%43 % o5 11 H 3 b % Vol. 43, No. 11
2017 4£ 11 A ACTA AUTOMATICA SINICA November, 2017

—RKHBE L BRREBRemue s
MEE D B ARD AR

W B #£4531352 B4 EE (Dynamic multi-objective optimization problems, DMOPs) K sR g 1%, 18 # T B A5
PREET, Wi EROA R, PAREN AN Pareto S ifif. X0 BB ST ERM AR RN A, £ 2 I0EAEA R
HFRI BT A AL R, i, #2288 Pareto S MUAREEMIELAL B ¥E. S Pareto fRERIERE —ZIT
) Pareto B HLM#RT PALA— & FoE MEIBI(E, 18R R K ZAES SIS TR ESCHTE, AT EHAE X IR T Pareto fi#
£, OB/ SRR, HEHLE & Pareto fRIWIIEELE N, 45t T ISR EEEAERRE BT X, R HFL N FI S8R 1L
B, FIART AN 2 HirdHb I B RS 2R T ¥, M T A2 B i e b i . i T%
PP S T AR BT T 1E B W 2 4 )P S TN, 5 T4 8 i 283 B RE PPN TN, 0% 8 B ZhE
D R ER O ST, 25 SRR AR B 2 SRS Bk, B AE R KPR RIS S84 Pareto L.
XA S Z HRUL, SELE, S8 Pareto S LR, EHEA TR R

SIRAME  HRER, B0, JLEE, BiE. R8s L Bing e . Bk, 2017, 43(11): 2014—2032
DOI 10.16383/j.aas.2017.c160300

A Novel Dynamic Multi-objective Robust Evolutionary Optimization Method

CHEN Mei-Rong*? GUO Yi-Nan' GONG Dun-Wei' YANG Zhen'

Abstract Traditional methods solving dynamic multi-objective optimization problems (DMOPs) often trigger the evo-
lution process again to find the Pareto-optimal solutions as soon as new environment appears. This may lead to larger
computation and resources costs, even unable to perform the optimum solution in the limited time. Therefore, a novel
evolutionary optimization method is proposed looking for dynamic robust Pareto-optimal solution sets, which are the
Pareto-optimal solutions for certain environment. They can approximate to the true Pareto fronts in following consecutive
dynamic environments along a certain satisfaction threshold, and directly be used as Pareto solutions of these environments
so as to reduce the computation cost. Two metrics including time robustness and performance robustness are presented to
measure the environmental adaptability of Pareto-optimal solutions. Subsequently, they are transformed into two kinds of
robust optimization models. Multi-objective evolutionary algorithm based on decomposition and penalty-parameter less
constraint handling method are introduced to form the decomposition-based dynamic multi-objective robust evolutionary
optimization method. Especially, a moving average prediction model is adopted to realize multi-dimensional time series
prediction of these solutions. In term of eight benchmark functions and two novel metrics, the simulation results indicate
that the proposed method can obtain the robust Pareto-optimal solutions meeting the need of decision makers with more
average survive time.

Key words Dynamic multi-objective optimization, evolutionary algorithm, robust Pareto optimal solution, robust sur-
vival time
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a(t)) — RM 18 M AHARER fi(x, a(t)), RM
R HWEN. oft) IR XIS SE

TWEIAK, FREEAR A0 AR B) e 52 0 B e, B
PRI S A A R e R % S W B[], DU AH B 19
I HWE Vak), alk) # alk +1). FEE—HE
H, a(k) PREFAZE, A A H A eR £ A A AR AR
. Wik, EiASE&Z BRI b gy K
NS Z Bt Ae B, 2k (min F (2, (1)), - -,
min F(z, o(K))). FAHE—IEE T ESZ Bisth
LRI, $R15H) Pareto S fLfEERICH PS(k), k = 1,
2, K, #HNV1Y Pareto ®iyFich PF(k), k= 1,2,
o KO MBS 2 H AR A R R K 8 H An e B7E
IR A NS 2 1, B ook + 1) BELZ T, SRk
HFNW E min F(z, (k) i) Pareto it PS(k).

WA SR PRS2 B AL R, it —
R A BRI A IE, A R F5 B2 1) PR 45 A8 fb AR
KRR, HE, EHNIMIFREE TR TR
Z ks A2 H ARk B Ty 3, e S8 g np
PARRI A3 PR BRERIAEE 3 3848 Ak 5 ) i DL
(Track the moving optima, TMO)! 1 Fizh 456
Al A 2161,

TMO J5 AP AS A2 2446 00 2 P15 % AR AR AL I
FFIE LR RE, AR R ) SRR R
O AE T W AE AL i R v, 1A % e 5 23 ) A 4
FANFF R LR, AT SRR 1 22 B 1 A s S g P
Y, PRIETE a(k) — a(k + 1) A BREEI, $63)
2 min F(z, o(k)) 1Y) Pareto fflifit. AR E
PR AEIR A ARSI . Ty S AF B A ROR AT
PR AP O RS =T Tl

BERT SN ASERBERRG I ), Farina 250 Y45 —
FRFPREH FEALEE Y 10 % MRS T BBV, anif
FHTEA B IS WA AR IS B AR ], D3RR P45 kAR
AL A SRR Z AR, AP N AR
BRGNS, FERENLEAS T AR A, $—E
FEBIE AR ANEE, HEAER RS N VPN A L R

2 Hir A @i, by s 45 B A 800 H
T2, WRTR R RIIAEE S SRS i LfE PS(k)
SRR FFIAEE T LR, — O T, R HICAZALHR]
HKARTE A F B ASERBE T B s e A ). 2446 ) %)
FHAL S ARSI, 38 A Py s A 50 2 R 38 R SV
P, OISR RSS2 B AR LSRR )
AN FE SRR 202 T3, PR D s e ok
TN Fr RS ) BR BEBE 7. 12U BE A R YL B
AR s A& 2 B At b, i —Jr T, i
BN R AR, SR B AL S R
T AR BNSIATE BB, R H % il fig 4
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P& 0 A R T A AR v, SRR [ ] 0 AR AR A

