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Novel bi-objective model-based evolutionary algorithm for
constrained optimization problems
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2. School of Computer Science and Technology, Xidian University, Xi’an Shaanxi 710071, China)

Abstract: When applied to a constrained optimization problem (COP), the optimal solution set of the formulated bi-
objective model is not the same as that of COP. Thus, extra mechanisms should be designed to ensure that the algorithms
for bi-objective model converge to the optimal solution of COP. To overcome the drawback, a novel bi-objective model is
proposed, and the optimal solution set of the novel model is shown to be the same as that of COP. Then, a simple differential
evolution (DE) algorithm is presented for solving the novel bi-objective model, in which DE/rand/1/bin is employed as the
search engine and Pareto dominance-based non-dominated sorting is used as the selection criterion. Numerical experiments
for 10 standard test functions with different characteristics have been carried out, and the results show the effectiveness of
the novel model and the proposed algorithm.
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1 5|5 (Introduction)
LYY o) L R F A AR TR0 W I
— A . AN, AL R (constrain-
ed optimization problem, COP) [ #ii& 4
min f(x)
st.gi(x) <0,i=1,2,--- ,q, W
hi(x)=0,i=q+1,---,m,

xeD,
K = (2,29, + 2 /PR R, f() 2 HAR
REL D ={x e R"|l; < zj; <wuy, lj,u; ER, j=1,
yoe PR, gi(x) <0(E=1,2,--- ,q)
AERLH, hi(2) =0(i=g+1,--- ,m)RELLR,
S={z|lr € D, gi(x) <0,i=1,2,--- ,¢q; hi(x) =

[\
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0,i=q+1, - ,m}FRA M B AIAT L, P77
PR PR AT AT

M T AR AR, 0] (1) A2 D0 U — AR A
ANER ) ) . 1345 V% (evolutionary algorithm, EA)/&
AU H AR S AL R I — Fh IS T BRI R
5, EREA AU AR R, DRI G SR Ad il (1), 3
R B VF 2T ML R 16 5 7% (constrained
optimization EAs, COEAs)!'=7, F kb Sy R g £ R
oAb i) 8, S ma S RE IR OCHE N S AT AN — 2
AR R, A2 R AL BEOR. X1
HEAL SE 18 R HLHL: B T 2 23 Bk fK(differential
evolution, DE)BST i K H s ¥ gm b, B AR 5, 5 T
S, HAE 2 RS b R I AR R P BB 6), B
]z T SR AR A Ak ) RSO0 R gt AR SR
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FDEAE A 2 . {E AR B in) 5 i 20 A 4 AR I, i
(124 SR A B 7 1 2 SR e 5k T 2 2 A il
AL A TEAT AL ). R T 10 SO E R S
REZIAAR K, HAfE 1 S8 S U A Sk 2 —A
PR HE R ) DRI 17 R B0 b 3 24 SR 4% 1
(R RVEVE BRI BY. FH 52 280 BR 1. Aok, 4 I i) it 1) H
FREREAE N — A HAR, 58 M ST 29 511
SEAER T3 A HEFR, AFE LR Il U3 A 4 XUH
ARARAR ] 2 13140 R S A 1R X0 H o il L i 4
WA I R S AR AR T ASAH S . X E AR Ak 1) 2
BB A Pareto§i v _FIIS) AT HI— AR MR,
TR AEA, 0 2 R 235 2 A7 29 R4 L H bR
BRI EIAE B DL IR — M, i B AR AR A T Pareto T v 1K)
— Ay (1% SR R Pareto BTV I — /MRS i ). BRI,
e A TR L H A A 2R i AT O 2 100 (2 i e e O A A
Paretofi iy I Ab R — i), 75 AR I e S8 e AL
i LAORUE S92 e 0 W S B W i . BEATL A e B9
(stochastic ranking, SR)5YEMER I BEA 71 LA— e A
el B H bR R 2l 2 A S ek O R BLEHE ), 5
SREVENIVERE AR 2. A3 10 KA E S0 UE
W], 2py = 0.450F, FIE I 25 R de i, X i I SRE
VAP T3 ST 72l 1A P 20 s S e 0k B
W5 | SRR RE A ). 38 R I AR AR 3 A, SR (adap-
tive tradeoff model with evolutionary strategy, ATMES)
SRV AR 2 A 3N B, 2R AR TR,
RIAREE LA AN AT A I R FH 2 T Pareto SCAC G 2R 11
AMELCER SRS, 51 SRR, X BB, i T AR
DR I3 AE T B BN AT AT B, 7148 ] Pareto S HC 5K &
AN, A LR R ) AR S S A 2 O Sl
ANITRT 2 PAMAIE RN T —AX, TSy — P E S A
AR AR TR AT AR SRR, R Z R H 3
K BRI RNASE, 1 — 1k 877241 K Hl Pareto SCHC K &
() A E AN N T 5 T 2 R s A /IS PR A ) A 2
T AT AL 1) PR ARE R SCHR (13193 PR AN B AN ]
JTEAE B . AR 1B B, MR A ATAT A, s
i) A A 2 A ) R, e AN S H R R, 2
LGS S B 205 | S8 R PO RE N AT AT 8. AR
HILATAT AR IS, SRR NS 20 B, RIS H 22 H AR
AL FELI R, I HIAH R [ Pareto S FiC ¢ R AE K LEA 3
W5 | AR, XA U] PR AR ] 22 H AR 29 AL
PR REAT 05 A2 [ B ) I er. 22 HARAUAG 5 22 53
Ut 4k 45 4 (cmbining multiobjective optimization and
DE, CMODE)#EMR 1 22 43 HEAL S R Al 3 Ak 1
B AR ) . AZFEAE B VRIS (38 Y
JEE BRI, AN LT FB AN AR 2Z [8] ¥y Pareto S C K &
J, M HL B A AR ) 2 3 S A R R/ INHE A
SRR e

