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Multi-objective surrogate-based optimization method based on general
improvement decomposition strategy

LIN Cheng-long, MA Yi-zhong', XIAO Tian-li
(School of Economics and Management, Nanjing University of Science and Technology, Nanjing 210094, China)

Abstract: To solve the problem that the surrogate is usually limited to a single type, a multi-objective surrogate-based
optimization method based on general improvement decomposition strategy is proposed. In this method, the model
prediction value information is fully used to construct the general improvement multi-objective decomposition criterion
and the general improvement R2 indicator criterion, thus expanding the selection scope of surrogate models in
multi-objective surrogate-based optimization methods. The two proposed criteria can achieve an adaptive balance
between global exploration and local exploitation with random uniform weights. Comparison results show that the
proposed method has good optimization performance under limited simulation conditions, and the Pareto front has
certain advantages in convergence, diversity, and spatial distribution. Compared with similar methods, the proposed
method has the following advantages: 1) it is suitable for many different surrogate-based optimization methods because
the uncertainty of the model prediction is unnecessary, 2) its implementation is simple and computational complexity is
low, which can significantly improve the optimization efficiency of expensive black-box problems.

Keywords: expensive multi-objective optimization; surrogate model; multi-objective surrogate-based optimization
method; general improvement multi-objective decomposition criterion; general improvement R2 indicator criterion
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% H #r At fb 7] @ (multi-objective optimization
problems, Mops) 7E LA TR |72 A2 14, (5 H bR A 1)
RRPEALAS SR A AED -2, B TR AR T R R, &
A B2 7 S AR5 B S50 i A 29, (75 22 4E
PO BRI TR]. 45 3R AR AR B I, 1000 k{1 B
756 H P AR A ZE A e S R 36 /)
I ~ 120 /N, 1000 304 i i 4 <R, b Ah, Bt

[

Yiks HER: 2022-12-05; FF HHEA: 2023-04-03.

{10 P 1 AR 5 20 1R D 2 A A 43 A N R i 4 T o
FEOR R, AT AL Gu it SRR A FE A U4, G 2800 &
EAE H A FERHRE I 1Y Mops, B8R 8 & 57 2 H bRl
AN e R I = S E BT VA A A e
Al — D FE AR B, 0 T IR kM s e B
%X[Z-&S].

% HFrAC AL AL (multi-objective surrogate-based
optimization, MSBO) 77 7% i H () A4S AL A 22 Tl

HEETH: BFRARBIEEESTHE (71931006,71871119, 72171117).
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MW B 1A (polynomial response surface, PRS)?. £
T VR B2 IT (polynomial chaos expansions, PCE)B],
B /N 3 S HF [A) & 7] JH (least square support vector
regression, LSSVR)I), 4% [A] & PR £ (radial basic
function, RBF)[7! Fl Kriging #& 41141 2% . 1 Kriging
A5 L 2450 AR B e OO AN B 1t FE R ), K2
B E TN G TV U B T R R AT M 5,
Jones 258 1y i 7 #2224 i3 (expected improvement,
EX) 7 W, Jf % 5 A T 06 20 oK 22 48 1 Ak ia)
Schonlau &PV HF & 17 CETHEN, 2 i&E T2 it
7] 831 1] 24 3R EI (constrained EI, CEI) #£ I]; Alexandrov
S U100 3 ok A A 2 B R L, B TR S R A T
BAK B 18 T A (lower confidence bound, LCB) # Il
S bR v U HE DL L2 R B T Mops, iU & 3& T
MSBO J7 2 B B vt #E -+ A 2

MSBO #iff 7t = B4y B 2. — /&K Mops # #: 9 5
H b, VT 5 H A 78 ) A7 155 284 A8 31 R0 A A% B 0T
1l 4n: Knowels!"! K i A 28 & 77 % (weighted  sum
approach) f1 Y] Lt 55 K 77 #% (Tchebycheff approach)
1R A oK S I Mops % # (1) VR & ParEGO 77 ¥%; Zhang
212144 Mops 47 i (MOEA decomposition, MOEA/D)
NZ AT, 5 K 5 T MOEA/D [ e 24 4 R AR
1. (efficient global optimization based MOEA/D, M/D-
EGO) k. R H @ v 2 HAs 8, ILEE 2 H Fr
R 56 W v 78 . 1 0 Svenson ST SR A SR RF R &
(Monte Carlo, MC) 1 A v 55 #4) 1& 1) $5 K f 7N R 55
HA ¥ 24 33k (maximin distance EI, El,,,) {E MlJ; Hupkens
S04 A Couckuyt S5U15) 44 32 Y PR ok 1 B2 o5k 8 57
77 (expected hypervolume improvement, EHVI) #E
Zhan 61 3@ ik 25 4 o AN A g ) A B2 o5k e R
(expected improvement matrix, EIM) #E Jll|; Han %5[!7]
FE T E19HE U #4311 31 28 260 ad R2 i b (R2 indicator of
EI, EIR2) #E %, t 4k, Chugh 25181 13 Kriging 4 Bl
Z:7% )& 5] F L % (Kriging assisted reference
vector guided evolutionary algorithm, KRVEA) i it
Z:7% [l & 5| FAE NS, B AE P B A% Mops H &R 2
Z. H AT MSBOAFE U [l id: 1) 2 H ARAE AR 70 1
SR A (AR IS i 11130 2) AR B 22 R R A,
Kriging £ A% 5| & (1) 4 FE B8 S -241. [R] b, fnfrr 42 7115
THAE N TSGR A Kriging AR ARSI BT U
i) .