THAHER BN ASIAEE N PS, 1A B AR N oI G
FiiEE. Zhou 251 SR i) 5 USSR, s 3ot A
P M P S5 YR A U AR R RORILRFIRE. EIm, X
B BET R A AR Oy P, SRR BB Y
Pareto fift4k, Ak Ay O sURIAL TR R 4 N DAS i
A AL X PR 3 23 0 AT, 4531 R — IF 2 4 4
DEFPRE. BRI AR TN 75 vk B A B/ N I [] 2R
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FARARUIE B SIS AL ]
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MR BEAR SR, AL T 7 B AR A A A 1 A
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BB T IR Pareto BITTHIERER. HT Z e
[ sh 2 B AR PR s i, S A i)
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TR S < AR B I AR S 2 TR ) A B 5, 5
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TEAT IR T PR PRS- 48 303 1Y T4 — PR 0 S DG
E IR TMO NSO R 1A R e S,
ER AP AE LA R INXE. 1) 4shaS ek MY H Axes
BRI I LA S H A 23 1) 535 phe SR 2 [A) H AT 3 s 44
Ky, SRS AR UM XEAE A BRI R]
WARTT. 2) MR LB, 27 PS(k) 5 PS(k —
1) A 2200, T ) S L8 52 b TAR AL ), SR
I PS(k) AR TR T U, (227 g
FECR R RERIER O A ONA, =T A
TEA PRI TR] AT AL . DRI, SBERRIAEIAL i
I, #RIREE— SRR R A AT Y.

HFPALHE R, Yu %0 g T AT
(5] ) 8 35 E 4% Bt i (Robust optimization over
time, ROOT) ffifs. HAZORBBET FHR—41%
PEARSE, RS EM T AL —E W E ] T2
HELEBhAIAEE. Jin %09 i TR AR ROOT
I 1 — A I HEZR, A B T A i A A 3005
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AR P B b e 5 T SR ) s LV SR A T
Fu 0410 5 3R B I [7) 25 1k 1 3 A R AL iR
SE SCT AL AT I 18] 125 38 B 8 7 A4 W] T S RE i
PR Rl A B . DA B R T SRR sh A S i e it
il (R HE AL 7 AR A2 B0 Bl A5 B H B Ak ) e A
(. T EhAS 2 H ARG, Chen 2500 42T
filiik Pareto fFERSEIEL LR HT AL E #E Pareto sl
f## (Robust Pareto optima over time, RPOOT) ¥
S, Za i T &R Pareto AR AT I TR AIF-3338 B
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B fRAE A I A S SR L A J AR bERE R 37 v i
FEEABEFE T A HAn L HA AL ERE. ik, &
R SRS BB S8 AR 18 22 8 S T —
H bR 38 I BE(E, T2 A - H AR A AR
FFERE. 2) SRMFERE AR Y 1 R A 1 75 BT R ol
LA SIRE FE N . ROOT (L& — HF%
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Chen 25061 $5 it fg ok ) & M0 1 e S VE DR 1R
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RS I8 B B e . 18 I A i AL S T SR
W&, SLEBNS L Hin B U K. 430
PRBVEE A T Mo sh 52 HARL AL 8, 52 2R
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TR U1 8K A Bh SO RIS PR A 6T i
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TERANFIEAEE T, M SR AR, ARG
ZINEIY) Pareto Fefifif. X ] A8 P EUER & BT EAL
s XFIEE, VIARSR SIS T s s 24
WK BRI RAR, FE 2 A] BB o vAAE A FR A A] Py 34
TEMACR. A B sh S22 B gt it
FERAZ O AR S 4 — 4 &4 Pareto fifde, &4
“ 4% Pareto T AA—EWREEEH T2 A ®ES:
BIASEREE, SRR ] DAEE G A b R AE AN P AT B B
SR N Pareto L.
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& L; hEE Pareto fcfifiRse RPS H{EE
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R T . X
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. K3
] eRPS (i)

L; =
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ST SR X ] AR AR B AR B R 3 R
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(BT e SR 1 -
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BERE N FETT.
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1N 2 H AL 1) B L 52 Pareto B HEREH 2
HE BRI, R — & Pareto fi RPS(i)
BEOEMT T AFELEHSIHEE. 0T HE E
7, R T RS XS Pareto fRHFREEIE Y E )1
M. E SCE#E Pareto fif RPS(7) sFRYFEAME
x! FE T WHA)ET N 12058 B (.
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(6)

B Pareto fif 1Y) ~F- 2 IV BE S e T H i AE I
B % N R RE, B RE S R ME. T4 E 1% Pareto
I RPS (i) 19 H bpil dre/ M iZ P19 38 1Y AE,
] minzgeRPS(i) F*(x, a(k)).

2R SR Pareto 1% I 1] £ 42 M A
PEREE I PE S L. FIESCIR (1] 28BS 2 B AR
iR FDAL1 f1 FDA3, H, FDA1 f Pareto £
ffit PS(k) FlEE] & iAZ 4k, {EAHL ) Pareto i
W PF(k) ARG (b; FDA3 1 PS(k) &l PF(k)
FRBERT A & mASAk. PAt = 0.1,0.2,0.3 = iESE
BASERE N, MR LS Pareto BLUEMR PS(k) A

Pareto giyfy PF(k) (k= 1,2,3) Wi 1 AIE 2 frow.
WEAREERRE T = 3, K k = 1 B Z89 PS(1) 1
hEA%E Pareto fif RPS(1), B RPS(1) = PS(1), N
HAEW B N, PSR EO € #E Pareto fif RPS(1)
(P2 R I BE il 2 an el 3 s

&k Pareto fifH HEASA AR ) A A7 B TR O T
FEAEAH GBS AR T R X 3 B B 221, RIS (4)
HiE SRS A(L(2])). AR H T BUE B Pareto fi#
RPS(1) 5HH&FM) k = 2,3 FRIEHT 2 B AH X 8 [
ZEICH A1) 1 A(2), W 4 F1£ 1 s, H,
F(21,a(2)), F(x],a(3)) B E LK@ N EHE. &
EREMEBIME n = 0.4, XF T % FDAL, 154
Pareto g RPS(1) [AAFRE R Ly = 2; WX T bR
¥ FDA3, HE#: Pareto fif RPS(1) A4 A7 [E]4X

