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(distributed heterogeneous hybrid blocking flow-shop scheduling problem, DHHBFSP) , #i¢ H} 1" — F ot st 119
I 3 M A4k (improved proximal policy optimization, IPPO) 5iE 4T SEi th 5. 155%, #3572 7 DHHBFSP
A R 2 H bR S R AT P SO AR AL, b 2R ek B e R, A2 S B AR AR AR . A
TJ WA—A L) R hEfk (factory agent, FA) £ 5T ISR 22 HE A%, 3@ i B H (1 IPPO HEATUIIZR , LA
FIRF . ZAFA FD UK, S EBENLENA R TR 87 i H R 20800 , IPPO £ T B Bt
WIZRBERE , 53 5ol B WS FIRUR W B v 2% 3] o A SCHE IR TPPO SVETE BEALAE BRI S8 L 3E4T 7 Pk,
I 5 ARG 1 PPO L A BERLIN L 22 B FR e i R 2NN 2 R e A Al 2 1 Jr ik ik AT 1 L. SRS R, B
2 1R SRR 0 PPO (W PR REAT 3 (W42 TF, JF BTt (1 TPPO 7R SICME AN iR e Ty 5 o 8 U TR IS AR T oA

30T 5 4 W A SE iR
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1. 515 TR . MHLARCR T S, BH SRV K 7 A ) R

B REHIE CONHIE R R I T ES, B EE
il 3 Ml AR R SR BB [1] VR B U0 7K 4 8] 3 2 ) i) 32
FAETHTI i T A T SUK[2]. £ &7 iR
EUKEET, B TARRRAIN T R T Z AR, AN IE
S B A g IX . TS A TR, arpLas
EOg el T A Re N Bz B, IR HZET
—ALAFIL, BRI TEALAS AT HEEL R 14
24 JA ST TR M LA A TE R 3. BRIk, BF ek & PR 2R
PR ) 3 R o T v A AR L R A R
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(blocking flow-shop scheduling problem, BFSP) & #% il B
AR E 2 WiUA M (non-deterministic polynomial-hard,
NP-hard) [ @[3]. T BFSP /& % A 3 5% 14 Vi & BFSP
(distributed heterogeneous hybrid BESP, HHBFSP) [{] - i
8, DXt DHHBFSP /2 — > NP-hard fE A4 17 i .

430 2 I FT DA SE IR R 80 EO A AR 77 ) 1
PR G, TSI & AR 7 b ) PR AR 7 4]
TR B R K 4 TA) 3 52 ) R &5 5 1 0 A =X 3 R B 28 20
Al L 8 XN 53 AT IR 4 BFSP (distributed hybrid BFSP,
DHBFSP) [5]. — /%7 DHBFSP 1, A pifE45H1 LA IR

2095-8099/© 2024 THE AUTHORS. Published by Elsevier LTD on behalf of Chinese Academy of Engineering and Higher Education Press Limited Company. This is
an open access article under the CC BY-NC-ND license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/).

YLCJFE 3L Engineering 2025, 46(3): 278-291

5] Fi4< 3¢ : Xueyan Sun,Weiming Shen, Jiaxin Fan, Birgit Vogel-Heuser, Fandi Bi, Chunjiang Zhang. Deep Reinforcement Learning-based Multi-Objective Scheduling
for Distributed Heterogeneous Hybrid Flow Shops with Blocking Constraints. Engineering, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eng.2024.11.033



294

(%) BH ZE 22 (8] P A 58 . SR, A8 SE B 19 29 A 2 i) ad v
i, AN, R AL SR R LS I T
I [A] R b T 55, AATTT B REFEAN [FI[6]. BLAM, 7E RN
AMEA AR, BA R R T SfEm L ah s
HUBL, i BRI S R R Y5 . WF 7T 3 A& DHHBFSP,
AT DA R D 5 U 2 DR ()RS B (), DT 2 s 4 2%
N B R

REVR VH FER 02 RO I B K ), AB 4 S Re R
R, HURIRR R B, R B R A 7= E i
] [ 7]0 ARERA P i R o R — b oA BELZE 20 TR K
R, RWFERERIE. WPATICRA &R A =Nk,
CCA S —ORBEIRHFEAT L8], 2013 4F, SRR Tk
REVEVHFE S BN 113 131 P, Horr, #ERAT L & 18% [9].
Hernandez 55 [ 1015045 | = 20 RANEE AL/ ML T 1 RE
PSR K SRR BRI R A R . BT RERSUR EOR,
IR P I S PR IR AR N 32.9%.  [EIRE, 2 hhiilid
VRS T2 NG R, X EH S SRR [ 11].

4 4ii U BFSP (distributed BFSP, DBFSP) = LK Fi i
Ha7E12]s R B 131F0 7T 5 R S REE[STHEAT R A .
FERTTIEAT ASRAS I U, (HANE R TR e, e —
Je R A AR =, AR T R I B RCR A . To)E
I TV RS ) 52 4% [v) R, W] LASRAS S0 A0 0 8 7
%, AN EhAA RS R R IR 2, HH SRR
FILUAH EEAE I A o 9 A% 2] (reinforcement learning,
RL) 58 GRS, w DA R R AR = i 72 dh 5
I ECHE, A R AR, R e B B AR .
Riedmiller [14] 1 CFF RL 51 N Zh A EEATk, i 8 BE iR A
i [ S b B A AT R T U H A AR 2 4k U R A U
(priority dispatching rule, PDR) . X F & & 1 FE HL I 77 %
fE— ST B4 m 7 PDRIFREEVERE, Hk/> 7 =R A
P RE e R A 1), I HLJGVEAS B AL B T 56

AW G FE B 5T AE 7 75 F Be #6 H #5 1Y) DHHBF-
SP, JFIF R — B A= T v ) i VR B SR AL ¥ 2] (deep rein-
forcement learning, DRL) [ E 715, LASEILSLHT YLk
Rk, AT 7 — A DHHBFSP 12 H A5 5 /R AT Kk
HidFE (multi-objective Markov decision process, MOMDP)
B, 4t T — P ook (9 30 o 5 S AR 4K (improved
proximal policy optimization, IPPO) /7 ¥ 3K fift 1R 3X A [7] i
AHEFEHIBIE AR EETTER A T

(1) GBI E SCIRASFHIE S T 1) 2 19 22l bR B0 iy 1)
s {E4%A], A DHHBFSP 57 7 MOMDP #5571 ,

(2) fE4r AT i PR BT bR 22 8 B A IR P Ak 2 2
(multi-agent DRL, MADRL) HEZZ, &NV A Ui /K 4 R

EBIE—AL) B eefk (factory agent, FA), ZAFAFP T
1, DLESEAR AR TR,

(3) &t 7 —F IPPO I LRI ZR AR eI, 128
REARZE & 1 AN HA A IR (132 0 SRR A4k (proximal
policy optimization, PPO) W%, LLIRZE ¥ £ Pareto fif -