X - 7HE U FE I 7] 851, Zhan 25161 By 3 EIM 78 ) f
T FH A RO 18 5, AELATS 75 00 AN 1 72 45 S Zhou Z519)
Fo T SVRAE A AT B 3d B v vk, 7 Lt #E T T 46

. 2% B, ARG VIS RITEREEE T T Xk
HE oy SR 1 2 H AR A4 (MSBO based general
improvement decomposition strategy, GIDS-MSBO) /7
7%. GIDS-MSBO J5 vk 3& Fl T A R @ 4 07 vk, B kit
{1 DU 5 TOOIU B A JE SCIC AT v R BI A], B BIR
G, & A PSR AL S E BRI T DA Xk
1t % H #5 7 fi#t (general improvement multi-objective
decomposition, GIMD) #E W Jz |~ 3 5 i3 R2 45 #x
(general improvement R2 indicator, GIR2) #E M, SZH i
R 2 A 4R 215 2) 251 GIMD A GIR2 #E U FIAS [ 4K
PR, A & F T B O PR A 0] R 22 PP MSBO T
3 3) Al At ) S B I A T v v U S B fR
TR R AR, A BT MSBO 7 VA I T2 B K&
e
1 FREIR AR
1.1 BR%BfRLiEE

5t 2 H bR i) @12V AR IR

min {f1(x), ..., fm(x)}.
stogi(x) <0,i=1,2,... 7
x <x<x,xeNcCR (1)

H: £, () AEmAHIE,m > 2;9:(x) NN
A x NS B RN d 48280 1) 30 x, NS A
R pd ST

E N 1L gh e B X!, f(x) # f(x)
I, Mops H1i /2 f;(x) < fi(x'), MIAR 2 x ST KX,
WAx < X Sx 210 T0 % 5 A FRAE Pareto f1 46
fift 4 (Pareto optimal set, PoS). PoS F1 7T 2 x AT % N [
H br 1] & f(x) 2H 5% 1 £ & F1 N Pareto Hij 9 (Pareto
frontier, PF), Bl PF = {f(x)|x € PoS}. PF H [ £ K
AR A
1.2 ZEFNER

i & 1 (hypervolume, HV) K& Jx #% it AR IH 25
(inverted generational distance, IGD) /2 J¥ & Pareto Fff

LR I ZR & PR PR FRU210] Ho 0 T

5]

HV(PF,RP) = Le( Vi), )
=1
Z min d(v, PF)

IGD(PF, PF*) = *<° : 3)

[PF7|
Horp: Le %715 Lebesgue M 2, | S| & s AF SCBC 4L V;
TR N AESCECHT IS 55 275 1 (reference point,
RP) 4 i IR AL PR PF* 49 S R on AR 1k 3R 15 11
Pareto {ij ¥+ F J 5 Pareto R ¥, min d(v, PF) 37~ PF*
Hh o FPF HP R B /N RR PR
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1.3 Kriging 8!
BB 2 = [X,y)], Kriging! 2MESEAF1E K &
y(x) = p+ 2(x). 4)
Hor p N R 2(x0) AL Elz(x)] = 0,75
7 Cov(z(x;), 2(xj)) = o2R(x;,x;|0) W= BrkE AL
2. ZE Al o? ittt N
=1"R'1)""1"R ™y, (5)

1
6l =~ 1) Ry = 17). (6)

H: R = [R(x;,x;]0)):;,1 < 4,5 < n, 1 NHICE ]

B B T . TR g BT 72 52 M

ﬂ + r(x)Ril (y - 1:&)7

s2(x) = &2 [1 —rx)"R 'r(x) +

Y

1.4 HAZEpu# &N

Jones SFEEIMEEMRLY (x) ~ N(pg,s7), MY (x)
*H ttEE'i‘/J\,fﬁ Ymin Eqaﬁiﬁ I<x) = max(O, Ymin — Y(x)>:
XTI (x) R HHEEAS

El(x) = sg[r(x)®[r(x)] + @[T (x)]], 55 = 0.  (7)
HA:r(x) = (Ymin — 1g(x))/55(x); D(-) M () Abr
HEIEZS 70 A 1 R A A AR % B ek . el =X (7) T
1, BLAE U 5 75 B0 A6 2 15 S, WU RE B (1L T
B AR A A e v B A0 FH B U,
2 BT XU RS K MSBO 77k
2.1 T X% BRIk

DIt S RyEM12 R AR e 2 HAR R & 714, 18
s E N BRI 575 mfs B NI R A, KRR

g°(x|A) = max{Af|f; — #7[}. ®)
o = (NG, A TN AR A i, O R
> 0;zF = min{f;(x)|x € 2}(i =

1,2,...,m)yMops 28 i > H bR e/ MA.
XFFAESCRC S (fE, f3) M BARI Ly = [py,p,]",
B 7 > miny,, f3 > miny,. UL(f7, f3) Mg K
RESHA R HCT (), 43 11 (x) = max(f} — §1(x),0) #
Ir(x) = max(f? — 92(x),0). Kriging 1% 74 [ 4 {5 47
VEGEAS (fF, f3) IS (91, §) I AFAE S0, X T HoAdL A
it Lﬁﬁ’]@)ﬂ‘ﬁfﬁﬁﬁzﬁ 154‘1?%“3%_2%%%%@”

fg(x) =
(1— lTRflr)Q}
1TR-11

GI(x) = [GE (x), GL}(x),...,GE (x)]".  (9)

Hrb: GE (x) = max(f! — 4;(x),0), f/(j =1,2,...,k)
NI BARBIE § A AR SCEC L, §(e) I, K

Kriging @A Ay T35 4.
S TC 6T L () U R B T (o) R I (x) X 2T
X Mt (general improvement, GI) A4 b5 % (GI4, GI,).
X AL R 22 A B0 Mops 1J#E4T VI EE 55 R4 15
GI*(x|)\) = 1?’:3{@;[(;1{ —PF]}, j=1,2,...,k
%EP:A;%%% H bR IR T 25 0 B AR I BEHLAL 7] &,
> A = LPF; =min f, f/ € PF. RIS kA GI

