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Abstract: An enhanced estimation of distribution algorithm based on ordered relationship (OEEDA) is presented to
minimize the makespan and total carbon emission for a low carbon scheduling of distributed flow shop problem (DFSP—
LC). In the first stage of OEEDA, an estimation of distribution algorithm based on Bayesian statistical inference (BEDA) is
utilized to perform the global search in the problem’s solution space for a certain period of time, with the purpose of finding
good solutions and storing them in the non-dominated set. In the second stage of OEEDA, a four-dimensional matrix
based on ordered relationship (OFDM) is proposed to effectively learn and accumulate the excellent solutions’information
of ordered relationship, i.e., the information of job blocks and their corresponding positions. Then, a sampling scheme
that fixes some blocks in the solution is designed to guide the global search direction more clearly. Moreover, a search
method based on three kinds of Insert operator, i.e., solution-based Insert, inter-factory Insert, and intra-factory Insert, is
introduced to execute a more thorough local search from the promising regions obtained by the above two stages’ global
search. Finally, simulations and comparisons show the efficiency of the proposed OEEDA.
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Fig. 1 DFSP-LC gantt chart and energy consumption curve
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(1) B A5 R E AT BE 2 A B SCRD. an SR A oA H
FREREL, WAL A R T A a0
min fi(z), fo(x), -, fu(x),
s.t. x e X,

fi(x), fa(x), -, fu(x) ZMOPH & ZARAL w A H
PRERER, o — N RRAR E R — MR T R, X2
RETTAT AR AES

X Mg, MR, KA 2o, IR 2

{Vi e{1,2,---,w}: fi(z1) < fi(za),

Jje{l,2,-- ,w}: fi(x1) < fi(za).
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24 HAR BN T C E(LA(8)).
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B2 KRB AR RIRREAT R AR &R, R
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Procedure LCF rule.

Fork=1to F

(1) = §(k);

ng = 1;
Fork=F+1ton

Find the factory f that can process job d(k—1)
with the lowest current C',,y;

ny=mns+1;

ml(ny) = (k).
Procedure RLCF rule.
Fork=1to F

5(k) = 7 (1);

ng = 1;
Fork=F+1ton

Find the factory f that can process job 6(k—1)
with the lowest current Cl,y;

5(k) =7l (ns+1);

ng=nys+ 1.
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{2,3,1,4,5}. IRAELCF, & Sk T A28 T35 51
SEE 15 fo, T Chax(f1) < Chax(f2), BIIER T
PRI IE 2 fr, BEIF, Crnax(f1) > Crnax(f2), WIS TAF
AGTTCE fo. ST LAFS, T Crnax(f1) > Crax (f2), BT
PURF TAFS /TR fo. 3 8Imt ={2,1}, 72 ={3,4,5},
E2 R,

% 1 M Liti
Table 1 Processing times
TR
Bl 5
ny Ms N3 ng Ny
mi 50 20 30 20 40
ma 20 10 10 30 20
ms 30 40 50 10 40
i 5,
HlaE3 Pl a3
k) M b
Bz L, bl (31405 :
70 120 90100 150

B2 LA Re H AR
Fig. 2 Gantt chart of job assignment
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Eiazyicli ey i EH 1 IS
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Fig. 5 Part of the update process
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A DU 357 100 286 558 4 55 it PR RAE AP SE B A
RS RE S5 K ERE SR I — E B AR A, 32 B
PRI AR 7 56 2R, B AT 2H R PR A ALL Bl 5 4,
DA K AN ERAE S A7 BT LA IX L Y O R T
fieHs DL e B AR e S B A s AR . H DL Y
28X IR A I 2 e A R, DAOR BE R4 ST 05
figrb ) A by A B A B, R RE R
WA LA PRI A P PRI B 1. OEEDA B2 B
F2 X OFDM A LA R BOR R 0 o fid A DU 4
[E] A 2 G (s B A BAE B, Tt 175
MRS &R, AR5 S EERE R
717 KR [R) FRERZE A8 H A A (1) AS [R] B 2 6%
fige (1) B B A = AR BRI 520 R, 1ZOFDMIR) 5
I YERE LR TR ES MLE R T I AL BAS S, R
3NERE Sy S T AL E R R R IEAR 34N A
75, AORUESRZE 6 B 250k, S5 47550 UE 1 B
F2 55 AE R fEDFSP-LC B 1) 330 R AR T B b A
F{BEDAELOFDM.

