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R, A7 AE VT AR v B L DASE IO () R 25 8 AR BRI AN 7 V2 A 3 5 2 T P DAy R U il A 1 e 25k
P& — AR EAR XS T (1 T 3T SVR H & AR K B B 2R 2 H AR ARIRRAL 1. 25 TR SE IS AR ik
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Data-driven Bayesian SVR adaptive modeling and expensive constrained
multi-objective surrogate-based optimization

LIN Cheng-long, MA Yi-zhongT, XIAO Tian-li, XIONG Jia-wei
(School of Economics and Management, Nanjing University of Science and Technology, Nanjing 210094, China)

Abstract: In practical engineering, there are many challenges when solving multi-objective optimization problems, such
as the black box characteristics and time-consuming evaluation. The traditional evolutionary optimization method is
usually limited due to the expensive cost and the difficulty in obtaining solutions. To modify the deficiency, a data-driven
Bayesian SVR adaptive modeling technique and a constrained multi-objective surrogate-based optimization method is
proposed in the context of the small sample. The Bayesian SVR model is first utilized to replace the complex computer
model, thus reducing the expensive cost of every call to the actual performance function. Then, the new design by
maximizing the aggregation strategy of the constrained expected improvement matrix is chosen. Next, the sample
information and the data-driven Bayesian SVR model is adaptively updated, and the optimization is fulfilled step by step.
The superior characteristic of the Bayesian SVR model, that is, the powerful ability to explore the boundary and the
measurement of the prediction uncertainty, ensures the prediction accuracy and provides an improvement direction for
selecting the new sample. In addition, the proposed Chebyshev distance and Manhattan distance aggregation strategy has
the advantages of low computational complexity and good applicability for multivariable optimization problems. Test
functions and engineering examples show that: 1) The proposed method can effectively reduce expensive simulation
costs and improve optimization efficiency for expensive constrained multi-objective problems in the context of the small
sample; 2) The Pareto frontier of surrogate-based multi-objective optimization has a certain degree of superiority in
convergence, diversity, and space dispersion.

Keywords: data-driven; Bayesian SVR model; expensive multi-objective optimization problem; constrained expected
improvement matrix; distance aggregation strategy; feasibility of probability
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0 51 §

% B br o o 7 ARAL R BT AR AE T 450 T
Ry MU MR BT B S A3 R ks FE AT
FLE A R D T s R A, (B LD RE
VAL I AT AT 7R LT A6 K B (RIS A] Bl A, 3 DA 2 10
AL TR I 25 o I AR PR SR 231 5 B YRR TR
RIS EAACT H— KT 40 h, AR ZE B
AT ET 36 ~ 1200, BRI SEIFRIBUKEE “ ik
57 BN R TV, A B HUAE DS B gt
Ab, kG B R 2R I A JE AR B b 7 A 1
F} A 1, 8 v 10 Z 43 3E 1k, (differential evolution, DE)
BHEDL NSGA-ILgt & B LS 45 2 H b ik 5%
(multi-objective evolutionary algorithm, MOEA) J5 7%
HMe DL vy ROK gt A0 B, AR AR S TR B4 3K 30
11 % H bn A EE L 4L (multi-objective  surrogate-based
optimization, MSBO) J5 VA 18 ik [ id 7 1] % S2HL % 25
Pl RME D> 758 A K B B 0 FLIN ] AR

b & 4 B2 S LA 2 o) TR AN R R 5
., — RYVEHE IR B 7 VR N AE RS BT (design
of experiments, DoE) A1 )t 4k 25 4l 5. MSBO 7
R R B B B 32 AR AN RE A TR R H O N

AR SOZ AR A R, L — s I R L 1 GRS
Sk, REMAL O B80T S U R B 5k 2 B
i 0] 8 AR R4 MSBO T v i A0 1 S
e AR Y gk Y K | B AE R SR BT AL, K
B 5 4% Gk AL R S5 & TF K 2 B bx
AR EE AR Y 4 B 12 4K (multi-objective surrogate-assisted
evolutionary, MSAE) 512 4 /& H A i B 2 1 & & &
2 —. A5 n: Song FF! $iE H 1) Kriging 4 35 452 Y 4k
Bl ) XA 5= 3k 4k 575 (Kriging-assisted  two-archive
evolutionary algorithm, KTA2), i ft. 45 &8 17 HAE
4t 2 H br ia) b A B AR #; Cough £810) £ BY
SRR R R T Kriging B 2% W 815 %
33k A B 7% (Kriging assisted reference vector guided
evolutionary algorithm, KRVEA), {H7E % H #5 [ 8
AR R B 2. & 1A F1: MOEA J7 k& H T A
BRI 2 H bx a3, (5 72 52 b TR N H 4t
A DA SJ2 B HL RS o By T v 2 T AR AR B R F2 (1)
el 5 i2amat L nT 1, MSBO 7 v 2 - 35 78 SR i
TE R IFAEBEA VU 23 (A AT IR 2R LA SR BOB FE AR, 17
MSAE J5 72 U WA PR 5P 3 L A S s 55 T s B gt
e AL-101,
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*1 ZERMILEEKETE

AT i A 1] FEA Hens

MOEAP! 75, R XX BRE
MSBO!!4811 2, ARE 2 A 7S AL )

