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Abstract: Compared with the Genetic Algorithm, a multi-population genetic algorithm has an enhancement in
performance, but for a job shop scheduling problem, which has a lot of local optima, it also has the shortcomings of
an easy-to-fall into local optima and a poor ability of local search. Therefore, an effective algorithm is erposed to
solve job shop scheduling problem. The proposed algorithm, based on multi-populatiop genetic z&gorithm, involves
the strategy of memory-base and a mechanism of the Lamarckian evolution. Not only does the memory-base make
individuals between sub-populations exchange information, but it can&nail\tax_the diversity of the population. The
local search operator, based on Lamarckian evelution, is adupted to enhance the individual’s ability of local search.
The simulated annealing algorithm that has a sttonger ab‘ﬂity ‘to. jump out local optima than the genetic algorithm is
used, thus, alleviated the problem and enhances the*performance of the algorithm for job shop scheduling. The
experimental results on the Well-kl}own benchmark instances show the proposed algorithm is very effective in

solving job shop scheduling problems.
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' Table 1 Data for a jssp instance of 3 jobs and 3 machines

T1 A 3AENL 3 HLESH jssp N T

Job Machine (processing time)
1 1(4) 2(3) 3(3)
2 2(3) 1(2) 3(2)
3 2(4) 1(3) 3(1)
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Fig.4 Comparison of the worst solutions of algorithms
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Table 2 Performance comparisons of multi-population genetic Qg(&ithms'with the memory base

52 FUATIRILIE 1 % FRBE £ S g o S L

Inst. Scale | Optimal Best solutions | Average Mean relative deviation (%) | Worst solutions
MGA MGA+MB.| MGA MGA+MB | MGA MGA+MB MGA
ft06 6x6 55 %) 55 \ 55 55 0.00 0.00 55 55
ft10 | 10x10 930 946, § 945 963.4 959 3.59 3.12 978 970
ft20 20%5 1165 1177 1175 1199.2 1185.6 2.94 1.77 1216 1206
l1a01 10x5 666 §| 666 666 666 666 0.00 0.00 666 666
1a02 10x5 655 655 655 665.6 657.4 1.62 0.37 673 663
1a03 10><§ 597 597 597 607.6 605.4 1.78 1.41 619 617
la04 10x5 590 590 590 593.6 593.7 0.61 0.63 602 598
1a05 10x5 593 593 593 593 593 0.00 0.00 593 593
1a06 15%5 926 926 926 926 926 0.00 0.00 926 926
La07 | 15x5 890 890 890 890 890 0.00 0.00 890 890
La08 | 15x5 863 863 863 863 863 0.00 0.00 863 863
La09 | 15x5 951 951 951 951 951 0.00 0.00 951 951
LalO | 15x5 958 958 958 958 958 0.00 0.00 958 958
Lall | 20x5 1222 1222 1222 1222 1222 0.00 0.00 1222 1222
Lal2 | 20x5 1039 1039 1039 1039 1039 0.00 0.00 103 }\(‘)39
Lal3 | 20x5 1150 1150 1150 1150 1150 0.00 0.00 1 153 1150
Lal4 | 20x5 1292 1292 1292 1292 1292 0.00 .00 . 1292 @ 1292
Lal5 | 20x5 1207 1207 1207 1207 1207 0.00 . 0.00 1207 1207
lal6 | 10x10 945 945 945 964.8 953.2 2.10 \ 0.87 982 982
lal7 | 10x10 784 784 784 787 785.3 0. w0.17 797 792
lal8 | 10x10 848 852 848 874.6 857.3 N8 - 410 879 873
1al9 | 10x10 842 855 855 869.8 869.2 3.30 3.23 878 876
1a20 | 10x10 902 907 907 915.4 ‘ 914.8 1.49 1.42 930 923
la21 | 15x10 1 046 1073 1 066 1007.8 1096.1 4.95 4.79 1123 1121
la22 | 15x10 927 951 951 \ 985.2 961.5 6.28 3.72 1001 987
1a23 | 15x10 1032 1032 1032 1042.8 1036.1 1.05 0.40 1060 1047
la24 | 15x10 935 976 & 970 994.2 988.9 6.33 5.76 1018 1008
la25 | 15x10 977 1008 1008 1025.8 1019 4.99 4.30 1053 1048
1a26 |,20x10 1218 1250 1240 1273.6 1261.6 4.56 3.58 1292 1280
1a27 | 20x10%| 1235 1311 1301 1335.4 1312.1 8.13 6.24 1357 1325
1a28 | 20x10 1216 1259 1256 1292.4 1268.3 6.28 4.30 1318 1284
1a29 | 20x10 1152 1241 1224 1253.2 1241.6 8.78 7.78 1261 1271
1a30 | 20x10 1355 1378 1368 1397 1383.3 3.10 2.09 1422 1409
la31 | 30x10 1784 1784 1784 1793.6 1784 0.54 0.00 1801 1784
1a32 | 30x10 1850 1850 1850 1863.2 1853.5 0.71 0.19 1871 1860
1a33 | 30x10 1719 1719 1719 1724.8 1719 0.34 0.00 1729 1719
la34 | 30x10 1721 1727 1727 1744.8 1737.3 1.38 0.95 1771 1767
1a35 | 30x10 1 888 1 888 1888 1894.2 1 890 0.33 0.11 1907 1899
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Table 3 Performance comparisons of our algorithm with the improved memory base.by RA \

