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Hybrid particle-swarm optimization for
multi-objective flexible job-shop scheduling problem
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Abstract: Flexible job-shop scheduling is a very important branch in both fields of production management and com-
binatorial optimization. A hybrid particle-swarm optimization algorithm is proposed to study the mutli-objective flexible
job-shop scheduling problem based on Pareto-dominance. First, particles are represented based on job operation and ma-
chine assignment, and are updated directly in the discrete domain. Then, a multi-objective local search strategy including
Baldwinian learning mechanism and simulated annealing technology is introduced to balance global exploration and local
exploitation. Third, Pareto-dominance is applied to compare different solutions, and an external archive is employed to
hold and update the obtained non-dominated solutions. Finally, the proposed algorithm is simulated on numerical clas-
sical benchmark examples and compared with existing methods. It is shown that the proposed method achieves better
performance in both convergence and diversity.
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1 5|5 (Introduction)

W) FEAT S5 2 S L LA N g
PRI, DL A i R e gk L g L H prll.
Z2 AR b 4 1] 1 B ) @ (flexible job-shop scheduling
problem, FISP)ZE il AL 2% M —PE P B 1, L n] (A
(AL 0 T, ST S B, 7 e PRl R 45 4k T
ATV AT IS i AR G0 55 AU A A3 21 T2 A H.

SEBR AR R B ) AT AR L 2 A PR
(1 H b, (R LA SCHR 22 H br i B2 1 in) B 53 AH L
BHRR DR 2, 202 H AR )R & —ME
1HEFC 7 102 H R A% 2 H ARFISPIf J7 vk 4 22
A AL LT Re A 5. STk 34130 TR
At L, R A BUE RE0E DU /M2 AN 3K

ek H I 2011—06—29; oz ook H #1: 2012—01-05.

it B AR (P IBUR. SCHER 513 v 1 A SRR AN R AR
A TR A T, SCHR 1614 1E A0 S50 AR 32 4 AH 45
%, ¥R FPareto J7v2: LAY T FISPIR) 56 T INF A FIATL 2%
k. SCHR (7180 T — PR B8 R 5k, SCk (81K
WSCRE ST VRN R 8 R VAN S5 5, FHEEXFISPIT A&
TR IR, SR B H AR ) R AL H AR
L BCE A R PBCE. STHR (91472 H 2% T Pareto [1) 5 54
WERE STV, K LS 2R R RO IS o, IR T
ParetoM & X FpEEAT SC RO Pk Al S2 e HE . L L
SCHRTT DLE W, AN S AR 2 B e A
ik, SRR RIS A R A VAR A B TR
KR, FIXFERR A Sk e 200 1k Skt Bl
Sk, DRI R VR A 570 R 8 22 H FRFISPIE AT 47 H&

FEETH: B K HRBEIL LT B H (60874074, 61070043); WivLAA HAREHAIE S ¥ B I H (Y 1090592); 1 [ {1 J5 R 2% 3 4 % Bh i H
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i1 ¥ (particle swarm optimization, PSO)!0 ¢ 3t
THEARR BE BRI — Pop Ml A v FROR, 1Ak
BT AR TRz w2 SR [13]
WL T 208 Ky mT AL IR 26 KT, FE K PSORITAR
LB K $7 A(simulated annealing, SA)45 5 kit % H
FRFISP, SCHR[141% H1 5L T BEUBE S 15 ROV R 5
TRE 3% A7 3 T A HE e B U R i AL, {FPSO
T8 T SRR AL /K 4 R 8 ) R, AHL L b G STk
K F B BOE S FISPII3A H bR A — /> Hbx
HEAT SR, — ORI L ReA3 21— i, HME LR i
(1) 5 W 512 B %2 H A i) i, JEF-Pareto ) 7 7 ] il vk L
I ) R SRR LS T2R FHAIE S8 M A A M 2 1) 1) P )
(job-shop scheduling problem, JSP)#% 4t Jy 3% 44 4L
0, JE I T HA Pareto /MR 2 (IPSO. SCifR[16]
K 38 TP 58 BT 15 % 43 BC B D) R0 T HE e 5 s,
FE 51 NOT7 1K e figh S s LAATTPSOZR AT S5 4 1) Jr 08
15 SCHR (17158 FH B AT 2 04 169 25 T Pareto 148
FIZEIPSO, H4 I 5 AR AR 4 R SR s AH 45 &, 183
S5z /INGISP It 28 I 8] T4 39H/78 430 ] ) ). -
EKSPSORY. FH T 1 B I AR 5 B — L6 I 0 A,
0 BAT B A E PSSO TG 7 3 KK U 2 ) i Ak Ay
TESE ) UG 2 U7 v, TR A R R T TSR LA,
H.35E TPareto S it 5% 3 [ 2 HIPSOK fi# 2 H #RFISP
() SCHR I AH T D, W] AT PSOR AT 10 [ HR 2% g
JIFUTF R GE T, T 3RAS HA R I 43 A1 1t i i 45
SEHAFHIT T ) i85

