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Surrogate-assisted Expensive Evolutionary Many-objective Optimization

SUN Chao-Li'" LI Zhen' JIN Yao-Chu?

Abstract Surrogate models have attracted increasing attention in assisting evolutionary many-objective optimiza-
tion when the computational budget is limited since a surrogate model can assist to accelerate the search for a set of
Pareto solutions. However, the approximation uncertainty of an individual on the objective approximated values
will be increased when the number of objectives increases in the case that a surrogate model is trained for each ob-
jective. Therefore, we propose to explore the potential non-dominated solutions of the original optimization prob-
lem by searching for the optimal solutions of the surrogate models, and a new expected improvement in this paper,
which takes into account on the convergence of the solution, the diversity of the population, and the uncertainty of
the approximation, for assisting selecting solutions from the potential non-dominated solutions to be evaluated us-
ing the exact expensive objective function. The surrogate model will be updated using the new evaluated solutions
and is expected to assist the optimization algorithms to efficiently find a good set of non-dominated solutions with-
in a limited computational budget. The experimental results on seven DTLZ test problems show that our proposed
method is efficient and competitive to solve expensive many-objective problems.
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min F(z) = (fi(z), f2(z), -+, fu(®))
zp)' € RP (1)

Hrb, M Z2EWBAN, o2 D 4ERFE R )
— AR A . R 8, BEALSEE (Evolu-
tionary algorithm, EA)P T H A 75 Z AR &AL
FUAR BRI e, AT B B i, A BE 2 1)
Bl 3R A Ry me U, AT ARAS 1 ol SRR 2 5t
HIoRvE, IF BAESRPR TR th R3] TIRZ M. SKA#
% HFr A il @ R4 5% (Multi-objective evol-
utionary algorithm, MOEA)" 8% 438 4 KIK: 1)
TSR R 2 HARSEE: b AR SRSk
P& 5% (Nondominated sorting genetic al-
gorithm II, NSGA-II)F % $&F+- 58 £ ] Pareto ¥4k

st. x=(x1, xa, -,
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R 2) BT R R 2 H PR B an e T o0 i
1% H st 5% (Multiobjective evolutionary
algorithm based on decomposition, MOEA /D).
% ) &5 it % (Reference vector guided
evolutionary algorithm, RVEA)"; 3) T 48Fr 11
Wi 2 B bR B TR AR I kA AL B T A
UG TERIRIEM; 4) HARRE a5 T 70 g A SCBC Y
42 H bR LS (Many-objective optimiza-
tion algorithm based on dominance and decom-
position, MOEA-DD)!", J&T- 0 H ARt AL 32810 5
% (Bi-goal evolution, BiGE)"™. #X1f, A& H—2K
DA K Z His A AL S0, 48 T s A At
T A BERE S R R RE VR KB, TIEVR 2 5L
bR i) 2 B AR A 1) 8 b L H bR e B PR AR
B, 0 MR EIHUVE B R A AT R, — &
R RSP S B AR B, At
— MR B R B AR AR R HOPP A T BE R KR
I E), RMAR KRR LR 1) 1 2 H bR A FLVEE X
I R IR . H AT SR AR & 51 10 2 H ARICAL 1] R
WL — RGN R (RS &
512 H AR TH S 01 A 0200 8 PR g A B AR 1Y Ak B 1)
12 BHFR5FE (Surrogate-assisted evolutionary
multi-objective optimization, SAEMO). # UL K
fif %2 B AR RAC I ) SAEMO SHikIEH o 8 =K.
1 KRAAZ Bt B B AR AR
PRI 1K) H AR oR BT FOR HEAT A BT £, W1 Akhtar
SEWI YRR H bR AL — MR R R BT, JF S
F 2 HE N Rk 3 B oA AR B R2EAT FUSE /T H A
BRI, 40 Zhang 5519 SR T e AR BEA LAY
B SE, 2SR A B Ar L m AR A
BT R SRR 22 H b ) UG e il 2 1 B H AR AL
] R, AR A AR H bR B B R AR R B T
PIEE S KRB, M F 2R B ek Bk AT 34 5 6 9
Chugh 507 £ 64N H b bR Hi0ge 57 & o 2 A5
AL IR I B AR R G ) A R S R S AR bR A AN
Al AE B AN 8 BRI R L ST B RAMA, By v L
SHEAHB M RVEA BHi% (Kriging-assisted
RVEA, K-RVEA). A T #gm 5 2k 2 H A5 in)
HIftl PERE, Wang S5 72954 H AR e B0 57K
PR ARt b 51— o N R R AR A, A
M 7 —MHT R FEE FEbR . Yang 550 S H
T ALK E 1 2 B AR, FEREA SR A
TR AR AR A0 QR AR A Y B AR | OFH AR Y
T 51 3 R P i 7 B B iy 48 &R 7 (), (R
YA T2 OGP A AR R A U A ok
BT, SCHR [20]) M9 7 — AN IERRASE R AN 22 A4l B

