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Abstract: An improved multi-swarm migrating birds optimization (IMMBQO) algorithm is proposed for
hybrid flow shop scheduling with sequence-dependent setup times ( HFS-SDST), to minimize the total
maximum completion time (i. e. , makespan). Permutation-based encoding is adopted to substitute the
individual. The modified Nawaz-Enscore-Ham (MNEH ) algorithm is employed to generate initial
population which are assigned to each sub-swarm according to the makespan. For each sub-swarm, the
neighborhood individuals of the leader and followers are generated respectively by performing serial and
parallel neighborhood strategies. If the follower is better than the leader according to their makespan, they

are exchanged to ensure the information interaction of individuals within the sub-swarm. Moreover, the
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discrete whale optimization strategy is embedded in IMMBO to optimize the leaders of all sub-swarms to
enhance the interaction among them. Furthermore, the local search is designed for the optimal individual
to further improve the local search ability of the algorithm. Meanwhile, to avoid algorithm premature
convergence, the control strategy for population diversification is designed to the leader of each sub-
swarm. Finally., based on adjusting the algorithm parameters experimentally, simulation experiments are
conducted on four variants of IMMBO to verify the function of each part by testing an adaptation dataset of
Ta. Moreover, the IMMBO is compared with three existing algorithms by testing an adaptation dataset of
Ta, and the experimental results demonstrate the effectiveness of the IMMBO algorithm to solve the
hybrid flow shop scheduling problem.

Key words: hybrid flow shop scheduling (HFS) problem; improved multi-swarm migrating birds optimiza-

tion (IMMBO) ; information interaction among multi-swarm; parallel neighborhood; serial neighborhood

i I g R i e N S R e i S ST D
(HFS-SDST) [} 82 1 A5 i /K 42 8] 3 2 (HFS) [i]
R By — > #2524y %, HES-SDST J7 32 ££ 48 T 89 % .
L A T AR T R R e R A A B )
HREL 70 Y0 B S BR Tk G FE 7 2% SDST, # AN fig
T A B I R il R e 20 6 B ML AR A T
1M HL % & SDST B .92 % A 17 B2 3k 81 52 62 30
I, BARAE HFS 0] 8 b 2% J& SDST 85 it A= 7 52
B o (EL G AR X B 25 398 00, 5 8 B B vk B 2 ) 24 R
W, T4 SR SR I A S T R

HFS-SDST [a] 8 () 98 B ¥ K T A4 i) HE 77 Fi AL
ar e . S MR 21 A P Ak el 8L 2 2 E W] HES-
SDST J&: Al /& 1 22 30 X HfE (NP-hard) i i) £
I & ) R RS 3 B mT AR i {EL B 25 ) AR A
(1R 358 R B A 4 A TR A, JL P S AT BB 7E 45 B A9 I
V) PR 1 e A 80 e o A AR S PR AR PR T L R R
BT A 0 S 00 ) T 78] B e 3 A A 3, R K 4
TS HR U B A 0 I RD Moccellin 255 2 H 3L F B
Aob P ] CSPT) A i 4 A # R [E] CLPT) R0 () J5 %
AL SRR X B2 BELZE 005 40t L IS 2k Sy v
] ) HES [R]85, 25 S 50E 0] 17 % 7 HFS-SDST
[F) R, i A Ak TR A A 5k ) CLPS) B I A 5 JH: At £
W) SR T AR KA 1 52 4% U n) L ) & SO
W A 5 ) B i O R DRI SR R BB A AL B ik
Sh PR R i 2 A Ak ) RS T AT RE s SCRRLT R
LTl a & X ) R a2k AR B0 B R R
HFS-SDST [5] 8 . 2k H] 1% 55 25 X — A~ 52 B 2R 7 52 45i)
K5 5 B A7 3R AR T LAk ) 5 B 11 20k SR 5 R i
S B WO R i B E AR HE'S [ 8, (R 253
ASC R T 3R 58 /N A 7y [ J50 5 SR L9 ] e 2 10 AR
PR O A SRL B G T 28 RE IR RN as 1% LY
sk i HES-SDST [a] 5, I3 o 52 56 73 3] — 2855,

