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Abstract

At present, the hot issues in multi-agent system are multi-agent resource allocation and multi-agent
task allocation, that is, how to allocate appropriate tasks to appropriate agents to optimize the
overall task allocation results. However, considering the self-interest of the agent, there is little re-
search on the problem. In order to effectively solve the problem of task allocation of self-interest
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agent, a two-stage task allocation model including optimal competition and market cooperation is
constructed. On the basis of optimal competition, the market cooperation stage further coordinates
and optimizes the optimal task allocation. Considering that the relationship between candidates
may ultimately affect the overall income of the market, the concept of “market weight” is proposed
to describe a more accurate cooperative relationship. The two-stage allocation model based on
market weight can not only enable task candidates to give full play to their own advantages, par-
ticipate in competition and protect the interests of task candidates, but also optimize the overall
income of the market. Finally, the simulation results verify the effectiveness of the proposed algo-
rithm.
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1. 5|8

X% agent RGHI T HIMEEATAE S 70O, 75 5 B E] Agent MK BYEIRE 2 52 F RS . &
B S XRFITHHEEMNEN, Agent MEERE A —ERIWATEN N GAT AT, BEalge Atk
TEBN R LSRR SRR R UET, £ Agent RGUIZ 0 1] /2 Q0] 811X 22 agent 2 [A]3EATAH EL P
B, TTREAT [ R . 557 %5 T TGRS NAREL, Agent REWSAH HA1EMATIZ 22 Agent
ARG RN AMEK agent HE AT B INEE[1]. Agent Z AT PAHER F 2 IR &, ZENE Agent RGEA G &l
Fe M FHRAE ST I S S R LR [2]0 BRI RT LI AR EEBR ST 1) agent $ AL E A 3 HABHRE A stk 2 1)
g5, 131X agent 7E [ 5 I 8] Y ALR— A, T8 E4F LSS RN R AR IS, AT RERS 5F
IR RIGFIERE R 56 URE € B bR o

BEE 2 5FH MFFEEm, HmREERENER. S5 AFLARNESREGERLR. WHE
P e K FEL B3R 4 T e B T 3 5 R R 2 TR BB 5 4 R R A SRS R [3]. ABATTERFERT & FL 2 b, i
FEMAIE = HARSE S DR T8, AR, bt 2R i e et s K EE Ikt —. MR T1E
GLEIT E, PO ME Ik R RS AL ) T Fr v T AR AR AR G I iR i 50% LA b, R AT A
ARPEAC T 20%~30%, PABERRSTR A T Ao = i 2 . FEIX 7T, A XA A AE. 257 5% Tt 557
FCHE A o, RGO R AR o REWE TP, B2 55 0] DU 384 ISR R R 65
FEHABR) —Let5 00N, AT EEE, (EE SRR EEF . TR, AT R R 2 18] 1) & A )
FBEAT TR RIRE ST, SR AR 2 S AR S AR 2R 5 ) agent HYRIXIALA o« A SCHE IR B 15 e 1 g A 1Y
N[4], % B R agent 4155 73 BC in] UBEAT TRV BRI Z HA agent KRG —HZ H G GHBRMLEN S 5%,
AT oAt 2 5 38 BOAT it SR, INASE B 2 R AR s A R e /M R TG B (LR A% R AT 55 4 i B0
S AL,

HT EdZER, WHMZ agent (E55 7 BLEVE L HEM AR agent 1 5t F & AAT55 173 L 17 /L
ACEIS AN B HIE 57 % T AR SS S Be i OB R0 R, it T M S AT S A R S AR PR
B AT 55 4 Tid 5792 (two-stage multi-agent task allocation algorithm based on market weights). 5 AR IEANA
2, FET T M ERI P BAESS 1 BCSEE A TS 7 /4P T 2 58 B BRI R T T2 5F5 K,
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HARIE T i35 BRI R

