46 & 2 W
2020 “F 2 H

H 2 % 4R
ACTA AUTOMATICA SINICA

Vol. 46, No. 2
February, 2020

RIFEZIRIN B By E Rt L SEEIEH| W 0 F E 5 E
T ATz’ BXRE!?

W OE AN IRA AR E R AL A UL, B e (R 3 2 22 4 A S B i B o) Y BE S I 2 T AR S vk
AR VAN, A& NSRS 5, s BRI RE . BRI R AR RE 00, 2T 3 Z 3k (Dynamic
differential evolution, DDE), $& H —Fi% ] ¥ B 503k, il 2 AT 45 I P AR AR5 B bt « A28 15 Il R ) B2, & A AmifEql
i T VR A 5 0 £ B P T L A SR, A T T v 2R g A 0L 1) S i R AL . 3 I 2 44 R B YR B I 2 (Project
scheduling problem library, PSPLIB ) HsEfil4RMIR, J5 FoAbh SCrR S0k LB e LR T3 w22 2, B0AIE T A4 S0k i s ik
B,

KA RIRANRIE, a2, S8, Bm iR

SR TiaT, MWz, BEZE. SWIRA AR H ok 22 70 240 2 8o ) JosUm i B, A3, 2020, 46(2):
283—293

DOI 10.16383/j.aas.c170728

Improved Differential Evolution Parameter Control and Bidirectional
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Abstract Aiming at the resource-constrained project scheduling problem (RCPSP) which is one of the most intractable
combinatorial optimization problems, an improved dynamic differential evolution parameter control method and a bidi-
rectional scheduling algorithm are proposed. Through parameters time-varying attenuation and individual objective
evaluation, evolution parameters are adaptively controlled to improve the convergence performance of the algorithm and
the ability of exploring and exploiting the optimal solution. Based on the dynamic differential evolution, a bidirectional
scheduling algorithm, which uses time precedence constrained activity coding, alternating forward-backward scheduling
and combinatorial strategies of standardized coding adjustment and elitist reserved population random reconstruction, is
designed to establish an efficient and robust bidirectional coding adjustment mechanism. Through testing the instance
set of the wellknown project scheduling problem library (PSPLIB) and comparing the average deviation rate with those

of other algorithms, the proposed algorithm shows its effectiveness and superior performance.
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Fig.1 Individual coding and task scheduling sequence

BiE 1. BERFARMNRIDIAZEE
WA n MMES A E G AR g
X, ={xalk=1,2,--- ,n}
N '
1: For /45 k = 1 to n do

2 VIEWARSS k T R MESEES S =0 (%8
), B4 T = {k}

3: Repeat

4: WIHEAIR I S5 S P =0

5: For 5/ M4 m € T do

6: M G TR HEMATAES m HAE
GG S

7 P—PUS,,

8: End For

9: S—SUP, TP

10: Until T=0

11: BHRAAGRNRBENES j € S,

x;; = min{z;|r € S}

12: If x; > x;; then
13: End For

14: Return X,

AR BE LR 7R, AR 45 9 5 0 B T 20l
K5, WIGACPPRERT, S B M gt Ty ok
HAT 55 9, IS4 A8 BCAT 558 7 51 5-3-6-4-2-1
KBTS AW, BRI, 7EAMART UG B AL 2 i (1) 5
fitth b, AR A 2 o)A S 1 BEAT dn s R A B
JS 8 AR B 240 BRI AN A 4 3 G 05 S AT 45 1 B2 I 4
1-3-2-4-5-6. BRULLAAN, A8 5 548 XA = A (R 5
o, T BEHLIE T BEANTE AL I P A T
2 i

3.2 tRENRIGIEE

MG B BT RE AL AT LLE AN R AN R g 65 1] g
o N ] — AN R, R A ] — AN B, 1JE4E
RS HIICRI R, e TR, Bk, 7ep
HEREA L R b, SR — i 187 25 1R s 44 A 20 0 1 42 556
W, FLAR R, FEAMRVEA P AR R R R AT AR S, A
AIAT R AR S5 T AR I TR HE Y, SRAFAH B AT 25 AT
W, eAT% i Y54 k (k=1,2,---,n), Nl
B4 i MIFRAEALGRIDAE N K /n, P AR Ak 4
TR 2 S A ARGt . %L I 5, AT — AR
5T B 55 g T 8 — P AR g A S T AR
P R S A W 4 /N R BF IR R A 0] i DE 8k
(ISR, AFAE PR 2, AMARARVE G B 2 PR AP A
M2 R, &) FEUE S 2, X — R 2l A
3.4 T RIHARIG LLAME, 55 4.1 5o AU g3k
ATIIE.
3.3 WEmiLif%e

