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A gravitational search algorithm for flow shop scheduling

GU Wen-xiang, LI Xiang-tao, ZHU Lei, ZHOU Jun-ping, HU Yan-mei
( Department of Computer Science, Northeast Normal University, Changchun 130117, China)

Abstract: An improved gravitational search algorithm (IGSA) was proposed to solve the flow shop scheduling prob-
lem with the objective of minimizing production time. First, to make a GSA suitable for permutation of the flow
shop scheduling problem (PFSSP) , a new largest-rank-rule based on a random key was introduced to convert the
continuous position of the GSA into the discrete job permutation so that the GSA could be used for solving PFSSP.
Second, a new boundary mutation was proposed. This operation stopped the agents which have mutations as a result
of using the above method from gathering at the border. They were distributed at a feasible distance from the bound-
ary. This improvement also improved the population diversity. Third, by combining the communicating operator and
inserting operator, the new local search was designed to help the algorithm escape from the local minimum. Final-
ly, the convergence of the iterative algorithm and its complexities in time and space were proven. Additionally,
simulations and comparisons based on PFSSP benchmarks were carried out, which show that the proposed algorithm
is both effective and efficient.
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% EESE AR FZE M T A5 I EER
FEARBARE R AL R, B BHEIN T GSA
B ERR A, LR, GSA By si B B
EF PSO. 8GRI (GA) FHMB R, B
E RN B AT TR, BB RERI, 6t
AR BB

AT ERUERAR, ACRE T —METH
B HHEREER IGSA B TRFBRKLAE
8. % BB ESEH GSA BILARBAL B B &
FE, BT —MERVERN. A TREGAR
TR, ]I T — Rl AR R R, SR T IR
K2R R EHA T SE— P REBEE, BRE T —
M REEREE. REAH T IGSA BEEI
B, FEHZEENZEHELRE N
0((6n +2m) xd) FMFAREGIE B B IR B 2 B 8]
HRENO(mnd’). FELBERXWZBLREA
B
Uk R

WKL VEE BT H# R . n ANREIN THE
.ﬂ.kN:JIQJZQ'.',Jn %%E m é?m%%ﬁHIM=M1,
My, M, GMMEh m BEERN TR, 8
TRRESRAERILES 58 B, 3 Lo/ b 38 3 L85 IR
FFR—HR, BN a8 LRI a2 —FR,
BB J; VLS m; ERALEEEY Py X T —
ANTTREE 7= {7, my, b, BRI T
SEIECS Ny -

C(m,1) = Pris
C(m;,1) = C(my,1) +p,..j =2,3,,n,
C(m,i) = C(m,i-1) +p, ;i =2,3,-,m,
C(mr;,i) = max(C(m;_,i),C(m;,i-1)) +p,,,
j=2,3,-,n,i=23,--m.
BRI AT RRA
C..(m) = Clmw,,m).
WKL B AR — IR «° 515
Cows(7") < C(m,,m) , Y7 e [].

2 TR NHEE

TAEB HEERARY RETFSI BN, E11R
BRHRENENZBKT RRIE 5 —ERNIEA.
Yy 2 TRV ER AR EL R 5 i, A L ) B4R O 5 1 i
Yk 2 M EREHE R B KB W  J5 m #8302 GSA
B, BN 4 MRE: LB VR
219, YR AL B LR R R . R E
FE—A n BRI RTE P, B N YR B R R
X =(%,%,",%,) S H P /l\%ﬁilﬁﬁﬁﬁi‘y X =
(65 467,00, o, 07 ) yop AR i 78 d 2 FAIRY
g,

TERFE W E] ¢, € AR RE IR @ Fidik j 2
B S EREBAN

Fi(z) = G(z) W(ﬁ(t) -7 (t)).

KM BRI WRE M, XRZ i
Figse B—AN/NYEE;R; (o) BYK i ik Z
Vi) P B L B
Ry(t) = [ X:(2),X:(2) | 23
G(t) —TERTHE ¢ TR HE & :
G(t) = Gye™T.
Wk i 78 d fEHA I TTURR N

F! = 2 rand XF;(t).

=Ty

IS SEN], 7R ¢ BYIA L 2255 d JERIIERS :
d Fi(t)

“0 =0
M, () RPN | BB 4 i
EFHh

vt (¢ +1) = rand x v/ (&) +al(t),
(e +1) = x2(8) +07(e + 1),

A irand B—A7EL0,1] Z AR FEDLEL, I E W L
i RABIFHELAL.

