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A Hybrid Differential Evolution Algorithm

for Stochastic Flow Shop Scheduling with
Limited Buffers

HU Rong! QIAN Bin!

Abstract A hybrid differential evolution (DE) algorithm,
namely OHTDE, is proposed to solve the stochastic flow shop
scheduling problem (FSSP) with limited buffers between con-
secutive machines. Two different criteria are considered. The
first is to minimize a general earliness/tardiness cost function
and the second is to minimize the total completion time. The
proposed algorithm is a hybrid of DE and two techniques: the
optimal computing budget allocation (OCBA) technique and hy-
pothesis test (HT). DE is used to execute both global and local
search. OCBA is utilized to reasonably allocate a limited sam-
pling budget for every solution, assigning more for better indi-
viduals to improve the confidence level of getting good solutions
under noise environment. HT is adopted to perform a statisti-
cal comparison on solutions’ performances so that the repeated
search on the similar region of the solution space can be avoided
to some extent. Moreover, a special crossover, which is per-
formed on some good solutions identified by OCBA and HT, is
designed to enhance the capability of local search. Furthermore,
the stochastic convergence property of OHTDE is analyzed by
using the theory of finite Markov chain. Experimental results
and comparison show the effectiveness and robustness of the
proposed OHTDE.
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TEAL T AN 555 S B A= = R g, b X (R e
TEAEBES) IIR/INIE R PRI, IT4FE3R, B Just-in-time
(JIT) #ili&EF0 Kanban #5068 5 &, XA BR G2 X it
K @ (Flow shop scheduling problem, FSSP) [
FURAT T B b S, DR e i 3 B R0 3 AR SRR g
()2 AH 2R T & HLAS B AA A BRGE b X 1K) FSSP. 7EX Ff 10
T, AR mLA: o Cog ), W T e 22w X 2,
W% TR e X G HLEs b, BRI R oo X ARmEL 4y
AL, T X KN 0 B, IX SR AR A Blocking
FSSP. Papadimitriou %) iE#] T W & HLEELL_F 104 BREE
X FSSP 2 NP-hard [ .

TESEBR A= RGE T, AR KR A2 M, Bk, 4
FUAff 5 R B e A, T 5 S A B AL AR FE Il ) AR R SRR TR T
FEFNHR U A T R ME. BT, S E L
L) A 5 KD R 5 1) R AT 5 (6= 100 L e TG 2 385 ot T i ]
FEML A1 A FRZE P X FSSP #EATHESY. A, A SO F5T
K S i) L ST SR A B AL AL A im0 AT R
PP A2 R BE. It v H 20 B (Optimal computing budget
allocation, OCBA) J& Chen 25011 4t (R 7E BENLIRBE T ik
FERPE A 20 ik, o i B ik — L A
[P brdE, OCBA TR JEH T JLFAS R HILIS 18] ¢
Tk [15] FEIRIFST M, Chen 20D S5 HH PR LA i) 50 2549 14 1 A
TEPEME 2 0 PPN AR AR I SRR H AT R A R e —. Al
ASCRHSCHR [11] H 1 OCBA X bifi AL [l 8 11 g it 47 1 RV
il

T 4F Sk, 2 4y it b 57 7% (Differential evolution,
DE)6—17 — P RS S, DE &5 T RE(A R e B ik
A SEE, I R Th AR ) (0 S 1 5 58 4 AR I TR
fefe L%, DE R AMES TR, 5 T SE IR S i
S, WA CAEIR 245 81 T 132 M IS SR, DE %
S gw s, ook DE MR 3 B4 T s sk, H
AT, DE 7547 LU a5 s R T 4. DE 1548 —Fh G 4L
IR SRR AT I AR S, e HLEAT B AN B R A T R
H TREFI S .

