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Complex and expensive simulation based multi-objective optimization to
system-of-system effectiveness

LIN Sheng-lin*, LI Wei', QIAN Xiao-chao?, MA Ping'f, YANG Ming"

(1. Control and Simulation Center, Harbin Institute of Technology, Harbin 150080, China; 2. Shanghai Electro-
Mechanical Engineering Institute, Shanghai 201109, China)

Abstract: Effectiveness optimization is the important approach to design system-of-system structure and configure
scenario schemes. The system-of-system simulation system is usually characterized by complex structure, continuous
and discrete mixing, multiple input and output variables, and high operation cost, which leads to some problems of
multi-objective, mixed variables, multi-peak and low efficiency, etc. existed in effectiveness optimization. A complex
and expensive simulation-based approach to system-of-system effectiveness optimization is proposed. The exploitation-
exploration based sequential metamodel strategy is presented coupling clustering with space filling criterion for
expensive simulation. The hybrid coding strategy and the corresponding genetic operators are introduced to improve the
multiobjective optimization efficiency of the traditional NSGA-II algorithm. The comparative analysis with the
state-of-art compensive optimization algorithms shows that optimization results of the proposed algorithm have better
convergence, diversity and distribution. Futhermore, the effectiveness simulation optimization for some air defense
system-of-system is taken as an example to verify the feasibility and effectiveness of the proposed method.
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FEPE T AR AR A 1 ) L R S ST 4R Y TR T AL
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H] IA) &) B3 SR 2 5 RO AL 79 9k R 3 Re 07
FLAAL 1] AR A T i Pk At 5 AARBRBL AL T 5 5%
THE B AREEAT IR, FIFH 2 B AR A SR oA b
AT E AL, 15 2] Pareto BT #. M2 48 455 AL 44 1r) 7
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FELIRARA. W T () e B g vk 214 A 45 sy i
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LI | S X 2% S HE IR B ML AE.
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B 1 A% 1n) B oA A B HL A 2 o R R B B L
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RUGTAA Z 005 B R G A7 Ao, I R BUE T JEK 0 #fr
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using response surfaces) 5.7 A1 3C#k [11] ] GLoSADE
(global and local surrogate-assisted differential
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RN, m AR B R 3 @ LR &
2T = (2T, ul), KB EANE = ky + ko, € RM
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1 u
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H: F(z) 9 B b R 308, A5 2 A 30ae $a b A0 ok
Rz &R R A A& RGN AR RS
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I B BUA N T
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BE R A g i e (AR I B SRS TR By il
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JE. T RUBUE T BOR ) SE805E X BB e 5 1 A4
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(67 AR B BER Chu=(y1, w3, -+ 5 0f -5 up, ) A0
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(5)

y? = P27 + (1 — P, )zl
Hrp: P, € [0, 1] AR B AE X 5, — fRAE
A8 X EAEHTRE LA K
BRI B BOR FH R A X, 45 58 SR e i A oy
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B

— (1 o1 1,2 2
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Hri e [1,2,..., ky — 1ARRBENLZ 212 R 2E X
AR

3) BRE T

K FITR & 9 77 2 G o v V7 R BSOR B A
R B R 5 ZE vt AN RN 52 X007 2K, #E M 3R 13 550
)4 SR AR A T e, H e (RS e 2 P, — i A
FURE. e ARk Fay B RIFEER o}, 2 575~
ARG AR Chy EIEE ) B U e

{x} +7(b; — x})e, rnd(2) = 0;

yi = 7

z; — 7(z} — a;)e, md(2) = 1.
b end(2) A BE ML ) M= A2 11 TE R HS 2 BURE B
R R,T € (0,1 R REL 7 (0,1) XIE L
BEALEL, [ai, b)) NiZEE R A EUE Y B R

BE X EEECEE N B BOR FH BEALAS S, A8 e JE 7 AR
T Chy BRIyl N [a;, b)) I BERLEE L,
A 5 ALARIE R A [, 0 4k 2 AT AR 7 B4, B 2R
B A

4) MCHENSGA-TI [ 5Ly 56AIE .

