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A hybrid framework of evolutionary algorithm for solving multi-objective
optimization problems

TIAN Hong-jun', WANG Lei, WU Qi-di
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Abstract: In order to improve the solve performance of multi-objective evolutionary algorithms, a heuristic hybrid
framework for evolutionary multi-objective optimization combining the global search and local search based on populations
is proposed. The framework adopts modular, systematic design thoughts and different strategies can be used in different
modules to form different algorithms. The classic non-dominated sorting genetic algorithm II(NSGA-II) and multi-
objective evolutionary algorithm based on decomposition(MOEA/D) algorithm are used as the algorithm of evolutionary
algorithm module to verify the effectiveness of the proposed hybrid framework. The numerical experiments show that,

the proposed hybrid framework has good performance, which can achieve a balance between diversity and convergence
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of algorithm and effectively improve the solve performance of existing multi-objective evolutionary algorithms.
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Step 1: FEHLAE AR N IHIGE R RE Py, 1%
RxHt = 0.

Step 2: X WIAEFHHE AT RSSO HE 715 2MHE P

Step 3: X SCARFHHE P) K H B A SR I8 B 7 V3 AT
LA, BB N 1 FAMEEQ,.

Step 4: & IFAFFAMBER, = P/ Q.

Step 5: Xf M #E R, 347 HE KL HE 7 45 B4 A 1Y
Pareto FiVY F, i = 1,2, -.

Step6: 2 Py = @, i = L WR|P. |+ |F)| <
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FF| 53908 Py Fy HIECE.
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Step 8: K P11 N HERE R RA B iy N FEAT ¢
SIRRAF B P,

Step 9: £ AHE Py, FoA RAF IR 2 AR, T 4%
Step 10; 75 U % Step 11.

Step 10: ¥ B #E P/, 1E 9 J5) B 48 R AR B 4 A\
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Step 13: IR HH L.

k4, 2 H bR BLHCR ) NSGA-TT
B 7%, Step 1 ~Step7 5 br #fE NSGA-IT & £ — Ff.
Step 8 ~ Step 13 Filt N\ T J&y 8 48 B e J& 2 1 1
S AL, 22 B 1 1Y 9 AR R R0V 3 TR LV R
B R R T A RO R (SQP) 7 i R iR
ASFst! SQP J7 i £t - i Wilson!?®! - 1963 4F 2 H,
Fiomid T JE St 29 BRI ) 70, B0 RELAR R o I
] 78 ) Lagrange J5 #2174 T — I AL, FE B QP ¥~ i) /8,
B

(11)
s.t. V() Td + g(xy) < 0.

Forp: TR RR kN 2 EEARIREL H 72 Hession i, 7 B
FLAR AT AR . QP 1 1] BRI A N — kAR
(1) 2 1 48 2 7 ).
422 SERHT

FEARSEIG BT, i H 2 H bR ek 04 1w
A H AR ZDT4. 34 H b5 R £0 1) DTLZ1-6 LA
K 4 A H kxR $ DTLZ2 1 8 313K 5 3. DTLZ2.
DTLZ3 #1 DTLZ4 i 7] 75 4R F A7 (U1 ) Pareto 5 I Hif
#5, DTLZ3 75 DTLZ2 (1) 3 i 36 i 7 55 22 1 Ja) 8
MRV, 25 50 18 B8 N SR i B At DTLZ4 % DTLZ2
BEAT B, A5 L BB FH SR SRV 1 43 A 1% ZD T4
R BCE A 2 A5 Pareto A AL, AT AR 4 b ik 5
B BE. 17 K Matlab2013a, 2567 6 win7 42
Ji%, Pentium(R) Dual-Core CPU E5300 @2.60 GHz, 32
REHEAE 2255, 4.00 G RAM. 5 Fft 53 F A e R 148
N 200; 38 YT %N 0.9; 48 5 K7 8N 1/n,n AR
MG SBX AR R 43 A 18 5oy 1A 15 F1 20 B ol
SEEMSTIZAT 30 Ik HN BVE B R R PCR A K-
mean 8 R F K. FIRIBATAF (SR A B KR BUE VT
B T S50 o B B TR A, R T
[ 4D I 80 A SR FH AN [ ) R B0 VP A . AR AR
KM IT, A S AR ST 828 I R Pareto PRI 75 22 1) R 4L
VPSR R E 53 A

1) DTLZ2, DTLZ4, DTLZ5: 5 000;

2) DTLZ6: 15 000;

3)ZDT4, DTLZ1, DTLZ24: 20 000;

4) DTLZ3: 5 000.

