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[ Abstract] Evolutionary Multi-Tasking (EMT) is an emerging research direction‘in the field of evolutionary computations. Differing
from a traditional single-task search algorithm, EMT implements an evolutionary search for multiple tasks simultaneously by
transferring useful knowledge between tasks, thereby improving the convergence of such tasks.At present, most evolutionary
algorithms focus on knowledge transferring and ignore the ‘connections between tasks.Therefore , by combining the ideas of transfer
learning , a Multi-Objective Multi-Tasking Optimization (MTOW,algorithm is proposed.First, the difference in the covariance matrix
between tasks represents the difference in population distribution characteristics between tasks, and the distance between the means
of different tasks is used to represent the distributiomydistance of the population between tasks.Thus, the difference in population
distribution characteristics and the population distribution distance between tasks are used to express the similarity between tasks.
For the target task , K-Nearest Neighbor,(KNN ) classification of the solutions to the most similar task is conducted, so as to screen
out valuble solutions to target task and themtransfer them to the target task.The experimental results show that, compared with
EMTSD,MaTEA , MO-MFEA-II jandother MTO algorithms, the proposed algorithm achieves a better convergence, and the average
running efficiency is increased, by approximately 66.62%.

[ Key words] Multi-Objective\Multi-Tasking Optimization( MTO ) ; evolutionary algorithm ; Evolutionary Multi-Tasking(EMT) ;
transfer learning ; covarianceymatrix

DOI:10. 19678/j. issn. 1000-3428. 0062365

R R TR AR LS I R Pz N L OO

0 Rk
i TR RROR
ST TR A 2 B SEAR SR | BFIE B 3K B e Ak 8 44

FT TSR R A R BE 7 BB B 5 RO B4R R AT 55 9 R &, 42 i 24T 55 #E 4k (Evolutionary Multi-

ELTWH:EXRAKB#I4(62006044) ;) A BRI H (2021A0505110004) 57 A H H SR BR2: 54 (2022A1515010130)
YEZ B A TR HE(1996—) , 55, B0 58 A6, ATy 1) g 80 e T O s v Ak, 0l AR SO0 R A U
I fE EHHP:2021-08-16  fEE HHEA:2021-09-22  E-mail: hiliu@gdut.edu.cn



Fagt el B, X0 9 AR, B

W T OT 25 FE VR R 2 A AR AT S5 I AL Bk 307

Tasking , EMT) " (W AIF 55 7 1] , 1% G (1 il A48 2R i —
W HRE MR Pe— AT 55, SR T EMT J5 vk — Kz 17 RE W% []
B e 2155 . R R, 5L 500 B 55 E AL 5
PARLE, T EMT J iR T A58 g e i DR R VR
il LA A e A ) S AT S A R MR REY . EMT A4
MH R £ AT 55 1 4k (Single-Objective Multi-Tasking
Optimization, STO) "' fl £ H 45 £ 1T % 1 fk (Multi-
Objective Multi-Tasking Optimization, MTO) , A 3T
FE Y SR i MTO [m] B B B M

YT, KA MTO (8] 8 5k K EAT DL 4y oy 3 T
B BRI AL B SR AU T 2 A BB E AR Bk
I 1 MR A 98 2 Sk [ 9 42 M B9 i 2 MTO ] 81 i
MO-MFEA 535 | 1% 55 125 58 3 >R T B A R Ok [] 1)
Pk 2 A~ A0 O AT 55, IF DLW 5 i o 1 HE o e
S B AR S E oy R . Xk [10] 78
MO-MFEA Fvk (9 Jefily b 51 Ak ¥ B AL 2 0 22
A3 AR TR W B M i D MTO [n) 8 B Bk . oK
B a5 RN, bk 24T 55 00 Ak 8012 L LX) B 1) B AT
SRR R AF . S5 A A R AR 3R 2 SOk
LIS 2 Z M 2 AR 5SS I 24+ Fb
T[] BsF £ e 22 A AF 55, B A 1 F0BE X B T fff e 2 A
55 . CER[16 JEEZ DR BER 0T R —Fl i
A HTR I RS SR s ke fi i 2 AT 55 i [ 4k . R
WL R, Z M MTOMEZEh TREAEZ DR EEZ
B F AR b ST, AT DA R i e 244 55 9 A0 Ak il A
I L R MTO HEZE 58 B I3 . 48 Y il fige
MTO [] 3 (9 575 5 22, 0 3k S0 050 o0 % 30 i o A 55
() A 0L B B 98 AR 2D A7 S Bk AR Al AT 55
() R L2 ) SR s, (20 R A B 11 B R R, HE LA
e R

