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Discussion on the Department of Evaluation for
Multi-Objective interactive Genetic Algoritm

YUsUKE KoBavasHr,? Tomoyukr Hirovasu, !
YASUNARI SASAKI, T3 MISATO TANAKA 12
MITSUNORI MIKI™® and HISATAKE YokoucHr f!

Interactive genetic algorithm is an optimization method that incorporate in-
formation about people’s preference into engineering by replacing the evalua-
tion function of genetic algorithm with human evaluation . The one solved as
a multi-objective optimization problem is called multi-objective interactive ge-
netic algorithm by using several subjective objects for the evaluation function of
interactive genetic algorithm. In this thesis, it paid attention to the problem of
the evaluation department in this multi-objective interactive genetic algorithm,
and proposed the interface that reduced the user’s evaluation tiredness. It
turned out that the proposed interface was able to reduce the subjects’s tired-
ness significantly by the subjective experiment. However, in the future, the
evaluation value scaling method between generations which update the evalu-
ation value of archive population which obtains a good evaluation value in the

Vo0l.2009-MPS-76 No.8
Vol.2009-BIO-19 No.8
2009/12/17

past and is preserved should be improved.

1. U ®IC

NEDWERT7% A\ T 2179 FHEDO—2THh 2 WEtALEE 7L 3V X A (Interactive
Genetic Algorithm : IGA) ICBT 2% CED SN TV 2Y, IGA 1E, #EREN5HE
BOMEAEIH LT — DI 2 I iM% 5 2, % OiFHliZ v CRER %2179 folbF
ETHS, INFETOIGA DWIFETIE, ZOMEEBL—FICL>TEDRE TiFE L, o
LV 1 OOEBNEHE L bt Tz, L L, ADWEBEAZE ) 2 HIWTT 2%,
BHOUMEREDBFEET 2 L E2 602D, 22T, BROFBNLANELEZ ZznEn 1
DOHMNEAZT I EICLY, LHINRELOMMAZ V5, IGA %% HNEE(LRE
W L 7e 703 X0 %Z HIVWEEIEEN 7 v 3 A2 (Multi-Objective Interactive
Genetic Algorithm : MOIGA) & M5,

AWFETIE, BEEOEBIN 2 HIWREEE % kit 7 %5 MOIGA IZ2WTHh#kI 2L L L,
Z DFHIEIC B 1 % 5T L EABOFHBE O D Ic > W CREEZ BT 5. 2L T, %
o OMEICH T 2RBFELIREL, BEld 5.

2. ZEMNNEREGHTZILIVILA

2.1 WFEBEEEHTZILIVXLA

W EEALE(LET I (Interactive Evolutionary Computation:IEC) O—2>T®H 5 IGA I3,
BRI 7L 2 XL (Genetic Algorithm @ GA)® @ 9 b Il Dy 2 ARIDITH 2 &1
ko TROWREMED 2, ZDPEL—F DL AT LI &> TR SOABRIC S 2 2 3P
i, VORI Z KL 72bDTH 2720, JEKRD GA TN, ADEEE ) B
BEOMATICE DEL T2 LvbhTwaY,
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2.2 ZEAMNRBILEE

% sl il & 1%, EROIHIEED b & TRERZ RO 2METH L. Z4d, n
HOBELER NS koM T (7) %2, mEOHENE g(T) 0b & ThME O
Kb FamEe LT (1) okycEtfbans?,

min T (%) = (A(T), L2(T), ., fu(@))"
subject to we X ={TeR" 1)
|g:(®) <0,(i=1,...,m)}

Lo L, —#Miv4a% HivmEiEcld, SiHIEER N L — N4 7BIfRICH 5 2 L 03%
$, 2089 A3 L R ZRERIZE S R, 207D, LHRELTIE, S
L— PRERES L VIR O TREZIT). L — MRoBERES L1, JETATRBREIR
NOMD EDIRIZH S 5 R WIREATH D, S — MolfREEZRkD 2 2 &% HiviRE
Lo HBTH 7.

