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A novel method for maintaining the diversity in
evolutionary multiobjective optimization

LI Mi-qing, ZHENG Jin-hua, WU Jun

(Institute of Information Engineering, Xiangtan University, Xiangtan Hunan 411105, China)

Abstract: Maintaining the diversity of solutions is a crucial part in multi-objective optimization. However, there has
to be a trade-off between the diversity and the execution time. A method for maintaining the diversity using a minimum
spanning tree is proposed. By estimating the individual density based on the degree and edge of the minimum spanning
tree, we preserve the low-degree boundary individuals and the longer-edge-low-density individuals. Moreover, by this one-
time selection, the adjustment of individual density after removing each individual can be avoided. Through the extensive
comparison study with three other classical methods on four performance metrics in five test problems, it is observed that
the proposed method has a good performance in diversity and execution time.
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1 5] (Introduction)

1 1k 5 ¥ (evolutionary algorithm, EA) & — S 45
FUAEY) FARIE RS F AR AL 2= S0, DAL
& TSR v B S 2 AR Y ) i 45 21 T 3R
J Iz N AL AR T A H AR 2 2 R AL
A 1n) I, BE AR IO AAS B T 4 R I AR,
RS SR 22 1) UE O th 24 B R4k, iRk 2
H #5444 7] 8 (multi-objective optimization problem,
MOP) & {1 A AE I, X 28 H brAEAE & B AR R 1), &
AN[A) T H AR 4k 9 /8 (single objective optimization
problem, SOP)H A R A — A L filt, e S B e AH
Hh SR H bR T, 38— 413 .

LAk, B AR TIRZ AR 2 Hbridkfl

eAe H H: 2008 —08—23; Wsf& ek H #: 2008—11—11.

# ¥J:(multi-objective evolutionary algorithms, MOE-
As), 3L 1) T Knowles® $2 1) H & MV M k% 5
:AGAP, Deb%5 4 H 119 4 %5 HE /7 18 £% HLVENSGA-
18], Zitzler 54 1 (1) 98 ParetoifE A4 5 1 SPEA2 41 4%
Z H RO R3S BE A F A WS, 23 A P A
IEATINA]. L 73 A7 P 5 i 4 7 A1 i X S 12 B
J U AR, G £ 5 — M RV RE A AR LR I ) A
SRAF AN I3 AT B IR AR e 2 H bRk A SRV
—ANE BRI REL. H AR IR o A ML Tk
BEAT] 4y Ry MRS, 2 o HTIX 380RE 43 A1 1tk 2R AT f
R, AU H AR AR 73 AR 2 /N X, [ 5E BN XA
() P55 e e 85 1 DX A5 A 1) A4, WIPES A-TIPY,
AGAP, EPS-MOEAP14845; 55—l 25 T3 BE ¥ Jy

FEEIH : K B ARIEIE SR I H (60773047); 8 24 01 [E A GYRMIE R 23 6 9 D5 H (81 7] B [2005]1546°5); 1 F5 4 H AR R 6 % D)

I H (051330125); W 44 20 7 5 5RHIF 2% Bh 5 H (06A074).
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15, SRR LA, AR 0 R ek
ITHES . SE 15 B 10 7 v SURT LA 2 BN, —2K
T o — LG A R (AN Ao P BE B AT 1B BY, — 2K
SEIE PR LN RN AR, AT
FTTIE AR B T BAT Ak, B Re fEf )
N NN o TR IS N L NE 2 S R o i R
J& T8 —2%, tSPEA2M, MST-MOEA!M 4% 1 5 —
R0 5 10 T A 3 B R P N T T A Rk
ATV, IR HA BT S, WINSGA-TIE!,

ASCHE PP T S5 /N A B R R R 2 v,
JE T EE 22 B B 2/ N2 R FH /N AR AR HR T R
AR A A AT Al v, — IR B AR EN
AR, JE T 2 A e, MRS T A
PERE.