D JFR T — P Bolll ZRskng, i {3 FH B SR mg A
XU A [R] B AT I 2R $2 i B R FH 2%

AR ZH T 5234t 7 AHSCHE T
SCRRZRIR s 28 3 H 40 i in) I 37 2 H A% DHHBFSP ()4
R SR A TS VR A T MOMDP B RSB THATR )
IPPO J7¥%: 2 50 R T BB LB R 5 00 e,
6 H I G T AR SN S IR T ARSKRIIE T 14

2. R ERGRR

2.1. DBFSP

£1%F DBFSP, Ribas %£[12]7F 2016 5E#4 2 T VR A& 55k
FRIBEAL, DA/ MR R e TN B AR, @R A 84
FRI T 25530 7 NS RS R Ao R T SRR RASE
S, AT T — R R AR AR R Ak A DA
FRAGEAC R BB R . Zhang 2515132 T P FPAS [
MHCEARE R SRS e TR R], R T — MR & B BE
HEAL SR 3K fi DBFSP. i DL U sh I (8] 4 H br 1
DBFSP, Chen 5[ 16]F] F £ TR 148 R 07 ik AEAQ T 2%
SR A JE AR I 3 5 R AT e 7T . Shao S5 [5]H IX
SR A 0 ALk SR il ¥ DBFSP, R4 T — iR
AR S ORISR R, AR TSR A
I TT F o [FI4E, Shao ZE[13]0F 7T T — A FEPHIE 1)
oA AR /K 22 (B VR B ), 3R T PR S T il s
€ %1 iR A1 Nawaz-Enscore-Ham (NEH) ] J& & =0 & 7% .
oG, MhATTEEH T R A R M R R A 7 S A
DBFSP, F42HH T — AN T2 ) 1 3 R UL BHESE[17]
Qin %5 [6]#2 i T DHHBFSP £ 2= 4888, JE it 7 —Flity
PRI DAL . Zinn SR 18 KR E Q 2 > J i v T B
FE K 2R 8] 1) SR AR 78 g AT PSR . Ren S5 [19]48 FH 4 AT
Q¥ >IWE % T DPFSP, JF3k#5 1 to)a kA FE 4T
SE5L. Yang SF[20]15 FH VR aAh 25 S RE BN, BF 5T T
HA A T35 1) DPFSP.

K2 CLRRIE LA AR I 7K 28 8] 1 B 1 AL ET0K e
FEAE A = 2 AR bR BRI H AR, R 2 HARAUHE
BRATAUE AL . Chen 2521175 FE ML 7% A0 HH 33 FE 6f BEFE )
SO, R T R oA 0 2 R IR K G TR R 1 AL
W EAL . Zhang 2 [22]%F %f DBFSP, 7T 7 &



FERE IR RER RO I AR P DS T, $RH T B Ul
TR PR A AR (T R LT, DASRAGEE R
PN H bR (0 S 5 (48 225 18] . Mou Z58[23)4 i 1 —Fh 3L+
WA 5 ST B RN R SRS SR AR NG, SR AF B A REFE H AR 1 70 A
K B L ) 8, Rt T — R Bl IR S R XU
BEV R B ALE, S0 T 2 RRR SRR EZ KT
i, Zhao ZF[2414&H T —F45& Q¥ Myt fa kLK
fif PR BE MY DBFSP, Horb Q % 2] H Tk A 1& I il Je i
THIE s KA. Shao Z5 25142 17—l it Q 2% 2
BRI R AR R VR R AR YT e 5 R FH 28 29 SR ) A =X
PRV A I /K 22 ) 2 1) B, Zhao ZE[26 K AR P 50 521
MQHEHIEML G, M REBEFIEFEEEMINNE
o BaoFERTPJTR 7 — )= Q2 2B, i MY
F7BAH DG B A v TR R R SR SR IR LS R A 2, DA
—ANERE QIR i 2 ) d I R SR R
REVR R . KRZHW T LAER SO Tl Q 2 i H T
B RN, 17 3 3 DRL 7E DBFSP i 82 A TR

22. Z Hbroi 2]

RL & 7E 5 /R Al Kk 3L #2 (Markov decision process,
MDP) 256 ok Rk . MORLIEI L& 2 Hbrfitib
AL 3 BT AE SR 5 5 A 2 ST I B A SRS AR AL, Rk
g e &R [ED T 2 A B ARG I et 1 —Fhk
fifeii30[28]. fEMORLH, 2Jgh@xt Z Ak Hbri i &,
BRI T2 MER — DR EIN AR E. Gabor %[39]
B AN [F) B bR 2 T8 [ 2 O HER R 1 K H AR 2
WA, 3 H bR AR B AR T AX R SRS Bk 4 . Feinberg 11
Schwartz [30]4 ty 1K 2 2 Jily i il 32 3 9 LA 22 i 22 il
R 2 b 3T H0 AR . Russell A1 Zimdars [31] 0167 2
il bR B 53 fif R 22 S BT S T IS A CR A R — SR BE D .
Barrett 1 Narayanan [32K 158 € XN/ EE, HAa
T T ZN LR ER A S, XSS TEREA T W
FERRI . XEMIRFEM AT LA, M A2
PR R ) AR . ARATTVA SE BT IIAY H bR S A B —
QfH, TMRAEH 77 eH 1 QELE. Moffaert Fl Nowé [33]
PRH T —MHRLQF I H L. AT H T =MHLE,
FVFIRAE Q M E LM WA EFEINE, Il M2
PRI E 2 AN AESCIC Q In B AR, RV EATT A i s

BE & IR ST R R, R 2 ) 2 3 SQ TR TR
% 3] N A T MORL (multi-objective DRL, MODRL) .
Mossalam 55 [34]4& H 17— B B A A 26 P S RF 257 20 O vk
(optimistic linear support, OLS), T fi# vk B #x 8] AH X &
B SIS R FN R R 2 B AR SR 0 . X B ORI
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25 AMORL. OLSKHI)&—FroMEIF 7L, Rl R
il — ZBIAS [ 42 1 A 2 AR EE ) 5 1) MIDP Sk 1225 ) 2 oy
b, Abels 3512 | — Mg Em s, Rh@EdgiQ
Wz SECEARSCI 2 B AR QE & . A ROIZRZIM
“&, AR T ShASAUE RCE BTN 2 AL 2 LS B,
DA i FE AR R IR0 BT GZ i 22 . Nguyen Z5[36]4E T
REEQ ML H 7 —Fh 9 2 ) MODRL HEZE, & BESCHF
B — SRS RN 2 TS, S KRR I AR LR MR BB B 7 v
Siddique % [37] 15 F F £k 1% & 2Ok V- i 2 A4k B A5
AN R A FH I8 8 H BN E AT VE KRG 30 1E . He 5 [38]H)
FH3ETIRE QM4 (deep Q network, DQN) ] 2 % Re {4 i
6% >] (multi-agent reinforcement learning, MARL) R 4ifi#
W T i m A R 2 HARIUAG R AT T — ik
T DQN [F) H & S MARLAEZE, o, m, (m, e N)/MEM
AR A m A DON FREAR, IX L8 R 3L T B /R
AR IR ) S RO AR AT ISR Yang S5([39]f4 H In) &
A BRSO AT R 2% T, R VR I A2 TR S 4
Luo 558 [40] %t iH T —#0)Z DQN, Tl oA 57 TAT4E N
1% B bR 2R A ). b 2 DQN & — M5 il 4%
M TE NEE e Bbs, FEERPAT M &
WEERL ) QME . &Ik ARREFIN % &2 Hix, KGR
FERR — 0 R MODRL i B 77 72«