A 2008 4 5 A, MEHAlY:# 2T DE AT BN
B TS, OCBA R & K46 (Hypothesis test, HT)
AT AR B BEALORAL ) A ROV, Wang 880 4R T AT
OCBA [ 50 AL T HT (st fL 5000 sk
BT A BE KL A (6 FSSP. Pan 25019 ¥k 454 OCBA
ARATHT SEMS, P& T SR AR B LI 22 2R Bt A v R JLFP IR
B REAL S VL (Particle swarm optimization, PSO), H
H R OCBA FHT FIVR A SIS etk e (E2
XA BN S OL L R, Wl &4 OCBA A HT FIfLF
WA BORAEFIETRAE T2 PR E. AR OHTDE,
¥ DE 1 OCBA LLK HT &5 kA 204k B0 LN [ BEHL >
A B FRZE ph X FSSP @l SCHk [20] MIWF5T R B, FSSP
A3 (A — Pl 45 7 (Big valley) Hu3ii (Landscape), &3
S U4 R B LR KRR Th 7R 23 SIS 3. SCR [21) X9 DE
)4 R4 R BB R4S FSSP Il iR 23 () H BEAT AT RE R,
T A B B8 B4 PR DX 5. AR TR AL FSSP, A4S IR i S A 7E
A, X ERE HATH DE MRAER RS I AR, ik, 78
OHTDE ', DE H TH#UT & R % M54 2%; OCBA H
T R AT T, N CRE L R4S B 2 Bt
S, R T AR IR N IR O TR I AR S A, SR
HT 7RGk & S LU AR B PERE, I — e P2 R Lk S e A
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(KIPL TR AT — PR PR KA SR AT, st DE (1)) # T A& fig
J3. DRREE R T S0 R

1 PFEHBREHRX FSSP

HIREX FSSP ik FE: %p&n AT T = {1,
2, ,n}Em GHEE M ={1,2,--- ,m} LRI TR, %
n AN TARREHA PN L ~m BTN, HAEA L
2 B TR I T AH ). 2ERE W & AHAR LS « K1 (6 — 1)
ZNAMFAEGE N IX, I H T LR nl X b B R AN S N 2
TR SKAR F AR A R TATH— DS, A2 — 2 e R
IR BN, R TSR B A e A, R R AR B AN A
ARG, WA SO HERT /4R (Earliness/Tardiness) 4%
FEARTE T ] (Total completion time) FEARZEATILL.

SERR A R P AEAEAAAE AT E L. WA 5 fENLSS
i FHHTI0DTRINTE psy RIS U1 —n)Piy, (1 +
nPi;), e Py SR AR AR, n ARSI, 4
E/T(m,&) ¥ Cr(m, &) 5350 TAHEF m fEME S & FRAE
(I I/ SEAR I [0 RS AR S8 BN 18], TT N BT A iR SR 5. 6T
E/T fakr, BEHIA RZE X FSSP [fsRk g H Ax A 488 —A T
RS o, 545

7" = argmin{E[E/T (m,£)]} (1)

Horiv, BIE/T (m,§)] 1 E/T (m,€) MECFHIE.
B, X Cr 4545, BEHLATERZZpH X FSSP 113K Ak H
bRAHE] 7, fEAT

7" = arg min{E[Cr (r, )]} (2)

Hr E[Cr(w,€)] A Cr(m, &) M-I,
2 DE. OCBA #iHT
2.1 DE &/

DEM fE—g i b —Fh iR . A4 A%
FRIEAR LR, R S iy BT 22 (AR S A 0 —
X I SE 4 A A SRS, 8 T R AR A AR SR, [ e AT B
R0 24 AR PO A S ) 22 53 B 2 ) LA R S, RAT B
(4 Ja AR RE D R NAE TBSOFAT . AERR IR — AN, T
S FTNRBEAT AT AR S RAF BIHT A A, SR Jm Il I kPR AE
KAFFVHRIEE. R0 BN AL, DE CRBIT
10 RFMAFTESH I, HARTE I http://www.icsi.berkeley.edu/
storn/code.html.

22 OCBA @il

JPAE4k (Ordinal optimation, OO) &M A% B HL =1
AR GAAL BB — RS LR, I3 2 AT P
EU A 25 5 i 52 AR AR A28, DailPY AE W T 757 LB T i)
FIU R AR IE L B R (P(CS)) 488081, Chen 25111
TEJPALAHERL R T —Fifl ik P(CS) Wirik, Hit—»
g TR P(CS) Mt HE SR OCBA, AT
S TCIE AP AR 7 LR 2 U B o
2.3 HT fgfho2

RS R B0 A S VT P (K B ST, B Se X T
TUIR A SRR BB, AR5 AR A PP R B4 Hh 2
AR LA A . X RELOC A i L, AR X PR RE A T
J(X) WA — AR A I BERLAE B, B HLRFE

