i) 3 s BT HEZE it ok
[*) GRN H 1R RE .

B = F AR HAE IS A b LA ) RS B — LS N ER . B T BECRBE R = E, H
b BR A RS DL AR FE I B s 2 A, IR T LRIAREAE . AT RE 2 8L
HEKE SRR B T — DA E A iR L. B—0m, EaRE kR
SRR SR fige, & B EANFEAZ AR 2R 2510, /1A B AR B R BRI INZ) R
AEFRER, BRI AT PR R 5] 3 B X

B 542 H — P FE T multi-objective to multi-objective (M2M)ALFE AL ) Push F1
Pull 4 RAEZEPPS) M RHELL . Frig R B L H e 5 Ho M+ — Fh H VL 1
LIR-CMOPs W0 8 EgEAT X0 LG, SEE6 Fr 42 Hh R I B ) AL T HoAh Bk . RS,
7E CIMOP iR ) /4L b, Ar it Hi ) PPS-M2M 5% 5 [F] 28 573 PPS-MOEA/D 347 %+
Lo, SRAREEFTIR M EVE S PPS-MOEA/D X 51 LA K 3 H I i

BJa, AT . BETRRBISLEENE: 1) NTHRRFERREGIEESE
B e TN ET 2 HAR NG R R B BB A RS 2) SRR %
H AR A B R i, $R T — RO B 2 R AL B ——PPS-M2M, i BARE
TRUT Ak H A oR AN~ ) A0 B AT B R AN T AT X ]
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£28 ETZESERRENGRFFRESISEINERIER

KZBINA W T B RS B 8 A B 2 B 3% ) 2% (Genetic Regulatory
Networks, GRN)JB IR T Bt N RIS A1R . BRtk, A 1IN B R MBS T
W8S, GRN W THE R 2k RS 2. teabh, sk 28 i kAT o4, K
N2 R, BT, EXTUTAED, FRATHRE 7T H T GRN I HE 3L
WIHESE, ZAEZEH T AR R G IEAS . it ER N H T —ME S 2 Hisdt
IRl 9 #2572 (Composite Multi-objective Genetic Programming, CMOGP), 1% /715K %
H b5 2 K 2 F£ (Multi-objective Genetic Programming, MOGP)%, JE e HE 7 it 4% 5
7% (Nondominated Sorting Genetic Algorithm 11, NSGA-ID2U | 2 4 3 b & ik
(Differential Evolution Algorithm, DE)®I 1% H 5 & % (Multi-Objective Decision
Approach) U HZ: & . AL, PRt RIHEZE N H 1 — Se LA [ 28 Jo ok 3 shiseit
GRN, [MEFAEMSEIHAIR. £ GRNs ittt fEd, MOGP A1 DE M T HAT b
GRNs &5 MS 4. NSGA-II H T-F#7 GRN B8 (5 Z AR RE, AT 3R 4S5
JEYHTLIRIA SR GRN B8, R 2 B bk SFERIE R H RITERARAE T GRN
B A 7 A5 SRR, $2 AR ZE VT DU R T & —Le 3 Bl GRN, H 4544
CE N iR e e ST S O S DO =B L E B (B2 A ) 1 e

2.1 HEERE

FE: K 4 72 (Genetic Programming, GP) IS5 15 4% 5777 (Genetic Algorithm, GA)
=03 B RADTHRENL TS84 (HFEH4), MAHSRTEIE 4 £5K
W, 2, I E N E R BOR S ETIUE S B TAEG L. [EAW I, £
XA LR, tHEHFE BRI R — NI, ] PUE — M EEH (a syntax tree)l©'],
— B PN BUHARE A JE R &5 e R E s 45 163

FERHMEE FE T, GP MR B4R, FEDIHA IEE SRV R, HEE—R
FIRE B L. A, GP B et B Bk £ A AT A — 30, R
J& X IR B R AT 28 ORIAR S S AR 44, PR AR R A, TR — P
EAFERZ, 2 I FR AR AT EAL BRI, 15 SO R 70 ST 5 HARAE S
IR B 14T 28 X, [RIAN T SO R A A5 R B3 S i FL A PR AR A R B

10
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GP A [ Fh BE A4 52 HH #: VE 75 2R 2 (Operator Function) A1 2% it (Terminal Node)4H
B R IR G R o AMCEEAN T 58— NMRERT R, i B 2 m 1 A —
MEVEE . IR RECRR G T AT 5 ZEAR G (& 2-1 Fiors),
TR A

y:i—;‘*‘xz—xl (2-1)

B 2-1 AR mALF YRR EMB, BRFBHFY, +, JREHEFHR x Fo ox AFLHZT S

HF7EiE ] GP i, BARUNER: DA EHSEREE KA H AR 57 =
FRAIR, R 208 ST BRA AT B TR R 2R, P I I 2 FE R AT R 9%
BIRT; 2)ilid GP 13 B i 28, I B AR AT BR B 18] IR 32 0 A8 W MR BFAFRE, A
1M 58RI e 298 R R R R . Ik, 3T LA GP ) V2 45N H 2 &AL

2.2 HERFHE

FEPLSEAH B, AR 2 S b TARARAL 10 RS /2 2 H AR Al . IX 28 H bR A A4 AH
TZ), WA HARR A AT DL Al H AR E A . T A B R H s, R4
WAL GE ) GP FERT — e R Bk, et B A 2RI L8 R
Hbr. #%&, HTAESEN GP fEMRAWS N, WA —em S, RI7ESH R IUE
TG N BEALESE, X T ARSI SE. LA, GP 2 GA —Fr. ik
WL AR SRARIE, AR B2 MEE R RIS . BIRIX A HS & A,
H R AT TN GG

N7 v R ek 5L, FRATTSE M B S 2 B bR 2 R 9 12 55 (a composite
multi-objective genetic programming , CMOGP), 1% J7i£¥ £ H br 3 K % £ (a
multi-objective genetic programming, MOGP)P%), JE 3 Bt HE /7 18t4% 5274 (a nondominated
sorting genetic algorithm II, NSGA-IN)P2U. Z 4 3t b 5 ¥ (a differential evolution

11
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algorithm, DE)*IH1Z H f5 ¥k % (a multi-objective decision approach)l®4f 4% & . 1¢
CMOGP ', NSGA-II # F K11 22 AN 58 (1) BARMEL, AT IE A0 A8 2 H0 ok s 0 1) i
. NTHELEST MOGP & 5ufiit, DE #MHE CMOGP H. &5, FIHZH
WRIRFT %, 1R R TR U kB A WA . CMOGP KRR W& 2-2 fir
e (EB 2-2 1, B, BENLIGIL N DNAME, IR AT MOGP YA A R
. RJ5, AH DE X N MR ZE, ATTIX LS HUR N ST MR 5L
Iz, B8, B fiH MOGP £MU4LiX N MR &5, M =3 N A
GiRNE . m)E, R AR R AW R Tk B Z b 5%, R A IS B2 k5% 4,
XL N AN — I s i Rk B2k %4, FIH 2 B iR s5il
il H e UL B HE S A AR

FEEAT 4G 1L FIH 2 Hbrik
Sk B LA

FErH%k
R

% [ br [ 4w
FEARAL L5

K 2-2 54 % BARARRBEGRALR

Ak, CMOGP RIS an SR, 2-1 fis . fEBE 2-1 1, 1~3 AT JIERIWIIG
TEB B . BIFESS 1 47, 18 Ramped half-and-half J5 EC9G @ WG FNEEP . 7E55 2
17, FIH DE RV FIEEP H RN MERI S E . 7E58 34T, &M AL Rl T
TEAG WG TR o AN AMA BE R A o 5~14 AT B Ay . Bl AR X, 48
S B AR T R AR ARG, o 7658 7-10 17 HL, FUA DE 4 FACRER
B q TS EL, AR5 T8 E B AT 13 2R g BE RS
o fE55 124TH, BrAUREEP 41 4 NSGA-ILEFR K, FEHENT—IRIEHE ., 1E
B3ATH, AR B 1S TR EEm P, RIFESE 15 17, @ 2 HiRouk
RN W 1) AR SCRE W AT #f X pese o

Bk 2-1: HTBARESESERT CMOGP Hikikit

PN

12
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DG: FFEESGn5) PR R,
2)genmay: HNAEL.
e IR ARSI T AT i X peseo
#gatk: FIM Ramped half-and-half J7iABEHLAE R N ANME,  EAZRERIAAFIBEP B

[

2 fitbz4: FIH DE EARACFEEP B N MMA 24

3 VPMr: I N R R PO P L N AN MK

4 ®HE gen=0;

5 M gen < geny, A

6 MRS AL R AL R T FIREG,, HG, BAE N MK,
7 TEAMEEG MM g, M g € G,

8 HMH DE ZAMAME q FIZHL

9 M B eR B M g

10 MBI G5 HR

11 Ry« Py U Qg /PN g HRACAMRE: RONE g AR S5 g ACT e & 1Y
T

12 R NSGA-I SEFEHE, R, FIESEHFIEEP py, FLRBEP . 2045 N ANMA
13 gen=gen+1;

14 e

15 fth: FIHZ HERREFIE Pareto fiff e LB — MY AAE SCRE AT AT i X pese o

AT, YT U & AR A CMOGP HIPERE, CMOGP ¥ 5 2| B4 5
BIESER, . BB GIEE LA AR M R A R 2 4. K5,
NTIRAMEARN R Z 4, AFRBETEASZ HinRRENFRE SRS B3kt
MEZE, JF HEE B = A SRR INZAEZE A B . X =AM DEFRA
P BT RRASPh ds 2) H bR B Pkl s @ iE vh g ks 3K R w4
SRR B AR S 21 [ i P BEATL 23 A (PR35 347 I

231 HAERESHSIIMATR

—R, HEPLES N R GE(SRSs)2 HIVF 2 B /NS T B O MMIR A B LA A4
i LA NERE A BRI DA RECS), SR, XL fay i g pLas AT LA

13
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177 TR, TR MILES AN JGE 7 ) B 2 B P 455 . B9 SRSs
BAIATE. Ary e, fRoetE. (AR, StEss. @M MEmSERE S, T2
TV R H R4 2 KR eonen), TR @ (F08100), g BAAR 70071 g A3 7273155 A5

VFZ2 70N G B SRR AT AN 40 f AT S b 3R 45 RO S50, AT S IR
SRSs. IXPIFAT AR SLFE SR HANLES NBHA R S TE S AR, BAAEIERSE
FBAEASRFEAN 7 . SERARMYL, ZALE N5 ABELEE N LA 1EEE Z L4
N5 R B RAR B2 B AR IE MR IEAS . TR RIEURT DU e Bk H & M
AP

HeAk, AR, BB A G 2] T AR R, WRAR I AT 43S PO 2LesT,
RBP4 & 4 (Morphogenesis)! "7, e B4 HiUB &Y (Reaction-Diffusion Model)l761771781
AL P (Chemotaxis)7OVF1 32 K] )i 45 X 4% (Gene Regulatory Network, GRN)BY, fEA
H, FRATHEE GRN W TR A . 25T GRN A A e 52 AR Pt A i)
JA R, W DR AR PR T A Bt S SRR A b . ML AR A AT USRS FI B A B A
AT AR

IR, FE2HREERET GRN BB A i 7 RER . 1
a, Jin S NBURH T —Fh T 2 0188 AR B 73 20 DR 4% I 24 (H-GRN) . £E
EOTAET, ZIEHMNE GRN Al Bt s— e LA R &8
BHER. B EWHRESI AL Nigsh 25— ZERMEREGEES L. BT
PRIBEFREAGY), Peng S5 NBHRH T —HFPefdk i) GRN KRB 24 HAR . FEXIUT AR,
AT A & H-GRN JUCZE3ET 720 . Oh 28 AR H T —FH TR R G IS4
B EAK S U ik R 1 4% R 2% (EH-GRN), DA AE 52 FRIA 55 A A i B o A3 Xk 0, L F
Pro FERXRTTAEH, AXAEXT GRN B S H0i T, 1 GRN A 452
F IS E W XA ) GRN B2 i N TR X fide e LM E, %=
BN T RIS E e 850 R AT S8, fEGE R . BRI, 3l
ARIEL R e 152 BRI

N T FRIAE GRN A RIRYE, AT T —METE 62 Hisi L wmiz
PR SR B TE S AR H B B THHEZE o iZHEZE A 75 B4 AT 2 X GRN AU 15544
FH R — IR A (R X 2% o H 3 A2 % GRN B4

232 ETHAEREEESERAIZEARTTESE X

BT VAR T A RR Y], AL — %€ DhRE A P A8 B BRAE AT HH AR LS i B %
P25 34, Peter M. Bower!®] JHid 348 70 M A I =R AA B 1 B 2 [ I 4R AR . B
b, 2 A AR R JR DR U 25 X 2 B 2 (5 P B SR IO AR R AR . S IX BT TTIN IR K

14
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+FIZ K R (positive. negative. AND. NAND. OR. NOR. ANDN. ORN. XOR
H XNOR) I AEIE A (1) X 28 A5, FH RG] it Ik (R 48 X 6% o DR il 42 DX 4 R AR e

JE :
k2-1 BATHE
ToE AR iR RRTTHE 4
dy ,
oY + sig(x,0,k)
Positi T R o PG 1
ositive ]
%yo szg(x,@,k) = m
Hrr, 0k N2
dy .
oY +[1—-sig(x,0,k)]
Negat JE R e X
egative )
%yo SLg(x,G,k) = m
Hr, 0,k N2
s d
B[R] g F1 d_i =—y+ [1 —sig(x; * x5,0,k)] gCCl :5_'
lealﬁ-%%ii 2
AND
Hj-7 )I_\“J%y sig(x,@,k) = m
e
Kik. _— y
H, 0,k RotEZ4.
%%xlm d_’y +si ( 0 k)
o — == sig(xq * x,,0,
F AT ac - YT q
NAND xo ARIKI, X1
sig(x,0,k) = —————— Xq
WD y % 1+ e k=0
ik Hr, 0,k N2
W . d
25 PRy BR d_ic] =—y+[1-=sig(x; + x,,6,k)]
OR %‘%xzﬁ
I, ME SigEB.k) = ———=ps P
ik 1+ e k=0
YR Hrb, 0k HTLIBE
i—'l%xﬂ< dy_ i . ( n Hk)
ikt i =yt Lo sigba 48] N
NOR Pl x, A2 ik . x1
e — x
L MU SOl = o :
Fik Hr, 0,k Wt
ANDN | R D4 1—x,)0,k
—_— * —_
itj;’l_jﬂ% dt y Slg(xl ( xZ)J ) ) x]_‘?ﬁ_.

