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Abstract

The Design Space Exploration (DSE) problem has always been a challenging one, because the size
of the design space is exponentially increasing, the simulation time is very long, and DSEs have
multiple targets. Because the limitations of human exploration have led to the introduction of
many algorithms for automatic exploration, designers hope to solve this problem through an au-
tomated method to speed up the exploration process. This paper aims to provide researchers with
insights into future research directions through the investigation of spatial exploration techniques
for design.
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1. 518

M IR FE ] 1BES(FPGA) & —Fh ] BURTIC B B F @ i o5, A Bh TPt AT )5 B v AL T BeHIE,
N N D3 BE 8% R 9 oK BB AR A iR J7 28« T4k, FPGA R4 CAEVFZ N 313 &,
BB A5 S A FE . F AR . AN S . FPGA SR ARV T I E K 1, AT 345
B 45 R (QoR), CAD T AFREKREM AT REE REM BN THEZ%. T CAD BRAER &
A5 IRIE H & NP-complete, R 04 A5 FHGARTRAE & B IR TR) A 42 ik FPGA LU . B4R FPGA 3¢
FFEUE 3 LUT, T4 DSP Fi I Block RAM, LRS- Fhas R 0 BE (- ThfE, 5 204 B 18] 38 in ) 4
ANIFECEOR o AR T HR AR T I P2 N, 8 2 ST FPGA CAD T HECSRIRHERT FPiiesh, ik
IS TR) 3 AT B T R A2 258 PR G BB A6 TR 285 5 A TF R N DB af LU BRI 2 . FPGA 2wl A T B2y
fie — RIES ) CAD BrB, telnmZiksisa . Biasia . L2, BBE R oiTafimRmdkss. &£
BB BOHAT B E 23 (B4R R (DSE) &R A 7] Re stz i I [ b Be ()i #% . DSE "HAFEZ A Biw, M= 4 T —4
L, RN Pareto FALfiE, AR AN EBAEAH— PG BB T, XL Pareto A
FRERASBER U L AR B 4T o DAL, R8T EE—Fh B 3 7 VAR R B AT R 2 11 Pareto sl 11t .

A AT IS AR A ARBEAT 43 280, A AN R e R S 2 DX BT AR 2 () I AN [, 3 350 N L
PSRRI Sy N BB = B0y ORI, A RS EU R o an SRR 2R 1 2 20 A A A 1o A R A N T 2
P TOIF I, 8 AR S RIS 3 2] A B A R R, S N A 2T R (B 2R )
T R EE A I, AR 2548 (bL ) 2> 1 FH 12 ST i T

AR 2 AR BRI R R AR R BORA O LA, AR T AR R
PR R BRI GE, B0 AT B4, YR 1 s Z IR GG W W R HEN e, 50Uy
4R 7 DSE % VS8R, SRR 418 .

2. WitBERERAR

21 SRRESE

2R E54 (High level Synthesis, HLS)d it 78 4 P84T 45 DARE i (194 R 28 531 384T (LA CIC++K system
C 5t SVE M NG S B RS SE I (B 40 RTL 80T ER)), HLS BeREM 2R T —+%
., FFHBIHATONIE, AMUEAAR SR HAE T CAIF R T ¥2 HLS T, MimifEife 1 eE st fg
WE. 7E HLS HHHTH R & 23 MR R & — B B TS, B HLS T H A &t —nl H 1
WA E, s, Wk, Fdrs, WS RE, A6 Rk,

22. BETFINGE
BT 20705, I AEISAT LR A B B T AR D 7T R BT OR 4 F DSE i g, SRS

5%
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ARAAEL, S22 (5T = AR A o5 i, L B T B i B s AT a), fE 2T
PS5 S SRR Rk LA N2 1 s

Table 1. Comparison of algorithms using machine learning algorithms
1. EANSBRZEIBENEELR

7 H itk FEA & DGR
FET YR LR 5 ) Sk
[1] LD R S L S2CBench - ADRS
BT — 2 PR 242 A e
BENLARAR, WHE, HhahE 11 MERERE,
[2] SR DFT 2 K B ADRS
11 NATAT S Bh R 3
. adpcm, sha, jpeg
[3] BEMLARBR 1 mpeg2 ADRS
AES: 104,976 e
[4] ik Hrdie b MachSuite Backpropagation: 23,328 I;ﬁl{;zgfig
Radix Sort: 7776 AT
AES: 55,566- LUT HIfEH,
[5] ZIREEA T IR MachSuite Backpropagation: 23,253 wINE N T
e A CHStone Radix Sort: 4096 fili vt J %
ADPCM: 17,024 T 4
Pyramid HE42: Machsuit, S2CBench, i s
O] gemfEeopas iR CHStone Al Rosetta A SR A

