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Abstract: Convergence and diversity are two core indicators of multi-objective optimization. The optimization and the
balance of them are the keys of multi-objective evolutionary algorithms (MOEA). As a new kind of swarm intelligence
optimization algorithm, brain storm optimization (BSO) has paid more attention of more researchers in different fields.
Based on the research of the existing multi-objective BSO (MOBSO), this paper optimizes the convergence and diversity
by analyzing the decision variables of problems. Decomposition strategy is carried out to increase the select pressure
while the convergence optimization is performed, and the strategy of reference points is adopted to update the population
to increase the diversity while the diversity optimization is performed. Finally, we extend and propose the many-objective
brain storm optimization algorithm (MaOBSO). In addition, this paper proposes a new adaptive clustering strategy based on
the corner points, which could clarify the orientation of individuals and improve the expansibility of population. Compared
with several existing multi-objective evolutionary algorithms with better performance, a large number of simulation results
show that the algorithm of this paper has excellent performance.
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5 5 H AR LA 7] @ (single-objective optimization
problem, SOP)AH £, MOP 75 % 75 21| — 21 fif SR 18 3/t I
TS BRI, X AHARAE $R SR 18] FR SRRl Pareto #
M f#SE (pareto set, PS), 7 H A5 23 [8] 1§ #R A Pareto %
AT I (pareto front, PF). 24 v & (1) H F5A™ In i,
FHR Atk 2 B AR A 2 JUBEE R I T BRI S
PR, FER AU SR I Z AR R RE ST AN T
[HI.

11 HAREH 3G, Ao i R SRS AR P o5
H A H AR BRI N, B 9800, SCRE R
FMELUIE FH, S 300 Bk A FE B, 25T )
FEF AT A O H R SR T7 2, 3
TIEBEIE S7, tne-S2 0. L-eA o Fop S il k|
% SR, 0-SZ R, 1 58 S BC (strengthened domi-
nance relation, SDR)Z510 JH: 3= 038 i 58 A it i) ¢
B 5% 2R RS JEUA AN SO ) MR AT X 43, PABE NG
I A7 B B S AN PR $E; (@) Pareto (it
fl ik FEFRFRAH S &, W T 0 0 2 B An gL &
AR NG S B R AN E R i o - R ALl e o
300 T AR [ 0 A A AT B AR AR A AO0S B A 4
NI DAY o S N S CANA K= a W

TEZ FEME R PR IR RE 0 J7 10, BT H bR ek 250038 o
fEAR Ik AR I A e s 4 () B, ST R4 %
PRI AR SRS AR M. ST IR 25 1) SRms LU
R H RIS R A7 1 RE1Y) (HFEMaOP 7 T {558
PUHVBAIRIIRER. ikl STER (17142 H AR FE AR T PR B 1)
MES, JFUERT 7B T FE B FE B ARG AT R A,
PR TR T RRIREE S 7 . B T-278 ik
H A2 M AT AT (1) — Pl Pareto iR 48 [ 4E 5 SR I, Tk
B TR 2 HUABRA T Y ik Hp 112 17181

HH R 3 mT LUE H, MaOP [ @ FIHF 73 s 20k
SR Z FEPE 2 TR AU, R 2 R 45 TR
P B AMELEAT 18 N FEAR 73 B LA S 8 0] st I N7
THRH T 79 Fd DA S g 3 S & . SRR (13180 SRR [191 00
vl RLA R, L 98 % RS AR B B b ) s e HL 4
WS PEAR DGR B AN 22 R AH AR B, SR 29 ot
HEATARAL, BERRAALEE R, ek, SR 43 TG 2 1) AR
X IR EIMEAR AR B Ay AT Ak, S m AR,
S T AR U

TEAZ B e AL B, s R R #2201 14942
O Sk B X G 46 53 (brain storm optimization,
BSO) LI H O T ], FF DARER S HARAMA AT
22, BN M SR AN 2 FEPE RO, AR B
TEIEERS b, A FRF T B RS, AR R DL
ARSER ) AT T 20 2 B bk R E
% (multi-objective brain storm optimization, MOBSO),
BIHUA T B 25 SR 230 Sk 21 PR SRR R T B
73 8], F K FAS 928 50, I PR MOBSO Y S50

