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An evolutionary multiobjective optimization method for traveling
salesman problems

CHEN Yu', HAN Chao
(School of Science, Wuhan University of Technology, Wuhan 430070, China)

Abstract: An evolutionary multi-objective optimization method is proposed for the traveling salesman problem (TSP) to
overcome the parameter-setting trouble in traditional niching strategies, where we develop an optimization model
minimizing the tour length as well as the averaged mutual distance, and solve it to get the global optimal solutions of
TSPs via the nondominated sorting genetic algorithm II (NSGAII). To strike a balance between global exploration and
local exploitation, it incorporates an evaluation strategy that makes different solutions of the same length nondominated,
and generates new candidate solutions via a novel discrete differential evolution strategy as well as a simplified 2-Opt
strategy. Numerical comparisons with existing algorithms demonstrate that the NSGAII for TSP (NSGAII-TSP) can
better keep the population diversity, be kept away from the absorption of local optima, and consequently has robust
global exploration ability. With assistance of the special strategy making different solutions of the same length
nondominated, the proposed algorithm can perform global optimization better, and locate several global optimal
solutions at a time.
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WO SRED 25, BUR B B JR 0T R RE T, J1 4
PN R TR AR AR, B R AR R R Y Bk, st
FEFEM R R AL A 2 7 b RO & A
AT 3 o R A4 2R W AR ORI, R A B
2 RR R B ), (H IR L By 75 B AN AV BT A
BEATIE . SRT, BT B RO T BB (0 g AL gE A,
DRI b 75 22K FH JR) 1 48 2R SR i iy VR I R B 0T K g
73, TR, AT S G b SE IR R A R R A R AR
KA1 5 RETT KR TP 47, — BB X B & et Ak
SR AR R T 3K fig TSP jig @710,

/INAE B (Niching) SR B& & — Bl H MO 2 4618
PRIFSRBE, ST H A S0k B 2R A E . B,
SE AR 5 H br 2 AL R 8 2 B AR
i), FERR 2 N 22 W I ) “ 22 H ARl 12 — M,
X — SR 22 W ALK 0] R A Oy — A XUE AR AL 1]
R For— A B bR O TR 2 0 ) @ AR A B AR, T S —
AN B AR RS T IR B A U314 Bl R g B0 1T
112 K 8 B ) A1, Wang SEUST LB HY T — AN ]
SRR, 28 AN BhsiE A S E B iR CGE—1H
Fr) A7 T B BR £, I Rl Dy b iz FH i ) 28 1 3 H A
AR RAG BN AR T R A Z A F M. T2 H
i 131k B 7% (Multi-objective evolutionary algorithms,
MOEAs) Hy AR B4 ol B 23 2 1 B Ui B i N 2
FEVE R R, I F MOEAs 3K i 2 U [ 1 ¥ X0 H
A TG R TR BN R EmATER T
TREFFEE Z FEE T AT B RS H0R B

H A, ¥ 2 g ] AT 2 B AR i 2 B s
A T792: CUAE I 82 22 45 ] R PR A 5 BUAS 1 R
{HLAE TSP [ 7_E AR 7 1 Ak 36 20 B B, A St
K AR TSP [ & ()34 2 B AR A T e AT Bk 72, Ak
TAFEALFE: g 57 LR AT K FE AP 35 B B R 25 5 H b
(0850 B A LA A R 42t — ol A 2 A% K B A (] F ]
AT BLAS 5 A0 R VRO SR SR T — Pl £ 2 e A
7207 A S A B A A, IR 155 46 1) 2-Opt SR
HEAT R 4% 225 I NSGATH /A MOEA HE 423K fif
TSP ji) 75, 8 ik 5 i 4 445 S48 )7 v A Rk

1 TSP a8 &= E AR A
1.1 TSPa)gR

TSP 1] A3 (1) — Fc i & Ay s 76 m 3 K o 1) 22 38
W Lk —ANRAT TN AN T R, SR A
B n AN — VR S 28 01 31 H R 3 T 179 0 o s 4%
WKHREV R n NIRRT N2, n, 3 E
FEEHPEAND = (d(i,5))nxn, W EIFH— KR

