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Non-equal Area I nterface Layout Optimization Method with Geometric Constraints
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ABSTRACT: Because of the difficulty and precision of calculation, the size of AOIs and geometric constraints are
usually not considered in the process of solving the layout, which leads to the theoretical layout results and cannot achieve
the real practical purpose. The work aims to propose a method integrating heuristic algorithm, multiple attribute decision
making (MADM) and integer linear programming (ILP), so as to improve the availability of interface layout optimization
method to generate layout scheme. At first, under the condition that the data such as the correlation between AQIs, the use
frequency and the size of the area of AOIs were obtained, a set of alternative layout schemes were generated with genetic
algorithm (GA) by changing that parameters of the geometric constraint of AOIs. Secondly, the interaction cost, time of
GA optimization, effectiveness, efficiency and satisfaction were taken as the five criteria to evaluate the interface layout,
and all the alternative layout schemes were ranked according to multiple attribute decision making such as TOPSIS, AHP
and Data Envelopment Analysis (DEA). Then, the ILP method was used to obtain consistent ranking. Thus, an effective
and highly available layout scheme was obtained. According to the experimental results, it can be found that compared
with the original scheme, the optimal layout scheme can effectively reduce the interaction cost and algorithm optimization
time, and improve the availability of the layout scheme.

KEY WORDS: user interface (Ul); geometric constraints; multiple attribute decision making (MADM); genetic algorithm
(GA); layout optimization; availability
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Tab.2 Conversion matrix between AOls

AOI1 AOI2 AOI3 AOl4 AOI5 AOI6 AOI7 AOI8 AOI9 AOI 10AO0I 11 A0l 12A0I 13A0I 15A0I 16

1

2 1.05

3 335 075

4 335 075 3

5 105 515 075 0.75

6 2 045 1 1 0.45

7 128 465 445 445 465 345

8 105 515 075 075 515 045 465

9 205 035 045 045 035 515 265 0.35

10 6 0.2 2 2 0.2 085 3. 0.2 0.75

11 175 015 015 015 015 0.7 2.7 015 15 6.05

12 1 005 005 005 005 005 015 005 15 0.8 136

13 68 015 075 075 015 005 21 015 005 25 2 2.25

14 0.5 0.5 005 005 005 01 1 005 005 145 035 04 2.05
15 1 005 005 005 005 005 005 005 005 1 065 1 0.05
16 16 035 005 005 005 0.1 15 005 005 2 155 485 4 0.35
T BUEBONES R 240,
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Tab.3 The use frequency matrix of AOls

AOI'1 AOI 2 AOI 3 AQOI 4 AOI 5 AOI 6 AQOI 7 AOI 8 AOI 9 AOI 10 AOI 11 AQI 12 AQI 13 AQI 14 AQI 15 AOI 16

=h

1 011 003 004 004 003 001 014 o0.03
2 011 003 005 005 003 0.02 015 0.03
3 010 005 0.03 005 003 0.03 008 0.03
4 011 004 005 0.05 004 0.02 0.08 0.05
5 011 003 005 003 005 0.02 015 0.04
6 012 003 0.03 005 003 0.02 016 0.03
7 011 004 0.04 003 004 0.01 014 0.04
8 011 003 005 005 003 0.02 016 0.03
9 011 003 005 005 003 0.04 008 0.03
10 010 003 005 0.05 003 0.02 0.08 0.05
11 011 005 0.03 003 005 0.02 015 0.05
12 011 003 005 0.05 003 0.02 015 0.03
13 011 003 005 0.05 003 0.02 015 0.03
14 012 003 005 0.05 003 0.02 0.16 0.03
15 014 002 004 0.04 002 0.02 0.09 0.02
16 014 002 004 0.04 002 0.02 0.09 0.02
17 012 002 003 0.03 002 0.02 016 0.02
18 012 002 003 0.03 002 0.02 016 0.02
19 013 002 004 0.04 002 0.02 014 0.02
20 013 0.02 003 003 0.02 002 0.13 o0.02

