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Abstract: A multi-objective evolutionary algorithm based on double chains(DCMOEA) is proposed, which is characterized
with populated individuals based on double chains, no external archive is needed, and the ¢ dominance mechanism is
adopted for preserving population diversity. The DCMOEA is compared with MOEA/D, NSGA-II, SPEA2 and PAES
simultaneously on the platform employing four 2-objective ZDT test functions and four 3-objective DTLZ instances from
three aspects including convergence, spacing and maximum spread. Experimental results show that the DCMOEA has the
best comprehensive performance among five multi-objective evolutionary algorithms, and is a promising multi-objective
evolutionary algorithm.
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ZDT3 326e-4  297e-5  89e-4  1.8e-3  6.12¢-4 6935  3.8%-4  244e-5 894 2.4de-5
ZDT6  6.0le-d  325¢-5 7.89e4  124e-4 6774  7.50e-5  633e-4 2985 6334  2.98¢-5

DTLZ1 1.40e-3 6.70e-4 2.3e-2 4.11e-4
DTLZ2 1.10e-3 1.70e-4 6.60e-4 1.37e-5
DTLZ4 8.60e-4 6.7e-4 6.33e-4 8.25e-5
DTLZ7 1.60e-3 2.7e-4 7.24e-4 1.25e-5

2.1e-3 1.8e-3 1.6e-3 3.61e-2 1.6e-3 3.61e-2
1.1e-3 7.4e-5 1.1e-3 1.26e-4 1.1e-3 1.26e-4
1.1e-3 8.8e-4 9.3e-4 2.9e-4 9.3e-4 2.9e-4
1.8e-3 1.8e-5 2.3e-3 3.6e-4 2.3e-3 3.6e-4

*3 BEZXEEEZH

R E R RISPYIES HE

DCMOEA MOEA/D NSGA-IT SPEA2 PAES
Problem - @ve) GD(o) GD@ve) GD(o) GD@ve GD(o) GD@ve GD(o) GD@ve  GD(o)
ZDT1 72¢3  15e3  1.02e2  9lded  79¢3  13e3 3203  24ed  99e3  l1de3
ZDT2 73¢3  13e3  60e3  17e3  84e3  3e3  3de3  37ed  117e2  3e3
ZDT3 79e-3  4ded  232e2 5454  80e-3 824 39e3  59ed 1662  1.54e2
ZDT6 64e-3  Lle3  43e-3  524e-d  72e-3 583 24e3  2le-d 3082 3582

DTLZ1 1.86e-2 1.5e-3 2.58e-2 8.35e-4
DTLZ2 2.08e-2 2.4e-3 3.86e-2 6.92e-4
DTLZ4 3.06e-2 4.4e-4 3.17e-2 1.43e-2
DTLZ7 2.1e-2 4.5e-3 2.2le-2 3.1e-3

2e-2 8.1e-3 4.86e-1 5.16e-1 6.6le-1 1.27¢0
3.9e-2 2.1e-3 1.68e-2 6.9e-4 2.49e-2 5.3e-3
4.05e-2 2.5e-3 1.41e-2 6.7e-3 INF INF
4.79-2 4.1e-3 2.25e-2 3.7e-3 1.39%-2 2.6e-3
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*4 BEZEREEZ BN EEPHMSHESHE

DCMOEA MOEA/D NSGA-II SPEA2 PAES
Problem @ve) GD() GD@e GDw) GDavg GD() GDave) GD(o) GDve) GD(o)
ZDTI  1.0e0 0060 990e-1  1.66e2  1.0e0 0.0e0  1.0e0 2604 97%-1 2604
ZDT2  1.0e0 0060  997e-1  74e-3  1.0e0 0.0e0  1.0e0 225 994e-l  5.6e-3
ZDT3  117e0  64ed  117¢0 273 1.15e0  343e2 11660  39e-4  L1le0 472
ZDT6 7.81e-1 6.70e-5  7.81e-1 3.02¢-5  7.80e-1 6.2e-4 7.81e-1 3.1e-6 7.79e-1 1.5e-3
DTLZI  612e-1  12¢-16 50e-1  0.0e0  612e-1  12e-16 6121  12e-16 6.11e-1  5.de-3
DTLZ2  122¢0  630e-5 1.0e0 0.0e0 1220  23e-16 1220  23e-16 1100  6.85¢-2
DTLZ4  1.16e0  1.0e-5  9.7le-1  9.26e2 1160  2.1e-16 11660  94e3  7.66e-1  12e2
DTLZ7  3.80e0  20c4  794e-1  1.09-1 3.80e0  12e-3  3.80e0  1.7e4  370e0  7.de-3

3K 4 EU R T DCMOEA TF 2- H #5
13- H B 000 ) 5L A 1 43 A 38 ) R
JoME R 285 T S SRR 8 AN ) R BT 3R A 1
e SPE SR bR GD B4 R 5 25, 3R 2 (1 Bl T LA
& i1, DCMOEA ¥ it 84 P 45 b5 22 W] WA T SPEA2.
NSGA-II Fl PAES $.97; (41 % 2 v R A4 £ 4 fir 7)), ifi
‘&5 MOEA/D [ SicPEAH ZE AN K. L7 DCMOEA 7£
ZDT2. ZDT3. ZDT6 F1 DTLZ1 i% 4 A~ P i i) {3 | 3k
15 5 1 1¥) GD ¥4, i MOEA/D U fE ZDT1. DTLZ2.
DTLZ4 F1 DTLZ7 iX 4 A ek 44 E 3R 1S % 4f 1) GD
YIME. HEE 51K 4 K F, MOEA/D 7£ DTLZ4 f1 DTLZ7
i) A1 I A S LS ) Pareto BT HY. 40 S it
fabr K G, SPEA2 Z &L T NSGA-II, PAES (1)K I
AR R ZE ).