B 5, € X Best_Pop(gen) N 5 12 i genfX L
IR ECAE S RLE, ARy Best_popsize. OFDM
(R R S B IR B (8 FT A AR FR) 7 9K 2R KA

Best_Pop(gen) = {Bestmge“’l, Best_m&m2 ...

Bost_78enBest-popsize b
Best_m8" =[Best_j1 8" Best_jp®™"" ...
Best_j,8"],

w=1,--- ,Best_popsizeNBest_Pop(gen)H [ Fw
MK ABME L B genREET AL E [(1=n—
2)M) VY 4E 58 BE. Horh BMES(pox,y,2)(p =
1,2, b xyy,z=1,2,--- ,n) ABME i
A, z,y,2) KT K. BM - BAARTE S
TR

OneS.BME  (p,x,y,2) =

1, z = Best_jp, ", y = Best_jgy ",
z = Best_jg; ", (11)
0, HAth,
p: 1’2’... 7l; Qf,y,Z: 172’... ’n’

BMlgS;anxn(p’ T,Y,2) =

Best_popsize

OneS_BM?%™

anXan(pvxvyaz), (12)

w=1
p:1727... ?l7 x,y72’:172’... 7n’
BM%iI;Xan(p,x,y? 1) =

[BMggirvlzann(p7 CC, 17 1) BMlgirylLXan(pa .’L‘, 27 1)
- BME sen (P21 )]s (13)
p=12---l; x=1,2---n,

BMggiI;Xan(p,l',y):
[BMggir:zxnxn(n z,Y, 1) BM%iI;Xan(p, €,Y, 2)

’ BMlgiiann(p,x,y,n)]lxnxn, (14)
p = 17 27 P
BMie(r?l’Lann(p7x):

[BMlgir:anXn(p’ ‘T’ 1) BM%S;Xan(pv z, 2)

7l7 x7y:1727'”n7

’ BMlgi?LXan(p7x’n)]n><n7 (15)
p = 17 27 e
BMlgil:zann(p) =

BMlgiI:anXn(p’ 1)

7l; .’E:1,2,"' y 1,

gen
_BMZXanXn(p’ n)

BMy xnxn (P 1,1)

nxn

BMy s (P72 1)

BMlg>e<Irll><n><n(p’ 1’ n)
: : (16)

gen
BManXan(p7 n, Tl) n

BMlgil:zxnxn:[BMlgS;xnxn(l) BM%EI;xnxn(z)
’ BMlgiI;anXn(l)]‘ (17)

OneS BME | (p,a,y, 2)TEVY 4 5 B h id
3 T Best_Pop(gen) 1w A 2y 1 B 10
T Best g™ . 55 py MBI T AFBest_jS A
s Sops /™ B0 B T Best 5 0 He i i B
[FEL. BRI N Best_Pop(gen) HH Sfw AN M T
I EpH

[2=Best_j§™" y=Best_j5"" z=Best_j5""|

T AR P . BMES (p)Ig3k% T Best_Pop(gen)
T AR S p AL B ) LA a5 B BT
Fr ok 2 B DU 4EHE R AL i an Bl 6 s

BME T tHBEDASRAS IR .
MEFIZ AT IR 5 LLis /L OFDM B ) L 26 B T, T
2 1EBEDA, 3 3JOFDMAE  Ji (B 27 2 Al £
B AR AR MR TR E A B AR R, TR T
A PR S I [ R A R AR R o T AN ]
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(1) ir] AR, OEEDA¥S ] OFDMIf & B, M2k
73 S0 TR E P 3/4 AN A A T BE T, PRAIFIX £
RSB A A RO SR G5 . BRas F iR B2
MDY 55 R N BT S R AR I T R FT AR, AR Dk
W B, MNAES . TR RN, 2 i,

