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WE EZadEas, ax)25lE5NENERBEEXN T T E 5 FHELFTEATH. A,
WA RE T FEUERDEE SN F5F (Automated Guided Vehicle, AGV) iz 5 /E 34T, £ H
ERQRRERELEEREZET, ZEALARE. Alt, AXRB—MHREBNUFIHENTE
SEERMER URa R SHSNERTHRE, AREFREAS NN RRME. Bk, 4
M AGV A, kit AR B B A AR, BB, MLERIT) WRE, RAMHE
WHRE. ER, A RETAAEZRNAR, REETERERMAMFEIWEEEFENF, DT REAN
WEWAERE, R RUEERAUFE WEEZREA, IREZEZT IR SRRECWTEH T
EWRTIHA 7 &, BIET AR,

KR SAaAERELFERERE, B3R5 Fol, Re-2HERL, RERLF Y, £ BREW

il

1 5|

Bt R R I P A e, AR = TR P AE Az 8 AR F H 25 58 L SRV ME ZE R 1 3 (Flex-
ible Job-Shop Scheduling Problem, FJSP) J&—2& NP-hard 125 #4H & 0010 i@, HARE A& S
JE 1) R ELAT e 2. FEARGRZE AR I rh, A T 0 AL A AN T 2 TS I Y, T
FISP AVFRHIE TPAEZ AN NENLA BTN T, HF B FEHLAS O T e geA ). R A P 15
AAEH 7 RIEE, EWMINR T REMERE. B354 (automated guided vehicle, AGV) 1E A% Gl
I B Ry, O 2 BT FISP, LA S T I H KR B4 phah, Bl il 7R 13

SIRAMER: RUEH, MRk, R, 45 ST IR AL SRR R 2 R RAL I 2 A SR AL R M AR A B T V. P ERL A (5 ERE, FER S
Qin H X, Xiang Y, Han Y Y, et al. Intelligent scheduling approach for distributed flexible job-shop with deep reinforcement

learning and quality-diversity optimization (in Chinese). Sci Sin Inform, for review
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Tt A AR ZE A BE (distributed FISP, DJFSP) 23|/ 2 %%, MLk FISP, DFJSP #
ZANNL LT, BT m M EE R, fefs Pusim B S Sk =145, $JETHHliE R4 M. gg /) B

fE DFJSP-AGVs 1, AGV 8B 5HLE M TAEINT &G, AGV i B f5 2:E
PIFFGR A, AR I TR SR AGV @i R 67, Fk, I R G e il 12 i 7
RV ATAT . & AGV HEAGH, MUEKE TR, @2 BEMmaese 5. vk, &t
B BE A CASEIL AGV S54E= R R, XA RekE KRG B2 REE. Hal, K2 HF 57
¥ DFJISP 5 AGV WEEFFACEE P 75 DFJISP w1, d& % ()5 4t fai b AL EE, 45 A ohn T i) s
WIS PR TC PR OO 1 AGV 8 BERIE 78 0 25 ZE R AR TR 55 0 A B A k) (L S8R, R fh ik
BIRA S RA TS RES AGV 852 A B R RRE R R K EER. RAEBA AT A eI A4
PR, B A R AT R, XA FRECE AGV & & 11 0 7112045 PR 12~15,

shah, BUA R 24 T /MU sE TR, o S s B R i BERE AL SRiE e b A8 SEPRAE P
W AGV IZfieRErE S BERE T O LR, UK TN LRERE, HoH B ke sem 3 16, 24 %
BIBGAE 7 R B, ER R NI ), A AGV VB PR T RERE I AR T T AR A AR
U6l G =B BoR, SRR SEEEEIR SR, drmuim A Pk 1T Ak, E L R s
H A AGV SRS A 08> T REFES 58 TFIA] B 76 22 A IR de LA N0 AR~ AGV TR
REFE SRR A B U8, 28 B Rk AGV IEH REFEESE A Hh AT B8 2 10 B8 5 S R ANMA.

R fE FISP A1 DFJSP, T ifF 78 36 B 56 4 7 id0~21 foo g ke sUEER~ 260 (HR 2 Rk
K AGV g, fEHE AGV ZAH K FISP 5, EERA R R T7FET30 H, 56t
Fi [27~30] AFRE AGV RERE, 756 W70 208 A N BERR ST B1~33) RS O TAETF IR 40 A 50
bR s0 HEREFRAENMIE AGV. Luo % [36] #H A TELHNF. T) oM
MLES H FC P sh SR ms (HE = &1 X AGV S ECHIR AL AL

SKT S, AATEXN DFISP-AGVs R A A IR, HAF i 20 AGV 18 FEXT BeFes A= i 1
Mg, ZHONERGERSFIH AGV FIEFEREE, wRES E0E 52 T (R A EEFE Lk ILgs ;). H
i, A S TRENLER RIS Z X AGV IRE R S, SN RHRE, BERICER
iy BT39C[R g, R IFR S R AGV BRI SRR 2R e

BT s ) 8, A SR — PR G UR BE Q M4 (Deep-Q-Network, DQN) 5 Jii & Z £V (Quality-
Diversity, QD) AL AL DQN-QD. QD C/EF i FWIE SLRENS A SON B Rl i i, FH1E 2
PEIRZR PR T2 Btk G AL 00 207 vE i) E BN T L8 N 53R, 7 O7F (Nature)
TR RAH I At 42) ) L R Sl R FE Al b S R IR UE SR AL T T 528, h4h, 7E DFJSP-AGVs H1,
HLE N TS AGV i2fiim BN G, LR TP 5 T 5684, QD MMt A AT N RFIEA S RF
fE2E (A LAE A0 RAEREAE, MBS SINS AGV S5 HAR NN REAT NRHE, $ROLZ5 5T H
SIPESRIRFIERAL. DQN 48 QD Ak, ARFCFHIE I IR o 22 I 245 A BE I RE 70, AT @M
o) PR B SRNG B243), R G5 Q 2] SR X 7 ik B B AR SRS A ) SRR D). %
F DFJSP-AGVs et S A RrtE, DQN @i B EHRALHIAE G S/ R I7M, RAE RN
RIFBMRERHERR. Besh, A% 7 2R Bh o E B & U R SRes, A 8T 7 B9
WSIGHE JE S/t . Seae gt AR, FrifBATEVERE DI ek kR T4 4% & 15%. %8 AT
A, A FE TR R

o AIEMXT AGV 12¥i5 DFJISP (WA R FE in) @ R Tt 7t & AE R ALk e 5 58 T [a). @i

FIN AGV BHRr VR N OCBRFIE, (R BETEM RIERTIT L E i EMEM R 54, T AGV
HRrtE, DQN-QD FEFFIEZS (M NIRRT )iz H 2 FEAL i RATm 4R, i — 1R H R 7 AL
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RS E .

o ARICYTE T Al USRI B (0 P R R AR R SRS, I R LS AN )R
Fe, i i me. SR REY, MR THASGHRE T, S ZRIREN PRI E
DUUSCSANE, S8R 1 AR S R DAL P R AT 2

o NPRTHELEI R AES I B R T MARCRI A, ASCIRE —F2 T DQN 19 B N T ik
FHLH]. ZBLHER AGV. HLE MR T RS m A BRI, DORIE R RSN RerE. 8
B 2] 5B E R BRI, 205 EA RO T B R RE S BN AR R, 1T T e
M4 RIRZRBET 15 R R AR,

2 [o)ERiE

DFJSP-AGVs ¥ LK AENE AGV fufif, RAIRLRES IR, SR IARE . 15
FIZoR m . ISR e RS . 7E DFJSP-AGVs 1, T B IR AL = AF 55 # 1H R 58 M RT3 T,
PACHLER S AGV HIHEETT 5, $RmBe A A, i PR BE ISV FE AN 58 I ).

2.1 & AGV B RRMEAE 2 B &R AR B (o)

EF%F DFJSP-AGVs, B FRLL R UKL 1) BIELRESA T 2) #w TR,
3) BB TR e 2 HAANLES; 4) B AGV siitifEL. 4 F = {1,...f,..1} ¥ 1 AT
HRRES, BT NN EE m GHLEH FISP, HLasEARRIA M = {1,...k,..m}. FEn
AMENE T = {1, .0, .n}, Ho, AR @ G5 w, MLF J = {1, .4, ..w; ). FrAfEREREY o
& AGV HHTiEH, AGV EEE RN A={1,..a,..v}. FERAHLESLER—GHLES BT,
ToFs AGV 8%, MAh, Ty O, ; /£ L) f WL & BRI TR ERRN T, 5

KABEFTA LT HLgs BN & AGV fEH LRI mT F . BEAME b2 200 7 i 2 P — 1 T
7, BAESA T W, BEVEEERNZ R T—E TR, LFRnT»aE s aies L,
—BIFEIE, ARVFREBisdear &b, ot BE AGV Bk AReigii—MEl, HEMELR
Zf e —& AGV iz

Sl B U M 5 B A ), AT AR, e, AN T RS n = 5, HLERE m = 4,
AGV & v =2, mRKLTTFE npe, = 18. RIFIH T & TP IIALES 70 BC A HXT BRI T 18], AGV
TEATE P S AL Z B s (8] 7 WER2. BIURR T 8T W AT B B 7 50 0 HRF B, oA T
] R gy . R, A BRI R A TR A R R R, AN R R L R R A
[ AGV. MHHEL T E I TR, AGV SRifEFMEBUEL, JEEEm e e L. ok, 75
FERAENE G, AGV 2 LRI T — ARG BT fe MLES, BUZE UaThLas E55Ar (8 T —E T30
WIEF— B LA EiET).

M TR EFR ], DFJSP-AGVs M5 8 LI CAEA Rl Rt 3 B AR ek Boe S
T

ARSI H AR A2 R AR AL B K 58 TIHA] obj, FAUEAERE objy. TPE Foa{EN BN TREFETIE %
RN RN BERE, TTE Fox AGV SISHiREHE.

