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[ Abstract] By focusing on the traditional multi-Knapsack Problem (KP) in typical logistics system operations, this
study abstracts a Heterogeneous Multiple \Knapsack Problem ( HMKP) and formulates an improved Deep
Deterministic Policy Gradient (DDPGY). algorithm to solve it. The DDPG algorithm tends to fall into a local
optimum when solving the 0-1 KP. ‘To address this issue, a Dynamic Randomization Mechanism (DRM) and
Dynamic Penalty Mechanism (DPM).are adopted and embedded with an improved Transformer module to optimize
the algorithm. Then, a Dynamic DDPG (TDP-DDPG) algorithm is proposed based on the improved Transformer
module. First, a tabu listiis added to prevent repeated searches. The TDP-DDPG algorithm demonstrates efficient
search capability across several experimental algorithms, finding the ideal optimum in 39 classical algorithms in test
sets 1 and 2 from low to high dimensionality, as well as in higher dimensionality test set 3 and in three out of six
algorithms in large-scale test set 4. Experiments show that the TDP-DDPG algorithm has stronger optimization
seeking ability after incorporating the improved strategy. Next, the BPD-DDPG algorithm is designed based on the
TDP-DDPG algorithm to solve the HMKP with higher complexity and is analyzed and evaluated in high-dimensional
arithmetic by combining several classical 0-1 KP examples. The results show that the BPD-DDPG algorithm is
more accurate than Gurobi in three low-scale cases; however, the solution time is longer. The BPD-DDPG
algorithm can efficiently solve high-dimension, large-scale HMKP at a low computational cost within an acceptable
time.

[Key words] Deep Reinforcement Learning (DRL); 0-1 Knapsack Problem (KP); Heterogeneous Multiple
Knapsack Problem (HMKP); Transformer module; dynamic penalty mechanism; tabu list

BEEWE  #HBASCE SBT3 4 (19YTA63003D) .
EEE N PR (CCF R 50 5 B W L5 » B0 WO LEs: T AR B8 V0 SR A SR B A
WRSEHA: 2024-07-23  {EEEHA: 2024-09-13  E-mail: whutmse2007_Ib@126. com



$£52% F4H8/2026 £4 R/ATENTE

141

0 3|

A ) (KP4 4 He Ak 45008k v A 25 L
NP-hard [a]#, %[ 8 ATH5 4 A BRI 5 =
P AT B P i S B . IS ARV P
A IR W] DA 5 Ry 45 R A R 45 O )2 N
TG, AN sk i i 53 W e 2 m) A, )
T T BRI A 2 i, LA RS I R R o o
G R R, WIS H AR i/, IEAh  7E
SR SR T AERE I KU AR = I £
T EARE TR A R S TR R 2R LA AR
k. Bl i T HR 0z M e Pk
— H PRI 52 I R R R 2 —

KP 728K £ 2445 0-1 KP, £ 8 KP, %4t KP
(MKP), 534 KP %, Hh 0-1 KP Jhyfe 5 il 1Y
KP, HAh2K R ) KP o n] DL 4L 0-1 KPgkf73R
fift . ERRAE 0-1 KP il (o FA0 2 K i 52 Fn s
R B, KA SR LAY s SR
D E R A RS & U R N T R
P A T BORRELE T R BRI
DRRERRET A5 RS RASA L — A H RE TR AR /MR F)
S AR B S A Bt 2 T LA (1 348, AR R
THA i 2 T BOR A S ) 4 4 28 0 I AE — 2 I R] 1
TCAR A 1O, - RS A B 12— FBOG) SR ik ) 381 1 T X
BOR L™ X R T I YL 8 R Sk
AL TR AL AE M e LA T3 Tt (A ) A 2
PETHRFALY KL T , Hvk e R AR 2 35
M, A g A R T A T A PR o SR 3
B MELLGE W B 4% KP AR R,

