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i E ORI URMRAT IR E N EAREAREZS XS & B 8O A, &
WY —fETZA0TRMEM(MPSO) M SO E R %, MEEXA S M8, T
MEMER TS, AT - RT A TN LRI INBRET, ETHHZE
MEZwA R, AR ELRHENRHRL, KRG THENLERERE D BREAN
JE TR B R BRSO T AR A AR A AR OE X AT R AL R (VNS) - FREH T
HRWRSREE ., B P EAEREF A, LR G E R HW A, BT ZE
ERRA R E o X % 77 i) 18] R ] AL o A O e g A

Rl SZABRETAEMAAL(MPSO), HRZW K, MBHE, BRAET, REHE X

(VNS)

(1) B i [ BAAE 7 ok R B I B, e —
(TR (TN i 3 B9 2% B L v ) A RE 45 ) RN HL At 5%
PERIBRE T B 25 77 it AR AN [/ B4 B i
A ], (A 28 T 46 bn Bl vE RE 6 Fr 8 B Rt (8]
B P B ARR R A A B A = A R LR Y ] B
A sy M M BT RIER, L
P A S S A P R BN R 1A
FeMER ) TR — TR L ] AR 7= 45 AR AS AN [R] 1 =
i o PRIMGZE 72 i T R) B 7 B AR S A T 2
Fh Mt T2 2 A RN s R R A
IR XA BRGE P X 22 7 i T 1Y T8 B B m) 2L, LA
e/ M S B R 58 TR ) A R4 B bR, 3 T —
AL 2 B BE R T BE AL AL ( mutil-swarm  particle
swarm optimization , MPSO) {1 [f] B B 5 v, 338 1
15 B  BAIE T HAT &k

1 MRHR

A () A 7 e A AN TR S5 v ) 7 i o
AN TRV R TRLAE Al SR, A [] P v ) 7 i SR s 2 9

O FEFAREEIES (61104178, 61174040) ¥EEHTHH ,

JE G5 RPN TR SR o X TR E A o L
TELAERIWE ST AR Z2 02 i A% mT LATE DL 45 1]
82 o DX PN S5, ALl 2 R JH JC BR T TR] A ik (unlim-
ited intermediate storage, UIS) HwED TR SR A e
b FR B PR Az 7 R A 7 AR A AR 2 ) R
] VLR A BR 7 (6] 72 4if ( finite intermediate storage,
FIS) 5w , BRI 92 vh X 1 K/ DN, BEAS e Ase 4 v Ak 34
X[, ST A BRGE i DX [] B B R R A AR
TR NN FH U B B, O R R SRR R A RS2
i X i) R ARAR A AT

HAT, Mz e 2 TRZH5ER . H
figt DR S0 1) 3R B o A, Zha 2 NP R R T — RO
Hkr T BEAE AL ( particle swarm optimization, PSO ) 24
22, PSO LRI A TR R F 28 WHRESER S
BRI R AR BE S o Liu 22 IR A PSO Sk
il TR A BIR 2 i DX ) 8 ) R, 5] AT T RS
( ranked-order-value , ROV ) LI , 3% FH 2L [m] L (19
A o] R FIEE T [ 335 1 25 ) S B AU K P A
SRR, Bl TEERNE R T R TRk
B SRR RIS RE FT o Lei 25 N7 SR FH kil b B8
PRGN ERAF A 57 5 W 1Y 35t 1% 5345 (genetic algo-
rithm, GA') | XJ [] B 4 B [7) &8 4 47 5K . Duan 45
NS T R Tl A3 e e A R o X A
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W LT MPSO YA FRZE I 22" iy | ()8 JEE (] AU F 5

[A) 85, v S % 3 ( nawaz-enscore-ham , NEH ) 5.3 7=
AERIARFIRE , ZER AR o B v R A S5 R A2 SUHR A
AR e A . WA NIRRT — R A 22
oy AR R AT 5 i 0 R B A 36 5 25
HACSTER S & SR B R B e B E
A S 45018 o Zeng %5 NV BETE T —Fib 1
B 19 B8 SRR DI A SR T A A A 7 2 ] B
B8, 2B e A A5 it B I Ak 235 R e L b gy A
Je et . Tang 26 AU ST TR A AL
B Bl E 3R T — oA R ok b HILRH 58
[i] B B2 ()L, IV 27 4Ry Ry R o B T i
M ZFEIE T 28 RO 4 s 1 AR R
ELIVIR