ASCHIF AR AT o 5 2 ARG 1A SC IREL [ A A FER . 56 3 L Tl R
A5 R A Y FEAME 55 70 L B AR Y . 265 4 iR 1 (TSABMW) SR A B AR, 0 Fle Stk AT
ToHre S IO HA KRR, ASCR I VAR A 20 R 55 AT e & B b il gy
BYEFI . 55 6 XA TARHEAT 1 845

2. HXTI1E

BEE MAS HIKJE, THANRIES agent (L5 FL T AR TIRZ MR . AT MAS HIR 2 [0 4R
HYHES TR Z R A 5R[5], H i R B S B EIR G Kk, fE9MRZE agent (L5 HLIFEE
N,y 2O SO AT AR S B S SE BN AR B T T B AL, AR 2 J5E T DUR YU A
A, A I R o AT 45, T T 0 R R A 2R R 6] SCRRI7] (8] [9] [1017E Bk B T i il it
AT TIRARETS, B TESS T LA —2H agent 5ER, agent MAR BB FIAK 72, RGUAESS )
I ER Sy LA AN R, ASEIR R i KA . kara A1 Bektas [ 11732 H (0504 R 5 900 38 SR S AU,
SRIMBE S ) A, A IR B K . Wooldridge 25 A\ [12] [13]F 2006 £ X i CRG (Co-
operative Resource Games), V407 HT T A 1EAKFCE AR 1) B 1R 2 44 %, 31018 CRG 5 QCG (Quality Coalition
Games) ()55 5, KRR AR FHiE 2 . S RHCHERIEAGE T, sKEE S48 T
BRI EEARR AR, KT 2 BE B RS AR BRI T TR S, B T A R 2 Bk,
AP Z A A AE Ak B AT AE S5 40 B . Sandholm 25 [ 151 50 T 6B ™= AR 0 R 1) At 45 10 % i)
& NP-hard (14518 . X XA I B 45 M 22 1 7R BE VR EAT 7 58 3R IE . SCHR[ 16182 T — R R g5 iy i fli 2k
FRE, BB E B R RSN TR R ML, (178 T MR T EE, 2R
PN 2 A2 SCRE A SR R R o TR — AR B A B2, (ISR BEMEHISIN T “TTdRE TR ™ KiFAh
AN IR B DT RR [ 19] 0 3 T IC SR ARG 20 S B R R T R, R SR A S R 9 1) Atk
FATH Z M ETATI R, PN R s O E,  FEm k7 DU Sk X Sk 5% AR A L
B RNE AR M T B AL, HR AT 2R 0 T B A ) AR (agent M5 AT %5 A0 I BT RGE
T, 25 SCHR[20108 F 25 23 HEAL S T R o B — agent A BF ) REURIORE T BB HOEBE, HE o8 T
— ARk R R AT L AR A & S0, RUONTE MAS o, ZAMES 2 8 3 A SRR %64, B—sfk
RArSS5— MM, BEARANZRRAREZ MEE. 288k /9P ME S B L SRk 4
P RLIZA AT BE 2 BB AR AKRE SR 568 UK TUAT 55 o 78 52 bR G B il 6 R 8 AT 55 1Y) agent BT 4H I G B4 A
N B A E A AR AR PS54

3. [ERERELE X

ARG R AL B E S, T UL — N TR R RE AR . A 7 S . R
BB ZR T ) 37 agent A ILH NS S H5H BAMEMRK ML - 42 5% BMNELT, B~
TR TRV EEK L 11 5 DAy B 1 2 P Y 2 1 D7 ORI & BRI UGB A0 T 192808 T (R BB )28 18 T i
WA B T, RSO T TR R BB . — MO I BRI (AT DU RS P, R S
BUIZ R 5cHe, IBBFTA S 5EHHEA R LR

ZHE L EAREEAES, APER={nn, ), BEEES={s.5,,5 ), FUEHE
To={t,tyst, | FerP n =R, 1 =|S|,m = |T|  Forr [o fREAF—AMES PR ETLRI M Hi =120,
J=L2,00s k=12,,m, RS, =1 n G0 s, o ST, =1 58T 55 1, i Biehes,, HNA
T, ARG AR L KRR A 08 U {yyuy oo, | R o TS FR ARSI AT % Ak =1,2,,m
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J=1200 TS, (v) RARFE W%, 1 5P IS s, UG R ST, =0, WTS,  (r)=-2.

