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Abstract; This study presents an algorithm that uses a novel iterative local search (Hill Climber with Step, HCS) in the nondominated sorting genetic
algorithm II (NSGAII) as a hybrid multi-objective algorithm for improving convergence to the true Pareto front. We present some numerical results on two
benchmark problems (CONV1, ZDT6). For the Pareto optimal fronts achieved by NSGAII-HCS with CONV1 and ZDT6, we compute the Euclidean
distances of the Pareto fronts from the true Pareto optimal fronts. Comparing with NSGAII, NSGAII-HCS is able to decrease the average distance from 5.49
to 1.74 for CONVI and from 0.16 to O for ZDT6, indicating that the proposed NSGAII-HCS is able to find much better spread of solutions and better
convergence to the true Pareto optimal front. Finally, the proposed NSGAII-HCS is coupled with the commonly used flow and transport code, MODFLOW
and MT3DMS, and applied to a synthetic pump-and-treat ( PAT) groundwater remediation system. Comparing with the existing nondominated sorting
genetic algorithm IT (NSGAII) , the proposed NSGAII-HCS can find Pareto optimal solutions with lower variability and higher reliability and is a promising
tool for optimizing the multi-objective design of groundwater remediation systems.

Keywords: hybrid multi-objective algorithm; nondominated sorting genetic algorithm IT ( NSGAII) ; local search; groundwater remediation
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F/NEBE ) Pareto 5t %557 (niched Pareto genetic
algorithm ,NPGA ) (Horn et al., 1993;Erickson et al.,
2002) , PR # A 32 BL i8t 1% 55 7% ( nondominated sorting
genetic algorithm II,NSGA II) ( Deb et al., 2002) 4.
DL i 2 Hbrist e Fk BA RIF 2/ R
REJy SR AE S 2R A b 5 3, 3 s e sl T B S e e
iR A RCRS R R AT, 1T L 35 4% 53002 2 AR g A7
PIREAIE R 7R 6T 52 2 i AR Ze v FL R 1) A fig
PRUESC S T Ui 2 T DL BN N AMIF SR 3 42
T 2Rt 48 2 B AR R Re U0 AL 5 1k 1 etk SRk
(Luo et al., 2014; Yang et al., 2013 ; Sindhya et al. ,
2013 ) A SO BAL TR WIE R B R AL AT )R
PSR P T —FE IR S 2 H A= %R
BT R ) 8 1 B 1 1 4 Jm 48 R RE 0 4 S A
DEFE SR 5 K AL B fifp VDA 400 0 e 647 JR) 48 R LA
4 F B ELSL Y Pareto B2 AL

A SO NSGAIL 55—k AR 10 Jay 48 R 5k
(Hill Climber with Step, HCS) ( Lara et al., 2010) £
it R T —MB IR G 2 H s e Rk
NSGAII-HCS. |/ CONV1 1 ZDT6 B~y £ H
FROGAL PR NSGATI-HCS M BEEAT . i)
H NSGAI-HCS 5 Hly T 7K i 52 40 ¢ £+ MODFLOW
(Harbaugh, 2005 ) F1% 5t iz #% 155 400 4K/ MT3DMS
(Zheng and Wang, 1999) #H#l 4, 31 A 2] — 4> 2
RE 2t T /K5 Yl 5 8 BB R v 25 R 0B 3R
W1IZ 07k T o T K T it B f 22 4 1 A 8%
) Pareto & BRSNS , & —MASE 7T 5E 1Y £ H AR ILAL
Tk

2 BH& % HEMEELEZE (Hybrid multi-objective

genetic algorithm)

2.1 kg LR &

NSGAIL J&—F Al LI £ 1T Pareto HEJF AR
Sl Z BbRm LA i 1 PR GBI A E
BAFELIT 3 0710 D 4 sk 4k SR HE S ik,
BRI R A0 SN H BT S 9 B LA
T AR T AR R kA 0 N A A
FEAE ] — G HERF hoR 0 B AR S S A i R A e
TRFE TR Z 061 O B AR SE S mE A H T4
FERPRESE A R TP B 0 R AN A s 1 Fre A WS
DL E PG sl NSGATL i — 2 i 89 2 HARE
REDUALS 1 AR 5 B O Bk 1 Lk v

22 R#MEEHEE

HCS J&— B 2 T I 4 505 1) 19 16 A 20 R 7
R I T T KIS e 5 A PR AL R B R Y
AR PRI ) 8T, A REVERR 15 H bR pR B RO BR A
B RIAR SCR I Tos BT SR 18 577 5 (Lara
et al., 2010).