R E B4 5 1 (A RICPE, Bk G R B Sl $
THEE 2 R I AR R, J3 il 10k OO 488 5 A
IRA 2 HFR A & $ ZDT3 F ZDT1 % Frd S Al
& 48 NSGA-I H %3 AT K. ZDT3 A 2 0, RiE4:
Pareto Fif ¥ 1) R 55, FH T 360 00F i 412 307k B AT 3 4 7 24

ST )

xR %36%
WSk, R B 20

fl (l’) =Y,

o) =91 - VA@ @ - 28 @)

sin(10 ml)]

Hr:g(z) = 1+9in/(n—1);x = [z1,22,...,
=2

7|7 e [0,1)7; a7 J9 R HOR B N A B U 9 0 2R
Loy ~ 2 NSNS &

B i R B U B A 0 ZDT3 e AL, 45 2 Wi A
AR B2 (R 4 s ol A4 280 50, 32 AR IR EC 500,
Ii] 5 5 P R0 PRI 4D 06 PR R R AR UM, 15008 P 4R BRVE
22 XA EFE NP, = 0.9H1 P, = 0.3;NSGA-II
AR — 2032 Y (simulated binary crossover,
SBX) B 1A X AL S o A e E oy il e B N, = 20
i, = 20. P A ELE ) Pareto R WY BE AL AR KR 1L
AR5 4 P 2 T

G

f
)
0o

0 02 04 06 08 1.0

0 02 04 06 08 10
5
(b) Hudk NSGA-TI 5 & AR HIvE

2 BMEARRETAXL

FH P& 2 W] R0, B R R 4 B R S AR B ZD T3 iR
#, £% 48 NSGA-11 5.3 15 2| ¥ % X Pareto §T ¥ T 28
151 ACHRE AT W SR Ry 38, oK B8 78 a5 BT A SC B A i, £
T B S R 20t ) NSGA-TTEL v T 151 AR LLRT
WS 3 4 R A, HLA AT VY B8 7 % 4 o a0 A,
T AR ) L, HL A A St NSGA-TT 3% 5 I8 ik
SRR

AL DA B B HUR A AR K 2 H bR IR R 2
ZDT1 N, 54545 NSGA-TT =BT % B, PLEGIE £
3t NSGA-11 15 £ Pareto RV ¥ 14 g, RIS 7040
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PEAN 2 K 1. 45 5€ PO FI AR A0 5025 B0 00 46 b B A 4
H0H 50, IEACTRECA 200, 8 7€ P10 BT 46 T 7
FEA U, HoAth 2 20 B 5 ZDT3 o5 20H [F), 13 21 1
Pareto 5 {0 ATV 40 1 3(a) BT, A SREUEE MR REFR AR
()B4 A5 SR, 18 B HS F B P RE VT AN FE A B vl AR
#H %5 (inverted generational distance, IGD)!"?! FI;EE AT
(hypervolume, HV)!'% & & Pareto Fif ¥ RIS SR L 23 A
PE K& 2 1. H A IGD #{E 8 /), Pareto Rij ¥ 1 UK
SRCPE N 23 A 1t BRI HV 48 b 2508 K 3% B B U
SN 2 FEPE BRI, 25 € HV MERE TR IR IS H i A
(7.7). 13 2 5LVE L BE T8 b5 IGD A1 HV A2 AL 35 i ]
3(b) ME3(c) .