2.3 ZEMEBEHFZILIYZIL

N — FREFESZ RO 57- 912 GA 2% HIVmELREIGET U 72 % HERN 7
)L AL (Multi-Objective Genetic Algorithm:% HIX GA) ICBH§ 2 %08 % < f7b
NTws. ZOMNE LT, GAPSHERTHY), ~HOWE TS L— MEEAZRD S
N3ZENHITFSND.

DL HWN GA TIIIEHMESZBYNFHE L, MRS I epsEEE 22, Zok
O, FHREA TR T 27O DOREN (T —h A 7TRHEER]) LR - RRAER L V>
7R O 1RER 21T ) 7 O ORKRRHEFID 2 2% AV TRER 2179 SL— PR
77— FRGRERINT0 S, —RINA L — T 7 —F O AN GA FikE L
T, K. Deb 512 X % NSGA-I(Elitist Non-Dominated Sorting Genetic Algorithm)® %
E. Zitzler 52 & 3 SPEA2(Strength Pareto Evolutionary Algorithm)” 7 & 23#(ET %,

2.4 ZEMMNEREEH7ZILIVYXL

% BN GERE BN 7L 3 Y X & (Multi-Objective  interactive Genetic  Algo-
rithm:MOIGA) %, IGA IZLHN GA OFEEEH L7271 2) X4 THS. MOIGA I
DWTOMEIZL L INTED, Z0s DT, FEINEHI© H 2 BN & BB
e o N 25l 2 RSB S L it 217> Tw b, #lZ1E, Alexandra Melike
Brintrup 513, ESEORELY FHA »RIES 1B W»T, BEr4aHE & LT A DT 2
Hv, BIRFHE ¢, SFEOEEE W TRt 217> T2, F£7:, Hideyuki Takagi
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513, BTFOF¥A VHEY ok, B4t LT, ADLENEMZ Y, Bk
Ik, PEEMEE BB E AW TERSELZ T o TWw 5, 2D Xk H I, kD MOIGA
TIXE 72 34 & B0 72 34 2 B IS B L =ik 217> Tk,

3. BHOEMNBNZZERELE MOIGA

3.1 HEHOENENZEZEREL MOIGA #E

ARG TIE, 2.4 Tl & 2HEkD MOIGA &i3#EAY, 12— OEBOENZHT
ZFRHCHER L TRt § %, 2 OEBOITHIIEHECIE b L — F A 7BIRICH 2 5E0E
T2, AT, PL—=FA7BRICH 2 2 DDOENZHINZ RRHICHEE T 2 HoEfkic o
THET 5. RGN A% V72 MOIGA T, &2z Biicx L Tidmsbz 17
b, T—VPEEOFMEITH. Zhuckh, 2—FOHWEEERELICHA AL Z L
DHREL %D, XD 2—FOEBUE- LR D 2EEGEZEETEZ LEZ NS,

3.2 HBOENBENZERL MOIGA DORE

LEFIZ LT 1 20fHli 2 52 % IGA ® MOIGA T, kIR LT —5hsiHli%
1970, 2—FAMHNKEEMELE Z>T\w5, BROENHNZZEIC AN MOIGA
T, 1A L TEEOIEZ D 68055 B 7, FEKD IGA % MOIGA LU
MREZTERET 28546, 2—FAEIAIIOREC R EEZ NS,

T, {EROZHEHN GA Tk, BB MR ZBATHIC—ETH L7720, 7T—hA4
TRHEMICEE S N AR ICEAEO Rk TH -7, Lo L, EEOENENZFE
RHCHERE L 72 MOIGA T ARIDEIESHIBIE L % 2 7-®, SEKOFHTIX, Z DR
TOMNRITHITH B EELONS, ZDRo, FHIMED AT — A HSHEIZ—E TIE RV,
AR TOFMMED 27 —VACEDEL 2720, Z DI TOMXIY 2 EEMifE %2 Bk ek T
D2 T L LR BERH B EHZ 5ND,

Z 2 TARETIE, MDEo 2 DR, (1) i & 2 2 —FEEORE, (2) RO
flifiEi 2 7 — NV OREZ S RIGEE L, #Etd 5.