F&. SCHR 221K FIDBSCAN R AR B £ HBSOH 1) k-
meansE K, HZES B R SR, f2h 7 SuEr
% H br Sk i A& AR AL H 7% (modified multi-objective
brain storm optimization, MMBSO), R % K IE $2 1.
SCHR[231K ] 7 MBSO H T B3R K, FFR7E 2508 R
PR B N T RO ERE 2R, A A G N SR R s
(self-adaptive multi-objective brain storm optimization,
SMOBSO), 5 Vi %5 N\ P40k FH 1 fiff vk Ak F AR 2R
1% 28 3% 1A & (environment economic dispatch, EED) ]
L, 25 SR T R T L AR A B2 (quasi-
oppositional teaching learning based optimization,
QOTLBO).

BT FIR R AR, AL ABSOR AL
B B AR e B SR, IR — M A A =42
H A5 S i R ERAA . 5750 MaOP 7] 8 i ke 5 AR
R T I — P RHE SR AL, F 3T AN F B RHE BT
ANE AR NE . EEDUDEON: Bk, MR AR w
REAER FL 73 USSR E A AR S AN 2 R AR DGR 1, JF
KIS R P SR B o T W S A 5638 &, Rfie 8
P 5C AR B AT ST A 43 AT, 6 T AH B AR

“HTEZ” , FEEFIEIARER, HR 7 0 SR
W2 BAEAR A —A B AR, IS ), imik
SO FE; X T 2RO &, $2 i 1 — Py BL A
RORREP O EEN R, P—ERET
FerpO AT MRS R EE YT R RS SR
W SECHTRIAE, B8 S AR Ik, A, R T s R
3 ) 1, AN B (AR B ) o R 22 350k A 1
11 3442 X J5 7% (normal-boundary intersection, NBI) J
A HARXS B, H ARG A AT 3050 AL, 78 DA
BUEE [ S AT B AR LAS 5 f AT B, ANk
DL (N R ). SO 4 ORI LA SR 30 U A
R R
2 Sk R EDAL R S A B
2.1 Sk RERRAL S

Ko KA AL HL VR (BSO) & 52 NS i A F 2
B ia ., W7 A R — MEEE R — MBI 4T
file, P A AR E I I R CBEAN AT L /AT
L7 CHUKAME” - CIBSREGE” BRI, B AR IR
Al REZ MR, A=A . 5 NSk i R 2> st
FESAL, S AR RE LLBR S A0 T 1ml = A 8
MRS N T P — AN AR N 2585 AR OB AR
TEAR BT R 2 )5, #r Aol e =LA k748 7ok
P, A — A ARSE JE AT U A, IR B A I Ak it
AN T —URIEAR. Sk XGRS R R firos 20

Step 1 FFEEMIUG1L;

Step 2 VMM, K,

Step 3 AR
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Step 4 FFTFHEFIZR A0,
Step 5 #ik B & KIEARTEI Hr i B ARAE, 5
%% Step 2.
1% G [FBSOXK F k-meansiE 17 28, I3
o LI AMARVE N IR, TR AT AR,
AMELL—E IR 73— ANkl — MR
P PRSI O B S MR IR 76 St
b, AR R SR T AR PR R AR, B
W e X
Xilow = XGa +Exn(p,0), (D
Horp: X4 FRoRERMARI S ddE, X4 &=
MR dYE, n(p, o) LA NIE . o BT Z R
BENLEREL, &2 — M m B VER E 1) R4, FR
wr:
& =logsig((T/2 — t)/K) * rand, (2)

Hord: logsig@ —/N S BN HL it s 2, T e KIEAR
UL N2 RHEARREL KRS logsig IR, 7]
VTR A R R B RS &R AL rand 7240,
D [E]IBEH A

Tk SR NP DL2E 7 AR AR B m s 5, R
15 7 HIF R8O B E & s T 2 FAS (1) BSO
Hpl23-24.26] 22 03 A Fan X (3) o

4 rand(Lg, Hy), rand < P,,
mew {X(‘fld—i— rand * (X7 — X7), HAth,
(3)