B T BRAE s Pan 2 51 1Y 6 A JRi S48 R AL 3
AR R fL A Ho b 3 AT B 0L S etk 1Y
WAL 5T (FOAD | Bl ik 1 i 5 5 B 1t 1k (TIM-
BO) FIE 8 A T 9 (DABC) 85 15, 3 45 4 — Fh b
I7) {6 Ak 5 W 38 3 05 G X L vl T R A
%, DABC fft T Hofth 8 4~5 5 Tian S0 1 3 T
pareto 1 [ 3& N A% 48 348 R Bk L GE B T AR A s A
oKt HES-SDST [a] (4 %4 1 ; Khare %6 $ 1
TIRA W ISR i gt R B EOR R 3 AN BEE fE
Bk I BN T RSB LR AR RE L P EIA
AR ARS8 2R AR A JR A R A A A TP I AR
] 2% > S ms  ft Ak B bR b 8 3 RT3 ). Sck 10,
121 B e ok i HES-SDST [a] 81 i A7 2501k
PO T R YE. BAREN X HFS-SDST [] 3 £ 45 — S if
58 AR Dy T AR TE W R 8 BE iR O BF Y
B R A A Bk LA TR A e N S B R

Duman %% 78 2012 448 W (19 6 15 5 9 1 1k
(MBO) B . A4 S 500 250 1 20 45 0 450, 45 5
TR ARZ S 2 T RS R RE
MFHA ek m i, Kk, Pan 455 f Han 2607 3
SR Rk R B L MBO B3k SR fig HES (a8, Ho 76
PEFERN E Pan S50 % SCiR[ 14 T 42 H 9 IMBO F
117 2. Sioud 255 EF Xt AF SDST By & e i K 4
lia] 8 & (PFSP) [ 151 £ HH 4% 5 114 46 1 33 94 £ 1k (EM-
BO) 3k, I FH 28 i 38 45 1R A 48 305 s 7™ A= 40 33
fiff 1) Z2 FEME s Meng S5 A UV 4607 43 il 48 R
FH A 1 2R CHLS) 55 W LA B 78 40 35 48 22 5% i 7= 21 408
18§ A ) B MBO SR At B 37 42 180 8 38 ) . 4R i
MBO 583 2 — Fi 4B 4548 2R 53 1 o DR b 408 38 ) 3o 426 %
R I P AR AR 52 i A A T A 48 348 R = — ]
DL 2 G5 b ) P A0 3 A5 1b S8 AR A B33 s Baez 260



1380 E EH X @&

X F ¥ R 55 57 %

A5 BEHL L IE Y 77 (GRASP) F1 748 48 46l 48 22 1y
IRA ALK M SDST B A7 HLIH B ] 8. S T 2
& MBO iy 5.2l S5 m) B, Sk [3 v ok 8 B
PEEAE A R A8 AR T AN R F Z R R BB AR
PRS2 4R K e ST AR AL T ) — R EL S s Han 260
& 0 O Y 22 FhORE B 22 O BEAL B L R 2 T i
b Ab B 5 45 8 B 1] R Gao 2510 4R HY — Fh B 25 Uk
F 22 IR R A 1 3T B A AL (SMP-MBO) .32, Rl £
TP FIREIFATIE 2R R M 22 B8 U8 29 S 22 PR Al 22 1]
P PR (ERE A N7 NI d i A o o S v i D e
T4 A4 Tongur 8570 2 T 36 F ok 7 B A 4k
(PSO) 545 1y ek i 2 FhiE MBO (IMFMBO) 8.3
FEZF#E MBO HEZL T L 3l 2o 55 — B 33 2 4 0 7 Fh
BEZ {5 B A8 B, 38 Sk i 4 Jm 18 R Ak ).
I AR SCEE A 3 BE AL AL R R 5 SR W R 22 Fif
BEFEAT 8 R B AH, £ H IMMBO 35 ¥ 5K fit HES-
SDST [ 4.

45
yE

1 HFS-SDST [a)

HFS-SDST [B] iR AT« n A TAFAE m A By
Bk gk BT AT G =1, 2, 0 ) IR
YR e AR TR] B FP 3 5 B B k(e =15 25 ==+ m) sm A
W =0 H — BB plas foe M, > 184 T
A LATERY B b AT 3 — B Bl as o T i i R
e O B 20 B A T4 HBeE — G Hlés B
T @8 B HLas R — i ) R e T —A> T4 @ TAF
TEHE B Be bl b — BT 4 i TR se i b . ik B
o o 388 2 A A R U DA R B B B T AR AL
EE U5 VR VA U B LS U 3N | B N A
(makespan) B} C,,.. 5% /.

