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Abstract

In this paper, the batch scheduling problem is extended to the multi-objective (sumCj, MOC) batch
scheduling problem. The scheduling problem is divided into two stages: batching and batch sche-
duling. In the batching process using the traditional BFLPT batch rule to obtain the batching re-
sults; while in the batch scheduling process, for the multi-objective function, this paper not only
presents improved evolutionary algorithm Improved-NSGA-II to solve the multi-objectives mini-
mization problem, but also lists the algorithms of NSGA-II and SPEA2 as the contrast. Through the
simulation experiment, to compare the three algorithms in three aspects, respectively from the
number, the quality and the running time of Pareto solution set, this paper proves the effective-
ness of the Improved-NAGS-II algorithm.
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. SRS REM A RASHBFLPTA N, BRISMER: MRAEIES, XA EHRK
B, A CRH T kR E P Improved-NSGA-IBR 58 5% HFr IARAL A, FIRT 5128 T BINSGA-II
MISPEA2{EAXT . i EELE, AAMNHBREBENEE. RENFEETHEEAN S I =ZFE
VTR, MITIE A Improved-NAGS-TIF{ A 3tk .
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1. 518

fit A FEHL(Batch processing machine, BPM) 1 [ 3% ke T — &2 L HEARY], B SR 1T
FE ) 85 J5 B B b S R I — Pk B TR BE 1) R, BT IZ IR S 5t (Uzsoy, 1994 [1]; Dupont and Ghaz-
vini, 1998 [2]; Melouk et al., 2004 [3]). “PATHLILALE & — AN AR AL G 78 73 3, @& 1A B o) i ) — AN
By TEMRERERBARRZ, —MLEINn T2 TR BN 8 A B TR ZR 5 )
PLAS b, A T AR AN R RN k. IX R ) @l 22 Lh 2 SO FE R 2R 1 2, O 0 IO AL B 1n) R 2 NP
eI R, I AR SRR R 2 P47 AL 52 el 25 A e () bR B/ M B K 58 A TR) A in T e) s
ARG FRBNEM 00 T AR5 BC U Z Sk 2 LT 1) 2 A H bR il 8 2 R A2 AN B BRI %

HATA KSR 5N GO0 FIR I H AR ) BT T, R IR & P s VAT AN 5 1 S B 7 VR A o
AR gt RLR . B EIR4]. ShA MR BERAE . WAL [5] . SOk EE (Patrical Swarm
Optimization, PSO) & 7k[6]. IR k545,

PUAE ST 4L B AOBIF 7038 1 8 rh e 2 P2 R0 AN 52 LI AU AR OC  H b b, 63 H At T30 214 al
R TR, Bk B SRR, MTES—J7m, & B G R RE A E e i .
FEMRTIG O 5T, BEURPT A BB R, A N R T R A AR AR

TE2 &2 AeAS H AR 30 H ARFPAT MU B2 LG A% e i 50 H bRt i B T 9 2 2R 2 & ARk il /B, AR SCHE
PEFERl EERHEAR(D.Cj, MOC). Horit > Cj ARSI LA [, MOC J&fF &AL b AR it i
FEARTIRAS . AR T A B B it HEUREE . RSO E R LR E R, SR W R HT I 2
H AR SRR AT SRR S A B FEARSE . JRAE ML AE B3R H — B a4k 592 Improved-NSGA-II .

AR SC B S ) AT VEANAEER, AR T IR — SN R R B AR s B = A e =it
FE(NSGA-II. SPEA2 % Improved-NSGA-II 5i%); B E G IHE G, TR E, X H&HIEN
SEGLER, AR AR, SCEIRE U TR AT ARSI SR T .

2. [ERERR
2.1, )RR E
ARSI % B RR VR 1) 50T B R
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(1) 45 m YIS TATHLIES M, n D IARESA N, AT U BEME ML Ein T,

(2) HLEs AL TN, AT C, A AR RS A Sl L a A B HAt A AR RS 2 AV T A

() r#t/EH B Rt S, b Romitle HLIIIN I R JgHE A AR i N T R], SR RSt
LA RSEZ A0, RN LA it N DA LA 2 Al BRE I DR A e ve by, A s in
BT LA

(4) PRALEARAL(D.Cj, MOC), KIAEW H bR AL ffiE s .