Minimize obj1 = Craz, (1)
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* 1 FMBILFSECAIHLEEFINTATE = 2 EEAESEZEREHATE
Table 1 The machines and processing time of each ~ Table 2 The transportation time between any two
operation machines

Oy M/Ty; | Oy  M/Ty; | Oy  M/Ty Machine Depot M1 M2 M3 My

On  Mij5s | Ow MiJj | On  M2/6 Depot 0 : YA

O M2/15 | Oa: M4/3 @) Mi1/11

12 )/ 23 4/ 12 / M1 1 ” 5 9

O Mi/5 | On  M3/7 | On  M3/5

M2 13 4 0 6 5
O M2/7 | O M3/10 | Osi  Mj/11
O ML/3 | Oy ML/G | Os  M2/6 M3 5 6 .7 0 3
On  M1/5 | Osy  M2/4 | Oss M1/8 My 7 3 6 3 0
Machine/Depot .
[ Juobr [_Juob2 [ Juobs [__Jobs [__Juobs ~ 777 jgz 2’
M4 2. $0..]
M3 - _i‘ hN . &0 \ + [ | 0;: =4 /// " a
\ by~ 77 50N N ia
2 P o X o,,7\
i o] _
\ g] 45 47 52 62 66 69 72
Depot.

50 60 70 80 Time

B 1 BT REHRE, Bt T SHaai3ei

Figure 1 Gantt chart of a single factory. Other factories are similar to this structure

Minimize objo =TPE+TIE+TTE, (2)

(1) MILFTAE RS RERETT H W T, Hrh PP, FORBAIN R AHLES & BN TR, TP, oL f HHLEE
kRS R fa).

TPE =Y (PP TP;y), (3)

fEF keM

(2) MR T AR BEPTA MLE U RERETH SIS, Horh PIy FORHUE IR BRAS T AL RN BLE k H92S R
hE. Tl R T f LS k RS R A

TIE =YY (Pl TIsx), (4)

fEF keM

(3) AGV Iz s ekt T, Hd PT, £5 AGV o ZEHRAR RN MR, TO0; .. T AGV a ¥
TJF O, j) B¥BINLEE & TR e ).

ITE =Y (PTa > TOl-,j,a) , (®)

acA i’EIj’GJi/

3 ETHRE Q MEBHRE-SHMEMLEE

KA DFJISP-AGVs, ASL¥ih T — Rk FIRE Q MEHIFTR-ZRIEILRE. ASEfFmE4 QD Hike
—: MAP-Elites®!), {EREEA M FIENEL. MAP-Elites HHRHIE 2 7] B UL N B 2 A ST MU IS, HAERA 3T
T AT R PO AL B R A 1. TR, ASCRTRAIN BRI SC B AR, BFERIENESE. il 5 ies 77 2.
PGS EHHLS] . IRIE Q M4 (Deep Q-Networks) PR HME JE R 3U4% 22 SEm (1 1 it
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______________ _L_____________ Step2:Determine which
Step4: Extract barch {lnput valuation network Qvai(6) I local search operator to batch
transactions from Ilayer use by the a, from the transactions
experience pool .and \ output layer. (St Qs Ty St21)
put their states s, into \ os' MS FA AS
Quatl61). All g-values \ (o) 000
of O(s;, :) are \\ \ a oConcato 0O0. Experience pool .
calculated. N > \ A (5 @, 715 5121)
NN (o] Q00 1 ’Feature space
\\ MS' 0S FA AS )=
Oy { o B90i[I] j
onc
,, 02000 1515
s O 000 4.
Solution x —>| FA' 0S8 MS AS o
Step1:Randomly select 8Concat o 2, ..
2 solutions from the ‘ir> ———>o o o\ ol ? °
feature  space  and _—'1 .
perform crossover and g 2 gg J': !
mutation operations on le) 000
these solutions. The a, oConcato 0O0. /
solution with better > > S~ Step3:Add the new
performance is selected (o] 000 generated  solution
as the state s, and input Os., a) to the feature space.
i > Obtain r; and s;+7.
into Qua(6)). ﬁlm e r,and s+;
Step7: Update 6, of q:
Owi(6)) every pool steps Step5: Calculate g, by the equation G2, a) and
- . are obtained from Q\,n(ﬁl) and
O(si425 1) KR Ok QOuil(62), respectively, and input
Spept, . ¥,
target network Quu(65) t+1> Tt them into the loss function. ]

where 6, is updated.

2 RINEHITE (B 1-3) RMEIIZEE ($B 4-7) m=E. BhRRTBRARETIITE, MAERHIS
B EFR LA AERIER: 1) BENERTAT, WHERNRERENIA; 2) ENERTER, BFEENEETXE,
WEFBA T HAE—RBNERLT, BNER—IC2F#; 3) BRTEKREH, BENRATESHER, MEEEREMN
A; 4) BRBAATHEMERRE, WEEEFR.

Figure 2 [Illustration of the solution update process (Steps 1-3) and the network training process (Steps 4-
7). This figure outlines four typical scenarios for updating solutions in the feature space after applying heuristic
search operators: 1) If the grid cell is empty, the new solution is directly inserted; 2) If the cell is full and all
stored solutions are non-dominated, the new solution replaces a randomly selected one only if it demonstrates
better performance; 3) If the cell is not full and the new solution dominates existing ones, it is directly added; 4)

Otherwise, the new solution is discarded.

3.1 EKiEZE

£ DFJSP-AGVs 1, F05¢ T [RIATRERE AP SR BEAFAE 2 AGV sk B S HLas 2 R k. g AN A
AL HfE, AT LAk — 25U B AR BB, QD J7ik RN 7T /0 A A _EIRPIA [ URF I, DL 2R R L2 R ok
Jigg. N, ARSI QD HEZE, I UL AGV iz fidk BOAHLES 25 R U E 9 A B AR S 18] PN 4R, QD Sl IRy
AR 5] B O O R, FEREAS S TT AP A RITMREE, IR IR A0 2 (0 AT I S8, RAoR BE2PR. Ak,
ASCAE QD HEZEPEERK DQN, LI BES| SR LR, BE— Do Sk i & me 1 5 IR,

DQN-QD HERMEIELFR, MmN GIEMNELERE N, fBEKD batch, % AHEF o, TIHIFEF v, L5000 Sk,
FULEF e K Epoch ZH. it QFERHE-VEREMIMG, b P (by) F1 X (be) 20 ARG ALNR by ALK B ARE A7
IR RACARER. EFELY, 5 2-4 ATEORVIIGIL ps AR IR IS INBRAE S (8] b, % Add_to_ Grid (P, X, z)
(BE3) HTIFSHIURAE, Hrb ' R 0T, WA b X, 28 5 TR RS bateh, o, v, €, Sg, Epoch i
fEEMZE Quar(61) FHEARMNLE Qrar(62). 3 8 ITFIRIEEMAME o Al o’ BATHGEH. o, ## o MRHEZE )k
THELMRAE (BT Hoo N AR IR S) FaEi, mifd o WIBENL R 25 [0 B e ST B g dE Wk L. B, SR AT
Y B X RAR S e g o A0 o AT RSN, AR R PR AR, 25 AR AR S, T B L%
B—MEER o0 3 10 17808 o ENUIPIRE s I\ DQN, BEEET ¢ (SRR, DHATIE ar. 1E a:
MIEREZSE e M BN rand /N F €, MMEEMNZE Quai(61) HIERE ¢ EHRFEMIBIE ar; BN, WITA IIE
LERFENERE—A ar (11 17). $UT ar FEERBGHTE o' (12 17), B EIEAT —MRE s 3B 13 TEBFES (54, ar,
e, St41) AL, BEE, WM EMS Quar(61) FFEHT BFRML Qrar(02). TEAHTRR 2% L4,
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BoE 1 BETIRE Q W% IR E-Z R R
HIN: N,batch, a,~,¢, S, Epoch
1: WIEAAREE X < O FVRFERIHS P, A2 N ZEM%
2: for i = 1 to ps do
{P, X, *} + Add_to_grid(P, X, random_solution()) // Hi% 3

3

4: end for

5: WG Quai(61) A EHARIAL Qar(62)

6: while & IF%& A2 do

7 for i = 1 to batch do

8 EFEWAME o Al o, RIS R R LB y 1 2, FFHIBTHSCRCC R, BB MRIE N o
9 {P, X, r:} + Add_to_grid(P, X,z’)

10: St < T, Syp1 — T

11: a; + argmax Qa1 (01, s;) BBEHLERE

12: AT ae, EHIR =", HEH P, X

13: ThE (se, an, e, 8041) AL

14: N Quar(01) FEHH Qrar(02) // HIE 4

15: end for
16: end while
it RAAE-TERERIEE (X F1P)

[ Joobl [Juob2 [_Juob3 [ |Jobs

sCfafe o] fofefa]ofsfo]:]
]
O O 041 OI! 04 1 2 2.3 4 OX? 01 O|
||||||2||2|||||
FA 1 | 2 | 1 | 2
AS 1|2|1|2|2|1|2|1|1|1|1|2
N
Ol.l OI.: 01.3 02.1 Oz_z 02.3 OJ.\ 03‘2 03.3 04.1 04‘2 04,‘»

3 F{TRRMmEEEREE

Figure 3 The encoding vectors of a feasible solution

3.2 HESEH

FEVH R R, A E Je 4 DFISP-AGVs W4mfd 5%, 53Rk [45,46] MHF), AR HEEGRTS 7
KFIRE. ZHTTEHUAREHK: 1) #IEFF (Operation Sequence, OS), 2) Hl#8i%+F (Machine Selection,
MS), 3) L] ZH (Factory Assignment, FA), 1 4) AGV %&# (AGV Selection, AS). WE3HTR, HILHAF it
REARFFAE. FA HEFKESETELLSE n, T OS, MS M AS A& WKEHET B TP nma. W THEIR
LI Os,j, HTEMHL S F, (HAEANR LT P ain L [l g A @], i X PUAS ) & 84 B 5 b, W]
X AT TRAL .

WEEE2PR, o FORTEERIME, B OS, MS, FA Al AS PUAN A S AEEM . APt B> B bR 58 I (8] A0 RE VR
FEF M objr F objy Fam. Horh, b, FORFHERIRIN S NI Fl NT 3R, Hrdt NT RR-NEE N, NT
Fon AGV 8% NI M NT 505850, LETGHE BN 0 2 nimee B 0 & 2nmes (FE AGV IRIFIFEE
AITEDL). BRI T30k THREZS A RN, — BRHE S MM e i, RN, Bhah, N E R, ARSCEIk
TG ATa, APa, Pri, Uiy 1 Start; ;. Hob, AT, 78 AGV o 7E2ETHETT R RS 6, AP,
Fax AGV a WHHINE, Pry Ron L) f WL k WATHNEES, Uy RRPATLT O:; HFINLEE, 1 Starts ;
FARLF Oy WITARINLIN[A].