MPHPIRZS: AR i, HI7 r BPRESH — A 6 &R
r(r)= <RSi’4,c0sti,,,wi (7),RT, (7), provide, (t),ru, (), RInsys, (‘L')> » FEFE RS HIEE i 4TH RS, 20w, ARG
THP A MERE. cost, NFRE cost (5 i 47, FoRH P r AL IR REFT RAE R IVRLA . w, (1) FoR
FEc W ZIZH P r T AE . RT, (v) 8 RT (7) SEFEIIEE @ 47, AREHF r 109 iE S E B I .
provide, () fR3 i 58 53 W46 B provide(z) %5 i 17, provide, (t) & —NES& | A RM I &,
provide, ; (7) =1 RGP r, N AATEPEMAES SROE T HRE s, , SN ru, (2) H—DEE m A
TERMIAR, ru (r)= {ru,.)1 (2),ruy (7)), ruy, (T)} s Htru, ()20 (ke {12, m}) ARERWRA 1,
TEM %) ¢ IEBAT S m KRR Rinsys, (1) Fom Aut P ERG R IAAERTSS, Rinsys, (1) =1
(RInsys; (t) = 0)RF 41T /- &8 — RS 78 IS5 IF HIR T (FE R G P AFIE RS o

RS IPIRES: 1Ec WZUESS ¢, e T PR H— 5 THRIR:
t,(v):=(ST . TSN, ,u, ,RT , (7). T, InSys ()} - Herht ST, ARFK ST HIHIZE k 51, & ADEE I ADTRIFI
o je{l2 ), ke{l,2,,m}, ST, =1(ST, =0)RETHRIES k HEHEBRES, . TN, Ak
1155 k T BRI w, AT £, X LAY A

RT, (7) REERAESS I ECHFE RT () 58 k 41, ARIFAHTESSBIBLEH Pk k. T Insys, (1) = 1ARRAE
2] o AE %5 CERMTA IR, JFHRE T, T PR ZES TS TR, Tnsys, (7)=-11%
FENZ] v, AR5 1, AR B A HR P 76 B e 5 58 BOZAT 55 ¢ Il B FH 7 OB AE BAS KT P RESR Wi 2t
WP ZAES T TR . Tdnsys, (1) =0 FRTERZ ¢, AF5 1, TR 5EBUIRT .

RS BEA T Bt — 2 HARIUAL i AL, 1Bk B 1 e 19 2% il AL H A A2 4R 31— M 55 0 Il 7 U &%
GRS BA e o WOAT AR 20 o) 5 n AN {1,100, } BV EAMTSS {1,008, } REATAR S5 0 BOAS BT S5 i
PR RT™ R h TR -

RT - {1 RS
Y0 RIREES 1,
X557 BC 77 28 0 EEBLAE T AR FE R A Sum R HERE €, G R P

sumy, - sumy,
Sum=| :
sum, - sum,

cost,, -+ cost,
Cost=| : . :
cost,, -+ cost,,
sum,, REBAES 1, 7P BLLE T agent r, I HL cost, R agent r, 5ERAT S5 ¢, T3 ZEAT IO REARAS -

Fe SR BUERE provide™ 3T 2 5% agentr, WATSARMEBREMNE I, HLREIEAEFE revenue™ 1R
12 5% agentr, NAESSIRMALHET B R KIS -