2.2. AR Pmls;, c;, batch| (> Cj, MOC)

Mmm:iiw—Hgm )
i-1 j-1
Min Z2 = max(c,,c,,,C,,) )
k
st. D> Xp=1 j=1--,n (3)
b=1
iyibzl b=1---,k 4
i=1
szijpj j=1---,nmb=1---k 5)
C®=>c, b=1--k (6)
jeb
Y x,8 <C )
i=1
1 THjETHitb
i :{o oy ®
B {1 fItbJE THLaw
ib — (9)
0 HoAth

Hh Q) MEEE—AHbrR %, B58 TS T FrA HLES R se T . (2)H/MEEE A HAR R %L,
BRSE T T m GHLE KRR 5E T . Q)FREA T4 REEH — LA T, @)F R MR
REHH— L2 0 Lo (5) MR n T B [A) 55 T4tk o AR A e R S ] (6) fEEphn Ll AR 56 T N BT A LA
ICRAs . (DA PTA LA RS Z AN TS5 THE 2 (). (8)FI(9) A PR v ki Ar & I REHL 0 8L 1.

2.3. ZRFMUHERTS

WA b, HIX HARE EAHRR, £ Bis B S — A ErRZE. RILERRR
A (X)=(1,(x), £,(X),-, £, (x)) Z BRI B R AR — Pk Hpareto s (LA -

N ZHARRE min f(X), ENAENETEN Q. #X e, HAFERMN X co
fi(X)=f,(X)(i=12r)Bo0, HEPEDE AR HAZE R, WX min f (X)) Hiparetofiflt
fift

MRS R Rl 2 H bR min £ (X)) MBAARFEME, 25 RN R B A&, WFkp
XhLq, MFERARNP<q.

Q) M ML B dR, pAEg, BN £ (p)< fi(a).(i=12r)-

() #0H B, pEZHB EREANT q. BN =12,1, i f,(p)<f(q).
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3. AN

Z H L B WS AP IR, — Rl R, — AR, A4k MOC i makespan A
HiAro XA AR NP MR, ASCEE b A BFLPT B, DLk iR B AR . SCE M =
MTERCE B RE,  F A B A SCHE L R FE B B A0 LA BV i FE

3.1. BFLPT 43

% Hbn i FE b o it AR R AR F BB B, T A S AT Il R ARFAE, 1% 4% 1 BFLPT (best-fit longest
processing time) J&i & XU, €& L. Dupont Z5[71C I, JF BAE RSt s 2, feess
BB T R, B RUE

% BFLPT:

(1) LA Tt p dEd g HE . S8 TR L,

(2) WP L IEFETAE, FBONEATHES, At i g 2 (Al /s W BeA o] AU AL, T 255
Bl —AME, B TR R, BEiEN:. EREPE 2 EEFTHE LA EH .

(3) HHeHEY, BENLAEEINLEE Fhn T,

K AR AT, BIPE E s e, 8RR AN R ) S SR =P LA B g, AT
ReAS BB H br ok B0 .

3.2. NSGA-1I 1+48

NSGA-II (Non-dominated Sorting Genetic Algorithm I1) [8]/2& Deb et al. [9]7F 2012 FEH FIFE T £ Hix
FEAL R, AT LRI R AT NGSA [10] (Srinivas and Deb, 1994) i — sl s, FEA LI JIAMES. —
EEHH T Pareto S MREEEIIMLIE, AN BEACHKIN (B A8 BE . RN RIRE SR B ALI[11], R R
PRI IR BRI MR . — AR 2 H AR in] ) 2 H 3 =2 )

3.2.1. YmB5REE

A GOAEACRITA A 751, SN R P 915 1,2, n o XA e AR I E DR nox (n/2
+1), Gtk ERE(N2 + D)L EAFAE— ML T A o FEgRII A 32— E IR A B IR 7 51 5 e
(n/2+1) B iy — RS o FE AR I AT S BT

3.2.2. HENELRRTE

BIEBENL= A — AN IVIEFRE Ao ARG XS T SEbRTRIE SR, R, L XEERIER—A#
B Bo MGFREE A FIRREE B B IO — B 2n MR EERIMEE C.