B 3ATHAR T LT O, ATl L) . VLA AGV M ZREFE. 5 4 ITRRIEE AGV MRS HIF A
F, B BB (Us; = 0 RaalfEs). WG, 3 6 ITRaiTH AGV MIsHET W AT, e AGV 7
BTGV S B LS AP, (B8 7 47). 26 9 AT1HEIESE —ELF 1 AGV [WigfimE). 28 11 75 AGV Wik
Mgk 58 12-13 ATHHENLE Ui, RIBERERIE RN (8. BEEE LF Oy WITIRIIE Start, ; (14 17). 28 15
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B3k 2 Tk

I\ TR o 1 OS, MS, FA, AS FE41R
1: B NT < 0, NT + 0

2: for pos < 1 to nyq. do

R O, ;, LT £ HlE U, ; A1 AGV a
4 58 AT, < 0, AP, < 0

5 if j = 1 then

6: AT, + TRap, 0+ TRou,
7

8

9

AP, + U
else
: AT, < max(AT, + TRap,,u

10: end if
11: i AGV igfest (A5 5) IFR I NT
12: if AT, > vaUi,j then

TN E R AR (AR 4), BH NT
13: end if
14: M5 Start; ; < max(AT,, Pf*Uivj); AP, < U, ;
15: Cij « Starti ; + T 5,50, ;5 Pru, ; < Cij
16 WEINTARERE (AKX 3), B Pru, , M AP,
17: end for
18: S HBRE objy M objy (AR 1-2)
19: b, < (NT,NI)
Hith: {obj1, 0bj2, b, }

Cij—1)+ TRy, ; ,.u;;

=17

TR Oy WSS Cy . 5 16 A7THEE TN TRERE, DALCEERT 1 iplas Ja SRk i)l AT AGV {78
TESERPHG S (55 18-19 17), ISRIGAZMALERFAL 23 7] XS LA M SR FERT YA RS b, SILRAS H AR E.

WA, B R TR RS N B R R (B . BRI SRR I S% 3 o, I P (be) NE, WK = 3
INBPRAEZE B, 22 il e BN 1 (58 3 47). 4 P (be) AARS, WEFZHAITARIMBECE. 5 o M0 TIrA g L
Pt (e <) BE SRS (IX1E <a), HEIT by WEREE/NT P, WK o dRINBIRAEZ 8], JF e RN 1 (58 6
7). 4 by WHIRECE CIE LR P, WIBEHLE Bz oo i) — M, P45 T 0.8 IR (58 9 17). &N, & o #p
TG be THIIRMESIRC, WIAEAT ST, e 0 (36 11 17). MRIERTE R 2 IR 3 For.

B 3 Tk

BN P, X,z

1: {obj1, 0bja2, bz} < evaluate (z) // FHik 2

2: if P (by,) = 0 then

3: P (by) < {0bj1,0bj2}; X (bg) < x57 + 1

4: else

5 if (X (be) <z or X (bz) <4 ) and |X (bz) | < 6§ then
6 P (bg) < {obj1,0bja}; X (bg) < x;7rs < 1

(€ else if (X (bz) < z or X (bg) <4 x) and |X (by) | > 6 then
8

9

Pl (by) < {obj1,0bjz}; // [k] 1RFE P (be) HI—ABEHLLE
X (by) « x;7y < 0.8

10: else

11: re < 0
12: end if
13: end if

W {P, X, .}

3.3 RE Q M

DQN MIYIZRILREUT: £ DQN 2, 55 (se,a0,re,5041) HEHATIRS sev ZE ars 22050 e AF KA 5144
AR RO ¢ JFUART, DQN B RAREAI S EDRE s PRSI, SR UCRIRER OS. MS. FA A
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AS RN, MG REFEIAT. b5, B RAERRE L EIE (B R RET) HHITZIRE,
BETAE BHTHPRES sopr. OIREXT R —ANB I, MTIHES) I BEN T —DNRSD ¢ + 1. MRS RE a0 T piridk:

K& (State): WME2RILIR 1 FioR, TERED ¢ B, IRZS s¢ 1 OS. MS. FA Fl AS M &AM K. FEATIH, 8
T AZ XA S G AL BB R IRES s, FHFHIAZE DQN HIHIAJZ.

A (Action): WEI20PER 2 Fus, DQN EFEREE R R A RE T LS1-4, o FE T DURR SR (15
Wy WL T M AGV) BT, FEFXIERF, DQN FiEFE— NI B R R RET, AR
WEFA. T LS1-4 WERRIMAIGE N —/ N HEHN48.

F % (Transition): I EEARTERENE o LG, ZANEREPAT, BEMAR T —RE sepo (BIHTRIME). LR,
Jot R A BT R TR AR i

Bt (Reward): TRIFREAEZSF A AR EFALH (WEIE3), ARG T I RBME v A AR, EEERN
S, FEA PTG A s A FH 22 S8 S SR S AREAIE 22 1) PN )RR AT ST, TE R THA s

W 2254 (Network structure): 2 3CHk [43], MEMZS Quai(61) FIEIRMNLS Qrar(02) BAMFIRILE. Wi
B 6 NMEREAR. nF FoRE kBRI mP RoxE kB4R, MBS T: ol m, mlU:
128; nl?: 128, mll: 256; ntl: 256, mbBl: 128, nt4l: 128, ml4l: 64; nl?: 64, mbl: 32; nlol: 32, mll: Out. Hep In
FoR OS. MS. FA. AS & B EFR BB REALR B E, Out Form R R R RFE T HHE. MZEZ
[BR R PE ST (Rectified Linear Unit, ReLU) {ENFE R

B3k 4 DQN YIZRid e

I batch, Qua1(01), Qiar(02), v, Sk, Epoch

1: for epoch <— 1 to Epoch do

2 NG Sp HNLIERE batch HES

FRIMFEFZH s¢, ar, e, Set1

B Qrar(02) HHAR (6) IHHEWR ¢ 1H ¢

I Quar(61) HEBIK Q(s¢, ayr)

AR (7) THEB R R

Wil Adam AR R REL, THNSSHL 0,
/) WEBVRRBARR T 01 KIBERE, JHEE RRBURIITT IR E R 0,
if #35] ¥4 X T Sg then

10: 6y <+ 0,

11: end if

12: end for

it Quai(01) A Qrar(02) ML

DQN &% Hikd R T DQN MIZEiE. MANSFEMALE KN batch fHEMY Quar(01) HIRMIZS
Qtar(02) U\&Mé@%ﬁ A SE *u EpOCh. Ulléf?i@tHHGZ%E%ﬁE%még Qval(el) *u Qtar(92)- % 2-3 '?fi%%}‘)\éégﬁ
W Se FEENUERL batch HFES (st, ar, 14, St41). F 4 TR BIRNG Qrar (02) BIT AKX 6 THH B ¢ 1H g

gt =i +yxmaxQ (se+1,:), (6)

Holr) g FoRmTEE ¢ R E AR g 8, re SR ¢ ARIIRII 2. Jr4nE7 v BT P RIS 2205 5 AR 2205, LA
SEAE TR H AR A E . max Q (se11,:) RIEIRE se40 THTAATRESNE IR AINE IR, )5, MHEM
2% Quat(61) WHH Q(st,a0) (55 5 47). 1E3RMT Q(se,ar) M q¢ Ji, WILAAK B R EATZ IR HIE T, SR R EUE
s (A7):

T (Q (st ar) —ar)?, (7)
=1
He, J(01) BEA—ANMEINGHEARS, TN ¢ E5Bi5 ¢ B2 WP 7RZE. IZGH B AR R/IMEiZiRK

BRAL HH, Q(se, ar) HIMEMIZE Quar(01) $20E, AR T HHTSHNE, /R s¢ RISIE a0 BAlTHEIR. ¢ N2
AR Qrar(02) THELAFRIN HAR{E.
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BT ATRORTEBUR G, EREMZ Qua(01) FIZH 0, FEIERME, A% P8 Sp i, HARMZH
SH 0, MREALH 6, BEATTER (36 9-11 47). MO RS M AN AE ] 2 it — 2B UiH.

3.4 FRFHBIEIMMER KRR

AR B B P 5 A A 2R SRS B A DU s A aUR SR (Local Search, LS) 87 #RE THINHEWE
DQN $ATHEAENE ap. Horh, LS1 B TAENH T, LS2 #xHENLMNLASERE, LSS MEM T L) 40, i LS4 N
MT AGV iafidFE. @i v A N ER VRS T, fTUAS R0 % OS, MS, FA 1 AS & HER, St ft (i 7 %.

LS1: ) f WEENLIEFEPIADAFIRLI TR, S8 OS s AL E.

LS2: HHM OS MEFBEHUESE —ATF Ouy, JEN MS 8P IREBGLECRIHLAS. FLR, BE P A i 1%
THFEINEES M, p. HAAEZ GRS, WEF 2 EZ TR TS, &5, /£ MS [P E % TRl
LETRCE

LS3: HHWRBMRET] f (M TR EEKIT) ). bja, AT i — ek, 35— T h
BEALIE S AR AL BEAT S %A b 0055 /2 [F) — AR B BT AT TP A ZAE R — T AN 205 A e 5e R, A LA
AAE FA [ L) 0 BofE B b ST

LS4: BENLEEE DT Oy, N AS FIEPRRIZ TN AGV a. EFHE AS FES 0,5 itk
AGV, DUERGHT I TT 5.

