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Abstract: Multi-objective differential evolution algorithm is a simple and effective evolutionary algorithm for multi—
objective optimization, which has been attracted much increasing interest from academia recently and applied to
various fields successfully. Firstly, the basic idea of differential evolution is introduced, and some representative
multi—objective differential evolution algorithms are analyzed. Then some effective measures are presented, which
can improve the performance of multi-objective differential evolution algorithms. Thereafter, a variety of performance
indices for multi—objective differential evolution algorithms are discussed and some typical applications of multi—
objective differential evolution algorithms are also mentioned. Finally, some promising paths for future research in
this area are pointed out.
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FeRl . % B ARRAL ; £ 5054 iE AL S i Pareto AT 5
SCikbR G A Sy K TP301.6

1 5%

AL — 2R AL A AR A ARG Y T
BRORRATTE 5 TSR AR 4E ) 30250 B R0 |
Z Hirmfiefeladl, & s wiE i A B & X,
B EAL R RS A AR GURAE N 1Y
R AR 2 —1, LSRR TR 2 H iR
AR, T A 5532 % B bRtiAbin) i Pareto Hifiy
(Pareto front )R 3% % 23 [0 AR URHAIE 55 J7 I 1) 52
me, A R H P, B BT EE —UOmaE s 3
3% H ALl ) 24 Pareto S LTS 11, 2
22N S ST B Schaffer 7E 1985 4R U EAN
TR TR BbRtiAuio) @, S i 1 ) PR E
Fik VEGAY, ZJEWFE N bl 1P A (R
Z HbREEE B/ IVESE Pareto BHEHETE NPGAM,
SRS Pareto {HILFE SPEATK MG L SPEA2C,
Pareto 14 22 {8 L MG PAES!! HE 27 HE 77 it 4% S0k
NSGA® R H i # 1) 5k NSGA-11P, % B ARKLFHE:
L3 MOPSOM., X 26% H bRtk 3% b 2 40R
RO B8 AEm LA S AR, RIS Pareto 432K
HESF (Pareto ranking ) P15 25 FE A% SR wE DL 4k £F
HHARR AR, B (L RIS Pareto BITHTAE
iR R

E 4 E AL E (differential  evolution , DE )22
Storn Fll Price J* 1995 A2 I —FREETI A . 55
FRVEREAL NS B M TR E e etk e
THZMZE Hlds A G DA HUR A T
LA B, H R, ENAMIFR N Bl e 285
ZoEA R TORES B brtidbin) @l 32 T if %
AIRFEVEN Z HiRZ2 b EED, i, sk AR5
NTEZ H b Z2 50 AL B R 5 N — Rl B 4
FERIRR IR AR/ B B 7 1, RO RAIE T R Y
ZRENE s T2 50 N I SR R 0 S A
T — TR XU L SR A2 TR 2 H Al o) 23
(2o, Horp— MR Tl st A

W ATE, S — AR T s s e ey Al
AT R GR) 3 T BRI S P RE AR I AN BT AT
i Santana—Quintero F1 Coello Coello"Fg H} Pareto 43
GAHEFRIPHIE 2 £ H bR 22 /- AL R A P
MARHLE, IR T —FR 2 H i i Eik
e-MyDE. iZ8ERH— N BHARE 25 M 1k
A AE 45 % (non—dominated solution )™, Ffi@ i 5]\
e— e Ak & LUEARAR I A A 3 A o AR ST
% HARZ0 AL FIETE E N AT BLR S K S
PBHATVRE TR T 2 BbRZ2 b b ) —
BB )

2 FESriibsrik

A R — P T i A B ) e b
A 3 AN EEAE T AR J R, i
EERING R R R R A B
LN FACEET , C= OB B — A xRt
D SRS AL B« L Y e (1,2, D) B
TP =, 3y ) SRR NP A ) B
B O P REABIUEL NP4 WIREZE 4 A ol LI
RO,

(WG R

VIATBENR P =,y v+ v HOBHBLFA R
SREUT .

Vi<NP, VjﬁD:x;,C=0=lj+rjx(uj—lj )

HorpAs i« ZEIK I u, N RIEAAL, r X0, 1
- BRERLEL

(2)72 Sl

vicz, :x; +Fx( x;:, —xzzt )
Hr r,,r, e[1, NP 3 ANFEALIERER#%, H
ry #r, #r E i IR T Fe 0,218 AN s,



236 Journal of Frontiers of Computer Science and Technology JTENBIZESHEE 2009,3(3)

P TR R B

(3)AATHAE
; U]l:'(;:[ P’ if (I‘andom[o ’ l ) $ CR!j:jram[ )
U o, =1 .