TAVEE LA IR — N R R 1l A2, LS5 M S ARG R T e S U &
0 S B — 3k (BT XA A 2R ) B AN IS, B DA — et e 2 PR e 4 TR nT e, ML o O ik e d il
PO GBI — 3 AT RAE, 2220 T RA A 1eE, B b33 m] . RMEABEFR S Pareto 5%
e, (20T DU ERRE— A “HIXHRAL” o Wbl R 3EFALGipLes 2% ) Fik B AL, Mahapatra £
Schafer [1]#&H T —Fhhe T YRERIHLAS 25 ) FE R BB REHUR K HIE(FSA),  TEWIUAMT BUAE B SEA, DL
YRS WL S AT B T B KA AR PR A, AR5 [ xS JE 1, AR KRR 9D T i h S (R], Al BAYE HLS it
1T R 2 BRSBTS AR ZR . Liu F Carloni [2]32 T 56T BEALARMR 1 2% A DA ke B 8 v 23 (R R
%, HEVHIGIBGIN T 8 S aemedit, el DA A AR 1 R DL () Ak 22 85 AL e PR AT Hl R
FRG A TINGRZ IR [FIFE 2L T BENLAR MR #8 2% 2] 732K 1) 7772, Zacharopoulos %5 [3]42 th ¥ 7 V5%
AT Loop Unrolling 64>, BTN H AL A2 H B A 1 38 (1) B (=G 3R @ R Al . Lo A1 Chow fE (&
(41488 FHBE T DU Ak 7 ok B 343 HLS 821 E, ARAESCE[BIRH T 2RI 7%, X HLS
CAD JiRE AT 1 22 A B e (O 24 T v 0 ik R (GP) [l VA 7 S R AT A . DAE Aol P B L8 2 ) SRy it
B, IEHES T 2T ER ., i Makrani Z5[6]R FH 0715 3 TR SR E T —MRA
Pyramid [RHEZE R VER 1T HLS Bt i fe v RE AN BRI A R

BT N 2 ALY nT BT AT B R AR R G &R, HEA &HE F MBI RE )T Hsiao FI
Anderson [7]3H T 5T B RUBHZ W2 (CNN) TR A & m] LA H T 980208 58 1 s S 1) 45 i DX 378
B, NP RARE AR B R X e, SEDUEE S R DX TS B, I Bt PRI R 2 19 48 X3
MIML2 . SRR 2 FR .
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Table 2. Comparison of algorithms using neural network algorithms
= 2. ERMEMEEENEIALE

i Eraiis FEA & R ISE{Li
[7] BRI L X 25 (CNN) CHStone 241 7000 A7 e Jek /b f EL H 1E B2 AR e > 1

HERTSIMTE, Zhao Z[8)HRE T COMBA, X2 —METHAI LS THELE, M2 T —4
Vivado HLS T H. ‘EREWAH rI4GR /BBy, 8 94 4R #5 (RDC) BA K 5 =8 T 1 s AR R
1(MGDSE) KA 5 BT iR K Thfe, IR I SR 2 Fhdn R HR /R IR . Xydis 25[91JFR T —
Pl SPIRIT FIHT AL HLS BRZEMESE, 12 BRI FH mi 7 T A58 (RSMIs) SR Tl 5 v s (o &, I EL A IS
RSk AR Sk ARG . Liu SE[10]BLUR LUK M HE H A BUHLS)E, 530 ASIC 55 T 58 Pareto st ik
TGRS M4 S, 2Ll FPGA N HARES, X4 S5 Pareto St iit, SEER4ERHFIEMntt. 5l
NEET TSR (1) 7 vk DL HEA T, NG TR EHRER, KBS E ASIC R ZR S5 1) FPGA Pareto st ik
ihe BRI 3 .