g5 CA TR A5 AL, 34 H S T Pareto 3¢
BiE 5% R TR & F 1 #F 5.7 (hybrid particle swarm op-
timization, HPSO)H] J-fi# ¥k £ H FrFISP. HPSOX ]
W 2 g% A g 1 7 AR T R, O B A O
AT R 7 B R A, 9D TSR R AR
R A J7 0106 AR B, 0P sk il Slod B2 3
rwr XSFISPIHRY i, $2 Hi — F BT fBaldwinian’y >

M (baldwinian learning, BL), J{-Ff H 5 SA 4k A 4 it

—FB 2 B A JR B 4R 26 (multi-objective local
search, MLS), 4 %0kt 5 595 FL 24 SR G 51X 2 H bx
FISPAR 1) 53 A7 P fn) @, 8 37— AN AR S A7 v
A R R I RE T R HE SRR, J AR Pareto SZ AL K R
S U A R R ) i AR S T AR L M. B
Ji ¥ HPSOH T~ i ¥k 2 H $rFISPZ: #Benchmark 5
1, SZIG AT FL R TP SV RE SR A TR 2 0 A AT IR
el Pareto i ¥ 1 E SC AL i
2 [ B A (Problem formulation)

% H ARFISPAE — 283 a2 AT 55 T R > 24 o
KRB 43 B0 1) 8, AT AR IR S A n AN A BT
TAREEmE I T, B TS TA T

FE, BEIN TR — AT INURA 2 &, TR Tt
EAR B ML A% 1R P BEAN [ T AR 4. AR T 5 75 A e 1)
) AL s DR R TP o BN T HLRS, e ML oS 5%
AN TP I TSR, 76396 2R 0 41 R B/ M 5e
T TE] S ML R A AR B L B de K 3K B
RIS 4R

2.1 A& 5E X(Variables definition)

D) W5 p A TS, g TS, hAKLEES, O,
Fom TApHI g T, Jh TARSES, M PS5
By My, N TIPO, N ENLES A (M, € M), W),
NSRRI A7 %

2) S noN B T, moA BALEREL n, ly
TAEPHTE 0 TIPEL, tpn I TIF O, FAEHLZSh 1
B fa], U R — MR KR

3) AR S, LIFO,, M IF 46 I T ],
Cpy I TITO,, 111 4 Eliﬂuiﬁj‘lxﬂ CjJIfﬂprl’JmI
HTIEU C,naxjvﬁ)?ﬁﬂ#tﬁﬁﬁajtmiﬁﬂm

1, T pr g TR INLEE b,
pgh — 7 /\ﬁi%
1, TAFpisE g TReSE T Tk
28 g 1 T e Lgsh LN T,
0, HiAtb.

2.2 B PRI (Mathematical model)

SO AE TSR, i kR T R DL R A2 R
B FINLES LEIS (Al = O ZI4R & v] LA FH 1. A
CAFER AT LAAEE = OIS ZIFFAR N L. 7E45 5 (I T8 A,
— & Hles RAEn T —iE T, X PR T &% E
T R ez IS 45 e I n 1.

Cpgh—prq'hr =

B RN L R A AW
f1=minCy.. = min{m%f{{Cp}}, (1)
p:
f2 = Z Wh7 (2)
h=1
f3 = mwéX{Wh}v 3
Sp(a+1) 2 Spg F tpgh X Tpgn, @)
PelJ, heMpq, q=1,2,--- ,n,—1,
Spg + (1= Spgh—pragrn)U 2= Spg + tpgh,s
&)
pp €J, he My, ¢,¢ =1,2,--- ,n,
Spig+1) + (1 = Spgr1yn—prgn)U 2 Cpqv ©)
0 €, he My, ¢,¢'=1,2,-- ,n,—1,
M,
Eapqh_lpe‘]q_LQ: D) (7)
h=1
CP g Cmax7 p € J7 (8)

np

Z Z t pgh X O'pqh Wh, h € Mpq, (9)
p=1q=1
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Spq, tpqh 2 O, P € J, (10)
q:1727"'7np7h:]~727”'7m7

Opahs Spah—p'a'h € 10,1}, an
D, p/ejthMpqa qaq/:1727”'7np'

