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Research of Orthogonal E-dominant(OE) Strategy to Solve Large-dimensional Objective Optimization Problems

GUO Si-han GONG Xiao-sheng
(School of Computer Science,China University of Geosciences, Wuhan 430074, China)

Abstract This paper proposed orthogonal E-dominant(QOE) strategy to solve this defect of classical muiti-objective op-

timization algorithms, This strategy is used to improve the current evolution multi-objective optimization algorithm, to
make the algorithm to have not adequate choice pressure in individuals and global search. Based on the theory of the OE

strategy’s superiority, we improved the current representative evolutionary multi-objective optimization algorithms.
Compared with the classic algorithm in solving DTLZ1-6 (20), the OE strategy improves the algorithm in varying de-

grees to solve large-dimensional multi-objective optimization problems, reaches the goal of solving large-dimensional

multi-objective optimization problems,and is effective to improve the multi-objective evolutionary algorithm.
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K& BRI EE B & A £ BAR, T B B A 4
b, Z I HE AR AL Rl B #R 2 £ B 45 PR 4L 18] B (Multi-
objective Optimization Problems, MOPs), £ 3L br T4k
R BN EEEE T 34, 8 E XH R B A 4%
£ H#7 4k 4k /7] B8 (Large-dimensional Multi-objective Optimi-
zation Problems, LMOPs) . Fi4E£ Hinthik /el B 4525
Sy 2~3 4 BARAEE R Ak, B R E TR\ EL Hinthi
o AT 2 L F) Pareto iR THZ R BMIEEE S, HEH
BRI AE TR, ElREREL BinULREE SN2
BB R BT AT IR A

B IRMAY, RBR 4L Histh AL R
B— A PAER : D B3RS @B E R A SRS B Pareto
ALRTHY s B AER A B, IS HEN BRI E -
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#i1 NSGA-II', SPEA2(4 , MOCell®? , OMOPSO™ , AbYSS™
& (BRI BERARERES BRI B R ER 2 X

BiRE A #7:2011-03-08 &EB HH.2011-07-15

BHRSBERNER. 2T Pareto 5 HLREE7E B 4 4k BN
AP A TR FEL B R S e A RE R S8 ), AR B S R R 18 .
A} Pareto 5 REH % IR BIVLRE S AT, B LB B e
5 RS R E I R, HTA BN S BEN THRIK
PRSI RETTRRAK.
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BEFAL RIS ERE EIR S E- SR % Sk
PUHSET K SHUK ¢ SHEMMHAER E SRR
PR T2RRNFEAE B EILEE, LR E 55K KRE
% & BAnth Ak RR P B] , 1 30 MU PR BT A
. 2010 4, BRI E AT PSR & MR IFE B RS U
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HTHBRFEABELEYERERES, BN EEHRA
TIERRB T ERMALFEE. 2002 48, Leung Z A 203
R PR A ERRE B 8, @ @i B Rk &
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REE, BE TELRERWA R, 2005 4,8 =K F AN
T IRB PR SOR I, R E H iR AL R B S n
AEZRB I HE, EEBEREA THRHHRR. 2006
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(5)
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B, PAE RS N BT R, TR B RE RL

Step3 BB FEEPAEMRE FEE P Pareto G HRIFHIIFAER
Bk BEXH E SEUUELF E GRULEA A k] E B
BIEEXER,

Stepd  EEEEMEFEL FAUHEE B AW AP B S ATRN B AL LR Y
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Steps FILPATHE . BEBEHRRABR A SNERRBURELE
FEBITE S, ZRERW RS L&, MBEZ Step 2 4
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TEERITHFEEENMBRDURERTREEDN
OA, AR HE OA A: B HLRY 35959 4 A 0 A, BI TE 3897 45 1k
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—RBMEES ESRTE—ENES EREREBHRE
BB A S Pareto SCECHYMA, 1218 E HRBTEHRRELR
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RN 2N MEEAS RO PIESE N MR E R T —
AEBEPGHOMAED, RABERKURED B S5
PR B SR E LR T B s g =

FEMF OE-NSGA-II B ¥ iy B I i 31 8 #% , DZ-SPEA2
H¥tE SPEA2 B MEZR |, 1 IR OF SRR IE 22 HI iR L Fh B
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OMOPSO e EAR N B AR LR Rl I, # #8 OF Rmg E 28
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FTBUEMA OF KRt S HRARBRAE Hinthii
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y= )

R ,d; JfRE S i NMMER Py MB/DMKICES . v i
EBXFEW, y JUEM/D WHES fE S MR T A g R B AT i
Py BB .
4.2 RBRERROW

ARCEE I S B TAEE jMetal L Z HAnfh1L
THEEHEEZH. WK BE K CPU P4 2. 8GHz; W
512MB; #4E & 4t Windows XP, - MNEHWIMIEST 20 K.
4380 3t B NSGA-TI, OE-NSGA-II; SPEA2, OE-SPEA2; A-
bYSS, OE-AbYSS; OMOPSQ, OE-OMOPSO; MOCell, OF-
MOCell B BTERME BIR4ERE N 20 ) DTLZ1-6 £ HAR
oAb B RIRE 1 BE TR PR M B E R B . W& B RRIR
YHgE IS RINE 1— % 5 5. SitERYUE—-THY
H BT AT ENERRR.