U VL S TR R A A VRN R I 7, RIHs 4 1%
A TS5 TR I 8] 5 300 H B 3. 1 %, MRS 0%
WA A —AMESS I B8, JLk, 7Ed s (3) Bk
(4) LYRSAET, ] HR AT I B2 SR B AN 22 AT 55 1
FHAaI IR, e, 1250 (2) HbrpRECRAmH & T

1E A (Forward scheduling) #7564/
FE55 T4 fm AR AT 25 1R B 7 20 sl 1 o, M
FEAESS 1 I, WEITIENTAY 51 = e; = 0, R4
FE45 W BE U 51 1-3-2-4-5-6, 4K VUGE B i AN BEMT:
551 (1 =3,2,4,5,6), Tl LI 15 BEUR 20 R T2
T, DHHESS © Wi IR s, = s, + dy, BT
55 @ HEABATESS k RN R, dHA SR E,
HIUH S TN max{e; = s; + d;} — sy, JTURINIH]
s; AGHAT 55 9 5 TH 1R 90 B Tr) ) 7 Jion I T4
Wm B NAATIHEERR S = (Sm1s Sm2, -+ 5 Smn)-

K (Backward scheduling) 5 1F 7] i 5

AT e Lik ] Lij



20 TUF A% BEURL AR H 280t 22 73 A 2 583 O e i B 52 287

N T2 SO VD S S I R 115 0 1 3
M LR 41 1-3-2-4-5-6 il fg —MMES n = 6
TG, WEARS n WA R e, = s, = 0, 1E
W2 I PP 5 BRI R TR T, BIFP B A 2T
%0 (i = 5,4,2,3,1) WM g Km M e; = sp,
BIAESS @ BMIREADNREAES k BIIFLR IR, AT
;k?%"’ﬁg% 1 B:Fﬁﬁlﬁlﬁj S, = €; — di, %fgﬁj S;
o> LA, R RAF I A3 A 55 TR 46 i 18] ), i ik
s; = 8 —min{s;},i = 1,2,--- ,n, X s; HATE
AT s; > 0. BRUABEMUT 51 MR A, i
b H b s I R m AT U AR 1 S0 O 1) 1 LA
[F].
WA Valls 268 BF5T, A28 IE 015 5 ) %, 8
3o X [7) 2 i 0 2 W] T SE G PR A, AL IR A S A
FHRANAEVEFERTTE 2. R, 7488 1E 1) 5 7]
JEE Th G NS VR A 20 6 10 A SR DA T SHE IS ik o
Lk, SEAR BB EE 2 BTk, Wi A2 47 15 W)
5w EEEE, BRE () R SE RS, T
B e G B 75 V5, K YR FSE A 1 PR 6 I T it A A R
FrRAEA S, IS A f iz bndE s, /B0 F 48 % (1F)
RV D R N S TR 7 AN £ =1 N b w1 B vl 8
i v RE AT B OBk, BV SRR I H R T, I8 A gk sk
IE R AW EE, A5 WER AN, ER IR R, A
PR A Gt i BB Js AN AR A A
B2, WmRBIAEREZX
N MAGID KR X
Wit W S, = (st 5,
(H¥RME objective)
L MR O k= 0, I 5 p = X|, His
{i objective = +o00

st) LR T

2: Repeat do

3: If k& K%L then

4: forward(p, out S., out objVal)//1E 6 &
5: Else

6: backward(p, out S', out objVal)/ /I i
J&

T End If

8: If objVal > objective then break

9: objective = objVal

10:  p = standardize(S}) //Z W5 3.2 iksrfEfL

11 k++

12: End Repeat

13: X; =p [/ DNAGISkruE R
3.4 EERANFEBERM

sz oy s @ RAUR, MAKZ RS
NS RIS, O T SR R T

Jr s AR, IS IR ) 2 AR R A [,
e RTULRe ). BB JR I s A SRS 2, 15
AN i e REACARE IS L Y, SRl 13 H
Br BRI fave SRS/ HFRREE frn 2 A2
€ = fave — Soin 1R/D, T HIRAL B AR R LA
R I — e AT, DR B A S AR AN, R
HEA AT 10 % PR, 5 oAt MABEAT Bl A L 4w 54
A, A R 2 A Ak B 5L 5 ) 2B A7 Hh T REHT 1)
RAFE, INde s T HEEN AR e 5 ek
PE.
3.5 EEiRiE