MSAE!" ! S AREE MRS EE kSR g

i AR AR AT SRR 1) & 5] U5 (support vector
regression, SVR)>121 2 Tj{ 3 [A] 5 23]  Kriging 152 51 48]
S, Horp, BT Kriging A5 88 T5000 AN 1 2 4 4 82 1 =
(] 3 78 S 52 3 32 O EN28 45 4 Couckuyt 551
I8 3o ) o B R ST 7 B0t (expected  hypervolume
improvement, EHVI) 5 0%, fif ¥ | 2 5 A1 40 A DLt
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AR T R AH R R ASE AR 4 i B PR o) T R e Y L
Keane!" & i 1 H B B $7 o2 i 5 B (expected
Euclidean distance improvement, EI.,), 3 % 2 [ F
T B AL AL Knowles!™) 18 1 28 28 ek 0K 2 H b i)
A O BH bR ) R 3R H TR S ParBGO U7 V2
Zhang %10 3% H & 7 1 #2 (Gaussian  process, GP)
BB AT AREE, JF 2 T 2 B b5 2k 4L 7 i (MOEA
decomposition, MOEA/D) #¢ i | & T MOEA/D 45 fi#
IARERALAL 77255 Jones S5, Zhan S8 I - HA B2 0
1 (expected improvement, ET) #E NI #4) 43 1 B2 o403k
F% (expected improvement matrix, EIM) 5 & 2% i, 5K
BT R A I FL N TR B 42 ¥ Ut Han 2519
4 % B B8 2t R2 $8 #1 (R2 indicator of expectation
improvement, EIR2), X} & 5t 2 H b5 044 iv] 78 3K fi#, 15
FE e 24 17) 8 b 475 75 32 T B2 44 Hussein 550201 5 -
T FR AR IR th T Ak 2 H AR & Aas R AR 4K (melti-
objective efficient global optimization, M-EGO) J5 7%.
i MSBO 771 Kk 2 B T EL SR MG & J& 1 2k, A 45 L
*®2.

*2 TEZBEFRREBRLGERS

A TE AR QR SRS oo
XHR[13]  Kriging m EHVI m
CHA[14]  Kriging m El, m
SCHA[18]  Kriging m EIMc 1, m 1
SR [20] Kriging m EI 1
SCHR[15] Kriging 1 EI 1
SCHR[16] GP m EI 1
XHR[19]  Kriging m EIR2 1
ours BSVR m EIM¢, EIM\ 1

® 24011, Kriging B QoA B 5t 2 H
FRAAR Ir) R 5 FH AR B ABE A 22— 732 5 31 Osunal ')
JH I 3 RE 1) B 43 2K (support vector classier, SVC) # &
M) SVR B8 G s AR M R UG W%
JASEERE ST, (H SVR AL AL ME DLSR A B 1& Bk T 7 v
AR — X & 1T (one shot design)!!20-211; Chu 5211 3%
FH 3 2% o8 £k 78 DU 7 SVR (Bayesian SVR, BSVR)
LAY, JE25 7 BSVR 52 [ 38 18 fif B Cheng!®*! 14
AP BSVR AR, J R FAE 1E 1 12 202 (modified
expected improvement, MEI) 5 g SIZ B, B2 45 1] &5 1) )
SCEARA K R FE 1 43 . DR, /N AR B4 3R B R 1Y
BSVR [ 1 W @A S AT A s AT 72 07 1)

BSVR B RIAE 55 2 22 A0 H (i 4E) 7]l v, BA T3
TR BE vy 4G 4 1 I RV B i 1 L 35, T D) L
I IR B K = G EE B B A R S e ). DR,
ASCHE S — PR AR IR Sh () BSVR [ i B AL A B Bt

21 % H AR B AL J7 ¥, 1890 8 BSVR-MSBO J5
. WIS AR A 2 TR S 78 SRR 1Y) 9 g e BSVR BB AU 7E
MSBO J5 ik i N . 3 EE R S & sTwk 4 R 1) A
eSS PRI AL A A 3 7 oI PR 24 TR S0 B S A e O
A SR, A BT MSBO 7 VAL 30 2) i 1 A B
REHBEIHRE T EIM 5 G S50 1) P, A L AE B ot
% Hbr i) b 5 2 E M 3) B T BSVREEY 2 H
P S0 R B 5 A SRS, B2 — b /NP A R DX B 1)
BSVR-MSBO J5i#; 4) it TR vl o) G E 1 prd
H BSVR-MSBO J5 7% [ 5 F 1.
1 EAEBAIR
1.1 B%BFRRKER

TR Z H b ] SRR R

min f(z) = [fi(2), fo(®), ..., fm(@)]";
st. gi(x) <0, x € [x),x,], x € R
Hr: fo(x) gi() 735N m AN HER LK L2
Wz o, AW AL R E. 552 Bisiim
FEL P i S 254 1 v K R A L M PR A4,
EX1 BRI R EEAEEN S e R
WAL, M f(x) # F() I, T mAS B
WA filz) < fi(2), AR S B2 (2 < o). 54
x 4 1 T8 K B 5 FR AE Pareto 1L AL fi# £ (Pareto
optimal set, PoS). PoS H' Jt & @ Flf X B 1 H b 7] =
F(x) %G A Pareto 4 L HT ¥ (Pareto nominated
frontier, PF), Bl PF = {f(z)|x € PoS}. PF 1 [ K
AR SCRCHT A .
1.2 X#EERE)S
L0 = {(@1,91), (T2, 92), - (N, yn) J EE
NAFER N e FAAERHERS f - 2 — o(x) € H.
FRA LA SRAR RR R AR 22 [R) A7 CEAZ BR B HL 2 0 R ok
#:
k(zi,z)) = ¢ (@)p(x;). M
a5 Q2 R TP T w T () + b = 0%
RIPIT, B IR R BB A0 T SVR B
N
min %'wT'w + % ; e7;

st y(x) = who(x;) + b+ e )
Hor: C -V RHY, e BRY RAR 72
1.3 DIAtHTSVRARE!
BEBMAFEAREX = [z, 2, ..., zn]T K
FEAREE Y = [y1,y2, .. yn BRI KA
yi = h(®;) + 6. 3)
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H:h(x) ~ GP(m(z), k(z,x)) J9E it 72 R 4L,
k(x,x") RAAHFREL 6; ~ N(0,6%) NBEHLEE . £
F = [h(x1), h(x2),. .., hxcy)] ", HHE DT 3 Wk
F"T—H?FEI'JE%A%% Wfﬁjj