BRIy 2 A AG IR, R J5 A ] 2 A5 Ak J7
KSR AR 6 1) B, BN T AN A B A 2R ) T A AR R 1Y
L. Zhao &P X2 HAx )@ i) &4 H bR @25L 1
AR JRHE T H AR 2 ) R ke 55 2 [A) A4
FREIR M T — AR AN e BT ROV, RiZ H
FRACA 9] B 2 2 28 SAEMO Hik & Xt 2 B r A
TR R A eR B ST AR Y R I 5% & R By 22
H AR 4 9 50 H AR, %5 H AR d SZARERRE AL, AT
HiBhZ ARt AL, Knowles?® JET 3K ff 51 H A ) &
1A # 4 R R (Efficient global optimiza-
tion, EGO), #& VI E Kk ¥ols 2 B sl
RS E/In RN SR AR R ALTEENE S O I E R AN F sk e v
e TR R AR ) SR R R e 1 MA HEAT S
B,OMISEIL T & T EGO #) Pareto [l -t &%
(Pareto optimization with the efficient global op-
timization, ParEGO). fREEEI YA BIY 2 H bnfiiib
SHETEE 3 KRR SRR RNZR 7 KA, AR
HRTIAE N KA 2 H AU, i Pan 5
FIANNTLARE WA 2R TN 22 1 5 Mgk At 2 1) )G
95 R KA P WML AR HEAT SR TH 5, O — Pk
T3 KA A AL 4 B B 52 (A classification
based surrogate-assisted evolutionary algorithm,
CSEA). Zhang %2 42 ] F AN A ] 1) SRS 5¢ R I
53R 1) BEAL 2 SRR SR TR 5 AR BT &, A
T FEAF I AMAAE N T — SR

EIRACHR AL AE 5 H Fr v 55 98 I 1)t g ek
PAF TR E, (AHAETHHE IR 2 B AR AL )
o R IE AL T AR A B B, H RIS A AR 2 i) A Al
Fy e .

1) BRI EGE R, H AT WA A 2 T
[ YR AR 51 A ) 6 R 02T e TR AR R, N b
22 X 2819 RN S A [r) ALY A5 FE A I A Hh e
— MR B bR R AT Al S AR R BE R Bk
-t RE

2) BV A IR, @ EAE LN, 4R AR
T T4 Bh e i SRR AR R B8 0, R AR AR 2 1
T B s RE BT A RE 0. TAE 2 H AR )
T A A EAR, E R R E RS
H AR AE 5 P 4K 2 Pareto JE 7 e ff 42 i 8 2
9

3) A FEARME. AT AMAREAT L H bR R
THEIF H S s A e B A R B () Fp AR AT 2 H
PRt e s RO E AR, Ok B4 IR
2 FLE S MRS R 5 R

FE SAEMO v, Bk {F (1) ANl 1 2 23 520 5
R R TT ), RSN SR B SR AR R, BRI ILAE
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PACTIRE o, A B AN 2 FEATAT At AR ] IS =5 &
SE 20 EMEVENEE - 5k @ N R G2 G R i
FHEE, & e 1 A B A AN A BE 6 $2 kA A A 1
[ I 38 R 2 At At A I AN S8 2, DRl AR S e 9% v 7
PR F R AE N S5 B bR R B A AR, Il
X T A Y R A AR R, IR AR AR ]
REAFLE AN I8, TR & SR T K BE 0. o)
Ab, KSR R IRAT I B U0 il £ A2 SR I A T 8 ) v 7
AESCHCHE, AL A A e 3 S TH B MR RE S i R
SRV TR T R PR SR R . AR, T A R
BRI BRI B B B H AR AL i) ) R B L R
BEA H ARG I, xRS H AR 23 ) g S Bl AR
Y I AR Al 4B 0 AN E T S B 2 38K BRI, &
X2 B AR AL 0], 2 R B AR USSP R
ZREVE DS AN E 1, AR SO e i AR A Y
FIHAE$E 5 (Expected improvement, EI) $EH iR
AT 1 ek, A P A R T B R BB A A
HIS S SR AR, B A H AR AE B9 AN B 8 P2 BB A
ANk A8 AN € B2, AT A SEVEFE e MR R 4T
FLSETH BN AETT R R A8 /) ks B P4