=1
A bR ZR PR St f /N IO B BE R O T R BEAT A AL,
GIMD N 7] 5 Ay

[PF|
min GI*(x| ). (10)

Jj=1

GIMD(x

2.2 | MBUHER2$EFR
R2 fi8 #5 & VF 0 0 3k it 48 25 & 1k R 10 VE 0 48
WU AE25 TE 575 pAR Qo U BRI B w(x) SR R
Hoo LB [ B AR, R25
U|

10 Zi‘é%’é{“ (11)

Ho|U| RHMHET UK TTRE.
RS S R2 a5 R 4L
GIR2(x, \, PF) =
11 ey

\U| memax{/\ (GH (x) —

Jj=1 i=1

,\,PF) =

R2(U, PF)

PED)},

HA\F 22 k/\ﬂiﬁ/—‘lﬁifﬁﬁz/l\jﬁfi@ﬂ RAEH
&Y
2.3 PFIE{VEE KL AN

Binois 45 3E F 4% 14 10 2 4T 4£ (conditional
Pareto front set, CPFs) FIA5 A J5 56 (5 B X% B 92 PF HEAT
flivh, FE & Vorob’ev 88 Fl U7 2 FE & H AN 2 M.
CPFs & —MBENUEL 7%, KT 54

Yos() = V(&) + () — @) (12)

Horf Y (@) F1S () AR 36 K0t A e A 6147 B8
P 7 37 /) Kriging B Yog (2) 1S () 43531 R 45 A A
UL BB A oA BRI 5 5045 S50 3 1Y) BE 46 R 2. MSBO
T3 R R AR A 45 5 B0 A S TR R, ST R 2%
PEAG T AL PF K FE B U SK 1. Zhang S5 1) it AR
Xt HV (relative HV, RHV) 2L ¥4 MSBO J7 7% F UL 8K
P, HFRE KR

RHV = 1 — Ve

v (13)
ref

Horf HV e N AR EE 1K) HV 18; HV o N CPFs it 5
FIHV {H. RHV /N, 32 B MSBO /7% 28 & 11 g
HRIE RIS T FE T B RHV < e fERZL IE Ak, & 5E
H{H e = 0.01.
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24 HEERELLER

MSBO Jji&H 4 8 2 HARAEN S 25 WAk 1. B
F 1 0], EHVIAEL, #E 35 7 m B F5), v 5 IR .
EIM #E AT BIR2 #E MY 7% 1 4R 0, AT A 3 T 5
SRR ARG T AN 52 15 I, B3 GIR2 J2 GIMD #E
DA 5 AR 20 AT AR 2 15 5., PIE FH 1 2 FAR B AR
T R EUER 2 R AT B0, B N d = 6, I ZRpE
AHn = 10d. T+ EL, #E A GIR2 W 75 3F S BC A
WS 55 k= 100+ 200+ 500+ 1 000 A )3z A 1A], WL 1.

#z1 FREENTEEZRELLLER

T HEN ARPLAERY Moy WEINE
SCHR[15] EHVI Kriging m  WFGJiE
, . = 2,/
SCHR[13] EL,, Kriging m Tmn S 2:%}:2?
SCHR[16] EIM Kriging 1 LHRE
SCHR[17] EIR2 Kriging 1 R2EH
AL GIMD. GIR2 Kriging. SVR... 0 TC.R2%%&

Fz2 MARPER

TF m X[ d RF L
zl 2 [0,1]* 6 (11,11) ]
72 2 [0,1]* 6 (11,11) B
z3 2 [0,1]* 6 (11,11) M HARES:
D2 3 [0,1]" 6 (25,2.5,2.5) B
D5 3 [0,1]7 6 (25,2.5.25) e HaB e
D7 3 [0,1]* 6 (40,40,40) IBE. AELL, SRS

0

—— DTLZ2
8t — DTLZS

—— DTLZ7
61 —~ zDTI

—— ZDT2
4t ——zpT3
2
0

1/(10°s)

0 2 4 6 8
ARSI AN 107
(a) EL#EN
——DpTLZ2
—— DTLZS
b < DTLZ7
—— ZDTI

—— ZDT2
[ —— ZDT3

0 2 4 6 8
AR AT A 10°
(b) GIR2#EN]

E1 EXEAERBESIHTENEXER

BRI, SR FRMT (m = 2) IR R I8 AUE T
Bh(m > 2) TFE K EL, W5 (] 355 £ F B e
GIR2 #E I, 11 GIMD #E JU) v 5 ) 58 Ay fif 5. A b, fir
$£ GIMD. GIR2 F B T3t — B4 Ft Bk, 3 |

10

t/'s

10

T3 Z AR AR E MSBO 77 v H H{E .
2.5 % B#RGIDS-MSBO /534

MSBO J5 & ) SE A BR AN T .

step 1: HI 4640 (S H% 8. VITEHE AR B A n
10d + 1; 2 15641, S ORIEARET = n + 100, ¥) 46
%A Tteration = 1.

step 2: 3% 152 1T B K B /N F T O L 7 fh AR
(maximin Latin hypercube sampling, mLHS) 3 % 5 11
X, DIt VP SRR LY

step 3: AR KA g /Rl . A/ R A QRS AR

step 4: 15 53K B ARG A H A A IR L m A H A5
() B & R R g S AESCRCRTHS PF.

step 5: i £ IH 78 v M. AR #  56 %E E, iE HX
GIMD/GIR2 5 51 7 Ja 82 Fy BT S,

step 6: FIIWT. 55 & £ 1k 2514, % ) PoS AT PE, # A\
step 7; 75 NI, £ K Ak GIR2/GIMD 35 BB AN 37 B 1t 1,
Iteration = Iteration + 1,%% A step 2.

step 7: PSR 3 A, AR 48 P i 4, B H PR AL
BN IREUE PE AT W56 2047

step 8: JjiEZ b, f TS5
3 SBMEERS
3.1 MHARHER

#H ZDT (ZT) }2 DTLZ (DZ) £ 1| s H0/E i ik
BRI 1O) ARAEAE S ISR 2.
32 ZEBHIEE

WIUE 925 Wik, R mLHS 1l n = 10d MFE
AR.EF T EMAKF o = 0.05 ) Wilcoxon FkFI 56
TREBATVROY. 55417 “=7 “ L7 3 RFORGEIHE R
T TRFZER 5T 2% Tk 4£ GIDS-MSBO
FEZE % EL LSSVR. Kriging. RBF . PCE [ PRS £ A
AR, 250k € LR 3.

