The Japan Soci ety of Mechanical Engineers

2C2-2

R MA DR AL DR & D
EIEBEERBBILT LT ) X LORRMEEADEE

Effects of Different Degrees of Correlation among Objectives
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Recently it has been pointed out in many studies that evolutionary multi-objective optimization (EMO)
algorithms with Pareto dominance-based fitness evaluation do not work well on many-objective problems with four
or more objectives. In this paper, we examine the behavior of well-known and frequently-used EMO algorithms such
as NSGA-II, SPEA2, and MOEA/D on many-objective problems with correlated or dependent objectives. First, we
show that the search ability of NSGA-II and SPEA?2 is not degraded by the increase in the number of objectives when
they are highly correlated or dependent. Next, we use the different degrees of correlation among correlated or
dependent objectives. We show that the increase in the number of objectives has a different effect on the behavior of
an EMO algorithm depending on the relation among objectives, the degree of correlation, and the characteristics of

the used EMO algorithm.
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1. XLHIC

#L® % BB ®E /L (EMO: Evolutionary Multiobjective
Optimization) 7 /v =Y X A TEMHE O LT THEITIFES
NTWAERO—>Thb. ZRBRFEIL VEEOMRERR
IZHEETEL LWV EEND, HKx 2% R BRI E
A&Eh, ZOEPENTRENRLTVS[]. L»L, ZEAEE
LRI D H RS 4 LA B & 72 A 2 HBGE (LR IZ BV T
NSGA-II[2]%° SPEA2[3]72 ¥ D/ — MEBBIRIZE S T
Y XADOERMEMET T2 Z L NMEE RoTWE. &
HHENETTAREEE LT, BREASEMTSZLICLY,
EROBBIEML, N — MEBBRICE S RO
NEECRDZENETONDE. TORD, /SL— MEBEH
RIZESTATY XA TR, EEERIC X 2\IKER @
R IR, BARMRESLZERTIZLATERNEE
Zbid.

LA LIS, Schutze[4]5i2k v, BAEMSEEMLTYH, 3
V—bh7ay b ORTESYIRWVES, % ENRELEE
OEMHEREEEM L2V ETRENRTVWS. Fx ORITHEA
[51Ci%,2 BEY 500 7 A 7 A v 7% v 7 B BB S
UTo3BEDNEKBN ;v 7y 7B ER L7,

1. BRORSERIICFERSRIE A3 22\ FIRE (Random problem)
2. BWYEEMRAIC MM % b oM (Correlated problem)
3. BRIBIEREICIkEMEL b ORI (Dependent problem)

R ENT-2&BEH T v 7Y v 7 BB B RIS EMT 3
W, ASL—bhT7ar PORTEAEASBEBEE B R
RERIC SN 5. BITHFE T, 3 BEOBEIZRF 5 EMO
FTNATY X LOEBEARE L.

AL TR, 3SBEOZEBH > 7Y v /REEZH
WA, FLT, BECEEh B LKEEDENETLD
BEEREESVOE VA EMO TA T Y XADERMREICEZ S
EELFFETS. HMEERICLY, BMEKMICE—ME, K&
s bo%E, BHHEMSEMLTYH, 2L — MERB{RIZ
ESL7AIY XAIBITALKENT v 7Y v 7EOE
HEMEMEEINLZ2\WZ & &Y. X6, BREKOBMIC LS

EMO 7= ) X ADFEZRMEE~DOFEIT, BRBEKBOBEEF
REEEASVY, FLTETAITY) XAOKBBIIEIDENTEN
AhpZ LERT.

AL DOMERITKRDOAEY TH D, ETE 2 BBV T4SHE
DEBERTHNS 3 BEOEKENT v 7Y v ZBEEIZ
WCEIATS. #LTE 3 ETERREICOVTRS, 54
BIBWTHEERICLVEESEINHERETT. REILES
BETELHETH.

2. $AM0/1FvTYvIME
21 2EB#500 74 FLT Y TYy ) MEAOER
AR TIE, 2 BEIS007 A 7 5T v 74 v 7 B8R AV 5.
2EEIS007 A 7 LTy Ty JEBERUTOL S ICERILS
ns.