2.3 WERA R

ZE BRTR, AR LLUTR 4518 ODRL 7A@ H T
O R AEET IR R E 1, oSt S BEA L)
TAERE; @ESRATLAYIZR DRL 2 GE A% 251 5 A0 0] L3R
1SRRI SR E, (H o M7 IR], SRR IT AR
IERNEA; Qw2 1Y DRL 7E 8 FE Il @ 2 R4 25 W] 1) 2=
PR T ERIRE . #CABTT, mEu DRL AR
T2 R RH ZE LY R A 2R G IR ZE (A BE o) i . el
T DHHBFSP .5 5 G 8 (R IF 75 S S RS, AWE L%
FETT R — 38 F-uit 2 DRL IAELRIFFE 73, &7 iAo
BRI PIMEZE A BB R B A

WS 2% (1) Ff BER T, 2 HPRIRBE SR 2 J5 k]
I3 N B SRNE TR AN 2 SRS Tk . BRI T O B A B g
2B, IR ENE I BT IS . 25K
W 5925 AT DAFE 3 BR 2R /N AR SR A e )™ A, I LA
EHTIRR SRR Canf B 8D o RITRTHT
SR, T HORES S B AR 1, IR A] 5 45 $ 2
WK Bk, AHEFUCRHRRIRAESE, P PPO M 4%
LR — AN REA T, JRIT R TN T ) R 2 ) pR A
K fig 5L BAS [E] B AR E R T i)
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3. DHHBFSP % BArfE & inl@li@iR

£ % DHHBFSP, T AFBEAL Rk (1) 75 2 U B 1) n]
b/ I

ECAERHEZHS, BEVLRNAR T 72 m s F A
ANEMMT L] H={H,, H,, ... H.}. i TIHHEKD
BeAE, N TESLRA R, (HALERRS (R BT EC T
Blan, 5 AN EAE B AR I TR p,, (1) e NDEIR.
M4, 2T WAECE]H, (f eNYFELESE j AN B BLLUIN T R4
ph BEAT NI, SEBRIN TS BN N p, - e — MR ARAE
N HAE KNI B, 206 MHERE T — 6
RTINS, Hp R BbL A R (M, R
ATREA T ARIMAE. Ak, R B EHE |
PHEEL W, BDRALE N~ BAA ML aT I, T4 Re
B S0, TARIREEGATHLES B XFhPH 2R W
ZVHFE—E MR BT TABEAEELYE, DHHBFSP
I TAFSBRARIN, N T EAECERR, B AEBEA
FERIANA NS CAFAEAE . HoAth s WA = 26 F

(D Fra SR ZIER A H

) —ATHReeH AL L

(3) = TAF— IR AT — MR

(4 —HPEE— IR AR T — /Mg

(5) BTG 25 B 1) T I A s 1) 49k 20 W Bl 2 76 in T
IS 1) A

[Altt, DHHBFSP G4E AN R H R oK U FE A
SrBces T R E BN T /i T . DHHBFSP (19 H
b A& I8 i B 2Nk S B (total tardiness, TT) I &L 58 ¥
(total energy consumption, TEC) . — H 45 i DHHBFSP [1
AT TR, AT DARR A 58 B (8] F0 21 3 (8] 6 € TT, 1

TEC WAFEM T ZSINFIHZERE THIREFE. DU NETT
MITEC WiH8 7%

Minmize TT = ZLmax (c.x—D;) (1)

Minimize TEC=E +E +E, (2)

E,= 2112,1-11221%:/'1% CHyy ey (3)

E= 2112][(:1 ;:1’513/" Gij" € Cidie (4)

E = Zilzilz;:lxnf'ﬁw € ook (5)

Robt, FATT B3 D9 MBI o N5 KK
ARSI @, N, 55 DR IER I B, A,
85 VR AR PLIE I s g0, N ) HL 50 W B AR A RO R
1R M5 ey, T H o 8 A Y BB B B e 1
REHE: e, JOMLER 2 RN 2 R AERE AL e ML

B SEI BB A R A, W T MBI H, T
x,=1, BWx,,=0. TTREIEH, TECZLEREM, E,=2
IMTORE N HIRERE, ERTWIRES THIREFE, E,ZMH%E
RETIIBE

AISCIBHESL T — AN AR IR £ H A5 DHHBFSP.
AL LB S A R AR AY

4. BEF IPPOHWIDHHBFSP Z BirEXIAE /7%

4.1. 5EAbE S

$& B IPPO 5 7R 1T K H 2 2 Be A4 HE 42 402k PPO VI
271, LAY % H bR DHHBFSP [ 8. B, A/ k
IR IPPO () — SEBE AL &, DLFRE B o d b 348 A2 1% 7 0
£ 45 MORL f1MADRL »

4.1.1. Z AR >

SHRAY 2 ) 38 AR AR N B R AT R RIS RE (Markov
decision process, MDP), HH & M= (S, 4, P,y, R) i /MH4>
SEREHTAERES sWESG: AREREINEaHNES
P RAFERE R EL P(s')s,a), Fon B RERARA s H AT B)
fEafa K E AT T —ANATREIRAS s MR 225k 4L
R(s,a) FoRAERAS s P AT B a JG SLRIZRAF I 225 ye
[0, 1T 4. 2 Bisfifbd, HFREEBHNASZ
MNHEREH R, DRI, — A E MDP 34 & 8 £ H br MDP
(multi-objective MDP, MOMDP) . MOMDP [ ;177 £ 4>
EAr, 5 ZARHE B br gk 2 3R k22 o) 1n) & 1 A A2 br B 22 il
BIR(s;,a,)=(R,(s;,a,), ... R, (s;a,)), FHH, mEH R
M (meND. [N, REsHRSHEREVHE—1
M) & o

