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New artificial bee colony for distributed unrelated
parallel machine scheduling
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Abstract: To deal with the distributed unrelated parallel machines scheduling problem (DUPMSP) with preventive
maintenance (PM), a new artificial bee colony (ABC) algorithm is proposed to minimize the maximum completion time.
To obtain new solutions with high quality, the whole population is divided into one employed bee colony and three onlooker
bee colonies. Each onlooker bee has its own food source and selects an employed bee using a novel way. In order to intensify
the diversity of the whole population, different search strategies are adopted in four bee colonies to generate new solutions.
A novel method is proposed to deal with the search of scout and the whole population is updated by using optimization data
obtained in the search process of ABC. A number of simulation experiments are conducted on a set of instances to test the
performance of the new ABC. The computational results demonstrate that the new ABC is effective and efficient to solve

the considered DUPMSP with PM.
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AHSL PR B2 i) RS 2 2%, SRARIRIAESE R, DRI, A7 0L
WFFE A L) B 0 Al AN I AT AL B2 o) 2 (di-
stributed unrelated parallel machines scheduling prob-
lem, DUPMSP).

U JE i) A 3 A B BT LA AE T i R
th—E AT, TS PRl R i L ge s e o R Ak
BRERAE . BB B I A AP SN 22 55 7R Bk
AT TR 442 (preventive maintenance, PM)!!1=121. PM
It 8] B [ 5 BRBh A4k, AN ) 5 5 R, fe
RO AR S PRI ], AT ORI S i AL £ R FH 2
R, BA SR R & PMAZ 2] 12 %vE. B, %
FEPMIF) i FE i) A — e gk Je 13241 O3, DL BT
FEAER T G T AT, 70 A 5N 5 JEPM 1Y
VA RE 10 &, 2 AR PMIFIDUPMSP, K 51 (& i 72
HHIRE.

N T8 3 557 (artificial bee colony, ABC)!?3 i 4
H H %% ¥ Karaboga T20054F #2 t, ‘& B A #6241
BRI 5 TSR B AL H ATABC E B fi#
TR IREE R (0 2 AR FE [ #2630 i, ABC
TE 53 A X B 77 TH (9 S PRI 72 4 NI NI 50132, iy
T ABC ) 35 5 5 B AL SRAR VR I R0 T PRI AR 375,
A CHRIT ABCYEDUPMSP 7 i . FH AT RE.

Bt Xt 2% JEPMDUPMSP, #2 th — %7 B4 ABCLA
S5 /MA R OR 58 T TB). A2 SR A R 7 4
gy, FeA ERBERE R 38 4y, FRREREA B SR B,
1 AT | BRI A R T A 2R SRS S, SRR LA
KR S AN R R T8 K B 7 E SRR AR E TR
R ABCAE SRt Pt 72 10 /77 T (00 BRI 3.

2 )R

DUPMSPHiik a1~ AR en > TAT 7 BEAEFAS L

]I, T fNEm EAMRIFATHILM, 41, - - -,

f—1
M3f+mf’ E EP‘Sf = Z ml(f >1,5=0), hs| Hw
=1

F
= > myahlas. AT B8N T TR, A
f=1

TEAE— B WLEs B T—ik, T JAENLES M, R
T D,

B ENLAEH 2 APMI 8] &, HL3% M, 2 F1E 5
2 B[] E‘T[Ukh Ukl] W BEITPM, 4 i Jﬂ/ij'ﬂwkl, Hodp
(Vg — Upt) = wgy L = 1,2, - HLES My ZBHRPMET)
HECABIN H], 25 SRS 18] 535N Sy A By, Sy > ugg HEy
< Vkis B = Skt + wig.

T /2 LA 200 A HLEs 5 0 2135 m] i 1T
T, T TR —24T W F =S, —F
WL A — B 20 R Behn T—AN T, A TARE R —
ZIHREE— B bLas Bin T4

DUPMSPEFE3ANF 1) 1) T.) 40 Ee, € Bt

A TAAER L) 2B 2) Mlad e, /£ 84T
]ORN TARRE G RIHLES; 3) T, B E A HLEE BT
PEEIN TG . PRS2 BE 1 ) B2 8] BAT R H R
W&, T BCkE 1 HLES B A2, T ) 7
(IR B ML 88 o BRI S . 257 LA e, 7E
JI L) O TR E S pLas, — BB E,
FUAE G T A IR B> BC R A, T E
L) BE, JXAE DR A2 BC 1) RS A S FIHL %

3B A L.
I L) AR I E AL I AT 2O ARSR A T fo MR

SRR TR
Omax = _max {Cy}, (1)

Horp: ORI T ) 5E 1], C o N K 5E BT
[].

