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WTAESR, FREANEAT LG B FR L R R, 5 tH Sk
Tk P25t 201953 R AX = Bk 9.9, £
5 A BREN PR B 152.9%, FEARERAT VR ok F i [
I 250 A 2 SR A RN S s R AR T3
VR A di L A1, SR 3%E AR /=, B TR
FIEFFEE R 46, FEUE N A= RSB T 2
20194F, J E L £ 77 & 8.4442 i, [F)4E b [H B itk
A 1 10.684200, FH k] L, F AR x ik 1 8k~
FEE RS, CLRCR AL B8 best 2 i
WPR R FEREER T, L Itk BT b Rk i ot ol L
AL E BRI R, AN [F] SRR A EA T,
REM A Be S AL 22 B Ay, PRSI S T A =
HAHEEZ L.

FEGE VR AE 77 o, — RO AR B FCA SRR R ek
ISR i, WA R IECH 5 %6 Fh kAT Bhik, ekt
B AR AT B HA R R 1 R A3 BRI, AR MR
VRS ) A BRI JFURHEC LE . A T R RESE A ANk
W TR, SEBLERE BEIR A 2 oy  Begh M e
FAE B 38 BAN, SEE R I ARG B abs SR
S MERE, F R BRI E P EK IR, AR R A
IPEAFE T CL2 AR ERA T M A A AR R R A A

BTG EFCa DAL I A, (B A5 R AT T
Z T T. AR A 718 B gl ik ek
R L TR, IR VEAE SEBR M T, B
SR TR v 1 A, BB — . B
B4k KRG TR, BLB B b 2 IR AR s 4 P
LI H DU AR R R AW 2, Xt S35 T ek
HMEFE (B IR T, NI, —EehF 7 N 52N A e A
IR TGS 0L, B IR NI R EE A&
MACAREE £, fARh TR B o). Wus A2TEL
FAFISOLHEBUNAAL B AR, SR FH 28 M IR RS AL A
TREEEVE SR ARTTIE. WangZs NP T iRt
IARAAESE, 37 FH ek i N T e S E AT i N
REVEAEFRINZI AR AL, Shen!™ Flr & 2o sRRINEFIIELE
PERLRINVE, fif v SEBRAR = iR i 2 H AR 2 AL ) 8,
BB T B aE Aty %8, SCHR [SINFH 2 ik
32 2 A~ H br R B, #4508 B H bR iR EUS , B
5 MR RESE T L. Wus NOJETRE BT
BT, Wb T s i fEHh COL /=42

LI AL BEH A A S A )V 1 A2 Deb i HE I
RSCELAE T 2 W 45 T AT i, 2% 5 R ANT]
1A B H KRS NSV oA A — S8 b B HE U
PR RS — H b e 8, DAL SRS ICHE U S 2 SRA B 71,
K AESCRCHEF 2 B bris & Bkt T, 3/18 17
i35 5] () Pareto i R 4. N T Pt Ak il 72 v i I
RARR Z [ R, PR N O S Ha Br Fulk
SR 0] i e A SR T BGdE, [RIRT 51 N Jied i

AL ) BRI SR R S OLRE 1, 22 T DebiEMIBEAT
BELERORMILAL. SCHR (101 EE PR RO LR i R, 2
LT BERE MM BE A ) 2 R 2 H bR R, JF B
NSGA-II (non-dominated sorting genetic algorithm II)
BEAT SR, BT T AL RCR, —S5WFFE N S
2R AL B b2 AT SOk, RECH AR A R A T
U B 3G e S SRR O TP AT AT R
EANTAT IR 5% &, 8 — S5 S0k 52 H 0UR R 3R
B U3 SUAMBAE RGN 2 SN it RS 2 AT
LURAL, AR5 IESER N R AR, P A2
FEPE.

RSPt IR R AR T SN APNE 29 SR 24
LIRAL PR, WA ZRHLHIAN T, 5 & MR e %
AT, ASCNLTAAEFHL A 7 Th AT 0
MBI SR BRAS IR 35 5 A B B AR O H A R
B, Fg DX 73 s 5 YR HE AR 4 &, R AR T IX
BRI 120K 2 H bRk B B % (constrained multi-
objective particle swarm optimization algorithm based
on region division, RD-CMOPSO). A T fr £ B 1 1
FRE 2 REIE, 72 H AR (W) b, 2148 B B & Nl 731X
s RSN BAE i b, 45 A DX asko A AN PP 1
U ZEAT S A A SR I 4R, AE SRR 2 I, IR H 4 )R
B UK. 38 I A AR A 1 B8 A P IR, R H
SO SRR R AL R TR RE. B, 3 SR
BEATRRESECH AL, R4S & SEPRTE DL H S S BE
BB 2.

