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Multi-objective disturbance biogeography-based optimization algorithm
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Abstract: A multi-objective disturbance biogeography-based optimization algorithm(MDBBO) is proposed for multi-
objective optimization problems(MOPs). Based on the ratio of non-dominated feasible solutions in current population,
individuals are evaluated by combining their non-dominated rank sorting and crowded distances. A disturbance migration
operator is proposed based on the biogeography migration strategy, which is applied to the evolution of the population so
that the diversity of the population can be improved. An archive population is applied to store non-dominated feasible
individuals gained, while the method of circle crowded disturbance is used to update the archive population to ensure the
uniform distribution of population. Simulation results on benchmark test problems show the effectiveness of the MDBBO
for MOPs.
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TERHAWT O SE B TR op, 225 3 2 H s
Pl i) 8 (MOPs), & H br 2 [B4 b 58, FeA~+ H
P ) O3 AT e B A 1~ H A 1 BE AR, A 75 MOPs
PRI 0 UL DAy — 2L B A ot T S22 ik, BRI JIT U8 1) Pareto 4
P 4 s JE IR 4. 2 H bR iE AL 5% (MOEAS) 2
SRR 2l R, AR A AE AR S 42
JRAR R, B IEAR AT $RE) £ > Pareto S HUAF, #CIEH
&4 T 5K MOPs. K MOEAs T AH 4k 4 42 t )f H
T =K i MOPs, 41 Fonseca S48 H 1) MOGA (genetic

algorithm for multi-objective optimization), Srinivas

4 RIEE Y [¥) NSGA (non-dominated  sorting based
genetic algorithm) DA & Horn 2531 H ) NPGA (niched
Pareto genetic algorithm) &, 1X 4% % H bx 7 A6 574
BTy . Bt AT S N RS SOk B SR, i o T
R E, Hoh AR ML STVE AT Deb S5 ) NSGA 1)
Uik 5 NSGA-IL, Zitzler 2515141 H! f#] SPEA (strength
Pareto evolutionary algorithm) [ 2 3 5 72 SPEA2 %%,
K3 B 38 R ) 8 A% S0k v I A8 S A8 5 1)
BEARSAT HEA. BEA B AL A SR 4, — 28T I
M2« HLIEIFNHEmE 4% H] T- MOEASs 1, i Coello Coello
SOV SR 2 H AR BE 5L (MOPSO), Alaya 567!

E KRR FREG T H (61075113); e i SE A RV 45 B K& WAL 4 10 H (HEUCFZ1209); Bpvl4s

AN ERAIE R (1C201212); WG /R MV K 2 15 SR 200 3 /B2 8000 H (HCUL2013013).
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PEH L T WO 2 H bR 5325, Tiao 5B Ty 8
AR IDCMA %%,

A b B 2 — TTIE G A 4 40 T i 283 A 1)
SRt 2 AP Hh B AR U R K, Dan Simon!®! T
2008 4 T AP PR 2 A S (BBO). Bl S AT
XPICHEAT T R 5T B U012 szt 2 B3 B BBO X
T H bR AL B AT e e, (55 H BBO SKfif
MOPs HIfR /b 4.

ARSCHE H—FP 22 B AR Eh A b B 2= A0 Ak S
(MDBBO) KK fif MOPs. 7 MDBBO H, /M AR H 5
iy, JE TR R SOC AT AT R ) LR IR A A A
1) A 32 C 55 R 5 R 500 JEREAT VRAN; AR a4
HP BT A SO0 B AR S AT RE AL, AR A4l S ]
N, 345 I 22 FE s[RI N U Rl B A At R A5 (1 3
SCHC AT ATANA, IR F G FR A 5% 2E B kS0 R Fof
FESAT SF LA O HL 1 &) 2 A il i 5 42 3 MOEAs
" NSGA-IT141, MOPSO [®! 1 PESAII 4 Lb %, Frfs &5
HH] T MDBBO K fi# MOPs [116 24 1.

