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Abstract
to many sub-problems, DLCPMSP is transformed into an extended low carbon unrelated parallel machine scheduling

In this study distributed low carbon parallel machine scheduling problem (DLCPMSP) is considered. Owing

problem to diminish the number of sub-problems. A property-based non-dominated sorting genetic algorithm-II (PNSGA-
IT) is proposed to minimize total tardiness and total energy consumption. In PNSGA-II, two heuristics based on problem
features of the problem are used to initialize population, four properties and related proofs are given and two property-
based local searches are applied. Many experiments are conducted to show the effect of strategies and compare PNSGA-II
with other algorithms from literature. Computational results validate that PNSGA-II has strong advantages for solving
DLCPMSP.
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2 x 50, Beit T PU/KF ) DOE 528, % 1 A T4
ANACFRISEEUE, & 2 NIERR, A HMNT 2
710 3, BEXISATIE 0.5 x no= 25 (s), i5 4
PSHA G W) DIg, b Q R S
BAAA T LMESITE, I IFENTEE
BIRA K, HEARME 2 Pix. R3IB/MTES
HOO N B34 DIg. 52 B0 L RE I 52 M 3
ik 2 foR.

dzst — dzst)
dist

s

e

®1 ZHAKFIUE
Table 1  Factor levels of parameters
P KF
1 2 3 4
Pe 0.80 0.85 0.90 95
Pm 0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15
N 60 90 120 150
X2 ZRIELR K DIp {8
Table 2 Orthogonal array and DIgr value
No. Factor DI
Pe Dm N
1 1 1 1 20.94
2 1 2 2 13.42
3 1 3 3 6.012
4 1 4 4 6.519
5 2 1 2 19.85
6 2 2 1 13.82
7 2 3 4 6.721
8 2 4 3 6.000
9 3 1 3 11.89
10 3 2 4 8.126
11 3 3 1 10.68
12 3 4 2 6.536
13 4 1 4 11.13
14 4 2 3 8.531
15 4 3 2 8.199
16 4 4 1 14.84
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M 3 FIE 2 0T LLA H, PNSGA-II 1240k
BHH p. = 0.90, p, = 0.1, N = 120 BH AR
U, WOk PE LIRS E.

®3 JHBUCHE DIr

Table 3  Average DIr of factors
K Pe Pm N
1 11.72 15.95 15.07
2 11.60 10.97 12.00
3 9.308 7.903 8.108
4 10.68 8.474 8.124
Delta 2.415 8.050 6.962
ek 3 1 2

4.3 BEIEREENT LIS

PNSGA-IT H, 5| AN T 2T 53 Ak AP
W AR RS T 1) 0P 0 ) Ry i R, A T B X
Tl SR s SRV M RERE ), #iE T PNSGA-IT 1
PR AR A, LR BEH LI 4R A1) PNSGA-TT & LA

LA, 6 FhEIEERRISAT I E kA1 5
I IH), 22 3CHR [41) JF&55 20 A SOFAT HLE B ) v
Ji, WE MIBATIIALA 0.5 x n (s) I, Bk IR,
RN TR L4247 10 &k, Horp “=” FoR
SEEDAE T E I TR) A R B4 H AT AU R IO REAR )
RIS 45 RN 7 iR, “t-test(A, B)? Rox—IK
FCXS t-test, HIKRFAIMIFE B 2Aath 7T A 1
S RIREA I, B 225 7KF04 0.05, Ui RAH Y 1
p— /N T 0.05, BHIEE A L THE B,