FJ SDST n AT AFENS 1 BrBedlds - ihn T
T — ELAff e S M A AE AT AL g B T 5 Al
P TF 5 20 P s 4 » T A I 82 B B L s b 1 o Tt
P 2 RIS . A TAFAESS 1 B B T =
= (s m, = m)s WHE BT HFS-SDST [a) i
R R A

BB B bk = 2, 3, . m) MR
i(G=1, 2, =, M) GHLABA T HoAl T,
W TAF 7 M 5E ] C, Lo 0900 i R U8R H

Corjoi = Stinjony T Prn s k=1 (DO

Covyor = max{Se s Con )+ pus

k=2, ,m (2)
S Co o A po . AP0 T, TEBER b O
EBL S L 0 1R M 52 R DAL DS, KT
1 7, AE kB BEOY HE A I 6]

WR BB k5 S LA T, 58 20 Tk
O T A W0 T A 7 (80 T 58 AR [ Sy
Ck i

ST
J

max{Cy,,

B TR C N b TSP €D
At o WBRBLE i A LS TER T, 0T 1
AT, WITSRIE S, A, B
WAV T LA, 2 BE & (OB i 58 43
2RI B 1l 5 1L 50 0B D, 0
05 0 R3S L8

1" =arg ( min C., . ;)
i:l.z.“'.f\ﬂk J

AR Ml 58 B 1]

Ci.r, = min G, 1)
B Ja — A TR i s B Bebilas b o0 7T 58 J

IE] 1) e R AEL A
Cowv = max C, . &)

DAL VR EE B B s A3 Cond /DB n AN TAFESS 1
BBl ey Eagm TR, Bl #° = (s 7o s ooes
w0 ) ST EE AT R A I R B — R A

2 IMMBO

IMMBO 532 #1 97] 4 £k Fh B 53 B 2 A~ F Fh BE
AT FEEFH MBO HLHI - 4748 %, 7R e Al
I Y e A S s T 45 R R A 40 I 4R Ak 5
BA 85 B 5 [F) B 15 11 R 8 44 2 44 5 AR B 2 KE AL
2 H AL 2 i 5k i IR R AT & fE 7 . IMMBO 5

IRHEZR AR
$B|1 WEFLEMESH. FH MNEH &k

AR ACRIRE IR AF R 1/3 Jr B8 T R4
HAUCS T 2/3 A REEYL BC 2 45 1 Fte . 54
TR AL G P IR K.

FB]2 R ANELAE.

T]3I TR RS R AT AR AR A R
U TRate 51 R Z PE 1B ARt NS o & TR (U R /i R R
B L5,

B4 TR R IR A7 2 AR A R R
M 7 A AR ISR o A AR TP B A TR
By R RS ARSI T AR,
e

2 I vk SR PN TR/ € QF S ST PE 3
FP IR 3. 5 AL F AL PR 6.

FIR6 AT ARET S AR fE R
% A5 58 3 52 BT R 2 T B A B S L

FBT N Rl B AR AT R T



55 10 1] RERF AT A EEERA XN RESAKE WAL 1381
RKAS). Bt XTI AR B L 2 AR PSR Cn (8 TR HE

TS WA THBO S ERA R,
B R A0 40K S AR Y 8 B E AR IS IR R s £
FEA T H LD S BT 7™ Az — A AR B

PR HI AL AR A B R K E AR
B AEARBE R IR 2, 6 W S A5 A i
AR S I Confh.
2.1 4RESFOMERL

i S 1A S A e B N T AL A Ak )
HFS-SDST , i 75 B 51 8 08 X0y U4k 58k L i 1%
TTES HOE Ab B3 T X B P AR AT B G 1 R
fiE RS, BEXT HES [n) 80, & H 0% g 5 i i 7 0 A
I R i) g 7 ol L AR SCTE % SDST ) ) Bisf 2R 1)
Gy, B JE F BT AT AR 0 — A U8 R TR XA A G
L R IT 8 T A i BRHE S (9P 4y B B A 1 By
BERY 2 IRMLER B0 T A0 koA« % o A ]
TAHEAESE 1 By Be 4k IR 4 09 00 % in T, 58 k(k =
25 ey ) Y BEAY A0 T DA i A 2 B B
T 58 B 8] A5 6 A T 000 o530 HE 5 45 31 T 44 76 B B
k0 T
2.2 MHiL B