AR —MZ B2 S, £ T H
T N TR O 2 P ) AR SR B A IE A A A iR
BE 7= HE FPREAS A o TR 23 A0 AR IR B A R PR
FHAT: 55 (1 Fh 6 %) 0 A1 R AIE 22 55 093 A BE 85 e 1T 55
(] A AR AL B2 o 3t — Tl DA BT 55 Sk AL 0
() A, 1 T S N R R A 1 Ok O AR R AT 1Y
SEARL, X AH BT 55 v 0 i 52 K SRcdln <1 CK-Nearest
Neighbor, KNN) 732 | D) i 16 HIXTNE A 11 55 5 A
{81 i

1 HxXxIE

L1 ZERZESTREE

Z A AR Z AL 55 AL VAL 3 55 s i — A HE
WE5ET5 1 o (0 H ATRE 2 1 2 H bs 2 A% 55 AR5 ik
B O 2 R LA AE 55 00 1), B0 9 R B E O
AT 55 LA IR . SOk 17 i B 7 A 5k
fifp TR B S AE I ThORE 2 A 55 DR AL TR R B R AT 2 A
DC AR 1 AT 55 Bl o B 2k 2 4> I, Ay sk A i v 9 I ] O
B, 0P T A B H AR AE 55, W ARAE 55 e 5 —
A5 H AR T 55 ARG B B AT 55, 2F 1N 2 AT 55 T
A RN TRUIE B% |, DAL I 8 5 A 55 ] B AR AL P 2 ik o 22
55 LA IR A AZ 0 o SCHR L 18 TN 5 L fiff 22 1] f1)

Bl B A G Y A O PE A IE N (E PR B L 43 BT
3 A T AT S5 ) A AL o SCRRL 19 42—
Dy Ia) o B AR bR AR R AR S5 R AR R X — B i
& A5 mT LA 1T I B AT 55 1] 49 20 A% B 6% 8] B 42
it Z AR ARAT 55 I SPE RE .

FE T AT 55 18] 09 AR RL 1, R oK A R 224 55 O 4k )
A, SCHR (20 ] R 58 8000 09 5 3 o H AR AT 55 i —
A IE AT BT 55 B 5 B AR 55 S AH L AT 55
A A8 K1 M e e 3k O Bl B AT S5, DT e i RS AT
() PR ek 2D B TR RS 1 R A . Sk [ 21 ]9 5 R B 2
FEAT 55 8] (%) AR RL 4 A Ak ek B b R RS 1 SRR
Jil R, 42 s — [ 0l B AT 45 1k B LD, R A KL
P A B AT 55 1R A9 AR (L IR 36 Fom Ak 2% > i AR
iy g G T AR b A AR AR 55 (R RN TR AR RS Y R AR
Jilh & 46 , B BE A IS 1A A0 BIAT: 55, I 38 i 58 ey =X
SEINRIE RS o SCHR[ 22 [ 58 F 4T 55 18] T il 5 79t
() 22 57 B 3 W b 24 ) A 55 (8] A9 I R, AR 4 ik AL o
R rh R AT 1 AN [R] AT 55 B RE (8] 9 15¢ 2] 15 b 1 3 40
TR Ao B . SCER[ 21 R0 Sk (22 ] il S0 34 %
FH 155 17 43 A0 A I ARLASE $0L P A B S 2 0 A L HL 5K
B L, P E A S0 A7 R R AL B AS T RO Y,
SALVL AR B K A 1Y TR IR A SR 55 ) Y A 0L
I BB KB AT NI S
1.2 BHENHBTESEH#EEXCMA-ES

CMA-ESE & " HartEse#4r nf FHAL Z 11
AL O W 2 e A8 AR 1 52 2% 1 Ak ) A Ak R 1
B BRI SL. CMA-ES Bk ik 0 A 2 .
S AY A i T S A N < Y N i U7 s (PN
Nm . a;.C,) | R A 7= A=, 38 2o o4& Py 7 25 56 BF C,
FIGK S B o, 0177 2 B FREAS RS T BB AT 77 AR 4T
fif 8 48R O ) 48 R, DA B 5 B R 0 i SRR R
CMA-ES F ik HARL BRI T

1) RFEF= A B A RE N A . 76 CMA-ES Bk,
b B B B — AR N N (m,. 07 C,) 72 A HEAR IR
FRARE A, AR x, BT ) k20 an =X (1) iR

x,=m,+0,y,,y~N(0,C,) @)
oy 38 i W5 2256 B C U RRE 5% C,= BD* B 15
2,80 .