 Cp), 815
f(Ry) = min f(R).

n—1
o f(R) = d(cj,.cj,,) +d(cs, . c5,), R = (¢,
s o) R MR B 1,2, 0 HA
AT d(ej, 0500, ) TR ¢, B ¢, 2 T
HEBAEKE. #&d(c,c;) = d(cj,e),Vi,7 € {1,2,
coun Y, MURR 2 S 5 BR (9 TSP 0] &85 75 U, Fk R A X
FRTSP [a] #. ASC 3 Z 8 X% R K TSP [ 3, % F
39 T P 4 B 32 735 TSP o] R — AN oI AT L B R =
(Cj1sCias oo 5 € ) BRMINTT ¢, Fley,, ey, -y 0, T
IR A E] ;) BIRAT BR AT
1.2 ZBEMMKERE
% H b AL 7] 8 (Multiobjective  optimization
problem, MOP) /R 1R :

min F(CC) = (f1($)7f2($), >fm(a:));
st.x = (1,22, -+ ,2,) €S, C R". €))

1E1% % H AR AL [ R A, m AR AR B AR fi, fa,
ooy fon AEAE A2 AH B R, AN AT BEAE AT AT IS,
E)—NAAT R 15 f1, fo, -+, o P IE 2 5
/IME. R itk 7E MOP Hff 9% 1 >R H Pareto 32 it (Pareto
dominance) 7% & LB AN T AT IR IS5

E X1 (Pareto L) 2 u = (ug, Uz, ,Up), v
= (v1,V2, "+, V). WERu; < 0 X TFrA EOL, B
BDLFE—A MR u; < v; AL, W FR u(Pareto) 3¢
fitw, iIifEu < v.

TE X 2 (Pareto i ft) X T MOP(1) [1J 3N 1] 47
ffx € Sy, MARANFEFITHyY € S, 13 F(y) <
F(x), W # z 3 MOP(1) ¥ Pareto 5 It fift; BT 5 Pareto
I M 44 1 Pareto 5 {10 25 ; Pareto 5 {1t 56 7E 7] & bR 4
F(-) FHEFRA Pareto B V.

1.3 SRERTSPE]RRAIN BRI EE

— R, £ B br 4 A @ (1) B £ A Pareto
s A, T T A4S R 1) MOEA WU /] DAFE — X
i AT A B 45 31 £ A Pareto S AL . N T 78 40
MOEAs [f] F 1& . 22+ PE LR L1145 21 TSP ] @3 1) 4
Je B LA, B SR TSP I B2 B ARAL X H AR AR
A4 R

Ry = (c1,¢2,- -

min F(2) = (f(x), 1/d(x)). @)

N
}ﬁhﬂ@%%&w%&ﬁw@%3@;ma@wﬂ
S SCT AN @ 1T 0 B BB 5, dist(, a;) 9T 4%
EVEEE R 5w, PR X R T 25 B o i i
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BRFRENEE A LR RN A =
(53412),y = (32154) A 5437 (1) TSP 1] 1 1 6 2%
BIEIAR, W ~ 55T E AR o Fly TR A B 740
NI, = (45231) 1T, = (32154). TRA
dis(z,y) = Lz — Iyll1 =
4=3|+[5—-2|+[2—1|+[3—5|+|1 —4] =10.

AR (T 25 B B BE 2 d () %I T AMA 2 5 R
T b AR IR T 24 BE B, d () MR, DB R 1% A 33
i B b OR B R R DRI 2 AR, 5 18 3 TSP
] # ] fe B AT 2 AN A AH R B4 1 B I R AT B AR, 1
% H bt 5125 v BT Pareto S AC M A EL 35 7 v2:
A HE 3 B0 b A A e VR DR T e N R S A A, R
FHUNR 75 320 B AR (R B A K B2 (AN [8) wl AT il i Ax
NEASLE AT R, FigE o 5y A MRS E
KL B f(x) = f(y), WK d(x) 5 d(y) 347 HLEG 45
d(z) < d(y), M=% f(y) = f(y) +1/d(y); & d(z) >
d(y), M4 f(xz) = f(x) + 1/d(x); 5 d(x) 5 d(y) H
FEMA f(x) = fz) + 1/dist(z, y), d(y) = d(y) +
1/dist(x, y).
2 RARTSPH L B irdt L&k
2.1 ETHHIRF4REEEE D F LR