Ja 48 2 A5 1L 45 14 S KNITRO 28 15 #E ] (KKT
optimality error)i!,

1) Z3 Pocal-

Plocar BUE AN [F] 2 R S5 1 P 22 REPE RN SL

Loy T
{drg}%I}L §d Hyd+ V f(xy) d,

PE K Plocal WUE B WE B 2 MEAS 5 R R, X
P 2 18 R A2 BSR4 T M 2 0 5 22 1) bR BT
M U BN Plocar BUE 22 5 BUR) #0482 s U 8L
IBESIA 2. PRI AR A R R X7 20 5T Plocal B
T, SR FR I S0 B AR N R B Poca
AR HAE :

Pocat =1/(n-N), n=1,2,---,5, (12)
o N AR BB 38 3 2O Procar 1 B W R
HNSGA-IT H7F: %65 AN R ) B Plocay BB, X
JiTite 8 MR B HOS AT 45 R 1 TR,

1 Poca BUE

}Dlocal = 1/(77 . N)

test problem  FE medium IGD value(BUHE B /N R 1)

n=1 n=2 n=3 n=4 n=>5

ZDT4 20000 0.0054 0.0058 0.0052 0.0051 0.0050
DTLZ1 20000 0.4406 0.3991 0.3658 0.4532 0.5240
DTLZ2 5000 0.0563 0.0569 0.0551 0.0552 0.0558
DTLZ3 50000 0.2001 1.1718 0.6789 1.0514 1.0457
DTLZ4 5000 0.0568 0.0559 0.0529 0.0530 0.0535
DTLZ5 5000 0.0046 0.0051 0.0045 0.0049 0.0050
DTLZ6 15000 0.1593 0.7851 0.2366 0.2384 0.3841
DTLZ24 20000 0.1196 0./7187 0.1185 0.1201 0.1192

T PRI T Pocar HIAS 5] B T 45— A~
1] IGD (1 A [AE. % T8 — A0k i) &, A 4
1) IGD {5 A1 575 2 47 (1) IGD BUAE 23 51l AICKEL AN A4 35
. R VAR 1, 3T A Boca BUE, R DTLZ3
AIDTLZ6 M3k 7] & 1) IGD 18 48 1k 55k, iX ¢ B HN &
EXT T Piocal BUEAS 2 1R UK. DTLZ1 A1 DTLZ3 Wl
W ) B H 2 A R 8 &AL Pareto BT, BN B Plocal
HUE A F T HN 592% [7) F A Pareto BT USSR, BRI
Plocat BUE 5y 7= A b ST 1768 90/ AR T A P 2
ZFENE, BN Pocar IUIE S8 75 55035 I T Wi S5 RE
AR AT PHET Piocay RTFIEE 22 FF 1 S SRS (1)
SO, AR SR FE Plocal = 1/(3 - N).

2) WA % H bRt R AE ST PR SR IE .

Bt 4 — AN ) 8, NSGA-IT 3% fll HNSGA-
T0 5503 5K F A ) ) a3 A B30, A 4 3250 % <2 i B,
Xof A [ 0 3 i A i SR P R P A [0 £ B 0P A TR
s 8 R R 2 s,

132 2 0] DL Y, 055 B A DU 1) /8, HNSGA-
11 5775 1) IGD {8 #1% F NSGA-T1 5.7k, fr >R 153 /) PF
L T AR PF, B RS A B A R



%103 HALE F — KRS BARKAC R A 6 AL R R A AE R 1735
" s 10°
2 HNSGA-IIFINSGA-II %t 8 AN (8] 851 A i 25 R O-current
— O-bound
NSGA-TI HNSGA-II 10' . _diversity enhanced

test problems ~ FE
best median worest best median worest

ZDT4(2-0bj) 20000 0.0062 0.0141 0.1001 0.0045 0.0052 0.014 5

21000 0.0054 0.0109 0.068 1 0.004 4 0.0050 0.008 6

20000 0.4625 1.3155 3.0037 0.0823 0.3658 1.3280
DTLZ1(3-0bj)