#3 REEREUMRER

ARFREH ARURHIE FEf el
PRS 2B 2 H 4
Kriging corrgauss, reploy0 DACE 2712
RBF LR RBE f /)
PCE 1E22 5, Lengegare, (i 4ip = 4 PCEf2F
LSSVR kBRI AHEES  LSSVREFEY

3.3 KIBIRBILLER

#4322 3 PR 5 GIMD. GIR2 #E NI 45 &, 3t 2
H R LAk, it 30 R SZBEAL S HV . 1GD (133
B A1 5 #. PAKriging + GIR2 1 Kriging + GIMD 44
VE R EL R, 76 B K o = 0.05 &4 F kAT
Wilcoxon FRAIRL 56, 25 R WK 4 K 3R 5.
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64 MR AL S T A o R R s 00 % B AR EZ AL T ik
# 4 TEREBEEGTEERT GIR2-MSBO F ML ERELER
tests  indicators LSSVR RBF PRS PCE Kriging
HV 120.149(0.482) |} 120.306(0.532)~=  120.543 (0.028) T 120.145(0.269) L  120.505(0.241)
ZT1
IGD(le-4) 21.901(6.793) ~ 28.536(15.343) | 35.159(6.503) ) 26.020(4.721) | 20.738(8.017)
— HV 120.227(0.026) ~ 118.333(3.824)~  120.233(0.026) ~ 120.234(0.022) ~ 120.236(0.037)
IGD (le-4)  60.946(11.196)|  65.883(73.982)~ 56.338(13.013)~  58.634(8.976)~  50.379(19.358)
5 HV 126.371(2.822))  119.317(3.931)]  126.920(2.743)]  121.788(2.625)| 127.423(2.408)
ZT
IGD(le-4) 51.914(18.827)) 113.209(34.307)]  58.255(15.762)  68.352(24.092) | 29.255(16.554)
DT HV 14.781(0.024) ~ 14.780 (0.028) ~ 14.421(0.056) J. 14.699 (0.039) | 14.759 (0.048)
IGD(le-4)  24.027(1.577))  23.064(1.697) ] 23.630(1.142) ]  24.488(1.949)|  21.758(1.452)
HV 12.884(0.050)~  12.923(0.038) ~ 12.501(0.086) .  12.924(0.035)~  12.895(0.071)
DTS5
IGD (1e-4)  24.753(5.206) 22.484(4.059) | 26.546(3.164) | 23.887(4.540) | 18.737(4.120)
- HV (let4)  5.863(0.016) | 5.732(0.126) | 5.858(0.006) J. 5.853(0.013),  5.907 (0.092)
IGD (1e-4) 34.491(7.346) ~ 52.628(16.241) | 37.039(9.177) 37.785(5.353) ]  33.455(13.721)
rank T/l 0/5/7 0/5/7 1/2/9 0/3/9 —
x5 TRNKEBZEESEERTH GIMD-MSBO &S iHEL R
tests indicators LSSVR RBF PRS PCE Kriging
HV 120.243(0.381)  120.294(0.463)]  120.595(0.016) ) 120.235(0.304)4  120.608 (0.105)
ZT1
IGD (le-4)  13.541(3.912)]  29.412(9.885)]  22.512(4.979) . 12.746(2.905) | 9.972(2.297)
) HV 120.300(0.006) T 120.264(0.143) |  120.260(0.010)]  120.287(0.013)~  120.293(0.011)
ZT
IGD (le-4)  13.186(2.551)1  14.250(3.695)1  25.589(3.147)]  16.195(4.488)~  17.408(4.739)
13 HV 124.630(2.797) ] 120.826(3.898) ]  124.220(2.682)]  122.710(3.041)]  127.344(3.116)
IGD (le-4) 47215(16.107)] 83.451(33.073)1 50.121(12.123)]  55.006(22.493)]  27.361(29.887)
) HV 14.907(0.017) L  14.949(0.107))  14.410(0.057))  14.896(0.017),  14.951(0.011)
Dz
IGD (1e-4) 17.948 (1.553) | 14.632(1.065) | 23.431(1.071) ) 19.348 (1.713) | 13.163(0.879)
D75 HV 13.048(0.018) | 13.090(0.009) ~ 12.488(0.073) | 12.988(0.025) | 13.095(0.013)
IGD (le-4)  12.251(1.808) 8.137(0.994)  27.098(3.289) ] 17.235(3.797) | 7.244(1.269)
HV (le+4)  5.864(0.065) ] 5.812(0.074) | 5.867(0.050) |, 5.792(0.054) | 5.959 (0.082)
DzZ7
IGD(le-4)  25.322(4.459)]  28.842(8.398)]  24.729(4.460)|  32.207(5.408),  19.107(8.959)
rank M=/l 2/0/10 1/1/10 0/0/12 0/2/10 —
3 4 7] A1: Kriging + GIR2 3k BU 7 24 Mg f BUEAR.