RK34HHAMET, FEAMEKGEOFDMEES x B,
AN B R T, HAR A B A R R TAFREAL
e XA i ORI R A BAT T 51 R 0 RIS thOR
FF T M. O T S IR AN R R A A,
PRI AR /4 MABERTAE AL

FDBME . ((11,3,4) =1 FDBM:™  (2,34,2)=1 FDBME _ (3,4,2,5) =1
6 6 6
5 N 5
: @ =y ‘LN C?
< 3 T 3 S
2 8@ &
1 1 X
R O 5 o5
S, 7, %
dj??*@’ %%:@) 2 %%f;“"@
® ‘023456 /T 2456 T 23@s5 6
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Fig. 6 Four-dimensional matrix based on ordinal relationship

3.6 T InterchangeflInsertf] )R #H %R

NN EE AR R AE ), 7 BT A AT 4T X
WO ATEARE N SRR R . T S et A Interchange
A N B2 AE Insert e R0 fiA 725 8] Hh gk 1) 1 E 25
T A8 R AR AR B0 PR B /N, A TR
fif 7S (A AT B R BRIk, X HE SR AR AR Th i)
FRAAT T I P AP AT I R A R . BRI,
S XU R R B AR AT 1 PRInterchange#:1F,
LIRS B 5 R %A IR AT 3R R Bl
EE 940 Insertd A . LE BRI AT Insertd /5,
T SR MR S R A PR FL s 8, I R B M
N HRTMRIIAT 5 2248 4E, e 285m th H MR, &
AR AR SR

Interchange: BFEHLE £ P N AS [F] AL E py Flpo,
Ay Flpo 57 B 1) TAFSEIHREN.

Solution based insert: FEH11%E 5PN AR Epy
Hipa(p2 > p1), Fpoor B TAFRGHLEp AL E.

Inter factory insert: 7E I8 58 TH [A]GHRLY) T.)
PR GE B0 TR ) B R Y A%, FHeR iz A6 A\ 21 BE
HUEH I HAR T BN B, .

Intra factory insert: 7 £:18 58 T K A% N T

[N
AN

2L

W BEALIE$E 2 N AFAL B py Flpa (p2 > p1), Bipoir
B TS Ep AL E.
4 ESERGERSHH
4.1 SHEE
ASCAITAT MR R 0 TR R 2R FH 100 LA A
B IE AR I ) RS AR R, % T LA
FERSAL e N
S ={1,1.1,1.2,1.3,1.4},
PP;, =4 x v, SP; = 1.
K FlIshibuchiZF 28142 H 11 Gt 1h Xt b 77 20t JE 95 8
JE L RCARLE S ATV . ZA I Fabr iR an
R_NDS (S;) =
|S; —{z€S;|TFyeS:y=<ua}
|51 ’
SFERKNEENAESIRERESR,
S=5U--USk.
y < TRy, | S| FRIES RS, S
RIS RNDS (S)) = 13E3RS; H IRIfEA S
AT AR SCIE, BI L3R R_NDS (S;) Bk, JEF e

(18)

* I e 8 B SR S48 T #E https://pan.baidu.com/s/1gkgsMUcmeNIPxelHW8wCCw R4, 58 0T RIBINEE .
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S R I BRAT

OEEDAAG 3RS A FEEAUINP . OFDM
JE BN A EE 2 By« REGHIANEL B, . SRR 2540
BLf = 3R F 52 56 ¥ 1 J7 ¥%:(design of experiment,
DOE) PR 15 2 Hont HvE M RE (52 . % 2 48k
HXAAN IKTAH, InZR2FT7R, I SRS g L6 (4°)
IEAS LI . BIETE R S H R g7 &5
MR = 3rHEI LA ol i AL #5200, L5 x nfb
TEN SR L1564, IERAEARSHAE T
FHRELHI R NDSFIEAVGHE NI HEFF.

