SN KREZZ2MTIER Y R b

Kyushu University Institutional Repository

ENZHENRELDIODVHBEEGE DR
EH AOE il

FUIN KRBT T 5E b

https://hdl.handle.net/2324/1808915

HERIER : EEFTES VRID A. 2010, pp.259-265, 2010-12-19
N—=I3

HEFIBAMR

W, KYUSHU UNIVERSITY




EEMEHENRBELED-HDVHBEMBEEEDIRE & T DT

KT, mARTAT
AT 4 <R, MR R TR 1

1 EL®HIC

WAL 2 B i (L (EMO) X B 38 £ < 72
% L b YERE MK T 2 SR S v T wv
L. ThaEZHBNE#ELORBEE S A
SIXZHE WRE(L TN S DREET &3
L— b T % 0759 TIREKEL 5D 5 I
HIRDOEIE PG RKE L RDENRKTH 5
CHERLTHWE MW RL— T XU SET
T —2L Eo HEJIZ DWW T F Do figlzst LT
BEATRITNIXZDORITIELRE D LR E
DHEKTHDEEZD.

borREREICT X TITHWD DO

HIOOMEEEZEZ D FIEOWEEIToTND
7). oMz, 2HREMMEOSETFEE LT
BREOHE LS, BBEKEMICBIT 5%
IR OBIER S T, PR OMA R & BERE S
NTWn5 2021 | gyerage ranking F i 2) TlLIE
IR OBELHEIZ L — T T —F %l
AT, ZRERFFERIENC EAEMRIh
T\ % 3 1L 16)

TalZ o2 B EMBEE?LET -0
BEMMEAEFELRRELCEE2Y . o
ETFIHEIFTEMBICK L O E s 2 R E
L, D¥#sBOEMAE(,CHIZHLTT v F

YT ERITV, TRNEMETHIETHRET VT
ERETDHHIETHD.

AL TIHREFIELZHNEEH T LT Y X
A (MOGA) o) IcflAa AR, ZEN0/1T Y TPy
7 RIRE 2D 12k L CROE L EBR 21TV, RO IR
PEEZIRMEICOWTIREET 2 Z L2 AL 5.

Proposal of Fewer-Fixed-Objective Combination for
Evolutionary Many-Objective Optimization and its
Evaluation

T Makoto Inoue (http://inoue.s201.xrea.com/)
' Hideyuki Takagi
(http://www.design.kyushu-u.ac.jp/~ takagi/)
Architect Office Optima Design ()
Faculty of Design, Kyushu University ()

G

2 LHEMESEE

2.1 LHEMBEELEOIVETH

NRU—=h T XF 7 TORMNKERST Z &
THEAEMOELDAETLRT L, HOEHICD
WTERETLHHDET D, NL—h T 0%
79 TIET_NTOHMON—2ICBE L TTH
DFRIZHK L TIEL B THNIZE OMILIESL R &
2% (Fig. 1(2)2R) . Z 2 TU B ML O
HICOESEMRITEN I LD, FxDREF
LETIEZOWEELIZESHEREZFIAT 57201,
DB EsQ<s<m)EHEL, EmBEBNOT
N HsfE O HIIZONWT,, Ol ) DXL — K« T
XU EATV, ERLERE (K TIEAFH
52 L THM (EIK) o7 7 &35 (Fig.
1(b)Z M) . s =172 & [Laverage ranking F {5 <°
A M4 CIA] U weighted-based genetic algorithm
(WBGA) %) 72 & LAEE R FEEIC AR, s=m
SiFmEw oL —h 77 —FIZLHEMOT
B2 D.

(17 frovomimerons

(a) obj

non-dominated=True
rank(i)++

fobj(i) = fobj(j)

non-dominated==False

I Iﬂ—{ combi anon-dominated=False‘
objtcombi) [ for)) = foni) @

(b) [partat rank++]
partial rank(i)++

non-dominated==Falsi

rank(i)=2 partial rank(i)

Fig. 1 (a)fekD L — bk T % 7, (b)fER
DY AMHEAE S — T % 7 DOPAD
10) i el AR AR R S, J I e R R
B, i#j, objiIZHMES, fu; ()X HMBELK,
combi TG FE .



