oo

Vol. 36 No. 2
Feb. 2009

# A NI S

Computer Science

BE B
2009 4 2

o

HUBEZEBERNABHARER

Bk F R F B Xt FEB
CHBEAFHFEEIR¥K HE 411105)

B OE AZHRBAY . ABEEEIRBINES I RAGY R, R, N TH SR ERCFAE, - FH AT
BEAFEZHEL, AR UBEATHREFFAONAREIZEPAFTRLARAB BHEBRILARAE
M, NEEBREGEREB . SEREBRAMARKEST T ARLAERINT AW EAS R ESHR R EBOFRAK,
BEMMEARFLLRTRZ,

*gﬁ] Iﬁ'ﬂﬁﬁli‘v %#ﬁi, %"%‘%'ﬁ-ﬁ%’ ﬁaﬁ’w 5 Elﬁh ﬁ$

Survey of Robust Optimal Solutions in Evolutionary Algorithms
ZHENG Jin-hua LUO Biao LI Jing WEN Shi-hua LI Wang-yi

(Institute of Information Engineering, Xiangtan University, Xiangtan 411105, China)

Abstract The environments are often unstable and susceptible to noises in real application. Therefore, it is significant
for a solution with good robustness. However, most studies about evolutionary algorithms were focused on finding glo-
bal optimal solutions till now, little attention concerned on robustness of solutions, We analyzed the research situation
about searching robust optimal solutions with evolutionary algorithm from a series of aspects (single objective robust
optimal solutions, mutli-objective robust optimal solutions and efficiency, et al). Some future works were given at the
last of the paper.
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#HALE B (EAs: evolutionary algorithms) 2 — Fp AL 4=
Y ETEEERYSRALER. 8N 1975 FEHIR
K289 Holland™ B K # i GA(GA.; genetic algorithm) f#j 3
AR FBSHESRLUR , ¥ AR F IR T H LB R R A
B, PEGHEERCTEAREMNER. BEELHIX
¥ £ B LB % (MOEASs: multi-objective EAs), HA1,{¢
#EM M MOEAs & VEGAM, Fonseca 5 Fleming 18 11 1
MOGAPF!, Horn % A # H # NPGAM, Zitzder 32 H
SPEA2( ,Knowles 55 Corne #£ H #J PAES®!, Deb 22 A £ 1
i B NSGA-TIY, Corne % A #2114 9 PESAI & PESA
0%, 78 EAs 5, BATHM T — RFUHH M THENS,
EAs 8938 F#ER BN T MBI RS, 38 B FAb R e 4R 1k
)RR, PR TV MU A T R B A B R L DLER A B AR
HMUERZHE ., TIERERPIAE, CRETRGR, X T
EAs MBFRBIR T 2k,

HRTKZHLT EAs IR EE L P ENM KRB LR
B, AR 2 B 58 50 T & 8 B (R #% (robust optimal solu-
tions) ., SATIAESEFRA A, — MRE (LR I B ERERT
REEH) BRI SETE (robustness) HEE R EMRM LM, T

SRS H #9:2008-04-01

B0 2 R B AR F 2 KRN A R A B R B R
SRt FANMARREEATRE BASZ D% S W,
WNRE AR ) ) SRR XX B R0 A UR TR 4 X SR AR
R A BRI B PR B RAE T . ERXRRFOL T, IR E
ERBEIROTREN SRR, HI0: (DEZEE
PR, AT RN KA SRR —EMENRET,
W0 BRBLAS SRR , 98 7 RGBSR A5 (D TE R iR
T A H 2 R E — B Y R A AT DL IE s AR, IR
BEARAL , v 3% BB 18 L PR3 9 AR 4K, T AN 28 F 7 AR TR K I
15 (DRI BRI AR e, 75 AR G HUMS 28 1 1
SHETREG = A R TE B I R A —E il . TR,
RE EAsHREERNBHENELRPIAEHLYEEN

KT EEYE, REPFEBRATH—MRERR:
Pridfd e a e RIEM M TR . Bagidul, HRKm
BRI/ shat, Bin ke g R d e —A 3
B, XAEEESHBUN, GBR B R BT . R Z N B R
[

BiE EAs | ZMMAT IR, EREGERMNBECE
R EAs RIBH— N URTTE, — S FEDFH X TG ER
DU IR, B BUR S — S BT R . 2007 4| Yang,

AR ER QRBHEREE 60773047, M HEITE AR B B (06A074) ¥EHY.