HABRMBR MR 88 8N RO ER
3. RERMYIEERS] 58, 3 31 LI, Bk 5]
HREBMREREAS, MR ERETUER 14
g

M, =M, =M, =M,i=1,2,-,N,

Mg (1) = Mo, (1)
Mot () = Mo (2) 7

m, (1)
M(t) Zilmj(t).
K g, (0) RATERZ ¢, P00k © BB I8 N FE{EL,
Mg (£) Ny () BERE LN
Mo (£) = min  mg(2)
Moo (8) = max g, (2).
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PRI, B W i i o B R Ao — B
FEHR. R LT, R B F R Bk
AN KFE 1 o, TRIRBRMA N 1.45 &R
R, B ARSI 4 XERERG TR HEF 7 1. R/ 2
1.32, MI4E% 6 X IR BEEHERF 5 2. IR B9 75
%, LA ERAE RN 7=(3,4,5,1,6,2).
BARIXATT B R B, (B R B RRIEAS GSA BEEER
PR K R VA B ) A
®1 X HB@RE
Table 1 Solution representation of Agent X;
HEH 1 2 3 4 5 6

x; 1.25 0.85 0.63 1.45 0.23 1.32

Y

@ 3 4 5 1 6 2

3.2 hRER

7E GSA BIEM LB R+, YRR
AR TS e (BER) WIERERS
Yrikizs sl H AT , 38 R R AL BT ik R B
AT B, BN BTk

If (x; >x,,.) then

End

(%, <x,;, )then

End

SRXMEEE, TRENERERERERE
HFAE. 3TV E R, X B BT A
—, HENA 2 MREE R, XHESE 2 A HEE
BB , BT HE P &7 A R, O T B R ) R &
BB RE T S, R —Ma R TR
BT

H(x, >x,,) then

%, =%, —c*rand( ) *x
End
If (x, <%, ) then
X; =%y, TC* rand( - ) * ( - %)

End

H:c=0.01,rand J5[0,1] Z K —AHEHL
3, AU BB R T LR Y, XA Y s T 2R
BER  YEABRELEDR b, MESHERLR
¢ xrand fEE FIAT A BN SE R X FpERAE, RIEE Y
IR, FEIR T 6 A B K HEF 30 0 B 7=
A B HER A HE— R0 R, ] a3 hn T b 9 5 RE 1.
3.3 IGSA EikRI#1i81t

VIR EA B R GSA HREE &. ¥
FAEDTREBNEE. — NMFREHEF R L
PRUE—E B0 1 , 3XHE VT DL 43 70 8 o B S ).
W7 —FE RS F B R R B, LR IE
BB R LB, oL, — R RN

max

i, TR R LB P RE. R T A B
x; = (Hppy — %) X T+ %,

A %, =0, % =40, 7 25(0,1) AF-EEHIBEN AL
3.4 REEREZX

IGSA Bk B AR IR SIGH JF HhA IR, (B B sk
B B B EARA WBSRM 2R RES,
BEMRTEREORS, A TRABHEE,FIA
T2 MRHERNET WA XHETUAR
MR RIBRBARREME, BF A T2R=
)48 2R AR X Sk B R ) A

BT L AFEETRES 2 MAFME
w3 HAZ B EATALE.

BAB TN L AEETRES 2 MAFME
b, B3 2 AMEME Z [Vl R 4 ] B4 7 1] 7% 3.

#z1 BRWEBELTRNT=(3,4,5,1,6,2) 5
ML 2 ME 2 f14,3%2 BB PIITE8E T
BER, 23 B TEARTIEER

R2 THETF
Table 2 Swap
@ 1 2 3 4 5 6

x; 1.25 1.45 0.63 0.85 0.23 1.32

Y

7 3 1 5 4 6 2

R3 BANETF
Table 3 Insert

2 | 2 3 4 5 6
x; 1.25 0.63 1.45 0.85 0.23 1.32

Y

@ 3 5 1 4 6 2

RN ER bR — AT BRI R B, WL
AR ERN AR BRI RBIERRNT
R

Procedure local search (7)

Begin

Let s,=7 permutation of the global solution

for i=1 to genmax

5=,

S(s)=f(s)
Find 7, and r, randomly and r #r,
if (rand<<0.5)

