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Competitive Artificial Bee Colony Algorithm for Fuzzy Distributed Scheduling

ZHENG Youlian

School of Computer Science, Hubei University, Wuhan 430062, China
Abstract Distributed scheduling is important part of distributed manufacturing and the focus of the scheduling research. Uncer-
tainty is the basic feature of distributed maufacturing. To solve fuzzy distributed two-stage hybrid flow shop scheduling problem
with factory eligibility and additional resources,a competition artificial bee colony (CABC) algorithm is proposed to minimize
makespan and total agreement index. To obtain high quality solutions, the whole population is divided into two bee swarms and
competition process between them is constructed. In the competition process,the winning swarm is used as employed bee swarm
and another one acts as onlooker bee swarm. The competition process is composed of employed bee phase and extra search,and
adaptive onlooker bee phase. Five search strategies are given and the diversified search is implemented. An adaptive population re-
construction is applied to avoid excessive competition between swarms. Experiments are conducted and the computational results

reveal that new strategies of CABC are effective and CABC has the promising search advantages on solving the considered pro-

blem.

Keywords Fuzzy,Distributed scheduling, Hybrid flow shop. Artificial bee colony, Intelligent optimization
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Table 1 IGD values of all algorithms
No. CABC ABC CVS CMA PEDA No. CABC ABC CVS CMA PEDA
1 0 0.183 0.583 0.502 0.631 31 0.156 0.242 0.221 0.292 0.298
2 0.138 0.125 0.580 0.433 0.397 32 0 0.308 0.534 0.311 0.314
3 0.139 0.124 0.261 0.224 0.403 33 0.089 0.209 0.263 0. 344 0.207
4 0 0.214 0.619 0.461 0.591 34 0.093 0.325 0.296 0.425 0.288
5 0.103 0.245 0.530 0.506 0.508 35 0 0.133 0. 330 0.455 0. 355
6 0.082 0.277 0. 350 0.398 0.448 36 0.051 0.104 0.190 0.238 0.299
7 0.071 0. 354 0.531 0.567 0. 604 37 0 0.171 0.224 0.284 0.259
8 0 0.413 0.473 0.583 0.594 38 0.067 0.023 0.147 0.147 0.182
9 0.107 0.283 0.373 0.526 0.393 39 0.046 0.203 0.458 0.518 0.441
10 0.114 0.267 0.328 0.564 0. 446 40 0.070 0.237 0.215 0.401 0.343
11 0 0. 384 0.485 0.495 0.412 41 0.155 0.167 0.124 0.233 0.085
12 0 0.299 0.463 0.489 0.428 42 0 0.158 0.190 0. 206 0.164
13 0.105 0. 255 0. 304 0. 275 0.322 43 0 0.146 0.187 0.236 0.163
14 0.193 0.253 0.281 0.353 0.339 44 0 0.201 0. 380 0.285 0. 326
15 0.035 0. 200 0.283 0. 365 0.318 45 0.081 0. 159 0.188 0.324 0.212
16 0.030 0.212 0.278 0.420 0.394 46 0.006 0.123 0.104 0.195 0.210
17 0.062 0.162 0.333 0. 345 0.457 47 0 0. 286 0.285 0.392 0.351
18 0. 089 0.233 0.497 0.618 0.565 48 0 0.203 0.189 0.399 0.371
19 0.033 0.200 0.226 0. 280 0.280 49 0.022 0.137 0.176 0.289 0.138
20 0.046 0.298 0. 306 0.555 0.407 50 0.017 0.173 0.153 0.210 0.231
21 0. 004 0.092 0.274 0.251 0.293 51 0.310 0. 305 0.036 0.352 0.131
22 0 0.375 0.631 0.583 0.510 52 0 0.122 0.100 0.155 0. 140
23 0.104 0.289 0.356 0. 389 0.329 53 0 0.126 0. 545 0.453 0. 505
24 0 0.277 0.229 0.319 0.176 54 0.046 0.097 0.116 0. 140 0.118
25 0.021 0.105 0.067 0.351 0.184 55 0.037 0.229 0.111 0.438 0.155
26 0.108 0.355 0.606 0.522 0.464 56 0.019 0.088 0.076 0.096 0.091
27 0 0. 260 0.278 0.464 0.343 57 0 0.158 0.175 0. 289 0.224
28 0.241 0.202 0.221 0. 366 0.326 58 0.068 0.210 0.268 0.299 0.343
29 0 0.275 0.338 0.426 0.417 59 0 0.214 0.231 0.242 0.225
30 0 0.257 0.153 0.294 0.333 60 0.171 0.232 0.114 0.261 0.145
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F2 ARENeE
Table 2 p values of all algorithms