yv,=BDz,,z,~N(0,I) 2)
Horp . B R IE S A6 B4 5 D R A JE RS EL I A oe F{E
R B C RFAE A 957 7 R 5 1 ok B I

2) L MR BT . AE CMA-ES 8 ik b, A —
ARFPRE R U b A2 2438 5 T R B9 2R

m,,,—m,
pPa=01-cp+ \/C(Z—C)\/ﬂw# (3

Hor e p R 855 AR BEAL R AR 5 ¢ FoR BE AL A2 T
B BB o R, R BE A RO R T

X IR T FE > A5 B EL 9 82 30 05 18], K B —
AR HE AL 2 72 b 5 B8 2 O 1ol RO AP 2 {45 A
T R s A SRR S B8 2 A D5 1) 2 A A CEL AR L A T
F189 22 A 77 1o 3 AR L I, AT PR R A e A
75 R R



308 Computer Engineering

AL TR 20224E8 H 15 H

3) I 5 22 R 1A BT o o R D s 4
WAL TT 0 B T7 22, RIS R X 26 f A 1 R 7 1w fY
SRR AR A B 1 AR 3BT JRR B A JC Y X R
o P72 LR A SR R B AN S (4) TR

C..=(l-c,—¢c,)C+c p,. phite,>yy (4
i=1

Horr .y F R S 10 ANEE TR AL R 4 R T ] e, F
¢, F N 5 25 HE B TR IR 2 5 6

AR SR T iR kA AT 55 o) B A R < A T
CMA-ESH iy BAR 9 — AR BEAE (b i FR P L 3
IAIE 285 49 A B AR SR 77 A R R AS 44, BRI AR RE 1 4
FTPID J7 2 5 B AT LA S e > i A 0% 4 Ak, DL ot 3 2ok
TR B 5 (8RN B 5 25 6 B ok RO AT 55 Z M B K &R
NI Ry H AR AT 55 BE 8t — A fe Al 19 4l B A 45 ok 5
Jit MR E % I H AR AT 55 AW SIGH 72
2 AXEE
2.1 THhEEYRAIFNAERAD

R A FAEAT 55 (8] 20 b SE Tt RN AR RS, H AT
2 ZAT 55 AL B3 R F 8t — 25 18] R 35 6 AN TRl T: 55
(18 oo B St i 50 LA Ry, 1 S B T A AT 55 1Y
LW g — g — W R, i, 4 e
KN MAC AT 55 (T, Ty, -, T b B 50 i AT 55 e 3
YR M D, (i=1,2, -, K), & XA 5% —
(44 R =5 [ 48 £ 4 D, H D, =max,{D,}, 76 F ¥
HEAR 90 U5 B B, 25 T A AT 55 FORE P 08 A A IR T
O3B — A D, AE R BE AL 0] 5 2 0] 5 4 BE Y AR
Y EN L0, 1], 5 XA 1) AR O A S % AR T
AR A Y e AR 2 4 R ORI BT A A 55 TP
R # E — 2] e m] 9 45 2R 25 ) o, DA TR ) Y
55 Z 18] St MR AR RS o A SCHE HY A9 4 1 55 1) AR
RUEE 5 W LA K AT 55 1] PG 7% 19 X8 3 T 9% S
W, e 5 — 8 & 2 ] kA7,

BN B AR E AT 55 T, 09 A IR S8 Al
B, a0 20T 2 1A 1 G €8 A4 i B Ry A S5 %o N (1) A
S [ = G s R R M RN R A N =R ) W2 7
AR D, 4L AR i . AR SO TR TRB 15 TE |
B X F 455 T, e A 09 55 4R iy, , FEUE Y
FRLL, UL, #5701 Dt ool Ry (19 722 5 (8
o, 0 A an 5K (5) P 7 g RS B 4k

y.=L+U,-L,)xx, (5)

T2 Fiff R SR % L ST o [ T i S g — 4 F A )
P Y e R — — X, A S — 1 R s A e AT
Y€ A (8] (9 2% 58 A8 5, DT A 52 B ) 5 rh 34 n 4 A
1555 S AR i i 2 1
22 EFEEUNEGE

A KD AL B AE S5 (T, Ty, -, T, 3, X T A
HARE S T, (8 — A 4E 55 [0 19 B 38 I A LR 4l
M e R 2 5 5 22k BARMT 55 T3 B — A4l Bh AT
%, LAt R & 42 oF HARE S5 Ak R . 1%
TG AL B 2 A 4y AT 55 6] P RE 43 A RRAE 22 5 19
T ST 55 18] FhE 40 A B 2 o s B . MR CMA-ES &