7. G=t

1
X oot s otherwise

Hohj R nlSIRIBEHUEAL, (I u,, EAEM o,
A — A TE 2, TR S AR A, B
SRS
(4) PRt
u;:t S ui;:t )>f(xic:[ )

x(}=1+l = i
X, »otherwise

o fC ) SR B B PN RS . TEIEEERAE T, T
AN 1 B I T 5 WIHE T — R TR
JEAN AR 0, AT SR R ER B T — AR A

PRI, 225 AL SR A HE AT LI AR BT T

LB ZEOROME RN it R R P 4
AL AREL =0,

SRR 2 TEMPIIG IR P 5

SPBR 3 ARG R L SRR S IR R T, O
R A s TR EE TR 4

LR 4 BEE P TR e R A S AR AR
B F—REHE P, 5

LIRS TEREA P, 5

PR 6 EALREL =0+ 1, R 3,

3 ZHZE NSk
3.1 ZHEZES DAL R

H i, bR 26T % B bR i A S 0 STk
% MR BRHE I — e BN 2 B bR £
FEACERA FIHRIPIZE.

(1DIEEE T Pareto 19 77 i% ( non — Pareto — based
approaches )

Babu il Jehan™F* 2003 32 H T —F % HirzE
431 5 (differential evolution for multi—objective
optimization )o VR ZNE G P B BRI
ARG —~ 5 H BRIl SR )5 (1 H A 535Kl DE/rand/

1/bin FEATZEMEAL P2 AN . B IZ R R
PAAN A H b ] A SE B0 45 SR 5 — A B st AR S 0k
TTHeAE, RATERE R IR B TEIL T %
TR RESRAS ) AL SE A AR - Li A Zhang!™F 2006
SRR T —FPEET o0 £ EARIE S AL BE (multi-
objective differential evolution algorithm based on de—
composition, MODE/D ) . %48 HMALDILL & R ik
(weighted Tchebycheff approach )¥—4~% Hbrilfb
) R 53t 1 LA R ST A Do) R R (1 A S g
DE/rand/1/bin BEATZ25EAGT AR AR  RHILAS 42
(I e A TSR, R R EEERE R 1
Parsopoulos ¢ APF 2004 4F4¢ tH—Fpia] & PEOY
% Hhr 2253 {E AL E 1 (vector evaluated  differential
evolution, VEDE ) . VEDE & —FlR Hi3#17 £ A %
225 E L, . VEDE 321 S P BHL % (vee—
tor evaluated genetic algorithm, VEGA )] 3% : % &
— INEARS M T M AR, AR
T2 HirtiAbio) B —A~ HbRei & AR B IE R I 2
AN FRHARRE 2 B 0 B PRIBEGE TR I AR
VER T — A, ARGERA R Z a) i e i
AR B TE B A % A B TR E A H
b Easctie MR, I TE A B bR EAR TP i B
(AR T e 2s . VEDE X 4 NPT E bR
TeLTRPA AT T SEERINIE, 35 VEGA AT T
FuAE, S8R AR W VEDE BYRLAMEREAHIE T VEGA.
(2)FET Pareto B /77%(Pareto-based approaches)
H i, 2 HArZE ik h ZE0E LT Pareto
BI771%, 534 Pareto 5 {Jt(Pareto dominance )Fll Pareto
S RHEF (Pareto ranking)?: Bij & 1E 25 /B AL AL
T T e A R ORI AR s J5 2 F TR A 42
HEF ISR XTI T Pareto 1% H bR EAVETATE
KAWL =2 H RO A o) RN —RSOR A A
HEEH H bRA4EE0 38 hivERe 2 2 FRE,
Abbass 58 NV 2001 4E4 H—F Pareto 22433
A B (Pareto differential evolution, PDE ) A 3K fi#
Z HintiAbio) i, PDE R0 T : A=A iRk D e i
SRR ARG R T BT oM, R B
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TORMAES R T ] ERAE S 4 H g R
VL, Ao ] — N g e S  AR S 40T
(A H . FEALIERE 3 AR HE— AN R, R
TRk P AL, Z G BTN 5
TN, —ASF R R G . XA RAkE
B R # T 22 AL SRR S AR U UK
{4, Abbass F 2002 4F7E PDE 26l 15N T A& A4
SEMEARAN B AR SRR St T —Fh B &Y Pareto
FEorE AL F % (self-adaptive Pareto differential evo-—
lution , SPDE )™, SCEG {7 HLA5 R FHH - A& HFH 5]
NV LU SPDE SRAS (1 3F 25 fif B 3 b i e L 52 1Y)
Pareto I ffift, M4 5 T AESAEALE Pareto BT LAY
SIS TE S T