4. REFMES

3.2 fi TR L 2ARIC, FERD MOIGA % IGA L HlE LT, AFTo MOIGA 3 ffkic st
T 3RS ), T—FEERAEVEEISNS, 22T, ARTRRL—VAH
ZEE L REFLTE 22T 5, BE, IGA RHERKD MOIGA 1B THEA 7o il -7
BREINTEY, HIEORIEIH T P4 RS v 2 A HMITE, SRMME R
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DPVATA Y =2 OIFHEFE, H5\WIESENGTE 52 5 TR SRk 4 2 it
FHEPHRE SN TL S,

LHL, IHsDFHITIEICE TR, 22— IS LT EBINEHII 21T 9
LIEFREIN TR, 22T, KIFETIR, EEOEEINGHZ TS 72 O Fik %
RET 5, {ERDOFHITETIE, 1 >OEBIWHINISN L CEHiliZ2 1T ) RRICKREF SN Tw 3
728, EEOFHEHII 21T 9121, 1 D OMEEICHN LIEROFHII 21T ) dis o7z, 22
T, —FEOFHILTHEE D TERETHI IS U CiHli2 (41 2 THTd 2 HIVBIEZEM 2 4 X —
VLB y €Y 7T 5 2 LT T 2EHETFE (vy EY ) RREETS. o
FHliTEE T, ZERNCEHHONR & e pMEZREL, AR HNBIRZERZ A X —2 L
T ZRE S 5, 22—, FHIONRE LR 2MEz K7y 7L, HBEEEMZ A X —
VURERICFay 795 28T, FHliABHETH L. ZO &) RAHIIFIEICTL22 LT
BEEOHWIIN U TRIRHCEHESTTRE & 42 5. £/, 2—FHHD, <L — RS2 ER
TB5IET, SL—MEEAZICRE TS I LAREE LB LEZ OGNS,

5. FH#ilc & 31— RIBORE

5.1 YATLHE

ABETR L —VEEEER T 2REFEROGMELHET 2720, AT, 7L
VDR =Y FFEL VREE G, SATFLAERWELL, ZOTLEY FDRyF—
CFYPA VBT BREHERELT, LY MEDME Y R0z HSB 05 % Hw»
THRBL 72, HSB 81k, AHOBMEICM-oRBEHETHY, OEMOl, ZE W
Bo 3 BHTRET 5, 3R, #, & & 295 @iz LSRRI 6
METRT I EWEETH D, 0~360 T TOFEHETEI SN S, HELREICBEL TZ
0~100 ¥ COEHHTRIIN 5.

F, AETREMICIE L —=FA 7BRBHS »TH 2 THERTO LYY b &
RO 7Ly by Ev) 2 HNEREL, 2 HINRAILREZE K-> 7. #iifEds 12
k% 7 v & LIERL, T4 A7V A RICERL %,