0 S B AT 55 00 Bl ORE AN IR 28 00 1E A 43 A R A
S, IR 1% DI 5 26 L I 3R AR 1) 0 A R AE , AT
55 1] b B 12 {0 =2 ) ) B 8 3 70 A 5 ) ) 4 A R B
AT A £ AT 55 T] A AR ARLPE
2.2.1 A5 A FPRE S0 A AR 22 S5

AL T FVEE P={P,,P,, -, P, } L X AT 5%
TR RE Q={0,.Q,.---.Q,}, LT 73 5 N 1E 25 53 A
Nl(ml,afcl)ﬂlNz(mz,afcz)EPaTéﬁéﬁ'ﬁﬂéo %/[\&'%
FR ORI RE AR P02 R B T LG U A AR R U 2 B AL A
PR T ) (A PR I A AT 55 )RR ORE (% U Oy 2550
W 2 (8] 7 22 55 AT LA 2 4 55 [ FoRE 43 A1 R A 19 22 5%
(B T RIS & e T 4 &%) . T
% 143 43 B (Principal Component Analysis, PCA) 9
JOAE AT 55 T, FAT 55 T, h R BE P 7 25 0 B 22 Ta) 1)
25

B XTS5 T RT3 T, b B e 9 ol 2= 55
53 900 S il R 53 i

EC E =A =diag(A}, A}, ---,20) (6)

E]C,E,=A,=diag(1%,12,---,78) 7
Hrf E RE, 23 5 B C, F Gy T T s ik [] i 4
By AR A, G BB C G, BT A R E [
(A0, A5, - A Y R{ASEDE, -, 28 YRE TR A REL R

25, o N EG AV E, Wi BE T kA FRAE 1] 6, 3 4
FEAE 1] 5 X B C L Gyt e KA k> FRAEAE , AR 4
PCA 1 1 A fifedfes 77 2200 il 48 pr , 25 IR B B9 X kA
B3 1 2R AR TRZE Bk R K T 5 T 95%, B ik i Y &=
W43 2 BEST A B €, i €, 95% AR B, 1 A
E | FIE, 158 8 kAN FRAE 1) 5k A g2 Fh RE P AL Q 1
Fas e FiP,, 1

B=E " (1: k) (8

P =EX(1: k) (9
Fd B3 (1 k) A8 E o) 8RR AE 1) 5 e B ECF 1 1Y
TEAB B 7 HEF , I Of BE B WA kAN 4R A1E ) 4t

WJE BT PP, H S ) 1 Ok B ) g K
Xf P AP, A (] 4 2 [N B, 3ROR PR, Y
G 1) i Z 6] AR BE R AR 9 AE . 5 PO I — A ] i
e, NP, B|— B[] B f,, f6 e, M f, 2 18] B AR 52 E
R (FMAE/N),Hil e, f, 2RI N0, i
W BRPAT kW, X A 4 e 6,,6,, -, 6, R
FH X 26 5 £y 1E 52X AE 14 ~F- 24 {1 0k 3R 7 AT 55 18] A B3 07
FEHE PR 2Z Al i 25 5, B

inf, +sinf,+ - +sin 6
Covd(T,.T, )= sin @, + sin /2: +sin 6, (10

Horr: Covd(T,, T,) W {E 8 /N, RAE 55 T, AR 55 T,
Hp R Y A A R AR A AL, BDAT S5 T RTS8 T, AR
TEA8 R S O 04 7 1) B AH 4B
2.2.2 AL55 [RIFPRE S A B

AT S TR EE P AT 55 T, 00 Fl BE Q 23 9 A IE
BAYAE N, (m,,02C ) FIN, (m,,02C,) TR FEF 1, ]
155 T, FUE 55 T, Fh e i S 08 0T DL Gy i B AR AR 55 T, 0
1255 T, W A BE B e, DR G AT: 55 ) il 24 (8 18] /9 5
B3] DL AN B A A 55 o) Bl oRE 1) 23 A7 RS




Fagt el B, X0 9 AR, B

W T OT 25 FE VR R 2 A AR AT S5 I AL Bk 309

fE 55 T, 55 T, 2 18] (4 e 23 A B 25 1 23k X
w1 FIR .
Dis(T,. T,)= | m,~m, | (1)

o AR 55 TFAE 55 T, 0 i RE X5 6 18] %) BE 5 (R R rp
D Z 8 B ) F /AT 55 T, FAT 55 T, () b e 43 A 1]
M8 RRBE o AR 55 T, FUE 55 T, 22 (] B APl 43 A iR
BRI AT 55 T, FAE 55 T, 2 [8) 52 it 0 iR i 75 e
e UE R AT 55 Ak R R
2.2.3  AF 55 B iR A 0L M i

