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Abstract: The traditional satellite earth observation mission scheduling relies on the ground control cen-
ter to generate an execution plan offline. To decouple the planning right from the ground control center
and realize the satellite-to-mission timely and adaptive planning, based on the analysis of observation
tasks and combined with the characteristics of small satellite with strong attitude conversion ability and
computing unit, this paper establishes a problem model with a reasonable abstraction and simplification
of satellite observations and constraints, and then proposes a heuristic independent programming algo-
rithm(HIPA) suitable for small satellite scheduling observation tasks. The algorithm calculates the re-
source consumption for each task and gives the result of whether it can be observed. The comparison ex-
periments on different sets of task samples under different resource conditions show that the heuristic in-
dependent programming algorithm proposed in this paper solves the problem better. It can obtain the
planning sequence in the shortest time by maximizing the use of satellite resources, which can effectively
improve the observation efficiency of the satellite.

Keywords: Small satellite; Independent planning; Task synthesis; Heuristic rule

YR BHE: 2019-07-26

BEEWH: W)IEE ST &I H (2018GZ0529) 5 PUJI48 B RRHE L0 (19ZDZX0024) 3 E K H IR~ 4 (91338107)
EE BT KT (1995, 2, BB, BT M4 5 (5 B % 4. E-mail: 896556975@qq. com

BEIMEE: F&RIK. Email: wangjl@scu. edu. cn



664 W KFFHCA RAF R

%57 %

1 5 §

IAER/N TR E SR AOR A2, il TR
TS AR X A SR TR R R
M7z — &2 AT E . R4S E T E Tk
Pr2 (SIA) B A BEE W7, 2017 4F23K & 55 59/
T R — 2 T b T I R 45 . AL GE R X b
SN AT: 55 RIS XAy = b o 42 0 v o sl FH P T 4 22
P55 56 MR A i 4R 1 25 A DR S 4UE B, 8
TP AR R E B N ) R b S T N ) T8
A TR BRI 58 BOW I AT 55 . 2R AR AR
B RN 77 2, TR — AR BUNOR AT AR, AN
T WL 75 3K sh AR AR AT 55 IR B2 HLiZAsiat
THAAR o 7 E R b T 97 1 v s 25 5t BRI 55
w2 FEORNHEEIT AR, R TR IA
% H FEMBERE S U N

FI 329 P2 RS ] O B 56 A5 3 T
AR RIT b A T RS A A B IR AR DL
FAT: 55 SR P 5 ZM AT 55 T8 07 e
EIE e A== NN N A P Nl s 7 NS 1 1
AN . SCHR [5-6 ) 41 X0 4 X b 08 ) A
LemaiTre FES7 1 WL [A] R i) 1 A AT A, 42 oy 1 PR
HOTAE SRR SRR R BB & PR
S XS L R A R BRI T A i T
fig; M Habet $2 ) T —Fh 25 S48 R B Pk 347 5K
fife s ZHLHE AT EE R IR B T me il (HAF R T4
WA 0 75 32— 20 % 8. SCBRL7-8 143 4
T Casper #1 ASPEN T B AT 55 M %1 & 4i. Casper
SRR b A 32 W, Ml T R BRI A 55 O AL AL
il 1 ASPEN VB R — AN TH [ X510 R 48, £ 25T
BLLLH A JE SR TR 3% sh i A7 ). SCHRL9 ]
Bt AN TAE LA FESEHRN RS, H
FA%.0 2 HARIR G ) 878 St 4 58 A e B i
RIFARL L 7 HLA5 R R W, R8T B 2018 Bl
XTS5 AR A S R R RO S T 4R
T/NDEmMAES B FHES Ik A TAR
B EATHIB T8 2 O RE S1. X0 2 A e ke
MG TR A FAEFS I 80 T —Fh 56 1T REHLAL
A S AR AR AR AR B 5 B AR T
PR RIS, SCRRL12 BT X5 BSR4 1 T —Fh3L
W BRI Bk AP LR BIE R T SR T 7]
T AHAR 25 S8 = A P S O =5 1 A 7 I 19 52
M. XA SR F TORG LA SR W X 35 A B3 1k
177 et AR T RS ERAE Z A B A5 Il

HATH IR, Kot S NV TS S =5 TR 55
s R T IUR R HERS SRR TAT 55 19 A R
3 IE R T B RS .