A HE TR S LU AN T 1

1) 38 Xof A5 AR e R i B 1) 98 R AR v SR I T
KEeS), RS 5] SR ) B A B H A e U
Y DXL, T RS A R D0 A B v a1 MAHEAT
FLSEHY H bR s B, AT DR i s

2) 2 SR SOE S A 22 R DL S 1
I E P, R THE 2 2 B FRO0AL i) B2 H —
35 P S 7 oA DU

1 tHxIME

1.1 SEntiE
m T R (Gaussian process, GP) &3 T4 it
FEAG B H AR 8% 27 31 53280 o R H 4018 BB B
() R TT 2 R K (i, x5) HE— T E,
w(x) = E[f ()] (2)
k(zi, ;) = E[(f(x:) — () (f(25) — ;)] (3)
Hp, xpz, AREVEZM R 2 MEREM D 417
&2, p(x) F k(x) 53 B E R BRI P 77 22 R 8. DRI,
é{i\%ﬁﬁ% DS = {(wh f(wl))’ i = 17 27 Ty TL}, ,@%&
WHE X = [mi;@2; - 52,), Y = f(21); f@2); - ;
f ()], T sk FEAR T AT 5 SR
fx)=f(x)+e (4)
o, f(w) A2 R A R AE b A TR,
e NN R, RAIERNE, TZE N2 E

oA, kAT g
f(x) ~N(0, K + o*I) (5)

Hrr, K An xn By xR IEE U 07 ZHRE, R
TCE kij Rm My Z 18] AHRAE. T

Y1 oy K(X, X)+02I K(X, X"
lY*] B ( ’ [ K(X* X) K(X*, X*)D
6

A, K(X, X*) ol sl A A X A ZR%
HAEAR X Z B 256 0, K(X*, X*) AR
T FEA X H S 2 AR
b5, I A ARG s iR S R R R S
e, M e 4 m T FR A . Mh m N X,
Hoam Y b s XOR1E I B AR A Y,
TR £ (X ) AR B R A TR ) 56 43 A, B
(XX, X, Y) ~N(u, ¥) (7)

Hr
p=KX* X)(K(X, X)+s)'Y (8)

Y= K(X* X*)—

K(X* X)(K(X, X))+ ) 'K(X, X*)
9)

1.2 RVEA &

RVEA 5P & 2016 4 Cheng 4 %) @42
H bR LA ] B H R T o R A . AN T
B H T i 2 H AR5 MOEA /D,
RVEA H{EH—HEEN WS H R &, FEEE T
FAEESIE S (Angle penalized distance, APD) fE
NIREIR BN, /£ RVEA 1, &% [ EAR Y H br
B A Y0 R PO A [ 0 L o0 A
Vo,i o (VY = Z%)
IVo,i 0 (23 — 25l
X, Vo, BRARVIUEAET 55 N5 040 12 7% )
B, Zrs i zmn gy RoRIE A NI A B s B
SN S UNT AL Al Ao CTE=

7t RVEA W, MEEETTER APD Wit %
wmr:

Vig1,6 =

(10)

disig = L+ POi,) || F @) an)

Horlr, dy g 5 RN DMELES ¢ AARAESS j A2
FrE L) APD A, 6., ; RonHeAAMEiHE
PREEBUE S5 j AN S H B ZRIKIIA. PO, )
MR AL, HAr AN
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P ) VOt 12
( t, ,j) (tmaX> ’Y’Ut,j ( )
X
Ve, 4 = i V @ V / 13
Yo, 4 ie{l,‘TIJI\II}7i#j< " il "

M RIN 5 FIF R HARBORN B R, fa
NHBERKHAH, ,,  BRBHEARY, 51
b2 1 2 T F B/ A B, o 515 1 R B
EHBE. R (11) B, F (o) ZREe R0E
MBI P02 5 1 F R BB, JOR— T,
F (1)) = Fla,(t)) — F* (14)