%2 BHOKF

Table 2 Parameter values

IKF
1 2 3 4

ZH

NP 20 40 60 80
Boa 02 04 0.6 0.8

n n n n

3 3-2

%) 3 ERXERAAVG
Table 3 Orthogonal array and AVG values

ISR PV R R AR 3 PR, RS 1L AR
32N S HA W AR QR 4T R, £SO EEE
RESZ (1 2 50 2 B an B 7Fiss.
0.65 T T

0.609
0.60 - 7
0.55

i) S5 B

0.50 | -
045 42 .
0.40 1 I I

._a
)
w
N

KF
(a) NPXJHEIEM:RERISZ

0.65 T T T

060k 0.595 i

0.55 0.511 0.525

0.50 - B

i %7 A

0.451 0.419 7
0.40 I ! !

—_
[\
w
N

K
(b) Bo X HIEERERH

M) S5 AE.

0.65
0.60
0.55
0.50

0.613

0.519

NP Ba Bn
1 1 1 1 0.437
2 1 2 2 0.640
3 1 3 3 0.478
4 1 4 4 0.475
5 2 1 2 0.476
6 2 2 3 0.552
7 2 3 4 0.750
8 2 4 1 0.658
9 3 1 3 0.325
10 3 2 4 0.413
11 3 3 1 0.383
12 3 4 2 0.571
13 4 1 4 0.440
14 4 2 1 0.438
15 4 3 2 0.767
16 4 4 3 0.396

*) 4 BH5 R

Table 4 Response values of parameters

S
K
NP Ba Bn
1 0.507 0.419 0.479
2 0609 0511 0613
3 0.423 0.595 0.438
4 0510 0525 0519

045 X3 1

0.40 L L L

._.
(S}
w
-

K
(¢) BnXHEMERERIFIN
K7 Z%0mRE

Fig. 7 Response diagram of parameters

H SEIR 285 v DUR AN [F (S50 A 2 0 B2
PERE ™ AR ORISR, N T R A5 L I B AR PE R,
Y5 16F S EH A R IR IE 11 (o) BRI, o4 Fh
HE T & ] U5 RIS AT HIE200K, H1135201K,
T3 7 S50 b, T SE80 gt IR, A
E T ENS A A, HINP= 40, B, = 0.6, B, =
n/3 — 2. R, JECHE T ISR BT it —0
(R RN SR L e 7T
4.2 MRERAR

X —HBr, AT VP S HIRE R 6T, R
T2 FERPPN R R AN A AR S RS,
ATV

F1AFaAx i (18) s, RANDS (S;)#k oK, JF
FIRES; MR ILERLT. 288 NIE S RS,
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PIEANE S T AT B ARSI AN B2 P FE bR

kR

NDS_.NUM(S;)=|Sj—{z € Sj|Fy € S :y < z}|,
(19)

NDS_NUM (S;) FHE#RK, JEBIEES; IR IR LT

AR, B1NMER N S E, YR R SRR RS,

P AR B 5 &, BB2ANBAR N AR AN, TR )2

FVFIREAE SRR R RE 7. 1X 2448 b (A1 A7 1E IEAH

KRKAR, HRAREONS;).

43 SRR

DS IE BT SRR A SR AR R A A, A
S} AN T &3 5 4% 2% [)JOEEDA(OEEDA without local
search, OEEDA-nols). H.f# L 7 ok R DU 4ESE
B (19 43 A7 fiti 71 52 7 (OFDM based algorithm, OFD-
MA). B 8 T DU G oW A A Al oH 5
72:(EDA based on Bayesian statistical inference, BE-
DA)TE 4 JR 8 & N AT T Mg Ik, ik 25 8
KSHR.