Madavan™F 2002 2 H T —FhEET Pareto Y
% 4y j# AL B 7% (Pareto—based  differential evolution
approach, PDEA ), iZE L 5INETE NSCA-11 H
RS HEF RIS ARG SRR , K5 22 SRk
¥ ToRigZ Birtifkin) @i, PDEA ff H 2 kA
FrEA G AREEAR, RIS BRSO A I At
a9, ARG G FFIG BRI T e iR b 5 T
LR T — AR o B RSO B R A 2 A
OREA RS, TELAERPRFAR ZARPERY I DIR T S35 1)
Pareto HTHTISCEEIHE . PDEA X} 10 N IELHIN £ H
AT ST 1 SEER I, (H A SE g Al SR ] H
T AT , 5 H R B e ) ik LIS S ) B E
4 Pareto HjHS .

Xue 55 A\PHF 2003 4F§2 I —Fh 2 HARIE M
AEEE: (multi-objective differential evolution, MODE ),
MODE J&brifE 22 AL ER I — AN 2R, R — Tl
(725378 e, A s AR B P2 JE AR
R 5INFE T Pareto B 7 SEI R MR 264
RS, AESMEESRES I, JF HdF
AMARSR H XA ES R P AT M A T = A
AR o A PEIF YA, MODE SRH 72T (u+A ) B 6 4%
M Pareto 528 J7 1A 2 SR . MODE
XF 5 AN EUER) TCLR S H bRARAL @ e AT 1 Ik, 5F

WG SLIR4E B SPEA YEAT T HhAL,

Kukkonen Fl Lampinen®"J* 2004 44 i —Ff)™
X 43y : (generalized  differential evolution
GDE). GDE @it 5| NFif i BE 7, Sbnifn 225>
EALEYE H TR AR 2 B bR Ak i) B0 1 3355
T A AR ST MR TE L O i s e) B H AR
() ZE 0T B ORAFA P () A AR TSR PB4 T
(13 HAIAN 55, WIS T AR DX 3 Hh M ik
BAER T — R 8518, GDE X 5 NP EbRTG
IR AR IS T T S, FRIS SRR A R 5 NSGA-1I
FI SPEA HEAT T AR, SEERZE M . GDE MyTERE S
NSGA-IT BIPERERY, 1H GDE Y54 5EH}E); GDEAY
PEREDE T SPEA. 7E 2004 4EAI 2005 4EMAI 132 H T
GDE BYPIACERRAS GDE2PIF] GDE3P,

Torio Fl Li*FJ* 2004 4E42 ) 7 —FhESHEF 2 H
br 22 41 {8 AL B 7% (nondominated  sorting  differential
evolution, NSDE )., NSDE & NSGA-II Byt b5, A
] Z ACTE T P2 A AR 718 : NSCGA-TT SR A 752
ARG A2 A AR S F P2 A FT M NSDE X 2
A AH R 8 22 3 AL ST BT U, A A SR DE/
current—to-rand/1 FEAEFAMA, NSDE H TR
P B AT —E e R B R T ) i, SRl SR
NSDE HPEREEIFT NSGA-II FEAE R PERE . ABATIHE
2006 SEILNF NSDE BEAT 79778, $eih 748tk
() NSDE-DC 3850 A ) NSDE-DS 38 S Stk
A AGTER) NSDE-DCS 5 3 ANEEP,

Robi¢ Al Filipi¢®F 2005 4E$E HH—Fh % HbrZEy
AL EYE (differential  evolution  for multi - objective
optimization, DEMO), DEMO #4525 # b Bt 25 53k
T Pareto [15r2% RmE AP E 2 HE R O HL I 4 A 78
—R2o DEMO 1 H—ANEEA IR 287 A )
Ve ST RN 506 5 o vE A a0 QR A5 208 72 L X FERE
i A GRS SR ELSEAY Pareto BT, [FIY 25
(R EA T Al 25 HE P AN B 5 R A B T At 3
515041 . DEMO Xt 5 A4 T i Ak in) LA 7 7 58
o, KSR 25 5 5 NSGA-I1 PAES .PDEA SPEA Al
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MODE 55T 1 3 7 —2eA vl 45t
3.2 B Hbs 28 A 3T3% i — Be skt it