RS @I B BT R A R SR AR B B P ELAN. PMENLEABE RN E T H—, EMAETE, H
T IR Y R B T R A ) R R Ay, SEPU BEAAHE T R 22 AR AL, AT SR R PR R S PR
= fESREJRIE, DQN ET AT EORE HE MR Eh G, ) K ETAEAFE I T RTINS
PEH S A T RS T LRI S . M ERLBIREA. QD HEZEH (I SVALE & R R 5 R M & 1 SE T4

3.5 BIEEHRESH

i# DQN-QD Sk A 0152 4% fF T Z i AL R 22 X585 RSB 77 JRHME e R I8 R 5 . DQN
KW S G, R HITIKECN batch, HiBHEEKIEN L, FRAEZ KA Nmax X 2nmax, W3 T
TR DL RS AR AR I ] B R A O (batch X Nmax X 2Nmax). [BHI T - 4ERK D EE KBS BT, NHE
IR pAS, BRI R EC AR AL E, UL M G 2 BB O(bateh). 58 X5 S, R WRFIESS
6] S BT AN SRR AT R, FLIF 1A S 24 O(batch x L). S 57710 T e B A 5 IR AE 23 ), 05y
TR ARAM GRRETH. —RIEW T, Fif®H S Uikt om i (&2 6 A) ST, MEERER 09).
HFRREL T H ADoK, FHANREREN O(batch x 6). WRKAEKEAN N, PUTEHRIMERS &%
RORIG IR 2 0 O(batch x N). % DQN $INZHEEN In, BH—ZHH4EE N mlY, HTBRBAZIMLRZ
YEFEEPNE B, H In NECKHIANGERE, DR SRR B AT AL R A E N O (batch x In x mM). BERHZE 44 (1)
BN O, WA REE batch AN TCAITREE TR, WG B RREN O(batch x ©). #HH
BAUNGHAT Epoch IR, WINEEIEA O(batch x © x Epoch). BEEMREHCA T, W DQN-QD A a8 24 .
O(TbeMx(1+L+5+N#Jnxmm+6xlhm@)

4 fHESW

4.1 SLEEE

53CHR [43] TRAF— 3, ASCAE 15 DA RV RIS _E AT 9258, FAN LI MSTIZAT 20 IR, DAR R S8 45
fodafatt. Hood ) MRS BRI VELBOR R E N @ € {10,20,30,40,50,100}, T.) BEEN f € {2,3,4,5,6,7}. &1
T H#% 5 GHLE (1=5), HFil% 2 & AGV(v = 2). HF, FMENL i B8 w, =5 BTHF. & 50000 H
T g5 LEXTE] [5,20] WARMISEIBENL MG, 5T AGV FENLAR B ISl 8], SR FH STk [47) SR AL HE R 4., LA
TREGE I A BEPEAT AT Uk, AN, P Sk A 28 B SR AR B0 0 A B, k505 508 Max_ Tter = 50 - 377 wi.
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42 SRIFESITMER

SEGAE Windows 11 #:4E RGUAEE FREAT, 1H507- & KM Intel Core i7-13790F @ 2.10 GHz 4:H#A1 16.0 GB
WAE. BIEMH Python 155 L. M SCHR (48], ASCKH =F2 BFFRAGIFN 845 HARFE R (Generational
Distance, GD). &S (Inverted Generational Distance, IGD) B (Hypervolume, HV )—% &Ml &
ERARACTE BEEAT BEAGTPAY . BT 58 L TA) 5 0 R VRTH FEEUE R AR UK 22 e, Fo0T B AREEAT IE— AL A 38, DU
R ERFEFRI G, BeAh, BT AT i R B SR B AR R N, A SCR TR BRI R B AR REE NS B R
FeffsE, idfE P

(1) GD: Z¥as Al TV ARER St e SCHBNEE IRSE Py P REARE ¢ BISE/ME P Rl ¢ 2
8] T35 fe /DR LR AR ER 5. GD BB/, 10 BA B A5 B 0 Al 4R 81l S0 S ip SR G T, RRWScsiot edre.

o Zcer, minecr- dis (¢, )
GDQ(PQ7P): |P|
g

et dis (€)% FoME ¢ B ¢ MR/ LRAREE B HF)7, | Py| RomisE Py PREIIECE.
(2) IGD: ZAAFL T RAE P, FINSIER 3 61, R LASHMRLE P MR ¢ BIE P, hIUEM ¢
(PP S L BT HE BS. TGD (S, 50 B S 0 /)i e Al S AR

; (8)

IGD, (P,, P*) = Decpr mir|1;i1|>g dis (C7§)7 o
o, dis (C,€) FaM ¢ B € WEVNKJLEAEEES, |P*| ZoRIH ZITMRE P IR EUR.
(3) HV: bR RARIE Py MUCSIERAATE, S SUMHI g AARI0-E RO AL 1 ARSI, i
PRI % A re JERINGE. ASCROE re 9 (11,1.1). HY (HR, S o A IORIESE IR TE RERLIE.

HVy (Py,re) =L | | {€l¢ <& <re} |, (10)
CEPy

Horbt, £() FAME Py 10 Lebesgue WIE, ¢ A P, IR, Uccp, {610 < € < re} 3% € PHOAT ¢, BT

re M.

#* 3 FEXLEZEN GD 4R, MAFHRFAREE, | TRIZWNEEES DQN-QD FEEEMHER
Table 3 GD results of all comparison algorithms. Bold font represents the best value, } indicates that the
comparison algorithm is significantly different from DQN-QD

Instance GD
J_F DQN-QD  NSGA-II. MOEA/D MOME EDA-VNS IGSA SPAMA DQCE
10_2 0.017 05511 0.3601 0.474% 0.275f  0.143f  0.532f  0.368}
20_2 0.028 0.5861 0.398% 0.4681 0.244f  0.129f 05641  0.415f
20_3 0.023 0.572¢ 0.3961 0.4881 0.280f  0.187f  0.552f  0.375f
30_2 0.023 0.597¢ 0.359t 0.508t 0.217% 0.102} 0.553t 0.399t
30_3 0.014 0.535t 0.352¢ 0.452¢ 0.234f 0.142¢ 0.552t 0.357¢
10_2 0.019 0.5761 0.363f 0.4931 0.173f  0.062f  0.569t  0.385f
10_3 0.012 0.5531 0.320% 0.4331 0.1890f  0.099f  0.520f  0.344f
40_4 0.023 0.558% 0.368% 0.446F 0.250% 0.165f  0.546f  0.358%
50_3 0.033 0.586 0.381% 0.502F 0.241% 0.155¢ 0.571% 0.361F
50_4 0.041 0.551% 0.375¢ 0.4431 0.272f  0214f  0.568%  0.399f
50_5 0.052 0.583F 0.3941 0.488% 0.284f  0212f  0.584f  0.392f
100_4 0.037 0.622t 0.401% 0.4531 0.259F 0.184% 0.675¢ 0.393%
100_5 | 0.026 0.639F 0.405¢ 0.430% 0.282f  0.207f  0.607f  0.395f
100_6 0.026 0.535t 0.351% 0.413} 0.248} 0.188} 0.570t 0.351F
100_7 0.014 0.599t 0.397¢ 0.405% 0.280F 0.211¢ 0.598t 0.385%
Mean 0.026 0.576 0.375 0.460 0.249 0.160 0.571 0.379

4.3 XL 5o

REAE DQN-QD K DFJSP-AGVs FIMREME, A SCIRHZ Fh 48 gt R mr i AL AT S b b, vk, G
B BCHE R L B T (NSGA-IT) B9 A3t T i 2 A AR (MOEA /D) PO Mk 3t T — % £ % H AR
AT AT, AR AFEEE, NSGA-TT A1 MOEA /D ¥4 % A4 DQN-QD RAMMERE T %iE Hix
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Figure 4 The GD, IGD, and HV values of all algorithms on different instances

MAP-Elites (MOME) P {35 %2 Ji [A] & JLRRAF 45 1) %143 7 305 DQN-QD fRHF—20 b, A SO BuE A sraE- 1l
IBKEE (IGSA) BY FIdEF A fliih (AR AR R 5 (EDA-VNS) B fE gt bb 859, iR pifh 5023 Tk iris
LR P FISP (058 THEAAIGERE. HA, IGSA T #ERNE DQN-QD ¥ —3. &J5, A CES T HF R
fif FISP (5t fLas 2 SIS E: 2T Surprisingly-Popular AU & RAZIZ57%: (SPAMA) P2 ik T DQN
(b RIS (DQCE) B3, B ot be A2 (0 2 B B Y42 W8 L JR STk B, LR 3 FiERBE ps = 100, 4B
WOR/N Ne = 10, VLEAEE K/ batch = 10.

#* 4 FBXELEZN IGD 4R, MAFHEAREE, | TFZWNEERAS DQN-QD GEEEHER
Table 4 IGD results of all comparison algorithms. Bold font represents the best value, { indicates that the
comparison algorithm is significantly different from DQN-QD

Instance 1GD
J_ F DQON-QD  NSGA-II MOEA/D MOME EDA-VNS IGSA SPAMA DQCE
10_2 0.044 1.037% 0.767F 0.915¢ 0.518F 0.266f  0.973f  0.741f
20_2 0.062 1.068% 0.810% 0.959% 0.453% 0.246f 1017t  0.806%
20_3 0.040 1.074% 0.790% 0.969% 0.5281 0.355F 1007t  0.772%
30_2 0.061 1.087F 0.730% 0.983t 0.3831 0.194f 10461  0.726%
30_3 0.033 1.052% 0.743% 0.971% 0.422% 0.259f  1.014t  0.765%
40_2 0.052 1.111% 0.7361 1.009 0.317% 0.122f 10661  0.735%
40_3 0.042 1027 0.688F 0.944% 0.3731 0.214f  0.957f  0.705%
40_4 0.044 1.079% 0.754t 1.002% 0.472% 0.312¢ 1.024% 0.765%
50_3 0.073 1.123% 0.759% 1.043% 0.4481 0.2761 1077t 0.7661
50_4 0.079 1.067¢ 0.7641 10161 0.527% 0.401f 10201  0.770%
50_5 0.098 1.127F 0.8021 1067 0.563t 0.425f 1074t 0.820%
100_4 0.068 1.176F 0.807% 0.979% 0.497% 0.367f 11541  0.810f
100_5 0.050 1.177% 0.8341 0.990% 0.5321 0.384f 1109t  0.838%
100_6 0.054 1.092% 0.7321 0.929% 0.4761 0.361f 1066t  0.732%
100_7 | 0.026 1.157% 0.839F 0.992¢ 0.543 0421 1126f  0.828f
Mean 0.055 1.097 0.770 0.985 0.470 0.307 1.049 0.772