&3 MBNR KA AL P P RE LE AL

Best solutions Average Mean relative deviation (%) Worst solutions
Instance | Scale | Optimal | MGA+ MGA+ | MGA+ MGA+ M]\(i?ﬁ\ _MGA+ MGA+ MGA+

MB MB+SA MB MB+SA | - MB+SA MB MB+SA
ft06 6x6 55 55 55 55 55 ~0.00 0.00 55 55
ft10 10x10 930 945 937 959 %958.6 3.12 2.54 970 965
ft20 20%5 1165 1175 1175 1185. 1185 1.77 1.72 1206 1204
la01 10x5 666 666 666 666 666 0.00 0.00 666 666
la02 10x5 655 655 655 657.4 655.7 0.37 0.11 663 662
1a03 10x5 597 397 § 597 605.4 598.3 1.41 0.22 617 604
la04 10x5 590 590 590 593.7 592.6 0.63 0.44 598 593
la05 10x5 593 ¥ 593 593 593 593 0.00 0.00 593 593
1a06 15%5 926 926 926 926 926 0.00 0.00 926 926
1a07 |8 15%5 890 890 890 890 890 0.00 0.00 890 890
1a08 15%5 863 863 863 863 863 0.00 0.00 863 863
1a09 15x5 951 951 951 951 951 0.00 0.00 951 951
lal0 15%5 958 958 958 958 958 0.00 0.00 958 958
lall 20%5 1222 1222 1222 1222 1222 0.00 0.00 1222 1222
lal2 20x5 1039 1039 1039 1039 1039 0.00 0.00 1039 1039
lal3 20x5 1150 1150 1150 1150 1150 0.00 0.00 1150 1150
lal4 20%5 1292 1292 1292 1292 1292 0.00 0.00 1292 1292
lal5 20x5 1207 1207 1207 1207 1207 0.00 0.00 1207 207
lal6 10x10 945 945 945 953.2 953 0.87 0.85 982 79
lal7 10x10 784 784 784 785.3 784.8 0.17 0.10 792 785
lal8 10x10 848 848 848 857.3 857 1.10 1,06 873 861
lal9 10x10 842 855 852 869.2 860.6 3.23 221 76 876
1a20 10x10 902 907 902 914.8 910.3 1.42 \ 0.92 923 919
la21 15x10 1 046 1066 1066 1096.1 1092.6 \ 4.7‘ - “4.46 1121 1115
la22 15x10 927 951 951 961.5 960.2 3. 72 358 987 983
la23 15%10 1032 1032 1032 1036.1 1038.5 0.40 0.15 1047 1 040
la24 15x10 935 970 970 9.@8.9‘ 981.6 5.76 4.98 1008 1002
la25 15x10 977 1008 1004 \ 1019 1017.1 4.30 4.10 1048 1033
la26 20x10 1218 1 240 1227 | 1261.6 1247.9 3.58 245 1280 1278
la27 20x10 1235 1301 1278 1312.1 1302.1 6.24 5.43 1325 1323
la28 20%x10 1216 1256 1250 1268.3 1268.1 4.30 4.28 1284 1281
la29 20x10 1 %52 S 1224 1216 1241.6 1240 7.78 7.64 1271 1259
1a30 20x10 1355 1368 1365 1383.3 1381.9 2.09 1.99 1409 1407
la31 30xf0 1784 1784 1784 1784 1784 0.00 0.00 1784 1784
la32 30x10 1850 1 850 1850 1853.5 1850 0.19 0.00 1860 1850
la33 30x10 1719 1719 1719 1719 1719 0.00 0.00 1719 1719
la34 30x10 1721 1727 1721 1737.3 1735.5 0.95 0.84 1767 1762
la35 30x10 1 888 1 888 1888 1890 1889 0.11 0.05 1899 1893
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B 2 ) AN AR B S L T7 1) 4 R AT T AR SR AL 5 5 R BE(MGA,MGA+MB Al MGA+MB+SA SEH R I A%
GEIAR 1), A RO/ T AR IS H AR T 505 (0 AR AR, RIVAR 1 S5 (8 J5 22 AN S50 ARG i 22, A7
] 8 1a24,1a27 Fl 1a32 A L5 MGA-MBL AN U1 MGA-+MB-+SA {H 7 B A ks 2 4% il f8, A SR AT AT 5 0T
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Table 4 Comparisons of Lamarckian local search operator and conventional mutation operator

