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A Bi-objective Synergy Optimization Algorithm of Ant Colony for Scheduling on
Non-identical Parallel Batch Machines
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Abstract The paper proposed a bi-objective synergy optimization algorithm based on ant colony (PDACO) using
preference vectors. It is used to solve the batch scheduling problem. These constraints, a set of jobs with different
arrival times, sizes, and processing times on a group of parallel batch processing machines (BPMs) with different ca-
pacities and different processing powers, are taken into consideration. The objective is to minimize the maximum
completion time and the total energy consumption, simultaneously. Although the preference vector is effective to
improve the convergence of algorithm, it will deteriorate the diversity of solutions. In order to reduce the adverse ef-
fects of the preference vector, two colonies searching solutions in different directions iteratively use the independent
and co-operation search approaches in the proposed algorithm. Finally, through extensive simulation experiments,
the validity of the algorithm PDACO proposed in this paper is verified.
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3.1 SCERRI

bl A5 ARV e 110 00 3K 461 R L e AL 5 9 A
11 5B E T 7508 90, 108, 126, 144, 162
180, 216, 252, 306, 360, 432, F4HA 20 NI E
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*3 wERSHKE
Table 3 Experimental parameter settings

S8 15 e

n € {90, 108, 126, 144, 162, 180, 216,

LA " 252, 306, 360, 432}
TR 55 %Ad%Mgiziﬁzzm@
TAHERGART 1y U1, R
TAFLEE U8, 48]
LA %L m; my =5, my =3, my=2
WLgs A S §1 =10, 8% = 25, §* = 65
s I I'=10,1*=35,1° = 85

® 3, URRBE M, R FR FIYE, RIY
THEEFEZ: WOTHR [27).
A SCHE H B B LR S 50k Tk 4.

F4 HBEENSHUE

Table 4 The parameter settings of comparative algorithms
PDACO PACO NSGA-II SPEA2 SMPSO
Ny : 50 N :100 N :100 N : 100 N : 100
N> : 50 Qq : 100 Qq : 100 r1 € [0,1],72 € [0,1]
XA 1.0 LXMW 1.0 X MEZE: 0.9
AT 0.01 A A 0.01 AR 1/L
Tmax = 200 Tmax = 200 Tmax = 200 Tinax = 200 Tinax = 200
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Fig.4 The values of H under different values of
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Fig.5 The values of H under different values of
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3.3.3 HRIBERSH

R 5FH T 5 FERAR B 1R S R AE AL
FERASE P80 R a1 2% MR Sz 49 ) A
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H7: PDACO.PACO.NSGA-II.SPEA2 I
SMPSO &5 2H s _F 3R 45 1 4k ST g 1) i KB
MAX , fix/MEMIN FIFIE AVG HIFI{E. f4

Lo HHEE 20 ISR, B ISREIEAT 20 X
3.5 TSGR S 20 YRAs AT 1 AR S RC i H
gg M iR (/MBI 8, R e AR —H N
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IR s M5 T UAE Y, B 1A TAREON 144 15
P L T up—— éﬂ; PQACO ff) NPSfEHLL PACO MK A, TERT
Fig.6  The values of H using different strategies A A £, PDACO [y NPS fHH NSGA-II,
SPEA2 fll SMPSO FI#RELR. Ffi TAFHU gk,
RS NPSIEbMELLE SR
Table 5  Comparison of the five algorithms using the NPS metric
N PDACO PACO NSGA-II SPEA2 SMPSO
LA MAX MIN AVG MAX MIN AVG MAX MIN AVG MAX MIN AVG MAX MIN AVG
90 11.10 3.20 6.80 10.40 2.65 6.30 7.75 1.00 2.74 4.25 1.00 1.22 8.4 1.2 4.26
108 11.45 3.00 7.00 10.05 2.75 6.36 7.85 1.00 2.92 5.65 1.00 1.51 7.95 1.4 4.07
126 11.40 3.80 7.24 10.50 2.75 6.28 7.75 1.05 2.84 6.95 1.00 1.73 8.2 1.3 3.99
144 12.85 3.65 7.62 19.15 7.40 13.04 8.80 1.00 3.02 8.05 1.00 1.92 7.9 1.35 4
162 11.50 3.60 7.39 10.50 3.30 6.63 9.70 1.00 3.05 6.95 1.00 1.73 7.35 1.25 3.93
180 12.35 3.45 7.40 11.40 2.55 6.64 8.95 1.00 2.95 7.70 1.00 2.11 8.3 1.25 4.15
216 12.40 3.90 7.75 11.40 3.20 7.04 8.55 1.00 2.71 8.20 1.00 2.11 7.95 1.2 4.03
252 12.45 3.75 7.87 11.35 3.55 7.16 9.25 1.00 2.71 8.60 1.00 2.01 7.6 14 4.02
306 12.35 3.60 7.72 11.30 3.20 7.00 8.45 1.00 2.55 8.50 1.00 2.00 8.1 1.3 4.11
360 12.75 3.60 7.79 11.85 3.35 7.40 7.75 1.00 2.42 9.05 1.00 2.06 8.15 1.3 4.21
432 13.15 4.00 8.10 12.15 3.25 7.61 8.05 1.00 2.39 7.65 1.00 1.76 8.2 1.25 4.04
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£ MAX , MIN f1 AVG |, PDACO H:5NSGA-
II. SPEA2 F1 SMPSO HyEAHLL, It #koke bk i i |
JCHZETE MIN FI AVG EHAEZE. FIR, MR 5 1
LU BA LA PACO Bkt e it T
NSGA-II. SPEA2 fil SMPSO %%, H M EE AR ) sz
B HERE, PDACO 5iE5 PACO HiEM
b, 76 NPS fabr g AR, S8 BT A R S
IR IMERE, PDACO T PACO 5%,
59N 2.8%, 4.2% F11.4%. HILAT %1, PDACO
1) NPS 4845 B & AR T HoAh IU #0535, X2F R
PDACO oy AN WU 23 3 £ % AS TR J7 1) 48 2R
WERVEE )2, fE— 22 LR T BN R i
PREIATRENE, INTTEE S T iR 2 AEE.