2 RRESIH BEHR
2.1 BRESECH HIER

SEBRAE P b, B U T E SRR A SRR Y
AR RSB A TERE L = AR /R A
A TCER T RN A ) R S5 R 3R 7R
AP RRAE G FoOR T RAFMT, SEUa
PR, SRR RS L, ASEIUR A BRI,

2.2 BRESTH B
221 ARSI
1) $ABRIK I JE BRI EE.

U;:ua'(l—aa)aa:1a2a"'7gv (1)

For u, N ol JFURHRTEC BE, g IR S5 JEURHRR K,
aq(a=1,2,---, g) NEEaft R R T & 7K 70 (K 2
b, w, AFIERAK I 2R a Rt RHRBCLE.

2) BRI IR T I3 LE.

g
ybzzyab'u:mb:l?Q?”'ah) (2)
a=1

Horb A EORE R SO S 13 R T 23 B, hoa ke st
B IR AL R K, Yo (b= 1,2, -+ h) N Sa
T SRR SR DR S R R 1 73 L
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3) HIBRAK I G BRI Ay L. 1) RATBHI AR,
Y (%) = — y b=1,2,--- h, (3) flzmin[i price, - uy], a =1,2,--- ,g, (9)

Zyb

(%)77?[]5?7K/\F%b$¢4{%ﬁk/\ﬁ vad=a
4) HIBRK S BT 5 25022 R & &
{ Yy (%) = Yy (%) /(1 — Yy (%)) - 100%,
b=1,2,--- ,h,
Y (%) AANBRIK 73 AR S0 Ja 240 2 0
IrEE, Vi (%) AFIBRK S T edin & & 4 L.
222 AWFKMH
YR A B 18 H AR LR AN PR 4 R AN 7 T
H bR 2048 10 2 Se BrAR e A 75 R, B — & R L.
T P 5 L0 AR 1A A W 2 o) P R B AV SRR A IR AT 47
fie, R HE LG AV 22 B Ay 1 BRI L 2 RN T
IR R B A R L
1) HARLIH %A
@ SRBRTRE 7 T 20 EL BB AT 77 o TR A
JRE R E 5.
OL, <

“

-100% < OU,, r =1,2,--- . f, (5)

f

> Uy
r=1
Hrf . (r=1,2,- - f) AR S BRI 7
o RSB R A b, R aE T EORE R R A
FIMZE; OL,., OU, 73 AN S r FlARL Bl 71 P SR £ TR
AR PR,

@ B ELLZ .

iuazl,azl,Q,-'-,g. (6)

a=1
2) RFELIHKAT
O RERALIR.

h

<1,b=1,2,---,h,

I;yb 7
DL, < Y/ (%) < DUy,

Horbt: Yy (%) AR K A RSN J5 55 bRk 2 R 2y
(IZIF A DLy, DU, 2 BRI K 5 s f5
ORISR RS LR A R IR EIR.
@ BRELIR.
TR AR K 5 IR S CaO 15 S0, BRI 23 &5
B .
Yao (%)
1.8 < YS/iOQ(%) < 2.0. (8)
223 HirsERH
TE 1 2 e 285 JEURHIE L AR 45 1 2 & B AT AR F,
IR o SRR LA, A5 AR S AR
A, [k B X .

a=1
Hrprice, £ aff B
2) BEE.
fo = max[Yig,(%)]. (10)
TR HUR SR AFNE & A B R AR E N H bR

PR, Ak B R DUR TR AR (3 Iy
O, BRI, BERS 45 AN H b 3] 4 s A J5URHAC
EERANTELE). BCA ALY B bR 1Ei 2 21 R SR
B2, N F LA SR SR AN A HoF & H
Fr AT e, BB EEAE N — RISt re b . &R
R R BRI, 5A BINL R BRI AR SE &,
TEARACSTUR D2 AT TR 2 i S .

3 ButZAIRZ Hish T R B

3.1 RTREEL

HAR T, SRR T UPME R &, 2R R,
KennedyFlEberhart!"®14i H 7 %7 7 £t A4 592 (parti-
cle swarm optimization, PSO). L ¥ F¥ 5 i # B >k &b
2 BRI &, #7082 B kL7 R 5ENE (multi-ob-
jective particle swarm optimization, MOPSO).