NEH Ji3 %& >80 0] 2 4K 48 T4 8 i 47 B BE bl 2%
B RN T )RR G PG S 2R R Y a0 A 2 Y
TAEHET 3 T8 B E bR A B K58 B ] 4 38 7K
Ze () B () 50, 5 ey SDST [ 75 i) 8 8 ) B3, S
T B2 N B [, [ B 5 22 2% 8 SDST. £ %
Hr SDST (A7 ML 4 F R I8 TAER LS. T
5 B T 8] ¢ = s+ oo Hods
N pry 5350 R TAF §AE~FATHL b B o 2% B 18] R0 T
B[] o SR A A B 9 BT R) 5 e Bl /N 3R Y
I 14T 0 T A 0 T 5 R I TR e L (B X T £
WrBe i) HES-SDST [n) . 75 22 5% & T4 j A W

BEE AN T S8 T A by 2> g = D ey« HoHF g

= Sp. ;.5 F ;o R MNEHY 7= A 9 4R FlOEE 38
mr.

(D BTN ¢ X ¢ FHFHEF A5 3] T
HAEE 1 BMHET 7 = Gris w0y m).

(2) MRHRES 1 BB py MLas g My 4t 7 43 B A~
TR ' = (s mos o

ym).r = U 7.

oo ) F 7t = G s
T
(3) BEHLIAH 2 h TAERIE RS 2 51 &
HAFEN— A LB TR HEE 7 =« U ” .
(4) HIZ (3), 153 5 FpRE R AR W) 19 T A 7E
55 1 B BeALES B TG 943 R I Case

B IART 1/3 20 BEE A1 R0 A SRS
A% 2/3 BENLT BRI 25 1 FhRE AR RS TR Y
ALY 3L HD T AT RIS A 2 AR
2.3 FHEEACSHL

GRS — AT M P R A AR TS
Jot R R SE R Y 4 R 7 1)L A% R R R
A o AT A A TR Sk 22 1 B R AR A B
e S AT AR (IG) 551 b B iR A (DO 48 AR 78
L 7K ) 8] R i) R e S e ) 408 A 5 AR SR L I
1 AR Y A A A e A S L R DC A GRS
KA H AT 8 A A R 7 AR BRI AT H A B2
e DC, H 2R TR — 5K W RE A% 7 28 BT L 1) 400 4k
AR Ak 25l Rz M RAT TR — A N B F
45K

FR AT AR A A O AUAS AR

—
N TR T
k=1
while £<=3
switch k&
BEDLEREALE 1o B TR 1< <n.ffi A
F 7 (A A REALE L IR IE AR Co s R
R ©f
W Coe (1) <<Coe (1)
r=n, k=1
74 )
k=k+1
BEPLEREALE r BT I<n<n. 5=«
B HCA B A7 0 B b A A e ORI 4R AR
Coor » BN AP 7'
WR Coon (') <Cor (1)
r=n, k=2
74
k=k+1
X 7 PATBIRE (DO 155 7'
W Coon (') <Cor (1)
r=n . k=3
74 )
k=k+1
End switch
End while

case 1

case 2

case 3

1

2.4 FHERCSHML
7 A R AR A AR Y TR SRR AR A I



1382 E EHE X @&

bax
o
X3

e 5557 %

4 JoT £ 22 AR T L TR O R Y B R 4R A A
K IFATAS SR I R 7= A, R i BE — 52 A R 3k R 4
A B BE e P A AR 4 2 — 7 AR RS SR R TR AR
7 B R R A A 7 A A R AR S AR
I, B PR RS A B ZE M R P, =0. 6, 1)
FRE—ABENLEL rore [0, 1] IR <P, , AT 4G
AHRAE 2R S ORBE SRy ok A P A T A fk
Xof GBS AR T B A gk R, HUBE T A Y AR A 1A
B S ORI O o/ i P o R =
Jo AR RS TGS, o S, SN T R R
R AR SN
2.5 ¥[g