Table 3. Comparison of algorithms using other learning-based algorithms

3. EAHMETZEINEIALR

Jiik FifE PR Vb TEAR
[8] COMBA S5 HTHESE Polybench JCHStone - DSP #i1 Block-RAM 148 H

LMS, MPEG IDCT, Gauss Blur,
[9] T H A Sobel, DCT-1D, YUV2RGBA, - ADRS
MatMul, \JPEG 2D-DCT

[10] T T AR 1) 7 v S2CBench - ADRS

221 HEENLEE

BT R Z AR K, IRZ (1) DSE il @k T A RE AR, Flan, 1GELHIEA PSO xks
SRS, AT B Re L. (HA2, 45 CAD TH—E(FAR, XEEFEEG—DH
T B SEBR I B A KRR R T R, RS K (R 05 B2 A s AT ) o BERS Re AR AL BV
FER T RR . SRFFAAB NIRRT N, RERARIR A SRR NS, BT A R
biipuRs BN = B QN ERY ox SRR (N5 ARTOERE e N Th: TG e Ol o P £ e o0 R A AT Nk Y v
R T PR BB BT P R4 2R, AT FE A 25 8] R R B e A A LI [11]-[20] o FRATT E R 72 LA R U
Ferrandi %£[11]5 Schafer 1 Wakabayashi [12]#& H 1 —Fhdk T & Hk ) = 2 IRGR & Wi S BR R 7,
MM Liu ZE[13]FEAESE H T 5 T B e BEIAT R, JF HABH T ML 5 S AT @8, 12075 e st x4 e
1) HLS Z/MT AR, £1%F ASIC A i MERRACE , SR 55T s B Y, mii ) FPGA I H 3l
HEFRAEIER . S ETAEE T E R0, Sarkar Z5[14)82 H —Fh3E T @ ML FIR iR o7 %,
FAE HLS JH ) 6ot 42 1) 50 978 Pl ) 50 16 4 W DR B RD G 38 R TRl (UR) AT S5 A IR R, DA B B R VA % o
Sengupta 1 Bhadauria [15]4& H AL TR LIRS DSE, Bi 1 EFRZR L FE A 8 THFEFN AT B[] (Bl 4E
IRWE R BT BARZ Ab, R8T S AR A0 2 42 A B R w19 22 J8) B A s £
22.2. HE DSE %

B T UL EJESN, A DU HAth s Z IR SRS DSE Hik. Hhinigse[21] [22] [23] [24] [25]F it
B GE S B S AT A S BT S MR K . Silva 1 Bampi [21]32 1 T —F%AC, #IHMEZF &1
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Tk, ARHARER T . Schafer 7ER3C[22]91 8¢ H T X knobs #E477» FEFENRF HEAT ER & KRR
T AR R (DSE) I L, 7R SC[231 M T —Fhor B 0718, iR R TIRE, REHATE I B L
PAFLARMIAZE R . Gao FF[241/0 A T —MFERF A, HT BZiES S e UM ER, [Fi
PR AN T AR o

MRAE AT B IR R FEVERR N NS, AT & I 5 2 WA SR IR AR bR, (ERXS TG
HERII 715 RARIUAZAEA/NHMESE . 7 Liu S5 [25]32 212212 (1) CAD 1247 i [H) R BB I 2 2 47w AL ik
Bit—ERLE FPGA JFR, BRIt E&ERAE TR, DU HERE 4 H RapidWright $2EL FPGA
BRI AEIR
2.3.RTL

T AR B AT B ARRR B BN B BT R A (HLS), I 1 B s AR L2
A 177 385 Ad F pre-PnR £ 22 /2 pre-synthesis fit & KPP BT s i &, BRI n] CAZA RGP AT B[R],
EAS AR 5 A B T B B IR KL 5 11 7T 8 DSE JCVEIE B Sl R I Th i A Tk R B, DU RET
ZH BRI R,