2 FEARE S (Basic conception)

I /ME 5 S KA ) AT LR A B Ak, TR, A
He/MEZ B bR 8RS 5. 2 B bR ) 8 — %
b Ay

GSERKENEX = (21,20, ,2,), BEWLT
VIESEE

gi(X)>20,i=1,2,--- Kk, )
hi(X)=0,i=1,2,---,1L. )

WAL B bx, HIXA MUK B bR A& A0 B

S, A H bRaT AR IR A
FX) = (A(X), f2(X), -+, fr(X)).

FRXH = (X7, X5, X0, A F(X) i
ZUR (D) FNQ) I [RIFIE B 522y MOBAZ 5 H 240~
JU AN &

EX 1 MK HParetos? Fit ¢ R FR AL HE %
). BepHilq i BB AR AT B AN AS TR R AN A,
MrpSZhicq, WDAZi 2 F24 41

1) XA T H R pAS thgZ, Blf(p) <
fk(Q)(k =1,2,--- 7T);

2) A AT HAR, fipthgly. B3 1 €
{17 2, ,7’}, ﬁifl(p) < fl(Q)-

Hodrr 7 HARECE. SLFRp A AESZRCI, ¢ A
W SZHEI). Rom hp = q, Horh “=7 BRI R A,

EMX 2 Paretolfifif. 4552 — % Histiib i)
BMin f(X), X" € QR BYX € 2, i
AN

e A(fil(X) = fi( X)),

wHE 2O E—Nje I, T ={1,2---,r}
flLf;(X) > fi(X).

o & 2 )RR Q) AT g4, B
2 ={XeR"[g;(X)>0, h;(X) = 0;
i=1,2,--,k}.

EX 3 Paretog%ﬁiiﬂﬁ(ﬁﬁ?’&). HE—N%
H AR LA ) BMin f(X) RS R IURE{ X}, &
I Paretodi fIf [ 7E X Ky

PE={f(X)=(,(X)./o(X), -

S AX)IXe{XT} )
3)

EX 4 AL RAES ). WA REP,
Pri AN g AN ATATT HoAl AR S, Wlgr P )R
SCRCAMAS PIEESCECAMAR 1R 14K A PR AESC
li4ENDset, RINDset= g|lq € PH3p € P, fiip = q.

3 B IR B 4B U7 (New diversity mainte-
nance method)

PESA-TIPV 25 28 1268 J7 72 FH DX 30 Bl B 30047 4 477,
BRI BB, (HRR S A MEAR KR
M DX ST B 5228 R 1/ NI rp — 2y 3k
AR B LU TR A B R R o AT, AR R B AR
i 1F) 42 2% B, WNSPEA2W F 55 /)N B 125 ) ol 4 3 47
Y, 1A 5 4% o O (MN?logN); MST-MOEAI™ &
T Ak U b R A B B AR AT
i ) 2% BE AT IEO(N?). 53 4h, NSGA-TIBIF H 2 4
PE S — MR BN R EE N FARBRRE, BT 23k
WS 2 /NI, BV BRI AR ) I [R] A 4% I ()
£ (O(MNlogN)), ABBIE > A1 45 BT AT 73 BLARL A
SCHE Y — Pl 5 NSGA-TUAH [F) 288 21 1 R e 4 47 07 V%,
I 5 /0N 22 J b 11 B0RD 300 K ok AN A 8 4T 585 Ay
T, — IR B A /N FE (0 AR E NN AR EE, LR
ST/

Hik1

SHWE Q: YV NI ECEE, N: R
FE.

H|, QT T A AN ) )RR FCEE B, I
R 4 /K PG A 25 FH Prim 85 92 26 B — B S5e /N A2 T
Wk NRERIAE;;, Sorbi, 5o 5 S0E B A Ak
AT AN, il N, DR S ISR
B E; min, G E; i 55— ME R i

B2 Gtk dNE R R ERCE L = 1)
FIANMA%H , id A COUNT.

B3 FFCOUNT= N, IEE M 1 IAEEI T
RPN, 55453 5 W COUNT < N, 0 56.