RS ZE A , RL RO N, TSR
ot MR kAR AL BN 24 (8) = [@41 ()
Tr2(t) o wpa(t)] BEEON v () = [vi1(F) vi2(t)

- U,a(t)], BT kD 2 B AR AL E N pbest, (t) =
[Pk (t) Dra(t) - pralt)], BAFRER SR T
TESE d 467 L RALE N gbest(t) = [g1(t) ¢2(1)

ga(t)]. BRI A7 B AN
a(t) =

a(t — 1) + ¢y (pbest, — xzq(t — 1))+
cora(gbest; — xq(t — 1)),

ra(t) = 2alt — 1) + va(t),

Horr g, ro RIG21 340 1[0, 1] X 8] I BEA LR, 4 nbE
BT 1, co TE[0, 2] U FRI I BE &5 4k, 455 ) 20
K w AR, YT b0 R Rt 24 e PR 52
FEFE.

ALY 2 H bR e, BEEES 2 AN B xR, T2
FEPE SUSSIME, CEER A R 20 AR AL BREOR, P
H x5 2R 18] )56 2. 1 SEBR N I A2, AR
B HRAT PR S RS — S+ S 2 L R %A
PR H TR R SRLAAE S A R AR i 3R
B, BTN G2 DLHO A R AL AT 2 AR AL
32 ETXERISMARS Hbrh 7R E
321 H—fk

FELIRARAC IS A, H R R 0 18] 1) 22 57 0] LA

(%
W,

(1)
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EREAAL R BEAT 04 MR 23—k B AR RN
f(l‘]) — fmin
fnorm (x) B fmax - fmin
Forb: NOWBIEREBL, fnin A1 finax 739000 4 TR A i
AR H AR B B ME S ROME. 2 LA,
FRREL RIS 201 U E L [0, 1],
MBS s N LIR KA L AFGE RIZRE

Gu(x) = {max{gs(x),O}, 1<s<p,

7je{1727"' 7N}7 (12)

max{|h(z)| — 6,0}, p+1<s<g,
(13)
o 2R g, AERLH pAS, LR
Hq — p . — R ERL RN ATERLR, 0255
AR A A S H ORI 75 2R FE 50T, 185 HL0.001
1£0.0001).
FEER SR 5B T4 5 s AN SRS A 1 SR T B
KA E A

G;nax — max (Gs(xj))7 s € {1727 “e. ’q}

j=1,2,--,N
(14)

&R AL 8 2 57, MR 2GS
58 SURZAR AN LA AE S AB V218
vnorm(x) — j] i Ma .7 € {172) aN} (15)

=1 Gmax

322 BT HIEN A XK 120 3R S HC R

Deb#E N H, ANATAT 2 A AT LA, 16 R 4R
FEARIIAMRTEAR; AT AT #8554 AT AT AR b AT LR, mTAT
fifE I, AT AT Al 2 TE) 1 b A e T 2 AR AL A 3, 3
SCHC S AR SR A, O T 3R A AR e R ET Y
(pareto front, PF), AMX 75 Ed i nl AT vl 4T X 3 A
AT R, & PLAZA S AN AT RS S, s nT
AT XS G AN AT AT X388 X R R

T AR A LI oRARAL 0], ARAG R, PTAT
T A R LB RAREE 2 AEAE, 8 T RIATATIX
W, NAZIGSRA R R BE DT, $emPh it 2 e, R4k 5
A, 2 ATAT AR B — e PUB I, AR D05 JR 4 &R 1
[E] R 77 1k BN R e . AN AN AR SR PTAT A i 5| Sl 5
A5 o — R RR . W R EEE MASTTAT AR $2
HCH FE B IRICLRH, sets et tifb AR,

AR R T PR BB FE X S 70 S T %
HARRACEUS T R IR, fEML R b, Rz g
SINLIRRAL SRR . 72 B A2 o) A, T M kAT
3 N X 3853, R 1) X 3800 AT -5 VA o U A 25
B, BEAT R X IEORE 1 R i . DR B DX 380N e DI g A
AP ANATAT R, DM AT AT X T &

TR DAk vHE U BT R U, % T AT AT, AR
PEAESCIC S R LI 55, 25 %) Mg — L AP AE
BRI TAT XIRAIARER, T IX A AR B A R T4

PZRENE, it — DN R EHE R IR AT RE. W 1T
s, B f ARy BYIALT AT Xk, Tk 1 AR AR
SRR TR B, S OL TR B2 OER. (2
T, B X I o SR BN VRl AE DN S, KL B R 2
2 i XIS Joy B i LA, ot e DR B, XA 07 3047 B
TImsm R OISR R