2.2 REFEOHT

2 HMEm =5 ABCO% HB MM
(2,2,2,2,2), (1,1,1,1,3), (3,3,3,3,1) (Fig. 2% &) ®
FifiE ) 2 HNWT, s=3DRORFIETDT v
XU/ &RT. BHMMNOLIHMEZRSHAEEK
135C3 (=10)iY BV, ThEhD L — D
¥)Z v 7 X Table 1OfE L 72 5.
FERIZ1I<s<mODOGEDOT 7 ZKRDDH L
Table 20D & 72 5. Table 213 % B 9% s 23 /)
SWIEEEMBOT o 7I2EN DD L ERL
TWb. 2F0, PHHEHMICEDZ 7 X7 1%
BERANIELRIZ R DB EEZHD I, o,
s = 1 ® KX average ranking Fi£ L FETH Y,
s=5DKITBED L —F T U X T THD.
CORBTFETIILE L — FEEROH K
A SHETHDR, BEMIZIZTXToLHK
HRMAEZEZEL TWDLIDO THRENRT V7
FEBEMIZOWVWTOLHBER/ N — h & KB L
b0l oTnD. oTL—h T a—
FOME LV EE NEsIZIE T Th D RRE R S
ILTWD DT, MEOEZHENMES SIS U TBREERIC
bOREMGFTELEEAOND. ZHITFER
K- THEND D.

objective 1
4
Av4

2
objective 2 objective 5  « go|ution A
X V == solution B
; ; V" solution C

V V

objective 3 objective 4

Fig. 2 flfg O AL, A, B, CO% BB OHE
1T (2,2,2,2,2), (1,1,1,1,3), (3,3,3,3,1).

3 ERFHLFMmEE

3.1 EEREH

kT 2 MEIXZ EN0/17y 7y 7 M8
2. B (Fo T For) K8, TAT
L$5100, 7A T LAEEDA ¥ —31[10,100],
T T ITICANDT AT LORERED LR
BRIV HEREED0SE L, ThE
TG E X DK% BFEMEK L T 5.
EMO7 /v =) X A13MOGA 5 % vy, #%
DL EBMEE L —F T X T AL

Table 1 2 HM¥m =5, DA Es =304
ADOHBOEMAERE L, FHAEEREO L — | -
U, BIOEY T 7.

TTIJTI[I[TI[I[27272[3
Obi |2]2]2]3]3[4[3]|3]|4|4|average
b 1314514554 |5|5|5]| rank
A 212121 ]1]2]1]1]1 1.4
B |11 |11 /1|1|1]1]1]1 1.0
C (3313|113 ]1]1]1 1.8

Table 2 5HBIHsHHIZRSHEGEHEFN
TNDORA, B, CONYYEZ 7.

DHEMN s |[s=1]|s=2|s5=3|s=4|s=5
5C% 5} 10 10 ! 1
A 2.0 1.6 14 1.2 1.0
B 1.4 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0
C 2.6 2.2 1.8 1.4 1.0

Ate. vd, ABENTHBLNTLLT 7 IZA =Y
YT EFIERA L.

DI AR ERs = 1,2, ..., SOSHH A OHAIZD
WCHM R A2 1T o7z, 22 CTs=10ORII8HM
ZRICEATHHEHMILLZ S D, s=8D KLl
HWOMOGALFE LS. 72, =V — M
TET, BlE At R AR X L. ER$200,
HARH500, AT, L— Ly MR, ZERE
HAR1% , ZAERIO% , —HREE, =y TFHER
B ognare ©) =0.4924 %) | agpare ) =1& L2,

SRS, CPU: Intel Core2 Duo P8700
2.53GHz, RAM: 2GB, OS: Windows 7  32bit, %k
EfgAT 7" v 775 X 7 B 8 INRIA Scilab 5.2.1
Thb.