TRALSS MURNE RS 2 — Mk T 51
FSA T AT 7 R AR A R AN 280N
Ja R G R BRI TS T — % YRR
(HAAFAEE JLA IR, (1) T W0 4T 55 5 9 IR
FEIRDREAIAS 1 RELIS A b, THER45 SR 52 Bm v FH AR
ZERH (2) X T b5 S R A A B R FE T A
DRI A 55 P AR LU S R A5 A R L R
RANE () i TR RSk S A M 25 18] o A i
R, DA TRIFE 2 AL K.

BEXF LA BB A SO IR S T —FoEn
TUNIUR A 08 EUIAE 55 93 k2 A R 5
% HEA R KXREA R EAR LR A
T Z 1A S RIVKE [R]AL23 4 A IR R A 7 3R i -
(1) FEXHMESS BEATSEBGHAE AR B 3T . XHE 55
[A)AFEE B i 58 O 28 ik T e /N TUAR Dt DU 6 A5 30 5
(2) RIDIAC AU BT AT R AR, 78 vh 5Tl
fifp B LA B HEATIAR L ORIE TS A 5 A UL T e
AR TR 246 /0N 1 27 AR figh 2 ] o R 7 5 P ] PAY
TR AT B AR fe R B WL A

2 EESTEEER

2.1 XMMBHES mBmHE R

AL AR U R E I LA G2 AT B, 38 R IR
ST EHER 1T — PR X B R AR O A
T RGE. AR R A MR RE, TR EIETT
R SIE DL TR SV S oL 1 IR X
0 B TR X i BR A TR L A TR AR
() H AR L2 T UL , 52 32 Jas 41 17 PR Al
SR s T3 I — SR AN e 7 a5 LE TR B/
X3k, anfEl 1 g A TR R,

1 IEenwE
Fig. 1 Schematic diagram of satellite observation



%44

KEE, F. TEWIMEE B LK A ZAXNFEHFR 665

WL 38 5 23 4 sl F AR AX I Bs P 4
1R ETESAR N 5 B » 58 AR AR O DX 5k
FUBR. X FUARZEAT WL A » a5 F AR A 3 DX 3
— B U R AL SR A — U T X8k AR AR
TR BERAPTIR S A L RSB Sl XKOH A
TEAEA 70 D9 J LA~ 51 F RS oR S2 JOUL. PRt A £
FET I FAT T AT R L S H AR
AR AL oK.

TR SE R — YOI B 5E B AL B O T HIL A
R LI OCHL, ANl 2 Fs. BARHARh 18 %
SRR I (R TF AL B 5 AL 1) A B0
o AT DL o A S e A i PR LN UL ik )
I 1] SR 5 AL, I AR ME S AR ATIATIX 5
PR TR I TR S K TF AL ) A5 PFBR 1 T . v] 45
WP ICHLARAE. 5T 55 FA e s vyl DL 17, 0L
I I P55 T DB ] 7 10 P9 58 . DA 55 ) v DL
PR AR B SN AT 55 18] 14 5 28 AT gk 73S oo
AR PR, AN 2 sp ARSI T =AM S AR S
15 AR5 2 BRI B s [R] 2 f8 E8e A AT 8 2
g X RE R ME 55 AL R Z U E AR
WAES5 2 MRS5S 3. 0 1% H b ik 21 s AL
R IR B B FAR KU — S 2 A o0
FUBRAR T fre A U2 A AT UL S AR 2% T AT
55 2 MAL55 3 JRUAGA] B Bk 8] /)N T 48 285 T 8 BT o5 P
(] AT 55 SRt » AN — i BRI [ s LN 1)

Ll |

I I I Il
=N CTIRON [ L
M | %t I I
X ES N
el [ | o
FasE NP o SN SRS A
P YA 1 i [ PSR A% s ) ) B

