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A Novel Genetic Algorithm for Task Matching and Scheduling

in Distributed Heterogeneous Computing Systems

Student : Chung-Haung Wu Advisor : Dr. Muh-Cherng Wu

Institute of Industrial Engineering

National Chiao Tung University

ABSTRACT

A DHC (distributed heterogeneous computing) system is a computing architecture,
where computing machines are heterogeneous, located sparsely and thereby need data
transfer among them. A large-scale:application preblem can be executed on a DHC by
decomposing the program into several- sub-programs. This needs to make two
decisions—matching and scheduling. The matching:decision assigns a machine for
executing each subprogram, while the'scheduling decision prioritizes the execution of
subprograms. The matching and‘.sehéduling problem in DHC has a huge solution
space. Various genetic algorithms have heen proposed to solve the problem. This
research proposes a novel genetic algorithm (GA), which is distinguished in
generating new chromosomes by a so-called consensus operator developed by us—a
mechanism that attempts to efficiently generate quality chromosomes. Experiment
results indicate that the proposed GA, while solving the DHC matching and
scheduling problem, outperforms the prior GAs both in solution quality and time.

Keywords: Genetic algorithm, DHC (distributed heterogeneous computing), matching,
scheduling, consensus operator
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1.1 =3 % R

3 UF iR enE & 248 (project scheduling) B 42[1-4]7 i € 2% 48 f2> F] 2 & 7
TAZ BN e % - - Zix(task)Z FFE F 4p &M (dependent relationship) >
FAEMBEFTF - B e 2L BRE k4 i (directed acyclic graph > f £
DAG): 4Bl 1.1 %77 » 3% 2 5 4 6 B ixi% (task)> EAF § & 798 A 1 avLd]
Biedl B OLFEEBR B ERLPRARE A RRE 52 ERRE

£ R TR 4eB] 1.2 277 ' 3% KT HERA3 IR » & BT ix

/I\

Bl DAG =j*

PWE T RS E e o

[ w=1 [ w=zs |

W12 3BHEREFin

PR ET A A B IE A (sequencing) B AL ~ 4 i B AL



(matching)  #* A B 3L A4 T 7344 (7 ch (808 B o 4 i B AL AUR-IZ 70 4p i b 48
B oo ipRF R AR AL e f2 R (complexity)i%® 0 FlE t BEBRRERE S G S
FuEET m BFTR MG o BoREE S BERR AR ROER > - B %D

PRSEESG U mE BEFEY R -

PR APENEV LS ALEAR S B E L S RR[5] 24 ks
PAE[6-9] 3 B 5 AP AE[10-12] A E AR > - B2 Ao 6|8 FiE S
i $u(distributed heterogeneous computing; DHC) 4t 42  #73) DHC i st 84pd %
MEFRE(EFAREE NS a5 - FRER AR TF
fofe N RB T R - X FE ke BT E AN - BARSN P Lt
RS BIARS R IFBNDOREES > D h iR RN ST PR RIL
Fla FARSEF ARG a2 8s Fho Fg DHC 248K 352 5 F & S

ARRREergF e > T AT g fRt B R PR R A8 L DHC £ AR R 4E o

1.2 7% B
DHC 42 B AT 4 © § - &2 e 4+ e L a4 feenfi 5 p¥ » DHC £f3 3
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*F w4 DHC #4282 4 s fhend & 27 % - DHC 42428 4y ishi
MEEir2 B2 5 "8 B 'L4](sequence constraint) o 345 Kolisch[13]s#2 7 » ot &
PAZR AE > % i) K f22 (serial method) § +* * ¥ - fi#;2 (parallel method)4+ o 14

TR REN S R T AR AL BT T B 2 o

21 R fRIEEHM 4

FPoh Fof iz A ) fRdn iR R Aot B R AT o ot B R fR2 B e Wang[14]%7
FAOAFFE 2 M FEE DL I I 3 BT R (string) e > F- B ERET
PR BAdpiRF R o PRI EAFEF BRI o WEH RfRE

reficiE 0 P ow e & L R 20 Bl (sequence constraint)Ft 47 B BE 0 SR o

E o fofrid Bl AL ffRdy KRAR LRI A R AL T - B EAE
B idp ik 0 T R @A A g ok Tt ik KA R - B gE
% 4 41 (performance evaluator) ° 1345 4t 3 »c3 =5 54 - 2 5 R {’Eﬁ}“{é‘—’% < fa
BFP > 35 DB d eniE 538 B (task sequence) > #r R AR A A F - BHEFH
#(search mechanism) o F]p* - & H RFRFEHPH L 2 doBl 2.1 #77m £d & B

FleriE = @ o= 4] (10T AL evaluator) ~ #F B FI( T f§ fL Search
Engine) °

generating

makespan

Bl 2.1 Algorithm = Evaluator + Search Engine
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2.2 T BF R E 2
DHC £ 421 38 % 2 o 8413 T 7w #:LIT[16-17,26](Longest Idle Time),
EST [23](earliest start time), EFT [23](earliest finish time), DS [15](dependent task

scheduler) °

LIT i f= 243 i dp /% 6 FF B PFRF B & (longest idle machine) s & » 3% 1
WAltag F & 2 Heho BST £ M@ ibdp 67 1S B dnde 1 08 B o EFT
L E g AT B S 21 i R o DS A EFT & & P31+ 4 4 H e p 3
% = 1 P (make span) ¢ ik #-ix CREERL h g P ¥ (processing time)£? i@ @?J PR
e BB E o F €M 4 B9 LR 1 PR (make span) © % EFT 4% © 134518

FF Y by iR ik DS ApHHECE o

2.3 HE P hFE &
WHEBH L FE S E A AT T S 5 1 kg 5N (Heuristic approach)fe i it 5%

(evolutionary approach)fr2ti# i ;% (non-evolutionary approach) = = %g -

Fog 30— 4 5 LS(list scheduling)shas # [17] 0 LS 4 A%t Eirs 2L & o
1995 L B4z o Sih and Lee & 4 ! - i DLS(dynamic Level scheduling)i#
# ] 2 ERpEFASHE G BEREPER DT IOE L Fe 0 LER
fp & 5 2 £ 42 o Topcuoglu % % % 4 OB % i FE 4 ch CPOP
(Critical-Path-on-a-Processor)Ec s i [25]4 #:47 » 1395 5 M AR S chiz i 5 R