%3, AN HIETR T AN LWENELE GD. IGD M HV 48br ERISRIG 4558, 5wab sz 28l HhsuE n
M AER, TS 1 A ThicEMEES DQN-QD Z AN B2 5. Bk Ralkl, DQN-QD Eirh
MRS P R I BT I ARRE J1. At — b M R ] B 1k e 22 57, AR SR A Wiilcoxon BRAIAGES, 535 EK
FEEN o = 0.05. HFE 6 IJ%K1, DQN-QD fE#ARM:GEHEZ A5l 7, B p KT 0.05, % RNGITE AR
I5IE T DQN-QD ALt

oAb, RN AA R BIETEARE A LR e IR, AXLH T GD. IGD 1 HV fatrlIfHLeE,
UL AR LR M 4 A4, nE4FTR, DQN-QD 8 SI I ARER I H BRI foe R £, AL ES#E. [
B, ARSCERESHR &) T - 50 A i 00 BRICARAE, DAE— BT BCR. D58 BOMLHE 73 B AN [F) LI I A R AT HIVR
I3AG, AP HESHEAT A — L Ab . 5 RE W, DQN-QD 7EMH 2 3TAR4E R & X RISk 77 T i T Hit
Hk, B PHE A RITAT, B R R G SR

SEYG A R R Y], DQN-QD BE7EK i DFISP-AGVs IR I B E0 3, HEEHE T

7E DFJSP-AGVs H, HEAMUEIR %S0 BhsERAL, F23 AGV Z¥i5 L8 25 AR A 38 B R0 1 3%
#i12).DQN-QD EiF 5IN AGV S5k E 5 M3 7 N IREUE AT R, I8 T 250 T I I — AR E S ), AT N
FRAESRAE T BV SR O A A AKHE . AR 23 ) S T RRAE “RIRFI AR e E R ER, IR R RE LRI E Ax
AL RT3 T R 2R, B R0 TSR B S M SRR RRK R E, 82  Hisih D5t
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* 5 FMAXMHLEZEN HV &R, MEFERTHEE, + RTZMHEEES DQN-QD FEEEHER
Table 5 HYV results of all comparison algorithms. Bold font represents the best value, § indicates that the
comparison algorithm is significantly different from DQN-QD

Instance HV
J F DQN-QD  NSGA-II. MOEA/D  MOME EDA-VNS  IGSA SPAMA  DQCE
10_2 0.918 0.0587 0204 0.1147 03087 0.657f  0.081] _ 0.218f
20_2 0.895 0.040t 0173t  0.085% 0462t 0.701f  0.055f  0.178%
20_3 0.953 0.050¢ 0.210¢ 0.0961 0.414f  0592f  0.072f  0.222f
30_2 0.887 0.035¢% 0.218t 0.073t 0.521% 0.753t 0.047¢F 0.213}
30_3 0.957 0.042¢ 0232 0.083t 0518f  0.699F  0.054f  0.218F
40_2 0.907 0.028} 0.226 0.065% 0.612} 0.853t 0.045% 0.223t
40_3 | 0.926 0.044F 0.254f  0086f  0.544f 0726t  0.072f 0241
40_4 0.939 0.043t 0228t  0.075t 0473t 0642  0.061f  0.220f
50_3 0.901 0.027¢ 0.219% 0.058t 0.497F 0.680t 0.044F 0.218t
50_4 0.898 0.0441 0.223F  0.069% 0417f 05361 0.060f  0.215f
50_5 0.869 0.027¢ 0.195f  0.049% 0.380f 0505  0.041f  0.185f
100_4 | 0.901 0.017¢ 0.182f  0.088f 0431F 0563t  0.019f  0.183f
100_5 | 0.934 0.019% 0.174% 0.089% 0.403% 0.552  0.039f  0.172%
100_6 0.923 0.030 0.235% 0.109% 0.456F 0.570¢F 0.035% 0.235%
100_7 | 0.964 0.018¢ 0.170f  0.084f 0306t 0511F  0.022f  0.177F
Mean 0.918 0.035 0.210 0.082 0.462 0.636 0.050 0.208
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Figure 5 Pareto fronts achieved by all algorithms on different instances
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* 6 FEESHRUER ATHONEEZEMEZMESR (BFEKF a=0.05)

Table 6 Results of Friedman’s test for significant differences among algorithms (confidence level o = 0.05)

GD IGD HV

Algorithm rank p-value rank p-value rank p-value
DQN-QD | 1.00 1.00 1.00
NSGA-II 7.67 8.00 8.00
MOEA/D 4.50 4.43 4.37
MOME 6.00 6.00 6.00

EDA-VNS 3.00 2.96E-19 3.00 1.72E-19 3.00 1.67E-19
IGSA 2.00 2.00 2.00
SPAMA 7.33 7.00 7.00
DQCE 4.50 4.57 4.63

os| | R /\ n: // / /\ n;s 7\
5 s //,/ — /\‘ / k/ D;: “/‘ /\ ) — // = L - \ . ‘
/ o™l / / \ \ \
omp | st | 04 \/ \/ \ \ .
/ os| | \ \ / -

02 j 03
3 6 9 00010005001 08 09 095 085 09 095 30 50 70 o4 \
€ A pool

bach a 3 69 00010005 001 035 09 0% 08 09 0% B W 10 B o001 o 055 09 0% 0% 03 0% W w70
a c v pool betch o € v pool

(a) (b) (c)

6 TELHMELE GD. IGD # HV ERZTK
Figure 6 Trends of GD, IGD, and HV under different parameter settings

B e 5 YAt A 4 AR S RV RS A DX DAL g, R R A2 STHEZR rh S 3 il A [ SRS (A0 (B, SR it iR
W, TSR AR R T7 [ 5 2] 52 AL RE

At DQN-QD #—ifid DQN W%t ah SRR T . iR ferh, Sk T HirkEs g
St rpr o 3] S, I SR SIS G R R F T, TR G 1A% 4 5 e DR I B L B
FRCFRARTT AL [, USRI A BBt A P R AU R SRS AT S DQN S #ELHI P F)I2 AT, SEBUX TR BT
PLE S T 73 Ho 5 2 BEIRYERE 10 A 205K,

4.4 BHOBIR

AR Taguchi J7i3%8) 3 LU IASHGHAT ML B KD batch, %IE o, FHIFT ~, TOET
DA A5 KN pool. ®AZEINUE =AKT, BAERUER: batch € {3,6,9}, a € {0.001,0.005,0.01}, v €
{0.85,0.9,0.95}, € € {0.85,0.9,0.95}, 1 pool € {30,50,70}. KHIEZIRY Li2(3%) Bitseh, Bl 12 AARKS
B A (batch,a,v,€ pool). WAL, FrGFIEKI AR BE N ps = 100. FEHTA BRI S EBEAT IR, BLEAL A
28 G 3 FEPERE . B 6 B8 T AN SR FK-Pia % &, B S 1 AN [RI R G S 1L e 1R 5 .
Hop, HEE RN batch SHEIEVEREMIRE I EON B3, RUILE batch FIEARHERE 2 METT RS2 IR Z A 72,
T FEARAR IR R RCER. BN bateh (B T IPREIREL, (ESIRREEAE S 2 MR 2 W R R . 455 S PG TR AR 7
Mr, i€ DQN-QD SBEHIBRMB A EH batch = 3,a = 0.01,7 = 0.85, ¢ = 0.85, F pool = 30.

KT BTERE GD. IGD ¥ HV 5 ERER
Table 7 Results of all variants on GD, IGD, and HV metrics

Instance GD 1IGD HV
J F | DQN-QD _v-DQN __ v-QD VLS | DQN-QD vDQN _ v-QD vIS | DQN-QD  v-DQN  v.QD VLS
10_2 0.0182 0.0921F  0.4819F  0.2402% 0.0465 0.19501  0.95261  0.5082% 0.9122 0.7305%  0.0940%  0.3952%
202 0.0347 0.08531  0.5879F  0.2982% 0.0730 0.18341  1.08267  0.5249% 0.8742 0.73201  0.0420f  0.3787}

20_3 0.0242 0.09261  0.49201  0.2999% 0.0432 0.17661  1.02061  0.4856+ 0.9496 0.7829%  0.0669t  0.4573t
30_2 0.0255 0.08531  0.56171  0.2546% 0.0694 0.18331  1.0818%  0.5484} 0.8727 0.7325+  0.0331t  0.3552}
303 0.0190 0.0788f  0.5408f  0.3413} 0.0466 0.16301  1.02537  0.6729% 0.9391 0.7816+  0.0600f  0.2732}
40_2 0.0209 0.0904  0.6082f  0.3110% 0.0655 0.19881  1.1491F  0.5260% 0.8810 0.71461  0.0243F  0.3879%
40_3 0.0190 0.06931  0.5299t  0.2708} 0.0571 0.15801  1.0093t  0.5180% 0.8960 0.76011  0.0542f  0.3878%

40_4 0.0973 0.1268  0.5804F  0.4063t 0.1909 0.2495  1.1213F  0.7029% 0.7463 0.7026  0.0340%  0.2602F
50_3 0.0434 0.1270%  0.5832f  0.3779% 0.0991 0.25141  1.12427  0.6341} 0.8642 0.6797t  0.0267f  0.3107}
50_4 0.0575 0.12721  0.6218%  0.4691% 0.1106 0.2385t  1.1690%  0.7728% 0.8569 0.6969t  0.02461  0.2069t
50_5 0.0622 0.0786  0.5986F1  0.3941% 0.1182 0.1434  1.1427f  0.6404} 0.8429 0.8183  0.0275%  0.3054f

100 4 0.0417 0.1162f  0.5477f  0.4277% 0.0775 0.22401  1.12167  0.7179% 0.8882 0.7117F  0.0259F  0.2386}
100_5 0.0306 0.12211  0.5738%  0.4612% 0.0577 0.2282t  1.1535f  0.6976 0.9233 0.7171%  0.02961  0.2606t
100_6 0.0330 0.09661  0.59971  0.3874% 0.0682 0.1972t 11751 0.6552f 0.9000 0.7355+  0.01901  0.2888%
100_7 0.0155 0.08991  0.5081f  0.3213} 0.0291 0.18471  1.1276F  0.4884% 0.9589 0.76301  0.0308Ff  0.4535}
Mean 0.0362 0.0985 0.5610 0.3507 0.0768 0.1983 1.0971 0.6062 0.8870 0.7373 0.0395 0.3307
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12 [C_JpQN-QD| [C_IpQN-QD)
=7 |[CJv-DQN 1.0+ [ v-poN
C1v-op [1v-op
1.04 [ v-Ls = v-Ls
¢ 0.8
0.8 &
) A 5 0.6
S 0.6 i
g % = uy
0.4 E 0.4 kA
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0.0 s 3
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Figure 7 The GD, IGD, and HV values of all variants on different instances

4.5 jHERSCIG

NIGAIE T HE SN B R, AR DQN-QD $Tik e = AR BT EE 528 1) v-DQN, % DQN &4
i, RABHLEREN; 2) v-QD, Bk QD HER, HEIEMME MR, 3) v-LS, BkE KA HMERE T, (CRH
BEMLAS O TP 7 i 2R s, R 7 44 T DQN-QD Sk J HARRAE B AN S _F°F GD, IGD, HV 53R, H
HL F T F ARSI B2 Fl, RAT 'Mean” s BVEAE FrA S b () BEARSP I M RE. RRAS SEA 0 B AR AE DA
Dot AR g i bRos. oAb, A0t — R B2 KN 0.05 () Wilcoxon 540 # DQN-QD 5284k [8] ()2 5, H
TSt RNFEREEER.