#21 NSGAI 5 OE-NSGAI E =7 ae5+s v L asBEN

Algorithm DTLZI DTLZ2 DTLZ3 DTLZA DTLZ5 DTLZ6
NSGA-TI 1.06806 0.19919  7.33967 0.17155  0.15582  0.93698
0.230399 0.005243 1.331858 0.006569 0.003563 0.008455

OE-NSGATI 3.45E4 2.60E-4 0.00391 9,80E-9 0.00991 0.02311

0.000102 0.000103 0.004452 7,0632E-09 0,012038 0.012916

F 2 SPEAZ 5 OE-SPEA2 HIETEMERBIEHR v LIOSRERS b

Algorithm DTLZY DTL.Z2 DTLZ3 DTLZA DTLZ5 DTLZ6
SPEA? 22,2831 0.24501 198.601  ©.23473  0,22652  0.99080
1.411542  0.001302 15.72593 0.00427 0.002493 0. 007231

OE-SPEA2 312,4568 0.24095 110.066 0.22776 0,12212  0.29997

1.779801 0,000901 28.80522 0.002266 0.042048 0. 359967

#3 AbYSS 5 OE-AbYSS B L 7EthAEISHR v b MEUE ST H

Algorithm DTIL.ZL DTLZ2 DTLZ3 DTLZA DTLZ5 DTLZ6
ABYSS 460351 0.20824 41.4118 0.20924  0.19258  0.98969
3.348789  0.01262 16.79904 0,008097 0.010417 0.003441

OE-ABYSS 2.86718  0.10802 15.2673 0.17422 0.17648 0.91032

0.999957 0.005019 7.946558 0.005765 0.007066 0.019244

#£ 4 OMOPSO Y 0E-OMOPSO B B fEM:BEIR v L ABUERS 1L

Algorithm DTLZL DTLZ2 DTLZ3 DTLZA DTLZ5 DTLZ§
OMOPO 6.25485 0.08994 69.7315 0,14882 0.07861  0.90503
1.709863 0.027904 15.78771 0.050301 0.025442 0.008214
OE-OMOPSO 1.34E-18 0.08641 8.06461 0.106133 0.05331 0.363829

6.09E-23 3.39E-08 0.000624 1.38E-17 4.78E-05 1.89E(7

5 MOCell 5 OE-MOCell B REFERR v L ROBUEST L
Algorithm DTLZ1 DTLZ2 DTLZ3 DTLZA DTLZ5 DTLZ6

MOCell 19,7269  0.23849  169.481  0.20590 0.18973  0.99493
(0. 913849) (0. 004425) (11. 07586 (0. 003237) (0. 003868) (0. 003502)
OE-MOCll 1.0226  0.03727 1.11517  0.04795 0.04066 0.59759

1.278867 0.011764 0,79884 0,017303 0,01746 0.059882

M 1—3% 5 Gt B R % R E , £ T OF SRl
R 2 3R AL 2 B AR A SE B oR 0 5 2 & B AR AR b ) R R 8031
EVBRTECGER MBS, B2 OE Kigxf SPEA2 B
BRREMRIFARE, BT —%5 44 OF K ugxt
SPEA2 B B BUH BRI W, &3 RET E R
) SPEA2 B #: (E-SPEA2) ,SPEA2 I } OE-SPEA2 & #:,
KA DTLZ1-620) MR BB b R BNk 6 fr7). @itk
6 BT LRI LA Y, OE-SPEA2 ML T SPEA2 BH: K
RERHE, AR OERBITHMERKBE - CHELERT
B ekstt. BR M T SPEA2 Bk B SRR, 418

R 4L BAMUALRERS, E A AUHL 3 B R sh s B
SPEA2 B3k Bkih 34 PFlocal, Ti¥ SPEA2 B 3R] NSGA-
I, AbYSS, OMOPSO, MOCell 8.3k thBe¥EBE 48 4R ¥ AT LI
SPEA2 B R i 4 % H AR AL IR RE B R BRI B i 6, U
WE T OF RuEEGHIIE L £ AR R BB R R 42 B in
AR B LB Z BB Bk B B BRI R R .

# 6 SPEA2.E-SPEA?Z I K OE-SPEAZ BH:7etE st v £ #

FUEXT I
Algorithm DTLZ1 DTLZ2 DTLZ3 DTLZ4 DTLZ5 DTLZ6
SPEA? 22.2831 0.24501 198,601  0.23473  0.22652  0.99080
1411542 0.001302 15.72593 0.00427 0.002493 0.007231
ESPEAZ 12.5842  0.24757  117.666  0,24900  0,15005 0. 99985
4.074808  0.00229 30.43806 0.000861 0.039336 0.00014
OE.SPEA? 12.4568  0.24095 110.066 0.22776 0.12212  (.29997

1.779801 0.000901 28.80522 0,002266 0.042048 0. 359967
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EREEBEHIS| AN —ERE P Tl T st E Rk B
BoRER 4% H AL R AT BB, 3 — B ESE T OE 5K
BEXT B MG B R .
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I, SPEA2, OMOPSO, AbYSS, MOCell, 43 547 4 5 OE-NS-
GA-11, OE-SPEA2, OE-OMOPSO, OE-AbYSS, OE-MOCell,
B GHERRTE B 20 YOy k% DTLZ1-6(20) @il A
BEAEE vy ERRBER, BOEEME RN EARBE
TR BFBME BAREAEE, ATIEELT OF ¥
TE B MR AL R A e 4k 2 B AR AL Rl R A R,
FHETEAE BB R R 4 £ B An L R R B
BAETEE. B TFREL B ARES, NELBESH
PEMSETT LR X, T HIE S RN EHEZEAS Binth
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