AZ o

Boyer # H #& - B2 1 52 2 L5 RS 7% & % (random search algorithm)

[15] > st 2 g N A 4 — if T3 E3pHE$ A | (topological sort) [18] » #73)
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- A A FUR B E[19-21]% K% > 4o Shroff ¥ & 3 *  genetic
simulated annealing(GSA)> f1 * &% c7 GA 4 #7&F & * SA H3gi V2 [22] kEH
2 ¢ 84 { #7* 48 - Dhodhi & % 3% ! PSGA (problem-space genetic algorithm) ;5
B2[23] # 4% 2 b-value v t-value sPE % o & 4245 §(initial Population) f#

mw?ﬁ‘ﬁ;(]ioik Jq"’ ’iﬁah;%iq—a- j\i;'—frﬂrgﬁo
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% DHC % 5u¥ > Jig % 42583 F & 2] 5 3F % T ik(task) > i E 0 (7 12
Wiy it 5 F % 29 B(DAG; directed acyclic graph) > 27 3 G = (T, <, E)»
T={t,i=l.,n} &3 ERDEE 2% I BEF > n Z ERDBHE-< &
2ERSEAERMY R bl EA BEdb, T 0 <y RApot i pb
=3 Fﬁ(predecessor) Vw1 S j:%ﬁ(successor) ot (R EFRBE AT
BWRE o E R A F BRI T hif(edge) et i(arc)chfk £ 0 @ & B 2 IR R
@%J'E“f ® D MR ETE 4 DIEIE 4T ﬁhi@ﬂﬁ]?%}ii(u < byte = H
) B 3.1 - B DAG 6] bil4e (1 <3)R A Ei B Eirn2 Fipid o
CEa g RERF LG AT UREEL oA 20 G FED LR TR E
Di3s So3%BP » PREREP 9 T g &5 s blde@iz s i - B

O EEFR o

B30 § REPRESDAG ik

DHC F¥ i idd - 2jp> 2 2 R A Bd 33 pRATEELE TEL
oM 2t BERORE S RBEIM={m,j=lL..m} om P FOBE m

¥ ) B E - & DHC k5d > 7 R R2 740§ (bandwidth)i2 45 2 4 b

RIS
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(communication time)4c ™ #7571 :

Di,k

CommTime(t;,t,) = e S o

if H@i)=H(k),then CommTime(t,,t,) =0

5P HG) R AR i Ak dn iRl B RIH(),H(K)] 5 4 %0 Dig 3 02 5% 1 5
ﬁﬁmwﬁm@@Aﬂ§’§96Eﬁgnﬁmﬁk—%%ﬁﬁ’@ﬁ$ié
00 MA 57 F&BHTH 5T HCFAE APERREIBEHTE S 10
Tl E A Eirs Bl A E R E TR GRE R R ET fRFD

TR -

Fle AR FHBE - F- 707 BB E ) (7 pFF (expected execution
time) ¢ % o £ —%‘T,{ﬁz-?r it AT I A B T AR é‘b#ﬂ/f\@— 3RS B
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%231 3BPEOREBRNEERAFER X (6x34EL)

#E

my | my | mg
]2 3 1
t,b]3 4 5

EF > t3 | 3 2 2

t,]3 1|2
ts |3 3|3
|1 2 3

W e

TR

T =max (Fiiselt)

PP ORGP R IR 2 FFRF (makespan) 0 j=1,....m o % = FFF & 35 T RF
¥ (processing time)fr 15 B A B 2@ & 2 1% FpF F (waiting time) > # ¢ & FFpF

FFeds EFERFE PP (dle time)fr i @ ﬁ%] P B (communication time) °



Fr R dgieinfiz

74 R fE DHC engt 4247 4 0% B 38 » L% * 18 9 K f#(serial methodology)
EfRRE S AR o 7 TR R fRE IR AL 0 £ RFRE A R AL o 4w ATt ke AL
~ BT BB AT - B G R F 4] 0 A5 £ % Boyer 74k )
) DS i RI[15]% 4p ik i > A R HGRP 2t DS 2 0] > T AP B gLAoiw 4

AR B ORGP R

4.1 DS i Rldp %K

e R
Eirdp i (1<i<n)
BEGR R (1<j<m)
F},:%&pﬁ—,’,g Bk g B L AED PR E DR R AR
Fy=T: FHATER IR EBEj I AFRPEj Rz pR
T=max(Fp,....,Fn) *3piRiTEire > PR A2 1 R

i #- Boyer = )I?H‘ DS £ R g B 2 4R T o pLiF B ,é@?l » S Bcd F-
F_eiE 738 B (ordered list of tasks) ~ 3+ & # B {7 & T 7% chpF ¥ (machine list) ~ £

¥k B
¥o2h B

#+1DAG ] ° %] g % AR B i 4k dp 0% % 18 B (matching decision)
Bo% 1 pFR (makespan) o B RA et T=0 P w R[22 B & o A TR
FEEEBBE NI IR F F £42E P & makespan 5 F| E_ o T
P i makespan > 3 Ei3dp iR Tei B yo { A7 P @ o makespan v F;
) FE & P o i makespan 0 de EARR RGBT Ny R x 0 AT Fje B3] 230

A R BBk o R AR T



Procedure DS
Input: ordered Task list, Machine list, DAG
Initialization:  7=0, Solution schedule = {empty}
While(Task_list not empty)
Remove task i from head of Task List
For each machine j in Machine List
Compute Ay, T;

x=argmin (A;)
i i

y=argmin (7))
i

if (T,>T) then,

I'=T, and F,=T,
Machine Assign(i) =v
else
F=T,
Machine_Assign(i) = x
Endfor
Endwhile;

Return Solution_Schedule = {Assign(i), for each task in Task List}

42 DS 7 & iz e b
Wl = WM DS e B % o gt bl sy~ Task_List, Machine_List = DAG

Yo 41 4Tm 55 BEAE 3 B BT S SR AL o ff ~ o0 Task List <

L=t12t:26 26Dt RPp DS EH 2 15 4ol = © 3gii Rt ts-to- 130 B8 tadgin

R E Ay & omp Tid] & my» ' F) T; K424 P 5 makespan » ¥ #4p 7%
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BERGFEFERELE;
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AA