AR S T —Fh kot i 2 AR R0
SR AR FIS J7 A 77 1Y 22 77 b T ) i B2 [1)
o DAL ZRRERL 7 REOC AL 2, B APRE 2 18]
BT 206 2 A Ry il S7 i B oA AR
ASCHR R 2 M DU SR R A Al 22 (]
BN TR RORL A, TR [RIAH EL S g 3
Iy i 2R, RE 98 A RO R G O A 4t SR o
B AR R AL , [ o0 g A% ) PG AR A AT )
B R T EIE RSO

2 A AR

L7 AR PR A R A R — B i T R
(1) 7 & B I R 2 2 1, 22 it S0 [0 1
AR 5 (2) 70 Tad A2 o A 1L 7= i R B A it
W= R A W RE 4> I A6 R 9 15 4% b Ak 2
(3) FRHR™ A R R A . B
AN T B TT AN T T4 7 28 T B AR e A
], A4k B bR fe /M SRR ]

FE DL P AR LR 1 ARG w X 27 ) ]
BRI R AT AR S - n AR T i IR AR
m AR HIT I T, — AN e — i 2 H e
— M BN, — IR R — I 2] HBE i T —
AP TER B B, o0 AT TR F #8 A
) s B S AHAR A A1 j - 1 Z A9 2 ih X RNy
By, M i AR ) - 1 RS AR N — R
JAEFER 0= 0 @ AR i X, AR R 2 X
CL D™= 5 BB ZE B Y B AR b, 7= S ARG R X
Hh il M S S HE R R

CL = A i RS R TR E) A o, S, R
55 AR TESS j R BT T i TR,

ie (1,2,,n),je 11,2,,m|, B[] =
Chy koo k) (K, B0 LT < K, < n ) FFAT
SRR, CCk,, ) FER7e ik k, 168 j B
Se TIHED, W CCk, m) 7 T 19 B K58 T
i, A7 I 28 Wi X 45 77 1 T R 19 K2 By
min( C(k,,m)) .CCh,,m) MEBHEARLIT

S =0 (1)
Si s = Su i Al e = 2,m (2)
Siap =S a0t a0 =2,,B,+1 (3)
S, =max{S, .\ +1, 0,8, i+t i,

i =2,B,,+1,j=2,m (4)
Spa = maX{S,W_b1 +1 ,SFBT]‘Z} s

i>B. +1 (5)

S, . = max{Ski,j_, b oS
Si—Bj+1—1,j+1 P
i>B,+1,j=2,m (6)
CCkiyj) = Si; +t
i=1,-,n,j=1,m (7)
1E BIR A, (1) (2) o™=l by £ 5
e EAIFIE N ] 5 20(3) (4) 2™ i b, 7R
&y =12, ,m(i =2,3, B, +1) LRIFRN
TCEFTRL, PRAE T A B A BN TS S A AR
#5(S) ME(6) Fon i kb, TEB#E ] = 1,2,
m(i > B, + 1) FAOTFRaNNT I B 5 418
ZempIX AR/ (7)) R A i TE B B s b
(58 I T] o A7 BRE b IX 22 7= il ) ) s 3 7y e ¢
Hbr 2R 2 R F H 1S C(k, ,m) f/h. W EiR
AT, IR WX RN L B; = n — 1, JIAH
BTG np X TERR, X fie R 5E T 6] 48 b5 AT AL A