15
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x NRIKI, _ 1
sigx,0,k) = —————
MR y 22 1+ e kC=0
ik Hrr, 0,k NS4
2 5 Ry A dy )
3k 3 FL2E E=—y+ sig((1 —xq) * x,,0,k)
DRl xey AL ,
TIER y % SOR) = e
ik Hrr, 0,k N34
MEE R F % =—y+ sig(x; + (1—x3),0,k)
1K B K x,
X?%J‘éﬂi\)rw sig(x,0,k) = W
N il b, 0 LB . @
MR A %z—y+ sig((1—=x7) +x,,0,k) 2
ik B A
xzﬁii_ﬁi‘)rlu sig(x,0,k) = P
By Rt b, 0k TS
2 B K]y A dy .
P, Hi Primmb s [1— sig(xy * (1 —x2),0k)
XOR %, B3 K xg —sig((1 = x1) * x2,0,k)] x f !
*ﬂ%xzﬁg ] 1 X3
s SR = T e
B y Kk Heb, 0,k NIutESHL
G Ry A7
B Klx,— A %=—y+ [1— siglx; = (1 —x,),0,k)
Lk, (HEE A .
XNOR xq A2 Kl —sig((=x1) *x,,00)] x1:@_~
NGl ESe sig(x,0,k) = ﬁ 2
R St o) WL

2.3.3 ETRHER STEAAUIE N R HE X

&L pR S| S A R R BEAL T T, BT R B B R

Blhn, x¥EES, EAEARE A ARPEO N A TE. e 1E

BX
&

TSI

55, BOE TRV AR RS HARBOE B IR RS o B d i M d gy 73 3 BRI SRS TR
SR H RN R KR . BEAk, 53— N EENES RN 88 NAESZ BRI

SRR . N T XSS, 1

16
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dobs TR R AT A BRI B/NE B . BRI, @R EREOR BT

min
19 () dmaxks )+sig (dmin k2 ) (@%hs ik, k3)
p Nt g( ptrdmax il minGyp k2 sig min k3 _
f& 2: j=1 NN, +'2L 12& 1 NpN, (2 2)

L Npvo N FIN, 53 5O B AN HAR N EORBE RS AN S d), 5
AL NBIEE j A EARIEE R dUOEE | AN FE LA B k"[&h%ﬁ‘]&ﬁ
B ki ky Ak NSHL

N T IR B R P R I E A BB (R b A Sk PR 90 28 4 s A
B XA bR LEAER A A ML B bR, € X h:

f2 = node(m) (2-3)

Hr, m N GRN A, node() NitH GRN FLALHT S,
234 BT E &L HnZERERENHER S B INEITHESE

FEXTEUAT AR R IS4 R 2 75 BN BT N ARE 2298 Ve it W 2% 4514
AECUIE N R o ARG FRIR, R 17— T2 Ak R A R R SIS B
NEAHEL, BF 50 N B PEEARAE SR N P 2-3 TR ZMEZR O A =305 : a) BEAR S
HERIE; b) BT 2 HBRERNMENHERS SR BITHESR; o BEREE
A

A s BA —o T % B R GR OB AT A AL R AE

‘
1 |
1 | I
: Pl (m) I
; / =k \ | || e || EERE H BEL | |
' 1o - NN SRR
. ‘ ‘ AR
| N S emman M wow | |
! x |5 X | FA T : ' R |
: ' WS poom ||
: : (my |
0 1 NS y
X1 X1 l # A
EcEEto PR — \
— X2 X2 | #%ERAJT}%}%#
alil ]
1

% | IO W%

Environmental Input

%Hﬁ%ﬂﬁ&m%ﬁﬁm%ﬂﬁ%M%
HEAL S 1

| o2
| o

TESLAIRET T B2 H AR B A [ i A
HEEAL

N 7S

! FES AP H A b B PR AN eV AT
AN BEBREN /

P
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23 AT %A RREGFRREHE AFHIHER

a) BFRREEARIE: TEOUSTHEFE, FEDR U4 W 4 (10 8 Tl o A2 — AN B
B R, N AT ) 25 IR R 42 X 4k DA IE B R R PN AS IR EAEE o 7% BT X AN [R] g 5t
o I 800 474 OORH EE BT I 4K, B 316 2 S PR s I 2R, X R R E R Tl Fn i,
BT E], b TAE. R 7RIS A, AR 7R B gt i B AR R AR
FICFIT T PR DR TR IR 285 o 2 b e SR DR T 4 I 2 A B PR B AR e AR T, 3R 5 R PR A B
1 E BT ) SR SR B B A DR TR A IR 4, T S B0 R A 48 D 2 AR SR A T
BWG—KIE. Ak, BAWEH 7EET 2 BArIE R LR 72 R R RN 2, AE
N 2-4 iR,

5%, MOGP-GRN [ b2 H TR U AR i, i DR 448 19 206 A Y el i B AR
TOHFEERIA S S NAR S A0 H A R 1. TEE] 2-4 1, py Flp, RO HR S5 A (B
H AR FIRERS) 2= AL B IR, FEAE 2SR BB, ST NI RN 4% L2 1
N> BOEHEF gy g Mg . XTSRRI ST N B 340 2% il v 7 22 (1) 3 R 1
AR . FRlE M PR EERRE TR A R AERIVER, 15 B A58 BE BT 75 FITRAR,
HAEEB T E . EAE RN R A AR N BRI E] H bR 2 5 DR R 45 9 265 4 4
Wog, AR AN AN R R ERBE AL A LWL N RiEsh. @i RSk
NIRGERIN, FHER G TSR A B B & A T 0%, Fra HLas A# AT Lo
[7 B SR AT 370 3 0 S8 P i A2 55

—H FEARBEREEESES, EHIEATERRAKAMEHIT A TER
SRR AL NEBOZBHA R A TR, HIEZIRFFILE N Z R /NS . BEAA
HIREINFSTIE Gl ] TTF%WHﬁ$?ﬁ£%mEﬁGﬂP%%%Tm%Aé
RIS BN EOIRA . #idp, . p M G WIFHL Hles AT DL AR FEAS Y 115
B, CREFVLES N Z (B e /NER S

4 N\
A Y
[ i
1 1
1 1
1 - - -~ e 1
1 1
1 1
1 - 1
1 1
1 . 1
| T
& ~,
o~ r
______________ -~
14
,u-l-1+ ﬁﬁ\
S r
1
1
I
#
9 M2 ),




I PN i e AR

B 2-4 AT 2% AL ARG ELEREERNLS%

b) T2 HbnEE N9 A2 U RF IR R SRS AL BT HESE : FESE DRI I I 46 X AR
REWEHATAATG —RIEWEEAE, R 2 H AR DR iR 1 7 5% 5 A 1 37 0
LETEAT I ANGS AR S BI04 o R T I B0 3 DR 42 I 2% 2 B R AR O 2 6 04T
it MEARB RS IR A N RGAT N 1R 2 H RSk KR ) 5 7%
oXof ik DR R % IR 28 FEAT LA » T RAFT BH N SR0T ik PRI 2 I 238 A5 70 S5 R R R RS B
SEHUNS JE DR R 8 QUL . vl JRATIIRH 13T 2 H AR R i FE AR 5K
HRSMABTHER, MR 2-5 Fros. I8 HESNS B 2l 3k A 2 09 45 1)
NS A Z A AT RN AL o

= SgEE=( Z BirE
SR ki, N
TEE | FEAE || Eﬁéﬁ&ﬁcﬂc FRRE
o e || R B
e | | B

B 2-5 AT % BirkARRGFRRESHESRLITHER

o) FHRREGA K. B2 HARIER AR SR A TT e A B AT IE 5 R
WO DR P I 25T, IR AE W 28 AR 2 8] 5 A S 2 Rt AT S, ARG EZ AN 5
TR SEINOCTS 1. B QU LA S5 A DR IR 2% o 1286 DR 1 42 9 48 T DAAR B
AFMESS PAEEHFIE, AR, BEfG. ARE. RS MIUEEER, #HATEENE
MR . UNLE S BRI P BB H AR, AREE H AR A AL BT H xR BRI 5 (S
SO LNV IR PN EN L RS 90 A S e VAS HTTEZSUAINE 6N ey 20

2.3.5 LR 5407

HEAT 9200 DASSUF BT (8 E S ACRE A RhE . 126, AR HAHESE A
BT — GRN #B(GRN-1),  PAAL 2 i AN [ B B AS 40 (OBS-D I A H bR 24
J&, AT HAHELL H B RS 3 GRN #AI(GRN-2), DIV BA S H
BEAS ¥JE3E (OBS-2) I A~ B Ar . fie» 8 GRN-1 fil GRN-2 H TR 2| 2 A H Bk
TEPIBENL 23 AT A EE(OBS-3), #E—5 Ui B e AT
2.3.5.1 15%F OBS-1 HIHFAR I & T & A K

N T UE BT ) B BAE SR B YERE, T SEAE OBS-1 A LR 1 BT H BAE AT L
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T 53 )2 FE R 1 5 X 2% (EH-GRN) S, ([HER A2, EH-GRN S %A] LLid
it Ak S #& (Evolutionary Strategy, ES)IEATHLAL, H WM& N I, TR H i)
FESE AT DLid i 13 A% g AR (GP)AE B A S ERI R Fh 5 M) GRN B8 i, #EfE
REWEHE TR TAES:

D). WA BAr g BESn, X A B bR iR R G TS

2). BRI G TS NIk G G o

3). BB GTEARIXEEY 5| SEEHLE N EHA H bR

e R, S ESI T

1). X FRrEHAHESE, KPR A IO Positive Fll Negative [R5 400 HL
EYEEA T 0 B 1 2 [A) s, HR MR A o 1R 5 S Ho M BUETE E £ AT 0
B 2 Z A ) S8, AR FEA TR0 R 1 DE Ak

2). % EH-GRN, i 7 2256 K i N7 3L S (CMA-ES)BUIL Ak T AN S A
TR S500; (i =1,2,..,13). RHE[83], KT S%0,, 05, 09 Al 0,5HH
TG T 0 2 2 (e, HRZSHMBUETEENT 0 2] 1 154,

3). AT AIHELS, H TR MR RN 40, T2 8L
FHEER/NA 10, T EH-GRN, FhEER/NBEE A 40.

4). XTI AEZE R R Y GP, H GP W RISCRIREE N 4, S/ NREER 1,

5). CMOGP A1 DE %2 X275 1.0 1 0.9, CMOGP F1 DE 738 5 253 5 N
0.1 £110.5.

6). Izt HEZEA EH-GRN HI3EAS 5034 )9 4000,

2.7 4

@A

2.6 4

p[@ @ @ o @ g @Ec
® 9
1.9 1 * =

4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18
nodes

K 2-6 LiEM kAR 4000 iF, did % AAREARBAEAFIELRMEE, RA, &B, ACH
B D AW LR, M, SAMRSDEBRANAMRE, & BAE CERNMGE,

EE 2-6 F1, EH AL LT CMOGP AL BRI . K 2-6 o THES A &b
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1 R BCR 3, XAEPTA ARSI AN b, HHGE R AR K. RE
FEFTA AESCIC R D sl N R /N, (2 D ISR B % . iEFE A B Al C,
A EATRERRON TR fi o BEAE, B AR C i@ MR HL, B smiI&E ML C sl
3% HAh, B B SIS A SREMESR, B RBIMEREELL A RIFS 2.
Rlt, 7EAESH &S 7 B Al GRN #8, FRON GRN-1. E 2-7(a)E7R 1 2 H A,
BN A& B # GP B, B 2-7(b)Er 7 RIA, RIS B £ GRN #iAL, 245 A1 F T B A4
A RE B HELE

Obstacle

—> Input
ORN
() (70 NOR
(a)GRN-1 &9 & ] & (GP ) (b)GRN-1 &9 % #LA (GRN A2 A!)

B 2-7 GRN-1 ## B & (i% 1% A2 ) Ao & LA (GRN R, pfep, 2 HIK & B o434 = 4
9 EME. £@)F, ORN f=2 XNOR ZAANKE ARG R & T, Eb)F, G AKEARBS] M
R BRARTS 25T A B9 A 2 18]

Obstacle

Positive

------ Negative
®  AND
©® OR

B 2-8 AFRAERAHE LA EH-GRN-1 #4069 B ALA 0924 R HE R L 89, B
CMA-ES R AT 550, (i =12,.,13)0 g1, goAngs R ERBS M RK B & R
MR E o piAep, 5 AR E B AR AR 4 = 4 49 S B AL

X T GRN-1, RAERLE N SGEAE L N Sl 058, LA o SCHRAILER AU
FRITE 25 A o JBE 22 T
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da

—=— G+ [1—=sig(x; +(1—x9),0.k)] (2-4)

(Z—Il: =M + 1 - Si.g(xl * (1 - G),Qz,k) - Slg((l —_ xl) * G,Hz,k) (2_5)

Hordr, 9,810,705l 0.5050 AT 1.3021. AT(2-4)/2 764 ORN HIEEHk, A (2-5)
JeJufE XNOR U4k . G M RSN, M HTARBRREEES.

N T IEFT iR HESR M RE, M T —FhEcE %, B EH-GRN fE AL K
2-8 7 HY T 4R E ) EH-GRN #%%4, B[l EH-GRN-1. 7 EH-GRN-1 1, Fif5 12510,
(i=1,2,..,13)ifik CMA-ES #:47 Ttk S34b, piAlp, T D PR A K .
91> g Mg RREBHIERE, M PR EAE B br FE B BT 75 IR A

X T EH-GRN-1, AL ARG DL T 30 /)% 07 Rk AR e SRR R A Y
AR P 3 [ <

d .