ZA TP EEATCS R IR AR 2. 3 YA 2.4
WG G W, R L 4B I, 58 4K S IR K
783 IF K.
2.6 FHEEEXRE

IMMBO 53k R I Z f B IR A7 4 & BB E 5
BB PAT T REE AR R L 2R DR S
i F R 22 R AR B 5 L 7 A A A AR A
R (WOA) 2 i f A 1A 51 45048 % 7 1) 1) 5
e 3 2 ) fid m D G 0 e L T O R ey e
FEL 80 LA S BE ML 0 0 50 iU B ok AR DAL, 1800 8
it ta 0 A6 38 1 (DWOA) 58 1 1 R e 22 18] 19 15 &
L. A A T & R S, R
DWOA HXFE ATk . [F SR 3 s S5 w12 401
fit ey () 4 B ok AR M ] RN R e 1 sk R ) R
JH 25 B A 0 g 0 14T YR 28 SR B 38 SUARE
L, 43 LL 50 26 1) HE 3 52 R 8 18 2%, 7 A — A Bl
LA p.p €0, 1145 p<70. 5, $AT YT 28 3. 757 1)
PHAT P B 38 S5 B AL A 224 1y o R D ) D 254 A 4
FIRRAE v Bl BL A AR 2 A7 BE AL 38 SRR 40 58 A 4 JR 48
.3 s Y HARERAE I 1~3 Fios, Ho PL A
P2 S WA AR A L C1 FiE C2 g A TR 38 X
K.

(1) WP XL (0X).

ST BEANLEFEN AT r Ml H OIS

P1| 3 5 7

Cl| 4 7 6

C2| 3 7 1

P2| 4 7 6

Bl WP AR

Fig. 1 Order crossover operation

r<r;<n.

H®2 L PL M P2 o~ BT AR5 B
) C1 A C2 Wy ry~r, {7 HE.

]3I A P1AEELE C2 iy TR
) C2; #8 P2 A& 7E C1 b iy AR K IR A2 11 2
Cl.

FE4 F CLAC2  Con BB NI ZZ X
g5R.

(2) BEHLAE X (JBX).

]| W& TIFS S, S2.

F®2 P XN SI Mo REH F Cl 4
P2 X S2 Btk & i 2 P2.

]3I P2 hxiN S2 Mot R A H F Cl4E
P1 rhx Ry S1 fyoc R & il 2 C2.

FE4 F CLAC2  Con BB NI ZZEX
45R.

(3) PIEAE X (TSXD).

TE1 FEPLEREMALZ S r Flr, H 1<
r<r;<n.

FBW2 PLH o ~r, B TR G 275
subl; )\ P2 1 Bk subl A T4 F 45 10 T AF4E R 7
%41 sub2.

F$EB3I T F5 subl fl sub2 & il 5] C1, 40
T 7% sub2 F subl &l & C2.

TEA WL r<<0.5,C1AER 28 L A5
C2 0 5 AR

S1={1,2,6,7}; S2={3.4.5.8}

1 B8

P1| 3

Cl| 4

C2

P2

50 0

2 BB XARAE

Fig. 2 Job-based crossover operation

r ry
P1| 3 5 7 4 6
Cl 4 7 6 5 3
C2| 4 7 6 5 3
P2| 4 7 6 5 3
&3 B ss UHRAE

Fig. 3 Two-segment crossover operation




210 4

RER.F ATt S KL IR FNR

AR R A 1383

£ DWOA H, LS H1 4 Jm) 38 R OF fif 2 56 8 2L,
R ik B A A AR ROR L G — S AR P o
R R I K P14 . P* R AR 26 2 1 1E 5% o
B WOA™ g ek s 85, B T R4 i

P* = P’ — (P’ — P" )sin 27 (6)
FoA s P A Pl 3R PP e R AB s /ME L, B 1
05t Fl £, ﬁj\jﬂJJﬂi'l BT AR A BN B R R AR BT

WML E » > P AT LS, & W) 34T 4 5 38 .
DWOA fhRBTF .