H R CA R H R SRAR ] L (1) T 2% 18

XHARAASRL, IR TR 5 COP(1) ) sl i
HEAHAE, DRI SR A I A v SUTE AR 22 F R AL 1)
— T DRI, AN TG | NS ML RE LRAIE
SR LR BI COP() R

2 FEAWE S A 2R TAE(Concepts and related

work)

2.1 X HAREAL IR B S AR (Bi-objective optimi-
zation problem and concepts)

HREE A H bR R B 2 HARLAL )

{min F(x) = (fi(z), f2(x)),

st.x € D,

e = (2, ,x,) € D CRFR A PRI W] &,
Dk asa], Y23 0] DAEWL FR %25 [[FR K
HAR=E ], R ings W E R ) e S AN .

EX 1 ParetoSL. e, M, &M ],
Fra; Pareto X fite,; (iifEx,; < x;), M HACUVE € {1,
2}, #8A fi (i) < fi(@y), H3s € {1,2}, 45 f, ()

TEX 2  Paretofp L. o € DFFH i
1] {2 (2) ) Pareto B JUAE, 24 HAN Y —3x’ € D, fiiffa’
< .

E X 3 Pareto i fL fift 5. X H b i) 8 (2) 1)
Pareto 15 I, il £& & #% ky Pareto #5 I fi# £ (Pareto set,
PS), WIPS= {x € D|-32’ € D, a2’ < x}.

E X 4 Paretof #5. X A H A5 L4k 1) 5 (2),
Paretol (LA HEPSTE H #1281 IFGAEFK by Pareto Hif
i (Pareto front, PF), |PF= {F(x)|x € PS}.

2.2 tHKTAE(Related work)

ST R BV AR COP() FeAL A N H AR 2
H ARGk 1) B2 0T 4 SR A B2 R A 0 v 0214,
BT AR R AL, A

) _ max{oagi(w)}v 1 < { < q,

Gilw) = {\hxm)\, gri<i<m
WARG; () = 0. #5G;(x) = 0, Wi £ iR 5%
1, ZGi(x) > 0, WG, (2)FRoneid RN R A
MIFERE. & XA RIE R G (2) = . Gi(x), EFX