% HbrZe b EL 0 B b A Pt $R3)
— MBI RS Pareto RTHSIMFEE , BIfEAD S
BT AR EE N RS T e A 3 5 HLE 5 i) L5
(1) Pareto BT, HIAREE N AR AR IR ZELF . EBERAE
FERE/NATHEE 4 B D A BT LA
IRERABRT . T2t T 2 s b Ekn —
SUNCHERN

(DB ARR T 7

1E% Bpn2 b 5, — ik HEEY L1451k
JTiEFE AR B A T S S A AU Sl B A
Wesh B 2 ey i e fir it S 1 , T DLl S ia b
PRI T7 1, BCERI IR AR Z e, s bk B
RESA) &) A TER AR R A Ta) v, P2 A B LT i
fi#t . Hernandez—Diaz 55 NP F 3 T R steepest
descent method)f= 4 — S8R 5 fiFH 10 2 B Fridiftk
FERRILR AR, It TEILSEIENTE Pareto Bl
FRBVEEE LIl R R4 PERER T L
T, TR SRR NP TR T
SEXIR RIS AR , H TSGR iR AR R 2
(= ey e NEE Y W1 S 2 A P mla o ) e a3
i BE NI EE AR B 34 ) o Atk

(2)Z5EiEF

—fHl, SHEREIERE R R AR G A
AAT AT R FEH A 22 a5
R RIG AL, A e A R ) B
+o BT, A T A SRR A A
XY, AR EAS S R S B T
Yang % AP H—Fh B i b 22 0 A B %k
HR A B AR (MBI 0.5) B W B 8548 SR ig
DE/rand/1/bin B¢, DE/current to best/2/bin ##472543 {8
FEF=HEFAM, PR AN A —A [T 2 Y S i
S ERUE, AR ZR i B TG Y . S
WEH, ZINEARSMR S TR SR B
P, fRpke 1 4 SR B

7
7

GIREGHE

— el 1% 2 B RS B S AR S
i, BE T RAE SR ENE I TERE  BUS LB B RL
Ko Zhang FF NP T — R T £ HbRigt A& Bk
NSGA-II #1% H br 2253 A Bk 9 1R & B% DE-
MOEA., DE-MOEA 1) F — AN M T b7
AR AR 2 B bR ZE AL B AR A, TR AR
A NSGA-IT A RS S it A AR i, 5%
570 DE-MOEA PEREMR T NSGA-I1, Je HAEAREER
AT RIS

TA AEZ HbRZE v Bk il 5 | NBHELR
KRR RO R SR R IR RS
Jaih ik A R HARWA BT B Bk R e .
Hernandez—Diaz 55 N\ H —Fh 5T AE I8 (rough
sets theory) )% H bRZE 3 AL 5 1% (differential evo—
lution for multiobjective optimization with rough sets,
DEMORS). A T $E @ AES RN ZFEE A X
G R s 5 RS TR .
3.3 % Hbs 2 o AL STk i VERE I it R i

H i, 2 B bR22 B EEIR oA i A B
fitho M 7R3 — AN H tH 0 2 H bR 22 b Bk i mT
TTPERIA RO A Rl 8 R ORIERE | T 2
SRR ) B B R SR ARl SR ULETE B 7
AEE B LA PEREFE bR 5 IR SR SR Al 4l S g1 T
8, IHORIIERT 2 B SRE . AT LEPERESEPRI AR
MRS EISIEHE SO & PRI R AT

KT EEZ HbRE S EA L PERE TR (per-
formance indices, Pls) 2 F, 43 5 H T B &Rk
WSS SR N ZAEVE . Okabe %5 A0}
HRVEREARIRBEAT T 028 BT REUN PR RE 48 bR
(cardinality—based Pls). WE#fPEPEREFEHR (accuracy
Pls) . 43 A A1 58 ) 1 1 BE 48 b (distribution  and
spread Pls), HH, T IEI PERESE bR H AERE 2
AOAHXS IR, ANBE LE B b S B RSS2 A
HEFPEPERETEPT R EE BRIt , 7 A TR
B HE R P P BE TR B (distance—based accuracy Pls)All
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FETRR B P RETE PR (volume—based accuracy
Pls) : Hij 5  ZLABE IR %2 B ARk in) @E) Pareto B
s Ja BRI 2 B bRk a) i) Pareto HTHTHITEAR
eF U /A A BE ) P PR bR (distribution and
spread Pls) F R S AREE RN AR A .