SN o

+ tkifhj’

i) ki1, J

3 ZAE R TEMA(MPSO) &%

M\ 1995 4F Kennedy 1 Eberhart' ") $i& k7 T BE
AL (PSO) B3 LIK, PSO 23| 1Tz ki, %5
DR ST H AR A — S ), R
TER AR, 5 TR ik, F 228k
A R RS . R 38 [ 1Y Shi AN
Eberhart" "> $5 H 7 45 A 150 AN A ke aff L T R
Bio TR R b BHHEAL A - w 7R —E TN
AN, X — Ok R R B — A D B AL
T-BELA ( general particle swarm optimization, GPSO)
k. GPSO Bk BN A kA7 45 b - 3 B A
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VAo
ﬂf;ﬂ = wvz +cr (pf; —xz) + Czrz(PZ —xf;) (8)
x/;-” _ xlk] +7]Z‘+l’j =1,2,,m (9)

GPSO VA AEAE R I, I A7 KL S 2 B B 24 iy
MMRERAAE p; T4 JRRIGAE p, , REHOR TR
TE p, BHE , GEREHAZREVERRAT, 25 5 B AR TR R
ASCERRS GPSO SRR AFAE 1 )AL, 4 iy 1 —Fp 2 Fh
FERLTREDLAL (MPSO) B3k
3.1 EERER

M GPSO B A B BEAR HEAT A48 A,
MPSO 535 | A Z A1 Fh i [a] i R 4T UL A48 2R
AT IRERYFE A D7 T GPSO Bk (H 2 BRER 4%
H AR SR, PRAIE T REMR Y 2R 5 18 1 A D e
AT LT 0 % BORL T, B H BR A vh e 22 B4
PRI BORL 7 B0 48, 4> 7 R 2 1) 38 7 RO
PEATHR R SC ZRRER DRI 2EAL , i S A 2 2R
B ARy R B O s Bt AL— A, NS TR b
H R ORI T TANG TR RE , SR J5 0 A A R e 4772
AB184% 2% ( variable neighborhood search, VNS) , ff4%
ARG B B AL -3 1] 1) 25 A7 R, (3 (R Re i
I S B 4 R . MPSO Bk B A - Fh kL
THAEHLE AN 1 R

| BRET | BRET |- -9 | BRET |—|

] | | | |

|
—e e = e
: GpPso | : : Gprso | : > '—I—E’@ :
| y | v | | 4 |
||ﬁ=m¢%m|| ||%ﬁ=ﬂ¥%ﬁt|| | PRt
gimt et et
A 4
> BRI R e

1 MPSO SR FHEH FHUERTEE

WEFR R, AL ~ N AT RS SR L
il #8RFH GPSO, BEAL A 5+ 0 +2 4 [] (4 2 i ML A
ARAE I HEH ey B e, BOUHRIRIEL, 40T FhiEAL
TR LR e UG, A B R RS AT
MREREA T — AU AL

ARTCHRE ) 2 MRERL T REOU AL, JF A 2
AT B BRI DT 3, PR A T ORL TR DL A 5k B0 T B
DR, [R5 | A RS BB 7 RS A Fh I, shk Sk
W AR R A, 1R m R R R AE ST
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3.2 HiEin®E

MPSO 53922k JH BE AL 7 204 1) da AR, 1% 07
T REMS A i ik s (), [R) I, BB U ik o3k 221
FRES> AL, RS RAEMERL 1 1) 2R, A F) T
2R,

MPSO B3k AR AT

(1) | e E MPSO 5535 28, 4045 7 Fh it
NN, TRV BT 5 NIND | B BB 50 M | I
KRB nMAX, LU ¢, ey sw (k) o Fl o BYIRUE
BEniE S

(2) XHEEAFREERL T 19 « Ao $EATRENLA) 46
b, ISR IR RN A (38 1 B (B, PRAF 22 i
ASKL T HASE A IMAARARL, B A 5 B v 3k by B2
A BT PR AE R BT R E BRI REAR AR

