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Abstract: To obtain better solution of many-objective permutation flow-shop scheduling problems (PFSP),a genetic
algorithm based on similarity of intuitionistic fuzzy sets (SIFS_GA) is proposed. In this algorithm,reference solution and
Pareto solution are mapped into reference solution intuitionistic fuzzy sets and Pareto solution intuitionistic fuzzy sets
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discrete biogeography-based optimization, HDBBO)%.
KA XINIEEBIR T — b TR & B BN LR
B R 2 A B RS AT K 2R 18] 8 1) R, LuZ 00142
17— MRS 2 B AR RS R Ek g, Etigsgl)
et M T TR 2 R 2 H AR AL B,
FA VAR, 28 o 50 EH s -T- 7K 42 18] 1 B2 1) 75, =5
B B AR R 2, B3N LR 2 HiR
TR ZE TRV v R D . — 7 T EH T 7K 24 B 10 i 1)
B B 2R, Sy —J7 T BEE H AR 4ERUR IS, R
FAH FH 2 H bR 26 8] B S, JE SO i) Ll
LT, PALSCRL IR 2R AR id B FEABAE DL X - B A R ik,
FECSAEZ BR(BEARECE> 3)IR /K 48]V FE AR APk
. AELRE S Al 58 S BRRBR I ZY, e s AE i B
FETT RIS, T & Z MR, 58 TINIA] . HEIH s |
IRITTA] A BEAE4E, DRI T 422 H A 2 i)
PRI ATy H .

1L % (genetic algorithm, GA)CIE T X AW &
GERTHEAT T EAUSLT T, 5 HAh SRR AR L, a8E
SRR G B R AIBR AT X £
RERE R FESR AR R A% 2 B PRI /K 22 18] 52 11 i@ 1)
WAL AU TT T B A PR RO, 0d 248 1R T AN
SEHG, AR T AR R SRR 2 H AR K 4R 18] FE 7]
R, ARG T AT A

BRI S R RO AR B 1 — R, B RIS
JE T SRIBFE AESRIBFERRTL L, B AR 2 2 RS
LISy AT R TT T WFFT, K FL N 381 25 A S 2 .
Nguyen%5 B H 7 — i B S ASRI SR AR AL/ AN AL B2
T, FRKGF N TERL R . Ananthi %P1 H
T PR T X ) L ARORER FR R AL T, K S
TEEMG S Eh . it I A OVt —F B e RSO B
SR 3 /T2 e B s L 1) i A AR e
HH ) B BOR SR AN K AR S G, 5L U T )
Jri. B, R B e A B AR ABLRE 1R 77 1k S B 2 [E]
VR EE I A AN RTVR SCE A 2

B 7K (8] W) @81 (permutation flow-shop
scheduling problem, PFSP) & ¥ £ 5 b A5 7= 1 & ] it
ORI PR AR SOR B e B AR U R 772
BUEFIEAN S G, R AR T B O S A AL RE 1) e A%
535 (similarity of intuitionistic fuzzy sets GA, SIFS_
GA)NH T 2 Hbr B 37K 4 81 FE v @il p . e i B
i BBR S AR AL SR AR T Paretofif J2 25 A H br 2 1B A
RUE B, A RO bR B ARECR AR50 I AR OUE
BFE R ) L R L BRI B A AR AL BE A Dy AL B
VR N B R 5] SRR, s SRR R e A RSk
& FE R LA B B A L, K Paretoff B 21 B 5 SR
. HIESHE R E IR, 1T Paretofif B AE
RIS 22 fif B0 BORIEE AR ALLRE, DARRALLRE R /R
H| WrParetofif I 5. 73 7l X6~ CECHR #E Ml 5 5

10/ AL 7K 25 ) 8 B W S 451 2R A7 17 B35, B iE 1
SIFS_GABREUBAYE, F¢ H ol DUA JUff 2 B A &
DK ZE [R] Y B2 )8, U HAE A RS A R ) 1) R
—FE BOT .
2 HUpEA

B W ALK 4 TRV FE D) ) R W R AN A
Em G ML LT A TR TR, i
PLE§ B TAFRIn TR T3 E, —adlas E—A T4
(N T ) e U2 FEAS R LA EASRE RIS i T2 [H]
— AT, 24 TAHARR RN E—a L BT, H
s A2 B U0 € PP A I e DL N T 21 AT S 454
FEMPEREFEARIA BT, Hh, n N THHEERT =
{1,2,--- ,n}, mEVERAEEGRM={1,2,--- ,m}.