KL AT LML, PRFEFEEZIT) 2 LT, 32fiTR L -y EaHOMEIZ W
THNTtEsLEEZ NS,

5.2 FHEFEDOREBE

ARTIE, YT 4 2OFHliF IO WTHRN 2179,

o HMBIEZERIZ A X —Y LE2fic~e y ¥y 74 2 2 LTl 13 2 #HiliFiE (= v
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e N5y /& Fuy 7 CHWNBIZEHEZ D 33 HiiT: (HWEER Sy /& Fay 7)
o A4 ¥ —THMNEIZFI% D) 23l FiE (R F74 5 —)
o VKA RY U THWEICHHEZ D 2iH T (9485 V)
2y EY, HNER Sy 7&Fay 7L X5 4 ¥ —TlF, 1~100 £ TOMD\EHli%
332 EBEETHSE, FPFRY U TIE, 1~5 FTOHGEHIIZ M3 2 &R T
b5, £7, B1, B2, B3, B4 ICKERTHOIY AT LDL VI —T7 24 A%RT
K1DA vy —7 x4 AT, WEEMEEZERL, WA CESHPIENE ZoT0w5
HrBEgzefiz A A=Y L 72 HRL, 2o ) 7iIcflitkz vy vy /3528 T
Tz 5222 EDTHETH S, K2DA V¥ —7 x4 AT, WHEECEEZERL,
MAIEHNECEHIZ 52 57002 ) 72HAEL, 20X2) 7IlkZEET 52 LT
FMiZEZLZENTETHZ, M3 EXADA YT —7 24 ZTIE, SEKED T IZEF-l
BEHEZL10D, AFGAY—ETIOFRY UBZENEFNHNERTOREI N, ZhzHwv
THHli 2479 2 L BHEETH 3.
5.3 FMEFEORFICKIFTZIVZIa2L—YavER
53.1 REBEBE
ARIEBRTIE, BEOEWHNE FHRFICER T 2 MOIGA ITB\WT, YD&) % iHiliFik
EHOEZEDPRETH20EHWIT 2720, K1, K2, K3, K4WZRLESATLE
AL, FHIFEOHI ATV, FFHIFEORMEICOWTHGEL 2. 7, FiHliTFED
Kt d 5 EROEWHNZEZE T 52 MOIGA I2BWT, FOiMliTEzZ WS 2 L iE#E
ThH LR L7,
53.2 REHE
FIROMT ML LT, RTHAREZ s R E L, s MREIREINLT AL TR
HEMZPERE IR L, ZNEREINAEAL L., BEIEETOY AT LI L THE
BxiFo7., £, AT LAOEBIEFICOWTIE, P74 & HIEFESEL S 2 & 5 1ot
BERTHTIVINTVRAZED, BTDYAT LADEBKTHRIZS AT LD 7 v 5 —
M EREML 7o, REBRTOPEEL X 21~27T RO HERAD KA, KFEbAE B L ORPERE
(BHE174, X 74) THot,
54 RBREREER
T FEOBCIC LD, BEEREOMHMON TR TS, HIHE, MEAICKNT 2HEE, M@
EEDEHREIC OV TR L%, £7, Y AT7aHEo7 77—t &0, oS>3
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Foy r&RFay 7k 28T, FHMiOMNTRTE, MEE, ZEMEIcE TN
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WAL, RICHWNEDO F 7 v 7& Fuy 7% o HiFikid, 2745 —%HoziHiiF

Vo0l.2009-MPS-76 No.8
Vol.2009-BIO-19 No.8
2009/12/17

1st Generation

Farbr, —

= W @D G
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HEEDEHEINI LD, FPFRY VR TOHITE L D IZESERRE L, oig
HIBWTREAETHE>T0S, RICATA YV —2HOiHETFIEE 7P AR v 2w
TG FEZ KT 2. A 74 ¥V —2AOIFHETIELE 724 F 8 v 2 AT FETE
HREICBWTIRRAIA S —DHERRL, Z20MIZ5 ARy v 2GR 23
W Db,

ZIC, MREOHEBICEHT 3. MEEOROIHEFE Iy € v 7 X 3iHliTFk L
ATA Y= FHOLFHEFETH D, SR EIEOFHIFERIIENEO F 7y 7 & F
Oy L BT E 7V A RY VIS K 2FHETETH 5. FERICEDH 7 RN FHifl
DREIBUEL T2 EEZ NS, B 6 ICKTHliT 2T 7-EHRTOH 2HEH A O
AN 7 —H A4 7 RN IR S NIABEREOFHIGfED 77 7 2R 3. K6 kb, 79
TR v ERACEFITETIE, BAEREORY 7—h A 7TRENICEEINTHS Z
b s, IVFRY v EHCEIHEFIETIE, 1~5 £ TOMGIEGZ L TWi 0,
HUaHiliZ T L £ ) BEDL S FHAEL, FHlifio RO@INERSh, 7—h04 7RHE
HICREI N o7, WMREOETICE - EEZ6NS. 7, HNEDOF 7 v
7 &Py 7k 3FHIFIETIE, BPELEL COIRNH L I EMNERTES, it
SIREDETDROMREICBERL TV EEZ NG, A T4 5 —IC & BHEFEDR
Wk, SR 7—h A 7TREMICBREIN TS Z E83b2 5, vy BV Ik 2T+
ETIE, RASZ /R L 728 — MRESZHERTE L. 2F0 8 HIM L (24 At 20 A)
DRERF I U CRIBRDEAD R S ez, TN s o gt cihmicit 2 2 8%
ThreEZIONS, ZDLD, FHTEDOEICLD, WMEEICBWTENHES Z 0D
oz,
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P&, BEROENHNZ FRICEE T 2 MOIGA TlE, v By 72 X 37l Fik