Ni — oo I, M K HOE BAIF O R E B, J (X)) BRAIE
AN, Ak, R b — M E TR A ) T A R M e
Jr AR Rk, 4 TAR AR X A X o PEAERI B
IR i A o, WA ¢ RSESIERS S0 R S ARG, bR Ho
Hopr = po, FEIB Hy A pa # po. 5 FCBORAL, A
X1 Xo TEREES VT EATFAEN B E R,
3 FEHGPRZ WX FSSP & OHTDE &%
3.1 RRRRIE

A5 DE FiBf R AN DLUE SR w2 R 1, BIfiAx
#t DE AREE M T FSSP. Hilt, KM LOV (Largest order
value) FMEY SCELMAME X = (@41, 20, -+ 2in] BIEEL
I CHEY w6 = [mi, mi2, -0, min] B, TR DE 725K
B0 ) P 45 2R WSt Oy R ) A 2R (D A R B Ak, (R
UE T B ATAT I, RN DE it fesgedE n . 78
LOV #H, X; = [zi1,Ti2,  ,Tin] EE R AdeE: PAk

BIFETF) @i = (@i, pi2, ,0in) R, THRHTH
TR A
T, p5, = k 3)

3.2 REHL FSSP IR A

N T HEALBEBENL FSSP, AT T FHR.

1) B ARG IR OCBA RIE/EH

7 Chen %51 42 H ) OCBA ', T Jy Akl 52 i ak
i BB, no WG SHREAN RT3 LT &=, N A
OIBCLLN S 0 AR 0T R, A BRI I 17 2
Spi = Jp — Jiy H Ty < mingoq ok Ji, KO AATRREEL
SIEHL FSSP, 65 8y (i # j) Z M EIZE 5 H g o,
Moy ZIRIFIR. X438 2K max{o, (N1 — N} > A,
M OCBA HEMY [R5 B8 3w v 52 o 38 o 14 15 2
VMR E R T A, X —1BU0F, OCBA HikF LR
2 FULBR 3 M PAT IRECK 2T (T — no)/A, XFE
OCBA HINLHIMAREAR L R IEMEM. Ak, 7 OHTDE
K F AR AT R A A IR, a0
A BRI, FHEAE OCBA SEML ] 3 i T &
.

$1® 3.1. il5L DE M HANME X, (6= 1,2,---,
K) 4R P(X,), B P(X;) = N/ SK N

HIB 3.2, MHRAE K A EL 5K X, 2R
G T=1+1, RFLSE 1.

2) Bk I3 XA OHTDE (¥R HHE &b

XofFBEHL FSSP, i 25 1) A AR R AR o B X Sl A B VT
PR BER & Rk AR b, KBS L EH DE a8 XA 5
AR AMEXT BENLEL S =S [ AT 803 K. 1 Schiavinotto
1 Stiitzle KIAFFT120 ] 40, Interchange 481 ¥ B4R 7E H FH AL
B g /N2 —, W Interchange AR3kA4) /10 fif 2 1) P i 22 7]
PR e N —. XK HTFEAHFTHH & N, Interchange
AR RE AT T R AR i 2. Uk, £ OHTDE 1, K
FH T U0 BRI A SR, B — 2 i 22 [ AN A O F Rk AT
DE M3z X FIZE R, 1hi& i th OCBA F HT LA B A5 B i
H PR TN JLHEAT RS i, AR5 0 I 8 T R MR AT S T
Interchange 4B MIHRAE. R BE ) 8 — L A0 FF A T 4B %, BIY
PSR AR M AR AR 2 AU, R, SRR IR A 28 S 4
VERE TS| S FEAN R R AL T BT 1 X B A A BUE 2, T2
= DE HIRFHE R B3,
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3.3 OHTDE

7£. OHTDE ', 57 DE 454 % K DE/rand-to-
best/1/exp HLiill, rand-to-best /N FE 7T P LR B 47 A
AR N BEEAE, DIRERP R AR TR R I A2 P e or S h
IFAMARAE R, X ERE FHR T AR,

RARCKRARBENLI B 198, OHTDE KH DE 7Efif 2]
AT R R R —EFERN R E R, OHTDE fEF R
AP IHEH T OCBA HiR, A BRIEAN IR BEAT & 3 5%
e, AT ZEBENLEREE T DLy A5 B A R 0 i, X
FERae s | P RE PEASIX 3k 4T; [N, OHTDE 7F DE
ERMBCRMH T HT BOR, A S50 A0 b (AR 5 245l b
HEA 0 AL PR B A7 A0 B B 22 S N A T B2, M
TSR AR 2 AL ATIE XS A T A R, ORAIE T SRR R RS T
B 534, OHTDE B F — ks Bk i) 28 HAE R I s 450k
1) Jr 8 R e ), GBI 4 AT R 8 R RBP4

OHTDE KSR BT pros.