FES B 22 B B VT RS, 0 7 R 20 T AN T
i, INL5E G 181625 TR, 2 TR 122 AT H
FIA By FEAFRE ST ZI TR, )35 75 A0 20 & BRI B] Y
SERPITA I AR, TAFGE AT 58 aliE Ha A 58 AR 2 0t
AV I8 5 25 a3 B A7 T 520 7 LA I B 2 1 75 22
W HATEE, W TAFSERT e R, o A PEAR AR ;
Hr LAFERS B B 5 580, K AR AR, e
TEREAS S b R AR 5 )R] R IE LU DR &R AR T 58 %
Ja, Mofiie 2ER, HItER RIS S LT
It HAHEIE). 458 B A Bk B oK s i
i, XL T ARR Az %, I AR 125 s i )2
i JE— A LA 52 L], an S s — e AR EE
ST KB E, ffa— TR E A —itiziE.

% e @A)l RS ORI = {2 -
xp P R MRS E R A, R AT AR TF
G, fr(z) 2R B bR R BN R BUE. F(2)=(f1(x)
fo(z) -+ fo(z) - fa(z)™F% N H b5 [ & B
Paretofil it 2% = (F*) = (f; f5 -+ fi - fis)"
FRONERAE B Fr a2, AR B bRl SRS AN 52 DL
IR EME: £ = minfy(x). HABSEUT:

n: S B AL

m: IR

Ty TAFRENL AR LRI TG =2, -, n;
k=2, ,m).

Cim(2): FE—NTAFFFIH, TARHENZEm EH)
S LT

D;: B T RIAS BRI ).

Lz S5 TAFR H Bt [a].

Bz B T A BB [A) FE A7 AR

oy BN A B e A] P4 B AR

S(7): BRI SEbrIs .

h: BRI ) KIS i i

b: IEHIREL.

FEAMY A, ARSI SR &8 R, 2060 26 18]
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TR DRSS T AR R, = 2 a) 5 SR g e A
ROR, B AR A B RE A HER S BT, I A SR R
SREFERAEAR, PRIA S 3 BT BOCHAA AR
et A bx: dike oK 5e T TRl 1 f il i A
PR YRR B KB I [ F& 0 1 B v B P A S
BARAR 1t 0 P AS R R A7 A A2 O T 3R il I 48 5 2K
a. PEALHT FARRR B T :

B — AL R EUE A AR SE T A (B
K58 LI []) A

fi(z) = max{Ci,,(z)[i € 1,2,--- ;n}. (1)
H TR AR 5E BRAEIR, i1 rE i 4 e 2%
(BRI R REIR B R Ay
fo(z) = max{(0, (Cin(z)— Dy))
|i€1a27"'7n}' (2)
BRI RS A0 75 B 77 A AT A (R e A
AN

fola) = il (B, xmax {0, (Li—Cim(2))}). ()
X FT A Ha ) AR AT FEAE 5 B HE A
(RP 2R A
falz) = é (05 x max {0, (Com(z) — D,)}). @)
5E LI Oy, () FTH FREEECZ BT LA R 295K
Cii(z) > T, (5)
C1k($)>01(k y(@)+ Ty, k=2,---,m, (6)
11('%') ()+1—‘i1ai:27"'7na (7)
Cir(z) 2 maX{C v-1)(@), Cia—nr(@)} + Tir,
2227 -,n,k—2,---,m, 3)
S(])gha.]zlv 277b7 (9)

AROHIR T P isifiz e 1. £ HiRE
K2 e B e AR R AR A G

F(r) = min{fi(z), f2(z), f3(z), fa(x)}. (10)

3 EET ESOI AR s Bk
AR B BRI AR AR AL AR it A SR 1
MR G| FREA. 8 SR B R RS R AR
UL L B TR EL, 50 5K Paretofif A 275 i WL 21 EL
WA AR T, T BiParetofif B ORI A5 AN 225 il H
ROIEE. THE A B BRI £ 2 18] (R AR ABLBE, DAAHARL
JE RN KRBT Paretofif IS5 .
3.1 HEEHIgEE X
HEAESI4E (intuitionistic fuzzy set, IFS)!3 & X 5
BIAEFR Y78, H Astanassov i B HY, FT-Ab3 B
AAHENATEGE, CHEREE. JEREE X