Maximize  f(x) = (fi(x), £2(x)) 1)
subject to i wx; <¢, i=12 )

;J] ={0,1}, j=L2,..n 3)
where ﬁ(x):li_lp,jxj , i=12 4)

ZIT, niEZTAT a8 (n=500), py wyidThTh, T
TH o i BT BRTATLjOREBEES, 3Ty Iy
7 i DERBEETT. £, REEE~Z Frvx=(x, x,, ..., x,) 1T
£747 ADBREEKT. 2%V, x, =1L x,=01TEhZh,
TAThjORREFERERT. £/, ZANFT YT v 7
FIEOHIFEEZR VR ) odil, BRAMERICESISEE
FO)EHV S, BAFIBRICESHEEFETIE, ETR
EREMEM O EITTREMEZERT 272012, LTOXCTERS
na qORIBIZT A7 AEHIRTS.

g, =max{p,/w,1i=12}, j=1,2,..500 (5)

ABRIXTHWS 2 BB 500 74 7oy 7%y 7B
Zitzler S[6]0HW=AY SFAMELIALLOEZHS. Zo
RIE I, F v 7y 2 ilcBF 57 A5 5 OFlE p, £[10,
10010#FH TAEK SN BHES LTRELTWS.
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EFESNZ fi(x), LX) D, 2224 HiCTHEBOMELY B
T5. IhboOBEIILETHRAELMETH Y, HINEFEL
TRQRDHEEHNS.

2.2 EROBBMMICHMMR L SKBNT v Ty ME
(Random problem) o3E#
BRI iR S R VBB A RO L D ITESE
T 5.
ﬂﬂ:i%@,i=&QmJ0 (©6)
=
LT, Ty Ty 7 BT BT AT b OFG p; i, Zitzler
LOARTEERCTHICAERLE. 2F Y, [10, 100]0%#
BICTT A ATERSNWI-BEETHS. KB/ TIEX, UT
DX 7 BBEAEMICHBEBER 2 WEEEN ST v Iy
MEZ2EHTS.

Random 4-500 problem: (f,(x), £,(X), ..., £,(X))
Random 6-500 problem: (f,(x), £,(X), ..., f;(X))
Random 8-500 problem: (f(x), £,(x), ..., fs(X))
Random 10-500 problem: (f,(x), £,(X), ..., f,,(X))

ZORETHE, FEHBEENMILTHWAT-D, BRI
mtsEv—ro7oy FORTEBEMTS.

23 BENEEMICHMEZE oSXENTY Ty I/ MA
(Correlated problem) M5E¥

BRI B L b BB E RO L S IZEET S.

g(x)=f(x), i=12 )]
gX)=a- fi(x)+(1-a) fi(x), i=3,579 ®
g(X)=a- fi(x)+(1-a) £,(x), i=4,6,810 )

T, alIEDEHTHS 0<a<l). ZOLE, aPB1iZ
EThITEWIZE, FEMBEERIT Ax)D LI A(x) & DFERS
H2FHE Y, 2.2 #D Random problem ? B AIEIEIZIE-S< .
F72, a0 IETFIUEAEWTY, &BMBEIT AKX E AKX)
L OMBEMEREE D, AXD LT AIZESL . AR T,
UTFTo k52 EBEEEICHEEZ L 22HB0 Ty 7Sy
I BEEERTD.

Correlated 4-500 problem: (g, (x), g,(x), ..., g,(X))
Correlated 6-500 problem: (g, (x), g,(X), ..., g,(X))
Correlated 8-500 problem: (g,(x), g,(X), ..., ,(x))
Correlated 10-500 problem: (g,(x), g,(x), ..., g,(X))

ZOMETI, BMNE/ENTI LV — 70y bR

HHEMT 5. LL, EREIN 5 BB gx)(23) IXfA(x)
L ADOEREKEEEYDH LD LS.

