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Optimizing interval higher-dimensional multi-objective problems using
set-based evolutionary algorithms incorporated with preferences

GONG Dun-wei, JI Xin-fang'
(School of Information and Electrical Engineering, China University of Mining and Technology, Xuzhou Jiangsu 221008, China)

Abstract: Multi-objective optimization problems with interval parameters are ubiquitous and important, yet not many
effective methods are available for solving them. To solve these problems, we propose a set-based evolutionary algorithm
incorporated with decision-maker (DM)’s preferences to obtain a Pareto solution set which satisfies DM’s preferences. In
this algorithm, the original optimization problem is first transformed into a tri-objective deterministic optimization problem
with three performance indicators: hyper-volume, uncertainty and DM satisfaction. To solve the transformed problem,
we employ a set-based Pareto dominance relation to compare different individuals. Individuals with the same rank are
distinguished by using a specially designed extension measure incorporating DM’s preferences. Additionally, a set-based
mutation and recombination scheme is suggested to generate an offspring with high performance. Four benchmark multi-
objective optimization problems and a car cab design problem have been used to evaluate the proposed method; results are
compared with those from other three methods. Conclusions indicate that the proposed method can obtain a Pareto solution
set with a desirable compromise between the convergence, extension, uncertainty and the DM’s satisfaction.
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Fig. 1 Membership functions of linguistic values
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F 32 ) R — AN 59 H bR I ZE 5 1 e LAk i)

L, AL IR, BUASRL W . O TR A% )
AR A 5 J7 9 i 1 g, b B> H AR 5T N3 40
sin (207 3 w;)/4, SEAHE— HARRREE A DX ).

4.2 ZHE (Parameters setting)

SR 2 L8 UK S, 1207 il E 11 KBS, 4 PI-SET-
MOEA (1) RS A — AN AL 5 AL AL ] A 11
AEIH0, K 283 47588 H AR G b 3k ; PPI-
SET-MOEAXH [FI#E 1244, [FIFf, SET-MOEAF
TERRS RN R — AL 25 SR Ak I A AN $ 34 10,
R SCHR (1219 52 56 25 ., A8 5720 K 410, 6 F1P-
MOEA, F R EL 100, 15 1 5 w535 7 vk o pp it or
A5 1 B AT A Tl R i 1 A H5OAH ) 10— 20 |, STk
[5,12]H1, SET-MOEA F {14 &8 5458/ FITP-MOEA
PRI AE 32 SR RIS A 2 (R IR e 9 Ak
RS X, PR 2 I A e, For, A8 SCRIAR Sk %03l
J30.9 F10.1. SCHR[STHY, 4 Bl 72 i i R A AR B
J9100. 24 H br ek £ 1L 4N 1), PI-SET-MOEA, PPI-
SET-MOEA, }SET-MOEAJ 5% 1] 3C#ik [2114% H 1)
Monte Carlo /7 AT EEEE AR, KAEREE10,000.
T B R, A SO T AR S50, ANFE ik
FHAHF I HE. K, NS HEARE, NE T
LIRS S AP,

XA IR, SR A R PR S s . ASIF]
T3 2 0 Qi G 1 B A BT A, e, WA e 4 S PPI-
SET-MOEA{# H [l if, 1 & PI-SET-MOEA ' ¥ 3¢
AR S N R 15 )5 B R 4 £ TP-MOEA 5 SET-
MOEA AL 45 o 5 458 H 1) 4, th & PI-SET-MOEA
g S AL R N I B LR AT, A TR
TN N IS B, SR, 2, 3, 4, K5y Rl “IR
INT SN R AR K R TR AN
SESE R L L w7 aRERHIL, M, HEOR.