% =—y1 + sig(p1,01,k) (2-6)
=y 1= sigpaOyk 2-7
Yt sig(p2,02.k) (2-7)
dyz _ ,

— == y3+1—sig(p1,63k) (2-8)
d I
T ==Y+ 1= sig(P20ak) (29)
d .
% ==ys +1—sig(p1,05,k) (2-10)
d .
% == Y6+ 1—sig(p2,06k) (2-11)

= : 07,k 2-12
o = 91t sig(y1*y2,07.k) (2-12)
dg, ,

— == 92 +5ig(¥3 + ¥4,08,k) (2-13)
B ' 0o,k 2-14
. = 93+ 5ig(ys * ye.bok) (2-14)
d .
2L =—y10 + 5ig(g1,610k) (2-15)

dt
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d ,
— == y11 + 5ig(g2,611,k) (2-16)
d .
= =—y1, + 1 - 5ig(g3,612,k) (2-17)
M .
o =~ M+ sig(yio * y11 * ¥12,013.k) (2-18)

Hr, 8EWMT: 6, =0.7531. 0, = 1.0000. 05 = 0.1611. 6, = 0.8001. O =
0.0646. 05 = 0. 0; = 1.6172. 03 = 2. Oy = 1.4784. 0,y = 0.6821. O, = 0. O, =
1.0000 16,5 = 1.1359.

Kl 2-9 IR, A BAsEE i@ A BETE FRAS IR, GRN-1 24 LR &
ALV B BAs. #ilan, A~ BirSEia i EZ AN, GRN-1 24 it
FEA, B 2-9() T iEL R, LA SEVLEE NBESMABAs. Sl Hisfr
T AR RSP I, il 2-90) B, FENLER &I MAIRE AL 9 i AU
¥, XFEEVLEENGEWEA B B 5EERHR . FLUR ARSI ] gl
PRT H PR A [T B 0 T R T 285 R AR FRIRR B2 2 18] e 4 1 B > H AR T UHITE A K
AFREG R ] YA B AR B A EE RS, Bl 2-9(c)Fs, BN G
T2 AT TR 452 2038 Rl A [ T AR L

25 25

25 I Tunnel I Tunnel
[ ITunnel I~ Swarm Pattern( — Swarm Pattern
— Swam Patt Path Path
Path *
Targets * Target:
* Targets argets
20 5 Tl et 20 = Swarm Robot 20 22_Swarm Robot

15

£ £ €
= > =
10 10 10
5 5 5
0 0 ' 0
0 5 10 15 20 2¢ 0 5 10 15 20 25 0 5 10 15 20 25
x/m x/m x/m
(a) (b) (c)

B 2-9 ZAABARFERAEFWET, B GRN-1 £ R B ZHIH S O B AA B AR, B340 AmA

My ABAT. EEREREBEIHE, SAHBREBEAMBEA. (@)~C)ITT AN BT

K@ﬁﬁﬁ%mﬁ%ﬂn%,Wﬁmﬂém%ﬁm%A@@%Aaﬁoﬁu%m,ﬁﬂ%kﬁ
VAR P 23R 5t € B B AN B AR,

K] 2-10 {&7x EH-GRN-1 7E AN H #5238 i A (R T B S P i A R 5 6 T2
SRBEPNHER. B0, 24P BERSET ARSI, B EH-GRN-1 4%
FIFENL 8 AR A AN B br, 10 IS EF AN B TR, & 2-10(2) s .

23
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PRAX AR S BRI, R A R B RS VD B A A6 2 18] 5 e A H AR
R SH SR E 7. 8 s SRS NBESE WA Bis, HZ2E
MIFFBA B2 AR B S BARAL T A R R A VDI eI, 4 A2
—AMERER, WK 2-100)fR. B2, T ERAER PRI AL A
PRI EATIE SRR — M. WA H bmiz 2 A R FERRSI ,  A2 i 18 58
SR S8 H AR FIBEAS ) o (H2, W 2-10(c)Fros, B RIHL s AN T 7E RGP Bk,
?&EHEE&E Hir. #Aihil, BAERESLELS SRAEPLEE N H Az,

Irunnel [ ITunnel [—ITunnel

——Swarm Pattern —— Swarm Pattern ——Swarm Pattern

Path Path Path
* Targets 20 ¥ Targets 20 * Targets

X _Swarm Robot 2 Swarm Robot 2% Swarm Robot

0 5 10 15 20 25 0 5 10 15 20 25 0 5 10 15 20 25
x/m x/m x/m

(a) (b) (©)

B 2-10 L% AA B 445308 i3 AN #3404, & EH-GRN-1 £ s BEAH S B AN B R0 R. &

M AR B & T, K EHAEREFEREX, SABRKEBEIMEA. @Q~C)ITTTHA

AN B AL T RBAZ B 69 LAY AV DL, MR AR X FEHFNEATRLERAN B AR, T LA
d, BIE AT R IR B AR LA B e,

2.3.5.2 X} OBS-2 AR A TEA A

ZAESRIE 22 5E T OBS-2(BP A& B 2% g M i amiE ) k. 4~ H bradid i@
BN, GRN B8 75 B4R il gl 28 A iR 2 DTS N B A R e A5 . 72 OBS-2
Ho TS A R R R R, WA AR AR S OBS-1 JL-F-HHIA

3.4 4

LA L

3.2 4

fitness
L ]

3.0
[ ] ®
EIA ...'

[e1B

2.84 [ ]

2.6 1 b

2.5 5.0 75 10.0 12.5 15.0 17.5 200 225
nodes

B 2-11 Hp MR HA 2] 4000 B, 8 % BARA B RAZFRAELMM R & AfnB ARG
TR

SRS, S5 Z AT SR R . ER 2-12 o, AR SRS
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CMOGP 353K, E2-12 7 ~rHE T A AFMB 2955, RE A SPENEES B AW
WA RAEZS, B A S GRN BRI B R f R, Fitk, Sk
F 7 A 5B GRN A, FRON GRN 2. Bl 2-12(a)@an TREFA, RIS A BB SR
FERE, B 2-12(b) 0o 7RIV, BPAS A ) GRN 8, 2RI T AR AR Ak

JE R WIHESR .
@ Target e Obstacle

— Input
G NAND
0 0 M XNOR

(a)GRN-2 89 4 [/ A (GP #%) (b)GRN-2 #9 % #LA!(GRN #2 &)

B 2-12 GRN-2 89 & [ & G 4% m A2 A ) Fe K LA (GRN A2 A)), pyFep, 2 Al K& B irfelEid4h = £
QR &M . fE(a)F, NAND f= XNOR ZAANKE KGR % L. £Ob)T, GRARKERRBGS]
M R & BRSSO 40 B2 1)

XF GRN-2, BEAHENLES NEIE AR 3 /12200 ke, DUAE B AR 25

D=~y + [1 = sig(ay *x1,01,0)] (2-19)

S =— M+ 1= sig(y; < (1 - x2),00.k) — sig((1 = y1) * 22,06 (2-20)
Hrp, 6,10, 5152 0.8393 F10.9256. A (2-19)Z o NAND HHzadid, Ak

(2-20)7Z J01F XNOR HIBUEH IR . y Al M R IEASHEEE A R], M T R R &
A

|/ 10 ©
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B 2-13 A THEHAERELNSA RS EH-GRN-2 £ B, AR WA E LS LY, FHE
Al CMA-ES kA H 5%K0; (i=1,2,.,13)c g1, goAogs AR ELR RS, M K& B S
PRI E 8] o piAep, AR K B ATRARTR 254 & A 69T S K.

N T WA AR I HEZR (RS, K EH-GRN HI/EA R tLi . & 2-13 7 i
T E R EH-GRN # %!, E] EH-GRN-2. & EH-GEN-2 1, Frf iS50, (i=
1,2,..,13)iliiE CMA-ES #4717 fifb. Hoh, p Mlp, il LLE SRR AT . g4,
g2 Mgz A2 WOEHE R o M IR FEAE H A JE B J Pl 75 PO AR A 2

X T EH-GRN-2, BANHEHLE N FBEAE UL T 30 /) 2207 Rk AR e SRR R A TF
AR AR (]«

% =—y1 +1-s5ig(p1,01,k) (2-21)
% =—y2 +1—sig(p2,02.k) (2-22)
% =—y3 + sig(p1,03.k) (2-23)
% == Y4 + Sig(p2,04.k) (2-24)
D8 —— y5 + sig(p1.0s,k) (2-25)
% == Y6 T sig(p2.06.k) (2-26)
@ =—g1 +sig(y1 * y2,67,k) (2-27)
% =— g2 +sig(y3 + ¥4,08.k) (2-28)
s —— g3+ 5ig (Vs * Vs.00.k) (2-29)
% ==y10 +1 = sig(g1,010.k) (2-30)
% =— Y11 +5i9(g2,6011.,k) (2-31)
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dy12

=Yzt sig(g3,012,k) (2-32)
dM .
P M + sig(¥10 + Y11 + Y12,013.k) (2-33)

Hrh, Z2H{EF: 6; = 0.5553. 0, =0. 6;=1. 6, =1. 05 = 0.996. 6, = 1.
0, = 1.2097. Og = 0.0662. O =2. 019 =0. 0;; =1. 6, = 1 6,3 = 0.2339.

K 2-14 FE 2-15 7R, 24 Hbr M OBS-2( B & F 547 (818 ) F2 5}, GRN-2
A1 EH-GRN-2 2242 AL 28 A LU AN Hbr. AL 2-14(a)-(c) T RATTAT L FE
2|, Y HEAABIELEER, GRN-2 SRR 0] DRI A SR A HAx. B4,
LA G RIS NAEE B 5 A R [, TG 24 B AR 5% I,m
FHI, B EH-GRN-2 42 s B R 5 s — B A B br, RIRERS Y H B 58
e N R —# 5y, & 2-15(a)-(c) . 4%, 5 GRN-2 iﬁiﬂ‘]ﬁiﬁi%éﬁ;?&
FHEG, ZIESATEANEENW R T E KA. TCUEH, BVLEE AL T A
Bl AT AN, A28 N 28 R H 3 23 PH 2

20 20
tunnel CITunnel 20 [ ITunnel
——Swarm Patterr "~ Swarm Patter —— Swarm Patterr|
Path Path

Path
* Targets * Targets ¥ Targets
%2 _Swarm Robot 22 Swarm Robot

15 15 15 22 Swarm Robot

S0 £10
5 5 5
0 0 ’ ) ' 0
0 5 10 15 20 0 5 10 15 20 0 5 15 20
x/m x/m
(a) (b) (c)

A 2-14 SAA BARF 2 OBS-2 i, 8 GRN-2 A RWHEMBAREKIKEAN DO B, BFHd

ANAHE B AT, BERREABERREN. ~AHBRKEFEAMEA. Q)T T BB IR

{2 F ARz B BT ay LA AF L, ZBENBZAR X FEHFIEAFRERAANBAR. TAAH, #
AU AT AR ) Hu 3R G 51 6 B AN B AR,

20 20
[ ITunnel 20 T ITunnel I Tunnel
I~ Swarm Patt —— Swarm Pattern — Swarm Pattern
Path Path Path
* Targets * Targets * Targets
22 Swarm Robot %% Swarm Robot %2 Swarm Robot
15 15 15 ]

0 5 10 15 20 5 10 15 0 O

0 5 10 15 20
x/m x/m

x/m
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(a) (b) (©)
B 2-15 @A BART EAAEZHEE, & EH-GRN-2 £ R M ZAEXE /A B0 E
RAADHANAYRAB AT, BEREREABREN, SAHBKREBEEMNEA. (Q~CITT
AN BAME T AR E a9 LA AT, BB AR X FEBENSEATLERAAN B AR, T A
F, BB ATNRE RS MR B AR LR @B e,
2.3.5.3 ¥y OBS-1 1 OBS-2 3R 5 IR T #2 £ OBS-3

N TAEBI PR A BETE B s EHESR AL B GRN AR B W IE A2 1%, Kf GRN-1

GRN-2 L% 2R A VI RE AL 73475 B8 BT 3 5t o 2 OBS-3 FROGTsca 45 RN Hid o,
WA NS OBS-1 JLFAH T

[CJObstales 8 [ I0bstales 9
——Swarm Pattern) —Swarm Pattern)
7 Path Path
* Target >k Target
ZX_Swarm Robots| 7 X Swarm Robots| 8
6
£ e’ % e’
;,5 = bad s
5 7 6
4
4 5
3
1 0 1 2 3 1 2 3 4 5 2 3
x/m x/m
(a)

:
x/m
(b)
K 2-16 % AARAH 2 IS A A K2 B REF469 OBS-3 BF, 8 GRN-1 4 & 69 AL E AL
XK B R, B RENHRABEAT. e REBFREX, SAHBREBEAILE A

(@~C)BTT M BAMHF: B BARE OBS-3 ¥ RR4= B30T, 2k X5 SHAMEA
KA B AR, TAR S, ETABALT, REQIE AR R ELZ DR,

[Jobstales

——Swarm Patterr(
Path

> Target

72 Swarm Robots
& 6
S S
=5 = M
B

1 0 1 2 3 1 2 3 4 5
x/m x/m
(a)

B 2-17 % BArfah@ LML A KZ JHEF469 OBS-3 B, @ EH-GRN-1 4 & 89 ZEAUAE

A B R. BFHaRENYEABEAT, EELHEREBERER, SAHREBENLE A

@~C) 2T TE=AMEAGZ, CMNHA T B o F BRI E AL OBS-3 F 49 B 47,
28
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TAEE, BESEAHGAREFT, HFLHFENEALRKGBRRET O AR, £
X, FEAFBHI(OMEERN, XEONEAMZRAELS, LHLH BT,

YENELEE, E7E OBS-3 F1illik 7 EH-GRN-1 A EH-GRN-2. [&] 2-16 F1[&] 2-18
53R R T B GRN-1 A GRN-2 2 s AR X Bl Se A 5 i i H bR o FRATT T LA 2
W EZEH], B GRN-1 F1 GRN-2 A= il RS A ORT DAAS W AR 2 A& 2 H A
JA BRI 2 AR5, i BT LG SEALS NBE S EAr. Bl 2-17 F11E 2-19 40 5l BoR 1
H EH-GRN-1 1 EH-GRN-2 A= e (R A4 A5 2 BBl SR A B 1) H s o FRATTT DATE 28 0L
%2 F], EH-GRN-1 f1 EH-GRN-2 fric T A WA i G EE I g, A5
EH-GRN-1 Al EH-GRN-2 A s AR X SR & 9F . HirtE Hir. XA
(RN AN R S BN A BV AN B S B AR Hbs . — /N AT REm R 2,
YRS B AR B R RRE & IR, AR AR R, i R
H AR FIRERGY), & 2-17(b)FH ] 2-19(b) o o B B REA AR S0AN B 3 BT A REN LGS
NELH HFF