24 BRORABMICEKEMEEZL OSKENT vy 70y MA
(Dependent problem) ek

BRBEHFEIEKFEEL b BNBEBERDO LS CEET 5.

h(x)=fi(x), i=12 (10)
h(x)= f(X)+a- f,(x) (11)
h(x)=f,(x)+a- fi(x) (12)
h(x)= fi(x)—a - f,(x) (13)
h(x) = f,(x)-a- fi(x) (14)
h(x)=£i(x)+ B+ £,(x) (15)
h(x)= £,(x)+ B+ £,(x) (16)
h(x)= £i(x)= B f,(x) an
ho(x)= £,(x)= B fi(x) (18)

IIT, ab BRIEOEETHS 0<a<f<l). ZDOLX,
ab LI gNR0LETEHEVIE Y, £ To BB AKX)
LI fA(x) & DETFENERE Y, ()DL AX)IKIESL.
ABRX T, UToL ) icBEERICEEEL b 22 KR
By 7Yy MR EETD.

Dependent 4-500 problem: (%, (x), 4,(x), ..., 4,(x))
Dependent 6-500 problem: (%,(x), A,(X), ..., A(x))
Dependent 8-500 problem: (A (x), A,(x), ..., /(X))
Dependent 10-500 problem: (#,(x), £,(X), ..., #,(X))

T OFETIE, FEMNEEIT X)L AX)DHTERENS T
H, BERESEMLTH AL —F7ay FORTERIT®EML
20N,

3. ERER

31 EMO7ZATIY XL

AFRILTHWS EMO 702 Y XA TIL, S — MEERER
IZESLFATY XhE LTNSGA-L & SPEA2 %, AN T —
LB E 3K T A TY XA L LT MOEAD[7|Z AV 3.
MOEA/D (ZfEDFMIZ/ AL — MEBBFRE R W2V, &
BEWERECREICT 2887 EMO 74T XLE LT
HOhTW5, HEEE &k 95 &, MOEA/D I3#R%RZE/M

XL T, —BIEROEEEHZTIO>REALS b
A=Ay Ay o A) ERTRSEB.
At A+t A, =1 (19)
4E{Q-L,3,wfi}i=uz,“k (20)
H H " H

ZIT, HEITOHROONEZEOERTHY, HAIBEEZERH
FRETAETHE. ZhEAVT, ZENRELLRELE
HEOH—BEKBELMEICAET 5. 2L T, FEAHRZ b
NED2—2 Y v FEBICES GEBEN TREMRELZTS.
BEHAY MOB N EN=,,,C. [T1TRD b, MOEAD
CRITHEBHYAA X LELIRS. Tk, FEEOEISE
I XLL T IZ7R 3 Weighted Tchebycheff BBk L W BtE &h 5.

Minimize g(x)=max A4 |(f(x)-7)| 2n

=l,...,k

ZIT, r=(hly..n) IBREATHS. ARICTIX MOEA/D
DERR L LTEEHT O BWBEROBRRE<11E2AVS.

3.2 HIERMEE

AFA L THV D NSGA-II, SPEA2, MOEA/D 2+ % ¥
ERBELXZLUTITRY. £7-, MOEA/D DOEEKEEY 1 XI3E
BT MNVOEIEKEFEL, EEOHEICRETE WD,
@ EMO 7 /v 3 Y X AOEEFEY A X 200 2TV VEE L.

BB X (NSGA-II, SPEA2) : 200
EEEEY 1 X (MOEAD) :
200 (2 HEY), 220 (4 BHHY), 252 (6 EHY),
120 (8 EHY), 220 (10 B&Y)
T &4 ¢ 400,000 [E] 0> 1B (A EF 46
AR 0.8 (—HRRTX)
ZERERFER ¢ 1/500 (¥ v FNRER)
RITEIE : 100
A T, RE S OFFMIEE & L T Hypervolume[6]% >

5. Hypervolume X DOMENBRBEZEZTI2H R THY,
B BIBA%ZER LIz BT 2 MO UL & Skt % I FE A4
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%. Hypervolume DEMEH L LT, BHBEKOENETO &2
HREAEAVD.