K, Fa(t) MK AL AR — A H br ek B4l
F* ZoR B B bn i/ MEE R A

2 NRERBGHHNHEERNENSYE
Z BRI

AR 0 P i DR S 3R L SIS R R SR 5
A DU 50 T AR ASE 1R Aty B P 3R A SR T B B U5 B
AR B0 T SRS Bl I il A e D AR A AR
RSN FE <l E R ANl 17 31 3:i0p: D) IND g o K d i g )
ISR EIETER R R A T E S ER. BT
JLER SR A e 24 22 H AR A0 SR 75 R H b ki
HOPPr K, A FLAE SR A X 2R 9 I ) I 32 3 AR
RH PR A T SR BN RO ACBE A R A T S Bt
(7 H s B B AN R SRR T B 9 22 H AR DA 1)t
W ILITVE. SR, REAY [ A FH 7 vk 2 A Rl 5 e B
PR dE e E S S [P R E R Al TR i] i n !
TEAN BRI, — > B E R RS2 T3
PA BRI B R B TT M BEATHE R, AT ™ SR
UMK TR, 51— Ol AR RUEER
R B FEAT TR BEAT B PPN 2 R B .
X e TSR MA AT T TR, DU A
TP A B A MR B2, (] B 2 8 A ) Sl ST 8 12K A
ST AR AMY B B8 S AT (E 1L RERE TR ALk
AN E B2, A SCHR A s B A A ALk Al it H
PREREE, DURBDTHE S (1 E 4E 2 B AR 1) R AR
k. (Surrogate-assisted expensive evolutionary
many-objective optimization, SAExp-EMO). 7£1%
TEA, N T REHERE, k&ML
PENLAL B b, A8 R SR v 4 22 H s ) 7R A 8
IFIUALPEBER) RVEA SRR R 34T B A0 A
SRR, KB BA B UCSUE RERIME, T REDS
SEALELLF B S AR B R e i AR . SRk
L T ARSI AR, B0 1 738 3 AN 73
51 NVIEI B (1 ~ 317), FEEHHT

BT R T VERAE A T EUBE T AR A A Y )
Wk, RN HRAT H AT SE SRS, 58 2 30 2
SRR I H AT R R (5 ~ 6 17),
55 3 BB I3 % 10 SR A A ) SR AN R B AR A Y
AR AR Ik PR AT B SR RL 5 2 A A
3 o IBAT, BN AT L&A, BIIA R oRTF
VIRV OSTI

Bk 1. BB B SR N EAG 2 H bR
1L (SAExp-EMO)

BN KN IREL MasOE; N 3L OF = o;

B mRmLE PS

1) S T RE S T ASRFE N AR, R A B s
B AR R BT B ST FREIEHRE Arc

2) OE = Ng;

3) XA Arc HIAME, K AE BB ANES
PS i,

4) While OF < MazOFE;

5) FH Arc T IFEARAE B AR B bR R0 Zr 0
R

6) FIF RVEA XRHHT R AR ARER AR R (¥ WAL 2);

7)) P A 7 v U3 A A S A BRI AT LS
TR, B8 PS HAEN Arc B (ZILEE 3);

8) OE=0E +1;

9) End while.

RESMERNER

R e R I A5 T H bR ok EOnr, = AR
AR R 15 3] 1 s DR A A B A D AR Ak ) A 1) s AR e
£, JF H BB b 7T 48 SR A v R T SR T
I, AT HE T SR i 4 2 H bR A 1) R SR AR
., £ SAExp-EMO 1, j@ it iy Wi AR A gk AT
S A O 2R A PP A RE 5 V& 21 H b bR BB A 1Y)
WEX 3, DAL B S vh AN 1) i £ AT AR SR M
Y22 H R4k in) 3 SR AT DL SR SR 0t A R AR
BRI ZE. RVEAY J& Cheng & 7F 2016
ERR BB T R SR A 4E 2 B bR LA R R )
ROoyiE, FaRAE T M BT IR T S g B AR
() B 4 M e 5% —ARSCARAN . A, HIERN 2%
) & 1] DASE S5 5] I B B AR AR . IR, A
RVEA 5 sy i F A5 28 3 AT A S e e 0 e 4 1 48
K. |pop(t)| Lo 2wl ¢ AAFHEE RN, Fik 2450 T
TR E AR S AR AR ) D ARG

Bk 2. AR AR AR AR Y 2

BN BB RPN IREL L B Arc; v it FE AR
B GP = (GPy1, GPy, ..., GPy);
B HETREE pop(t);

2.1
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) t=0;

2) ¥ Arc HETH AMEIE N RVEA HTGEFEE pop(t);
3) I =|Arc|;
4) While 1 < L;

) PR S
6) SCAPHE P(t) 18
A Qt);

7) Fl GP BB FAME AT PN
8) AT ARAME L 4h H T 5 5% W) i
9) FIH APD $RFR AT IABIEFRAS BT — RSP B

[

SRV i B ONE AU B 3 e o

pop(t);