B2 WS rE
Fig. 2 Observation task

PR O R AR AE 2 1 AT 55 R BRI Y
— A EERNE S TR A
i ) 45 45 b 2 SR A5 1 U] XA 55 e s e %, 740
I FH B =2 190 0% U565 d5e 21 B3 1% YO0 00 BA B AL 25 =2
e KA » SRR SO TR 1) ] A5
2.2 RGERE
2.2.1 AARMBix DEREARKZ. HTHET
WFFE A WA EXT () AT A AR5 A R &
PR : (D) BT R R A — A8 R AL &%
s (2) DAEMIFFHLA ML T 2 — g il 1], H 2

THAE—E A (3) RAOIEIREE A RFZAM T
B2 DU R LI Jo e A S 5 (4) A — A JEE ]
W, DEFA iR E—EN; (5) fE5EM—
AR IR EE T TR A AT R B 1%
2.2.2 B2 R ML A ILE D LU A
e — 1, 455 B AT BRI AR A 0-1 B %K
R 8 1A 1 5 9 UL A 55 [P R A 7 A (T
ZJE TR R A4 e 3 32 R B A 55 ok
Fri| .

(D ZHOERB P Y KBNS HNE 1
JIT7R.

*1 BERSH
Tab.1 Model parameter

T WEIAT: 55 55
w AL HAEE
C HWRIES
F U RIASE
N 5B
Memory AR R RAP A
EQ R AR E
Max_A AL RAR MR A
Weight 5 i AMESIAE i €[1,N]
e 55§ AT S5 W RFEEI AR i € [1,N]
A 5 ¢ TS5 I T I LI £ 2
CN; 55 i ML GBS TS . i €[1.N]
X; AT AMES PTEI X =1, ) 0
TS, 55 i M55 T O R bR i € [1,N]
TE; 551 M5 T B 0 AR, € [1,N]
TV 5 1 AMES U I g )i € (1, N
TF; 55§ TS I &5 s e, € [1, N
D; RIS @ A 55 5774 M BUR
E NI ES @ AT 45 B 0 g it
E., —RIF ML 1
Euw IR SR R A E

RedD; LSS i 5 HAAES5 & LT A B8R TAY . i €[ 1. N
RedE:  PUESs « SHABE 556 T A RE L 204G € [1.N]

b ISR TR 11 S 45 AL
LIRS VLI A0 258 s e S AT
55 BT P T A TR 1 A 1 2 B
PRI S A 1 0 03 51531, 30 RO
W TR BRI AT S 19— B0 e



666 W KFFHCA RAF R

%57 %

AFEHE P A o PUIE O3 e BUBTH  THE
FUREGE QLSRR o 88 e iy P S/ Mo
TEW RIS ZH AR s AL & — R 2 26 2 AR AR
e & JZI:ITargeti =(L;,B), /ﬂ\:qui NEFE,Bi R
.

(2) BB LR,

P1 : maxz Xi W(figh[i
=1

subject to

Ci:CNey, =i 3CN;#0, Fi€[1,N]

C,:CN; #CN; 94 CN,;, CN; #0, 3i.j €
[1,.N].,i#j

Cs:X,-:Xm,.EICN,-iO,EIiG[l,N]

N
C4 H ;X, (D, +f(CN, )RedD,) gM@?’}’lO?’y

. ‘ [1.CN, =i
Vze[l,N],f(CN;)zlo CN. —i
s i 4

Cys XX, (E + f(CNDRedE) <EQ
Vie[1.N] f((‘N):ﬂ’CN‘%
T 0LeN, <

Cs: |A;| <Max AVi€[1,N]

REAY 1) H AR eREIOR 1 22 HE LI AT: 55 19 B A
FI AR, AR C~Co R T AT 55 75 6 U
(R CHRAE 5 0o Cy Ros #EAT 5 BOULI Y 75 4T 55
HATRA — 30t s 00 Co~Cs AT 55 A i) 1 9%
PRER A Co AT 55 B AP 2031, Cs M g s 200
GG AR T AL 42 A E I 0 SCHL I T A
RESE , Hodr, fCCND AU 55 & Ui 72 A2 19 T
SRR BURE BT AR B R A AR G o AR
Fr1 PR AT 55 WL BT D422 £ BE AN B ot 2 20
RN ONIEESER
3 BEREEANEE

B BRI R O 1 P A SO R 55
HEFT R FRATT LT Il AU AL 1 T —Fh s & X H
F R A (Heuristic Independent Programming
Algorithm, HIPA). HIPA 3% ] 481 14 =2 0 . 1% .
R[] R 53 it AT 55 6 1S e 91 R0 7 A A e
HEFTSR A XIS FBEHR U S AH SO 3R K%
HIZH IR M 3 .