MIBE (B e B0 RS BRI LIS ] (1) 5
2. Astanassov#A H O EL BRI S PR

WX RIuRa I —sh e AR, WX F—ANE
TBRIEE AN

A= {z, pa(e), l(2)lr € X}, (1)
Ho m*%ﬁﬂ%flﬁ’]i)ﬁ}#uﬁﬁmx( ), 2
pa(z) : X — [0, 1]; ARJARFR B R BN va (), B
fyA(x) X = 0,1 N TAEMAz € X, #A0 <

pa(@) +ya(@) < 1.
N T B Xt A T4 R FE (hesitancy degree), Xif
T A B B 125, SR Ao B 48 2

(intuitionistic index) A
ma(z) =1 — pa(x) — ya(x). (12)

#ima(x) =0, Vo € X, Wpa(x) + ya(z) = 1,
ELEASRIE A ARD RN AR SR A

1 E NAEX R E B R AR HIFS(X) 3R
s, WA —NEREEEA e IFS(X), H R JEE

pa ()~ AERIEEya () L E TG A (2) 7030
ﬁ%m)ﬁ?a BRI SE A SCRE RO H AL IR 3FIE
PEIIFESE.
3.2 B HEMERE
321 £ HinE SR SR

W BLGE B ABURE S T 2 H AR AR, 75 22
¥ 2 BHirf S BB S IR, AL, AR
T 2 H bR BB S 20 S, KRN T B At
1T qUR . B AR, g R B ARAL T 1) B KB AR
KT B3 b5, gk B H st s AR AE 32
ERINMEVENZT B ARSIk 5.

BB GE AT HARRM N E R T4E.

5 SUHLS H

F@) B e, w3 100} (13)
Kz =[x, @0, -+, @, RRAATH LA LT
Blii=1,2, -, M, MKNHEREOANEG =1,
, N, NAREAEG [ (@) WA R
FHFFREUL 1y, () NI T B R R
(1 8 JaR J3E AL, 2 s AR MR sy, () 9 S5 A A 1 5
AT ERFERS AR R B, FR AR
Horh, 5 SUB MR AT BARER S (o) (3
EF BAnR:

1, fl(@) <
) — fimax f]( ) min ) max
Mfz(j) fimax_fmln ) f1 <f ( ) fv )
0, fl(x) > fre,

(14)
s o fe o7 HARAERIRU LI BT A, R
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FATF BHAMERYE R R B E 201 H bridi T8
H AR AL, 15 Bl qIR A IS 1K B AR R ECFME £ (2).
HUR A fmin = A fO(z), A€ (0, 1). BEF fracy5
AR qUR A A 8 AR Y% T H AR BORA.

TE SR G AT BAR RS (o) AR
FERREan T

0, flz) < f,
Fl@) = 7 i e .
o s = e SIS @) <SS
]., fl](x) > fl_max’

(15)

o H— 8L, o — 1 ~1.30100,
$25 BEADTHIRWESE BN FENES
WL % H bR BB 4. AR5 NAH A5 TH5H
H B AN S80S 7 B bR B BB T 4. 5 Sk
Y1 Hy:
Y(fi(@), -, fZ(:r)  f(e) 3
IFS(Ajfl, . Ag;i, . A;,M) (16)
A A% N A2 EURRAR 5504 FUAR I BLSE AR T
£
2 LRTR, N T #AL 2 H b RS B RO S 2 8]
MR, T BT Hy 5 Hy P50 s, Sl w1, it
B AR T B AR LS BOR 142 ki
S H., Y WS H 75330 09 M A B S ASO01-42 54 B
AR AETRS. WL R G R
(fll( ), s fl@), s (@) —
() {x, ufl() 71 ()}

(@) {a, mj), O

( )—}{l’ :u’fM() ’YfM(J)}

IFS (:U7 :ufl(j)v ’7f1(j)>

: 7‘T’MfM(j)7 foM(])) =
TFS(A),, o) Al oo, A ). (17)

322 ZHWHREREHIENEL

fE2 BARLAG A, A4 B bR 2 A R A B
TG, — AL B AR B IA R H U E A B
A RITE B AR 2 18] P, AR SCER XS 5N B ARt AT
aﬁ H ﬁﬁm uqrm H ﬁyyﬁtﬁ E’JJFWE%%E

, Ly Mft(])? qu(])’

*%ﬁﬂ;%ZIEﬂE'H‘HU}# Ef’ﬁﬁﬁgﬁﬁ%@#%@metoﬁ#
S pSIERR Y JE
1) ZHRRIGT.

