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Abstract: Multi-objective particle swarm optimizers(MOPSOs) easily converge to a false Pareto front (the equivalent of a
local optimum in single objective optimization), and converge slowly when applied to solve multi-objective optimization
problems(MOPs). Therefore, this paper presents a self-adaptive multiobjective particle swarm optimizer based on e-
domination(eDMOPSO) to handle MOPs. In the eDMOPSO algorithm, the neighborhood of each particle is dynamically
changed in terms of the performances of the particles, and the velocity of each particle is not adjusted by the best performing
particle in its neighborhood, but by all particles in its neighborhood including itself. Finally, external archive is employed

to store the nondominated solutions and e-dominance is applied to update non-dominated solutions in external archive.

Simulation results show the effectiveness of the proposed eDMOPSO algorithm.
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Initialize External Archive(EA).

Initialize non-dominated solutions using e-
dominance.

If new solution(ns) dominates a set of solutions
A7)

in EA in terms of e-dominance.
Delete A(i) and insert ns in EA
Else If ns is dominates by any solution in EA.
Discard ns.
Else If ns and the solutions of EA are nondominated
If ns and anther solution in EA share the same
box and neither dominates the other.
Choose the one closer to the box.
End

End If
34 ET e HABIER MOPSO

1 T AR BB AR P A RE AN R AR AR i, B
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Hi%2 eDMOPSO #ik.

Staynum=zeros(1,ps).

Calculate crowding distance of each particle.

While stopping criterion is not satisfied,

For ¢ =1:ps
If staynum(z) > 7

staynum(i) =0
update particle i.s neighbor in terms of
Eq.(1).
End
End
For ¢ =1:ps
Randomly select an exemplar from EA.
Assign each dimension examplar using
Eq(3).
Update particle velocity and position using
Eq(2).
Update pbest.
Maintain particles in search space.
Evaluate the fitness values.
End For
Update the external archive using $77% 1.
End While
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B HEAE 1R B 5K Pareto i 7] 1 R BE 295 de, 4 Pareto Hif
T AW i AR RS P A R 5 AR 18] F ) B2 1R 28 m A H A
BRI MR CER 155 d O oy RSP I + BN ROREE )
WK R GT, AT TR BT AR AR AT R 1R 43 A
43 ZRLERSH

RKA~RSEH T EMEILEPIVEN FEER, K64
H T #Ey =0.001 I, A b 8V T 22 (10 b8 BT i I 5K
(FEs) M3z AT INF 8], 32 4T f5 4F 16 45 S H 8 RHE 7 b
. K H Wilcoxon FR AL 46X eDMOPSO 532 T 14 45
5 Ho At 5 o S vh B i () 2 R EAT R B, DL IE