For &k
miR p<<o.5
mE —>p°
o B S DL AR 5 25 /S AR AT IR F 38 X

(OX)
75 )
2 A K 5 B BIL i 4%
JBXO
End if
75 )
TR foe 0S4 5 25 1S AR AT 9 B 22 S (T'SXO
End if
End for

N
Y|

AN 3 A Bt BIL 22 S

]
2.7 LS&EAHIEE
Sy T k2 A A ey A L AR Y B AR R
1 LS AH Fe AR &0 2 R A BT 45 3 AT
LS 7] fig ik A6 B4 & L L 5 ek B O IR 2R A7
T4 AR5 BT LS. LS Bk A2 K # 4 frok.

| KRG AT 3 VAR

Y

‘W’W‘T i flag«—0, flagl <0, k<—1‘

</e>zv

AT ASRAE, 1 PATACHARAE,
SRR SRS g 150% flagl —1
N
flag—1, | Y _— Rlg A kA Tl SR A vy [flagl —1,
kel (T A BT he2 | | ARG

K4 R REERER
Fig. 4 Flow chart of LS algorithm

2.8 ThEZHEMLIES

W& IMMBO 53k 3F 46, BB ARk L 26
ML A TR 4R IR E AN AR
A s G TR AR AT O R K L U WY T T R T B 25
AR A WA E R O QSR AR BT L AR Y AE F 3 0,
I 1, 5 15 e R AR R B g
B BRI R TR B nTBETE & A 4B UG 2R

R BUI S SRR 2 AR AL R AL L A — A
AR R 2 A B AL 7™ A= 9 A 1A T T

2% BRSO T [ L T BB ST B9 iR A
T A W SR B A AR R AT AT RE AL
L B0 AT AT DX I S FRBTBE AL A ST L 4 O A R A
PRIAT 3 YA A T 77 A — S AU A L (H 2% 4T 3
ASARARAE DR UE BT i S T R B B 1 AR SR 5



1384 E EH X @&

X F ¥ R 55 57 %

EEE R X R S EARERAE o kP
AN AR ISR R T B B — S S AT T A
JEAS K. 25 R A A B R A REROR s
A 10.

3 E#MR

P EREFE G

Bk R MATLAB R2016b 45, 3 7 Intel
(R) Core(TM) i5-9600KF/3.7 GHz/ 16.0 GB, %
4t Windows 10 B & ia 17,

T B IE S B O L 2 B E TR SDST Y
kel HFES [a) 8515 55 4. B0 36 T Ta (9 H & B &
o) 3 g A 02 0 A T 2 BOUR B R A K
PEIGIE.

3.2 SEIAE

SR E N TR BE LA S vE TR AR K Ry
T IMMBO 535 75 e AR & F X HFS-SDST 1]
RR il o 5 BN S G AT I 4 . S 5000 % 58 2o 3
ARG Tad2 fifAE R 8 A H & R 5 117,
Tad2 HHH TAECn R 50, B Be S m i 10, B4~y
BIRMLERECA 2 PG oL :3 5 (PHEE MM 1~3 &
(P13) Z [0 19 Gt — 4347 » 5] B o 45 BF [0] 25 1 4 Fofr 4y
B s 43 ) SR P X TR R 1026 (SSD10) |, 50 %
(SSD50),100 % (SSD100) ,125 % (SSD125). R ## |
TR A B BEAL #8 BOR v 45 i 1R 00 7= 2R 1 8 A i
6] 30 4 . SSD10 _ P13 50, SSD50 _ P13 50,
SSD100_P13_50,SSD125_P13_50,SSD10_P3_50,
SSD50_P3_50.SSD100_P3 50 #1 SSD125_P3_50.
IMMBO 57k i b e S 808 2 38 528w 51 00K, w0
XA R R R 5 A S8 H R EGE
Bl N T 0 S 8008 R FH IE 38 SE B 0 S iy
5AZEY 4 AN ACE AT, 5 A~ 505 0 R F
BEABUN, KRB G B RAF I @y B R EE 2 A
MBI B d i de R A AR B £ IEE R AN 1
JIt .

