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Abstract: A new approach is presented to handle constraints optimization using evolutionary algorithms. It
neither uses any penalty function nor makes distinction between feasible solutions and infeasible solutions. The new
technique treats constrained optimization as a two-objective optimization. One objective is original objective
function, the other is the degree violating the constraints. Individual’s ranking procedure is based on its Pareto
strength which appears first in multi-objective optimization. Pareto strength evaluates an individual’s fitness
dependent on the number of dominated points in the population. By combining Pareto strength ranking procedure
with minimal generation gap modal, a new real-coded genetic algorithm is proposed. The new approach is compared
against other evolutionary optimization techniques in several benchmark functions. The results obtained show that
the new approach is a general, effective and robust method. Its performance outperforms some other techniques.
Especially for some complicated optimization problems with inequality and equality constraints, the proposed
method provides better numerical accuracy.
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KR IR R H RKRALIEIL; £ B AF;Pareto iR EAA
hEESZES: TPIS CRAFRIRAD: A

AL 5% (evolutionary algorithm) £ VF 2 Ak il 1L HRAT T 2y, 5 4% G i) AR e M R 5 04 B s A 0%
ANt TR RE (3 B0 S5 B IR N 8 3 — A A JR PR 07 VR DN T 5,8 BN R i e R O ML 2 BN WF 58 N A B
CL A H 22 P AL ST SR A 20 AR AR 17) 7, Michalewicz 75 SCHR[ 1R BLAT (19 20 R AL AL 50570 J 4 AR A7 7T
ITIETT 0 RS RR BT AT AL T AN W AT A TV LR At IR & 7 VR R B A R A R L B AN A T
ATV AR X e — 2 Il R 80T S 53— 28 T ) 280 R A A 5 P Al e P ) — U B0 S i 240 SR A i)
TR 187 5 2 ) S Gy Ak B 24 TR A1 A SR H R 240 SRS A 10 35 e /(L 0 0) A 86 ol 4 A I e R 553001 /N )
FL, A DA Je ) L) b R, 5 — A D S AR A A R B R G R T 22 H AR LA Tl 8L B Pareto 18 T 55 &3k
A58 A Pareto 3 FRFR ML Pareto 5 B F3 AR, 00 IR PIAS H bR b8 BCAL R 1) 24T HE R A8 I A S0 K
Y I A e L S B E S T ik R AT AT AT R o R AT A8 2 TR AT AN 5 ) 3R 11 D00 o K, S 6 Bk
ASHITESRARIRE B T CAT 1 Lo k.

1 AXrTE

—ANIEL PRI 1) B (nonlinear programming, {8 F% NLP)—#¢ n] 3 7R 4 =K H A5 bR £ 10 B/ M:
Minimize f(x),x=(x,Xs,...,x,) € R".

K xe FeS,.8 0 Hbr ek B8 22 7% (0], F 4 v AT DSk, — e, S 2 R 18 n HE 5 821G < x; < u(@),1),u(i) N4
Hi=1,...n ATAT R F it m A B ASSE R L R :gi(x) < 0, j=1,....g Tl hy(x)=0, j=g+1,...,m.

TG SRR A B LA A AR LI v b T R 0 JE DT R B — RO AN x B RTAT DA P 5 R I B T
R R S f() )i i ki 4

max{0,g;(x)}, 1<j<q
Iy :{h/(x)L g+1<j<m

if,-(x) TR x 1 A R BE B R IR AN x BT AT DXl e R
j=1

il bR AR AT B S T R B ) 25 11 R Bz 7 TR W, 50 2 1 pR L PR RE AL T 35 11 e 2 Joines I 1K) B)
AT BB BN R 1A FAMAR 8 BB (B ¢ A S
fitness(x)=f(e)+(Cxt)* 37 [/ (x), (1