003 009 011 011 0.09 0.04 0.01 0.09
0.03 009 012 012 0.06 0.05 0.02 0.06
0.03 010 013 013 0.07 0.03 0.02 0.08
003 010 012 012 0.07 0.05 0.02 0.08
003 009 011 011 0.06 0.05 0.02 0.08
0.03 009 012 012 0.06 0.02 0.02 0.08
003 009 011 011 0.07 0.04 0.01 0.07
0.03 009 012 012 005 0.05 0.02 0.06
0.03 009 012 012 0.09 0.03 0.02 0.08
003 010 012 012 0.07 005 0.02 0.07
003 009 011 011 005 0.05 0.02 0.08
003 009 011 011 0.06 0.04 0.02 0.08
003 009 011 011 0.07 0.03 0.02 0.08
0.03 009 012 012 0.06 0.02 0.02 0.07
0.04 011 014 014 008 0.02 0.02 0.07
0.04 011 013 013 0.09 0.04 0.02 0.08
003 010 012 012 0.08 0.03 0.02 0.07
003 010 012 012 0.08 0.03 0.02 0.08
0.04 011 013 013 0.07 0.02 0.02 0.07
003 010 013 013 0.09 0.03 0.02 0.08

T BEBUNIE R 247,
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Fig.4 Eye movement tracing experiment chart of the subject
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Tab.4 Normalized matrix of theimportance score of AOls

A(l) AOI1 AOI2 AOI3 AOI4 AOI5 AOI6 AOI7 AOI8 AOI9 AOIL0 AOI11L AQI12 AOI 13 AQI 14 AOI 15 AQI 16

1 007 007 006 006 007 008 0.07 007 008 005 007 007 0.06 005 005 0.06

2 007 007 006 006 007 007 007 007 008 005 007 0.07 006 005 0.05 0.06
3 007 o0.07 007 007 007 007 007 007 007 005 006 006 006 0.05 004 0.06
4 007 006 006 006 0.06 007 007 006 007 005 007 007 006 003 0.05 0.06
5 007 0.07 007 007 007 008 008 007 008 003 007 007 006 0.03 003 0.06
6 0.07 007 o007 007 007 008 008 007 0.07 004 007 0.07 005 003 0.02 0.06
7 007 007 o007 007 007 008 007 007 008 005 007 0.07 005 003 0.02 0.06
8 008 008 007 006 007 008 008 007 008 003 007 0.07 005 003 0.02 0.06
9 007 007 006 006 007 009 008 007 009 004 006 006 005 0.03 003 0.06
10 0.08 008 0.07 006 007 0.08 008 0.07 008 004 007 007 005 003 0.03 0.05
11 007 007 006 006 0.07 008 006 007 008 005 006 006 006 005 0.03 0.06
12 007 0.0r 007 007 0.07 008 006 007 008 005 006 006 0.06 005 002 0.06
13 007 0.08 007 007 008 008 007 008 008 004 006 006 0.05 003 003 0.05
14 007 0.08 007 007 0.08 008 007 008 008 004 006 006 0.05 003 003 0.05
15 0.08 008 o0.07 007 007 0.08 007 007 008 004 006 006 0.05 003 0.03 0.05
16 0.08 008 0.07 007 007 0.08 007 007 008 004 006 006 0.05 003 0.03 0.05
17 0.0 007 0.07 007 007 0.08 007 007 008 005 006 006 0.05 003 0.03 0.05
18 0.07 0.0r 0.07 007 0.07 008 007 007 008 004 006 006 0.06 005 003 0.06
19 007 0.0r 007 007 0.07 008 007 007 008 005 006 006 0.05 003 003 0.05

20 0.0r 007 007 0.07r 007 008 0.07 007 008 005 006 006 006 005 0.03 0.06

TE: BUEIBUNER 2 4,
*b EEMMERAMERESNEER

Tab.5 Importance and comprehensive weight matrix of use frequency

AOI'1 AOI 2 AOI 3 AOI 4 AOI 5 AOI 6 AOI 7 AQI 8 AOI 9 AQOI 10 AQI 11 AQI 12 AQI 13 AOI 14 AQI 15 AOI 16

=

1 009 005 005 005 005 005 010 0.05 005 007 009 0.09 007 004 0.03 0.07
2 009 005 005 005 005 004 011 005 005 007 010 009 006 005 003 0.06
3 008 006 005 006 005 005 008 005 005 007 010 0.09 006 004 0.03 0.07
4 009 005 005 006 005 004 008 006 005 007 010 010 006 005 0.03 o0.07
5 009 005 006 005 006 005 011 005 005 006 009 009 006 004 0.02 0.07
6 009 005 005 006 005 005 012 005 005 007 009 009 0.06 003 0.02 0.07
7 009 006 006 005 006 005 011 005 005 006 009 009 006 003 002 0.07
8 009 005 006 005 005 005 012 005 006 006 009 009 005 004 002 0.06
9 009 005 005 006 005 006 008 005 006 007 009 009 007 003 002 0.07
10 009 0.05 006 006 005 006 008 006 006 007 010 010 006 0.04 002 0.06
11 009 0.06 005 005 006 005 011 006 006 0.07 009 009 005 004 002 0.07
12 009 0.05 006 006 005 005 011 005 006 0.07 009 009 006 0.04 002 0.07
13 0.09 005 006 006 005 005 011 005 0.06 007 009 009 006 0.03 0.02 0.06
14 009 005 006 006 005 005 011 005 006 007 009 009 006 0.03 0.02 0.06
15 011 005 005 005 005 005 008 005 006 008 014 010 007 0.03 0.02 0.06
16 010 0.05 005 005 005 005 008 005 006 008 010 010 007 0.04 002 0.07
17 010 0.04 005 005 004 005 012 004 006 007 009 009 007 003 002 0.06
18 010 0.04 005 005 004 005 012 004 006 007 009 0.0 007 004 002 0.07
19 010 005 005 005 005 005 010 005 0.06 008 010 010 006 0.03 0.02 0.06