B 114, R Wi H A A M e

If; LSSVR +

S b2 4 A 5 ] 0 Kriging B 7 AE T (9 45 5

GIR2 5 RBF + GIR2 4 &#4 4 5 ¥k 5 Kriging + GIR2
T8 2 R, % W LSSVR A 7Y F1 RBF #& A 7
GIR2 E I F H 14 it 55 F Kriging #5% %, it T PRS K&
PCE %Y.

%% 5 A %0: Kriging + GIMD %k BUR A5 A $ i
%, RUNZH G Rk 5 5 2 B AR Ak 1) 8 1 ik,
LSSVR + GIMD 4 & 7£ fif P 4 ™ 1) ZDT2 [ 75 M R
5, H RBF + GIMD 5 B A2 £ 14t ft T~ Kriging +
GIMD H 4, 7 I EE ™ 7] @ 1 LSSVR A5 44 Al RBF A5

e, H R O LSSVR AR AY, B 72 45 2 9 PRS #5204 %)
T ZDT3 1 DTLZ7 i 7] 7, GIMD-MSBO 77 7% 3k X
I HV F11GD 4t i85 %55 T GIR2-MSBO J5 i, H 4
K /2 GIMD-MSBO 757 i 5 B AR %4, 3% B GIR2-
MSBO 77 ¥4 5 i& & % #Y Pareto 5 V{5 1] &%, X4 Pareto HYf
T BEIN REAR 58 7% 1§ GIMD-MSBO 7 .

B Kriging. LSSVR. PCE. RBF }2 PRS #4772
B, FAE GIMD #E WU AE FH T Ak 6 il i o5 £ 30 7
M7 S HV P 34E A St 26 L 2.
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125 130
120F 1= 120 ¢ P
e 120
> 115} > 110 [/ 120F > )
T 110_ jasi ///_ T 110_/
1 100/ nsf, 7 |
05 10 20 30
100 90 100
0 20 40 60 80 100 120 0 20 40 60 80 100 120 0 20 40 60 80 100 120
EARIEL EARIREL BRI
(a) ZDT1 (b) ZDT2 (¢) ZDT3
15.0 13.2 6.0
14.6 S 561
; E 12.8 = i
142} 12.67 Z 52l
12.4
13.8 b 22— 48—
0 20 40 60 80 100 120 0 20 40 60 80 100 120 0 20 40 60 80 100 120
IERIREL ERIRE IEAR KL
(d) DTLZ2 (e) DTLZ5 (f) DTLZ7
LSSVR —— Kriging - RBF PCE —— PRS
2 GIMD-MSBO 777+ HV iE#REI L (L itash

2 #8H:ZDT1.
LSSVR{E H T e SIG3 J B Bk, K5 A

7] /&, Kriging (175 SICH 2 5518, (R R B HV 18 5% =,
B H S0 BE 7 5 58 % LL DTLZ 45 5 7] %0, Kriging A1

RBF 7£ DTLZ2 1 DTLZ5 9 {4k 45

K AH 24, LSSVR A1 PCE 1% 55, PRS %% 5 &% 25; %t T

ZDT2 A4, 7 Kriging Al

3.4 AREIMSBO LR
3.4.1 RAGERIE

LT = 100 + n A& ILZFE, BRI i 2 1
PRS + GIR2 (L) fllfz 4F ) Kriging + GIMD (B) 20 & F
NZZ% 5 ParEGO Jj . M/D-EGO Jji%. EIM-EGO
7712  KRVEA J51% ) EIR2-EGO J5 13347 EL#L. 301K

;X4 F ZDT3

SR S0k 2

DTLZ7 ) @, Kriging 130 5 &5 4, (H S S40E B 22 73 A

K.

MSTSREG FTHV  IGD 4R PR 45 R ILZ 6.

= 6 ATEMSBO A5 MSBO kL4
tests  indicators (L) ParEGO (B)  (L)M/D-EGO(B) (L) EIM-EGO (B) (L)KRVEA (B) (L) EIR2-EGO (B)
HV 1120.620(0.020) 1+ | 119.660(0.779))  1120.631(0.009) 1 $ 117.091(0.997) | 1120.568 (0.030) |
ZT1
IGD (le-4)  19.748(1.555)] [ 34.411(14.674)]  111.309(3.077)1  183.330(25.162)]  129.000(8.140) ]
HV 1$120.268(0.103) L 1 116.928(2.963)] ~120.204(0.171)] 1 111.938(1.437), | 120.061(0.269) ]
7712
IGD (le-4) 114.608(9.547)1 ~260.432(34.107)] 141.994(16.921)| |127.155(30.522)] | 88.000(12.000) |
HV 1127.503(1.088) 1 ~123.218(4.142) |  1127.646(1.466)1T  1109.882(4.099)]  1127.034(1.632)]
ZT3
IGD(le-4) ] 21.153(7.045)1 163.526(28.153) 116.997 (8.611) 1 1202.738(41.333) ) ] 33.000(14.000) .
HV 114.806(0.027)]  ~14.684(0.050)]  114.983(0.006)1  114.988(0.102)1 | 14.516(0.160) |
D72
IGD (le-4) 118.496(1.199)]  122.422(1.847)]  111.166(7.634)1 19.913 (0.994) 1 123.000(1.733) .
HV 112.983(0.028),  112.732(0.061))  113.062(0.015)]  113.071(0.113)1 | 12.715(0.065) |
DZ5
IGD (le-4) 111.589(1.520)]  126.319(3.931)} 19.806(1.662) | 16.785(0.783) 1 126.963 (4.485) |
HV (let3) 159.720(0.003)]  159.146(0.409)1  159.531(0.247),  159.706(0.001)T  159.316(0.534) ]
DZ7
IGD(le-4) 116.786(1.678)1  117.659(3.601)1  113.387(1.602)1  111.440(1.352)1  ~41.000(13.000) ]
rank =/l 11/0/1 5/0/7 3/3/6 1/0/11 10/1/1 6/0/6 6/0/6 5/0/7 4/1/7 0/0/12

i1 2% 6 7] H1: X T ZDT B% %, PRS+GIR2 J5 41
F M/D-EGO Jj7%. KRVEA J5 % M EIR2-EGO J5 1%
% DTLZ % %1 g6 8, KRVEA 77 1% R Bl AL, Kriging