R 48 25 7] %11, OEEDA—nolsH 1% A L T BEDA,
BEDAM:AEf T OFDMA. i 5 %1 OFDMA H &
R B, AR SO R3S T 00 R 1 DY 4 PR A A2 T
XA P % R IEAT A R S RIAR 2R, Bl
OFDMARY, FH T #IUs R %) Bl L 5 3504 = 2
3T AE 0] AL 2 ) (38 22 X 3, OFDMATGIEXT P
K Z k4T %% ). OEEDA-nolsH T # ] T BE-
DA )i = [ AT 7 — e g R, e33R
JFR AR SR FJOFDMAREAT R R I 2], A
SR T BRI R T ), AT B e SRR I B 2

ap
He.

k5 HRMREIRIE(f = 3)
Table 5 Verification of algorithm performance

(f=3

OFDMA BEDA  OEEDA-nols
nxXm

RN NN RN NN RN NN
20x5 0.09 030 044 1.00 0.64 2.20
30x5 0.00 000 051 140 0.62 2.30
30x10 0.05 020 033 095 073 185
50x5 0.00 000 0.62 185 050 1.55
50 x 10 0.08 020 0.58 1.15 043 1.00
5020 0.10 025 042 0.65 0.63 145
70x5 0.3 045 034 080 0.64 2.10
70 x 10 0.12 040 038 095 0.76 2.15
70x20 020 050 045 0.75 038 0.70
100 x 10 0.10 0.35 045 055 0.63 1.30
100 x 20 0.10 035 040 0.65 0.65 125
FHE S 009 027 045 097 0.63  1.61

9 55 IFOEEDA R A 2P, A S H H 5 BEDA,
OFDMA, OEEDA-nols, 3 #ik[28]" 1 5. 7% IMMO-
GLS, SCHR[30]7 F B VEGGARE AT Eh 4. b, IM-
MOGLS/& —Fi T BN A 32 B brigtfeidttl
B, e T2 4 002 H AR HIESPEAMINSG-
AIL GGA HiEe Xt 2 4 % Hbr A1 SPEATLI gk
FFEF. AS[F] 1) BB S IR 285 R AR 6 R, 1445
LT NN R 48 % )5 OEEDA [\ M fE 5 Uit —25
P27, [FABTOBEDA JL-FAEFTA Il #_1 H 0. X581
" OEEDA KAl AN [ RS i 5t (1) R

) 6 FiRERER(%Z AR
Table 6 Comparisons of algorithms (multi-objective)

BEDA OFDMA IMMOGLS 28] GGA[Y] OEEDA _nols OEEDA
nxmxf RN NN RN NN RN NN RN NN RN NN RN NN
20x5x2 000 000 000 000 000 000 030 110 002 005 090 2.40
20x5x3 000 000 000 000 000 000 044 080 005 0.10 058 1.35
20x5x4 000 000 000 000 000 000 055 130 028 055 047 1.15
30x5x2 005 020 000 000 000 000 023 1.10 007 020 090 2.60
30x5x3 000 000 000 000 000 000 026 09 001 005 083 225
30x5x4 014 040 000 000 000 000 032 095 003 010 072 185
30x10x2 000 000 000 000 000 000 017 045 005 010 0.88 1.60
30x10x3 005 005 000 000 000 000 013 030 000 000 095 2.20
30x10x4 008 030 000 000 000 000 022 050 003 005 084 2.20
50x5x2 005 015 000 000 000 000 012 035 005 035 090 2.30