Z4y 134k, (Differential evolution, DE) 22 DA Fh B
HH RN AR 22 S ) 7 TR DR AR S R 7 T, e 0 TS 4 R
T AL R AR T, P SAT A8 SCERAE R A R M, 1
K g BARAL ie) BN RA R G AL R R, SR T, 4
B A 0] R B O] AT S A AR A5 AR B E A
TR AR R A PR PE. v 7 B B 2= 4y 1
%ﬁ’iﬂ%ﬁ’]iﬁ%mfﬁd Zliii)’iﬁ—ﬁﬁ?bﬁkﬁﬂ?ﬂéﬁﬁ%

Stepl. &mﬁ%3/l\§iﬁ/\ﬁiw1 = (c11,¢1,2,
e ,C1,n),1’2 = (02,1,62,27"' ,02,n)ﬂ] T3 = (03,1,

C32, 5 Cap) ATV = 1,2, n, TEx3 FELIK
T ¢o,; T AL KA B ERL, 10 ¢0 ; 7E @o Ml s AL E 7
Bz ZE N mov;. TG ENR BEAE a0 Fe LN a5 FIL
T2 [F & mov = (movy, movy, - -+ , mov,,).

Step2: FfEikfFEv = (v1,v9, - ,Un)%ﬂﬁlﬁﬂj\j
(0,0,---, 0% FVj = 1,2, n, MR F ¥,
FOSR T ey, HOREELM j 531 j + mov;, B

{j + mov;, if rand < F
vj = 3)

0, else.
BTV = 1,2, #5, = 0, UMER v ik L
BB B L — AN T ;.

Step 3: ¥ fEikffv 5z L EMF Ew = (ug,

Ugy Uy ) BEHLAER 1 ~ n 2 (B8 E rand 4. X T
Vi = 1,2,--- ,n,#rand < CRE{j = rand i, |
Luy = v S AE z PR E v T HIALE K, 2 u;
= Uk, U = Vj.
2.2 2-Opt/FERL R

2-Optae— P |z B F - TSP [l @ 1) Ja) 48 2
IGO0 FLEE AR A S AH IR 117 (1) 5 e, i ] 1 o
T e b2 [AIEE RS 5 a\ d 2 [A] (1) BR 25 2 A/ T as
b Z [ HIFRES 5 o d 22 [8] (R 22 A0, UK TSP 42
BNHaFdZ4 b 2 c FE B a, FRIRTTaf il 17—
IR 2-38 4. 2-Opt FIFH I A A B I T AT 4 &R, 4
BEAT T 2-28 46, DUV B 0T BT A AR AR T AT 4 R A
I NG L LI [R) 52 % B2 AR AR 10121, Dy 1 FEAIK
Jr B 2R BV B R) 52 A%, 06 TSP i) 8 F) P AT B84

(c1,C9,++ , cn) K ATRIALIY 2-Opt J& F0 4% 2% SR i, AT
B 311 3 Dy — e AT 2- A8 He.

c d ¢ d

a b a b

(a) 2-ZHHT 0 B 42 (b) 2-XK ¥ F W FT 12
1 2-OptBARIE T 3 HR SR BE
2.3 RFRTSPE)@EHI NSGAI

NSGAII & 7%"I(Non-dominated sorting geetic
algorithm) #2& — M = R 1) 22 H AR 240 5%, A0 H
BEAT SRS K /% TSP vl #f) NSGATL-TSP:

Step 1: FEALA % N ANVITUG AT AT i, #4 A Pop,
FHHRH Q) W AMEFAT I, 2t = 1.