I R R AT e
P(F) = o[~ S(F - b
Hor: M = (L)N|K|é b=[bb,... b" e RN
% o

H s, K € RY<N %%ij” — k(@i x;)
0 IR, MR s 0

p(Y|F) = Hp Hp

za/ait(zx)%u (5), THU‘ quﬁﬁF@mzA: R
p(Y|F)p(F)

p(Y)
Hiip(y) = j@ p(Y | F)p(F)dF Fg UL 100 975 % g
BRI AL 3 H AR R R B h(2|Y) ~ N(y, s2),
AT A5 ARARK 45 2 TR () BTy % 52 ()

y(x) =
+ K(z,X)[K +1/C]™*

"F-b)|. &

— h(z)|F). (5

p(F|Y) = (6)

s3(x) =

k(z,z) — K(z, X)[K +I/C]"'K(z, X).
Horb: K(x, X) N7 Z &, TRR AR
2 JUIRHTSVR BIE R EAE K MSBO 7 2
2.1 FIITMERRERSREE

& 2 H br 8] 8 & 20 ROAH BT, gy (x)  ~
N(/igl, 52). 2 G = (gi)io) FoRBEA T340, W A]

1T MEME R (feasibility of probability, PoF) B A

H@( ol
E*P(()<m%%ﬁﬂ%%%ﬁmﬁi
2.2 ZREAERUHRER

BBMIRLY () ~ N(g,s3), L AR5 241
ST, M K et I () = max(0, ymin — Y (2)), 5%
P[I(x) N G(x)] = P[I(x)] - P[G(z)]. MKt N

CEI(x) = EI(x) - PoF(x). @)

HAEl(z) = sylr(x)®[r(x)] + ¢[r(x)]] N HE K
R D () Bl @ (-) RE RS 7304 1) RAME 26 5%
BRI RS B R, 7 () = (Ynin — 91) /59
23 ZREAZEUHIERE

Bt % Hbn i BARBIB ALY ~ N(9i,53),

= {fI.f,.. . ) = 1,2,k UAES
R B R e R i /)N B ) S 24 R B O R

PoF(x) =

(constrained expected improvement matrix, CEIM), &
CEI, CEI, ... CEI},

CEI; CEI; ... CEL%,
CEIM = | o . (8)

CEI; CEI} ... CEI},

Horh CEE M55 i B AR #5 5 AN JE S A I Ak
CEI {A. Zhan %18 §& tH 7 £ T CEIM K BX K B &
(Euclidean distance-based CEIM, CEIM, ) 3¢ & 5l | %t
T CEIM [ # /4 1 BE B (hypervolume distance-based
EIM, CEIM,,) 5 & 5 LA ¢ 5 T CEIM I e K dpe /iR
& (maxmin distance-based CEIM, CEIM,,,) & 5 1g.
24 YILkEX R SRR BREREE

K xR} 55 3 22 #F 25 (Mlinkowski distance, MD)
FE & R, My, BIARRR BE, T D R

1

d L
My(@a,@e) = (X lak—ail”)". O

i=1

K FIAS R p B M, % CET, g ik 5 0 fiidk [a]

() BE 25 B B, 45 31 3L T CEIM /) MD FE 5 (MD based
CEIM, CEIMyp) ¥ A 2, BP

m

CEIMyp = min J Y [CEE —0l]?.  (10)

i=1
2 p = 18000, 43 545 2|5 T CEIM I ) L &5
7% B (Chebyshev distance-based CEIM, CEIM¢) %
A+ CEIM [ 2 W3 11 JF 25 (Manhattan distance-based
CEIM, CEIMy) % & H#H, Eﬂ

CEIMy; = mln Z CEL,

i
CEIM¢ = ml{l mafc |CEF|.
1= 1=

ML TR E EMom 3K S 8E R0 5 5
TR A 3181 ] 5 Fﬁ?m“jﬁ/ﬂlﬁfrm\frﬁi
km + LR, KIEgRA> 1T U VHEL O T 7 (8,8 ik
W& 4t —ic N T CEIM ) o 5 25 5 & 5% (2 distance-
based CEIM, CEIM,,).