Pc

Pm N
16

15
14
13-
§12
11
10+

B AL, FefEE T R U RS R 1 PNSGA- 080 085 090 095 0.00 005 010015 60 90 120 150

IT 52 SCHSE A2, MRS SR 4 ~ 6 PR, 2 RN

HASE QO i 6 MEENIESMENIFEFT Fig. 2 Principal effect plot of mean

®4 6 MHIEK TS DI HIXSEHE
Table 4 Comparisons of six algorithms on metric DIr
S5 PNSGA-II Al A2 NSGA-II SPEA2 TIPG
2% 10 1.009 5.989 3.753 13.50 1.147 29.95
2 x 20 0.281 6.376 3.388 7.796 4.388 53.21
2 x 30 0.297 6.272 3.361 9.465 5.240 47.96
2 x 40 0.730 5.559 1.714 6.074 4.894 68.06
3 x 40 0.074 6.583 0.676 7.432 6.269 63.24
4 % 40 0.138 9.122 3.640 11.81 9.682 75.89
2 x 50 0.933 9.606 2.045 8.024 12.73 72.65
3 x 50 0.575 4.534 2.159 9.229 9.567 82.67
4 % 50 0.045 7.053 2.243 8.349 7.639 83.56
2 % 60 1.352 9.857 0.897 9.036 9.905 73.18
3 x 60 0.866 5.166 1.608 6.861 7.685 73.38
4 % 60 0.257 8.610 0.944 9.485 10.09 77.30
2 x 80 1.851 8.616 0.871 9.539 14.04 83.09
3 x 80 0.932 8.299 0.979 10.08 11.30 84.17
4 % 80 1.017 14.53 0.594 16.18 18.06 98.23
5 x 80 0.591 12.02 0.512 11.77 14.91 91.74
2 x 100 1.611 5.917 1.996 6.714 10.73 76.21
3 x 100 0.234 6.328 1.295 7.729 11.84 83.59
4% 100 0.083 7.440 1.079 11.53 15.13 88.09
5 x 100 1.299 13.47 0.565 13.46 17.34 88.42
2 x 200 1.664 21.42 2.198 28.48 36.18 -
3 x 200 2.808 39.37 1.559 45.69 56.06 -
4 x 200 0.640 33.89 1.886 38.96 48.04 -
5 x 200 0.291 34.63 3.118 36.65 54.36 -
Ml 0.816 12.11 1.795 14.33 16.55 74.73
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Table 5 Comparisons of six algorithms on metric p

A5 PNSGA-II Al A2 NSGA-II SPEA2 TIPG
2 x 10 0.444 0.111 0.000 0.000 0.556 0.000
2 x 20 0.583 0.021 0.333 0.021 0.083 0.000
2 x 30 0.975 0.025 0.000 0.000 0.012 0.000
2 x 40 0.847 0.020 0.053 0.067 0.020 0.000
3 x40 0.910 0.010 0.080 0.000 0.010 0.000
4 x 40 0.710 0.011 0.290 0.000 0.000 0.000
2 x50 0.718 0.137 0.076 0.046 0.031 0.000
3 % 50 0.872 0.032 0.106 0.000 0.000 0.000
4 x 50 0.896 0.015 0.104 0.000 0.000 0.000
2 x 60 0.840 0.024 0.080 0.032 0.032 0.000
3 X 60 0.822 0.059 0.129 0.000 0.000 0.000
4 % 60 0.793 0.009 0.198 0.000 0.009 0.000
2 x 80 0.551 0.059 0.324 0.074 0.000 0.000
3 x 80 0.632 0.008 0.361 0.000 0.008 0.000
4 x 80 0.646 0.015 0.354 0.000 0.000 0.000
5 x 80 0.648 0.014 0.352 0.000 0.000 0.000
2 x 100 0.759 0.036 0.015 0.197 0.000 0.000
3 % 100 0.912 0.054 0.039 0.000 0.000 0.000
4 x 100 0.897 0.015 0.088 0.004 0.000 0.000
5 x 100 0.480 0.010 0.520 0.000 0.000 0.000
2 x 200 0.853 0.041 0.086 0.024 0.000 —
3 x 200 0.765 0.008 0.212 0.019 0.000 -
4 x 200 0.852 0.004 0.148 0.000 0.000 —

5 x 200 0.926 0.005 0.074 0.000 0.000 —
BIfE 0.764 0.031 0.168 0.020 0.032 0.000
#6 6 MEPRT bR SP KSR T
Table 6 Comparisons of six algorithms on metric SP

pLi] PNSGA-II Al A2 NSGA-II SPEA2 TIPG
2 x 10 1.127 3.207 4.554 14.68 2.784 7.470
2 x20 5.067 7.465 8.554 11.71 6.242 10.89
2 x 30 5.036 13.77 10.95 8.816 14.22 18.55
2 x 40 5.991 11.06 8.533 8.843 8.173 32.89
3 x 40 6.477 8.199 10.12 9.624 6.823 13.56
4 % 40 11.62 6.939 7.778 28.52 7.423 13.82
2 x 50 10.94 6.345 14.26 13.60 16.32 21.35
3 x 50 7.455 6.917 13.66 11.19 8.641 9.448
4 x 50 8.089 9.014 27.52 10.73 8.114 24.12
2 x 60 6.587 15.73 9.264 8.064 10.17 14.75
3 X 60 9.447 12.27 17.74 13.22 8.957 13.86
4 % 60 20.60 17.81 10.13 14.20 7.310 9.080
2 x 80 13.98 13.50 8.977 10.19 6.923 36.90
3 x 80 17.02 16.83 8.464 14.67 10.77 13.87
4 x 80 4.881 17.26 10.34 17.97 7.760 12.32
5 x 80 6.401 12.19 11.54 17.18 11.84 19.29
2 % 100 11.78 12.92 17.65 37.68 38.74 101.1
3 x 100 22.38 19.90 15.50 14.32 14.00 15.60
4 % 100 10.31 16.27 12.09 10.93 20.60 26.28
5 x 100 4.997 10.20 46.75 12.72 7.564 20.12
2 x 200 20.37 22.10 53.72 16.08 41.22 -
3 x 200 8.388 34.40 18.14 19.98 25.37 —
4 x 200 23.68 36.78 18.37 23.00 32.56 -
5 % 200 24.12 28.59 20.19 33.74 11.76 —