K145 H 7 DUPMSPIF) — AN S 41 (1) i T 18], A
AN R3O LA, Horp LT 12 6 A AT HL,
T 2H3G M RIFATHL, XN — P B 7 S
KR,

% 1 It
Table 1 Processing time
LA MLEs
T TAF
1 2 3 4 5 1 2 3 4 5
1 50 38 43 49 47 16 50 42 30 42 50
2 46 42 30 49 50 17 45 32 48 34 33
3 44 35 43 36 37 18 47 40 35 38 46
4 38 43 44 48 48 19 48 45 44 34 44
5 39 39 47 36 49 20 43 41 33 48 44
6 43 42 35 50 38 21 33 44 49 36 33
7 38 42 38 39 30 22 48 42 47 35 30
8 34 35 37 34 33 23 32 47 32 34 42
9 47 48 41 39 42 24 42 32 42 45 36
10 32 30 34 38 31 25 34 48 35 39 41
11 41 38 37 48 33 26 38 39 43 50 49
12 37 38 48 49 31 27 38 46 45 40 31
13 40 41 44 45 45 28 37 36 44 40 48
14 43 40 47 37 40 29 31 32 42 39 44
15 50 42 44 39 40 30 35 46 44 38 33
M7 T 15 | 27 B 21 | 30 [ 22 ]
0 30 70 101 1123 1453 1783 208.3
M, 8§ [ 25 | 19 I 18 | 5 [ 14 ]
0 34 73 107 120 158 194 231
M2 T 237 16 Il 6 | 9 | I 20 ]
0 30 62 92102.6 137.6  178.6 198 231
M 12 [ 1 | u /Il _3 1 17 A
0 38 76 114 1314 1664  198.4 230.4
M[29 ] 26 [ 13 1 28 4 ]
0 31 69 1091212 1582 1902 2282

B 1 S R
Fig. 1 The Gantt chart of the example
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3.1 Wik

HT ) 3 BOAIHLES 7 BLSE A 1) 2 1n)
B ) R AL 2% 2 O RN B 4L R, i, SR
XER Gt 77 20 KT BB AN TARFW G LA I A 8,
AR EAL A5 2 T HF R 52 o 2H g, G AL 8 2 B R
(M, My, -+ My, - My, %, My, 8mTJ0
ML HEEH [ ¢ - g - qo)H, g AR,

X SEHL.
A BE B SOl B LA, S, -, JTER
—GHLEE LT, MM, = M, = = M,,, WiX

SE T AN TN B g, BT e, 2l e (4, 5]

R FR AN T A S ALE, AR S A SR E P
SR FTA LA FF 420X 28 T AR B i g T HES,
e 1z ML as BT AR T AR BeAL#s M, L
AR B TR Ny, Jiy, - s Jhys Xt ML 2% 1
SELRPM, R0 R 3ME Iz —2HE AN T

D) Wikag + pre < wp, WCL, = ag + Prypks Ok
= Ch,;

2) Ry, + Pk > w Bag + Pk + Wi < v,
)I_I\IJSM = O —|—pkhk,ak = Skl + Wi, =1 + 1;

3) MRy + prs + Wit > Vi, WS =g, cu =
Sk +wy, L =1+ 1.

Hor oy, 7 M, B 57275 PR RIS 1]

W FFroR, 35 TAR T AR ) R0 58 B 1] 5 PM
MIFFUR I [A) 25 PIAR O, 380 1 fdad FE R = 26 k.
AT FEPM H. B b oR BN R 5 K 58 R 8], T a2
PEA R BE 7 18] 8L BEEPMITIINN, 75 225 RS B B 1
Petl, 32 EAE T PMI 46 i 1] 2 6 A8 ) hn 00t 7
(A

BI2Z5 H TR SEBI — Mol Befd, TAF T, Js, Jia,
J19s Ji7, Joa ST ECLE Mo, 3X 8 T AR5 B 1 q; 1T+ 7 HE
5115031, 0.33, 0.42, 0.49, 0.68, 0.86, #MSG I LT, FF
IR Ty, HCESEHE, X f HARFE A B BT

2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

£¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢¢

3 2 1 4 3 S 4 3 1

033 035 049 097 085 0.78 0.17 0.08 0.79 0.94

11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20

R R R S S T T SRR

2 2 1 4 5 3 2 4 4 3
042 031 079 092 033 0.64 0.68 049 039 0091

21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 29 30

AR AR S R A TR T TR N

5 5 3 2 4 1 5 1 1 5
057 089 048 086 034 063 042 0.84 023 0.61

K2 Sl — MR
Fig. 2 A solution of the example

WEILFTR, ffh i F2 B 45 280 16 18 B2 7 S8 2 AT AT
(. S2br b, HLAS oL R AR T B TARABE R 2
Fe 2P S ML as b, W PRE—A LA LRI &
HUEE BN T WdE o HLas b TR A R H ke 52 I
FEAR YR T, AR AT B AE 8] — I 18] [=] i g 4> TAF,
WG D C IR MR 2 AT AT, AT AT AR
1AE.