FKOoHHT 5 MEERNTFYE SR, Hphg)
FEINEAE D iR 5 BN S 1247 20 IRAF BRI HESE
Be i 2 AT . 22 6 FIEE 1 AR e X5 3% 5 M,

B — H1 (R BOAE 2 0 BB AS S 20 20 A3, A
SEBHEAT 20 IIIEE R C FRAR 1 FIME. WK 6
450 7T LA Y, PDACO S0 B4R T Hith
(PEE. BARTE /NI 4E |-, PDACO &k
(AR AT AE Bl H A B9 S e A O, (BB A A0
o, BT R LT 5 4 o AR A PO S SR R A
K8 PDACO 53555 e A B AR E R T &R,
B R T RG], T ORIE B R B T
FIFRIAREITTREME. R 6 AISZIR &S RAIGIE T A
LA R,

RTHHT b ANFEIEERA S F 4.
R TR bR A2 — ANV BRI 2 R st 5
S Pareto RUIEAFE B LR G EFRbR. R 792 1
Filge TR RUBE, 28 2~6 %1 5 3 XF B 5 PDACO,
PACO, NSGA-II, SPEA2 Al SMPSO #iZ: 4
fetrE. R 7 o LLE W, TEFTE IR s

RO EEE(C) RS
Table 6 Comparison of the five algorithms using the C metric
- C(PDACO, C(PACO, C(PDACO, C(NSGAI, C(PDACO, C(SPEA2, C(PDACO, C (SMPSO,
PACO) PDACO) NSGA-II) PDACO) SPEA2) PDACO) SMPSO) PDACO)
90 0.988 0.001 0.801 0.001 0.757 0 0.833 0.021
108 0.971 0.003 0.608 0.001 0.564 0.001 0.743 0.004
126 0.986 0.002 0.656 0 0.599 0 0.647 0
144 0.994 0 0.504 0 0.476 0 0.561 0
162 0.997 0 0.421 0 0.677 0 0.587 0
180 0.999 0 0.554 0 0.533 0 0.533 0
216 0.995 0 0.470 0 0.577 0 0.516 0
252 0.997 0 0.421 0 0.426 0 0.452 0
306 0.997 0 0.529 0 0.645 0 0.513 0
360 0.989 0 0.606 0 0.553 0 0.459 0
432 0.997 0 0.501 0 0.439 0 0.466 0
R 7R (H) TR LS
Table 7 Comparison of the five algorithms using the H metric

T4 PDACO PACO NSGA-II SPEA2 SMPSO

90 469 603 277 319 110 110 111 396 121 352

108 650 187 403 180 146 403 148 960 147 856

126 933 105 539 363 256 380 236 164 271 332

144 1232 318 690 126 275 805 303 290 288 495

162 1472 585 793 386 318 719 358 388 341 864

180 1 814 061 1 000 950 413 532 465 956 428 793

216 2 577 210 1 385 263 560 037 671 642 635 549

252 3 489 851 1 874 024 749 649 888 686 815 992

306 4 969 991 2 614 455 1 079 066 1314 258 1179 523

360 6 638 616 3 478 054 1555 105 1 878 950 1 638 628

432 8 805 782 4 469 622 2 106 786 2 439 180 2 266 835
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Table 8 Comparison of the five algorithms using the DVR, SPC and T metrics
T PDACO PACO NSGA-II SPEA2 SMPSO
DVR SPC T DVR SPC T DVR SPC T DVR SPC T DVR sSpC T

90 137 262 0.89 0.86 89 010 0.82  0.83 17167 0.26 1.87 4121 0.04 217 21362 0.36 1.14
108 164 060 0.89 1.08 110360 0.84 1.13 20772 0.29  2.39 17 299 0.11  2.96 26 815  0.33 1.28
126 219 865 0.92 1.44 141 594  0.86 1.49 46 860 1.01  2.88 28 803 0.13  3.93 52619 052 1.5
144 256 752 0.91 1.80 166 727  0.84  1.65 24153 0.29 3.61 59 443 0.22  4.65 39526 0.23 1.7
162 294 754 0.88 2.30 197 631 0.86 2.53 24276 0.28 4.43 54 872 0.14  5.62 43 511  0.22 1.83
180 328 732 0.92  2.67 213904 0.83  3.17 27072 0.26  5.07 102 915 0.27  6.59 27342 0.24 2.28
216 435 913 0.94 3.83 290 015 0.90 4.40 21623 0.25 17.00 133 770 0.27  9.01 25113  0.24 229
252 520 652 0.93 5.05 370 128 0.90 5.94 23940 0.22  9.43 179 343 0.23 12.87 34619 0.25 2.57
306 664 941 0.94 7.36 451 475 0.89 8.53 24801 0.24 20.53 293 842 0.27  21.12 33428 0.24 3.07
360 800 856 091 10.33 535670  0.93 12.33 23838 0.19 27.58 431781  0.28 27.80 49 734 0.26  3.46
432 1 010 000 0.96 14.77 789834 094 17.54 23959 0.17  36.70 374 310 0.19 40.10 66 2563 0.21 4.03
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Fig.8 The Gantt chart of the example with 90 jobs
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