TR P AT 55 B IR T FE TIAL B A 32 B 58 I
AR X — M55 W 1 5 ik R AR AT
RE 1 L 2 AR A7t 2 TR AR 9%

D; =TC; » DUT (D

KD DUT Sy S i [a UL Ecd A7 14 =%,

E = (g(CN) (T, +‘% “Tu)+TC ) * EUT

1. CN,<i

g(CN)) {O’ N i (2)
K2, Ty R — W IF ML BR8] 5 w A JaR
A AR BN A B 5 T, 5 D2 5 B R P il i B
[ EUT MRS B B (] 15 45 ) FE L

| 55 VRN FE AL 3 |

i ===
Fh<—-+- ] TR RIS Al e |
|

| 1)
|
T <—++ %?HM%%%?%H%| |
|

| i K 51 |

B3 HIPA #4kinfe
Fig. 3 HIPA overall process

3.1 BEFREXMNHNESER
fE55 Rl 2 S R UASFIE X 2 B, 3 5 A P A
T L. —Ff Ry AT 55 () AT L 7 11 22 S H UL A BE AN
7] s 53— R i AN ZE SUIEAT 55 Ta] ORI ] o Bsf [ia] AN
BT 2 TR A AT AT 4G oK P ss 10 38) 5 a6 A 7 o
ST, R HAETE ph 9 5C 2R AT 55 8 B A U 1Y
AT g A SCR B U IR A T A 2.
(1) BRI ZE 0 R PS50 FA
Ly ORI B BRI £ BE LA R TR UERE & L B
PRI AL A SRS 0 AL B 3 Bl PN BRI T i
XFGME Ff 2 25 AR A LI 15 & O L33 £ 5 s ] PR
TR A B 5 A B e 1, ST B TR
T B FH 2 3 1) B K FE AL [ B b r 45
55 14 S ORI B[] AN 8 a3k 18 AL K gk
AR O FATHRINT.
| A, —A; | <AFOV
max{TF,;,TF;} —min{TV,, TV, } <AT.,.
Vije[1,N],i#j (3)



%44

KEE, F. TEWIMEE B LK A ZAXNFEHFR 667

Hrp, AFOV 2 TR 18 AL B L /1 s AT A
LIRS 1 Fc K T T AL ],

155565 UG B AIAEE A7 B LA KT DL B 11 )
AN AR ] A AA A3 an = () A= (5) B,

Acom :Ai JrA} (4)
2
ITScom :mln{ TSI ’ TSJ }
©))

\TE.,,=max{TE,.TE,)

(2) HAES BE 8. AT 556 W, — 5 T vl LAtk
17256 R AL . A5 55— J7 Tt a] BB £ 45 LN 14
S — LS DALY X, 31X FE AT p R 5
TEOLTT T BT DL # AR AE S X3 Fl i 0 &
FEAE B EE B AL AN 4 s . K EAE R LA T 55

RedDmn -

Jor = A ) R S BT 28080 » 1 EURE 3R DU A
WL DX 7 A ) T AR SR o DR ORI 2% DX S o i
J Y RE AR FERR N TTRTHFE.