K F 1A% B0 1 H FRadt A7 8 H AR LAk, Blgiik
ML JG g B B B IIMEH % 2 H bR 225 il ek 2
HYo=(fi(2), f2(x), -, f(x)). BILE32.17
BP0 WLSRT, H Yo S N 225 i L BORIZETF S (0) =
{Af, AL, - AY ) b R () B AT FS
LSRN A E’]$i’]@§&ﬁ AS N T B R
JRRIZ AT, A ={(z, 1y, (0),7,(0))}.

2) Paretofff [T

% HARE B IGEAUE, 1k 1 AT Paretofi
ST, = (fl (2), f3 (), -+, fii(x)). WP
WS, 4 Y, MUl Paretofff ELSABIZEIFS (5) = {47, ,
AS e AL Y R ] (2) R 8 A Paretof# 1
M H *TIZI%UE A N A Paretof #1541 H s
R ParetoE B £, A} = {(x, s, (5),
TN
3.3 EURHIGR A AR R B

N T Paretofff NS i HIADRE L, 75X S
J L AU S R AT ARABARE WU . SRR (13 1R HETFS
FR) TUAT f R, 3 L — b B S0 RO B B 7 V. A 455
R (14100 T AR, A SCHR 22 H AR B ORI 4R 2 [A]
AR B IR 2~ 5, BEK(18):

M

4(IFS(j), TFS(0)) = \/ o7 2 0)

KRf:j=1,2, -, N, NNBRKNEG pld % e
R, BEEL S AL, S S AL, 7R HAR LS
SERTEOT, VOB S A B8 A3,
Frbip = 1/2.
AR R B FE T HE 22 B bR B SR A 2 TR AH
fBLEE:
S(IFS(j), IFS(0))=1—¢(IFS(5),IFS(0)). (19)

M)A (1) LLE H, S € (0, 1). A E
RIS A AL S(IFS(5), TFS(0))FIME Ak K, 2= 1]

- /"[’fi(o))2 + (’Yfi (.7)

—97,(0)* + p x (7, () — 7£,(0))%],  (18)

Paretofif B % 58] 55 15 275 fifg B e A5OR) SR B AR L, 1%
Paretoffit 55 % il Fzil, Bl Paretof ) i Sk LT
34 HiEnE
R B i K 2R () B e 4E 2 B bR Ak in)
AIOK BB AR 5 GAREZ &, FI LSRR, 1R
53 B A9t I 2 ) R P T A () mT R, AR PR D i
BFRFTE LS B AR TR AR, A SCRH
RO I FE T b AT b, 44 B e o A4 0T B 5 4
AN TR — Y. in— &3 tfke = {1, 4,
oy Ty b HAURR THSA <i<n+4 1), 84N
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HILIRECA 1, A G kAN B oy 0 R T A
H A B — A T A5 i ROV (rank order value)!'>!f¢)
T7 I GA R AL () S B B i T Ak,
RSP

Step 1 F=AENIUEFIEE.

IS5, BEHLAE BN P HE DR X5 T BT 46
SAPPHE, Ho gen W FREE 4 AT REAL ACEL. UG
VN =ES

Step 2 SR E WA L.

M GARE 37 FH(D)—()BEAT ALK AR, K

ZE R RBUAY,. Yo A S 25 il B R R 4
IES(0).
Step 3 7/ Paretofif BT A RIZE.

THEL AL AL (14 H b bR (L 75 2| Pareto ATTY ",
oY PO s Ay Paretofif ELTE BB AR S5 (7).

Step 4 IS E SOOI G 18] AR,

1% 1830 (19) T 5 56 gen AR 9 B A 22 ) X5 19
IFS&" (5) 5 IFS(0) AL EES (IFS(5), IFS(0)), 7
WA NGAB RGN R G| S Fkdk .

StepS  ILHE A8 AL FRAE.

K e AR AR S iR IR B A M BE R, SR
a3 WS AE XPMX)U 5 i J B 4548 53 (SWAP) O 7
7 AT IR DR (Paretofi#), % 0BT I T AR FR A, 3
o PO XM, Py N SRR

Step 6 AN SR YL RIS .

G IFTAPIHEASMBRS S, THEHARGHE S, KA
A BRI B BE 25 ) Paretofif Or 71, M % 41 5% FE 25 /)
[y Paretofifxf HHEATAB BT, T SEHT ) S AL 2.