B4 RN B NME, 17T B L Rl
KB B pmin DK EAN T 2E4THE 7
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WS EFERTNA LY AR AR
GRS

W6 IEEC I IARE] FACFIRE, FEXTT
Fr A 1 da i K IR BN 13 JHEAT HE e, i M EY,
E?, ... E* ... BRI IREWIIHME M.

ST XEF e RO R AR R B
RIENTARFBEAL|EE )| > | Ej pnin| I B CHEA
TFARFPRE, B DR, 13 N B N AP

$%8 COUNT=COUNT+I1, #7COUNT=
N, Fikes R,

LB, WEF T A O N AU ER
FHIRBENTRBBEANEE | > | Ej in I Hjimin &
HENTACKFRE, k= k + 180087, 1500 hnj ) F AR
P,

#B10 COUNT=COUNT+1, #iCOUNT =
N, Bkas ol Tllk=k+1, ¥ 057

TR, BRI — 4L 5
AHIE, P BRARN N B i P K EHEATHE . N1
T PR AN B0 B B4 P BR.

Kl 1(a)~(d)h = H s FAPREgEd szgl, B RS2
M HE|Q|=7, FiBEMAIEN=4, A, B,C,D,E,F,G J
RrEY AR SCRC AN A

AR B AR/ NAE R (U 1 (a);

LG OIS H

L IR3LLECOUNT S N, 1 T'COUNT=2<N=4,
#HopIge;

LIROT MR A, GREN AR 1(b)), 4K
Ja R e N R TR AT P S Ee Fy Ec.py Ea B,
ED,E, EF,G, EB,C;

BTN WER oM A KE, AD=FEy;,, HT
|Ee r|>|Eg min|=|Ep.e| HEMDIFEAMAZRF
AFNEE, U EREN AR 1(c)), B0 5RS;

I8 COUNT= 3 < N 1%9;

IR Ep p AMAE, fiG = Foi, HT|ER p|
> |Epmin| = |Erc| I HFARZE, G T AR,
Atk % 20 387, WA Ec p N RCHE N AR
BE(E 1(d)), COUNT = 4 = N, kg5l

A

£

(c) (d
o fRfEHME  OBE N TAFEEAMA
Bl 1 HAR FRRELEd sl
Fig. 1 Illustration of population maintenance for

2-objective problem

Kl2(a) (e) (A = HAs T A e ey s o), Bk
YEIQ| =7, MEEMIMN = 5, A,B,C,D,E,F,
G A4S 1A S A .

A BR AR B — R e /N AR R (W E12(a));

SBR2GH RO TS

# B3 B COUNT SN, 1 TCOUNT= 4 <
N =5, #3056,

4 BoY St AN KA B F,GHE N R AR Bl B
Kl2(e)), 2R Jia X) fe /A2 i il it AT HE R R Ee
ED,G, EA,B, EB,D, ED,Ea EB,C;

LRI W Ec p N C, B = Com, BT
|Ec.r|>|Ecmin|=|Ep.c| 3F HCFBIH- &G A2
TACEREE, PR CHE N T AP Can 1E2(6)) it P BR8;

I8 COUNT= 5 = N, HiLgiH.

o} B R EARAR N =3, 11 T*COUNT=4>N =3,
HED R4,

ig%“'xﬂ‘jﬂEA,mina EEJnins EF7mina EG,min AT
HEw, MR A F, G A E,

WIRSIERT NN MAHE N FACHRE, WIE, G, AfK
UGE N RACRREE, 4n&I2(b) (¢) ()T, SHikgs R,
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(e) ®
o FRYE4F ANk ® HENTAUHREAN A
B2 = Hbs FRREYEd sel
Fig. 2 Illustration of population maintenance for