YA 11.11 14.99 16.03 15.90 13.93 21.77
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WIGIE T 4518, i, 51N 8 R X EEEATR )
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T 18 MEBIFFAFH DI T A2, 55T 23 5K
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4.4 SHMBEXMEREX LS

1 - DLCPMSP HIAH KW SR D, $Z BLAF
MACAL 53k, Sy, dFeL i) 2 H AR Lt 55
NSGA-TI?2 ., 55 &% Pareto #4572 2 (Strength

Distribution of non-dominated solutions of six algorithms on four instances

Pareto evolutionary algorithm 2, SPEA2)42l %%
SIEIRIEAR Pareto D25 (Tabu-enhanced iter-
ated Pareto greedy algorithm, TIPG)“3! 4 Jy %} th
Hk. o TIPG IR AR YA SC PMSP, X 4 i%h
HRR A, AR OR R G HLES TN W A LA T
FEHHEIAND - 140, B TAARBRIS A D A
AN B TR N B A R — R, X R
RENH T DLCPMSP. 7£ PNSGA-IT 245 )5 & 2
ARSI T ) RV 5 () Jmy S R S, B2 NSGA-
II. SPEA2 &l A8 XA 5 5 NSGA-IT —FF.
NSGA-II #1 SPEA2 J& K fi# 2 H br In] 1) 28 L 55
%, BABOEN R AR, Hrph TIPG 2
B B A SR [43]), NSGA-TT fit SPEA2 k5 ¢
Wk [22, 42], p. = 0.9, p,, = 1/n, n R TAEL, BT
ALK 100, SPEA2 [AMHET %K/ A 30.

WIE 4 F13 5 fizn, PNSGA-II fE484r DI
p AL AW R, PNSGA-IT ST fs 24 452613y
A3 T TIPG. NSGA-II fil SPEA2 = Fh5iJ:
(] DIg, 5T p fl, PNSGA-II T/~ i, K=
FRUAEIR) 24 ASSEEIAEAS TO0T TIPGL NSGA-II
Mg, AN 1 A2 PNSGA-IT Fif3 1 p /M T
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SPEA2, & 7 Mgl 45 R % UE T PNSGA-II 7
WCSICPE 7 TR W AR A il 3 R, JLFRRT A
IR 0 B PNSGA-IT 7= 2B AE 5 i, PRtk
PNSGA-IT WSt Jr T AT B AL

M 6 nTLURIL, KT oAy tifats SP,
PNSGA-II KT 18 ANSElifs 76T NSGA-IT (1)
i 7E TIPG BEZ A RS i 20 A5,
PNSGA-IT 7 17 A6 SP 54, & 7 M4t
g WL W, PNSGA-IT 7 43 A ¥ &) Pk J7 T i A 34
W FEW, HAERM SPEA2 # L, PNSGA-II A&
P, 18 SPEA2 sl Wl 45 T PNSGA-II, [Hlitt,
PNSGA-IT 1E A4 5 5 i BA— @ I .

KT BEKFER t-test

Table 7 Paired-sample t-test

t-test experiment p— fi (DIRr) p— 18 (p) p— fH (SP)

t-test (PNSGA-II, Al) 0.000 0.000 0.007
t-test (PNSGA-II, A2) 0.001 0.000 0.048
t-test (PNSGA-II, NSGA-II) 0.000 0.000 0.005
t-test (PNSGA-II, SPEA2) 0.000 0.000 0.148
t-test (PNSGA-II, TIPG) 0.000 0.000 0.014

P e A SR AN T [ o ) e S R 1)
I\, PNSGA-II #4520 B s, or Ak )
PE AT e S4h, B R EEBRH T —E i
FEPE AN AL A8 0 T3 B, X PR A 5 S AR ) () A
F, X FWAE DLCPMSP Ak R it e, stk i)
RO TR Y, R SR A oo B oy PR A AT AN (LI,
I, PNSGA-II Zf# ¢ DLCPMSP HA 58554 11
(1777

5 5t

I3 Ai X PMSP FIMGH% PMSP W57 #F S 7 —
SEUE R, HAR /b [R] I 2% 58 I W b () L. 1 X 43 A1 2C
KB PMSP, $& i 7 — P& 1 i 0 o 9 9 38 50
—PNSGA-IT L [A] B 5z /N b o ZE 38 B i) 0 B 4.
TN ) L4 A P AR R AN AH ¢ PMSP LLR%
T 0B R ARG, B S T n) R A 1 7 e
Jid R L AT GR A TR, R T 1] 81 Y o 1k i
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