()-GO IREE 7 H br bk £ 58 T A AL
P S LA B K 3, @@L BA T T
¥ A o e I n 1, SRS FI6) R m—A
T R REAE P AL 25 PR I HL AR (0 i Ty
T5E G A e L, (DR R T B NI A%
EPLEREE S ik — B L, RE)F K58 L
], 2 F AL 12, 2(10)F 7R L7 K FF AR I [A]
AR kA, 201 & 7R ok S AR R i BB
3 £ HWIRE A B 5 ¥ Multi-objective

hybrid particle swarm optimization)

J A R AR 2% H BRFISP, A 30 T 5 2% 4% (044 i
i 75 3, 42 HEE T BLAISAH R IMLS 5, 43 T
B2 HArHPSO. HAKA 43R
3.1 k% (Encoding)

SKRAFFISP 46 75 0 JLdEAT G i, SR P 2 44t
BRI — DR X E, i = 1,2, , P, PAFl
FERUBL, B4 Qe Rk A R o 2386 T L7 [ g b,
25t AR BIn) B R R EE THLAR I b, PR 4% L (4
K3, g = > n,. ASANITCEN T
T, RN T LM L2 5y, B cs Al
BT, RN TARN. T 7 IHLes.

AT Bk gt 5 X, R AT Y] an AL
Al 53R FH BERLA ) 5 X 2 TR B4R 10 T4
SN TR SR . Bn) &SR H BENL 2 BOAL 2% 16 77 0
WG FHAE 2 AL VLD [F) I 8 e HPS O e 8, SR
FH B 53 Fr -1 FHT 146 A 0 07 SFT i 2 wiy i A i~
5. A7 AR S B AR SCRC AR IE S gen AR A it
PR HE 1090 1 BENLYI 46 10, FF B ALIE 5841 A
FEP PRI RN — K1, Horbgen iy AR
ESu i
3.2 % H4F#E %R KM Multi-objective global

search structure)

T AETBCHPSO fE4 i 4% 2 0 7 v 3Rk A3 1 3E
SCECRE, HAL AN AR EAY % Achive, JF I T Paretos2
P D¢ F 0 Achive BE BT, BE BT S M i 50 55472 X —
BRLT-Q, #5355 Achive i B% 03 3EAT LB AR, e
B Achive 1 FRAT—AN B0 SCIE, MFEZEQIMAN. TR
QFH Achive ' I¥] JIT A7 8 03 AN SCIE, ) B 42 n N 3]
Achive ', AR QSZIC TR B84 i 51, WIFS B
S EC R, FIEEE QA Achive .

K P T K AFISPIPSORT & 5 7 77 =X,
VE JHPSOM I 1) 4 Jey 48 & S s U181 3% 557 24 ]

BLHEAE B HUEIERAE, A RO RS L I SO R AR
Z AL AR, W7 104 R B AL B AN T —,
AR H F T Pareto/MBRY R 1715, WINTEY F
BEATLZEHL, Be68 Ak 78 2 AN JE SR AR Hh LI $¢
AR 2 UG R, T8 S ks 1 K 2 S5 B 1
P 7], 9 17 8 e PS O L 8k, 7 20 i 4R &
fe ). ALE AR
XM= ® faler ® f3(e1 ® folw @
A(X"),pB*),pB), gB¥), (12)
Hr: XF(i=1,2,---, P), &k i kAR AT,
w B PERUE, e MINEREL e WSR2, w, e,
es € [0, 1], pBHERI T kAR E G AR R R, gBF &
BRI 2R AL E, f1, fo, faM fad AR T
HE AR (12) Ha), b), o) Fld)4s 40 1k
a) E” :w®f1(Xik) =

fl(Xik)a r<uw,
X5, Hib,

Hodrr 0, DI B ALEL, 20(13)3 7~k 7 %) 56 5k
AR 525K Al S BEHLAS e AN A [F) 5
R B, B s BEHLIERE— AN F L3S .
b) Ff = ¢ @ f,(B" pB*) =
{f2(Eik7pBik)a r <cy,

13)

c) G = ® f5(F* pB"*) =
f3(-F1ik7pBik)7 r< C1,
FF, A,
KRAHFRAS)E RS RLT MR B G A Ep B, it
FTWIRRAE. fo( EF, pB YR f3(FF, pB*) 4 iR
POX(precedence preserving order based crossover)#l

5)

MPX (rand-point preservation crossover)3& X 5 -, H
AR AE DL SCHR [18].
d) X = ® f1(Gi*, gB*) =

f4(GikygBk)7 r< 027
G At

A R(16)FK 78 B 1 W P54 7 B AR AL E g BR R 3.

f4(GY, gBY) WEAR LR f5(FF, g B).