HF CMA-ES 53k 19 AR, BN A 55 b i b i
738 35 0E A A A SR AR AR FE BB U AL 0% T B B
BTSRRI W 25 H O B AR AR T 4 &R
e B9 TRy 22 R R T A R R VI A e O A 4
FIT 5340 FEAE , DAL G A bR 2 Ak A0 I, A 55 1) Fb
Y AE AL BE 32 2 AT 55 ) P B 0 A R AIE 19 25 S o
R o TEFPHE E AL Y IS B B, R A3 A 55 v Y b oRE
B 2 WS R T AR A, I AT S5 TR) RRORE B AR DL
B AT S5 M R RE o0 A A RE B pe o . R A EC(12) k3R
ISP RE L b AR S T RME S T, 2 M APy
AHRLEE

Sim(T,. T, )=(1 — 2)Covd(T,, T, )+ ADis(T,. T,)

(12

Horb 2 3R R AT 55 1A B RE B9 43 A FRAIE 22 55 093 A BE S

A AL A, 4 A= %g%@%%ﬁﬁﬂ@ﬂ%ﬁ%&,m

FORIEAL ) e AKX (12) s 78 Fh B 28 1L (14 7
IR B, AT 55 (B R 3E 9 AH BLEE 32 22 /A 55 o] D RE 2
AR RFAE 1Y 25 5 P, 76 R RE 2E 10 0 )5 BT B B, 4 55 )
Fofr FHF 110 AR RLRE =8 2 PR AT 55 (0] R BRE 0 A1 A B e 5
A1 Sim(T,, T,) AE B /N, W R B AT 55 T, FAT: 55 TRy
Pareto fe {5 i (1) 7 [n] A7 B 44045230, FEAT 55 T, AT 45
T, Z 1] S Jita MR G 3% g 65 A ZUE 2 B 4 R DRqb AT 55
14 Wi S AR
2.3 ESEMAIREBERE

B 1T 7R R AR SCE TR AT 55 8] 260 1R P58 ek (1) L
R R . W LUE 2, 78 AR R 2R g 13, X F At
AR B H AR AT 55 T, AR A4S 0K 1 nT DL 4k 3] 5
HFrAE 55 T AR 52 6. KT R 2 ST i
R HARE S5 TR e R o 25, — 2R R
BCf  hRid oy <17, o) —J8R IR, pnic 0, fL ik
BU i VR Ry AT 55 T, 90 il 5y JE I IR AR 28, AR SR FH K
I3 A8 (KNN) 430 28 BLAR B 20 28607 00 X FAE 55 T,
R E A P, R B AR S TR B PG
24N Q FN @, e SFMATT AR N L, L, , 47 L+L,=
2, WHEAE PRRIC N1 B WEE R 07, 55 0 TAT
5 T bRic 17 /Y fig GIE L AR AT 55 iy 38 R
fi) K AT R B H AR AT 55 T A9 R EE R, DA 2 1
HAr L5 et . AR X (12) 3815 2] H Ax
555 T, 5 1% 55 T, 00 A AL 6 32 AR B A, 28 B I ) o

A5 XS AR LS5 TA ML, S ke 5 CR T+
IO A5 AR FRIE RS |, ik FHARAE 55 T, B9 Bl A 1 22 1)
sz B A R AR

B “1”
TR o

i LN PP
k iy |
*,]‘;‘E‘%., “0”
SEDERMEST, | A 07
o <2 B A \ 4
TRE AR I R
EETY R mA AT,
“F‘H‘Jiﬂfiﬁﬁﬁ h“iﬂj‘] Lt

E1 ESEMIAERKERE

Fig.1 Procedure of knowledge transfer strategy between, tasks

24 EHEEEKIEZR

LEA UL bk B AR 4 i o 2 HRR 2 AT 55 11
IR ) EMTSD Bk . A 4@ 1A K MMES T
% AR ZAF %4k 18] 5, EM BSD S50k iat i 1k K 1
ST A R R[] B AR AR ik SE R 55 i SE L EMTSD 5.
BRI K AR PP, - PO IR 2.1 P
W X K A RE S T SR 2 G B — S —
() 25 [R] v, A 25 A 1 200 1) AR S e B AR AR S
RIE A T HEDFE W BAnE 55 T, % M 2.2 ) i
i OARE R (12 NS K-1 MES S 5 B
s AT G5 R B AT 55 T, 42 B 2.3 1 1 SR & 76 B
PRALS T, 5T 55 T, 2 (8] 557t AR AR A%, AT 42 i B
P fBgs T St B o 5 7 i Ak 2 B b & 3 H AR AT
% T AT 55 B AR ARLEE BEAIG , U452 1k iR 7% L 3k
H b AT 5 T, %0 B 09 38 o 9 A 4 ah Sz = 4 J5 1R
EMTSD 532 ity FLARAE 2 4n 14 2 B