XL, C,a, B2 T B HE N 250 8 A A E 8 I iy 268 570 330t 344 .
T R0 T R B0 TR 32 B RSO SRR R B R A T 2 B B A T T S B0 N U AR R 3 1 i
T2 5 L AE [ S A 4 2 500 K, ) 25 5 1 R B 1A TR g A SRR (2048 H X (1) 5 SR BEVE 25 5 7 alie 84.
T A SRR AL B AR A 10 R g — AN WL AR A R A T X 4 AT AT AR AN T AT iR Powell F R 2sE
A1 3 AR :
fitness(ey=f(o)+r 37 [/ (x) +@&tx), ()
b r A28 Q) R I 8 A 5 o RGBT — TR A ), Aee) R 5 A ARSI ¢ A OGBS AT AT iR
(1) 92 7] 20
SCER[3IEZNQ2) Al B4R H T BT 1 U0 A (W A bR ZE L PR 5 T
S (), xJ2 IATHR
Sfitness(x) = {fm +27:1fj(x)’ R (3)

FEHR frnax 0 SRR AR AT AT AR P S0 K o KL
@Y E SCIEFES 7RI T BUR (D) PSS PR nTAT il i BB AT o B (2) =SSR



JF A & Pareto 1% EALIEALF ik R4 RARAC P A 1245

HANFIAT I LE AL E AT R AR IR L (3) AT A & 2 A8 T AN AT AT il SCHR (4188 1 17 3k — 20 (¥ 5t 77 i IS
T REFRRCR.

DI AT AT 55 ANRTAT PR T 4 PR ko SR AR RO T AR A A7 A W AT 0 T RIAT AR EE B 0 (55 XLy
R B A Dy AN L) A ) LI SR 2 R W SR IR PR RE ARG S

2 ET Pareto S2EENMEHF

[=] Joi K7 3 1) A& TR )t Zilf,- (x) ,E T ELE BE H AR BRI fx) A1 e 20 0K 4% 1 10 R 2 o 40
z:l:l.f} (x) PRI AL G ST 0 R B89 1 DR S T e 2 ol DA Ik 488 R 42 1, B AT e 7 ) W) 20 I A o 0Kk o
MBI X BE L Ae) i B /IME S Z;;f, () F 3/ ME( Z;ilf, (x) BB /ME R 0), 7184 x5 2 SR 240 o il 1 £
fiff , IR In) R A AL R SR (o) Z;;fj (o) 461 2 1) 1) g /ML il AR ) 2 () LK /s B 5 il 51
B0 AR /N A TR AN [R],— AR R P A 1) 22 2 1B AN B BRI /I, I 222 T PR R 7N 56 R A 7 00 3R T A B
(R 3 3 SACL - e v AT T 25 T T FRAT TR ) 2 (R 1) Pareto ¢ R, A BEAR T AMAT N Pareto 8 B2

%, 11 Pareto 5 SR AN ARHEAT HE 3, AT A8 A0 3B 04T LLIEAT

BUTAE 5100~ (0).5200= 2 f; (1)

2 18 ) 1 g /MK IR) R

Minimize y=s(x)=(s1(x),52(x)),
x=(x1,%2,...,%,) € Fc Sc R",F,S [ 52 XU ai fridks.

EX 1. % aeSbeS, i a Pareto fLT b(Pareto dominate it a <b)IX b Pareto 25T a H{ HNY
Vie{1,2}:s(a) < s(b) H. 3 je {1,2}:5/(a)<s;(b); ¥ a F 7 b(cover it a <=b) ALY a<b 5L fla)=1b).

8k Pareto TR REMT KRN T acS,beS W fe S HIBER ST a<b,HEH b=<a.