10) H

11) 1

12) t=t+1;

13) End while;
14) i pop(t

2.2 BHUHAUEFEAEN

R 5 9 RS 7R A 0 P A B0 o i T
MRS, BT B S S A AMA AN B T A R ) 5
T CABR Y (A A A R, TR Lt R VB AR I B
A =l S T AR v 0 3 A, T LA SE 7o o U R 3k
W B R 2R R AR 45 AT IR LT ot
o Sy e PR A TR R L ) SEL 7S o U X B H AR AR A il
B, REEE T2 HArfifb i, %83 RVEA
v A 5 T B S A T DA TR] A — AN AN I8
PR Z B #AS S e H b bR SO 1 A B AR
120 B A AN R M R b, A R A ST R B
BB RO, U MR R R T RE SR R RR,
PR B RN T B SER B AR s B0 A T n
PB4 ) R A R AR A R S — T, A
Pl E SR AT 2 BEROR, R B AR B A
5E H BRI K, 28 WA ZAMA Bl (B R AT A
b, XX FAMAIEAT B H bR R B0 5 T
R SOHR A AR A BT I e . T DA

ST, ASCEE X R e H AR AL I, B —
G R PR R R R A, DL A B A E
AMEHEATESEHEE. R (15) G T ek S R

El(z;) = (d* —dy i ;)® (d* _ dt’”) +

()
() W

Holr, dy g NEBE DR AX T2 A5 %
A& APD fH, d* FoR Arc PITA MERA 1

/N APD 18, B

d*2112 A ‘{tz]} (16>

s(ay) ARG B ARG E A0 E B 101 24
fd, BP

B@i) = = (17)

Horfr, sp(a) R & DRS4S H bx LK
EATHEL.

Bk 3. St g s HE

HN: HTHHE R BUS —R pop();

St (42T EBRER B SR

1) pop(t) FAEAAME 2 FHRI BB R V),

2) MK BAE 5% R APD i dy ;

3) B AR B ER_E RO R B 2 FE A (R
i 2 FE TSR A A B R 2

1) HHER (15) 5L pop(r) FHAAMRIY BT {8

5) M4 pop(t) BT LRI 2.

BE 3 gt T BGE R SHTE HE (1 D AR . AR5
%3, R R AR A AR R 1 B E — AUR AN A
RS H AL 25 R, JF U SR LR A R A
PERE. I ARAE & A B AR AR 0 A E TR AME
RIS ARAGAELANE 2 . (BT AT H AR At (B AN 5 S5 101
5). I AR A A PR 52 ik 11 e B AT 28 AN R L
THE IR B, MR G % 9 R A A KA
PRHEAT S5

3 SKIEE

REHIE AR ST VE A &, ASCHE 7> DTLZ
eI P I b A1 7 W S 2 TR s SN 5 TR N
4y 6+ 8 10 AN HFR. FEAEA QAR 5 Bh 2k 14k
H% RVEA DL EAREMERH TR E Tt
% B a8 AR BB R Al B 5L, K-RVEADM,
CSEA® il ParEGO™ 4T 1 X k. HA K-RVEA
[FRE N REAS B br 8 L AQ AR A R R ALY 1 F AR,
MALAF K52, £ K-RVEA ARG B i i i
— AR EAT 7B, FEARIE AN E 2% I E A O
e MR R 22 ik % APD e /NECE AW E oK
FI# TAMEHEAT B SR, CSEA A& 3 T £ o 2%
(1) 3R fift 2 i ) ) 22 E A e Ak in) R, 3 3k X AN AR 1)
AREFE T ARSI T BSSHE. ParEGO
VIS R 2 B bRt in) B 4 sl . 5 Fr

PEAG I R, 0t B H AR DI 19 i 57 g o R A A
A A R RR Bk B AR BEAT ST A

BEERV,
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3.1 BEERE SRR ) ) FARRE T, YR IR EGE D> FVRIE