3.3 % H x5 318 R K B (Multi-objective local
search structure)

K R LR A7 g 6 R 5 2 2, kLT ] LR
B A EAT B, X MPPSOS L HAT WL Sl (e A1
R AES BN R AL, AR SO 2 B ks Rk i
RIRME(MLS), LIPSO R R RE J1. MLST 5%
HARBLIEE FSARA, Hudt (IBLIEHS FH T 4£ Aln)
B, 0N TR T B . SARCAR ] T4 B
H TP R S LS 20 B

(16)
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Baldwinian®f >J 5 MU A g je — Fh AR 2% ) 1 B E Ews 22 I ey flley BN 2

AW IEARAS B (L 7R, & Re i iR 18 2R 4% 1)
TR, H e A R TT e 47 (1 6 12 DL - 4R B e p
fiR200 e R R S R A BT . B AR i
— Yk B, R X R )k X DR T X 2
X, BRFRRTY;, i = 1,2, -+, P, PR R
T IIAEL Y X SR fe e X 3, 28t 22 AR,
LK AN W 18 1) B I AEL 5 T M 8. BLAF: 2] S s g
B R FENIR R AE ), HBLA X OMUE T
SEARAY ) R, S B8 L Y 1R R e R, R AR S
XPBLE AL 24 kA7 ek, A L35 T FISPI 29 i
1E. SCHR[2 115X FISPARE fUKPS O 5 37 2 2 1)
AR B TN A% P AE g sy 1 b B B, AR Sl S
s 2, B FH I Baldwinian > A X
Yipg(k) = Xipg(k)+5" x| Xipg (k) = Xipg (K)|, (17)
, 1, r <s,

#={0 S 19
A7) X BB il TAEpi 5 g T AR T
gutdh i BRG] b i A1 £ ki, Lk € {1,2,
.-+, P}. sjtBaldwinian®# 3] 5 5, o4 (0, 1) 2 [H] 11
BEHLEL. AR P50 7)F0 R 8) I, 152 T B
A7, B TLA I HE A 3R A4S 8 1) L7 G b A ) .
) B PR T3 (LA 20 BC AN AR, 75 BI06E Y (1R AL 2% 4
it BIn) .

K| 1 Baldwinian®# > id 72
Fig. 1 Baldwinian learning process

I AEBLIR W 3 & T SRk fif 2 H As LAk )8, 51
Pareto=Z Jit W & ) W7 i 190 A0 55 1k, o adt ) (48 &
R KT REX = {Xili=1,2,--- PHEZBEE
W EEp = Wk 7Y = {Yli=1,2,---, P},
Y; = {Yi.l 2 = 1,2, ,po}, 20 mlt SR 7 REY; AN
X34~ B b R B {E, 4R 35 Pareto 3 i ¢ 3 ) W i
D, SRIGAEDs + 1R BN LE R P — AN
Y Z AR T Z = {Zli = 1,2,--- , P}
FEMRAE L5 2 AR T X

AR5 K FHSAE AR Bln) & EAT A0 3k 3% %, BL5E
TR fy R VR HE, AN SR R K LA L BEALE
P10, B A e MR pLEs 2 L gh e
34 RERTEHEKEZ HFRFJSPHPSO for

multi-objective FISP)

HPSOS LK MR % H FRFISPI HLAKE RN R

Step 1 e 40 WM RIBLP, i Kkt
LG, ArchiveRE 1k 15 ¥ J& WHgen. PSORE Hr 2

ZH S max M Smin )~ BLIWE T (1) 3 (1 R p, 57
>J R S s) s SATLVE IR W (I 4R il BT« 2% 1k
JET -~ IR KK B).

Step 2 FFWIAAAL. K3 I TR iR 10
BT RERIALE N X, X, -, Xp, VR 738 WY
{8, HR P ParetosZ HE < &R, Kt Al S B AR TN A A% 5
Archive !, ¥I4aAL R i i U EpB; = X;, i = 1,2,
oo, P, &R g B = rand(Archive).

Step 3 MRHENA2) PRI 47 & 1H SR MR
)3T I 55 A, [) IR AR 3 Pareto S7 I 6 28 BB A R 2
Archive. JRiiffs s U B f4x JR ALt g B.

Step 4 MLSH0E. R3320 Wit 2 H
FRBLAE R, ARG HHLIEFEr € [1, P/2)/NRi T3EfTSA
JaiER 48 R, JF 5 HT Archive, pB; fllgB.

