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Recently wide application in engineering-economic problems was received with problems of
vector optimization. Development of methods of the decision of these problems it is executed in
works A. Messac and others. Complexity of the offered methods consists in construction of an
aggregate objective function (AOF). In the given work an algorithm of the solution of a vector
optimization problem is suggested carry out by use analytical representation of Pareto cone.

Introduction

In his work [1] Euler L. pointed to the fact that any problem solved leads us to a
task of maximum or minimum.
A mathematical formulation of the classical optimization problems is

f (X) > min
where

xeXckE,,

where E, — n-dimensional Euclidean space.
Such kind of a statement of the task is highly general.
Different functions f(X) and feasible arcas of X allow us to consider a
problem of existence of solutions and methods of solving the optimization problem [2].
However, there are too many engineering and economical problems that cannot

be solved by classical methods.
The main feature of such kind of problems is rational use of resources.

The rationality of their use is evaluated by objective functions (factors) f;(X),

I = l,_k , and each one must be minimized when X is defined.
A formal note of this kind of problems is

f, (%)
f,(X)

— min

fa (%)

where xe X .

The main advantage of such statement of problem is the fact that it makes the
problem demonstrable and we can formulate the solution rule of the problem.

However, the solution of such kind is ambiguous.

In mathematical literature such problems are formulated with a use of the binary
relations [3,4].
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The Pareto’s binary relation is used as a selection criterion of solution variants
for formulated problem.

There are many literature devoted to such kind of problems. Let us consider the
works [5-6], where we can find a detailed survey of literature devoted to the vector
optimization problem and the methods of its solving.

As a rule, vector optimization methods lead to construction of an aggregate
objective function (AOF) [7]. The construction method of AOF in a form of linear
(weighting) combination of the objective functions is the most wide-spread one. And
the main weak point of the method is determination of the weighting coefficients.

The necessary conditions for aggregate objective function that allow to
determine the full Pareto’s surface with using one of the next methods were received in
works [7-9].

The NBI (Normally Boundary Intersection) method described in work [10] is
also widely spread. However, when we use the NBI method we can get the non-
optimum points by Pareto and also local points that need to be filtered. A new NC
method (Normal Constraint), which was got in works [11-12] ensures the full
representation of Pareto’s boundary, though it also can receive non-optimal points, but
with not so great probability than the NBI method.

In this paper a new method of construction of Pareto’s boundary is suggested.
The method is close to the one that you can find in works by Messac A.

First let us consider one of the mapping construction methods that is underlain
construction method of Pareto’s solution set of vector optimization problem.

Mapping construction
Let F(x) be defined, xe X < R,,, as
F) = (R (X), F(X),.... R () .
A set Y < Ry is called mapping or image of the set X , if
Y={yeR :y=F(x),xeX}. (1)
Let vector u e R, be of unite length and we consider a ray
X=U-7. (2)

Let interval [z(u),7(u)] be such an interval that when z e[z (u),7(u)] ray points
(2) belong to the set X . Then the set (1) can be determined as

=lre[z(u).7(W)]}. 3)

The vector u can be determined in a form of

Y={yeR:y=F(u-7)u

Uy =cosgy;
U, =sing, cosg,;

(4)
U, =sing; sing,...sing,_, sing,_;,

where ¢, €[0,7]; ¢, €[0,27], 1>2.
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Figure 1.

You can see an interpretation of relations (4) for 3D-space in a fig.1. A line
@, =const is known as latitude, and ¢, =const is a meridian of sphere with unit radius.

Note that relation (3) can be applied, when set X is convex.
If X is not convex, then we introduce its indicator

I (%) = 1, ifxe X;
XA 0, ifx e X.

In this case in relation (3) interval 7 €[z(u),7(u)] must be converted to a set

T(u)={r:|x(u-r)=1}

and then
Y={yeR :y=F(u-r)u/=LreT)}. (5)
For numerical solution let the set X be
X ={xeR,:j(0<0;i=1m|. (6)
In this case we introduce function
H(x)= max (0}, (7)

then it obtains

<0, ifxe X;
H(x) = .
>0, ifxg X,

and the set T(u) can be determined as
T(U={reR :H(u-7)<0}. (8)

Note, that the roots of the equation H(u-7)=0 let us determine the points of
intersection of ray (2) with boundary of the set X , if the set is closed (see fig.2).
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Figure 2. An intersection of the ray (2) with the set X .

If the boundary of the set X does not belong to the set X, then the roots of the
equation H(u-7) let us find the boundaries of the set T(u) for exhaustive search 7
during the construction of the intersection of the ray (2) with X .