T 0. % Pop(t) AH PS MAEMFHERIEE ¢ 4K,
W_Pop(t) TR ZEREATRF R AS SCERAE I ANE, Xa(t) A
Pop(t) 4L N N (N = n) W i DK, z6() N
Xi(t) Tk 4505, lower(xi k) A xik(t) BET T,
upper(zik) N @ik (t) BUER EF, Tmp_Pop(t) W PS
AR B S ¢ AR, Tmp_Xi(t) B Tmp— Pop(t)
TS ¢ NAME, tmp e NERAME tmp T ki
CR WA XM, F A HHIR ¥, random(0,1) X [H] [0, 1]
EIMBENUE, 7 AR Ho IMAELLRE.

T 1. WE N, PS > 3, CR € [0,1], lower(zix),
upper(z; k), k=1,--- ,N.

IR 2. MEYILGAL.

T 2.1. z;5(0) = lower(wix) + random(0,1) x
(upper(zi k) — lower(zi)), k=1,--- ,N,i=1,--- ,PS.

HIE 2.2, W OCBA X Pop(0) FAMAREAT I,
5& W_Pop(0) h7stE.

P| 3. WEt = 1, I\ Pop(0) ik m ALK
Xbest (0), bestit = Xpest(0)-

TR 4. WHE (P 4~9), BT i = 1.

HI 5. BHRFENHE.

FE 5.1 5 Xi(t— 1) BT W_Pop(t — 1), WHATHE
TRIAS A

I 5.1.1. )\ Pop(t — 1) THEALN 5 DA BENLIE
B, MED tmp.

S 5.1.2. MAVER v Fl v, u # v, X tmp 5 u 4E
FIE v Y8 AT Interchange #4E (33: 1 LOV FEIJHsf
2] ] AR A A2 AT 1 WK Interchange $##%).

$I12 5.1.3. 2 Tmp_X,(t) = tmp, HFL 1 6.

I 5.2. $UUT DE A8 XA R, 4 tmp = X,(t — 1),
L =0, BHLEEE r1,72 € (1,---, PS) H rl #r2 # i, BEHl
wH ke, - ,N).

LB 5.2.1. tmpy = tmpy, + F x (bestit, — tmpy) +
F 3 (@t — 1) — 2ot — 1)).

$E5.22 2 k=(k+1) mod N HL=L+1.

$ 5.2.3. # (random(0,1) < CR) H. (L < N), %
FPH 5.2.1.

P& 5.2.4. 4 Tmp_X,(t) = tmp.

PR6. Li=i+1, i < PS WEFPLVEK 5.

$B 7. N OCBA X Tmp_ Pop(t) H ik MESEITIE

S

f

=

I.
TR 8. EE B, NHBRKRXN Tmp_X,(t)
Xi(t—1) IATES, i=1,--- , PS.

TE® 81. HERBREAR Y, H JX:t-1) —
J(Tmp_X,(t)) > 7, W b_replace = true; M b_replace
= false.

S B 8.2. # b_replace =
Tmp_X;(t), TN X;(t) = X:(t - 1).

$IE 8.3. #7 b_replace = true, H J(Tmp_X;(t)) <
J (bestit), M| bestit = Tmp_X;(t).

LB 8.4. 7 b_replace = false, H X;(t — 1) )&
T Pop(t — 1) Wi 10% B, W X6 — 1) A
W_Pop(t).

SO Ht=t+1, &t <t_max (Ml KIEIAED),
WU 2120 B 4.