30000 0.0483 0.2762 0.8121 0.018 1 0.0542 0.7823

.0534 0.061 1 0.0679 0.047 8 0.0551 0.064
DTLZ2(3-0bj) 5000 0.05340.0611 0.0679 0.047 8 0.0: 0.064 3

10000 0.047 8 0.050 1 0.0526 0.047 1 0.0496 0.053 5

30000 1.114 6 3.0428 5.9107 0.058 5 0.6789 3.7126
DTLZ3(3-0bj)

40000 0.1756 0.8343 2.7562 0.050 8 0.0587 1.0112

. .0651 0.0827 0.04 .0529 0.067
DTLZ4(3-obj) 5000 0.0565 0.0651 0.0827 0.0496 0.0: 0.067 8

10000 0.046 1 0.0498 0.0519 0.0457 0.0489 0.050 6

5000 0.01010.0129 0.0158 0.0026 0.0045 0.008 5
DTLZ5(3-0bj)

10000 0.003 1 0.003 9 0.004 4 0.0027 0.0028 0.003 3

1 1.88022.0051 2.21 .0032 0.2 2.1012
DTLZ6(3-0bj) 5000 1.8802 2.005 730.00320.2366 2.10

20000 1.2425 1.3335 1.5126 0.002 8 0.0558 0.467 1

20000 0.1134 0.1968 0.1318 0.1145 0.1185 0.1256
DTLZ24(4-o0bj)

300000.1146 0.1171 0.12340.1143 0.1169 0.123 8

(1) 53 A5 1%, Ui B3 HN SE AR T NSGA-IL . 76 £ 1
f)ZDT4. DTLZ1 A1 DTLZ3 3 il 8 b, HN 533K
517 IGD { th BH AKX T NSGA-II 5%, 1X 78 43 %
T LT TR VR S HE S ) HIN B0 7 A B 22 U (] R T
A vk, R 2 AT LLE Y, B4 3 55 22 11 bR 5007
M VB, NSGA-TL 55 1 IGD B 47 751 T HNSGA-IT 5
1%, HNSGA-II 532 485 500 1) 2R B0 IR B FE L 3
REFRIFAL T FE2 T NSGA-I 532 Pyt Sl itk F0 43 A
HNSGA-IT 5792 55 P IS S50 U3 3 T = 5 48 2%
MIVEH. Bk g R, BT it th 2 Hbr g b 5%
HEZE (1) HNSGA-IL L AL CRUE M HE 2 AR R AT 52 R
CINYR/SUSERIRL Y

3) B IR

TEFTIEIE & 2 B bR A SVEAEZE o #5050 TR At
PUR FH SRR =40 b ) A A 2 FEVE R AP AR, 1 S AN
6 45 T AR B8 $ ZDT4 A DTLZ2 1) 5 2K i & 45
b g4 #8. ZDT4 0 2 A R 8 & L T VR, DTLZ2
A, XA R 2 AR T B RPARHE R 4L
] /. 55 ¢ A 5R 2R T B R A Q-current I [7] [ KR,
e AR BRI {E Q-bound F I S22k R, 920 [F
SRR 2 A B