EX 2. ¥ x; BHEAER Prp i — AN S(e) R om EAR T Pareto 251 x; (AMAAN B FR R x; 1R i 2 A, B

S(x)=#ixlx; € P, H x; < x;, 4
Hoh#om G AL

S REFE bR S(e) I T ANMA x, FEBEAA P, 1 Pareto £ 5% 2 10 i 55 5 RE DL 35 x, AR5 8 (8K UVBE A4 P 45 110
AR 2 3 o, TR RS AL /N JUVRE AR 5 - B0 A A 20 DT AT T T LIRS 415 5t A SR S5 A 4 e PR AN A R AT HE )3 0 T 3
JEE B AR S8 (R 55 00, 0 LA e AT 3 S 20 R (R R B THD 2 K Pareto 35 17 25 2R

(1) BRI 2 2N (4) T BEBEAR P A AN AN AR IR 3 A, B 8 (R PR /AR AR

(2) AT GO 1046, B B R A AR 37 £, (), 30 1, () BN A .

B fE 2R R W] AT ) B3R Pareto BB HF )T 1 VL BOR A B g . 50 H I B Pareto R JE 2 3K 1) R
(51(2),52()) (1 B AINEL 25 BEEFR B I A 5 x AT AL s2(c")=0, ) x50 AS 2 Ji i J 0 A2t 9T LA ZE 48 ) Pareto 5%
HE TS AN DB R (51(),52(0)) (1) 350 ML IE AT 5,008 T 0. — T BATE H— A2 LIRS B b iS5 s,

3 Pareto BEHZEEE

3.1 FHRBBEEE

AL SV, 9 4, 5 46 S (evolution strategy, R FK ES). AL 31X (evolutionary programming, & #% EP)Fligt %
5 (genetic algorithm, [ GAs), %S a8 FH T B8 B0 A, 10 0. 158 £ S5 W 1386 1 R0 R o] 322 22 A0 A V7 p8
i g, A S A D A JE AR T B B b A SR T A A T s A, L AR R A S T O AR A A
T AR EH T DA VR 0 3 A 4 SR AR R D i A R AN B AR 308 AR R R P S A A O R L s B e sk
f& 58 1%: (real-coded genetic algorithms, f@ij#% RCGA),IL7E O A 2 P s B0 5 77 7%, dn#i il — i3k 1) 4% 42 (simulated
binary crossover, Aij#% SBX). J&H1Z%%Z (blend crossover,{# F BLX). H.IE 1FE 2% 43 4 7% 28 (unimodal normal
distribution crossover, fii# UNDX)[. B JE 4448 (simplex crossover, fii #k SPX) P14 SCHR[91%F S FH A 3 IV 48 5 )
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AL NS R SR H] UNDX 2428 51 (1 51 B0 B 3t A% SR EAT 77 LA, 45 R S0, I 50 i 0 3 A% B0 4 SR A v 4
2 A R BDR Ak ) B THI P e oy A 3.

Sof - S B0 G it 3 A B, T A B IR W U — AN T T T D AR A A Y ) T R SR M R R
P54 FTEMAE A 5 MR EARIA (minimal generation gap, i 7 MGG BY J& — AN 15 56 i Satoh #& i, BLAE ) 72
A P F RS TR U002 e i M B 05 T 595 O 4R R (exploration) M1 T % (exploitation) AE 7,44 T 41 57 1 Rk 43 5 1 4% IR
LA 31 75 3088 ST

(1) M5 ¢ ARBEA PO BEA LI IE B a4 S

(2) St R EHHE 77 AN 5

(3) MHFAA P BEMLIE B P AN S

(4) TEJTIE I A AR T, — AN AAN TG AR Bt 1A A e, 55 — AN R R I A-1 A JE AT T W 40 k¢
BB di.