% T T‘ﬁi- -——)—?’mﬁ#;z:

bod AT o AP R fE DHC cntfg &2 4p i B AL » AR iF ) 3 (serial

B o dpinek (L E - FoGERE  BA M- Rz

HHEE o AT RN - LT A A A TR E S E e 2 AT

methodology) :7f% 4%

WEEAL B A MAEE RSB AT AEL 2 F A IR

BhE TS FH LI AT R E S Kb iR o W2 A ] At

4T

51 % ¢ a4
FIEA SRR A G TR 7 BB (task sequencing) >

EFrenipfice 4 ¢ #8 JL F] i@ (gene value) %

¥ AT A X={x1, x2.....,

Xo} o X A - GEA ¢ R n AT

SREFNEH L B4 WenEA (index) ™ & T ehd (S o @ - B rkeng 4 Y
P T OLiE K E iR B e 7 ] o Hlde A DAG ¢ 0 6 B IEFAT i A 2 drd
5.1 604 ¢ 8 12126520262t B P ts 2w » FP s index ) 3 £ 0

index o
% 5.1 44 8 1,222l
A ¢ %8 chromosome :
% 31 (index) 1 2 3 4 5 6
# Fl(gene) | ¢ ts ts t t4 3

5.2 i fis &k

/R S LR e SR

BOSR A R AT - R RS o R

g d R R 2k DS E D enfest g

AR A MRS ARY o A4

IR T 0% 5 i & B (fitness value) o B ] 1 p 4550 o H g i Sificde T
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sk T=max (F,.....F,)

53 42 1WA 4 2
Fle Ear2 B ERAERG] 0 R MATF T g endgine 50 A2 4
% ¢ R > AP E* PSGA (igEL > 19 P R F . KA b-level fr t-level F Hc

B> 1A 4 Ei3enif A g (task priority value) o Acit 4o o

(A)* 5 b-level:

b-level 2 Fi34;F|E {6 — B EIFE £ MERICE R » FIp & BT frya
b-levelig-DAGH#7 4] » FIpb 485 G ehiT 397 F % (TR S 4% K o H b-levelil ¥
Pog oo F B TR ehb-leveldt B G Bt 48 BT 35 (7 B AvgE() 4 2 B K
(longest) e+ = 53¢ (child task)<hb-levelfirid ﬂis?l PR CommTime(t;, t;) - 1343 DAGH
T B A BT iaeb-level 1B ARG+ ERH b-level 5 B L3 FpER

AvgE(t)) ° b-level =573+ & i f2407F

Procedure b-levels():
Construct a reverse topological order list (RevTopOrdList) of tasks.
for each task #; in the RevTopOrdList do begin
max = 0;
for each child task ¢ of task ¢ do begin
if (CommTime (;, t;) + b-levels(t;) > max ) then
max CommTime (;, t;) + b-levels (1))
endif;
endfor;

b-levels (t; )= AvgE(t;) + max

13



endfor;
(B)3+ & t-level:

yoRAPRE T E BT -level o t-leve(t) & entry node F|:E T 54 1, ek
L FEHE > F)P T L HETIE SR 4 B BALPEFR o t-level(t;) 5 X T i+(parent task):h
t-level(ty) & X = ﬁ'z*ﬁﬂfﬁﬁ%]]fﬁﬁ* CommTime(ty, t;)*v ¥ R Eike3d (7 pF B AvgE(fy) °
Wy DAG d F LT3 55 B iTix g ehtlevel F E3%2 5 < Eixengt o B t-level

% 0o t-level c73* & 42 4e T

Procedure t-levels():
Construct a topological order list (TopOrdList) of tasks.
for each task ¢ in the TopOrdList.do begin
max 0;
for each parent task ¢ of task ¢; do-begin
if t-level (ty) + AvgE (t;) + CommTime(ts, t;)) > max then
max  t-level (t;) + AvgE(ty) + CommTime(t, t,);
endif;
endfor;
t-level (t;))= max;

endfor;

Yl - B ol4eT™ B 5.0 AT 03B dide i 5.2 9o & i Akih Avghst-level v b-level
Sl o
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iy | | pes
al2|3]|1
£]34]5
e
|32 2 ] &
2
wl3|1] 2 5
]33] 3
123
K.
¥R Te e
B 5.1 6 B =7+ DAG ¥ machine list

% 52 & EZirin AvgE ~ t-level fr b-level

task AvgE b-level t-level
t 2 12 0
Lz 4 4 5
t3 7/3 7/3 7
ts 2 2 8
ts 3 3 0
te 2 8 0

(C)z+ & zqrenifp L e
T 7% gL 8 Task_priority(t) 11 b-level § 1Fix i+t L& 5 rlevel § 1%
RoABE ixenif L @ Task_priority 4o #757

Task_priority(ti)= b-level (t))+uniform ( t-level(t;)/2 ,-t-level(t;)/2)

(D)A 4 %4 ¢ 4.
Eirenip A Task priority #% % > N & H BAEEART G o Fp T iR E
B Eiranig i B Eaeadd 7 A {808 B (task sequencing) > A 4 (A S # > @ T

15



*g%t_level%ﬂg.gg ‘E’":)T\'é‘ mljjz‘%ila‘-l«b"z'ﬂ?"qjll_h é‘ 2}]?;,’1‘]4‘

dM o ARl 52T AR L E RS R W TS EER MRS S 1TER
A2 > RdMUERA L DL M FREDIFRT

B3 §2~(task) t; %) 13 4 ts ts

EiRRAE 13| 4 |73 2 3 8

e d e d T AP R R A ¥
EP S t;
2 ¢ %8 /

% 51 (index)| 1 2 3 4 5 6

| 4
7 F)(gene) | ¢ ts | | ts | 3 | U

B52 o @EraenifpLt midt s 44 W
(E)i= 45 #:5% 1 F] % PSGA #ha 58 & 4 3 Nix1000 4 ¢ 48 > 1343 2 i @ >

B N60 % M TR e MP(0) ¢

4

54 A2 3744 Wehk 37

Briahl FIR B 2 MY A 4 FTehd ¢ BB - SRR % enF 1Y Bis(evolutionary
techniques) & 4: & 2k % fiz (one-cut crossover) » i ¥ £ * %5 B L J M EER