- ~ 327 Pareto AT

0.8 % > HUIENSGA-II
S % 0 NSGA-II
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g
0.4
02b R
0 L
0 02 04 06 08 L0
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(a) PAFMEALE L Pareto BV L
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v
1.5
)]
O 1.0}
—w— NSGA-II
0.5 —4— SUENSGA-II
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(b)  PHFRLALELIE: Pareto BTV AU IGD TRA5R 4} HE
50
40t
230
20y —v— NSGA-II
—— WENSGA-TI
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AR

(©) FIRMRALELI: Pareto BIH IHV S8R AT LL
&3 FIEE Pareto BIA R MEREFEFRITEE
P 1 3 1] 40, 20t NSGA-TL AL 45 1 NSGA-TT 5
104 52 30T S PR 1K) Pareto /7 9, HHL G 5P 10 2
oA Ve RS SOVE. TRIEE, 31 RE i AR IGD FIHV (1) 748
b a3 5, 503k ) NSGA-TLE A% 48 NSGA-T 5351
S A e TIREGZREZ HiR R 8eR. 45
R, Bt ) NSGA-TLEE M BEAR T 7% 48 NSGA-II,
B8 B I M A& R ARE 2 H bR LA AE 55

e A, B 38 S50 75 B P 48 i A8 X P A
R P, Horb: P B BUE G B — &N [0.7,0.9],
Py, BRI TG — A% (0.2, 0.4]. 9% Bh P ik BL P,
Py, ZH0MH, A5 SC UL & B ZDT1 A6, 5438 X545 5
12.0.7,0.8 #10.9, 7% J: 2 73 1 HL 0.2, 0.3 F10.4 B (1)
FOEPEREHEAT A, 45 0w R WA PR RE AR
50, 2% AR EL N 200, [E 18 25055 B SL56 AT A6 A A
{H. HEHUIGD AT HV FE b B 2= A BE, W€ HV PERE
FRFR IS5 08 (7,7). NI BRBEALE R 1 500, XF
BN 28 XAR S W 2 UM () S 56 T B I8 AT 301K, 3R
HOP- B ERe TR AR A, 25 SR 3R 1 BT,

F1 KIENSCGANEZEXNTREH
SHTSEIS IGD FIHV $84R{E

Pc=0.7 Pc=0.8 Pc=0.9
P, =02 0.0659 0.0851 0.1070
IGb P, =0.3 0.0336 0.0392 0.0513
P, =04 0.0196 0.0218 0.0299
P, =02 47.79 47.56 47.35
HV P, =0.3 48.19 48.12 48.02
P, =04 48.39 48.39 48.27

R4 2 115 2 IGD $ia A (1 45 #E 25 4 0.03, HV
FRARE I PR AE ZE 2 0.37. F AT S, 35 BUAR [A] 1 22 X
AR 55 5507 of T 408 S5092:  ME E R 77 AE R sz ). [
I, A SRR B 40 NSGA-TT 3 0k 1F 3 52 [ P AS [
(1928 SUFIAR S5 B8 B B A 300 1 e 1k
23 ETHE-HRENFR#ME

CES-SEO By 1 H i 2 5 T oA F- 48k R
REFH b5 A1 9t FH 1) Pareto S LR, X 20RO AR 1,
B NILA TR Y 1 f pe P IR B B T

b (¥ Pareto BT Y. A SCR 2 T T AR 2 10 5 5L il
P SR AR B TO R PR 2R SR 5 T, 70 ) 26 8 R
SR H AR 2 R B T, 51N TR T BRI o, 1HE
JUJT2OV 153 5] ) CLg- 125 22 vRE U 21, 25 H 23 s R

1/p
zp®" = argmin [ Z d(z;‘ew,zj)_p} ,
i=1,2,.,N L ._
J=1,2,..., n
z;]QeW —

N —p l/p
argmin [ > d(F(z1), F(z) "]
i=1,2,..,N L._

j=1,2,..., n
©
zpW = argmin CLa(2]V ({21, 22,...,2n}),
i=1,2,...,N
zp¢" = argmin CLQ(F(z;’eW) U
i=1,2,...,N
{F(z1)7 F(z2)7 LERX F(zn)})
(10)
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Hrb:z, Fij(2)]G = 1,2,....n) A4HT &5 &
FEAE, (200, Fy(20)](i = 1,2,...,N) 471 7T
B () B AR AR, p N IE B, d(20eV, ;) NFEA S
2PV 5 2 [A] R K IR R B . AR o, A1 CLo- B8 22 1 U 7
15 24 HiT O AR g D0 AR s A2 7 1) A 70 P 9 ) PR R AR
R [2P F(20)] 0 = t,to, ta, T R UGEACE B
In Lith