AR R AL 2% ) (DRL) B8 7 B &k
. AR T RE AT ) F By =, TR 2 ) R
R 38 R R BE T AR fh 2 o) 5058 A PR SR i A
1% DRL S5 46 52 2% (05K fff PR 8 v JR 80 1 S5 1 1k
i, DRL fE MR- Motk 2g S s & 16T 12
(1) 07 FH 37 5 AR [R] (A 78 v e B LR ARSI A ) 35 1
MRES e RtAe Az AebEfe. BEZB1E T AT
FEE R DRL X 41 & Ak In] B0 oK . WANG
SELO TN T A SR A 2 ) L 9 EL i 45 4 A o
PL 45 A1 DRL Sl 4 @ Bk iz Ak e 11 » e T it
i ) @, BELLO 4" & i F jik 47 7 M) 20
(TSP) , il i YN 25—~ 358 VA it 28 X 2 f Fi i) AN [i]
THES A . [RE, e dete o KP 4L T A0 LY
SR B, KOOL ZE17 # t 7 — AN F Pointer
Network )3 T4 32 77 2 BB, I DLk et A
% TSP WA &N, HU SR T —FoH

il

FroWl ) i) DRL 8.3k, Dhdi /b 3t 3= 8 B 6 2 TSP
(i k7 5. WANG 25000 5 — Fif SR i R A
TSP ([} 2h 25 & %7 Conv-LSTM ##1, fifi 1] 31 25 1
Sty =R A 1913012 W 4% (LSTMD {45 A1
RESH IR IR T SE . WANG 25720 32 1 — A4
R i 3 22380 e A i A 2 > AR R A ke 40 I 428 ) it
(VRP), KHALIL %5 $ 06 I BE B kA5 51k
SES)EE G R T 3 TR A A Ak i), SUT
P2 P —Fh Neural-3-opt A& ik Jy ik , 3 i
sk 2 A Bl2E 2] 300 3-opt Keffdk TSP,

IEAN, A S F 3 A= = i e 2] A e Ak ) i rp
f) NP-hard [7] 5521 (4 B 58 Z 46 i F TSP™ il
VRP 33 W il ] B2, %ot KP-#-) AR5 A 4o ok 156 B
BEZ . drAEk Xt KP i 5s 38 240 FH iy & e &=
R SR A R 4 B R 1y 52 36 v FL A g
AT R R 2= . AR LR [l R, AR S
FLF Transformer BB 3 H— b e i A 9 B 1
FEVER ISR E (DDPG) 5.3, #1224 TDP-DDPG .
o MRS DRL 575 78 5 2 5 L RRURE (] & (1)
SKffeeh R B H 2 RS BE AR E R TR ReE
BRI AT ] 9 58 BOR . 1925 T B 35 N 2% S BE
775 DRL BN T 1 R0 ) R4, 5 Ry KP
()75 b SR A 3 A8 T — BB B9 O vk, 1 5B, TDP-
DDPG S48 R F DDPG 5332 (1 4 25 5 i 1 2 2]
— AR % X 246 DK 38 30 ) ) R ) e FIC A 5 DT B 4T
Hi A % H AR B R ) A BT h 48 R s ], [R] B
FLZ B0 IR A B H bR 25 5 PR BE A R b AR
PEREAAH I AE YR AT 1 7] 3, AT f TDP-
DDPG 357 KP SR ff b 2 30 H 55 = 10 B e Az
ferkRE. /4 DDPG Bk 7 KP K BAA —E i
P AR AR R AR M L B 4 Je 38 B Ty TS A
HE—ERIR B, Ao DL b ), o — A0 4R e Ak
PERE, A SO Transformer 35| A DDPG 8.3k,
AT 5 B892 B e b A 3 s A7 87 2[RI A7 AR A A3 F
ZHAGE . B Transformer BN, im AT XF 5 42
Pl AR B sh TR T HLH] (DPMD L) K sh 2 BEHLAL
il (DRMD , 38 1o % 48 1 B 2] A9 75 6 780 4% AR B /)N
HEATHIIKT 5 [ Ao R 40 A2 570 PR 7 5% A 2 0 i 9
PEATAEST , 15 A PR B 2 72 4 R [R] i £ A I
Gl FE L IEPMAE BRI ER IR, I KT
L b R 3 e DL AE BE R AR AE o A PR AR
e .

TR I » RN TR HASE 24 32 (1% 5090 45 004 7 52 560 A B
BEXTEE, 5 uE T TDP-DDPG 83k B 8 (1 52
TE T DL R v SR ARG B L W LA AU T 0-1 KPP,