73

£3 ’

foo iEFAPRM GO AEY cJEE A AL IR AT 57 53

1\‘%

L feiniEARY F A F gt - R4 eh F] > @ f P 0 (blind search) o A A & 3%
iz £ 24 F] 3 (consensus operator) > F ¥ ¥ U5 b - RdF g d MY FHF
WoaE 2 - B E(guided) 4] 0 RIpiEs W FEF A TFVER FT 0 2 Al

FIERE PP RGN A A TR R difdeT o
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Step 1: £ = — # & 354 (consensus pool) S
30 EBEOT A § Kar kb 3tfR(local trap)s 2 KR B p) g e Be— L

L F BT IE S P aE 2 i B S o

Step 2: £ = 51 A8 44418 B L &L PWP_matrix(pair-wise priority matrix )

AT NI ES SR R A EL PWP_matrix; Mo 47455 — B 0 4B (n
X nmatrix 'n i EiAhBE) K EBE S EFiEL S ’;%"g d PWP_Chromosome
A B E i B AN G 4>3) 8 3B M (M=MAA) b 5.3 S o
H ¢ PWP_Chromosome(Xy)ir 423X i~ % 31)?] NEDAL F R AP A - BERRA
B 2L A=[a;] > (1<i,j<n)» 5 04EL(n.X nmatrix) " & 2 ¢ WX, ¢ > s iz
Rt EAR G R EIR 2 m o ayrj-&%n Lo A% AF

Procedure PWP_Chromosome(X):

Initialization: matrix 4 =[a;] =0  (n X n matrix)
For
any two tasks #;and ¢ in chromosome X , #; # ¢

If rank(z;) < rank(? ), then

a; = da; +1
endif
Endfor;

H P rank(f) s % ¢ 8% 3l(index) > » 5 EAFDFEALER o
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M

PWP_Chromosome

v M=M+A v
1o Er A
M

B 5.3 PWP matrix:M /i 42

ol BT - LI WD 15212> 4> 13> %%‘v} PWP_Chromosome /i+ 4% >

A2 AcW) 5.4 iEaR R AR GEL A o

I J F: 4 &
] 1 1 1 1 I
2 1 1 [) [
i ] 0 0 0
i | O 1] ]
5 | 1 l ]
] L

B 54 i 75 i BT A

APRT R HBBLEE MEREL S M=MN(S) » NS~ & = a3 SH1
FEPA I MR R g BLEE MBS 3 A MM =10 4o Bl 5.5

>z
Y

I MytMp =l R ET  RP AS B EY A4 80 PR d B
23 A

BOETR 5 EAE WA TR o FPL AT A IS a2 4 R

2 a4 TR B F o FIpt i R AR M N fE G £ 34 (consensus
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Th 1 2 i 4 5 6

1 0 0 & 30 15 P

2 [ 0 15 18 3 1]

3 24 15 0 21 [ 12

4 [ 12 4 a [ [

5 15 27 ) 30 0 18

6 ] N 18 24 12 ]

@ B it 14 N(S)=30

f{ﬁ 1 2 3 4 5 &

l ] l 0.2 1 0.5 07

2 ] [ 0.5 0h 0.1 i

3 0.8 05 0 07 Q 0.4

4 o 04 0.3 ] [ 02

5 0.5 0.9 l 1 0 05

[ 0.3 1 0.5 0.8 0.4 1]

B 5.5 #4 6 B izir K PWP matrix: M & i (S en M

1335 PWP_matrix 1 384 2R o ERE VI T TR 4 B AR 4 2 W 3 (T D

.

iy
7

3

W e Ay 180 A ER !tg‘,@.@;?i{tji AT BRG]
=y - o

B R () F SR T 2 T Ao 560 A P R 0 F g B 1A 0

|

bl o B e 0 BRI PR G L e 1R 00 R g g

118 0HF if‘u{&“%@ﬂ\ £ miiﬁ ﬁ g B ;lgl#'l » Ft 5 A ] (hard

constraint) = @ 78 B BT 5 1 & 00 SRALGIE K TS A BRI 0 A 2 e
ehi gk 0 @ R 1t ehd P (soft constraint) o Flut o AP i A Ry F1
FloARIEF 2 BRFFF AL SN A 1A 0T R AI LR

3 18 0| T eh & L F s (feasible region) & A2 FB-H K haEik o
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n=1

175 1 z 3 4 5 6
1
2 0
iw 3 0 |0633333
( 4 0 | 0566667
5 04 08 lo7a2]) 1 A
v 6 [0433333] 1 0K 08 | ==
n=200 : | % hard constraint
{175 1 2 3 4 | 5
1 : :
B o i 2 0 i i
2] @i 3 0 |0533333 | S i
5- % g h 4 0 [ 0368667 0.366667 | ;
, , 5 Jo43:3nloseese7y L N 1Y
A% 3 2 6 |ozeeee7] 1 Peeaaazsdleeee7| 0223333

B 5.6 PWP matrix e |4 2422 F J4 4]

Step 3: 134551 #1484] PWP_matrix A2 = BH74 4 4 Y

Hhzx- B hL Q=g BEG Eikanl £ X={t; 1<i<n} 0 Z 5 - B
X el 40 Z=100)  SEB BT g X P T X = X-{qi} 0 @ 1R
PWP_Matrix 4 i % q; shif 4 wh(g) (i > PWP E7+ gL &) = ¢ 554 PWP =

BipALEDgREOQFEY 5 0=00U{g EXRNFIXZTHEESBL -

She

m

TN d T U gpE B ISk g, A PWP Eir R L EL 2R A2 4 PWP Ik

3

BAX] EAGVERART G o0 4oB) 5.7 21w b+ P o BR L o293 Dq Dqa e

o h@)=10 h(g:)=30  h(g)=50 h(g.,)=70 £

v

B 5.7 PWP Ei+ipk Ed £ A:g2>93 Dql Dq4

AP e o PWP_matrix MR 2 QB &7¢ 973 32 Q={q;, ..., qir} fr v

Q¥ & B hPWP EA B L E (g rqx €0 43+ B E 74 ¢ sn PWP E i+ 4
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B NPT e LTS 713‘115«5}?2

()it R h(q) & 25 5
FliEird RBARGFER U NP F A& XTI EF BARGFEAE L
Nhq)PERTFE b 2 k|3 ¢ NPT A MY FH DG A A
200rl K ETA A ERHTRW DRI E =0 % B 5 h=Z -5 - B g,
G0 ek my=0 4¢ h(g)>h M hy=h(ge) » fede mg=1 f= higy <he Pl h,
=hge) LATEHER TR A7 AT q hE®mEFY 3 5 EF BALREEA