BEDLF= AW AEFEE P, FEARYE Qo N Rk R &)
4% 1A 5] &g B EB A3 AN PR Bl 1% B OB, , OB,
OB3: ¥ WILEFIFE N AMEARYE Cpax JEFE T HES, 7T
B x NAMEAE N5 S B8, TR B 2h FRAE G
VEREEIR, F+ FLT A BRBE 4N 5 32K, 2RI,
BT By x NAMFRLLEROBy, 1 9 56 1285 BRI 06 1) 2 U8,
2R IRFEIETEOB, M ZENE N B H Crax B/
165 x NAME, RIREI By x NAMEIIHCLE 553 KR
WERE, Hh By + Bo + G345y = 1. T RESLK K S
BB, Ba, B3, Pad BB 0.4, 0.1,0.25,0.25.

RG> FlEE I, AN RIEHEER A [F R 207 5, XA
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3.2 5N B

W, ABCASAE B8z F T 55 B0 1) 8 1R R, N
U, TEPRAN IR 2 180 R FH P 0548 Sk AT 4 TR R 0
X AER T A, HAE AR 2R, £ B iERE
HUB ML B, SR 5K — A T 3 AN B T 11 2
R 55—k B B BRI B R R RE
FEANSIREEAINT, No, N3, Ny, BT B2 e oA ik
PRSI — 2 R, RV ER AT 2 .

ARIREERIN TR0« St 5 B Al SO pL
8 M IHEIE— G HLEE M., WM, ERENLIE ST
R BIM, b NI RRI0R: 52 58 B 8] B K L
A8 M, LUK M, i T () 5 K I AR T, AR — S L
a8 M, IR0 I B T A oK ) AR, TERLES 7
P ef R BT, T, AL B NS R SN, H
G ML BENLIE R, TN PR RN LR S HL
a5 FREHLERR AP TAFE

SRR R FE A R X T e € EB,

1) WAL < §,, MIBENLEREy € EB, X fi#
o, yPATHLES S BCE IO 1558 X, PR difid 2y, #5201
Fa, Mz B R B2 = QU {z). 7 WX e, yI AT
LR I RS X, 198 2, 2 = QU {20} HT2.

2) WRFENLEs < ey, Mg = 1, EEHATIF T
R PR 2 € Ny (), 2 = 2 U {z}, Iz
B, Gllg=g+13%g=1%#g=>5.

AR ST R U A % A i R SR R A T,
WHEE R, 25 QRO S R R~ A 1.

RIS FEF, B0, e AL, T S 40 %
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E40.7,0.1.
3.3 PRBEEER B

T, BRBEEAS B TR, T RARE R i —
AN 5| A () B IR, HLH T BRE g FR R 51 AR
BIRHAT R, AR AR R 5] 400 R A 4 R 5 5
AN ERBENE S BC T R, R LR S A
FRRME = LB

3P ERBE R B AR ZOE AR W R

1) T EAMEx € OB;.

a) WIRMNLELs < 0o, MK i FEB A 1) 5 A1 A
o PATH3. 2%, yZ IAIAE G R

b) WRFENLELs < e, WX MR AT 283275 T ik
IEZL g

2) X THEAr € OB,.

a) Wt < T, ¥FENLEs < 650, Xz FIEBH
AR PAT 3.2 T e, y Z (38 SO FE,

b) B, Hs < eshf, FLIE Ry € EB, g=1, $
T TR RIR: P2 A AR Rz e N, (y), #izth Ta,
MzERe, 2=0U{z}; Hlg=9g+1,%9g=1%
g =>.

3) X THAMEr € OB;.

WIER BN ELs < ey, MBEHLIE Sy € EB, $ATH
x € OB EE2FMENL T RIFEI 2 AT S 2.

RIS FE A, 806, 05, €9, €5, € NEHL, T 5L
5673 9% B 2509, 0.9, 0.1, 0.6, 0.5. t, T 53 | 7 S
BRI E b R A TR EOR 45 7 B AR R S T8y, 36
TRESLERET = 2 x 10%.

i ERTIR, OB, I R EB 1 2 2
FAh, R4 R &R IO GO —FF, AR BRBE
T A A R R AN g a0t & S i 2RO [ i
TP i, A Bh T G S A, S A 2
FEME.

