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Evolutionary Multi-Objective Optimization Algorithms
using Pareto Dominance Rank and Density Weighting

Su-Hyun Jang!

ABSTRACT

Evolutionary algorithms are well-suited for multi -objective optimization problems involving several, often conflicting objective. Pareto-hased
evolutionary algorithms, in particular, have shown better performance than other multi-objective evolutionary algorithms in comparison. Recently,
pareto-based evolutionary algorithms uses a density information in fitness assignment scheme for generating uniform distributed global pareto
optimal front. However, the usage of density information is not important elements in a whale evolution path but plays an auxiliary role in order
to make uniform distribution. In this paper, we propose an evolutionary algorithms for multi-objective optimization which assigns the fitness
using pareto dominance rank and density weighting, and thus pareto dominance rank and density have similar influence on the whole evolution
path. Furthermore, the experimental results, which applied our method to the six multi-objective optimization problems, show that the proposed
algorithms show more promising results.

NS : CHBH M (Multi-Objective Optimization), TEYDABE (Evolutionary Algorithms), THE HZFM(Pareto Optimal
Solution), THHE X|tk&%(Pareto Dominance Rank), Y (Density)
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Input © N (population size)
N (archive size)
T (maximum number of generation)

Output : A(nondominated archive set)

Step 1 Initialization : Generate an initial population P,
and create empty archive set B,=o. Set =0,

Step 2t Estimate individual's Dominance Rank and
Density in P,

Step 3 ' Fitness Assignment (random weighting)

Step 4 : Elitist Selection (maintaining archive)
Copy all nondominated individuals in P, to P, .
If size of P, exceeds N then pruning P, by
means of density based truncation.

Step 5 : Termination check = if t>T then stop.

Step 6 : Mating selection : perform binary tournament
selection from

P, while number of individual < TNana' P, for rest
Step 7 : Reproduction : apply crossover and mutation

operators to the mating pool and set P,., to the
resulting population.

set i=1t+1 and goto 2.

(28! 2) DDWEA ¥T2|3

41 TR E X|uj@ BT

DDWEASIA 3 739 sde Aujeds e pas
ool SR Au #BAC 72 AdsojAd = &
A =9 2 AAE AW Eh=(dominate) T2 A=
o o9 g o AP o8 o MM A
y7t n WS A vy, vy, m,oh S AME DLy, ey,
8 Al rank(y,, 1), rank(y,, £),-, rank(y,, H&H, 7
Ayl 9% 4 33 o] A

vank(y, t) =1+ 21 rank(y;, t) (3)
~

918 s glo] ow Aol gsME AuEx



216 EME/E2l=8XI B M11-BH M2 (2004.4)

@ (nondominated) HAEY 9+ 25 1°] H1, g
HAe o AujEE A 9 AAEDY drg
FES A7 93 =97 Fopach

42 U5 Hotuhy

DDWEACIA 7Y X9 AE ZEEE §237] ¢
3 22 (28 3)3 o] "Hyper-grid based method”dl
Z19kgk e A A Ux HrpbEe ARE3oH10, 110,

el 7T T T T T T
! | I I | | | ! t I
P — e ] e e [— b e b e
1 I I | | | I I ]
&= —_ b L
L] | | | [ { |
® 1™ ! | I | ! ! | I
ot e T e e o e — e
I | | | i I I ! |
‘SR U [ Uy A U A |
] ! i I | I | | 1 |
[ I N ] |1 =
T T T T T, T =TT T T ™
| | I .& i ! i | | |
=t A e o — b e e e —
| | I I i I I i ] I
o e o L oe L 4L
] ] i i I . i I !
i I | e | I | | [ !
T T T T T eI T T T T T
I i 1 I le g ! I I | eel
——4-—4——|—+—-|—-—|&--——.4——:—+—,——:
| | I I f i !
1 ! 1 ! 1 N | ] |

1
(2% 3) U= BokE 8 =25 Tz 4 7Y

7 AAY HrE 2E do g AAY 7 H3, 7
A9 Wole 2 (48} Hol & B T ¢ Hu, 3
A e AE AR A el A F KR UEogs A
At o] AT,

[ Max(f;) — Min(f;)|

4 @A 4 i8A B4 ALIHe e Yooz,
Astel 7 AN B FhelH 2 Qe Ho), Ha
@& v Aviehh thEEw e wolk Akt gao,

43 MEtx @

DDWEAS HF= &3 2 (5)¢ o] 7 Aol sl
of AdHd Auieest dxd diste] ) Aol Y9
o A w, w,E HEE 2%e} oz Axd.