Jobstales 8 Jobstales 9 Jobstales
7 |~ Swarm Patterr| Swarm Patterr I~ Swarm Patterr|
Path * Path * Path
Sk Target Target Target
£ Swarm Roboty 7 21 Swarm Robots| 8 ¢ Swarm Robots

(@ (b) ©

B 2-18 % BArfah 2Ly A K2 AHEHF4H6 OBS-3 i, © GRN-2 A a9 AL 3 AR

X¥BHFeaE. EFhdREMYRB LT, §eRhRREREX, SAHREBERNE A

(@)~C)B T T A HAMHF: B BARE OBS-3 ¥ RR= B4, 2k X5 SHAMEA
FRB IR TAFRS, EARILT, MEGME AR K RSB R,

[ IObstales
[~ Swarm Patten
Path
K Target
L% Swarm Robots|
8
2 3

%o

x/m

©

~

[}

(@) (b) (©)
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B 2-19 % BArfah@ LML A KZ HHEF46 OBS-3 B, @ EH-GRN-1 4 & 89 ZEAUAE

KK BB, BFHaRENYEB LT, EEREREBREX, SAHREBERNLE A

@~C) BT T EAHRA G F, CMNBA T B X o T F B AN E AL OBS-3 F 49 B 47,

TAES, BELEEFNGARESHFT, FTELHFANMBEALRKRGEERET2HRH, 4
X, SEABHI(NZEN, KEONBEAKZHEIRLS, LEOR B,

2.4 BUARERES BRI BB RS

NTITEMI N B ERRHERGESER, TAUTE TR ER GRS
RGMIRR L. ZRGE  FTRHERGESEE RN BN BT 25, 2R
giata 1R R 2 BRI R AR, PSR R SRS B ek
Bt fBNZ ARG, Al VA ZALGu it R i 0 2 DN U 42 R 4 B P it RS
SRR — RIVEENER AR, AR it i e, AT B ex, 3R
G B0 2 P RO et 2R
BERARSHARS

@ "HHmREMEREE X ! @ e 5o R M
,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,
3 — ; '° !
} 18, warna to 1 L)
| By °
N x T
.................... LRI
\—“
7
O # & F it ¥ @4 R | R

B 2-20 H#ARELSHBEHUREALNTER

K 2-20 NiZ ARG RE R RGN 4 5o (DIRFEFEATTIFE: ARIEH]
PR, F T LA el e i e P s R A et . R e, A B2k e Ty
5, ATLAB ST R R A ) H I S REE S 7 AT AR 5K
Brif iR, A B s s T B bs (B2 AR HAR) . B
THARRABIH AW GYPIUAFIERAE: MR85 SR AL AT DA FR AR R (0 5% . il i
BHRSH, T HIMTIEE . (SRR RS 2 A 2k R 32 k9 2%
AT 5.

30



I PN i e AR

T S HEZR L S 0] DUE AR KSR BTHESR  20h T3 2R H B T B Al
F FH R RS 5 OR IR — TS B BB, O 5 2 LA g R (B 36
ALLT- 258 DR 20 A2 14 FT LA B S A R IR i it 2 8] #E AT 4 4 S5 M A S HO T R 1)
kAT B3 30

2.5 RE/NG

GRN BRI s iE 2 — N EH H X ERE R, FERRT AR ERKNE
BB mH, &IT8E N FBH GRN B3 L AR CRiEEH T8
o NIRRT @, AR T M ESBOHESE, AR A DUEH CMOGP
A L AL, CMOGP & — &2 HirgEiEp, ol Lol Eic & —4
F5 08 X HIFEA GRN W 2% 32 @Rl GRN #R A, saG #E R, i 32 0wt
H MG HELL AL GRN BRI AT DIAE e =, DAdR SR ARHLAS NAE & Fh Pkt 1 5
DAL H bR BB, R AR R B2 8 2w MR AT I )
SRR IRy, EATR AT LA R A AR =, a2 AT LR 3 O L 2 D)
L H AR

SRR FLSRE CLAUER] T T IR MR S HEZE IR, (RS R E AT
W2 YRS s Dot — B IR uk o e, XRAMH SR T —2 . 2 HirE
) AT g — PR Fe . lan, A5 RE— s MY H [ E IR A, eI BRI
S G T A RN . AR ARRI TAE, FRATHAE IR UM HEZE ths b — Se L],
PATE R FIIR I SR RS TR A S, FRAE SRR B R 2 31 GRN B H T
E-puck ZLEHLES N o
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EI3E ARLEHHEAIMAZEIVR

RO, QR I T 2R AR A — R (S A R A ELHEE)
LR LR A A FE R JEHAZ, SRS EATE 2 H AR H s
= AARECE =AU B bR MR SAT B A HAR 2 I, A5 240 3R] R0 = 2 AR A o
RIE, S Bt L AL BT 21 28 S B H . A TR 20 2R A B
Je AT Bt IR

3.1 AR B stk b3

REAEAE — e St Frh i Al i B B 264, S AR S S iEid 348 A
KATCIE K R TTIE R ARG, ) 3k 4 9 BTURN 44 3 B8 557 (Swarm Intelligence
Algorithms, SIA)®), fEARZ A, XPHFRAR B GHN B G B REE.

Michalewicz®HiA | 7RISt 5 A oAl i) BUER & — e R AEJR . B 7 BRI
A, H bR R b A e DL A R R 2 M 2 A, IR H R T AR, 4
WA BE 2 G 308 20K £ i WAL RE B S — AT AT I RIA 2 b 55—,
TERITFAE LT NIA B, NIA 5 75BN 2 2R I R 22 (P01, Sy 7 NIA %5 &
LI, T NIA IR AAEE A, B 25 SR B EG 7R X .

—/> CMOPs 7] iR 9 LT I

minimize F(X) = (f1®),f2(®),fm (@)
subjectto ¢g;(X) <0, i =1,..p; (3-1)
h@E) =0, j=1..4.

Ho, FROWNA R, Mx=@nx.xp €R)MBRFELE, R=
TP, [Li, U JRRE D EBeseasiil, Uy Loy HIARE RS & B5 ¢ A USR5
A AL 1 B F 29 R — R R R AN S R LR, ARG-DT () < 0 25 i
ARERLIH, k@) = 0 25 j MERLH. p M q 2 BIRASSRL R %L
WAL

AR R LIR S R Np(R), & LT

$G) =3, 6@ + 3L, B,
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(3-2)

WTAMEE, MRS = 0, WRHH N T WMEGE) > 0, MEHHA AR
i

3.2 T REACEVERI LR AL EHLHIBT TR

FELIR 22 H FREA SR T () — A S 0] R G e 72 e /MK H AR A 2 4 TR 2% A
ZIAMRFEPT . e b, #RATHR R 2 B AL AL ) AR A B SR Pl
filan, R0 R BT VAR AT R A, BLORRR S/ H AR AT 2 2 TR 2% A 2 8] )
T o 1TV R T A AR S AR 2 TR SRR B SR LTI E SR RE TR A, AT
CMOPs ¥4y MOPs . fRH#EME AR AT DU AT s E0% 0 LR JLZE: )3 = o
B, 5 v R N AE T 7 11 v2:(Death Penalty Approach)l®3l, X B BRE AN AT AT R A2 58
AT . ) IR AR RIS B EAE, WO A 111 775 (Static Penalty
Approach)®, 3)un FALE it #2 A & AR AR, WIFR N 3254 1] 774 (Dynamic Penalty
Approach)®!, 4)ZEAR H548 2o #2 B 2 S BARHITE LS, BN B & .
&1 J7¥%(Adaptive Penalty Approach)°H%I,

N T R R IR R, — el I L B AR BRI A R R 2 R R
HEAL 5 — R RAE PR, 2 S SCHC 5 U (Constraint Dominance Principle,  CDP)
211, Epsilon £ 3 4k ¥ J5 % (Epsilon Constraint-handling, EC) 101, K& 41 HE 5 J7 2
(Stochastic Ranking, SR)U'0UZE, HAR CDP & —F i FH L) B AL E J5 v (R N e i B
i B AN ZE), HEAEH TR AT IR N BRI AR 2 HArib
] B4, X ROV EME FH CDP AR 2 ARG, TTAEMRE b i) K 2 Hg 2 AT 4T
o teah, TAEMBER 2 FEVEIR MRS 2R LT O 4ERE, R ik £ i HU2 M4 CDP
(YA — 2R (R T3 I AR I L) o

N T RERFTAT IR /N BRI 2R 2 HARUL A @, Epsilon 29 5ALHE(EC)
MOk R ok o B 7 EARZR EAA—FESL, B REEAR AT CDP. £ EC
H, ZIRRA K 2 e E SR ], XA TERZ LA AT, fR¥FFTAE
PhAER ZFEvE . S B AR, QSRR R S AR L HIE AR FE N Telbf, I A a2
AT . 1E EC H, 2RI shKFeie — MRS E. fEe=0 KITEH T, EC 2HM
CDP —#f. EAR EC AJ LLHRME R BAT /NAT A7 XK CMOP,  {HE 4 M 4% il e FRI
HAR— N

CDPRUAI ECHOOER & S LU T 2964, ARG LU T BARR Bl . 78 LT
., SRUCAET CDP M EC. XF TAEZMAE, M REENEN Ty, WIS
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AESCECHIfR LT, BRI AR B . ez, MnREENILECK Tppr WIOLSG LB HY
A RCE AR, SR U AR R BUE KN . (EARERRZ, WRp, =01, SR
=7 CDP.

N T AEE MU H BRI & 2R SR AT 2 (B ORFF R A7 -7, — S8BT 58 N Gk L
IR Ak, AT —B AR, BREEAS [F] B AT B AN [F]
7] R T AN R 20 AR AL BRI o 5040, & NMAL T 15 2 (Adaptive Trade-off Model,
ATM) UOEAR R Y HEA I BUEH T AN AR LSRG, A4 2 H AR5 A H &
TR PR AL, )R AL EE J7 7% (Ensemble of Constraint-handling Methods, ECHM)!ZI£E 4
R F IR EE A, A Epsilon 213 4L 2 (Epsilon Constraint-handling, EC)
(1001 i@ 7 & 1] BR %4 (Self-adaptive Penalty Functions, SP) P9V HA] 4T fi# (Feasible
Solutions, SF) Uikt . £ ECHM i, =FpZ R ALFRHL #1533 A i = Fh
AP A R L R FE 7
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F4EF ET M2M LIBHHIAY Push F1 Pull BY1E RHESS

TERCFEZ) R £ H bRt i) @ (Constrained Multi-objective Optimization Problems,
CMOPs)IF, % H btk &% (Multi-objective Evolutionary Algorithms, MOEAs)f]—
AN ) R T TAE AU S N Z e . SR, KR 2 i Je ik i) MOEASs 1E
PETEATTTRRIA:, I R R BUCTAEMBESE T AEHT5) Pareto B, SEEREF
ZREEA LB S (B AP R . RERM T A2 HiRx 2 B
(Multi-objective to Multi-objective, M2M) % fi# 5 7 11091 5 HE 43 % 2% (Push and Pull
Search, PPS)HEZEI0SIAH 45 & 1) 7 ¥2%, B) PPS-M2M . 58 HAR MG, 1% 54— CMOP
3R — LT FR ) CMOPs. RN L) CMOP X BT —N TAE M, FHLAME
77 e FEACBL RS, AT R HGEE PPS # R AN, iR TRt
PSR TIATIX o N TP EE R RE, K HE CM2MI7, MOEA/D-Epsilon'%,
MOEA/D-SRHI MOEA/D-CDP!%, C-MOEA/D!%1, NSGA-II-CDPRU, CM2M2!!10
9 MEVALE—H CMOPs MRS FiFAT 1 HAL. SEEREE IR R, BB T
HoAth 9 ML oAk, ATILHEH T —HA KAV 2 B btk @ (Constrained and
Imbalanced Multi-objective Optimization Problems, CIMOPs) 3K Lt % PPS-M2M A
PPS-MOEA/DU. SEEG 45, Frig i) PPS-M2M Hy:7E CIMOPs P REIE T
PPS-MOEA/D 3%

4.1 4R % H st PPS-M2M

A5 BARRGIR PPS-M2M &3, PPS-M2M ¥ M2M 43 7715 PPS AEZR 454
TE— AN HE S L HE P HE 22 R SR ff He CMOPs.

4.1.1 M2M 43 EF5

TEVIGEBY B, PPS-M2M { H 73 fif SR B& K CMOP 73 il oy —2H ¥ Il X 46 i) 35t
PABIME ) 77 25 060 BT PR (A o)/ — 2 A vk . D T fRTERE , FRAMR
CMOP KT A K HFRRES 1 (), f2(0), oo frCOAESEI B, HARERES(x)
Wifi(x) — F& e, HApF 22 H AR B B AR S, (o) B/ MBS,
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BCR H AR B 18R 73 O K A1 XK, W K AN T7 R A vy, vy, s w35
SRR ERI R — RIR b, Hrhog S K A7 XK mE. 254 B iRk
2RI A K AN T XIRQ,, Qs s Qps HAFE K ANK=1, ..., K)FXIH
AT RUEE AR @4-1)3RAT . @R g7, 2 BRI AL ia) @4 o il K A fa 5
(1) CMOP. ZidF27EHIE 4-1 Hirdisi iR . 1Eh—"1+, UERE m=2 ¥
XH K = 6 I, AR 4-1 FiR, Hhwy, vy, o v AMISINRIIIT
IFi] 7] £

minimize F(x) = (f1(x), f2(x), ..., f(x))
subjectto x €[], [a;b;] (4-1)
F(x) € Q4 = {u € R"[{u,v*) < (uv/) foranyj = 1,..K}

H, (uv/)yu v 2 ERE .

B 4-1 FFEE5MEHT X

H% 4-1: Allocation of Individuals to Sub-populations

1 Function result = AllocationSubPop(Q,K)

2 fori «<1toK do

3 Initialize M, as the solutions in Q whose F-values are in Q; according to Eq. (4-1);// Q: a
set of individual solutions and their F-values.