Step 2: K 2.1 15 A 9 AE BSR AR IR Sy IV
(R ATl B NewPop, HF1 FH 146 1) 2-Opt 14T
Jr A R, OO A B BT A 1) A 20 (2) X NewPop i
ITTENY

Step 3: 4 IntPop = Pop |J NewPop, J¥4/ IntPop
H AN R 22 8] 1 SCHE R &R, T ELREAS AN R R SO
¥ %1 (Nondominantion rank) 1M ¥ 5 % (Crowding
distance)!'?.

Step 4: AR I S 7 B 5 PE B0 AMA AT
He e AE L P B0 1A A T JE SR FOR A
A 25 TSN ) Al SCC 3 H50r [R1, T4 45 7R B K 1)
AL TAHHE R BN A .

Step 5: EFERUF I N AR BT — AP HE
Pop; #7 15 HLAE W45 213 /2, W0 461 1 Pop, HVE 45 3
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M}, &t =t + 1,7 % Step 2.

AN () AE SCHC 7 BN TR b SCIC %A AR 1R 1
ANK G RE BS 20 1 SR O [F) % AR
LA AR 2 A R BE 25K/, NSGAIL A VR H T R E
SCC P Hdse /N A A (R RS S S, - O 00 T HAT UK
PH IR MR £ 07 L S T 2R R R,
M B WS T 243 53 73 A (3 BA Pareto i 15

3 HERR

N T RAEA STV B RV, K TSPLIB (https://
www.iwr.uni - heidelberg.de/groups/comopt/soft - ware/
TSPLIB95/) H1 I ik ] A 5 LA SR HEAT L.
1, NSGAIL-TSP 5 3% i i windows7 # {F 5 %t v (1)
Matlab2017a % % S 2, 75 4L 2 25 9 Intel(R)Core(TM)
i5-6500, 1 774 16 G I PCHL I8 47, BT & HiE R
F T AN TR B Ao 1A AL i, S50 3 T F b LA
S AN[R], AE A B AL e AH [R] 5 5 /b 1 R B A
(Function evaluations, FEs) /X F 4 NSGAII-TSP
2 IS ARE 1R 56 . 75 18 21 NSGAIL F I [A] 52 2%
N O(M NV I8 35 Ffr R RIARE B 165 T, S5092 I [A) &2
i 55 38 N B P, A BV 0 r SR FH LN TR A A
N = 20; 5340 B T Z BRI T E T B2
B ZREVEOR KRS, Oy 145 B S R B Wi Sk, 2=
FACE TG TN E = 0.9, XBEN
CR =0.9.

TSPLIB H (1558 5 TSP IR 7] 4t 17 2%l
FRY AR B, T 30 T 2 1) ) L 4 A ) ) o i
SR ()R K TR BE B A5 3. 8 T B U B B8 F NSGATI-
TSP 5L B R, SR FH W A AN 5] 77 V45 230 i 2 18] 1)
ek AN R

1) RPNk 7 2 8] (1 R PR R 2 8 45 3 4 i
A B LR AR A B2, R A5 1 1 0 s R R Ay E
T H % BRI AT 7 7] @8 (Rounded  symmetric traveling
salesman problem, RSTSP);

2) LAWE AN S5 T 2 1] FR IR PG R 2 A g 3k it 2 )
) B B AR A B2, X RE AT 81 F 0k ] PR g AR A
[0 )i 47 7 1] @ (Unrounded symmetric traveling
salesman problem, USTSP).
3.1 SKEERSTSPHIHEIRKLER

RSTSP 38 b Xef 358, 17 1) 1) B P 2 F 4 45 381 3 i
) ) B B ARG S, VR Bk 1 I PR 128 /N B30 i oK
R 22 L, T 0 4 R 7 A DR R J) e
filk, A4 I REBLFRD 5K A A2 45 58 I R K 53 4, BRCRE ] g
A5 A5 DU e b R BAS 1 — A R AR A, B AT RE A
TE 2 5% BATAH A 1 do F R AT BR A2