Thus, when the vector u is fixed, we can build next set

X(u)z{Xe X :X:u-z';H(u-r)SO}.

From the example in fig. 2 we can see that this set consists of two intervals
[A,B] and [C,D].

The set X (u) is always one-dimensional set as an image of one-dimensional set
T).

Let the image of the set X (u) be determined with Y(u)cY during the mapping
by the vector-function F(x).

The set Y (u) is also one-dimensional set and in general case it represents itself
some curve in a space Ry .

It is obvious, that if F(x) is

F(x)=c-x+b
where C — matrix k xn, then Y (u) will be an interval or a set of intervals, because
=a(Cx +b)+ (1 —-a)(Cx, +b)=aF (X)) +(1-a)F(x,)
when « €[0,1], i. e. an interval [x,X,]€ R, turns into an interval [F(x),F(x,)]€Ry.
Example 1. This example was taken from the work [13]. The set X is
Using denotations (6) we get
hy (%) ==X
My (X) = —X,.
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—X; +0.5
R(X)=—"—
—X, +0.5
Fy(x) = —2—"—.
X; + X, —0.75

Let u; =cos¢; u, =sing, then

1
T(u) —T(@—{m,w} s

And the set Y is

—cosgp-7+0.5 —sing-7+0.5

Yz{(yl,yz)eRzzylz ;reT(co),coe[O,%]}-

(cos@+sing)r —0.75 2= (cos@ +sin@)r —0.75

The set Y is shown in a fig.3.
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Figure 3. Geometrical mapping of the set Y from the example 1.

Note that the interval AB is an image of the interval x, + X, =1 when x;,X, 20,

and infinitely distant points of the set X in the set Y are represented with the
interval DC .

Method for construction Pareto frontier

Let us consider vector optimization problem by two objective functions f,(X)
and f,(X), X e R, for convenience of geometrical interpretation. Each function must be
minimized and a formal note of minimization is

(fl(x)] .
— min,
f,(X)

xe XcR,.

where

Let
Y1 (%) = f,(%);
Y,(X) = f,(%),

5
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then we can map the set X into the set Y < R, and the original problem is

(YIj—nnin )
Y,
ifyey.

Remind, that the solution of the problem (9) is the set Y., whose points are

incomparable due to Pareto.
Let y. €Y., and K — cone, whose top is at the point Y., when for every y e K

Y, <up -t
y2 S U2 't,
where U;, U, —components of unite vector U, such that

{yl* :ul t,
y2* :uz 'ta

KNY ={y.}. (10)

satisfying next condition

then

Condition (10) is necessary and sufficient for y. to belong to the solution of the
task (9).
Geometrical interpretation of the condition (10) is shown in a fig. 4.
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-

byt

Figure 4. Geometrical interpretation of the condition (10).

Hereinafter we will suggest that the set Y is obtained from the relation (6) by
the next method:

Y={yeR,:h(y)<0,i=1k} (11)
Let y(1) be the solution of a task
y, = min,
if yeY ,and y(2) is the solution of this task under the same condition

y, = min.
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Figure 5. Geometrical interpretation of the tasks Y, — min; Y, — min .
Hereinafter we will transpose the origin of coordinates to the point 0,, and take

0,A and 0, A, as the axes, and the area Y € K, (see fig. 5). In this coordinate system
“old” coordinates are represented by “new” ones ¥, and ¥,

{)ﬁ = 3?1 +y(); (12)
Y, =Y, +Y(2).

Let us denote vector with components (¥,,¥,) by (Y;,Y,) for convenience that
equals hypothesis, which we can understand from a fig. 6.

'y
Yz

Figure 6. Geometrical representation of the area Y after transformation (12)
Using (4) the vector U has next coordinates

{U1 =Cos @,

. 0<p<
U, =sing,

2

N

and the point A lying on the ray produced by vector U has next coordinates
=Uu, -t;
{ylA 1 0<t.
Yon =Uy L,

Let function H(y) be determined by the formula (7)

H(Y)=maxh(y)} (13)

1<i<k
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And the angle ¢ is denoted, and then we consider a problem
L=t— min (A)
where
Hu-t)=0.
Let t. be the solution of the task (A), then it obtains next theorem.

Theorem. If the set Y is convex, then this is sufficient for a point y=u-t. to
belong to Y..