A1 ARIFEE
Table 1 Preferences setting
HARA Tl
2 {5,4}; {H, H}

PEGRE s

{5,5,4,4,4}; {H,H,H, H, H}
{5,5,5,5,5,4,4,4,4,4,3,3,3,3,3}

{M,M,M,M, M, H, H, H, H, H, H, H, H, H, H}

20

{5,5,5,5,5,5,5,5,4,4,4,4,4,4,4,3,3,3,3,3}

{L,L,L,M,M,M,M, M, M, H, H,H, H,H, H, H, H, H, H, H}

{5,5}; {L, M}

{5.5,5.5,4}: {L,L, M, M, M}

EWRE s

{5,5,5,5,5,5,5.5.5,4,4,4,4,3,3}

{L,L,L,L,L,L,M,M, M, M, M, M, H, H, H}

20

{5,5,5,5,5,5,5,5,5,5,5,5,4,4,4,4,4,4,3,3}

{L,L,L,L,L,L,L,L,L,L, M, M, M, M, M, M, M, H, H, H}
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4.3 MHREFEHR (Performance indicators)

KT SAME REFR bR LLBOX 4R 5 R PEfE:

1) ShrEAARR, fRR AL, K (@) 514~
KTV ZAEEK, 15 2 Pareto HiT v IR 1T Mk
It

2) ANffE BE, AR, SR @) r 24K
T AZAEE)N, 132 1K) Pareto H VT ERORS .

3) 5 AR GE RV A FE S, AR DI EE, R =X
(6) VL. AL, 1534 (1) Pareto Fi ¥ ) 48 & P AT
B e

4) b, R PIEE, KX @M 3T
VIR AZAEEOKR, YR IE X145 21 i Pareto A v ki =

5) CPURH], FARTWIRE. H 7L CPURY H]E
44 2% 4 B 5 4 Pr(Experimental results and

analysis)

SERG Ay A3 SR AUE R LA, TR A
AR AR A B A AR LS R A B L
1B, B UF BT ER S A AL T VR A R SR 55341
3 5938 5 LR AR Ak ) RURD TR ) R, Ee A& T
EIPERE.

1) st MM EERE SO0 B L.

AL AL ] A AN SO N,
o AR SRR B N D, R4, R8I S
AR BRI ELAE IND /N, B 245 BT
FETTIE R AR AN H AR 20 DTLZ 1 MIDTLZ2’
I, ND/NRREARE )24 th 6. BT DTLZ3
DTLZ5 7 26 5 S AT 2R, IX BAN 45 1.

i E20] LLE H: @O XAl —pufin) &, i it
AREL I3 N, N D/NAE S AR 2 T3 Ui W 5
PR AR, PR AS BTG 2, AN ) T AN W AR
1, @ XTAH RS ARER, B3 HFRRE 2, ND/
NAEAWIHE R, 4 BN O T 8055 150, 519
I AT N DINAE R 1, 3 S A A
R AERO S O Y H RO 216, B R 1S
R AR NDINAE /N1, AH A, 1K T0.8. X
Ui B, 38 HE IR A A SR A AR, T T A
b 1n) 8, BEAE EHE AL 25 A, 159 28 1) AR AR R EE
B LR AR 80%.

2) AR T HAHEIAL ) PERE.

RT3 BB R a2 H AR LA )
DTLZ1'FIDTLZ2' [{JParetofi %, Eb AN [\ 7 ¥ 1
PERE:; ZR2350 K5 BT 1775 PI-SET-MOEA 5 45 557
PPI-SET-MOEA LL4, S UF e 7 ik Re A3 2155 &
PSR FLIAM I IR 553550 K PI-SET-MOEA 5

2R S IP-MOEA 5 SET-MOEA LU, BAIE T
J7VE e BRI 2SI « AN E 1, DL E RE
PESSHET, HSEARF GRS i I Pareto AL A AE.