+ GIMD 77 1% 5 EIM-EGO J5 v 45 A1 24, H &7k
¥195 T Kriging + GIMD J5¥%. Bl 25 53R, prig
b SR B AT Y2 O N s . R B 30 YR BE ML SZ A6
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1.0 1.0 or 1.0 1
. 1 PF - rea * real PF
0.8 . :)t;imalpF 0.8 - optimal PF 0.8F - optimal PF
L 06F L 06F L 06
~ ~ . ~
0471 0471 0.4}
0.21 7zDTI 021 7zDTI 0.2}
0 L L L L 0 L L L L 0 L L L L
0 02 04 06 0.8 1.0 0 02 04 06 0.8 1.0 0 02 04 06 0.8 1.0
/i fi /i
1.0 1.0 - 1.0 l
. 1 PF - rea - real PF
0.8 . (r)?)iimal PF 0.8F - optimal PF 0.81 - optimal PF
L 06 L 06f L 06
= = =
0471 0471 0.4}
021 zDT2 0.2F zDT2 021 zDT2
0 . . . . 0 . . . . 0 . . . .
0 02 04 06 0.8 1.0 0 02 04 06 08 1.0 0 02 04 06 08 1.0
i / /
1.0 1.5 1.0
. 1 PF - real PF * real PF
0.8} \ . :;)iimal PF 1.0 '\\ - optimal PF 0.5F \ - optimal PF
0.6} USSR .
T 04t \ = o) \ =op \
0.2} N 0.5t L 03¢ \ \
2} zDT3 \ St zDT3 \ ZDT3
0 . . . . -1.0 . . . . -1.0 . . . .
0 0.2 04 06 08 1.0 0 0.2 04 06 08 1.0 0 0.2 04 06 08 1.0
/ / /
(a) RRS+GIR2 (b) EIM-EGO (¢) Kriging+GIMD
3 HAHVEX R Pareto I IARTA
1.5 L5, 1.5-

DTLZ2

DTLZ2

1.0

DTLZ2

. DTLZS

1.01.0 S
(a) PRS+GIR2

0.5 |

oo

DTLZ7

(b) EIM-EGO
4 FRAHVESTRH Pareto IT{LATIE

VE

1.0 DTLZS
v 0.5
00 0
0.2 0.4 0.6 0.5 7,
Ve
’ DTLZ7
“

1.0 1.0
(¢) Kriging+GIMD
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HV #ix KA ) PRS+GIR2. Kriging + GIMD Al EIM-
EGO J7iEMuA 45 R 254k Pareto Hi ¥t (optimal PF),
I 5 E 5 Pareto B ¥iS (real PF)#HAT ELAR, 45 3 LK 3.

1 & 3 ®] %1: ZDT1 A1 ZDT2 15 8 o, 3 F MSBO
J5 ¥ Y345 7 BLAR ) PF, 3% W] GIDS-MSBO J7 % H.
A RUF RIS Kz & P, X T ZDT3 ) i,
EIM-EGO J5 % 45 5 £ ft, Kriging + GIMD 45 1 5 2
FHIT, PRS + GIR2 5 B W) & BB 22, 1 THT £ B 30 Ik
SIS H DTLZ 51 R $ i K HV {E I [ PRS + GIR2,
Kriging + GIMD 1 EIM-EGO J7 ¥ 1 1k 45 3 2 4
Pareto A, WK 4. Horb: 15 SR /R real PF, 4. iR/~
optimal PF.

i1 Pl 4 7] %01: PRS+GIR2 45 1 55 B 52 Pareto Rij i1
HAG 3K 2 FE, 3 WA 1% 75 V2 208 i S0 B 1

Kriging + GIMD 77 ¥ 3K X PF 5 B SE R I+ 7 20,
W AT HE GIMS-MSBO J5 ik B K U fIAR 1k BE 71 AN
WM. 25638 5. K6 S Rl A, A AR AL 5
GIMD 1 GIR2 #E U 214, 35 A SEFL R 2% Mops IR A,
HEH BRI HI%4 ERE. 1L oh, # L EIM-EGO J5¥Z,
FT# GIDS-MSBO J5 i A A 43 v 5 HodE T A
() A B ABE 2R, LA B 5 ) S FH s 7.
3.4.2 HRACHAHER

W€ RHV < 0.01 A2 1R 44, % B EL, . EIR2,
EIM #E U] 5 Al GIMD. GIR2 #E WA AL 26 2 o 5% %5
PAKriging #ILSSVR /E ARHEEI A, 5 GIMD Al GIR2
HE N HEAT 25 4. Goit Ak 28 AL iS40 R B i 248 A0
P22, L3R 7. B Ik R s s 45 2R, KT-100 (>
100) 7 e KIEARR BRI 100.

x7 FRIENER TIFMREBE FREE) BB

Kriging 5 LSSVR 71

MENZEE

ElL, EIR2 EIM GIMD GIR2 GIMD GIR2
ZDTI 947(14.13)  9.10(6.74)  8.90(6.11)  2.73(1.57)  7.70(5.87) 6.63(18.17)  25.67(40.64)
ZDT2 13.87(19.53)  36.10(20.65) 24.40(26.47)  2.47(1.70)  14.17(17.80) 2.13(0.43)  6.23(3.91)
ZDT3  6530(31.51) 78.77(26.64) 63.60(29.64) 75.73(29.19) 60.03(28.37) 75.73(29.18)  53.10(40.34)
DTLZ2  49.47(8.45) >100 4527(832) 70.60(10.30) 80.03 (26.73) 36.93(15.18) 77.36(22.80)
DTLZ5 85.97(15.13) >100 80.07 (14.51) 57.23(13.97) >100 91.33(11.48) >100
DTLZ7  49.40(39.68) 52.43(33.93) 36.80(31.21) 49.77(40.00) 37.30(39.30) 85.83(31.00) 98.47(13.88)