142

E525 F4H8/2026 F£4 R/ATENTRE

BEA AR SR e T FEAS R ) i IR 55 3 55 R i 42
T KP A8 Ff s B S48 22 45 4 10 B8 (HMKP) ™
SAME S IR TR LY R RS B
FERR S VR A A v, S 7 HE s I & 1 L sh A
PE BEALYE R 2k BB AE ST Sk i MES A
1 IGFEE E AT S MR T 0 25 ek 5 2k
k. B SR, W T SRR 8 L A K
SEBR B AL HRENS B SRS | s R E N A R PR
SRANAS W 5 1 P, o i e HMKP, A S 7F
TDP-DDPG % iy Kt b H 56T — ol 7 & &)
43 (BPD) ) BPD-DDPG 8.3, 52 56 FAH 5 B il 3iE
] BPD-DDPG 8 3% 1] LA Ui e HMKP, 78 XC
AALHE 0-1 KP 4245 17 8 19 56+ DRL 1 fff e Jy
22,9 B2 ) KP AR ) — g o i fige o

iE
1 [EfEiR

1.1 0-1 KP #1 MKP

1)0-1 KP,

0-1 KP BfAffRan R — i C iy
WK n ) B o= {1, 2, on HAH
o ow, AUNE p, AR, W5 — 2k
AT AL, DUEAFE A 5 1 S (i e R A (ER ik
AP B EREARBEL TN AR, ANER
K (DK (2 PR

maxz p,‘I,‘ (1)
=1

sot 2w, <C )
i=1

P ex, FOR5  F A R RILAT L 2, =0 FR
AT ;=1 FRTEA R g & 0 A 1

WM T 2 ={x 1 2,02, 1 Hin
M E AP B ERE R 2.

2)MKP,

MKP /& 0-1 KP i) —F 9 J&, 7€ MKP i, &
Ty AU B AN E B PR I B 24
JEPE AR AT A RS . MKP HAR AT il iR 8
—AFE R C O 8 B A
m N JEPEYERE , Hp s r={1.2, - m } 4E L B 1k
H a, s I PR TR B R A
rh I S AR A AHL [R) s 2 T A A 2 A PR
Tl RN Rg AR A B BRI . BR=R D) 48 38
& P B R A X FRR =X (3) B

Dla,x <A, (3)
i=1

o WP RLRR IR R S B R i 14 S A
A, FoRHE YR FRAE
1.2 HMKP

HMKP 124 235 4 [ R — M 3 2 B
A PGB K o 38 1§ 4% 221> LR ) 37 il 55
Yy S R T I S 2 W T AR SRR JE A% L )
Ao B DL R A EE IR AL R4 T 0 e
s T2 AN RN AL R 45 [ 0 R AT DL 32 45 5
s R R AV R Hei R o HMKP i AN [
SRR IRTAE X R 22 A AN [ 10 6 i O i el
BAB Y. HMKP 5 MKP X T2 A4
(0 it R AT 20 SRR L A T L RO ) 2R )
MKP it L& — 154 it HMKP 48 2401 4
PUE W) RGP AR 55 S5t . i A e i
AR T B VRS e g R A DA L P IR £ A PR SR )
R AR TR S5 S e (A5 S I8 3 S X
J2E) HMKP SKAFZF NP 1 B

o mdafmten
S S T [ L B J
[ttt 5 3Ka M o KR R N
SRR
B =

B 1 HMKP HREZEHN
Fig.1 Solution architecture for HMKP

B W IR 55 5 v 0 TR R A 4 O KP
I 36 T 73l 4 T A ) A R R A AN T £
A 5 BEK . BEXTX AR O nT LU 0-1 ik
1l 2t 1 A4 ) A TG B0 » 38 4 28 B4 1 i T 2
5 BB A KT R 5 1) 2 1) £ e T T AR A
X BLT R 2K

HMKP BARAT AR A m AN m Y
ai s e BEHEY I (aysas s va, ) RFOR . HEE
wHHAV, r={1, 2, «-,m}) FmR; —HY & XL
—ANE, By RS AN AT B «. =
{0,112k Fm, 0 RREAREIA T RFATHA;w,
I p ARG r YEWI A P AOEE ¢ (R4 50 A0 T R RN



$£52% F4H8/2026 £4 R/ATENTE

143

(B R BRI A 8 2 AW Al e AN (e K
oo ARFRMA D KOG PR

maxi ip,wri 4

r=1 i=1

sote D wua, <V, ={0,1} (5
i=1

2 DRL Ei$

2.1 REFIMEKRFEEMLEH

s fb2s ) R L DL LA RS X
UM T HEEA L, BRZ REIA (agenv) S,
WELFRIRES (state) | B4E (action) | F I (policy) | )L
1% (reward) ,

SERAL 2 ) — AT LU 34 Ol By R ] O e o it A
(MDP) , g F i 2 .