EZ Hira 2> (MORL) 4, #7005 KT
FET B SRR A AE B2 . X SR OT R B O BARAE T
RS AL A E R A B i 5 2 R D ,
V22 4 H bR (8] 158 BOC R U R SR kbR S AL R &R
MTTELR BE 22 B AR PE I RIS, ) B SR i i A 2% ST HE 4R
SEHLE RIERTVE R RS SUR R . InE RS g 2 M= VR
BB 1) PR A

V,=gWV,w) (6)

X, wlhBEFE. bR R E R LA 2 5
Pl AH f B WL R ERUR A SCASE FH IR Ze A A R 2

4.1.2. Z#EE/RDRL
B MADRL 592, G022 2 BE AR IR 5 1 52 P SR WS Aok
R FE[417F1 2 B 6EAK PPO [42],  $85% FHAE Il 26 A0 23 A



A AT (centralized training and distributed execution, CTDE)
(1177 CTDE =Wk T A 2 B 1) 0 2% 0 75 B A RS
MENERAT ISR CBErbllgh), HERA R Ge R mT DL A7tk
Fothmt B CmEE Or AT o TR R AL
RIS 25178 RE H A B B AR ISV E ARG, BRI et 2
F) 75 EAME A BHE A B 2 BN Re i b AT B Il 2Rt
HAE R0 2 75 ZAT 42 SR AS s DRI, BB B Re AR 250 1Y)
BN, A ST R R BE S ORI SRR R I R A
AW R T PRl Rl FFAEFTA & Re AR 7 A
A — I 2 fl s e s, DRI, i SR A [ 2 ) e S &
AR A R BT, AT PRI ZR 3005 .

R, AHIT TR — A BAT S 20 o SR 0 22 R e AR TR
SRS T7E, e AN e AU i 2 A T
KB BEAR T AT IS TE B AT . S B BE AT 3|
—ANE R AT AR — P BUE T ) (RS TR I,
ARG N A s~ — AT, FPRdks a2
AR N — /MRS RS . Bk, AR RRALE T
PRIRBERT G PAT R E A B . [Rt, 2R ReALE

®R1 REHE
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RE LR, HRERERZ I8 AP E AT L ok SR e
PRSI R ST -

4.2. MOMDP Z

4.2.1. MOMDP #i %! 5 S

NG FEZRT, JoE X MOMDP &R RS . B
PRSI0 RS MR A R . A A ERER
R RS TR L LM EHES, RESHILH
PR P B 48 ) S A eSS o T T R AT R e s I FR 11
ToieAZ R, B R B A R U I 2 1] SR AR TR e i A 1)
SR A PERE . AR R AR A HB I 45 S (LS
LA TR E) k. B mEaE 14 MHE,
TR AT TR RPIRES . RS M E RN E4(E S
RK1Pr. BLER T —AEREmigiREs. 2868k
IR EEIE IS Python 1) SimPy BLAULFE SEILHF AT RS F 72

42.2. FhEa5E
MOMDP H [ 51 A& MGHT BIE i T AF B8 24 /i AR
RAHEL AN T . A T IREINGRE, T DINGE IR

States

Definitions

Process times

D-A

Blocking time

Tardiness signal

Reward of last decision

Job type of last decision
Estimated immediate reward

Weights of all objectives

All process times on all stages

Time difference between the due date and current time
Estimated blocking time after choosing this job

Equal to 1 if no tardiness, otherwise equal to -1
Reward vector of last decision

Job from new arrival pool or not

The estimated immediate reward after choosing this job

Weights between two objectives

Tardiness
signal

Process time D-A

State
vector

Blocking

time

Job 1 Job 2

Action type of
last decision

Weights of
all objectives

Reward of Estim
last decision nt reward
Job3 ~ memems Job L

States for one agent

B 1. EReAREIRE LeND.
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BYIWE T, FEARYE INSGA- T A= s i B it-&), 76 il
A TARENLENL . B LA A F®EFEL, s
B AN L) TAE— N TR, ki TS E
ARSI 2 HEBIAR N B T, AR 28— mT A AL R0 33t
ITHLER IS o RN B B B T I 8] £E fif 4 J5 1647 5658,
LA BIEAT B — AR R BT LA 56 — B B B Rt
B (PR D B, MTmf®EEN— T4,
E MOMDP H1,  Fh1E i A 4 /T TR s # — A LA,
A A R A R 2 BE I (AR A, T N R
AW AT Y i -3 Cearliest due date, EDD) 0 M Flt
B LA IS A TAE NI, &5 H & RefRfs 84
TAFHIMEZR 73 AT, IRk B KM TAHE RN — 2
EE. 7L BeR RS R i@ L Python H Simpy 17 & FE #E 47
W&, FURRESEBEMEN 1.

4.2.3. IR %

ARICH R & — AR, AR, E5HA
HARMIR R . Bl =34k, A3 R 25 IR BB
4 Ji ER MG 1T 22050 PR. A T 88 4 76 8 RE 1A ) 2 5] 1 72
o L3RS B 3N B AR, AR SOF TR R ER B 502 JT ¥
o TR MEFF T 777 A (1406 30T I ) 60 4 150 B0 1y e
ma (7, HAEWEEONOR, AEREIN1. BRI
SEHJE, FTA T RS2 BT S5 1 3R] RN RS RE 0 150 5k
ER, WX (8) iR, ARG RS it s T &
REPRI2ET . 5 FE 2 2 AT IR ST S AR e, 23
M—NHEEFI A PR, WX (9 Fix. AT #GRLE
JE S K B /N IR A A R O SR 1) ST 2 e, A SR H
S B0 43 A 2 i R

— 1 1
H{_(JZ’ECJ (7)
PO i=t-1 ) i=t-1 )
PR = (Zi—ﬁ ?{’ zizo ECI-) (8)
_— 1 1
ER = , 9
( TTX totalsteps, TECZtotalsteps,) )

R=1IR + PR + ER (10)
b, TRt ZIP R BEC N eI ZIF= A= [ RERE;
NI T totalsteps N L) fAERE—RE TP D JREL.

43. 3T PPO il grid i

43.1. ZH Rt 2
AN T, ATE A H I T MADRL {0 IPPO 1%
YIHELE ., 7£ DHHBFSP #855, ®AN L) ##EE— 1

DRL & fefk, FRHE SCHT T R FA. 24 FA
WAy AR, WA BEHALE, ERR—H—1FAL
BT —OULAF IR 7ok, HoAth FA K U5 3 f, 5 ix 2
BRI HEOIRES, LB PR . 2 H 1) 2 B e R I ZRHESE
WE2 R, B ARSI GRI 2%, (HEEA I
B — B AT S AL T — B HIRES . 2 Refh ik
IR [ e Fs () TAEWI G A, X8 TAR 2 Ji 78 b
$E ) HGA 73 BC[44]. 3 TAFRE 28/, Pra & fefk
W HGA A N L. — BHAH T2k,
FG A ae R # dE N S)id RE, 2 AUE IS PPO W 4% 7E Tk
FRUERE T LM, HBRA LEENE. — Mg
WOGERUE, RS O Ia6 4k, LA a6 8T (1 )1 25
IR kBN RN IRES, Zid fEgh R .