| ALK AT S
>

A 55 TR G LA B
v v

A 55 TEI IR A3 A A 55 TEI IR HY
FHE A2 5 S A B Y

HAME S5 L
AT 35 0
HPTR

AL R
5 B IR E 55 Bt DU 55

w

SEREARE A
. e, I

FEREER
AR 55 T I ARIT RS

2 EMTSD HiEHEEIER
Fig.2 Overall framework of the EMTSD algorithm



310 Computer Engineering

AL TR 20224E8 H 15 H

3 XWERESM

SHIUEAR SCHYE EMTSD AYPERE , A SO FH SCik[ 25 ]
&t 19 2 H bR 24T 55 A4 , 6445 CIHS .CIMS PIHS |
PIMS 4, Ml 4R i 2> 2 HARPLAR IRl RE (2441 5%)
P ko 38 35 % 3k ) 3 4 119 Pareto Sets #F 17 i 4% F1°F-
15 3] 4 4B 09 2 B AR 24T 55 Wl 4R, 43 e
MATP1~MATP4, i 4 41 M4 2 56 T4 45 Rl &R 1958
B N TLAEE Y, A 55 B) A9 6 Rl 2 B RO Ak )t
Pareto Sets 5 7 F2 & ke fif . AR & 5T
55, X B [R]85 Y PR AR AR B a2 1 TR

1 sHEHIRSESMKEGIAER
Table 1 Information about multi-objective

multi-tasking test problems

HURAS PREOE 2 PR BURFAIE
CIHS-T1 R I
CIHS-T2 Tl R 43 B
MATPI1 CIHS-T1+Shifted+Rotated Y
CIHS-T2+Shifted+Rotated A A Ay
CIHS-T1+Shifted+Rotated Ml T4y B
CIMS-T1 A NI
CIMS-T2 LN 7 N
MATP2 CIMS-T1+Shifted+Rotated E4 SV NIE -
CIMS-T2+Shifted+Rotated iR 7 NI B
CIMS-T1+Shifted+Rotated E4 SV NIE -
PIHS-TI P AT B
PIHS-T2 E4 -y
MATP3 PIHS-T1+Shifted+Rotated LA T 43 B
PIHS-T2+Shifted+Rotated ZUE T 53
PIHS-T1+Shifted+Rotated L T3 B
PIMS-T1 Ll R 43
PIMS-T2 L AN 5y
MATP4 PIMS-T1+Shifted+Rotated LU ANRL 3 B

PIMS-T2+Shifted+Rotated LU NG5

PIMS-T1+Shifted+Rotated LI SN ]

TE bk 4 28 005 R 55 4 19 TR, R A SO
EMTSD 5 MO-MFEA-II"** ¢MaTEA """ \MO-MFEA"’
2 Hin 2 A5 Hk b4y b . Hoh : MO-MFEA-II
2R e/ MEAT: 55 8] KL FelE i 77 38 AT 55 18l 1
X £ ;s MaTEA 553 2k F R BB Fll 365 107 4 Jil 5 s 1)
I B SS S B — e Ar il A B 45 s MO-MFEA
SR B AILE 7% 19 5 =X STt AT 55 18] A TR #%
31 XHRSHEE

W 23 T RS S5 HRPRE R B8 100, FVE Y
e RAAAECH 50048, Sk IS8 1T IR ECh 201K .
X2 Bin2AL 55 A iass:, 2 B 2 NSGA-IL,
TEDES R, 4 F=0.5.Co=0.4. HRHECHR[24],CMA-ES
BHETHE RS 0=03, L KEHLIE S d =1,
M4 SCHR [ 9], B MO-MFEA 5.9 b 1% Bifi HL A2 Fid M 2R 1

WE 0.3, M CHR21 ], $ MaTEA 559 o iy iR
B RN a=0.1, S A TEE TR U, =0.2, K904
B R A, =300, MO-MFEA-II %4 1 v (i F i Hf %
MEH R Z2 TCIE S 70 A7
32 EiRMBERI1E

A SC R B AR I S (Inverted Generational
Distance, IGD ) & RAEF A HERE . 1GD 1Y i #2311
T3 Pareto fi fIL fift £ T 1) A 1) 5500 05 445 21 1Y i 22 1)
B HIPE R . IGD A E /N, R SR L e A1 2 Y
fif 432 3T 7] 75 () Pareto Fi VR A1 H O BLA R 4F 0 40 A
P£. IGD {3 X (13) 115 .