[ provide,, -+ provide,,
provide : ' :

| provide,, -+~ provide,

I revenue, -+ revenue,;
revenue : E :

| revenue,, : revenue,
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ko k. J
Hotht sum; =3 3" provide,revenue,; , [FIFE0[ 15 cost, =) > provide,sigcost, -

i=1 j=1 i=1 j=1

CAE PSR AR T EAR S5 70 BB R O B ) A AL AR 5 2 T

n k
SumRTzZZsuminZ.j

i=1 j=1
n_k
SumCost = Z Zsumijcostij
i=1 j=1
StF455E K provide!™ () Fl revenue!™ () W RSt 2k & A
SysRev(r) = SumRT(‘r) — SumCost (z’)

B BAPR T RAS : A REARR A BERAS o WEERIAr M EEIRES I - o BT AL E w, £ ¢ I
ZIHE T e fE R PUE . AT BERAS T B PG FAE S, 8 262 18 4 i Bety Sk s R W as [ AE 55
AN AT 55 () SE AR L« A0 T T FEARAS I P o, 2378055 240 C3RAS I A A S o SR B 1 32 3, 2545
FL[R] 58 il — N AT RE 2 i R B KU RS (AT 5% . T B FARR R 38 R R LA B b & T I R R il 4k
A B o
4. BT HIAMERNZ agent EFHECARE
4.1. MYER 1 BESIREEIRAG

N T EERER TR, Eg e X

(1) P(i,k,7) REENZ 7, HFr BENIES ¢ SREBREMES, AP, (Lk7), HitEAR
THR:

P, (i,k,t=1)+left(7),RT,, (r-1);
Prum (i,k,z') = need, —zlllz (i, ).k, 7), &N
WR P (0,k,7) >0, WTEL RIS S ECAETLZ T, H 7 BN HOE B RIMES ¢, IR AR RE, 45
P (1K, 7) =0, WHRZRAT S5 ¢, BT I EREASRER F 7 1 424 Y. RIT.,(7)- provide, () =0/{%>4
i'e{l, bt
FAP 1 8 ¢ 2R PRAT 50, AT55 ¢, BT Bcht s, A8 R/ {r,} rP A P B2k
Y. RT. (t—n)-provide, ,(r—n) 21 MAZK T 7 r f£ 0 W ZNEFAR SIS, A£55 ¢ THHRE s, Ok
(RS REVINE
Rf{r) e f— Ao 3.
@) N,(z)={t eT|P(i.k,7) =2} .
(3) complete(i,k,7) RFWMRH P r, FENZ 0 EHAT S &, AT5 k BEABETE K

!
1,RT. =1 I (i,k,7) =TSN
complete(i,k,7) = w(7)=1A ; (ik,7) §

0, 75
FERT (7) MRS A TAE T, A 4RSS o PIHEFT Re s, W1 (k7)) =1, £5% 1 WH KRG
Thht s, TR REAE T A A RS SR B, W 1, (J.k,7) =0
4 C(r)= {tk € T|complete(i,k,r) = 1} o
(5) ru, (z)IREH " r FER Z] ¢ AT S5 ¢, WP r BEIRAFAMAICGE , HHB A T
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Uy . ) )

: k,7), lete(t, 1, Lk, 1

ru,, (r)={TsN, T (k7). complete(t,,i,7) A p,, (i-k,7) %
0, gl

Horbu, RS o W RINES , BT AR R IICRE 1) 58 U = {uuy oo, | 78 o TSN, RETERAESS 1, 84
SR EEREMI A HL

F PR AT AR S5 PRI R IR AR 5 4 BR0E 5.1 iR e 3~10 A7 AN P r FE 2 ¢« +1 IR
o 1~12 /78— RAES5 LR

Bk 1 mIRTES

1: WHILE HILFH P agent 75 8T 5 BAC T S35 85 7 AR B0
2: FOR i=0 to n

3: IF N(t)nC/(r)= D

4. T wx = argmax ru[y,{(z’)

teN{(0)nCi(7)