IR EE C HATHIE OO S 4E[12] FREH AP IANL R E L IHEITE MEARIRAER 5, PUHCRE X
ANIHFEE FIARIRT R CAONZERE, M C Hik e n DY EARE N — R A, EE FiRI R
L2 BIIA T (R AR B B E 2% A
3.2.3. IR EAIMEE 1)

SR8 S BHA C A N AME, I IRIEF SRS Ko m AT FL R, Ry, Ry A0 2 FHILD A,
DX ST ER R FCRE R C 1 m g 4

D Upeimrymy P=C

() vi,je{l,2,---mjHi=j,FNF =,

() F=F, = =F,, B F,, "M B2 b 3SR SR

TENSGA-IH, 17 AEIA B E AR 3 498 o 2 B () MR N — ARFI B, 75 ZEXT PP B A i a0 4R
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Figure 1. Construction of boundary set

E 1 aRERE

BON TR T € C AP Bt o rbsiac oM e b SCRCAMAT R MAS (DR STRCH MASE &
Hl

s, =[{j|i=iijeC}

t =|{i[i-j.i.jieC}

PG FAERS, SRR s, FVERIARES AR, SRS .
It s F
do while peC
do while qeC
it (p-a) [t, -t ula})
elseif (p~<q){s,=s, +1}
end while
end while
kbl s S
i=1;
While (F, = Q)
H=0,;
dowhile get,
Sq =Sq -1
it (s, ==0)
H=Hu{a};
End while
i=i+1;
F=H;
End while

324 BEEEHE
WA AEIN G RS H , s 2 LN 1F:
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1) F+F +-+F-1<100
2) F+F +---+F >100
e b Fr R U R L SR N I G ik e N R AR, JRERNIESE100 — (R +F, +---+ Ry ) D
CARHEN T —A, R B SR AR B E (1412)
RERBHTX o R 58 ERAMEEFIR, AXA:
D(i) = (fi (i+1)- f (i-1))

k=1

HEAR FL R K RO AT, ¢ R E AN (i+0) 15 1, (i-1) K3 F AR k 7615 | HI4RAY
BAA B B B

3.3. SPEA2 /48

SPEA2 [13]H L Z1ESPEA (Strength Pareto Evolutionary Algorithm) [14]%:6t E#ET 40, £ H
PRI BRI RABSHE . BAVIISPEASLYE, AR AMANIE RLEFR Pareto i, 1 Je kA ok A
o A (R AT AR OB EA T 38 N 2 58 S, FRE — AN RO AR SR O B 24 A A AR T AR 75 AN
ASSC e S0 R P M 2 I, e 58 5 A S MINS GA- AR ] o

HILSPEA2: BHAPHIFMIBIAN, TFRYSEQAM, EARIREUNT;

(1) BEHL A MEREABILEFIEQo, Poo EALEEt1=0;

(2) APTHQTHMAMAIT HIESE: (3.3.1)

(3) ¥PTHQTHAIPIA AEHLMALRAFFN T —AAFREEE Qpy 1, I |Qr | > M TR BT B4
LRIME: H Q| <M, NWFEPTHIQT % —E MMM b — L MEMA Q> Q=M 5 (33.2)

(4) A t=T s e A A& b 20, H Qp,, T IAE ST A N ka5 &

(5) X Q. PATTEART L SR, AL, A RREFRIPT+1H, t=t+1, #A(2).
331 ENESE

N T AE ARG A F 05E SRR, (A 25 RRAE A A R AN SR A (04 BT A A (R 1 L
T TR 5 B AR AN AR ] R PR B R E BTS00, BITHERRFRPT (WIHR 5E) FIQT (FF A4 48 i B A
RIBERLE, A/ ABA S . E3E N EEFG) R RID>) 45 A R -

F(i)=R(i)+ D(i)