2.5 BSVR-MSBO 5 AR
MSBO J7 % 52& SRS ()P B B AR AL 5 3 36 1 B B,
B IR T T B AR Y AL R 5 2 B B AL A R
AAT IR A G AT AT i) BRSSO AT AT ).
BSVR-MSBO J5 A SLHUP BRI .

step 1: F4a b GRIG S E0 8). L& IR iR
Bl 07 EBY WAL N = 2d + 1.

step 2: WIAR IR U, BRI vT R FE X 9 i
P BRI H FMEAERE Y S 4R AR G
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step 3: FIT & 5 AA2E AT AT A I 3R HL iR @ PR, 25 A
FEAE, W] 1% 4% PoF SR 753 11, 1% 4% CEIM,, SEH5.

step 4: A& R /5 3. AR HE 07 HL A 56 280 H 0 )
AL/ H AR R A R,

step 5: F W A2 75 08 B 2 b S . A58 B, 5 HY
B PF; #5), 85 & step 5+ step 7+ step 3, BL 23 A& 4%
1.

step 6: FR B 24 i 56 55 DE 5.v% 5% K AL PoF 5%
CEIM,, & #& DURBGHT 50 e, HH X = X =

step7: SEILZ AR A 7 LR B0 B y () K
g(x), EHHFEY =Y Uy, G = G|Jg X PF.

step 8: BSVR-MSBO 752 % 1t % th Pareto {1t
fit4E X 5 Pareto AE S L ATV 4E.
3 AWELERI T
31 ZEMRFNER

6 B 44 AR (hypervolume, HV) 1 Jiz # tH AR 2 59

(inverted generational distance, IGD) ZEMEBEfe bt

(PRI, LRI T
15|

HV(PF) = Le({J Vi),
=1

Z min d(v, PF)
IGD(PF, PF*) = 227

PF
Hrh: Le A Lebesgue Ml BZ, |S| 4 PF H E L R %4, V;
NPFH A i AN E L 55 5 2% 15 (reference point, ref)
A R IR AR AR, min d(v, PF) /IR G 9.
32 MiXE%

2 B bR ek 03 AT 56 UE, BAK RS
20231 L2 3,

*=3 MARBER

WMKEE d  m l ref maxHV
SRN 2 2 2 (250,50) 8.8 x 10%
BNH 2 2 2 (140, 50) 1.1 x 10*
0SY 6 2 6 (0,70) 2.8 x 10*
TAP 3 3 1 (25,35,50) 8.0 x 102
VIE 2 3 3 (75,—11,40) 4.0 x 10?

3.3 RIGIRE
ik 56 ) 7€ Windows7 64 73415, Core i5 AbFE
#%1.60/1.80 GHz #11 %, 32 GB P 17 [#) Think-Pad “F &

*4 REERSHORE

ARHAETY ZH

Kriging 0] = 104, 0,, € [1073,10%], corgauss, reploy 0
BSVR 67 =10, 6,, € [1072, 10°], corgauss
cyr =10, C™ € [1,10%]

. EHUDACE toolbox #2724 $44T Kriging H A%,
AR AT S HN L 4.
34 HWERDH
3.4.1 ARSI ERE EEB

2 SC A ) SR S B2 T Kriging-MSBO
72 F1 BSVR-MSBO 77 i, Xf BT A W i oR 45 3 AT 1
. 9 T B LT U B BT R Y RN, S R AR EAE T
FLFE [ (constrained lower confidence bound matrix,
CLCBM)'»!, # # & T CLCBM 1 Y] b &5 K #H 25
(Chebyshev distance-based CLCBM, CLCBM¢) /& = I
1 #H 27 (Manhattan distance-based CLCBM, CLCBM)),
$a JE 6 SRIE 5 P de th SRS 3 AT LU A I ik 2 3t
4720 AL B SR IF GE i HV L IGD fR bR SR 4L
TR TN = 2d4+ 1WA S R PPl TR
T = 100 + N A% 124t BUE i K HV fE (maxHV)
Xof W01 B E HV B BE AT VA — A AL B, 2 ] e 24 3R L
HV EF R, 4558 W E 2 F1 18] 3.

SRN TAP VIE BNH 0SY
0.50 F——————————

soae
Frs= Lo T

HV,
o
N
~

———— e e ]

0.45¢f

0.44 Lo

O F_p_s_E A T

SEEESEE SEEEE sSEEas SEEgas ==

SRN TAP VIE BNH 0SY
0.50 ————————
T
[ 4 [ A}
0.49 | :
LI i
Bughy j
0.48‘?““?’? ﬁllll |
>’ ° o 8 ‘9"?'5‘%3 i1 :
e oo ¥
0.47 | ! H
1
0.46
04sbmn v 0y

3 BSVR-MSBO R4 R%fEE

& 2 45 5 7] %0: SRN. BNH |1 /@ ' CEIM,, 1)
HV, ) ME e b5 AL, HAEH 5 CEIM, ¢ v & 25
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5

A4, ¥ T CEIMy, 3R B%; %F T TAP ¢ VIE | ji] @,
CEIM\; W& 7E VIE F3RIUHV, HIR T HREEGH
W%, CEIM % I 76 TAP b 3K B HV , 3418 5 A5 # AL,
W FTHR S s AT i R AL BE 22 H AR AR AL R T
OSY Il /#, Fr 4 H 5k W& 25 5L (1) A7 £ A8 T CEIM,, A&
CEIM, 5 i, {H CEIM,, S 5 {18, 2% B BT 2 Hh SR g 5
CEIM,,, W& 518 A8 B4 H 450 % 1 i) .

