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Abstract : The purpose to solve multi-objective optimization is to get solutions closing to the true Pareto front as much as
possible and having good diversity. To meet these two demands,an algorithm is proposed in this paper,which has these
characteristics : firstly , it adopts the orthogonal design method with quantization technology to generate initial population
whose individuals are scattered uniformly over the target search space. So the algorithm can use them sufficiently in the
subsequent iterations. What’s more, it is based on an adaptive & concept to obtain a good distribution along the true Pare-
to-optimal solutions. Finally,experiments on five benchmark problems with different features have shown that this algo-
rithm does well not only in distribution, but also in convergence when compared to other evolution algorithms.
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ZREVE S A R AR S .

FEad R BLAE L, 2 B 13 T 2R B LR R R 2 H bR IR AL R, X B0k F8H . BRAE T L,
VEGA 2 83k FHUF 5, e— 207 AR NSGA) MOGA'™ NPGAS 4,90 4EfCJ5 1, Wi T
— el YA 035  PAES' ) SPEAY! NSGAI'™ SPEA2M &8 vk. E X T 2 Hini b & kit 5
IS 5] TARZ 2EE  FEEAS T AR SR, Fetn, F 30w = g A 4 5k IE A2 B A
WAL LS A R B 2 BRI R IE ST P2 AR, nble 7 8k U B 3. et 1 AR
T —FhIETF e— AT HIIE) Lagrangian 22 HARPMAIIESE . 415 KPR T —F3EF S0 2 H
PRI I R 5 DA AT (B4 BC , 98 TR TE] Y 3. Gong 26 A3 —UKSP IE 38 2438
FF R HE DE H IREE A G MR B AR S Rk A B . AN R At R 2 E BRI B
B EHELT T RS, I8 2 BARLIE BT s, Xt 2 BARUAE i — 20 & ik T R B,

RUE HATE 242 1 TR Z 3 b B PokoRk i 2 B bR AR IR, (0T —Fh ik B Rtk i A 3K
SRIBE— D EHAPRYEROXERL. AL, EE R T —F 3T iGN e 220 L B BN Pae-ODEMO, &
HA TR

(1) IS LR A AL R ARE | AR ARG T A P N3 6 , T EL el 75390 B P RRE RE A 2 5 2345 T H
PR &R 28 ]

(2) R HTFELRITRYEE Archive SKAFAEFT-RAFAYAE S ECAR , I G R AY & (HR ShA s 4 R Pl ik i 2 B
P Atk

o Jr A A S UE B TR ATk BE S AR G Hb 18 T B SE Pareto BT, LASEE 1Y 7 GEH T BN A
Rtk
1 ZHbEZEs AL
1.1 zEHEEAREERERXENX

EX 1(Z HFEAERE)  —AHA o DR, m DL FBRE %, kA B bs sk B0 2 BArit ik
[e) L] DA ARy

minimize:  y=f(x)= (f,(x),-,fi.(x)),
subject to;  e(x)= (e, (x),--,e, (x)) =0,

(D

where ; x=(x,,%,,,x,) X,
y=(y1,%2,5) €Y.
Hrbx 2Pk m i,y J& Hbnm &, X 2R m s =3 8], Y & HbRm a2 (8], EA T 2 29 BRI pR AL e (x).
FEX 2(Pareto 51) WFR Pareto AL, BE x= (2, ,x,) Fly=Cy,, -, y,) & 2 DAATAR, 4 HALY .
Viel,-,k %, <y, H diel, -k x;<Y;. (2)
WUl x=(x,,-,x,) Pareto 5L y=(y,, y,). ICVE x<y.
EX3(e ) Wax=(x,,0,)Fy=(y,,y,) &2 N1, S HACY.
Yiel, -,k X,—E<y,. (3)
L x= (2,0 ,x) e Bl y=(y oy IEEx<y.
E X 4(Pareto L) ZHiE— M x" , EJ& Pareto A0, 24 HALY .
dxeXx {15 x<x". (4)
TE X 5(Pareto Front) ESEN A B Pareto e M5 L 21 H A ) 1225 (8] A2 bR BT IR Wi 1 JLAR] EDE
HECA AT
POF={f(x)= (fi(x),.fi(x) lx e X}. (5)
1.2 E5RUEE
2200 HALSE L (DE) S — M BEHLAYHE T8 R R R BE 2R ] S8 5 1 7 =20, & — P ok
BAMACRIBR A AR, BRTC 202 —FP LS i Ak R P THESR I T .
(1) ZBORME, I AW IR AR RE P, , 200 1= 0;
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(2) TR T P HY3E W AH ;

(3) QRN A5 k25 S R SR 3B AT, i 1 Ak, 5 W6 2D B8R (4) 5

(4) XSFRE P JEAT AR S A8 R URIRIRAE O 77 A2 T — AR RE P, s

(5)VIERRE P, MO8 VL E ;

(6) THAAEL e=1+1 , F2LIR(3).