— e, — B PERETE PR ASAE A I HL S B —
ANEARHYTERE , AR L R REFE PRI 22 S5 it
% HIRZ2 AR AN B, B0 & B S
WIS VEFI 2 FEVE 2N PERESE bR S T AT LU MRS
FrRwrilid 2 B brpibln) B B iU, 7 2e Bl i)
I 25575 R 22 H bbb in) @) b SR 23 Ta) Fl H s
[H]H4FAE  Pareto BIATHYTEAR . 7350, ALV ERESE bR A
JEh A R P H AR ) R, 0 B 4 H ARt i)
R A LR M

Deb &5 \PHUE 2 HAMEALBI A B ARt 17
Hr—"~% H PR EE R AN VEREBE B - i Z
& HbRas i) i g A E g i — N RS e
7/ AN AAE R SE Pareto BT EINES . XN
ANENE SCANE

COWesAPEEN y(Z,27)

‘éi‘z; min{ || z—z" || ,z' € Z'}
FREERGENT Pareto HITTINERREE . v(Z,72 AEBN, Z
HUET 7. FFHAR—H Z2C7 W y(Z,7')=0.

() ZFEHEHEN A(Z,27)
d+d,+ 21'
d+d+(|Z |-1)d
FHSREE BERAT A AREE N W e H bR el vh 4 A i 2
FEVERRRE . XML d ARSI A N A S 16) B )
IR FCRERS , DRFTAIEE d, (i=1,2, -, 1Z-DIEA
FH), 25 df*l] d, 53 AR Pareto BT Z Hdcm H bxla)
BFIEAESHTAT Z A e SRR . A A, JE
SR Z ARV A RORAR B 58 2 1 S 5 A
I HAL & H s &, W A(Z,2)=0.

Zhou FF NPHAAy FaR A Sl RPN IS )

y(Z,7' )=

di-Zz\
AZ, 7' )=

OB, PRAS T B PRt b b A 2L, X T A H
FRUAE 2 HAARDEA R, ¥ LR 3RS Pareto
AT o BRI —AN SE AR 6 A &
EmT .

L Xdle, 9+ 2 |a(x,9)-d
A(S,S )= =1 Xes

id(ei,s)+\5*\3
=1

KHe, e )5S o MBI, IEH d(X,9)=

min || FOO-F(Y) | L= acx,s) . ik

¥
YeS,Y#) ‘S ‘ Yes

TRRRA AT, 3 LR AR, U ACS,S )=0.

1 R —Al g R AR B IF Y Pareto
BT : SRARH Pareto I A AR CEBE T ) LS
H) Pareto BT, 3RAFH) Pareto ISP A AR 210 4
A HEVE) T RIS Pareto BTHTRESE IF S 2511
FUELSE Pareto BT, FFAE ()] [0) BIELSE Pareto BITHY
e

i 2 — Real Pareto front

6 ":. © Obtained Pareto front ||
!

2

0

02 04 06 08 1.0
A

Fig.1 Real Pareto front and obtained Pareto
front of a bi—objective problem
Pl 1 5 H AR OLAE ) ¥E5% Pareto §i Y A i
Bk KA Pareto BT
T30 GG — PRI A I RESS PR a0 PEAN B AT
e HARES (8] RAE , AR R A4 )
3.4 % Hbs2E oy AL ST 1R LT Skl
H#, 2 HbRZ2 AL R CAE 2 A U5 21
AL RSV T LA AR R FH 45
(1) N4
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Abbass™F 2001 4E7E PDE BYEERE |, @id 51
J2 104545 (back—propagation , BP) R il R F A , $2
—FEET Pareto Y% HbRZEMEMLE D, AR R
TG N T 2 A B T ERE IR
P SR AT

(2) bk i i) L

Chang il Kwan®F* 2004 4E70 1518 HE (ge—
netic algorithm, GA) B HEJuAL (particle swarm op-
timization, PSO ) M1Z£ /3 {k (differential evolution, DE)
X 3 T TR R A BN 2 H bR
ERAZOETE, TR — A BUSE i b i )
MRT(mass rapid transit) RECHUERYEE 2 H brla) @i
BUUSHRFE , 2 HbR 22 0 AL BORAERR X AN B
[u] REFPERE A