=
Rt
G T
|— \\ e

| ]
/

/
 — o

E 2 MDPitiz
Fig.2 MDP process

TEMAY) MDP . S ZoREEA; S, o
BPRAS 3 S 0 TR T —IRE 55 €S RREAE PR
B A FoRIERE G sa € A TR HARSIE R H
MR N — A FRATFMER AT P G | 5500 FR
HEPRES S e B A a R B BIHTREE 5o BY
ARG R (5 va 500 TR RIT @ SIERPIRES s 2555
FEEVHRZS 5 nee WA RIAN s 411K 5 o FHORA R
KPR EE, Koy =10, 1), fEEREP T
—VREE S AE Y EDIRAS S, A 5, M5 LR R
ARETEK X Je BR AT R R RS R
PCsiinlsiss, qarss)=p (s, s,

MDP 752y > Hr i Bl AR O - R 8] £ 2
IFPIRAE S, » Z A agent £ S, R T AKIG HME «
PATSIAE @, 5 HIAT 58 B T - AR A RS e B8 A %
PG ls @ REFRBHNAT —DRE S0
MDP Jysi Al o7 > SR 1 By SRl I F B AR i 5
AARKAIHE B o HUS 82 K B2 T KAl

siAL ) il i REIA S PR AT S E T
T 27 4 PR WG B S A ) —Fh o7 ik . B REfRIE
I TEPREE AP AN B 215k B S R B 22 56 (f 4

3

P EAED) AR s AR A SR B AL S
AISFIR . RIS R TP WA A A BEAR O B AT 4K
BUAN S A2 AE A5 R T HLE i A0k 52 )
BB Y H bR 4R 25 3 09 SR AR AR DA TIX A
SRS I RE A PRI5E Hh 35 BOCH il B e R AL » Sf B il ik
I HRR.

SRAL T B FEAR R LR LT 6 2P R

D #atafl K8 RER B BN W AR OF LBAT
1 A S

DIRFE ] AR I SR RIRS T B Ak
Rt T — B M B ARSI EIE SR R BT
ENEARRIBCE L% il .

3) AT B « B REARAR P24 5T 3 s AL — 1> 3
PEIRAT

D PITEER L 2 — D RIEE TR
WEZ SRR FPRAS T ISR

5) HUHTA G : B BE MR R ALAS 5 HURT e ms L
HAEARRPIRS R e AU sh 1

6) HEAZ i i Al aed BT BB 0 22 6 R SR
B il RAH) M o

K 5tk A7 > I B9 A IR, X Rz ) MDP
HRAIELLT 5 A0

D ARZSZS 6] CARZSZS 8] g — 2P BRI 1 35
BERIFTA T REIRAS A4 O BRI i 91 3R R R
Pyt AF S TRIAY T (28 B B A 91 3 L TR LAY
RIAE AR W) ah B E R I (E R

) B 8] AT RARES T R ] BEShE . R
AR 24 iy 3 W 2E AT e 1 AR B — i R AT B AL
HEFE

30 2RIl R - 22 il e KA R Wt ) A0 L R
HIATTRAR AT

IREHRS ACTEFE— D5 OB AR
B ST C PR W 1 2R R IR b AT S
RE AP YT AR AR D)
f% B AN S

SYLR A« 2 A 5 AN BE I AL R B v Y
AT ART 900 ity I A ) i T L A A L
2.2 DRL

DRL A He AL G 7 14100 5 % — Fh 4w A
Jini R 7 A — b AL AR o o) Sk, L U B R T
TR 25 > AT B SR RE 1 AL AL 27 > rp B DR SR
P I HAE Ak B % i B SR S TR AR rp R B T AR
StEAE 1. DRL AR Oy — B 3 % 35 Cend-to-end) 1Y
PRSI R AR L Irm . 5 e
AR R < agent 755 PRI SC H A A 20 L DA



144

E525 F4H8/2026 F£4 R/ATENTRE

e i I R B 2 ) 5 vk IR AT B0 LA AR AR A ) 2] 1y
ARAFHE , 2 )5 J T 1045 VE 4 0 8 oR 20T W 5 o
AR ShAE » fie S A S 07 I 4k 22 M58 . DRL B 5
PRAEZR I an ] 3 fr s CE A RUR WG HL T /)
B HTML Ji, T [ED . K H g A KP o] 5 i8

MFESh
WE s

Y agent e — A BRI F AL 00 A S B L
L e s e p P i (s B sae = T AT —43)
RS % . A5 B R B —E & BN, ok
F AT 25 YN 2Rl agent 28 £F 54538 1Y )
TATH,