£ P& 3 1 %1: BSVR-MSBO 5 ¥2: AJ LA SE 3L = R
k. XF EE AT %&0: 7€ SRN. BNH 1] fl 1 CEIM,, 5 B 3k
HUHV {8 5L, CEIM,, 50 45 3 5 2, CEIM,, i 5
CEIM¢. CEIMy 60 f CEIM,, 0% HV , {8 % B A
K; % T TAP J VIE I |, Jir 4 tH 5 0% 3K B HV {8
P AR g H B A BT AR s X T 6 B E
OSY I @, CEIMc~ CEIMyy 5 I 25 J ¥ o A7 2008
CEIM,, 2 CEIM, % %, {8 CEIM,, 5 W& 5 R i
H 5B 5 CEIM,, AH bE 22 511 A K, {H CEIM,, 3R EXHV
AR, iR FR I, BTl i PRl g 5 CEIM,,
Fmg S AR A H K 2 M OSY M, %4 RS
Kriging-MSBO 77 7% 3K U 45 5 — 35, M 3% BH i £t
[ CEIMc~ CEIMy; SR SRS 2L AT R 4 ()38 FH .

xof LG 2 AT 3 45 B BT 1, CEIML, 1T 3R ) 3 73
B Z B A A A AL, SRNL BNH 2 14k
T, TAP f VIE 25 8 S ik 9y F MSBO J7 14 14 g
AHIE. PR, e LA AR PE 1) SRN L VIE A2 OSY ik
RIS FHEAT et o b, e R T HV
R, 85538 W E 4 ~ & 6.

0.49
mmm BSVR
e Kriging
0.48
> i
£ 0.47
0.46
0.45
CEIM, CEIM,, CEIM, CEIM, CEIM,,
infill strategy
4 SRNAILEERITEL
0.50
B BSVR
0.49 1
. 0.48¢
=
0.47¢
0.46
0.45

CEIM, CEIM,, CEIM, CEIM, CEIM,,

infill strategy
5 VIEfUHEERIEL

xR %38%
0.52
Emm BSVR
I Kriging
0.48 1
>.,
jan)
0.44
0.40

CEIM. CEIM,, CEIM, CEIM, CEIM,,

infill strategy
6 OSY L& RITEL

M 4 ~ & 6 H SRN. VIE K OSY i ik 45 e
AT 1) TG %k B Kriging 155 2434 & BSVR 284 /E
AR P4 T, Kriging-MSBO 77 % #l BSVR-MSBO 77 %
TE S ol B 2R G 2 ) SE 70 S W A T 350 0T S B
TG BT 7 8 IR R T S I R /N A B A R DK
B2 B AR 2) £ & 5O /D I, % B SRN
M VIE 46 HV, &5 5 7] %1, BSVR-MSBO J7 i 44k
zk B 59 T Kriging-MSBO 5 v, 3 B 48 & 55 /b it
Kriging-MSBO 75 i 5, {H & A& — % Z2 5 A K, 3)
XJ B 6 7% B 1) OSY [l AR Ak 45 2R 7] DL HH, BSVR-
MSBO J7 % AL HV  {E B CEIM,, M348 T Kriging
-MSBO J7 %, % #] BSVR-MSBO J5 2: 5 i & 4% B 1%
Z 11 OSY I J; 4) Xf LU 5 3 78 SR W& &5 SR W DL HY,
CEIM,, & HRI& i FLAR A, 5 ik th CEIMy PEREAH
24, 5N CEIM( A1 CEIM,, ¥ & 35 %, CEIM, & 5
s R e 2.

9 T A AR I CEIM & CEIMy SEB&/EH T
) BSVR-MSBO 77 ¥2: (4 F R 5, 7 AH [A] 1k 46 2% 14
N, 3 BUA R () CLCBM.  CLCBMy; #1447 Kriging-
MSBO Ak, fir G Wl i 37 5 5 20 ¥, I G it ik 45
FHV AH X IGDE - FIME 577 2, g R IR S.

F13 5 A %: CEIM A CEIMy; 15 Fil R [ Kriging-
MSBO J5 ¥ A1 BSVR-MSBO 77 72 43 il 55 B 20 > 5 AL
B ) 14 ASFT6 AN 43 HT 3 B 1) BT 42 H SRR A B
T MSBO 77 ¥ ] 1w 2% 5% 3i; 2) BSVR-MSBO J7 4 il
Kriging-MSBO 77 ¥ 3k B [#) Pareto By H A K 4 1
ZiA Mk fE, i T CLCBM A CLCBMy E I %% 5 3)
X} Bt CEIMc M CEIMy 5 g A %1, CEIMy 28 5 S I
VB RS 8 5, 3R B 58 3& A T MSBO 7 i, R &
4k, CEIM¢ 5 CEIMy 2 5 A K; 4) CLCBM¢ 5
CLCBM\y 45 R W, B B R & s B R 1F
(038 FH A, T e 28 T 2 1 et SR (B RN 2
1E 6 4 5 ) OSY 1] % & 3 H A7 VIE i) &% H1, BSVR-
MSBO 73R T A i s A i 6 4N, R H &
TAREHCL 2 I ), IX R B SVR A 1) — ke .
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MR RAEIRS) 69 N et AT SVR B & 5 AR BRI AR S B AR AL

*5 TRREHREE20XMESHIGIKRIHV, MIGD ERMBE(HFE) St RELER
BSVR-MSBO J5i% Kriging-MSBO 757%
S Eizp 7
CEIM¢ CEIMy CEIM¢ CEIMy CLCBMc¢ CLCBMy

HV, 0.48(3.8e-4) 0.48(3.5e-4) 0.48(2.7¢-4) 0.48(3.2e-4) 0.48(2.7e-4) 0.48(1.5¢-4)
SRN

IGD 1.0e-4(2.9¢-6) 1.0e-4(2.8¢-6) 7.8e-5(1.9¢-6) 7.9e-5(2.5¢-6)  8.0e-5(2.6e-6)  8.0e-5(2.6e-6)