B AT

¢ g N
f£5%m f£%n AR
k—n ﬁ—)l |:| A
‘ ‘ [
T‘I/m TF m TVn TF n

B4 ReBETE
Fig. 4 Redundant data

BT mon A B 4 B TTA R ed D,
TUARE R RedE,, A= (6) i1,

{ (mar{ TFm ’TEI } 7m1n{ TV?Z ’ TV: } 7TC,,, 7TC1 ) * DUT’ max{ TV}I ’ T‘/u } >rr11n{ TE/I ’ TFH }

0, max{TV,,TV,} <min{TF,,TF,}
RedEmu -

{ (7nax{TFm ’ TFn } _mln{ T‘/m ’ T‘/n } _Tcm _TCH ) * EUT’ maX{ T‘/m 9 T‘/n } >m1n{ TFm ’ TFn }

07 max{ T‘/m ’ T‘/u } <m1n{ TFm ’ TFH }

FRATHE T3 T fe/INRE 9% (9 ) e UML) ofe
Fri i a T R SN R br EL TR A
K= (D PR,

_ RedD,, . RedE,,,
El=a Memory Tl EQ
Im, n€[1,N] (7

Horr s o VAN 20880, 3 B0 8 BN A7 it A g 2
AR F E A I o (E 0 0. 5, ET B/, RS
JIHE IS 51 R B /D B T X B O G A R
PEZRIN ) H A2 8 0 B B BRI 2 25
BT 55 P TR B IR AT R R A BIL s L PR A 5
RIS .
3.2 ETFEERMAALe IR

1RA ik Bk 35 7 (Shuffled Frog Leaping Algo-
rithm, SFLA)VE R —Fh s K A RHAREALS I BA
ZHUD 5y SEIRIE R SRR Uy - — R
S Y e 5 A A ) B B R A Sk Z 1]
BRER AR BN B Y I 2 040 k. TR SR E Y R
SIS R R TOERE IR v AR A 22 i A SE
IO L 380 58 UR T A MR AT 42 )Rl
B J5 HEA T E RS2 BB SR AR

SFLA TE5 = AT M G RE A A J) 788 52 i 3 3k
XIZ R F d5e 22 U P L T S 3, Emg = (8)

(6)

iR,

P, =P, +D; (&

Dj =rand(O) * (P{ —Pj)E

D =rand() * (P —PL),

— Dyx <D} <D (9
b, PO EH G A Dy Ay S T 8 B
A P AP ER 7 2 B0 i R R AR PY L B
I AR R A PY L rand O SN BEHLEL — BHL
0~1 Z B AR Sl 5 S i Py 355 Bk BR IS 1Y
IR B LCIH AR WA 48k o 5 D0 1) Ao B A
AARIRSBRER , 25 25 AT SR G TH A ARG, T B AL
A AT R R .
3.2.1 2EBRARACE sk SFLA JR)30 55 57 55 Wg 1] 3
T HICH A B U B Sk 2 A S AL B S X
TR, 28 T HANMAN A G S, REUR
YIS SR FE 1% s Bt R R L . AR AR SF-
LA (el A7kt . pn Ak s By 580k U Y
B ISR AR e DL A LRI 91,

Jry KT - Sy S HRZERE PN A A A B 1S
ANEN 3853 ) F R, AR SCTE S 348 2R e LAAE 52 bifi
Mlp. € L0, 1 A7 B 5 B X G2 i e 8. AP e
Kk N BR80Ty m B 53 B LA i 7= A=



668 Wl K FFH/CAH RFF 0O % 57 %
F RO, Y R S U BN O

KR B R S Dl £

PN 1 FR. BRGNS N 1 R AR A
‘EU’E*BZJH FEOLORAF I 1 S R e L
Hofem TRk 2R TR Sy Be AT Pk >
SEIEACHI IR 46 J 500k 1B AT I [H].L 3 — ffs
T o B2 R B R PRI T AE 2 A5 2 46

BiE 1 AT R
mark global best frog for P,
fori<=0 to m—1 do
mark the i~thsubmemeplex as memple x;
iter<—0
while iter <<subiter—1 do
iter<—iter+1
start<—rand() % (n—1)
end<rand() % (n—1-b) + b + 1
forj<—start to end do
mark the local best frog inmemple «; as P,
mark the j-th frog in memple x; as P
P.p< update P; with P,
if(fitness (P, ) >fitness(P;; ) ) then
Pij ePremp
else
P < update P; with P,
if (fitness (P, ) >fitness (P ) ) then
P <P
else
P;<-randomInit( )
endif
endif
endfor
endwhile