B 1 FARE ] b A P X ) i
Fig. 1 Schematic diagram of adaptive angle region division
in target space

X FATAT R, KL 7C R H AL T AT AT X
IR, I 2 A B R ROk T IR, (BT O BT H
T3 LT AN R A BE DX, 5 R ) DX AT 1 O,
PIANRL T HR A DR B, IR R A iR 2 (e
HEF R AT AT SCSR. ATAT MR- 55 AN AT AT A 2 18] (9 Bt
AL ARTATAROL S VR bR HE, 1T A& 5 AT AE X
S R e L R A T A — X AR - C L R
T K UL LA T ANF XKL H 5 KAEEAT L
I, BT P BORE TR, 43R T 20000 5 T i it
IR TR A A XK, RTAT AR AT R > AN H]
AT OR B, AT SR RS 37 Z AF1E. BE 1
WHEREHIER N, ATAT % H AW, f) oy X 38k 2
W%, A DR BE A & ATAT A SAFAEAN AT R,
BERE 5 18t G P AT DX BEIR R, XA A T2 id 7
BT IX IR 2R . R, SRHR B @ M7 2R 73 DX

RS AT At e i SO AR DE- S I SPRINATLE
AL, Koy HARZE ). WIaAL s, BEESAKEI RN,
HERAEAE SR TR R T8 H 2B %, R I X 3
mhiZ %, BRIER DOR ERA, (#1ER . B E
PRAS AR 730 DU AN XK, MRS 24 A A A A v ok
TANEEAT G R A XK 7, 2~ T

— 1 Narc max ) Narc max
(= Doy W 4

Zmax Zmax
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Forr: DNAIRRN 3 XA 1 9R153 TREL, G B X
BRI 73 B R IREL; Nore IAMEBAERGEE RN, Hof
KA N[ Nare Jmax-
3.2.3 XAMBAAEE YD g
N T BB AR R R RE 22 R I B RIS, 3 Ui S
B, 32 2R, B A X8 ok 1 B0 5 P v T AR
g, ILREAT NI AR AR RGeS A7 £ FH A
HRAFAE G (arc 1) A7 il 5E2 (arc 2) K . FL
arc_1 FH R A7 2 BUPFA O ] AT @ arc 20U FH SRR BE
HIMERIE, B3 MAPFH AT TR A FE X
WA B RS . SN R AN R A E A
H b2 18] 3 R A BRI AR
Nare = Narea + Narea, (17)

HA: Nope Aare THRFNEL, SREE N[ Nare_t | maxs

Nore o Nare 2FRF AN, KRB EN [ Nare 2] max-

H & N X3 3 B B, A DXt B PPA HE U, 75
2R FBPFI# A7 Trarc 271, BEB, arc 270G Al Ge 45
AT AR ECE ANATAT AR, X8RI LA ALE T RE% R0y
TR BB R X B AR, Rl 2 — e AN AT AT fige.
FET R, BRI X0 A1 15 5 20 R S AE I AE &5
&, Xfarc_1 Harc 21k T(E B B, 3154 RPE.
arc_LUR B 4 RTPEHP A AT AR SCRCHE, X T AR AES
(PR, A B2 B AE XIS ) R i i AL, ok 2 B N
AAT AR, FRHEOR B Trarc 27h. # XA 2 IA 2 R
gy LR, arc LI ZES SR Ay: BN A B2 X e i 2 47
FE—ANAAT I SR AR, 2 R RT-R H BENLTT X
TR, arc 2R 4E4 SR Ay: BEAN A B2 X el e 2 A7 A
— AR AR AR, rarc 1 FRAE I X O R, TR
BA LA E Fe/NPTRL T 5 are 1 FHANEAEAL T X 38T
Kt WILRER JREB s LA, BEATUINBR 2 b1

T X 73 B XA A B SR, — 7 TR
TRV, AR T YRR 2 R, ) J7 R
TANAIAT AR FAE 2., i 5] AR 7 ] 29 7R
S, [RIE, arc_1 flarc 2108 F — 4 R AR
iprie s i) R
324 BRUDKT IR

4 J7) B AL KL T (global best particle, gbest) [t 1%
SRR RIE AT 2 BRI B3 A, BT 2
A B A Z B R, SCE DL R LR AR 2T
&, ZEIREZ T, gbestif B2 @k M.