TER A0S J7 T, 15 i oA B i R AR I e
AUE A5 2 8] 43 53R4T k-means FE2, i B PR AE 2K A 0
RIT I REA SAE N BURFE R R U2, R
BT 5 26 VAL B SR m L B9 2 #. A SR H Calinski-
Harabasz #E T 280 5, A a0

_ SSp _ (N—-K)

Horb: SSp AR Z 5, SSw ARNW ZEZ 57, iHHE AR
T

K
SSp = _LllC; - C|P?, (12)

i=1

K
SSw =3 fe—cil*. (13)

=1 e€cQ;
Forb 1 N5 i RRBEAR AN C N R L, ©
NEEN DR GIE; Qi R i KA e N

THENNE VRC g e KM EON TR AT HL.
2.4 CES-SEOE%EHIZ

2% ik, CES-SEO HyA A vl A4 il .

step 1: EVEZ W IHA.

M A R4 B KIS AT B

N:Z H bbb AR REAMASL

G: % H et SR AR

K o BRGNS

Nine: IEAFEAS AN

step 2: WIGAREA S5 % 4%, S LHS S2I it 77 14
it N A8 B HEAT WA Wit SR nane DV RRRE A 5
 Zngne s TISATAR R A FOIREL 9 FH B3 RE 45
Vil Fy, By, ... F,,  JARPIGE N ZGEARLZES,.

step 3: 5 AIA B H5 KA 2 47 L UEL, U While n <
M.

step 3.1: $L & /58 B o 2. R & 510 B AR 4R
S, XA T FH Sk i H A R AT A, 13 B0
ijgj%Fn(z) = [fn,lafn,% . ,fn,m]-

step 3.2: % T~ o B A8 1) 4 = AL k. R A et 1)
NSGA-II 535 38 BT B 4 Fr, (=) (B A0 Al 5 B 5%
It Pareto T Y Sy =[z2", F(20°%)],i = 1,2,..., N.

21,22, .-

step 3.3: T H R -R R BT TURFE. R 2.3 75
FEHME T AE AN S RBME ST 7L
MICHERL 5 AR i 4R S BT BTS2t i 20w =
{2, 20, 2

step3.4: IBAT B B IE R T H. FE S A RITE &R
gt LgAT 7 SRR AR AU Zrev BRI B4 RIS
SR AR R R AR bR A 9k A F(20Y),i =
tryta, .ot BB GRRE A 5 (20, F(20°%)] 91
ANBEAREES, H,i = t1,t9,..., 1,

End Loop

step 4: IR [7] Pareto i f fift 5. HH step 3.2 15 21 1)
Pareto 55t D Ml 4 S A 1A 58 28 ik 07 30 S5 DAL, AL (1
Pareto AT 955 £ 9% F RSB FE R AL, 28 L0V 45 3.
3 e 5 M AHRHE

NG AIE CES-SEO HUE A k. B a4y Hh B ik
ik ) PE B VRN F8 b 1T S, 1B B 4 A HAG AR A 1
R %, 5 GLoSADE. GOMORS Al ParEGO 5.1 [ 1
REREAT LU B S, LARERT 2544 2 1) R e 1 AR A N
51, 38 0E BLE (R AT AT M RN R
3.1 MEEETEMNEN

T EET oA ) 2 B AR SR, iR AR
Hii 15 PFI&E T 3155 Pareto B PF* (1972 FE A AR 5>
A ()35 51V g v G L4 B JEAT VPN, IR B RE T
W& b5 IGD FIHV X A SCFVEME REREAT VR4, IGD 45
iR AR LT

Z min(d(v, PF))

IGD(PF*, PF) = “£22

PE| (14)