Betk HE, WLAERW, CCF MR, TBEURIT W ASLHE IHTAME%: 5 £ WLBRE, CCF ¥4% 5, B m Rt
BAEREFE B WIWRAE HRFERIEMITE,TEE WERE BRI R 88 WP g, R A

HE.
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Ong 1 Jin ZE 455 B)—FF & F A & 38 (uncertain envi-
ronment) I EENH T —ERXTEBRIBEEEHLTIR.
SO ILAF E R 2 E TS BT T EAs
REEERNBOTRIR. O LERSERNF: (2 £8
BB (3) MBI RAHMATE. Bfa5x 2 XIEM
TR AR B, BIRE — B — SRR 1.

2 RBHREERMALE

R EAs BRBBEERLG, BRIC A ALY 35
. EeRERSBRRAMZE, BA B BinE Bt
4k Ia] B ( SROPs: single-objective robust optimization prob-
lems) 7€ 3, E X 1,

EX 1 g RARE #HRWT.

Min f(X") ¢h)

X'=X+e& X,XEQ
Ef , X=( sz ) BREME, Q RAITHER, 0=
(G190 s 8 A—TFHE R n HRRBEHAER(EE:H
FRA AR 5 B /MR AL R B AT LA E 7 4L , AR
FREFTRAFAEE.

AL, SROPs iR TER K H B P HFETHRMEL T, &
TR [ F R B REGA B BIE R R B, B 5E%
K BAREAL IR EE A, SROPs sk M i 7 —4F
Hig. WERENTHMENFFE, 8 SROPs RIS R
KHEhN ., BRI oK AL 2 AR A 1) B B O vk LA B AL )
B, WRATITH . A RKESLER EAs &L 3 SROPs By #F
RSB T RS (DAE B 5 B (effective
objective function)®3% 53 B H i ##sk SROPs i i £ 1 —
k. (2) ¥ SROPs #4th & HiRth AL AR, T HE
MR H RS AT A EAs 42 SROPs,

2.1 RUFYERIY
AR B br R — MR W X 2.
B 2CEMBREED —BERNT:

oo
0 =7 fx+ o p@ds @

Hb, o hTFRAE, p(ORMEBEFEFE RS, A FROEEL
BRIt E A X, B E BRSP4 (Monte
Carlo integration) 3L, T ERT :

P70 =35 Si FOX+8) ®

He N X B8-S A RN, o B M
FEAE, EIRMAERERE p(D.

A, BSCh A Y RRE R B R f BRIR
BAREE.

MEX 2 BH, [ EHENESL R FHE, &
i EAs B RP BREGBRRBATREYT, EEREHBITE
L RABERMBY SROPs 6, iR EREEmE T
BhRERSHRE, Bk, mMitE e ERNEY
—HRES. REEFEERHFED D BREHE (ex-
plicit averaging) . iXFhJy ¥ ke, MR K EEITE
FER B, FEA B3R5 T DA G B BRI 20258 (RS,
random sampling), {H2 RSE R . BEAE. HHE. A
2B AE MK KB T 8L 77 AR BEE4) (LHS: Latin
hypercube sampling) , Branke® 8242 i #r 18 524% £ & 4

B, R AT B RIS S, B THENEREE
HEBRHK FHEE TS MR MRS T B HATE N FEMAHT
(fitness evaluation) , 5 # & . % 19 X 45 (promising regions)
BT, DB FHE Gmplicit averaging) , XFpE
B AR R, 12 B 2 50 Fh B Py st Fh e b g
RIKBERER T B, XA TR E B E it
Tsutsui &5 Ghosht%1 % 31, i 58 F — 4> TG PR K 9 F B 3L
B AR SRS B EMREIRBR. A
252 BRFHERRITFEREBER T HER R X—1MF
S A, BT A IR AR, S5 E IR IR AR, I xd
F—A 4 BB M E TR RS — SR RAE 8 T A —HR
4546, Fitzpatrick 25 A™ & B KR BERUASE L KA RUAR
MREL. {BR,Beyer ™ HIEZ I, M F—A (1, ) #ALRIEIE
AT MRS 1) Sphere FRERET , 18 Al A LI R FAURNEE
(offspring population) L4 X B4, J5k Hammel & A4 13
KA AP (parent population) HUAE p AT SLH, #1 & BLHE K
WS R E IR, Arnold™ ) f5 3k 43 47 i1k S 08 ZE 140
I Y Sphere sRYET , ZF AP BEMME 1 5 F R EEHIME A W
B—EHR A, N KRR « BOASE TR
BERAE. Beyerl™ w3 BIK Bl M 4. % T Goldberg %
AE BT 4, Miller 45 ADS4138 T — AN BR 48 9 3 A AL
B SR,