ASCEER AR 2 fros, ARSI
T

| % DE 28 |

L 2
IR

v
[ Wz cuming) |
v
EEEE

R LA

R
v

¥ YR B 1
SHEN G A
L 2

AL T 2 SRR T TR |
H@@&w%«u@mﬁ>
FENEE TR |

AR RO

N
R 8= 30

t=t+1

L] it d AR |

2 A B S B ) SOU ) R SR 1
Fig.2 Flowchart of DDE parameter control and

bidirectional scheduling algorithm

P WEFEEN NP, v KR
Bl T, MR B A i t = 0; MILRILRIEE, A
M OR  [ 4 H55 T  BEAT 45 5 m, BN AT
BEHLECGRAY, PR S5 1 AT Yt 1 2,

SR 2. FMEE 3.3 WAL 2, MR AR
AN X EARBREE £(X), FF3RA0T R 1
R4 TF IR Tl ST, MR HARME KN, et FhEgk
HYHT A AME X~ MR ST, Mt Hbr
Fonin (BPI0UH S8 8 TIA, LR IRTAR R S )

IR 3. TFIGTEIIEAR, I & e & a4
fF, BIWUR ¢ KT T, s s e s GEH T
O DU I AR S 9] ), B8 4 o B A A5 i R 24



288 H | 1k

F {4

46 %

ARG IS T BFR My (38 F 1 S D0 oA 26 ) il
wn M, = 300 AR), WE HAGFRE0 8 8, 0], 4T
2

FB A MR AR X IR AT
B A1~A4, BRS¢+ 1 ACFREE;

W A1, NP BENLHIE 3 NASFAMA, 4%
3 (B) SkfFBhA AIE N4 T Fy, #2350 (5) AT
AR, A RA AN VT

PIE 4.2, % (8) kA HIE N AT XM
COR;, 1% (6) BEATAE AR, A ek i M U

$IE 4.3, KMEVE 1 SHREAME UL 2179004
W I HAHE A AR Bl f(U)), 35 S

$I 4.4, LMK (7) BATEPRERIE AR T —
RAME X, ShAEHAME X

FIB 5. M PR, SR A
R XL R UL L FRER AL A AR fum s B
FIEET- Y H AR REUE fave;

TR 6. WER favg — frin < &, € = 0.1, HAF
ARBCHEAREE B IR My (My < My, Wl M, = 100
R), MIFLEE 3.4 WAL AT 10 % KoM, Joa
AR HREALE) A, JF B EH A F R, &
M, YEFEFEAAR.

LSBT St=t+1, L% 3.

HIE 8. it YRR R A AME X AR
S} oo KA AR fnin-

4 BRI RS

h T RAEASC TR F SN DDE 2885 i 5 X
) S S AV, SR H I H U FE AR UEEE PSPLIB H
2040 /> RCPSP 245, MK FVERCR. PSPLIB 4%
PRI F AT 45 %8 30 60 90 120, 73 5 ¥ E T J30 (480
AN J60 (480 A4~52451) « JOO (480 AN J120
(600 A~5) PUASFRA). %TA J30 Al FDRS 432
ST AT, T J60 J90. J120 K4 TR
oy Sl SRR T A, BRI, e Adi ] J30 S ARk
PRS2 20, B J30. J60. J90. J120 4iF
ISLE e AR i

4.1 REHREBSH

NE 1 Pron, &7 8 Millik %, 48—
ERREELS 50, VR KA T = 1000,
BT g KU R SR i o BOAS B T 50 0005 5 K £ AR
M, = 1000, My = 100; BR7J7 % 1 & ] Ar
DE LLAN, HARTTR 2 ~ 8 #AlH sh &2 5p itk
(DDE); /7% 1 ~ 2 XA R 2 2%, BUE S
W7 F 4 0.5, A XHWH CR h 0.5, TE3 5
JESCHR [21]) IS HEHIED, 41 F Y

{4 0.5 BRMEZE N 0.3 fIEA M N (0.5,0.37),
TN CR MM IIME N 0.5 FriEZEN 0.1 IE
BTN (0.5,0.12); % 4 ~ 8 RAAHHT
ZHHIEN W, 4 F = 0.1 ~ 2.0,
TXMHE CR = 0.1 ~ 0.95. WP E N
Intel®Core™ /i5CPU /2.2 GHZ /4GB W17, Win-
dows10 #1E &%, i C#4. Matlab 1E A 2afe 5
M T H.