RIGH T SRS VEdabs SP Gt HH,
B 3 M S W SPEA2 (1 43 A 38 A PR A I A 5 AN S
W IR, X — AR 3R 4 TR 43 8] T EE. 1T
DCMOEA # i [ 35 5 £ 2 Iif -+ MOEA/D NSGA-II
HIPAES, 5735 X, DCMOEA H (#1372 it 5 1-7F Pareto
I PR R o 87 8 T S A T I A, 445 K D I A% P AN
RETR B — AN AESCRC AR, AT g2 T AR 4R 1) SPAH.
{1342/ /2, DCMOEA 7£ DTLZ1 il DTLZ7 X A4~
DA ) 1R 4 AT 8 A L T SPEA2 §3%. 3 v
M) 28040 34 s ke th, A1 2- H AR DU 7] 8 - MOEA/D (1)
I3 A5 3451 PE B 1T DCMOEA, 1117 75 3- H A5 33 % %5
t DCMOEA [1) 43411 ¥ 5 YE 24T MOEA/D.

Ay BT B 5AE A MR 1) 8 b 3k A5 1 i
£ FLSK Pareto B Y7 i FEJE RS /. R4 I H H,
DCMOEA [ %8 )" 1t: §E Sk 2 5 4 (1), DCMOEA 7&
ZDT1 A1 ZDT2 ji] | 5 NSGA-II [ 55 )~ PE E M 24,
1M AE ZDT3 ) {8 E R BLLF T"MOEA/D NSGA-II,
SPEA2 1 PAES. 7L ZDT6 [ i#l |- DCMOEA [1] MS
i 4+ NSGA-II fil PAES, ifii 5 MOEA/D 1 SPEA2 [f]
MS #8414, £ DTLZ1. DTLZ2. DTLZ4 1 DTLZ7
X 4 AP R L, DCMOEA . NSGA-II fll SPEA2 iX
SN SRAG B () MS B, X — At n] W 4 v
R WEH k.

T3 Ab, NS AN B I ) 52 5% P ok B, MOEA/
D BkAE AR IS A 2 32 B2 O(nT NG HLI
T A 50k B g SO ABIRCR /), |1 T H /N TN,
DCMOEA (1 I} i) & 2% ¥£ O(M N?) /K 41 MOEA/D %
PRI AR 3 A AR A (R 8RR 2. 17 DCMOEA R 1]
5% 1 AL T SPEA2 [ I ] &2 2% P O(M N log N)BJ,
‘B 5 PAES B I IS [ 52 2% % O(aM N ) (o B %
KN AL, RS o IR RUBEHCS i RIS K /N AH (]
(1 {E, W] DCMOEA $.3% ) 5 2% i 5 PAES .75 4H 4.
DCMOEA 5 NSGA-II ¥ i} [i] &2 7% &£ O(MN?)PIAH
LE, eI B AR B AL T AH R 7K.

CEE SASEEAE 8N S E 2 H bR A pR
(1 B 2 I, 9 M 4% Sk i IA) &2 2% 0 1 B A R
DCMOEA (¥R M AL e i (7). Bk ml WL, A ST Y
MEELE 2 H AR S R 5e 4 ).

5 4

T2 H bk — BOR ) RRER K, 1R
BED G AT AN AAAE T ()AL A5 D, 25 5 T SUMEF I
B, ASCHEH T PhORURE 45 H 1 2 B AR A S
DCMOEA LA v i PR A7 £ (1) AN 2. DCMOEA 5
MOEA/D. NSGA-II. SPEA2 F1 PAES — [d] 7£ 4 /> 2-H
b5 ¥ ZDT i) AT 44 3-H br (1) DTLZ i) {8 3547 LE
ALy, A I 2 VA ARSIV L 23 A B 50 1 AN i A
)R 3N TN AR LU AR TR ATT I I ) A 2, 15
H 4518 & : DCMOEA HE 275 1 BE 5 i, MOEA/
D. NSGA-II fl SPEA2 = /ML RE & H L%, I
rheE o P RS F 22 I )& PAES 5032, 594k, A SCIE o3 bt

SO BVEVE RE IR AR R 28, AR T4 kot B4R ik
— POt R RRE F R 22 1R I ) R B 4 T 2 5%
DCMOEA {1 ¢, 15 ZoK DCMOEA 1428 TR
A Tel RS Y FH o, A S P AN 96 3% DCMOEA 57k,
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