20 010 004 005 005 004 005 010 004 006 008 010 010 007 0.04 002 o0.07

T BUEBONES 247 .
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Tab.6 Optimal subjectiveweight w; and optimal objective weight w?

w, 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 10

11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20

M 0.05 0.05 0.04 0.04 0.05 0.06 0.05 0.05 0.04 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.06 0.05 0.06 0.06 0.06

0.05

W’  0.05 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.05

T BUEBONES 247 .
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Tab.7 Importance and comprehensive weight of use frequency of AOIsand area of AOIs after optimization

AOl i AOI 1 AOI 2 AOI 3 AOl 4 AOI 5 AOI 6 AOI 7 AOI 8
Z 0.09 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.10 0.05
S 29113.34 15552 16 609.54 16 609.54 15552 15272.06  31446.14 15 676.42

AOI'i AQOI 9 AQI 10 AOQOI 11 AQIl 12 AQIl 13 AQIl 14 AQIl 15 AQIl 16
Z 0.06 0.07 0.09 0.09 0.06 0.04 0.02 0.07
S 17 449.34 2174151 28864.51 28864.51 194711 11 228.54 7216.13 20373.12

i s AL AL, U6 2 Fh &R A ]l J0 2 0 i e
FEFERNSR 7 BRIt RLE CP LT S AR KN,
HRAE = (23)F1 27 AR [Ruin, Renax] FVHETE L, 3155
RN L R AR 20 A R SR P, 4
[Riin, Rnax] €[0.625,1.6] ( Bl R<1.6) A, Joikdk#|[H
B AT AR R T R A KA ES A E 1
CP I I LR SR I A Jmy 56 o AT R e/
A& B AR RV P 358 4% 8 - 30 B A0 A e 46 2% sk ]
L2 8, Pl Mt AL 51, S Rk AR ECh 100 18 .
FREE R AAMARCE o 10, 2 XAEF N 0.9, RASHER
J0.04, FeFEET 20 NIk R TR

20 24 SRS L GORBRAE B 2 AT 2
WHR B2 56 A AR 2 i & id S B — > 32 0 34 e A
FRAG R R FSE RS E 15 THAE 55 i BT 46 2% 4 sk i)
I BRAS DR U EN, B 32 00 35 78 58 SR AT 55 I 1
BUORIHE —4~ ASQ. Hi P AY A 152 2 1Y 41 45 32 I 5 1%
FIEMWTIRE] AOI H i (S Bl B A 1% . BRUbR
R AE B A AR RN AT 58 BES S BT 451 HE LAY
PR IR, PSS EE AT 55 AL 2R BT R] | A5 TRR
A ASQ 1953 (B 3ANIES i F-3MH ), W3k 8.

23 FERHF

Jr% 1 AHP, 20 R F5EAERXT 5 TG TR bR
HEFT PP AT o0, AT ARG . R 9 45 T 51T
TFEPRIACE , FEX I W R T — B EARG  , XF A4
R0 5 MG FR PRI TINBCK A, L% 10,

Jr% 2 TOPSIS, 4 IH—fbAb¥R 5 B9 FE 5 € %K
25 B — A PEAR AR B A 3, AR TIAUIE Ak
PRI 3 IMIIAUE AL DE R AR v, 4% H AR A A
fPRARE , IF 1R A0 R T 28 5 1 AR R £ AR
fR BB ES R 0 BEAR A 5 D FHARL A A 6 FHAR At
Z M FAB B0 2 BT A 4 e A Jm) 7 SR AT HE Y, 45 2R
LR 11,
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Tab.8 Evaluation factorsof 20 alter native layout schemes