3.2 FRM4E4R

FERRE R 2 F & U CTIDORYE & 2RO 7 DR
1 T & % Hypervolume (HV), C Metric T#EAfli L
=, T oI —fiRiEE & L TCPU Time,
i D 2% KR O FEEE & L C Maximum Spread %
Wi, BHREOFME L TIZRT.

Hypervolume 1) jZ/8 L — N @ fE A L EL T 5
Z HWZER DO NA N—KFETH Y, ZOHMENK
TV EROIHKME L RO %25 H TR
W2 & EoRT. FHE I 13X Weighted Hypervolume
Indicator 22) # 7=, o8, 2 TONL— NNy



i fi# T Hypervolume % 3K & %5 & B[] 28 7272 0
X570, 28— bR#EfED & NicheCount ©)
DI/NE N D 2001E % 3R L Hypervolume O 5
IZHWE.

C Metric ) 1%, #lZ1EC(A, B)i%, /S — Mg
WA AR N L — N fFE A B AL L T
L2EET, X)) TEZALND. TOMHEDOA & —
ZVE01]TH Y, LITEWIE E N — b R fif
EOAP NV — MNREMESGBEZ < B L T
5. 2B, 2 DHAC(A,B)£C(B,A LS.
{b€ B;Jda € A:a =< b} (1)

| B

CPU Time |3V % B s 1Z 103847 L 7= & 7F
OFERKMTH D .

Maximum Spread (MS) ') |33 L — b 5 iR
NZHNZEMEZ EOREI N—LTWVDNEX
(2)TEL, MOZHEMEICHET I IEmE LT£L
Hubnd. 7B, T 7 o707 AT LN
100, BB A > # — 3L 723[10,100], Fl 4 il BR 23
0.57 b FMar=5500, F/™"™=10 & L7-. Maximum
Spread D fEIX0IZ T VIE EFRED ZEEME N 72 <, 1
WCIEWVIEE RO NN D D .

C(A, B) =

153 min(f"®, FT) — maz(f™", Fmin)
MS = — 1 ) 7 [
i an:l(

maxr __ pmin

(2)

4 EBRER

DEHEPIEs = 1,2, ..., 810317 O Hypervolume
D boxplot # Fig. 312757, Hypervolume!3/)# H
BB s8I AN R b /NS, DEBEMEs)
7,6, L /NEL Bl o Thric K& b,
DEERIEsDBSLL T T E O BT R0,

Fig. 41%, D EM s =1,2,.... 8% k4 5
728 @ C Metric® 4T % boxplot T/R9. C(A, B)
DALBIZVEBMEszERT. LT, VEH
HIELs I3 /N SN TF DX b— b figdi g A3 i 5 2 SR
LTCWADHHM N A i, £ ODEEBEsDZEN
REWFEXRRIIRELSRoTWND.

HRIOMEEE, SWBIAITHS 770
MR DA BB smBICEZRY, TORE I N
{LHFHEORMICKELSEET L. ZOREL
3 D72 iZTable 312V B sHED HIY
DHMEGEHEE LD, SEO8HMDSE, b
BRI Es =805 A 13@E OMOGALF L TH

2.0e+28
!

Hypervolume
1.5e+28

R e

1.0e+28
1
o
o
o
o)
e}

T T T T T T T T
s=1 s=2 s=3 s=4 s=5 s=6 s=7 s=8

F-F-Objectives

Fig. 3 DB MWEs =1,2,....8F 10 1T
Hypervolume ® boxplot. F-F-ObjectivesiZ4 %t H
%, s

DEMOMAEEEITIE D, 2, PEAREK
s =4DGERICAMOMEEHITHRARDOTOL 2 5.