HETX—UISGHES, FATH H 7 MODRL i) Il 25
Titk. EINGERZHT, HESHEMNES KM BE.
R — IR (episode) W, EHAEHSEE, H
HGA FEHL 53 BC 20 MW 46 AT 45 A [F] R 8 se 4 in L. % L
TERNEfG, HEEPRE AR, agent i LLEDD J U M T4
W R 8N TAHE NN, FESRAS AL o, FNHERY m
WiEy pr ik, RS RE AR A P S PPO M 4% . PPO,, Al
PPO,,. WIR AR ZATE, agent i Hi<xifiid PPO, ik
BATED, W s T ASUWIME o/ AR — AN RS m),
HH T (0, m,, a;.r,, o], m))F7# ) memory, | . N,
agent i ¥ H PPO,, 8 AT 8. fE% 1M, R Igk
B Ik B HE g I 25 B AR B — 2 (training iterations,
TR), BFANMZE 28R A — R IZ 8, EHMN%S
FOFRE G . W RINGRVGESI TR, WA W 2% 2%
BERFE— G IZ NG S8, HIEA 0. ik F R
KREHMEF, WL K. MODRL I Z5id #2451
FR o

4.3.2. AR PPO M489I 45

ASCAFH PPO VI ZRHEZE SR I SRR BE 2 2] I 26 [45] —
Mk, A ReAE R ZG—>PPO %S, HEXZH
PR BSR4 ) Tk, RS — N4 AT fe 24/ SR fifga
Bl DRI, FRATEE — BB TR I 2R H R BCE 73 A A
[ /1) PPO 2% . EYIZRidFErp, IX AN PPO M 2% % HE 25
FAR B A I 2R 88 . DI Zos e B m] LA 3.

BRI, X2 BARRRE, 225 R EAR A E
BRI B N 1% RAE S HARI 1) & . AE I ZRid 2, actor
W 26 il critic X 4% B4 R AB B %2 — M hn e, DLBE BiR
W28 () S8 AR SCANEE FH AN (8] 1) 2 M s 2 A AR 1) K
KA — R B by & MDP, 1M A& B8 AL 50 20 A ) &=
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2. ZRARERYIZRHELE .

Wy wy PRIFEPIbRENBRE, WX D Fis.
loss = EI_WL,.II+W2,,.I2 (11)
PPOEATELR S ) Uik, A% FH SRR ) ) 4 12 47 5K
W& Z2 I ET, R T S R R s, A T —Fhek
IR 2] S0, IR R AN e BRI I 25
HAIXUH S BRI 2R Zreplay buffer 1 FIE A7 i 1A 2 [ 2
ERT 120, FERTTR2 I, ORI TH SRS 1 e dt A7
BT A X 2 AR B AR SR A s ) — N SR, O
TEFIAR I TR/2 IR H 463X T 2H 08 53 1 i 1) SRS I 48
FEAR T, AR T 2% Clk[46]H iR 3T
ER I EIE M 4% (attention-based policy network, APN) ,
BEEBRERIZ . &S WLZE (query glimpse layer)
M EF R . APN B4 2 B W R &, it a2
I NAENLIMER 2> A o APN [P DL S A I B 43

5. $ESLL

5.1 5B E

N T BRI IPPO (A 24, ATTHET T — RA1EL
05 . BT LB 5 1535 8 FH Python #E4T 4w B, JF1E
— & fic % AMD Ryzen 5 6600H #l Radeon Graphics CPU

\_/iﬁual ée;cgdi &
environment obts1 7 Stagel  Stage2 . StageS | | Mo
Sglectéd 5  Staged Stage2 - Stage S
job tl — . L& If episode
| Stage2 done?
q Selected Stage1 ages - Stage S
Virtual 5 ? A —
environment Job t-1 | @ ﬁl . % 3
initialization Yes
with HGA [ = B>
= I T
buffer buffer
I
| @' Fac 1 (_Reward t—1
N — ~
! l ! ] l I
States of States of States of
8 jobs Reward t—1 8 jobs Reward t 8 jobs Reward t+1
' | { !
Epi is Epiis Epiis Epiis Epiis Epiis
gulal even ingul: even ingular even
PPO1 PPO2 PPO1 PPO2 s PPO1 PPO2
Agent 1 Agent 2 Agent F
Selected job at J Selected job at 41 Selected job at
- t ]

Fac: Ir. Epi: ﬂ”é}ﬁ%ﬁo

(FEHH3.30 GHz, A7 R 16 GB, i&{T Windows 10 Stan-
dard 64 f7#EAE RS0 HITHENL EAT . ENZRd R AT,
Z L] B RAA R W2 fros . A3 GitHub b2 4t
DHHBFSP 147 M 5 1 5 17

511 HOIRE

BINF A TAFHIRES, BANREEE 8N 144k m& .
Hr, actor 1T H N 8 NBIME,  critic I HI AT O
Rl 2 5 N E R4S &R AN 128: Z2RkERNE
(multi-head attention layer) % 8 MEE /15 (head). &
BRI Adam RALES, FIERZ2 IR RE I x 107, X
T LA, R, AV T BRI 3
KZENA (A=20) BEMA AT N T AT S5, FRATTBEAL
AR T ASERUE R S RS, AR ER A e {10, 20,
50, 100, 200}, X L& T4 ) 2 H W] 38 ik AS [7] 22 A I Ja]
B ¥ (due date tightness, DDT) e {1, 1.5} F i LB [a] 2 Al
RS B TAECE 5SS, 3550 /N34,

5.1.2. fRALFE R

TESLIG AT 20, ARG T AR RG22 B
br BE 1 B, AL HE e ACEE 25 (invert generational
distance, IGD) FI4i [ (purity, P). IGD /& — /N EAH,
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%1 1PPOYISILTE

®R2 L) AR

—

for episode = 1 to M do

2 Reset the training environment with 20 initial jobs randomly
3 Generate an initial schedule by the HGA
4 for /=1 to F do
5 Combine all unscheduled jobs and select 8 jobs by the EDD
6 The fth agent obtains the observation o, =[o,, 0,, ..., 0g] and mask m;
7 if episode%?2 = 1 then
8 Choose action a, for PPO
9 Obtain reward r,, the next observation o/ and the next mask m/
10 Decompose the action for the machine selection
11 Store the tuple (0, m,, a,, ;, 0}, m}) into memory
12 if episode%TR = TR/2 then
13 PPO,, trained with a random B of memory
14 Preserve the memory and update the network of PPO
15 else if episode%TR = 0 then
16 PPO,, trained with a random B of memory
17 Empty memory,
18 end if
19 else if episode%?2 = 0 then
20 Choose action a, for PPO,,
21 Obtain reward r,, the next observation o] and the next mask m/
22 Decompose the action for the machine selection
23 Store the tuple (0, m,, a,, r;, 0}, m]) into memory,
24 if episode%TR = TR/2 then
25 PPO,, trained with a random B of memory,,
26 Preserve the memory and update the network of PPO,
27 else if episode%TR = 0 then
28 PPO,, trained with a random B of memory ,,
29 Empty memory,,
30 end if
31 end if
32 end for
33  end for
Mask, | | State, —D{ Actor %} Action, Reward,
A
Avgrage Spcat Mask,,, State,,,
(scalalized loss)
v v Store