# 8 FRITHEEEMERH Friedman HRIEER (EEKFE a = 0.05)
Table 8 Results of Friedman'’s test for significant differences among variants (confidence level o = 0.05)

GD IGD HV
Algorithm | rank p-value rank p-value rank p-value
DQN-QD 1.00 1.00 1.00
v-DQN 2.00 2.00 2.00
v-QD 4.00 9.25E-10 4.00 9.25E-10 4.00 9.25E-10
v-LS 3.00 3.00 3.00

m 7E&, 7 GD, IGD Ml HV =AM8#5 L, DQN-QD 182448 T34k v-DQN, v-QD Ml v-LS. X — LA 7E
LR EE— 2 H R DQN-QD fEATE AR h R IR, K, GD 24 0.0362, IGD 4 0.0768, HV 4 0.887.
Bk 40_4 1 50_5 Sefi4h, DQN-QD 7ERTA g Sefil B35 850 T FAb B4, M5 v-DQN 7RRILHE BRI, it
Ah, £ 8 4 H T Friedman KIG45 R, &G ITERZ KT 0.05 T4 GD, IGD fl HV fabriREEZER, Hk
& rank M p-value. HA, rank EBUR, 80 FIRBAEMEREEIL; 5 p-value /N T 0.05, MIZEAT DQN-QD AH%: T-48
BAFEREMEZR. 4REW, DQN-QD 7EL TS 0T bk, B B IR Tt.

NE— S ARRELE GD, IGD 1 HV $5F5 LIRS Akt ZR s, At THAZE (WET), BER
JEIR S FELE 300 IRBOLIBIT RIS R fi. 450KV, DQN-QD 18T A WHkfahs L3 B30T H ARk, 380E T
DQN, QD I LS =Fp g n Hk v aE e FHER, Hsh QD AELETTHR BN 3.

DQN-QD 7EA [F]Z8 fA S0 Fp g e A P v LLURI PR T 2 AN 0 2R, R S

o QD LKA R DQN-QD 5 v-QD *thREA, /£ DFJSP-AGVs 1, LFHES AGV EHIFTE = i
G, BEERW TR, BT QD HESEA L BELE 45 A ALRRE 2% (8] A7k I RITAREE, BB 2R THLAE 2 N
A AGV B Z AT RER S SR, 358 T X 52 28 5 1A FE 1) B 1Y) & B PE AN AT BE

o RIEZREEIMIEF: DQN-QD 5 v-LS X iR, TRk, #L88. T) M AGV MiMEE KB REFE
EWR T RIBIE RS 1ErEG QD HERRELZ AR R KRB TE T, ZORNS WE aR Ak T AR RIS, 4
Sl TE o 44 2R ) R TG RZ R I TEAR I AT A M. X B 4 SR 50 R 4 AL 3T 0 22 SRR I R L R A
HiRELE.

o DQN IIZ KM H: DQN-QD 5 v-DQN TR, £ 5P RERERSIEE NS m 48 6 51%, DQN #4t
TSR 5] BRSSO I R R N 4 0o S A T FERAS HEAT AR, A R SRS BT AR BB AL, AT
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R T AEALNE AT A RLE L DQN 51K SR LA L B A 23 FOE R, AEREHRAE T BE L R A 22 1
(B s B S AL RO 7, TR THIR A B S ReE vk, JAh, 2N ER/RBEANTLRMA, £2 Hir. @&
A PEFR A R L b B R 2 AL RE AN R

4.6 ZEtFARFKIE

EHxf DIFPS-AGVs, ASCHRH T — Mt TIRIE Q M4 155 A 5T - 2 REAE S0 CLARAL B oK 58 T () FTREFE. i
AR R TR B IR B R R U 2 SRS AT DQN B HEHLE], QD SILRENs B IE RNE £ R R o, B e
. 7R SE ] BRI SRR, DQN-QD R T IA Bt irik, WAS 7 4% % 15% MItkRedest. REFIRRI
HREFERE, BV S EATT TS, WASORB NS OE  MRLENE FLasiw2 %4 T DQN-QD 1i&
P, IXAERKWE T W] LAt — BRI, Rk B B (48 2R SR
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ANFERRE AN FARE. A SCHI AN AR R 4R infoen.scichina.com. #1 7641 K 4 1 3 $2 BE oy B 46 B 38, 1B AT
HE¥ARE AN E .

o] F

TR (53], N THIARNE, AN TR LR EA.

#z9 FSEX
Table 9 Notations
e | BX e | EX
f T/ %4l i,i | fEMkZ A
gi | LR#E kK| Bl
a ACV #35] ! ENRSE-
n Rl 2 K w; | AR T FESE
Nmae | WA VBN T PEL m AT RIS 25
v BT M AGY B8 F LA F={1,..f .0}
I fEMEES, T ={1,...,4,...,n} A AGV 4, A={1,...,a,...,v}
J; R & MITRES, Ji = {1,.., j, . wi} M | WIEES, M ={1,...,.k,...,m}
Oij | 1B @ BO5E j BT M | TJF Oy AERIDLASES
Tijrk | L Oy LT f WIHLES & BRI TS | TRy | AHLES k SEBIVLA & HS KT E
TRy | WA SFINLEE &' FIIS K F PP, | L8 k 7000 TORZS T SR R] ) E
PI, | W8 k 7825 RPIRES T 540 I R] F R FE PT, | AGV a TEBHPIRA T 5L 8] R REF
H | =R KR

REEE:
zi 5o bR R, BTt 6 WA RCEIL) f o, WIEUEA 1,

R 0.

Tig e R FHTF O;; WAMEI L] f BpES k£ mT, WEYEN 1, TUA .
Yigir gt fok —BERIARE BT O M Oy FEL] f BINLES & EINL, B Oi; 56T Oy ML, MIBESR
1, & 0.
Ui fa: REHIAER, 25 AGV o BHfEN ¢ BT f MHLEEEAT LT Oy BN, MEBMEN 1, /A 0. &
TP O;; SH—ELF Os -1 R LML, TFEH, W o =1
Wi g fat —EHARER, B AGV o BHIEN ¢ BT f 34T L O MLJG, SERUEHEN o @47 L7
Oy jo IO, TWEMEN 1, B/ 0. SINEHME 0, 3 wo1,i .50 = 1, MFRIR AGV a FIE/MERAESEEHE
v d” BT LT Op 0 L. 3 wijo1,50 =1, MERR AGV o KIS —MEHUESZEfE ¢ #47 TF O,

Ci;: LJY O, W5E R TH.
Sig VBN & BEIN L L7 O;; HLASHIA].

TO; j.o: AGV a iH{ENL ¢ BT f I LIF Oy, Bt LAERS[A].

TPpr: L] f BIBLES k (00 T E.
Tlpw: L] f BIHLES K [R5 PRI ).
Crmaz: 56 LA (Makespan).

TPE: BINTRE

TIE: L3872 RIRAS S REFE.

TTE: AGV Z¥if S AEHE.

R F A

S zp=1viel,
fEF

(11)
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>N @ik =z2i,Vi €1,Yj € J;,Vf €F, (12)
keM; ;

Yigir gtk T Yit grigife < Tigpe, Vid € Vi€ J, Vi € Jy,i<i' V(i=i Aj<j),VfEFYkeE M ;N My,

(13)

Yigiit it foke T Vit gt agpk S Tasgr g, Vi i €1,V € i, V5" € Jy, i <i' v (i=1i ANj<j),VfEFVkE M ;nM,

R
(14)
Yig,i gt foe T Yl 30 g0k 2 Tigopk T e g — 1, (1)
Vi,i' € I,Vj € J,Vj € Jy,i<i' V(i=iANj<j'),VfEFVkeE M ;NMi,,
Cij 2Cij-1+ Z Z (@i, 5.6 - Tirgopk), Vi€ IVj € Ji\ {1}, (16)
fEF kEM; ;
Cirjr 2 Cij + Ty e+ (yi,j,i/,j/,f,k -1)-H, (17)
Vi,i' € I,V € J, V5 € Jy,i# i V(=19 ANj#£j),Vf € F,Vk € M; ;N My o,
D> wisga= . Tijsk, Vi€ Vi€ J,VfEF, (18)
Vac AU{0} keM; ;
Ui j,f,0 = Z Yij—1,i,5,f,k, Vi E I, Vi€ J\{1},Yf €F, (19)
keM; ;_1NM; ;
ui,l’f,OIO,ViEI,VfEF7 (20)
Do D Wiswgrat D Wi =g V€LY € JyVf € FVa€ A, (21)
i€TU{0},i#i! G€J; €T, ,3<3’
DT wigiggat DL Wigiglfa =ijfa Vi€ Vj€EJ,VfEF,Vac A, (22)
il e1u{0} i’ #i jl ey Jj'€d; il >

Z Z Wo,1,i 4, fa = 1 (23)

i'eru{o} j'eJ,,

Z Z Wi j0,1,fa =1, Vf€EF,VacA, (24)
il jeJ;
Ciy28Sis+ >, > (@igrr-Tijrr), Vi€l,Vj€Ji,Vf€EFVkeM;, (25)

fEF KEM, ;

Sij 2 Cij—1+ TRy g+ (@ig 56 + Ti 1,560 — Wig,r0 — 2) - H,

(26)
Vi€ I,Vje Ji\{1},Vf € F,Vk € M, ;,Vk' € M, ;_1,k # K/,

TOi/)j/,a 2 TRk,k” + TRk”,k’ =+ (mi,j,f,k + Tyt it f k! + Tyt 11, f k! =+ Wi il il foa — 4) . I‘I’7
VieI,vi' € I,Vj € Ji,Vi' € Jy \ {1}, i #d VvV (i=9Nj<j), 27
Vf € FVk € M;;,VK' € My ;1 VK" € Ky i1,k # k', Va € A,

TO;r 1,4 2 TR0+ TR + (i g6 + Tir 1 p 0 + W 5501,5,0 — 3) - H,

(28)
Viel,vi' €I, Vj€ J;,i#4 ,Vf€F,VYkeM,;Vk' € M;,,Va€ A,
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TO ] Ja /TROk —‘rTRk N +(a: ] f,k' +mi"j’—1,f,k” +w0,1,i’,j’,f,a_3)‘Hv (29)
vi' € I,V € Jy \ {1},Vf € F,Vk' € My ;1 VK" € My ;1 1,k # k" ,Va € A,
TO;r 1.a 2 TRy + Ty 5 ppr +Wo 151,50 —2) - H, Vi’ € I,Vf € F,Yk' € My ,,Ya € A, (30)

Sit g1 2 S +TOu j1 o+ (w —1)-H, Vi,i'€I,VvjeJ,Vj' €Js,i#iVv(i=4iANj<j),Vf€EF,VacaA,

(31)

i,3,4",5" . f.a

AW (21)-(22): FAR L) f 0 AGV o EERUGEHIES 2 AIE %G KA.