Hrbmin(d(v, PF)) A v Al PF HREA i B /N R PR
& |PFY| N E 5L Pareto FE A SN IGD € [0, 00) H
T B A M AT P 43 A P RSL SACI: /N 3R B Bt
REER LT

Uk Ak, HV $8 47 I8 i & PF A BLUA B 5 &
PRSI A 2 I (1) B 1, TS A R R

HV(PF):é(‘szll Si)- (15)

HA:HV € (0,00];6 M Lebesgue M, A kil & 44
S| NAECIC AR B H 6 NS E R S5 AT
WA B EE ST T K. HV & — N R — Jo i R
FEAR, 75 Pareto SCIC 7 TH /& ™ K& B (149, HV IRAE B K
ARV BE R LT
32 WHEEZESH

CES-SEO L5 % & tH LHS 575k &2 44 % . RBF
TURE RO &/ SRE S R B L S ) NSGA- TV
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HEMH S AT E 25517 AR A2 % B AR 595

FARBE . 7 OURPE RS A M R 3 B — Ik
1% AR I FE A B 1) 52 4% B2 G0 R LHS RV B T WA R
A — o sert, i a 228 %8 O(1). RBF G A 752
T B A FEAS S (R B S, 35 H AR AN CH O, B
i) 52 2% £ 9 O (mkn®). B0 I NSGA-T1 5032 5 7% 4t
NSGA-I HiEHA M A 8] [H 2 45 O (m N2, 7
BURFE L B 5 T ¢, 5 CLo(F 18] 52 2% B 45 31
O(N)~ O(Nn)) M 45 & MR R N 5 2T K1 I
RAEN (R 18] 52 2% BE S O(N) K R, 48 T ik, 15 21
CES-SEO Bk 1) Ak I (8] 2% 9 O (pmkn), H
p = (M — nin) /(4 + 2K) N CES-SEO H % 11148k

FH EG M 7, ParBGO 59 32 2 i Je B A U & K
GA BV . e B Kriging JuAs A1 75 v H Anii Al ik
AT A ARL, BRI 8] 52 2% B2 R O (pkn®), GA B IR B
[ 52 4% B N O (pN'?). [A bk, ParEGO 592 [ i ] 52 7%
BERO(pkn?), b p = (M — nyn). GOMORS 571%
[FE K FH T RBF JGHIE AL 5 v, 5 AR SCHRVEA [F 1) 2,
TEAJ5 1% 2 B A B BIN T )R S48 2R s, i ) 5
24 FE N O(mN?), 1 GOMORS H ik 1) #8452 4 )
HO(pmkn3), Hdt p = (M — ning) /4. GLOSADE &
T RN ) 520 24k P55 B 49 448 D) 26 TG S 2R (1 B (1] 52 2%
FE O (kn), 8RR BAR I (8] 2 4% FE 28 O (pkn), p =
(M —niny) /2. 1T GOMORS S ¥ it T I AT AL
i, 4 Fh B I (8] 52 2% FE HE 7 45 A CES-SEO >
GOMORS > ParEGO > GLoSADE.
33 GO

¥ A B 5 GLoSADE. GOMORS Al ParEGO
SR HEAT OB e L4 BAA AR MER 2 H AR AL R
$¥VLMOP2. ZDT1. LZ08F1 1 DTLZ2 i3t 47 £ g I
R, - H B 7y PSR AR B AT B U, H TR 2 B
PR RE AL . 25 4N BE )46 S 5000 B W)
WEREAN B nine = 10k My, = 100 Mzpr = 200
My = 300. MprLz = 2000 N = 100. G = 200.
Kimax = 3+ P. = 0.9, P,, = 0.3. GOMORS %1%
KL S NSGA-TLE L AT AL, Hoh SBXHFIAE
X AR AT TR EEA 1, =20, 1,,=20. GLoSADE #.
SR EN: FEMEN = 100, Z s X
HYCRy = 04, BRHET F = 08 I T LHS 7%
A2 IR A FE AR DL SR AR A 25 SRAFAE BN LY, T3
T B3 0o A W 4K R 0 AT 30 ok B AR SR, gk B
REFR PR I(E RN J5 22068 4 PSR 1 BEREAT LA