3.2 Paretos2E{HIEEE L

FIFH Pareto 5 & AN 3t 1) 55 AN AOBCA A (MGG B, FRATT T THT 45 HH S A 249 T 2% A4 11 i 250 000 4K, il 3L 1)
Pareto 5 8 {EL 16 A 5725

(1) HIEAL AR N =0,

(2) M5 ¢ ARBEA PO BEA LI IE B pAN S

(3) MMM B TEHR A T (L3R 3.3 1) A A G A

4) WA EARH BB AN G AL — AN AN S AT Pareto 58 S d5 KRN, 5 5 B (8 K IR AR A
ME— 0 3 EATTIE SR 2 R 4% AR (R R P88 T2 P /N 19 22305 5 — AN S A B R A1 AN AR i R IR 4 R e/ 1)
A

(5) EHEDEQ)~D), HBEW N AFARA I X N A B EEAR PO A PRI

(6) # il R AEHLAAEWEHL, W) t=+1,55 5B (Q2).

33 SRXIKBERRALZEF

2RI E T A 1 AR 1) B (x,,i=0,1,...,n) EAL 77 A JE AL R (et DA T TR R PR — AN
T (simplex). B T 2N J7 1 (x—0) LA — 7 (R EL 197 TR (FE 0 2 nt 1A ) 5 1 rpte), A 5K 5 1R B8 T v B L
B s R — AN R AC B n, i B 1 s, 315 R i s e b i 3 AN 1 i D @ xBly 3 AN LK 3 AN R R
J— AN SR XA BT LA GBI (1+) [ AN 5K (PR oM 3K HE36), 4 0=1/3(x+xP+xP) pP=(1+6)(x-0)(j=1,2,3),
H1 y O,y 2,y DR e — AN B A BT B LB IR — 2 z,2=hy ke Pk Do, S Ky ks 0,110 () 3 A4
BEMLEL I b thoths=1,2 B — A = AR BB A8 B 1 = AL I B AR

"