XFCEWA T AR FEM TR AT R S IR R . Kapre Z5[26]/ 40 T — Rl TR RE, HLas IR
“IPHEWTE, AR ESNERESE, DR E AR A . [27] [28] [29]H AR &2 InTime f
o Kapre S5[2718EUWAE DU Hir 2% ST RI 7 RAE SR SCRE FAE = EHFRAT VR 24 CAD 1817, DMESERA AT
ReA Bl TSI Pt 2~ CAD 284 4. B4R InTime X1 FPGA W iHHIRH FISIRA A, H2H
FIRE TR ZETE 2-3 RARZR P LL5E 4 B b it 77 :USE e B U, T2 Yanghua S5 [28] ik B4 e T
MRRIEIE P 570 HARLE &, X Ee o) S5 V0 mT 4 s A 28 o 2D A8 A B P WSS BT a RsAR B . [RIRE
T IR EA o SRR MR M A SR, AT B USSR IE AR K B . 7E Yanghua Z5[29] X E i Tk
EAIEMINLAR S S BEERIHR, DL A A B IR 7 %8 . JEAE Xu S5 [30]HH L i TIEHAIE 1
Plges I 50, Bt 7 — P A AT T 2, %07 Z4EZ A E T multi-armed bandit (MAB)F) H 3 i1
AR AL RN AR R BT 23 0], FLARSR 2 OpenTuner (—ANFIR H 2h R BEHELL) (5 FH (1) MAB H0 S Fhig &
TN — 2 F- 5% . [ RE Ustun 25 [31] /2 55 F OpenTuner K224 1 4 B FPGA B i B AE LR, HAK KL,
LAMDA &£ T OpenTuner $#2H i —4EA WHIBLE, XGBoost [71)%% F T M 35 T EAEE & T8 H i Th
REME BN o DA B8 SC 2 HOE AR, Mametjanov 25 [32]4% H 3k T B 2% 2% = (1 7 395k 1 5 2%
FPGA B it ZHn] IR KRB IR DI 2 BER,  [RI AT 4R 2 I P 203

[FIRES T i 1 O AER RIS T I 2 LA, 516401078 ) DSE JriEAHR, Guo 55[33]4
i T Co-Training Model Tree (COMT)/7vk, 1% /515 AT AR H ARAR R THAC BRSO, R T T
TMRERE AL, T T AT E AR AR, COMT & n] LR S B gs ik it

FRANY o0 A b TN AT P ) I A — A, B TR KRN ZRBE R R B R B, BT LA
[l YA ) KA F T T AT ] 25 7 A R S5 R T L A ME R, 1T Chen S5 [34TIA R4 TFE DSE it Fe Hh e e 22
5B, AEMEBEAFAERITHARKEL MRS S — MR BRI AL, L2 HTNIEE SN
R AR B A B L, A RIS T ZEC B P RE . ArchRanker SR 7 —F#Fxy RankBoost f11%%
PRS2 ST HEG R E HE A Y, DTSN 795 S T 28 6 — o 2 SR A

24. HRTLR

£ 2.1 1 2.2 TR R 1) v ZR AL S AL IR R T 0 K e, i DA A A ) R LA 21 T
2 NMITZAR TR 7 S g AL A A P E AR AW, (HAT A SR P ER P 2 I ke 1) i,
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o Lo 2 21 S L O 2 2 R 1R S ) B s W N L = 5 s 1 i 1= A N T D N
By G 3 S BTN B B o KT ORI, B i PR R BEAE TR AN B ORI R], T A 2 A
ROEENDIR, AR R LIS FEAN R T, REE AL E AT AR AR TCVEAR LR, MANAAS (R A B T R 2 e
A R B A 2

A5 PR 8 2 2 OG0 e DO L e a0, B A RS RN 2 — sk R 15 . FRA %0
T8, BWTE—ABEAERA SR 1A 2 T 28 2 — AN ERHIRAR,  Xie S5 [35]7 FH A ARt 22 I 4% S R X —$k
fi%, #&H 7R RouteNet [ 7515 AT DLEEASIEAT 42 R AT G IR 1% DL VPAS SR 0 AT R il U 7 28 (1) B R ml A 26 1,
B TN DRC (Bt HUIKS 25) 34 S A2 B o Yu F1 Zhang [36]7E[35]FFEA E3R HY T —Fh e T 2% 425 it
P 45 (conditional GAN) )7V, %77 EIB IS 45 7 IR 7 S8 RAG THPE R A0 SR A 2E . FTde th ik 24
SR A O BT R 28 BT SE A T T AR R IHIE L. 7E Yu A Zhang [2EREZ |, Alawieh ZE[37 118 H &5
HEREUR, Itk FPGA A7 J5 FIAT 4R 1 P & T8