R4 AR RE 7 E ARG R T KPR B HEL

Best solutions Average Mean relative deviation (%) Worst solutions
Instance | Scale | Optimal | MGA+ MGA- | MGA+ MGA- MGA+ MGA- MGA+  MGA-
MB+SA  MBL | MB+SA  MBL MB+SA MBL MB+SA | MBL
ft06 6x6 55 55 55 55 55 0.00 0.00 255 55
ft10 10x10 930 937 937 953.6 950.2 2.54 2.17 965 965
ft20 20x5 1165 1175 1165 1185 1183.6 1.72 ‘1.60 ’1204‘ 1198
la01 10x5 666 666 666 666 666 0.00 0.00 666 666
1a02 10x5 655 655 655 655.7 655.3 0.11\ 0.05 662 657
1a03 10x5 597 597 597 598.3 598.2 \ QZZ . “70.20 604 604
1a04 10x5 590 590 590 592.6 591.8 0.44 7031 593 593
1a05 10x5 593 593 593 59 - 303 0.00 0.00 593 593
1a06 15x5 926 926 92 \ 926 926 0.00 0.00 926 926
1a07 15%x5 890 890 890 890 890 0.00 0.00 890 890
1a08 15%x5 863 863 862\ 863 863 0.00 0.00 863 863
1a09 15%5 951 951 951 951 951 0.00 0.00 951 951
lal0 15x5 958 958 958 958 958 0.00 0.00 958 958
lall 20%5 1228 1222 1222 1222 1222 0.00 0.00 1222 1222
lal2 20x5 1039 1039 1039 1039 1039 0.00 0.00 1039 1039
la13 | 205 1150 1150 1150 1150 1150 0.00 0.00 1150 1150
lal4 20x5 1292 1292 1292 1292 1292 0.00 0.00 1292 1292
lal5 20x5 1207 1207 1207 1207 1207 0.00 0.00 1207 1207
lal6 10x10 945 945 945 953 947.7 0.85 0.29 979 979
lal7 10x10 784 784 784 784.8 784.4 0.10 0.05 785 785
lal8 10x10 848 848 848 857 851.7 1.06 0.44 861 861
lal9 10x10 842 852 848 860.6 858.8 221 2.00 876 870
1a20 10x10 902 902 902 910.3 909.9 0.92 0.88 919 912
la21 15x10 1046 1 066 1055 1092.6 1081 4.46 3.35 1115 1108
la22 15x10 927 951 941 960.2 960.1 3.58 3.57 983 \383
la23 15x10 1032 1032 1032 1033.5 1032.4 0.15 0.04 1'040\ 1:038
la24 15x10 935 970 955 981.6 985.7 4.98 3.42 1002 = 1006
la25 15x10 971 1004 995 1017.1 1014 4.10 v .79 17033 1031
1a26 20%x10 1218 1227 1227 1247.9 1243.5 2.45 \ 2.09 1278 1262
la27 20x10 1235 1278 1278 1302.1 13058 | « 5. \ w573 1323 1337
la28 20x10 1216 1250 1245 1268.1 1263.8 | N 428 “3.93 1281 1276
1a29 20%x10 1152 1216 1216 1 240, ol 232 7.64 6.94 1259 1245
1a30 20x10 1355 1365 1362, (\381.% 1380.3 1.99 1.87 1 407 1 406
la31 30x10 1784 1784 1784 1784 1784 0.00 0.00 1784 1784
la32 30x10 1850 1 850 1850 1 850 1862 0.00 0.65 1 850 1870
1a33 30x10 1719 1719 1719 1719 1719 0.00 0.00 1719 1719
la34 30x10 1721 1781 1721 1735.5 1734.8 0.84 0.80 1762 1756
la35 30x10 1 888¢ 1 888 1888 1 889 1888.8 0.05 0.04 1893 1890
3