T EAG 2, ILAL S5 Pae-ODEMO fii I T —FhIR A 2 B HLHI ) Bk Bk 2 7E AL i 19, i
TR L E I SR A 22 R AR T Ak A8 S AN SR |, B L A AR rh e AR R A 7 1 Al A S # AR
BB WAL IR AR, 5 S A AR B B E T B S Y Pareto S (LA , I AEK BLHE N Archive i+
AME.

random, eval<(AXMax_eval),

individual = (6)

elitist, otherwise.
2 B RS ——Pas-ODEMO

2.1 IEXALFHEE
1 50 1) 22 43 T AL L — MRS BEAIL ™ AE AR R | X 3 7= A AR RE— o0 A A3 BRI T B30
VIR FER BRI ARE F1. RIE ST A ik 7= A T AR R AR R (8 400 4 Bl 4t A 7 DR 5 1) 225 [l
i T EAT A 1) 43 A PR AR, IESSHI B AR AR EEAS L RE B /= 0 4 A g A1 8 0, TRDEsE R LLhn B as:
HE SIS .
IEACHI IR AP ) 7 2 B P D IR
(1) FEAEIEACAERET B R—Fh TP AERE  F Lo (Q€) K , BA Q N ARRIKFAYIE S
(2) BB R — AR ™) (B ) ) e — e o AR i A BB TN [ 1, w ], 3 17 ok F i Ak ol @ A~k R
ay,ay e a,, TR IR
a,=1+(i-1) (u-1)/(Q-1) i=1,-,0. (7)
22 HEN c BEFMBEZHEN
FRAER B S B oD B A — AR AR BB AR 5 A RAS R R AT LU 2, [R5 15
F44E Archive T YRR T LA, 7R AL B HTHA, A SR SR L T IR 48 T i AN, IR 2 4
VAR A Fh gl SCE IR A 5 A SR AR 5 IR AR b B T AR BAS SRS Y I8 K A A B8
AR QAT I AR VRS B A AR SIS DU 558 . FERXRMIE AL T, Bl T AL B 2R 4T, Archive F
TRE Y RIS 1] RE B SH B A [] B A A P R A 2 (A DX 3 A 1R A PR 8 AR R, i At X3 1 2% 2 AR /1N ) . o
TARAFBLF ) A Ve [a) s SRy D/ N A s ) SRR T T A8 N Y & POAS OR DR FFREAR 19 ZHEPE. Y
Archive £ B RSN I F00E (LT, B Archive FREEH )/ A BRI 21 R A% | {11544~ I AS Hh A — DK, 2R
Jei FARAS B D7 iR BB, S T A IS AN, R Archive H I BEASME L T — N FRIR%4L B= (B, ,
- B ,r i BARREH AL FRRBE AT EA ST .
B.=[(fi-f"™)/e,] i=1,--,r. (8)
Horfr, o FRE A H bR eREC S/ ME, 3X A e /IMELDR: 1T Archive #EAR TP AN R /ME, B & —EH A2k
EHMW. e, &% i N BPR R 2, R e, TATHTT LR AR 5 21 4% .
RT A A T B R ALY &, (H. AR — et B A H AR R A HUEYE Y 1 </, < K(HUEE
Bl 3R1S R IR T Archive #EIR) B2 47 r A~ BARMIPLALIRIRE, X5 =4[ (K-1)/e]" AP, FEX A
MA% iR Z R SN[ (K=1) /e ] AN AESZRCAR (X T 8B bRt 2 X5 A2 A% ) %5 T HA NP SR 3
AEFPRE, FRATA R I 22 77 A2t NP A HESCRLAE , B2 8K 2
NP=(K_1J ) (9)