FHARG) (H3) 225, ROMITEARWT:

R()=" > s(i)
JjeRUQy, j=<i
FLrprS() HFEARP I QuH j S A A A K R()ERAIARIR AR (¥ T &bk i, D(i) 2 /NG 7y, ot S A
D(I):aik+2
Hort o R—AEIR LKA RO AMARBE R, M2 T RERACK0, HD(i)<1, HikH

k=yIRI+IQ] -

XEANERIRE A LR, b = S AR AT SNSRI A AR ST AR AR, 4 SRR B0 i R T AT T
MMES, BRSNS B2 A A A . 75 MR BURAC A MR B ) MAREAT #h 78 . ELRXAN TR,
LR AN ERE A RURGE B BA TP e BOE KME . BARBCA PRI E R, Hi T35 T ME R
i oL, TS A4 R B I ST A
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Figure 2. Gathering distance calculation
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E 3 ENERITE

3.3.2. TR

MEBEGS PT RIFER44E QT kB A& M/ METEA F—fRIERE Q, o, 36 PT A QT A1 F (i) <140
(EELIRAMEEN Qp oy WIS |Qr | <M T PT A1 QT bl 4 F()E/NGIIA, FLH1|Q. =M .
WU (Qa] > M+ IURIFEAFRAE BT AWM % Q. FHINELE Q| = M . FIH o RIS, %
S FEAMARE B N 4).

3.4. BEFEu#a NSGA-1I B9 EE &%

RIS/ e 2 H AR, BATR SR AP B ARG RER BL, I EL SRR
LRI . A SCAEE NSGA-I YRR b aEAT iodt,  FERLIEEE AR A AP I — AR R aE ik, ik
FRE P B N A

3.4.1. BUHRME
FEMCALFRBY B, K dte 2 6 S HLES En o X ASC R H AR i3 B (XQMOC) , FATTHT DL 73 2848,
KBOREE — > BFR AR REDL T RIS = Bhr. £E NSGA-II gL, 0 T4 AR i 1) Mk
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Figure 4. Trim archive collection
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@AM MEH JE A R EE R BB 7ELRUESE — B AR S 58 TR AR [ e it o

L E A R MU — B AR HLER I ORI TR MOC.

CERpA YN

(1) LS —REXZ R, BAOVEE—AFRE. DA 2R NFEE MRS, K8 E e i
IR 2 AL b, AR n = (R-1)m+x ;

(2) BHs m MBI 2% b, BEEEE 2 m MR EFEECEE — % b, ETWEETEN
% HARFATHLHL Y BE ) BB 3050 56 (R-1)m MR R-14 b, S5 R i x A TS 85— 2 s

(3) MEE I UA, W 24 mi 2 b0 T Rl f R P E SO T — 2 R HLES I TR A /ML S =, BT Ik
BB —RE R B,

MJE R EE rank — s WHREANFREEAMAR AT S0, P DUARIE MRS — A HARA BB LT, 18
FIRALE A HERE B B FIERAL IS BB NSGA-IN HEAT R, 0 T8 — QR BER AT Bk AT AL,
TXFEFRAT TR AT DAAS 2 FEAR (1 Mk
4. SEENG SRR
4.1. KB

T Bk L U2 B ARk, e EEI AR R B R — N U THsE, T
WpE, AN TRCA, HLas Rk 1),

42. HESHIRE

TEIIHE L5, FRATAE B =R SEVEAE DL N S8 BB GURT LA BB EAR 1 45 RS0k B S
PLR B (K 2):

BT BEAE eclipse “F & Fi47, #8454 dual core 2.3Ghz 4bF1 2%, 2G 1% RN BLVEIE AT 10 YR S241
4.3. EERFNIERR