Step 7 FIWrIE 5 2 2 LKA

S 5 i AR T A N B i AN R A
AR A B I 750 R BOE () i KA B imaxgen, ANl 2
Mgen = gen + 1, Bk A Step3; 5N, 45 R,

4 PiEWR

N T RAIESIFS_ GA R AUBRE DL A K i 2 H b
B G B R fe) R R AT M B AT S, AR SS90
HEL 6 SR CECHREMINASE!T, PAR 10NN [F] JUA
33 K 4 T S A5 L1, ek AT 07 FL K. #E%FCEC
FRAEMRALE, EEUNSGAIIT, NSGAII?Y, g GAP!,
(g-dominance genetic algorithm) L &2 SPEA2Z2ME 5%t
EEREIE, B0 7K 25 ] 1 2 Ta) R R SR 56 v, a6 HL
NSGAII, RW_GA(random weight genetic algorithm)
PL K DABC(discrete artificial bee colony algorithm)!23!
YERXT HE B

NSGAIE SUdFIE AL HE P AL Fk, e —Fhs
S 2 BRI R, B AT CA IR 2 538K H N 3

%2 HARTUKZE 18] FE ; NSGATIE 4 S 42 i 3
T2 m AR SCRCHE T s B0, & — M 2
B EIE. ¢ GARE:E T o- AL B /L, & —
Tl A 2 HAR A EE, SPEA2 2 DG 5 BE A SR 4T
HCEE, &—Mar) 2 B, RW_GAR
FE TR AR frIast 4% 5735, DABCAE B LI N LG aE
SR, JE PR AR OB B FH T 5K Ad 22 B PRIALZK 4 18]
YA A)

5 SRS

NT AT LR, SRR SR B T
FhAER/NNP = 20, SMEBEYE KW o = 20, I K
B A Hmaxgen = 100. GAXE X HEH P, = 0.9, 4%
MR P, = 0.1, RABMEEEIITE AT HisK
B H PR A g = 10. 7ESIFS GAK L+, E A &R
HN=0.9, EHRIBE RIS Ha, =1.21"; /EDABC
AR e AP e AR PR A A B S R PR/ N 50% .

CECHF 1 I 120 48 I ki 20 1) 2 H0s B o h
PEH{MaF1, MaF2, MaF4, MaF5, MaF10, MaF11iX 61
B R A, BB R B B AR N = 4, HARE)
SRR E NG OIS 25 TR (171, FrEil e ek 2 A
AJ 7E M 3k (http://www.cercia.ac.uk/news/cec2017mao
oc/) F#.

WK ZE IR SL ) ) S B an R 58 L LA
it KigfiEh = 5, A EAFUAR S, = 1, BArHE
EEZIK%' = 2.

¥4 SIFS_GA) Z 7% it /E Jyg GAMNINSGAIIIK] Z
% rd. BRI AT 451 #48 FH AN 5] ) B LA 1
PAT0IR. S i — e B B Rl Wt AU A
IRICHRFA K 52 SIEB S 2 [1).

5.1 HEMEEM TR

N T SR SEE I I e, AR SR 3N RE VR 48
e [EIRREE S (SP) 244CEE I (GD) LK CHiats.

1) ZREPEFR . (RIFREE 25 (SP)4, F DLVPAN fif 4R
1E HAnad | b A St tHE AR R:

SP = (3 (d—d) H(Wiax — 1)), (20)
i=1
d = min(|f{ — |+ 13~ 31+
s — A1+ 1fi = FD,
A, j=1, -+, Wia ENFTEIE. SPIE
/N, RS AT RIS ).

2) WSk PEFa bR, SAREE E(GD)>), F DAV B2

s, AR
GD = (35 @)W, 1)
i=1
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s d NS AR SCIRAR 5 5% fif 2 A (R BRR EG I 5.
GD{HEl/ ], ParetoffitliE T S5, IS RLT.

3) FEn K Aabr. CHRARRe, H LA B A LA,
BARAR [ — ] 515 2 (5 A I AR SE A, B2 IR A
SR BRERE, tHE AU
C(A, B) = |{b € B|3a 6’;, s.t.a < b}|

Kh: C(A, B)MERZRATRIEAES T B g
B4yt C(A, B) €0, 1). C(A, B)fHH K37
AR THREE B. Sk AL T5HEDB.