3.1

FHIE A S 8676 HFF ik 4° =16 21, B AT b 53 1 1
FOE A S HE L AR IE S Sk T DAl S Bk 4%
BORRMEBE S 5. 16 MR & Sk Lk 8 A5
UESEE SR A

F2 Li@WEZTRMELBEER
Tab.2 Orthogonal parameter L;; (4°) and results

B Ny G Qlimit d Lmax FHME
1 11(D 2(D) 20(1) 3(D 300(1) 3929.29
2 11(1D) 3(2) 30(2) 4(2) 400(2) 3909.13
3 11(D) 4(3) 40(3) 5(3) 500(3) 3926.50
4 11(D 5(4) 50(4) 6(4) 600(4) 3911.50
5 13(2) 2(D 30(2) 5(3) 600(4) 3915. 21
6 13(2) 3(2) 20(1) 6(4) 500(3) 3901. 25
7 13(2) 4(3) 50(4) 3(D) 400(2) 3938.75
8 13(2) 5(4) 40(3) 4(2) 300(1) 3925.88
9 15(3) 2(1) 40(3) 6(4) 400(2) 3928. 04
10 15(3) 3(2) 50(4) 5(3) 300(1) 3912.08
11 15(3) 4(3) 20(1) 4(2) 600(4) 3892.96
12 15(3) 5(4) 30(2) 3(D) 500(3) 3915.92
13 17(4) 2(D) 50(4) 4(2) 500(3) 3928.29
14 17(4) 3(2) 40(3) 3(D) 600(4) 3920.92
15 17(4) 4(3) 30(2) 6(4) 300(1) 3914. 88
16 17(4) 5(4) 20(1) 5(3) 400(2) 3 891.58
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Tab.1 Orthogonal experiment parameters/levels Tab.3 Parameter rank and mean response values
7K N, G Qlimit d Limax IK - N, G Qlimit d [
1 11 2 20 3 300 1 3919.1 3925.21 3903.77 3926.22 3920.53
2 13 3 30 4 400 2 3920.27 3910.84 3913.78 3914.06 3916. 88
3 15 4 40 5 500 3 3912.25 3918.27 3925.33 3911.34 3917.99
4 17 5 50 6 600 4 3913.92 3911.22 3922.66 3913.92 3910.15
SD 3.38 5. 89 8.45 5.78 3. 84
A% IMMBO 8219 5 > Z 500 4 K4 . . , ] ; \
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Fig.5 Trend of 5 parameters in IMMBO algorithm at 4 levels
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Tab.4 Mean response of four variants of IMMBO algorithms
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Ta60 [y A 15 I 5 B 2E 1T H 3 o 25 5 ] R AIL 25 44 W)
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in P3
o SSD10_ SSD50_  SSD100_  SSD125_
Rk B
P3_50 P3_50 P3_50 P3_50
IMMBO_NDC 1511.98 1994.43 2584.83 2871.30
IMMBO_NDWOA 1502.53 1973.93 2553.50 2848.08
IMMBO_NLS 1495.90 1965.15 2536.13 2824.58
IMMBO_NR 1511.20 1992.33 2581.05 2875.90
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Tab.5 Comparsion of IMMBO/IMBO/DABC/ILSyy.s algorithms in cases P13 and P3
P13 P3
Bk SSD10_ SSD50_ SSD100_ SSD125_ SSD10_ SSD50_ SSD100_ SSD125_
P13_50 P13_50 P13_50 P13_50 P3_50 P3_50 P3_50 P3_50
ILSmres 2 860.13 3 887. 24 5058. 04 5605.45 1163.29 1616. 35 2125. 87 2 389. 60
IMBO 2 891. 37 3 882. 24 5094. 32 5646.12 1178.13 1611. 34 2124.73 2 390. 25
DABC 2 857. 31 3981.69 5082. 48 5627.08 1173.28 1607.95 2113.76 2 354.56
IMMBO 2 834. 60 3 856.52 5000. 99 5526. 81 1110.60 1498.79 1955.79 2170. 61
F6 4MEZENWK 8N BENEGIKIEITE BT
Tab. 6 Comparison of running time of 4 algorithms when testing 8 adaptive benchmarks s
P3
=X Bk
SSD10_P3_50 SSD50_P3_50 SSD100_P3_50 SSD125_P3_50
Ta32 ILSmrLs 2033.51 1995.49 2015.03 1920. 50
IMBO 1093. 25 1 099. 30 1097.90 1099.67
DABC 108. 93 108. 25 108. 34 108. 14
IMMBO 3173.05 3134.05 3148.59 3132.99
Ta34 ILSwmrLs 2102.98 1911.52 2 009. 56 2 056.72
IMBO 1086. 26 1097.10 1095. 33 1089. 54
DABC 109. 96 107. 98 108. 21 107. 21
IMMBO 3160.43 3143.98 3147.07 3129.43
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Fig. 7 Convergence of 4 algorithms for case SSD50 _
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