5: 1, AT 5% max k HASRIA NG ru,,
6: ELSEIF N,(r)#@ and C(r)=0
7: T, =argmaxru,, (1)
eN(z
8: 1 PSS max k HAFEIA NRLGE ru,,
9: ELSE
10: r NHATAEATRAE, (REERST
11: END FOR
12: END WHILE

4.2. THERBREARZEE—HrERAsE

XA MW N agentr’ F1 agentr, (r/eR, r eR), r Flr RAHEHFEKEERHEAFH
MHEREX R, 25 1 MIBOL R, XFFX07 KU, 7 MERE2 2 R, USRS T 5 HA1E,
A A F ARG B ORI TS . TE28 2 M, Reei BBl r) L EMES,
BRI AR AR TS . XRFNUIR v/ WiE 5 n ST, ARES r S1ERE, r IBHRIES A
AW SER, v PRSI G 00 WIFE N —RIGEFRMERES, » BARERS n 615, Bk
HAnREOE IR AL ) TR ERE R AL P AT G F, SMHE T —RE, o WAFFE, .

4.3. B BIESIE RN

Hyk 2. MimE
l: FOR i=0TOi=CheckNum //CheckNum X% 4RiHi#TEUAR KK ¢ M T A

2: Twra < argmax  AverageU,

3 REHREFES T,

4: WHILE 155 MBI CIEH e and GES5FHAERGH and G1ES 5 H WA AT 2
5: G1EZ Rh 5EIEFIZES

6 WRAEES 5% Rh FEH 5
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Continued

7: IF FE55 240 AT A5 K

8: KNIABAZHEEENZS 5F AT halkk

9: FuAh AT AT e D0 38 S SR UL B 9 Y

10: IHE ARG

11: IF Step2Revenue >SteplRevenue

12: REMESSIEFRE

13:  ELSE  FHHE N~ PMREEKENFGIEES

4.4. EEHAMBR—BZNBHN

AL R NP AL SRS BOE R (RAE o DO P A RS R RO 55 TR 7 it
YR ZEG IR, FIPY 7 AR IS SRR F ARG 8 R, SO BUR 5 o REAFTE I agent R H
WIS . 7ESEMEFR AR 1 DR B IOIL SR, (155 5HBH ML AT N, b, 75
TR, AN TRSE A LR, IR R, T, KT, WA R
ST NS TRA IR R 4 1R ERE CRABNILAR ., SBilEN RGN TAS
HHAEUM AR A AT . %M M5 58 RIEE QIO KA A5 AT H . 7558 T A
R 24 BT 25 eI 55 LA B 2 O T«
5. £Bls R

HIPE 1| R /N S T B R R . (R ok R = {1, } AR 2 M agent, S ={5,,5,] %
RFAHRIE S, T ={t,0,6) 25 3 MESHOSS . TS o MRS« AT b A
BV A T OUT S B A S T SO — BB RE . X T (E% o, T REFABERE, 5K
RPEF A L A2 A4, /TSN, )o

Figure 1. Graphic representation
of coalitional skill game model

B 1. RERREEERNERRT

ST TR 17, F R AT 1, o T By BOHRSED S 4. B agent R EFIN, 16 F
ARG, R RIS ) ORI KRS . 25 0, VA AR A A RS
BUR, r A PR 1 SRR IAT % 1 o O TINE: K, i AN 1y 7ETFUA R T B4
(255, SREAB BN SRR r ARy, R, REUAIGEN T

