5549 B 3
2021 4% 3 H

A B K “F 2 4 CH A B R0
JOURNAL OF TONGJT UNIVERSITY (NATURAL SCIENCE)

Vol. 49 No. 3
Mar. 2021

NEHS . 0253-374X(2021)03-0440-09

FEEA Z BRI BRSIE ARG

L

DOI: 10. 11908/j. issn. 0253-374x. 20220

HHWEE

IRE, FEH, MNFH, i

(IR MRS RETR

TR N 5T OGS AR A AR U A7 AE JCRS Bl
Z VB BRI LA B — B AR R, Bt 1 5 B
KA R AR IREG ) , L1 R HLAS B Sh AN ES AL AR AL Sl M A0 #
PR FEREERD T, 25 AR A G 88 TP G AR 3 250, PR
WA TR e T ) 3 21 2 F AR AL ;s e ik Je ik
R RER SRR TR G SRS 2R
BIDLH AN, F45 AR (TR B S e i, il P 1
Pt FH ) S8 0 SR EA T, FFAS MRS RS A L AT
XL B 1 PR A R R

KA. £ HARMEAl s el B ; 4R E 2R Rk Ak
FESES. TP301.6 XEFRERS: A

Evolutionary Algorithm with Precise
Neighborhood Structure for Flexible
Workshop Scheduling

WANG Jiahai, LI Yingli, LIU Zhengwei, LIU Jiangshan

(School of Mechanical Engineering, Tongji University, Shanghai
201804, China,)

Abstract:

neighborhood search based on critical path, such as too

In order to solve the problems of the existing

many invalid moves, too much blindness and
optimization one objective, a more precise and effective
neighborhood structure is designed, including the two-
step operation of the same machine movement and the
Based

corresponding operation movement conditions are given

cross-machine movement. on which, the
and extended from the optimization of the maximum
completion time to multi-objective optimization. Besides,
to realize the complementary advantages of local and
global search, the algorithm is mixed with the
evolutionary algorithm,

algorithm

and the corresponding hybrid

framework is given. Moreover, two

internationally used case sets are tested, and the test

results are compared with those of other algorithms to
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verify the effectiveness and efficiency of the proposed

algorithm.
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Tab.1 Solution results of Kacem data

il Az HTABC P—DABC PSO+TS STA NGA
F, 11 11 11 12 13 11 12 11 11 12
4x5 F, 9 10 10 8 7 10 8 9 10 8
F, 34 32 32 32 33 32 32 34 32 32
Fy 14 15 14 15 16 14 15 16 16 14 15 16
8x8 F, 12 12 12 12 13 12 12 12 13 12 12 11
F, 77 75 77 75 73 77 75 80 73 77 75 77
Fy 11 11 12 12 11 11 11 11
10x 7 F, 11 11 11 12 11 10 10 11
F, 61 63 61 60 62 63 62 61
Fy 7 7 8 8 7 7 8 7 8 8
10x 10 F, 6 5 5 7 6 5 6 5 5 7
F, 41 43 42 41 43 45 42 43 42 41
F, 11 12 11 12 11 12 13 11
15x 10 F, 11 11 11 11 11 10 12 11
F, 93 91 93 91 93 95 93 91

K2 Kacem EFIEFITER
Tab. 2 Statistics of Kacem data

4o HTABC P—DABC PSO-+TS STA NGA

hy hoy H  hyy, hyy, H by, hey, H hyy hyy, H hy, H
4x5 0,0, 2 0,0,3 0,0,1 0,0,1 0,3
8x8 0,0, 2 0,0,3 0,0,2 1,0,2 0, 3
10x7 0,0,1 2,0,3 2,0,2 0,2
10x 10 0,1,1 0,0,3 1,0,1 2,0,2 1,3
15x 10 2,0,2 2,0,2 1,0,1 1,0,2 0,1
A1 2,1,8 4,0, 14 2,0,5 6,0,9 1,12
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Tab. 3 IGD value of Kacem data
%0 ‘ — :
HTABC P—DABC PSO-+TS STA NGA

