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Constrained multi-objective optimization algorithm based on coevolution

ZHANG Xiangfei, LU Yuming', ZHANG Pingsheng
(College of Aeronautical Manufacturing Engineering, Nanchang Hangkong University, Nanchang Jiangxi 330063, China)

Abstract: In view of the problem that it is difficult for constrained multi-objective optimization algorithms to effectively
balance convergence and diversity, a new constrained multi-objective optimization algorithm based on coevolution was
proposed. Firstly, a population with certain number of feasible solutions was obtained by using the feasible solution search
method based on steady-state evolution. Then, this population was divided into two sub-populations and both convergence
and diversity were achieved by coevolution of the two sub-populations. Finally, standard constrained multi-objective
optimization problems CF1~CF7, DOC1~DOC7 and the practical engineering problems were used for simulation experiments
to test the solution performance of the proposed algorithm. Experimental results show that compared with Nondominated
Sorting Genetic Algorithm I based on Constrained Dominance Principle (NSGA- Il -CDP) , Two-Phase algorithm (ToP) ,
Push and Pull Search algorithm (PPS) and Two-Archive Evolutionary Algorithm for Constrained multiobjective optimization
(C-TAEA) , the proposed algorithm achives good results in both Inverted Generational Distance (IGD) and HyperVolume
(HV), indicating that the proposed algorithm can effectively balance convergence and diversity.

Key words: Constrained Multiobjective Optimization Problem (CMOP); double populations; coevolution; differential

evolution; Pareto frontiers

0 %

1E SE R AR N v AR Z2 AR Ak [n) UL Ak 24 B AR i [
I 30 5 B A PRAS R R B A 2 o, I S MR R O 20 R 2 H A
it 4k 18] B (Constrained Multi-objective Optimization Problem,
CMOP) . RAE A+ JLAEHT, WFFE A SLER XS CMOP 3K fif 2 2842 1
T LT 2 H ARG AL T3 15 0 24 R b BB 1 5K it T
L BEEBHE R R R, SE B TR N 0 SR Al B 2 4
1o, o FH DA 9 O ik L e A A S Bl AR K TR 45 A
R R Z HAR AL w24 1 o Sk (4 )b g s 7 —Fb
Z W BE LA T  AEA R B B BER U [R] B9 A A T 125 5 Sk
(ST dih T — Rt SRR R R i 7 73 S P >4
R BL, R Z B Be i3k — A AR A SR

W #s B HA :2020-09-02; &3 H #8 : 2021-01-06; 5% A B #8:2021-01-25,

P T DI ) R PG SR TR SR A R | o 2 B2 A0 3l A A )
RIS T R AFAZBOR Y, U SR RS BF ST LT AR I B
[l 2 AL A REARSK % CMOP, IS T R4 AORCR . SCHk[9 ]
WAL T THT 1] W S A R RN T [ 25 A P ) A A S Rl , T 1)
WSS A 4 [ IR OIE A 29 ORI H AR T i) 22 R 1k R AE A AL AR AL
FbR , PSR R SE 0 2L RN BRSE WE AR B 54 s SClik[ 10 ]
H CMOP 7 fiff B2 . H AR IS A 1R, X6 1 249 3R 8 H AR
R L A S )RR REA T AL RN i B T — A TR
OB b AR 25 ik 11 R , 26T DR BE AL Y Sk AR AR AT
PABRH R 4P 945

PA_E P RR 2 29 2 A AR ARS8 0k BUR B % A I
P ABWATE—E AR o BIANSCHR[4-5 ] b 52 0 i 0k Ak

E&TH : HR AMRB R T LI H (61866025) ; TIHE T

JTRHEE (G1J170572) 5 e B AILZS K2ERFGE AR AT £ 0 3649 Bh s H (YC2019013)
TEF B K4 € (1995—) , B TV TE BN WH0Fe A, B8R 50y 1) ARk b s BFEI(1969—) L TP R BN 8% 1l
+, EEHFIEIT I ACACIRIE BSR4 (1980—) , BB VPG A PR, i, SRRSO ) - B



%78

RS L TR Y Rk S B AR & 2013

FUA R AT MR SGH B | {H 1R B IR R 1 R B B U B 19 S48
/NGB ; SCHRT9 T A 78 B 2 CMOP _E 1Pl Sk fn 2
FEPE R BT R AR A o) - R — . STk
(1119 MOEA/D PN e ML K 249 ok b B8 AR 33 107 4 e I
WFST, R T —Ff R 1] B R A ] 174 B3 DC i 56 % 552 30
ZREPE RS E R AT . A SCAE 23wk [ 11 ] Ao S i, DA
Z Wy B A RIS AL D RO AL 7 X B AR R I 5T, 44 11
TR 4R 2 BAR AL i 2t al G 2 B B A3 [
HEfbX WA A 7 2, A R AR I SrERE | )i R RS 5 4 i
SRR RS
1 xR
1.1 CMOPREMHEEENX