SE SXON @ AL IA RITATYE (Pareto front’, P AR
M5 EPEENMN RITATAY (Pareto front, PF) 2 [A] fA
=, IGD 2R E M, 22— AN EamriEhs, [FR

. [ Batc
Weights }4_ W(s) vector «—  Critic H Replay buffer
samples | |

Bl 3. PAGEARIIZRIERE. Ws): s FRSIKAFE.

Setting Values

The number of initial jobs 20

The number of factories 2

The number of stages 4

The number of machines in factory 1 [2,3,1,4]
The number of machines in factory 2 [4,3,3,2]
Time factors of factory 1 [1,1.3,0.7, 1]
Time factors of factory 2 [1.3,1,1,0.7]
Energy consumption factors of factory 1 [1.3,0.7, 1.3,0.7]
Energy consumption factors of factory 2 [0.7,1,1,0.7]
Energy consumption factors of blocking state 0.3

Energy consumption factors of idle state 0.2

SO TSR Z R . BAAR I
n d<*2
2;:1 ! (12)
n

KA, d o i PF R BN 2 5 PF Rl 1 s 2 [A) (1T BR
REEE; nFRPE RIS E. ik, IGDEM/NEL. W
T EIE R PR AT 8 A0 1 sl LASRAZ (1), AHF Feil it &
HARA LA T A FIE IS IT S AR E PF . PRAEEX
P AR AR SR AR A0S F R AR SRR N B L. PAR
B S B 7 A50YE S At 7 V2 R SCBC B . TR UL Y [ A [0,
1], HAEUE | SrkEIESC R4 ND, 584 R0 7 HAb Sk
BRI R, B, PAEBOKELE . BIEX P PEITE
AT

IGD =

_ INDj|

= IND| (13)
T, | NDy | 51 X A B AR S A E S5 A A ST e 42
HRCE; | ND R R S B i R

5.1.3. 5tk

R T RIETIPPO IALHY, I8/ ZHON AN R S5 (1) 2
WIS, IEHEEE RN —HSEUE . A
TPPO & TUANKCEESHL: RN (B FHIRE (.
SR AT R % (PR) AIEEWE (I ZR3% A (TR) .
H 7 S B D s et o i ik —, RS
XF BT SR D 7E 0T T S5O RDKF IR B 2
U

&3 ZHUKFH

Level B Y PR TR
1 256 0.85 0.7 40
2 512 0.90 0.8 60
3 1024 0.95 0.9 80




WL S, B T IEARESIL9GY. %351
HTEANSHNE. FAHEE KB 1T 1000 145 %K,
FFHST SRR — AN BEHLIZ 30 Y. Bl 2 AR 2 1 45 5L
BN 128, SR Adam 1k 2%, F IR EEN
1x10°. ME4TTLLEH, B, y. PRAITR KHHS 5l
Sr 991024, 0.95. 0.9 F140, b KN B IR X I ZRid
FERCNBUR, y IR R MR B/ o IR B SR 45 51
TE PR 3 A R C #8495

5.2. IPPO 43k S mE 0T L 55

Wi 2 /2 DRL i EZ R 72— A TIEBA fr
eI 80, AT AR %,
L% T B PPO 2% 5 XU PPO W% Il 2Rt 7 s vk, K
A8 F W7 27 >0 SR IR I SR HE SR 5 AN B 27 =0 SREm A RE 2 3

2500
2000 [
1500

1000
L ———
500 ®
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0
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2500

2000

1500
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1000 r

500
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ITHE . B SE BMST R A 30 k. VRGN &S S LI 3¢ A
D&Y .

5.2.1. . PPO 53X PPO Xt

YT ARSCHEH W IPPO J5i%, A~ PPO W45 (1) H 5 A2
FEAFIACE B ARZS [ P R Ad . DRIk, AT
AR IAEE RN FR, AT ERIZgSE, &
ATE IR 2 BN AR X . A, #4PPO W
% (PPO_S) WM NTLTH AR ELE, HFE
— MG,

KIS SR T X R 7 EAE AR [F H Ar BSOS 2 .
P B PPO_S A LLFE 55 4000 VX 22 Ak B SIOIR A, b
IPPO 7£ 55 6000 XIS . 4k, 1E3%A BCEE AR
5L R, PPO_S (IRt 72 L IPPO B Ao, X Ut B A

2500
2000
1800
L .\
oo .\
500 ®
0 |
1 2 3
Y
2500
2000
1500
L
1000 //
500
0 I
1 2 3
TR

4, ZHABUENEXT LR o

Convergence curve for TT

0.040

0.035

0.030

0.025

Average reward
Average reward

0.020

0.015

0.010

1 1 1 1 1
0 2000 4000 6000 8000
Number of episodes

0.0056 |-

0.004 -

0.003 -

0.002 -

0.001 -

Convergence curve for TEC

——IPPO
——PPO_S

1 1 1 1 1
0 2000 4000 6000 8000
Number of episodes

B 5. IPPO MIPPO_S it iiZ: .
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H AR A E 2 R0l 78 R sh o AEREA E AR ot N AT
LA PPO AL LE I R A2 Hh 3RAF B IR~ 3 22 iy X 23k
PPO 7E A YL SR Ut SE I e 3 . O T IR B I —
B, FRATLE 25 M-S PN DDT 5241 E X} IPPO F1PPO_S
HEAT T I, WK AT ATLAEH, E£DDT 7058 1 F11.5
i, TPPO 7> HI3kAS T 24 MF1 25 M EAEIGD M PAE . [FIRS,
N T BHIEX PPO M2 1E TPPO HR A R, FRATER 6 g
7 T BN BT PSSR 35 B TPPO MTPPO_S I RAEHT
We fEREM, EIXEspd, TPPO LLPPO_S REFRFS 5 5%
(e SRFERTVE, T H IPPO BT A 1A S4TI9 T PPO_S.