52 HREBSHH

5.2.1 CECHREM RS HE

MCECTIRAE Hh ik B 164 MaF b 18 I X b8 £ L
R [E R, B AT R B BT WS T B A AN [F B IR,
e85 S s B p Ak 1) A 1R &2 2 MR, TR, AT DA

, (22)

Tor il i S Ak s 4k 2 B AR A TV AR D S PR AR AL 17
BT RE.

S PEIE VPN AR B IR . ZE Rl R R
B(SP)J7Hi, 7£SZfiMaF2, MaF5, MaF10t, SIFS_GA
) SPAE 343 /)N T~ HoAth 4 4> B9 £E 5245 MaF1, MaF4
1, SIFS_GAISPIE KT SPEA2, {H &/ T HAh3 /M5
; 7ESE#IMaF 119, SIFS_GA () SP {8 kT NSGAIII
g GAIHE, 152 /NFNSGAIL. SPEA2{){H; F i
P bR, 572SIFS _GA KR 15 1 Paretoff 42 73 A7 1135
SIVEAL T Al R A8 9 AR BS(GD)JT 1, £ 545
MaF1, MaF2, MaF4, MaF5, MaF11H, SIFS_GA/]GD
B35/ T HAtha AN B 72526 MaF 1091, SIFS_GAH)
GD fH K T NSGAIL, {H /& /) T H At 3 A 5%, KB
SIFS_GAK 15 [f]Paretofif 55 1& i/t 2 7% fifg, FUSc Skt Le
NSGAIIIL, NSGAII, g GALL K SPEA2LT.

&1 AP H R KON CECHRE MR IR A9 P A IR 5 AR 28 R (B AR RATE A Ao L3R 1)

Table 1 Performance evaluation index results of various CEC standard test sets by various algorithms

(the best value of the indicator uses bold emphasis)

T ik SP GD TR Hk SP GD
SIFS.GA  0.201 0.396 SIFS.GA  0.157 2.425
NSGAIIl  4.077 12.346 NSGAIIl  162.629 164.322

MaFl  NSGAII 0.314 0.418 MaF5 NSGAIl  0.948 2.792
2 GA 0.347 0.598 g .GA 1.817 4.653
SPEA2 0.105 0.49 SPEA2 0.964 2.428
SIFS.GA  0.041 0.13 SIFS_.GA  0.008 0.069
NSGAIIl  1.341 4.537 NSGAIII  0.015 0.029

MaF2  NSGAII 0.133 0.156 MaF10  NSGAIl  0.081 0.097
2. GA 0.103 0.153 g .GA 0.042 0.098
SPEA2 0.055 0.167 SPEA2 0.029 0.091
SIFS.GA  674.534  553.519 SIFS.GA 1346  10.112
NSGAIIl  1079.272  1177.895 NSGAIII  0.061  15.831

MaF4  NSGAIl 1880.519 1536.621 || MaF1l1  NSGAIl  4.446 11.13
g GA 1752776  2320.991 g .GA 0776  16.124
SPEA2  459.293  1602.694 SPEA2 1.933  12.006

5.2.2  FiAKZE )R S R A R

SR (18] BT VE B L 10/ AN [A) R Ay ks
51,038 S 51 A AR 1O T4 B 5AS L % B 3
1004 AL, 20 HLER 5L

i B 45 R ON10KIZAT I~ 3ME, WEk2fs. 75K
21, SIFS_.GA 4 1> HF#L T NSGAIL 5 RW_GA,
24 H ¥ TDABC; #£ 52441, 3, 4,5, 6,7, 8,9, 10
H1, SIFS_GA 13 % B AL FF AR T H A3 %,
KRR R AR 2 B bn B e 90 7K 28 1] 1 B 1 il @ L,
SIFS_GATS 2|1 2 H stk T NSGAIL RW_GA

FIDABC = ANF3:. AR % K2 AT K010 52451 (1) B DA%
BILEF U (S)3 K T-0.8, FWISIFS_GAFif5 Paretofi
Ak 52 % iR LUBARRL, DL SRR SEA LR 5] S5
BB AR,