A Je— e, —4~ CMOP ik i (1) Firss

min F(x) = (f,(%)./5(x), . [, ()" (D
st. gi(x)<0; i=1,2,---,1

h](x) =0;;7=12,--,q

x=(x),%,, 1) €0
Kot —A DU PORA T QFARREZS 0] F (x) H 0
ANSEE H AR eR B A B BRAs Tl LA qéﬁﬂ%ﬁ?%*ﬁﬂfr
AR E i

WHEAFOT , SR RIS AL A SR AR, W
K (2) R

|h(%)[=8<05 j=1,2,-¢q (2)
Hrr: 6 WEXARMEZRSE, — i E 7 0.000 1,

PRAR I« 1) 29 R R R BE X (3) 7

Zmax 0, g;( zmax( x)|—5) (3)

EX 1 AT PRAS R 2 Y HAY G (%) = OB, 3R
S ik AT ATAR A5 U DR AS 4 o N FTAT il

EMX 2 Pareto SZHC, PLIRKAE 5;5\7 Pareto 37 it i 7% 2% it
x,, I8N x, <%, GHAY:

DVYie{l,2,---,m}i#h2f (x,)<f(x,);

2)3j e 1,2, -, m 2 f(x,) < fi(%,)o

FEX 3 Pareto i hff. RN x, 14 Pareto S L,
M HACS PR AR i« FEAEAS B ARAE o AR S BCA

EX 4 PHAEE (ideal point) . BIAR & 2" W[ EKRm N 2 =

[ 2], 25 ez HoH 20 = min £ () (i = 1,2, -+, n), BIRAS &
x AT
FEXS MBS (nadir point) o BB 2" AR hy 2™ =

[z 25, e 2 P 2 = max f (%) (0= 1,2, -+,
St x A Pareto e LA -
1.2 ARAEHER

A JUAELUE, T B AL B B 2 G 1R 2 2931
A PREE AR AR, A AT E N ST RO | e 29 Ab B
AZ BARMEAL ISR (Hax e 24 oAb HE R — R RE B %
iz R i CMOP, R T A 138 ik 4 Jie sl A& i mT Lz FiF 3K
fi CMOP , B3 2 J5 1 B A AR KA Jmy B 76 A 3R AT A7 88
S8R, 240 TR AN 4 S 0 SR FE T A S5 2 28 [ LT LA BOAS R 47 1Y
BUR

TSRS CMOP L, =2 Z Wy BoR W [a] i Ak w1 Fh 46 5

n), R

Ko ZHrBMATT B BRI 70 24 B, A
[7] £ B BE R HIAS [R] 1) 24 AR BRB AR B AR AL A R X 5 ﬂDI
Bk [4-5 ] vhad i 22 By Bep e RSB 1 2 R0 20 Ak BEEOR 90
AN o P IEHE A 220 G e — R AL A SR T
PSR B BB LI Z R0 2500k 8RR 2 0
AL 3K T IR R 2R M T 2 b 24 AL B4
ARG . SCHR[ 14-15 il i Z R ERIE R T 2
T 2R AR B AR, AN TR] (b AR AN [ ) 2 AR B AR, SRS
3 3 A 22 [ A 2% Rl S B S BUE BIRE  AAU AE T
LR RAE PEE AR

2 ETHEH#MBARS EARGMAEE

2 1 AT AT A 14 45 % B B A IR ) R A6 B B T80
X7

DA — BB, B ZAS TR AR S AL 5 i, DRAETE T
A6 B B AT LA — it g B T AT A [e) I DR ASE R A 11 22
FEPE;

2) % B, B T AT AT M IR G B AR A A
B A A WA TR0 EE L X PIAS TR 40 31 R T 0 A%
LTS i FUMACE AL B0 H AR 07 85 S A TRV RE I A,
53 TR AR S

