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Abstract
multi-objective optimization problem as soon as possible, a new
algorithm based on reference point prediction (PDMOP) is pro-
posed. Firstly, PDMOP distributes the past individuals to dif-
ferent time series according to the information of reference point
association. Then for these time series, a linear regression model
is used to predict the new environment population. At the same
time, historical prediction error is added to the current pre-
diction to enhance prediction accuracy, and a Gauss noise is

In tracking the moving Pareto front of dynamic

added to every new individual to increase the initialized popu-
lation diversity. In this way, the algorithm can speed up conver-
gence in the new environment. The results of four benchmark
problems and the comparison with other two existing dynamic
multi-objective algorithms indicate that the proposed algorithm
can maintain better performance in dealing with dynamic multi-
objective problems.
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TV R ARl 2E RIS S5 22 U AP A K A AR R
i RIS A 22 F AR DG AL Y, B h s 2 B ARG AL A 3L
H bR RIS RSN S ph SRA A S T EL BB TR AS A
1k, BB H e U0 R B DL T . 2 Bl I TR) A2 4. SCHRER
KL WBFFE S 3h A% B AR 6, B =i,
Tl ks Rl PO S R U, LS |
XURCA . AR AuA F) 4, 4 m] AL A 352 H AR A6 1)
FRHEAT AL FRT) . ORI, %2 1AL A 25 A MR ARF ] Fy 1 o
) H R, HI Pareto el iy FlimsE A2 4. B, ARMER
RIEEE GRS el

AL 5 (Evolutionary algorithms, EAs) Ay H 3Rk
NS AR AL TR R, SEgG b AEM L, EAs
BA®EIAT. BHL. AIEMN. B9 SRHE, 2 —FHE
ATz E R AR AL EEE L F Ik, AU EAs fiRdk
SASMAL WG] T BOR B 1 R PR ER S A A
TLARSE /BT EAs b BRSNS 2 H ARG Ak 78 i o ),
BV SR A BE B A DR A 22 AR M 1 [ I I PR S5 2. AR 3
SZ HAn UL BEER R B, Y2 RS2 H s iie
AR EAs, 41 NSGA-IT (A fast and elitist multiobjective
genetic algorithm)[m]\ SPEA-II (Improving the strength
Pareto evolutionary algorithm)[u] . DE (Differential evolu-
tiom) "2 4, 2847 RN B I B B R TSR sh A 1 .
Biltn, FEESZ B e 0 R A B Al B ARS RSN (0
Deb %) DNSGA-II (Dynamic multi-objective optimiza-
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A S sk Eh A LRSS, R EYRAE R AR (L
BOINTYE O T REERT 2 25 N B A AR AT BRI
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—FpET SIS H SN S 2 B IEALE T (Pre-
diction strategy for dynamic multi-objective optimization
algorithm based on reference point, PDMOP). 18K 5
AE [l — A2 TSR B SR RT3, ST T
R ARERBEAT TN, A8 A ORAr 2 A M 1) ] B 398 I 3 0 P
FE. SUABEMI, ZEENR AR 1) R YRR
BB 7 Pareto BiVR{E B, 3T 25022 5@ 7 W
B35 2) FIH S5 RS54 4 18 15 S i Fp i 2
FEPE, SEIMCSE BE 5 R e 22 RE IR I T4, 3) AE TN AR AL
T s A TI0 3R 25 04T SO, AT AR BYE R AR e, A
SO 3 754 v 03k b A 90 o B v R AT 07 EL AR,
I 5 DNSGA-II 543: 1% #1 DSS (Directed search strategy)
SR AT TR FUBRST. SE AR, AN SO R B bk
IR ERBNASZ H ARk o) Rl R ()22 LA Pareto ®iihy, JEHA
R AT B PR M

1 [a)gRfEiR

— i, BHASZ B ARG M AT s SOM A AR

minf(xat) = {fl(xat)7f2(m7t)’ e 7fM(m7t)}
s. t. z(w,t) EO, (1)
(fL',t) - 07
xeD

Hor, ¢ IR, & = (21,22, ,20) " 0 JEPSRAE R,
g Fh RS RSERLHR, D R = ], f O
TfTa] ¢ AZARE) M4k H bRk

EX 1. X FHE—wE G5 ¢, s w =
(Ui,’LLé,”’ 7u§\4)T Pareto £4j5ﬁ% Ve = (Uiavéa'” 7U§M)T7

WEHAMN BT Vi € {1,2,---,M}, u < of H 3 €
{1,2,--- , M}, 15 ui < oj, Hrp M 2 HARREIY 4L

EX 2. XFFH—mf0 (5 ¢, FRiE 2, € D A
(1) 4 Pareto i, 24 HAUY REAE 0 € D, 15
v = f (zv,t) Pareto 5w = f (zu,t).