Step 5 #7Archivel% ZgenfC R AT ek, K At
H10% K0 BEHLAI 454k, HBEALIE £ Archiverf 1) —
ASKL AR — AN KL T

Step 6 FIIKT & 750k B 4 1 F A (B AR IR B <
G), AW, W H s AR 75 )% Step 3.

3.5 HikE 24 4 Hr(Computational complexity
of the HPSO algorithm)

BBE H Ar B BN B M, R TR N, 1%
RRBCAT M. 3. A% S0 AT LU ), HPSO%E
YRR T BATAR I 4L BB vH 5 H bsfE, 3L
I TR 2% E 0 O (M N ); SE238 5 Bl A 5 2034
ZE AR SRR I EE B, — AN KL T2 A TN SR A
Fh, 2 HmEENARLF IR, MRS LT 3
IS 18] 52 2% B2 2 A O (M N2 ); 55380 3 FiL 147 . SR,
o A SEAR 4 B B A7 R RN AT SO S IR,
Bin) £ 53 ) 38— OCH P O, I TR) 52 2% 52 43 ) ok
O(BN)FIO(5N), JUIEE3HE J3 (1IN [H] 52 2% L e R 20
O(8N); H4¥l 72 H bx Jmy 48 2, JLIN 1) 5 2% i 5
W1 (ps + DO(MN?).

DAL R AR SC T3 SV HPS O I IR B2 2% i
O(M,N,TM)= [O(MN)+O(MN?)+O(8N)+

(ps+1) x O(MN?)] x T M ~
(ps+1)x O(MN?)xTM.

"] LA i, HPSO I o 5 5 1 B 5 MORE R H b
BN B AR IR EORT MLS () 52 I R A 6. 2T
Paretof 5 PSSO REAT — PCIE AR I TA) 52 2% 2k
O(MN?), A HEHPSO ¥ W]t 14 Jin & T~ Pareto /5 ¥
FRIPSOF IR [A] AR L.
4 28045 B 5 43 Hr(Simulation and analysis)
4.1 3K 7] @ (Test problems)

T RS e, AR A AR 14
ANAN TR FAE IR FISP U3 5549 e AT SHVE LA, JF R
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FH AT 10 NS4 31T 2 5053 M1 Horb Case 1—Case 4
J& H KacemP 019 11 1) 1] 8, Case 5—Case 14 /& i
Brandimarte! % i1 [{IMK1-MK 10 {5, 14455451 T
Case 2—Case 44 52 &FISP(BEA L7 4 n] LAAE 1 2%
N BT — LA 0 1), HR A FISPCR: £ TP
SUBEBEHLAR AR N 035 L & BLAR N ), 148 [H) £4
H B HL 2% F1 14, 38 5 FISPLE 5¢ AFISPHE Ak LA fi#
. R HIVC6.04i 2, 1817 M55 HP4CPU/2. 66 GHz/
4 GB RAM. MAF L ERE S50 T

1) ®ZEWER): R AR
WE A b, S 8 T 2T S Pareto i S AR T 7 64 71 49 L
ER = z 1)1 10 P Fope HA SRR I, #5008
TP Fnowns We; = 0, B lllle; = 1. ER{EER/, 151
J& T P Frnown 1 3E SCHCAA LA R 7. SC i Paretods A

fif 5 P Fnown $0 0T SEAR SCICAR VAR 15, P Foruedi
PR PVAIE | AR T e

2) MR EIEFRGD): GD = (3. D?)3 /nfi]

ﬂ%}‘%ﬁiﬁ%%%ﬁ%ﬂ@#fi@ﬂfﬂﬁlﬁl‘ﬂ%ﬁﬁéEiPareto
T 3 1] (1) BE B, ok P Fyown F SCBCAR (AN 4L, D,
H H AR 0] P Fipge PR IAMR 5 P EFown Z AR K
PH 2.
4.2  ZH 4 (Sensitivity analyses)
T AN R Z B0 SR R 45 IR e e AN [R], AR
I3 T PSOSE T B R Fw, % T Bl Teq,
co(PSOTEH ey = co, X HAT B HUERAEIIPSO
*E}Ecﬂﬁﬂ%gﬁyﬂ\, *E?(ECQU%]%%*W\, JHZ/?\2C1 = Cz).
BLIE R R R p,, 7 2 98 s. KAIERELLAL
ZHE R 5 flCase 1—Case 1043 5 3738 17207
bR A B SR AT AR SRR AT LL AR, H A 2 How
BANTy = 3, Tung = 0.01, B = 0.9, s = 0.9,
Smin = 0.2, gen = 10, Case 1—Case 6''P = 50,
G = 1000, 4P = 50, G = 2000, LA 45 F 0%
1 — 4, X SumER A 104K F A (1) 1 22 L 2 F.