i 5 FTE 6 7] LUE H, 16T BE Q-current £ %5
e AR, R W 4s B B B 1 2 R, Bl

0 50 100 150 200
generations
5 ZDT4BREREIRIRQ L
10.0
Q-current
— (O-bound

» diversity enhanced

STRN( gy

0.1

0 20 40 60 80 100
generations

6 DTLZ2BEREIEFRQ H Lk

PR IR WTIE 1T PF, Q-current Xk /N IR Aa . B 5
ZDT4 1] Q-current HEAK f 265400« 2 7 7 A Al A 1R
20 W AE D, 3 VA D] TP 3 s AT 1) 22 A 1 3 R A
H. ZDT4 R 2 Wik ¥, BAH 2 AR sk, R xR
Ry B DL TV B “IRVE ” S5 RT R BUORR B 2 AE 1 2R
MM 5% FEIR G HE T, 2 s B s
Tk 22 4 1 3 5 SR S 0 R R 22 A . B SR WL HN
FALRe A BT B 2 AR Bk 6 W LR
tH, 5 ZDT4 AN [F], DTLZ2 A A £ A Pareto J& i i ft
HIWY, BT LI Q-current B34k il 28 5 ZDT4 AN A, 7£ K
ZHCH AT R, N SR ER R R A (M 2 FF 1
TERT 25 4%, 78 9200 3 AL, Q-current /i T Q-bound, Ft
T 22 FE MR 3G s BT 22 TR WO DA RS 0 Fh B 2 A 1
£ 25 fR LA, Q-bound ik T~ Q-current, 25 #1414 i 15
PAE A 25 AR DL A B0,

4) RS R ESAER.

9 PR JR) B AR A F, A TRt — X B
VK JR BB R RS AE T DA 26 Plocal BEALAFH
e M EAREBAER T 2 A R S DL
MEZE Plocar EFE MM B, FRZ W HN-r. 3 MR 5% H
FHIF I ZH &, NS5 R a3k 3 s,

BE0F b W i) R, H 3 3 0T DA, HN Bk
AT HN-r #1NSGA-11 5.3%, /£ DTLZ1. DTLZ3 1 DT-
LZ6 M2 bR £ _E 2RI B S, 3 350 B AN [A] | SR 2k
e FEAN R HEAT R B4 R Ae A Ao PR A Sk Xt
T BRI bR £, FR A BRIE T AR PR IH D) TR G
T A TR AT AN ) A R AR 1 .



1736 #= # 5 kxR %32%
#=3 BEERERERER X .
+ withenhanced diversity
test problem FE  NSGAIl HNx  HN o Withoutenhanced diversity
ZDT4(2-0bj) 20000  0.0141 00069  0.0051
DILZI(3-0bj) 20000 13155 04751 03735 A » g o
DTLZ2(3-0bj)) 5000 00611  0.0566 0.0551 02078 ig; *
DTLZ3(3-obj) 40000  0.8343  0.2944  0.0587 |
DTLZAG-0bj) 5000 00651 00557 0.0529 02 04 06 08 1.0
DTLZ5(3-0bj) 5000 00129  0.0083  0.0045 S
DTLZ6(3-0bj) 20000 13335 01037 0.0558 10 ZDT4 5 10K FhEES 7R
DTLZ24(4-0bj) 20000  0.1968  0.1198  0.1185

5) FhHE 2 I 1Y AT A H.

KR T 2 RS SR A 4R B B 2 A
PET7 A . SR HN GV, 18 - AN A B AR )
ZDT4 M R E, 73 AL TN 2 FEPE R s i B b 26 4w
AR R T T AT IR, B 7 ~ 1023 51 9 3 ol
TEIE AR 1.5 84 10AR AN Z A1 0 A .

WIUEFPHE Q0 B 7 B, PR SR R LE f BUE RN
Fe M DX 35, DR, £E LSS 3R AR B A 2 18] v 7= A i

REMMZX MBS, HESFIE 9T LUE H: 7E

1.0
*g . + initial population
0.8F% %
g 4 4

0.6 ﬁﬁ#i o +E
Y A

: * gk

0.2

0

0 02 04 06 08 1.0
i

Bl 7 ZDT4%F 1 RKMEEDH

+ with enhanced diversity

0.8] & withoutenhanced diversity
o *
#
: ;t@ O s %
0 02 04 06 08 1.0
fi
[El8 ZDT4%E 5D
1.0
+ withenhanced diversity
0.8%  withoutenhanced diversity 7
b #
o
£ # +F
0

£
&9 ZDT4FEsKMEEN T

WA 2 YRR SR AR 045 0T, PR AE e ) DX 38 43
A B, PR 2 AR I IS, T RO 7R 2 X A
Bl 7 B8 45 5 = A (R — DX 3 ) DA% J) 3 48 AR B 1)
VEF 2 2 FEIE 3G SR BRI 15 0 T, P B 5 351 2
Hiv 7> AR A H bR 2 6] A, A B B Ao 22 RPN 40
PE. B9 AT LLE H, 30 5 8 ARTE P I 2 A P 3 o
BLHUE N HN BEGREE T 8T (1) 2 R P, (H 2 [R] B
WK T RIS 2 PR (R, IRk, 7EREAL S 104%
FEFRHE 22 FF PR 1Y SR AR LA FH B 1R B, HN BRIk 1
LRSI . Bk, DL g RN TR £ AR Y
SRR ERAE TP TR A AE AL i B AR A