S EE VRN e AR 45 R AnER3 TR, 1E (A1 B% R
25 (SP)J7 1, SIFS_GAISPIE /N T HAh 3N, &
HH B9 SIFS_GA K15 [f) Paretof# 52 43 A (I SI AL T
oAt 59k, 75 MR BE B8 (GD) J7 1, 7 Fr A3 s 41 v,
SIFS_GAKIGDAE ¥/ T HoAh 3%, K WISIFS_GA
SRAZ I Paretofff BEIE T S5 A, USSP AL
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Table 2 Simulation results of 10 permutation flow shop test cases (the best optimization solution uses bold

emphasis)
SEAf . i i SHAR EA=RTnidi
L B " FRABLEES
e (n x m) Yo = (f1, f2, f3, fa, f5) (f1, f2, f3, fa, f5)
SIFS_GA (878, 301, 1133, 2027)
NSGAII (908, 571, 1309, 3030)
1 10x5 (835, 245, 964, 1585) 0.88
RW_GA (999, 542, 1766, 3676)
DABC (910, 313, 1420, 2052)
SIFS_GA (1050, 233, 979, 1371)
NSGAII (1134, 356, 1138, 2162)
2 10 x 10 (1036, 183, 838, 1132) 0.92
RW_GA (1230, 502, 1711, 3364)
DABC (1122, 207, 1244, 1299)
SIFS_GA (1323, 462, 1826, 2298)
NSGAII (1365, 791, 2091, 4485)
3 20 x 5 (1296, 380, 1678, 1888) 0.92
RW_GA (1511, 840, 2678, 4436)
DABC (1428, 466, 2398, 2654)
SIFS_GA (1880, 979, 2283, 7716)
NSGAII (1942, 1302, 2726, 10060)
4 20 x 10 (1812, 805, 2122, 6904) 0.88
RW_GA (2041, 1487, 3328, 10837)
DABC (1975, 1104, 2725, 10345)
SIFS_GA (3036, 2281, 4703, 56987)
NSGAII (3138, 2460, 5155, 61649)
5 40 x 10 (3030, 2158, 4410, 55231) 0.9
RW_GA (3372, 3015, 6260, 70943)
DABC (3232, 2684, 5483, 67922)
SIFS_GA (3855, 2598, 5055, 41800)
NSGAII (4025, 2917, 5798, 47696)
6 40 x 20 (3805, 2496, 4729, 39029) 0.89
RW_GA (4168, 3450, 6868, 52750)
DABC (4067, 3150, 5868, 53798)
SIFS_GA (4504, 3339, 6208, 85398)
NSGAII (4612, 3514, 7043, 90562)
7 50 x 20 (4439, 3164, 6048, 81178) 0.89
RW_GA (4880, 4328, 8312, 100202)
DABC (4751, 3729, 7552, 104394)
SIFS_GA (5029, 3963, 7571, 106259)
NSGAII (5315, 4296, 8249, 114985)
8 60 x 20 (5181, 3857, 7342, 103623) 0.89
RW_GA (5539, 4888, 9331, 132431)
DABC (5483, 4595, 8866, 121752)
SIFS_GA (6403, 4538, 9698, 106572)
NSGAII (6527, 4908, 10657, 124889)
9 80 x 20 (6347, 4198, 9544, 104914) 0.89
RW_GA (6743, 5538, 12056, 129987)
DABC (6637, 4915, 11231, 126056)
SIFS_GA (7519, 5869, 11913, 208313)
NSGAII (7712, 6174, 13113, 217208)
10 100 x 20 (7472, 5624, 11711, 206859) 0.89
RW_GA (7980, 6967, 14595, 247182)
DABC (7828, 6374, 13756, 240925)
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HApFELE IR R B, 408+ 2R
AR AR LR A R T S, FE . 7EK
Z S, SIFS_GAST M. 4 26 B 1) 96 i i 72, R
TNFe e PR LT GDIH A BN, Bk IR S 2% i,
SRR AT . STFS_GA ) H 2 ik T FoAh 3 Fh 5092, i i
HAREEI R BT

S HRTE T R AR L IR AT R . WA UUE
i, XFFRW_GA, C(SIFS_GA, RW_GA)HIME 51,
MCRW_GA, SIFS_GA) A ¥ #2320, K B SIFS_GA
FIEAL R B B4 T RW_GA; %} T- NSGAIL C(SIFS_
GA, NSGAIN) & 3 #2381 H i K T C(NSGAI,
SIFS_GA), £ H{ SIFS. GAR M KL BB &= T
NSGAIZRIGHIfR, TINSGAIGRIGHIfR R A /b —F 5y
7 # | SIFS_GA k453 f#; XF TDABC, C(SIFS_GA,
DABC) 118 4 K T C (DABC, SIFS_GA) [ {H, % H]
SIFS_GA 3k 15 1) fif 78 75 DABC 3k 15 il (1) b 41 K F
DABC3K 5 iR 78 75 SIFS_GA KSR A EL 7. 55—
J7 T, BEAE R 3 K, &N H% 5 SIFS_.GAFHX M.
HICTR bR I ZE (A 1T R B %5, 3R A AE i e
1 I JE R SIFS _GAS R f s, 15 4518, SIFS_GA
TESR R 22 H bRt /K 42 18] 8 B2 7] @R 8 T NSGALL,
RW_GAFIDABC, Ff H 5 3&E A SR g RS 7] 7.
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Table 3 Performance evaluation index results of flow shop test examples by various algorithms