1 1
0.8f 0.9
0.6 0.81
04r 0.7
k=1,2,3
ook A o6l
0 71 % 0.51
. k=3
~0.4f k=1 k=2 03f
—0.67 021
0.8 0.1}
. i ; ; i 0 i i j i
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1 0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
X Sx)
() AL PS (k) (b) HSL[ PF (k)
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K1 e FDAL fE=ANZIRESE Pareto fif5 BITHY LA
Fig.1 True Pareto solutions and Pareto fronts of FDA1 in three environments
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2 [4] ﬂ Eg
/ <
~0.2f i oLy P
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0.6
0.8
1 j i i i 0 j i i i
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1 0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1

X
() B/ PS (k)
(a) True PS (k)

& 2

i)
(by LR PF (k)
(b) True PF (k)

PR FDA3 FE =M ZI E 5L Pareto fi#-SHITTAYELEL

Fig.2 True Pareto solutions and Pareto fronts of FDA3 in three environments
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Six)
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Fig.3 Average fitness and true PF(k) with k = 1,2, 3
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(a) %X FDAI
(a) Function FDA1
2 r T
— # — Robust pareto front (k= 1)
18 — = = Robust pareto front (k=2) |
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Average fitness

S
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0.4

S

— # — Robust pareto front (k= 1)
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1
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Fig.4 Average fitness and robust Pareto fronts with k =1,2,3

# 1 RPS(1) SHI4E k = 2,3 FREE T ARA I E R R 2= (H

Table 1  The relative fitness errors of RPS(1) and
adjacent two environments
Ao 3 B 2 A(1) A(2)
FDA1 0.301 1.2177
FDA3 0.6728 1.7687

F Ly = 1. GuiRERRRCEHEEIE n = 0.7, WX TR
¥ FDAL 1 FDA3, w[15E#E Pareto fi# RPS(1) ¥
R TRIER N Ly = 2. BAR, ROEMEEIE n B
T &% Pareto ffRTAH AR 1 SL 8 AL AL
n WK, € Pareto fREFRIE L K R2Z, 0

BN, R AEAFI ] L ).

Li LR, AEAT I [R) A Y- 35 1 BB 73 3l Sk T
fE— &4 Pareto f#AEELESASERGE N (Y I 5] 45 4
PRI PERE SR

2 HEZBEmEEHKMHEE
2.1 RBEEL

&2 Bing Mt RPOOT HART
i :J:‘!?/\ijfuﬂfﬁﬂ"j Pareto s flif PS(k),

SR RRAFI R 1 W E OB & ik Pareto il
fi# RPS(k). ?K{Z%ifi{uﬂﬁt@@?%%ﬁﬁj}/uxﬂii?ﬁﬁ

H5 Pareto S U, 17 H 2 0] fE 2 M@ 1T 5 2534
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LS FIWESE Pareto L. X EAE#{L
Ak #E T /i Pareto fif PS(k) 24 HTIE RN B, K&
HAER KNS FHENEE. ETH 14 H
FA) s (] 2 A P A B A 1 e S, M G T T bR
RS EE Pareto fc i fRRGEIZL.

AR 1. BT [E S ) 5 A AL A,

min F*(z, a(k)) = (f*(z, a(k)), -+,
ar (@, a(k))) (7)

Ho, F™(z, (k) HEESIREENZ) &k 50F N, o
PR E MR T T AP 2 1 b (. Al
/N ] 2 P T i 1A, 3 2 80 S 5 ) -3 3 o AL
SRARIUEME @ XAH Y 3 228 5L T H 58 Pareto A
I HE ).

RE 2. BT AR

min F**(z, a(k)) = (f>(z, a(k)), -
o (@, ak)))

F*(z,a(k)) — F(z,a(k + q))
[F* (2, a(k))|
g=0,---T—1 (8)

AR @ XA L SIS 1 R e
PR RN B T BRI b, i o 19550
Y BRSO R T — 1 ASERSEI 2038
JEERIPRIEZE /N T R AEE AR E TR E 1. Horp, 24
q =0, F(z,a(k+q)) FRAuN% k HEIGE

A~

WEE(H, B F(2, a(k +q)) = F(z, a(k)).
2.2 ETFHEN RPOOT #HLMHE~.

R BT RE S Z H AR
AL ] 8 B PR 2 A 1 R O A oy [ I
(S PE N 1 R RE S A, BSR4 Bl A
FHRR T — 1 ARSI T 1135 38 B
fH. P, B B A, LAk R gt 72 i A%
O, SRR B[] 1 DA (] s ) 224 iR o SR Bl &S PR
HA BRI  & 4 Pareto L fE. AFET1E
i) DMOPs, —J7 i, ik B brie % > i 7 i 18]
W T WICEEE AR, 55— 07T, ARRIESZSIF
5T a0 38 Y B2 AR FNAY, 75 22 R BT 8] 77 41 i
W7k Ativt. Oy ¥ LA 2.3 . XA 1
)RR, SR GEn BT o ) 2 H br kb A
(Multi-objective evolutionary algorithm based on
decomposition, MOEA /D). H i, 2 fift 55 R H
HT TE R AR £ (Penalty-based boundary
intersection, PBI)M7. H A&t (LrS ILEE 1.

AR TASAYL 1, AU 2 REfgR % ) ) B M 5 A1
R, BRI Y RS R, ATRE A AR ]
AL N — NS L2 B AR, B0 2

s.t. ‘ H <n

AP, A SCHET 4% MOEA /D, iR T4
AR TE 5 S T 2y A By ).