=1
INANMA @ 1 TR L R AR IR R[] A A sz A
P o BT RS, WARG (x) > 0. R, Y o &
AN ALAT fE B, G(x) > 0; M i W AT f# 1, G(z) =
0. KI5 H b5 e f (a) 15— H b, 20008 I ki 44
G(x)1E R 5 —A H s, WICOP(L)E AL Jg tan ™ A H #i
PRA, )

2)

{ min (f (), G(z)), 3)

st.x € D.
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- COP)Fe Ak 2y B H FRALAAE T (3), (L EATTI 5
RAREEAT A 5T X 9], COP(1) 22 4k 3 il 4T Sl fidt, BRI
WALAREAE(G () = 0), HLf (z)ik Bl MR —A4
fift, TS H bR ) 8 (3) A R B EPF Y 51 i A i —
AL, WE TR, COP() KEARMR X H 1A
G IPFS 25 dARAL ] LD [ w AT SRR A R f (),
RIPF E4b TG (x) = ORIk, PRI A% A0 1 n) 381(3)
SEAT L PR o v 8, S et o e Sl e 2 0 i
filt f (™) T PIf.

Ji@)

AT AR

Sir®)
PF

0 G(@)
1 ZPRAAL TR ()50 H B il (3) e UK G 24
Fig. 1 The relationship between optimal solutions of
COP (1) and bi-objective problem (3)

3 EETHRXH AR A R A S
(A novel bi-objective model-based COEA)
T AT R AR (3) A AT I 4 1), 7K A N

AR | NARS A LA SV A SR AR IR A5 Il R0 ) O 2

RXAFAF VLB 7 2255 B ) R PR . T 22 H

BRI ) R ) SR AR S AT E AR R 2,

7 & ) R e, AN SR AR 1) RL(3), DRI AT g

TOFTRI TG X ARAR A,

3.1 BB i X H AR B (A novel bi-objective

model without preference)

FH 3 e (1) S B A 29 R A IR LA,
WA PRI AL T A, SRAPRINS I 224 i -T2 oAt
A2, BIG(x) = 0. ASSCHRE O H AR T

{min (2 (@), (),

4
st.x € D, @

Hrp: 21 (x) =f(x)+eG(x), 2h(x) = G(x), e>0
SIS HL, O TR ARG R IR, e K,
X AT ORI Al 2 2 P AR o) Il (1), 2 A R
BUESS, DI AT e — oo REFTAR AL (4) RIfiEiH AL 20
ARG PR (4) 55 COP() IR ALAF L TR R R I T

FE1  Ye — +oolt], 2 [ (4) ¥ Paretofi
Do HAL G 2 COP() I AL

iE ‘<7 Wa* ECOP() I I A filt, WL 29 3
BEREEEG(x*) = 0. Vo € D, 53 PRI (A mT
ATIRAANTTAT A UEH]:

i) i 17, G (x) = 0. #HaeA &)W m LR,
Mf(x) > f(x*). FHkVe > 0, f(z*) + eG(z*) <
f(x) +eG(x), Bl 2y (x*) < 2,(x). XA 2(x*) =
2(x) = 0, fiha* < @. FaiECOP)IKEALAR, M
f@®) = f(@), HG(z") = G(z) = 0, ML H b5
() e Ml o [)— i, W AN SCfdae™.

i) @ AHAT, BIG(2) >0, W2 (%) < 2o(x).
f(x*) < f(x), WVe > 0, f(x*)+eG(x*) < f(x)+
eG(x), Bl ) (x*) <2y (x), ibla® < x; 47 f () >
flx), %e > (f(z*) - f(2)/(G(zx) — G(z7)), W
f(x*) + eG(x*) < f(x) + eG(x), B 2,(x*) <
2 (z). Fiba* < .

Lk EoyWr, Ve € D, 2Ma AJECOP() AL f# I,
T < x; A (D IEAURN, 2 A, Hit
Me — +oo, T (4) [ Pareto s LA

“=7 Wt e i (4) e — +oolfJParetodi fIT
fi#t, WMe — +oolth, ~Ix € D, 43 F=Uir:
f(x) +eG(z) < f(x") +G(2),
Gle) < Gla),
HAG) T BT DA G PR BT

v AN e COP() KIAUAR, W™ & AT fiR{H H
Pr BRABUEA R e, BiE a2 AWATIR, MG (z) =
08kG (x*) > 0. NWika € DIECOP(D)IH AL, W
G(x) =0, H.f(&) /e TN A Bl

#Gx*) = 0, M f(z) < f(z), HG(x) =
G(x*) =0, Kk Ve >0, F f(2) +G(x) < f(a*)+
eG(x*). BHRG)AKLTJE.