T A B R HCS By B AR R AR, TR0
HCS VB R —Fp x5t 4% 585 1k AL B9 Pareto #3217 )7
PR ER SRS it R F A 0 i Sy R R
HCS 5 NSGAII A& B2 A& 1 Frzs . HCS B iH5
DRI 2 .o T e R A T U e
I PR U6 it 08 265 58 <8 Sml A28 DA ) 4 Sl i &8 Sl e 1)
& SR,

S(Xy,r)= (X, e R"I X, e H(xy ~7<=x, S<xy +7
Vi=1,-,m))| (1)

KA, Xy = (Ros%, %00 35X, = (,0,%,,0,
%) X WU A DA AR B 1 1) T 25 X, A SR 4l i
PR 1 1 ) P m R PR R AR AR xS
VIR SRS © DR AR i 5 H 278 SO0 3 7 v e B2
Ve i DR A o S AR R AW X (S
NS MR AR TE I B AT 5 SR 110 QB el gk, 33 A AT
DAYl A B 7 A 408 3l fip 111 7 2 1) A R BCPEAY , 3850
TILIROR s r AR 1R A SRR Pareto 3 F:9)
IERIFLL X, < X, R, AT LA IR R -

f(X,) < f(X,),Vie {12,k 2)

f(X,) < fi(X,),Tie {1,2,,k)
K f(X) FREE @ > BAReREL ko8 Bin 4L

e AR 2 P N, 2 R R 4E R 1 de Kk AR
BT R IOR B S BG N, R TR T
(B B SRS OB X, R 5 i R AR U 41 35
R RAL B o SRR R AR R S, — ik
W 2~5; LRI B3R5 H A R BB BEAR BB i 5 0
J& N UGEAAE T F b P AR i ) P 24 A8 i 5
AT WA IR AR P54 U 5 A8 34 1) Pareto
SR A0 LK HCS 434 Hill Climber 5 Step Pi~3
O3 2HTE N, OGRS R A7 TE R U 5 ) 06 2
Pareto 335, WIHEA TR AL 7 7] 48 2% . Lara et al.
(2010) $2H D =k 20 X XAl i F(T)
BI F(T)=aT® +bT+c. BoREUE F(T,),F(T,),F
(T)HAEL R4, 1,

F<T1)_F(T0> F<Tz)_F<T1)
Tl - To Tz - T1 (3)

WA KRR T=-b/(2a) A1 2 FR,
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Flowchart of the NSGAII-HCS
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2.4 FRENRK B B R
ST NSGATI-HCS Bk kERe, £ H
T ) 0 f 25 L 328 5K B CONVL 5 ZDT6 , Hi ek
KA R .
CONV1 HArea%L .
A@O =@ -D+ X =D (5)

JAOED YNORRIE (6)
(P e Lo
~-5.0<=x <5.0,i=1-30 (7)
ZDT6 HbrpR%L .
fi(x) =1 —exp( — 4x,) sin®(6mx,) (8)
flx) =g(x) [1 = (fi(x)/g(x))’] (9)
Ay
g)=1+9 (X" x)/(n-1)]"" (10)
0<wx <10,i=1-10 (11)
£1 ZERBEEESH

Table 1 Input parameters for the different multi-objective genetic

algorithms
- CONV1 ZDT6
NSGAII NSGAII-HCS NSGAIl NSGAII-HCS

FIHER /N 200 200 200 200
B EL 100 100 250" 100
2 A A 0.9 0.9 0.9 0.9
75 SR 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.05
JRITR I R B KA — 0.20 — 0.20
JRIFR AR AR B — 20 — 20
JRTR I R — 0.1 — 0.1
JRFB IR R B AL — 5 — 5

. * 7E NSGAIL 4L 250 fLB, ZDT6 (#4735 Pareto
RAFAE R R 22 1.

FrofE I pR AL 1 22 B bRt 2 B S8 E= 1

AR da B, XTI E I 2 H bR s AL CONV,

NSGAII-HCS 75 21| (% fif T8 ¥4 3 FLIC ) Pareto ff4E {H
SEHEIL I BAREA N, B IS RE A BT A 10 i 52 4K
SUEE S Pareto E2 101 A0 K] 4b FrR , X F MUE 9
% H % iR 5L ZDT6, NSGAII-HCS 7E Ff B 33 1k 31 45
100 fRHT, i 58 2SR FL ALY Pareto B2 1H, W T
R B TR R Z FE PR R B, 7T LU Pareto
fit ik 2 R e et ; 1 NSGATL ZERPREUEIL EIES 250
A}, 742 B Pareto HE 11 5 EH S A9 Pareto £ [ B9
PIME RN 0.16 455 B Pareto Sl AF7ERE K IR 22 1.
b pR & B DU 3 45 SR K B T NSGAIL-HCS 5
NSGAII A L e -2 ELSL 1 Pareto i, HA B 1Y
PR