AL R BT A Pareto S AR LI HE A% R Pareto
Ffif4E (Pareto-optimal set, PS); AW 1Y, F PSt (Pareto
set) XA H A5 bk BUE L G H R Pareto L ETHT (Pareto-
optimal front, PF). #R#% Pareto il fEHEF Pareto H AL Hl
B IR )28 AL 0L, 07522 HRR BT 40 AF 4 26200
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A ) A2 4k
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3) Pareto fIARAENBERSIAS LT Pareto ffLHivEHE
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4) Pareto x4 A Pareto B BT #EBAS A [B] 254k
2 S EHRRHEZE (PDMOP)
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AR SRIR L TR SIS AN IR A 46 2P IR, HAR QT
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= BRI AR R B 2. 30752 H AR UL I
BT J2 Pareto BLUMRSE, 1 $ 4% B0 T LLAC IR . I
AR, R T RS 2 BRI Y 22 REVERISCORME ) 151, 3 )
Das 2542 10077522 Bt 5% 5 1 Sems A gl i 2220
B4, kT AR FERN B0 2 R, Deb 2542 Hy NSGA-TIIRY,
Azzour %F 1 2% 15 K5 BAAMR BT HERF PO 4.

AR T — TS SRR TR e
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Fig.1 Two-objective optimization problem structured
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Table 1  Individual correlation algorithm
HE1 AMAE IR T
S 1 fori=1: H do //H &% 5115
IR 3 end
LI 4 for i =1: N do //N FMERA AL
$uE 5 for j=1: H do
P 6 WA ERISH LI
T end
B 8 SRR B B/ MY S % LS RIS T
A9 end

Fl1

B2 PEEAREA A R A S5 i Ik
Fig.2  Two objective optimization problem of individual

associated with reference point

BEAN, S BRFF R R, AR SCIEREA B A AR P 27
ARIEED ¢ SRIGMPTNAREER Z A, B

Tii1 =Ty +6 (5)
=i} BT RSN DS I
s ~ N(0,5%) (6)

Hodr, 6 i

1
0 = elle — o ™)

Hr, n RYOSRAS R,
2.4 INERN

IR KA AR, R PR A I BT AT A I, B
RGN B B AL T AR, ARG B SR B AR SCHE HE B T
TSR = A U IR B T AP, JE R Z AR B R T
BE R RGP, AR B B S B B IR BT T B B AR
BRI b, BARSSEAR I B8F (A 5 50 T RS A 28 R EE R, BRSSEAR
Rt R

& Tl - faill
1£@D) = Fal]

Mo, o) FoRIEE ¢ B NS S ERERAME. W TR E
FIERIIRE 0, 24 n(t) > n B, MEAIREE & AEARE, B A
TR SR
2.5 PDMOP EZxHE

PDMOP B AESZ B LB E NSGA-IT Bk N
HAHEL, PDMOP SyAHNRIGINEER 2 iR,

# 2 PDMOP Fikthtit

n(t) = (8)

Table 2  Pseudo code of PDMOP

Rk 2 PDMOP Hkth s

HHE 1 SRR AR SR, IR 7,
TR/ pop, #EALAE max_gen, FFAEHIEAS A
BEBL™ A RUBA pop WIMARNEE pf.
4t=0, T=0,gen=0

B 2 IR R (7) ), W () <n
MG 3, BNELTE 4.

BB 3 IRBEAR B AR, BEALARAE SR AR A A

B8 3.1 PEALBRAE: PA—E A SR pe, 85
Prn s SEARTLAANR pf €™ BT HEL AR,
FEAFRORRE Q7T

I 3.2 QY™ U pl " PulHT, HRIES S LR
AR pITT MERTF Ak, BB 5.

B 4 IR R A AR A, 7 A T R e A Ak

HPg 4.1 FEATUREE, HTR (4) PURTRZY,
PSR/ pop TN,
HRFHAER T — i 2 BRI R R F e

HHE 4.2 FEREDT A5, bR 5.

B 5 JWT AW SR L A, 0 2 DU 1

B, t=1t+1, $PHE 2.