VLMOP2 ¥ 02 A 3 ™ 1) Pareto 7 ¥, 5% 35 43

YRR AR AT B L, HY DABOR R e A AL IR A,
25 R O S

f1(Z)=1—eXp(—Z(Zi—\}E> );

=1

pe=1-e0 (-3 (2 1))

min

(16)
Hrh. 2 = (xl,:rg,xg,x4)T € [—2,2]4,331 N B
B &, 2y ~ oy NIESAE, ZDT1 R E A M
Pareto A 5, X JL358 4 W 3R AR S 1EAT B AU, 45 HH R 2K
e

fi(z) = 21,
min { f2(2) = 9(2)[1 — \/21/9(2)], 17)
g(x)=1+9(> %) [k —1).

=2
Hr:z = (xl,xg,...,xlo)T € [0,1)') Hbzy ~ g
TS wg Fl o AR BB &2
R 4 B B 5 11 LZO8F1 R 48, 3 Pareto
AT R AR 206 R MR, 45 e L
0.5+§gg;z>)]2,

2
fl(z) =21 + m Z |:Zj — 2
JjE€J1

min 4 fo(z) =

0.54 3G=2) } 2

2
1— 21+ — [z»—z 2
A 2 A

JjE€J2

(18)
;H\:EPI z = (2131,372, . 7.7)12)T € [0, 1]12,J1 S [2, k] j'g
THL Jo € (2, k] Ju AR EL XA PSR AR B AT B L
W, 21 ~ @ NEBRRR, v NEBYEHAERE.
DTLZ2 K B A 3N Hiw. ZIEE. AR
Pareto Hif ¥, X J4H 7 vk 548 B R AT B LK, 45 B
R A
2 0.5+
fl(Z) =2z + m Z {Zj — 2z

jeJ1

3(j—2) 12
2(n—2)]
)

min fa (z) =
o.s+ssz;zar

2
1—\/Z+m2[zj—zl

je€J2

(19)
iz = (z1,20,...,3)" € [0,1% x [-1,1],
Ty ~ a3 NIESLRAR &, oy R S HUE &

N JE 4 PP BV AF B 1Y Pareto BT Y PE A, 1 E
VLMOP2 s\ HV P REFE AR 2% 1A (1, 1), ZDT1
PR AN (1.2,1.2) LZOSF1 PR ¥ H (3,3). DTLZ2 iR %
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xR %36 %

N7, D AFEMERE SRR Gt o i 4 Rk 2 Mk 3
PR
R"2 AMBECEIHNIK R MM RESEAR

IGDHE(FE)GitER 1073
¥ 4H  CES-SEO  GLoSADE ~ GOMORS ParEGO
VLMOP2  4.4(0.2) 5(0.4) 10(7.6) 44.5(31.9)

ZDTI 10.2(6.8) 12.4(5.1) 14.2(9.1) 39(32.3)
LZ08F1 21(4.6) 26.4(4.8) 35.7(4.1) 95.3(11.8)
DTLZ2  1222(3.5) 125.7(3.9) 125.6(12.8) 151.6(20.1)

T o S 6 T R Y 4 e B v ot Ak e Rk AT A
1645 21| 1) Pareto A1 #5351 B8 56 42 78 55 H S AT X T
VLMOP2. LZ08F1 #1DTLZ2 & %, CES-SEO 5 1 #¢
GL0SADE. GOMORS Hl ParEGO %9 5 i1 3& i/ B 52