1401 a

~ NSGAII
1208 ® NSGAI-HCS
100 B @ True front

141 ¢
19 B & NSGAII
L X NSGAII-HCS
1.0 @ True front
081
AN L
0.6
04
02
0 L 1 |
02 1.2

B 4 NSGAII 5 NSGAII-HCS kf# CONV1 (a) 5 ZDT6 (b)
HEETESER

Fig.4 Optimization results for (a) CONV1 and (b) ZDT6 obtained
by NSGAII and NSGAII-HCS

3 EHI9H(Case study)

3.1 EHIsER

A FRAR B3R H SCHR Zheng and Wang (2003)
H i) 52 F | NSGAII-HCS 2K 5 11— A~ il -4k 2
( pump-and-treat, PAT) ZR&¢, LL[A] I 35 236 P A
SR/ INFIVE K2 PR A 15 G e/ N ax A H . 55451
M A5 B AT 2 WA OGSOk (= 8184 20115 2 4H
45,2008 ; 2% ,200952013 ) JZ T 1 4t T 7K V5 G
DA BT AN

H bR R
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N

fi=aN, + azz ‘Qz ‘Ati (12)

f, = (mass,,,/mass, ) X 100% (13)

Ly %A

C,<Cj=1,",m, (14)
0< Q. <10000,i=1,---,N (15)
Horp, f, RIRBNA , o, SR LRI BB (%
9 CNY150000) , N & PAT RGe bl m%0R | N, J2&
EFRRIHER, o, BT PRARTTE K TT LM
WA CNY 0.76 -m™), Q, &5 i Oy
(m™d™"), Ae, 25§ DHFFEHOKEE (), £, &
TR PSS G R s e ) i 50006 TR Y E 4 L
mass, . 2 T K Z R TS YL P & (kg ) , mass,, 2%
RIGRYIT R (kg) , C 215 Y PWR I 20 ) X IR
BRAVIREM (BN 20 g-m™) | m, BT Wuk s
LIS R B

X 5 DX 04 BT A 0 504 Wk 3 3 ek o FH b
KK FRE R MODFLOW 5 ¥ i iz #5 B 7 MT3DMS
T WFFE DX 45 55 00T e W W 3 e T il K &
K5 22 1 18] DL K 0 4R 75 Y W e L pR B R ik 5K
Wr.

C = Trans(Q,,At;,Cy),i=1,--- N (16)
32 #REi#

ASCH; NSGAII-HCS 1 NSGATI 4351 5 # FH i

HiF K 3B AL MODFLOW il ¥4 &t iz #% #5 #U
MT3DMS ARG B BEAR S N 4 b T
KIGYAE R R G PR B AE 4 R i R i i AL Bk
S EAERE, R/ 100, SE46 0 AR
B 100 18, 58 XAERN 0.9, RAEHER N 0.05. % F
SRR R R R 0.3, 4P R R
A 0.2, 5 5 ARHEAT )R H 48 2, I Rk &
WHCR 5 W ACEI AZFEME ARSI IS 5Pk = A4
FEFRIEH NSGATI-HCS B St fE.
32,1 HEMgwntEST ZHEMAAERE
I AP R R R O, O SR AT AR S A
HIHE PR B AR AR W B — Fh B A R AR A A v
di A 1Y Pareto fif B E01E S 2 HEPEFE . IR Sk T
P22 IR Deb £ TR I, BIBEICGE T4~ 52
HY Pareto fifAE NS % 5 R ITE £ Hir B L1453
FAIASUAET 1 2 5 2 2 a5 ol A ASU A il 448 170 B 0 15
FRRWF .

N
Z = ZMIN(dil,dQ"”diR)/N (17)
i=1

N BRI RN, d 25 L B MR B
NS SRR R JEIEHIN S % S Z R
FORTEE 0 i 55 152 i 1 22 IR B K ik 1 Wi S
25, 2 WS BT R K TS L A0 A A AR A
HESIHY Pareto RS2 AR, BT LI RN G IF 5 1Y
A AR AR h IO TN 5] 3 A 1Y Pareto fif1E N2

BV PR BTSRRI R .