eDMOPSO 53 i 45 A5 oAt 5 Rl ASVE T3 45 R 1K)
ZRRA B2 E X RREAIRIT R I~KS5 4

i, P h = 1R R PP SRVEAE 95% 16 B AR X 7]
PR A ER, h = 0R RN EIL SRR %=

. I~ S g5 T 6 Al B AR A TR R
%1 ZDT1iFMSHLER
MOPSO OMOPSO EM-MOPSO sMOPSO NSPSO eDMOPSO h
¥ A ¥ A 0 A 0 A 0 A 0 A v A
Best 0.073 0.58 0.061 0.56 0.0023 0.22 0.071 0.56 0.081 0.66 0.0032 0.21
Worst 0.231 0.94 0.123 0.67 0.0058 0.47 0.163 0.77 0.243 0.77 0.004 8 0.46
Average 0.098 0.66 0.069 0.59 0.0051 0.39 0.089 0.64 0.139 0.69 0.0039 0.37 1 1
Median 0.097 0.66 0.067 0.58 0.0049 0.39 0.087 0.63 0.138 0.68 0.0038 0.37
Variance 6.17e-04 7.23e-03 4.12e-05 6.36e-03 6.82e-07 1.57e-04 5.61e-04 3.31e-04 4.17e-03 6.23e-03 4.61e-07 2.36e-05
R2 IDT2FMSHILR
MOPSO OMOPSO EM-MOPSO sMOPSO NSPSO eDMOPSO h
¥ A ¥ A 0 A 0 A 0 A 0 A v A
Best 0.114 0.58 0.0059 0.56 0.0038 0.26 0.069 0.34 0.071 0.46 0.004 6 0.26
Worst 0.581 0.88 0.0146 0.67 0.005 4 0.33 0.121 0.74 0.137 0.73 0.0113 0.63
Average 0.273 0.87 0.007 3 0.59 0.0046 0.28 0.076 0.59 0.099 0.63 0.006 1 0.35 0 0
Median 0.246 0.86 0.0072 0.58 0.004 5 0.27 0.075 0.58 0.098 0.62 0.006 1 0.35
Variance 5.77e-02 4.75e-02 4.63e-04 5.63e-03 6.83e-08 5.77e-06 5.94e-04 4.64e-03 5.21e-03 6.18e-03 4.58¢-06 2.27e-06
%3 ZIDT3FMSHILR
MOPSO OMOPSO EM-MOPSO sMOPSO NSPSO eDMOPSO h
0% A 0% A 0 A o A o A o A v A
Best 0.141 0.46 0.124 0.57 0.007 1 0.56 0.137 0.31 0.162 0.46 0.0011 0.23
Worst 0.274 0.78 0.243 0.68 0.009 6 0.66 0.262 0.88 0.357 0.57 0.0029 0.42
Average 0.189 0.51 0.159 0.59 0.007 3 0.57 0.174 0.54 0.231 0.51 0.0017 0.32 11
Median 0.184 0.51 0.153 0.58 0.0073 0.56 0.169 0.51 0.198 0.51 0.0016 0.31
Variance 3.51e-03 1.16e-03 1.45e-03 2.56e-03 6.8e-06 1.29¢-03 1.59¢-03 5.12e-03 1.97e-02 8.65e-03 6.13e-08 1.68e-04
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x4 IDT4iTFMSEELE
MOPSO OMOPSO EM-MOPSO sMOPSO NSPSO eDMOPSO
¥ A 0 A 0 A 10 A ¥ A 10 A vy A
Best 0.364 0.78 0.092 0.76 0.099 0.46 0.281 0.65 0.391 0.75 0.0033 0.18
Worst 0.872 0.97 0.255 0.96 0.601 0.86 0.734 0.89 0.794 0.94 0.006 8 0.67
Average 0.867 0.92 0.198 0.81 0.427 0.74 0.656 0.81 0.676 0.84 0.006 3 0.41 1 1
Median 0.855 0.91 0.197 0.81 0.424 0.73 0.653 0.81 0.633 0.83 0.006 3 0.41
Variance 6.53e-02 8.61e-02 6.43e-03 8.92e-02 6.77e-03  9.46e-02 7.28e-03 1.52¢-02 9.84e-03 7.16e-02 9.42e-07 1.02e-05
x5 ZDTG6IFMBELE
MOPSO OMOPSO EM-MOPSO sMOPSO NSPSO eDMOPSO
0 A 0 A 0 A 10 A 107 A ¥ A vy A
Best 0.159 0.69 0.008 8 0.79 0.0059 0.39 0.102 0.41 0.202 0.42 0.0026 0.23
Worst 0.645 0.98 0.0102 0.93 0.0099 0.93 0.143 0.77 0.248 0.76 0.0078 0.65
Average  0.447 0.87 0.0099 0.69 0.0064 0.64 0.115 0.65 0.215 0.68 0.006 3 0.41 1 1
Median 0.446 0.83 0.009 1 0.68 0.0063 0.63 0.114 0.62 0.214 0.66 0.006 3 0.41
Variance 5.28e-02 6.32e-02 5.76e-06 7.25e-05 4.66e-07 7.52e-05 6.37e-02 5.78e-02 4.37e-02 5.48e-02 1.17e-07 9.78e-06
% 6 MOPSOs E3%£iAE v = 0.001 B BT 55 B9 F 149 iR 0T A R $ AR (8]
v =0.001 MOPSO OMOPSO EM-MOPSO sMOPSO NSPSO eDMOPSO
ZDTI ANE 7510 16 140 2100 500000 500000 2060
Time(min 0.95 0.51 0.28 91.06 19.69 0.25
ZDT2 ANE 4572 9060 4360 500 000 500000 5100
Time/min 0.74 0.61 0.58 86.80 20.85 0.98
ZDT3 ANE 500000 500000 2706.7 500000 500000 2130
Time/min 84.77 15.53 0.351 86.73 22.02 0.29
ZDT4 ANE 9580 500000 500000 500000 500000 9200
Time/min 3.42 13.57 8.17 87.91 20.77 3.29
ZDT6 ANE 5340 23880 6776.7 500 000 500 000 3760
Time/min 0.7 0.63 0.937 82.19 24.42 0.61
2.5 1.5 3 1
—— True Pareto Front —— True Pareto Front —— True Pareto Front
MOPSO 1 OMOPSO MOPSO
CLSE TN N i L0.6f
~ Sean. < ™~ ~ <
See. N .
0.5 1 —— True Pareto Front
05t e 0.2r . omopso
N N 0 N N \ 0 1 1 0 1 1
0.2 0.6 1 0.2 0.6 1 0.2 ‘0.6 1 0.2 0.6 1
/i /i Ji /i
(a) MOPSO Pareto Fronts  (b) OMOPSO Pareto Fronts (a) MOPSO Pareto Fronts (b) OMOPSO Pareto Fronts
1.5 2 1.5 2.5
—— True Pareto Front \ —T]r\}[le gareto Front ——True Pareto Front C—..
| EM-MOPSO N ¢ sMOPSO | EM-MOPSO RPN
-, 15 o
W S ¢ . e o - 'Sfﬁalf’zérgto FronfS\_
. -
0.5 . 0.5r
o 0.5¢
N N 0 L L 1 1 1 1
02 0.6 1 02 06 1 702 0.6 1 0.2 0.6 1
fl fl fl fl
(¢) EM-MOPSO Pareto Fronts ~ (d) sMOPSO Pareto Fronts (¢) EM-MOPSO Pareto Fronts ~ (d) sMOPSO Pareto Fronts
4 15 True Pareto Front 4 I3 True Pareto Front
— lr1ue rFareto rron o — u
S ~——— . :DMOPSO \ | * :DMOPSO
T—— ——True Pareto Front
w ot — Lrg;sl’areto Front - ) « NSPSO W
0.5} 0.5
0 0.2 0.6 1 0 0.2 0.6 1 0 0.2 0.6 1 0 0.2 0.6 1
/i /i /i /i