S B 8] A DX B I 4 72 DA RO
TEAESEYES B, $2H T gbestle #6771, HIE M X 35
X593 BB, Marc 1 FRALT“Fiibn” XS ohi N300 1)
DX 38 kL1, BEHLZEE gbest, 5 AN X 38004
AHIE], WAL £ — A XA T FiRHRAE. v 7 nak
ZREIE, XF Tarc 1P ANEAERL 11 X2, BEALZE £ AH
LB IR ARy gbest 5| SN ST, & AR AT

ATAR, BIN e = 0, Warc_ 277 29 FAH fie /N R T4

1EAE gbest.

3.2.5 RD-CMOPSO{H/LHS
RD-CMOPSOARHS W2 1. Horhr, n i ARk EL,

in AVIEERLI AL B, v R T .

4% 1 RD-CMOPSO X4
Table 1 RD—CMOPSO pseudocode

Inplltt N, n, nmax, D, %, Narc_1, [Narc,l}max, Narc.2,
[Narc,Z]max, Narc, [Narc}nlax, mn.,v.
2 1b A BB RIS
Step1 WILH1k.
1) WIASHBOE, THERCT HARMERIZ)HAH;
2) HRIEA12)~(15)FAT BArR 2 LR —1k.
Step2 HIERIXIHKI5.
1) While (i = [ Narclmax DJN arclmex Nare <
A4 E ARSI A DA
(Di 2 [Narc,l]max, /?\Di = [Narc,l]max)
2) & DX oh 4 R 2 RSO U AE BRI PF, A74 T
arc 291, T Nare 23
3) &R R PFARIE L) AR SO R A 4 R eI PE, I 4T
fRAE Tarc_ L, AT R Tarc 29, T1H Nape 13
4) 15 Nare.
Step3  XUIMTAFRHEERI4ED .
1) if D* < [Narc]max
if Narc,l > [Narc,l]max, Narc,2 < [Narc,Q]max
HA2)
else
H7a)
else if D* > [Narc]max
if Narc,l > [Narc,l]mam Narc,Z < [Narc,2]max
HA3)
else
¥ 25);
2) BENUMIBRarc_1 5 “HHET” XIRHRF; 2 AN X 3oL
TANEAH ], WIBEALIERE— N XA T R R
3) arc_ 1 FEANXIHETEE RA 1NRCT, BV 2 20T
4) MlBRarc 2 “HH%” XIS 29 RAB SRR AN X
RN EOA TR, MIBERLGE R — A XA T_Eid A
5) arc 2 E NI EZ RB 115001, Frarc_ | AR X A7
TR, MIOR B 2V e/ VKT Harc I HANEFEAL T X
DX ARRL T, TR EA Jey e DA, BEALINER 22 ks 1.
Step4 gbestikif%.
1) if Narc,l =0, Narc,? >0
HR4)
else
HA3);
2) REXA DB TEH
3) BEbLERRarc L AT “FhEE” XA TR A gbest;
4) arc 2 AR R/ MR T Hgbest.
Output: arc_1 4.

i[Narc]max

Tmax
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4 SEISPIR
4.1 WX

N T IR SR A AT AN R, A SRR [17]
T $& H (FICTP 2 41 2 o X R 25 46 %) 2 S (RD-
CMOPSOREARIFAT IR, X et o 23 N H br
H HLHRWE K ARRPEATE, Ref WA F] 1) M X4
AR BFEHAT V-4 . CTP R 7R ) 8 B A v 54
4TS, 2RI S PR AN 4 | B HER
B BSHIS, oA B IR, W5 BN R S
RE AL
4.2 tEReTEkR

RIS % H bR LR LIRS, AR SR R
PERE BB AR AR T E. 1 NE R AR
i) 1 AR #5218 (inverted generational distance, IGD),
AR S B SEPFRISRIS PRI I RE B, 8 e T
ZREPERS S, IGDAE V)N, A4 EtRlT .

2 JE 5 4R bR N R B 4R A58 (hypervolume
metric, HV), 38V HH 4558 2% 1 5 RIGPFAT &
AR, HVAEE S, BRI SEUT L SEPF.

43 XHEEESHKE

RICEIMBRLI R Z AL R R ECTPAR
DR R K5 ) . 2R 1 N 2 B 20 SR AR AL 53 Deb
SR I LAY AR AL HE N e 2 R AL B R FFINSGA
—II5 75, WoldesenbetZ5 2004 M4 3k 1) 38 N R 5
ParetoZ it #H 45 & #2 H FIMCMOEA$.72:. % FRD-
CMOPSO LUK FHEEF NS AL, 28 = Fh bk
N CeolloApulido 14 H fr5E T A% &Il 43 A2 B S L
LN ICMOPSO %4

2 B R N B M A AR AR
S22 D) Pareto 3t Alle 20 oS L AH 25 6 N 20 R AL B2 7
%, PR IR T R NTAE SN B 2R 2 H bR
‘B TR #E(cBBMOPSO) &%, NshimirimanaZ:231 )
TEST R HOE AL AL, S HI TR T RS
WHTINF-MOPSO5i%. Eeme 22 DL & M e T
FWE LA R ARSE H 29 2 H AR (e-ATS)
k.