2 HRHERLAE NS
ME g

B/ A&

B 216

PTARY {E l@\

SRR

3 DRL FIE{EZR

Fig.3 DRL rationale framework

3 kf# 0-1 KP gt DDPG &%

3.1 EZA& DDPG &%

DDPG" ! f7 LR o 14 5 Wi 6 13 (DDP)
TR E . DPG o DDPG $&4it 1 =2 fy i L a
NERTE A BE AR T it o | B R 1 R
WEAR B L R T HOF R R k. ZRIR
JE Q 145 (DQND W ft) HH B ke 1 FH ot 28 199 245 41
ARE-MEEE Q (5. a) FEAIIZAFE /Y in]
B, 1 DDPG 454 T DPG 5 DQN P~k F
DQN 2 M2 RAUE Q rREGX A FF MR H T
DPG fHEZR I Hom A St as 1L (BND (95 15 , fiff
LS PR K e

DDPG 5 DQN iy IX R 75 H AL Al b3 1
— ARG L 7 Ca|s)  IF HILSRME B . TR
MFIR agent TERE— M FPRAS T £ AT 301
ala €A EER ., R TH REENE R IHE
ISR AT BB, — M o A T S I R ke Ak B
agent TEPUAT BN 8 32 5 30y M 75 ] fefi L Bl /R S R
XA T H T 72 . OU(Ornstein-Uhlenbeck)
FE AT AR Ay v ST P A — Rl A LG TR S R
OU MESYERRR L F vh, AT DR S AE R B R R 1Y
R Ho— BB I (6) iR«

de, =0(p—x ) dt +6dW(H>0,56=>0) (6)
K o 235 R HIE AT 22 W n] IR
— Az E), OU B A gk — D3 S Ak IR R
fEJ). 1 Actor MZ%4 H ZhVERY LAY E A OU
PN FR »

a,=a,tE€, D

TERE AR RS AR, R RS B 7S i Il A H 5 3] 55
AR XA AR S R T AERT G R &
BEZR SRIGE R T Y 2 50 AR 2R L 70 J5 305 i s/ D4
FMER AR TR B0 2 g0 0w AL Bk AR 5 0 R H
HE 3 AT SE BB U 25t A2 B PR L P2
RSG5 &

DDPG B AR 7 51 -1F18 28 (Actor-Critic) /]
EHEBRIEFTiE/E. Actor 5 Critic M54y T. & 1E,
B W5 agent BUAT Ry SR M, Jo & A PE Al A v 3
M EIEREFIR . Actor 2% AR P4 (1417 10 ofe 2l
AR MG LUK 41 111 453, = s E AR R0
R APERIRER , (A B R 1 ORS00 5 [ A e

XA SRR BT P A RS B R D
T—REMEEGELE, I BEFALRM s, va, 7,
serD) W e HZRN RANE] o g AR I SRR R
—ETER/INOREAS F AR BN B 7 R 45

DDPG Bk R T 4 AL 53 5 00 4k 1)
Actor il Critic W% A M 5#14f Actor, Critic [ 2%
SR RIS BARM S, & 4 Fos .

WL Actor MZEAE 5 IR Y 58 T H AR BUIR S
FE s FRTEREE I ASIERIE a . SRR
PG BAL ARG Critic P28 I Y BTAR S TN 3)
TERY Q {H., Q M2 Critic MRS 5k F£ o, H
THERTE RN — BEi ] (9 25 00 5 A4 7 S 1) [ 41z 35
B, Critic (2% A% BT 2 DA 28 gt rh BURS /N AR 3
TN 2] Q 18 AR5 H Actor IZEYIIZRAT 1 H
—E a1 —EEAHBR Critic 4 M TMIR2 H
bR Q fEL. A AR U () 7«

Q. =r+yQ(s,i1,a,+1) (8)



$£52% F4H8/2026 £4 R/ATENTE

_____________

Actor H R4

i B 0, =10+(1-7)6,

R nAFEAR (sp Ay T st+1)

(S @ 735 )

(S, @}, 7y S,)

]

)

25t

4 Actor-Critic Z5#4 &

Fig.4 Actor-Critic structure diagram

by FoRIr A7 HAR A ZRIBCH T [ 4 i [7]
IR AR ] BE A [T i o 5 JE i &

Actor [ 25 2 50 JHT 5 S BE A SRS AR K 0,
BITHERL SR ISR R D70t Actor MZE SR
HAReREL T %0, BEEETHE AR (O PR .