T [Ruy o GA FHIMLIE ST HiEE

% Rud wiontss  mEkiEs v~
1 [0.17,6] 47527.7 75.82 20545 7 3.15
2 [0.18,5.5] 47 825.2 72.19 206.01 6.55 3.1
3 [0.2,5] 47 825.2 69.23 206.01 65 3.1
4 [0.22,4.5] 47 825.2 66.03 206.01 65 3.1
5 [0.25,4] 478252 63.77 206.01 65 3.1
6 [0.29,3.5] 48 161.97 60.55 20751 54 31
7 [0.33,3] 48161.97 57.03 20751 54 31
8 [0.34,2.9] 48 262.22 56.36 207.86 5 2.7
9 [0.36,2.8] 48527.8 55.67 207.37 4.35 2.65

10[0.37,2.7] 48527.8 54.98 207.37 4.35 2.65

11 [0.38,2.6] 48 732.53 54.34 207.89 4.2 255

12[0.4,2.5] 4873253 53.71 207.89 4.2 255

13[0.42,2.4] 48929.74 53.02 208.46 4.15 2.5

14 [0.43,2.3] 48929.74 52.31 208.46 4.15 25

15[0.45,2.2] 48 929.74 51.69 208.46 4.15 25

16 [0.48,2.1] 49747.1 50.97 209.53 4 2.45

17 [0.5,2] 49 747.1 50.25 209.53 4 2.45

18 [0.53,1.9] 49 908.54 50.53 20995 45 3

19 [0.56,1.8] 52 693.39 49.81 211.35 43 3

20[0.59,1.7] 53 250.47 49.05 212.05 35 295

Ve B BUNER 2 0

7% 3DEA, i AR LHEA ., GA it
B SRR . SE A8 B AT 55 iy mtE] | 52 38 E AT S
PR A B R OB B TH P ) ASQ PE4r ; B E i
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TTHER , g5k 12, oMok iR, 45 ILFE 13,

*9 AHPItEAFNE
Tab.9 Weight calculated by AHP

PEAE TR AR L H AR GA FLmstal/s SEAT 55 By ) /s FERIKEL ASQ
X 0.269 3 0.114 3 0.246 5 0.1233 0.246 5

. CI=0.0050 CR=0.0044 & KBkl =5.02,

®10 R AHPMFE&ERBARIHES
Tab.10 Ranking of all alter native layout schemes by AHP

ES 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
T RIZERSS 0055358 0.05433 0.05397 0.05365 0.05343 0.05183 0.05148 0.04923 0.04824 0.048 17
4 20 19 18 17 16 15 14 10 9 8
GES 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20
HRZEMES 004756 0.04750 0.04724 0.04717 0.04711 0.04692 0.04684 0.04998 0.05051 0.049 41
4 7 6 5 4 3 2 1 12 13 11

x11 A TOPSIS A FEMREARMHSZ
Tab.11 Ranking of all alternative layout schemes by TOPSIS

ES 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
3| 1F FRAHE i
O 0.028 475 0.026 734 0.026 643 0.026 642 0.026 640 0.024 472 0.024 47 0.014 092 0.010 253 0.010 252
) £ FRAE
P 0.000 037 0.001 751 0.001 858 0.001 865 0.001 874 0.005 383 0.005 393 0.014 833 0.018 260 0.018 261
ZEAPEME 0.001 336 0.067 248 0.071 595 0.071 867 0.072 219 0.225 349 0.225 785 1.067 416 1.799 202 1.799 474
HE# 20 19 18 17 16 15 14 1 9 8
UES 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20
2| 1F HEAE fi
P 0.007 078 0.007 077 0.005 876 0.005 875 0.005 875 0.004 405 0.004 404 0.020 038 0.019 575 0.017 053
3] 71 FRAE i
P 0.0218 47 0.021 847 0.023 679 0.02368 0.023 681 0.02598 0.025 981 0.010 566 0.011 758 0.018 414
22T E 3.108 453 3.108 89 4.053 461 4.054 318 4.054 49 5.923 823 5.925 391 0.537 864 0.612 422 1.098 224
HE# 7 6 5 4 3 2 1 13 12 10

T BE A w2 N R 6 .

