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Abstract

This research considers the problem of scheduling jobs on uniform parallel machines to
minimize total weighted tardiness under a truncation learning effect. An ant colony optimization
(ACO) algorithm incorporating heuristic initial solution and local search has been proposed to
solve the studied scheduling problem. Some experiment runs has been tested to verify the
effectiveness and efficiency of proposed ACO algorithm.
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bes
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iter<=ITER » B] ants=1 » w 3| STEP2 ; 4-% iter >ITER » p* 3 STEP12 -

STEP12: 7 iter >ITER *r % & it i% i (termination criterion)  #* p¥ TWT o, = & X f#o
L < M

AT ATAL 2 PIREMEP A0 e 23 AR 4m20n £ 10m100n A B & 4 SR
220 B 2 10 S8 F AT 100 B 1 i el o TR (D) R PR F S E 2
#FFViAA 13100 2 F erpg@pr > H ¢ oppg2 v 24 Uniform[1, 10]“13';49‘—613 4048 £ (W)
% Uniform[1,10] % ¥ A& 2 +w=g Potts f= Van Wassenhove(1982) - 3| # p (d,) o
Uniform[P(1-T-R/2), P(L-T+RI2)]*g# 4 4 » 2 ¢ P=(Z1 >0, pij)/m > T ,az&@ ¥+
SAPEHEER > AL Y RO K T R T=0.8, R=04 Pt e AR 0 F] G

PEERE A T p ﬁh?f v i A A R P R PR > ATC-NEH ¥ evt &) odic kg 8 % 22
87 I e4%42(0.2, 06,08, 1.0, 1.2, 1.4, 1.6, 1.8, 2.0, 2.4, 2.8, 3.2, 3.6, 4.0, 4.4, 4.8, 5.2, 5.6,
6.0, 6.4, 6.8, 7.2) » I & * M A EPFRF B gt b 2 lcE (A2 0 ACO Sk i
ITER=250~ANTS=20~Q=1~ @ =1~ B =3~ Pioeq) =0.01~ pyi0py=0.01~ g;p =0.9 > ;o =09 -
i * g % CPU % Intel(R) Core(TM)2 Duo CPU E8400 @ 3.00GB, 3.24GB RAM » j# & ;2
2 Dev-C++4.9.9.2 £ 8 -

— S AR fE ~ MERIE B U~ b&bD A 4Am20n 2 F R g o

AR AT L AR 2R B - kPR A YT HP e 72 Liaw F A
(2003) 1 * A & i * & i (0&b) K18 R Zw,T; A AL2 & i f2 ot $2(4m20n) » 2 pF -4 77
T2ZEV R ER ez 15 28 VB2 I FR ;‘gt“ PR AT Y TR TG R
ﬁi‘i‘% F B A R R R R KR S S 3L P PF(10m100n) o N B Y a2 Sk

2k 5 -0.5(8 Y vk 8 T1%) 0 ik By S 0.5 PRSI B 2 (ACO) ~ e Asdn iR
85 4% % 8 2 (ATC-NEH+ACO) 12 2 § 4r » % 8 §0F 2 2 154k /% & 2 (ATC-NEH+ACO+LYS)
P B ORIGRE R A BT A 4884 5

Z 44m20n 2= TWT +* g%

320 YhE b&b(opt) ATC-NEH ATC-NEH+ACO+LS
1 1336 1417 1336
2 1398 2766 1398
3 925 1025 925
4 690 862 690
5 2801 2891 2801
6 258 258 258
7 855 954 862
8 357 357 357
9 373 398 373
10 593 645 596
11 1428 1428 1428
12 788 867 788

13 1437 1437 1437

_‘I‘I_



2012 55 15 ERIRESEIEME

14 1679 1679 1679

15 1023 1087 1023

16 539 559 539

17 391 391 391

18 479 610 484

19 1840 1939 1842

20 457 457 457
Average TWT 982.5 1101.4 983.2
%&10"0 x100% = 12.10% 0.09%

Average computation time(s) 5122.94 0.00 2.56

g 4m20n et S Ok F o AT AR F 2 AR REERE S 125 12.1% > & TSR

B2 v - TWT B T & g j2pEdg 0.00% &R R & Gjario- 3~

» 5122 §j¢1 477 3 2. ATC-NEH+ACO+LS #1256 §j4p £ 7k > FIpt ¥ 10 R AFT§ 205
BRI R 2 b R REET IR 4 Aok o

=

ok

% 510m100n 2. TWT " fiz

32D YaEh ACO ATC-NEH+ACO ATC-NEH +ACO+LS
1 1573.80 1056.95 1056.95
2 2254.77 2096 2096
3 2116.69 1712.39 1712.39
4 1297.40 790.01 790.01
5 971.46 673.96 673.96
6 1668.18 1477.85 1469.58
7 2992.27 2595.05 2595.05
8 2713.81 2491.3 2491.3
9 4239.14 3205.82 3205.82
10 2525.30 2025.47 2025.47
11 291.39 267.34 202.28
12 634.02 566.75 559.74
13 493.13 405.65 405.65
14 2295.04 2002.38 2002.38
15 2211.37 1634.45 1634.45
16 1972.49 1405.47 1405.47
17 4856.29 3965.41 3965.41
18 2020.01 1600.08 1600.08
19 7993.47 6200.02 6200.02
20 2737.79 1636.3 1636.3
average 2392.89 1890.433 1886.42
Algorithm — (ATC — NEH + ACO + LS) 26.85% 0.21% B
ATC- NEH + ACO+ LS
Average computation time(s) 11.52 11.55 57.70

d £ 55 K i@ * bEkE 5 2 (ACO)E 4o T Azdns R 2 b5k R B % (ATC-NEH+ACO)
et firck X3 27%n % jer 7 ATC-NEH+ACO £ ATC-NEH+ACO+LS ¥ § £ jE% | 1%
FEMELE > TP Et FRIER SR A AT A RfEL LG AP Rk o
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AT AART C STEE YT o I R B 2 KRR FT ] i
BB 2 PARR AT o H @ R 010 ATC-NEH § 17 257§ 2 42403 » S EbEuRIFT & 2 2
WS 274 0 0 HRBHRERZR P FIETWT L] - 2P 4m20n 2323 # ¥ %
o2 B EfRGOL RO FIR AL ZMBMF B 2 B B RG A arik > F L TaRE
g 5§ 0.09%:hE B fe KA REPFRF 4rg Ak L B0 @ & 10m100n T o AR TR
i# ACO -+ ATC-NEH+ACO 2 2 ATC-NEH+ACO+LS * # 8 & % » Rl % % K 7+
ATC-NEH+ACO+LS iy F 3| 43 et i f2 o

BAREETT T U BB Y BT 4 1 SRR (QILE, N | Xw,T; )& £k %
PR (QILE, sy [ Xw;T; )% 3 Fr 2" 4] o
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