&
XFEFRATIREIR A S TR — DX Y &, B, ZFTLASA AN &, (2P N 7E L BARILALmlE b, %)
THRAHARTE  WIOT R I ARIE E U (BT o, ARG Z5TE LTS ], AR XS 5
A FRR R A R RAE AN R/ IMELIE M Archive R BSARHE], AN Archive HHAYAMASE H TR LR, 52
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RENTRR AR BEEBALRIBEST X T3 FAR SR BN 5, E O (B R/ ME AT RE 2 KR8, X
FERA TR REIE 1 3 A B B AL RIS &, fF, MU B A 30 A% i ) 07
BiE1 IR e HIRTEH Archive FE
adaptive &-domination to update the archive population
assign identify array B, to the offspring using formula(8)
for all 1=1o0bjective_size do
if B,[i]<-3 then
add the offspring to Archive;
find maximum and minimum of each objective
function in Archive;
regenerate grid ;return;
end if
end for
for all i=1:ar_size then
if B, dominate B[ i]
delete individual i from Archive;
else if B[i] dominate B,
discard the offspring;return;
else
B, and B[ i] share a same grid}
if  the offspring Pareto dominates individual i
using the offspring replace individual ;
end if
else
add the offspring to Archive;
end if
end if
end for.
BRI FRAT I (8) RIS M MA R bR S B, AR, 2R B[] <0 $EM] £, <
S O FRATTHG EEHHTHS A~ FIAR eR B B/ ML, SRS TR ™ A T A A% JRE A P T e S 3] Ak
FL AELR g T R G B A T IR T SR P (B A 9%, 7 AN SR T (R 1 B ) A B[] <=3 1,
FATA ST bR R B/ IMEL, 7 AR A WA | SR PR T A PR S 21 R A v
Hi%2 Pac-ODEMO SRS
The main procedure of Pag-ODEMO
Generate orthogonal initial evolution population;;
flag=true,neval =0;
while neval<Max_eval
for all i=1:NP
if neval<A * Max_eval then
Random selection;;
Apply DE/rand/1 to the population
else
Elitist selection
Apply DE/rand/1 to the population
end if
Evaluate the offspring;
if offspring dominate pop[i]then
Using the offspring replace pop[i];
else if offspring non-dominated popl[i]
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Add offspring to the Child Population;
end if
if flag==true then
Using Pareto dominance to update the Archive;
else
Using adaptive( to update the Archive;
Combine the parent population and Child population and generate the next evolution population;
if ar_size>N_F && flag= =true then
Generate the initial grid, map all individual to the grid and apply adaptive &-domination to update the Archive;
flag="false;
end if
end for
Add extreme point to Archive;

end while.
3 BLMEREIGA S8 Kb
3.1 WKEE
R T MAEA 25 FREAE (X MY B0 JA 51 40 A 55 ) 1Y Pareto BWTAY 2 H bR A&, FATRH T
TS AR E G R
1 1.
l(x) = xl ’

sor1 Wa(x) =g()[1 - (1= (x,)/g(x))"],

e(x)=1+9( Y x)/(n - 1).
ZDT1 H PR AR 5N n =30, X B — N E A x, € [0,1], EA M1 Pareto Fe L 1.
W 1) 2
1(x) =X,

ot ) =g 1= (1= (x,)/g(x))*],

g()=1+9( X x)/(n-1),
ZDT2 1 PR AR TN n =30, X B — B8 x, € [0,1 ], EAMEY Pareto Fe L 1.
W1 3
l(x) = .761 ’

7p13 () =g(x) [1 = (1 = /%, /g(x) - xsin(10mx,)/g(x)) ],

g(x)=1+9( i,zxi)/(n -1).
ZDT3 i AR i M n=30,XﬂL%:/l\§i7ﬁ x, € [0,1], EA BRI MY Pareto fiefft 4 .
ML) 4
(x) =1 - exp( — 4x,)sin’(6mx,),
ot (0 =g [1 = (fi(0)/g())?],

g(x) =1+ 9[( X x)/(n = 1)1
ZDT6 11, YA AL = 10, 36— B BAT x, € [0, 1], BA M —FOE A ) Pareto Ak
Wi
RV RS
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() =0.5%,%,(1 + g(x,,)),

2(x) = 0.5x6,(1 = 2,) (1 + g(wy)),

5(x2) = 0.5, (1 =) (1 + g(=y)),

g(x,) =100[1 x, | + Y (%, —0.5)" = cos(20m(x, - 0.5)) ].

xieXy

DTLZ1 H YRR A n= 12, W2 EA v, e [0,1], B2 = HIrm L 1kln) &
3.2 MK

(1) Y8k ( Convergence 1y ) , KAl & TR 15 W B LA SE Q 5 ELSKC Pareto Front 2 [H] A9 T F2 B, H:
HEALIT .

DTLZ1

10l

y= 21 d/(101). (10)

Hrrd, Fom Q T i DAMEE PF A AR SR/ NERICEE RS, y M(E R/, 22 ISRk B A5 1) %) fiff £ b i 3l I
1EHY Pareto FIHT , S0 ISP AT 302 1 22 I S A6 .