2% 7 %L AT %0, BT $ GIMD . GIR2 #E U 3KEL T 6
AR 1 5 A, EIM #E N 3818 DTLZ7 oA 401 f
HRIAE, 15 EIM #E T 25 3 5 Kriging 45~ ) GIR2 #E
D22 AR /IS, DAL, T M AR I LA S, B R A
THE A AR L.

35 EROIRERDH
3.5.1 WA RS

e R A3 AR B R B, DL SE T RO w (x) AT SE
77 38 ws (x) 9 BB, KR W B i K 1) oK B I 1 A s
x1 (JI70) B 2o D) AR BRI 25 R NHIA,
FERE R A b XoF TR AR T P e e 155 0L, 326 A KAk B B
RO AL L P AT 58 By, BARAE B3 8.

®8 IIVWAEFSHRE

W — .
w? W v, wi o W vg’
8 — X1 X1 — 10
i 04 [1,8 0.7 [3,10
itk a1 [1,8] S_1 [ ] 0-3
xo — 12 24 — x5
B3 0.3 [12,36 0.2 [6,24
PR w2 [ I 36 12 [6:24) 5%
. 7 — T3 xr3 — 3
Wik 2z 0.3 [1,7] 0.1 [3,14] ——

7—1 14 -3

FRIRAM AT RE B Ew, = w,

AT Y3k, P Kriging (KG) A1 LSSVR (LR) 1 A GIR2-
MSBO & GIMD-MSBO J; 2 [ AQ B 41 | 5 EIM-
EGO K ParEGO J7 i H 4. 22 i) 30 YR SE 56 A e K AL
FH B A5 B, LTS, Fodh SCHR [23] S5 R NS H 4R

5 R A [ MSBO J7 ik d AL 45 SR 35 T sl ik
) 1) 1) v R AL Ak ; GIR2-MSBO F1 GIMD-MSBO J7
TES AT SN IR ) 1] R P e R i, 3R B AT O R R
B BIE A R AR S 25 A e RE. JEEL 30 YT
S PR PR R P R SR T SR AT LU, 45 R LR 9.

%9 AREIMSBO FFERBUEH BB T L eE R xTLE

MSBO AL fiE B wy B s HV

SCHA[23]  (7.70,23.93,3.09) 03616 0.4718 -

ParEGO (8.00,24.00,3.00) 0.3500 0.5000 2.58(4.00e-3)

EIM-EGO  (8.00,12.00,3.25) 0.3500 0.5000 2.59(9.91e-5)

LR+4GIR2 (8.00,24.00,3.00) 0.3500 0.5000 2.59(2.07¢-4)

KG+GIR2 (8.00,23.73,3.00) 0.3466 0.5030 2.59(1.60e-2)

LR+GIMD (7.99,24.00,3.00) 0.3504 0.4993 2.59(1.83e-5)

KG-+GIMD (8.00,23.81,3.00) 0.3476 0.5022 2.59(2.04e-5)
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1.0 1.0 1.0
| — KHBHN - LI I I
081 — srsenm - s 0-8 0.8
E 06 e, E 067 .. e ] B OO
E o04F _ Q B 0.4k S
0.2f 0.2} 0.2}
0 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 1
5 10 15 20 25 30 5 10 15 20 25 30 5 10 15 20 25 30
i B E P EUEL IE-R
(a) LSSVR + GIR2 (b) LSSVR +GIMD (c) EIM-EGO
1.0 1.0 1.0
0.8} 0.8f 0.8}
B OOT e B OO erraenn L OO s
B 04 * B 0.4f . B 0.4f .
0.2 0.2F 02t
0 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 1
5 10 15 20 25 30 5 10 15 20 25 30 5 10 15 20 25 30
IER/ed PIEUEL 17 FIRHL
(d) Kriging + GIR2 (e) Kriging + GIMD (f) ParEGO

5 AEIMSBOFERBHRMER

H17% 9 A 40, 3R MSBO J7 ¥4 ¥ Al SEEL s A Ak
b5 e B AR 25 JUM L 22 19 B A 1) NSGA-IT 7
EHEAT 12000 IR SE5G; 2) 5 BLAFPI M gD 5K,
HARFITEAC A AT Ay ) et B HEAT T 1S 58, 10 B4 7
TEAEAR B SR P45 I HE A B AT TSR
3.5.2  VUFFHTZE[A) & (four bar truss problem, FBTP)

VUAFHTZE BT i) @RS 5 A Ao Ags Ay
MBI AVE (BT AR &, BER R IN feMUIHT R 45 1)
VT 1) T R AR AN A

P 6 ¥ GIMD + Kriging (GM-Krig) 41 & £ RHV
< 0.01 1}, FBTP % 5 %% 15 S\ 1¥) CPFs. Hi K&l 6 A %1,
GM-Kriging 3k HU CPFs B A R 4 ) PF A RE /1, ek
FI RHV {E 9 W $30CH) 78 #E W, G v 28 1k 5 A0 3 2 1)
JIT 5 VEAS OB 35 (5 A0 b o 22, I 1058 HARBLE R
wy = wy = 0.5, KA KBS f = wy frs + wa fos
HEAT WS, 45 5 L3 10.