HTH] 0 T e T

For k=1 to i-1, /*for each task in O*/
If my = 0 and h(qi) > hg'then hy = h(qy)
If my= 1 and h(qi) <h. then h.= h(q))

Endfor

Q) LERTREY EH AL Tk g
A A TR 0 On= gl RS h(gy) <he qi €O} 5 1 F 45 A T B
? %4 ix fx(reference task)g, » S E F FH E B blE X g0 Fl 4o 5N (D)

24

PGP Es o vt Qg s g2 T T I B FA T E < A

KB AAPERFHOEY Tik g0 4 BRI g A EAE g 2 B ehE A B4
p =M(q:q,)

k*=Arg Max { M(qug) } * qc €O (1)
r*=Arg Max { M(q,q,) } > q- €On 2)
r =Arg Max { M(qi,q+) , M(qi~q)} ©)
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(3) 12 PWP_matrix » 4 {7 i9% 4 (Bernoulli);#%:

POREDBRETASELRE A PR & oy S (Bemoulli)iEsk 9
FoqiB g enE ot b T RRAB R A EH g AT g TR F
Boh(q) < h(q) ERFBLIE he=h(g) ;R R FHAPA L Eirq hiTitg,

Z_ -*JL 7o T h(q)>h(CIr) {%‘»T; hs= h(qr)

CRETELTE
?‘5&,;\214; @ _—_‘_vfi‘“i%fr; he:h(qr)

FEA g SR B LS h=hg)

(5) @1k i
APEHIF ERHREY TR DT (YA B T TS h(g)E
Flet n(Q) > 2 A SFFHRTDSS Eatg R EIHFHQ) 0 B n(0Q) <2 R

=2 h(q) = (hs +he)/2 -

W= FBIP de P - h(g) 0 AR 5.8 #rm s v Q={qy, g2, ¢35, 94}
On={ql hs<h(qr) S he, reQ} ™ > F &4 » ik g5 AT h(gs) » % - H AL AT
hq) & %35 5 h=h(q) h=h(gs) % = H 3% 1 FH %4 T ¢ 1 H7H(1DQ)3)
P T RE =g ¥ 2 B @2 0 4 (Bernoulli)iEsk 0 dr % % P Ai(gs)
>h(gy) > FEHIERLERFLATS h=hg)=hg2) ° %I HH:nQ) =2 B2

HF > hgs (Mgt h(a)2 > g5 ¥~ b qufe g2 F -
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hy h,

| Feasible region | |
|

v

| | |
0 h(g1) h(g5) h(¢>) h(g4) 7

M(gs.4) 0 0.1 .
M(gr.gs) 1 0.2 0

B 5.8 FHLT Tirg,

(B)#h £ & 7] 5 5584
KR HER > d L3 F)F 9743 chg ¢ 48 > % 2] chpt PWP_matrix #71 3% >
BRTAL RS WG L fr pASTEE Y 0 5T R BB AP F 2 E
BT HE N ST LA REEE 0 FL A B E T g 0 R Ak g, e
bl p o - % T r(degrading factor)80 <7 <1 R Eik gt 1P € B R
AP AR AT A R E MR A SRR ¢ R A et S A

R d Mo —BAL R AR BE]FPISp e AL A POFC FERS WY - S

g RS P2=pro A2 FAMEP(O* G 4 M -

55 FHH I WA Wi 2

248 P(t)2. 4 ¢ KB N, e b iod £ ot X g 4 T4 4 Bk
o 23 f=POFA+C+Cy) ERS M fELS Wb BES, EHK
“’é)’]&{ﬁ\ﬁ“ BES,ENN,FhS d W E A2 8 P(t+])¢ - & ~ #-12 rank-space

R E o Afr o B BdeT 1 [21]

‘Hi'%“ A M RS EERRESE > RRERES LT B Z F
(quality-ranking) » % 7 & Ry(Z) « BRER BB % 5 2, 2y o0, Zye

HHS MR F - i WIS, ] P+
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S
33
fu

v

# 5

S, =S, {Z)} ;
Pt+]) « {7,
Y =75 /% #ond b P(HD)end 4 R L ¥/
N=1; /#3548 & P(+1)hd ¢ 48 d ¥/
CHS, Y ehR 4 M 3P E £ R 4p 3% D(Z) (diversity index)
D(Z) = Z|Z 7
SR DZ) S, Pt T d MR B RBREAELEELTZ
- B £ B A (diversity-ranking) > % 7 5 Ru(Z;) °
PEES YN A ML ETACLR BRSNS
T(Z) = Ry(Z) + Ra(Z)

DRI T(Z) $S, ¢ 4rh A MR R RS AT L R(Z) -

WHE= LES, Y T R WPE T A mEd Pt ) ot
RAZ;)
Prob(Z)= p-(1-p) = tEp etz er s > - 4375 0.667 */
KN AL - MERE - Rt EPREL TS, ¢ R E- LI M T
— WA R PHH]) B Ly 2 ARPEZ R RO R Z, 2T - E R
=S, —{Zu}
P(t+1) «{Z,}
Yn=2Zn : [*Pa+Dind ¢ WMEITE L ¥
N=N+1;  /* { & P(t+1)h4 ¢ g */
HAL AR ATER N BRI

if N<N,  Rlw#H3H=

else =4+
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5.6 ¥ ik ixid

AFURE S g af ST dmrfadd NoBef; &K
Wt R E R N, P BB E T F PR AKITIEL KR F] S E
AR G @2 REE T AP REF FLLE EP N, B PR FEL

N=100 -

5.7 AFliwE 2 AR

4eB 5.9 AT R B E T A LA BIFE R - FEER R - BAAs It enfEE o
¥t DHC B¢ %Ji*] » DAG ~ #f ¥ 3% {7 p¥ & 4&"L E(machine list) o i# 7 %] i€ A
AFFE 25BN A7 PSGA > A4 L d B o Np4 7 ® 8 P
Ad W Bt £ T AT R RN R Y R B C) R E TS A4
bl Cr 5 LB FF F 2 v o[ 3 EEFF o5 A% PSGA = 2345 &
DAG ¥ # B Eitenip i@ > 955 BERDELE L FHE S T30 78R DR

d4 > A2 BHS N B WITNp B0 T sqdet 8 PO)

FERR - BIEFE > AR PR S WS- LA TFEE S o
F YR B E (fitness value)id-% H TS » RARPED T - & K F W P(+]) o
ATFELE 1R =4 0 4F @ (reproduction) ~ % & (consensus) - "F & & @
(degrading consensus) * @ § {* & % 1k if i (termination conditions)p¥ - B 7 f &

f:l' ‘E:’ fl“ ‘:”//’/ﬁ’ [ ]4 —J»\ﬁ;v po
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P

1

.........................................................