4 end

5  return My,...M;;

6 end
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4.1.2 PPS HEZR

¢ PPS HEZLUOO R RS FE 70 A B HE R B HEIE(Push) R B BOIL
Z(Pul)IE R BLo AL RN BL RS TR — N2 NSGA-II fE A% &
FERTLR SO FHRARSCRCRIAR . A T2 NSGA-IL SR fil H 1) 22 H LAk i)
I, FPEANJEPERY, AR AR SCCHE T gt A PR B8 L gistance s N AMAAT B I
Ve, 24— AAME § 55— AN AR R, A SR LUT AR, AME i AT
BENJE AR
L AR — AR ST — DR o Mg < Jrani
2. WRAMEK § 55— MK I B AR SE, 84 0 AT A R 28 14
s Blirank = Jranks Ldistance > Jdistance

AT, P MEE T AR SCRC SR, SR BUR R M A Ak
#
PR BA AR KA SCRC SR, SR BTEE BRI A

TEHEE RN B AEAFHEARMTARAI TS DL T X LR AT it . 50k
4-2 5t THEIZE R DAY . 7258 2 47, X TR EEP AT AR B HE R, 1258 4-7
7ef, —Sef b B RIP, h, EEIP, PRI BCRSE TS, . E5 8-10 17, L HES, —
|P IFIAREIF, . 7255 1147, B REP, =P KEH TP,

5i7% 4-2: Push Subproblems

1 Function result = PushSubproblems(P,,S})

2 F=nondominated — sort(P), F = (F1,F3,...);

3 P'k =Q@andi=1;

4 While (|P, | + |F;| < S))

5 P =P, UF;

6 i=i+1;

7 end

8  calculate crowding-distance in F;

9  sortsolutions in F; by crowding-distance in a descending order;

10 P, =P, UF[1:(S, = |P,]I;
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11 Py =P;
12 end

S (4-2) PR T AL R BeU) e B 19 R B BUR R i 2 e L] AEE
WRLRERDITAG R, ri BEFTIRE N 1.0, DARAOREEHER BOdE AT IR R rEH 2
K@) H o Hr E/D T BT T BE e, S ZRAT s B SO R R B

T = max {1, < € (4-2)
Hor, M e Xk RE. EAFES, AT EeHN1073. Ak ki A,
R~ (4-3) v CATHEEAR i AR ey o SR, R A (4-4) BT AT R R 22 15
Ao
|zf—2{"'|
T = i:nf,?f(m{max {|Zi.‘_l|,A}} (4'3)
|n].‘—nl.‘_l|
Tnk = igll,?f(m{maXl{lni;_lLA}} (4'4)
Horp, 28 = (24,28 ) Fink = (n},...nf) 23 BN ER e AR b i AR ORI R 22 e 28 =

(e zl DRI = DY A ke — AR AR SRR 2 R 7y Ty
HEVEEARN[0,1]0 AN — R /B IR S A, HAE A A2 ORAIE 22 30(4-3) M1 (4-4) i) 7 B
AET 0. fEAFE S, AMEBRENI0C. Hry/hTelf, HHERMBEEHK, FERH
BE It U5 -

FERAR R B, BATHER AN R SR, P a] 47 XA A AT AT [X 8
ZIAREAR R . O TSR BUXEE H bR, AT 02 ) Epsilon £ ACAL BEALAOR
PR R O BN H AR IMEMZ R, B GE LU

o ifk=0
1-1e(k—1) ifrfi<a
W=ewa-57  ifrfiza )
0 otherwise

Horb, e(l) e BIME - o NG B AT HEA SERT 00NN EAR L HOE AL
T NRTATRRAESE k ARSI, 7Erf, < afIEBLT, ML MRATE RN, 7€
[0, | FZEHESE o ad% i) AT AT XA AT A7 X2 T8 R R il o fE7fi = afIfEOL T,
cp WRIRAZ I LT ARAR s UM AN B o 4T B ke IS RBIT Y, e(R)IFIEEHT. e(0)B
BN R Beas RN e KA G R . fErf) < afIFOL T, AX@-5)RE
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e(k) W) LR HOH )3 0, 51001 B e e A LL , ‘& 7T BE 5 A RO 48 2 /T 47 B fid
Erfe = afIfEN T, AR@-55[100]F RHAAHEF e . ERERIB, ffH
Sk 4-3 RAHIR1Z L) R AL FRALH W] IR B — AN A4k

%% 4-3: Pull Subproblems

1 Function result = PullSubproblems(M,gen, T qx)

2 /' Tpax: the maximum generation.

3 result = false;

4 if gen < 0.9T,,,, then

5 fori «<1to K do

6 An improved epsilon constraint-handing mechanism is used to search for

non-dominated and feasible solutions in M;

7 end

8 else

9 Merge M4,..,M, into a single population Mg;

10 An improved epsilon constraint-handing mechanism is employed on M, to search

non-dominated and feasible solutions;
11 end
12 return result

13 end

4.1.3 PPS-M2M EE7FE

S 4-4 BT PPS-M2M [INAREY . TR 4-4 1, 55 1~3 T2 FIEVIH 1L
B, BARWR, 7855 2 /TH, —A> CMOP WIFhBEM R~ K TR, &ATM
FERMAESE T S AE5S 34T, FHAR RN ARG s 1) () b KA A B BT 2R 46N 1.0,
R B bR S BN “PushStage = true”. ZHIENE 4 17 R 1817556 38
17, BEEN AL IR 5 S~13 T8 7T AHEA O R . 7256 6~10

1T R BARPASE R R R o 758 12~13 17, fif4E Q AT FE@-D) il s B4 TPt
5 15 AT THE T AE DA B BEAR ORI R 2 R i K E . S%e(k)

/|

3
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FEES 17-26 AT H 8. 28 27~37 AT Ui W] 1R 70 ] BRI o SR 1 Mo S M
TS, S — | My AR Q HHBENLEREHIINBIM, + o WK FFEAHM, KT S,
Mg PPS HEALIEHE S M. TEE ARG, 28 32 AT VLB TEHBE R EL, S MA
eI AR SCECHE T 7 BN FEAT A L0 ARG R . 56 34 AT UL T AE R4 R I
B, {8 (Y Epsilon 29N 7R IR SR S AN, 1E5E 3547, ARUHEER AT
Wro TEEE 4017, R T —HIAESEC B ATAT IR

B9 4-4: PPS-M2M

Input:
K: the number of subproblems;
K unit direction vectors: v4,V5,...,Vk;
S: the size of each subpopulation;
Q: a set of individual solutions and their F-values;
T,: the control generation for €(k);
T nax: the maximum generation.
Output:
a set of non-dominated and feasible solutions.
1 Initialization:
2 Decompose a population into K sub-populations ( My,..,.M} ), each sub-population contains S
individuals according to AllocationSubPop(Q, S, K);
3 Set r, = 1.0, PushStage = true;
4 while gen < T,,,,, do

5 fori «1toKdo

6 foreach x € M, do

7 Randomly choose y from M,;

8 Apply genetic operators on x and y to generate a new solution z;
9 R: =R U{z};

10 end

11 Q:=RU{U§=1M,<};

12 Use Q to set My,..,M, according to Eq. (4-1);

13 end
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14 if gen > [ then

15 Calculate 7, according to Eq. (4-2);

16 end

17 ifgen < T, then

18 if r, < e and PushStage == true then

19 PushStage == false;

20 e(gen) = €(0) = maxViolation;

21 else

22 Update e(gen) according to Eq. (4-5);

23 end

24 else

25 e(k) =0;

26 end

27 fori «<1toK do

28 if |[Mj| < S then

29 randomly select S — | M| solutions from Q and add them to M.
30 else

31 if PushStage == true then

32 result = PushSubproblems(M,,S);
33 else

34 result = PullSubproblems(My,gen, T nux);
35 end

36 end

37 end

38 gen=gen+1;

39 end

40 Output the non-dominated and feasible solutions.

TEN—/Ml5, PPS-M2M HIHZE RN 4-2 fros. H oG, £ Hbres et h

A7 R AT SRR, RIS T 5 AR T XM, M. &
4-2(a)~(c) e T LA T MBEEA S AR M 2RI L TR BT LR PR AGASE &
M2, EXFFFIRIGOLS, —2AL T IELA W PF _ERIMEE AT . AR RBT B
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ANEAT B R B AT AT AR S X, ] 4-2(d)~(D) s

A 0 == PF with constraints

i 1k o Individuals
& S =1 Infeasible regions
g @/ ™\ | == PF without constraints |

\\ Attalmabla, 1
Mbjective Spicei L

>
b
(a)
-5 ==== PF with constraints
fﬂ.i; — P | @ Individuals

~ = Infeasible regions
~. | = FF without constraints |
P,

) \

Attainable
Jective SnlceL

Y

|.5 m===: PF with constraints
Folbe — ot = Individuals
== Infeasible regions
~ = PF without constraints
f . 3

\

.r—\ Attlaimable |
‘Opimctive ip-:* ¥

(©)

== PF with constraints

@ Individuals
== Infeasible regions
= PF withour constraints

c \
- \._'111-in-blu 1

Mgective Spacn

(b)

5 == PE with constraints
¥ O Individuals

4 H
2t — —~ —p ¥ =2 Infeasible regions
T = PF without constraints
(o, P
7 o v
.——-‘.,:’ \\ }/‘\
s
NG S
e Y L
N =T
o)
b \
X et 1
e (11 '-'}%_i;i:;:: s:usuﬁ L%
»
£y

mmw=: PF with constraints

> Individuals
3 Infeasible regions
m— PP without censtraints

Attalnable I.l
b juctiva 5]:-:4

®

B 42 RTATRIBRAEIFRAEL LY R PF A TiT. BARZ 5 A SAF R, SAFT @@ Ev,..0°
AN MAEREHFARGFE—RBR L, BARZTH A S AMATAARE T KIBM,,..Ms. (a)~(c) 2T T
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Wl & F AP AT R TAEAF BB R T TR, AR, ()~ BT EMEIE
AT IR A TAE A B P A 5T AT 09 R ARk 45 B VT AT AR 3 B X 3R,

4.1.4 PPS-M2M 5 PPS-MOEA/D )= 5

T $2 tH ) PPS-M2M £ PPS-MOEA/DU') & PPS HE 42 [ 15 /> 7R [ ) SZ 451 4k
PPS-M2M Fl PPS-MOEA/D 2 [A] {f) 32 2 X MR W F

1. PPS-MOEA/D #1 PPS-M2M { AN A 43 fi 1%« £ PPS-M2M 1, KH M2M
G i 7 E R AT QR 2 B bR (CMOPs) LAY, 7] 75 43 fif 5y — 2H 1] 5 1Y) CMOPs, 1Tl
PPS-MOEA/D # CMOP 73 i Jy 1~ 8 H Ak 1] i

2. PPS-M2M #1 PPS-MOEA/D i F{ A ] ()i 56 1% . ££ PPS-M2M H1, M4 IEL
BeHEF 7510 1B psilon 293 Ab #1770 R 4 & Sk ik £ —4%AM&, PPS-MOEA/D 4
Gl 772K TEpsilon £ 5 AL T iEUIAH 25 A ok IE £ N —ARAMA .

3. R4 PPS-M2M Fl1 PPS-MOEA/D #i/& H MR 2 B ir L 5%, (HEf1iE
FF SR A AR FFFER) CMOPs. PPS-M2M B 3&E AR il H bR BN T1liT . LR R
B HA ZREVERAME CMOPs, 1] PPS-MOEA/D B i& & 3R i FLAT 88K (A AT 47458 )
CMOPs. 1 W25 4.4.2 15

4.2 % H AR L RACAL I 1A AR

97 K CMOGAS {EALEE CMOPs I 1 &, A< 3 R4 LIR-CMOPUO4T i
] R FEPE REREAT I, RIS LB ER T . i B R B A R A
AT X IR(AIAPTAT X BAE B SE T PF RS AN 4T XIRAEESE T PR _ETHRIANER 20 AN
AATIX I 55 7 H L) PF), X FECRHEHR MEUC SR B LS 1) PF. bk, HETKZ %
AR NN AN AT AT XN R4 R R 2 [R5 B %L, 177 LIR-CMOPs i) BRHEA: 1 17
XA AR . HA B S PF T A AT DX IO P4 2R 76 S B 52

25 : ‘ ‘ 25 -
© PF without constraints O PF without constraints
2r + True PF 1 2 + True PF
[ Feasible regions [ Feasible regions
15 -
o
1
0.5
0
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(a) LIR-CMOP1

2.5 ' ‘ ‘
O PF without constraints
2 + True PF
- Feasible regions
1.5 -
QA ++++
- *
1 ##
0.5 *
0 ‘ ‘
0 0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5
f1
(c) LIR-CMOP3
5 T
+ True PF
4 | Infeasible regions
3
N
2
g i \
0
0 1 2 3 4 5
f1
(e) LIR-CMOPS5
6 -
@ PF without constraints
+ True PF
4 Infeasible regions
A
2 \
0 ]
0 2 4 6
f1

(b) LIR-CMOP2

© PF without constraints
2 + True PF
*+ Feasible regions

%
>

=%
++++
- 2+

0 L
0 0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5
f1
(d) LIR-CMOP4
5
+ True PF
4 Infeasible regions
3
N
2
1 \
0
0 1 2 3 4
f1
(f) LIR-CMOP6
6 ‘
+ True PF
a © PF without constraints
Infeasible regions
4
N
3
2\
N
1 2 3 4 5

44 f1
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(h) LIR-CMOP7

3 4
© PF without constraints
-]— + True PF
2 Infeasible regions
N
1
0 M —
0 1 2 3
f1
(j) LIR-CMOP9
3 —_ -
2 PF without constraints
+ Reference PF
2+ ~Infeasible regions
¢,
N
+
1 +
0 o
0 1 2 3
1
(1) LIR-CMOP11
+ True PF
3, Infeasible regions
2
e
1
0 g,
~— <H§I” %XH%
4 T \ii**‘ JT% ii +i*‘ﬂ4//'/
e g
0 0
f2 1
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f3

(i) LIR-CMOPS

3
| o PF without constraints
+ True PF
o Infeasible regions
o
1
0
0 1 2
f1
(k) LIR-CMOP10
3 — a8 '
© PF without constraints
iy + True PF
2’ Infeasible regions
- LB iy
A
1-
+
0 : | + S
0 1 2
f1
(m) LIR-CMOP12
+ True PF
3 Infeasible regions
21
14
F .
0 Fi %
4 2 .
2 Ry B A o 2
0 0
f2 1
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(0) LIR-CMOP13