34 HiEm

B ABCH BB IR I T

1) WG, BENL=AERTEFEEP, &t = 1.

2) %t < max _it, M|

a) G N, BFEEPRI NEB, OBy, OB,
OB;, 2 = NUEB;

b) 14T B ;

o) ERBEIEH B

d) {ETEREL;

e) XMEES QP IARIERTHET, HEA SRR NA
fl A RN

3) IR AL R

Hhmax [itFRn K B bR REUG TR, TR R
R, B AE—ANME, tE B

0T £ W B BT X OB 1 85 22 iy, A0 SR B AL
s < 0, ML —Mhz € EB, )5, Mot dr
SR B 4 2R FE B 200 B SR 2R I L R I 2 AT I R
AR, a0 TS B 0 Sl R T, M BT SRS
#, HHSH0 NI, @i w E N0 4.

BT OB H 1 5 22 AR A R PP N 1R B 22 A, 1K
B MNOB; H IR R, FH BT B BEA —FF, A3
KRR FHBENLIE 22, 1 Je MEB T BEHLA & — /Mg AT

BRI 2R, TXRE T KM R M AR i 25 A5 3 5 S A

Bigeid

G QHRAFAEABCHE 2 0 A2 77 AR I Ak 24,
BRI, Qv 2ES, BRI E, e BEBH
IR 2, EB 18 25 2 A 9 5538 = 2R 1 3T
fift, TSRS T o, #RN QR , 24 R =)
fiE L BTN Q7 BR BE SR = AR BT A A 38 5 3028
ABL, IXRE 5| SR AN BR B R — R R 2D AENAS
fil, B FEBH R, MAESQMBEDONA, B
RIS ARG B AP AR AR IR B E SR & QR R et (R
BEAE 2, NI, B QH NASC B /N IR B8 e
RN BT AR

HTABCHHZR I R, PM AL IR GG 2 AL AT i 33
1T, XFETCTHAE T A8 XORNAT 348 2 2% FEPMIF) Ak
HH, faifl TARRE IR i HL, P RAE SRR A
RABUE A GG 5 AT M, NS AT AT i,
HmEEmEB TR, BEERENON x G), Kb
GBI IIREL.

YIghiL

1A 2R

PRt R

TERIEHT B

3 HiEIABCHFEE
Fig. 3 Flow chart of new ABC

HAABC HAT U1 N R i BRI 7 i oy, 56
1EB 7372 1 51 A0 1) SR AL R B A, LR 3H0 70 H R
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I e 11 AR 2EL B, A [R)38 70 SR FHA IR (48 2% S mes, i &
W By B FH AR 3848 2 1 i 5 ARO B3 HH B Z i, R
QPR B B AR B 4 R R P X LR
BT ABCORFFFIEE 2 FEME, B G fE N SRR .
4 IFESEK

N T BAIE T B ABCTE SR fif 5 FEPMFJDUPMSPIY]
BANE, AT T KREREE LR, Fra W se s
i Microsoft visual C++ 20174 F2S2H, 7£4.0 G RAM
2.70 GHz CPU 35 FizfT.
4.1 KI5 %7 b s

AL 64 SEBIIIR T B2k e, 2R T
SeEIRFEAE R, Hidh B n = 60, 70, 80/ 16152451
J& T R S, HL A A KRS py 7E X [R] [30,
50] BB A2, X8 G HLEs My, AHEHR N

Pk max = 7:Irllaxn{plk:}7 V1 € [2pkmax7 3pkmax]7

_ta
107 k
UVt = Th(-1) + Vp1, 1 = 2,3,

;H\:E'jrk(l,1)%%7ﬁ% (l — 1)%\PM§%§EEHIEH

W1 1= Uk1 — 2Wg1,

k2 EhIZE
Table 2 Information on instances

Sl T # Hlassk A7 A4
1,2 2 2,3 1,3,5,7 60
3,4 3 2,3,3 2,4,6,8 70
5,6 4 2,3,3,2 9. 16,23, 30, 80
37,44,51, 58
7,8 5 2,3,3,2,2 10,17,24, 31, 100
38,45,52,59
9-15 2 4,5 11,18,25, 32, 120
39, 46, 53, 60
16-22 3 4,5,6 12,19, 26, 33, 140
40,47, 54, 61
23-29 4 4,5,6,3 13.20,.27, 34, 160
41,48, 55,62
30-36 5 4,5,6,3,7 14,21, 28, 35, 180
42, 49, 56, 63
37-43 2 3,4 15,22,29, 36, 220
43,50, 57, 64
44-50 3 3,4,4
51-57 4 3,4,4,2
58-64 5 3,4,4,2,5