(T
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50x5x3 005 005 000 000 000 000 011 030 002 005 1.00 2.60
50x5x4 000 000 000 000 000 000 000 000 035 090 0.80 1.90
50x10x2 005 005 002 0.0 000 000 0.5 025 005 0.15 085 1.80
50x10x3 005 005 000 000 000 000 002 005 005 020 093 1.90
50x10x4 0.0 020 000 0.00 000 000 000 000 010 030 083 1.60
50x20x2 005 005 000 000 000 000 00l 005 000 000 095 1.65
50x20x3 005 0.0 000 0.0 000 000 000 000 005 010 095 1.80
50x 20 x4 0.03 005 000 000 0.00 000 002 005 010 0.15 0.88 1.60
70x5x2 010 025 000 000 000 000 042 1.65 000 000 076 1.95
70x5x3 000 000 000 000 000 000 027 110 013 020 077 1.25
70x5x4 000 000 000 000 000 000 045 070 000 0.00 0.63 1.15
70x10x2 003 010 000 0.00 0.00 000 007 010 008 020 091 1.90
70x10x3 0.00 0.00 000 0.00 000 000 000 000 010 020 090 1.60
70x10x4 008 0.0 000 0.00 000 000 0.03 005 013 050 090 1.60
70x20x2 000 0.00 000 000 000 000 0.5 015 000 000 093 1.40
70x20x3 005 005 000 000 000 000 000 000 008 015 095 1.55
70x20x4 005 005 000 000 000 000 005 005 000 000 093 155
100x10x2 0.00 0.00 000 0.00 000 000 025 050 003 0.10 083 1.25
100x10x3 0.00 0.00 0.00 000 000 000 000 000 000 000 1.00 1.60
100 x 10 x4 0.00 0.00 0.00 000 0.00 0.00 003 005 005 0.10 097 1.5
100 x20x2 0.00 000 000 000 0.00 000 000 000 010 0.15 092 1.35
100 x 20x3 0.05 005 000 000 0.00 000 005 005 010 030 095 1.35
100 x 20 x4 0.00 000 000 000 0.00 0.00 005 005 000 000 100 1.45
SERIME 0.03 0.7 000 000 0.00 000 014 040 0.06 0.15 078 1.64

99 IEOEEDA K fif 5. H b5 43 A1 iR 7K 26 U B
v L PR O, AR SR 5 SR [3 1]+ 1946 2(EDA
(effective EDA, EEDA) L K SCHR[ 1517 FIVR A e )%
(hybrid immune algorithm, HIA)#E17 4. EEDAF]
FH M3 Y 23 ST AR AL ARG 1), R4 652
TR MER AR AT SR, HAEREAL T3 2 T VND
(b)RINEH(2) 515, HIA & 5 28 SLTA S92 ik, i
AR R IR RS S A S RS T B S I FH T o
TEEERT, W R T T SERROR, Seat g ank7Fr
N, S2I6 4k B B OEEDA T At 58 441 T'EEDA, [A]
i B AROEEDATE # 43/N FUASE 0] /L 1 ~F- 3511 55
THIA. {HBEF o] ALY R, HAERER THIA. B
PR JERAE T EEDA K H — 4EME 2 55 15, S ge {7 B4 AH
LT AR B g ¥ 15 2, R RO B Ho R AL B A5,
T HIAK: FH 158 SO A DL e T A R 25 1) ()8
. X AFAFEEDARTHIAA: BGH Fh LR 5] S VA A
R . OEEDA K FH U 2 8 22 i B ] 4650 2 e A X 16
), A AR T T EIR A R AR ). Rk, OEEDAT]
AR A IRV 2 H R AT H A5 ).
4.4 RBIHHT

Rt IR T iR A AR A0, 4 OEEDA

TR AA 2= B AR A 7 BV 0 TR R 1R ) A
WESHT R, %A @A FIZRA N 1), 435l AL
T RAAEER, AT BA MR TS,
TJFEM BN L B TIR AT 73 AR IR J7 ¥R FE TR
J B, 0 g FEAR O B I R Ak L B HL S B
HI IR e AN PR, FerRRT2AN IR O A
0L, JE4NAATAYIEIIN T, S BN TALEs AT
300 3 U A A SR Y I T . AR, %A\ R
R HERE T RERcHE, 7230 A = 1 Bk R H A S FE AR
2 B AR bR (K 58 LI [a]), [R5 FE AL AL IR 45
FabRCRBRHERCE). AR, SRANA N T 1A FEE )
M IDFSP-LC. H TR AR AR B
LIS R BE T T 9w 5 /N BRI HE, A
SRR €, B RIS LCFRUN.