HE 1. EToBstsEngdiftimt
'

1: FF i

2: WURHIFEENZ] k = 1, PRGHFESEL a(k);

3. BEHLRIAG AL FNRE P, MR AR 2 102 BT
BERN M F*° (2", a(k)), i = 1,2, -+, Npop;

4 BRI SE R 2(k) = (z1(k), - 2u (k)T
zj(k) = min{f**(z", a(k)),- -, f;7 (@70, a(k)};

5 MRIFH I AMNE N E A = (AL, Ay), 4
= 1,--+, Npop, FIHBNZS PBI 430 B AR #HN Npop 4
AR T, Bl bR B RGeS (k)|
A 2);

6: T EHE DI R R I FCHES, i Ry
FAEH r A FEAERE IR, 0k B(X) = (A, -, A7),
i=1,-- Npop;

7 WALt = 1, B Gen;

8: while ¢ < Gen do

Ho,

9: for i =1 to Npop do

10: WRIEZE I AN R A 57 A A P (1);
11: ME—A =1, M HHE% R 2(k);
12: BT

13:  end for

14: end while

15: Hith (2'(k),--- @™o (k) Rl {F (@ (k), a(k)),
sy B (@Neor (), ak) Y, VRN b ABIASEREE N
Pareto HxAIf#;

16: AR k> K, BB 17, BN k =k + 1, #2508 3;

17: 45,

AL AR, ZYSRAL B AZ O AE T 2 00
JERYRE. HhTAER (8) , ZEITN REE MIF )
ARy, HiE T A8, e T 2w
AR AAT R O IBD . S, 5 R AR
FAL LI A AR, R FAL S5 5 AL 29 R A1
KIS AALALLEL.

‘ F™(z,a(k)) — F(z, a(k + q))H

94(w, (k) = e a)] ,

BT B AR R YRR, & AR

Vi@, a(k)) =

9

ZmaX{QQ(xaa(k))ao}
q=0

s=0,--,T—1
R Vi(z, a(k)) = 0, PWIAME = 2R (8) H
il s MRS T 0 @ AR AR

B2 Y B AR SRME R A 1 B s iy
MOEA/D. ARFET: 2B 3 1904102 3R
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10 70 ST b e 4 AF, 30T A PR A 29 JH R
Vi(m, a(k)) V5, F R P A 1R A I 18 o 19 f) —
AT AT IR TR 12 0 SO R R R, R
SR 2 PR A IOE, PR B 2 5
SRR

5% 2. RS HIESTIARGE
1: ;L vat, 27 € P(t);
2: for s=T — 1 to 0 then
3 if Vi(z%, a(k)) =0, H Vi(@’, a(k)) > 0 then
4: z' B o, #B R 15,
5. elseif Vi(z', a(k)) = Vi(2?, a(k)) = 0,
H 7Bz K|\ 2) < fPBY (27, K|\, z) then

6: o' B2, FPRR 15

7. elseif Vi(z', a(k)) > 0, Vi(z?, a(k)) > 0,
H s>0 then

8: s=s5—1;

9: elseif s =0 then

10: A PRz kX, 2) = fPBN(x, kX, 2) +
Vr_i(z, a(k));

11: if fPBU(x’ k|A 2) < fPBY(x?, k|A, 2) then

12: o Bt ol HAB R 15;

13: end if

14: end if

15: end for

2.3 T

TSNS Z B AR AL R R =K v, T AL i ]
PAE RO 5 SRR R, TEfR ) TMO K g7
EH, SRS H R TE A EESHMEE T, BB
A3 FIH Dy s A1 24 /i A Pareto ffA0 At 2415 B,
KA H B ST S AL, @ 2o A5
TR .

5 TMO JFEvryai B rAH, £ RPOOT
W, BT S Pareto fREREYE, B E HXT
AR ESIAEEE GO FTPA, 75 B Ak S
i N % &4 Pareto fRAIE N BEAE. X THEL S Fr
FIASACTE, ARSI ASIREE T AR08 I 2 AR
HIRY, 75 B A o i s R A . F i, RPOOT
HFI A A R AR B D7 S AR B AN B SIS (%) A&
ey, Al 24w iR R R T LA EE T 13 I A
TEALA 1 ANBSAY 2 v, fb B AR R P35 5 I 3 bR
BUE F (x, a(k)). R (6) A%, « ZEHTEIEE Y
LS T 1T 25348 B BE O T A SR 1 280 75
WEEN o (G EEE. HL, EaSE HinE s
fead A, 55BN AR AP R T T RAE 2 A H AR
ARSI B EE(E, A RPOOT f) i il i) s
R —A~Z GE ] 3 51 S e A, HAERCh N x M.
R AR A B, B YA TR S S I
i, 1) P A R A5 R A A% N RE R s 2) F
J7 B R 2 BEANRE R K, 6 0 2 KRS 8l 735
2 BRI ACSEYE B SE

AR R (Moving average, MA)M)

FHMASEAL. MA 2 & B 2800 s 1] 7 5 150 0 A
B, Ee, BFES b DESIME TS, #X R
AR x E— NN m BEtEF (F (2, ok
—m+1)),--, Fz, k). K, Fz,a(i), k —
m+1<i<kElf@ak), 1 <j<MARK
HIZIRSE R o B9 N R . FO) H At 2R
P bR i) 7 51 Al v AR Sk B S T F (2, ok
+4),1<i<T—1. MA #HE LINTF:

A~

F(z,a(k+1i) =b+e(k) (10)

o, e(k) ~ U0, 0%), BT 250 o2 HIEEHiE s,
b RN A 81 AR AR B BT A TR 1
it

b= %ZF(m,a(k‘+i—j)) (11)

J=1

JiZE o R A
1 m
6t =— Zl (P, a(k+i=7)-b* (12)

AL, F(x, k4 1)) FERFESESSIE T
A AT A R b, TR 62 HOL.

3 SIS

SEIHT LI FE BT 55 2 M AR SO e R Y
BRNE. B, NAEREEMIPN AL EENE. I
SCHER M, B T AR REFEAR. LR, £X) 8
S 2 Histb e £, 51 TPATF 3 41
SEEG: 1) SR Ul BRAS SCRTHEBL RIS Pareto fifdE
P BB 52 M), 38 o SRR X U A AT T AN [ ERE) 2 A AN
) Fe o PR B T PR BE; 2) it — 2t A SO
YRR AS [R) PR3 AS A0 bR K Ji) ZURE B B Ak B e ), 3
THE AP SBLAY, S G SE IR LA TN R B
IR R L S BN B4 Pareto s 46 )14
fE; 3) NIRIEA ST R BRI B R AL I A BT, 1
ET ARSI S 81 5 2 Hin & Pareto ff4ES
SCHR [16] A S dE T 5% AT
3.1 R 3

AR 8 A sh 52 H AR e 2,
%ty Farina 1 Debl!) #714 Fun 1 ~ Fun 5 (FDA1-
5), PAJH Goh 5 Tanl® #j#t 1% Fun6~ Fun8
(DMOP1-3). HA&pg%e LR 2 Fis.