HIR 10. Hith bestit K HA N1 H bR
OHTDE S ILAAEMIE 1 s,

true, W X;(t) =

RfiHLA: I DE XMRTFEE Pop(0), {8 H OCBA WA,
BB AMAE bestit FHEE 1= 1, 2 W _Pop(0) A%

t BB KT BRI
&7

VYN

Sl
R AR R T
W_Pop(t-1)

Joni

i Hi bestit

AT DE B3RS | | BT Rk 32 SURIE S

SRR Tmp,_Pop(r). (7] OCBAMHFIEHY
| DE tr e

T HHT SHREFEE N AME Timp X,(0) T Pop(t-1) xR

NUR X, T3 U, OHT besds. TR B¢ Pop(ey: ¢

HT 41T, W8 X(-1) A Tmp X (1) %54, H X, (i-1)
J&T Pop(1-1) T 10%, JPKEX (2-1) AW _Pop(1)

=+ 1, FREE SR AR

k1 OHTDE it

Fig.1 The framework of the OHTDE

M LR EE A W, OHTDE AMUFI DE A5 BA 14
B 2R B ) AE M8 2 (AT 2 SR A R A — B RS ) R i 4 R,
RIS 348 R FH 77 35T B AL ) 301080 2 TR P 1 b B e R R R v B
R REE ). BT AR R R G 0T, G
T+ OHTDE k15BN FSSP 4TIk
3.4 BIRWSIER

EIE 1. R P(CS) =1, OHTDE VIMEZE 1 Wi sl 4
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JRig . FCIE KR A bR AE FSSP MK ), B Benchmark [ . A%

ERR. 2 P(CS) =1 B, H T — oo, H 7 =0, XK
KR4 T, ik OCBA F%T HT K DE i%&#%
B REAE s A IE WA IR . IX AR BERLIE AL e A0 o T e 1k
itk

ST s HEAR AL W) 8, OHTDE 1) LU IR b — AN T
PRSI D KHE. 4 Q J OHTDE FAMARPRAZ | (LOV
B EAF DE AMARKPIR S B S0 B 54000 8 EET), |19
JQ R, G HEANFIREFPREZN, |G A G IR
¥ OHTDE W AMEIAEHCH n, BB/ A PS, W Q] = n!
Gl = |95,

4 OTHDE W EANFREM— DHBM RN P =
Pis)cixials LA AMFEEIRE @ BIMHERE § R
ME%. £ OHTDE 148 5 128 LB BE, SE3 MK tmp BIR
ARG LA M e B B 25 1) P AT AN R RIS, BT
AR A HEATI R, 78 OHTDE % £EB B, I i Rt
HAME Tmp_ X () WARERGT Popt — 1) HFHIAE
Xi(t—1) FPRSA et 8. XERBFEEFRRE ¢ B
REFERL B UF IIRAS § s fRFEAAE. [Fitk, OHTDE # &K it
PR B AR — AN AR T TR AT BRI AS T R, o,
AR ) P S (R A R, HARASEL 2 RS,

BT RS HATF N Fabn N IF B ZHE 5 (P (FPIRESTE P
FPHESIRREETT), IXAE pra RN T ABRAFIRAS (RO R b
BB 2R EAR) B IPRE N MR, AR RS
e Rk, P e—AN N =0

P11
p_ P21 P22 _ C 0 ()
R T
Pieir Pla|2 Plala)
>0, 0> P21
Hrr p,; = >0,7=1,C=pu=1R=
=0,1<7 Plan
>0, T # 0. T P j&—ANnr 4B RE, FR4 T 29 BEHLAE
1 0 --- 0
FERIME R P> = : - Bk, A
1 0 --- 0
t — oo Itf, OHTDE MR LR AR 1 WS e LA (R
BEASMANS Y (R FR AR E B )N ). O

L BB UE RS R A AAOIRES XS B A [ 4R AR A
MAEAEA RIA AR A G AR AR ARE R, 4 Q A1 G 4304
OHTDE HAMAFEFRE FIREANFOREHE b5 A RS 2= W, R
RUEWT AR RIS R

BARSEFRIZ AN P(CS) = 1 XL L, HE OCBA &
HEHARARVEERS T P(CS) MBS, H 5
PR IAE X ARAE T L 5] 538 R BA7 AR AR TR 1) IX I AT &R,
HE—2B e T L IRSGESE. Rk, OHTDE A& fRiE &
SRR I R N, AR IE T D e S