AFATRAZAF FE2A T 304N ER (R
A I 2 B AR 7= HHE 1 D9k S2 451 FH OEEDAGZ
1710 s3Kfi, [FIBTE 1) A &5 1 R AE2 min
s N T 77 %, OEEDASRS TR T RS9 &
Sy, N 8FN IR 7~. Wi BE 53 M FHLCFAS 21 1 B2
T5 BT Ty, i 8T 7%, B R8T &1, S1 &S, W
MT T AT,
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Table 7 Comparisons of algorithms (makespan)
EEDA[3!] HIA] OEEDA
nxmxf N N
mIE RE OCPE mit REOCFHIE Bt &E CFHYE
0x5%x2 733 772 75250 663 683  673.00 666 701 683.50
20x5%x3 580 609 59450 513 536 52450 513 540 5265
20x5x4 495 521  508.00 451 470 460.50 456 493 4745
30x5x2 1038 1081  1059.50 982 1002 992.00 976 1016 996.00
30x5x3 789 815  802.00 726 748 737.00 735 759 747.00
30x5x4 658 687 67250 599 621 61000 614 636 625.00
30x10x2 1508 1572 1540.00 1414 1469 1441.50 1401 1457  1429.00
30x10x3 1212 1250 1231.00 1145 1163 1154.00 1133 1190 1161.50
30x10 x4 1051 1087  1069.00 987 1024 100550 1007 1045  1026.00
50x5x2 1686 1742 171400 1557 1618 1587.50 1549 1614 1581.50
50x5x3 1239 1264 125150 1136 1174 115500 1128 1163  1145.50
50x5x4 995 1036 1015.50 911 960 93550 915 953  934.00
50 10x 2 2168 2219  2193.50 2046 2100 2073.00 1989 2073  2031.00
50 x 10 x 3 1646 1694 1670.00 1581 1610 159550 1532 1601  1566.50
50 x 10 x 4 1400 1438  1419.00 1290 1354 132200 1290 1342 1316.00
50x 20 x 2 2883 2967 292500 2802 2908 2855.00 2705 2926 2815.50
50 x 20 x 3 2344 2400 2372.00 2243 2308 2275.50 2208 2257 2232.50
50x20x4 2058 2104 2081.00 1950 2020 1985.00 1949 2010 1979.50
T0x5x2 2135 2192 2163.50 2015 2083  2049.00 1985 2073  2029.00
T0x5x3 1546 1579  1562.50 1434 1491 146250 1422 1457 1439.50
70x5x4 1232 1272 125200 1131 1184 115750 1123 1175 1149.00
70x10x2 2743 2789 276600 2579 2705 264200 2502 2644 2573.00
70x10x 3 2045 2117 2081.00 1910 1976 1943.00 1888 1936 1912.00
70x10x4 1712 1764 173800 1584 1644 161400 1566 1650  1608.00
7T0x 20 x 2 3484 3564 352400 3404 3539 3471.50 3249 3558  3403.50
70x20x 3 2753 2807 2780.00 2628 2818 2723.00 2572 2665 2618.50
70x20 x4 2356 2417 238650 2273 2371 232200 2224 2305 2264.50
100 x 10 x 2 3655 3759  3707.00 3545 3661 3603.00 3409 3651  3530.00
100 x 10 x 3 2692 2870 2781.00 2546 2655 260050 2544 2571  2557.50
100 x 10 x 4 2208 2257 223250 2108 2154 2131.00 2072 2142 2107.00
100 x 20 X 2 4606 4723  4664.50 4526 4639 458250 4321 4687  4504.00
100 x 20 x 3 3532 3642 3587.00 3415 3541 3478.00 3336 3497 3416.50
100 x 20 x4 3008 3059 3033.50 2908 2999 2953.50 2821 2939  2880.00
SEEIME 194515 2002.09 1973.58 1848.55 1916.00 1882.27 1812.12 1900.79 1856.45
L 8400 LS. (777, 8410) ' T
RIT 8350 - S, (781,8348) i
o Il o S200F S: (784, 8261) |
¢3 L)1 LT =4 8250 S,: (785, 8226) T
: & 8200 S, (788, 8205) .
ot S si1s0f -
T 8100 S,: (790, 8091) 4
% < 80501 , S (802, 8024y~ |
i ;ﬁﬁlu 780 785 790 795 800
T2 g