5" =swap (s,, 7, ¥,)
else

s =insert(s,, r,, r,)
end
calculate (s’ ) //Calculate the makespan

of the new permutaion

if (f(s”) ~f(s,)<=0)

//Swap

//Insert

s, =x
fGs)=f(s")
end //end if
end //end for
End
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3.5 IGSA HERMBEiRAKZRBERE

B 1 BTz IGSA SRAF LK £ 8 B TR B Y i A
B B 1 AR LUE Y, — R BB S
XN UG RS A R T A 5 h B IE R
AT IRBE R HIK, 48 H — R 5 A8 RO s
ERER IR RELED R b, MRS R
M1 5+ ¢ x rand B} 3 B¢ H] 47 25 18] PO, DA TG 38 AR 9
ZRAE. BJE  ERA—MHNRREREE, REE
R LA 5 12 RS R A R AR AR/MEL,

R,

TR AL BRI 3
AR AL P BE T 4R E 42
b UMERR NS

LT itk Rt
N

| THFTHE G bestﬂ]worst|
)

| iR aAmiRtMile |
{

SRR AT T
RO
R B 71
P 51 L {4 0
HH AR RE 1
e
{

(i iR AR R B X 42 R
N i ]

|

| EmeREiE |

Bl 1 IGSA SR AKL R ERE) AR
Fig.1 The framework of the proposed algorithm IGSA

4 BEaAr

TR TR AR B AR TR
FRSCEE R, AT RS A IGSA Bk M@K
5 VR (v R AT SO [ A, AU SRS B AR — A &R
GEAERH - RERE, NETERIITLE
PRV, Bk FIBCSOT AR IR B R AT A R L

EX 1 75 IGSA BILTE ¢ WAISEES K&
ARFPEEXT DL o (2) 5 B

gTﬂ(t) =7 (0), m(0) e =,
R4 BFR IGSA Hpk BOA Witk st
EX 2 WIGSA BN o, I8 ¢ HAEHE

eS¢ YK AR REXT L A B T 5% B B R 58 LI [H]
BB/ MEL, 7 IR B[R] A TR B T RB IR R 5 R4
BHEE m TR B/ME, & = W

,l_i,TP{m =7} =1,
MR IGSA BB B L

EE1 IGSA BLRABHIBRARN.

iER 45830 10] , SR RAEERNE 2 “all dif-
ferent” 53R, IGSA BILHH R =M E R B FTE AN
B4R B 5 SR R , BT LA IGSA SRAS HY - A 3R

EE2 REEHMEN m, FEHRE FHE
Xt R BERSIE A (e yep, 000 5 ¢) , BRI TKE
RUG , FREXT R B B RS T DL B (e 7y e, -,
c*).

iER S5 3C[10], W TRHMATFT HE
%, UG MR EE MRS, RBR, TEY
E LRI E T IR E— MRS, BT HAE
FINELR—MEERE, U XM REREEE
BIERBTTM R EBUER , Bk R 5 YRS E
R, M SHRETER.

FPREXT DL TR R BIE A (e ye0, 000 56,) L TR
FERBREN o, AWM ERERSMWRE T —1 1 x
Nt R, P N = (m x1) |, X7 BB 84
TCE B HE— R SE RO R, TR

{(e1,e3,46m) »(€1,63,460) » o, (61 1) oo sem) |
SEHETRHLE, CERRUHRERRE (T,
¢ ) A RAHERSTHENSE 1 48
4k, Bp

{CHRTRIIRAD W R IIIN ) IR CARR - S aag T8
E Wk F R B A7 B BB T A W) N, SRR M X HE
R RUA SE— R B PR R BT L
BOX—RAERIERE M, RT3, B4 TP RESS ¢ IR
B C B T RN
P(C* = s;1 € =5;) =
1, min{f(C),i =1,2,-,m} =fC"),
c = cy

0, HAth.

MIMERE M, B—47R B —1 1 MEE A8
B ELAZ B, BRI SN T =ArE:

M, ,

M, M,

M, = (1)

My, My, - M,,

oMy b xk 4, T My, — A B0 R
(1) ¥4h
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1 @
M, Mzz]'
KoM ARV, R 20 1 MESL, P
N-1%f7mE, B8R M 22— AREVLAER, B
M, M, RS0 1R T2 REVLAE R R R
M® =(M7 ,0,---,0) , 2 M7 >0. B M™ W LA
YE—ARED UMY =1, TRM” =(1,0,--,
0), BPELIHE c”.