(3) AT HBHEIRE 1 s e LR AT 48
E0; T R IO S PR A e S T4 R E R
2R

(4) LAIK B fig R SEACARBON 28 11 2518, A i
& IR (3) #EAT N — TR

(5) il s )m —AORS AR ae v b A 01>
PR A B N3 AR, B Ry 4 Ry e A

TR AL R b, B A R R RORL T
(I AIAFIAG SERNIE A AL AT RS , £ 2% A>T R 2
A7 115 BRI SEUR , Al S A 25 Rt TR AR
AR A

FRAE - SCH A 47, MPSO (1) 4 — AR i 8 a8 b 1
E (I

(D) BT RN A0(8) L (9) HEAT &
I JBE BT

(2) PR R BB T, TR RS

(3) VBT RE Y S UKL T T ARG R FIRE
FEXPHG RN PR AT AR SR R

(4) ¥ K5 AR RERL T 23 ) 3% ] ) 2% A7 Fh R
VB~ 1) e 0 e DG A, ) P S i s = A e
{H.

(5) BeAT Ik B B RAEALAREL, 1R 0] (1) 4k 2k ik
1Eo

4 fFREER

4.1 XWiEE

R T RS 0 S ECRTR B ARk MR FE L
#Z% Intel Core 2. 20GHz . NAEN 1.99GB 1% PC #L_b 9k
1T5E5 . % Matlab R2008a X MPSO ,GPSO #11 GA



H LT MPSO HYATBRGE M X 227 i ) 18] B B [R] e A F 5

B

TR AR X 26 AN ] RUAR 1) S 70 )8 J3E [ RS A
FERRPE R I A E B il I E AR, P
BLIBAT 10 W, 38 R 25 R AT RO L, 328 Hh XA BR &2 o
[X 227 it ] T AL ELAT 3k i FH AR MPSO 24,
4.2 ZMX KNI EFE B

EZ WX AR T, S —F ™= f e T 7
FEAM T HICHIN TS, A% o0 R i IX 2
TG, AN it el B BELZE T, sk 4 T R AR X i T

JTC, BT LAGE DX DR /N o A 772 77 A — S B 52 T
B = 0 W, I8 ) A] LA A o — A~ BE ZE I (1]
R, B B AN W8 o, DT S8 TR ] A 52 0 s 2%
MoK, 2 B > 4 I, B OR5E T e B E A B
FEHAK S AL FELE B = 1
B = A BHEM SREF B = 0 (G OLHEATXT L, A
THOLIEFT 10 U, SREAF I I/ IME, S5 R 3% 1
FioR

®1 ZHERKNAFERGESERXLL

B =0 B =1 B =4

nxm - - -
avg min avg min avg min
12 x5 906 903 879 879 879 879
14 x4 1076.7 1063 971.2 964 969. 6 969
10 x6 962.2 961 936.3 933 935.7 933
8 %9 1021 1021 1017 1017 1017 1017
20 x 15 2140.5 2120 2010.3 1985 2001.2 1980
30 x10 2602.2 2571 2300.9 2272 2284.7 2251
20 x5 1390. 6 1376 1301.8 1301 1301 1301
20 x10 1763.9 1733 1662.9 1637 1660. 8 1636
20 x20 2315.4 2286 2188.8 2165 2178.6 2155
50 x5 3207.6 3187 2892.6 2892 2892 2892
50 x10 3548.2 3528 3050.7 3015 3002. 1 2976
50 x20 4431.4 4386 3972.8 3943 3932.7 3899
75 x20 6136.6 6078 5293.8 5244 5206.5 5148
100 x 30 8785 8755 7661. 1 7619 7497.3 7460

1 1 Bl LU i T RO, A5 BR 22
DXAEVH B PR RG> B | O B4 m a1 1Y
IF, PLAZE SR8 N B MR LRI S (B2 BT i —20
Bz 4wy, OSSR RN R, 7E
SEerh, S A: P AR RN A P A, AT D SE e Y
Bz op R I, FCBIRERIE B = 1,
b AR S0 ek SR A T SRR
4.3 SHIREF

X TR R R R, SR IR RE R
PERE ™ AR 1 52 ), — 83 2ok 5 5 59 30 DR ) o 45
PRI EER G o BIAS SCE 6 AN [R] S 850 A 1
iR, kA E MPSO Bk {54k, MPSO 53k 47 3
DS TR E N, TR ORI I 2R
NIND , %% BRI 500 M i m) R e 4% TA 211
18 A5, G2 vh X B = 1, HIAHXT &5 (relative per-
centage deviation, RPD) i% ZAE N IEM 545, RPD
AR AT
Obt,, — Best,,