BB 27, PR A R E L & s, >0 2 s 56584 s, >0 4,
5,695 Ww, =04, w, =06. w, >w, , FiEUR% agnet 7, b r BARAESA (E55 1, 106 f AL,
FE55 1, FFBR SRR IF A T, ELRGEAIRS A T Bk B8, WO AR5 1, o BRI it
REEGEHS5H A TEES 5 AU RS E A E LG I AR AT AR, % B4 Rl
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NERBUA IG5 EENGEAMES, Wk BN 2+ (Sum, — Sum, ) w, =24 (Sum, =8,Sum, =7),
7, URONT 4+ (Sumy — Sumy ) * wy, =5.6 , ARG N, B NIGE A EIHR T

s 2 Fos R IES T — AN HEERIEH A MBI R ={n,n,n, .} BCEA RGBS 4RIR ST
BRENRE IR B 22— DRI BRI S &M BRI B BORES,  ZREEREE, AR
(R AR A AN IR R 1% 428 5 1 o

n (8D -8 -0
& = B (B
=== \\_// \\_//

/’—\\
(B = @ Ny

\\_//

AN -
@ .,

N

; ; NN AN

B B
W o = o (= NS

\\__//

P s

Figure 2. The shift in Market conditions
2. TIRIRASHEE

6. THELR

P EIEE: NAE 8 GB; CPU, AMD Ryzen 5 4600U with Radeon; F:4%, 3.6 GHz: #1F&R%,
Winl0.

TEARTTH, K TSABMW FESATERFE LT 5 MEIRIE T4 R T T . 98 B R 00 s s L 0k
(General Genetic Algorithm, GGA). VAA 5i%(Vig & Adams’Algorithm, VAA) [21]H1 SAA 5% (Service
and Adams’ Algorithm, SAA) [22], LK EA BFMEHH A #3255 (Combinatorial Bids based Algorithm,
CBA) [23]. A Ui 2 806} 5 5322 (Computationally Efficient Sampled Fictitious Play, CESFP) [24]. 1/j ELFT
F 252 N BE AL 42 A1 36T iMPOSE [25] [26]77 4.

6.1. ZEEEEEZMASHAERN

N T ARG B IR AL FIR RS, AT R AR ABENLEE, AN n=30, =15, m=30.
F P B RN random (1,5) , AT 55 T M HREANBON random (1,5) » 3 FiZEHRE, 1EARRMAE
X HEZ (crossover probability, CP)F14E 7 HE Z (mutation probality, MP) F, i@ igt% H 24817 30 Ik, FH R
SRR ANE 1 Fis. ASEBREE AT AR H, M XA 0.1 52, ARy 0.4 I, gL 5% 1) F
BIRGUWaRARmOEAER 2. # 3. K 4 MR 5 foRsiings R, WilsE EE S8 88 X
BEFN 0.1, ZBRMEN 0.4, FEELN 100,

6.2. BIEMRELLEE

WA 2~5 AT, fERZHUFOL T, TSABMW SR T3 72 R G dleas KT HoAt B AUAAE B A5
o BRUAEF T AT 200 RAE R AU SR R K FH P agent RURNIE B ORI D5 5047 SRR REFFIUS R, e FoAd B
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FH P agent fTiRTE SATAE BEER D, HAT S 0B R HAD BV R R 22 . VAA Fkdbst T
T06 B T O B2 PR RS TE A4, 2 L RETE 38 - B 4R T IS B i IR s T PR . N BA R R BB
TSABMW B HZ1THHAZNT GGA. VAA F CESFP &35, #5FT CBA M1 SAA 8k, HiZiTefale