ASAZ DS _EiR B2 B bR Ak i) T 1R A5
) Pareto S X I LBl S BN IE Y 5E ).
I, e HEh AR (%) k1O

k=L VJ (13)
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Table 2 Benchmark functions
R e 4 A i AR A i
hX) =21, fa=gxh N=10 B FDA1 in [6]
Funl  g(X|p) = 1+ %, cxp, (0 — G =1 ) 1(2) < Fo;l]) clLy PSR
h(fi,9) = 1 — /Ti/9, G(k) = sin(0.57k) X711l =9 L ’ PF REFF521L
f[i(X7) =21, f2=9gxh N = 10 FDA2 in [6]
X)) =1+ ) 2 = _ in
Fnz YT Z“”‘EX}}(;,I Xgl =1 o (“"’i)f (0.1, PS REFRHAE L
W)= 1= (£1/9) xyl=y e PF B (E
H(k) = 0.75 + 0.7sin(0.57k)
fl(XI) Zl exle( ) fa=gxh
N =10 FDAS3 in [6]
X)) =1+G . — G(k))? =
Fung IS = IHOR 0 e (0 . ) X1l =1 il ey 1,1 PS B e
h(fl,g):l‘.— \/rfl/g7 G(k) = |sin(0.57k)| Xqql = 9 = (@2, - zn) € [-1,1] PF BiEfiAs(L
F(k) =102 sin(0.5mk)
fi(z) = (1 + g) cos(0.5mx1) cos(0.5mx2)
f2(z) = (1 + g) cos(0.5mz1) sin(0.57x2) cio1 FDA4 in [6]
Fun4 fa(z) = (1+9) sm(O 57mxy) N =12 ;C, < [1’2] N PS Rz
i =
9(x) =375 (z: — G(k))? Y PF RBFEAE
G(k) = |sin(0. 57rt)|
fi(z) = (1 + g) cos(0.5my1 ) cos(0.57y2)
f2(z) = (1 + g) cos(0.57y; ) sin(0.57y2)
f3(z) = (1 + g) sin(0.57y1) € [0,1] FDAS5 in [6]
Funb  g(z) = G(k) + S, (20 — G())? N =12 i oy PS BFFHA L
i =" ® o PF BliFfseE L
G(k) = |sin(0.57k)|
F(k) = 1+ 100sin*(0.57k)
filzi) =x1,fa=gxh .
DMOP1 in (8]
Rung g el e N =10 pe 0] PS RHIFFSE I
H(k) = 0.75sin(0.57k) + 1.25 e
filzi) =21, fa=gxh .
_ " DMOP?2 in (8]
Fun?7 g(x% T k) =1 +Hzi:2 (:1?, - G(k))z N =10 -’Ei‘ S [07 1] PS Fﬁ%ﬁﬁ’f&
h(fl’g)zl_(fl/g) ") VZ:1’27"'»N PF Fﬁ%i’ﬁﬁﬁpﬁ
H(k) = 0.75sin(0.57k) + 1.25 T
fim)) =a1, f2 =g xh )
- . ) DMOP3 in [8]
Png 'f;’k)\;ﬁ I i (e~ GR) N=10 A PS BFRHE (L
(f1,9) =1—=+Vfi/g fTese PF KB k.

H(t) = sin(0.57k)

Hrp, 7 UL 70 FoRIMELRFEAZE R (B &
ANAE), FTXE Y A HEAR ARSI, R A2 i PR B 1 22
IR BT AL TR ] g SRR,

3.2 MHREVFNMRIR

RPOOT At @7t b fe R 34800k
KIECH TSI LA SR Pareto fifdE. Mt
EFNNSHET, BRYFAEE SN Pareto
fi#t, i FLZ R R KRR RS 38 T AR R 2 A8l 35
R tt, €8 Pareto fREEAN S BRI S M, ﬁ‘ﬁ
H 225 AR AR FLIE A e s, w5, e
() RBE b SO ¥ A AR TR VE A ff () SR 1 g I

R, R AP e A (Robust inverted
generational distance, RIGD) [ & €5 fift 1 I 5L
PEFI A PE.
3.2.1 % 7ERTE

S Z B, &4 Pareto e fLf#n)
SRR RBAE AR AR I R T DAGE F A9 1% 223l A PR B4k
H, Bl Pareto iy Ef7IfH]. FEMCEEA b, R &
JiTf Pareto fggE P gnyEENE, & LA
[E]1EH Pareto ff 81 I A S 1 2.

[ = ;iL (14)

k=1



2022 H 3l

¥ 13%

Hrh, K 28385 HIKEL, L, 2845 Pareto
ML RPS(k) AR AR, P32 f )
K, B Pareto fREEM)EHEEBT.

3.2.2 EHEHHEitKES

Er b Pareto fif 4 2 B I 8] RO A BE
JETNRBREIERE. J5 EERIN B Pareto fif4E
LS N ESE PF (k) AR, BRI
WS AT 2 5e 2 BARICA IR A, 00 ) A
#i5 (Inverted generational distance, IGD) i #
kSR Pareto S AUARRCEIERA e, ik, FF
HlE) 2)3h &2 H s &R e b, & SOp L
39 A 300 [ AR B B O R R Pareto fRAERYIL
SR

RIGDRPOOT — (15)

1 K

= ;: 1: MIGD(k)
MIGD (k) =

Y d(z”,RPF(j))

z”ePF(J)

Rk Ly |PF
(16)

d(z",RPF(j)) =
M
2

He, PEF(5) A1 IPF ) AR § A
T ESE Pareto ﬁ@&ﬁ%}%ﬁ, AR PE(7) 4351
BHUE A 100 A (T HAR) A1300 4~ (Z HAR),
MIGD(k) & X T4 k EiASHEE R & Pareto
it RPF(k) 5% 7 (j = k,k+ 1,k + L) 13h
SWEE T ESL Pareto fif PF(j) 19 IGD 1 K{E.
RIGDRPOOT g RPF (k) X Hid 35 T iy &4
%) MIGD B i 735914
3.3 SIS E

BT &0 B LI 45 R ¥k §f MATLAB
R2011b SZBL. 1% Bra i ph &, Al e g R Ass 23

() MOEA /D SR R S i . 2200 iR 52 3L
A AL . RS RO BT

(17)

# 3 AFRETERE T PRI AT AL A R A (T

1) BER BB Npop 58000 & 03 & 455
MOEA/D 55y, K1) & 1% B % T Fhik # s,
A Noop = Cifiay 1 Fb, M O HERSREA
B, H BT s, e, BAR S0 3h 2
1 3 i, IR H g 99 F1 23, B FREEHLES Nooy K
100 #1 300. 4k, %Eﬁlmim P35k 20.