4.3 EHTFMOEA/DRE KIELRISIE

R IGUE BT VR B A A R RS T A 2 B AR
BEAL B, A 30K F MOEA/D B4 iR A HESE
(12 B br A0 SR B Bk, X b 857y HMOEA
/D. ¥ % H ARt AL ) 8 CEC09 Wi 42 UF1-UF13 3k
52 By 52 HMOEA/D 532 (1) 4 R[22, 75 Bk (1) 13 4
DK 7 5 AR, UF1-UF7 R 24N B #8 FI A4k 1] 8, UFS-
UF10 434 B Ar L4k il @, UF11-UF13 A 54 B 5
AR AL R 7R, R CECO9 Pk S5 60 & T i 5 E T i 22
H AR AL 17 751, % HMOEA/D 5325 J= 348 2 b %
FASCRR (23] 5 A T840 — OB I SRS, S5 FLA AR R
F1 5 HNSGA-IIAH [F] 5. BESHOCE T,

1) #E 4K # B UF1-UF7(2-0bj) ¥ ¥ 600; UF8-
UF10(3-obj) % A4 1 000; UF11-UF13(5-0bj) % 4 1 500.

2) AL EANEC T = 0.01N, 7, = 0.01N.

3) 1L AT X/ HT X WMEZE 6 = 0.9.

4) DE#/EH 7 : DEXX X ##* CR = 1.0; DE It
BIREEF = 0.5, 70 MmieHn, = 20,7 ME
Pm = 1/n.

S) e R, n =10, = 107S.

6) 15 L4 ) 24 pR B 0P A OBk 3 100 000 B 5
2 I

7) BB AN 0] RS SR ST AE AT 30 K.

TN RBFIERAETHEENRI LR
FHN 6. FH T 14 g PEAN (1) Pareto fif 111> 04 UF1-



%10
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UF7(2-obj) %A 100; UF8-UF10(3-obj) % A 150; UF11-
UF13(5-obj) 1 9 400. 5321 REVE 4 K F IGD #6847,
BT AR PRAE F I R R, gt &5 R nsk 4 s, i
F 4T LU H: 6T CECO9 il ik 22, HMOEA/D #.i%:
SR A3 1935 AL PR 14 22 K 14 A0 0 84 £ T MOEA/D
SR 6T AR R B UF7, MOEA/D 532 B Al T
HMOEA/D Hi% AH P FHZE A K.

HMOEA/D $5.3%38 1 J7) 48 2 B P hin sk 5018
SK, F FH 22 FF VB s S H G I Rh A 2 AR, B AR By

S8 0 B SR AR K ) AT 5 (3B AT I T Rk, AR S
o 19 P A SR i A AT LA 7R A TR 1 2R AR AR 2L
RS T PR SR AR 0] R BT R )3 AT I
i) (B4 s). H15 5 7T LUFE tH, HMOEA/D 5% 11817
IS [A] 25141 DK T MOEA/D %, 3X 5 PR R 24 Bl 22 4%
SR BG5BT R iR 2 R 1, Uk
AT — RS 2R, 75 0, 30T PR 2 R 5L X BAR
SN IS AT TR, L[R]3 35048 2R AR s 1
BRI, BT DA A SRR SRR A ZE A K.