Horp: Ly, HONEEA4ER) ER 5 X4 XENTE R4
JRFIE BRI F MRS d 4. 8 T IR
2 FENE, BT IERAN R, BT P,

MG TLLE H, 5 ALk, 290% Ris
RN, BT . N HA R RN AR T
D APPHE PN AN AT SR, AR Tl P I 1 5
FEFE R 3 S T, e S0 1 5 Mot oy LAt A4S
FELE, HERACERERS. Fik, 207858 1E
PR Z IS R b S G P A R R AN R R, A R
PErmEIEERE.
2.2 Z Hink BRI

5BSOMHLL, MOBSOGI A T IHAS S (1 g, H>k
{RAFParetos L. 7545 UGEAH PP EAT IR S
HE7, BEARSCRCAR T N IARSER, S8 f5 13047 B30T, 415
Bl —H 2 SE i ALHTHY B3I S i MOBSORH
PEIRIAB R 25 g SR RS £, 5 22 o U4
PREE BTSSR, ARG o v A MR A A8 R H
T2 [ PR A2 e 2, 328 MM B P /N R MR,
PLORFEIRYEE N I /MA B A #2) P, MOBSOREIEIR
T R P A B AR EARAL e @ I R T 5B, BT
X HT AR R BEHL AL 15 X LU T3 i MaOP, H. 5
GEIHE T Pareto ST SR K- F BUL S BZUSIoR FE i 12

FET I, AR VRS ER (1) B 8 SRS RN 2 AR e A L
BEAT BRI, SRt T —FloR g = 4E 2 B AR 1)
(1) Sk o RBAA BT

3 =E4EZ Bink i REA R

31 FEHER

% ARG H AE T15 23— A 55 Hi5 5
[t Paretofpc L fA, HH T AN [R)RFIE I R 3 A8 B X AL 46
FAEAFR R R AR — ER e J5 3T
WS AN Z BEPEAR AL, B S A3 AMA ) 4 (1 77 )
3, SRIGORFPME R Z AR, e TR |, B ok
T 22 UL RO SR AR B AT SRR RE M
HESE WL 1.

H1 MaOBSO.

BN MEWNED, Enax(BKVFIRED, P, (%
PR A MA IR, P.OE#EER R L™
A MR INEZR );

fith: PORZFED);

1) P « Initalize(M); /IHI4H1L

2) HNBI T A B E A w (S5 1),

3) [w, cluster] < VectorAllocation(P, w, M);
ke = F VN WV e =

4) [DV, CV] + VariableCluster(P); // {k & A%
BERE

5) sub CVs « InteractionAnalysis(P, CV); //
ST AT

6) HHT Z iy 12004,

7) while & HIEEIZ L% do

8) if SIHEIFAILE] then

9) P + ConverOptimi(P, sub CVs, Z.in);
11 Ak

10) T Z nins

11) endif

12) P <« DiverOptimi(P, P,, P., DV, w,
cluster, Zuin, 2°); 1*ZHFEEALAL S

13) BB Zpi A 2004,

14) end while

MaOBSO K F NBIUS! 1 75 X AR b 2 ) &, A1t
B PN VAR SR, FERDE LR, B AT Yl 1R

HOXT S T IR K. RIEME S 2% AT IL
B, JER 22 R SRR 45 B0 N B MoE b B K o
FAR w5 SIS AR AR B R 2 AR AH AR &, AT
SHPEAA AR AT 0T, I Je AT AR E AL,
B2 VectorAllocation(P, w, M).
BN POMED), wEHmE), M40,
i wOECE ), cluster(RERLER);
1) cluster «— PL A m 8 5 A 0 X w it 4T k-
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means 5K, ]
2) Angle <+ TH5H PHATA MES w A EE; 7+
Angle y—/"N x NRFERE, Angle[i][j]ERHB i )
RS AN IEA, N AT .
3) for k=1to N do 4
4)  sortindex[i] + 7; //[i, j]/& Angle 5 KAE 1
THR 2.5

5) Q1+ M4HTAnglefI5i1T;

6)  Angle + Angle/Q1;

7 Q2+ HHTAnglef155 5 51;

8) Angle < Angle/Q2;

9)  w'[k] < w]sortindex][i]];

10)  cluster'[k]  cluster[sortindex][i]];

11) end for

12) w + w';

13) cluster < cluster’.