4. PNEMER

4.1 BRMMMOEMBRIC L S EENE

FHIZ, ZRIEICx LT NSGA-II 2@/ L, BEIh-fE
HEHLETNAMREOFRLEBEOREERE 1 ITRT. Zok
%, BRIRERICEEEE b OB L Ta=01%, BH
BRI K ESEL2 L HORBBEICX L Ta=01, =02 ZREL
7. @1 kv, BRBEEEICHEBEREGANRR2VEE@TIE, B
RIS 2 &, ESBOEIEHEZ, 100 H{KE TiZ2 B
B 500 74 7 L) v 7Yy JBEEBRWTETOEERIHES
LTS, LavL, BRBEIKMICHEBEYE, KEEE2D
SRRED, o) TiE, BRYEIEM L THIELROFIRIXIZL A
EEZTWARWZ b5, Kz, SMETESINI-M#
#£417x L Hypervolume 2 ROTHERER 1IZ7T. K11
VT, “Original 2-500” 1% f(x)& £(x)D 2 EHIS00 7 A 7 1
Fo 7Yy /EEEELTCEY, T FNOEIEHED
NSGA-Il DEM 101222 X HICERELEN TS . K1 LY
ETORBBEIZEWT, BRERIHEMNT 2 & MOEA/D OfEN
NSGA-II ¢ HELTHMLTWB Z bbb, LinL, B
F BB AR R - (RN b D RAREIS, FEESRIMRAS 72\ \RARE
X b Y, MOEA/D & NSGA-II & DEDEN/NEL 2o T3,
Fo-®, BEBEKRE CHEBN - REEOBERBEET HE,
HEVEASHEM L THI LW M LRV DT, /L — MEE
BMRICEAS T Y XADHERE LT EEZLND.
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Fig. 1 Average percentage of non-dominated solutions obtained by
NSGA-II at each generation

Table 1 Normalized average hypervolume of the obtained solution
sets on random, correlated, and dependent problems

Test Problem NSGA-II SPEA2 MOEA/D
Original 2-500 1.000 0.997 1.055
Random 4-500 1.000 0.987 1.164
Random 6-500 1.000 0.950 1.208

Correlated 4-500 1.000 0.984 1.072
Correlated 6-500 1.000 0.974 1.075
Dependent 4-500 1.000 0.994 1.066
Dependent 6-500 1.000 0.983 1.072

4.2 BRMABMOBAE S L IERUE

Wiz, BB OMEESVOBRVWAEMO 7= Y X4
DRFHEREIZE 2 DHEBLAETDH. 22T, BEEE /i(x)
EHX)D 2 RTERICHE L, ZREVREL 2 BOREL
Hipt. Zhizky, BEIh-BESOBNEK L BB
MOBEESVWARLRZEED, 2 RTEMICBIT2BES L
LTHEBTAZENTES.

4.21 HOMEMIcENEEZL>SBEN Ty Ty I/ mA
(Correlated problem) MIEEER

BEORE R Ic B2 LS K BN v Yy JHIRICE
WTHIEMEDOBEEE o #ZF L7z NSGA-II, SPEA2, MOEA/D
{Zxt % Hypervolume %X 2 127”3, X2 TiX, BEAY 2
REZMICHE L, ZHEORES 2 BMBEL AR LTY
5. £, FNFhoOX CHRY Hypervolume NDEMRKEND
DITBRETTRYT. M2 LY, NSGA-liza=04TH5 10 HHY
BB TR LDBRWVWEREZEF TETVAZ L RLH»D.
¥77, NSGA-IL iZBWT, a DEIN/NIV (gi(x)& g(x)& D
EEREMNKEV) BE, BRESHEMT IIZoNTRIF2M
PWELTWS. —F T SPEA2 & MOEA/D TiX, 2 B#J 500
TATLFy Ty VBETEGEINTZENRLRIFTHD
ZERDbMS, FLT, a DEBRKRELRBIHED (@x)&
2(x)& DEEEN/NE L 251284, BEIhAIENE/LRL,
IFLALDOREIZBWT, BHEFHEMT 5 LREOHENK
FL7=.