No. CABC ABC CVS CMA PEDA No. CABC ABC CVS CMA PEDA
1 1. 000 0 0 0 0 31 0. 800 0 0. 200 0 0
2 0. 800 0. 200 0 0. 200 0 32 1. 000 0 0 0 0
3 0. 250 0.500 0.250 0 0 33 0. 750 0 0 0 0. 250
4 1. 000 0 0 0 0 34 0. 800 0 0. 200 0 0
5 0.625 0. 250 0.125 0 0 35 1. 000 0 0 0 0
6 0.857 0 0.143 0 0 36 0.667 0.333 0 0 0
7 0. 857 0.143 0 0 0 37 1. 000 0 0 0 0
8 1. 000 0 0 0 0 38 0. 600 0. 400 0 0 0
9 0.750 0 0. 250 0 0 39 0. 875 0 0.125 0 0
10 0. 750 0 0. 250 0 0 40 0. 636 0 0. 364 0 0
11 1. 000 0 0 0 0 41 0. 800 0 0 0 0. 200
12 1. 000 0 0 0 0 42 1. 000 0 0 0 0
13 0.571 0.143 0.286 0 0 43 1. 000 0 0 0 0
14 0.667 0 0.333 0 0 44 1. 000 0 0 0 0
15 0.833 0.167 0 0 0 45 0.714 0 0. 286 0 0
16 0.667 0 0.333 0 0 46 0.818 0 0.182 0 0
17 0.750 0. 250 0.125 0 0 47 1. 000 0 0 0 0
18 0.875 0.125 0 0 0 48 1. 000 0 0 0 0
19 0. 857 0 0.143 0 0 49 0. 889 0 0.111 0 0
20 0. 875 0 0.125 0 0 50 0.818 0 0.182 0 0
21 0. 800 0. 200 0 0 0 51 0. 600 0 0. 400 0 0
22 1. 000 0 0 0 0 52 1. 000 0 0 0 0
23 0. 800 0 0. 200 0 0 53 1. 000 0 0 0 0
24 1. 000 0 0 0 0 54 0. 875 0 0.125 0 0
25 0.500 0.167 0.333 0 0 55 0. 750 0 0. 250 0 0
26 0.833 0 0.167 0 0 56 0. 889 0 0.111 0 0
27 1. 000 0 0 0 0 57 1. 000 0 0 0 0
28 0. 600 0 0. 400 0 0 58 0. 800 0 0. 200 0 0
29 1. 000 0 0 0 0 59 1. 000 0 0 0 0
30 1.000 0 0 0 0 60 1. 000 0 0 0 0
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Table 3 Results of all algorithms on C (1)

No. Cc(C,A) C(A,O) c,v) cwv,0) Cc(C.M) C(M,C) cc,pP) C(P,O)