X HCEIE S HOR B S5 TR 6 SR, TR 2 A AR
H. RD-CMOPSOH. i 7/ECTP1-CTP3JM i B& %5 2
AR Fep =0.8,c0 =1.2, MM FEw = 0.75. £
i B FLCTP4, CTP5H, % 2] [l ¢, = 0.9, ¢ = 1.1,
BHEA Hw = 0.60. 7EMNX K ELCTP6, CTPTH, % 2]
Kl Fey = 0.95, ¢ = 1.05, 1R AN EHw = 0.50. arc_1
Hlarc 28 KIELLEI4100.

44 LR

J% FHRD-CMOPSO:=R fECTP1-CTP7:ll i e %4 [7]

AR 2L APE, 402 s,

1.0

0.8 -

0.6 -

04

02 F
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1.75 +
1.50

1.25
1.00
0.75

0.50
0.25 -

0.00

2.00
1.75
1.50
1.25

1.00

0.75
0.50
0.25

0.000'

2.00

175~ —
1.50 F
125
1.00 b
075 |
0.50 |
025
0.00

0.

2.00

1.75 +
1.50
1.25

1.00
0.75

0.50 +
0.25 -

0.00

| 1 1 |
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

W
(a) CTP1
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Fig. 2 PF obtained by RD—-CMOPSO on CTP
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MFE20] LLE B, % T-CTPER S & 742
BRI 7, RD-CMOPSO RN H Al 67 5532 17 L 45 FAH
b, 4 EBIR1E T I U HMH, X 1 A ST S0 R 181
S ARAEE 3 A T IS 50, RESETE PRIEYS S () [R] i) L
A R 2 FEvE. TEARE 22 1 s th oA M R B, P
SRR — 5 FIOL A, DI Xk 4 SR 5 2 R
CRCHEN 45 A 2 R AL BR AR, BERE IR iR e B
TR,

FITHVIRAREE S I T 5L RS, A LR L
SAFIE AR Z LT Ho A oFh 5%, X R T
BRPFAESLL B B R BOd & B S, SEATR
PRI SR P AR A B TN 420r ELSEPF, A R0k G 7 BV AN
JRER AR, I T B A R T R AR R MR
Ik, RD-CMOPSOfE % 3k 19 B4 I 2 AL AL 2R,
BA—EMES S, R R L HERIUAL A 8 —
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Table 2 Comparison of Mean and Std of IGD between RD—CMOPSO and six algorithms

AR HL NSGA-IIT CMOPSO MCMOEA c¢BBMOPSO e—ATS NF-MOPSO RD-CMOPSO
cTp;  Mean  5728E-02  3.541E-02  2937E-02  2.373E-02  2.175E-02  2.506E-02 2.043E-03
Std  2.659E-02 1318E-01 3.376E-03  3.741E-03  4.892E-04  5.027E-03 6.725E-04
cTpy  Mean  3.085E-02  3.165E-02 2.504E-02  1.89SE-02  1.749E-02  2.226E-02 1.632E-04
Std  5.587E-02 2.973E-02 1.403E-03  3.628E-03  1.153E-04  1.879E-03 3.217E-05
crps  Mean  7745E-02  5.07SE-02  3.129E-02  1.257E-02  1.148E-02  2.009E-02 1.006E-02
Std  4397E-02 8.293E-02 2.348E-03  7.315E-03  6.917E-03  4.397E-02 6.792E-03
cTpy  Mean 1452E-01 3.095E-01 1.OG2E-01 ~ 4.012E-02  3474E-02  4.948E-02 3.346E-02
Std  3.078E-02 2.306E-01 7.392E-02  5.1186-03  7.706E-03  5.571E-03 4.904E-03
cTps ~ Mean  2346E-01 3.359E-02 S5497E-02  3.092E-0  2.589E-03  3.857E-03 2.463E-03
Std  4315E-01 5.308E-02 2.984E-03  5.409E-04  6.515E-04  1.273E-03 3.814E-04
cTpe  Mean  7723E-01 5.803E-02 4463E-02  2.584E-02  2.127E-02  3.152E-02 2.109E-02
Std  2.219E+00 1.006E+00 7.705E-01  1.382E-01  5.312E-02  1.279E-01 4.956E-02
crpy  Mean 3.082E-01 3.076E-01 8478E-02  5.163E-02  5.037B-02  1.308E-01 4.921E-02
Std  7.712E-01 5.079E-01 3.219E-01  1.723E-01  8.426E-02  1.171E-01 5.578E-02