®12 EADEAXMEIE&EEHRARHITHERIEHR

Tab.12 Effectiveness ranking of all alter native layout schemes by DEA

VES 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20
HRPESRS 1 0998424 0998625 0999430 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 0997462 0997164 1
H% 1 4 3 2 1111111111111 5 6 1
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Tab.13 Consensus ranking of 20
alternative layout schemes

7% [Run Rl AHP TOPSIS  DEA ILP
1 [0.17.6] 20 20 1 19
2 [01855 19 19 4 20
3 [0.25] 18 18 3 18
4 [02245] 17 17 2 17
5 [0.254] 16 16 1 16
6 [02935 15 15 1 15
7 [0.333] 14 14 1 12
8 [03429] 10 11 1 11
9 [03628 9 9 1 9
10 [0.3727] 8 8 1 8
11 [0.3826] 7 7 1 7
12 [0.4,2.5] 6 6 1 6
13 [0.4224] 5 5 1 5
14 [0.4323] 4 4 1 4
15 [04522] 3 3 1 3
16  [0.4821] 2 2 1 2
17 [052] 1 1 1 1
18 [05319 12 13 5 13
19 [056,1.8] 13 12 6 14

20 [059,17] 11 10 1 10
3 F#R

MF ORI, Y R<1.6 W, GA Joi: T3 AT
BV R R AR K& A & AL — AR50 R
JLEANREM I CP Y3 A3 I A~ 2 R A AR 1 A Je
%o 17 MR R ITE (K SE L M[0.5,2] 0 )
Ry (i AR SCAE AT R e Ak T i B0 W B AR A ey R o
I3 8 FEE 13 W BB, s H AT/ N T REH
% 1, W Re[0.17,6]M 345 A6 JRy %6, HJ2HAE 20
MNEAT R TR, ERANHEL N 19 A7, iy
% 17 B Re[0.5,2] i 3RA5 (A5 o) S HEAESE L0, A
BRI, B 1.3.3.1 TR, [URHESS T
AN AT Jry A 45 AN A B, I8 e N5 A
(28 HAERE

WA B A R f—5 17 D&ETT
ZHFGEFmP 5 WL e bRfR E AT, WLk
14, BEdk {4 2 92K 1 M 2 th, ARSC 5 AE
M bR AEE A ARAETE bR, ROECEAR Ay BRAELAR . K DR i
0 ey I 2 5 AR SOy A% I e AR Jmy Jr 2O EE,
F 14 UL, AR SO IR ARAS R e AR A Ry 7 28 K
A FHEEE] L SE AT S B T R ] . B R UBOR
ASQ 19434 5 Habs LA WAL T IR iR R . AR

DAL FO 25 R AT, ASSCT7 A5 B e A R 75 58 He s
U7 S BB T 5 AT 55 B R] | sl 1k A
DRAYUCBORIE 5 T TP AR . 7 SR ] I o
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Tab.14 Comparison of the original layout scheme
and the optimal layout scheme

3CH GA T WS iR
BAR Fisf [ LN &'
JFlAAi R 56 052.92 59.04 21671 505 4.25
BeAbfiJR 497471 50.25 20953 4 2.45

RS ASQ

4 i

AR B A EPREEA PR AT R T %, s
XF B AN FEBRLE AT BB e 1A R T 28, i gfaE R
AR HEA—TfE bR, 3 8 FIZk 13 hrfHl, M R
BUEFE 2 8] 3 ZmIny, HEZS KA, M R<3 BFY
7y 5 e 25 AR T R>3 1, 24 R>3 A3
HRNAHR R<3F¥3EK T 0.03%, R>3 BRI H
WAL T R<3, 14 R>30F, B R AN S35
BB IR, RAF RGBT ASQ 1443 Lk R<3
I RS T 0.58%7H1 0.16%., M i BEE 4 1l % 3K
M R>3 W, ZRH AR KRN E o i /N F A g
FERIGUCER ASQ 18 G KW E 4r . FTLL, 276
XILWiFERR A, 24 R>3 HIXF R<3IHAYHER HAL.
% — B E 25 AL IGIE T Tate and Smith 2842 10 &
Kotk (& 5kt ) KT 3 2Kl E il km
HIT, ANIEE AR R AN A 7 TAE . b Bk g
PRI, KBE LR E MORTR], SR S R 38
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W] LLARAS B ol A s 7 % o

W R IR AR R J7 28 5 AR SO vk ik i B AR A )R
TR, W 14 v R, FARAE RO & R LG
TR T 11.25%09 38 HAS, B T
RIS T 14.89%, i FH P 58 8 F8 /2 AT 55 I R0R
M 3.43%, ¢ AR EAE S AR T
26.25%, F % S AT JRy T 58 1 il 3 R 5 D s A Ry A
Fe, T 73.47%., Mixsefids g gsie . A
S TR W B A JR e 2 IR AR T AL REAR T 58
H AL AR, 58 8AT 55 IR R IR
BOF ASQ A ANFEFEEE ML, Jr&mn A5
3 4 T

WA, ASCOT AR e — 2 R R, 7R R A
TF A JRy 6 28 1 1T AR 2K i A 1 A SR oG R A R
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