H 17, DPMSPAH W 7L it Jé A K, X T DUPMSP
FRIRIF 7T B /b, doxE AR 31 8 B 328 T DUPSMP R i
[ %6 B #0325, Behnamianf1Ghomi® & H 7 —Fh3& T
FE R Im L I GASK K fiEDPMSP. 7EGAH, BENLAE A

BANEE, TR 2 A8 SRR R R 1A 5 7 A T
3N AR E B R BN — AR, IR R

FoRSE RS R, R EIE AU IE U v] B A
KR T PMIYIDUPMSP, K i GAE Ayt Lh 5
.

MirSE B3O AN A SCHFAT LR BE r) St TR
L B 152 A% 575 (hybrid particle swarm optimization
and genetic algorithm, HPSOGA), 7E i it F2 i A
AR IR TPMP AL R J5 , 12 LT B
1T DUPMSPHILAL, #odk B ey —Fiont b S

FEHLIR K B 7% (simulated annealing, SA)H A ik 4
BN R BB B R AR o, ) V2 S TSR A 2 Fh L&
PEAR i) R Yeh%5EB9HR 78 7 B % 2 RN M HAT L
T, W4 SARLH T Z I R I T IAT T RAFHIRL
R R TESOZEIE RIS 5y, (8 0] B TR
DUPMSP. 55 Uk A< S i 2 VLML BE, Bk £51% R 6
PR XTI,

B ABCI) 32 EESEHE 2 PRI 7 FHAS [ e A FH
SRR R 77 2. 0 UEIX L 57 W (1A R, A T
B ABCEVAIAARABCI, ZRIEBA FEER 7, 1R
BE M B B, R BE A LI 2 — R 5] Ui, IR 5
ST AH A PR 7 AR

T SRR RS S BEHLIZ 1T204K, FRFFMINAI
MAX 73 73l 2 7 S AL R B 22 il , AVGON209E AT 25
RIS, B4R T AN S Sl .

900 T T T T T T T
—*— ABC
800t —o— HPSOGA 7
i\ —— GA
2700 () ——SA i
E
E 600 I-|
=< N
0 500 4
400
300
0
ERIE RGNS e
(a) SEHl9
2000 . . . ' ' ' '
. —+— ABC i
800 f —o— HPSOGA
1600 aa 7
J{% 1400
|
L1200
U3
1000
e N S N
| x10¢

600 ;5 — ' :
H br B R
(by 413
Kl 4 Wesiuth 2

Fig. 4 Convergence curves



5 1

RISERESE: ST N TR SR 0 AT s S IFAT AL

1085

FrWABCT ESH A max _it, N, S MR, i#it
XA S AT S H0R S5, TR, N = 100,
R = 4, max it = 8 x 10* M3, = 0.4}, 5% 1 e
BT, R LR S50 E . HPSOGA . GAFISAFRZ
12 2 A BT S 40 2k B3 SCHR[91F1 3L
Wik [33-341, AT A 515K A 3 R ABCAH [R] 1) £ 1k 2%
i, SR 25 RANER3-5 R, SRoMAR 1 HIE T B
[, B[] B s,

4.2 SEREEREHE

WIFR3-5HT 7R, FIABC1AH E, #r ABCK T-644~
SEBHF IS6AN IS T L IMIN, 2556752451 AT sk
B HIMAXH /NEE# %5 T ABCIHIMAX, 5% T-624> 52
BIHUAS T H/NFIAVG, IX R T B ABCH A1 T
ABCI1, IS UE T AEERI 2 FAS [R]85 70 2R A [F)4
RS S VA MR RE A RO, AR 2 N 1A 5

STUIGETERN 3/ BRI TE, MERE I 2RO 5 57, XM
B T8 ABCIE N R BB B AR, 32 48 2= R, O Xf #
A SIAE G 6 ) 45 AN T THT 7R, t-test(A,B)Fm — X
i it t-test, FH SR HI W AR B4 T FBIAEA
PIME, W R 2 7K F 80.05, #Eip-value < 0.05, 3t B
LA T HIEB.