> dist(x, 4)
Lgp= 8 (13)
| P

Hor . dist(x, 4 )F 75 Pareto BT A 7L 1 I 19 252 S x5
TR e 2SR M AT B 0 R 22 1R B B/ B SRR R
Pareto A {7 5t 1l b T 2% 15 4E G
33 HERHWH

# 2 ff 78 N EMTSD & ¥ "MaTEA 8 1t |
MO-MFEA-II& % 5 MO-MFEA &W: 1 4 40 £ 1% 4%
MR 4L T 32 47 20 UEAT 21 19 F- 24 TGD A, 2% vh in AL 4
e VN IR C o

F2 RNEEEEMRETIETHFYIGD Ex

Table 2 Comparison of average IGD value of

different algorithms running on the test suites

f£%». EMTSD MaTEA MO-MFEA-II MO-MFEA

M e ww mx wx ww
T, 1.82E-04 4.88E+01 1.95E-04 2.53E-03
T, 1.82E-04 1.44E+00 1.19E-03 8.62E-03
MATP1 T 1.82E-04 6.52E+01 2.39E-04 4.92E-03
T, 2.77E-04 1.56E+00 1.73E-03 1.36E-02
T 1.05E-03 1.61E+00 3.13E-03 7.62E-02
T, 1.75E-04 1.67E-04 1.68E-04 1.65E-04
T, 1.63E-04 1.73E-04 1.87E-04 1.77E-04
MATP2 T 1.75E-04 1.65E-04 1.68E-04 1.63E-04
T, 1.72E-04 1.62E-04 1.78E-04 1.65E-04
T 1.69E-04 1.61E-04 1.62E-04 1.60E-04
T, 1.83E-04 1.93E+00 2.72E-02 2.16E-02
T, 1.85E-04 3.50E-04 3.05E-04 8.99E-04
MATP3 T, 8.86E+00 1.85E+00 1.36E-03 2.09E-02
T, 6.28E-03 3.48E-04 2.65E-04 8.15E-04
T 2.46E-04 3.58E-04 3.62E-04 1.18E-03
T, 1.69E-04 2.67E-04 3.00E-04 6.17E-03
T, 2.50E+00 3.35E+00 7.61E-01 2.74E+00
MATP4 T 1.80E-04 2.65E-04 2.94E-04 5.43E-03
T, 2.06E-01 2.94E+00 1.08E+00 3.52E+00
T. 2.60E+00 3.27E+00 3.91E+00 8.78E+00

©

M2 n DUE 2], 5 H AL A A B, EMTSD &
B AE K Z2 B0 ) A 2 R SR g 1 BE L X 2 R



Fagt el B, X0 9 AR, B

W T OT 25 FE VR R 2 A AR AT S5 I AL Bk 311

FFERE— R R BE H  EMTSD Sk ¥ UIE S 4
A TR v SRAE 7 A B R AN A 3 2o AT 55 1) R 1Y)
A3 A REAE 25 5 0 43 A1 BE B FR B AT 55 [R1 AR {RLURE , 247 52
JitAT: 55 ] ¥ AR A% | £ 2 b e v fige 09 22 R 1 O
H bR AT 55 F 84 . MaTEA 7% fil MO-MFEA-TT1 5 3
YR F 22 5t 90 40 A >R S0 ARURESDL o B ) LS 40 A L AR
77 30 S B30k v 8 S A8 o 2 58 A8 S AR RN
EMTSD 5312 3 2 75 22 J¢ & 0 3 A v R A 72 AR A A
A, BXORE 25 T SO SE  ANRE 43 A1 2 BEATL ELAS T J5000 14
D] 22 G e 00T A 30 AU 7 8 30 0Ly S (0 A R 4
i o XF T MO-MFEA 53 | iy Tk = i 5 T 55 (8] AH {21
JE AR TR AR AT 55 (B BEAILEA TN RS I, M DA O
WERITHGERS 2ot BARE S5 EH . 2R, EMTSD B357E
MATP2-T, MATP2-T, MATP2-T, MATP2-T, MATP3-T,.
MATP3-7,,MATP4-T,i% 7 ™ME 55 it e b At 53 vk
5. FESEI R R I, 3R] B4R MATP2 Fll MATP3 H
AN 1) 1Y Pareto Sets =22 [] B AH L, R b 7 He A
Bk XTREAY HARAE S5 M AR LA AT 55 rh B AL 1%
P Ak S MR AT AL 1Y SR W BB A5 1 B B AR AT 55 Bk
Jai TR e A, #3522 03 A 1 B A 0 B O A o