&4 IPPOFIPPO_S (K IGDE A P14

5.2.2. YIZRIRBEXT L

N T A BRI NGRS, AR T — B2
SR NE . ARSI REOR IPPO S5 R H IHSEBE (PPO_OL) [
PPO 2 [H] [P L% . B 5L, M7 8 IPPO #1PPO_OL i 4
2k aT LU, SR B =) SR K (19 IPPO EL PPO_OL 1]
DAFEHT 1000 e RISk X — 450K, EEMHAHIIZ
oy DU SOt 2 . b, B TPPO YRS E B
HISF-212205,  AHNEF TT A TEC 20 BT 18% A1127%.

N T B8 AIE IPPO BLRY (A 21, FRATTIEAE 25 AN 4
DDT () S£ 4] %} IPPO A1 PPO_OL #£4T T Eb#. MK 5
AfLAE W, {EDDT 43318 1R LS 6L, TPPO 43 73k

Inst IGD (DDT = 1) P(DDT=1) IGD (DDT = 1.5) P (DDT = 1.5)
nstances
PPO_S IPPO PPO_S IPPO PPO_S IPPO PPO_S IPPO
J10 5.61 x 10° 5.57 x 10* 0 0.51 5.50 x 10° 9.88 x 10" 0 0.68
J20 6.97 x 10° 3.04 x 10* 0 0.75 5.48 x 10° 4.67 x 10* 0 0.72
J50 438 x 10° 7.91 x 10? 0.03 0.53 8.98 x 10° 3.19 x 10° 0 0.83
J100 4.96 x 10° 2.85 x 10° 0.23 0.36 1.29 x 10* 2.67 x 10° 0 0.72
J200 2.19 x 10* 1.37 x 10* 0.18 0.58 9.62 x 10* 3.77 x 10° 0.05 0.74
aadd 2575+ \ \ —e— IPPO
—>— PPO_S
s4sl 2.550 | \,
_ . 2525f
2 446l =} —
&b X 2500
O (@]
w w
= ~
444 2475}
2.450[
4421
2425[
4.401 ! 1 | 2.400 | 1 f | 1
140000 160000 180000 """55000 60000 65000 70000 75000
T T
6. IPPOAIPPO_S ) PF X LE.
Convergence curve for TT Convergence curve for TEC
0.040 0.005 —— IPPO
o —— PPO_OL
T 0.030 ] 0.004
© ©
3 3
o [
o 0.025 ®
& 2 0.003
@ 3
Z 0.020 z
0.015 gone
0.010
0.001

L L L L
2000 4000 6000 8000

Number of episodes

1 1 L 1
2000 4000 6000 8000

Number of episodes

0

7. IPPO fIPPO_OL Y&t ik .
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Instances IGD (DDT = 1.0) P(DDT = 1.0) IGD (DDT = 1.5) P (DDT = 1.5)
PPO_OL IPPO PPO OL  IPPO PPO_OL IPPO PPO OL  IPPO
110 6.94 x 10 5.57 x 10 0.30 0.51 241 % 10° 9.88 x 10 0.08 0.68
120 2.00 x 10° 3.04 x 10 0.06 0.75 2.29 x 10° 4.67 x 10? 0.16 0.72
150 1.89 x 10° 7.91 x 10 0.26 0.53 3.10 x 10° 3.19 x 10° 0.10 0.83
7100 5.26 x 10° 2.85 x 10° 0.17 0.36 7.15 % 10° 2,67 % 10° 0.15 0.72
7200 2.71 x 10* 1.37 x 10* 0.18 0.58 1.74 x 10* 3.77 x 10° 0.14 0.74

BT 25N 23 A IGDAE. 7E P51, 1PPO 735l 3K 15
T 24N FN 23N . SSRGS TPPO YRS B I 25
J7 VAT DR B AF B RFERTVE . IPPO [ IGD #/),
B IPPO A= Filt 1) 3F S T A R BT B0 IE PR IA SR AE ATV

5.2.3. R sEH T L

FEFRATTHE 1 IPPO J7 ik, AT T 2 b iH 5
SR, I T M BRI SE T AL R . D T UEBA HXT IPPO
SO, FEAER A, AT T S AR v (IPPO)
RS i (PPO_UD . A a4 F AR R A1 25
HEZR, RSB RAAE 30K MK 8 H IPPOFIPPO U
WS ZE T LA H, XFF TT A TEC, IPPO 7 6000 X A 47
R E TR 2 SR, T PPO_U M T 7000 2 414
WS, XRMEMEMIIZAELE R, IPPO LLPPO_UULSEL
R (HIPPO ISRt IR, fElSiTF
JUR EFHRTR B X Ut B2 iR o] AR il 2Rk, (H2
RAEE T ZAKE, SENZGERE L A8

Convergence curve for TT

5. MIELZ R, PPO UM AIN PR, BRI
T, ABRIAEA IR R T SO R
HOaT U 8 B I 2R F2 R e 3R A B 4 (R 52l

%6 Bon 1 S2l7E AR DDT 464 T B9 IGD {5 A1 PAH .
BATATLARIE, EDDTET 1M LSMIBH T, IPPO 4l
G T 23N 24 AN IGD, PAE 45 Bt JL-F- A I
X, IPPOHEEETM i m 1 PPO IIVERE, GL4EINTR
WEIOERE,  FFNIX S0 I3RAS B 1A, TPPO 5 PPO_S.
PPO_OLFIPPO_U Z [AIFIVELH 1T IWLFH % A I E 8 57o

5.3, SR b s

TESRIE T IPPO RN A A S G, A1k
IPPO 5 JUR i FH B 2 B0 B2 U (245 EDD. MDD+
MST. SPTHILPT) BAK—F# HFIMODRL /7% (HMfEH
AHTF] PPO W 28 25 14 AR AL 264 S 37 DRL(SW) [34]D) #EAT%F
tbo MRTHESHTLLEH, HUWRERMNIA SWAHLL, IPPO
IGD M PAER IS B . EANSE RIS A TR F 47