AT HAh RCPSP W58 Hh Sy REIIPE 514,
KT BAS S, 32 EEAT e 22 2R dev; VAN FVE
HERF I )T RRuESE B SE R A, 2 Bl P 3 22 %
av_dev JMINFH success Y EHIEVERE. FEANKE T
Frp ) BRSBTS J = 10.

BS; — LB,

1
B, x 100 %

dev; =

(1)

L
av_dev = N ;devi x 100 % (12)

success = 1 EJ: < x 100 % (13)
J= N

X (11) ~ (13) W, M ZEF dev; F&HASEHY @
H A i 55 O PR 2 TR R AR R 22, - 35 22 2
av_dev &R SEEE T AT O 22 2 (0 7 3 {H, R
D% success 7&Kl E A SEB80H 40 te. Sp
i=1,2,--- N, N RMse) 22, il J30
N = 480; BS; J=Kffsetl ¢ (1) H brfskd T (515
TERIAE, YT J30 &5, LB; JSEfl i O,
X J60+ J90. J120 241, LB; A T4 51 ¢
PEARE NI, A5 AR g M L e 7, LB, WG
PIRLRING S @ (M T, C; (G =1,2,---,J)
HE G RN BS; % T LBy HSEpl% Bril b
PEREFE br LASE, A ISP AR B av_gen 5735 CPU
i) C PUT ime, B 13545 SEA51 45 0 U B 75 14 4E
REGIZATI R, RV FIERCR.

WL 1 PR, P¥mZER BEIER PEREK
P CPU W [ SRR FE bR E, S e T AN RS 7 %
I SVEPERE. A TR IAT B AN AN A 5 1] 1 it 2
SR BT SRR BE R bR T 25 R B
Bt K, BEMKT o = 0.05, B HO
OB 2 R A ], A BB HL T35 I 2%
HANFEL MR 2 Pros, =BT I 5 R T AR
5 BT A B2 B HO FIMESR, MER AR
FETRNF N AN T7 S 0] 2 S 0N HBE 3R A /N TR o)
AN T R BT B 2 R

ST R R, NR 1 ~ 2 5K 3 ]
PLE H:



211 SR8 RO FOESC % 4 2 M) B 05 289
R 1 J30 RANAFIR Ty G4 R
Table 1  Comparison of the results by different test schemes for J30
7 DE ZH W ) FRAELL SR FRIES SRIAEL V¥ CPU I ]
E S Bzt kil AT s i fith av_dev (%) success (%) av_gen CPUTime (s)
T bz
1 DE [i] 5 iEm 0.143 0.013 92.40 109 4.59
2 DDE fit] g iEIn] 0.143 0.021 92.42 90 2.54
3 DDE  E&smkY IE 0.142 0.015 92.46 89 2.62
4 DDE EBaIN iEm 0.050 0.011 96.94 53 1.56
5 DDE 9 3&E B L[] 0.027 0.005 98.25 27 2.22
6 DDE RN L i 0.065 0.013 96.00 44 1.14
7 DDE EBAIN L 2 0.016 0.005 98.90 22 1.91
8 DDE B 1] T P 0.008 0.003 99.35 13 0.93
%2 BEHAKT (o = 0.05) FFEIMELIUAA ¢ Kl
Table 2  Paired-sample t-test of the average deviation rate at the significance level of 0.05

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
1 1
2 0.983 1
3 0.939 0.937 1
4 1.34 x10—12 3.83 x10~1° 4.66 x10~12 1
5 6.69 x10~16 1.98 x10~12 4.33 x1071° 1.38 x10—° 1
6 8.97 x10~ 11 1.16 x10—8 2.63 x10~1° 1.18 x10—2 8.02 x10~8 1
7 1.30 x10~ 16 4.06 x10~13 8.40 x10~16 5.81 x10~8 3.64 x10~° 1.50 x10~° 1
8 2.83 x10~17 1.25 x10~13 2.03 x10~1€ 1.53 x107? 4.69 x 107° 9.62 x10~ 11 5.62 x10~4 1
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Fig.3 Comparison of the performance by different DE

schemes for J30
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Table 3 Comparison between scheme 5 and scheme 7
125 (36 /Msif) 11 2% (444 AN5f50)