2) LS TR H S5 20 I B,
W% CR = 1.0, REFETF = 0.5; &l S
P,, = 1/N, N Rphsis 2k PBI 40y vk b
(AESI S50 = 5.

3) BPEBATIRECS 12 e ) kS — 3
B, SASEEMSTIEAT 15 WG BRHEHE RS T =
3000; BHASIEEAS LA 74 = 30; BT
JE ng = 10; SHASIREEAS LKA K = 100.

4) B ERR AL b H b e B Y T SR
Fi MA 539280, Hb v it Al 50K B m = 10.

34 ZEWHERSHH

%18 H AT OCH SCHK [16] 5A3CHTREhSZ H
PRERRIALTTIRAN &, BRI, (O Fid 3 Ui e
XFECI M. AR S SCHR [16] #YEH#E Pareto AR E XL,
K MOEA/D J5iksRigshas 2 B st M, 35
FRHAE 100 D BIEIHEE N EE Pareto f#4E, H/E
J— AL E IR 4% Pareto fi#4E. FEAIT 5L 58 0
H i 1 ARERSCHR [16] PrR B LA ik D5k 2
NA SR BRSNS AR AL 1; T59K 3 AT 4
BRSNS AR 2.

3.4.1 &# Pareto MRS HAIBRAME S

23 A TARBCEEBMET, AT AR
18 &2 H &L 77 VA T 3k 15 Pareto fR4EN
P EAEES ] UEE T = 2, FoEEEE n 55
4 0.2, 0.4 F1 0.6 B, F)f%’ftﬁ@% Pareto LR
i@élzﬁ’a?ﬁj‘lﬁ] RO R VR BB HS, BT Pareto
PR 1) - 1 A A Bl [ R 3K i R Ay (o e ke e 5
FRT T35 38 1 i B R B ) R B AR m B, Bk
F] DA 32 AR K 1 SRR T 38 W AR i B R BB
Pareto fif () i [ S 1T, (HAEANSISIREE R
fREREAR 5.

K4 REAFNREET =2,4,6 F, A
=2, ng = 10, 74 = 30)

Table 3  Average survival time of methods 2 and 3 in different stability thresholds (T = 2, nqg = 10, 74 = 30)
ik ZH g H% 2 H%L 3 H% 4
n=0.2 2.4480 £ 0.0314 7.2233 £ 0.0082 2.3433 £0.0342 2.6867 £ 0.0049
Tk 2 n=04 3.4640 £ 0.0099 21.658 £ 0.0086 3.9428 £+ 0.0208 4.2027 4+ 0.0096
n = 0.6 4.5720 + 0.0077 49.51+0 5.9933 £+ 0.0049 6.1293 + 0.0080
n=0.2 2.5067 £ 0.0315 7.4120 £ 0.2402 2.5500 £ 0.0746 2.7800 £ 9.1E—16
Tk 3 n=04 3.5133 £ 0.0082 20.941 £ 0.0083 4.3147 4+ 0.0280 4.3187 +0.0106

n=0.6 4.5940 = 0.0019

49.510+0

6.1227 +0.0046 6.2727 +£0.0110
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# 3 AFRELEBE T PRSP AR LR (T = 2, ng = 10, 74 = 30) (£8)
Table 3 Average survival time of methods 2 and 3 in different stability thresholds (7' = 2, nq = 10, 7¢ = 30) (Continued)

WAV S8 Eaigs PR%L 6 PRE T PREL 8
n=0.2 1.6120 + 0.0041 9.9680 £ 0.0041 2.2813 £+ 0.0106 1.2407 + 0.0110
Tk 2 n=04 2.4093 + 0.0026 30.197 £+ 0.5440 3.6000 £ 9.1E—16 1.7000 + 7.3E—15
n=0.6 4.3727 £ 0.0059 49.510 £ 0 4.8247 +0.0210 2.2867 + 0.0105
n=0.2 1.7200 + 2.2E—16 9.9453 4+ 0.0074 2.3347 £ 0.0106 1.2600 £+ 2.2E—16
Ik 3 n=0.4 2.5500 £ 0.0318 30.007 £ 0.4951 3.6520 £ 0.0068 1.7800 + 4.6E—16
n=0.6 4.4787 + 0.0035 49.510+0 4.8607 + 0.0026 2.4033 + 0.0082
R4 ONEIRRNE S PR IS A R R EL R (n = 0.4, ng = 10, 74 = 30)
Table 4  Average survival time of methods 2 and 3 in different time windows (n = 0.4, ng = 10, 74 = 30)
Ik 2R BR%C 1 PR 2 PR%L 3 K% 4
T=2 3.4640 + 0.0099 21.658 + 0.0086 3.9428 4+ 0.0208 4.2027 £+ 0.0096
Tk 2 T=14 3.1460 £ 0.0051 21.606 £ 0.1788 3.6447 £+ 0.0168 3.9440 £ 0.0203
T=6 3.1180 £ 0.0115 21.650 & 3.6E—15 4.0373 + 0.0059 3.9007 £+ 0.0167
T=2 3.5133 + 0.0082 20.941 4+ 0.0083 4.3147 + 0.0280 4.3187 +0.0106
Jiik 3 T=4 3.4033 £ 0.0082 20.900 +0 3.9533 £+ 0.0082 4.1893 + 0.0110
T=6 3.4120 4 0.0108 20.644 £ 0.3445 4.1467 4+ 0.0374 4.2313 £ 0.0125
Ik S PREL 5 PR%L 6 PREL T PREL 8
T=2 2.4093 £ 0.0026 30.197 + 0.5440 3.6000 + 9.1E—16 1.7000 + 7.3E—15
Tk 2 T=4 2.4500 + 0.0038 29.448 +0.7324 3.1707 £+ 0.0406 1.5220 4+ 0.0056
T=6 2.4500+0 29.085 £ 0.6836 3.2027 4 0.0448 1.5220 4+ 0.0056
T=2 2.5500 4 0.0318 30.007 £ 0.4951 3.6520 + 0.0068 1.7800 & 4.6E—16
Tk 3 T=4 2.7100 &+ 4.5E—16 28.068 £ 0.2995 3.3927 4 0.0546 1.5600 + 2.2E—16
T=6 2.8813 + 0.0376 28.340 £ 0.4003 3.4820 £ 0.0441 1.5940 4+ 0.0356