Table 3 2B EsE FDBHOMATH,,C,
& DOBf%.

s s=1 s§s=2 s=3 s=4
mCls gC1 =8 | gCy =28 | sC3 =56 | sCy =70
S s=5 s=206 s=17 s=28
mCs | 8C5 =56 | gCg =28 | gCr =8 | gCg=1

WIZ, EBERO—>ThH 5D HWEEL
AATOEFCPU Time () O 7 7 7 % Fig. 5
TRT. PEANEs =805 AR R/NER1,
DEBAW s =4DHEITHR R L ool

D H ) 10 31T © Maximum Spread @
boxplot % Fig. 627779, Maximum Spread ™ i
SEOIHM TIIAE AN s =80 LA Il&K b
REI ANV — MREMBPIELS Z HZEH 2 75
N—1L, DEENEsHT, 6L/hS< DIz oN
TR LTITE, DEBAEsPU T CTIERE
RBABIE AR SR, 10897 O T O Maximum
Spread ® iz KAH & fe/ME. DOWEIX D% H B #s 238
DG EIIT R /N &<, DEBREsH6LLT
TEHENIEZEEDLYRRWVWE S THS.



1 | ——
© | =
o o —
E 7 -_— T —
s < | ! Q
o
© === .
o | o
< T T T T T T T T
c11n  cn2  cn3  ca4  Cs5  ce 7)) C1,8)
— — ——
: =
i | 8
g B T ==
s x| '
S 34 ——
1 = —
o —
e T T T T T T T T
C1)  CR2 CR3) CR4 CR5 C26 C27) CR8)
. —_
@ ==
g —_ ‘
R B
o _| E —
o
T

T T T T T T T
31 CB2 CB3) B4 CB5 CB6) CB7) C3B8

1

C Metric
04
!

— = B
. | BB/ —
< T T T T T T T T
C41) C@42 C43 C449 C45 C4e6) C@47) C48)
N —_—
o | —_
(=}
i i ;
5 —_
= <
v e —
1 8 — ==
I
< T T T T T T T T
Cc(51)  C(52 C(53) C54 C55 C56 C57)  C58)
o ==
@ |
o |
@
= <
v o
o | =
< T T T T T T T T
C6,1) C62) C(63) C64) C(65 C66) C(67) C(68)
I =
o |
° o
g |
= x|
u o
o | 5
< T T T T T T T T
<71y C72 C73 C74 75 76 77 C798)
o |
o
Y |
@
= <
v o
o _| 2]
e T T T T T T T T
c@81) C@82 C@83) CB4 CB5 CB6) CB7) C@B8)
Fig. 4 ¥ BWEs D2 A 105847 D C Metric

Dboxplot. C(A,B)D AL BiZV# B HsD %
NEhON L — Mgl fRES ZRT.

s 8
s 8
3 8
o +
E ¥
iy n
s | [ —
N s=1 s=2 s=3 s=4 s=5 s=6 s=7 s=8
F-F-Objectives
Fig. 5 % B 89% s 103847 © CPU Time & .

F-F-Objectives 130 % H 9%k, s.

1.0

0.6
|

Maximum Spread

i

0.2

s=1 s=2 s=3 s=4 s=5 s=6 s=7 s=8

F-F-Objectives

Fig. 6 ¥ HE s 103817 O Maximum Spread
®boxplot. F-F-Objectivesid V%% B 1%L, s.

5 EE

Fig. 3 TR L7 X 5 1B H s 2 O
8B 5~ &7 < LT IZ 24 THypervolume
FHIML TS, FFoEDRER, DEHENESs
WBLT, TL6, 6L5L DMT, LEHME s,
/N E WA @O Hypervolume D 5 28 A B I K & W
(p <0.01). [FEEOHERD, VEHEsN5E3D
LBAETHLROLN(p<0.05)7272%, DI HMEKsn3
UTolsTIIAELZITIRONRoT. Ko
T, AEOEBROEGS, PEBENEsHINGS
F TOf THypervolume X H B IZEHEH L TV 5.
Hypervolume |3 fif O UL A & AR D W 5 2 5 &
L72iFiE 1% T & % 7> 5, Hypervolume T RFAfh



THRY, MEFEITADTHLEEEZDND.