Pb RO FETH 2 2 EBbhotk,
6. FHIEERT —ILDRERE & BERFEDRS
6.1 HARMOTHEER T —ILEdbEDFiE

32 MR L7 k9 g, HAEOFHEEO RIS LT, AH%ETIlE 7 —2 4 7RHERIC
BT 3£ HICE W TIRADFHllifE % Rk &2 Ao - R O FHifE A 7 — Y v 7%
B2 2, ZoRMOFMEHEA 7 —Y > 7Tk, 7—nh4 7RERICE T 2% H R
ED I RDMGEEXERICEB W T —FICHR L, BEFiZT) 2 LT, 2Ok i
fEDZAICEDLE T T —h A4 7HERNOMOMEAED % FEH T2, 7—h A 7HEN
% P, RNEMZ Q & L, FHNBEBMESRAOHEZ T & Lz EE, RO L

A=V THEOTNLITY RLEBLTISRR S,

(1) HERRHER Q, #WWIHLL, 7—h 4 7HRHMEN P, #22127 %,
) Qi BRIRETRT S,

) Qi1 DM %179 .

) ART=VUVITDRD, t>2D084, MTOBRELZTH

tic0z2ky b9 5,

(a) I, OFMEE t+1 RED I, # L TL1—FoskHI 72 30liEO LHL S ()

rHEHT 5,
(b) P, OHWN m OFHlifEz r {53 5.

) BRELEPUCKD Py AT B,
) TEMEREZL TV, BTT3,
) Py & 0SBRSBI OME I, 2T 5.
) Py 25, BMEEN—F XY MBRICKD Qi ZEKRT .
) Qi1 26 HIWEZ A%<,
0) Qg1 1T L CRIZBIVERME (B, RALR) %217).
11) tict+1%%2y bL, (2) ~NRES.
uL®7wﬁUfA%mm5:af7—ﬁ47§%H@ﬂm@%l—$ﬁ¥ﬁfﬁ%ﬁa
EW) AZENL, MAROHENNRFHEZR ) C LR TH L EEZ NS,
6.2 HREOFMER T —V > JiEDOFHERER
621 EERME
AFEBETIX, MEOHENENZ FAIRICEE T2 MOIGA 28T, AR OFFHfE 2 7 —
VY PEOREMEEBET L., 2070, 54 HORMRRD R L SN GHEFETH Loy
Y kK BRHiliFEE I AT AR L, BETAEE LT, AR o S A
TV PEREH L AT LAEEHL TOWRWS AT AR HIKL 72,
6.2.2 REEHE
BB 1L 19~23 1K D HARADKREAEE L OOREREA: (B 4, &iE24) Thotk.
FEROMTHRMAELE LT, HTHAEEZ 10HRE LA 2o 10 HREIKREI LT —2
4 TRHEEMZ GRS IR L, ZNEREINAREGE L, £k, Y AT L20ERIET%
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(6
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NEFSEZ S 7\ &) ITHBRERITA I v I NIy 2B ED, £2TDY AT L DEBH T
WS AT LHE 7 v r— 2L 7.