1 Y2 vk

BBO J& — Fl B AL T B4R (1) B AL 2R 550, &
R LE Wy b AE A ) B WS 1) 1R SR 8. o Sl 5 A4S 1A
X e, T A R A JEL TR I 0 LA v AT R
P FEH (HST), R BT AN IR 38 BB 5 5% 0 HST R R 35
N 38 NV F B i (STVs), 6 T AN A 1R 2 PR HST#R
T R I U5 (1) R b A A 1A B 22 i A, DL 25
HYFNIT H, 1% 505G B IIE BN A
A e, HSTRUIG I By U (e 50 658 22 i) A7 R 1)
TENF G/ INIE . IXFE, HSTRS 16 5 W5 3 it 4
1) SIVs 55 HSTHRUIC IR B 5 4 =2, Al 45 2 I A AR e 2
K HBACAA R SIVs 11145 2L 46, BBO B4l i 72,
KT HAERILZART AR BE S, WA IR L
BERAE SR e 0. R I AR 4 A R T oM % (%
PR IRER) AT AL A, CHE R R 2 AR, Rk
BRAEWTR.

MR HE A b AN A R 38 N FE HE 7, 153 24N 4 1)
s (i =1,2,--- | N), N ABEABUEL, W) G
N PR 10,0153 500 A

Si
uizzlzsjlx 2)
FCF Sy B BT AN 6 5 00 0 B 10 B8 KA, TR
B 43 308 5 IR N2 R L3 ARAEA R O A,
BV AT PRI A AN B FCAR A P RSE 1
%, BEHLE PR STV (AN, FI2L SIVs BT i
I VRIS AR G AH 7 2 1) STV, A4S 3t
=R F5AK I STV T 7B HEAL.

B S AR H A4, e Bl NP P
i A, 5 AR AR NP,

NP,
ml-:mo(kNP ) 3)

o mo HATIRAZ S A, NP s AT R NP,
(1=1,2,--- , N) BB, %A H 7 A Ao R
REASA (RTS8 BTN AR 5%, i - otk
NN RAA BRI AR R, A RIS
PEAE TN T BN, PEAR TR UL SR [9].
2 Z Hirgish Y s 2 Ak

J5t BBO SR I # $e 2 b5, = 2 ] 1SR A 50 H b
iR 5 HARAE, 2 HARPUACEEA B br i fE A4
(KISt 2 FEPERIIY 53 0 A PE. 3 EL% N T BBO 3K
i MOPs, WIFEAR ) 2 FE R 22 B 52 mal2l. 24 T 5

SRS IAT B A b R SOBC AT AT EL 3R IR RS AMA )
A SCE A5 G 7 5 A % R B 6 AN AR SEAT VAN AR5
L& F WAL A L A BEAL K 2 1 52 W, E BBO LT
B b S NBENLILBI IR, 5 s 5 1, 5
BBO " A% 5 577 — i ] T REAR kAL feJa HT VARG A
RECRAFREAR T R AR SCIE PTAT i, JF TR T ER
R I3 RSO AR AR SEAT BB, i ORI S 2 A
P
21 HHEIBEF
F BRI YR RS 1 R b 2 & R BEAL IR 3 1 5
Wi, 75 )5t BBO (RIERE 57 ST ABENLIR S I, Beih-3h
THHE T, BARSEEIR.
BZE1 P T.
fori=1to N do
BUHLILRE k1, ko € {1, 2, -
FRAEAT HE A g 1L 55 pye
for j =1to D do
if rand< \; then

- N3/

i,y = Prj + 1(Pr1j — Pr2.)
else

Gi,j = Pi,j

end if

end for

end for.