4.2.2 BEROBEMMICIRAEZ L OSBBANT Y Ty /M
(Dependent problem) @)FEERHNR

B BRI EEE 2 LSBTy IV v 7S
WT, IEEEOEEE o & pEEE L7 NSGA-II, SPEA2,
MOEA/D I3 2R %X 3 (2R, X3 T, fBES%L 2
WTZERICHE L, ZEKEMREY 2 BBEL 2R LT
. %7, FNFNOXTEY Hypervolume DENKE 2
DEBETTRYT. W3 LY, NSGA-II & SPEA2 i H WA
MUT-BE, EOMRENRE ELTWAZ EXbh5b. EbIT,
B UEMEKCENT, KEEOHEEEa & pOEHFREN

(h(x) & h(x)E DIETEEN/NEL 125) BE, 1 FE AL DR
OWEERM ELTWA Z & a3bas. —F T, MOEA/D Ti,
2< DL, BRIEKOEME & LICHOEREITERLLTWS.
LML, KEEDOBERE (a & f) IREIMBOUEICESE
5 ZDHDOTERRd) 0Tz

IIT, BEWEAEMLTWAIZLEDL ST, HRENE L
LTWAERZFELLHFAETS. NSGA-l IZBWTRbKE
¢ Hypervolume DENRELNDIE, a=03,8=06 Th?
10 BERIREEOBE S ThH -T2, “ORBETESSh-MBESD
50% Attainment surface &, 1 ERTTICBIT 2 BEERORES
%1 4 {2777, 50% Attainment surface (X BE I N~ RESDOE
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Hypervolume
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(b) SPEA2
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Fig. 2 Average hypervolume in the two-dimensional objective space of obtained solution sets by each algorithm on correlated problems
with different degrees of correlation among objectives.

Hypervolume

Hypervolume Hypervolume

(x10%) (x10%) (x10%)
405 4.05 405
400 400 4.00
395 3.95 395
- 3.90 3.90 3.9
N 3.85 3.85 385
3.80 3.80 380
Original 2-500 375 Original 2-500 375 Original 2-500 375
©.1,02) Dependent 4-500 0.1,02) 0.1,02)
02,04 Dependent 6-500 ©.2,0.4) (02,04)
Dependent 8-500 (03,06) Dependent 8-500 (03,06) (03,06)
Dependent 10-500 (04,08) (a’ ﬂ) Dependent 10-500 (0.4,0.8) (a, ﬂ) Dependent 10-500 (0.4,0.8) (a’ ﬁ)
(a) NSGA-II (b) SPEA2 (c) MOEA/D

Fig. 3 Average hypervolume in the two-dimensional objective space of obtained solution sets by each algorithm on dependent problems
with different degrees of correlation among objectives.

RS ERT8]. M4 L0, 2 BH500 T4 F L) v T
v/BELERET S, BREOBMIR L TRMEIRRY
LTWaH, ZEHEERRKREEMLTHD I EBxbns. £
DIz, 2 BHIS00 7 A 7 Lt v Iy JFEORES LD
K&V Hypervolume # B T/t E2 50 5.

21000 T T T T T
20000

19000

~««. Pareto optimal
O, —— Original 2-500
@ . — Dependent 10-500

17000

Maximize f5(x)
g

i

1 1 1 1

15000 16000 17000 18000 19000 20000 21000
Maximize f,(x)

Fig. 4 50% Attainment surface and the obtained solutions at the
2000th generation by a single run of NSGA-II on the original 2-500
problem and the dependent 10-500 problem.

5. ¥&o
AL TIE, BRIBEERIC, EREREMRAS 22\ FARR, HEREN
L OME, EEE L OMED 3 BEOZHEN S v I
v 7 EEE AW, ThoOMEICR L EMO 7Y X%
BAT2Z LT, BEBERICHEBEMED L EEEEZ Lo

BE, T LOEEESVOEVA EMO 7A=Y X ADER
HREICEZAREEZPE L. BEERL v HHOBEEKRICHE
BEME, IRTEENEET 28B4, BAKMSEMNL THIEELRD
BEEIIEMUIZSWI L E2RLE. 207D, NL— ME#
BEMRICE S EMO 743 Y AAIZHT AL AT v Iy
JRIEOBHEMEIEM LRI &R L. £7-, BWEOD
WIZ L5 EMO 743 Y XA~OEET, BHREKEOBE
RPHEEES, FLTETAITY ALA0OKBKIZL Y ZRFh
RiBZ L%RLE.
X ®
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