#G(x*) >0, WG (2) < G(x*). ¥ — L, # f(@)
> f(x), WHe > (f(@) - f(z"))/(G(x") )
i, Hf(x) + eG(x) < f(z*) + eG(x*); £if(2)
)
)

®)

< f(x*), MVe >0, f(&)+eG(2®) < f(x*)+eG(x*
L. FIREF e HEG) AL A . Niz* &COP(1
M. uRER.

XPHT IR H R (4), (25(x) = G(a) B R 41K
i SRR B (25 (o) K, 2B AT AT SBkaz, S 2 B
21(x) = f(x) + eG(x) AR B Ax ek B LY
W S ek BB I &, FTEAE e 2 InBUS 2y
WO S BAE T H AR REUE. R, 4G (x) = 0, Rl
ST A AT AN, X HC H bR pR B A 1 5o 0, BEANGE T AT
ATHR ) H AR R EAE; MG () >0, Bl @& A AT I,
X H bR s A W AE TR e G (x), Ha By nf ATl
128, R H AR R A AE SRR, 2 . IR
et BN AN PTAT AR 2550 ) 2. e R, SEANRTAT iR
(7 bR B F5 510 ) FE R, 7 EEASTIN, R 2 0
{1 O 267 R P52 i K COP() A4 A T 1 X H A A 234
(DI, S H bR Ry () T AR TR 2 R
LA e, L O R T 4 1 25 B (R KNSR R 1Y
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PRLHOBTAS L (4) J2 T Dl i HROL A i .

M4 & 1, COP(1)Flle — +oolf X H A5 ] (4)
(R BB HEAH A5, HL I (4) A2 0 2 XU H BFRAERY, )
R B 2 H RSk, RIARYE 2 H drParetosZ
MoK ARG P HEVEIL. FERE R, &2 2 ¥ e,
LB LK H e — +oo, W HE TR UESVE WS E
COP() )R Iefi.

3.2 SKAFEHTRIN H AR 22 53 BEAL SHVE (DE for
solving the novel bi-objective model)

H1 T 25 2> B S ] B 5y T4, HAE 2 IR
TEAE RIS DR ERE, AT R 22 0 A A
1% \DE/rand/1/bin® 45 S5 RS AL, B2 1Sk A#
BRI DES

FE 1 T AUSH AR BRI 22 23 BEAE S (novel
bi-objective model-based DE, NBMDE)

FTI]1 WA R DR =N PA
MR VI FEAR PO = {20, 29, , 2% p}, D E
B ZH e (0) = 1, &t = 0.

$W®2  DESHL. 0 PO ! = (2,
xly, o xl ) (i=1,2,--- ,NP), R H] “rand/1” 42
SR “bin” & X AERSF R u! = (ufy,uf g, ul )

Ty + P20 — T055),

rand < Cr 88 j = jrana,  (0)

xf’,j? HiAth,
Hrp:j=1,--+ n;rl, r2, r3€{1,2,--- ,NP}\{i}
BERLERE H EAAH, F € [0, 21278 7 2450, %
)i (al, — aly )W, Cr € [0, 1]/248 XA%%, rand
€ [0, JBENL2E, jrana € {1,2,- -+ ,nMERESE, &
PRAEJE ARl B AE— N ERI 5! A, P e
RAPIFARIEQY = {uf, ub, -, ufyp}.