C MetricldFig. 417 L7 L 912D B s
DINZWNF DX L— N i i DM T & SRR LT
WAIHIAI NI B, TDOVEBREsDENKE
WIEETFRFIRESRoTWNDLZ RGNS,
WIZC(A,B) L C(B,A) L O 5REEITH Z &
THOHEBNEICET 2REFEOREE 2D Z
LIZT 5. Table 4lZZ ODHFHREDFERTH D.
DEHBBEP 1IN B3O TAL BOEN2FEE
DORFIZITAREZT R N2V, DEE s H
4% B, DEBEsHU ETHNIE p <0.01
THEEND .

Table 4 C(A,B) L C(B,A) L OHFZHE. 13H
BEAARH, Biip<001TCAB)RHE-THD
HEHY, blp <0.05TC(A,B) BTV
BEHY, Wikp<0.01TC(A,B)#R%E>TW
HHEZAEDY, wikp <0.05TC(A, B)#R%H>TW
LHEEEDY ZRT.

A\B 2 3] 4] 5] 6] 7] 38
1 - - bl B|B|B|B
2 [ - - B|B|B|B|B
3] -] - - b/ B| B|B
1 wlw]| - b| B| B|B
5 W W[ w| w B| B|B
6lwWlw| w|w|w B|B
Tlwliwlwlw|[w]|[w B
slwiwlwlwliw| wlw

BEFIEICBOWCHEENHE 2 2 &I %K
HEMARICE DAL —b e T 74T
HY, BHEOMEEE (Table 3) NZ T iT=Z
DT THEEREXEE 265, CPU
Time D #5 % (Fig. 5) & i —EHT 5% %
FoTWwa kolchx, ThENORTRKE
BNV EAMEsIT—HLTWS.

D ECH BIE s DY/ S WIRF O Maximum Spread (3
NS BRDBERNRHDIND. FTREICEWT,
DECH B s DT D B D Maximum Spread (38 D
ALV RHFEREICHAESWV(p<0.01).. [k, 4
¥ B 89 %s 235 O Maximum Spread 7D HE L 0
HEIZ/NEW(p<0.05)2%, DI EMEsNALLT
TOREBEZEZIRLONR P, LoT, 4HO
EBROGE, VEBANEsBENH8E TOMT
Maximum Spread 23 H EIZEA#B L T\ 5. —KIC

Maximum Spread 73/ S W EfED ZAEME © /N S
WEENLHDT, PEEBBEsE /NS LT D EF
DERERHPTLHEFZ2D.

6 HERESEDRE

DR E WA TR 2 BB B R b
BWT, #ERDOMOGA & b~ THypervolume<°C
MetriclZ B L TIFATH R E 7. —F T,
Maximum Spread{Z D\ TIEHER DODMOGA D J5 A3
HZh T DHH, average ranking FIECHEH AN L
WWBGA L LR ERBEFIEDOTH B ANTH 5.

2 & F 1k 1T average ranking FIECE A V5 L
WWBGA L@ DL — k- T 7 —FI2L b
EMO D 7 > % v 7 Fik & o i i il P E % FF
L, NL— kT UFTICBIT L0 E s
BEZR DI ET, ZOMONKNE L ZERMEDR
HoxHAREME A fERE L 7.

SHICREFEOFREZMZ TIRRD 72 51,
EOMRTHLRTOHMWIZOWTHEE L7 i
fBIZ7zoTWHZ N ETFbND. £z, BEE
HIE 3 5 72 0 O 43 M OB IR E 21T 9 M) e
K, ZOLOOFHEa A MK FHEM > AT LN
RETHD. MEFEITELHHELZ T 2L
B EAMH D kR & 72 2 5B AR O 8] E S X
L—=h T 7 DREEFTHETHLRFFICBN
THLHWVWDLZERNTEDLTHAS ).