(p) LIR-CMOP14

B 4-3 4K 7] A LIR-CMOP1-14 /& B 47 % 18] £ 5T 47 R 3% AT 7T 47 X 38 09 A6 1 O

A 4-3 FroR, LIR-CMOPI1-14 HA A R AE A S 07 4T KR (U0 1747 X
THSIT PRy B ASTTAT I 26 T ELOCHY P 455), BRI RN I R 8

F|E S PF |,

B4k, ASCIRYE MOPsUOSUHT DASCMOP! 1 i T — 4 L R AR P %2 H
b A 4k 17] @ (Constrained and Imbalanced Multi-objective Optimization Problems ,
CIMOPs), 7175 UL B 22 1L A o 3 WK 0] R — FBCRR 1 A2 e AT B AR R 255 MOPs(!)
R, BDEATEE AT 4. i DAS-CMOPs!'2j5 &, CIMOPs )£ 5 ik 4]
LA ZFEEMER SRR B R, W RN, BeAh, 8 5 AN R B bn & 4,

Ja 2 BRI B AR = 4R .
15 A A A
* PF without constraints
© PF with constraints
[ Feasible Regions

o
>
0.5
0 .
0 0.5 1 1.5
y1
(a) CIMOP1
1.5 >
* PF without constraints
© PF with constraints
[Feasible Regions
1
o
>
: /
0
0 0.5 1 1.5
'l
(c) CIMOP3

- i
* PF without constraints
o PF with constraints
[ Feasible Regions

46

« PF without constraints ’
© PF with constraints

(b) CIMOP2

* PF without constraints
© PF with constraints
[ Feasible Regions

0.5

=

1.5
y1
(d) CIMOP4

T

/ -+ PF with constraints
* Feasible Regions
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(e) CIMOP5 (f) CIMOP6

-+ PF with consfraints -
- Feasible Regions -

(g) CIMOP7

B 4-4 MK F A LIR-CMOP1-14 /£ B AR 2 18] L 3T 4T RIS A 7T AT K369 2070 1 2L

N T VR AR SCER K PPS-M2M BRI RE,  FRAITIE I 2 M RELE LIR-CMOP
DA ) AR PR R R IR UE SR I B VL, X 7 REE 4 2 eM2aMEoT,
MOEA/D-Epsilon'® , MOEA/D-SR[%], MOEA / D-CDP!%!, C-MOEA/D!%I,
NSGA-II-CDPRU A1 CM2M2 U191, 4k, 5 1 VP Al & SC 8 H 19 PPS-M2M 5
PPS-MOEA/D F¥ERE, FATEE 7 — D B IMHRL A @ 4L ——CIMOPs

4.3.1 JIFZ K2R 2 B inst b Bk

ARG, FAVE A PPS MOEA/D 191, CM2MI'971, MOEA/D-Epsilon!!%,
MOEA/D-SRI!%], MOEA/D-CDPL'%8!, C-MOEA / D!'®], NSGA-II-CDP2!fI CM2M2
(101 5 A 472 HY () PPS-M2M Bk iEAT EL R

4.3.2 LS EKE

T ARUE SRS PR K 23 P4k, BT A SRR A AR TR I 0 B 2 B2 AR TR 1
LI
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DFEER/ANNZ 56 FEPTE Bk, FhEER/N N ¥ E RN 3000 Bb4h, 4
iAF] 300,000 X VX B (Function Evaluations, FE)f, J2&1EiXix e,

DS E: XEEERNH DE 8 ARG X EIER A A
TR ENHE R BE, 25N F=0.5, CR=1.0, X Ffl CR 3 HINRE
[XF-(Scale Factor)fl13Z X % (Crossover Rate)[\1{H . Ak, A 148 B bR vHE T H AR SZH
XA, FREAIE A TR L R SOk R B A S . BARkUL, PPS-M2M H
PPS-MOEA/D K 7 — i3k ) Epsilon ZIRANEET7v:, HAB M S HOR B N[104]
FISE, WM a =095, t=0.1, T, = 800, § = 0.05N. PPS-M2M. CM2M
A CM2M2 ¥ HFR7S B 40 i K A1 DXK8, BRI EATTH) K AN XIBGE A, K 2
HAE[107]X B I(K = |[N]). MOEA/D-Epsilon. MOEA/D-SR. MOEA/D-CDP #} /2
T EREE, SRR/ T WE A 0.1N. MOEA/D-Epsilon X | Epsilon
LRI TV, MRS EEEE[100]% 1B . ARPE[], MOEA/D-SR H (1) Bl HLHE 7
(Stochastic Ranking, S )M E N 0.05, H.S, & ok B 81 H bR o6 ORI 15 57 2R %
7E CM2M 1, $ZHB[107) A AT TALEN B & B R 90, FIATAUEN, W E N 210.

4.4 LIS KSR

9T VAl B4 R B (PPS-M2M) A 8 il i S 34 1) CMOEASs(PPS-MOEA/DU T
CM2M!197, MOEA/D-Epsilon!!®, MOEA/D-SRI!%!, MOEA/D-CDP!!%], C-MOEA /
DU, NSGA-II-CDPRUA CM2M2 MO PERE, A SR MR IE F 1 BE 48R, 79
A R HARFE 2 (Inverted Generation Distance, IGD)P2F1#E 1A F (Hypervolume, HV)13,
HAEERNZE, IGD A1 HV BE% 1.3.3 Tt Nn4id.

4.4.1 LIR-CMOP Jig Ja] B seu6 45 51

$F T ) i 4E LIR-CMOP1-14, 3 4-1 fil 4-2 JEoR 1 8 FhA R £ Hhnittik
7% PPS-M2M . CM2M!'%7l, MOEA/D-Epsilon['®!, MOEA/D-SR!'%1, MOEA/D-CDP!'%],
C-MOEA / DU'%1, NSGA-II-CDPRUAI CM2M2 MO &5 5 . SE A4 Ay st A Rk, )
B I o 3L IGD A HV HIELER, AR H I SVEAE R 2 BUF AR T HoAt ot
Rl A7

% 4-1 PPS-M2M B H Ak 7 #F tb #5649 H ok 2 03X, 5] 22 LIR-CMOP1-14 L4 IGD 4

LIR-CM | PPS- | C-MOE | MOEA/D | MOEA/D-E | MOEA/ | NSGA-1II | CM2 CcM2
op M2M A/D -CDP psilon D-SR -CDhP M M2
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mea | 1.330E | 1.591E- 4.406E-0 3.106 | 1.356E
1.348E-01 | 8.234E-02 3.23E-01
n -02 01 2 E-02 -02
4.407E | 3.534E- 3.360E-0 9.888 | 2.993E
std 5.996E-02 | 5.321E-02 7.33E-02
-03 02 2 E-03 -03
mea | 1.485E | 1.462E- 2.057E-0 2.742 | 1.167E
1.549E-01 | 4.708E-02 3.03E-01
n -02 01 2 E-02 -02
5.576E | 4.141E- 1.072E-0 8.596 | 3.021E
std 2.966E-02 | 1.339E-02 7.24E-02
-03 02 2 E-03 -03
mea | 1.987E | 2.309E- 1.529E-0 4383 | 1.395E
2.268E-01 | 7.858E-02 4.08E-01
n -02 01 1 E-02 -02
7.371E | 4.135E- 7.688E-0 1.445 | 5.867E
std 4.403E-02 | 2.978E-02 1.15E-01
-03 02 2 E-02 -03
mea | 2.504E | 2.080E- 2.038E-0 4.187 | 1.196E
2.188E-01 | 5.662E-02 3.85E-01
n -02 01 1 E-02 -02
9.030E | 4.197E- 7.907E-0 2.371 | 5.604E
std 3.766E-02 | 3.366E-02 1.35E-01
-03 02 2 E-02 -03
mea | 3.922E | 1.162E+ | 1.207E+0 1.123E+ 2941 | 1.181E
1.201E+00 5.53E-01
n -03 00 0 00 E-01 +00
1.515E | 2.180E- 2.842E-0 5.013 | 1.826E
std 1.660E-02 | 1.963E-02 6.88E-01
-03 01 1 E-01 -02
mea | S.077E | 1.265E+ | 1.303E+0 1.175E+ 5.356 | 9.915E
1.231E+00 5.74E-01
n -03 00 0 00 E-01 -01
1.117E | 3.067E- 3.967E-0 5.509 | 5.510E
std 2.319E-01 | 3.602E-01 4.21E-01
-02 01 1 E-01 -01
mea | 3.711E | 1.620E+ | 1.623E+0 1.136E+ 5.237 | 7.077E
1.568E+00 2.38E-01
n -03 00 0 00 E-01 -02
1.993E | 3.036E- 7.315E-0 7.677 | 5.172E
std 2.905E-01 | 4.101E-01 4.06E-01
-03 01 1 E-01 -02
mea | 2.949E | 1.607E+ | 1.631E+0 1.369E+ 7.924 | 6.582E
1.577E+00 6.02E-01
n -03 00 0 00 E-01 -02
9.666E | 2.680E- 5.735E-0 7.455 | 5.937E
std 2.464E-01 | 3.767E-01 7.39E-01
-05 01 1 E-01 -02
mea | 3.704E | 4.981E- 4.813E-0 4.599 | 4.197E
4.868E-01 | 4.962E-01 6.44E-01
n -01 01 1 E-01 -01
2.529E | 6.991E- 4.571E-0 6.426 | 8.113E
std 5.372E-02 | 6.987E-02 1.60E-02
-02 02 2 E-02 -02
mea | 1.572E | 3.775E- 2.821E-0 2.291 | 6.108E
3.774E-01 | 3.257E-01 5.97E-01
n -02 01 1 E-01 -01
4.656E | 7.446E- 1.135E-0 8.123 | 1.375E
std 6.858E-02 | 9.833E-02 3.20E-02
-02 02 1 E-02 -01
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mea | 2.770E | 4.422E- 3.489E-0 4400 | 5.135E
4.662E-01 4.154E-01 4.87E-01
n -02 01 1 E-01 -01
4.656E | 1.759E- 1.129E-0 1.038 | 1.131E
std 1.439E-01 1.508E-01 1.05E-01
-02 01 1 E-01 -01
mea | 9.310E | 3.597E- 3.012E-0 1.488 | 2.549E
3.236E-01 3.680E-01 5.80E-01
n -02 01 1 E-01 -01
9.310E | 1.074E- 8.989E-0 5.757 | 1.592E
std 1.023E-01 8.664E-02 1.17E-01
-02 01 2 E-02 -02
mea | 1.874E | 1.266E+ | 1.289E+0 1.093E+ 1.57E | 1.263E
1.183E+00 1.39E+01
n -01 00 0 00 +00 +00
2.690E | 2.173E- 4.269E-0 1.05E- | 2.254E
std 6.321E-02 | 3.456E-01 2.26E-01
-02 01 1 02 -01
mea | 1.746E | 1.235E+ | 1.103E+0 1.143E+ 2.39E | 1.220E
1.127E+00 1.36E+01
n -01 00 0 00 +00 +00
2.840E | 1.209E- 3.002E-0 1.63E- | 2.192E
std 3.857E-01 3.329E-01 2.17E+00
-02 01 1 02 -01
Friedma
Test 1.4286 7 6.1786 5.8571 4.0714 7.4286 47857 | 4.6429
n Tes

# 4-2 PPS-M2M Z R At 7 #b b 23 69 F ok 2 M) 4K, 5] A LIR-CMOP1-14 L& HV & %

LIRCM | PPs- | MO | Moga/ | MOF | MOE | NSGA 1\,
op vt | s | poepp | ADE | ADS | e | 70T | evam2
psilon R P
1.009E | 9.499E | 7.540E- | 9.590E | 9.960E | 5.160E | 9.897E | 1.008E+0
T 00 | -01 01 201 201 201 201 0
: 4.590F | 7.038E | 8.950E- | 3.280E | 2.910E | 5.570E | 1.322E | 3.563E-0
o s .02 02 02 02 02 | -0 3
1337E | 1.395E | 1.374E+ | 1.280E | 1.340F | 8.240F | 1.321E | 1.345E+0
M 00 | o 01 00 | 400 | -01 | +00 0
2 7.093E | 8.154E | 6.160E- | 2.880E | 1.470E | 1.150E | 1.124E | 4.409E-0
o s .02 02 02 02 201 .02 3
1.095E | 7.558E | 7.600E- | 7.980E | 5.910E | 4.080E | 8.407E | 8.645E-0
T 00 | -01 01 201 201 .01 .01 1
3 6.010E | 5.730E | 5.809E- | 3.930E | 1.070E | 2.880F | 1.787E | 5.795E-0
e .02 02 02 01 .02 .02 3
1.095E | 1.069E | 1.051E+ | 1.020E | 8.150E | 6.170E | 1.051E | 1.088E+0
TR 00 | 400 00 +00 | -01 01 | +00 0
! Ly | B869E | 6.952E | 5.462E- | 4.190E | 8700 | 1.060E | 3.870E | 3.633E0
.03 .02 02 02 02 01 .02 3
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1.455E | 1.192E | 5.805E- | 4.300E | 1.820E | 9.390F | 1.084E | 1.513E-0
e 00 201 02 .02 -01 201 +00 1
6.935E | 3.352E | 4.042E- | 2.350E | 4.390E | 3.210E | 6.097E | 4.184E-0
S 201 04 201 201 201 201 1
L118E | 7.863E | 4.312E- | 5.400E | 3.020E | 4.130E | 5.337E | 1.455E-0
e T 02 02 201 201 .01 1
3.888F | 3.011E | 2.362E- | 2.210E | 4.620E | 1.890F | 3.987E | 3.034E-0
o g 201 01 201 201 201 201 1
3.005E | 2.990E | 2.886E- | 3.030E | 9.880F | 2.400E | 2.021E | 2.776E+0
e I 01 201 201 +00 | +00 0
2.434F | 6.927E | 6.348E- | 9.070E | 1.270E | 6.520E | 1.349E | 1.706E-0
e Y 201 01 o1 | +00 | 01 | =+00 1
3.016E | 3.246E | 2.695E- | 1.060E | 1.100E | 1.900E | 1.498E | 2.769E+0
mE vo0 | -0t 01 01 | 400 | +00 | +00 0
Ly | 2494E | ST8E | 5.297E- | S490E | 1200E | 7.560E | 1.277E | 2.149E-0
.02 201 01 01 | +00 | 01 | +00 I
3.152E | 3.715E | 3.755E+ | 2.740E | 2.750E | 2.060E | 2.826E | 2.941E+0
PR v00 | 400 00 +00 | 400 | +00 | +00 0
Ly | 8752E | 2.079E | L60OE- | L480E | 1.640E | 1.080E | 2.114E | 1.698E-0
02 01 01 201 201 .02 201 1
3.216E | 3.274F | 3.268E+ | 2.890F | 2.930F | 2.040E | 2.845E | 1.847E+0
PR v00 | 400 00 +00 | 400 | +00 | +00 0
Ly | 7555E | 1.623E | 1416E- | 1L020E | 1350E | 4.450E | 1.720E | 4.934E-0
.02 01 01 201 201 .02 201 1
4343E | 3.937F | 3.842E+ | 3.340F | 3.380E | 3.110E | 3.115E | 2.738E+0
T o0 | 400 00 +00 | 400 | +00 | +00 0
Ly | L4OIE | 6479E | 5.507E- | 2.570E | 2.900E | 1540E | 3.003E | 5.532E-0
201 201 01 201 201 02 201 1
5.409E | 5.977E | 6.134E+ | 4.880F | 5.030E | 3.280E | 5.221F | 4.900E+0
A 00 | +00 00 +00 | +00 | +00 | +00 0
Ly | L7I7E | 385SE | 3.617E- | 3.170E | 1.750E | 3.610E | 1.878E | 1.11SE-0
201 201 01 201 201 201 201 1
4.874E | 6.444F | 4.728E- | 4.550E | 1.890F | 0.000E | 4.566E | 3.119E+0
e B 01 201 +00 | +00 | -01 0
1.068E | 1.317E | 2.689E- | 1.300E | 2.570E | 0.000E | 2.100E | 2.746E+0
e Y +00 01 +00 | +00 | +00 | -02 0
5.449E | 7.766E | 1.627E+ | 1.330E | 1.270E | 0.000E | 4.142E | 2.313E+0
mE vo0 | -0t 00 +00 | 400 | +00 | -0 0
Ly | 1237E | 6.140E | 2473E+ | 2450E | 2290E | 0.000E | 5.110E | 2835E+0
01 201 00 +00 | +00 | +00 | -03 0
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Friedman
Test