H1F PI-SET-MOEA, PPI-SET-MOEA }; SET-
MOEA#R &5 T A M RE LA i, ZEPP AL
SEOACIE, H I AN IRAE, A SCh SRS 1)
UL 10, AL, SN Ao — AN S A n)
BIOMATIEE S . N T AR, T IP-MOEATS
SUIAERE DU, H209 a2 PS5 D 17 PRV R B B Py
¥, FREECHT10ME AT 245 B AR AR

10 = ‘; Bi—l—bi—Bie—bid—ble—bld—Bi—bld—bld—bid—Hid—bié : ——
0.9 A
L *
0.8 /{{ﬂ\#’_ﬁ,‘(\ /f
0.7F o= R T
'S
2 06_
S 05F
Z 0 4 -
: ——2
03F -5
02+ -.g--15 .
-%=20
0.1F a
00 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
ALK
(a) DTLZI
1.0
09} .
0.8 S )Y_‘
4 \
0.7{;*_a"‘{ b""%*-ﬁ—ﬁ—ﬁxﬁaﬁl 4
> 0.6
S 05
= 0.4
——2
0.3F ——5
02+ -g--15
0.1 20
00 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
BEAAREL
(b) DTLZ2’

K2 ND/NBERAEK A 2k
Fig. 2 Curves of N D/N with respect to number of

generations

D 2 HEruAL in) /) Pareto R A

%M PI-SET-MOEA, IP-MOEA } SET-MOEA
SKA# 2 H hrDTLZ 1/ FIDTLZ2’, 15 3 41 & 3 i 718 1)
Paretoif V5. & H: “0”, “<% 7, “>" R ETIRIX
3FRTIEAF B 10/ IF) AR DR TR R e SEERAE
RELEHE i KNG MES) R X 3F0 7 ¥4 21 H br
X (KITTE). HEI3 0] LA LA R 143 21
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¥ 9530 &

Pareto i ¥ H A1 LI FERIPL S, . Ak, K281 H AR P X
SEHTVRAS 20 PALDI FE (. 752U r e, B,
P PLL IP & SET il & PI-SET-MOEA, IP-MOEA
JSET-MOEAR 45, oAb K] AR %K R T
=K.

1.00 — T ——T—T—bere
0.98 - ° o
0.96 o ‘%
0.94 .
0.92 F .

' 0.90 - .
0.88 .

0.86F oPI .
084F =IP .

082k P SET i

0.80 L L L L 1 L 1 L L
0.80 0.820.84 0.860.88 0.900.92 0.94 0.96 0.98 1.00

S

(a) DTLZ1’
1.00 CE] T T T T

L‘?Sjg |
095
0.90 - 1
0.85 b b

~ >4
' 0.80F > . B
0.75
o PI B

070 &« P
065 P SET

065 070 0.75 0.80 0.85 0.90 0.95 1.00
Sy
(b) DTLZ2'
Kl 3 ARG 201 Pareto HifvH
Fig. 3 Pareto front obtained by different methods
£ 2 TR 7 k4326 Pareto ] 7% 49 PA= D B
Table 2 P and D indictors of Pareto front obtained
by different methods

DTLZ1’ DTLZ2’

P D P D

PI 1355 024 979 022
1P 15.13 079 785 242
SET 15.12 0.67 553 191

1 & 3 Al 22 2 ] 41: O PI-SET-MOEA 73 3| 1Y
Pareto VLA A 5 A AN o A0, IX 4,475 1)
D kT T 2047, @ IP-MOEA145 21| Pareto Hif ¥
FEIT AL T PI-SET-MOEA G2t iX K, 4
PUAR IR AT A H AR, DAL AR (PR R ) Re s
PFIFAIE, K HE T Pareto 5 1 [ IP-MOEA fE £ 1R
U H i Rz AR A 1) B, SET-MOEA7S 3] i Pareto i

5

WS E T P A T PI-SET-MOEA S 31 (], iX /&
N, Z T IR AR A AR S 2 M A LA KA SR
(K H I E K H bR, 11 PI-SET-MOEA{X 4 H il 5 1
JAfAk H bk —; @ PI-SET-MOEA73 3] f{] Pareto
B WY A9 100 B AN 45 F IP-MOEA, H. 1 T SET-
MOEA; @ PI-SET-MOEAfS 2| LAt i D TLZ1’
FIDTLZ2' { Pl BEAR 53 )/ TR T S Ath2Fh 77
%, ® PI-SET-MOEATS 2| () Dl 5% {8 34 L T~ 3L
2 F 15 ¥2.