ZHUB DL T HR T LRI

Table 1. The average system returns of common genetic algorithms

#* 1. BEREEEAN T RS WS

Cp

MP \\ 0.01 0.05 0.1 0.15 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8
0.1 i 11346 11935 12586 13268 13020 8370 7285 6479
0.2 11439 13113 13423 13640 12493 8091 7223 7037
0.25 12927 12865 14632 14291 12028 8432 7099 6758
0.3 12927 13330 14539 14136 11346 7998 7037 6944
0.35 12555 14136 13795 14291 10912 8370 7285 6789
0.4 12276 12741 14818 14539 10385 7874 7099 6572
0.5 12586 13609 14508 14074 10354 7905 7254 6882
0.6 12648 13392 14105 14694 10292 8029 7037 6913
0.8 12772 13981 13702 13888 9765 7936 7068 6851
Table 2. The system revenue and uptime under randomly generated dataset 2
2. BENLERNEBIRE 2 THARGWERFIZ TR E
data setl TSABMW  time  GGA  time CBA time VAA  time SAA time CESFP Time
1.1 13826 0.01 14756  6.09 13826 0.01 16120 1.11 10912 0.0l 7068 0.76
1.2 15376 0.01 14849 7.1 11532 0.01 14632 1.08 10974 0.0l 6076 0.88
1.3 15066 0.01 13578 5.88 14167 0.01 14446 1.17 10075 0.0l 9548 0.76
1.4 11935 0.01 13454 587 12958 0.01 15500 1.1 10385  0.01 9486 0.78
1.5 17391 0.01 18228 533 17577 0.01 17918 1.05 13051 0.01 11160  0.79
1.6 20336 0.01 17484 588 12834 0.01 17577 099 13578 0.01 10044  0.91
1.7 13671 0.01 13237 5.08 15345 0.01 15810 1.04 11904 0.01 11625 0.81
1.8 15624 0.01 13485  5.82 8246 0.01 15252 1.18 14663 0.01 10106  0.88
1.9 19995 0.01 15407  5.88 10757 0.01 17856 1.06 14663  0.01 9238 0.83
1.1 19313 0.01 15190 591 16213 0.01 19189 1.17 15066 0.01 10633  0.89
1.11 15779 0.01 15283 583 11625 0.01 13795 1.04 14395 0.01 12865 0.89
1.12 15004 0.01 17329 6.75 18228 0.01 18166 1.11 12617 0.01 10788  0.86
1.13 15190 0.01 13144 555 11532  0.01 14942 1.08 11563 0.01 10137 0.84
1.14 14849 0.01 13764 6.16 10385 0.01 16833 1.03 10230 0.0l 8525 0.91
1.15 18445 0.01 16244 638 12741 0.01 16399 1.03 13516 0.0l 9765 0.81
DOI: 10.12677/hjdm.2022.122017 169 EAETaE rati]


https://doi.org/10.12677/hjdm.2022.122017

RO

Table 3. The system revenue and uptime under randomly generated dataset 3

= 3. BRI ERNBURE 3 THARGW R TR E

data set2 TSABMW  time GGA time CBA time VAA time SAA time CESFP Time
2.1 108942  0.01 108741 5.5 90450  0.01 126630 1.05 81606  0.01 73566 0.8
22 98088 0.01 97485 5.63 73164 0.01 102912 1.04 73767 0.01 73365 0.84
2.3 93264 0.01 89244 6.57 79194 0.01 93063 1.04 63315 0.01 48039 0.79
24 116178  0.01 99696 6.2 79998  0.01 107736 1.02 95274 0.01 60702  0.82
2.5 91053 0.01 91857 554 49848 0.01 106530 0.98 81606 0.01 80601  0.87
2.6 123615  0.01 106731 6.42 73566 0.01 123012 0.95 100098 0.01 69948 0.8
2.7 96681 0.01 74772 5.6 58491 0.01 81003 1.02 80601 0.0l 41607 0.79
2.8 88641 0.01 111756 5.6 60099  0.01 82410 096 77385 0.01 49848  0.87
29 108339  0.01 93063  6.28 82008 0.01 95877 0.94 72561 0.01 58893  0.85
2.10 79998 0.01 98490 597 65727 0.01 113565 0.95 83214 0.01 57084 0.94
2.11 123012  0.01 119193 527 102510 0.01 117987 1.03 90651 0.01 70953  0.89
2.12 100500  0.01 125022 6.39 104118 0.01 99093 1.16 76983 0.0l 67536  0.87
2.13 87837 0.01 88239 6.51 53466 0.01 101103 1.03 83013 0.01 55878  0.81
2.14 85626 0.01 82410 5.84 69144 0.01 92460 0.99 78390 0.01 57687  0.84
2.15 93264 0.01 91656 579 59697 0.01 90852 1.16 50853 0.01 60903  0.78