1.1786 | 6.3571 | 5.5357 5.57 3.8929 | 6.6429 | 3.9286 3.5

N T HE— BB BT R H A PPS-M2M 7E 3R fi CMOPs 77 [ (A0 %, RAITLE
LIR-CMOP1. LIRC MOP7 fl LIR-CMOP11 b2 T & FEEAE HV rh A8 B R
YHELREE . B 4-3 7R T LIR-CMOP1. LIR-CMOP7 il LIR-CMOP11 FJa] 47 AR ]
17X, DLK PF.

WK 4-3 (a)fi7x, LIR-CMOP1 I ATAT IXIRAR /)N, 1K 3 % ) /A A A7 PR A 1]
Wi, EE 4-5 R T RRERAE LIR-CMOP] b se B faE Sl . FATAT LAWE 5%
F| PPS-M2M. CM2M. MOEA/D-SR #1 CM2M2 &] LA 8k & 1E () PF 3 BA R IF
M2 AEE. SR, M98 HV 1 IGD fabs, Frde ) PPS-M2M L T HAh LB % .
Kl 4-5 JE/x T CM2M U8t b PPS-M2M AR 22 . — ST HE I J ER] 2 — B [X d
B ELE] CM2M AT AT B IX 3, 177 e X ek A 9 A AS B 803 L IE 1 PF

1.9F = : E
- True PF
| © CM2M

1.5

+ True PF
o PPS-M2M

= =
& =
0.5
nE 5 L 9
L8 f11 15 0 0.5 1 15
(x) f1(x)
(a) PPS-M2M (b) CM2M
16 - 16
+ True PF . rue
1.8 12t
g 1 % 1
0.8 08f
0.6 0.6
0'%.4 06 08 1 12 14 16 0'%_5 1 15
f1(x) f1(x)
(c) MOEA/D-Epsilon (d) MOEA/D-CDP
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16 1.5
1.2
& £,
0.8
06
0.4 : : : . .
04 0.6 0.8 1 1.2 14 1.6 0.5 4
fix) 0.5 1 15
1(x)
(e) MOEA/D-SR (f) C-MOEA/D
15 1.5 : ‘-
NSGAII-CDP
o CM2M2
§ 1 :_C>'\<l’ 1
- ‘ 05" :
- » e 0.5 1 15
f1(x) f1(x)
(g) NSGA-II-CDP (f) CM2M2
B 4-5 &A% H % LIR-CMOP1 L3k /3693 X B g &
3 6 o
- True PF © - True PF
o PPS-M2M 5t % o cmam
2t o
? —
& S/
1 L
2
1r \O Q o ©
0
0 1 2 3 00 1 2 3 4 5 6
f1(x) ()
(a) PPS-M2M (b) CM2M
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10 ‘ . 6 ; T ‘ ‘ i
5 - ©_MOEA/D-Epsilon| | 5t g O MOEA/D-CDP| 4
e}
4l
__ B¢ i,
3 o z
o Q as
4 F L <
2
ol \ E 1 5
0 i ; i "
0 1 2 3 4 5 0 1 2 3 4 5 6
1(x) f1(x)
(c) MOEA/D-Epsilon (d) MOEA/D-CDP
5 7 — : - -
4 © MOEA/D-SR | 61 O O C-MOEA/D
5t
3
=3 = 4t
& &

0 0
0 1 2 3 4 5 0 2 4 6 8 10
1(x) f(x)
(e) MOEA/D-SR (f) C-MOEA/D
3 : v . . T 5 ———
: ~ " cuavz
25E 1 4 D
— 2 S5 3 [
& &
15 i
1 %ﬁ\k‘, @ (Km%m . 1 QQD
0.5 - L : o- L L . . g
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 0 1 2 3 4 5
fi(x) f1(x)
(g) NSGA-II-CDP (f) CM2M2

B 4-6 A Ay H k& LIR-CMOP7 L3k 13443k ¥ BLit &

K] 4-3 J& 7~ T 1£ LIR-CMOP7 I, fE L2131 PF HiA =N KIAE B A AT X 8.
Ak, TELIW PE #— ADNARAT X E 5, XK T — USSR A o)t 1]
4-6 JE/NH T PPS-M2M AIHAth 7 FhE7:(CM2M. MOEA/D-Epsilon. MOEA/D-SR.
MOEA/DCDP. C-MOEA/D. NSGA-II-CDP fl CM2M2)7E LIR-CMOP7 L )45
BATTLAER], A PPS-M2M 7 ReFs A nl AT () X 4, X 2852 PF, HH A
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72 PPS-M2M fEHEI R B 20 T HIZIP, AT RLJ7 0 s BN AT A7 X 8. SR,
fi L RE AN A RO SR = AN AN T AT X8, R PF I A P AN K B AN AT AT [X 38
BELRS T FhEE R SL 3 FL 5L PF.

Wi 4-3 fr7n, LIR-CMOP11 1) PF A& BSHLIT, 3% 38 BH 12 ] 3 25 5 4 PR S [v] i
Ak, LIR-CMOPI11 A5 7 /> Pareto s flifift, FHMAMAEA TILL W PF F, HAMAL
TLAWRPF L. F4-7 4 H T IXEBE LS LIR-CMOP-CMOP11 4% . £/ 4-7
b, BAVRE 5 KILAH PPS-M2M I CM2M A 6E3L 5 T 1) Pareto F LR . ILAF,
5 CM2M L, PPS-M2M HA RUFHcsltt. —rlaei R E &, fEia 10%A%
F, PPS-M2M KEp A HER B A Bl — AN 5EAA, P A Gk Epsilon 29 R AR FE J7
VAT SR . T H A 1 B (MOEA/D-Epsilon. MOEA/D-SR. MOEA/D-CDP .
C-MOEA/D. NSGAII-CDP fl CM2M2) H e 4K 2] —#5 43 ) Pareto F g, RNAH
AT I X B AT T IX Se R MR SR B FLIERY PR b IbAh, FEIXSEERE R ME I
T B B A A TR IS E, RO R 20 R A R A R R AN T 20 SR 5
W

25 T i , 4 : T
i o EL”S.EZM - True PF
2 [ © CM2M
36 L,
il 5' —_
& @ N i
3
o ©
1 (o)
0.5 (0] ®
(>} o ; L)
% 0s ; s 2 0 0.5 1 1.5 2
f1(x) f1 (X)
(a) PPS-M2M (b) CM2M
25 25
2‘ i ©_MOEA/D-Epsilon| | 4 O MOEA/D-CDP
1.5aa 1 15
x = -
N (] @ o @
o 1
+ +
05 - . 0.5 i
+ " -
0 . - ) -
0 0.5 1 15 2 0 05 1 15

1(x) fl(x)
(c) MOEA/D-Epsilon (d) MOEA/D-CDP
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6 2.5 T T T T T
T J Y + True PF
+ True PF © C-MOEA/D
& O MOEA/D-SR| 2 1
4 15
>
=l g | o Y
& 1
2% ) \
© 0.5 ‘
1 = .y " +
+ 0 L L L — fin
0 : ‘ +. oo 0o 05 1 15 2 25 3
0 0.5 1 15 2 f1(x)
f1(x)
() MOEA/D-SR (f) C-MOEA/D
25 25
O NSGAII-CDP @ o CM2M2
2r 1 216 i
N 1.5@ 4 . .5,.) %
& | e ® 5 © N
1r i @‘E 7 il i
0.5 f 0.5
_}_ .
0 : - SEo——@& 0- : : : e -
0 1 2 3 4 0 0.5 1 1.5 2 25
1(x) f1(x)
(g) NSGA-1I-CDP (f) CM2M2

B 4-7 #APH k4 LIR-CMOP11 L3k /5643 ¥ Auig &

MRYE LR AN, BATAT AR S5 18, Arde H 1 PPS-M2M 7 K 2 Z0ll
o] J A E AR T Hofh 7 F CMOEAS(CM2M . MOEA/D-Epsilon . MOEA/D-SR .
MOEA/D-CDP. C-MOEA/D. NSGA-II-CDP 1 CM2M2).

4.4.2 CIMOP 3R | 7 sz ey 45 B

N T B PPS-M2M #il PPS-MOEA/D 2 [8] ) £ 5, AT T PPS-M2M Fi
PPS-MOEA/D 7£ LIR-CMOPs 1 CIMOPs E [t ft. Fff FHf MR I R T
CIMOPs HAR ) H b o8 B0 L0 R 25T 78 Lo IR PR 7] /8 1) — M 14 /& CIMOPs (1
H 5k 25 MOPs!SI2 — 11, BIEANI#Z AF#K) . H DAS-CMOPs!"2j5 k&,
CIMOPs M2 H bR £ m] LA 2 P EEROR BB K . Het)iidl, CIMOPs A AT A4
(1) B A R BUR 22 R R E R 29 Bk 2, T LIR-CMOPs HAF 50K AN AT AT X 8

56, £ LIR-CMOP1-14 EECHL T Frdg i i) PPS-M2M Al PPS-MOEA/D, 4%
4-3 flis. BeAkh, % 4-3 B/R 7 PPS-M2M Fll PPS-MOEA/D 7E LIR-CMOP1-14 | ]
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IGD AT HV fH. Aixgedkrh, FRATAT LIS S] B AR PPS-MOEA/D f£ LIR-CMOP1-14
EART A Y PPS-M2M, {H 2 ARAT T2 R ZE 0 A K « (43 E R R /2, PPS-M2M
AT PLEE HoAth 7 FR AL (CM2M . MOEA/D-Epsilon. MOEA/D-SR. MOEA/D-CDP.,
C-MOEA/D. NSGA-II-CDP. F1 CM2M2) S {74558, ik 4-1 AL 4-2 fios.

% 4-3 PPS-M2M #= PPS-MOEA/D £ #lj4X 5] A LIR-CMOP1-14 L&) IGD #= HV £

LIR-CMOP 1GD Hy
PPS-M2M PPS-MOEA/D PPS-M2M PPS-MOEA/D

mean 1.330E-02 6.413E-03 1.009E+00 1.016E+00

: std 4.407E-03 1.938E-03 4.590E-03 1.580E-03
mean 1.485E-02 4.673E-03 1.337E+00 1.349E+00

2 std 5.576E-03 7.844E-04 7.093E-03 1.010E-03
mean 1.987E-02 8.545E-03 1.095E+00 8.703E-01

: std 7.371E-03 5.184E-03 6.010E-03 2.650E-03
mean 2.504E-02 4.677E-03 1.095E+00 1.093E+00

! std 9.030E-03 1.116E-03 8.869E-03 2.467E-03
mean 3.922E-03 1.837E-03 1.455E+00 1.462E+00

> std 1.515E-03 9.263E-05 6.935E-03 2.919E-04
mean 5.077E-03 2.490E-03 1.118E+00 1.129E+00

6 std 1.117E-02 3.399E-04 3.888E-02 1.771E-04
mean 3.711E-03 2.797E-03 3.005E+00 3.015E+00

7 std 1.993E-03 9.854E-05 2.434E-01 2.663E-03
mean 2.949E-03 2.778E-03 3.016E+00 3.017E+00

5 std 9.666E-05 7.558E-05 2.494E-02 1.139E-03
mean 3.704E-01 9.940E-02 3.152E+00 3.570E+00

? std 2.529E-02 1.519E-01 8.752E-02 2.242E-01
mean 1.572E-02 2.108E-03 3.216E+00 3.241E+00

10 std 4.656E-02 7.754E-05 7.555E-02 3.077E-04
mean 2.770E-02 2.832E-03 4.343E+00 4.390E+00

H std 4.656E-02 1.359E-03 1.401E-01 2.217E-04
mean 9.310E-02 2.704E-02 5.409E+00 5.614E+00

12 std 9.310E-02 5.002E-02 1.717E-01 1.525E-01
mean 1.874E-01 6.455E-02 4.874E+00 5.710E+00

B std 2.690E-02 2.177E-03 1.068E-01 1.275E-02
mean 1.746E-01 6.419E-02 5.449E+00 6.193E+00

14 std 2.840E-02 1.690E-03 1.237E-01 1.310E-02

Friedman Test 2 1 1.9286 1.0714
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SRIG, N T ¥R PPS-M2M 5 PPS-MOEA/D [f][X 5], FATTZE CIMOPs _E #4701
o F 4-4 FIFE 4-5 BoR T IR (PPS-M2M . PPS-MOEA/D. CM2M F1 CM2M2)
7t CIMOPs L) IGD M HV 8. EHAUHIHEZ, BT CM2M Al CM2M2 K H M2M
SMRTTER, I EATEREE N LSS AIE PPS-M2M (M BERUK T M2M T3,
1M HEHC T PPS HEZEH L) S ARERMLH . MR 4-4 FIFR 4-5, FRATTATLAMSH 45,
PPS-M2M B &A1t HoAh = Fh &L (PPS-MOEA/D. CM2M 1 CM2M2).