AN

y® y®

Fig.1 SPX with three parents in two-dimensional space
(310 RN N

4 HERE

FATER 5 A WK KL G1~G5(ILSCHR[4, 117 RA BB S35 e ATTHIS A vt 2 (10 7 240 SR 2% A 1) R B e AL
) L2 R A A R AN A A BL K P R A
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Minimize  G1(x)=3x;+0.000001x;>+2x,+(0.000002/3)x,>,
Subject to  x4—x31+0.55> 0, —x4+x3+0.55> 0,
1000sin(—x3—0.25)+1000sin(—x4—0.25)+894.8—x,=0,
1000sin(x3—0.25)+1000sin(x3—x4—0.25)+894.8—x,=0,
1000sin(x,—0.25)+1000sin(xs—x3—0.25)+1294.8=0,
0<x;<1200 (i=1,2), —0.55<x,<0.55 (i=3,4).
BRI A x"=(679.9453, 1026.067, 0.1188764, —0.3962336),
G1(x")=5126.4981.
Minimize G2(x")= 12534
Subject to  x, x>y s +xs’—10=0,
Xox3—5x4%5=0, x> +x,°+1=0,
—2.3<x<2.3 (i=1,2), -3.2<x,<3.2 (i=3,4,5),
CANEmALIR A x"=(-1.717143, 1.595709, 1.827247, -0.7636413, —0.763645),
G2(x")=0.0539498.
Minimize  G3(x")=(x;—10)*+5(x,—12)*+x3*+3 (xs—~11)*+10x5°+7x6*+x;"—4xx—10xs—8x7,
Subject to  127-2x12=3x, —x3—4x,2—5x520, 282—7x,—3x,—10x3"—x,+x5>0,
196-23x—x,2—6x62+8x720, —dx,>—x;2+3x1x—2x3°=5x6+11x720,
-10.0<x,<10.0 (i=1,...,7),
CANERALAR A x"=(2.330499, 1.951372, —0.4775414, 4.365726, —0.6244870, 1.038131, 1.594227),
G3(x")=680.6300573.
Minimize G4(x)=x;+x,+x3,
Subject to  —140.0025(x4+x6)<0, —1+0.0025(xs+ x7—x4)<O0,
—1+0.01 (x5—x5)<0, —xx6+833.33252x,+100x,-83333.333<0,
—x,x711250x5+tx5x4—1250x,4<0, —x3x5+1250000+x3x5—2500x5<0,
100<x,<10000, 1000<x;<10000 (i=2,3), 10<x,<1000 (i=4,...,8),
CBAL AR x"=(579.3167, 1359.943, 5110.071, 182.0174, 295.5985, 217.9799, 286.4162, 395.5979),
G4(x")=7049.3307.
Minimize  G5(x)=x, x> +x x5~ 14x,— 163+ (x3— 10)*+4(x4=5)+(x5—=3)*+2(xg—1)*+5x7+7(xg—11)*+2 (xo— 10)*+
(x19=7)"+45,
Subject to  105—4x;—5x,13x7-9x>0, —3(x1—2)*—4(x,—3)*—2x3>+7x,+12020,
—10x;+8x,+17x7—2x5>0, —x; 22 (x—2)*+2x x5~ 1 4x5+6x6>0,
8x1—2x,—5x912x19+ 1220, —5x1,—8x,—(x3—6)2+2x,+40>0,
301=637—12(x9—8)+7x19=0, —0.5(x1—8)*—2(x,—4)*—3x5>+x4+3020,
-10.0<x,<10.0 (i=1,...,10),
CANERALIR A x"=(2.171996, 2.363683,8.773926, 5.095984, 0.9906548, 1.430574, 1.321644, 9.828726,
8.280092, 8.375927),
G5(x")=24.3062091.
AR AE MATLAB 58 (5 7 MATLAB AURS, 7] 5 FATTHE R ) AR RATTHITH S o B BBl 50,2 42
A BT 23T I SARA B N nt1(n 2 B 28 AN B0, 55 07 AR JE AR BB 30,20 SCAR BT 24 28 Hh (F) PR
POk L3R, eBUA 3~6.5F T il G1~G3( AR MR 4~7 4E), FAVIZAT 500 485 T 18 GA~G5(H AR & 14 4T
8~10 4i), TATIZAT 1 000 A& %A 1) FAEAH RIS A N AAZIBAT 20 YR i iF 45 1 . I e 45 R34 45
TR AT B R A R GE R ZW) 5 S AP ASBOR B A SR AT LU AT 40 i Dk SCHR (4] () B
BUHEF e 2 RY) AN SCER[1L] 1R R 28 BR i (i 2 KM, ERAR iR &5 SR L% 1.
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X ) G124 RE A 45 304 R A A5 Ao SR [ 1L (0 S0 3 6 15 B A 4 (R A SCak 4]+ 1Y)
FIEIRLAR &AM hi(0)=0 tH AL |A(x)| < SR, BN 0.000 1IRATHF BEIEMALIZAT 20 IH 18 3k
P AL 5 126.498 109 59,5 1 F4 1 B B85 45 /N T 107" Bt FRATT 4R B — A LR B AR SN xT=
(679.94527895320,1026.06717631112,0.11887639366,-0.39623353936), fix 1 /5 B 41 A M FE B  s(x)=
2.273736754432x107"7,

YT RE G2LAWRELM NERAW, S GL I DAL FRATTHR S 1 — AN JL 2 1) 85 A0 2 (- 1.7171435596,
1.59570967771,—1.8272457729,0.76364307213,-0.7636430866), 5 L 4 0.053 949 847 770 27, et i 530 L1
BBk 2.220446049250%107"°,