Proof. Let us consider the function

U(yl,y2)=max{ﬁ,ﬁ},
u u,

then the set
Uy, Y,) <t

is the cone K, whose top is at the point Yy« =U, -t.; Y,« =U, -t (see fig. 6), that lays on

the boundary of the set Y , and the intersection of this cone with the convex set Y is the

point specified. Then by force of the condition (10) we get the proof of the theorem. o
Note, that the task (A) allows to determine the point Y. for non-convex areay ,

if it satisfies the condition of the area, that we define as a condition (B).
We will explain the condition B by the use of a fig. 6.
1. Any vertical line, that has intersections with the boundary Y has a point,
whose second component (Yy,) is minimal and is not bigger than the

second component of a point A, .

2. Any horizontal line that has intersections with the boundary Y has a
point whose first component (Y, ) is minimal and is not bigger than the

first component of a point A, .

Or in mathematical terms:
Let min Yy, be the minimal second component of the points of the intersection of

vertical line with the boundary of the areaY , and min Y, — minimal first component of

the points of the intersection of the horizontal line with the boundary of the areaY , then
the condition (B) can be formulated as

(miny,,miny,)eY, (miny,,miny,)eK, (B)

where the cone K, contains the areay .

Linear vector optimization problem

This task for two objective functions is

( Y, ) .
—> min
Y,
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where
Ay<b; y>0.

As the area Y in this statement of the problem is a convex set, then we can
apply the theorem and we get a task like (A).

L=t —> min
Au-t-b<0.
Thus, when the boundaries are

YitY, 25

y, +3y, =8;
6y, +Yy, 214,
7y, +4y, <39,

and we add
0<y <u -t
0<y,<u,-t,

t=0

when the vector U we get a simple task of linear programming.
The code of the program for solving this task in the package Maple 7 is

>X:=array(1..1000, []);
>Y:=array(1..1000, []);
>k:=0:
>for x0 from 0.01 by 0.01 to 3.14/2 do
k:=k+1:
s:={y[1]+y[2]>=5,
y[1]+3*y[2]>=8,
6*y[1]+y[2]>=14,
T*y[1]+4*y[2]<=39,
y[1]<=cos(x0)*t,
y[2]<=sin(x0)*t}:
L:=minimize(L, s, NONNEGATIVE):
for zin A do
if op(1,z)<>t then
if op(1,0p(1,2))=1 then X[k]:=op(2,2)
else Y[k]:=op(2,2):
end if:
end if:
end do:
end do:
>plot([X[j], Y[il, j=1..K], style=point, thickness=3);

The result of this program is shown in a fig. 7.
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Figure 7. Geometrical interpretation of the solution of the linear vector optimization problem by the

program.

As it has pointed the method suggested is close to one of works by A. Messac.
Thus, e. g., there is formulated a NBI problem in work [11] that is close to task (A). The
main idea of the NBI method is the introduction of the quasi-normal vectorn. In our
task (A) we introduce the vector u that allows to build the cone K and to use the
necessary and sufficient condition (10).

In conclusion we show the example from the work [7], where the set Y is not
convex, but satisfying the condition (B).

The program of solution of this example in the package Maple 7 is:

> X:=array(1..1000,[ ]);Y:=array(1..1000,[ ]);
> h[1]:=1-y[1]"2-y[2]"2/9;

> h[2]:=16-y[1]"4-y[2]"4;

> h[3]:=1-1/27*y[1]"3-y[2]"3;

2 1 2
h =1-y, _§y2

4 4
h,:=16-y, -y

2

1 3 3
h, :zl—ﬁy1 -,

> H:=max(h[1], h[2], h[3]);
> k:=0:
> for x0 from 0.1 by 0.01 to 1.47 do
k:=k+1:
Hmax:=-10:
for t from 0.01 by 0.01 to 10 do
y[1]:=cos(x0)*t:
y[2]:=sin(x0)*t:
if H<0 and H>Hmax then
Hmax:=H:
tmin:=t:
end if:
end do:
X[Kk]:=cos(x0)*tmin:
Y[K]:=sin(x0)*tmin:
end do:
> plot([X[jl, YI[il, j=1..K],style=line, thickness=3);

The result of the program is shown in a fig. 8

10
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Figure 8. The solution of the vector optimization problem from the work [7] with the use of the task (A)

According to the paper we can conclude:
o If the set Y satisfies the condition (B), then the Pareto’s set Y.
lead to sequence of solving the tasks like the task (A);
e If the set Y does not satisfy the condition (B), then solving the
sequence of the tasks (A) we get a set Y that containsY,.

References

1.

JI.  Diunep. OO0  omnpeneneHud — ABWXKEHUS ~ OpOIICHHBIX  TelI B
HECOMPOTHUBIISIONIEHCS cpeAe METOJOM MaKCHMyMOB W MUHHUMYMOB:
Bapuanuonnsie npuHiunel Mexanuku, noa pea. JI. C. Ilomoka. — M.: U3-Bo
¢busuKo-MaTemMaTHueCcKol ureparypsl, 1959. — C. 31-40.