HV, 0.48(1.8¢-4) 0.48(1.8¢-4) 0.48(1.5¢-4) 0.48(1.4e-4) 0.48(1.2e-4) 0.48(1.7e-4)
BNH

IGD 5.9e-3(7.3e-4) 5.8¢-3(4.8¢-4) 5.5e-3(6.5e-5) 5.5e-3(1.9e-4)  5.5e-3(L.0e-5)  5.6e-3(5.2¢-4)

HV, 0.49(2.0e-3) 0.49(2.2¢-3) 0.49(3.3¢-3) 0.49(1.7¢-3) 0.49(2.7e-2) 0.49(1.5¢-2)
TAP

IGD 4.8e-3(2.2¢-4) 4.8e-3(2.1e-4) 4.7e-3(2.2e-4) 4.7¢-3(2.0e-4)  4.8e-3(2.0e-4)  4.7e-3(2.0e-4)

HV, 0.48(2.5¢-3) 0.48(3.2¢-3) 0.48(3.1e-3) 0.48(1.6e-3) 0.48(4.0e-3) 0.48(1.9¢-3))
VIE

IGD 2.6e-4 (4.8¢-5) 3.0e-4(5.0e-5) 2.6e-4 (6.0e-5)  2.9e-4(6.1e-5)  2.6e-4(4.9e-5)  2.7e-4(4.8e-5)

HV, 0.48(1.4e-2) 0.48(1.4e-2) 0.48(1.5¢-2) 0.47(9.0e-2) 0.45(1.8e-2) 0.47(1.8e-2)
0SY

IGD 2.2¢-3(7.9e-4)  2.4e-3 (5.8e-4) 2.7e-3(8.7e-4) 3.1e-3(1.7e-3)  3.7e-3(7.1e-4)  3.3e-3(1.9e-3)

342 AEMRACTTVEERELLE

% £ H AR FE M1 CM-EGO 774 CEIM,,,-EGO
77 UL K AR J& i) CM-ParEGO 146 7572« CLCBM,, -
EGO #11 CEIR2-EGO 77 %t 47 L . BSVR-MSBO 75

EREE MO LT VRS R R K N a = 0.05 1)
Wilcoxon A4 56 75 v T P 58 % BI (performance, Pf)
HATVHN. FF 5 | R~ Bl G SR T 5
T BEE R, WK,

=6

REMEA £ 2050 EEIRIEFKENHV, MIGD EMIE (FE) FItERILE

BTN % HARMRE AL T

EHl 5k
BSVR+CEIMy CM-EGO CM-ParEGO CEIM,,-EGO CLCBM,,-EGO CEIR2-EGO
HV, 0.48(3.8e-4) 0.41(8.9¢-3)] 0.45(5.2e-3)] 0.48(1.5e-4)~ 0.48(4.1e-4)~ 0.48(5.8e-4)~
SRN
IGD 1.0e-4(2.9e-6) 1.0e-3(2.5e-4)]  7.6e-4(1.7e-4)l  7.9e-5(1.6e-6)T  7.9e-5(2.8e-6)1 1.2e-4(1.3e-5)]
HV, 0.48(1.8e-4) 0.47(5.5¢-4)] 0.47(2.4e-3)]. 0.48(1.4e-4)~ 0.48(1.5e-4)~ 0.47(5.4e-4)]
BNH
IGD 5.9¢-3(7.3e-4) 5.7e-3(3.0e-4)1 5.6e-3(7.1e-5)T 5.6e-3(3.5e-4)1 5.6e-3(3.2e-4)T 5.7e-3(8.4e-4)1
HV, 0.49(2.0e-3) 0.23(4.1e-2)] 0.39(1.7e-2)) 0.49(2.3e-3)~ 0.49(2.4e-3)~ 0.49(1.5e-3)~
TAP
IGD 4.8e-3(2.2e-4) 2.8e-2(6.0e-3)]  1.5e-2(2.0e-3)]  4.7e-3(2.0e-4)T  4.8e-3(1.8e-4)T  6.0e-3(4.0e-4)]
HV, 0.48(2.5¢-3) 0.42(1.8e-2)] 0.44(3.0e-2)]. 0.48(3.3e-3)~ 0.48(1.0e-3)~ 0.48(3.2e-3)~
VIE
IGD 2.7e-4 (4.8e-5) 7.4e-4(5.1e-5)] 5.3e-4(6.1e-5)] 2.6e-4(6.3e-5)1 2.6e-4(4.9¢-5)1 6.7e-4(1.1e-4)|
HV, 0.48(1.4e-2) 0.00(1.0e-1)J. 0.34(9.0e-2)] 0.48(1.2e-2)~ 0.45(1.8e-2)J 0.48(5.9¢e-3)~
OoSY
IGD 2.2¢-3 (7.9e-4) 43e-2(1.1e-2)]  1.6e-2(7.9e-3)]  2.2e-3(6.7e-4)~  3.9e-3(8.5e-4)]  2.2e-3(5.9e-4)~
Pf 1 / ~ / T — 9/0/1 9/0/1 0/6/4 2/4/4 4/5/1
b % 6 4t it 45 B 7] 40: CLCBM,,-EGO J7 ¥ K& 35 TIIERBIRDHR

CEIM,,,-EGO 77 7% #4135 15 4 3 20 N i AL H 1 8

A~ BSVR-+CEIMy; 77 ¥ 3k X 5 /~; CEIR2-EGO J7 %
3R EL 1A B4k, CM-EGO 5 CM-ParEGO J7 ¥ &
RAF AR, X 3 B 78 2= B0 /D I, Kriging £ 4%
& 3K 15 Pareto HI VN 22 & 1E
Re i, H N BT $ HH BSVR-MSBO 77 i4%; 2448 & 4

Fehifi_ERH CEIM,,

HX A
P

H# %, BSVR-MSBO 5 i H A — E M #.