# 3 U /8 b EMTSD % ik | MaTEA 8 i |
MO-MFEA-II 5 ¥ 5 MO-MFEA % ¥k 78 4 4l £ 1T %
WL 4R N Iz 47 20 WY V- Bz A7 R X ke o T
EMTSD % i . MaTEA 5. 7% fl MO-MFEA-I1 55 7
It AT 55 ) A ARLEE 19 5 2SO (] AL okt A B3 7 A £
AT 45 ) AFLARLBE )y TG AE 3% BT B 0% 22 S LR i T 4%
AN BB AT R 22 57

#3 REEHRENREETHETHIETHE L

Table 3 Comparsion of average running time of

R B iuE EMTSD 530325 75 1 A 55 6] AH LR J7 1 7
AR, F 4 FF 5355 T EMTSD 53578 MATP1
HIMATP2 MR EE P 3R B AT 55 (AR DL S, o —7
TR AWML WAE . B3R 4 ISR 5 AT AL, /£ MATP1
WES LS T, 515 LMW A% T, 5% T4
AL, AT 55 T, 5 HAB AT 55 = 6] i AR LS Bk . 72
MATP2 M v AT 55 T, 54555 T, 2 1] AL 55 T, S5 4F
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Table 4 Similarity between tasks in the MATPI test set
obtained by EMTSD algorithm

E5F 5 T, T, T, T, T,
T, — 0.003 1.000 1.000 0.959
T, 0.003 — 1.000 1.000 0.959
T 0.707 0.707 — 0.001 1.000
T, 0.707 0.707 0.001 — 1.000
T, 0.678 0.678 1.000 1.000 —

s

£5 EMTSD B A7 MATP2 ik &£ 5 3
& EHEE
Table'5 Similarity between tasks in the MATP2 test set
obtained by EMTSD algorithm

different algorithms s
EMTSD MaTEA MO-MFEA-II © MO-MFEA
HUUFEWERESS ; ; p ;
Bk Bk HE Bk
MATP1 330.57 73991 1492 .57 34.19
MATP2 119.56 588.76 1471.38 30.31
MATP3 331.22 957.78 1426.90 33.85

MATP4 327.53 1 035.58 1442.67 36.44

F1 ¢ 3 A 1, EMTSD %85 112 47 1) [8] Fb MaTaE 53
I MO-MFEA-IT 558421, MO-MFEA-II k5 17
F B A e o X R B O MO-MFEA-TT 3 7L 5 2244
S AR 3R AR AR Sf I DU R 1 L ST 0 A, T SR A 1 MR SR A
RITFEAE TR TR IR, LA b  EMTSD S84 4 41
ZAT 55 MR AE T 19 F- 3412 17 1 8] Fb MaTEA 5315 45 58
25 66.62%. 45 MO-MFEA 5.3k H 75 ZARJE (8 171t
[i] , {ELE fife = 7 AT 55 (D AFRLRE 3X — 20 3R, BEAIL S it A
PUE R B 0L 2 S BURE M PERE IR 2 .

{55 R T, T, T, T, T,
T, — 0.023 0.999 1.000 1.000
T, 0.023 — 1.000 1.000 1.000
T, 0.500 0.500 — 0.016 1.000
T, 0.500 0.500 0.016 — 1.000
T 0.500 0.500 1.000 1.000 —
4 HFRIE

ARSCHR I — P I F A E R Y R R £
H bR Z A% 55 R T, 4 T A A 55 v i R RE A 1A 34
AL I A A A R A AR ISR AN [RIAT: 55 FE [ 119
O3 AT RRFAE 25 57 R0 43 A B B AT BT 55 8] 0 AH DL, A
111 $% 2 5 H b5 AT 55 e AH L0 AE 55 01 S50 A R .
SR R0 RE 1) Wb D 22 66 B 2 Wb BE 1) 0 A R AE 1
AN T R 387 L 22 T ) B 285 2 AT 55 [ D 8 1 43 A B
B, SIEGLE R, 5 EMTSD MaTEA MO-MFEA-II
%2 Hbr 24T 55 AL T IE A L, A SO AT 34
AU SPERE - B AT BRI R T 2 66.62%. | —
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