3 ERMERERDH

AL 4 A3 A2 H bR U0 A0 A fE L ) B FDATL,
FDA3, FDA4, FDAS #FT{5 B 358, IF5 SCHk [13] 10
DNSGA-IT FE¥AHISCHR [16] $2H 1) DSS SEyE#FATX LUmESE.
3.1 MR 3

TEENZSZ BRI 4 R R0 2 PR A8 () 45— 2%
AR S IR R BT 1 e D A A R B LU A TR . R SR
FR 5 T R 2 L. A SCSR ) A o T R 2 o,
FDAL JE T3l R85 2 A8 — KM MR8 38 (bR, 3
Pareto s LRIV AL, T Pareto L ff B IR BT AR {b 171 48
1b. FDA2 J@T3h35 A4 2 o B 28 26 A0, 43085848k
i, H Pareto Sl iV Al Pareto fiflt it MEFREE AR 1k
MAsfk. FDAL Fl FDA3 [ Pareto HiVTHI&— MKl
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M. FDA4 #1 FDAS ) Pareto By 2 2Ll i, H Pareto
M fRH IR AR AL T AR {k, (A2 FDAS (¥ Pareto fifH]
W TR AR AL AR A0 8 58 2008, 1 FDA4 J& 15—
FEMIE. ARiEI R Fcank 3 R,

* 3 Wl
Table 3 Test instance

R HREs HPifE, PS fil PF

fl(ﬂ’t):Isz(mvf):g(l*\/%)
g=1+X0 5 (x; — G(1)2,G =sin <o.5wﬁ>
PS(t):0< @y <1,m; =G, fori=2,---,n
PF(t): fo=1-f1, 0<f1 <1
fl(w’i):mf,h(maf):g(lf\/?l)
9=1+G+ X, (e - G(1)?

G = |sin (0.51 t )‘, F = 102sin(0.57¢t)
nr

FDA1 [0,1] x [—1,1]7~1

FDA3 [0,1] x [—1,1]?~1

PS(t):0<azy <1l,z; =G, fori=2,---,n
PF(t): fo=1—/f1, 0< f1 <1

f1 (=, t) = (14 g)cos (0.5mx7)

fo (z,t) = (1 4+ g)sin (0.57zq)
9=Y1 o (x; -G ()2

ool

FDA4 [0,1]™

sin O.57rn
PS(t):0< 2] <l,z; =G,fori=2,---,n
PF(t): f2+r3=1

f1(x,t) = (1 4+ g)cos (0.57yy)

f2 (=, ) = (1 + g)sin (0.57yq)
9=C+Tl (2, —CG(1)?

G = sin(O.Enr L )‘
nr

FDAS5 [0,1]™

y; = 2f , F =1+ 100sin? (0.57¢)
PS(t):0<x; <1l,z; =G, fori=2,---,n
PF(t): ff + f3 = (1 + G)?

3.2 BHIRE

1) WS HEE: R B AR R IRE 3 7 = 5, B
WAL RYERE n = 20. WSS EREEAS AL 30 8k
AF— RIS, YBEVEETE] 300 LRI, 4L 10 IR,
ANEFEMANT BT 30 IR

2) FREER/IMEE N 100.

3) A SCEEA DNSGA-IT 53 PA NSGA-IT SR HEZLEAT
Beit, HAZ SUAREN 0.9, A8 SAilff %8 0.1.

4) SRk [16] HhHg DSS i3 DE Hi M ERLIE,
B I8 SCHR ) S B T B
3.3 TENIEHR

&L BRI B RN B AR R ESI SIS TR AT
WSl B 35 AF L 1Y) Pareto BT P* (t), I HHERFRE
A S(t) IEREERY. AR B (Inverse gener-
ation distance, IGD)BY FI#8 & F It (Hypervolume ratio,
HVR)PY 855 B Sk 2 g, o, IGD fysE
SR

N

|P*(t)]
IGD(t) = = 9
=P )
Isel | &L L 2
dz-—guglJ (7@ = 1 (10)
j=1
BHAE

IGD(t) [ W 5 3 B MAC SICTE 1 o 22 A0 11
IGD(t) /2%, BWHE S(t) C&M5 BB s %

FEPE. AL HVR 2 TH#AR (Hypervolume, HV)EPY
MR SR, LB 2 AR e ), Hoat &= (10)
FR:

HVR(t) = % (11)
{
HV = volume (Uljl ’Ui) (12)