T R B AN 25 AR B, I B SR 6 B SR
YE Fl F i) BSVR-MSBO J Kriging-MSBO J7 % ¥ It
T oAt [F) R A0 A6 T 9. A U, AN 3% B BSVR-MSBO,
Kriging-MSBO 1 NSGA-II J7 {5347 LL#¢. N T 3 4
Hi AR BN BE A KR, OB WIURRE AR R 2d + 1. AHEL
T H ML 10d + 1,11d — 1 DFEARR 24 + 1
ANFE AR B B TE S A T B B 20 AP 4K ] L Ik B 4



N

2984 B 4 5

xR %38 %

Z B R B R ¥ it (welded beam  design, WBD) [
BT A ref = (100, 0.8), maxHV = 15;7 2 ¥ (1) I8 i#
28 W 11 (speed reducer design, SRD) 1] {4, 4 ref =
(3500, 1300), maxHV = 10%; FiE A5 11 METHS
B 7R 2 M THI ilf-4% (car side impact, CST) %1 ] @231,
4> ref = (40,4,13), maxHV = 7. 45t 20 7 8 2
BN IR TR R HV, 19318 (mean) & A 1 2
(s.td). RIEG IR MK T~F12. R T~FoFm
MR 3 5 T K2 43 ) 2 s A TR HR AR 1) bLE ) B R
(EESE N diuEEr R =N
R 7 WEBIITHV, {EELE

BSVR-MSBO 75 % Kriging-MSBO J7 %
CEIM,,
mean s.t.d mean s.t.d
CEIM¢ 0.4880 0.0168 0.4941 0.0118
CEIMym 0.4938 0.0108 0.4982 0.007 1
CEIM. 0.4869 0.0140 0.496 5 0.0093
CEIMy 0.496 6 0.0143 0.4971 0.0110

CEIM,, 0.4861 0.0150 0.4905 0.0178

%= 8 SRDiIZItHV, {EELE

BSVR-MSBO 77 Kriging-MSBO J5i%

CEIM,,

mean s.t.d mean s.t.d
CEIM¢ 0.3857 0.0010 0.3841 0.001 1
CEIM 0.3853 0.0017 0.3840 0.0012
CEIM, 0.3850 0.0014 0.3838 0.0011
CEIMy, 0.3825 0.0014 0.3828 0.0011
CEIM,,, 0.3859 0.0012 0.3844 0.0011

&9 CSI&IHHV, EER

BSVR-MSBO 75 % Kriging-MSBO 75 1%
CEIM,,

mean s.t.d mean s.t.d
CEIM¢ 0.8434 0.0161 0.8123 0.0180
CEIMMm 0.7995 0.0200 0.7852 0.0141
CEIM, 0.799 1 0.0239 0.8025 0.0179
CEIMy, 0.8037 0.0215 0.8792 0.0191
CEIM,,, 0.8432 0.0148 0.8245 0.0170

HH 3R 7~ 3R 9 7] &1: 1) Kriging-MSBO J7 7% 38 13
WEB ¥ it 1 10 4~ AR AE 1 9 4N, 1T BSVR-MSBO
TFAGRAR 1A 45432 5 F13 6 45 5 5 A, Kriging-
MSBO 75 ¥ B & T A8 & H R /> 1 & 51 29 3R 1)
f8i. 2) SRD. CSIfi4k 1 BSVR-MSBO J5 35153 T 20
AR F I 114, HEE T HV {8 5 A 5 57
gh4 R S MR 6 45 3 5 H1, BSVR-MSBO J5 VA 1E 4L &
U % (1 5 B 29 A A 0] A B B AR %4, {H BSVR-

MSBO 77 i 1) Fa fg P 8K §5 T Kriging-MSBO J7 . 3)
XL S Ff S W 1 23 (R ¥R 2% g ), CEIM,, 2 CEIM ¢ 2
A RS S T AR B AR 2 A R/, CEIM,, A 3R
W 3& A% B /b ) B, CEIML, 3R & S8 ) 5 3@ &
HbrdH 2 A2 E0eb in @l 4) 8 S50 2w, ik
1% B BSVR #£ ! 5 CEIM,, 8 CEIM¢ % & W& 31T
H L AR HUDE, EH Kriging-MSBO 514

N AR MSBO 5 i 5 AR G sk Ak B
DX 53] e AT 4, 5 B 48 3t () NSGA-TT 3 1k 5036t ik
T AR R AT AL, oAb i 72 8 NSGA-TT 572
FRHE RN 5 R AR EE 4 200, 5 i HH BSVR-
MSBO 752 }% Kriging-MSBO 75 i AT AL X} EE. [FH]
I Sy g5 KT ok > B A 6] 56 285 SR I B ), %) WEB
J% SRD Z 451 B bR bR EARHEAL £ = (f — fmin)/ (Fmax —
frnin)*nﬂa_id\/ﬂﬁf = w1 fs1 + Wafso AT HE. B E H
FrEE R Blw, = w, = 0.5, 04645 B ILFE 10 F1E
11.