B2 IR 22 RUAIAMR AR B DL KRR I AL
AR 22 ) B HG, 1 550225 [ AR A
Fi1 R (B 1) 9 Do REAT SREK, W E RS T BT R R
. SRJE VSRR 1A B S MAAE B AR A TR K A, R
P FEREAT M E, IR A BC R RS mU A I 53k
SEULN R EIFEE. A3 HARDTLZ1 9, fEEfbig
FEAE H b 8] o A SR S5 SR B 1.

o cluster=1
" o cluster=2
» cluster=3

B 1 3HASDTLZ I L R SAE
Fig. 1 The cluster result of DTLZ1 of 3 objectives while

evolutionary

3.2 PRERERERE
IS A ) i B 22 b 22 RE ) T D i R 1
OO A A A R B R, 2 B A A M I B I
JHL TR V7 1 R M R 0 5 L SI2 1) Pareto IV, B ) %
PSS MG AR K2R, LALL R 2 H AR ] @A 41
min f; = 1, + 2o,
min fo =1 — 1 + 2o, (@)
st.z; €10,1], i =1,2.
3 (@) g Flao CREFAAE, 1k 5 — DA RAE
S8 S N B 51K, SR HAE B AR 1Al AR Ak,
K27

- X, %; ,fiﬂ%xz

— Paretofil /&

_ xz%y 1XE&/E=%‘|

2 73R oy Ao AR FIE N A 70 AT
Fig. 2 The fitness distribution obtained by perturbing x; and

a2 respectively

FH B 20 I, 2293 ) 250 oy AR o T 6] 5 G Ath 44 B
I E H b5 2 (8] A & A E 2, AR, o F i MOP
ISR, Mo 52 22 R4, 20 SRR WS A 9 3R
= (convergence variables, CV) fll 2 ¥ ¥4 A ¢ 4% &
(diversity variables, DV). X} - CV, 7 24 2| — M ik
B, SR SCHC F A BTG L XS B A TR T DV, 75 2
A8 A B 4 AT, AR AT S PR Al AE H bR A3 (8] v 38 5] 4y
Al13.181

ik 3 VariableCluster(P).

BN POFIEE);

i th: DV(Z FEVEAEORAR &); CV (USSP EAR AR
),

1) sample < BEALN PHGER—AMA;

2) D+ AU,

3) for: =1to D do

4)  sample < T HsampleFidEn ik 13 | —
FREE; 0o H € XA 5 (W120), samplesé—n x D
FERE, HAEE (HIAH]

5)  FNoli] +— sampledHTHE AT FRIEL
BCHTHY; //FNoli] Xt sample S BCHER 5 45 3

6) end for

7) [CV,DV] < XFNoi#t 17 k-means % 2, K ik
HAT I,

8) if mean(FNo[CV]) > mean(FNo[DV])
then //FNo[CV] il FNo[DV] 47K CV e e 2%
DV 1 PR 53 oot L HT.

9) CV<+«DV;

100 DV« {j=1,---,D|j ¢ CV};

11) end if

BIE3 R ERR MR, ACME LK,
X TN R, S E H A A B AR (1
R0 AT RSN, B — MR BIREE, SR 50T
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FEEREAT AR S ECHE T, T HE SR 515 ] e B e 51 AR
TERHIE.