FRLA, B FRERUG , BT B B RE
A LARSE] (¢",c e ™).

EE3 IGSA BEMSHERE N 0((6n +
2m) xd) ,FEERBR A BRI B R R 2N
O(mnd®) ,Horh n NBHAMME, d BRELEE, m
FAALEHLANEL

iERH 78 IGSA BikiEfTH, Wik Haifi &
LR BE R TR PR B T B iR 2 TRI A
PR A R B Z B A I ERE R , BRI
n, RAEFTHFER SN 0(6nd) , TEREY)
A B 35 IO B 3 A R B [ A ) B TR I, BT
FERIFEAE AN 0(2md) |, fir L) IGSA BIER = BIE
ZEH 0((6n+2m) xd). RIGEA Y PRE N B

- |

o B3 -5 A% N B B TR R, LB R A
0(2md) , B FHREIEITE WERENE, LT
BEHFERIETE Dy O (2mnd) , EBIF G T, A B —
WER P BN YR EEE ST S50 B MEE,
JFRE AN B B iRl B 44 R 0(6mnd’) , BHLIE
BUHRE B m x n T FT550, 6mnd* >12nd>2n,
IGSA Kyt IRIE 24 O (mnd®).

5 GEXE

SR B Carlier' | Reeves' | Trillard" ! fF 2
BRI RN BARE , 8 TR B R AR, 7EAL
HHEE K Pentium 3.0 GHz . ]§fF 4 1.0 GB i PC L b
HEATIIR, R A Matlab7. 0 4555 BEW SR E
PR n 1 2 A, BRSO 000,
R REERKER Sn(n - 1), BMELETT
20 ¥&. & Cariler,Reeves {iE&E &, [F AR H B
IGSA B/ 5 UA % R & R EE" TR &
KRB AT I, SRAERIE 4 ~7 Fim. 4,
6 RGITHER/NE LI, 5= 5.7 B&/NE LIt
BB 4. SERRgh R R IGSA BAL T HARIER.

x4 IGSA HZFE Cariler EEMERZXEZLE
Table 4 Comparison of IGSA and construction heuristics on Carlier
[ AR MR &R AE
B i 1GSA H %
n m Palme  Gupta CDS RA NEH

Carl 7 038 11 5 7472 7348 7202 7817 7038 7 038

Car2 7 166 13 4 7940 7534 7410 7509 7940 7 166

Can3 7 312 12 5 7725 7399 7399 7399 7503 7312

Card 8 003 14 4 8423 8423 8423 8357 8003 8 003

Car5 7 720 10 6 8520 8773 8627 8940 8190 7720

Car6 8 505 8 9 9487 9441 9553 9514 9519 8 505

Car7 6 590 7 7639 7639 6819 6923 7668 6 590

Car8 8 366 8 8 9023 9224 8903 9062 9032 8 366

£5 IGSA EFHTE Cariler E5LREXFEILE
Table 5 Comparison of IGSA and meta-heuristics on Cariler
IR TR AR
[e) IGSA &
n m GA H_GA DPSO DPSO + LS SPSOA

Carl 11 5 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Car2 13 4 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Car3 12 5 2.42 0.00 1.09 0.00 0.00 0.00
Card 14 4 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Car5 10 6 0.36 0.00 0.62 0.00 0.00 0.00
Car6 8 9 0.00 0.76 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Car7 7 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Car8 8 8 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
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R 6 IGSA AT Reeves FEMIBERENF EILE

Table 6 Comparison of IGSA and construction heuristics on Reeves

IR IR R AR

[FIRR AL IGSA Bk
n m Palme  Gupta CDS RA NEH
Rec01 1247 20 5 1391 1434 1399 1399 1334 1247
Rec03 1109 20 5 1223 1380 1273 1159 1136 1109
Rec05 1242 20 5 1290 1429 1338 1434 1294 1245
Rec07 1 566 20 10 1715 1678 1697 1722 1637 1 566
Rec09 1537 20 10 1915 1792 1639 1714 1692 1537
Recll 1431 20 10 1685 1765 1597 1636 1635 1431
R7 IGSA HikTE Reeves EHETRENELILE
Table 7 Comparison of IGSA and meta-heuristics on Reeves
I TR AR
[e) IGSA B ¥
n m GA H_GA DPSO DPSO +LS