[ Input: DAG ~ ¥ H " EL E

& * PSGA A 2 4~ 4~ $P(0)

| 7

Fitness value

¢ * DS Heuristic 4+ Z_if & S #ic i

v

v
b 405
RS

R AR N W -8 ()

¢ by rank-space method

T

Pl v agmeans Pl P2 A

4 Frend & A

W59 kFSE R
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6.1 HLHEEHB

% DHC FP3E7R 35 @ d >0 5 R anip3d & 6 > 24 4k * Boyer[15]¢77 3¢ »
A4 12 BRI S A 100 255 20 B 4% F 5 B HEUHB 145 DAG # machine
list ie = e DAG » % 7 e dp b RARR | Eih R FRAR - P EDRTRAER
fois B A FE 3 - R (consistent) #2917 & 4 i ¥ 7 F &L E(machine

llst) ’ ﬁ’»%g /T Sp B ﬁs:‘pg L‘f?’}'ﬁ—ﬂ%&l ‘_: ’ #ﬂ’]ii'li\i"_r °

(A) DAG:

BB 8 DAG ehp e B 42 % > $2 % d Wang[14]07 5% $-45 B REH

avs
[
|
I-Ew

TR T Y BN A RERG B G ARG P 3R
AR R RF R (High)ip &M B 5(28).< G < T ¥ A& (High)tp iz B 1 3
(113)T< G <2/3)T» ¥ A (Highytp M A 0<G<(13)7 - & & BT HE
el f B ARAPRM hephinE wiAn kAR W T AR 5 03] 1000 2 B

RS R T RRZFV FEE%@@?J o

(B) machine list:

WHRAFERFELEd "gifciE 42 4 £ (random number generator) # 4 - 4E
LEhE BAFE)AE2ERI PR ODEIRAEER > a 2R FRALR
BEDETEARRE N FCPEEAL FALHLES | - Fl > ddrdnfie B
B(size T> 3%+ T #)* $5- & fe (uniform distribution)1~ /g (/g E 3313 B & 42
B) A4 T BSEisfici o 287 7% B R(Size M> B M B)* ¥a— s pe I~ x ([
RIBEBDRFTRARR) AL MBEPEKEEd Fedifieg jRXHFAEL -
AHHEF R X LI AETHRE TR L 30000 MAEEZHEFRE 10007 3 RIS ER
BR G 1000 MEWMERFAEL 10
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WEHEFRFEFELYT 13 - R (consistent) sHgF{d » dr % X T 5 F - R

Mo PEEE RS R i e Eﬁ*‘FKLL@E B3 e B FPtdodk - Rt o

e EFEAPARE - PE LT BB RBEMHAGFEARL-F 20 &

(C) $-Hcik TR T &

e s LA P

Microsoft Windows XP

Pentium 4 3.0 GHz

512 MB RAM

80 GB HD

Bfh s e BHNE @00 - L EE R E R

AT 4 A PR D iR B A {EOT S & H) i B 2 RS PSGA i vt

oo B F et A RS 22 0w H BES NIEE o ¥ HAFEF I 0 0 f e N eFE

5 RSGA - 295%™ 21 & €% Ci+io 328  F1* Visual C++ 6.0 = = o

SARARSE EME T SUSEREE S Sl

Consensus rate: C;=0.3

degrading Consensus rate: C, =0.3
degrading factor: » = 0.8

Initial Set: N; =1000

Population: N, =60

Generation: N;=100

PSGA #* chgfic s 2 fe: 0.6

Pl

N

#5005 * 4:60 > jFEL LT 100

# %L > RSGA £ * 12 PSGA — fkeh %4> RS 5 4p e f# = di 5 15000 = 32

Bk o AP SRS AT £ 6.1
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# 6.1 BIFEFH:100 5% 20 % £ DHC 4 st

e matrix
BB ERRTR|BERETA

(dependency ) - &k
1 ® ® B 2
2 % % at +
3 ® ® % e
4 % % at A
5 4 % B 2
6 4 % at 2
T 4 % ® A
8 ¢ % " e
10 # % st 2
11 & + ® £ 8
12 # ® [ A

6.2 F % #& (RS ~ RSGA ~ PSGA - proposed GA)

A e NP G B okt S # 8 0 i B % RS - RSGA fr PSGA 9
‘%E LL ﬁ?{ ’ ﬁ,_/]\ case gj’]gggg = }g‘ oI t“-i-’ﬁ = /z‘l—: ‘FK? iV ]L\ﬁ;’fljﬁxfi AR ‘f}ra]l}l“ 2\ TFB#U
EELAT e~ case ¢8RP ¢ o At - BHESENE 0 95 20 B E & 0 DHC e
100 i =337 DAG » Fhmen e e fithk? > R % LB 6.1 % ~ B 6.1 {v§) 6.2

G R o

DA %REER 6L 9TF o AT AR N FE RN E WY o £ 62 5
1995 10seed > % 95% 3 -k 22 PSGAfr RS> § A F L B » 8% 7 » £
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FF A AFNFEEVCR LA FFEE S HEFLD

I'JRSGAKGHLYE » PR+ 3% =it

35.00%
30.00% |
25.00% |
20.00% | O (=#GA

& 15.00% B PSGA
10.00% | ORS
5.00% |
0.00%
-5.00% — R

+~

i
B61 Fxe*

4 6.2 95%f K% proposed GA T 35X »x25 i o

175 |Proposed GAVS. PSGA ~ Proposed GA VS. RS
1 FAE 7REF
2 i §
3 THE 7REF
5 TRF 7REF
6 & 7EF
7 7HF 7REF
8 & 7EF
9 7HF 7REF
10 7 EE 7 ¥
11 7 EE 7 ¥
12 ol T REF
Bl 6.2 #7515 14 E I AR B v 1 2? PSGA e snit L AR R o

o

4 rxec L & % (makespan of PSGA —makespan of proposed GA)/ makespan of
PSGA > d &% @t d @ sl JF’rsq W0 P A 159 Bk :_1;«?,;
A3 15% b oom AEPERF R L300 Rt o m FRRES S A
AT ) enE T3 E 2 vt PSGA B % fdF 0 i S R R o
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20%