4 RELWEELLR
4.1 FIRE
AT 0 I HE 7 B8 IE OHTDE WALt fE. B

% Reeves®™ ¥l (17 11 A2 ik i) 8 Rec05, Recll,
Recl5, Rec25, Rec29, - -, Recdl. X8 a) 8¢ K& A e 3
ik A B T St e . REA 1) A T 4 S 0 T ()
WM 545 U((1 —n)Pij, 1+ )P ), e Py A5
HR RS E R, n b M A R R

HA A TR IR SE RN ) (VHE E/T $ebni 75 25)
KHAUNF A0 BRA

S TR 6, B2 A

LI 2. UPECDER 115 RHES R A AR N 58
[

TSI 3. WA LA 5E U 0] 4

&1 CZ‘}

10’ 10 (5)

di,]’ =cCij+ random |:—
Mo, diy NITAE G BRS¢ B sg A, ¢qy D
5 AR ¢ ERn T2 e, CF R G i) A
K5E I 7] Makespan, random[—C; /10, C;/10] R {EIX [A]
[-Cf/10,CF/10]) ERIBENLEL.

T 538t OCBA. HT FURFBR M AE X #4E7E OHTDE H!
HIVES, R T 5T OHTDE HIASMBEAT LU FI 44T

1) PDE: OHTDE 1 AMii ] OCBA. HT FIRFIAIIAE X

2) ODE: OHTDE " AMIH] HT AR 948 X

3) HTDE: OHTDE HAM# ] OCBA, £/Mi## 73 e 20
WA EAT I

AR ATWR:

a) OHTDE 1 AM# 1] OCBA: 7£ OHTDE (0% 2.2 fl
AR T b, B SIC 20 RO AT VAN

b) OHTDE #Affi ] HT: &£ OHTDE (255§ 8 =, [
WY DE B0 T HT kA,

c) OHTDE A HER K 128 LA : A34T OHTDE
PSR 5.1

PDE. ODE. HTDE #1 OHTDE ¥J:%H DE K& X FI
A5 SR AHE 27 18]35 47 1%, HTDE Al OHTDE {E b JEaRf E
KRR AT ORI — D 3R SR R i i R B

Y4, R AL 5% (Genetic algorithm, GA) JEAT
RELLHR. GA SEIUR A TA-BEMdutis . BEHLYIAREE . P
X AT (Insert) 28 5 AAS AL 0 77 2ok £, GROu FE B
IHAD B P SR AR BT B R S 2R, GA SHREN:
FHEEMA G 100, 32 XHER N 1, A2 3N 0.05, FEAMAME
IV 20 IR,

FF A AR S5 TR B 48 B Delphi7.0 45, BATHEE N
Pentium IV 3GHz, RAM 1G, #1F &4 & Windows XP.
OHTDE WS4 4 P PS = 100, 4ak L 5+
F =07, AXM%E CR=0.1,T = 2000, np = 10, A = 20,
n = 0.1, BR324 o = 0.05, $H12C T AIE
JE AR TR MAEST /AU 0.1, AT T BUBRILISIEAT 300 1R, JF
GRS 1] B AT IEAT 20 K.

4.2 HEXKWSEZXILE

B, KM E/T fatsd & IX K/ K 0 F1 2 1 e
HEATIR. MR g5 sk 1 iR, AEV RoREE A«
FE A 8 L P BT (BRI ECEY BT
). AEV 7] K& SERIZPERE. I 2 278 T OHTDE
7E3Kfif Rec21 (ZEMIX K/N4 2, OHTDE [f1:0 38 7) KK
2 50 R4 H OCBA X} Temp_ Pop(t) &R
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RO B2 RIS VR 8, B 2B A
Temp-— Pop(t) MRS PEOMEL LT 2R (RS
#* 1 GA, PDE, ODE, HTDE #l OHTDE 7
E/T TM/\TH’JUS& SES
Comparison of GA, PDE, ODE, HTDE, and
OHTDE when criterion is E/T