F$B3  EFE R Pareto it < & I HEF 7
WR N T — AR AHY = PO UQW, A
ParetosZ it 6 F6 H W BT ARSI 43 2, 38 JE P 5

T SZ AR HE N R —ARBIBEP (Y B Ak B
LS o e $R B H O 1) A A SO AR, B HAE N
PED 5 WH O rp i i 25 POHD B I8 210
B, W4k H O RS AR, A A P &
IR R R B POHD [T E R, 25 5 — ok
HO AR SZBCAAR NN P B8 R T B, DK IX
LA R R 2 oI A R /B RHE S, B2 H
(R T MAREA POFD,

T4 HHSE Re(t+1) =pe(t), Hp >
LA LEBIIR T, $a 0T 2 A L R B2 (4T K bl

SBES  HIW T RN R R,
UTATIE:, T, &t =t + 1, #0582,

4  FE 525 (Numerical experiments)
4.1 Wk K B K 2 # R B (Test functions and

parameters setting)

T ARAR SCHE H (BT IR R S I 1 i, X
SCHR [1-217F 1R 104 Fr AE I bR B3 A T 2R . 2K
ESE T, ZEEE W AN P = 200, 485
FE IS HFAE[0.5, 0.6] L™ A2, A2 SR CreE[0.9,
0.95] bR E, DEE RHEARE 12001, Heeki 2
P ICECAH 240000, X 45EXL A, () = 0, THH I
HAAAEN by (x)] — 6 < 0, Hrp o 254 d0E
(7R ZE, — MR /N IE AR, SE5 6 = 0.0001. %f
JIT A WA B 8, 70 A R 4 R ARNZIZ AT 300K, k3L
45 R (Best), A4 H (Median), T3 45 5 (Mean),
I 2= 45 F(Worst) F145 B FRAEZ(Std.). FR1FIH T A
HENBMDEXT 10N RR 21 S50 25 2L

h T AR, B A L NBMDE( s 17 45 1 5 1
34 [ Py A0 AT 1R 29 SR AR 46 5 1ESRIY, ATMES !
A E I8 B 2 AR 22 3 1EAG S (adaptive diversity DE,
A-DDE)BI 15256 25 F ik AT Lh . 2| T a5k
(R LI 45 L, For 3 L A BV R 45 R 1 AH G SR,
NAK RS A AL AL

% 1 NBMDEF &5+ 1047 R 00k 5 18 17308 89 45 R
Table 1 Experimental results obtained by NBMDE for 10 test instances with 30 independent runs

BATER
PRI B .
Best Median Mean Worst Std.

201 —15.000 —15.000 —15.000 —15.000 —15.000 8.5E —14
g02  —0.803619 —0.803593 —0.803557 —0.803549 —0.803435 3.5E—-05
203 —1.0005 —1.0003 —1.00003 —1.00001 —0.9996 2.1E-04
g05  5126.4967  5126.4967  5126.4967  5126.4967  5126.4967 9.3E—-13
g06 —6961.814 —6961.814 —6961.814 —6961.814 —6961.814 1.9E—12
207 24.306 24.306 24.306 24.306 24.306 1.6E — 06
09 680.630 680.630 680.630 680.630 680.630 4.4E —13
g10 7049.248 7049.248 7049.250 7049.250 7049.253 1.2E-03
gll 0.7499 0.7499 0.7499 0.7499 0.7499 1.1IE—16
g12 —1.000 —1.000 —1.000 —1.000 —1.000 0
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% 2 4NFix(NBMDE, SR, ATMES?/F2 A—-DDEB) 2 10/~ 3K 5% 4% 4 52 348 R pbd
Table 2 Comparison results of 4 algorithms (NBMDE, SR, ATMES!?! and A-DDE®!) for 10 test instances

PR B it iR SR ATMES A-DDE NBMDE
Best —15.000 —~15.000 —15.000 —15.000

Median —15.000 —15.000 —15.000 —15.000

201/ —15.000 Mean —15.000 —15.000 NA —15.000
Worst —15.000 —15.000 —15.000 —15.000

Std. 0.0E+00 1.6E—14  7.0E—06 8.5E —14
Best —0.803515 —0.803388 —0.803605 —0.803593
Median  —0.785800 —0.792420 —0.777368 —0.803557
202/ —0.803619  Mean —0.781975 —0.790148 NA —0.803549
Worst ~ —0.726288 —0.756986  0.609853  —0.803435