Fit(i) = w, Rank(i) + wy Density(i) 5)

A BN w, T w,E 0B & FEAOL w,+ wy=1
olty. Aot Wxel NHFAE o] &% HYx Ty
€ NSGA-II, SPEA-TI5 thi-§9 wolN g E )
A7 e Hrte FE J)Ee] Ha, dEE 27139
228 AMgHE A PEEth F, NSGA-THY
Al EEE ZE 9o &alE AAE Aol A=E AN
o] ZE &4 WA &ME Fale Rolr| wFd ot
£ £ AAE F ARt o e ANY AYE A

=99 oW A EVYUE M (tournament selec-
tion)@4tE HE&atdx MeEx o=r) 281t DDWEA
AME thg 99 AAY AAE Yt Fow r1Ex
ghol met EUHE Ayl o8 Mg As4e gl
A7) vl A vk fx9 Ewelx NSGA-OH
B Hthe fEsith B8 e o4 UdAdE 9n zte
MF7F de gt

44 ¥ ALHReproduction)

DDWEAS®] Ea] d4h& SEAMO[12I) A A|gtst 371%)
THE Ba2eE B4 4 £330 SEAMOE 2E A
A7t F-EAAZ His 718 & Bojste] A S8
o] A& FAT F U H 2& EAQN FHL He3)
o AAFGE FA T

O *=2 AHe
e}

@ A4 JhAME FEAME AN v FEAHS
WA & Aot

@ NG Hel T2 AAe AAL.

= A AAAA osAg o)

DDWEAAHE o7 EUHE Heg a7) sl 744
A el ZE AL B2 A} HE 88 Rou
£ RSN F owA 24 QY 7HE H8Bo2H A
ARG 45 By & 4 ARS sk

45 viX|ul(nondominated) 70X & & 24

A8 WA G 5, archive set?] T4 #A Aujztx|
e BHE ZEEV} HE AES Og AdEdAN
olviglx] FEE AgsE K1 dxeolth w3 vhEF
HAg A dneFe] A3 As Dok A v
HAREE +4E o 28 £33 ANYFE FAs o}
Feh olE 913 DDWEASIXN = UEE 7|wtes &&= %
7} A M A(density based truncation)®& 3dtt}, 2 w)x|u)
MRS A Av|Eg B v AFE] ol
AW A ARG el A 42014 dge Qegshgy
£ Mgt 9kt e AARE HxH Qe
B AAgC}

5 48 % E9

51 HAE 3

Ak DDWEAS) 4%& %7kst7] 918) Debl13, 14] o]
ANE 6719 HAE B4EE AguAeD A Hx
E 558 dEY A48 UsdndEEe 44 sE
Z2EN $Ytn FULLY B AEE wEEd 9
o ofelgs] Adlel ¥ 4 U+ F AN WL sHa 9



e XEHEQI BT JIEXNE 018 OIEX AN N3 LTa|1S 217

% 2 49 #5489 2 §4¢& e 2o,
7 H2E F5RES 4 ©)F 2o 349 T4 £, g k2
R el g},

Minimize T(X) = (f,(x)), /(X))
subject to fo(X) = g(xy . %) R(fy (21), g(xy, -,

where X = (x;, -, x,,)

%)) (6)

o AE A HA AFEF 40 SEvEE AR E
Frold, g& UHA m—1719) WEE o]Fojh Feol
o 283 ke AT g9 B & ez st

o HXE ¥4 7\ BE4 HH o E ZTEE(Convex)

E 7MAE Aol
fl(xl) = X1
g(xy, o xm) =149+ 2 x;/(m—1) o
=22
hifi, 8 =1-V flg

A (DA m=30013 x, €[ 0,110t} B2 &
BEE 7He EAE FU7 Aujste ggde] gz &
ol A& #7t Auiste AR ARE Ho] iy wE

o & THHE AMBAATE AL HYLE HYrlae
FFGA[4] #& AsYguEEL Hr}l gL 20388 2o

€ A%e 24 8u.