gr bnr g, SR A A 7V ANIE H T SR R
Yt 2 Hhs U4 e, AR5 Ui, 4Pk ) A 5 4R
D H bR R, RAML S 2 H bRtk ik
fift, 342 ST )R

) A5 ek s,

PI-SET-MOEA 5 PPI-SET-MOEA [} £ X [X_ 5}
TET: 2R 5 VEAE R RERE A 2 v R 9 D £ 2
AIREA—E X2 KU AT AR A f rp, w]
DT B A SR S s a3 L ReAE R B E AT 46
HI, SN LIRS s, 15 PPI-SET-MOEA
1R B PIE ] BEAST G PSR B AE I if . AR 23 1Y)
SEI A T IR R 2 e, PR, Bk 2y
A3 2 I Pareto BT VY 55 M I AH DG (1R BE, RI4.3745 iy
LK PFIDIE .

451 1555 51l 45 i PI-SET-MOEA 5 PPI-SET-
MOEAK fi#t {1t 4k, i) 5% DTLZ2' #1 DTLZ5' I, 45 3|
[fIPareto HI 5 11 PRI DI FE AR . A T R 5 2/
TR AR NI b 2 S 1 S e, A B TR0 B A
5347 Mann-whitney \E S HUR 56, B35 1K1
0.05, FR3FNHIX 2R 7R AR T A AL IR N, 4321
(R RH N0 B2 ) A 2 0k 56 45 R, Tl FRp—(E. e

“L7 R« —7 23 5 % JRPI-SET-MOEAW] & 1 T
145 TPPI-SET-MOEA, “0” F/x¥# 2 [0 IS
. T BB, S T AR TR 6 3 R Utk
B2, HHCH R S 2 PR

k.3 AR 7 ki3] ¢ Paretod] & 4
PAa DR E ) p—E
Table 3 p-values of P and D indicators of Pareto
fronts obtained by different methods

DTLZ1" DTLZ2' DTLZ3’ DTLZ5

P D P D P D P D

5 + + + + + + + +
15 + + + + + + + +
20 + 0 + + + + 0 +

4R ELS, PR3 LU H: @O B T20H A5
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DTLZ5’, PI-SET-MOEA#% 2| [f]Paretofij ¥ ¥) Pl
J% 5PPI-SET-MOEA JC i # 72 74, X F A1k
] @, PI-SET-MOEA7S 2| []Pareto i ¥ [ Pl &£ 5!
FAL T PPI-SET-MOEA, X £ W, Fr42 7 145 211
Pareto AL AR A BEAF G YR SREE M E L4, @ R T
20H ¥sDTLZ1’, PI-SET-MOEA 3 3 f{JPareto iy ¥
(K] DI 5 PPI-SET-MOEA . i % 2 5 4b, % T3
s Afe Ak, 0] 55, PI-SET-MOEA75 2| f] Pareto Rij ¥5 ) D

I 5248 T PPI-SET-MOEA. iX /2 [X 24, Dill &
(P EI J eskE mir, TTPPI-SET-MOEA £ Rl
ek b et v, SR AR e S 3 O -5 e J o S 3
IfA—3

H_FR AT RS, AT EAE TRk, AAREL
FEBA AL R AR AT T, sk ey
ISR L, AR A TS 30 AL e
Regl\s Ecgini= R )T

120 T

150 i
T -
+ 100 % - é
=2
R, ol 1o % + T 17 1
i | T
60 F .
20} i T
501 —
40t -
10 PII PIPI IIP S]I-ET PI PPI 1P SET PI PPI 1P SET
DTLZ2'5d DTLZ2'15d DTLZ220d
10 T T T T 30 T T T T T T T T
— 40t - ]
sk — § —
’ é
20F -
or i 0L T ]
m
T 1l o+ - |
4t ]
10 -
LETR) L
2+ & i
é
0 oL 10—

L=

PI

PPI IP
DTLZS5'5d

SET

T T

=

T

T

PI

PPI 1P

SET

1.0

Q05

0.0

PI PPI IP SET

PPI IP

SET

PI
DTLZ5'15d DTLZ5"20d
Bl 4 AR 2 Pareto v IR P EEAH
Fig. 4 Box plots of P indicator of Pareto fronts obtained by different methods
T T T T 1 .5 T T T T
1.0 a
T of = _
#’— i 1 1 (.0 L — 1 1 1
PI PPI P SET PI PPI 1P SET
DTLZ2'15d DTLZ2"20d