Std. 2.0E —02 13E—02 37E-02 3.5E—05

Best —1.000 —1.000 —1.000 —1.0003

Median —1.000 —1.000 —1.000 —1.00003

203/ —1.0005 Mean —1.000 —1.000 NA —1.00001
Worst —1.000 —1.000 —1.000 —0.9996

Std. 19E—04  5.9E—05 9.3E-12 2.1E—04

Best 5126.497 5126.498 5126.497 5126.4967
Median 5127.372 5126.776 5126.497 5126.4967

205/ 5126.4967 Mean 5128.881 5127.648 NA 5126.4967
Worst 5142.472 5135.256 5126.497 5126.4967
Std. 3.5E 400 1.8E 4-00 2.1E—11 9.3E-13
Best —6961.814 —6961.814 —6961.814 —6961.814
Median  —6961.814 —6961.814 —6961.814 —6961.814
206/ —6961.814 Mean —6875.940 —6961.814 NA —6961.814
Worst —6350.262 —6961.814 —6961.814 —6961.814
Std. 1.6E 402 4.6E —12 2.1E—12 1.9E —12
Best 24.307 24.306 24.306 24.306
Median 24.357 24.313 24.306 24.306
207/ 24.306 Mean 24.374 24.316 NA 24.306
Worst 24.642 24.359 24.306 24.306
Std. 6.6E —02 1.1IE —-02 4.2E —-05 1.6E —06
Best 680.630 680.630 680.63 680.630
Median 680.641 680.633 680.63 680.630
209/ 680.630 Mean 680.656 680.639 NA 680.630
Worst 680.763 680.673 680.63 680.630
Std. 34E —-02 1.0E —02 1.2E -10 44E —13

Best 7054.316 7052.253 7049.248 7049.248
Median 7372.613 7215.357 7049.248 7049.250

210/ 7049.248 Mean 7559.192 7250.437 NA 7049.250
Worst 8835.655 7560.224 7049.248 7049.253
Std. 5.3E 402 1.2E +02 3.2E-04 1.2E-03
Best 0.750 0.75 0.75 0.7499
Median 0.750 0.75 0.75 0.7499
g11/0.7499 Mean 0.750 0.75 NA 0.7499
Worst 0.750 0.75 0.75 0.7499
Std. 8.0E —05 3.4E —04 53E-15 1.1IE-16
Best —1.000000 —1.000 —1.000 -1
Median —1.000000 —1.000 —1.000 —1
g12/ —1.000 Mean —1.000000 —1.000 NA —1
Worst —1.000000 —0.994 —1.000 -1

Std. 0.0E +00 1.0E -03 4.1E —11 0
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4.2 SLI 45 R4 B R RE VR A (Analysis on
experimental results and evaluation)

MR 1R LA H, BR 202 Fl g03 4b, A% 3C 5 vk
NBMDE#K 2] 7 HoAth 8 A3t e& 24 (1) e L. %5 T
g02H1g03, A S EAG 2 1) o if 45 R 55 B U A
FEAr. ER20T L Y, ) T 4 22 0 bR 4 02,
ARPEES AT R B B U, b A-DDE4E 21 1) 5
U 25 R, AR SCEIER S, T8, ATMESHE 1)
U 2 R b 7, ARARSCERIEAT B v (R 45 51 | P &5
FORN B 2 25 R e T HoAm 3R Bk, HAR S el
fift AR L. I3OUKIBAT I HEAR G5 Ak, A CH.
V0 1R R P B, i e 3 B O 2 K. X
203, AL BAR B A B 5 Ui —1.0005, {H 2
A S AR B B - 45 R (—1.0003) 5 S A Al AE 5
i, HALT A3 L 1) d5c i 5 5(—1.000). X
Trgl0, A SCHIEAREN T I, (R bl 25 8,
By g R de 22 25 M9 T e filt. SRAITAMESTE T
A300IBAT A IR BIHALME, A-DDEFETE30
PAsAT SRR T 4 s iR DRI g 10, ARSC
HL BN T A-DDE, {Hi e T SRAIATMES.
X Tgll, 3Hf EL R VLI AT H 34 R B DU, i
ARSCEEAE A 30K IS AT 4R3I T Sefif. d—
AT AT A, T B R R A, AR SO B
g FIRA.