%4 HMOEA/D F#1MOEA/D ¥t UF1-UF13 Ui [a] 25 #4535 25 R

HMOEA/D MOEA/D
problems SS
best worst mean std best worst mean std
UF1 0.004 16 0.004 62 0.004 31 0.00009 0.00393 0.005 17 0.004 37 0.00029 +
UF2 0.004 45 0.01017 0.005 65 0.00133 0.004 78 0.01083 0.006 81 0.001 82 +
UF3 0.004 02 0.007 82 0.004 69 0.00096 0.003 92 0.024 36 0.007 43 0.00518 +
UF4 0.04051 0.04718 0.043 87 0.00172 0.056 86 0.08137 0.063 85 0.005 32 +
UF5 0.04315 0.55322 0.14506 0.12144 0.08227 0.30619 0.18074 0.06811 +
UF6 0.00212 0.004 87 0.00317 0.00078 0.00351 0.01004 0.005 89 0.00177 +
UF7 0.004 09 0.31571 0.0145 0.056 82 0.003 25 0.01065 0.004 47 0.001 18
UF8 0.048 45 0.08642 0.057 62 0.008 57 0.05072 0.065 61 0.05843 0.003 31 +
UF9 0.03037 0.14583 0.08526 0.05702 0.03506 0.14978 0.08897 0.05813 +
UF10 0.107 37 0.54311 0.28904 0.10903 0.364 06 0.649 58 0.474 16 0.007 35 +
UF11 0.10092 0.18789 0.10643 0.01547 0.106 90 0.11516 0.11024 0.00229 +
UF12 73.17643 206.0558 119.7155 33.5966 66.168 3 214.2264 145.7887 41.8276 +
UF13 1.184 17 1.85505 1.83728 0.003 81 1.834 66 1.89922 1.856 65 0.01978 +
RS FIEE30RIMIEI TR E
HMOEA/D MOEA/D
problems iteration
max min mean std max min mean std
UF1 2500 100.058 93.864 95.4439 0.865 481 92.128 84.276 89.5162 1.102 541
UF2 2500 110.358 95.0362 98.8358 1.107725 91.526 87.252 89.0576 0.582751
UF3 2500 108.1024 90.2352 93.0216 1.845262 88.317 81.528 85.604 5 1.194172
UF4 2500 126.258 95.3056 101.3612 1.524236 90.762 86.586 88.7254 0.834201
UF5 2500 82.241 72.1671 76.7823 2416434 74.386 65.525 71.8266 1.8363 12
UF6 2500 104.145 91.328 96.6417 1.756276 84.426 78.153 81.538 1.294225
UF7 2500 120.538 90.366 98.3891 1.935218 89.012 86.158 88.089 0.474431
UF8 1500 362.578 351.3541 355.8823 2.487524 309.551 304.121 306.5158 1.142627
UF9 1500 410.328 346.128 358.4236 12.63564 383.712 311.442 336.8722 22.09216
UF10 1500 374.4556 310435 3253119 12.85212 341.656 269.558 296.3168 23.24501
UF11 1000 1247.258 1029.135 1079.263 51.67821 1446.01 1000.26 1078.586 120.2657
UF12 1000 918.3522 809.506 841.6278 22.088 16 829.018 734.162 778.5463 26.3123
UF13 1000 1372.643 1013.138 1088.065 90.462 86 1271.25 1029.38 1058.429 42.658 64
5 4 #® T 24 R R o kA A A4 1) 22 R A AN 0 A 1, SRR

ARSCHR T AR ERAL 1 TR 2 R iR
5 R R & 02 B FRR A HESE, %R
EHESLOL S B SA L . R IR R B4
ZLHUMUR R 22 MR SR AR . 3 A SRR T LA
KA 2 H bRk 5% R H ok 5k SO IR

JiR AR AR E N FEE 2 FEVE I I SR TR bR ok AT SR R4
R MR 22 R VE I SRR A R B AR RSP R A
A BT 2o B I I 0 bR S S 22 B M Y SR A B A
PRAEYS SR [5] B 14 0 3 22 5 1k DA DR AIE A 1) 35 20 1
oA itk LL2E 31 2 H AR A0 A 575 NSGA-IL V%



1738 # % 5

F £32%

MOEA/D 535 941, LA 1R HESL Oy LA, e i 7 &%
BRRFH B S, IR BB SR 7 iR PR 7T T P
HEZR A5 BB A, Bk 1 P 4R HE 2R A AT 2 k. 45
R AZAES B A B LI T PR 5 BEIRTT 2 H AR
BEAL S VERE.

B2 H S R JR) A R SRS A 25 A P 0 i SRS
PAR R Z AR R R 4R b, W AU R A A R B &
82 BB 7 i R AR SR B E 7T A
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