5 RD-CMOPSO7EREGECH H 1R
51 REGEBEARGE

I FH A e g AR S8 (5 N — B R4S
e g EURIAHTRD H I R RHE B TRC L. bedd
B ERCN R R RIS FERLR] &), AR ERS
R, HRICEA TN BlEAAH).

HRIE 52,275 N7 e 4B T A58, DLVR SR AR
AR A BN H bR, N AHRD-CMOPSO#H T4k

FeA AL, A R A R B L B s A
TN BB AT IOHC EL, (AR AT A IR AR 7]
ik S R
5.1.1 B R E SR

pegtid fih, & JRRHI H SR in 4 th2-7 51 s,
o, R 2 EEAE SRR R R 4
Eb, SRR RIS 7 23 EEFR AR RIS 771 o e ek e o i
(R
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Table 3 Comparison of Mean and Std of HV between RD—-CMOPSO and six algorithms
ek 2 NSGA-II CMOPSO MCMOEA cBBMOPSO e—ATS NF-MOPSO RD-CMOPSO
CTP1 Mean 4.573E-01 4379E-01 4.698E-01 6.613E-01 6.984E-01 6.745E-01 7.079E-01
Std 1.907E-02 2.103E-02 3.362E-02 5.507E-02 3.972E-02 4.016E-02 3.472E-03
CTP2 Mean 3.251E-01 4472E-01 5.441E-01 7.124E-01 7.432E-01 8.037E-01 7.751E-01
Std 7.294E-03 4.815E-03 2.953E-03 4.379E-03 5.541E-03 1.267E-02 4.006E-03
CTP3 Mean 3.917E-01 5.826E-01 6.096E-01 6.378E-01 7.503E-01 5.538E-01 7.512E-01
Std 4.216E-02 1.005E-03 6.713E-03 5.380E-02 4.154E-02 2.003E-01 3.849E-02
CTP4 Mean 2.393E-01 4.031E-01 5.689E-01 7.014E-01 6.993E-01 3.125E-01 6.582¢-01
Std 8.374E-03 3.396E-03 1.870E-03 2.298E-02 1.506E-02 3.209E-02 8.842E-03
CTP5 Mean 3.621E-01 4.218E-01 4.305E-01 6.529E-01 6.605E-01 5.698E-01 7.192E-01
Std 5.734E-02 4.284E-01 4.051E-02 3.397E-02 2.001E-02 4.369E-02 1.795E-02
CTP6 Mean 5.149E-01 5.109E-01 6.117E-01 8.201E-01 9.327E-01 8.757E-02 9.405E-01
Std 7.953E-03 7.312E-04 5.339E-03 3.358E-01 2.502E-01 6.673E-01 4.378E-02
CTP7 Mean 5.993E-01 6.001E-01 6.073E-01 6.253E-01 7.724E-01 3.356E-01 8.604E-01
Std 2.198E-02 4.365E-02 5.438E-03 3.428E-01 5.732E-02 5.291E-01 5.258E-02
* 4 YtE BB BAL S ax PR 4
Table 4 Limitation of sintering raw materials proportion and chemical composition
feddh IR bE St A= s W
R I — o o ™ "™ — )
WA WHB R N ARk BERAsA TFe MgO SiOy AlbO3 CaO P S
TFR/% 0 0 0 5 0 0 50 2 3 2 0 0 0
FBR/% 100 100 100 7 100 100 70 5 7 4 100 100 100
5.1.2 RERHSLHR ML AT T AR T R, WA 250K LA il 7 5T 1 e

FeGE AN ER A b, AR DAY 2% Al ECH™ JEURE AN
BHOSERRIE O, WA R HIECH )7 5 P AT Pk, 2
RS AR B BATRPR A R BRI, UK
N I 28 56 AR A bR o e 3 o B 5 BRI J5URLIC L.
RAFS~ 145125 T AR AL S bR A 7 AR BS54 il
IR AER, BB AR 26 o (8) 45 .