DTLZ2'5d
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4 T T T T T T T T 3 T T T T
+ 15+ "|' .
3 2 I % |
- 10} _ _
Q Q
_|_
;% T 1] .
l -+
E= +
1 1 1 + 1 00 ﬁ L 1 1 Sn— 1 1 1
PI PPI IP  SET PI PPI P SET PI PPI P SET
DTLZ5'5d DTLZ5'15d DTLZ5"20d

Kl 5 ANFTT2A3 20 Pareto BT ) DI EEAR

Fig. 5 Box plots of D indicator of Pareto fronts obtained by different methods

3) P E S Sk L.

K442 K74 45 K PI-SET-MOEA, IP-MOEA,
PL & SET-MOEAK fi# 4t [v] D TLZ2' FIDTLZS’

K. %£4%| 4 T PI-SET-MOEA 5 IP-MOEA fISET-

MOEAK i B A LA [, 4321 (1250 1 AES
Hoker U 45 R R S5G AN R 5 i SR MR A A 1) i 1

i5F, 73 2 [ Pareto RUWS P, D, I, UL & H A CPUKERT, BDTFE(H.
1.5 T T T 20 T T T 60 T T T
+
T = =
15F
1.0 T . 40+ .
~ T 10+ ~
0.5 . 20 .
o
+
I S S = . L= .
PI IP SET PI P SET PI P SET
DTLZ2'5d DTLZ2'15d DTLZ2'20d
3 . . . 50 . . == 100 . ; .
0F 4 % . 80 - % g -
% "

2 T

+ 30F - . 60 -

5 T o+ | T

+ 20 4+ 40 1

1k
10} . 20} .
0 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 % 1 1
PI IP SET PI IP SET PI IP SET
DTLZ5'5d DTLZ5'15d DTLZ5"20d

Kl 6 ANFT7 243 2K Pareto Hi v TR 1IN EEAH ]
Fig. 6 Box plots of I indicator of Pareto fronts obtained by different methods
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1.0 T T “E—— 1.0 T T T 0.20 T T T
T =
—T= 0.15F 1
| g
T 051 4 =T o0sf 4 = oo} i
== I
0.05 .
0.0 L L L 0.0 L L L 0.00 s L L
PI P SET PI P SET PI P SET
DTLZ2'5d DTLZ2'15d DTLZ220d
T T I 2.0 XlOi} T T T 8 X1073 T T
0.15} - T
== 15k i 6
0.10F .
S % T oo01f + 4 = o4t
0.05F % - o5k | Al l :’:
0.00 s L L 0.0 —== E s 2 0 | L E
PI P SET PI P SET Pl P SET
DTLZ5'5d DTLZ5'15d DTLZ5"20d

Kl 7 AR T3 Pareto B A1 H EEAE A
Fig. 7 Box plots of H indicator of Pareto fronts obtained by different methods

% 4 B 72133 ¢ Pareto ] W&

#9H, I, PVABR DN E & p—a

Table 4 p-values of H, I, P and D indicators of Pareto front obtained by different methods

DTLZ1' DTLZ2' DTLZ3' DTLZ5'
H I P D H I P D H I P D H I P D
5 0 - - 4+ - — 4+ 4+ 0 0 0 + - — + +
P 15 - 4+ + 4+ - + + + - 0 4+ + - 4+ + +
20 - 4+ + + - + 4+ + - 4+ 4+ 4+ - + - +
5 - 0 0 + - 4+ 4+ 4+ - 4+ + + - 0 + +
SET 15 - 4+ + - —-— 4 4+ 4+ - 4+ 4+ 0 - + 4+ +
20 - + + 4+ - + 4+ + - 4+ 4+ 4+ - + + +