£ 1 AR Ew T HPSOM A8 bz 48 R
Table 1 The computational results of HPSO with different inertia weights w

45481 w=01 w=02 w=03 w=04 w=05 w=06 w=07 w=08 w=09
Case 1 0 0.2000 0 0 0 0 0 0.4000  0.3333
Case 2 0 0 0 0.5000 0 0 0 0.5000 0
Case3  0.3333  0.2500 0 0.5000  0.2500  0.2500  0.2500  0.5000  0.2500
Case 4 0 0 0 0.6667 0 0 0.6667  0.6667  0.5000
Case5  0.0625 0.5000 0.8636 0.7222  0.7222  0.6667  0.8000  0.9048  0.9565
Case6  0.8182 0.7778 0.3333  0.5556  0.7692  0.6923 1 0.9333 1
Case 7 1 0.7500  0.8750  0.6875  0.9744  0.8065 1 0.9211 1
Case8  0.8182 05758 0.7955 0.6571 02727 09333  0.7949 09302  0.9500
Case9 04737 08750 0.5000 0.5333  0.7143  0.7619  0.6875  0.8000  0.9130
Case 10 0.4348  0.8140  0.7805 09792  0.8431  0.5172 1 1 1
SumER 3.9407 47426 41479 5.8016 45459  4.6279  6.1991 75561  6.9028

&2 AR %3] B FcFHPSOM bz R
Table 2 The computational results of HPSO with
different learning factors c

C

S
04 05 06 07 08 09

Case 1 0 0.3333 0
Case2 05000 O 0.5000 0 0

Case 3 0  0.2500 0.5000 0.5000 0.5000
Case 4 0 0 0.6667 0 0 0.6667
Case 5 0.7647 0.7333 0.6667 0.5000 0.7500 0.8125
Case 6 0.6667 0.8462 0.6667 0.7273 0.8333 0.2308
Case 7 1 0.8462 0 0.9500 0.9231 0.6190
Case 8 1 0.8837 0.5385 0.4483 0.9250 0.8286
Case 9 0.9643 0.5000 0.7368 0.5909 0.6500 0.5625
Case 10 0.8333 0.9259 0.6667 0.6667 0.6667 0.9697
SumER 5.729 5.3186 4.9421 3.8832 5.4481 5.1898

0.2000 0O

oS O O

3 RF A% REp, FTHPSOM s tbix 45 R
Table 3 The computational results of HPSO with
different clonal scale p,

Ps
5

2 3 4 5

Case 1 0 0 0 0 0

Case2  0.5000 0 0 0 0
Case 3 1 0 0 0.2500 0.8000

Case4 0.6667 1 0.6667 0 0
Case5 09600 0.5714 0.5000 0.3333 0.6316
Case 6 03636 0.8462 0.7692 0.5455 0.3333

Case 7 0.8696 0.2222 0.3000 1 1
Case 8 0.8667 0.2273 0.9250 0.5172 0.9474
Case 9 0.6500 0.4444 0.5263 0.5909 0.8000
Case 10 0.7049 0.5600 1 0.5833 0.8519
SumER 6.5815 3.8715 4.6872 3.8202 5.3642
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Table 4 The computational results of HPSO with different strength of baldwinian learning s

=& s=01 s=02 s5=03 s=04 s=05 s=06 s=07 s=08 s=09
Case 1 0.3333 0 0 0.4000 0 0 0.3333 0 0
Case 2 0 0.5000 0 0 0 0 0.5000 0 0
Case 3 0.3333  0.2500 0.3333 0 0.5000 0 0.2500  0.2500  0.5000
Case4  0.6667 0 0 0 1 0.6667 0 0.6667 0
Case 5 1 1 1 0.7619 0.8235 0.7895 0.6154 0.3636  0.7333
Case6  0.7500 0.5714  0.9500 0.7500 1 0.8750  0.5385 1 0.7857
Case 7 0.5769 1 1 1 0.4286 0.8462 0.8846 0.9286 1
Case 8 0.7174 09149 0.2381 0.9189 09688 0.8750 0.8444 0.7857 0.9355
Case9  0.7222 0.6000 0.5294 0.5714 0.5000 0.7647 0.6316 0.7143  0.7368
Case 10  0.3548 0.5897 0.7736  0.8667 1 1 0.8514 0.9818 1
SumER 54546 54260 4.8244 52689 6.2209 5.8171 54492 5.6907 5.6913