25 BRI, g AR SCR Y TP IR

T WIHRIEMBLA N, + N, IR P,

B2 TR P EECRE N T N, AT — P B
WAL & W FERRE Prplk £ N A TTATHE N TR RE P, T
MHEP, = P - P PATEH —rBai A )ik, &IPS T A

B3 R A R AR I R R A AT AT
W, e LB 2
2.1 REEWTE

T2 R B RO A5 T T RS2, — 2R
Pl B AT A7 AT BB 2R /N BB L, XA 2 R BOR
T2 [ R S W SO R AN A, B 3 TE I IR S I O R A o R

— A2 B EAG IR R YE, AER AL 24 B A 14 6] I 55
TERL PR ), R AE AT 22 FBRLAL Z 11, S E 5 ik I 2t
o, BATH AR — DA — & B AT AT AT R 24
PERYFRE . R, AR SCR T — MRS B T B . 2240 i0E
At R BRI R A R B D M52 Bz A T AR
AL I 28 73 R AR 2O IR R 5 1% . 2200 b £ 2 i
AR S A SORBE PR, Fevb — 0w (ol FH A 28 S 387 =X (4)
~ (6) FIR

DE/rand/1:

v, =x, +rand - (%, — x,3) (4)

DE/current-to-best/1 :

%)+ F (%, —x,) (5)

DE/current-to-rand/1 :

v, =% + F (2, —

v, =x, +rand - (%, —x,)+ F - (%, — %,3) (6)
Hrew, x, x5 =AM EASF A 2, PV PR
E’J/\ﬁi IR R T
ST T E AR AR ), VS S o) B o, 2 A S
WA wy = (w0 Uy +o0s g ), I TN (7) 7R



2014 P EH A

% 41 %

v rand; < CRE == j,

s x Ak
Horcrand 7 7R 0, 1] X ) B9 BEDLELC /0 2 {1, 2, -+, D} P EE
MLE— A8 CRIEZE LA

(&1 R 7 RS AS AL T vk B AE 42 < 5 S A e B AL b )
I3 R m AT FEE, ARG LAEC(6) L (7) #EF77E S5 A sg ) 15
LEAE B F IR AR S A, A TR 2 I fofF FH 24 B S T o )
(Constrained Dominance Principle, CDP)™ B i £ A A< 5 1
AR BN AR B 5 X T Rl S BT R R R
Po ZJTER B R T ORAEFRE Z AR M 0 TR B 53 38 g ot i
SEIERy

(7

i i ¥ ¥ ¥
[FrgEp] [TH0EEP] [FHbEER) - [THMEEP] - [TROEEP,
DE/CDP DE/CDP DE/CDP DE/CDP JDE/CDP
(37 T-PIHEP | [T T-PUEEP, ) (BT T FUEEP, |- [T T RREEP, |- [T F-FIEEP,)

| [ | [

(it ger )
RPN 1 1
Fig. 1 Steady-state evolution structure

2.2 hEFEL R

TE W [ HEAL S 43, 75 2] CMOP 4 Pareto BT Al fE HL A
AFIEAR B B A LR BN L SE, T AT LA A
HEFRIRE Y Z AR, JE T SR ICE BE Y Pareto BT , A SCR H—
T T A% B 20 R0 A D R AE R R R A . AT 24
B O AE R A ) LS JR IS T A8 511 19 34 5738 X (Penalty-
based Boundary Intersection, PBI) 43 (1) 7732 , % 77 i I FH ™)
6 R G HERE PG Z AR | 7E Paveto BTV O MU 57 HLAR 34
A B THET R A e o T A% 114 24 SRS AU 1 75
ER s F T A AT FE Py AP, , LK S [R] I S 2
FEPERIUCSLIERY F Y, IF 456 — 1 B S AL 2 S PAS1Fh
i 1SR (o S B e L TN g el L A N B A
2.2.1 ATRBHL RS M

BET WA 29 T3k 64 750 oh SCRL 17 15E X 22 BARDE A1)
81 ( Multi-objective Optimization Problem, MOP)#2&H! , J:-45 4 3
T3 it B HE R AT LR R R — AR %07 L RS
B Y5 AL R P AR B Z AR . DI, AR 30T | SOk
(17 1A s T T RRE Pt Al . Her, 51 I A 114
LY I RN U

DA RGN E

TG, A5 F AR AR A AL ORI A 5 2 18] DX JE] 4 43 K
AN DI DU A7 DX £ ) ol 50 2 T DA S An s (8) T -

d; = (zj"/‘ld - z/.* +2x0)/K (8)

X T RTAT it 2 B5 A HBR BT AE 9 DXL =X (9)
Iz

&) =|(f(x) - 2 +0)/d] (9)

o — IR g; (x) BEA/NT OBA KR T KB/ MEHEZ
BT R ) L IR R A

2)AF IR E X o

YR i 2 LA AR R G0 B ml, b 55 A s
IR kAT IRl E LN (9) Fiw

min f;(x) (10)
st gi(x)=Fk

j=1,2, nj=#1

ke{l,2,--+,K}

xeU
For s Ko — g s 1 X T) (AR ) B0t i 280 U Fos ok =
&) P AT AT

W i A B AR )40 KA X 8] #0822 B bR Ak in)
IR n < Kn VS FIR L, H B LAY HARIER k1 )
Fr L AR E AN (1) s