2.2 15 SROPs #{L A& Birfi L EE

B TR AN FEF S E BT, 5 TH G i
TLIEE, AL A K B AR BECRANER ., I THRERBiREH
B b= B RZE IR PR, B4 H B A5 B bR R Bt
Bx iR Z M S HERE, B SE RE B Rt RENS
R AR, BNA DEEEN BAR R 21E A8 — Bk
AT . XFERR T LD — 4~ SROP #4b R —A~%& Birit ik
(A1 RK .

2.3 —&3F SROPs (IR RMEF R TIE

(1) Tsutsui & Ghosh™ ) et BRI T — M &
#i8RHE R (GAs/RS® : GAs with a robust solution searching
scheme), 7£ GAs/RS® i F{ — i il a0, ZEITE-ME B 47
B BT, MR R T X RABMEL T, GAs/RS #Ed
B BUFEAL AU R R B R BN S BRI, &
HEAMERE R E bR RS, F A Y E0R 8 RA MR R
AW EAE RS,

(2) Jin 5 Sendhoff* $2 th T WiF 7 sk Rl i+ MM &
Bk, S SROPs #46a—A~F B A58 2 B etk 4L In) &
ekt K Hin AL MRS BHEMNERR, 5 —1B1F
MR BB BL. Jin S AR B MR AL
AKEINEE AN B 3E B B TEHT (fitness evaluations) , 35 43 F1) F 34
IR EER{E Bk E RSB,

*F SROPs B4, 7E Jin 55 Sendhoff BIBFZT R H T VU
TR B 8 E X 1 B9 SROPs #5461 (2) 28 (b) I
Hiniy & Binth il R -

(@Min (f,"(X), f£2"(X) @

H(O=FD
£ (X0 == S I @

*

H, FOONBEEEn AR BB o, HE j T ME
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M ERBUE 2 0., WER i MBI 2. BARULHT A 258 3Cik
[34],

(WMin (£(X), f2/ (X)) 6)
£ CO=F(X)

. )
fl'(X)=%L‘

(3) Lim % ADS I 1T —Fh 2 1) 2 B AR &AL 1k
it B: (IMORE . inverse multi-objective robust evolutionary
design optimization) , % B th 24 SROPs ¥4k i w1 B 4= i
AL IE) R, G

Max (fi" (XD, f2/ (X)) (®)

HIO=F0

£/ (X0=d(X,d, )

He—BiaAE B, 5 —A B iRk e—14
B, ZEARETE —TEHE 4 Ak BRET BT R
BB AW S d(X, d, DER AR EL, SR EEE X
[ B ICHAL35,36], RAIXF %, R E T URIETR BiE
EBBIEE,

(4) Ong H A% EAs 5RBUAUB ARG SR BRE
BRiE B T —MEXEMRE#AE R (Max-Min
surrogate- assisted evolutionary algorithm), B E EAs By
W, B B T 2 TF Baldwinian trust-region frame-
work BB K-8 /ML 3K 8, B 7E#E /LB B (surrogate
model) B} , i B T 42 71 & 56 %% (RBFE's; radial basis functions),
Ong 2 A\¥ 2 B B 2 i T i A TALS TLETE R 3 2
Wit FEFERAE SR ERENER T, RR-R/MUESE
B BB AR M B R T

UeAh FE B B AR R R T A — e T A
B4 TAE, 3 Branke® 1 T — Rt B S BEAMAMB N R KR H
¥ ; Branke'®2 48 44 T 7£ M2 75 3135 (noisy environment) #1382
ERBRBEEREERNBPUEIEER; Branke §
Schmidht®™ 4 H4 T JLF# 3 [7 B £ 11 (fitness estimation) [ 77
5 Parmeel™ & —Rp 4y Z B9 BAR, (8 M BB S5 18 BT BEAE %5
FA KRR #4798 % s Ray™ 4§ SROPs #{L i = H R4
IR, = B A543 05 AR el AR B ir R85 B AR R BT
E%5%,