HVR(t) fefs 4 B EE AR 2 MNE R, 24 S(t) M P (1)
HAR, HVR(t) BN 1. Fitk, HVR(t) MoK, FAFHA
YR Z AR BT
3.4 SRGERENR

1) IGD #EREITH: %1 FDAL, FDA3, FDA4, FDAS5 [
AR IE I R £, XA SR (PDMOP), DSS #l DASGA-II
EANEIES RIS IBAT 30 AT X EE SCIR AR ST . HE RE
Mr¥g#5 IGD MG IE S HIE 3~6 iR, 10 ASARRI
BE TR 30 WAMSLIEAT 45 R 8 IGD $(ERIJF Z W 4 Fix,
HH RS R IGD PEREFEAR T (B FLR/DS, (BN R 53
VR BRI Z ARSI B 3~ 6 FIFE 4 A DA H,
PDMOP S3EF1 DSS S IGD AHXT /N, A S
BRI DSS SFYAS H I B #1208 Pareto S e
APREE R A SCEEN IGD M AR R A A X T A8 LA AR ER
ER/DNE (W2 4 iy IGD ¥ER 7 20 LLEY), BEIASC
YR RE R AT HE B A SIS IS, e AFREE AR RE P
HST SR 3 e fL e

F 4 FIRMEREVEOT LR

Table 4 The comparison of algorithm performance
ik PEREPFOT BT 16D HVR
Sk
DNSGA-II  0.071365018 (0.002269256) 0.71946556 (0.000297)
FDA1 DSS 0.02600748 (0.001803211) 0.70582515 (0.000535)
PDMOP  0.015680472 (0.000359908) 0.73517365 (0.000364)
DNSGA-II 0.044540016 (0.001073) 0.71305567 (0.000135)
FDA3 DSS 0.025739528 (0.001627) 0.6885821 (0.001138)
PDMOP  0.01396887 (0.000212644)  0.72832574 (0.00032)
DNSGA-IT 0.52746455 (0.00360) 0.9912373 (4.065E—05)
FDA4 DSS 0.590349722 (0.019668538) 0.991158595 (0.00059)
PDMOP  0.487834225 (0.002480901) 0.9936884 (4.83E—05)
DNSGA-II  0.815775725 (0.0609696) 0.9958528 (3.26E—05)
FDAS5 DSS 0.785075639 (0.020305) 0.981521674 (0.00057)
PDMOP  0.767482022 (0.0258126) 0.99085766 (1.58E—06)

2) HVR PEREPPAf: X SCHER S0 4 A 00 3 oA 45
SR 3 FhE R MSIIEAT 30 Y HVR PERESE bR (8 4 &
7~10 7R, 2 4 451 10 BT HVR PEREFRARA I E R
Ty 2%, WA SR LA SAAE A A3 IR .

K 7~ 10 S5 AR R 5 FDAL ~ FDAS ) HVR 6
A%, MIE AT AE LA H: A% (PDMOP) iy HVR
B2 25 F DSS & yEMl DNSGA-IT &3k, #Hi4 3 PDMOP
FLYE NS T AT bR R AR 0 2 AR IR R, MR 4 B AR
PDMOP #:#:1) HVR YEREFRFRAERENIREE P AR, %
R A SC A3 BE o b B R R B 1 sh S84k

WX IGD fI HVR HERETEAN P47 10 G it 0F
SETT AL, ASCHE 1 ) PDMOP Sy BUS 3 4 i S5
WBRL B, ARSI Pareto S AARAE B ARZS 8] N 41 15,
BRI FF R Z AR RE ).
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3) SLEGAMHT: 1 IGD # HVR PEEEIEM48HR T B A
SCETHR VRS DSS EyEfl DNSGA-IT &y HA fBdE. M
RS AL JE IR AL (BUN) AhEE St 43 B 48 SCRTHR SR I A
MPE. B 11~ 14 45 ¢ = 1 8] ¢ = 5 B2 TOIAEE. A
A, AFAML 5 AR SO PDMOP (13 #
MRS DSS SHyEM DNSGA-IT Bk H #2381 B SR,
MITFEZEAL I o RE A Hs b S8 1ot O

4) SLIREEIS: AT YE PDMOP i i Al S B e A
2% RSN R)T A, 4352 B ARk mE g B AR 1L
B, AN E] T80 4 BRI ST B S AR AT T 05 (] A,
AETH AR TR A AT AR AR, BIPE P s A 5000 32 2 2 5 51 791
DS o, A TN &5 SR SRR AE s e, TOOINARBAH i A =
Wi sk st AR Z AR . (15 AT BALE AR A &2
FEME B Rl BN PR SGE . iS5 DSS #il DNSGA-IL #3k
HSRE A5 R L, T ARt PDMOP 53R 08 TE AL A i 7l
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