S)(k) ={=lg (%) =k, g1 (%) = by,

(11)
g (x)=k, s g,(x) =k},
st. le{l,2,,n),kell,2,- K}
3) FFHEF £ 1k

BT HE Y AR 1 S R AR T O R A S
U, FEM T BT — e r A LR 4
T LR TR, A ARAE S, (k) WAL — AR BT
OMREHERR 30T AR S, (k) LD #EATHE
BB EAT n R, 985 18 i SR R T Y, i
PER T — R SASFPIE . QNP 2 3R 1R IR R A% S
K = 4 a9 AR R, 2258 8 T o0 i e HE R IS L A
fift BOHEFFELAN 3R 158 — B0 s (35 AR 0 R D L 56 =
BRI 74 - BHE 5 BB A A (B o

F1 K= 4WETHBEHEEFNFARHEFRTRE
Tab. 1 Procedures of decomposition-based ranking and

lexicographic sorting when K = 4

R(x) R'(x) TR
1.(1,2) 1.(1,2) 1. (1,2)
2.(2,1) 2.(1,2) 2. (1,24
3.(1,3) 3.(1,3) 8. (1,2)V
4.(2,2) 4.(2,2) 3.(1,3)Y
5.(3,1) 5.(1,3) 5.(1,3)0V
6.(4,5) 6.(4,5) 12. (1,30
7.(1,4) 7.(1,4) 14. (1,3)
8.(2,1) 8.(1,2) 7.(1,4)x
9.(3,3) 9.(3,3) 4.(2,2)%
10. (4,2) 10. (2,4) 13.(2,2)x
11.(5,4) 11.(4,5) 10. (2,4)x
12.(1,3) 12.(1,3) 9.(3,3)x
13.(2,2) 13.(2,2) 6.(4,5)x
14.(3,1) 14.(1,3) 11. (4,5)x

2.2.2 MmRELT &

KA CMOP 2 H 19 J& 8 T AL Pareto T Y , B8R 38 1
JACRY 5 0B CMOP Ak s 24 5 B H AR Ak Il AN R g 4R
I AL Pareto T #F H A 5 — AN, (E% 5 AT DL g 38 M
AR ISR RE . B A S M AUE R VT MR R A R
IR SR R TT e L 2R B Pareto HTVA A HAHR A 1

EAUER R E T, SCHR4 P4 B T — R ek i i s =X
Bt CMOP 74k 0 29 o) 5 HAR AL IR, 2 07 % o 2 ot 1
BILRSLRE ST . FETRNVEE P, BB AL AR R, R T
RICERE T, AR SR AR AT W4 CMOP 546 2y
AR H AR A SR A ], R 20 (5) i A8 5 07 UL 1]
ATV U ) 249 SROA SR AR X T Fh R P, IEA T Ak . v, A
Frikn=(12) iR



RS L TR Y Rk S B AR & 2015

% 7
0 fi(x
min f(x) = fil=) (12)
~ n
s.togi(x) <05 j=1,2,--,1
hi(x)=0; j=1+1,--,q
x =(x1,x2,-~,xD)T e
y (1L.2) =
z | | |
o e |
I _QQL__ I
T ;| T
DT 0" |
5.(3) | | s
(3,1) =0 o
- —((‘—”J—
[ aun+©° o ,L/(4 2
$.(2) | (-
5,4
0 A e
| | .
- (2,2)
s | | (1.3) o
| | | 3.1
’ | | | d
z S, (1) $,(2) $,(3) §@) 7

K2 BEAR A ) ELE AR 2R g8 b T A7 g i ke
Fig. 2 Ranking of all solutions of bi-objective
optimization problem in grid system

2.2.3 T EMH

T BRI FE A A S R R 18] A 28058 B 7 RS R
S IEEE W] DN S M G SR R R RIOCR . AR SCEE T AT ATk
VDN K2 B2 5E Y Rl e MUK R e P340 S IS TR Py A
P, 553 3R T LT WA ) 24 SR A3 MOMAS 4 5 KA 7 i A o
TE2.2. 195 FRATR A SCHk [ 17 ] 6438 Ak 05 A% 7R R P ik
AT AL, R 1 PT AR AF M AR R0 0 2 (AR 2 3R
DA e, 3 i T A 3 Ay ik il LA L A T A7 5, i
M2 P EOETC BN AR R, 767 TP P, 7 55
T2, BEHL IR PR REE P, PR BEAR AU MARAE R xS
SIS TR P, 10 AR R L AL, A AR D R P, T
R o o A A 2o e i 2 1) Uk AR P, BRI
SIS T RRE P, BOBELL, FFBE AR AT AT
3 Lk 5 oAr