P R A 8 iy 3145 € 4% Pareto i {5 B4R 0 F- 3 A 17
IS 1] 7 o ) 7 PR30 K, A8 P4 1359 2 17 Bk i) 522 B
H—E WS R NAET, B A 35
K, WA AT LR EATH Pareto MFAEAF BIASER5
N E BME SIS, AR R E R, IR
PEAs 2.

5 RTEANFNHE T, WA RG-S
Pareto fiRA it &0 ) it AU RS RIGD HISEiT 45
RO ZTERESRAR AL T BRSSP A A
RIGD e8]y, 22 WAL RSP By, Boda 3 L
PO, 5 T BUR/IMERY, EHE Pareto fg-F-155 4%
BEACHTE BN, BORPONBEE R T r3R,
SR TR SR T, (ER 2 BT RE R, B
Pareto fESE1EZ MELLZN I EL MRS ML S B
T e i 2 8 PF(K), A3 s TR

3.4.2 MEEUEEXNE XMW

B AR B B T3 S AR R B 52 1
SREEPTT IR St FEREEREE T = 2 M E N
BIfE n = 0.4 MUZRAETR, 2B XEAF SIS iR

M SAL TR B BT TR, H—, B shiSA
WHF 74 = 30, 435K BEHSZARE N ng = 5,
10, 20, XFHHYE 2 FIHYE 3 WISEIRZER, WK 5 A
Ny T B E SIS ARARE ng = 10, 451 E S
AR N 14 = 10, 20, 30, XF HLATAS [ 31
SLIREEIR N 6 Fs.

1) B 5 5 TSR, BT k2
A 3 &£ Hir &R 3 0 ks &
Pareto fRE ) 3 A 17 I A BBAR K. B & ] 1, Bl
EHSH ng KR, PR EE Pareto fEETIELR
FFEER S, I Ho vk 3 Fr SRR 1173 A 17 i [a) s
T HE 2. XREFEHA, BBH ng BRI, HEPEhES
IME N ESE Pareto s AL WSS, 7E— &
BREBHELRMN T, M-S Pareto f# KA 17 H)RF
LB, MM ECE A Pareto fRER T35 A4 17 1A]
K.

2) BSR4 WBUERR)N, RIS
AR ] 6 FFXTA SO AR, FEARTR
AR 7, = 10,20,30 T, XFH 8 AN G
B EFE Pareto fRETHLE IS Pareto AL
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5 AFBEE TEHABIA RIGD U L (n = 0.4, ng = 10, 74 = 30)
Table 5 RIGD of methods 2 and 3 in different time windows (n = 0.4, nqg = 10, 74 = 30)
DiR7A BH L1 PRER 2 ML 3 PR 4
T=2 0.2267 =+ 0.0092 0.0816 + 0.0555 0.3815 4+ 0.0230 0.4009 £ 0.0178
Trik 2 T=4 0.1944 + 0.0081 0.1364 4 0.0911 0.4142 + 0.0296 0.4009 + 0.0177
T=6 0.2270 + 0.0077 0.1552 £ 0.1226 0.8548 +0.1841 0.4008 + 0.0200
T=2 0.2276 £ 0.0063 0.0849 + 0.0559 0.3842 4+ 0.0215 0.4520 £ 0.0169
Jrik 3 T=4 0.1976 + 0.0066 0.2238 £ 0.1382 0.5184 £ 0.1738 0.4057 + 0.0070
T=6 0.5411 £ 0.1200 0.1432 £ 0.0457 1.2358 4 0.0851 0.6615 = 0.0048
5k 24 AL 5 PR 6 ML T PR 8
T=2 0.4638 + 0.0218 0.1009 =+ 0.0754 0.3476 £ 0.0132 2.5449 + 0.1079
ik 2 T=4 0.5424 + 0.0250 0.0707 + 0.0323 0.3306 +0.0171 2.1396 + 0.0972
T=6 0.7334 £ 0.0571 0.0928 =+ 0.0457 0.3476 £ 0.0181 2.0528 + 0.0880
T=2 0.5907 + 0.0444 0.0811 + 0.0543 0.3477 £ 0.0128 2.5629 + 0.0999
Jrik 3 T=4 0.7655 £ 0.0278 0.1168 £ 0.1083 0.3328 + 0.0089 3.4348 +0.1043
T=6 1.2572 4 0.1641 0.1812 £ 0.0857 0.9319 + 0.0289 11.416 4 0.2446
— 30 30
8t ] ! ] — ? -
28 1 281 1
7t 1 7t 1
26+ 1 261 1
o 6r 1 [y 6r 1 [y [y
= —_ = = ol {1 Eog ]
& 5 1 s ] i &
£ #F ¥ 225 -+ 1 = 22} 1
= g - g g —
A4 1 H 4 ! B 20¢ 1 B 201 1
3t ] 3t 1 18}t 1 181 1
51 | 51 | 16f 1 16f — 1
5 10 20 5 10 20 14 14
. . 510 20 510 20
FDAL-J5# 2 FDA1-J5i 3 FDA2-774: 2 FDA2-75%% 3
(a) % 1 (b) AL 2
(a) Function 1 (b) Function 2
75 75 —
+
7t 1 7 1 7t i 7 1
— 6.5 1 6.5 1
o 1 6 1 3 1 6 ]
= = = 557 1 =55 1
5y 1 &5 T ' sl & |
& 5 & &
g g - 1451 q 4.5 1
= = = 4 1 = 4 ]
N | 3 | 3.5¢ 1 35 1
= 3t 1 3 1
2l == i 2 4 2.5 1 2.5 J— 1
5 10 20 5 10 20 2 5 10 20 5 10 20
FDA3-F#k 2 FDA3-75k 3 FDA4-F7i 2 FDA4- ik 3
(c) BH 3 (d) ¥ 4
(¢) Function 3 {d) Function 4
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7 7 " 36 36
35 1 351 +
6 1 6 o E ] i T
34 | 34 b
- 33 + T 331
=’ -+ =’ =32 1 =327
E [y Eqgl 1 Egqf
24 Bl P [] P 1
H H H 30 | 1 H3or M
3 ] S B 29 1 oot
— 28 28
-
2 b 27 27 .
_ 26 1 261
%5 70 2 510 20 75 10 B35 10 20
FDA 5-77¥: 2 FDA 5-5¥ 3 DMOP 1-J5¥% 2 DMOP 1- /53 3
(e) B#L 5 (O BE 6
{e) Function 5 (t) Function 6
6.5 6.5 —
6 - ] or 2.6 26
5.5 1 55 =
s ] sl 2.4 2.4
= = = =
£45 E 451 Z 02t =02
: : : :
4 4t
H - H _ o 27 A 2
B35 R3.5¢ Ey =
B B Hog) B _
3 ar _
25 25 1.6f 1.6
2 - 2r 14 — 1 14 _
1.5 1.5
5 10 20 5 10 20 5 10 20 5 10 20
DMOP 2- 778 2 DMOP 2- 4V 3 DMOP 3-F7¥k 2 DMOP 3-F¥k 3
(g) ML 7 (h) %L 8
(g) Function 7 (h) Function 8