18%

168% |

14% |

12% T

0%

8%

perfarmance

B% |

4%

2% o SFHII%E

0% | i

2% .
[

B 6.2 proposed GAr¥PSGA 4§ s L F

R B AE S R s 2R E N A 2 e )R g_v\g@%%:«»ﬁ AL N e

;¢ 0 F]pt RS v RSGA i »ik ik 143 proposed GA 4 PSGA » ¥ RSGA ™ % g
P F S R H BEE S N eh RS i ehirk o Ra R AEPEE O

$om REEPER L o drd 639757 0 Ak RSHEE Pt 0o @ RSGA 3 A
FlHoE PR A b 2 Bk chE_PSGA - A @ APk 4 ehs 2 j2 PSGA B4 o

P A - B o
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8 |Proposed GA| PSGA RS RSGA
1 59.6 63.3 25.1 54
2 59.5 63.3 25.8 53.7
3 60.1 63.1 24.8 53.8
4 60 63.8 26.2 54
5 59.4 63.2 253 53.1
6 59.1 63.4 25.2 53.1
7 59.2 63.1 25.4 53.4
8 59 63.2 25.2 53.1
9 59 62.3 24.2 53.2
10 60.1 62.3 24.2 53.9
11 59.4 63.2 24.3 52.9
12 60.7 61.5 24.2 53.7

&
fa
‘«3;

T
A
(ﬁé
do
4y
-

pt)
0 4

i
4
%
|+

k2

W

SF S B AR DL R ERBTF]F - A
#5132 (guided)shp)is » @ 2 fa%)+ BIEZEES | X (unguided) g3 © % e FF ¢
BEET AL WA KA R NHR 0 ek BRECTRLE A1 i3 5 A FenfR o A AR AT
# I B S K$ TR IS AIR DR R 4 T B RN
®oo & 41 s E 3T S (degrading factor)sf A o R E P T 0L KT 2 A F R

(global solution):Hp £ o
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AT TR IR R E A R AT A R M PR R R T LA B
Bk ATIEN S 4 ¥ Y > § AR P 35% (blind search) » AP - B
DATREA AL FlIE B 5 & 2R F) 3 (consensus operators) 14y F - 4R g 8 a2
2 - B3 (guided) 4] > F F R TFER RT o HDATFESE 2 T A4 4Feh
Ad 8 2 ETauF T > LATEIEA] @ AP RBET{ofiadiE B o 9 Bk

Sl AE SR G I o3 W R S I Ed o Yt

AR ET e gging B T adg P2 4L > [ APS Ligd A @

Ao AU B K B el dei £ RS dkil 4 L5 - BATE AT
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o4

[fi%f.  |Proposed GA| PSGA RS RSGA
1 4737759 | 5560996 | 6329567 | 6244343
2 456894 457380 464103 460607
3 840327 882378 1133121 | 1124678
4 554878 564582 607429 655602
5 3117720 | 3660934 | 4770459 | 4655358
6 246932 248670 266922 265174
7 813192 822801 1003535 996462
8 298927 301342 325276 316620
9 4329840 | 5291226 | 6045605 | 5908109
10 547191 555100 589892 656811
11 819795 870046 1109142 | 1113863
12 554069 555545 590834 643994
% 2 oE h & HEB en-Bd3 makespan
(i EGA PSGA RS RSGA
1 482E+06 | 15481280 | 6407310 | 6304720
2 4.64E+06 | 5530380 | 6357430 | 6202840
3 4.94E+06 | 5910760 | 6267400 | 6339040
4 5.00E+06 | 5531750 | 6282190 | 6336210
5 4.64E+06 | 5540910 | 6448320 | 5799000
6 4.64E+06 | 5540910 | 6366550 | 6368190
7 4.64E+06 | 5481280 | 6426680 | 6407310
8 4.64E+06 | 5536390 | 5977860 | 6150300
9 4.64E+06 | 5481280 | 6458880 | 6392620
10 476E+06 | 5575020 | 6303050 | 6143200
| 74 | 4ro7rso | sscoos6  eaeser | e244sas |
T SR 59.6 63.3 25.1 54
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IF5= EGA PSGA RS RSGA
1 456457 | 456967 | 462852 | 462587
2 456672 | 457581 | 465629 | 461127
3 457366 | 457349 | 464779 | 461193
4 456672 | 457455 | 466666 | 458954
5 457071 | 457746 | 458864 | 458321
6 457071 | 457318 | 463572 | 460219
7 456457 | 457286 | 462474 | 461378
8 457131 | 457366 | 463625 | 461520
9 457366 | 457366 | 464043 | 462012
10 456672 | 457362 | 468527 | 458759
| 74 456804 | 457380 | 464103 | 460607 |
TIEFREE | 59.5 63.3 25.8 53.7
L3 AR 2T RES
1A= EGA PSGA RS RSGA
1 8422187 1| 7883335 | 1.13E+06 | 1.12E+06
2 841123 882548 1.14E+06 | 1.12E+06
3 841123 876491 1.14E+06 | 1.12E+06
4 843721 883397 1.12E+06 | 1.14E+06
5 831234 887609 1.11IE+06 | 1.13E+06
6 844431 883923 1.13E+06 | 1.14E+06
7 844622 876654 1.15E+06 | 1.14E+06
8 837081 885329 1.14E+06 | 1.12E+06
9 839071 881135 1.12E+06 | 1.10E+06
10 838647 883362 1.15E+06 | 1.13E+06
T ISFTEE 60.1 63.1 24.8 53.8
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(it EGA PSGA RS RSGA
1 552781 | 572481 | 604765 | 664271
2 552107 | 565633 | 605062 | 653085
3 563232 | 563027 | 607989 | 662430
4 554655 | 565402 | 613417 | 674998
5 550894 | 560114 | 610557 | 632065
6 553651 | 559789 | 592275 | 660387
7 554655 | 565522 | 600043 | 643088
8 556120 | 564440 | 616208 | 648119
9 555411 | 565183 | 612055 | 664425
10 555276 | 564229 | 611917 | 653155
| ™39 | 554878 | 564562 | 607429 | 655602 |
T $EFpE 60 63.8 26.2 54
L A A B
I EGA .| "#PSGA™ |~ RS RSGA
1 3092580 3679350 4729980 | 4586320
2 3170300 3661970 4747020 | 4589960
3 3163300 3666670 4744850 | 4788520
4 3111640 3669520 4842600 | 4746730
5 3169910 3633030 4711470 4556000
6 3056200 3679640 4822370 | 4629740
7 3195310 3674600 4823180 | 4681090
8 3052360 3633030 4695870 | 4648630
9 3072500 3684300 4782050 | 4586320
10 3093100 3627230 4805200 | 4740270
| T4 | 317720 | 3660034 4770450 | 4655358 |
T S5FVRE 59.4 63.2 25.3 53.1
L3 ANE SRS