PR SFEIAREL S 2 PR

av_dev (%) av_gen av_dev (%) av_gen
WE 33 0.346 285 0.001 6
VE N 0.194 238 0.001 5
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Table 4  Results of ADDE-BS algorithm
SR RE R E 5000 50000
PEIES J30 J60 J90 J120 J30 J60 J90 J120
av_dev (%) 0.04 1.32 2.88 25.37 0.01 1.03 2.62 24.43
success (%) 97.44 79.58 76.67 30.00 99.35 83.75 77.50 31.50
CPUTime (s) 0.40 6.78 16.24 86.92 0.93 66.55 179.89 1 004.36

J60. J90. J120 DY Z 4148 SEA9, 4 dse K FBE IR
AL 5000 5 50000, 43 GEF- 3040 2= % (4
B ENECSUR AL« IR LT CPU 84T
). g5 SRR, BRI AR 50 000 1, J30
SR w25 AR N HANEEE 0.01 %, T 99 % LA (K
] @S, kA e AR e SR 15 PSPLIB 45t (145 fE
AR, LR PERE R bR T R I, S RE B 1)
PR T R BE, X5 J30. J60 25 /N ) 5t
W 50000 YK EL A 5000 ¥ H AT 5 4 1) filt o &
AT J90. J120 S5 KFUBLH @, 5 50 000 K5
Y 5000 KPR ZE S8, 211 J90. J120 [
BALEREIE 5000 O E LLG, Sk As oot i i re
FEARTE BN, FFUAF= TR R, I BRI
CPU Ii}a].

4.4 ESEMXEEEMRELE

R 5 AR T ol ) LA A SCER ) RCPSP &
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XFF J30 SEBIEE, H A gT oo 2 f 25 R 2k
RIEARL T, % 4 hFh RCPSP HiEW 5T
5B oR, 5000 Y5 50000 Y S BILLA,
AL J30 ) U 2K 0.01 2AL T HEAT B A,
AR, FFEH DE 59500 3Cik [18]
J30 -0 25 30 0.00, {5 i1 T AR T #545
2 (16 4~ J30, J60. JOO J2 J120 4% 15 4), ifif H.
BAT WA 4 X e sE S, R, DE SRR
EL A2 2. 50000 V0 B v 500 DLy, oAt
SCHRH, J60 [l AR AN 22 2N T 10 % ~ 12 % 1A,
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Table 5 Comparison of average deviation rate (%) with art-of-state algorithms
J30 J60 J90 J120

5000 50000 5000 50000 5000 50 000 5000 50000
A3 ADDE-BS 0.04 0.01 1.32 1.03 2.88 2.62 25.37 24.43
DE!8 2016 0.00 0.00 0.98 2.07 4.04 8.81 19.62 31.68
ACO CROI9! 2017 - - 11.40 11.40 12.21 12.21 26.53 26.51
COAs* 2017 0.00 0.00 10.77 10.58 - - 32.35 31.23
GA-Part!®! 2017 0.07 0.01 11.08 10.71 — - 33.36 31.81
Heuristic?4! 2017 0.09 0.03 11.31 10.91 — - 34.08 32.52
ReVNS!10 2016 0.01 0.00 11.10 10.88 — - 33.36 32.21
H-RPSO!" 2016 0.03 0.01 10.23 10.11 — - 31.94 30.25
GA-MBX?% 2013 0.04 0.00 10.94 10.65 - - 32.89 31.30
MAOAP?9 2015 0.06 0.01 10.84 10.64 - - 32.64 31.02
PSO-HH[3! 2014 0.04 0.01 11.13 10.68 - - 32.59 31.23
HGAR7 2013 0.07 0.01 11.14 10.63 - - 32.75 30.66
ASHE27 2013 0.11 0.03 11.33 10.85 - - 33.54 31.97

5 éél:'i/k\, 5 Dai Yue-Ming, Tang Ji-Tao, Ji Zhi-Cheng. Cooperative

AR SCHR P St (R 8 25 22 03 A 2 K il
B BE ARk R RCPSP. SR8 2 oy il 344
I N o, v e T A AR E AR e A NS
I s, i T SRS RE; SR AL I PP 20K
(K3 AE 25 00 56 B g i, 2 A R v SR H A28 1 s 1) 1
JE 55 bR A G A T R SR, v T UL (T
03, I 7 FAOUHERE; SR TR S OR B ORI B AL
L G G T R RS, bR T
(RISR AR i B S M E. (] PSPLIB A ) i 5 51
RSO ST T ORI, S T A R, &
L A SCHR LA, A SCHe 1) RCPSP K il 611k A
AP, il & 2 Moo kAUERE, 1
KB RCPSP HSRARPERE, 2 2B 5 1.
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