0.06 f — CPFsl CPFs8 CPFsl5
0.05 —— CPFs2 CPFs9 —— CPFsl6

: —— CPFs3 CPFs10 —— CPFsl17

0.04 —— CPFs4 CPFs11 — CPFsl8

—— CPFs5 CPFs12 — CPFs19

0.03 + —— CPFs6 CPFs13 — CPFs20

~ CPFs7 CPFs14 e optimal PF
~ 0.02}

0.01 F

| T

-0.01F}

12 1.4 1.6 1.8 2.0 22 24 26
£/10°

6 GM-KrigH&7# B4R 1E &4 FBTP RI#Y CPFs

£ 10 AR[ESEIKEFBTP £HIZ R (RHV < 0.01)

etTrix A f1/10° fo WEIREL
NSGA-II (1,3,1414,1918) 1511 0 >1000

ParEGO (1,3,1.414,1910) 1.510 0 35.50(40.00)
EIM-EGO (1,3,1414,1.924) 1514 0 8.03(10.10)
LSSVR+GIR2  (1,3,1.414,2.065) 1511 0  1.93(0.25)
Kriging+GIR2  (1,3,1.414,1.980) 1.524 0  2.07(0.25)
LSSVR+GIMD (1,3,1.414,1.924) 1513 0 2.37(0.67)
Kriging+GIMD (1,3,1.414,1.951) 1.518 0  2.70(1.18)

H1 2% 10 7] %1, NSGA-IT 75 22 K & 1P I8, iX
8175 SR AR w5 B X EE AR MSBO J 2 R L 2 T
GIMD. GIR2 #E U {1 MSBO J i B A7 5 B ity g S50
FERNRaf@ . 25 b, T3 GIMD. GIR2 #E )3& ] T &
5t Mops 1] @ 3R fife, HL &5 A HEREDL 5.

3.5.3 fEEHIAGF A (gear train, GT)

£ B HUAL) UG e LB T i) R 2 s A R s i
A5 B 1) fi /N e K il B, Y 4 AN 5 K 3 B0 AT M S
PR AR BN Ve T LA e B 2,
To~ w3~ 4 FLANSH A MR B RS E S
Ui H N 1/6.931 36 A I, LB ME TR il BcK
FGF RV e iR 228 H r.

7 R A2 & 1k 2 AF I, GM-Krig 41 & 3R L GT
4 (1) CPFs. H1 & 7 1 1, GM-Krig 41 & 3K B
W HT WS A5 Al i i PE S 1k B F, B GIMD-
MSBO J5 % B R iF 455 1 Re. X AR MSBO 77
VEBEAT U, FF G v 26 L S5 a2 I B 7R VA (CKU)
PMEFIbRHEZE, G5 R WA 11
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CPFs8 CPFsl5
80 CPFs9 —— CPFsl6
CPFs10 —— CPFsl7
CPFsll —— CPFsl8
60 CPFs12 —— CPFsl9
CPFsl13 —— CPFs20

CPFs14 e optimal PF

e

40+

/i
B 7 GM-KrigtH&7EH BRI E B GT 4518 CPFs

R 1 ARFGEFBMGT ZHILRITEL (RHV < 0.01)

AT AL (HEE)  fr f2/10  PHIREL
NSGA-IT (12,12,12,13)  0.612 1296  >1000
ParEGO (18,13,19,17)  0.296 1.912 82.83(21.98)
EIM-EGO (12,12,13,12)  0.588 1.290 82.50(22.49)
LSSVR+GIR2  (12,12,12,12) 0.732 1200 98.26(14.97)
Kriging+ GIR2 ~ (12,12,12,13)  0.612 1296 83.07(21.51)

LSSVR+GIMD (12,12,12,12) 0.732 1.200 99.47 (8.40)

Kriging+ GIMD  (12,12,12,12) 0.732 1.200 77.27(27.57)

FH % 11 45 37T %0, GT i) @ -h GIMD-MSBO 7572
% B LSSVR # 4% /] GIR2-MSBO J7 7% 35453 T # [H
HI B AL UL 3, H 5 NSGA-I1. EIM-EGO J7 V4 Ak 45 5
AHIE. AH EENSGA-IL 77 75 KT 1000 F VAN UCEL,
MSBO J7 ¥ ¥ AL 75 100 DL 4 [ F 4 B AT %6} tt 7
b 5 3 A Ak 45 B, Kriging + GIMD 41 & s i, Hov
N EIM-EGO J5 ¥ F1 ParEGO J7 2. 4 L, Fit & GIR2-
MSBO J7 % #1 GIMD-MSBO J7 3% 7] S 3L 5 5 2 H bx
AR AR, I 330 F AT SR A, 3 T 2 R AR R AR, B A
SRS 2% AR SEFH T SR AR 3

4 & »

GIDS-MSBO 5 I 71 A 5 46 poi 12 B ik #2 H SHfe o
2 JRIR R A H A R 68 77, 5L T 5 5 Mops 1] @
B e 0 B Ak, BIF g 45 SR 3K W GIDS-MSBO 75
BA G TS50 T 2% AR LOE FH PR s p A A
GIMD B[ GIR2 T 5 A 75 55 54 751l {E, 9 MSBO 77 2

T BT S ARER AR N 13 1 2% A, it — 2D T
{ETTAH R AT 2 1 3 B X

Jit # GIDS ﬂzﬂ%EMSBOﬁrz“:Fjﬁﬁ TR
KR R J 3 1) A0 SE 7 . B AL ER 5 5 U7k
(weighted sum approach) T i, 3 T~ 1€ 51 {f) 38 X A
J77% (penalty-based boundary intersection approach) %

RETT R R T T R 2 BT R A5
BT S W, 1 anAd H 55 K Pareto H1f ¥y 1% 22 (maximum
Pareto front error, MPFE) K HUL R2 18R 5E.
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