3-objective problem

ARSI B S IR R RO LA TE N AR
T, 32 DAL Ay e /N A2 BORR) o ) BE B — R B R
BT AN TR 2, BB R WA 5 R AN AR TG
TR, AN FE AR AR, MR B A RRE. 5
b, B HOA e B AN R IR DG AR, T8 R T
(1 5 ARG B B e 6 — H b ) 8, AR e
SCURT SRR S BE R h AN 12 S AN AR g /N A ik
P AT I AN O VAR S AR AR SO B TR
30 LT R RE NN AR RS, ARLF 4R T AR
YA R AR RE RO VAR E N R ARRI IS, A S
X} fe /N SR T A AT HE R, IR KA T A
RREN N ACRIRE. F5E R IR, AR T Bl
TN A AR B L, BT E, GAMEAE
R, DR AR e HH R 3 RSN A Rl (R AN, 6 G
T A BRARIE PR AR AR AN AR [ B 0E N R AR, IXRER
UFI e 7RI A . T THD S35 1 R IS ) &2 %
FEREAT 53 B

SR8 BRI I [R)FE S S AN 7 i, — 2k
TSR AR R AN AR A R BRI B, ok
X P ORE A R N A . T SR R A A AR 2 1)
R EG 25 1 B 7] 52 2% P o O (MUN'2), B Prim 572 6}
Tl A Bt AN 2B B (R B ) 2 2% 5 o O (N'2),
WH2N > Q| = N, ASCH M RSN 2 7 I [1]
R BRI G W BEERONIAN R H, o
AL NO(N). HER3MHECOUNT 5 N (1) 56 R4t
FAE WAL PN 73 K, COUNTK T N#AT
BR4, 5, 47COUNT/N T NH#AT A B6F10. T 1 437
K e Hm A SR . 2D Ak T E B RO I
IR E N TN, BRI 6] PR TR P 10 I ) 52 %
HO(NlogN). HYRSEE BTN FEHOR LIRS 1A 2
AN AR () I 7] 52 2% 2 A O(IN ), BRLICOUNT R
TN LI ) 52 4

O(NlogN) 4+ O(N) = O(NlogN).

A BRON| Q| — 145 3 BEAT HF e, JL A 5B 0% 2
HO(NlogN), LIRTF1041EFE(N — COUNT ;)

AR EE T AR RE, T COUNT oy 44 1 JiZ

O A HCH, L B 2% B HO(N). Bl ik

COUNT/IF N BLA I [ 52 2% SE TR R
O(NlogN) 4+ O(N) = O(NlogN).

LR LSRR RN TR LA
O(MN?) 4+ O(N?) + O(NlogN) = O(MN?).

4 SER RIS 45 B (Experiment designs and

results)
4.1 SER S H¥E (Experiment parameter settings)

Sk RSL 56 B B a3 A MR 4R 07 R A A, R L
S0 B B 3% 2 B bRk b S VENSGA-TTE,
C-NSGA-TII6, PESA-TIP! ¥y 43 A7 7 3 47 52 46 LE 4.
NSGA-IIH A 1R PR (1) 3 5, C-NSGA-ILH X NSGA-
T e i, 3 23 A 1 2247 T NSGA-II; PESA-IER 1)
DR % 2 A A FE B AR o AT k. A SC 7 vk A A T T
(4 15 B (AN . T (B 55 ) ST NS GA-TTH [R). 1% B e ¢
T 5N R HOR P2k a mh o7 v 1 1 e, Hid
RIPTR, IXLE 2 H AR R A 1B 2L 10, JEIESE,
A L

R 23 2 2 H b A E 2 0 o A v 2
TR AT (M3 2 PR vz v, 7E e A ST RSP,
UABIE AN [] 5 30 159 21 1) filt 82 30 47 ¥ 43 T VF 1,
FADE G} JL 34T )32 PE VAN, R T A 2 A 3R
PEN JT V. SPHIKR VRN 4R 1 3 A vk, JLPE O ek 4L
& XWR:

SP—\/ ! ‘Q‘(E d;)? 4)
SVel-1ET

M

di=  min mZ:Il | @) — f(@i)]- ()
d AR AR AR P Al SR S AN I B 1) ) R
JU L B0 2, 2 K S B 3 (ST H (. 4 1R S P ik
ANR WA AT ()8 ), BEARL) 1 0 & SP= 0, {HSPAZ
— S LAty DR 2 S M (s PPORE A, WSk, s
SNFEARTE A UERA O, UAJE — b e P AR 388 (1) iR 4R
LIS PR 71, SEARA 52 JLAR DR 2R 1 s ), 3L
PR 45 RAE0F1 2 [R), B2 1T 158 B 45 A 11 134 5]
DRI VP RS0 2 A ) B, AEDBR K 3R B Al 4R 20 A

Bz
FE S5, AFh B AR R SE B g i, AT SR
0.9, A% 5 M % 1/nreal, nreal kP 55 A% 5 4 4L, 24
AR B8 £ BB 100, VF A T 2 20000; 348 Bl
X pR £ 1 BB 2200, TF AT IR £ 100000, PESA-
TI24E b5 550 T 0 b B0 425 x 28, 7034 ok K T M % %k
H23x23%x 23, FILIIE AT REC R VEI AT B H
B DUFP R AR, A5 AN B9 6 24N 0k o B b T s
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Fig. 3 The final solutions obtained by four methods on KUR
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Fig. 4 The final solutions obtained by

four methods on DTLZ7
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4.2 43 An 45 B B (Distribution results compari- gk LB B0 LA 3R Bk 25 R FESP L, BR
son) T ZEKUR L % 3h FPESA-II, ZEFDTLZ7 L W i T-C-

e HL T 5 Mk ok %k, KURM, ZDT1, ZDT6
24 R B6 %k, DTLZ2, DTLZ7MY Jy34E I ik i %K.
KUR e i At 4 BRI SL 0 i 2k, Forh g b —
B —A /A, ZDTL, ZDT6HI S 500 5 " i,
MBI 2k, DTLZ2(K A1 S o BRE, DTLZ7 R
A — AR E L B AL

F1 g R B8 B AT DA 45 IR, AR BT RS
W ST A, 24T ARUEZE. EUA LAY

%1
Table 1

NSGA-114F, {5 HoAth i £ 35906 . s b,
1 SPAZ —Se L Ath PR 25 5 M 3k pl 11, L3850 HEVEAN
g I AHERDL I3 A LA H 6 R BKURAS
ST 154 21 (1) fif 52 35 &) P B 4F T PESA-IL, {H i
1% R BUKUR, PESA-IIS 21 1) fift £ 5 b 1fl — Bead
WO AN, RSP = A TR, AT TR
VM FRARD L, A SCHI SV R T AEDTLZ7 b 30k 3
T-C-NSGA-114t, 7E oAt e 2 #HHA e LA

AR L P Ty ik M AR HLAR

Performance comparison of the four methods

EF Sk SP UA

D tls

NSGA-II  1.0551E-01 *+3.7602E-03
PESA-II  8.4301E-02 £5.4566E-03

4.1422E-01

2.7496E-01
KUR

+4.6492E-02
+2.3771E-02

1.2893E+01 £2.2128E-03 9.3428E-01 +3.0036E-02
1.2464E+01 +1.6276E-01 3.9508E+00 +7.9086E-02

C-NSGA-1I 1.0226E-01 %6.2411E-03
AV 8.5711E-02 £3.6514E-03

5.3969E-01
7.0834E-01

+1.6539E-02
+4.1462E-02

1.2851E+01 £3.9352E-02
1.2894E+01 +-9.8002E-03

1.9344E+00 +3.3380E-02
1.6406E+00 +3.9088E-02

ZDT1

NSGA-II  7.5588E-03 +1.0122E-03
PESA-II  8.2116E-03 *+1.1264E-03
C-NSGA-II 5.3985E-03 +4.9801E—04
ACEEE 4.2296E-03 + 2.9553E-04