2.5. IP &S EIRE

IP #Z.Coe i e e, T HE&E R fh ) FPGA Bk ASIC. BEit A 5 a] Dldst F) A i 28 =7
RIVIA 1P B A GRS B —8 5, AR MRS A A AN LA . X PP Al R
WD TR A RS TR T R I TR R RAR . AE RV B AR B R, 1P WAZ &AW E 2L
RO TE LA B AN W &8 1 FL 781t E 3k (EDAY T ML 34 1) — 3564« Papamichael Z5[38]42H T —FE
IP A= B R N B R I8 A BE(GA)KRIAT B 3 1P ZEOREE M ik, FEEMT —2ey &, fF 1P fE# AT LA
NSRBI, 7E IP FEFXNRMF B, Nautilus #8510 GA mILLE— B iniE GA #RIIHE,
Papamichael s& & T 3L LT IP St M 2, 14 HLS TR AN CE T it /178 IP, 7t
VF BIP 7 DA B s T 20K 256 1 2 AN JRAAS,  FirLL Wang AT Schafer [39]#&H 1 —Filid ) BIP
AN [0 43 AT o0 s SR e bt s o 45 2R 2 1R 1 T

26. HEE

AT 3 %1 7 AG F 00is B i R R, sl 1 AN R0 0] 5 400 32 B4 P 1 2% 20 o JRATT i an 21
PR 24 S 0] LB S ANAL O B8, DAEZE 48 ] DL 3EAT MR ACFR I S T TAR M FERE s TR . (B,
YRERNERE AR, WRARES MR, (G Esg R s FEERRZ MM E, s
TR TR N e #2377 AEAS L EE (K2R, T A Ma [4017% R FH 24 3] . Ma g 1 A FEIZ 48 o B 1 A
MEER, $&H T —MEtEae i EERN L (GONYBEAL, 1% J70E H TN MR LS s, S8
FrE TEAHLL, T GCON BEAUFIE M EE mdf AR, 7 T iseih ESeal 1 58 A it m ik o

BRIt 2 ANEIAR VLSI [FFETH IR 5 DSE & 4% Il @, b an[41] [42] [43] [44] [45]. FEVEGANH— LGS,
[41] [42] [431f£H SynTunSys {51t A G2 S F2 iR R SCBER 7r B ok, SkRIEHIZ5E SHOR RIS R,
SynTunSys L& RFE I BEEIEANE, A5 BRI — M T DU IA S B E s &, JFHEC
i F Z R AR D, 9 0ALA% 2 1R DU S iR A 25 . EAMIEAT Kwon Z5[45])52 H T —Fh LSPD S5 ¢
ARG, ZARGUEL TKE AR [ )A 5 T B E TR A

T L 2 B B b RG(MPSoC) BT, AT LAARE R Me] [ 52 US4, DARAEIE & 1) 5 s
HARBIR AT E T R LU SC[46]38 H T 456 7 SR80 BT (DoE) A B2 T E A (RSM) B, H T B &
SR

3. EHif
FPGA 4 AT 3 e P A LR PR R B A vk )7 SR IO PERE, I FLARME R B A TR B i
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VAL EE R OCH B, A, AU AR AE AN 2 P R v A S Sk Al FPGA R G 3t e HS ¥ H A
R (098 17 Bltn, e o] DURF R 45 FPGA 7 i &R A (1 FEHEIR 45 3, DL £6E & T Tl
B FPGA #8fF. Bk, FPGA #LIXFFAK T2 ik, DAVEAL SCIAX L8 5 45 10 BB A AR A g v T 5%
KT EHIRR T EAENA A, DIV FPGA #F S F AR IR A Bt T BRI R 4

KETHAI A, ARSI T ARFEIIE S IR, S0 ER AR . B LR S0k
AT HREREEENS, (RH IR MRS RBEN AR, ST hfrti A Z5. el
L[58 H CHStone A1 10 ANJEiE, B X R 58 T 7 SR & s XK 4, ARk 124 7000 M7
B YD P E K, L H FR Rl TE B SN R HL ALM) TR FE, Hh ALM A2 BAT Al ok 2% 1 XU
6-LUT. ©3C[6] XAl f] CHStone 14 1f) ADPCM F:#E, ADPCM Wit (il k/NA 17024, X5 SO
LUT M, BRI 0 T Bk T ORI b Jo) BRI A AR DG I et b o 1 SC[7] 8045 T8 H A5 9 LUT, FF,
DSP 1 BRAM [ BEI§ 8 -4, LA & Minerva $i i )5 KB i

RgE FIRFIZE IR, T LAS DSE H EEEE WL S .