HE 1 g Ml rand 24 (0, 1) 2 [A) i B ALEL. @ ik
AT E T, IR N BKIANMEp LT T
R g BERHIAME pr KIPLBN AR EE, 7 A8 MK g
B g BEIL= T BRI (L F5 M) i, 1945
K XFERZ TR B TAl I BEL AN pry M pro 1A
HAE R, T BEHLAMA T R . R, 40 8)
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T S n] LAAEAS B 44 1) Pareto iy ME AL 1T [R] T, 4if
(RREVTE 2 REVE, JETTT 115 Bl 8l
22 ERET
N T R DRI AR 2 R, XHRBNIT RS Ja kA
IR AT BBO WAL e, HARSEEL,
rand(l;,u;), rand < my;
" dij, 0.
Ak g SR BB o, 36 rand (1, ) B
J U RIER A (1, uy) B DBENLSEEL. B BRI 4L
WO o0 B0 T () W A H B BRI, AR 53 557
X HEAAR T — 2 MABEAT AR 7, XA RE AT LAORAF 57>
YT ANA, SORT LAHE— 20 7 A O F5 I ANE, 2
TR ARUACSI 17 ) 5 55 L 22 R
2.3 MDBBO Hikiiiz
MDBBO 4 ({1 AR AT
Step 1: ZHBE: HEALFRE P AUELBL N, HARS A
BE AR M, 3T pm,, Y14 57 H mo, S KiT
NE T, e KT B, 5 KIERAE gmax-
Step2: HEKAMIUGIL Py = (p1,p2,- -+ ,pN), THE
pi KU Gt v RoR R
Pi = (Pi1,Pi2s " 5 Pisd)- (%)
Horh: piy = U 4+ rand(u; — L) AANEp; 5 5 4EAR
W, owy MU 200 R o6 g e B ) BR 5E, d O MR Y
#, rand 4 (0, 1) Z (AR BEHLEL. IIRSFIHE Ag = @, &
AR = 0.
Step 3: VHE AR P Ay TP AESCHEC AT AT AR 1) L
B, R BEASASRW E ST A5 2 P S L S R
BRI IS N
fit(ps) = (1) +7Fian ©)
Horpe AR P U Ay T AESCEC AT R IR LR, BIAE
SCHC AT AT B8 H v SRR EE A9 e M T cq 0
R ANAR py IR SIS 20 HE e M R R Y H 08
N RE PPN T3 ik, SAEAE B AT W EY B, AR SCRCAS AL
b, AR SCIRC AR /N AMA A 2 Bl ik B, AT REIA
A A SCIC Pareto B WY REA; A JESCHC AT AT AN A1)
o, % R KA A B R R Y B, A 2 AL
RS A, AR AT BT B o A
Step4: 4 P, \J A, T AESCHC AT AT AMAEAE AN VAR
FHE App b, T RIEER BT EE B H 7 RIS Ay
SEAT SR, AL EAT I A 0 A HARSEIL AN
WER Ay pq TAESCREAMAECE N, < M, WK P,
U A T JESCR AT RN Apyr .
IR Now > M, WITHE P, | Ay PAESZREATAT A
PRTR 5% B, O 3 0 5 B e/ PR A4, FT o 5

“)

RN A ISR, IR N B R A R,
AW EE HE| Noy = M.

Step5: Wt > guax, WIETH AR FHRE Apyq IF
IR 2R, %% Step 6.

Step 6: H1 2 (6) TH SR A,y AR IR R 2,
P () B ) S EIAMEIT AN N FIE H 2 g,

Step7: WK pm, > rand, WFPHE Ay q HPAMESE
17 2.1 R BT B B AR, 5 WA R AR, 45 210 1
Bii1.

Step 8: FJ A& 5% (3) X By "HAMABEIT 3 (4)
AR SEARA RS BIFPRE Py

Step9: Y Py AN AR 5 Y HUE YO I, %
FHH T FELE:

wj = Bluj —riz), rig > ug;
L+ B —1ij), mig <lj.

Horb: 824 (0,0.5) WA o3 A BEALES, 1; A1, 7353
HEAARA Gy RIS BAE ZAE ETTAE TAS
AMETAT, TR TR 2 AR

Step 10: t =t + 1, #% Step 3.
3 ERSRES

T e PEFIE 4 T MDBBO 3K i MOPs [ 45
B, EEL ZDT RV R 5. T ZDT1 A 8L
Pareto Aj T, ZDT3 H AEIELL [ Pareto A ¥, ZDT4 H %
ANRTA 1) J& 358 Pareto 1T ¥, ZDT6 (1) fif 5 434 51 43 A
AR, & R R E ] 2 0L SR [15].
31 BHESH

N T oy R S S HON SE BRI, 1k
FEZDT4 MR %k, I KIEAERKITHET = F = 1,
I KIEATAREL gimax = 200. XJ T ZDT4, A [T %
pm, XA FHIGGAE 2% my T, MDBBO JI1#3 Pareto
B 1 PR, AEE 1@) 1, B BRI pm, =
0.1, 0.3+ 0.5+ 0.7 F10.9, mg = 0.5 i 592 j1 #3 I/ Pareto
AW A B A 5 0.14 0.34 0.5+ 0.7 F10.9 4> ¥ A £ &
1(b) ", B R AR A mg = 0.14 0.3+ 0.5+ 0.7 F10.9,
pm, = 0.5 I 55 JT 75 (1) Pareto Ji Uy A A% Zh A1 M 5
. N T o] LUE AT ZDT4, AN A AT 5 A
WAL e 2R SV Y e e 4 31 5L 1E (1) Pareto Hif VA,