IR 3-6 frw, 13 A% LLE 7% HPSOGA. GA 5
SAHH LY, B 8 ABCTE 4 45 1K1 1 551 18] P i sk A3 1) 44
RIERE I HE, HA ot TfRFsMIN, B2 ABCK T
554N S5 (45 5 ELHPSOG A 5 /MK 70, 96 T-584 Sz 451
FLGA R D K150, 2554 S2 451 1 45 S LhSA fi /D IG
75, %FT HoAl P A FEARMAXATAVGH, 7] BL1S 312546
g5, 1 HoFT AL ABC oG T BT M S8 (1) - BN [ 4
HH 548 THPSOGAFIGA. R/~ 45 R EoR, B
T ABCHI3 T LBy (R M RE 22 7 e i 1.

% 3 SHH AR TAAFMING i+ H 4%

Table 3 Computational results of five algorithms on metric MIN

Szl ABC ABC1 HPSOGA  GA SA szl ABC  ABC1 HPSOGA  GA SA
1 467.0 4722 5726 7774  546.6 33 2058 2134 303.6 355.8  307.6
2 5478 5580  678.8 867.2  639.6 34 2478 2498 363.2 4125 3810
3 2886 291.0 356.5 4711 4055 35 2726 2726 383.6 448.1 3944
4 3210 3368 420.7 580.7 4424 36 325.6 3332 460.6 590.9 447.6
5 2126 231.1 288.0 4472 2940 || 37 4254 4353 560.9 716.8 5024
6 2748 276.6 341.6 567.0 3740 || 38 5494 5506 683.0 859.5  619.2
7 1972 198.1 2442 4711 2512 39 673.0  690.2 851.5 10740 771.6
8 213.6 2146  273.0 580.7 2750 || 40 7812  793.0 9752 12864 9155
9 3390 3492 @ 44438 519.4 4250 || 41 908.6 923.6  1093.0 14564 11224
10 430.8 4337 537.0 6737 5412 || 42 10484 11352 12826 16254 1182.1
11 5300 537.0  646.0 789.0 673.6 || 43 12474 12625 15074 19464 1432.1
12 6200 6240 7706 9623 6939 || 44 2842 294.0 362.3 476.0 3483
13 707.6 708.6 8454 10662 7450 || 45 343.6 345.6 449.7 581.0  420.0
14 7828 7922 9780 12052 921.5 46 4157 4214 556.1 7258 4952
15 929.8 939.0 12325 15862 11248 || 47 5002  502.0 615.4 8240 618.2
16 200.8 200.8 268.4 350.6 2814 || 48 5828 5842 729.8 9393  679.5
17 2640 267.1 340.5 4194 3270 || 49 6079 6104 826.0 10223  755.5
18 3027 305.0 398.6 513.0 393.6 50 801.8 8292 980.3  1303.6 898.0
19 3567 3498 476.2 6272 502.8 51 2290 2338 308.0 351.8 3514
20 4062 418.1 539.7 696.2 5435 52 296.6 292.0 384.8 4748 3814
21 4712 4872  600.0 746.6  529.4 53 3479 3528 471.2 578.8  478.6
22 571.0 569.8 742.4 996.8  662.5 54 4187 415.0 549.5 676.0 532.8
23 1713 1725 233.0 3295 2720 || 55 4840 4784 608.0 768.0  593.8
24 208.0 208.9 284.4 402.0  333.7 56 5402 5422 669.4 908.0  667.0
25 2568 260.8 345.9 4762 3882 57 660.0 6745 858.8 11428 843.0
26 2994 3042 4015 561.8 381.2 58 1713 1725 233.0 3072 272.0
27 3372 3374 4552 607.8  473.2 59 2080 208.9 284.4 363.4 3337
28 391.8 393.8 509.2 713.5  507.2 60 2568 2608 345.9 4382 3882
29  480.0 4846  621.0 883.0 610.0 || 61 2994 304.2 401.5 513.0 3812
30 1305 131.8 175.2 2170 1770 || 62 3372 3374 455.2 6177 473.2
31 1515 1529 231.2 2268 2600 || 63 391.8 3933 509.2 632.8  507.2
32 180.7 1815 247.0 2748 2720 || 64 4846 481.0 621.0 8244  610.0
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Table 4 Computational results of five algorithms on metric MAX