K5 AFEZAIRE na = 5,10,20 Tk 2 FU7ik 3 WP EAF IR LKL (n = 0.4, T =2, 74 = 30)
Fig.5 Average survival time of methods 2 and 3 in different change severity nqg = 5,10,20 (n = 0.4, T = 2, 74 = 30)

80

SN I S S N : :
= ———

60

50

iy
<

e
=4
T

100 NEIAHFH F & Parcto 200 MK
(o3
=3

100 DEUZFRE T bR Parcto #719 1MK

=
B
"
9
i

S < ¥

0
10 15 20 25 30 35 40 25 30 35 40
(a) T1¥k 2 (b) 77 3
(a) Method 2 (b) Method 3

K6 ARAEAHAR 7 = 10,20,30 FI7vk 2 ML 3 B ATFI I UL (n = 0.4, T = 2, nq = 10)
Fig.6 Average survival time of methods 2 and 3 in different change frequency 74 = 10,20,30 (n = 0.4, T' = 2, nq = 10)
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3.4.3 AREZERERTHIMRELLE

B A SO A P AP B R ALY, 25 B AE
WHEE T =2, HARGEWBIE = 0.4 &, @dHET
SR e AL DT AR AN B SR N &
¥ Pareto fift. LU IR AP I 53015 1 B4 Pareto
FREEH I EAFIR B AN 6. 2 7 FIK 7 .

1) k6 MK 7 Frw, =75k TG e
Pareto # LA AR K F45T 1, fLRH
EHT RS ARSI oAb, RIAASCr
PETE 2 FIJ5 vk 3 RIS A & Pareto S MAEN
¥ A A R B SR AR T 7 1 BT A5 Pareto (1)
A AR, ARSI AT A, AR
1317) Pareto Fcf S A ORI I A €kt XTI
Tk 2 Mk 3 i e Pareto F BRI -39 4E
FERTI], RBLYE 3 PRI A () -3 A A7 B (] W
TE 2, FRAATE N BT B X — 2 RSk X b ]

6 MR

etk B A — e R E .

2) K8 45 T =M kT k15 4% Pareto i
effseh, Py e At a5 L = 1 M L; =
2 WO RAE ARG EE L, 38 h Per 1 fil Per 2. =
SRS E n = 0.4, T = 2. W, J7ik 2 Ml
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Table 6  Average survival time of robust Pareto solutions on three methods (n = 0.4, T' = 2, nqg = 10, 74 = 30)
Tk Eg el B 2 BREL3 B4

F¥E1 2.5800 =+ 0.0086 10.090 + 0.1376 2.6200 £ 0.3880 2.7300 £ 0.6077

k2 3.4640 £ 0.0099 21.658 + 0.0086 3.9428 + 0.0208 4.2027 4+ 0.0096
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ik 2 2.4093 £ 0.0026 30.197 4+ 0.5440 3.6000 £ 9.1E—16 1.7000 £ 7.3E—-15

pipi 2.5500 = 0.0318 30.007 £ 0.4951 3.6520 1+ 0.0068 1.7800 + 4.6E—16
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Fig.7 Robust survival time of three methods in 100 environments (n = 0.4, T'= 2, nqg = 10, 74 = 30)
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Table 7 RIGD of robust Pareto solutions on three methods (n = 0.4, T' = 2, nq = 10, 74 = 30)
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Table 8  Average elapsed time of robust Pareto solutions on three methods (n = 0.4, T = 2, nq = 10, 74 = 30)
Tk R B 2 AL 3 4
FHE1 51.3681 4 3.4762 13.2158 4 4.0439 70.8508 £ 1.2940 185.9928 4+ 10.9027
Fk 2 46.0068 + 1.4818 7.0358 + 4.2498 59.0582 + 1.1731 172.3075 + 7.6934
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Jitk L5 %L 6 HEL T %L 8
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k2 315.2275 + 8.4846 0.8673 4+ 0.0140 45.7206 £+ 2.3813 89.7115 £ 0.9206
T3 340.7134 £+ 21.4715 1.0038 + 0.0046 47.8325 + 2.0709 84.1739 + 0.8742
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