ZIH (23)-(24): HAfRG G AGV H BN BH TS MG g%,

I (25)-(26): FEAENV ¢ 158 B ) 75 K 56 T 3 2R HLAR I () in_Ehn T (], 6% 08
AGV & i [ H].

ZIH (27)-(30): #A T AGV a fEAFME LT 78 s §iAE 55 Bt i B IR (],
ZIH (31)-(32): MR AGV a fEAFMESS 751 H (1)3a fii] [ 249 3.
2R (33): Kon5E LI Cpap MITHE T2
I (34): THE TPy, BIEGHLAS SN L ).

LI (35): Ko Ty SAFNTE R RTINS R) 2 Ta] R 96 R

REIE DFJSP-AGVs £ i FERERL (1) 2, RSO HAE Pycharm H4f%E, FEEH Gurobi
12.0.2 SRf#E, HRBUELE B 5 it DQN-QD #H47xf b, #EALZ 4T B ) R % &~ 3600 2, DQN-
QD MIBITIRE G LI LA SE AW RERF 8. J. F M M 50RR T T FLas I
. Gap(%) FoRHEx T AR HhRE MR B R, ) RN BAE 3600 F0 RS BY R R BRI AT iR

H# 107] %1, DFJSP-AGVs HUE iR fE AR B /NI R (ln 52 4.5 2 6) BRI, GD
A IGD {24 0, HV {E# 5, UM AR, FORARE [M3E 2] 3600 72 LFR, 230X DQN-QD
BAR. BEEMAY K (W82 8.10 3 6), HAIERERAE R, S0 fabn 510 ™ H, %ﬁf%ﬂﬂ%
AR (1123 8 K& UL L) HIGIETE BRE I ] Y 3R 20, DQN-QD 7EFTA SEBH 1 BE il Thik

Sy 0 Z2TOy 1.4+ (Wo 1,40 50 f.a — 1) H, vi' € I,Vj' € Jy,Vf € F,Va € A, (32)
Crax = Ciwy, Vi€l (33)
TPy ), = Z Z (@i Tigig), VfEF,Vke M, (34)
Tl > Cij— Z Z (@it Tigoa) + (@igpe —1) - H, Vi,i' € 1,¥j € J;,Vf € F,Yk € M, (35)
21 (11): SRR TR RS — T
ZifC (12): PRIERRHE TP RE Foss — T I E Pl N L.
210 (13)-(15): #AER T Oy 5 M Oy R BCRIF— L] f HIBLER, FOZ50T B2 BN TP
2 (16): TP O; ;5 B5E RN TA) A 2K 85 3L B — 38 TR 9 58 R [0 in i ).
PR (17): PRUFIESE T3 2 8] 1) 58 B AL B [A) (98 &R
29 (18): MU BN ¢ fE LT f AT L7 O, ; INLE, HEth—& AGV 84
2R (19): TR L 05 M O, 51 fEF—Hlds EINT, NER AGV izf.
21 (20): BATREEDNTAERSE D T2 4H AGV 184,
)-
)-



SEE PERZ:FEERE EENE 19

% 10 DQN-QD 5 DFJSP-AGVs &R REXTEL
Table 10 Performance comparison between DQN-QD and the DFJSP-AGVs Model
Model DQN-QD

J F M [ GD 1GD HV Gap(%) Time(s) | GD IGD HV  Time(s)
5_2_4 |0.00 0.00 0.99 14.32% 3600 | 046 089 009  2.72
5.2 6 |0.00 0.26 0.53 2273% 3600 | 0.18 043 023 232
5.2 8 |0.00 0.17 0.87 30.19% 3600 | 008 030 066 217
8_2 4 |0.00 0.00 099 2972% 3600 | 046 093 011  3.38
8_2_6 |0.00 0.22 0.77 4503% 3600 | 0.16 047 031  3.39
8_2 8 | 048 081 010 49.71% 3600 | 0.14 0.27 0.69  3.59
10_3_6 | 025 0.74 007 6557% 3600 | 0.14 0.36 0.35 459
10_3 8 | \ \ \ \ 3600 | 0.25 0.45 0.49 437
10_3_10| \ \ \ \ 3600 | 0.14 0.32 0.59  4.36
12_3_6 |0.00 0.33 0.35 5897% 3600 | 0.15 048 034  7.70
12_3_8 | \ \ \ \ 3600 | 0.18 0.34  0.64  7.50
12_3_10 | \ \ \ \ 3600 | 0.21 0.41 0.49  8.80
15_3 6 | \ \ \ \ 3600 | 0.23 0.44 0.52 813
15_3 8 | \ \ \ \ 3600 | 0.26 0.45 0.56  8.34
15_3_10 | \ \ \ \ 3600 | 0.08 0.31 0.42  7.90
20_4 6 | \ \ \ \ 3600 | 0.13 0.41 0.39  12.07
20_4 8 | \ \ \ \ 3600 | 0.11 0.22 0.78 1295
20_4_10| \ \ \ \ 3600 | 0.21 0.53 0.33 1583

& 11 AN EEMIZITRE

Table 11 The running time of all comparative algorithms

Instance Running Time (s)

J_F NSGA-II  MOEA/D MOME EDA-VNS IGSA SPAMA DQCE DQN-QD
10_2 2.35 2.47 1.16 4.01 2.39 5.21 10.56 9.25
20_2 6.62 6.58 4.26 16.82 8.89 20.98 35.24 46.30
20_3 6.78 6.59 4.27 31.41 9.05 26.94 51.13 35.98
30_2 14.28 13.11 9.50 20.58 21.11 62.82 148.56 119.18
30_3 13.18 13.19 11.96 32.26 26.72 64.64 91.66 89.34
40_2 34.40 24.54 17.44 22.83 42.92 149.06 213.29 207.23
40_3 21.94 22.23 29.61 23.21 55.44 101.74 255.43 206.36
40_4 29.15 28.20 29.39 51.08 56.17 91.39 254.01 225.05
50_3 39.15 55.27 47.33 42.11 91.23 165.31 592.27 348.00
50_4 53.57 43.16 4713 39.31 90.11 153.04 575.17 333.82
50_5 55.74 33.79 47.24 92.62 63.77 178.81 616.34 365.47
100_4 164.75 146.46 225.11 102.42 370.99  984.73  2476.47 1744.93
100_5 146.16 202.94 225.81 154.23 425.07  946.90  2420.98 1728.38
100_6 146.44 245.44 229.04 208.54 463.04  636.77  2040.47 1557.28
100_7 146.83 242.04 191.88 233.96 469.03  616.34 1925.33 1503.37
Mean 58.76 72.40 74.74 71.69 146.39  280.31 780.46 568.00
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fi, HTE 8 2 8 HIBELL L (KR 123 6 MAE4L), GD. IGD Al HV Fabn AN T HOA R, R K AR
B [B) 2 05, AR ) 5 2 REME IR RS, 730 IE T e DQN-QD 7EKfi# DFJSP-AGVs
i R 59 R g

M 11 A/%0, DQCE iz T i, Hk/2E DQN-QD, #% & SPAMA. AR KL a2
(708 R AREVFIE AT R AR X AR, DR 7T 5450 EIESE, 8 2RI BE b ] fE AR A 1) A g B 1
FLRRFRARRE ), HRIEL G MAE MBI, BEM% R EPETHRM &, SR, X — ook id ¥ b
S TR B IRV AR A K S AT I R). AR SRIR 45 TR IGHIE T IX — LR, Hr e RE R SRR R

G, ASCRATEZ DQN FE NSNS RN, HFREEEIEIT R ATIELR 5 S AR, %%
VRSN T TR IR SRR T 4. Hk, 7848 DQN It RE SR KI5 B 5 3R, AW IR
e ST AR SRS, JE— BN TS AT I ).

FHEE DQCE, DQN-QD iz 47 i [, Fo VA TGS A RS 454, 14540 T A7t A 2= A,
MR T R OERPTHEE. BT QD AU MR T4 P ok A, B 0S8 i AN 75 48T
il 5 A — BT N B RREEAT LA, T JE R 0 BE AN AT PRl X — A KRR k> T as 47 I ), {31453
FEVEAS I B FTARSE A S L 5% 2R DAS R AR 25 AT, MR T3 AR RE, AEfs T8 KR H A,

4.8 FEEIR R HEERMNMR SRR DT

AR 5 3 B L 25 R A S A H e v S B 5.

MR 1: MR ESELERMERTETLR 0,; SELRIE C;; RINEFRNLESHE.
BRAE—ER, C; REERETEWERHRAE.

S WHIT LT O; ;-1 58 LN Ci o1, L5 O;; U S, 5, HLEE K 0T B E N
My, BNV @ IBENTEA TR, s A7 QWG] f L& AT A My, BIORZE FERT— 1Rk o XS
AL kRS SN, AIRESBOR AT R, SRR ¢ FENLES MR RN 2 AT, Hx
Sij = M, WA, FH, 35BS TR, ;i p o SR TEREIEL @ £ E—TF 0,;-1 A
SRS F— L b EI T, S B R, 673 Sis < Coyr TR e
BRATEAR. Bk, M, 5 TR,k /258 T E & HREREATAT PR THS 1 2R AF.