(2)A F845rH Deb 2 AT 2002 4R H & EZHIRIEM B IE IR IEUT Pareto BT /A0 Y51, H

HHRAXWT .
1Q-11
A=(d+d+ Y, 1d=d)/(d+d+(10-11)d). (11)

i=1

Kb d, RFCRIGALE Q TiES 2 MR (CHDT ) Z AR ES  d ZITA d, F3ME,d, F d, 53501 30R
HLIE Pareto B -5 AR A5 A0 A 45 b A0 10 L s i BRI B, & SR 20 00 H AR AL i B O PEAG. A (R
N B L 1 R B BRI d=d, B, A =0, B BT RS BfRH  Pareto FITVT 25 (8] #5359 5) 70 Aii.
{HRZ 5 Hr Al 0, XA PEREIE M AR ARt A B ISR FE T, Lo an . & 2RI B E bR, A — 1 1 R R
HRE DR R R B AT 2 AR WUl HA 2 A i A =0 (H 2k BUIFRRE B SAL 2
— AR T HE 2 R R B B A A S AT RR R (HUR B R PR IE R B DK A9 oK 1)
fiff, BB — AP AR,

33 XWERSHH

AR TR JELE VC++6.0 T AT, SCE0 h AL 21T 30 IR, SR 5 U 4(E. AEAL ik
ZRBCE N AR NP = 100, fie R W AR A IR EL Max_eval = 25000, H i HlF F=0.5, 8861 24
A=0.1, E% 5% J=2, % T ZDT1 . ZDT2 . ZDT3, Q0 = 29 ; 77 A= A& I RS FPRE 19 MR N_F = 100, 32 A%
F CR=0.9. 3CHH Pag-ODEMO 54 15 4745 S A1 NSGA-I1, SPEA2  INSGA-II'" | AEPSO'™) | &-DEMO,
NPCA = 2 PBFO'?) DEMO'*  e-DEMO"™ 317 T He 4, HLABRIIE Pas-ODEMO EiL O MEfE. Kb E
B AT RN IR A, AT IR RIS T TR AR 1 T 2.

M1 0] LLE ), Pag-ODEMO HA R4 A e St | ol Sk 72 BT A 5 I FH ) L #2978
ZDT6 F1 DTLZ1 |- ,NSGA-II Fll SPEA2 X AL 7 Fa A B s Pareto BT, NSGA-IL 5 R I B HF
JFRHE T PHASFREE , INSGA-TT 38 523 (5 FH A PR B HE T 19 SR Js kst 7 e skt , DEMO WStk dse 2=, (1
S e R I S A AT BTk, (HJ2 S Pas-ODEMO A L, 76 FT A7 B9 FH 491 _E e S5 #1
HZERZ X F ] Pae-ODEMO REAS AR 47 MU S4B FIE W) Pareto BT, 1WA A 7247 30 WY Jr 2= 1]
VB, Sk Rl it B R i A e v

M 2 T LUE AR EEAE 2R PR IR B TS I RCR 76 ZDT1 U ] 1 AR AR
T INSGA-II,7E DTLZ1 AR L ZHEEAL T [ K. Rz Ah 26 At i i 491 b AR S50 R 02 e AR 1Y)
TEZ R R AERE 7 T, SR T A IR Y e, S O 1 AT PRI A 422 1 BE 25 [ 7 — 0/ i 9
W, SRR AT DA A5 T A 1Y A S TC i 42 RE A 00 b o A FE A 23 TRl v, (U XS TR S ()3, b 4n ZDT3,
BRI ZS (B 53 BT LA RIBT R4y, AR & PIRSARER 2 AR Y, (H2 il T B WA E S i 15 IR A5 1 7E
2 1 1) BT P 322 25231 11 PR A 2 v A e (L2 B 55 0 22 ] %) i o T B B e, AT S M 1 SR AR 1 2 R
. BB AN & (YR —AF% , X AT LA 75 W7 P e B 422 A BE 2, 55 7 1B 300 9t A 22 ) ) 28 22 (e 4 /). 3
iSRRI, AT ZDT3 B, Y e R —f% 5, H 2B T LA E)] 0.4, @ W H 61 ZDT3, ] DL&
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B ZAEVEIEO PR R A R — R B BRBE . [ il 7 22 70 H il A 06 B R AR k.
1 BEHBHES I LR (AR TR 0BT

Table 1 Comparison on convergence of each algorithm( best if bolded )