4.1389E-01
3.8801E-01
5.7705E-01
7.2798E-01

+4.7899E-02
+3.1464E-02
+3.1117E-02
+1.5245E-02

1.4134E+00 +8.4719E-04
1.3842E+00 +2.1365E-02
1.4041E+00 +4.3405E-03
1.4139E+00 +5.0169E-04

1.4017E+00 +3.1219E-02
3.8786E+00 +7.8469E-02
2.4283E+00 +6.8198E-02
2.1062E+00 +7.1795E-02

ZDT6

NSGA-II  5.1495E-03 +4.6986E-04
PESA-II  8.1591E-03 +1.0517E-03
C-NSGA-II 3.9843E-03 +4.1080E—04
ACEE 3.1148E-03 +2.0878E-04

4.5949E-01
3.5731E-01
5.6189E-01
7.0462E-01

+3.7466E-02
+4.1607E-02
+2.9189E-02
+2.9053E-02

1.0461E+00 £6.9547E-03
1.0456E+00 +-3.9879E-03
1.0415E+00 +1.9781E-03
1.0468E+00 +2.5272E-03

1.1469E+00 £ 9.0027E-02
2.8130E+00 +4.8158E-02
1.7704E+00 +8.9926E-02
1.2874E+00 +4.4884E-02

DTLZ2

NSGA-II  4.1831E-02 +2.1634E-03
PESA-II  4.1732E-02 +1.7522E-03
C-NSGA-II 2.7415E-02 % 1.3051E-03
AL 2.5539E-02 +1.7344E-03

3.6837E-01
3.5879E-01
6.9146E-01

7.0906E-01 £ 2.2469E-02

+1.1992E-02
+2.8999E-02
+1.3551E-02

1.7455E+00 +6.7949E-03
1.7550E+00 +-2.2388E-02
1.7853E+00 +4.4669E-02
1.7865E+00 £2.1568E-02

1.0600E+01 +4.0608E-02
4.0177E+01 +8.6841E-02
4.2678E+01 +4.1237E-01
3.9059E+01 *1.0049E-01

DTLZ7

NSGA-II  3.2491E-02 *1.6232E-02
PESA-II  4.7411E-02 +4.5493E-03
C-NSGA-II 2.5098E-02 =+2.0022E-03
AP 2.6771E-02 +2.1200E-03

4.0483E-01
3.1750E-01
6.6147E-01

6.9202E-01 £ 1.0267E-02

+1.3817E-02
+2.3706E-02
+1.7277E-02

3.5301E+00 +=4.6207E-02
3.3987E+00 *1.0835E-01
3.7529E+00 *1.7491E-01
3.7032E+00 +6.6769E-02

8.8854E+00 *£3.0742E-02
3.0925E+01 +7.9898E-02
4.8428E+01 +1.3242E-01
3.5669E+01 +3.2826E-01

4.3

1z 47 I 18] L8 (Time comparison)

5 #ZEi8(Conclusion)

MR ] DL I, NSGA-TIA e P i 33 1,
A SRS T /EDTLZT L3 T PESA-TI4F, 73
fils 6% %5 I #B 2 4 T PESA-IIRIC-NSGA-IL 75 % 45
H ) A, C-NSGA-ILS AL J7 3 AT AH [R] 1 I 1]
SR, AR T AR SO 5 v R IR R 5 AN AR T A
e VRIKAR S A A, AN 5 B PO 2 B A B AT 1A
HENT T IR, PR A R A

PR LES 2 22 H bn BEAL ST 10 HE 2 R 0,
YE TR BV U IR P e A B AR AR K 0 AR DL, A
SRR T I AR, B2 b doe /AR R
INEEE 3 /AP NS VSR = 2 NG VO R RN VNI BRI
XERREEAT YRS i TR — IR P A E A
MACHRRE, FEA T ERER AR R S
HEAT A, DRI AR v 1IN (RO, 3 A, REHR
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MNAF L FARIEARLTBIREE, AR TR
12 B A SE AN, B in B 534N 44 SL7ENSGA-
I, C-NSGA-IIFIl PESA-IIf¥) L5 S0, 2 B A SC 1K)
T3 VEAE UL B 0 Bl e R AT S 4 1 W) I, S0
IRUF IR 5 R V2
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