2% 5 2 A B0 S MGA-MBL [7] SCHR[ 1370 450395 10 Ll 7 52 5 v BT SR 010 46 oM ) 5 Sk 131 550, B
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(9 4 PF T 1 R8 SR H S5 A A 0F LU v A S92 3R M 1) 5 2 1982 5 e 00 098 F AR KT i 22 (R ) b 22 =R K 11 8 7 i — 1) 750
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Table 5 Performance comparison between our approach and that in Ref.[13]

F5 ARUHZECER13]0 ML

Instance | Scale | Optimal Fitness evalu%tion Best solutions Relative deviation (%)
times (x10°) Ref.[13] MGA-MBL | Ref[13] MGA-MBL

ft06 6x6 55 0.1 55 55 0.0 0.0
ft10 10x10 930 90.1 938 937 0.9 0.8
ft20 20x5 1165 90.1 1169 1165 0.3 0.0
1a01 10x5 666 0.1 666 666 0.0 0.0
1a02 10x5 655 0.1 655 655 0.0 0.0
1a03 10x5 597 50.1 604 597 1.2 0.0
1a04 10x5 590 0.1 590 590 0.0 0.0
1a05 10x5 593 0.1 593 593 0.0 0.0
1a06 15%5 926 0.1 926 926 0.0 0:0 \ \
1a07 15x5 890 0.1 890 890 0.0 0.04 =
1a08 15%5 863 0.1 863 863 0.0 0.0
1a09 15%5 951 0.1 951 951 0.0 0.0
lal0 15%5 958 0.1 958 93;3 \ 0.0 0.0
lall 20x5 1222 0.1 1222 W1 - 0.0 0.0
lal2 20x5 1039 0.1 1039 1039 0.0 0.0
lal3 20x5 1150 0.1 \‘ "1 850 1150 0.0 0.0
lal4 20x5 1292 0.1 % 1292 1292 0.0 0.0
lal5 20x5 1207 \%l 1207 1207 0.0 0.0
lal6 10x10 945 50.1 946 945 0.1 0.0
lal7 10x10 734 * 20.1 784 784 0.0 0.0
lal8 10x10 848 20.1 848 848 0.0 0.0
1al9 kOxlb 842 10.1 842 842 0.0 0.0
1a20 10x10 902 50.1 907 907 0.6 0.6

® la21 15x10 1 046 50.1 1091 1063 3.6 1.6
la22 15x10 927 50.1 960 939 3.6 1.3
la23 15x10 1032 10.1 1032 1032 0.0 0.0
la24 15x10 935 10.1 978 959 4.6 2.6
la25 15x10 977 10.1 1028 995 5.2 1.8
la26 20x10 1218 10.1 1271 1218 4.4 0.0
1a27 20x10 1235 10.1 1320 1272 4.0 3.0
l1a28 20x10 1216 10.1 1293 1234 6.3 1.5
1a29 20x10 1152 10.1 1293 1204 8.2 4.5
1a30 20x10 1355 10.1 1368 1355 1.0 0.0 \ \
l1a31 30x10 1784 10.1 1784 1784 0.0 0.0 . ;
1a32 30x10 1 850 10.1 1 850 1850 0.0 0.0,
1a33 30x10 1719 10.1 1719 1719 0.0 0.0
la34 30x10 1721 10.1 1753 1721 \ 1.9 0.0
la35 30x10 1888 10.1 1 888 %1888 = 0.0 0.0
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