3.1. CHStone

CHStone [47]/&2 —&3T C Mm R LA IIFEUERE T , CHStone B 46L& I B FH R 7 18 i # 1)
12 MR BRSO, BEARALHE, 22 4 PERITRAL P45 . CHStone 055 12 D EEAENIA aes, blowfish, dfadd,
dfdiv, dfmul, dfsin, gsm, mips, motion, sha, adpcm, jpeg (WUNEARFEF, VUANEARR LT, =4
IEFE PP Al — /A EEEE) . CHStone JEHEEAFAET 5 T8 H, CHStone By 7 A FRAVFRUER C
EEWMS, MEHKZHINA HLS THEASCRI LA B BB FiG . 77 s 8di, %40 struct IR A4
AL, SASWAF TR . b4t CHStone EEAEMAE MR A6 FH 28552 T T B9 &, itk CHStone
HA R, 4/ CHStone (118 3CA 5] [6] [7].

3.2. S2CBench

S2CBench [48]:2 T2 Ik & 1 SystemC FEEEAF, AMUEFEAF KR/ FHFEF, T HIX LR
FFEFPIEE ok B HLS H i R &S an, s, B DSP N FHAR ), 1 ISl 1 f A o2 A
FE R E A AR . S2CBench AL 12+1 X HLS Hl i 8 FH I & AP S AR Y . 12 DN EEHERT &
i SystemC FIZRa 1A, MR (FFT)RA LG/, KOS & = MM iz 5 (gsort, Sobel,
aes_cipher, kasumi, md5C, snow3G, adpcm, fft, fir, decimation, interpolation, idct, disparity). CHStone J&#E%&
55 s2CBench [ TAEKML, B LL HLS Sy HAR, I —24 ANSI-C #2/7, fli/] ANSI-C HE 2wk mi2
Fe FEEIFTH HLS THASCRF ANSI-C, 1A 24 HLS THAS R —FiE s S SystemC. 1
FH S2CBench F11&3CA 1] [6] [10] [13] [22] [23] [39]-

3.3. MachSuite

R LRGN S IR AR G A R A5 BoR T TAE IR R T E R ZE R . AT S EIE 20t 74k
X AR AL, MachSuite [49]¥ it H HIAE A2 HI - PEAG a1 2 28 & T AT UM IR &5 8 o0 AR RS54 .
MachSuite #&—2Hii 5 12 N [E A RZ I 19 AN HEUENINK, B 75 a5 % Fh B F R P4 0 45 6 A 5] 1) Sk 4
(AES/AES, BFS/BULK, BACKPROP/BACKPROP, BFS/QUEUE, FFT/STRIDED, FFT/TRANSPOSE,
GEMM/NCUBED, GEMM/BLOCKED, KMP/KMP, MD/KNN, MD/GRID, NW/NW, SORT/MERGE,
SORT/RADIX , SPMV/CRS, SPMV/ELLPACK , STENCIL/STENCIL2D , STENCIL/STENCIL3D ,
VITERBI/VITERBI). Y CHStone #HLt, CHStone #¢#% ity HLS THEITEMHLE], & EFE TR IIIHK
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TR, B T IRAE IR A HLS MRS ZhREARAT A, (BAEBUR CAD T HBEFT AL B B Ak it AR VT2
R ITIEAE S RN I R RGBS =T, AL 2. M MachSuite 11183 [4] [5]

3.4. PolyBench

PolyBench [50]/2 — /M 30 MEUME TR AR, BATHSEHIG, JENSA R HRE %
VAP SR (LA 5, B R AR B, W) EEAEALL, B8R, SeiH{5 2.55) - £ PolyBench {12 3C47[8] [24].

3.5. IPSD2015

TR R B R R IR A A SR v, ISPD 2015 A7 £k M TR AH ¢ i FE HE[51] . 1ISPD 2015 /& Fence
Regions 1 Routing Blockages [1)3&#E . i /55 29 HORH X 387 &) 29 o2 S PR Tl s v A i WAL o AT R i &
() f 28 B bR v A LA P PR R S LV T AT 2, RV X LA 1 U AR B = I 203, (HE AT
AT AR LR MR X IR A M e %

4. VHETEER

i BT AR R FE M RERR 17 B B Ah, B REEAA NP B L AR . ELBUAS [ 1)
% B bR R A J7 1R 1) 32 B e R AT T B 5 K & 55 Pareto front (UHEIEFEFE, A T4
M TR S AR R FIE R 1 E vk 1) BESE LN FI4E(ADRS): ADRS %7~ Pareto-front
5 reference-front 25 25 o {588 /N , 156 8H BT K15 1) approximate-front F1 reference-front i #2%3/1 . 2) Cardinality:
FERCROR BT AR B ) RO R . SR A IR 2 AT LR T R (HR RS HAR L
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