Pareto {if #%; Xt T ZDT1 5% £, 4 Fh 5L 35 B A B AL 1
Pareto A 7. HI 30 X H &2 525045 B PE e FR bR 2 (E AN
75 20 LLA 1, 3T VLMOP2 B8 i &, CES-SEO &
EYEREAL T HoAth 53k, X T ZDT1 #% %, CES-SEO &
TR RE AL T A BV, (H B 1 % Ik T GLoSADE .
% % T LZO8F1 1% %, CES-SEO %% ] IGD 48 AR A
T HADEVE AL Z IR b5 & F KT GOMORS &2,
HV b5 M Be AL T HoAth 535 X T DTLZ2 i% 44, CES-
SEO % 2% [ IGD 48 #5 1t T HAth 5%, HV 48 b5 55
T GLoSADE vk, {H B B s 1 8 b 1. 2 A
&, CES-SEO R M e . T GLoOSADE. GOMORS
F1ParEGO .72, 15 3| ) Pareto Rl ¥+ 2. A 8 4 HI UK
P A3 PR 22 R

R"3  AMBEX VR R BR UM REIEARHY I (7 E) St SR

PR E AR CES-SEO GL0oSADE GOMORS ParEGO

VLMOP2 0.2940(0.0003) 0.2905 (0.000 8) 0.2871(0.0100) 0.2323(0.0535)
ZDTI1 1.0925(0.0138) 1.0912(0.011 4) 1.0858(0.0130) 1.049 4 (0.055 0)
LZO08F1 6.9162(0.2575) 6.7387(0.2837) 6.5578(0.3993) 5.9886(1.446 6)
DTLZ2 241.5293(7.5849) 244.068 0 (9.3650) 238.3604(9.7653) 56.1294(3.9215)

34 RAMIE

J# X CES-SEO By 1 5256 73 BT 36 UE T A S
I ROV AR, AT RASCHR (6] H B 2 4 R AL RE
oAk A8, S TP FIR AT AT M. L B R R
T TR FR¥EREml. KO EEL B RS
T AH 2 R o 3 4 B 22 B 20 B 1R % A8 58 SR 9 40 7 |
PP 23 38 R GUA i, W75 R 25 2% B AR BE A A, DA
AT RN T, FE DA — i B E I H AR, W 4 BT, 2
AAE AR N 0 T R 5 R T B AR R T RS,
T PR 2 £ K28 H b, 8 HARE B % 248
P, FR O AT BT K B AR o e, SR
S RGN SRS TR %S, B xR
78 HAREBHT ARG S B LR E R o, R
W 5 RGTIPIR A R B HR % b, 5 7R A
B, U HEAT W& 4R A8 5 R I, B 2 BT A K28 H AR 430
BYER T LA IR.

4 PiEERIESIEE

HEHCK 22 H bR 2 8% P, 1E A B 2 1k R 3 BE 4R
bR, I SRS B SRR s AL B b, 28 L2 12
R R BN RESR b 45 B KPR B 2, L I
RIMEE 20+ BORAT BUNTE 23+ ARV 240 DY
K BIRRMIMER 25 KIJHEE R 26 A FHE R A]
27~ RG] 25+ BCAS SR H] 29 577 1L 45
B 20 #5H TRL AR EER 2, #5°0 IR AR R
z10. S5 MALAL TR T
min F(z) = min{1l — P(2), E(2)}. (20)

Hep:P(2) € (0,1, E(z) € (0,1]. {E&& 37 E H 5
B B AT By 4E5 3 B R R TR A

E(z) = Epn (210, 211, 212) + Ea(24, 25, 210, 211, 212)+
E (27, 28, 29). (21

21 ™~ Zs, Z7 ~ 293\355?5@@’}5%,26,210 ~ Z127'§U$§
B E AR . 2 SR A B BUE X TE] N 21 (km) €
[6,25]:20 € [0.7,0.9); z5(km) € [18,20];24 € [0.6,
0.8];25 € [0.5,0.7];26 € [1,8]; z7(min) € [10,15];
zg(min) € [0.5,1]; z9(min) € [2,4];210 € [3,8];211 €
[3,8]; z12 € [2,6].

1) FH 2032t P NSGA-TT 52 %6 18744 1) £ 7 i A ik
AAEAL 50 000 U, FRHRAAR Z8 2 RE DL A 1] I Aok e {12
Pareto fij Iy, 3 4 Uty 25 i J >R il CES-SEO ik
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