i

o H2E 85 T2 713 W2 983 M3 geg =
BEE 7HE #A ol

fl(xl) =X
glrm o xp) =149 3 x/(m=1) ®
h(f, 8) =1-(f/g)*

A @A m=30013 x;, €[ 0,1]°]th 2E3 HYE =
EEE 7 A EE3 JHE ZRBEE X E: B
Aok N R GF Zo EAsE HE oy AFge
7t A gk

o HZE ¥4 7y el FUANE ASHolMw 2
4 FRAAE 2 A9 MASHA BEY Hpoz o
s 24 saz zeeg e oluHY S4E
et

fl(xl) = X1
glxy, %) =1+9- gzx,-/(m~1)
h(f, 8) =1~V Aile —(fi/g)sin(10xf,)

e

A 9elM m=30013 x; =[0,1]0]t}h oA EA:

7 Rgold HES %S FE AT, AZ e PR
59 9% Aplol Aoz dstel o)y Hud BEol B
39 4% g

o HAE g T 20°/19 A9 Aocal) A HaE

ZEEE 7HE multi-modality EAlelth 1gm mE
A9HQ A FHE FHELS 24 FRN FE s
33 ¥t

f(xy) =1

g(xy,  x,)=1+10(m~1) + :22 (#—10cos(4 ;) 10)
hA.8) =1-Vflg

A (10AA m=10013 x, €[0,1], x3,, xm €[ —5, 5]
olth. o] EAlE W N4 HuE TEEE s F
7] Wl tEd Hxg A3 dueFe) Adse] £
g7] o EA o)t}

o HXE &4 738 $olx(deceptive) FAlojth =38 )

€ HAE @eohe g2 g7t o) 2Egez xd

wojo} Ft},
f[(xl) =l+u(x1)
glxy, =, xy) = ;2 v(u(x;)) (11)
h(fl,g) =1/f1
ANNA w(x)E 1A 2EY x oA 19 HES o)1,
_ 2+ ulx) if  w(x;)<5
v = {] it wlz)=5
A ADAA m=11013 x,{0,1}¥, x5, -+, x,, {0, 1}°9]
o o] EAGA 4G HAH FYE ZEEE g(X)=10
oA TEe] A WA 74 2 Lol HAH HYE =

BEE g(X) =114 & A}

o HAE @5 T,& YNTRY WFY BT 98 B
of A& F oA oleg g AL ek A WAL A
HUE H50] 494 HE Zgeg we Fus
A e RE Brhe Aoln, §odAE #59 9E
7} A4 :tHﬂE ZEE XA 7MY A3 TEEZR
B Yold4g A,

fi(xy) =1—exp(—4x)) sin*(6 xx,)
g(xz.-.._xm):l‘f’g‘(( izzzxi)/(m_l))().% 12
hfi.8) =1-(A/®’

A (12)el 4 m =300 »; [ 0,1]0]T}



218 F2MeI=2=EX B M11-BT M2%(2004.4)

52 A8 &xn}

2 =8dA 3= HAE duFe] AFE HrEl
#8 C metric(Coverage metric)[15]2 AH&-&c}l. € metric
& 3 gaEe At e dugFy d3E dvhd
A erlE RYE £ 98 H3rpbgold. € metricd
ohe-3h o] g}

F AAYY A XL, xd ds, #@F ce 4%
(X, X )& [0,1]7Fe] 9] goz APIA7|E ot

_le"eX";3a’eX :a <=a"|

CX', X"): = X' (13)

CX', X")=1€ x"9 5 AAYEr Xx'¢ AHY
Eeol o3 A AY 23E oudch w2, c(X’, X))
=02 X9 ojd AAAHE X' AAWE ] s Aujs
A &S gudth C metric B7H= (X', X)F c(x”,
X)) 25§ adser gtk § c(x, x)9 7t @l 1-¢
(X, X*)7t op7] w&och,

Age zt A dis z7 3039 4ge £ sz,
7z daFAA ALEF TF Hddete o3 2o

At : 2504 o)