Wi PR AL ZDT1 7ZDT2 7ZDT3 ZDT6 DTLZ1
NSGALI 0.000 894 0.000 824 0.043 411 7.806 80 3.759 97
) 0 0 0.000 042 0.001 667 1.892 55
0.000 57 0.000 27 0.003 30
INSGA-II 0 0 0.000 28
SPEAD 0.023 285 0.167 62 0.184 09 0.232 55 3.235 731
0 0.000 815 0 0.004 945 1.382 36
0.001 00 0.000 78 0.004 62
AEPSO 0 0.000 032 0.000 26
DEMO 0.005 54 0.143 45 0.079 51 0.574 03 0.063 61
0.000 692 0.012 37 0.009 22 0.029 34 0.112 29
NPCA = 0.000 236 0.000 442 8 0.000 231 0.001 752 0.004 036
4.88¢-10 4.09¢-8 3.08¢-10 1.29¢-7 1.8e-7
PBFO 0.017 0 0.005 8 0.005 8 0.001 4
0.001 8 0.000 9 0.000 9 0.001 2
ZDEMO 0.004 76 0.016 82 0.008 6 0.543 72 0.040 365
e 0.005 18 0.009 11 0.000 807 0.614 89 0.023 64
Pac—ODEMO 0.000 187 0.000 195 0.000 226 0.001 237 0.001 911
ae 0.000 009 0.000 013 0.000 021 0.000 451 0.000 641

F2 BEHESHUESHRER(MERTREHREH)
Table 2 Comparison on diversity of each algorithm( best if bolded )

Wi PR AL ZDT1 7ZDT2 7ZDT3 ZDT6 DTLZ1
NSCALIL 0.463 293 0.435 112 0.575 606 0.644 477 0.950 23
) 0.041 462 0.024 607 0.005 078 0.035 042 0.265 4
0.240 73 0.400 57 0.569 63
INSGA-II 0.000 17 0.159 38 0.001 36
SPEA2 0.472 254 0.473 808 0.606 826 0.670 549 0.850 766 5
- 0.097 072 0.093 900 0.191 406 0.077 009 0.236 54
0.557 43 0.519 01 0.551 82
P
AEPSO 0.001 42 0.000 95 0.000 87
DEMO 0.336 48 0.682 99 0.706 69 0.862 5 0.463 83
0.037 44 0.040 95 0.053 65 0.044 53 0.074 82
NPCA s 0.402 266 0.511 157 0.580 019 0.463 253
0.000 552 0.002 101 0.000 422 0.002 104
DEMO 0.321 87 0.365 93 0.485 75 0.518 63 0.434 65
& 0.022 62 0.034 7 0.027 48 0.277 61 0.083 16
0.288 694 0.304 138 0.484 418 0.248 236 0.520 197
Pag-ODEMO 0.003 50 0.028 41 0.027 53 0.001 54 0.061 2

L5 TR, IS R R A1 1 % 1, ARSI T A AR, (FLR Zitder %5 A48
(LR AN bt A B 52 4 R BV MERE B DR 5. S, SC Fhse TP T O A0 Matlab | HE4T T[]
SEAH T , DL B0 73tk T i . T 1~ [ 5 % Pas-ODEMO — KiZ 1T HT42 H11 Pareto i
e, 35 EIE W) Pareto BUUTHEFT T O35,

Wit ZDT1.ZDT2.ZDT3 . ZDT6 DTLZ1 [Hizf7 -G (E 1~ & 5)

HT LA Y, SO Y Pas-ODEMO REAS AR IF O3 I FU52 49 Pareto & - MyParetoFont
B, 3 FLAENS 52 4 FLI ST T 38 Pareto BIVY. Wi, A ) T Trucharetofont
B BB TE WS E RN R A B ROBOR B R A, < °
YRR 76 DTLZL P MEE IR AIAS U 100 4, 0F = O
ERRIEALINE T R BB LRI | ZE T T UG b ey 021
e AR 5 KA MAE IR K22 R A, Fr DATE SR — IS M % 02 04 06 08 10

HEAOS AT — DSR2 P IO L T, W22 S 0 i B i
AR AR A MR B P (e, xp B zomEaER
IR AR RE BRI, S SO el Pareto front ol ZDTLat D=0
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WL 5 AR AE A B X Pag-ODEMO #4754, 7 5 NSGA-11, SPEA2  INSGA-II, AEPSO , DEMO
NPCA * Fil -DEMO B30T T H#R, SLI0 45 K B Pas-ODEMO EA R my Stk A airk: , HAA B fa
PELS.
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