3 ZBREERAR
T Z B RS 2. SR L 2 BIRg L

{8 &% ( MROPs : multi-objective robust optimization problems)
BN, e X 3,
EX 3(ZBEFERNARED #MBRMT.
MinF(X )= (f1 (X)), £2 (XD oo, £ (XD (10)
X'=X+8 X ,X€Q
H, >, HESHE X 5e L 1 HE) SROPs H[F.,
Bl , X FEZHIrBBENBHTRBURERY L. R
FH - LWHRERRAERERERNERIR PHRET Pa-
reto XEIX R, i Jin 2 AP Lim Z AP @ H £ B iRt
J5 kA T BA H ARG AL 1] B, Teich®™ 4% Pareto 3 fit 5
AR AL BB 2 1 E AR » Hughes™ 38 s B 07 M AE B
75 B b P50 I Pareto SCBC K2 M ™ A4 BfG iHiR 2 4%,
BRI EAs 2 #h it # MROPs, — B & —/~ HA ¥
. 32 .

€))

AR, HE Deb S A BB REHiBBERILMALY
HEEMB L BiRd, £ Bir e REFORRATEET
55— ; BEJ5 , Barrico 55 Antunes™ V{2t T BiFh & B iRtk
SRS, X R, T8 (degree of
robustness) FHE:E; 7E £ Hin G B AR AR 7 H , AT M T 4
KBTI, T E AT L MR R RORE A -

(1)Deb &5 A 158590 3% T 4 & &4 Pareto B ¥ (robust Pa-
reto front), {21} T BRI R £ Bir G B BB ITIE, 45

- RAF X (@) 5 (b

(2 MR- X BRADFER L BRI E
B Pareto BARME, BRAFR X" NE—HRBH L B BRI
# .

Min( 47 (XD, f7 (XD, e+, (X))

Subject to X € Q
B, >, 7 (X0 G=1,2, , DIEXLRENL 2.

(b) R X B (12) FERHE AR RE
B Pareto SRR IEARR X* NE_RRNE HirgERL
#.

Min(fi (XD, f2 (XD, £ ()

| 72 CO—FX0 |
< 12
Subject to { =7

an

I £ |l
Xen
e, ||| R 2R BAHG 7 COBH TR 77 (X,

A, E—RRNE EREERAAERLERE R
S B A, TR LU 3 B AR RO TR B AR eR BGH AT R 4L
REBHEH—-MERT r 4. B2RANE BRaiRait
BEGE AT XA E, R BT LR BN S BHENE
FEIRIFE 9. 7E Deb B AMBHEF, L5047 T B8 Pareto Al
WA 4 FARRIBEL, S 4 AR R 3 £ 3
WERRINENTIRE —ERREA.

(2) Barrico 5 Antunes®™ B HH T EBEHEMES. BT
BRI IR LB MROPs i MOEAs, 7E#%it#9 MOE-
As W1, R B 2 F /A 38 (niche) £ AR 194 F AL #l (sharing
mechanism) R RIFFH B LR, Fit. 8BES25TAH&
TE N W TRAE AR . R G B IR SO ML AR AT 40 25, X 1
BEFIORERIERFEREESENEERILM.

(3)Luo 5 Zheng ™ 48 T — b 7 iy kb B MROPs Ity 77
B R LU — ME R 40 MROP #{bRCh — 4B B
PR Z BAREA R ; Hh—A B AR 0 4% 1) B B (quality) , Xt
REREHRRE fo(X); 5B —" B NENE T, XN
EBBERFBRE fr (XD, WiXAE BARNALRE A R R
H

Min R(X)=(fo(X), fx (X)) ' (13)

Ja(XD=rankq
RRXO=2mw [ g (X)]?
Ho, ranko 3R IF BAR o B AT 2 28 HE RS 18 B A R AR
PR MESR ., RIEEMEME RN B AR = (XD,
5 ARG RAM B NR (14) B FRAL B (s i =1, 0,7 R
B, p H—5EB50.
Min G(X)= (g, (XD, g, (X)) (14