RPD =
Best

x 100 (10)

sol

oy, Obt,, FRom HoA S8 & 15 2 89 e L,
Best ,, 2T A Z B G153 B R AUAR , DS 4L
HERRIAY RPD AYE 0N, B2 2 B & TR RE
Hhf . HE4S N =10,NIND =20, # RK7 114
M3 5IH0,1,2,3 4 BEAE AU E S 10 Y, B
RPD HY-F- I, g 45 R UN3E 2 iR, Rt
] f ) f5e /I RPD (AL, Count {H /R 78 M R [RI
LT, BTSNy RPD {H 1448

MR 2 A AE, S M = 2 0, 15338 T 13 R
/INRPD 8, I BT DU, IFElE M IRE R, i 2]
gy, AR, 4 M g O I, £ A Bl i 22 ] 5
A B, BARTBIE TR 1 2R  (HIF A RE SE /1
PR RERA A 2, AT MR R E A SR
PR R AU AR 2 b AR iR G, ELUSCSAORS FE R
534 M= 2 I, ARl E 22 ) 0T 38 2 52,
FAE.Z (8] i 15 B A2 46, T LAABE IG5 mi) RAE E 5 24 M
T RIN;, FRIRE 2 18] 5 22 S P B T Rh At
ZREE B D A RO B AR R, Rt 2> ff
R EA R . K 2 et TR R A E R AL
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R R, G 3 S5, BT AR E Y MOBR(EL Y 2 I,
L BITEREIB B B

A TS AR R AT BT, M RUSEOR
TR RN, 2% NIND F1 N EAE2 0 T iR

MBI/, LA P2 BOIA TR I 32
PRI S P ON I BT n x m x0. 25,
n AR VB 72 5B, m g T TR

x2 BRAFNE M RZEEETH RPD &

Problem nxm M =0 M =1 M =2 M =3 M =
Ta001 20 x5 0.0428 0. 1427 0.0143 0.0428 0.2282
Ta005 20 x5 0.7872 1.0824 0.7257 0.7380 0.9225
Ta009 20 x5 0 0.0307 0 0 0.0307
Ta011 20 x 10 1.1985 1.3039 0.8341 1.3998 1.3135
Ta015 20 x 10 2.2599 1. 9690 2.0757 2.1435 2.2502
Ta019 20 x 10 1.8957 2.1534 1.5706 1.9816 2.2025
Ta021 20 x 20 1.4908 1.5897 1.2929 1.4644 1.6359
Ta025 20 x 20 1.6671 1.8355 1.5789 1.6775 1.6474
Ta029 20 x20 1.9123 1.9170 1.1718 2.0056 2.2108
Ta031 50 x5 1.1876 1. 1570 0.9635 1. 1009 1. 1366
Ta035 50 x5 1.8315 1. 3448 1.4390 1.5175 1.4547
Ta039 50 x5 0.1902 0.0761 0.0657 0.0761 0.1798
Ta041 50 x 10 1.9459 1.8339 1.7266 1.7219 1.8805
Ta045 50 x 10 2.4521 2.0177 1.6768 2.0037 1.8963
Ta049 50 x 10 3.7512 2.8247 2.1575 3.1826 3.5544
Ta051 50 x 20 1.6869 1.3297 1.2634 1.2707 1.2302
Ta055 50 x 20 1.7232 1.4733 1.2868 1.3342 1.4196
Ta059 50 x 20 1.9031 1. 8396 1.8447 1. 0962 1.7102
Count 1 2 13 3 1