2 2

Dij =

)

~ 1 |

y
y

0 0

0I.5 1.0 0 015 1.0
/ /
(a) AR (b) RIVHIHE %

E 1 MDBBO #tF ZDT4 3k15H4 Pareto BB
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I HATRGEF 1 o0 A v, XK W) MDBBO A7 1R 4F (¥4
k.
32 HMEIBEFHESH

7 MDBBO H, IE#£1E# % pm, = 0.5, 4574 5
MEHE mo = 0.5, ¥ L5 FITBH 7 N EIEHT LR,
AN 24N SR8 B AR Pareto R Y ¥ % %k ZDT4 #E4T
TR, P Pareto RUATUNE 2 Fios. fEE 2 1, “4+7 %
RIENIT B F MDBBO f7 15 [X] Pareto T 11, “o”
FoRJE BBO IE#% 51 1 595 I 43 1) Pareto Hi T, A
B2 DUE H, 5 OB E AL, it E 7
N REIRTHI Pareto BV H AT IR IF IS L 2 REE
R E) oy A k.

1.0
2 0.5
0 : g,
0 0.5 1.0

/i
2 MHEIBEFSERIBEFTEE
3FF ZDT4 3K158Y Pareto BT ;A

33 MEBELEER

h 7 3k 25 E 52 MDBBO 3K fi# MOPs (1) 45 % 1,
1% MOEAs " NSGA [, MOPSO!91fil PESATI! 133k
ATHER. & SRR ] S s, B 100, %
AR 200 4%, 2547 HRSFHAE, W ILRURE R 100. 71
NSGA- I F1 PESAIL 128 X MEH 4 0.9, 28 5% K4 1/
d (d A7 RAERD), 28 SRR T4y A 40 8 15, 154
ZDT4 R, 5% 530 143 Pareto B 5 W1 3 TR, 7
3, SEZR K 7N HE F) Pareto BT WS, “+7 K 7~ &% H ik
JIT 1% Pareto /i #r. A I3 0] LA H, Xf +ZDT4,
MDBBO g $4 3| B 1E 1) Pareto JU Y, JFH A7 1R &1
Z B PR 2 A 1 ; NSGATI L 4R #2301 B 1E 1) Pareto B

1.0 1.0
~ 0.5 “20.5¢
0 . 0 :
0 0.5 1.0 0 0.5 1.0
i S
(a) MDBBO (b) NSGAII
6 4
4T
-~ “<2
2 -
0 - 0 [
0 0.5 1.0 0 0.5 1.0
S i
(¢) MOPSO (d) PESAIl

3 AFEEXTF ZDT4 35158 Pareto BI3G

W ARTEHT 9 b — AR AR, A A 4 X 3
LT ARG, 23 A AN A MOPSO A B i Sk 3
L IF ¥ Pareto HI %, B N J& 3 Pareto Hi ¥; PESAIIL it
13 Pareto fi# 5 47 75 128 25 Pareto 11 97 11 25 #0110 A B
WSk

I 24 A B (GD)SVF ] B 45 45 (SP)LS) 5 1 43
¥t MDBBO (14 fi&. GD I 11 #5535 I 43 4 3 i A
XOF i) L S B 0 ot (1 S, A SO DR H AR,
LA /N U8 B SO R . SP ok S 1R A A HEVE AR
b, JLAR /NI 2 A 5.

B4 LT ZDT RV BB IE 4T 30 WK, T fs
GD FlISP (WM 5 )7 =k 1 fk 2 iR, WK 1H
Al LLE H, %F T ZDT1 M ZDT3, MDBBO HI NSGAII
AT AT e ot HAR T MOPSO Fl PESALL; %) T
ZDT4 f1ZDT6, MDBBO i $4 P $i& # GD ¥ 3% {H 15
/AN, U B LA g5 o R M S ) T A AT SR R
ZDT4 F1ZDT6, MDBBO 71t sk 1t F AR A8 &, Lk
J& NSGAII, ifj MOPSO Fll PESAII 34 A~ g Wi S 31 5 1F
Pareto i ¥5.