ATCR ) AT B i AR PSOSLVEL 45 &
AL ARAEFIPSOMIE B AS #7715, AR R w4
TGA AR S k2, 2% > Dol 24 T 28 XMt 2.
MEIR AT LG M, w = 0.1 1% 2 L ER{E /),
FAF I A S B i, w = 0.8, 0.9 ER{E it K,
I IS PSORE B FEIT NS 2R, T AR 22, X 4% 2
Rl TRy 45 5 L 262, ¢ = 0.6, 0.7I 51751k g
B, UHAE0. TR B b, W] BUE HeX/NPSO W] fig
23 P NARBIR A, R OK ) vy e e P82 X4k A O 1)
AFREMER K, I w = 0.1, ¢ = 0.7. X3IAAAH
SR BEps R 10N A 45 2R, ps = 2,3, 41
ERIZ/N, ps B8 U B35 1) AR 3848 2R Ja RO, #5
KR BRI BB TR &, H B ps IR,
SR T SIS TR 0 SR 3G, 1 2R P RE G
o, R ps = 2. R4 O] LR Y, 22 3] 3 5
s = 0.3,0.4 B ERER /D, s KEH K/ANE
TEEE PN RS s = 0.3.

4.3 % Hbx 58RI A B0 K (The va-
lidity test of MLS)

N T %5 HPSO Bk b B AN AT 1A shE, %
JEHPSOSL 1 ~ A2

1) Y153k HPSOH AR - BLIEAT Jm i 2.

2) Yo'k HPSOH AR HISAHEAT JRI 4 &,

3) Y3hik. HPSOH VLA &, KRG WI ML
77 7. MNOR(most number of operation remaining)
JE RN BE H LA 4G 4K 1) B A, Kacem ) J5 i FIBEHL Y]
Ak & B, % 1550%.

KM RE L B S H ERFG DXfCase 1—Case 14
I3 AT 20U R B RAS I A E SCRC AR EAT LA,
CPUs} Y3 532 (A 3C T $2& 5 1EHPS0)1z 17207K 1
PRI AT I R, AL AR, HoARS A WARS. AT L

F i, HFBLIE IS FISAE AR NN, Va5 ik k153
1 52 T A 5 2 T Pareto i AR 4, H L F-XFF
A IR A, 7 SR A A S IC AR 1) 22 R R R AR e
P 25 5 THI ) A 3 BH S N, R o A
e WIMLS SR IE A3 Bh 77 A5 T8 2 (1 9 SR g 22 11
FNPareto i 3 (1) 2% [ X 4k, M IZ AT I M CPUsK &,
Ya BEVE REAE IR BRI 10 Y 3R 79 4 AT I 45 3.

.5 3P H iR M AL LA R

Table 5 The comparative results of three algorithms

ER GD
1 CPUs/s
i Yo Y3 oYi  Ys Yi
Casel O 0 0 0 0 0 14.9190
Case2 1 0 0 1.4142 0 0 17.2725
Case3 1 0.7500 O 8.4853 0.4330 O 14.0485
Case4 1 1 0 15.55631.5635 O 35.4292
Case5 1 0.5385 0.3889 36.8782 0.5044 0.3333 39.2230
Case 6 1 0.2857 0.1000 16.9706 0.2020 0.1000 38.9145

Case 7 0.5 0.4194 0.0833 4.2426 0.7634 0.2700 325.0262

Case8 1 0.0769 0.0938 59.3970 4.5690 0.0988 169.1863
Case9 0 03571 O 0 08391 0 190.2452
Case 10 1 0.1739 0.2785 7.2111 0.4900 0.1895 305.4140
Case 11 0 0.3077 O 0 05217 0 206.1891
Case 12 0 0 0 0 0 0 544.2784
Case 13 1 0.5000 0.2727 33.9779 1.3345 0.6212 628.1406
Case 14 1 0.1875 0.5082 82.2375 0.4098 0.1779 615.2437