T R AV EEEAR RS LR BRI, FRATTTE S8 R F BAR B LR R AR SR PR BIE 1 R

(1) HECRCAARSER R, SAERAREHE R ER R R 2 — AN EHEE BRI, fERIEW RS IE
TEREA GO BRI 0I5 A 2 HE AR 45 58 N2l 0 i I AUUME

(2) HEFCMARELCE, RS NERA RN A AR AL MERNIERE, RATHE &
KIERE A, ] AR G i iy R4 2k, 18 2L IfR T &

(3) FEFTIZATIR[A], PRI 2 ] AR & NP e[, SRR I TR KRR E B mT LAE H— AR

Table 1. Parameter settings of jobs and machines

F=1. THHSREHRER

SN U AR A 2 H
TAFHE 50,100,150 3
GRS e 2,34 3
TR [1,20] 1
T TR ) [1,10] 1
LA [10,50] 1
DIE 225 10 1
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4.4. EWERSTL
FE4C 3 AT TR A AR DL T 3B SCRCAR A K. RS — M EE R T A

Table 2. Algorithm parameters

2. HEBHE

Improved NSGA-1I NSGA-II SPEA2
FREFRURL: 100 (20 T.1%) FREFRURL: 100 (20 T.1%) FREERUEL: 100 (20 T.14)
FOEEAIAR: 150 (50 T1F) FOEEHIAL 150 (50 T1F) AERYRIRE: 100 (20 To4F)
FRIERIEE: 200 (80 T.44) FREFRURL: 200 (80 T.14) FREFRURL: 150 (50 T.14)

ARSI 150 (50 TF)

FHEEMIAE: 200 (80 T-1F)

ARSI 200 (80 T-1F)
LA EL: 500

EARREL: 500 ERIKEL: 500

XA 1.0 XA 1.0 XA 1.0
BAME: 0.1 BAME: 0.1 BAME: 0.1
Table 3. The compare of three algorithms’ results
3. ZMECEMRBEN IR SR
Improved NSGA-II NSGA-II SPEA2

KA

Max Avg Min Max Avg Min Max Avg Min
20-3-/)r 12 8.7 5 11 8.1 4 14 9.7 5
20-3-K 10 9.1 8 12 8.3 5 13 8.6 5
20-4-/)x 12 11.5 10 13 11 10 12 8 6
20-4-K 13 10.4 8 11 8.8 7 13 115 10
20-5-7)h 9 85 7 12 10.4 8 11 8.8 7
20-5-K 9 75 4 13 8.2 4 10 6.6 3
50-3-/) 20 18.1 16 19 17,5 15 20 16.1 14
50-3-K 33 29.4 25 32 279 23 30 238 21
50-4-/> 16 13.2 11 14 11.4 9 14 10.7 6
50-4- K 37 317 27 30 20.8 12 26 217 19
50-5-/> 15 13.5 10 13 11.6 10 13 11 10
50-5-K 17 14.8 12 14 11.6 10 15 11.8 9
80-3-/) 28 25.3 21 26 22.3 19 25 22.5 18
80-3-K 46 30 24 39 314 23 30 20.6 14
80-4-/N 18 15 9 16 12.9 9 17 13.2 9
80-4-K 29 259 22 20 15.4 9 25 18.9 15
80-5-/ 33 30.9 26 32 28.4 21 31 26.3 22
80-5- K 47 38.2 32 36 337 27 30 28.6 25
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B, B AR, B EEARR TR . Hid MAXL AVG. MIN, 7EFIZR HoR J LR L
AT ISR PR B A R i KB FIME S Fs/ME . BT, BRATATRAE W, TR
THEOLE, T EVERIERE R EA L o (HSBEE TAFMRIN, 7E M T4 NSGA-II AHX T SPEA2
Al AR BT 2 (R 4E . 1T Improved-NSGA-I1 S H NSGA-I B4 4T (50 R . ARSI R, SPEA2
MR SCRL AR AR & MAT A SRR 3R 1, DRI FRAT T4 1) 09 FF SCIC AR AR (1 RS AN 1T B K T A7 RS S AR
SRR, BN AR SCOBC AR AR 1B AL Bl A A MU PR 8 i B i), DR A e 2 [ () B4 n 2> 4R 21 B8 22 755
Hin R L.