MAFA§ 27](Population Size) : 100

A4k 88 (Crossover rate) : 0.8

Ed¥el g4 88 (Mutation rate) : 1/7A H|E ~EZ F

Zt g2E ¥A9 ZPUTEY % EHL2 WHERZ E
Ak At LEAY x, -, 2, ATES EGT SHE
2 E¥s%ch DDWEA 2xeFeA YeAs 9 4
9 iF K 5483 7 Advid 1022 A

(29 9%H (29 I97A= &4 §2E FAd o3 30
W g% A F P S8 FEAF ot 1% 22
253 3F AHE ZRBEE e A& 9EFH I3
g EACA HAF BAEE 7HAE BAlth (2 49)
o] ZA3}et o] DDWEASH NSGA-II & #FAME ¢ 2%
g 2.

7,9 258 3 HE ZE2EE 7XE &4ldA (2
¥ 5t 0¥ FAY 2% T MY F FHE AP HE
ol DDWEAS} NSGA-TI7} frAtg 43 A3E Helx 3l
Ak 308 FAT Ao FEHA Al dojAE DDWEA
7} NSGA-TIIEt ot $-% 8 A%E B

T;3 o] 53 FztolA o]4tHql HeE ZEEE 7}
Ae EAAM F gnFe] £3¥& NSGA-I7F =3 ¢
T E TEES ZAIIT. 224 NSGA-I¢ AS-&
(2d 6)8 LEF3 Po] AA] HHE ZEE F I¥A
TYsA BXE ZAFHE DEA R A9 e 9y,
DDWEAE RE AYoA vz Fdd EXE Z: 9
§¢ WEUh DDWEAZF NSGA-IXT ¥ud 2g ¥
X9 SHEE V=E U NSGA-T8 4¢ 44F A

7t Avd AA AAEe] HAW AAERLE FA4H
A7 dEd 53 oA e e ZEEE

e &9 Af AAFDE P AAL] BFgol
FE3A E37] "ol ¥t DDWEAS 3% & Ad
dAe AuHEE AMlAT EAE A5 498 + U=
FE® 7P e 7HA7] wWEel NSGA-Iol Hls 71A9]
el BAH7) gid M2 g §29 et A
22 Q% SAFES 5] BFHE o €4 €

T, T, Ts EAE 39 JYE ZEEJ di@ 539
olg]d BHos Fd £E9 FHE ZEEE TEV] oH
& BAECIY o7 EAE4M DDWEATL NSGA-T ¢
FARE £EEAR) FY £X9 FHE ZEES UVEUA
g, &9 22 538 2 494 DDWEAE NSGA-
oug Hay APoz FY £¥ FIYE ZEEF
ghE

T,% 2ol B2 A93HAlocal) AEE 7HAE multimo-
dality &9l DDWEA: NSGA-II ol H|& €953 4
¢ +¥ 245 250 ol DDWEAS] £4 44tz 38
g A qFd e v dneFe S 7edse
A2 B NSGA-T9 Atde d9diddA ojn
AGsfe]l =AY AAEo] AHE sHsAdo] i 7] 9
ol FEE AqHAA 4A HojuA Rae BAFE
7HA 3L Q7] wjgolet. 759 && £ole EA|dA DDWEA
£ NSGA-I R4 Hu¥ S48 T35S ¥

T, TsZA= 24U £29 JHE ZEEF U= o
B¥ Bt A9 JHHE ZEEZ £Y°] oHE EAJE
7HAE EAolth o]2g FASolA DDWEAE NSGA-TI
o A 2E9] HEE TEUAAT, B A sHE =
EEd ZAEE 495 BYY

Te3 2ol HFd 2% FH FHE ZBEE /M3
AL, HH HHE ZE2E ZHA 7t =24 EFAshes
TAE TE% FY EE9 3T AP 254 ool &
A= EFE EAolrh o] FAdA DDWEA: NSGA-
OEg ¢ 58 $3 4% 29t

Test Function 1

DO DDWEA + NSGA-2

12

08 f

f2 og

04

02

0 02 04 06 08 1
f1

(! 2) HAE &% 1,9 ALY



O E RIHHE2It EE ol 7HEXIE 0188 SN 23 dat 2128 219

Test Function 2
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Test Function 3
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