SEIG R BT AR 5K B bR R BN B
BB A 300 K. HR4E SCHR [34] 45 H ) DTLZ ik &
B X, M EAEEE N K + M — 1, M N HRE,
DTLZ1 A1 DTLZ7 Mk e %0 K (I HUE 7358 5 Fl
20, DTLZ2-6 Mk & %0 K BUE N 10. B Bkl
SLIBAT 20 WK, AR SO LR VR I 45 AR TE PlatEMO
LFIBATREL AT AR, BT WA RN, Xt
AR R AL S B RAR LA H IS5,
BN 2E X . FVAR 5, ST 35000 20, 28 XMER p. BN
1.0, A8 ML p, W 1/D, Hirh D R sRAS B 4
J%. £ K-RVEA. CSEA. ParEGO 1, ¥J#4RFEK
/NI R 11D — 1, FIUAK e A A [ G Y 10 4E.
T A4S SR 1] 850 44 A AN ] 5 1, e 5 2 ) K/ |
HAR A S e, 2 HARZE T Iy, s
4 pE 2 8 K. BT 11D — 15 K& Ik
5, AACAREOIR D AR T B ) . AR S5
K-RVEA. CSEA.ParEGO fl SAExp-EMO #J44
FEARWBEH NN, =5D 1. FIHBIEE o =0.05
(1) Wilcoxon Fk A 56 75 v 5k JAI 7 AR SC By A0 HoAth
FRREMREZ M ZESE. 9+ flx o
IR BT L R Bk 1 i LE A SC SAExp-EMO
TR ZEFNE A R 2

M BETEAR
S HAREE B PP #845 (Inverted generation-
al distance, IGD)™ & —NERE MEREVEN T br, 18
W VR A R 2 B AR AR ) T VR P e R
b B R EEE T A RN EE L Pareto BT
A (M) B0 SRR 3E S C AN 8] )
NI BE B A RPN SR (RIS 1 BB AN 20 A 1 R
EiRN, FIE SR MR, IGD &AW T

> dist(v, Q)
IGD(P, Q) = *<F

Her, PHQ 7 A sy AERSE Pareto T L
(¥ s SRR BVLIRAF I I AR Pareto M. dist(v, Q)N
P Ak v B Pareto 10 Q M5 /MR L A5 #E 5.
R, IGD &l it 5 5 SE Pareto [ b U4 FI5R
B P A S TG THT 119 /)N BR R 28 1~ BB SR VE A BV
MLZRETERE. 4 P R MEBUE 8 20, Hfgmh 235
S0 7E d5 B SE Pareto TH, A3CH | P % E A 10000.

3.2

(18)

3.3 SRR
331 REREBFMMEMNRATFMRE L

R e DU AR A VAR O B 2 R i SR X T

BN R AL, MRS 2 R T RE
i 25 BRI AR AR A, Dk, ASCaAMER L= o0,
L=500xM, L=1000x M, L=1500x M, L=
2000 x M, L=2500x M HFIL=3000xM &
PR R EOs DTLZ1 A1 DTLZ2 M 1) 8 E kAT T
FOEMEREHEAT TR, b M i H bR 1R
SEAGH ) H AR BRI BEE N 3. 64 84 10 H#H4T T
W, B 1S TAR LETHRSMIGD E. HE 1
ATDAE H, SRR RPN IRECN L = 1000
M W RVEAE XA R B E YRR BT, Nk, FEA
SN TT VR, A8 R A S L I 1 SR A AR AL A
URBOESB| L = 1000 x M.
3.3.2 AREZEFPHILELER

N T AR AR SCE R RO, AR S AN
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Fig.1 Performance comparison of the proposed method with different number of evaluations on surrogate model
# 1 SAExp-EMO Ml ParEGO 7E 3 M1 4 4~ H AR R ) DTLZ Wik
i) 1 3RAF P19 IGD Giit4h 3R
Table 1  Average IGD statistical results of SAExp-EMO and ParEGO on DTLZ test problems of 3 and 4
objective functions

W ) A5 SRR ParEGO SAExp-EMO

3 4.84 x 10%(8.51 x 10°) — 1.09 x 10'(4.16 x 10")
DTLZ1

4 5.49 x 10 (1.09 x 10%) - 1.25 x 10'(5.06 x 10")

3 4.76 x 1071(3.63 x 1072) — 1.72 X 1071 (4.60 x 1072)
DTLZ2

4 5.77 x 1071(2.98 x 1072) — 3.65 x 1071(4.40 x 1071)

3 4.61 x 10°(5.38 x 10') — 1.65 x 10%(6.07 x 10')
DTLZ3

4 4.45 x 10%(7.57 x 10*) — 2.40 x 10*(1.19 x 10%)

3 7.80 x 1071(7.38 x 1072) =~ 5.59 x 10~'(4.80 x 1072)
DTLZ4

4 8.92 x 1071(9.00 x 1071) — 712 x 107'(1.48 x 107 ")