%3 LA TSPLIB H [ Eil51, Berlin52, St70, Eil76
AN Pr107 £ 25 RSTSP {1l ik i) &, Jf K iz AT 45 R 5
SCHiR BV ACGA(Ant colony genetic algorithm).
HGI-ACGA (Heuristic genetic information based ant
colony genetic algorithm)?! L) 2 NACA(New ant
colony algorithm)23 #E47 Ll 4. 78 3CHik [23] H, NACA
(RPN 50, 3XARR N 500, 203847 125 000
VR BOPAR A% ST NSGATI-TSP (R BRI A 20,
KIERAHH 1000, AHEAT 720000 KR EPFA. H
TA [ ] Y B A B BB AN A, IS B AR K
JE 55 B AR AR K P (A O 35 22 SR PR T AR A 55
KB SLBIIRSTIZAT 10 UK, 15 3 B9 45 R -7 2 A

10

> (Si—S0)

=1
=L L 100%.
“ 105, ¢

Horp: S NS IRIBATE R KE, S N E A
AR K. GiH 18 2 1 B8 B8 12 K T Best,
SN AR K Mean FI-E AR Z o 3R 1.

&1 SKAERSTSPHINSGAIL-TSP 5 H fth & AR 4E RELER

Problem Algorithm Best Mean o /%
ACGA 463 499 8.6

HGI-ACGA 453 488 6.2

EilS1 NACA 440 458 5.6
NSGAIL-TSP 426 4282 0.5
ACGA 7820 8201 6.3

HGI-ACGA 7769 7989 22

Berlin32 NACA 7602 7892 1.6
NSGAILTSP 7542 7568 0.3

ACGA 762 814 122
HGI-ACGA 736 789 8.9
870 NACA 712 768 6.9
NSGAILTSP 675 677.9 04

ACGA 602 662 153
HGI-ACGA 586 640 9.3
Eil76 NACA 575 620 7.8
NSGAILTSP 539 548.1 18
ACGA 4589 49363 72
HGI-ACGA 46659 48989 5.1
Pri07 NACA 46659 48989 5.1
NSGAILTSP 44326 4454538 0.5

FE R 56 45 I % 0, F | NSGAIL-TSP K fif TSP
i AT DLAS B 5 4 A A A5 AR SR ACGAL
HGI-ACGA F1 NACA K fi# Eil76, St70, Eil51, Pr107 A/l
Berlin52 753 2] ] 1 351 FH %oF i 22 1k Bk /0N, 2 B3 X T
X3 S, A n) R SRR HE BN B
& Y% N Eil76, St70, Eil51, Pr107 A1 Berlin52. NSGAII-
TSP [ 3R fift 45 B 06 4, 7 AR ki 22 B e e, R



%45

M % % — A RMRT A FA GBI S BARRAL T & 779

NSGAII-TSP )4 R & At 71 8 nfe e, Bk & ik
PE B T, 3% 2 R NSGATI-TSP 78 SR A H bR A AL A
B (2) o B rp s ot ORRE T R 22, T TR A 1
2-Opt 1% 2 g — J5 i v] AR 58 JR 8 K e 0, o —
73 THILE B ARG N 1) 52 44 5 1) [ B 3 B 1 TR 3ok 8 g i 48
EQIEPNEESZW Al R & = R Y
CEWAR

55 3 g 22 WA AL ) ) R O 28 I8 2 iy
K 14 TSP 0] @8 2 2 > 4 JR) i A i I5F, NSGAII-
TSP 1] LA [F] i) 753 21 2 A 4= &) & AL fig. LA BilS1 1,
NSGAII-TSP £ — K3z 47 1 5 Ja 45 R v 1) I A 5 7
AR 4 S5 B AL, FL g AR a2 F 1 3 .