Tabel 1 Comparison among ZW (new method), RY (in Ref.[4]) and KM (in Ref.[11]) (20 independent runs)
R OHEIES SCIR[41RY) ISR TLI(KM) R 1 B (T B 42 20 1)

fcn Gl G2 G3 G4 G5
Optimal 5126.498 1 0.053 949 8 680.630 057 3 7049.330 7 24.306 209 1
W 5126.498 11 0.053 949 831 680.630 057 3 7049.248 020 5 24.306 209 068
Best RY 5126.497 0.053 957 680.630 7054316 24307
KM - 0.054 680.91 7147.9 24.620
W 5126.526 54 0.053 950 257 680.630 057 3 7051.287 429 2 24.325 487 652
Mean RY 5128.881 0.057 006 680.656 7 559.192 24.374
KM - 0.064 681.16 8163.6 24.826
ZW 5127.156 41 0.053 972 292 680.630 057 3 7058.2353585 24.362 999 860
Worst RY 5142.472 0.216 915 680.763 8 835.665 24.642
KM - 0.557 683.18 9 659.3 25.069

X Tl R G3 AR AL T S AT 20 IR AR B R AU 680.630 057 374 402.

ST 10 J G4, SCHR[4,1115 38 B AN R 7 049.330 7,3k 143 T W A% 7 049.248 020 528 77,5
i A K (579.30643727677, 1359.97061959552, 5109.97096365681, 182.01767893950, 295.60116145374,
217.98232106050, 286.41651748576, 395.60116145374).

MF 1 AT LUE W B S S 0 45 S T BB T INR R B G1~GS, iR 2 S N Ik AN A LR,
WHEVENIE G RAC R I 45 0L V38 4 R S5 22 &5 0 U7 T A0 LU SCRR[4TAI SCHR[ 11 ] rh vk 1 &5 L 1K 78 4y
R TR EEE A AR ARk

T B I 00 B 1) S IR S S BT 2R AT B R K L 2R e A B A AT AR 1) JLAS [ e
I 3~6 RO AT

5 I &

ARSCHE T AL B LY SAAY 1) B vE——FE T Pareto 5 BE AR (1 S B i a8 A S A O VE R AR A AL
T LA A FS Y H R DA T 80, — A Dy Ji i) L A bR B, 50— A O I R 2 R AR IR P R B M T Pareto 35
JEEAR AN di /MBS TA BT BE T 1 8 P S5 B i i b A S0 B S 0 S v b S5 2 — I T SE 8L PR
ROREA (0 75 30— 20 1 T AR FATTRE P DK 010 S5 B 1o 30t — 20 K 56 9 U vk, St v 1) 2 s, AR v B3 1) 4
AE IR S B 2 R A A P 1) A
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DO EDFD T FDT DT D T 50 T FOTD FO T 0 T 50 B S0 ED 5D T FD T 500 B F0 T 50D T FD T 50 T 500 3 50 TSI DT 50 T 50 B S0 ED F T EO I 50 EI SO I S0 T ED T DT K0 I F0 T SO ED T EO T SO EI SO DT EDEI KD

WEEE

CHAF22AR) BITIRASK, 5 P b2 AR S5 52 W RIVF 22 ORI R 1, S AN A AR R 3R 3 S it RL4F A
AAFIOREE T B0 (K22 AR AR AAT L5 P DR AN 5 A1 (9 SR i oA eS8 I o Ae . D 1 3 By ) KA )RR
M AT AATT R0 75 BIF R R S B AE BT R L B 24— S i e R 2 3 8 1 o R, T A S A I R DA
G, LR AR AR

L BEAS A DT A, R AY 0 RS, A W8 T A A A AT T VR | P AR I R K e 17 DL, AN 5 T RIAS L AL
I3 SCHR R 1 [ SR 45 2R AT (K L 22 58 A AN 01 2 2% SCRR.

2. T —ANBAE R G VR RR A% AR G AN T L IR AR AR AT AR R AR R 5
AR R R GE LU, B i 1% R AEAEEOR BB L i LN GG HE, 4 AT 2 56 1t — Rk UL BOR 1 8 Q3 i B p
ARGV RARNE.

3. PRI ANE R O R A (ELIE AR M B R W] BB (9 SEAR S S (B G PR AR B 2 ), R
A I S50 B R BEAT X B A LA A A5 TR
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