A TIHSHMDOZBEHO/1TF 7 Wy 7 [
Ik LEBR AT, A%IFENREZ X, fit
DEZBARN U F~— 7 BEEICK LT, thoEMO
TTY XALNTHANTE ETERZITV, BRAE
EHED D .

A ENTHRE TEEZMOGAIZH A AN TER %
To7=h, PEBWHEEREITISAL—F - T 7 r—
FEHVWLEMOD ENIZTHHAIMT 52 &R
TE5. &bIZEAArv—h 7 Fu—FEH0
BRONBDOTIZHATELEEZTWD. il
I¥, Vector Evaluated Genetic Algorithm (VEGA)
) 3 b IR E SR ZEMOT L2 Y XA
T, Nb—=h T E%HVTWARW. B@EOD
VEGA [ZFig. 70O STEP1 T K#E % 4 B I m sy
#HL, ZRNENLOHMIZOWTOHEKEIC Lo
TREEO TN LBIRI N b D% T O
BRI T 2. Z 2 COBBNHEAEZFA
TLHEEE, HEEEE,CsaEIL, ThEho
DA TOWS AL — b« T2 272X 5H0
FIZXoTR2EEOHFNLERLEELDEZZD



BBy A ITAR AN T AU R .

VEGA ® K B iE X
L— Mg ERENN L — bk« 71 v b OUERAT T
WP L, PR O REESSECZ R

%éﬂfwé.%_f&ﬁﬁ%ﬁéﬁ X 5
G — b e T U7 AT O R & RE
TEXLHDOTIERWMNEEZSD. MOGA T D RGE
fER LRI, DEBEMBsEE 2D EVEGAID

BATLHNLV—h T 70 —FOESNE
THZLHETEDTHAD.

Lk

ZOREIC L — | -

T 7 a—F TRWVEGAICABEBETFIELZER D A

NHABHRITKEVWEEZOND. 2D Z Rk
DA%, PEHANMEEZ VI VEGA
DRl S BR & ATV T2,

G TO (1)
B TOEKREE
1 BB p Ll

B ERE >
<
>
B Ao EAREEC B
T < A
%M;\EDE\”E?G{EIW%E?R BAEESYYIIL BEIRHIRAE
Fig. 7 V3 H B AT DOVEGA ~ Dt A% L.
2 & Xk
1) Aguirre, H., Sato, H. and Tanaka, K., “Controlling

dominance area of solutions and its impact on the
performance of MOESs,” 4th Int. Conf. on Evolu-
tionary Multi-Criterion Optimization (EMO2007),
LNCS 4403, Springer, Berlin, pp.5-20, 2007.

Bentley, P. and Wakefield, J., “Finding acceptable
solutions in the pareto-optimal range using multi-
objective genetic algorithms,” In: Soft Computing
in Engineering Design and Manufacturing. Springer-
Verlag, pp. 231-240, 1998.

Corne, D. W. and Knowles, J. D.,
for highly multiobjective optimisation: some non-
dominated points are better than others,” Ge-
netic and Evolutionary Computation Conference
(GECCO02007), London, UK, pp.773-780, July,
2007.

“Techniques

Deb, K. and Goldberg, D. E., “An Investigation
of Niche and Species Formation in Genetic Func-
tion Optimization,” 3rd Int. Conf. on Genetic Algo-
rithms, J. D. Schaffer, Ed. Morgan Kaufmann Pub-
lishers, San Francisco, CA, pp.42-50, 1989.

5)

Deb, K, Multi-objective optimization using evolu-
tionary algorithms, John Wiley & Sons Inc., Chich-
ester, 2001.

Deb, K. and Saxena, K., “Searching for Pareto-
optimal solutions through dimensionality reduction
for certain large-dimensional multi-objective opti-
mization problems,” 2006 IEEE Congress on Evo-
lutionary Computation (CEC2006), pp.3353-3360,
Vancouver, 2006.

Deb, K. and Sundar, J., “Reference point based
multi-objective optimization using evolutionary al-
gorithms,” In Proceeedings of the Genetic and Evo-
lutionary Computation Conference (GECCO2006),
pp-635—642, 2006.