(e) NSPSO Pareto Fronts

(f) eMOPSO Pareto Fronts

El 1 ZDT1 EEHRIERE

(e) NSPSO Pareto Fronts

(f) eMOPSO Pareto Fronts

& 2 ZDT2 HEIHRITRIE
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3 — True Pareto Front 2 — True Pareto Front 3 —— True Pareto Front ! True Pareto Front
~ \ MOPSO > \ - OMOPSO * MOPSO MOPSO
1k ~ s |
< A < i\"\ﬁ < 3 « 06
i\_\_: A
0r 3
1 0.2}
102 s [ RX: [ 02 04 06 08 1 02 04 06 08 1
Ji /i /i /i
(a) MOPSO Pareto Fronts (b) OMOPSO Pareto Fronts (a) MOPSO Pareto Fronts (b) OMOPSO Pareto Fronts
1 3 1 20
——True Pareto Front| ——True Pareto Front
« EM-MOPSO . | * sMOPSO .
N
w 0 S 1&:_\"_1 <" SSTH
—True Pareto o —True Pareto Front
L . 1 . . 0.27 E 1I:ZMI-I\P;IOI}SI0 ¢ . 2 sMOPSO
) 0.2 0.6 1 0.2 0.6 1 02 04 06 08 I 02 04 06 0.8 I
/i S /i /i
(c) EM-MOPSO Pareto Fronts ~ (d) sMOPSO Pareto Fronts (c) EM-MOPSO Pareto Fronts ~ (d) sMOPSO Pareto Fronts
3 ——True Pareto Front ! ——True Pareto Front 25 1 — True Pareto Front
il (NG NSPSO * ¢DMOPSO H -DMOPSO
3 L . |
. \ . I ] SR T pR. 0.6
S <0 AN S
! ;i;\ 5t ——True Pareto Front 0.2}
. ] ) ) - NSPSO . . .
0 0.2 0.6 1 1 0.2 .0.6 1 0.2 04 06 038 1 0.2 04 06 0.8 1
/i /i /i /i
(e) NSPSO Pareto Fronts (f) eMOPSO Pareto Fronts (e) NSPSO Pareto Fronts (f) eMOPSO Pareto Fronts
3 ZDT3 REMARFERE 5 ZDT6 iR EIARFERIG
5 — True Pareto Front 5 — True Pareto Front J: F /EE T ﬁ ZZ} 'ﬁj\ /T'ﬁ E(J Pareto ﬁﬁ ?}I;IL ﬁzﬁ ﬁ ?f MOPSO,
+ MOPSO Pe . N
. . OMOPSO sMOPSO FINSPSO K LI 2. [F]I, M 1~35 thn]
- - e LA i, eDMOPSO 595 9 VF At 4 b5 (7 F1.A) £ 40
1 \ 1 \ %1 ZDT1, ZDT3, ZDT4 1 ZDT6 3345 T fH/MH,
02 , 0.6 1 EENC i EM-MOPSO.3:7E ZDT258 ¥ L3543 7 St/ ME. M
(a) MOPSO f;areto Fronts (b) OMOPSO IPareto Fronts Wilcoxon FkFIES 36 K G, B T #hi %k ZDT2, eDMOPSO
25 30 SRR 2 AL T oA, 5 ML
st ol A T WX eDMOPSO 535 2 3 7 it L &
g = % £, 1 F Matlab & %5 (tic Fl toc) 2k T 5 4 e 8 o
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