S BAEASCRE R PERE , VPR B 4 7 6 3 16 Z W] H.
BAT MR, B Pareto BT WY 19 20 9 2 H bR AL AL 0] & CFH™ A
DOCH K ] A AT Il B o3 AT . B8 1k T2 SR S IC v
0] Al 32 S HE I a8t % 53 7 (Nondominated Sorting Genetic
Algorithms Il based on Constrained Dominance Principle,
NSGA- I -CDP)" R JLAR B8 th i 295 22 B AR AL 30
By Bt 87 (Two-Phase algorithm, ToP™) HEFi 48 KB (Push
and Pull Search algorithm, PPS™) flZ) 5 22 H b4l AL il XU 4
AL 5 (Two-Archive Evolutionary Algorithm for Constrained
Multiobjective Optimization. C-TAEA )" E A% Lt .
3.1 IFMERR

A 20 v gk R ) AR EE B
Distance, IGD)*ﬂﬁﬁiﬁl?ﬁ‘ﬁi(Hypervolume , HV)VE NI F8
br o 1GD $8 F5 i 42k (19 S . 52 Pareto B 1T HY (9 52 3 JIr oK 45
Pareto il ¥ T AL 42 22 ] fie/INIE B85 140 0 s HV $5 b 2 46 1

(Inverted Generational

EIEE'Z@E%@%%%E’J HARZS A X3RN 3 P7EFLSE Pareto HIf
W B SREER R AR, PR UESE IR SRS B Pareto BT IT AR 2E
Efﬁlﬁ‘%ﬂﬂﬁ(m (1) iR :

IGD(PY, P )= — Z dist(x, P (13)
HV(S) =
Vol( L{K[f,(x),rT] X fi(x),ry] X ee X [fm(x),r;']) (14)

Horr dist(x, P) TR M x e P73 PR B ST AMA Z [
BR G HE B3 5| PR AES PT A S50 5 vol (o) 275 )y DL A 0 7 5
| RS BRSNS %S, S SN
Pareto B WA ALY 1. 1% o 1IGD ({E /N HV fE 8K, 2%
TR LA R B WS N 2 R B B PR i A
Pareto i ¥t o

3.2 XLWSHITE

WE TR/ N = 450, 4R SCHRL 17 ] A9 ER & T
HEN, = 300, M8 RS E K = 140, 8BS 0] B & 55N, =
150, RS AL B TR RE R o0 B m = 30; fir g Ak &k %
1 R BCPA YREK F1) 300 000 5 % T i A I3 1) 5 48 57 v b
STABAT 51K, )i 25 HE B 3448
3.3 ZWERESW

ST LB T A SC 9% 5 NSGA- 1T -CDP, ToP ., PPS Fil C-
TAEA 7EMRAE CF F1 DOC 1Y IGD FI HV 3545 18- Y {E A1 75
28, B RNFR 2 N3 3 I ALK IGD AT HV $5 AR5 R0 1
ﬁlﬁ PR  NaN Fm & FHR BT, 3555 W 35y

2R FEMHRAE T, MR A CF1~CF3 (1) Pareto Fi VT 21X 26

ﬁfﬂﬁé’]ﬁi 1%L T Pareto BV 19— 43 5 ML 4E CF4~CF7
E@f%xﬁ,ﬁﬁﬂﬁzﬂ;ﬁﬁ?& , IR AR 22 Pareto B (14 55 20 A5 7
AHRHFALE . AR TR MR CF4~CR7 X3 2 45 A
B AT 5 O 22 e T A Sk R o T B e Y R . R AR
DOC Hﬁﬂﬂiﬁ H 5 55 P S AR i 2 () 25, B AT 4 52 B g

5 NSGA- T -CDP Fl C-TAEA B3 L, % TR 4 CF A
DOC, 7R BEAE IGD FIHV 4545 b X REIRTS 8- i 4%

5 PPSF LA L, % F CF R4 H CF3.CF4 F1 CF7 DL %
DOC R4 , A SCE L AE IGD 545 1 HV 845 RIS HY
g5 PPS 8532 75 M 32 18] 5T CF 1, CF2 I CF5 1 B8 4 4
I

5 ToP FLVLAH H , X F il 1L 4 CF2. CF4 1 CF7 LA J
DOC PR 4E , AR SO 8 IGD $8 b5 I HV 38 b L K45 4 4 &5
S'E XFF R CF3, P FP AR 7E HV $8 05 L3457 ALY

5L ToP S8 A MR CF 1A CFS U AT 455 .