4.4 HPSOL H il 28 & 57 7% 1 EE B (Comparison
HPSO with other algorithms)

T L WHPSO SV (1A Rk, KHPSO
EPSO+SABIFIPSO+TS4, MOPSO!®! | ESM!7!
FIP-DABCPISHh 24 71 573 1) SR i 45 SR b AT LE A,
PSO+SA. PSO+TS S ESM > il 5K I AL & 5 1,
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MOPSORMIP-DABC:K H 2 “T-Paretoft] J7 7%, JLrh
ESM#%; i T Case 1—Case 141K iRt 45 5., P-DABC
25 T Case 1—Case 4PURP S 1=K fig 45 4, T3
FhEVEL H T Case 1, Case 3F1Case 41 SR fift 45 5.
TEYN 45 B RO KT, K6—TH BT MK A 5¢
LI 1 BLES SR fo B LS B K 3 fs.
X 1) @iCase 1—Case 417 3K fi# 45 1 L6 T,
X+ 7] @ Case 1, HPSO3K 15 T LLPSO+SA, PSO+
TAFIESM I £ (1) 1 3 e fi#, 11 AH LkMOPSOFIP-
DABC, K15 I {E ST il EAR AN [, (R4 AN 52 %)
T3 BT AR S I 1 3E S G 2R AH IR, 158 THPSOZE
KtCase 1/ K i AL TPSO+SA, PSO+TANIESM,
HA EEMOPSOFIP-DABCZ:. X} F-Case 2, HPSO
HESMW o 8 45 S AH 7], S A T P-DABCK 15 1)
S HLA#. W T-Case 3, HPSO 5 MOPSO i1 5. 45
SRR AH G T AR LIRS T B 2 1 RS
B fiFE. T %) T-Case 4, HPSOK 15 T HABSFh 7Ly
KRG — 4L AR . W DL H, HPSOLE ) i
Case 1—Case 413K fift Jo & b WAL T FoAb S PP &%,
XF 1) lCase 5—Case 141K fift &5 W R 717, 5
T J5 104N I 5451 v 1167, HPSOSR 75 110 il fiE 5¢
23 BCESMPT i, AR AL TESM, 724
SCRCAR R Al AR AR, Tkt T 2 Atha
AR, PP SR SR AR I R AN SO, 1 BTHPSOA
ZETESMA VL. 4 LTk, HPSOA AL T K A
K& H)7 1 FIPSO+SA . PSO+TS HESMA 74, H.
T3 F-Pareto 5 1 FIMOPSOFIP-DABC £k,

%6 6FFF ik % FCase 1 —Case 469 R fif4E R
Table 6 Experimental results of six algorithms
about Case 1—Case 4

¥4 PSO+SA PSO+TS MOPSO ESM P-DABC HPSO

Case 1 15,75,12 14,77,12 14,77,12 14,77,12 14,77,12 14,77,12
16,73,13 15,75,12 15,75,12 15,75,12 15,75,12 15,75,12
17,77,11 16,77,11 16,73,13 16,77,11

— — 16,73,1317,73,13 — 17,73,13
— —  16,78,11 — —  1673,14
Case2 — — —  11,62,10 11,63,11 11,62,10
— — — 11,61,11 12,61,11 11,61,11
— — —  12,60,12 12,60,12 12,60,12
Case3 7446 7436 7426 7426 7435 7426
— — 7435 8425 8425 7435
— — 8425 8417 8417 8425
— — 8417 — — 8417

Case 4 12,91,11 11,93,11 11,91,11 11,91,11 11,93,11 11,91,11
12,93,10 —  12,91,11 11,95,10
12,93,10

& 7 HPSO5ESM% T Case 5—Case 1449
RrgsER
Table 7 Experimental results of HPSO and ESM
about Case 5—Case 14

45 ESM HPSO
Case 5 42,162,42 42,161,42
— 42,162,38
— 41,164,37
— 41,163,38
28,155,28 27,153,227
— 28,14527
— 28,151,26
— 29,144,29
204,852,204 204,850,204
68,352,67 68,349,66
— 68,346,67
177,702,177 173,686,173
— 174,683,174
— 175,684,173
— 176,682,175
75,431,67 74,434,74
— 75,418,72
— 75,408,75
— 75,412,73
— 76,435,712
— 76,439,71
— 76,411,74
150,717,150 141,692,141
— 142,691,142
— 142,688,142
— 144,673,144
— 144,680,144
— 144,683,143
— 145,673,144
— 145,683,143
— 150,669,150
523,2524,523  523,2524,523
— 524,2519,524
Case 13 311,2374,299  383,2238,381
Case 14  227,1989,221  293,1932,271
— 293,1914,285

Case 6

Case 7
Case 8

Case 9

Case 10

Case 11

Case 12

5 451 (Conclusion)

RN 2 B ARFISPRIBF TG T — L8k g, (5
FER e 4 1) RIS IR AR ME A LU = 1
SR, AR FJHPSOAE K % 2 H ARFISP )t L
HARBPMERE, Fral e 2 B i R R 5L
IIAATHPSOSLE MR Z 1 e 43 21 Wt 3 ok, 158 7
FPSORH LS R 4% R EIL AR G & — Pl 47 (1)
SUb g, faJa LLSE TR, HLas R A G
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