H E4-7F1%47] LLF H: O PI-SET-MOEATS
F|[¥yPareto BTV 11 HN 22525 T A2 Fp 5 ik, iX
JER, ZEIP-MOEA ', H 5 4% FH -1 R4 A At
Rk — A, HH el 2, S8k
B ARG 2, W A115 5 2 i AR S DLz FH H
FE PEARAESS, AT FRAEG T AR o D A 16 48 1 ) TR 9
DX PRSI () 52 ZESET-MOEAH, 425747
S RV EE 21 SR 34 DA R AR A5 18 HOO g H b T

Py, HEE 2 Hbie — @ R T5H
FrAR AL 1) f54b, PI-SET-MOEA7S 3 [ Pareto | %%
(R T 2 5 22 T IP-MOEA; 444k ) i) H kA
BN S, B T 743 3 i Pareto B T L0 & 56 2%
% FIP-MOEA. iX it B, IP-MOEA H 68 1R & 11 3k
i b R EICRL D (1) DX ) S50 A v . P 5949
FI| ¥y ParetoF ¥ 1.1 & 5 25 {L T-SET-MOEA, 1]
AE (1) JL K] 2, AS SCA X SET-MOEAAE T 137N (1) A%
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b, A IE H TSR X 1R 240 2 H prdiAb in) i, B
IR HIP-MOEA I X [] 5 ARAE T J5k ) LG
R, K AR ]38 AR ) F PR H S AR R, T
AT TR A PR AN T 5 B2 1) SRS [ IR,
WA B 7 5 L FEAE A LA H bRz —; @) B
TANHARAR ) B4, PI-SET-MOEA 5 2| (] Pareto Hif
W PN S5 B S Ad 2 b g vk, 1K U, ZERP
AL R v, Rl N RS I - B % 5| 134 T ],
MNITAF 2 AT P I i AR @ B TA
S AL 1) J AL, PI-SET-MOEA7S 3] (] Pareto i} #%
(1) DI E 23 LT oAb 2B 53k, 3K RN, BTy
1B DI EEAE AR — 20 LA v ), g HeAds 2
ITERIRAT P [EAMA TR LE e k.

A5 KRR ikt TRE(s)
Table 5 T indicator of different methods(s)

T/s DTLZ!’” DTLZ2’ DTLZ3 DTLZ5
5 40.1 39.2 432 38.4
PI 15 98.7 88.8 92.9 90.4
20 124.8 120.4 116.2 112.5
5 83.5 89.7 91.3 85.3

1P 15 176.9 170.4 176.9 174.9
20 214.2 226.6 221.9 214.2

5 361.3 347.6 395.9 321.9

SET 15 17014 1660.8 1722.6 1677.1
20 21139 2531.5 2182.1 2642.9

MRS LUG H: @O [F— ka7 N e &< b
H bR s 003G 22 i AT N @ X AH R LA i)
W, PI-SET-MOEA [#Ji517 It} [A] 2] /£ IP-MOEA[#] —
e, Uk B R B 4 7 VSR A v e 2 H AR LA 1) i,
REME Ik DU L, @) X TAH LA ), PI-SET-
MOEA 132 17 It ] 28 /> F SET-MOEA. X /& [K 2,
BRI 2P IEASE TR A R Sk =i 2 H

FRAAL 0] B, {H &, SET-MOEA# K K BB AAFAT)
THE, TR R EE SR E RN 1K, BEFE H b Rk
(34 22 T AR EA8E N, i FESET-MOEA {17 i}
ETRS

W R AR IR AL ) S G, 45 B R 4508
@ Y HAr e, #4022, PI-SET-MOEA A
— BTSN 2 B s it 757%; @ PI-SET-
MOEA Lt 56 56 72:PPI-SET-MOEA 15 3] [ fift 56 75 &
YR 0 4, B PI-SET-MOEAS 1 [{]Paretofi#
£E IR 8l 45 T IP-MOEA 5 SET-MOEA, {H & [
AT IS TR H A /DT IX 28 77 15, a2 BEIP-MOEA
L SET-MOEA X H A IS AT I 7], i T 41
Wik Ak, PI-SET-MOEA 7 2| ff) Paretof /i 44, fi#
LA e M S J b, DL Rl A R S 3l e 1
PSR F1X 200 75 . IR, PI-SET-MOEA it 1% 15
S M7 % Pk Be TR AR T Pareto AL 4R, H & HI%E 4
PEREOL T H T SRR X (A1 2 8% H AR LAk in) 4 ¥ TP-
MOEA, [F] i, AR T H 1 sk i 4 2 H ARt ALl
ARG S SET-MOEA.