_ 1w 1AO—f[EXD]
s XO=FXH T RX K

(i:l""’r)



DX, X)) =201 | X*— X} | (k=1,++,n)
ERFHR RN PRI 2% 30Ek(63],

HREE R BRI 8 MOEA, — /N BE B A48 S st 2 6k
RERESSEESHRR N, EUARREREESS
Biiilsnprite oy

4 WESWRAMFE

4.1 HELH

HET, REHH EAs g B LnEO A58 T —4&
ZFEENRIGE, B B TR EE TR SRR
K, FRX AR —-ERXRREE, SHEHN, AL
W, WA KA EAs e G B R B F e R
B RMAE R TR, (R BRIt B R AR, JLTF AT
AXRT EAs HREBENBOARE N NIUEEREZFTE
FF ) —KEPE, RS F AR Z —, 7EIRE EAs 308
FH, #FEMNEMT —EHEXFENPR. W Tsutsui 5
Ghosh% % F g 25 ¥y 3k 1% 20 A 5E o7 BE PEAY ; Ong & ALY
A RRAEEARRERREE. FTHNB—T Paen-
ke % AL ) T AR LA R IRATTAE SR R AR 5 T LA T4

(1) Paenke % AU §2 T — R A 3 BERDR A5 4
EREMENESFE, R T ILMERSHER—F
BAKER (single model) . B T # B (nearest model) , & EY
(ensemble) DA B 22 # I (multiple models) , ZEH & MEKH
TR RIRT , fF R T RS BA M 2, EIEFR A 3
FIEREUFFFEE G, B SAmB ARG A%
MR RER E 5 ) 2. BT Pacnke ¥ AM LR
TEEBS B R A, TR S R BT B ARl
AR, R A A 7 MRS A T Y B R B A8 R B, A
FHBRAWRERS. ‘

(DA EMERA 5% B AR BT, AT 23, 7E 4B,
thl AR AL N S B . BT, RATE B R Rl
FivE——BEHLH AE (RS) 55 51 T 48 37 7 i 4% (LHS) &5
MOEAs &k R Z Braea iR BET - EEMN
IR AR B AR 4B e AR b B A o S R
MR, RAOTBEXFEARRITT B8N EVLHEE (ARS,
Adaptive RS) 5 B & BBz T #8 37 J7 i (ALHS: Adaptive
LHS), L4 R%Y, 5 RS M LHS 4, ARS 5 ALHS
A 7R SR MOEAs RS R B MMAEBNERT,
T A B Byl e B HLTE 1o B T 0 0 EF i) Y 0 » AT 388 R
BETEERHRE,

4.2 HftxTHUHZEZEBERABHMR

BREENBELIRN AT RAREENR L, FHTd®
BEAsRH A FEEREMHYE T I E. 10 Deb 5 Gupta
(67) 3R e S s oAb BRAF 7E AR A9 MROPs; Handa ! 2 i} EAs
57 38 W 5 B2 (fitness function) &8 R a2 H AR BB $ (time-
varing functions) K & ERLHES.

4RE AEAHEEGBREAH EREFEERNR
B MARF AL ETERE., BRXT EAsBRERBERL
RN C AR T FENTR 26, BB MR, KR
BEE., RITARNEFEZE R THRENEE, ERRES%,
D 15 EAs BERBSERMBHIZE:2) IR—FEHEHN.B
BAMBHSEEITNILE; D BB -B4XTHRE

e RILEDIR, HRES BirGBRILM T mEMEY
2>, H T F EAs 4b# MROPs, 5 2 % 8 4 a0 & 0L R A,
RIBA R Tt B MR L UE R R, IR EREH
BT 5) CRR66 )48 e o T st B - e B AR A, L 2
— MEFRBFFT Ty 5 6) B3t & B O AL [ R R R B M
Tk, BBRRARERRTERNRARE, b FEETH
S AL E SR RINE. BET, OB DI R
Mg 7 vk SHE AR E; DS AT . B AT, iR AR AR
RN AL B G R L AL RI R HEACE BT SE AT .

AR PTRERE £ T ML 655 T 324 8 L B B R AL i BF
FLHBRAEXUATRE-SAEMENSE . WREEX
He—TJ7 R4 BB RSO
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