N-1

z ‘di_;l‘

A= (18)
(N-1)d

K, N2 Pareto fifF 151, d, AU I 2k L AH SR
PSR R, d J& d, 0973508 25 19 o0 A A3
A7, DUVRHAR 5 I B 5 S H B B AL, A BN R Z LA
K.
32,2 RAERWEI LS 24 B NSGAIl 5
NSGAII-HCS 3415 2 () 45 0047 % e 43 (TR 5) .
TEFIA TS Y ) 43 K F 15% B, NSGATI-HCS 7]
DI R BB 2 REvE T O A A, A BHORUE Br A
[ Pareto fif 75 A ph £ 39 75) 70 4. K I, NSGATL-
HCS AE TR W = 1Y Pareto fift, I AE4R TH# 1Y
A LA S B LA

40%

r + NSGAII
35% -
o ® NSGAII-HCS
230%[
}fg 25% |-
§ 20% \\
Wzd,w: 15% | (3
3 o 4
R Q
= 10% |
i Mg
5% |- g
L g X e .
ol v v v v Y 000 mmsmatmee |

2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16
TRFEERH /(X 10°CNY)

18 20 22

Bl 5 NSGAIl 5 NSGAII-HCS i=17E] 100 fXH i Pareto f#5E
Fig.5 Comparison of the NSGAIl-based and NSGAII-HCS-based

Pareto optimal solutions in the generation 100

T L AE B R A A AR v A O [R] RR Y
WS, AT PATHSE NSGAITL 5 NSGAII-HCS A4 —1t
TR SMEFE PR I 22 (HAZ. AZ ] TEAE F 78 NSGATI-
HCS AR5 22 s BN E 6 iR 76
HEAR 0 ) 3 T st A% G Tk 1Y 4 JR 48 R 1Y g
NSGAIL B3 KRR WIAE T, 1 JR 345 2% AT i 1 i
AN Jr B B A A ZE AR b 5 1 st AR ik S 4k 3
FZ3 FL5L Pareto fift 1B AR T 4R 2248 R BRI AL
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TR B b 38 3ot % Bk AE T 5 W48 K 1Y Pareto
i, (R RRE A A SSRE BEE INPR. Gn 2% 2 T, PR AR
12478 100 fUHF, NSGAII-HCS #Y Z {4/, 7 WA it
FAVAE 82 B 3. Pareto i 45 10 2 R 5 389 50 R Y 32 7
AT R E RS A A Rk R 1 A B
2 \F 2 ] LLB F] NSGATI-HCS 7EARHIE Pareto
it e s B I 8 AT, T DAL 22 6 1 i o LA 1)
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Fig.6 The convergence metrics of the multi-objective algorithms

over the generation number

%2 NSGAII 5 NSGAII-HCS iZ1TZ] 100 X B} Pareto & LL &
Table 2 Performance measures of the multi-objective genetic algorithms

in the generation 100

Pareto &3t J5 Pareto
Ik " ; Z(x10° A
ot maa 2000
NSGATI 66 35 9.15 1.25
NSGATI-HCS 100 97 7.62 0.77

4 Zit5REE (Conclusions and remarks)

1) AT 2 Hinist 51k Pareto fift 1Y J5 1
AP B NSGAIL 5 —Fh %A 9 5 3648 R 5k
HCS M54, JF R T —Foi iR A £ B hsisi i Hk
NSGAI-HCS.HCS 38 iz ) F 218 3ok g i o B 10 1 4% =
J7 1], (5 FF W) 2 S %) T AL, B v T B
TR 5 ORGSR, AR SR B e AR R ), HES )
FHJR BB R R IR 2 Pareto 55 TH 14 7 17 4k 2248 %% |
HEFucEme 2 B ER g £ H
il o RS B B P M g , 45 SR W NSGAII-HCS
RO i BN $2e 3 5% 58 UL B EL S Y Pareto i

2) ¥ NSGAI-HCS I HH T AR A — 4 T /K75
Yl GG PR AI | \ Pareto fifCSLTE  ZREVER
YTy o A, T AR B R 5 NSGATL A He

A S HREIRG B B | 8 R VS A il £ O A R
Y511 Pareto fif.NSGAII-HCS [ ELA 1A% 8 1
S8R BE TR HCS )30 % R Ak ), i A kA ik
FE P, NSGAII-HCS 78 H e 3 1) ey &R 48 2% {1 g S50k
JEE W 58 T ER AE B R 7K TS GBS A A SR R
JE B R A 1T LAY 205 e iR B R EA B
TEPE I i AU A BB W A R K V5 G IR By H AR
IKF NSGAIL-HCS Y It i D 2 BE i i 8 3 de 10
fift , (o D3R 3 RE L B 5 B TR B 6.

3) R A SCH ) — BRAR ) R R R A
I [ 7K R 5 7K 2 R 48, (0 B T NSGAIL-HCS #i&
B K ANT5 GeWia BB IE AT Z LA B
MR KRG, BRIz e A A 7 ) A w4 iy P 1) 52
B /K2 I M T K5 YAB S245 B 4R AL R
ey, A RE TS 220 ST B R 3. 5 —
NSGAII-HCS B3R JLAHEAT R 348 2R 19 3R W ] BE sk
ANT SRR AT R AT S N Y JR R R A T
T— W58 8% NSGAII-HCS [ T 52 bR 3 # 4 14
TR HL T K5 Yl 2 A B, FE 0 B AR AT
SRR K TT ).
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