N T PRI RP PR, B 1 ZARYE SE PR it
RE TN EURF A BC L BEAT TR BE 2 Ab, 34 7 B OR % 22

W, BN G FEPRARED R A &, L2
M B 28k 7K PR R
52 MHBEES P

¥ RD-CMOPSO 5NSGA-II, CMOPSO, MCMO-
EA, cBBMOPSO, c—ATS, NF-MOPSOZ} 5l % F] T )&
SERCH I RE AT AR AL, 15 DA R ECEE T &,
RSFTR. AT LRI, TR SR RERS RS 77 A fic L 2
KR,

&5 BLERAHEAZI RIS R
Table 5 Accounting result of sintering proportioning optimization

JRRFhRED /%

Hik X . N —
FRA B T R R IR BREASA
NSGA-II 5.5668E+01 2.6982E+01 5.0000E+00 0.9500E+00  5.0000E+00  6.3017E+400
CMOPSO 5.5045E+01 2.7232E+01 5.0000E+00 1.0145E+00 3.7391E+00 7.9607E+00
MCMOEA  5.5001E+01 2.7109E+01 5.0000E4+00 9.5223E-01  4.3975E+00  7.5375E+00
NE-MOPSO  5.6139E+01 2.6442E+01 5.0000E4+00 4.9205E-01  4.1241E4+00 7.8028E-+00
¢cBBMOPSO  5.4100E+01 2.7954E+01 5.0000E+00 0.7055E4+00 3.0000E+00 9.2395E+00
e—ATS 5.3906E+01 2.7689E+01 5.0000E+00 1.0009E+00  3.172E+00  9.2319E+00
RD-CMOPSO  5.5401E+01 2.6299E+01  5.0000E+00 0.5011E+00  3.0000E+00  9.7746E+00
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B2 R4 B B A A L, BB 108 2 AR A, T PLKR
I, BEE VRSV RH A B, B B2 38— e i
FERFZE, DARRASFER & &R Ak H FRE, $ I8 705
ORI AL L7 RAEATEORL, &0 S S35 R e 2
R4y 2R 2. RD-CMOPSO-5 6556 Lt 745 31 1)
A&t FAH LLEE, REA% IR 1S AR A 7537 2 %% 10
LR %A% BT $2 T, RD-CMOPSO 5 NSGA-II, CM-

OPSO, MCMOEA, ¢cBBMOPSO, —ATS, NF-MOPS-
OFH Lt B 528 BRI BC R} B 4%5.6488 7T+ 4.9161 7T
3.98007C 3.26057C 2.484475. 2.37087C.

IR SR TN 230 m2 B L HEAT N, M
EEFARAL AT, BENEAT 1520 A0.86 TL(FFR B ik FE rh
YIRME2E B T« B R BB THERL IR ), 4%
HE20194F a4t M P2 51632.52 JF e AT 1+ 4, bk
DFEN543.97 75 0. A N S5 SRR, AR SCHR Y
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Table 6 Sintering proportioning optimization results
B SR %
AV S BRE A/OGETY
TFe SiOp CaO MgO AlxO3 P S
NSGA-II 60.29 699 13.82 3.56 3.99 0.09 0.13 19777 651.8369
CMOPSO 5994 699 1354 422 4.00 0.09 0.13 1.9378 651.1042
MCMOEA 59.78 698 1395 4.04 3.98 0.09 0.13 1.9986 650.1681
NF-MOPSO 5993 699 1384 4.15 391 0.09 0.12 1.9799 649.4486
cBBMOPSO  59.61 692 1353 4.72 3.99 0.09 0.12 1.9563 648.6725
e—ATS 59.38 695 1372 472 3.99 0.09 0.13 19734 648.5589
RD-CMOPSO 59.22 7.00 1390 493 3.87 0.09 0.12 1.9866 646.1881

6 %R

ARSCHE T — bk X 7 20K 2 H AR
ARSI, K A1 5 DX 23 SRS 5N 2D ACPPAG L, 42
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o3 R U, HE9P T RNRE 2 AR, SRS
R, RN IRAG 70T 2 21 A RITATH, Feon
T RIFIZREE. S5 8800 R L A2 il %
BARZ R A, FEAT ReaBORML AL, 5 58 1K
Ty AUGERR P it SR RE M, AE DAL BT S A S5 T
SEBRAL s . LA S RER, 7R AL HARLIT AR
SRARAAT T, S th I SIERE W AR A LA S 4Bk 2
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