S N 2o RSP T 18D, IR T Ab et R v, B AR
AR )5 | SR RE L PR T, 2 B AR i fh ke 2 i 5 e 24
PERIFERT, B 3 43 544 T A SCHELAE DOCT [l [ e =
ABHH G ARG B AR s T s oL . B AT LA
i, FE R RTEAL BT B B, 50— B B I R S A A A R B —
FI T AT RIS R v A T A A AE AR s 8] 2 A A 285, B
T R Z R s e T R T B B B, FREE P, 5 SR
#E P AL, B AR AT TR, [R] IR PRE P, 3T A% 29 H 43
P Tk 2 i 2 22 N O sRHE R R Y 2R E sl A

r*=[r:]k r'2



2016

P+ F AL R

% 41 %

W SE Jey Y Pareto BT 5 15 WM R AL IR BB BE, 1Rl P, 5
SRR AL FRAE A, TR P SMAZ BT R T Pareto HI
T B — i 5, TR R PR FH A 224 R A8 B il A 4 A
H TR 5K R HTE AL T I TS AR RS T I A AR AR
ZRENEDT T BAT RAFRI LS, R, SR T B F R AN 2 F AR AR S
A B PR 2R 5 A B SO A 2R D7 T A R AR
SR

25 bRk A SCRIEAE A SR E RS RIS 4 T
Z B B A1 AL P A A 07 U R G4 & RS — B B

TR AT AL L A>T Fh e 20 01 8 AL B U R B PR B 2 AR 1
FFAR AR R T 04 AT A% 5 265 B B BIb R) kAR B BE LAXURH A
BRI A 1) T SHE B S F A . b, AN TR RE 43
Joll AKE T A 249 SR 23 6 7 ORI AASL Yy 35 B ) 22 1
PEFIUC S , P 7Rl e 5 F AL S B4 A BTy BE A 55
BB o PRI, AR SO A SR fifp B A R T A7 08 SR 24 SRR 32
& Pareto Fif T AYIIRX4E DOC AR R B T R A4F A3, 7E5K i
SR AE T i CF Il B AT REFIIRCR