1 N
v,.J “”“N; (V.Q(s a0V .t (5,0,))

€))
Critic % 2% Z40H 537 5 BBE X MBS JEE 0
BUTFER . HARPREL L X 0o #6 RT3 (10)
AAD R
y=rTyQGs s pu(s, 140,000 +1))
VL (0)~

(10)

N
D (5 Qs a0V Qs sar0g)) (1D
=

DDPG B Actor Fl1 Critic (4534 3% FH#CHE
A7 3K TR FH A ARG D00 286 2 5501 B0 ok ok fil H A
D2 1 7 Hh (BT PR B e M iR E k. BbR
W26 i SO T A X (12) A PR

Critic F b M4 w :
b Q=r+y(s,,p» a,,))
ST b |
I
_______ HEFF: 00410, |
— N
G
N A2
\_  F&En
L J
Orirry =10, T =)0, 41) 12)
@an:‘f@Q_“(lff)@an (13)

Koo RyoE 2 38, IR R HOE T S 880, HOUE
SHRTF 0 Hag/hF 1, —H 0. 001,0. 000 1 45, 4
SCRHIR « {H2A 0. 001,
3.2 DDPG &L

JF R ) DDPG 7EAb 3 = 2 B L 52 24 1 3V 25 [
BF BRI B AR RE , I HLR IR BE i 2 N 2% vh
{14 AL R ESCRT B W R BSCTE AR IR 2 A B 25 ] o
ARG RIRME, (HREFEGR DDPG 5k 7 fif
KP B 72 7 W SO 21 5 A 19 e o 503 10638 7 BB I
SR — e, B S B AR . XA [a) fi2
i T DDPG 83k 76 I 2 st 1 i 2 2= vk DA R v P 4
B G . T A DDPG 443 % K B8 S 500 ik
PR AR B X0 9 28 Ak w5 R AT I 2% 1 2
>R HUHPR EERAE . AN A B S BRI
Bfi#E—RMshESMNER.

HRAE 28 2 Kt LI A5 A S EUE & A T 4%
YIZR AT LK 21 45k BEAR A9 I R R (B2 5 X



146

E525 F4H8/2026 F£4 R/ATENTRE

KP S iji et HRE IR B AL .

T R AT AR T T LA R I 4% 1A T 1E B
PRAVEBT R HERR M, DT 35 B 48 = RS B A H Y.
ML BN LR AT AR B T o) B 42 5
Frah G [l T LK B b e Bl i B 2R 0
AT =D s .

R=(v,/V—Fk) w (14)
KR AR B ; 0, REY A Ve, B
TR s e s i —SE AR 1 ) it T AR AN SE 9 A
G, — i E A E KA S AR KA
{8 5w ARERY K ml iz B AL K T 1 v (B 2%
P U B o A 40 A0 1 22 B 003 A 8 T 3
e B IR % B2 W i A Bl e 5 DR 3558
R RMERE.RE (o.0) . H ¢ 5w WEEES
IR TEAR 20 it 0 P8 B R 1y it B
TR EALE 10 BHE, BT ¢ Rl w 58 10 BEAT
LS A ) it 1) 00 (8L 85 32 4 O3] =~ 5 R 51 R
s SCRT L7 1k [ sk v 5 S50R0 B A K 1T 52 i) B33

it B R R B G S RS T R A
2 Transformer FEH, If WA DRM Fil DPM, L)
WSSIEE ST WiRi 325
3.2.1 ZhASBENLHLE

DRM (i #/E 1 78y B AE B W) A
AL ARIEREDL sr RIEFIE BRSO 7 T 28
KAL) AT, BRI R AN 5 IR

THR

v

A BN L € (0, 1)

;

=} as
ﬁ xr‘%;z:?d\stR uj
BEALIERE A R LA 3%
L1 ON l LU ON
EHIELE S
4R

5 DRM H#R{EILTE
Fig.5 DRM operation process
HIHE sr=0. 01 W FRRTEPAT SRS ER, A
170 AR AN AR 30 A A B 45 T2 AT AR

i PRI RE— A TR 1. DRM JEBEE Il 4%
YIGE—HE I KEL Cepoch) (B A 2R it 72, B & sk
Sy el adt AR HBUEAARPE N AR AE 0~0. 01 Z [A]A8
o, AT E RN R R RN TEEF R BRLE
b S5 AT/ INE 0 02 R T B 1k BE AL IE O
M AL SR
3.2.2 BhAFETIHLEI

iz B TCAE T ML R4 T0E PR I 25 H B0 5 4 M e
W82 B SR i 6 5200 25 5 0 1) i
Ll P RO/ AR R R A
(R0 it o AL SR K TEL AR 0 1 4% il 3 OIS 82 AN il 2
R KARTY 5 FEOE LRI 4558, B A
JRr BN o