1 AMEZITTF ZDT RFIEEIRSHI GD EMAE

B MDBBO NSGAII
PR
mean var mean var
ZDT1  5.1347e4  83847e9  4.6820e4  3.9844e-9
ZDT3  6.1879%-4  27616e9  6.2386e-4  6.2047e-9
ZDT4  4.6728e4  1.3963¢-8 0.0541 6.503 4e-4
ZDT6  2.8736e-4  4.7115e-11 0.0015 2.1067e-8
5 MOPSO PESAII
BRI
mean var mean var
ZDT1 0.0559 6.569 Se-4 0.0012 5.4607e-7
ZDT3 0.0611 0.0012 0.001 1 2.093 5e-6
ZDT4 0.5572 0.0653 03216 0.456 4
ZDT6 0.1202 0.0217 0.0059 2.0788e-5

F2 AMEEXTF ZDT RY|REIRGH) SPHIEFR A E

. MDBBO NSGAII
Eds
mean var mean var
ZDT1 0.0056 5.2555e-5 0.007 1 5.789 2e-7
ZDT3 0.0050 8.754 8e-7 0.008 4 9.654 8e-7
ZDT4 0.004 4 1.362 2e-6 0.0518 0.0178
ZDT6 0.003 8 1.305 0e-8 0.0051 2.167 5e-7
» MOPSO PESAII
BRI%L
mean var mean var
ZDT1 0.0216 4.980 8e-5 0.0094 2.914 6e-5
ZDT3 0.0191 6.066 le-5 0.0112 5.8662e-5
ZDT4 0.0199 4.1562e-5 0.3107 0.368 6e-4
ZDT6 0.1023 0.006 6 0.0092 1.418 2e-5

M 2 Hhn] EUE H, 6T BT il R, MDBBO
3R SP ¥ B /N, 22 W MDBBO ()34 43 A1 1t 5%
s b F 3R ) @ ZDT1. ZDT3 A1 ZDT6, NSGAII [
I3 A5 PE AL T MOPSO 1 PESALL; % J- ZDT4, MOPSO
AR ) oAb, (A BRI SR B ELIE 1) Pareto VA
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k% T ZDT1 4+, MDBBO 47 5 /M1 5 7248, £ H I
M B2 AH E, MDBBO EL AT 5 I (1) k.

I AE 2 B0RY 3 — BR RS 56 ok A 56 5 vk
MDBBO 5 H A S 1 B A7 G 2 & Pk 22 7. 75 i
W p < 0.05 F, MDBBO 5 HAth 5% f1 15 GD 1 SP [
FRFIKY 06 28 B 2 3 M 4 Frow. Mo 89— 424
f¥) 1 % 75 MDBBO, 2 % 7~ NSGAII, 3 % 7x MOPSO, 4
7R PESAIL M3 3 T af LUE Y, X1 ZDT1 1 ZDT3,
MDBBO FI NSGAII A7 AH I (e S 55 = L A 1 il
i 1) @, MDBBO 71 S PE F#8 BH 2 AL T L Ath 50,
HR1UPER-30 R4 P a8/ T 0.05, &9
MDBBO 7£ 7] # SP_F AT W] 2 iR k.

R 3 AMERIRSH GDEERERIE p < 0.05 MRIIELE

H ZDT1 ZDT3 ZDT4 ZDT6

1,2) 0.4733 0.0537 5.5727e-10  1.9568e-10
(1,3)  3.0199e-011  3.0199%-11  3.0199%-11  3.0199-11
(1,4)  2.4327e-005  3.0199-11 1.6947e-9  4.6159%-10

R4 AMEEIRGH SPETERRIL p < 0.05 HEEFIEIE

ik ZDTI ZDT3 ZDT4 ZDT6
(1,2)  3.0199%-11  3.8202¢-10  1.0666e-7  3.0199¢-11
(1,3)  3.0199-11  3.3384e-11  3.0199-11  3.0199¢-11
(1,4)  3.0199%-11  2.3168e-6 3.9881e-4  3.0199e-11
»
4 4 »

ARICHE T R 2 H AR LA L 2 H AR EE)
= i B 24 AR AL 532 (MDBBO). %57 LA BBO HiE
B 57 AL, Se it THANT B E 1, IF 5 BBO A2
TR TR, SOl T BRI 2 RN [
)R VAR B DR A48 28 (1) A SCIC rT AT AN, B
RN PE B JLE T, iR T AR5 A k. @
TE A5 28 R BN S 5 28 UL LU, (5 LA SRR,
MDBBO 5 T~ -l B HU AN 18 71 Pareto SRS 11 1&E
WP, WA 3 At b, 3 BT R
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