3) ARIGEIT TREBETE ) P RE.

ALK PI-SET-MOEA 5 2 Fh J5 56 J5 1 L
5 ANFTTERM R R B AR 6 FTa, RS I
N5 VAR, b 38 10470 AR I & PI-SET-
MOEA H 35 & W R S N it 28247 1 )5 391 4
I - IP-MOEA 5 SET-MOEA 7+ Sl BE Ak 45 oK J 4
FHH) e, 1 JEPI-SET-MOEA 7 ¢ 5 1 E R BE
At FE R N ) B e LR AT

K184 HE 3 I VA SR ARLAL 1) /LIS, £33 () Pareto
HIYRIWH, I, D, &P EERIFEE]. 2751 HPI-SET-
MOEA 51P-MOEAHISET-MOEA 1 15%- il & ()
SRR 85 . R8I H AR 7 V2SR R4 1n] )
CPUAEIN.

R 6 ik E

Table 6 Preferences setting

igamss  {5.5,5,4.4,4,3,3,3}; {M,M,M, H, H, H, H, H, H}

ERAIILS

{5,5,5,5,5,4,4,4,3}; {L,L,L, M, M, M, M, H, H}

NEE

0.06

0.04 - a

0.02 -

0.00

PI IP SET

0.10

0.08 -

0.06 - ]
~
0.041 % % ,
0.02 % ]

0.00 L L L
PI 1P SET
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1ok == |
08 L E _—

0.6
0.4}

02}

0.0 1 1 1
PI 1P SET

40 é =
30t % :

20

PI 1P SET

K 8 AR5 iEA3 2 Pareto T 1V H, 1, D, LUK PIIEE IS
Fig. 8 Box plots of H, I, D and P indicators of Pareto fronts obtained by different methods

& 7 TR 7 %53 4 Paretol & 49 H, I, D,
VAR P B # p-1A
Table 7 p-values of H, I, D and P indicators of
Pareto fronts obtained by different

methods
H I D P
1P + 0 —
SET - + + +

A 8 R 7kt YTRE(s)
Table 8 T indicator of different methods(s)

PI IP SET

T/s 548 1202 673.4

1 I8N #77] 74 %1): O PI-SET-MOEA7S 3 1)
Pareto i Y5 (1) H U 5 S5 IP-MOEA ¥ A i 2 7 7, 2
#&, . % %5 T'SET-MOEA; @ PI-SET-MOEA7 |
() Pareto F ¥ R TIN BE i 2 DL T oAl 2 Fh 5% 3 PI-
SET-MOEA## 2|1 DI & 5TP-MOEA %A 2.3 22
S HJE, BEL T SET-MOEA. @ PI-SET-MOEA
73 2 () Pareto i ¥ 1Y Pl & {2 3% 45 T IP-MOEA, 1
REMF I A2, IP-MOEA ] LA (1 104N ik, A2 A
SR S AR S T, Feih 2 P S i A M e 2
L HLK; PI-SET-MOEA7S 2| (] Pareto i 15 1) Pill
5 B4 T SET-MOEA.

%81 LLE i, PI-SET-MOEA [{Jiz 17 I [7] 3
/N FIP-MOEAMISET-MOEA, 5 3K fif JE At Ak, i)
BRI M E5 AR .

ETREE W E RO LA R R 4518 O PI-
SET-MOEA 7533 [] Pareto i Ab fft A AU SI ME A 4 J
PESIP-MOEA TG {2 % 7 ¢, {HU, & BIANIf i T
WL PSR i R BE 4 A T A5 T IP-MOEA,;
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