endfor

BRI R AT A BN RREG 5 S T
BOT IR A B 22 A L MR AR p, € [0, 1 THRSE
FBERILSE S S 1A, 7 KON T ANME P, i it 5
FEM AT 3k R B T B XT R P L BEHL e £
FIFARRZ AL B s e, BUBS HAACh Py, g
FEANIE 5 Fr7R. 5 Rl ST S s AR A 2 5 1)
AMAREEFNE AR FEA T HUES ANTR] B2 2158 A AN A TH
RIDCIT AR HIBEHLAE BB AR 19 75 2R e 10

fift o T AR (LA NS SR ) sl S I

AR IE B AR B IE RO XT g 61T add, RIS TE
X AT A R IR RS L FIT R A 3 A
X A R IR A A R A ORI B A

NS R AT 55 00 F 175 450 Im AR R R
H AL HE Cunit value) Fe R AT 55 BB E T
AN 10 PR,

unitvalue =Weight;/ TS, 1o
P=AAA, A,
A rf7> P~B,B.B,..B,

BEDLEL

:> se sE{1,2,..n-1},e € {st+1,s+2,....n}

iL wi

P'=A,.BB. .BA, .4

" n

|5 Ak LK%
Fig.5 Global update strategy

3.2.2 BFAIAXAEAAE  ZREIE TR
SRS AR AN 6 R, 6T I ) AL R
iﬁ%ﬁn?

(1) 38 N BEAETHARL. 300 N B 2 AN 7 kA A
87 NIUE ¥ 7N »Eﬁﬂ%fﬂqﬂ H b pR Y 53 45

(2) ASEER 432 58 PR 20 PR 77 A A e o {1
FANHERF J5 BEAT R S 445 3. R 2R TG 26
MRUR L DU A B %) J) 9 SR A5 D) 21 8 i, A Uk A1
WA FUR A — .

(3) HEPH AL, RIS
WA T R ER.

(1) NS, B4 )RR B eid T
R DA AR RN 7.

HIPA #.0 P BA 65 2 8 50 R IR Bk
IR X TFAL S T="{t1+tss ot} s WRAFAET]
HREOUT s B, F TR IR 2% e 1A & M
WUIEA T B X 2 1) 3k 5 15 BRI 55 50 K A8
mem<n. Ht;,t; 1.7 €[ 1,n A WERE, 1 P
TR A U] D027 — AN ASRE B AT o 4 AT 0 L 3
A3 B TIPS AT 55 LA HR 20 FLA0) A PR J5» f 0 mT
PEEAT S LRI, 7635 IR o A o g — L e
HR— Ry L R R, — AR B A
JE— RS, MR BEREN N B, Sk RS 25 A
S Q=1{0,1 "Nl FET— B A > TR

B DACHE I 4 J) 7 B



%44

KEE, F. TEWIMEE B LK A ZAXNFEHFR 669

F5 2 B L BIUE N n BB T m s A 5 4 /)N
TEEBPIRAS A ). I B R SRR 42 R SR
RS AT & +1 RTERITIRI P4 By L5
AT b R LS DRAIERT S A 2318 T ik
19 B i DL T A W 1) ) e 22 4 £ Kk B R L A
W3 A0 A 2 () B B A0 A - AT HIPA i) b e, 5
¥ 1) DR SCBIOR RS 7 52 36 A 1 96

IR AR R
v
X VIR A B IE
v
1 N R I HET
v
N34
v
PR AL
v
2RIRE
v
v
TAMEIE R

>

i L1 S

iy B AR i

B6 s fiazsE
Fig. 6 The flow of the leapfrog optimization algorithm

4 (FEZR

4.1 {FEXWigIT

SRS BY Satellite Tool Kit #4F- 4=
B I FZ AR ST S, B0 — 1 A% IR L
Yiffi FOV 2 107 UL AR A + 3078 TLA. Hh
Tl HARBEHL 2 A 76 5L F 85 8 BBl AR iE x5 T2 m]
W, DR REZ AT A B B AR S AT WL 1, A

H s i B Se o XA [ 1, 10 ] F A9 BEALELE . S
o S NAZE Ff SC(E Y Bl Ry DX ) [ — 307, +-30° ] 1
REHLEL.