4x5 0.533760 0.263523 0.846 856 0.695434 0.195434
8§x8 0.381342 0.190662 0.381324 0.627 289 0.190 662
10x7 0.589197 0.422 531 0.656 125 0. 388 889
10x10 0.617584 0.235702 0.715215 0.676 925 0.235 702
15x 10 0.683013 0.683013 0.683013 0.612372 0.612 372
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Fig. 5 Gantt chart of the solution [11, 11, 61] of the
10x7 problem

X} F BRdata Z& i 4 , 153 21 (%) S5 g AS 1E—A,
FE Tt s, Jeam o 91 R AT aC A 4 o, DR R
PR 7 R B UE T i T SRR I PERE . 85— X EL
A B, T8 B T Ml b e 1 — i
P i 55 oAb LAY 22 E AR [ D e B 1) fe A
i EATXT L, S age R0 o « oy S /N AR A S
e, AN FEAE ] W RE F fe/ N 5 55— %)
LU T A 0 o, 61 SO 2R %) LA 1) B AR

X EE B i ) o, X RS - AESM SR
ATA™Y R AT X G R , Hoh ML AR R 1%
il W6 S P A N R . R A LA
i, 5 AESM Mt , HA 4 4 88 NGA 2L, i
NGA H A 24 gl 3L, Rk, NGA 72 H s
SRA#AE S FART AESM; 5 ATA MH I, Hof 8 Mk



446 [l o K 2 2 MCH 9K BE 2% O

%49 %

NGA ZH, #R11 NGA H 3% A f# 8 ATA RS, Bk,
5 4518, NGA 19 2 H br K it 6g 1 2 W 808 F
AIA,

Fz4 FHEBEIMBHRE

Tab.4 Comparison of quality of single solution

AESM ATA NGA

EX]]
w0 F F, K F_F F F_F F

MKO1 42 42 162 40 36 171 40 36 167
MKO2 28 28 155 26 26 154 26 26 154
MKO3 204 204 852 204 204 1207 204 204 1092
MKO4 68 67 352 60 60 403 60 60 396
MKO5 177 177 702 173 173 686 172 172 687
MKO6 75 67 431 63 56 470 58 56 447
MKO7 150 150 717 140 140 695 139 139 693
MKO8 523 523 2524 523 523 2723 523 523 2629
MKO09 311 299 2374 312 306 2591 307 301 2560
MKI10 227 221 1989 214 206 2121 200 198 1857
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Tab.5 Comparison of results of metric C

- MGA PSO , BEG
C (NGA, MGA)  C (MGA, NGA) C (NGA, PSO) C (PSO, NGA) C (NGA, BEG) C (BEG, NGA)
MKO1 0. 750 000 0 1. 000 000 0 0. 875000 0
MKO2 0.333333 0. 125000 0. 600 000 0. 250 000 0.333 333 0. 125000
MKO03 0. 100 000 0.076 923 0. 166 667 0.076 923 0. 100 000 0.076 923
MKO04 0. 400 000 0. 200 000 0.333 333 0 0. 500 000 0.133 333
MKO5 0 0 0. 250 000 0. 090 909 0.285714 0
MKO6 0. 100 000 0 0.333 333 0 0. 100 000 0
MKO7 0 0 0. 200 000 0. 066 667 0 0
MKO08 0 0.111 111 0. 250 000 0.222 222 0. 375000 0. 111 111
MKO09 0. 666 666 0 1. 000 000 0 0. 666 666 0
MK10 1..000 000 0 1..000 000 0 1..000 000 0
%6 BRdata M IGD NEE
Tab. 6 IGD value of BRdata
- IGD
MGA PSO BEG NGA

MKO1 0.234 773 0.407 700 0.234 773 0

MKO02 0.124 628 0.221 093 0.124 628 0.040 816

MKO3 0. 341 530 0.402 746 0. 341 530 0. 086 043

MKO04 0. 240 007 0. 396 883 0.259973 0. 040 089

MKO5 0. 238 565 0. 317 146 0.098 543 0. 006 949

MKO06 0. 140 546 0. 286 652 0. 140 546 0. 054 867

MKO7 0.155072 0.273 034 0.155072 0. 005 325

MKO8 0.128 835 0. 501 509 0.054 861 0. 058 706

MKO09 0. 349 444 0.404 490 0. 349 444 0.019 005

MK10 0.209 871 0.474 554 0.277 925 0
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