3 3.74 x 107 1(7.78 x 1072) — 4.01 x 1072(7.00 x 1072%)
DTLZ5

4 4.09 x 1071(4.52 x 1072) — 7.80 x 1072(0.00 x 10°)

3 8.04 x 10°(2.44 x 107 1) - 3.63 x 10°(2.61 x 10°)
DTLZ6

4 8.16 x 10°(2.52 x 1071) - 3.84 x 10°(4.61 x 1071)

3 7.28 x 10°(2.16 x 10°) - 770 x 1071(1.35 x 1071)
DTLZ7

4 1.11 x 10*(7.97 x 107 1) — 1.09 x 10°(3.18 x 1071)
+/-/~ 0/13/1

) 2 ) K 2 R S 7 25 i () SR SR 2 T LU
SAExp-EMO #3%7E 10 ™ H 5 DTLZ1. DTLZ2.
DTLZ3 1 DTLZ7 145 R Bt T K-RVEA, X
HE T K-RVEA #5525 A0 fif 52 48 2 10 4 26 72 [i]
EM), EmdEr R m, &S8R A
N JE 0 R B X 3, AR T 4R B A ek . 5

CSEA #H, SAExp-EMO 7£ 26 4N ie) f E3k5 T
R, R 3 AN XA i CSEA, R
TARSCREELE R e 2 B AR A I R BT
IERE.

Nk — DA E B a ARSI R AT, B 2(a)
ST BANEIELE 3 HARK DTLZ1 Wl in) @
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Table 2 Average IGD values obtained by SAExp-EMO, RVEA, K-RVEA and CSEA

R I = R RVEA K-RVEA CSEA SAExp-EMO

3 3.65 x 10'(1.10 x 10%) - 2.48 x 10'(8.56 x 10°) — 1.97 x 10*(5.82 x 10°) — 1.33 x 10'(4.53 x 10%)

4 3.18 x 101(1.03 x 10%) — 3.01 x 101(1.18 x 10%) — 1.71 x 101 (5.31 x 10°) — 1.35 x 10'(5.03 x 10°)
DTLZ1 6 2.96 x 10'(8.16 x 10%) - 3.18 x 10'(6.94 x 10°) — 1.43 x 10*(6.68 x 10°) — 1.15 x 10" (6.29 x 10°)

8 2.00 x 10'(9.31 x 10°) - 3.22 x 10'(1.12 x 10*) =~ 1.44 x 10*(6.01 x 10°) — 1.17 x 10" (4.46 x 10°)

10 2.15 x 10%(8.45 x 10°) — 2.48 x 10 (9.28 x 10%) - 1.45 x 10*(5.70 x 10°) — 1.28 x 10'(5.45 x 10")

3 4.09 x 1071(3.22 x 1072) = 2.66 x 107 1(4.88 x 1072)—  2.69 x 107 1(1.13 x 107 }) = 1.38 x 1071(6.13 x 107?%)

4 5.16 x 1071(3.61 x 1072) = 3.95 x 1071(4.94 x 1072) = 4.76 x 1071(1.04 x 107') = 3.27 x 1071(5.53 x 107?)
DTLZ2 6 6.97 x 1071(6.73 x 1072) — 5.93 x 1071(4.96 x 1072) — 576 x 1071(4.01 x 1072) =~  6.15 x 1071(4.93 x 1072)

8 7.93 x 1071(3.69 x 1072) -  6.54 x 1071(4.95 x 1072) - 7.57 x 107 1(3.52 x 1072) - 545x 10" '(2.42x 107 ")

10 954 x1071(5.16 x 1072) = 7.36 x 1071(4.59 x 1072) —  8.44 x 1071(5.65 x 1072) — 6.08 x 10°'(3.09 x 107 ")

3 4.18 x 10%(6.66 x 10%) — 3.38 x 10%(7.51 x 10%) — 2.12 x 10%(4.37 x 101) — 1.13 x 10%(2.96 x 10')

4 4.17 x 10%(7.54 x 10%) - 3.56 x 10%(7.56 x 10) — 2.17 x 10%(4.94 x 10%) — 1.26 x 10%(6.16 x 10')
DTLZ3 6 3.85 x 10%(7.05 x 10%) — 3.45 x 10%(7.90 x 10*) — 2.09 x 102(5.44 x 10%) — 1.46 x 10%(7.89 x 10')

8 3.57 x 10%(7.05 x 10%) - 3.38 x 10%(5.74 x 10*) — 2.08 x 102(5.09 x 10%) — 1.49 x 10%(7.88 x 10')