@. I1. BacuibeB. YncClIeHHBIE METOMBI PEIICHUSI AKCTpPEMalbHbIX 3a1ad. — M.:
Hayxka, 1980. - 518 c.

N. M. MakapoB, T. M. Bunorpanckas, A. A. PyOuunckmii, B. b. Coxoinos.
Teopus BeiOOpa u npuHsATHs pemeHuid. — M.: Hayka, 1982. — 327 c.

B. . Horun. Ilpunstue pemeHud B MHOTOKPUTEPUAIBLHOW  Cpeje:
KOJIWYECTBEHHBIN noaxoa. — M.: dusmar, 2002. — 144 c.

C. Mattson, A. Messac. Pareto Frontier Based Concept Selection Under
Uncertainty, with Visualization. Springer — Special Issue on Multidisciplinary
Design Optimization, Invited (refereed) Paper, OPTE: Optimization and
Engineering, Vol. 6, No. 1, March 2005, pp. 85-115.
http://www.rpi.edu/~messac/Publications/messac_opte_pareto_con_sel.pdf.

S. V. Utyuzhnikov, P. Fantini, M. D. Guenov. A Method for Generating Well-
Distributed Pareto Set in Nonlinear Multiobjective Optimization. — 2005. — 28 p.
http://arxiv.org/abs/math/0512055.

A. Messac, E. Melachrinoudis, C. Sukam. Aggregate Objective Functions and
Pareto Frontiers: Required Relationships and Practical Implications. —
Optimization and Engineering Journal, Kluwer Publishers, Vol. 1, Issue 2, June
2000, pp. 171-188. http://www.rpi.edu/~messac/Publications/ relationships.pdf.

Messac, A., and Ismail-Yahaya, A., “Required Relationship between Objective
Function and Pareto Frontier Orders: Practical Implications,” AIAA Journal,
Vol. 39, No. 11, 2001, pp- 2168-2174.
http://www.rpi.edu/~messac/Publications/j-22.pdf.

11


http://www.rpi.edu/%7Emessac/Publications/messac_opte_pareto_con_sel.pdf
http://arxiv.org/abs/math/0512055
http://www.rpi.edu/%7Emessac/Publications/j-22.pdf

10.

11.

12.

13.

VECTOR OPTIMIZATION BY TWO OBJECTIVE FUNCTIONS

Messac, A., Sundararaj, G. J., Tappeta, R. V., and Renaud, J. E., "Ability of
Objective Functions to Generate Points on Non-Convex Pareto Frontiers,"
AIAA Journal, Vol. 38, No. 6, June 2000, pp. 1084-1091.
http://www.rpi.edu/~messac/Publications/pareto.pdf.

Das, I and Dennis, J. E., “Normal-Boundary Intersection: A New Method for
Generating the Pareto Surface in Nonlinear Multicriteria Optimization
Problems”, SIAM Journal of Optimization, Vol. 8, No. 3, 1998, pp. 631-657.
http://www.caam.rice.edu/~indra/Papers/NBIforSIOPT.ps.

Messac, A. and Mattson, C. A., "Normal Constraint Method with Guarantee of
Even Representation of Complete Pareto Frontier," AIAA J., Vol. 42, No. 10,
Oct. 2004, pp. 2101-2111. http://www.rpi.edu/~messac/Publications/ messac-nc-
guarantee-aiaaj.pdf

Messac, A., Ismail-Yahaya, A., and Mattson, C.A., "The Normalized Normal
Constraint Method for Generating the Pareto Frontier," Structural and
Multidisciplinary =~ Optimization, Vol. 25, No. 2, 2003, pp. 86-98.
http://www.rpi.edu/~messac/Publications/messac NNC-str 2002.pdf

T. N. Hoa, N. Q. Huy, T. D. Phuong, N. D. Yen. "Unbounded components in the
solution sets of strictly quasiconcave vector maximization problems". J Glob
Optim (2007) 37:1-10. http://www.springerlink.com/content/
k241086200xm146t/fulltext.pdf

12


http://www.rpi.edu/%7Emessac/Publications/pareto.pdf
http://www.caam.rice.edu/%7Eindra/Papers/NBIforSIOPT.ps
http://www.rpi.edu/%7Emessac/Publications/
http://www.rpi.edu/%7Emessac/Publications/messac_NNC-str_2002.pdf
http://www.springerlink.com/content/