szl ABC  ABC1  HPSOGA  GA SA szl ABC  ABC1  HPSOGA  GA SA
1 486.4  498.4 608.0 856.8  718.7 33 2220 2190 350.6 512.0  470.0
2 576.6  583.0 712.4 1023.0 9154 34 2694 2784 397.0 685.5 5754
3 308.6  308.6 389.5 5372 5592 35 2970 3016 403.0 666.3  539.6
4 3493  360.4 440.4 669.8 6219 36 3442 3508 493 .4 797.1  669.6
5 255.0  255.0 312.6 535.0  466.0 37 4599 4654 581.5 859.0  759.1
6 278.0  279.0 361.0 604.8  528.0 38 5806 5754 719.4 1085.0 816.0
7 2100 2100 270.8 5372  498.0 39 7040 7405 867.0 12040 1061.6
8 245.6  245.6 309.2 669.8  408.4 40 8240 8679 1025.1 14585  1156.5
9 3553 391.0 469.9 629.5  695.0 41 991.8  981.0 11140 1761.0 1313.6
10 4474 4484 577.0 835.8  857.2 42 11002 1212.1 1297.0 19772 1613.0
11 580.0  598.2 662.0 9722 930.0 43 1328.8 13522 15544 25722 17916
12 6495  656.0 791.9 1073.0 1173.0 || 44  301.0 3142 388.6 5720 6258
13 7482  786.0 906.7 1261.2 12274 || 45 382.0  393.6 489.6 6434  646.0
14 8479 8632 1010.1 1506.2 1170.8 46 4447  456.8 585.4 923.6 7324
15 1083.0 11852  1240.1 21350 14315 47 5336 5316 695.8 979.8  892.0
16 2075 2100 290.4 4112 4210 48  613.8 6138 791.6 1054.0 904.2
17 2692 278.0 365.0 466.4 4732 49 6673 6983 892.0 12220  906.0
18 327.0 3310 436.3 609.0 575.4 50  835.8  853.2 10123 15674 11723
19 3837 3838 513.5 7238  708.5 51 2712 2713 338.2 4567  645.6
20 4366 4706 581.5 850.0  689.0 52 3114 3236 428.8 5746  604.4
21 4930 5025 630.0 945.0  878.0 53 394.6 3972 502.6 7174  669.3
22 5980  604.0 765.1 11704  931.0 54 4430 4585 581.9 815.0 6715
23 1845  185.7 257.1 359.5  408.6 55 4992 5232 691.1 987.1  773.4
24 2190 2150 300.4 4420 4267 56  579.8  595.8 736.9 1135.0 1010.2
25  267.8  288.0 379.8 5430  635.0 57 7286  733.5 889.9 1462.0 1232.0
26 3175 3204 442.0 6684  607.4 58 1845  185.7 257.1 3380  408.6
27 3589 3810 529.5 823.0  660.9 59 2190 2150 300.4 4210 4267
28 4002 409.9 541.5 828.0  640.6 60  267.8  288.0 379.8 541.8  635.0
29 5160 5136 670.0 1282.6 9492 61 3175 3204 442.0 5940  607.4
30 141.6  147.0 194.8 258.4  331.0 62 3589 3810 529.5 7221 660.9
31 163.5  169.8 276.6 374.8  410.5 63 4002  409.9 541.5 831.5  640.6
32 1953  209.7 318.0 395.6  394.8 64 5160 514.0 670.0 10204 9492

k5 SAHEXTAHIRAVGH T H 4R
Table 5 Computational results of five algorithms on metric AVG
szl ABC ABCl1  HPSOGA  GA SA Szl ABC ABC1  HPSOGA  GA SA