5500 1.2
4500 1.0
3500 0.8
i . 2 0.6 +P P,
2500 4% ) o4
1500 ps " 0.2
500 . 0 0.0
0.8 1.0 0 02 04 06 08 1.0 0 02 04 0.6 1.0
| |
() Y134 (b) 3 (c) J i
K3 DOCT I B AL i 7
Fig. 3 Coevolutionary process of DOC1
®2 IGDHIMESHFENLL
Tab. 2 Comparison of mean and mean squared deviation for IGD
S NSGA-II-CDP PPS ToP C-TAEA AR
CF1 9.1341e-3(1.51e-3) 9.9869e-4 (3. 61e-4) 6.248 le—4 (3. 09¢—4) 3.6943e-2 (4. 82e-3) 5.4587e-3(4.95e-4)
CF2 2.5218e-2(1.63e-2) 3.6954e-3 (7. 25¢-4) 2.7019e-2(1.28e-1) 2.2580e-2 (5. 52e-3) 1. 863 9e-2(5. 34e-3)
CF3 3.1097e-1 (1. 94e-1) 2.3845e-1(1.37e-1) 2.0211e-1(7.37e-2) 2.5609e-1 (8. 79e-2) 1. 643 6¢-1(3. 61e-2)
CF4 1. 0309e-1 (3. 96e-2) 3.7849e-2 (3. 49e-2) 4.9767e-2 (9. 45¢-2) 8.7311e-2(3.28e-2) 5.8645¢-3(1. 75¢-3)
CF5 2.7326e-1(9.62e-2) 2.1005e-1 (1. 09e-1) 2.503 8e~1(9. 12e-2) 3.5684e-1(1.45e-1) 2.4952e-1(1.29-1)
CF6 8.5218e-2(3.67e-2) 5.343 1e-2 (1. 88e-2) 5.1845¢-2 (3. 84e-2) 1.0118e-1 (4. 12e-2) 5.3275e-2(2.39¢-2)
CF7 3.3497e-1(2.28e-1) 2.2863e-1(8.51e-2) 2.468 4e—1(1.78e-1) 2.8764e-1(1.52e-1) 8.7956e-2(4. 87¢-2)
DOC1  6.3182e+1 (7.0le+1) 5.1897e-2(2. 80e-2) 5.9806e-3 (2. 65e-4) 2.717 7e+2(0. 00e+0) 1. 8512¢-3(1. 21e-04)
DOC2  NaN (NaN) 4.8742e-2 (3. 87e-2) 3.5102e-1(1.57e-1) NaN (NaN) 6.5349¢-3(4. 68¢-03)
DOC3  5.8309e+2 (2. 63e+2) 4.8739e-1(3.73e-1) 8.7290e+1 (1. 51e+2) NaN (NaN) 4.2674¢-3(1.79¢-03)
DOC4  6.684 le—1 (3. 84e-1) 2.5197e-1(3.94e-2) 5. 469 8e-2 (4. 69e-2) 4. 605 2e+2(0. 00e+0) 2.3582¢-2(5. 94¢-03)
DOC5  NaN (NaN) 7.1879e+1(6. 42e+1) 9.3237e+0 (2. 84e+1) NaN (NaN) 2.3673e-2(7. 86e-03)
DOC6 2. 064 3e+0 (2. 26e+0) 4.6175e-1 (9. 87e-2) 2.576 1e+0 (8. 36e~1) 1. 881 3e+1(0. 00e+0) 2. 103 4e-3(2. 08e-04)
DOC7  6.3612e+0 (2. 55¢+0) 3.5194e-1(1.90e-1) 3.8056e-1(1.27e-1) NaN (NaN) 1. 8594¢-3(1. 47e-04)
®3 HVHIHESHTEX
Tab. 3  Comparison of mean and mean squared deviation for HV
S NSGA-II-CDP PPS ToP C-TAEA ARSI
CF1 5.5472e-1(1.93e-3) 5.6403e-1 (4. 67e-4) 5.6600e-1 (3. 93¢-4) 5.198 7e-1 (4. 87e-3) 5.5865e-1(5. 61e-04)
CF2  6.4102e-1(1. 86e-2) 6.7891e-1(1.31e-3)  6.6759%-1 (3. 84e-2) 6.5238e-1(1.36e-2) 6.757 le-1(3. 56e-03)
CF3 1. 860 8e-1 (5. 72¢-2) 1.9526e-1 (5. 94e-2) 2.0239¢-1(3.91e-2) 1.9864e-1 (4. 69e-2) 1.999 6e-1(2. 35¢-02)
CF4  4.2056e-1(3.58¢-2) 4.947 le-1(3.79¢-2) 4.8438e-1(7. 64e-2) 4.2206e-1(3.97e-2) 5.3019¢-1(1. 61e-02)
CFs5 2.9287e-1 (6. 680e-2) 3.5312e-1(7. 48e-2) 2.9509e-1 (5. 99e-2) 2.5705e-1(7.98e-2) 3.458 le-1(7.37e-02)
CFe6 6.4236e-1(1.77e-2) 6.5309e-1 (1. 76e-2) 6. 624 0e—1 (2. 75e-2) 6.4398e-1(2.08e-2) 6. 940 6e—1(1. 84e-02)
CF7 4.4582e~1(1.98e-1) 4.568 0e—1 (6. 43e-2) 4.2353e-1(1.28e-1) 4.4389e-1(8.0le-2) 5. 8912e-1(5. 85¢-02)
DOC1 0. 000 0e+0 (0. 00e+0) 2.9492e-1(2. 15e-2) 3.4529e-1(6.23e-4) 0. 000 0e+0 (0. 00e+0) 3.5276e-1 (1. 79¢-3)
DOC2  NaN (NaN) 5.450 1e-1(5.72e-2) 3.3658e—1 (1. 84e-1) NaN (NaN) 6.2416e-1 (6. 93¢-3)
DOC3 0. 000 0e+0 (0. 00e+0) 1. 141 6e-1 (9. 87e-2) 0. 000 0e+0 (0. 00e+0) NaN (NaN) 3.2562¢-1 (4. 64¢-3)
DOC4  9.9633e-2(1.4le-1) 2.8669e-1 (3. 44e-2) 5.0062e-1 (5. 82e-2) 0. 000 0e+0 (0. 00e+0) 5.3851e—1(4.92¢-3)
DOC5  NaN (NaN) 1.5304e-1(1.95e-1) 2.8100e-1(1.98e-1) NaN (NaN) 4. 846 2¢-1 (5. 79e-3)
DOC6  3.9845e-2(9.73e-2) 2.408 6e-1 (4. 66e-2) 0. 000 0e+0 (0. 00e+0) 0. 000 0e+0 (0. 00e+0) 5. 168 6e-1 (5. 93¢-3)
DOC7  0.0000e+0 (0. 00e+0) 2.1783e-1(9.95e-2) 1.4790e-1 (1. 42e-1) NaN (NaN) 5. 1852¢-1(7.26e-3)
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3.4 SHEBBMESN
3.4.1 FTHBEKEm