10 3.77 x 10%(1.02 x 10%) — 3.24 x 10%(7.92 x 10) — 2.18 x 10%(5.85 x 10*) ~  1.10 x 10*(2.87 x 10")

3 5.58 x 1071(6.90 x 1072) - 417 x 1071112 x 107!) =~ 7.22 x 1071(1.53 x 1071) = 4.81 x 107 1(1.40 x 10™%)

4 6.96 x 1071(8.80 x 1072) ~ 5.46 x 1071(1.13x 1071+ 543 x1071(1.02 x 107 1)+  6.64 x 107 1(1.45 x 10™1)
DTLZ4 6 8.53 x 1071(8.13 x 107%) =  6.84 x 107'(8.64 x 10723) + 574 x 107'(1.01 x 107") =~ 8.52 x 107*(8.99 x 1072)

8 9.32 x 107 1(7.75 x 1072) — 834 x1071(9.14 x 1072) + 739 x 107'(3.42 x 1073) +  8.36 x 107 (1.76 x 107 1)

10 1.03 x 10°(7.03 x 1072) - 8.89 x 1071(6.96 x 1072) ~ 8.12x1071(4.54 x 1072) +  8.17 x 1071(2.43 x 1071)

3 3.45 x 1071(4.41 x 1072) = 1.81 x 107 1(4.44 x 1072) —  1.46 x 107 1(4.29 x 1072) —  3.84 x 1072(8.64 x 10~3)

4 3.79 x 1071(7.42 x 1072) = 1.90 x 1071(3.12 x 1072) = 2.00 x 1071(4.29 x 1072) —  6.98 x 1072(1.43 x 107?)
DTLZ5 6 4.28 x 1071(6.52 x 1072) = 229 x 1071(3.40 x 107!) ~ 217 x1071(7.87 x 107}) = 1.30 x 107'(4.04 x 107?)

8 4.26 x 1071(5.83 x 1072) = 2,19 x 107 1(4.87 x 1072)—  2.43 x 107 1(6.08 x 1072) —  8.31 x 1072(2.32 x 107?%)

10 4.06 x 1071(1.02 x 1071) = 2.23 x 1071(5.87 x 1072) ~ 2.54 x 1071(5.35 x 1072) —  9.97 x 1072(4.07 x 1072)

3 7.94 x 10°(2.75 x 107 1) — 4.42 x 10°(5.40 x 107 1) — 4.54 x 10°(5.84 x 1071 —  3.07 x 10°(7.11 x 10~ 1)

4 8.02 x 10°(2.61 x 10~ 1) - 4.35 x 10°(4.66 x 107 1) - 6.99 x 10°(7.87 x 1071)—  3.46 x 10°(4.82 x 107 ")
DTLZ6 6 8.19 x 10°(3.42 x 107 1) - 4.58 x 10°(7.79 x 107 1) — 7.11 x 10°(1.76 x 1071)—  4.19 x 10°(6.93 x 107 ")

8 8.18 x 10°(2.75 x 107 1) — 5.78 x 10°(4.49 x 107 1) — 7.21 x 10°(5.28 x 1071) ~ 3.60 x 10°(5.11 x 10~ 1)

10 8.22 x 10°(4.07 x 107 1) — 6.32e x 10°(6.35 x 1071) ~ 7.44 x 10°(4.18 x 107) ~ 3.95 x 10°(1.16 x 10")

3 6.85 x 10°(7.29 x 107 1) - 1.15 x 10°(1.69 x 10°) — 4.02 x 10°(4.82 x 10°) — 5.36 x 1071(2.26 x 1071)

4 8.81 x 10°(1.31 x 10%) - 2.14 x 10°(3.24 x 10°) =~ 7.54 x 10°(9.33 x 1071) ~ 6.92x107'(1.37 x 107"
DTLZ7 6 1.29 x 10%(1.44 x 10°) — 3.49 x 10°(2.76 x 10°) — 1.36 x 101 (1.65 x 10°) — 1.13 x 10°(2.42 x 1071)

8 1.72 x 10%(2.18 x 10°) — 4.18 x 10°(2.18 x 10°) — 2.26 x 10 (2.27 x 10°) - 6.82 x 1071(1.38 x 1071)

10 2.18 x 101(3.56 x 10°) — 7.83 x 10°(3.32 x 10°) — 2.86 x 101(2.30 x 10°) — 1.19 x 10°(5.68 x 10~ 1)
+/=/~= 0/34/1 3/25/7 3/26/6
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Fig.2  Performance comparison of different methods on three-objective DTLZ1 problem
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