WE N = 10,M = 2,NIND 4358 10,20 .30,
45 .60, F3 Al i Sliz 47 10 W, Geit &M oL T~ RPD
R e/ IMELR U (count) , 3B E] 2, NIND )R/
SRR UL , S T 52 M 2 AR ), A ] LR
i, NIND 1 20 3] 30 i, FlvRE LA A, k744X
PEAC I )RR I, faki 45 A A Qi 2L, Count {H A
I/ BEE NIND (38R, Pl U p 2238 O, il
FEZ R R IIE I, P ALSE RA P b e (A IF AN
Fo PrLL, T AR T8 NIND 35245 20 HALRIE
10 -

Count

- N W A U O N 0 ©
I
|

NIND=10 NIND=20 NIND=30 NIND=45 NIND=60
2 AEFHERFHE Count HEHITE
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HUE NIND =20,M =2, N 4353155 .10 .15 20 ,
25, FFE HLIEAT 10 IR, Gt RAME LT RPD B
e/ MARAEL A BN S5 R E 3 iR, MR FRAT
ATLEE], N AR/, SR ZF0E; N EHK
K, SRR T 3G w /D S AR 8, X 5
I MME = AR KA W, 4N = 15 i, 138145
SRt , WUR AL P Re R A

T T T T

—_
=
I
|

9 |- -
g - -
7L o

gof -

S 5| 4
4 -
3 4
2 - —
1k -

[
N=5 N=10 N=15 N=20 N=25

B3 FREFHEEAEM Count EE T E

Zet L BRI, v] LA MPSO B3 1) =
SR A IUE: TN = 15, TAEEN



FHEE SET MPSO 1A BRI X 227 i 18] B 2 (R RE A 52

KL% NIND =20, B IKL TR M = 2,
4.4 BERUERESH

R RO B S, B T MPSO Bk S
B, AT 2B MPSO BAG %5 Fpfe et , 3t
HABE B AR T DL AL (GPSO ) 303k i jst A% 3k
(GA) K5 Z iR T HE AL AL (MPSO) 5k A7 L
B o 53 I FH 3 = B 0o A R KA F) A7 BIR 28 1o [X 22
7t ) TR B ) AR AT R A, = M5k R A )
ARPRE T ML, AR A IR A QR D EL A R v, DAY
FEPRER TR I SCH A AR i 25 (RPD) 1222, if A

AL N 15% 22 (optimal relative error, ORE) Fllfx 25
FAXT 1R 2= (worst relative error, WRE) .

Obt,, — Best,,
ORE = —"—> x 100 (11)
Best
Obt,,, — Best,,
WRE = ——— x 100 (12)
Best

P Bk fe v, BRI L2 47 10 ¥k, Obe,, 4y 10
WPk wALAE, Obt,,, b 10 Wk e 251,
Best,, NATASEH AR RN sREUE
N, R AL ST