K8 &mpIE LEhiEH

Fig. 8 The process flow chart of metal forming

9 OEEDA HF#{EXSLLIE]
Fig. 9 Comparison chart of the target values of OEEDA
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Table 8 Scheduling scheme
» TAEHEHE

WERT%R Cmax TCE

4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17

Tv.fi 17 27 22 30 3 6 23 8 18 28 24 16 12 20 2 19 —
850 9248

Tifo 13 7 15 1 11 9 26 14 5 4 29 10 25 21 — — —

T fi 8 5 2023 2825 3 16 26 7 10 1 17 15 12 2 —
843 9340

Tofs 21 27 30 18 24 29 9 6 11 19 14 13 22 4 — — —

Si_f1 8 1221 18 1 3 22 6 11 24 27 4 26 — — — —
777 8410

Sifo 16 29 30 5 23 17 7 9 28 15 25 14 20 13 19 2 10

, 1322 1 29 10 11 16 24 6 17 4 20 21 28 — —
52-11 3 ? > 8 781 8348

So_fa 8 9 25 18 15 30 7 27 12 23 2 3 14 26 19 — —

Ssft 22 8 29 6 3 9 15 1 13 17 24 12 11 28 26 19 2
784 8261

Ssfp 16 27 5 25 23 30 18 4 7 20 21 10 14 — — — —

Safi 30 22 5 18 25 11 16 23 8 20 4 3 21 10 — — —
785 8226

Sifo 262429 1 19 7 17 9 14 6 13 28 27 15 12 2 —

Ssft 13 24 14 1 11 27 5 9 15 17 8 25 12 20 10 16 21
788 8205

Ss.f» 28 23 6 18 2 7 30 19 22 29 3 4 26 — — — —

Sefi 13 8 9 24 30 7 25 18 29 22 5 14 3 20 19 10 —
790 8091

Sefo 23 1 4 28 11 16 17 2 27 1521 6 26 12 — — —

, 17 24 14 1 11 27 5 15 13 8 25 12 20 3 16 21
S7-J1 o 802 8024

Srf» 28 23 6 18 2 7 30 19 22 29 4 26 10 — — — —

5 4w W 73T 1. HoAa e iE s 7EAS [ AL

ARICHR T — Rk T FP o8 & #45 9EEDA (enha-
nced EDA based on ordered relationship, OEEDA),
FH T SRAAR I 23 Ay 2 7K 21 2 )
scheduling of distributed flow shop problem, DFSP-
LC). OEEDA %} 2B/ Bt, 7 43 1] SIS [v) Fe fige = 8]
BTN 4 R AR R, RN AP B A
TRV R R . FAARSKU, fEOEEDAR]—
BB IR BE T DU 4 v HEWT EDA(EDA based
on Bayesian statistical inference, BEDA )X fif 4[] i3t
TR E R A AR R, B KRB R AR S R AT
THES 4. fEOEEDA G —WrEL, & 7T /7
R & W DU 4 55 [ (four-dimensional matrix based on
ordered relationship, OFDM)H - B #ffi £ A7 fifit N &6
LA SREHE B A YA i) BAE B (B
RE[ER), RIG R 1 AEMRE N HE /-6 B E T
PR AN SRAEN L, R RF e @A 4 (B A T S
M4 R R, R BRI B, a7 T
figes )R T A 3B AS [F] Insertil & ) R B 4%
B, RN B AT R B AT B AR 1] A0 X
BT BN EE R, fASSENELE 4 R AN JR)
R I E]| R 45T . OEEDA WS HCR F SL86

@ (low carbon

WA B B  AEyE LS B T IE. R —
0 TAEWG L X AN 2 23 A7 i) 38 1 8, AF 90 28 TR
S EDAAE RCER 7%
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