(3) Vit —il i il i) et

XueM'HF* 2004 4E5& T —FE £ H bR 2501
LHE (MODE ), i Sk [l i %42 (C-MODE ) #il
ESHL(D-MODE )3, il i 5IN—/MR A Pareto HIHHTIT
LV % (Pareto front approximation error, PFAE ) i) ¥4
REFE AR S ORI b 7 iR R A 0 AR 25 i, F
T AT D-MODE )5 /REHEAERY (Markov model of
D-MODE)#ll C-MODE HIEHHUER (stochastic model
of C-MODE) M3 it EAr#rFFUEM T MODE 5-i%HY)
WSl . X545 C-MODE il D-MODE % B T i
FHBEH—H R —ifi 3 3 i) 8 (general  design—sup—
plier—-manufacturing planning problem ) FlIJG 2% % 25 %
H )@

(4) 2l

Qian % NP 2006 4Fih T —Fh % HiniR &
S iE AL (multi—objective hybrid differential evo—
lution, MOHDE ), Fl TR % B bR B AR UKL/ L7
JE[n)# (multi-objective permutation flow shop schedu—
ling problem,MPFSSP). % HFREfIR KL =R
[ R — A BB NP 3 (NP—hard ) ZH 5 e A
T TR ERO TR (exploitation ) 52 (exploration )
REST, X% H bR S AL R [l R FH 22 43T Ak

RE LRI R R E . 5%, b T il
FE53 ARG A R A i) 8 MPFSSP Al F % 17—~
THEHUEEF R RPN, T 22 b Rk
AN SE AR L TAFHED . )5, A T FEH
FATAHREGR RS, Bt T — RS A E AR
MRS 5B T A AR 4GS AY 2R (variable neighborhood
search, VNS) B Ja i R B, FFFFIZE R EORGIN
MOHDE H o BEBIA5 SR AR A2 B BEY LIS 45
% (random-weight genetic algorithm, RWGA ) FHH T
MOHDE B RGN . Qlan 55 AHIT 2008 4F
P S — AT 2 Hind = e £ H bre 4 ik
Hik MODEMA., A 1 P82 891 % (exploitation )
52 (exploration) B8 )7, AT 1B it TR F 250
ALY A R R A — NG R R R R BOR, RIS
BT MODEMA Bk, fEig5iE Bk
P& — A5 /NFE (smallest—order—value, SOV ) i U1
M THA RS AR T HED SR IGTERE T 22
SHEALEI TR R G R R A LA SR,
FH % H —FhidE . Meta—Lamarckian 5 1% 2l 2531 2
B — AR TR REMRAN A AR A s I & RE T o i H.
MODEMA & H— Ml Bhfige S5 Or B RV SRR A5 4R 25
fifo BELALIZE A 5 HAR L IMMOGLS A8, %8H 1%
R AR SR

(5)EHEZ e

Alatas 28 ANMF 2008 42 H—FpFEE T Pareto HY)
Z HbRZ2 A, E—RIZ IS A 2 1 Bl
HIE PRI (association rules, ARs ) 4% 2 RN,
J7SC b XS R E AL, A A4 BT A Y H bR
[vi] i 22 R, PO HARB R T AT %2 bR
ZEoME AL RS S ORI 5] 42 J5) Pareto SRS
(75 T2 | [ SRR I AR LU R AT REIR A
VTR ) SRIRHILIN o K5 S IR IHZ [ 2 Ay — A
VY H AR et )@, Sap AR ARAE AR ity w] 2R A
HhE i KA B, 105 500 H SEMLIUAH DTS i) DX 8] B8 BE
st/ MU B AR S EE RO A E— OB AT P ]
FHCF RN X)L K B 3K S 8] AH DC B ) Sk
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PN SARGER T IRAHLE , SRIBCHEIN B2 e, ik
ARSI H £ RSO T — MR R S Y
HRE , AR T /N SRl /ME AR B, IX 28R}
AN SR AR ME LU E Y 2 A ARl i 25
o SRR B T IIIE .

(6K RGN

Janga Reddy Fll Nagesh Kumar®J* 2007 4E4% H
—FE % H bR @b, (multiobjective differ—
ential evolution, MODE ), ¥ H W H T /K& R Gtk
)@, AthAT T SETE LA SR R e) R E i MODE,
I I JUAPRUEVERE L A5 5200 45 R 5 NSGA-11 1
FTHLEE, BIE MODE HYTERE. SR)5 ,FF MODE FZHF
Z HbKIEER RN R, 252 B, MODE REFKE 12
43 HWCSH B B 5L Pareto BTN FZ Pareto F At o
AR S R FEE , MODE & —FiidoKIER IR RS %
H b R A R07 1%

(A
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