701733 e 36
60t \ > 35
50_24
% a0t S 62 1
= 34
= 301 4
20
10 % VI
0 4()' f;z . 4.5 33. .
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70
HEAL bR
&2 Eil51 ImMegiE1
70
60t
% 50t
e
=40}
H
= 301 4
20
10 3 VI
0 4()' f;z . 4.5 33. .
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70
REAL bR

3 EilSIMImMMER2

e & 2 AR 3 0] LA B, Eil 51 1) 8 f A 842 1
H A B A% 2 WA AN [R], Frh 220 3 T 42 B3I T 13
AN — 42 — 40 — 19 — 41 — 13 —
s 542 519 - 40 41 - 13 — - TIMA
ANAS TR ) 4 S o A0 AR L A2 E 0T 488 71 0 19 BRR
FUHE 1T 7= A2 ). NSGAIL-TSP ¥ A 7] ) 42 Ja) B AL fil o7
MR B ASSZ L Pareto B A1 A, #AT AYE — IR I 4T
[F B 753 31 22 A4 e e A AR
3.2 REBUSTSPRIBEINIEGER
USTSP DARK [ R B 3 7 2 8] ) B BB AR K,
A B85 B [ 1 RTAT B 42 1) B AR B 22 e A8 /).
I, B e LA TR N SR T A e T LIS BRE I Y
A JREARAR. AT HAE NSGAIL-TSP >R fif USTSP 1) 3%
2R, 5 7 2 A [ 58 4 Bk (ICA)NO AT L.

1 ICA BIRDEERUAR Y 100, 35S TR BN 500, 5 3L 3T
50 000 XA TEY; NSGAII-TSP H R A 20, 1%
RIRFCH 2 500, BEAT 50 000 IR AMA PR X6 BEAN I
) R ST 32 4T 20 Yk NSGAII-TSP, 75 3 B 1 45 5 Best,
B 72 45 B Worst A AT 12) 25 B Mean, W3R 2 Fios. /F
B ) /&, USTSP 5 % B 1) RSTSP 1 4> J=) S A8 i
FEASAH[H], 7T B BExT pr S 1 B AR K B HEAT LRSI
LIRS,

=2 REZUSTSPHINSGAIL-TSP 5 ICA BZE B ELER

ICA NSGAII-TSP

Problem

Best!”! Best Mean Worst
Eil51 428.87 428.87 428.90 428.98
Eil76 544.37 544.37 549.34 554.17
Eil101 640.21 643.22 646.51 653.18
Pr107 44301.68 44301.68 44369.93 44 480.74
Bier127 118703.56  118759.52  119521.66  120507.81
Pr136 96770.92 96 879.95 97315.58 98634.68

FH % 2 1 &5 SR T 0 61 5 /N A ) /L, NSGALL
-TSP 15 2| [ e 4 K DA ST 35 B AR K B AH 22 3541
/N, R NSGAI-TSP (Wi AT 45 R LA e, Bt
UF; [FI ), 5590 NSGAII-TSP 76 3§ 1 AN BB /N Eil5 1
HVEI76 1 7] @ L ] PAPS 31 5 ICA AH [F] B B 4 i
A28, T 3 117 A B8ORS 8K 1) Eil107, Bier127, Pri36 =
AW i A 380 P o B A5 UV K T ICA 153 21 1) f
U 45 5L, IX T RE A2 K NSGATI-TSP HCoRH T i 4R ki
A 2-Opt Jr) B35 2R A, I =y I A BE JImg A7 IR ik
4 % W

&2 TSP jv] B A K81 = i i A, A8 0%
RER A 2 B bR A 773K 3 TSP ] @, AT v ik
e 458 1) B0 H BRI A 7 75 /0 AR 5 SR 1 2 B0 B A
R AR SCEEST T DL TSP i) R ) % 4% K B2 A AR S1- 1)
BORERE B B EECN B AR B E AR, it T
e BB o3 AL ST R AL 1 2-Opt 28 1% AN 44
A AT IR B 8% [X 70 FLAA AH R R A K P I AN [R) AT 4T
PRAT AR VTN 7732 BB 50 45 R R W, B fs 21 1)
NSGAII-TSP B A B4 (14 J7) SR e /1, Bt ag, I
B REAE — i AT RN 13 31 2 A4 Jm s L, 2 —
TSR fif TSP 5] B8 A 2407 1.
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