I EGA PSGA RS RSGA
1 246769 | 261484 | 269326 | 259875
2 246835 | 247283 | 273525 | 263668
3 247009 | 247244 | 273240 | 263543
4 247457 | 246835 | 267858 | 262374
5 246835 | 247299 | 256047 | 274014
6 246835 | 247009 | 275984 | 267687
7 246835 | 246835 | 258954 | 263730
8 246835 | 247637 | 261666 | 264123
9 247070 | 247299 | 268479 | 259730
10 246835 | 247774 | 264144 | 272991

| 74 o693 | 248670 | 266922 | 266174 |
TIFPEE | 591 63.4 25.2 53.1

£k BN ORI S %

i EGA “. | " “PSGA RS RSGA
1 811495 823437 989861 998506
2 812062 823285 | 1.02E+06 | 988703
3 814683 821980 | 1.00E+06 | 999929
4 814046 822332 | 1.00E+06 | 999832
5 813941 822907 | 1.01E+06 | 1.00E+06
6 812062 821822 | 1.00E+06 | 993697
7 812646 821620 | 1.00E+06 | 990389
8 812701 823956 | 1.00E+06 | 994753
9 814341 822352 998710 | 1.01E+06
10 813941 824321 | 1.0IE+06 | 991258

| = | ewwe | eazeor 1003535 | 96462

T 5FVRE 59.2 63.1 254 53.4
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I EGA PSGA RS RSGA
1 298897 298955 317659 314230
2 298897 298897 327574 323982
3 298831 298831 322334 320223
4 298881 300300 328777 314861
5 298897 298955 328792 313629
6 298820 320191 319741 310990
7 299132 299592 326383 316885
8 298728 298786 326661 322178
9 299132 300012 334147 320989
10 299050 298897 320691 308228
T SSFVRE 59 63.2 25.2 53.1
&5 AdFR BT B %
ik EGA * PSGA RS RSGA
1 430E+06 | 5.09E+06 | 6.06E+06 | 5.81E+06
2 441E+06 | 5.58E+06 | 6.09E+06 | 5.63E+06
3 430E+06 | 5.47E+06 | 6.15E+06 | 6.01E+06
4 430E+06 | 5.58E+06 | 6.08E+06 | 6.09E+06
5 430E+06 | 5.18E+06 | 6.07E+06 | 5.92E+06
6 430E+06 | 5.54E+06 | 5.83E+06 | 5.99E+06
7 4.46E+06 | 4.93E+06 | 5.93E+06 | 5.98E+06
8 430E+06 | 5.17E+06 | 6.04E+06 | 5.84E+06
9 430E+06 | 4.93E+06 | 6.06E+06 | 6.07E+06
10 430E+06 | 5.45E+06 | 6.15E+06 | 5.76E+06
| *35 | 4320840 | 5201226 6045605 | 5908100 |
7 HEFTE 59 62.3 24.2 53.2
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ik EGA PSGA RS RSGA
1 544000 | 552738 | 578520 | 661434
2 554328 | 560778 | 586060 | 652027
3 546805 | 551969 | 585606 | 658795
4 551616 | 556208 | 600297 | 664793
5 539668 | 553775 | 592298 | 653217
6 546812 | 565351 | 569960 | 650193
7 544695 | 556121 | 598934 | 664542
8 546430 | 550763 | 602018 | 642910
9 550408 | 557753 | 590675 | 660690
10 547152 | 545540 | 594551 | 659507
| 74 sa7ior | s55100 | seoes | eses |
T EFREE | 60.1 62.3 24.2 53.9
ik Bl 10 G % 5 %
IF4 - EGA |"“PSGA~ |- RS RSGA
1 819728 870058 ° | 1.12E+06 | 1.12E+06
2 820566 869746 | 1.I12E+06 | 1.10E+06
3 821413 869618 | LI11E+06 | 1.11E+06
4 821912 868048 | 1.08E+06 | 1.12E+06
5 820955 872018 | LI2E+06 | 1.10E+06
6 821413 868362 | 1.08E+06 | 1.10E+06
7 815962 871506 | 1.12E+06 | 1.11E+06
8 815941 869458 | 1.I2E+06 | 1.12E+06
9 818650 870884 | 1.10E+06 | 1.12E+06
10 821413 870758 | 1.11E+06 | 1.12E+06
| = | ewores | erooss | woswez | atisess |
2 EFEr 59.4 63.2 243 52.9
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ffifidi = | EGA PSGA RS RSGA
1 541907 | 555149 | 598050 | 672524
2 553850 | 556115 | 607808 | 603283
3 554003 | 543108 | 584426 | 643687
1 564533 | 553207 | 575080 | 649317
5 554319 | 558987 | 575953 | 623352
6 554543 | 563771 | 588983 | 623352
7 551139 | 552138 | 594977 | 661590
8 553633 | 553119 | 599309 | 659094
9 554015 | 561917 | 592625 | 656709
10 558745 | 557937 | 591133 | 647035

| 74 | ssdoco | 655545 | 500834 | 643904 |
TIFE | 60.7 61.5 24.2 53.7

32 AMER 126 RS

ik GA |~ PSGA
1 4737759 " | 5560996
2 456642 | 457380
3 837671 | 882378
4 553506 | 564582
5 3153484 | 3660934
6 246906 | 248670
7 813684 | 822801
8 298834 | 301492
9 4352176 | 5013588
10 544316 | 555100
11 818720 | 870046
12 544773 | 555545

FIY 3 3002 & 0 T 0 GA T 35 makespan €3t PSGA

43