= 10 WEBI&IH LR3I

BSVR-MSBO J5i% Kriging-MSBO 75 1%

CEIM,,
f1 f2 f1 f2

CEIMc 135096  0.0015 169759  0.0015
CEIMy 153190  0.0015 14.6823  0.0024
CEIM, 13.0568  0.0022  19.0299  0.0012
CEIMy, 17.6647 00011 253229  0.0010
CEIM,, 103595  0.0030 169288  0.0015

F 11 SRDIZIHULERIIEL

BSVR-MSBO J5i% Kriging-MSBO 75 %

CEIM,,
fi f2 fi f2

CEIM¢ 2088.64  693.04 298925  693.04
CEIMy 208548  693.04  2992.14  693.04
CEIM, 208542  693.04 298539  693.04
CEIMy, 299225  693.04  2979.88  707.20
CEIM,, 2989.47  693.04  2988.18  693.04

F10. F 11 &5 58 20 Yooy 5 2 RS H AR AL
HAASENT, WEB f& SRD B3R HCHV ; 5z KA I 1) 55
e ke 55 5 5. SR NSGA-T AL 77 1%: 3543 WEB 1
RN f1 = 8.1464, f» = 0.0022, SRD [l 1k
N f1 = 2987.22, f» = 693.04. XF L E 8 MK 94l
g ST U Y, Birdie SR g v LSBT WEB L SRD
S SRR AR ] R SR AR, HAE R B & S PPAh IR
/b (AR 4. Kriging-MSBO J7 2 &2 BSVR-MSBO J7
TR A SRR R AR, HLAE AN iR 4 R (b
SR F A R S A T NSGA-TT J7 92 3K B S A
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Mo 5 HAEIRFH 69 N et AT SVR A 3 5 AR HH 4R % BARKIZAIL 2985

P BkAh, B TR B 7k SR X PF 45 3 n] K1, BSVR-
MSBO 77 ¥ % Kriging-MSBO J7 v %) B A B 47 () S
B B2 FH AN B BT 3 2R A S mT LA S 04 SR 3 (1)
BT F A0 2 B b i 2. % B ek D7 725 B 7 1
DHEEPEVEAS X E0T LA I, R FH NSGA-TT /7 VE7E#E 1L
RENTF 10 GFAL BN T2 000) B 3 LASRAS A 250
Pareto FiT VA, i T 5 H £04H5 DK 50 1) MSBO J7 VA AN AE 5
KAPAG R E 7 5 109, 115 F 123 I8 a] 3545488 A
HEAE 1 PF, iX 3% B BT #i2 HH BSVR-MSBO J7 i 1] BASE
v R B, FE ORI 3D KR AR Ty R PPl SR 1) B

XF T CSTLARZEM), B 3 AR E N w, =
wy = ws = 1/3,%F H bR sk E 2 B WFRAE G BEIT L
AN XFEIME f = wi for + wa feo + w3 foa AT B
M. LA 20 YT A R IR B K HV (B I 1)
R NAR, BARLE R 12,

12 WEBRIHALLEERIILL

BSVR-MSBO Jj 1% Kriging-MSBO J7 ¥

CEIM,,
f1 f2 f3 f1 f2 f3

CEIMc 409273 3.5852 11.1902 382468 3.5852 11.4391
CEIM\; 37.8680 3.5852 11.4743 37.8452 3.5862 11.4750
CEIM, 37.5285 3.5852 11.5459 38.4424 3.5852 11.4210
CEIM;, 382298 3.5852 11.4407 38.1425 3.5852 11.4488
CEIM,,, 384653 3.5852 11.4188 39.0419 3.5852 11.3653

CSI T 2 2151 K ] NSGA-IL AL 35 45 1) e 10 465
RN = 42.7680, f» = 3.5852, f3 = 11.0193. H
2 12 401, Kriging-MSBO 1l BSVR-MSBO J7 1% ] 5 11t
H 7 H 5 NSGA-IE A6 25 S AH T, {H BSVR-MSBO J7
AT 123 IRhReETRA. (R, BT tH BSVR-MSBO
T3] LA & o 2 AR AL ) 23 ) v s AR AL
4 & @

PRI 45 R 1) T H BSVR-MSBO J772: 1 LA
e U R B B2 R 2 H bR AR AN R R T AR
B2 G 0, 2) NS B S AR FE AL S 1) 2 B bR ot
WS R B 5 D7V, N F B 22 SR a3k AT R I 7 A
KB ZRETTERKEG —EME KE X 3) HKg
TR A T R R o S SO T B ) 2 M is
S5, ek v AR 2 B ) [ I R oD T LA ot
Hh,VE R B CEIM SRS S E R A AR BE B RESE | CELSR
W P o A5 4 M, 5 BUIR B Pareto BTV 40 A PR B 2. M
LETAER AR B A 7 V5, AL S 4 B R 2 A A 42
&, B 1508 kNI

B85 5% BT R AN MR E il O A,

ANFEARAETE N AR A AT AR 2B AT 5T 1) = A i)
AL SEPR TARR — B F 8 M H R, KR EET
BSVR 8 () 34T MSBO J7 VA A B T4 i e vt Ji 391
YT 0. i B 2 B bR A A8 S A2 )T
BRI Ia | AR FE AR R N, R B R R
e 5t 2 B R4 i) R SR SR R, B A T )
P P B U7 S T L o S0 A R Y (%) A W v
W, KRR 7 1 2 B AREE B IR A RS 2 R 5
(Y T) . 573 A0, G0 78 23 42 4 o5 gk R R 5 6 SRS 1 T
SR 3, R FH At JE 78 SR DAk B D T H B R R R
D G BN FUSAS SR T EE LR G AR T e, 1 L
H S 72 AT R ER I 9T A 25
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