% 4-4 PPS-M2M B HAb 3 A b 45 69 H 0% £ M) 5K 5] 3 CIMOP1-7 L9 IGD & %

CIMOPs PPS-M2M PPS-MOEA/D CM2M CM2M2

mean 2.05E-02 2.81E-01 7.96E-01 5.22E-02

: std 1.13E-03 8.44E-02 6.36E-03 1.79E-02

mean 4.42E-02 2.95E-01 6.38E-01 1.81E-01

. std 1.56E-02 1.29E-02 2.01E-02 3.18E-02

mean 1.19E-01 3.51E-01 5.58E-01 2.80E-01

. std 1.13E-02 3.06E-02 1.54E-02 3.66E-02

mean 4.72E-03 2.01E-01 6.47E-01 1.09E-02

4 std 1.00E-03 2.92E-02 1.49E-02 3.44E-02

mean 4.45E-02 3.76E-01 6.60E-02 8.26E-02

> std 5.28E-03 4.59E-02 1.25E-02 2.23E-02

mean 9.17E-02 2.13E-01 6.98E-01 2.34E-01

6 std 8.67E-03 4.46E-02 2.42E-02 2.46E-02

mean 1.64E-01 3.65E-01 8.00E-01 3.67E-01

’ std 1.87E-02 1.64E-02 5.11E-02 4.51E-02
Friedman Test 1 2.8571 3.7143 2.4286

% 4-5 PPS-M2M Z H At 3 A b &2 69 F ok 2 M) 4K, B 4 CIMOP1-7 L& HV & %

CIMOPs PPS-M2M PPS-MOEA/D CM2M CM2M2
mean 1.065E+00 6.623E-01 3.833E-01 1.032E+00

: std 1.359E-03 1.388E-01 5.250E-02 2.243E-02
mean 7.251E-01 4.620E-01 7.109E-01 5.237E-01

2 std 2.415E-02 1.478E-02 9.110E-03 2.600E-02
mean 5.834E-01 2.470E-01 6.630E-01 3.384E-01

. std 2.507E-02 3.612E-02 2.260E-02 4.312E-01
mean 9.288E-01 5.999E-01 7.856E-01 8.019E-01

! std 2.686E-03 1.747E-02 1.080E-03 7.203E-02
mean 1.028E+00 6.550E-01 8.355E-01 9.617E-01

: std 7.116E-03 2.281E-02 6.810E-03 3.263E-02

58




I PN i e AR

mean 1.437E+00 1.326E+00 8.748E-01 9.505E-01
6 std 1.227E-02 5.988E-02 1.440E-02 4.994E-02

mean 1.041E+00 9.348E-01 8.319E-01 7.827E-01
7 std 3.658E-02 6.182E-03 1.850E-02 3.010E-02
Friedman Test 1.1429 3.2857 2.8571 2.7143

N T UL TR ) PPSM2M £E 3K i CIMOPs J7 T (I 3, A1) 1 AR ARk
7t CIMOP2 1 CIMOP4 LS AESCRLMfAE, Wil 4-8 F14-9 Firum. FRATTAT LA %2
#| PPS-M2M 7] LR E K 2 44 Pareto fefiLfiff. SR1M, HAth =Fh 5% ReHR 2] /N4>
fR)ELSE PFs. —AN AT BE R Rl /& CIMOP2 1 CIMOP4 1E £ 3 ok %5 v B 22 RE I R A
RS, CIMOP2 A CIMOP4 [ H b bR He AT . PRt, MOEA/D K43 fi#
J7 ik R BER B PFS B LN - s Ab, il i Wi 4% ] 4-8 AP 4-9, AT TAT LLR B CM2M
A CM2M2 (WS fg HL PPS-M2M 2, Bl CM2M Fil CM2M2 753 31|14 £ i AS Rl
SHFE IER PFs. — ] B2 JR K /2 CIMOP2 #1 CIMOP4 £ 3 PF 2 &A1 T4
W PF K74, BT PPS-M2M & ek B EL R PF, WA EATLM LI, Fike
A DR L #F] FH PPS ML AL BRIX PP LY SR [ /. HJ2, CM2M Fl CM2M2 K T4
[F LA AL B, SR 2 R ATAT M AMA, IXO6HT- A2 CIMOP2 Hil CIMOP4 (1)
LR FFARILH R

BT FR WG, BATE LS8, PPS-M2M J& —Fhoi K52, T LUR
U 1 b 3B RS AT AT XA AN T H AR A2 2 I 2 FE R AE ) CMOPs. 5
PPS-MOEA/D #tt, PPS HEZLM) 73 —ANskflfk, PPS-M2M Hi& & 13K fif H Ax A1
7 0 22 A TR P 240 3R B B0 CMOPs, 1T PPS-MOEA/D B 3@ & T SR iR A B KA
A 47 X33 LIR-CMOPs.

16~y : 16= = i =
= % * True PF - ~ + True PF
0.8 @« O PPS-M2M 0.8 \ | O PPS-MOEA/D
LN ~
»)—;06 % 1 —;-06 [ \ 7]
' A ¥ ' \

0.2 \ 0.2 ‘
0 : ® 0 ' B

0 05 1 0 05 1

H1(x) f1(x)

(a) PPS-M2M (b) PPS-MOEA/D
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f2(x)

= 2 [¢) + True PF
0.8 ~ O CM2M |/
0.6 N\
(o)
0.4 N
i \ @
0.2/ :
A\
0 \ 5
0 0.5 1
f1(x)
(c) CM2M

L —

B 4-8 A AP H k4 CIMOP2 b3k /369 4F % Beft &

] ———————
\ * True PF
0.8 . O PPS-M2M -
=06
x
g \
— 0.4 -
©
\
0 &
0 0.5 1

f1(x)

(a) PPS-M2M

+ True PF
© CM2M |-

0.4 % 1
. O
0.2 \
0 @
0 0.5 1

f1(x)
(c) CM2M

S s - True PF
0.8 ~ O CM2M2
N
go.e N\ g
o4 N
0.2
N
D L i
0 0.5 1
f1(x)
(d) CM2M2
+ True PF

AN
0.8+ -

o PPS-MOEND‘

0 0.5
f1(x)

(b) PPS-MOEA/D

+ True PF
O CM2M2

0 0.5
f1(x)

(d) CM2M2

B 4-8 A#P H ik CIMOP4 L3k 156934k X Befig &
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4.5 RE/NGE

AR T — MO, B PPS-M2M, £ H AR 32 HARM2M) 2 il 7712
IR RPPOMELA LA, F DAL CMOPs. B BRI, PPS-M2M f#8 2Rt
T2 AP Be—— B HER A 20 B . EHEIR &R BL, PPS-M2M i F M2M 73 i
JIES iR — > CMOP 4 i — 4117 /) CMOP, 1X %% CMOP Xt v F— 41 FFh .
BT HL) CMOP #5572 AP R 07 AR 1), BT A IEAEMT L0, X m] DA
TR TR ST RO T A ATAT I X 3k

Ak, FEHER RN B, BRI AT DU T — S AR s oW E B, WA S AT
fiR 0 Ll B AN g R AR A OE I, B ] DAdE— P T8 SRS R B B 2 d AL BRI
SN E . YIRS A ) 1 B R AR A 38/ T 805 T Ti0E SR BB R, 4%
ARG B F A R I B AR R A R BT AT, J8 i SR A Sdk Y Epsilon 293
AERTTIE, K AEHERMT BORTS BB FRP R A 0T AT A B T AT AR SCRE X3 78
e a 10%H, A PR A Il — AN B4k, P i Al A 50dE Y Epsilon 2930 AL
I — PR GGELRESREY, f£XZH LIR-CMOP1-14 &, FrfgHim
PPS-M2M 1t - H: fih 7 F' CMOEAs(CM2M . MOEA/D-Epsilon . MOEA/D-SR .
MOEA/D-CDP. C-MOEA/D. NSGAII-CDP #1 CM2M2).

N T Ui B PPS-M2M #il PPS-MOEA/D 2 [8] ) £ 5, AT T PPS-M2M Fi
PPS-MOEA/D 7£ LIRCMOP 1 CIMOP - ¥y 14 §& . 5256 45 SR 3R B, BT d2 i 1) PPS-M2M
7E CIMOPs %5 8] AL T PPS-MOEA/D, 1fif PPS-MOEA/D 7E LIR-CMOPs | f{]
PEREAL T PPS-M2M. {H & PPS-M2M [t HoAth 7 Fi5%E(CM2M. MOEA/D-Epsilon.
MOEA/D-SR. MOEA/D-CDP. C-MOEA/D. NSGA-II-CDP. #I CM2M2)E BEAf %
2.

MELEE B M AT LA, PPS-M2M A& — AT 25 i A HH KA /] 47 [X 3l AN~
11 H bR AN L 51 B8 B 3 2 BRI R R CMOP 58 K53, 5 PPS-MOEA/D ALt
PPS-M2M H3& & T 3K fi# H br A P 5 A1 22 % 14 R X ) 29 3R ek 20 CMOP, 17
PPS-MOEA/D i& H T-f# 1A %5 AN Al 47 X 38 1) LIR-CMOPs.

B2 J7En] DA PPS-M2M IR RE, A0 HEIE 5 4y 2038 R B I 20 SR AR AL
il ARER bR 5 21 J7 R DL R BRI ) A 7 BC B PPS-M2M 77V E BT FhEE S
EARERMZ, HT PPS & — MM EH IR AKHIME I CMOP HIHESE, [Atml DAAE BRI &
il PPS HEZE I VF 2852, DU R B A F LK) CMOP. X 2 FATTAR R
Tz —. b, BRI TR H A PPS-M2M SRATE FT B S tH: SR Ak e
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BSE BE

FEPLSAE TG, X2 H FROUAL i) B A A 2 AR BRI R SRR, X615
AR R AR R XMER 2 H bR nl @A S M EInxE. 2908 2 H ARk in) 755 K A A
E R, BTz 2 B REE N AMIE R T RO . T REZ H ARG
B, ARG SLRACA TR ] SR 2 T K, (R E AT A B
sREREYE, HEHAREZBANRTEMN. 42 Bt BS54k G0, sk
B INZA, MRS R, ETXFENE R, ACFETER T
PIILAE

B, ArE e LA T AT A RS TEA R R RN, RERZH0A 1 H
TR R B A2 R 2 R 1 12 P 4% (Genetic Regulatory Networks, GRN)FJ3ETHEX
T Bt N RIS AR . N 1T IE RN I8 MBS B, GRN W BcrHilH 2 ) ik
W AR5, FEAERRE SN R AR SRS A, —/MARNZ Hir
] A T R 9 T SRR AT AN SO SR S T A 1) R BR A AR X A 21 PR I 22
HAni e, FAT8 I —HT GRN K H MG HESE, ZMEZE ] LU A A,
M E ShAE B T B R A TR GRN. HEERER 2, Prig e H 17—
5 H % H b5 K 9 2 575 (Composite Multi-objective Genetic Programming, CMOGP),
%0715 % B b2 R 9w FE (Multi-objective Genetic Programming, MOGP). JESZ it HE
J- 38t /% B3 (Nondominated Sorting Genetic Algorithm I, NSGA-II). # 43 i34k 5%
(Differential Evolution Algorithm , DE) #1 £ H #x ¥t % (Multi-objective Decision
Approach)fHZ5 & . 1LAl, Bl MAEZE RN | —Se R A M 2% ook H 315811 GRN,
IMEFAEMSEI AR £ GRNs [iitidfE+, MOGP fl DE ] T I+4T {4t GRNs
&M ZE.  NSGA-II F TP GRN BiAY (1) & Z PEFIPERE, AT 3RAS3 2 4 1l
UL GRN A8, SR 2 H AR R HORIEFE Pareto SR ALME K TG GRN FEAL
AT 07 B A5 AR, $2 H AR SR AT LA A4 R — S8 B GRN, H a5 2 A
KEFWMBE R, FFHXE IR MNP A5 F A E «

B, RSB AU AERFEL R 2 B ARG R R R R I 2 B ARG
VR — AN O HE o) e P4 TAERRRE WSt A 2 RE . SR, R 2 HUR B2 H
PR AP EAN 17 T R IANE, IE 7T Be 2 BT AR M 8 rh 723 4) Pareto HiTVA,
FEUERFF 2 R A SEIU Sz A = B AP R . ik, ASCHRE T —F

62



I PN i e AR

M2M i 77755 PPS MEZEMI 45 A 17718, Bl PPS-M2M. B ARG, &5k —
A~ CMOP 45 fifg il —2H {7 B ) CMOPs. &AM #L 1) CMOP X BT —AN TAE FFh i,
FHUAPMER T k. EALFRLRIS, AN FOREAESE PPS # RN, {ERA4T
VEF RIS AT X o N 7 PRI Z AL RS, HH 5 CM2M. MOEA/D-Epsilon.
MOEA/D-SR. MOEA/D-CDP. C-MOEA/D. NSGA-II-CDP. CM2M2 %5 7 Fh i1
—2H LIR-CMOPs MHA4E FibAT 1 Hhe. SEIRah IR, & EE I B0 T HAh 7 F
ke WA, AR T — AL R A4 2 H bRk AL i) & (Constrained and
Imbalanced Multi-objective Optimization Problems, CIMOPs) >k Lt % PPS-M2M #I
PPS-MOEA/D [JtERE. SKEGSE KW, Frigh i) PPS-M2M HIE7E CIMOPs )M
BEft T PPS-MOEA/D Bk,

WICBHT AT (DEMN 2 BAnRAG e, SCR3E T — ol rdtfb ok 5
Jrik——2 62 BN S fE 5L (CMOGP), AR AT ik B A R G S A
Fo EHFAFRER T ANRRILKRELY, WAFTEM RS, Bt E &
YR AR TR RN RATES . QF X AR Z BRI e, A5 —
Flig 002 H b2 R34 B00-——PPS-M2M, %5 % BEAR 17 b B KR AT AT X I AAS
11 HAr HA R EE & Z PR MR CMOPs,  F HLAESZI6 A LB 7 AN R ROR
MR LIRARAL I SRt TR R RS T A
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