SR AIE A SCHI B YRR e XA 3R R B
HIPA WA 800, 85 i B T it % 55 1% (Genetic
Algorithm, GA) | ZZ 48 3 # R 5 3% (Variable
Neighborhood Search, VNS) | A\ T #R#8 7 (Arti-
ficial Bee Colnony, ABC) . %1 25t Bk 3. 15 (Greedy
Frog Leaping Algorithm,GFLA) 4§ 4 B AE R
Xof RRSIELG , £ TR I S0 BRI 2 o,

*2 AEEESHIZE
Tab. 2 Different algoritm parameter settings
Ak S8
HIPA Fhifif 100, Weht 10, BRI AU 2, 5CUA 0. 6, 48574 0. 8

GFLA Rk 1000207 el 10 BRI AL 10
VNS SRBUHCR 3
GA FPREELARL 100,28 XK 0. 6,48 7% 0. 8

ABC FORERLAE 1000200 CR 2 S AL IR KR 50)

RS TEPEAE R 58 macOS High Sierra
(10. 13) , 4b ¥ #84 2. 3 GHz Intel Core i5, NFEH
8 GB il A kAT, L5 HF & & & Clion
2018. 3. 1, FF RIBETH N C++.

SRR ARL 1 SR S I 20 ANk
Zerr U N T AR EME oo A er =
I fe—=foa s £ B T AL . R EE A
BAEAH R A B BE R 2R 88 T 384T 10 W, ST is T4
I LASTHT.

4.2 LWER

AR TFAT 55 Bz 4331 24 100,200, 300 B FE
AAE ARV S AS TR A7 00 43 301 A A B30
HEA T LR, SEgR 45 R AN R 3 FIER 4 PR,

N 3 R 4 Hhal L, X T 3 B AN A AT
4 AR SCHR R & X A R S A B O
YIS T U RS e K AL 8 a6 A R 5 R LA
[ ¢ U B o] 14) S B 235 SR LU o & B U PR 2 0 A
S5 A B2 LR AR . 7R PR AN [R) A AL 3 R
FRAGIAPE T, Bl AR A3 in, 5 Fh 3305 LS
(A 25 B A B S B3R AR 2 H 3 o EL s AL 5006 L A
BRI A R R /N T A, 3 AR, AR
P R AE T R IR I AR s3] TR R
DU R AR AR Sl R A A L Lt A
SR T LA 3 T B 0 TR 40, LR [ E
PN TIERR R Z , AR TFA R RS K.



670 Il K F O RAAFI)

%57 %

R3 HEERBEAREMALRER

Tab. 3 Experimental results of the algorithms when resources are insufficient

Algorithms 100 tasks 200 tasks 300 tasks
best solution  average avg time/s best solution average avg time/s best solution average avg_time/s
HIPA 132 130. 1 0.021 99 358 353. 4 0.136 42 582 577.1 0. 280 22
GFLA 126 124.9 0. 051 98 344 330. 6 0.294 94 568 563 0.468 11
GA 127 126. 3 0.142 11 318 311 0.529 14 497 493. 8 0. 608 81
ABC 126 124.2 0. 036 59 311 306. 4 0.253 02 510 496. 4 0. 344 15
VNS 118 110. 1 0. 270 62 313 299.7 10. 034 63 566 556.7 39. 336 54
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Tab. 4 Experimental results of the algorithm when resources are sufficient
Algorithms 100 tasks 200 tasks 300 tasks
best solution  average avg_time/s best solution  average avg_time/s best solution average avg_time/s
HIPA 146 145. 8 0.021 53 538 537.8 0. 216 57 627 621 0. 184 07
GFLA 141 138.7 0. 067 36 533 531.2 0. 456 45 608 598. 8 0.528 46
GA 142 140.7 0. 182 63 418 409. 4 0. 381 36 525 505. 8 0.635 93
ABC 141 138. 3 0.038 14 425 409. 7 0. 239 04 517 503. 3 0. 348 26
VNS 135 128.2 0. 256 89 498 483. 3 15.74 83 599 587.7 64.431 8
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