Drechsler, R., Drechsler, N. and Becker, B., “Mul-
tiobjective optimisation based on relation favour,”
1st Int. Conf. on Evolutionary Multi-Criterion Op-
timization (EMO201), pp.154-166, Springer Verlag,
2001.

Fonseca, C. M. and Fleming, P. J., “Genetic al-
gorithms for multiobjective optimization: formula-
tion, discussion and generalization,” 5th Int. Conf.
on Genetic Algorithms (ICGA1993), pp. 416-423,
Urbana-Champaign, IL, USA, July, 1993.

10) Futamura, Y., Kawai, T., Horikoshi, H., and Tsut-

11) BE2me, EEH%% RS,

12) H B3k, mAREAT,

13) H Bk, mARTEAT,

14) Ishibuchi,

15) Knowles, J. and Corne, D.,

16) Kukkonen, S.

sumi, M., “Development of computer programs by
problem analysis diagram (PAD),” 5th Int. Conf. on
Software Engineering, San Diego, CA, UAS, pp.325—
332, March, 1981.

BN, “%% A

B bz 1T 2 LR B O MBS, RE—K
2230 TSR FR 4, 00368172, [F] Ak K %, 50%, 1
2 pp.24-33, 20094E4 A .

“SEALIZHB L D 7=
DV E B LA, ER BRSNS E S K
2 B, 09-1P-04, 2009459 A .

CLOECH PR AEIZ KX B E
L5 B WA L & BRERIY COFE,” F11m A
ARAHBERBFW 7 7 V0 F S TINZF i #EE S, 1
FUMI, pp.45-48, 20094F12 7 .

H., Tsukamoto, N. and Nojima, Y.,
“Evolutionary many-objective optimization: a short
review,” 2008 IEEE Congress on Evolutionary Com-
putation (CEC2008), Hong Kong, pp. 2424-2431,
June, 2008.

“On metrics for com-
paring nondominated sets,” 2002 Congress on Evo-
lutionary Computation (CEC2002), Honolulu, HI ,
USA, pp.711-716, May, 2002

and Lampinen, J., “Ranking-
Dominance and Many-Objective Optimization,”



2007 IEEE Congress on Evolutionary Computation
(CEC2007), Singapore, pp.3983-3990, Sept., 2007.

17) EEEs, =L F v - 7 XL, i, oL — b
4y X E 2 AW AMOEA 0L ¥ A MKELICE
T B ROBE EALEE AR T T 42009, T
8, pp. 31-38, 20094E£12 H .

18) Schatffer, D., “Multiple objective optimization with
vector evaluated genetic algorithms,”, Proceedings
of 1st International Conference on Genetic Algo-
rithms and Their Applications, Pittsburgh, PA,
pp-93-100, July, 1985.

19) Tan, K., Khor E. and Lee, T., “Multiobjective Evo-
lutionary Algorithms and Applications,” Springer,
London, 2005.

20) Wagner, T., Beume, N and Naujoks, B., “Pareto-,
aggregation-, and indicator-based methods in many-
objective optimization,” 4th Int. Conf. on Evolu-
tionary Multi-Criterion Optimization, (EMO2007),
LNCS 4403, pp.742-756, Springer, Berlin, 2007.

21) Zitzler, E. and Thiele, L., “Multiobjective Opti-
mization Using Evolutionary Algorithms - A Com-
parative Case Study,” 5th Int. Conf. on Paral-
lel Problem Solving From Nature, London, UK,
pp-292-304, Sept., 1998.

22) Zitzler, E., Brockhoff, D. and Thiele, L., “The
Hypervolume Indicator Revisited: On the Design
of Pareto-compliant Indicators Via Weighted In-
tegration,” 4th Int. Conf. on Evolutionary Multi-
Criterion Optimization, (EMO2007), LNCS 4403,
pp-862-876, Berlin, 2007. Springer.