MR 2: ECHYSESREE M, FEWEMEE TR, v BERT, IF O,,; B E
C;; REBEFREFHME—E. Fitt, AWM ERER T INEREEEITENT S FH.

S WHTFF LT O, -1 58 LIER Ci o1y T O UG KSE T 518 S, ; A1 Ci e Bl
ax K AT My, ARV @ IS TR, j g > INLESTEDN T p . 2T ESREEB, H)
Wiz 5 s AT AN CEAME IR R R (ANt S e E I D, WTF O, ;-1 M S IR A b A
:_Et Si’j = maX{Mt,C¢¢j71 + TRi’j’k’k’} ﬂ’ﬁ#{j&% éﬁé\afﬂﬂﬂlﬁﬂ‘rﬁj Tm',f,ku %Iﬁﬂ‘llﬂj‘] Ci’j =
Sij+ gk =max{M;,Cij_1+TR;jpw}+Tijpu B, My 5 TR, RUME—HE C;; K&
FRERERITHER, MBI TR 7 25 A

FETMR 1 AR 2, A BN WA S T Ut WP LF 0,
56 LAY C; -1, HLEs K ATHNIECA M, ARV ¢ S8 AN TR, jgw > FINTINTEA T f ks
MTF O;; BZETHEN: C;; = max{M;,C;;j_1 + TR xn} + Tijr. 255 NHLEZS N [H
Io = max{0,(C; j—1 + TR j ki) — My} SEMNERIE Wo = max{0, M; — (C; j—1+ TRi i)}
AL KR AL

Sij=Mi+1o=(Cij1+TR; )+ Wo,

Cij=8ij+Tijsrw=M+Io+Tjsw=(Cij1+TRijrr)+Wo+T s
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Training Process Curve %104 Training Process Curve
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8 30_3 LA DQN-QD T 2z, (a) B ML HMTELRME. (b) S MNGSHIBERE.
Figure 8 The 30_3 training process curve of DQN-QD. (a) Makespan at each training step. (b) EC at each
training step.
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Table 12 Available machines for six processes in the manufacturing plant

ESTE T LY

1 BoebiE M1, M2, M3
2 KabiE M4, M5

3 RMEF M6, M7

4 Zh M8

5 W B M9, M10
6 £l Mi1

#& 13 DQN-QD S5MBEFEEELRZHIPTH GD LHRER
Table 13 Comparison of GD results between DQN-QD and existing algorithms in real cases

GD
Instance | DQN-QD  NSGA-II  MOEA/D MOME EDA-VNS IGSA SPAMA DQCE
Test1 0.20 0.49 0.41 0.32 0.29 0.28 0.53 0.27
Test2 0.08 0.54 0.36 0.42 0.27 0.25 0.47 0.21
Test3 0.12 0.52 0.34 0.38 0.28 0.19 0.48 0.26
Test4 0.07 0.48 0.42 0.28 0.21 0.21 0.52 0.27
Test5 0.09 0.41 0.41 0.32 0.22 0.20 0.49 0.23
Test6 0.04 0.52 0.39 0.32 0.26 0.26 0.47 0.25
Test7 0.08 0.39 0.38 0.33 0.31 0.26 0.41 0.30
Test8 0.12 0.44 0.34 0.30 0.26 0.24 0.48 0.21
Test9 0.10 0.46 0.27 0.27 0.25 0.27 0.52 0.24
Test10 0.05 0.50 0.32 0.45 0.25 0.18 0.46 0.29
Test11 0.02 0.40 0.30 0.33 0.28 0.24 0.40 0.21
Test12 0.09 0.52 0.35 0.32 0.32 0.19 0.49 0.24
Test13 0.06 0.34 0.30 0.36 0.28 0.20 0.57 0.35
Test14 0.04 0.43 0.34 0.33 0.26 0.18 0.46 0.34
Test15 0.00 0.46. 0.41 0.29 0.26 0.27 0.51 0.28
Test16 0.05 0.39 0.41 0.37 0.23 0.19 0.54 0.30
Test17 0.02 0.54 0.36 0.31 0.37 0.18 0.47 0.32
Test18 0.03 0.42 0.34 0.38 0.27 0.24 0.54 0.28
Test19 0.01 0.49 0.42 0.41 0.35 0.18 0.48 0.24
Test20 0.11 0.46 0.41 0.32 0.27 0.16 0.53 0.29
Mean 0.07 0.46 0.36 0.34 0.28 0.22 0.49 0.27

# 14 DQN-QD S5MEEZAEELRFIFH IGD LEEER
Table 14 Comparison of IGD results between DQN-QD and existing algorithms in real cases

IGD
Instance | DQN-QD  NSGA-II MOEA/D MOME EDA-VNS IGSA SPAMA DQCE
Test1 0.39 0.83 0.71 0.84 0.61 0.42 0.86 0.63
Test2 0.19 0.87 0.73 0.77 0.64 0.50 0.93 0.64
Test3 0.25 0.89 0.74 0.76 0.62 0.44 0.95 0.67
Test4 0.12 0.92 0.72 0.78 0.62 0.50 0.88 0.64
Test5 0.20 0.91 0.71 0.76 0.62 0.36 0.96 0.64
Test6 0.11 0.87 0.75 0.75 0.61 0.57 0.91 0.66
Test7 0.15 0.93 0.65 0.78 0.58 0.52 0.89 0.58
Test8 0.21 0.91 0.76 0.78 0.62 0.54 0.95 0.65
Test9 0.22 0.92 0.78 0.77 0.65 0.39 0.90 0.63
Test10 0.15 0.96 0.64 0.75 0.64 0.44 0.82 0.64
Test11 0.05 0.94 0.70 0.79 0.62 0.53 0.96 0.65
Test12 0.18 0.89 0.74 0.77 0.63 0.38 0.85 0.65
Test13 0.10 0.94 0.70 0.79 0.62 0.43 0.96 0.62
Test14 0.09 0.95 0.76 0.77 0.60 0.37 0.91 0.67
Test15 0.00 0.91 0.71 0.80 0.64 0.43 0.84 0.59
Test16 0.09 0.96 0.71 0.76 0.65 0.46 0.95 0.64
Test17 0.04 0.87 0.73 0.79 0.63 0.44 0.92 0.62
Test18 0.05 0.93 0.74 0.73 0.60 0.42 0.91 0.62
Test19 0.04 0.92 0.72 0.76 0.59 0.47 0.86 0.65
Test20 0.19 0.90 0.71 0.74 0.64 0.40 0.86 0.65
Mean 0.14 0.91 0.72 0.77 0.62 0.45 0.90 0.64
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Figure 9 The training process curve of DQN-QD. (a) Makespan at each training step. (b) EC at each training
step
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# 15 DQN-QD SHAZAERIRAIHN HY LRER
Table 15 Comparison of HV results between DQN-QD and existing algorithms in real cases

HV

Instance | DQN-QD  NSGA-II  MOEA/D MOME EDA-VNS IGSA SPAMA DQCE
Test1 0.52 0.16 0.24 0.19 0.33 0.48 0.14 0.31
Test2 0.74 0.13 0.23 0.20 0.31 0.42 0.12 0.32
Test3 0.68 0.13 0.23 0.22 0.33 0.50 0.11 0.29
Test4 0.84 0.12 0.22 0.21 0.32 0.44 0.14 0.31
Test5 0.74 0.13 0.24 0.22 0.34 0.55 0.09 0.32
Test6 0.84 0.13 0.21 0.22 0.32 0.37 0.11 0.29
Test7 0.79 0.11 0.27 0.20 0.34 0.40 0.13 0.35
Test8 0.69 0.12 0.21 0.22 0.33 0.39 0.10 0.30.
Test9 0.70 0.11 0.22 0.22 0.30 0.50 0.11 0.32
Test10 0.78 0.10 0.29 0.22 0.30 0.48 0.17 0.32
Test11 0.93 0.11 0.26 0.22 0.32 0.39 0.09 0.31
Test12 0.75 0.13 0.23 0.20 0.30 0.53 0.15 0.32
Test13 0.86 0.12 0.25 0.21 0.32 0.51 0.08 0.34
Test14 0.88 0.11 0.20 0.21 0.33 0.55 0.12 0.29
Test15 1.00 0.14 0.24 0.19 0.32 0.48 0.15 0.34
Test16 0.85 0.11 0.24 0.21 0.31 0.47 0.10 0.30
Test17 0.96 0.13 0.23 0.21 0.31 0.50 0.11 0.33
Test18 0.91 0.11 0.23 0.23 0.34 0.48 0.12 0.33
Test19 0.97 0.10 0.22 0.20 0.34 0.49 0.14 0.30
Test20 0.73 0.14 0.24 0.23 0.31 0.53 0.14 0.32
Mean 0.81 0.12 0.24 0.21 0.32 0.47 0.12 0.31
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Abstract In the field of intelligent manufacturing, the integrated scheduling of automated guided vehicles
(AGVs) and machines has a significant impact on makespan and energy consumption. However, existing schedul-
ing methods struggle to efficiently coordinate AGV transportation and task execution, especially in distributed
flexible job shop scheduling (DFJSP) scenarios, where this challenge is particularly pronounced. To address this
issue, this paper proposes a deep reinforcement learning-enhanced Quality-Diversity (QD) optimization algorithm
that effectively leverages transportation and machine behavioral features to generate high-quality and diverse
Pareto-optimal solutions. First, a knowledge-assisted collaborative heuristic strategy is designed to optimize the
scheduling of jobs, machines, and factories by considering AGV transportation characteristics, thereby improving
the overall solution quality. Second, to address the low utilization rate of search operators, an intelligent selection
mechanism based on deep reinforcement learning is introduced to overcome the limitations of random selection,
enhancing both search efficiency and optimization performance. Simulation experiments demonstrate that the
proposed algorithm significantly outperforms existing methods in optimizing makespan and energy consumption,
validating its effectiveness.

Keywords distributed flexible job shop scheduling, automated guided vehicle transportation, quality-diversity,

deep reinforcement learning, multi-objective optimization
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