Table 1

Problem n,m GA PDE ODE HTDE OHTDE
/buf fer AEV AEV AEV AEV AEV
Rec05/0 20, 5 488.1 136.1 136.1 135.9 136.1
Recl11/0 20, 10 507.4 168.8 168.7 168.6 168.5
Recl15/0 20,15  627.8 201.7 199.7  202.3 201.3
Rec25/0 30, 10 1462.4 272.1 274.5 260.8 260.1
Rec29/0 30,15 1441.5 387.1 378.0  364.2 356.8
Rec31/0 50,10 4160.8 1097.9 1066.5 929.0 860.5
Rec33/0 50,10 4325.0 1250.7 1263.1 10789 1024.2
Rec35/0 50,10 4170.5 1036.5 1046.5 903.6 852.4
Rec37/0 75,20 10512.0 3398.7 3343.9 2640.6 2480.6
Rec39/0 75,20 10750.3 3775.2 3838.7 3156.8 2917.4
Rec41/0 75,20 10906.2 4127.8 4048.7 3401.4 3319.1
Rec05/2 20, 5 460.8 82.0 81.8 82.0 81.9
Recll/2 20,10 455.2 73.3 72.7 72.8 72.7
Recl5/2 20, 15 507.2 106.8 106.5 107.6 106.7
Rec25/2 30,10 12439 153.3 153.4 148.6 148.1
Rec29/2 30,15 1332.8 169.7 162.8 158.6 155.6
Rec31/2 50,10 3689.0 607.4 599.3  480.4 464.1
Rec33/2 50,10 3801.2 550.0 554.8 445.1 437.5
Rec35/2 50,10 3778.8 601.3 612.1  482.3 461.1
Rec37/2 75,20 9064.0 2326.4 2312.1 1750.1 1704.9
Rec39/2 75,20 9064.9 2267.2 2277.6 1685.2 1524.6
Rec41/2 75,20 9305.5 2298.9 23321 1687.1 1626.7
Average 4184.3 1140.4 1137.7 924.6 880.0
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Table 2  Comparison of GA, PDE, ODE, HTDE, and
OHTDE when criterion is Cr

Problem GA PDE ODE HTDE OHTDE
Jbuffer  AEV AEV AEV AEV AEV
Rec05/0 17679.4 16848.5 16809.7 16706.3 16717.3
Recl1/0 21726.5 20430.9 20420.1 20364.2 20367.7
Recl5/0 30165.8 29211.6 29229.4 29096.9 29 080.0
Rec25/0 59593.7 56616.8 56506.4 56 008.2 55 889.3
Rec29/0 54651.8 50734.7 50543.4 50193.4 49 841.0
Rec31/0 116493.8 109163.4 108511.3 105853.8 104902.9
Rec33/0 119750.7 114486.5 113919.7 112199.6 110320.3
Rec35/0 119359.6 112180.4 111447.0 108656.9 107 740.6
Rec37/0 300297.4 291190.9 289404.1 283863.6 282314.3
Rec39/0 304095.5 294367.4 291716.0 285138.1 283071.5
Rec41/0 303971.4 295795.1 294499.5 288852.7 285997.8
Rec05/2 15985.4 15512.8 154214 15389.8 15379.7
Recll/2 20894.2 19575.8 19532.6 19484.4 19461.0
Recl15/2 29139.5 27914.1 27896.6 27951.9 27 867.0
Rec25/2 55446.7 52697.3 52674.3 52575.8 52083.9
Rec29/2 51538.9 47527.9 47277.1 47197.8 47 029.1
Rec31/2 101720.6 93867.6 93322.1 92243.8 91 844.5
Rec33/2 102328.8 96770.4 96413.1 95085.6 94 673.2
Rec35/2 103635.1 96598.0 96051.8 94 996.0 94 864.3
Rec37/2 266230.2 255893.8 255670.9 250891.5 250477.3
Rec39/2 268634.9 257367.1 256488.3 251946.9 249578.0
Rec41/2 270620.5 257423.1 256371.9 251462.7 251923.5
Average 124270.9 118735.2 118187.6 116189.1 115519.3

f# 2 W40, OHTDE [{¥EAEAE S8 B8R W A T e
s = Fh 2, IXHAE T OHTDE A &%tk fnkedl. 54k,
% 2 11 ODE 1] AEV $&8¥5JL T3k PDE [/, XUt T
OCBA HIYEH]. & 3 7740, PDE RIMSICH B ] BT GA,
XU DE A B REE LT GA; 1 OHTDE fyi ki
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different generations of GA, PDE, and OHTDE
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