LA RBIHT EAEIERSATRE], BAAA(S) . MERFIRATRT LR R, (H TSN 20 B, =R E
VAR AT IS 8] B R ORI DX 1) o AFLBE 5 ] /UARASE ) 38 K, Improved-NSGA-I1 I AT I (B AH# 5 NSGA-II
1 SPEA2 A% W R A K . X2y, IRATAE NGSA-II NN T mnk-s 7> R ELVE, WEIEERE E R
FRIBE AN, I A ) 45 8 AR AR K . NSGA-II F1 SPEA2 W T il 5 A2 AR S ke Hi AT 75 Mk o 3 3 I 7],
SPEA2 7£ FT A 551 FI i 1R)_E AT EHK T NSGA-I, XK A SPEA2 HIR 441 /& AR 4E M ORI EE N 3t
[FPLE ), T NSGA-I I T4 2 & AP RIS N SRGE ). X /2 NSGA-I ZEEE R A,

5. B4
ASCMAZ AR B RYRFAEN T, BE 0 FE IR v B PIASB BL oy R BOAISL R BZ R B {3 7 P it

Table 4. The compare of three algorithms’ running time
Fo4, ZMEEEITR B KIN S RITEE

Improved NSGA-II NSGA-II SPEA2
HKA
Max Avg Min Max Avg Min Max Avg Min
20-3-/ 10.98 10.66 10.44 11.69 11.21 11.03 25.68 24.73 23.95
20-3-K 16.70 17.35 16.13 17.88 17.29 16.95 28.55 26.21 25.73
20-4-/]n 20.19 17.84 14.86 20.72 18.65 17.78 28.06 25.75 24.48
20-4-K 24.22 23.42 23.05 23.58 23.15 22.48 27.67 26.69 25.17
20-5-/)h 25.22 24.42 24.05 24.58 24.15 23.48 29.86 28.73 28.09
20-5-K 27.59 26.95 25.87 26.35 25.87 25.05 30.11 29..36 28.85
50-3-/x 42.78 42.13 41.88 41.15 40.97 40.43 60.32 58.64 56.27
50-3- K 47.73 45.28 43.17 45.84 43.66 42.53 65.93 64.81 63.15
50-4-/]n 57.63 55.82 52.26 54.33 52.13 51.84 74.23 72.59 71.94
50-4-K 62.49 60.31 58.79 60.54 58.72 56.86 80.98 75.66 71.69
50-5-/x 70.05 68.58 62.95 65.15 63.13 60.81 85.55 81.74 76.36
50-5-K 75.31 72.22 69.81 72.94 70.42 67.41 93.97 90.41 88.39
80-3-/)x 358.08 351.70 346.35 120.19 114.84 100.38 147.81 146.52 145.81
80-3-K 367.16 348.27 335.91 142.24 140.77 136.11 190.19  188.07  186.03
80-4-/x 472.24 447.08 429.64 189.14 173.38 162.67 220.79 218.98 217.69
80-4- K 592.11 573.27 561.41 203.43 198.29 196.05 28398  267.17  259.59
80-5-/> 640.34 623.82 612.91 274.48 273.66 272.73 32747 32466  321.93
80-5-k 882.92 875.38 857.13 317.14 315.09 313.77 460.14 451.56 449.41
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B NSGA-II F1 SPEA2, FEEILIERE E4RH T Improved-NSGA-II 5. X =AM 3 B L i
B, BATMARRI R, fEMECEMEIRIBATI ] =AN AT 7. Se3t g LR TE TAFEE /N T
I3 = AN 0V B 0 Tk ) JE A AR R, 0 Midified-NSGA-IL A B4R #1125 T4 B s i s
Midified-NSGA-I1 1132 A ) 55 A 3 AN i3E Ak B2t 2 RO 3 I . ASC A3 2518, Midified-NSGA-1I
1E TAERUN, Pl GEE 2 h, FAMAERLEESR T SPEA2 1 NSGA-II. 1 SPEA2 F1 NSGA-II 7E
AR (R ] 5 A 26 SEAR IR I2 AT I T]

X ARBI AL, AT DA JUAS AT 75 AR TR ], 0 T RASA T A R = AN Btk AT
BB MRS, A INA], RIBEMBERE; ACHE Midified-NSGA-11 HyEAE N TAF5E%L
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