1 1. 000 0 1. 000 0 1. 000 0 1. 000 0
2 0. 750 0 1.000 0 0. 750 0 1. 000 0
4 1. 000 0 1. 000 0 1. 000 0 1. 000 0
5 0. 500 0.167 0. 800 0 1. 000 0 1. 000 0
6 1. 000 0 0.833 0 1. 000 0 1. 000 0
7 0.875 0 1. 000 0 1. 000 0 1. 000 0
8 1. 000 0 1. 000 0 1. 000 0 1. 000 0
9 1. 000 0 0. 500 0 1. 000 0 1. 000 0
10 0. 875 0 0. 600 0 1. 000 0 1.000 0
11 1. 000 0 1. 000 0 1. 000 0 1. 000 0
12 1. 000 0 1. 000 0 1. 000 0 1. 000 0
13 0. 500 0.167 0. 600 0.167 1. 000 0 1. 000 0
14 1. 000 0 0.500 0 1. 000 0 1. 000 0
15 0.857 0 0. 800 0 1. 000 0 1. 000 0
16 1. 000 0 0.667 0. 200 1. 000 0 1. 000 0
17 0.625 0 0.500 0 0.857 0 1. 000 0
18 0.909 0 0. 857 0 1. 000 0 1. 000 0
19 0.929 0 0. 800 0 1. 000 0 1. 000 0
20 1. 000 0 0. 857 0 1. 000 0 1. 000 0
21 0. 800 0. 200 1. 000 0 1. 000 0 1. 000 0
22 1. 000 0 1.000 0 1. 000 0 1. 000 0
23 1. 000 0 0.667 0 1. 000 0 1. 000 0
24 1. 000 0 1. 000 0 1. 000 0 1. 000 0
25 0. 750 0.167 0.667 0.333 1. 000 0 1. 000 0
26 1. 000 0 0. 800 0 1. 000 0 1. 000 0
27 1. 000 0 1. 000 0 1. 000 0 1. 000 0
28 1. 000 0 0.818 0 1. 000 0 1. 000 0
29 1. 000 0 1. 000 0 1. 000 0 1. 000 0
30 1. 000 0 1. 000 0 1. 000 0 1. 000 0
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Table 4 Results of all algorithms on C(2)

No. Cc(C,A) C(A,O) cc,v) CcCv,0) C(C.M) C(M,C) cC,pP) C(P,O)
31 1. 000 0 0.667 0 1. 000 0 1. 000 0
32 1. 000 0 1. 000 0 1. 000 0 1. 000 0
33 1. 000 0 0. 800 0 1. 000 0 0.833 0
34 1. 000 0 0. 800 0 1. 000 0 1. 000 0
35 1.000 0 1. 000 0 1.000 0 1. 000 0
36 0.667 0.333 0.500 0.167 1. 000 0 1. 000 0
37 1. 000 0 1. 000 0 1. 000 0 1. 000 0
38 0. 600 0. 250 0.333 0. 250 1. 000 0 1. 000 0
39 0.833 0 0.500 0 1. 000 0 1.000 0
40 1.000 0 0.429 0 1.000 0 1. 000 0
41 1. 000 0 0. 800 0 1. 000 0 0. 800 0
42 1. 000 0 1. 000 0 1. 000 0 1. 000 0
43 1. 000 0 1. 000 0 1. 000 0 1. 000 0
44 1. 000 0 1. 000 0 1. 000 0 1. 000 0
45 1.000 0 0.500 0 1. 000 0 1. 000 0
46 1. 000 0 0.667 0.182 1. 000 0 1. 000 0
47 1. 000 0 1. 000 0 1. 000 0 1. 000 0
48 1. 000 0 1. 000 0 1. 000 0 1. 000 0
49 1. 000 0 0.833 0 1. 000 0 1. 000 0
50 1. 000 0 0. 800 0. 100 1. 000 0 1.000 0
51 1.000 0 0. 600 0 1.000 0 0. 800 0
52 1. 000 0 1. 000 0 1. 000 0 1. 000 0
53 1. 000 0 1. 000 0 1. 000 0 1. 000 0
54 1. 000 0 0. 800 0 1. 000 0 0.857 0
55 1. 000 0 0.750 0. 250 1. 000 0 1. 000 0
56 1. 000 0 0. 800 0 1. 000 0 1. 000 0
57 1. 000 0 1. 000 0 1. 000 0 1. 000 0
58 1. 000 0 0. 800 0 1. 000 0 1. 000 0
59 1. 000 0 1. 000 0 1. 000 0 1. 000 0
60 1. 000 0 1.000 0 1. 000 0 1. 000 0
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Table 5 Results of paired sample t-test
R 1GD o c
4 3 (CABC, ABC) 0 0.001 0
-4 3 (CABC,CVS) 0 0 0
-4 I (CABC.CMA) 0 0 0
-4 % (CABC,PEDA) 0 0 0
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