x3 FRBEBEERILL

Problem nXxm Algorithm RPD ORE WRE nMAX

GPSO 0.65 0 1.84

Ta005 20 xSGA 0.81 0 1.54 200
MPSO 0.06 0 0.31
GPSO 3.73 2.64 5.09

Ta015 20 x 10 GA 3.74 2.76 4.48 200
MPSO 2.10 0.37 3.50
GPSO 5.45 3.50 7.23

Ta025 20 x20 GA 5.26 3.50 6.20 300
MPSO 2.33 1.26 3.73
GPSO 1.64 0.17 3.94

Ta035 50 x5 GA 1.48 0.31 3.60 300
MPSO 0.10 0 0.62
GPSO 6.85 5.23 8.14

Ta045 50 x 10 GA 7.53 5.70 9.18 500
MPSO 1.81 0.37 2.81
GPSO 4.73 3.60 6.57

Ta055 50 x20 GA 4.95 3.76 6.06 500
MPSO 0.63 0.25 1.12
GPSO 1.50 0 5.35

Car3 12 x5 GA 1.57 0.46 4.55 200
MPSO 0 0 0
GPSO 2.86 1.66 3.84

Car4 14 x4 GA 2.93 1.87 3.94 200
MPSO 1.20 0.52 2.39
GPSO 1.00 0.54 2.79

Car5 10 x6 GA 1.48 0.64 2.47 200
MPSO 0.45 0 0.54
GPSO 0.26 0 1.57

Car6 8 x9 GA 0.37 0 0.79 200
MPSO 0 0 0
GPSO 5.67 3.46 7.74

Recl3 20 x 15 GA 6.52 3.77 8.19 400
MPSO 2.54 1.32 4.07
GPSO 7.67 4.83 9.97

Recl9 30 x 10 GA 7.65 6.22 9.79 500
MPSO 2..87 2.01 3.7
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TEPEAS [ HUASL 1 [n) R 2R A7 5 B35, MPSO
fi A BRGE wh X e kA PR, EvhIX B = 1, &
B8 e, = ¢, = 1.49445, TORLA R BE X ][ -2,
27, 7 B RS g, w(k) H0.9 4 kAR 4k Ny
0.4, N =15,NIND =20,M =2, LB S50
XAMEFH 0.9, 48 S HER Ky 0. 02, %) 4 FiAE AL AN
MPSO 1) —#, &8 4 300, {h B X H 25 SR an e 3 fr
N, nMAX F R BB A ACEL, AR A 7 BRI Y A
#% R AR R A TR AT

M3 3 WSS R T LIE IR A IR i X £
72 T TA] B BE TR RS 1, GPSO By GA il =AM
W RE(E LA 4 20K BN &, BB ) B A Ry i e
A, MPSO 3k r9 4 AL 45 5 0 B A T GPSO 5k
FTGA R 5IE I T AL K, MPSO A A0 Bk 4 B
nzE o

Sh T SR O M s MPSO S5 AE i st i
PR , S A [R]85 ( Rec13:20 x 15, Recl9:
30 x 10) $EAT45 B, IF 2l = PRk A i b i 46
B (K4 F5) K4 fmESa] LUA B, GPSO A
A GA (3 ZAEE AR =, HL GA il Sid 72 He
BN, TN MPSO B33 (i i sk i 2 ml LU Hh A
RS, BEAEAS Bk H )R A /M, SRR A
WALT GPSO Bk GA,

5 #

ARSCEF A BRZE vh X 2277 il T 6] B ] B [R] RE
DAt/ M ™ il B B R 58 TR E] S Ak A A, i3t 1
— R R ERL TR . Ik 5 ARS ROk T
oK 38 58 5 RE 22 18] A 52 TR 1, 3 v b1 19 22 )

2250 1 HEAK 23

200§ ——Ga
2150 b

E 2100f;  L——y

& : 1

2050 T e

2000 | Eomsense s

1950

0 100 200 300 400 500
LA

B4 Recl3:20 x15 Byl
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2600 AL

2550

2500}, 1y

e
o 2450E
)

= '-:
B 2400

2350} oo,

2300

2250

0 100 200 300 300 500
BEAREL
B 5 Recl9:30 x10 g4 US4 il 2k

FRBETT, R 2 T 3 A0 3l 1 728 S SR R 3k
XAEAERIIEBEA T80 R, 5k RE A5 S B Mk 114 =) 348
G, AR o 8 5 XA [ WEASE Fg 9 J32 1] Rt i
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Abstract

For minimizing the total flow time of batch production, the bath scheduling problem with limited buffers was
studied, and a batch scheduling algorithm based on the multi-swarm particle swarm optimization (MPSO) was pro-
posed. The algorithm uses multiple swarms to increase the diversity of initial particles, and selects several good par-
ticles of each sub-swarm as the immigrant particles in the process of parallel evolution of sub-swarms to make the
sub-swarms affect and promote each other, which prevents the result running into the local optimum prematurely
and enhances the global research ability. It utilizes the variable neighborhood search ( VNS) on the elite swarm
consisting of each sub-swarm’ s best particle to further improve its convergence accuracy. The effectiveness of this
algorithm was verified by the simulation of different scales of scheduling and the comparison of its performance with
other algorithms. The proposed algorithm can solve the batch scheduling problem with limited buffers.

Key words: mutil-swarm particle swarm optimization (MPSO) , limited buffers, batch scheduling, immigrant

particle, variable neighborhood search ( VNS)
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