R S5 g (1) R B0 ECK A, R 10N B
B, AR SCEIER R T Horh 8 bR B B AL AR (201,
205, g06, g07, g08, g09, g11F1g12), SREVIAVFLF4
AN ERER AR R (201, 206, g09F1g12), ATMESHyZ:
254 bR H0m B AL iR (201, g06, g07, g0Fgl2),
A-DDES #2647 bk £ 1) e L fif (201, 206, g07,
09, g10H1g12). PIMASCE 1) FURE Sy B 5.

M R HCUP Al R, SR 5922k 350 000 1K,
TEAFN 55 iz IR Bl 2. ATMES 5 V5 8
240 000 &, 5 A% 3C 515 A1 [, 1T A-DDE 8.3 4
180 000K, {EHTHA FE K /b

B30, NI UF A SRR 30, R AR BERS
565 56 4F A S5 NBMDE 5 ATMES 5923 25 53 1)
FVECR S VLS ATMES S I B UL VA B
). 76 AP 2 S 0 2 I R A B b, TR
BIFPATIZAT 30X I E R, 24 MAEE Wang YT
AN N F U1 (http://ist.csu.edu.cn/YongWang . htm)H'
BAHNFE S, FFd k30K BALIBAT15 B B s 347
ARG, 345 HY T o0 R — AN ek e, A A
ZE 5 B E I A ah

3, BRI AT 2 S i M,

FRRARIR R A B N30 + 30 — 2 = 58, BEHTE
Koo = 0.0501) t=XGLATIG I, PRI 25 53 02
WL R 45 Rk, A SCH T NBMDE 1
8/ W 5 #% %(201, 202, g03, g05, g07, 209, g10F!
g1 1) Sz 45 T 5 ATMES S0 A1 L 22 57 i 25, Horp
X} 74 I b6 $ (202, 203, 205, g07, 209, g10A1g1 1)
(RS2 25 SR A T ATMES 8232, A AE— MK R
(g0 25 B T ATMES 5. o T~ HoAth 5 A
KA EL (206 F1g12), IR LI B2 .
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Table 3 Results of the t-test between algorithms
NBMDE and ATMES[ for 10
test instances

A EALME  ATMESYJ{E NBMDEME %

201/—-15.000 —15.000 —15.000 8.218%
g02/—0.803619 —0.785331 —0.803549 —7.304%
203/—-1.0005 —0.9999 —1.00001  —2.054%
205/5126.4967 5127.3588  5126.4967 —2.967%
g06/ —6961.814 —6961.814 —6961.814 0.0
207/24.306 24.313 24.306 —3.601*
£09/680.630 680.636 680.630 —4.891*
g10/7049.248  7271.992 7049.250  —8.997*
g11/0.7499 0.7502 0.7499 —20.688*
g12/—1.000 —0.9998 -1 —1

gity LR, 5 SREVEMIATMES S5 A1 L,
Tove IR B A (1) 1 850 1 £, 3k BV s
TTR0CR, AR SCHARAE W A3 5 A-DDES A
bl U AN S8 NBMDE() B BT Al RS 22 T
A-DDE, {H 2 MR B UAR ¥ ) 351 B0 A 1)
FE MR, A CHIEAEAL T A-DDER . M,
A SCHE HNBMDESR i 1) AL e ) S da e v T
KPR 5 A7
5 458 (Conclusions)

W LU ALY I U A A B 2R () A 00 H BRI
A ), 5 Al T CAT R BRI SR I R % L8 A
K I (R A, AR FR S A T R 5 Je i)
(R LA AR AH 45 . H i B[R DE/rand/ 1 /bin{F: oA 55032
(B R HLH], T2 H brPareto S it 55 R M IE S iE
He P R e BRI, 32 T SRAREHTASE IR 1) 22 2 AL B
25 0F 10 FRE IR B H5 1 H (B S 3 45 SRR AL
P& TRBIASE AL R SR AR S0 2 A ). Be Ak, ASC
KT 47 5 () DE/rand/1/bindE Ky S35 (34 R ML,
AR RHLHIE A A R 4 R R e
If°E R &R e 0899, BRI nT e A g I NiE
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