F 7, MARBOFHGE A 7 — U > 7RI X % FHlifED BEE ORI ISR > T\ % D 2 D>
Db, HI AT LDOFEBHE T RICEBK TIRO 7 —h A4 7REEM 23R L, §HEiZ1T->
7o (EERBHIME) . Z OFRBEEEZ T - 2 lfk &, KBS ML 2T 5 510 g &
2L, $EE ORI A - i ED M 5 T 2 2 RRGEE L 7z,

RBRICE Y AT L CTRIEINITRTE S N 7 — A A 7T EEEN 2 R ICER L a2 175 7.
AU kD, HARMOFHIGER 7 — ) v kR AL AT A L#HAL TRV S AT 4
DR E T, AR O FHIifE A 7 — VRTEIC D W TRET L 72,

6.3 ERERELEER

AT LM T Vi — FORRER 7oY., B OFHEMEAR 7 — Y v FE @ L
TV AT LDFD, WHL TRV ZAT ALY, TRENEBESICHE TE 2, Tk
D 7LEY P eI HWIZH > TS, TEERH 200 @ 3THBIZE W THEW,
T E o7, THHERTO7LEY F Ewv) HNIZIHE>TWw 22 OBHETIE, 12IFFE%
DFHiZ S TE D, THEMT, LT OmBERNICHE>Tw 32 LWwWHEHBITEW T,
MR OFIEEZ 7 — U v RN L7 A F L DSBRG EWI) iz, 2Dk
TR A AR 2 T, AR D RHIfE R 7 — ) v PR L 22 AT AD DS, #AH LT
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WRWY AT ALY TEHERME) OFHMEiEC TRKNZFESOIMERE, EwZ L kD,
RO LMD EICBEHR L T2 DT 2V EEI 6N D

B 8 %, & %454 B OHMRMEOFMEAR 77—V > FdkE#H L7z A7 4 & HARD
FIifE R Ay — ) v R L Tw Ry AT A TERS N RN 7 — A 4 7RHEM
DFHifEZ RS, MAMOFUNEAR 77— v EZEH L7 AT L LB L RS AT
LAEWIET 2L, BWHLARWS AT AOHVLREIIR Y, 7, WAL AT LA TERK
SNTIRIEIN 7 — 4 TRENNT TEERT ) v BRICE->Tw5, 512, mihD
HiZM7=§ &5 24 AL TwS, ZOEABERED 6 Hlic Aok, 0k,
RGO 7Ly by &) HINSH L CEVWIHED G 2 6T d, W0 HWE Rk
T &) BBDFEL D, ZOMRIZT—HA4 7REERICIEESNT, WK 0Tk
BwuhptEZond, ¥, WHLES AT LATIE, SBBT7—h4 7TRHEMICEENTE
D, ZNHIMEEDETICER DT RV EEISND,

RATEBARE DFHIME R 7 — ) ¥ ZHRIC & b, W ORI & - 7 FHTifED W T
WVEPEIPITOWTHE T 2, ERREIHIIC X - TR & 723 ilifE & S2bic i s
7o STATE & DMFEZ T OB LIRS, ZOFMIEDOMEZ VB0, HERZRNT 2
EXER (2) 1T,

IS SARVO VRN ARE

archive_num * Examinee_num

Esystem =
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F 1 PHGfEOHE

Table 1 Ewvaluation value error

Scalling  Non — Scalling

System Value 16.4177 22.8731
Standard deviation 8.1272 33.9322

R (B 2) BVT, Egystem 3 AT LAOREMNREE, H I IIBBRER. NEZ7—744
TREFY A X, MIZHINEL f13 10 REO 7 — 4 4 7REAEEIC AT S du7- FRATfE,
fEFEEETHE D 7 — A 4 THREREEICAT S NEHfE. archivenum (37— A 7
RHEM DY A X%, Eraminee_num IBREHE OB E ZNTNEKT. Esystem DIEIVNZ
138, &N T — A4 7RHERNC T & (U FEfiE S IEREIC T S Tw b Enwz 3,

FHfE DR DFEREZR 1 ISR T, K 1 TD SystemValue & Esystem (2) DfH
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Table 2 Content percentage of Non — Dominated Solutions

Scalling NonScalling
Parcentage 51.05% 48.95%

£ 3 7—AA TRHERO VIS RE L #H G
Table 3 Number and percentage of Non — Dominated solutions

Scalling NonScalling

Average of individual numbers 3.9 4.5
Parcentage of archive 32.5% 37.5%
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