B A P AR A3 B (W AR ST 51K R D R s e
T RHIE. PeRg R U, S SR AH DG AR B A5 B Bl
I EAESCHCF AN ECA 1, T 24 1A G238 & 1 7 41 A
BT MR EL R, A SR F k-means 5 280K
JFBAS BIREERE S NP, BN AU S AR G
ARt BRI N Z FEPEAR AR &

3.3 ARBEMMAESNT

PR TR AR B FIUASE I sk A A4 M P+ e 2 3, (R B
SEHR A TR R R ORI () ) . — ELDACK, 2
I8 TR B —Fh S 47 1 7 VR R B A Ry s L,
— b SR A A2 T ] AT R AL, i — AN KRB A )
Tl N 2 A TR R /NSO A [ . 6T — N SOP,
i 2

ftrg min)f(ml, e my,) =

[aré I;zlinﬁf(xl, Cee L Ty) e

arg niinf(:vl,~--  Ty)

arg Imninf(:rl, ce )] 5)

(R ERECN RT3 B R, A5 IIFR O ANTT 73 5 BR AL

SHRAG IR “ e 2" Reg IR KAREE B4 ik
R, HARIRAR T 2 (8] A2, K R 6% 38 A X
AR AT AL (E ) R AR B () 75 HAG R s v
DLER T B0, R 7 208 X TN kA & oy Al
Zj, %ﬁﬁ:ah asz, bl, bzﬁﬁ&

f(x)‘z,:@,m]:bl < f(w)‘mlzal,ng:bl/\

f(x)|11:az,zj:bz > f(m)‘mi:al,z]:bm

f(I)|:u,':a2,Ij:b1 =

f(xh... ,xj—labla"' ’xn)’
MRz, 2 ; 9 E AN AR & KT USSR S
SRS IR LR A,

ik 4 InteractionAnalysis(P, CV).

BN POWEE); CVIREUEAE AR i);

i sub CVsERMOZ S HAH SR EHER);

1) subCVs « &;

2) forall the v € CV do

3) CorSet <+ @;

4)  forall the Group € sub CVs do

5) forall the u € Group do;

6) flag < false;

7) for i = 1 to nCor do //nCor A H T X2
= (5)

8) if vHluAESAT. then

9) flag <true;

(6)

y Li—1, A2, " **

10) CorSet < CorSet | J {Group};
11) break;

12) end if

13) end for

14) if flag then

15) break;

16) end if

17) end for

18) end for

19) if CorSet == & then
20) subCVs <« subCVs {v};
21) else
22) sub CVs + sub CVs/CorSet
23)  Group <« CorSet v T2 &;
24)  sub CVs < sub CVs | {Group};
25) end if
34 BEMML
ARG T4 WS EAR AR B A 2 A MEAH
RAZ G, b HE AT AN R AT A g B0 (R i A 25 4
A wE ST, FEs st A 12, v 138 m
IR, AR AL T Pareto BT, ASCRH
BNAL 32 5% A 32 (penalty-based boundary intersection,
PBI) (1) SR B RVE A — M B 5121, PBISKR B R A
&I ZA~ B bER Ay — A BEsE, HatE AL
min ¢*" (z|w, 2™") = d; + 0d,,
d, — [(F(2) — ™) Tw]|
ol ’ @
dy = | F(z) — (=" + dlﬁm,

Horpr: 0oy E & WIS T S8, 7T RREUE it 5
ZREPE. AT, dy NPT BRRR R s f BR RS A H AR
/MBI R RO RE RS, RERS AT B SRR, do 3R
R SREwRRER, RERS T & o i o A Re i, Rt
PBIRENS 5 -4 T b FH — MESR AT & — MR 5752
.

5 ConverOptimi(P, sub CVs, Zpin).

N POFIEE), sub CVsEEBSL W S AH 5G AR
BED), Znm CABTME A BRI 5B/ IME);

Bty PCHIRIRE);

1) fori = 1to N do //N JFHERIE;

2) forall the j € sub CVs do

3) [p1, p2] < HR4E PBIHE LA 4L W 11 77 =0k
PR

4 p < SBX(pl[j], p2[5]); /1P HETAR

5) offspring « s[j| = p/; /Is PRI i A
14
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6) P <« 8l b # s floffspring [ PBIHE, &
R —A

7) end for

8) end for

S DIAMA I PBUYE A bR LA I 1 7 2%
AR, I AL 3 1] 52 X (simulated binary crosso-
ver, SBX) R/ A B AN, ZE R BB 7 1, 8 HLER
SAREHr AT PBIE IR B BT I AT AR RE.