Rec01 20 5 8.26 0.14 1.36 0.16 0.00

Rec03 20 5 7.21 0.09 0.54 0.18 0.00

Rec05 20 5 5.23 0.29 0.97 0.24 0.24

Rec07 20 10 8.56 0.69 3.70 1.15 0.00

Rec09 20 10 5.14 0.64 5.47 2.41 0.13

Recll 20 10 8.32 1.10 11.11 1.05 0.51

%t F Trillard 2038 5, ¥ A SCH IGSA Bk 5
Lian £2 19 NPSO 2 31 Hhdss IGSA {d B F1 NPSO
MHERSERE, FEEA BN 50, &N A 218

#*8 IGSA &5 NPSO Lbsimy& R

B R R BRI K+ 400, 400, 400, 5002 000,
2 000.800. =45 R U3 8 Fin.

Table 8 Comparison of IGSA and NPSO

[RIRE AR NPSO( Lian, et al ,2008) IGSA & 3=
FSSP ——— B
n m Min Max Avg Min Max Avg
Ta001 20 5 1278 1278 1297 1297.9 1278 1278 1278.0
Ta011 20 10 1582 1582 1639 1 605.8 1583 1614 1 600.7
Ta021 20 20 2297 2 297 2 367 2 334.9 2 297 2 356 2331.4
Ta031 50 5 2724 2724 2729 2425.0 2724 2724 2724.0
Ta041 50 10 2 991 3034 3129 3 086.9 3025 3 046 3032.2
Ta051 50 20 3771 ~3 847 3938 3 989 3964.3 3933 3952 3.940.7
Ta061 100 5 5493 5493 5495 5493.0 5493 5493 5493.0
5 8 FRWITER AR B ) AT 1GSA S350 B0 1.60% 1
F- NPSO Hik , AR ATLUE HR T Tan011 B9/ 155 St
{8, IGSA FHE R BE R BB AL AR, 5t F 53 S B4 L 150 - iR RE
IGSA FLMLASREIR AL AP RO B/ ME B R (A1 T3 B 145
B 2 8K TR B HHEEY IGSA Fik B st B 140
B2k LA R Bt A T S (A W Sl k. ML R o, 1.35
TGSA 53k BETR BRI BB AR , B Bk ) e
St W , R BAE T R RO A 125 '1 R 3 10
PAREL

(a) Tan001
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o B 96
R =
il ’ gl 2.5
1.7 24],
1.6 f~— 2.3 P - — —
15 - - - ' x 107 2.2 : x 107
0 1 2 3 4 0 1 2 3 4 5
AR B AR B
(b) Tan011 . (c) Tan021
x 10° 40X 10
33 r . : [=AN
AR AR
32 ——— AR 3.8 AT R
=3 &
P M 3.6
=30 2
9 3.4
2.9
3.2
2.8 1 Sre——_
e e e e SR 305 5 10 5 207"
e IR
5 (d) Tan031 e (e) Tan041
500 . SAr Rt
IRt 6.2 TR
4.8 ——— BRI @
- 46 6.0
= & o 5.8
# !
4.2
5.6
A0 o
______ , 5.4 : % 10°
38 5 015 207" 0 248 $
B s ons
(f) Tan051 g
B2 Trillard $3E4 b IGSA B8 IR A LUK S AR P E R St 2%
Fig.2 The evolution curve of the optimal solution and the average optimal solution on Trillard using IGSA algorithm
6 H%kiE 4) B UE B B vk B W St A R 1Y = IR A 2%
o FEFTI A FRREILTE 21 A RIALEL) )
A TAEEEABAELL T FH: EIR, B 5 E bR ARSI A, SREN

1) 4 T —Fp B HEF AN, s A& F Pk
RIE- MBS BEK RMRF KRR, I B4 G Rl
A IR R B R RS B T
—AATETAR DT R. 18 GSA Bk W LLZ R
BRI L.

2) IE4R H — b 11 5728 S5 B4 SR g (A5 B R B9 1
EAEREEADSF b, MBI HER AT ¢ x rand
BAF AT B AT AT 2 BT PO, DA S8 I A G 2 A .

AT REMHRE, | T — M3 RRE
RRMG, BB BT HHAE T, AR B IR
AR B LS.

AL B R E el B R B B AR T A
Bk

TP IHEEREPERIIBFHRTRRE
% PR AU L E A A A I R R L

SR
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