5T R A T AR IR T R R AR X R R R Y
Wi, 4330 76 3 1R] A% CF1 L. CF3.DOC1 . DOC4 F1 DOC6 i3
T Ym0 10,1525 .30 .45 I AR ARRR | DL <7 iz
17 5S1IREEF V-3 IGD (G M PP b, sRBOT- v BCh
300 000, MIAZERUNFE 4 Frow, °T LAGE AR SO AR AR A i
A B T R B A B (IR BB 1 TR R R

£4 mBAREREICD HEXTE

Tab. 4 Comparison of mean values of IGD with different m

o m
= 10 15 25 30 45
CF1 0. 0089 0. 0068 0. 0059 0.0055 0.0053
CF3 0.3086 0.2741 0.1646  0.1644  0.1649
DOCI 0. 0029 0.0020  0.0019  0.0019 0.0019
DOC4 0.0349 0.0308 0.0235 0.0236 0.0291
DOC6 0.003 1 0.0027 0.0023 0.0021 0.0022

3.4.2 FTHBAAN,

I BIFGE B R HE Ak v R S N B M R S R, A S
A3 BIAE A8 CF1 . CF3 . DOCT . DOC4 #I DOC6 izt 1 b
BT A EERLEL (N, , N,) 4 AT 20 R (300, 50) . (300, 100) .
(300,150) . (300,200) B R AR o H 4% SCR 25 T A%
LYo R T 5 BT DA SCIR [ 17 7 9 2 B 2 N, = 300,
VBRI ST I8 4T S1IRES R BT IGD (AR T bn e, iRAL
T IRELCH 300000, MHASEHUNZE 5 PR, 7T LA 48 SO
AR A Ak B B b SR LA R R A AR U 1 T R R

x5 N,BHAEERMICD HE3TLE

Tab. 5 Comparison of mean values of IGD with different N,

S5 (300,50)  (300,100)  (300,150)  (300,200)
CF1 0. 005 8 0.0056 0.0055 0. 0056
CF3 0.1539 0.1582 0.1644 0.1658
DOC1 0. 0020 0.0019 0.0019 0.0019
DOC4 0.0249 0.0240 0.0236 0.0236
DOC6 0.0023 0.0021 0.0021 0.0022

4 SEFEIE

R FH 2 =i 2l 50 vt ] R HE— 25 A 06 A SOV A AL

PEo ZIELEA PAS FAR, 43 502 il 20 2 00 F 50 F0 45 1k s i)

A5 AR B b R, 53 3 1 S0 2 AR ELAR  x, R

Wi £ 97 , 0, 227 BE SR AT 1 BR300 1Y 249 SRS R I~ 4

Z B/ N B B R R T RS RN AR R 1, B

MR A IR R R 29 3 = (15) B 7R, Horpox, €55, 801,
x, €[75,110],x, €[1000,3000],x, €[2,20].

1, (%) = 4.9 X 107 (a3 = a})(w, = 1)
~9.82 x 10°(x? - x?) (15)

min
> (%) = 3 3
%32, (%5 = x7)

st gi(x)=(x, —2,)—-202=0
g, (%) =30-25(x,+1)=0

X3

-— >0
3.14(x3 - x7)

g (%) =04

2.22 X 107 x, (x5 — «})
1- >

x) =
g4(x) (2 — )
2.66 X 107 x,x, (x5 — x7)
gs(x) = g -900>0
2 1

B RARIZ R S B AT SR, rRECEM B E N
300000, Hb#8R A 45 S HV (5 AR AL (8 (best) (#4118 (mean) 5
FrifE 22 (std) , 22 5 8 IR A SCH R AR BT S5e KA AL A5 00 1. 1

e
SRIGEERANZ 6 B, vl LI A SCR B0 T
A —E ML

Fo6 HEMEEEZNXHIZNZIT M EMHY EIRILE
Tab. 6 Comparison of five algorithms on disk brake design problem in

terms of HV indicator

RS best mean std
NSGA-II -CDP 0.7702 0.7648 0. 0056
PPS 0.7721 0.7651 0. 0056
ToP 0.7745 0.7649 0. 0056
C-TAEA 0.7715 0.7642 0. 0056
AR 0.7786 0.7654 0.0056

5 %iE

AR T — AT U AL 2 R 2 AR A3

A PO 24 SR 3 i FINAS 14 75 XS B PR R BE AL, REAT Kb e

JB A 3 R T R RIS SO R 2 R 4 S R A A )y i

PAPRAIE 125300 A AT R 18 RV RE , i e 0 34 s

BIUE TSR R R . R A Z A TR LT R A%

LT3k B 5 15 T BRI USRI, AR TR B 1

BUT AR SCRE R AU AR , SRR A B i, DA, 2R PR

PR Ak T D5 1]
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