FRCNZ AR, 5 R AEBSOMIHLHIZE
fel, L DA R0 oA T ), FF DARE S 25 H A A 4
VER 2 RTAMA, 18I AR S SN A4 J [ 48 2= AE
S EVE LSS, 4 JEME S W R R EAT & 0, i
TS 225 SR AR R EEA T BE T

WA, T R A LB HE R, ASCERE TS
HeFabR. AR ISR S AR B 77 22 RSP 38 /)
TR BE T RS, BT 2 AU S
PERAAN Z FEEA AL, 30 R el 3 i St Al R Ag
MZ AR,

B 6 DiverOptimi(P, P,, P., DV, w, cluster,
Zmin» Znad).

BN PCARIAEE), Po(FH— M MEP= A AR
M), P.ORH RO A MERIEE), DV(Z
PEAHRAR ), w(B% M), cluster(RRLER), Znin (4
AU AP EE A B br L1 B /ME), Z72d (Pareto R ¥ 7E
B B AR ),

fids: PCITAED);

1) fori = 1to N do //N IR

2) ifrandom < P, then

3) if random < P, then

4) Dsclect — SHTTESSIIH 15 /s P i
A

5) else

6) Dselect < FANLM s BT 7E K3k £ — A

14

7 end if

8) else

9) Declect — FEALA P HZE AN AR IR
TIACRAN;

10) endif

11)  offspring[i] + X pereet HEAT 2E /UK DV
B

12) end for

13) POP «+ P | offspring; //POP ¥4 JE A £
TR T A IR AR,

14) P < WRAEZ% fwkt POPHHTIR SR, FHifh
P
4 PHEGRGHH

N T MRRA SCE VLIRS, AR S &R ZDTH
DTLZH A e B K AN B - MOPFIMaOP (1) 14
A, DA S 8 14X BE B (inverted generational distance,
IGD) P bR R L5 & LA UL S LA & LR
FITERE.
4.1 % HisteAbiml St s

AR ZDT i bR £ 5 SR VA SRV R H MOP
KM RE, I 55 MOBSO, MMBSO, SMOBSO L /%
2 MRIVENSGA-TIHAT 4R & Lh . Hord, 1 H 30481
ZDT1-ZDT4FZDT6; V344 K /N ARSI R E 5t
— JN'51 F120000; 48 15 75 1, MOBSO, MMBSO 1
SMOBSOZ} 5l % 1, pa, 3, pa /90.8,0.8,0.2,0.2, ¥
FAECN 4, NSGA-TUR AL — 3k i1 58 X1 22 15X
A5 5, MaOBSO% il P, 1 P.240.8, 0.3. $li¥ 2 5%
WS AE AR O A e A I SR = o 8 L B T o
BEAE MR B2 R MOPRE JI, SR HHFIE 25 gk
HEAT IR 0k . BB AT 309K, iC 3 P M DA K bR v
WIRAFR, Horp, D DL N 2 1 25 SRR R i e ik

au
Ae.

% 1 MaOBSO5 %4 H %% % MOPHIGD F 4t
Table 1 The comparison of IGD between MaOBSO and classic algorithms while solving MOP

X MOBSOP!  MMBSO™??  SMOBSO™!  NSGA-II''  MaOBSO
ZDTI 1.7758e-2  9.4890e-3 1.2479e-2 9.5487e-3  7.6230e-3
(7.99¢-6) (1.34e—4) (2.57e-6) (1.99¢-2)  (1.18e—4)

ZDT2 2.4656e-2  3.1281e-1 1.1160e-2 1.9453e-2  7.7004e-3
(2.05e-5) (8.60e~2) (4.45¢-2) (2.43¢-2)  (1.18e—4)

7DT3 1.7336e-2  1.5343e-2 1.2957e-2 6.6734e-2  9.2050e-3
(8.53¢-6) (8.53e—6) (6.12e-6) (7.77e-2) (2.24e—4)

ZDT4 7.4364e-2  6.1547e~1 1.2509e-1 1.3578¢-2  8.9753¢-3
(2.22¢-2) (7.10e-2) (5.63e-1) (1.52e-2) (1.10e-3)

7DTS 2.1277e-1  7.8331e-2 1.4387e-2 4.9961e-3  4.5485¢-3
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