Convergence curve for TEC

0.040 0.005 ——IPPO
0.035 ——FPPOU
B 0.030 B 0.004
® ©
= =
] ]
o 0.025 ®
& 2 0.003
] ]
Z 0.020 E
0.015 0.002
0.010
0.001
0 2000 4000 6000 8000 0 2000 4000 6000 8000
Number of episodes Number of episodes
8. IPPO MIPPO_U [l S £k .
%6 IPPO5PPO U IGDEF PIH
Inst IGD (DDT = 1.0) P (DDT = 1.0) IGD (DDT = 1.5) P (DDT = 1.5)
nsta
stances PPO U IPPO PPO U IPPO PPO U IPPO PPO U IPPO
J10 1.32 x 10° 5.57 x 10? 0.19 0.51 1.72 x 10° 9.88 x 10! 0.25 0.68
120 2.06 x 10° 3.04 x 10° 0.19 0.75 1.57 x 10° 4.67 x 10° 0.13 0.72
150 2.71 x 10° 7.91 x 102 0.18 0.53 3.93 x 10° 3.19 x 107 0.07 0.83
J100 6.50 x 10° 2.85 x 10° 0.14 0.36 7.50 x 103 2.67 x 10° 0.13 0.72
1200 2.83 x 10* 1.37 x 10* 0.07 0.58 491 x 10* 3.77 x 10° 0.06 0.74
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RT HEMIGDHE
Instances EDD MDD MST LPT SPT SW IPPO
Jj10 2.09 x 10* 1.58 x 10* 1.74 x 10° 242 x 10* 1.45 x 10* 1.50 x 10* 327 x 10?
720 241 x 10* 1.19 x 10* 1.72 x 10° 2.12x 10* 1.74 x 10* 1.33 x 10* 0
350 2.57 x 10* 3.58 x 10°* 2.92 x 10° 2.17 % 10* 2.58 x 10* 2.18 x 10* 6.53 x 10°
J100 1.29 x 10° 9.11 x 10* 7.53 x 10* 8.65 x 10* 8.97 x 10* 435 x 10* 2.76 x 10
3200 3.15 x 10° 2.65 x 10° 3.21 x 10° 2.20 x 10° 2.43 x 10° 7.22 % 10* 4.64 x 10*
R8 FHIEMIPH &9 XHIGDE
Instances EDD MDD MST LPT SPT SW  IPPO Instances MOEAD23 Pdjaya23 MAEQL MAGPI  IPPO
J10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.90 J10 148 x 10° 138 x10° 2.13x10* 1.53x10* 3.27 x 107
120 0 0 0 0 0 0 1.00 120 138 x 10 147 x10* 2.80x10* 1.20x10* 0
J50 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.67 150 1.82x 10° 140 x10° 3.72x10* 1.40x10* 6.53 x 10°
J100 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.53 J100 720 10°  7.02x 10 4.66x 10* 3.37x10* 2.76 x 10
J200 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.87 1200 1.89x10°  1.50x10° 6.81x10* 5.55x10* 4.64 x 10*
5.4. 508 kAT EMDRL J7 it 47 %) He #®10 Htrfy

R T B L IPPO FIPERE, ORI S I AT AT Instances MOEAD23  Pdjaya23 MAEQL  MAGPI  IPPO
G & UEVE AT DRL J7 kT T IR, BT J10 0.05 0.05 0 0 0.90

. . 120 0 0 0 0 1.00

R %2 H bR 5 (MOEAD23) [47]. 3Tl 246/ 150 X . . 033 o7
. . N . 24| PLYS ’ ’
% jﬁiﬂljaya ﬁ /£ (Pd_]aya23) [48] ;FD % %EII:I HE ,TZIS@A gg’ Q - ;J J100 0.10 0 0 0.37 0.53
(MAEQL) [39]. It4h, IPPOIL 5 LR Bethk) X 50 sk 3200 0 0 0 0.13 0.87

(MAGPD J7iki#HAT T WAL, R K 7255 Rk [49]+
e T R g gt (generalized policy improvement,
GPD. J TSI MAGPI, AR T GitHub F ¥ GPI &
KARED, ¥ GPL T IEGIN T AHIF T2 1) 2 % RE AR HEZE Hh
MAEQL A MAGPI (1] &5 )2 K /N5 IPPO AH A

WMFIME 10 Frow, 5ok kKAGEMPIF MODRL
FHLL, IPPOTEIGD A PAE J5 R I T4, X ULHH % ) 3R
W R RR) 28 Bt AT R . VEAN 45 SR LI S A R F 84
(FSTHE SR,

« e
o o
- -
x x
O O
i} w
= =

1 1 1 1 1 1
12000 14000 16000 18000 20000 22000
TT

1.6

-
(5]

Y
'S

1.3

P9 ATE 10 Fr o (4 2T T /& AN [R] 59 A8 ML ik
B SEf)_EAS 2 A RITIEAME . ATRAE 0, £
YEALBR AR, TPPO ZE R A SR FT R bE Al 5k 2R i A
SACAT ERGAL K 22 A, X R W] IPPO 1EIX P A SE 4
Hh B A SRR RAS T R A R AT AT Y. IPPO R IR
MH MR A EL . 5HALPIF DRLFVEMLL, 453
RYIPTHe K358 2% B8 HoE HOVARE S AL A A H A
seAh, SR MERY, T AEYILREFEE T 2RE

—&— IPPO
- SW
—&— EDD
—+— MDD
—%¥— MST
—&— LPT
SPT

1 1 1
40000 50000 60000

TT

1
30000

9. IPPO 5 73R ML PF %if Eb P
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—e— IPPO
—— MOEAD23

—#— Pdjaya23
—— MAEQL
—¥— MAGPI

1 L
30000 40000
T

50000

10. IPPO 5 HAth 5% PF XF LA .

B, IPPO Ml MAGPI bt At oo i k20 5 g8 3015 56 4f
I o

5. 4518

A SCHE ST T LA HE AN RS RE N 4k H AR 1) DHH-
BFSP. A T A RCRMX —E A8, AN T —H
FTPPOZ HA#DRL /7%, BIIPPO. i SUAFH
RERIFPIRAS =18 S E A2 i sk 4L, #E T MOM-
DP AL, FEM=ASTrTd 7 3k s, )5, 1EIPPO
G NH ) 5 2) SREE G Sl YIS e R T X e K
W, BEEEH BRI EE . R, S XHHESE R R R
e, TERAE R b E LT A RARTE . BCE H bR
ANFEH)PPO M4, LAFRTE M RACATHY . SRIGR, ook
S (1 35 ity o BORIUR 1) 5 ) SR T LU IS SIS AR, IRAE
RZHAEO N RMAELF R . thah, BEARIPPO Y ST
AT E B 2R B BUK, HI > PPO W 45 B A 52
Te A () 73 AR I 43 #ik . JE g 5 Hofh MODRL. Jo 8 KU
TR PR HEAT LA, ERA T FTER H K IPPO VA R
RUFHIRARRET1. TPPO ML RELE AT S5 H 3R 45 58 4711
AR A AR, IERETE BCE S5 I RAERTH . XKW, HH
M7 VERR LG, BB H IR A0 2K R 0T S5 V2 e T A b AR Ak
A HAr.

TEARK M TAES, AT MR LR E, PLF R
IPPO 75 % Fh sl RBUM A . bAh, BATATRES 5 8%
FIT 42 B2 B T AN [A) S 1) 43 A SR FE Il /R, 4 A =X
b 25 (] 8 B 1) RN 23 A 20 25 1 b 28 8] 8 B e) .
&, BT uE R AEEN USRS AR T &, AT
Wt — P & oo a KB VE B DRL ik, LU k2 B
P I

st

AHIE 7T 5By BB 3 [ 5% B S T & i RI (2022 YFEO1 1
42000 FNE ZX H AR AL 2734 (U20A6004) BB
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