1 479.9  484.2 590.2 8164 6262 33 2102 2150 336.6 4143 368.3

2 5647 5710 698.3 955.6  750.3 34 2568 2643 383.2 4942 4396

3 2944 2976 375.1 507.1 453.7 35 2753 2883 392.4 536.3 4652

4 3367 3484 435.9 620.4 498.7 36 3372 3425 4713 7302 5512

5 2385 2474 302.3 501.8  367.0 37 4371 4522 572.1 757.1  606.7

6 2770 2774 351.3 582.5 4439 38 5563 5567 706.6 979.8  731.7

7 2024 2049 253.3 507.1 3589 39 686.5  708.0 861.4 11462  882.1

8 2221 2269 294.7 6204 3550 || 40 8003 8143 1005.6 13602 1014.9

9 3504 359.1 455.2 579.9 512.1 41 952.8  960.3 1105.6 15823 1231.0

10 440.1 4428 554.1 757.1 6954 || 42 10742 11775 12889 17408 1367.7

11 5589 5737 656.1 873.1 7854 || 43 12789 12863 15343 21639 15726

(F T 0)
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szl ABC  ABC1  HPSOGA  GA SA szl ABC  ABCl1  HPSOGA  GA SA
12 6358  639.6 781.9 1018.7  913.1 44 2976 3009 374.4 511.0  460.2
13 7246 7250 876.2 1175.1  951.7 45 3597 3675 466.6 618.9  538.0
14 801.16 818.7 988.2 13544 10259 || 46 4253 4321 568.9 803.0 6232
15 1003.8 1021.6 12367  1773.1 12384 || 47 5112 513.1 643.6 885.6  715.8
16 2035 206.6 278.4 378.1  356.8 48 5980 598.7 757.8 9942  797.1
17 2667 2703 349.9 449.8 3924 49 6242  644.1 844.5 1131.6 8177
18 3121 3215 413.8 5642 4953 50 815.0 8493 993.2 1383.3  1013.9
19 3642  370.0 490.1 6674  593.5 51 2422 2395 324.8 4162 4359
20 4194  436.1 564.7 7617 5959 52 3062 309.5 402.7 511.8 4747
21 4905  490.8 621.4 846.8  665.6 53 366.6 371.6 483.1 6344  583.2
22 5831 5916 752.7 10854  793.7 54 4282 435.0 559.7 7549  597.5
23 1790 1805 239.3 3449 3479 55 4917 501.2 635.8 863.7  712.8
24 2116 2123 293.3 4255  391.5 56 5662 572.5 701.4 996.6  772.1
25 2628 2714 364.5 510.8 4684 57 699.5 707.5 871.5 1257.1 9524
26 3057 3124 419.4 608.7  486.8 58  179.0 180.5 239.2 3272 3479
27 3420 3498 486.5 6662  547.7 59 2113 2122 293.2 389.0 3915
28 3956 3973 523.8 7572 5833 60 2628 2714 364.4 502.5  468.4
29 4965  505.6 631.6 10204  706.9 61 3057 3144 419.3 5592  486.8
30 139.0 1420 187.4 2429 2476 62 3420 3498 486.5 653.8  547.7
31 1557 1585 248.1 300.1  327.8 63  395.6 397.3 523.8 6927 583.3
32 1854 1924 276.9 3337 3353 64  505.6 496.5 631.6 9012  706.9
% 6 ABC, HPSOGA, GA#=SA &9 3t H #1a]
Table 6 Computational times of ABC, HPSOGA, GA and SA
szfil ABC HPSOGA GA  SA il ABC HPSOGA GA  SA il ABC HPSOGA GA  SA
1 1.00 359 1068 086 23 171 655 4495 138 44 140 6.18  27.80 1.09
2 120 399 1208 097 24 213 862 4514 1.86 45 195 815 37.12 1.79
3 1.00 344 9.66 081 25 256 1012 5732 212 46 226 1073 4490 1.96
4 1.18 399 1094 099 26 3.05 1230 61.88 258 47 264 1323 5500 2.35
5 104 339 1021 090 27 371 1492 7076 298 48 3.18 14.17 58.69 2.85
6 122 420 1253 093 28 479 4055 8123 353 49 437 3790 61.14 3.97
7 113 354  11.03 087 29 6.66 5397 10242 518 50 577 55.02 8293 4.97
8 128 434 1256 1.07 30 207 662 5951 159 51 147 585 3177 1.19
9 164 597 3608 123 31 262 919 5845 206 52 1.85 7.84  40.03 1.26
10 1.84 833 4631 167 32 3.02 1235 8082 274 53 229 976  49.03 1.89
11 225 1016 5781 1.97 33 357 1371 8655 3.08 54 269 1175 56.98 2.28
12 282 1208 6724 239 34 410 16.13 9437 361 55 320 1447 64.82 286
13 330 1497 7746 291 35 519 3999 118.67 445 56 442 3951 7727 3.41
14 462 3957 88.14 334 36 682 5639 123.19 520 57 593 5093  96.79 4.82
15 611 5272 115.00 510 37 132 637 3127 097 58 178 6.03 3952 1.30
16 150 628 4663 121 38 184 852  29.02 159 59 255 793 4518 2.17
17 171 838 5847 165 39 267 1054 3696 182 60 260 9.80 5542 246
18 221 1037 5764 193 40 269 12.85 4221 202 61 294 1214  62.63 2.69
19 269 1266 6170 230 41 323 1517 4561 270 62 3.61 12.08 7542 3.01
20 325 1501 71.88 287 42 474 3836 5035 3.67 63 472 39.14  86.06 4.29
21 438 4210 8090 3.11 43 637 5042 62.89 522 64 624 5420 109.09 5.89
22 578 5199 103.38 4.85
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Table 7 Results of paired sample ¢-test

o p-value p-value p-value

. (min)  (max)  (AVG)

t-test (ABC, HPSOGA)  0.000 0.008 0.000
t-test (ABC, GA) 0.000 0.000 0.000
t-test (ABC, SA) 0.000 0.000 0.000
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