Table 4. The system revenue and runtime based on the data set 3 generated by iMPOSE

% 4. &TF IMPOSE P-4 KIHIRER 3 TR RGN FNE I TR 8]

data set3 TSABMW  time GGA Time CBA time VAA time SAA time CESFP Time
3.1 49698 0.01 48708 6.88 36531 0.01 63162 1.12 41778 0.01 24948  0.87
32 57816 0.01 47124 559 49797 0.0l 62073 1 39105 0.01 28908 0.84
33 53361 0.01 44253 588 36828 0.01 49797 1.02 36630 0.01 29601 0.85
3.4 53658 0.01 60489 583 37323 0.0l 55935 092 48312 0.01 32472 0.86
3.5 58509 0.01 52470 6.71 48114 0.01 56133 1.04 45441 0.01 33264 0091
3.6 51084 0.01 42966 578 30789 0.01 50193 1.05 36927 0.01 29205 0.75
3.7 56727 0.01 51777 6.6 43362  0.01 55242 1.1 37917  0.01 31482 0.84
3.8 49401 0.01 44748 556 35442 0.0l 44946 1 36234  0.01 35937 0.78
3.9 59400 0.01 57420 6.13 36432 0.01 57321 1.04 47025 0.01 44352 0.85
3.10 46431 0.01 45738 6.58 21087 0.0l 55539 1.14 40293 0.01 29403 0.84
3.11 58608 0.01 56034 645 43461 0.01 58212 1.08 45738 0.01 31581 0.76
3.12 33363 0.01 38115 637 39006 0.01 41976 1.1 38907 0.01 24750  0.79
3.13 43659 0.01 48411 6.14 28215 0.01 38308 097 34551 0.01 27819 0.83
3.14 50886 0.01 49401 595 39996 0.01 54945 1.08 41085 0.01 32175 0.83
3.15 57123 0.01 53163 6.65 28809 0.0l 53262 099 42075 0.01 43164 0.79
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Table 5. The system revenue and runtime based on the data set 4 generated by iMPOSE

% 5. &TF IMPOSE AR MIRE 4 THIRG ST TR E]

data set4 TSABMW  time GGA Time CBA time VAA time SAA time CESFP time
4.1 37210 0.01 35380 694 39833 0.01 39162 1.1 25315 0.01 22570  0.95
42 37149 0.01 34709 629 36783 0.01 36783 1.28 28060 0.01 19947 1.03
43 37820 0.01 36051 649 25132 0.0l 37210 136 26413 0.01 21960 0.94
4.4 35807 0.01 34526 7.49 24034 0.01 34160 1.13 26169 0.01 20618 1.06
4.5 30927 0.01 36478 6.7 15799  0.01 33489 1.23 25376  0.01 12627 1.03

4.6 37149 0.01 35136 724 30378 0.01 36295 1.27 30317 0.01 17812 1.08
4.7 36661 0.01 36234 7.62 27380  0.01 35685 1.26 26047 0.01 21594 098
4.8 25071 0.01 35502 7.28 27877 0.01 37149 142 21411 0.01 23119 098
4.9 37149 0.01 37027  7.35 19764  0.01 35563 1.14 29524  0.01 20496 1.02
4.10 33794 0.01 32879  7.13 26230  0.01 32940 1.12 24644  0.01 17995  0.88
4.11 32574 0.01 31903 7.28 22509 0.01 32879 1.27 26108 0.01 24278  0.98
4.12 29707 0.01 33611 732 26962 0.01 34892 1.37 22875  0.01 18910  0.87
4.13 36234 0.01 35624 726 28792  0.01 32452 1.27 24705  0.01 22997 0.9
4.14 28609 0.01 33611 7.38 19703  0.01 33062 1.21 22082  0.01 18544  0.89
4.15 35197 0.01 35624  7.12 24156  0.01 31903 1.28 25620  0.01 21533 0.83
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