Sl Bk I 5t SP GD LS Bk i A SP GD
SIFS_GA 5949  176.14 SIFS_GA 24294  911.99
NSGAII 180.44  434.64 NSGAII 862.61  2024.33

1 10 x5 6 40 x 20
RW_GA 218.31 554 RW_GA 759.12  3592.82
DABC 213.08  255.85 DABC 1290.16  3680.29
SIFS_GA 6551  105.47 SIFS_GA 492,05  1259.2
NSGAII 24789  275.06 NSGAII 1761.16  2696.49

2 10 x 10 7 50 x 20
RW_GA 17929  651.44 RW_GA 1520.19  4515.54
DABC 210.68  176.17 DABC 16652  5171.58
SIFS_GA 9976  189.42 SIFS_GA 30771  1061.56
NSGAII 25438  541.07 NSGAII 1081.8  2817.85

3 20 x 5 8 60 x 20
RW_GA 307.92  1066.7 RW_GA 1337.16  6420.53
DABC 37971 371.32 DABC 1348.09  5485.89
SIFS_GA 1171 304.76 SIFS_GA 43583 1180.37
NSGAII 445.6 877.3 NSGAII 1508.65  3946.04

4 20 x 10 9 80 x 20
RW_GA 44149  1301.65 RW_GA 2686.36  6367.67
DABC 487.51  1011.32 DABC 272136 7123.16
SIFS_GA 29335  750.37 SIFS_GA 58629  903.77
NSGAII 672.86  1856.34 NSGAII 2885.58  4103.28

5 40 x 10 10 100 x 20
RW_GA 685.17 3913.91 RW_GA 1691.45  9507.96
DABC 1167.77 3349.07 DABC 3558.38  8706.28

k4 SHER SFHBRLE

Table 4 Comparison of coverage indicators of each algorithm

SE o] R C(SIFS_.GA, C(NSGAII, C(SIFS.GA, C(RW_GA, C(SIFS.GA, C(DABC,
F5  (nxm) NSGAII) SIFS_GA) RW_GA) SIFS_GA) DABC) SIFS_GA)
1 10x5 1 0.41 1 0 1 0.575
2 10 x 10 1 0.34 1 0 1 0.455
3 20 x5 1 0.32 1 0 1 0.275
4 20 x 10 1 0.33 1 0.005 1 0.18
5 40 x 10 1 0.385 1 0 1 0.075
6 40 x 20 1 0.215 1 0 1 0.045
7 50 x 20 1 0.205 1 0 1 0.045
8 60 x 20 1 0.2 1 0 1 0.02
9 80 x 20 1 0.255 1 0 1 0.025

10 100 x 20 1 0.265 1 0 1 0.01
6 4t IR AL A WA, FiEmse it T A2 B

AR =4k 2 H A B 4 /K 4 18] B ) 8, %
TF 7T EO BRI SRR L E R TSR R S AR A
Paretofif 77 7| Wi N B W AIEE, 15 Paretofif B i i
TSN 225 il L o A5 42 I AR ALL RS 3 DAJLAE gk Ak
FLVRIE N AR, ST ORI SR AR RLRE (18 A%
SHVE(SIFS_GA), FILASKARAA™ H bR B Bt K 2 7] 1
J5E e eI A R, B BRI AR AR AL AT LA

PSR, HAEZ H AR B /K 24 (8] 5 )l v) B
BRAGFEL 0 oL 5 ) Paretofi#, BE3& & T SRR IR )
L. A SCAE SR 1) R ) LIS e 1 B it /K 2 1)
R RE I, S A 7 vh AT g HH I BE N R 2R R O, 4
TS RV ZE T 2 PELZEURU/K 22 1) | ARl 4= 1)
PHEER . SRR RAL (R S ShasMESE. R
e 0 Sk o, SRR B, Bty AR
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