DPM I3 8 7 2 —ANEE p . ZEFE T %
FEZ /DR N AT, AR SCIRE p, =150, H
EAER R AT O 1 ST H AT AR SR B
Y B B ARG 46T AN 1 LT % 75 1 X 1L A )
i RAETH  EA TR AT A RN A E D5 .
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TR TR BE R B Y TR R FL i 46 T W el B R
AL R TERGE ) S AR RN N A T e . i ]
TR Y 2% e P — W B LA A
ALK 5 I AR RS A 2R T b TR )
ST R ARSI B h =5, — AR i ) 28 5
AT I8 R 5 B S P48 R B0 0 ) o 4 B {1 %5 B i
TTHERY SR (8L 25 B2 B K B 90 i VR Ry e 4 R 4%
o HHAiHEPESS EY) AR LE, O] LU R
T b 7 5 AT ) T S A ) b R BB p 1 %8 R B R Y
Pt H B I Bk R B R DL it e SRR W SO
B, Bk DPM g B Ak 1 s,
®i%1 DPM
WA BE p.FIREV, DAV,
wH YV,
1. For epoch<—x to epochs do:
2. if py:
TR A RPN Y AR vV,
if V,<V;.
Xof AN R A A AR FR A Wit Ve A TR RS

return 0

Xt S AR AR A ARG DY 7 pr BEAT A

3

4

5)

6

7. else
8

9 MR T ANZE h i B N PR (5 ok
V,

Yt Vo,

10. HRGYE V., AT E F 8 i 751

11. W31 o 0 AN (B85 B I R i Vs
VE i

12. return V,

13.  break

14. End For

3.2.3 Pt Transformer AEH
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DDPG 53k v F T A BHUR 25 2 7R 3l 7R SR w9 A=
S 1 DDPG 3374 B W FH 730 DL {8 oR KIOR 3Pl LA
KA mS . T Transformer 28R Y £ 3k
H 7 (MSA) HIL {55545 RE A b R B
ALy i 22 18 ) S I06P R B A A8 Ak, DA B8 4 b S
I KP ik Hir.
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e, FH R AL FDIRZSAF B 78 Actor 451, MSA #l,
Tl AR AL B A2 by it RS A5 S B B i 8 4
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A BIE Z B ACRS AT INACR & RS2
() P DI TS A s DT A 3 B A 1 sl A/ SR . 7
Critic P&, MSA HLI 554% G0 53 1 2= 7 AL
rh R 285 B SR A TR AT B 0 — > 5 THT XS i A
W IFA TR AN B Sk N RN E R
13 B O B AR ASAT B B AN TR o A 7 e, L
ALK 6 Frac. MSA BAASHORE N . B R
J13 BR8N HE FE R W) A B A ) &
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[i) 24 25 T A\ B I DA 3 0 Sk B dm i 8 U
EANEHEBZZECN D,

MSA HLfil e L — RGN E AR B EFNE B
JIRUE B 4 R -, T AR BE SR Sk Ak B A,
T 3 2 P A A i AR R 3 A 16 ) A L B )
M EZSE . PURXT 3 AN ik .

D query: i@ R B AERFR IR 5
BRI AR G F T 5 HoAt key (9 HLBOR# & 52
KFFREE.

2) key« T4 it A1) 1) -5 A TR AR LR
JE o DA TR 2 AN 7] T 2R =2 ) | SIS

3) value: F ARG 145 21 1) 1 2 A X
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HIEAR DA AR i . ok TR Q
K Z [ sR T4 435 R B DA s R D 4 Tl 3
BiERIEE . Z 5 Softmax bR 515 21T
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N RNV IR Sk i AT SR HES AN
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KA~ 2O R
0K

S. Y an
a,=Softmax(S,) (18)
0.—ay*V (19)
O,=o,W, (20)
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JE W, b R R A R LR
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Fig.6 MSA computational architecture
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Fig.7 = Binary division
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1. For run<-1 to runs do:

2. WAL price, heads, batch

3. For epoch <— 1 to epochs do:

4 HEIFEE

5. IR IRES

6. B8 — N 5 kA7 I kA e
7 T ROEE T —PATIE a1y
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9
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11.  End For
12. End For
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Fig.8 BPD-DDPG algorithmic framework
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Table 1 Comparison of time complexity of different algorithms

Rk 0] 52 2
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20 D] Ckp20 ~kp3D ™ Wi 55 T JCAR . 5540
K RAHIC S8 A R . R 7R A
AR 4 LI TSR, P e A | )
FRRBEER K, Bk 1 47 5 2% BE s . A S S UE BPD-
DDPG Hk e A 50K il HMKP Jf H B AT 8451

AR S50 1) S E0 B AR - Actor X 45
Critic 422325 0. 001 ; 2060 I A7 0 B KK
FE 10 000 41 K- 0. 95 76 B BN B 1) Fifi
LR R MR 0. 01; YIZRAT Btk i KN R 645 256
WG AR PR I FE AR A 3 128 IR U125

LI 5286 ¥ 4E PyCharm 2020. 1. 3 (Professional
Edition) #1358 11 45 5 5 I, BEALACAS LA PyTorch 4E
A0y Bl AT $E i 4T, Kb PRI BT 13th Gen
Intel® Core™ 19-13900HX 2. 20 GHz, GPU(NVIDIA
GeForce RTX 4060) .64 {7 Windows 11 #2/E &4t , 4
FiE 7 R Python 3.9,

5.1 TDP-DDPG EE7EMIXE 1 ERIMEEEXTEE

SEH AR 1 R R B AR I 2RI 53y
10 41, B 53 I 2R AR 200 ¥k IF H AR AE I
eI, BEERLAAE 1 C R A DL ARER 3l 1 s LT A
B L B2 ] ST A5 54 v (CBAY PSR Sy S B xt 1 e,
IR KL T BE4E B (PSOY P L 7E PSO 224l 1%
FHMER B I X H A RE 2R R e B
DR T B B (BPSO) P, DL R B 0058 k2 1
(SAHP

2 FiR s B IE HLEs R R R E
DUIHLAIE bR 1, 9 HLAE J5 220 i 5 AR R 3%
Ak 7 =0, R A —AUR SO TP B A R AR
. ARSCEFMREE R X e 3 Fros, Hd sl
FRARIFRAE MR, R 2 haf LA 72D
A 1 d ey 10 B, IRt DDPG Bk B A
2 AR LAk B e L i A DRM LA K DPM #l,
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A EFE R BTG = Y IRk DDPG BOERETEAR PSRRI SORs D7 AR 2 TR KT, ik 3
A pE ik Bk, M DP-DDPG 83 f1 TDP-DDPG  #J 1, TDP-DDPG S35 A% T DP-DDPG $.7k 75 fx
BEAE P RLERE AT DGR BNt 7E s 4 B b D0 e 22 e B8 fopt A b o 22 D T R AR [m] L 78 -0
WRIHFT LIRS B e i . bl 0L, e iy S R ST .
% 2 TDP/DP-DDPG.DDPG &Ex 7K 85 1 _EAYSCISEIIRT Eb
Table 2 Comparison of experimental data of TDP/DP-DDPG, DDPG algorithms on test set 1

XY ] AL PR A A PSO BPSO SA CBA DDPG DP-DDPG TDP-DDPG
kpl 10 295 295 295 295 295 295 295 295
kp2 15 481.07 475. 48 481. 07 481,07 481. 07 481. 07 481. 07 481. 07
kp3 20 1024 978 1024 1 024 1024 1024 1024 1024
kpd 23 9 767 9 756 9767 9 767 9767 9 767 9767 9 767
kp5 50 3103 2 897 3061 3038 3103 3 080 3103 3103
kp6 50 4 882 — — — 4 882 4 844 4 882 4 882
kp? 50 16 102 13 044 15 332 15 986 16 102 15 977 16 102 16 102
kp8 60 8 362 6 594 7973 8 362 8 354 8 362 8 362 8 362
kp9 80 5183 4528 4538 5074 5183 5178 5183 5183
kp10 100 2 660 — — — 2,645 2631 2 660 2 660

# 3 TDP/DP-DDPG Bk e & | B4 R
Table 3 / Results of TDP/DP-DDPG algorithm on test set 1

x| [R] AR A A AL Bk R AIofig T2 it YA bRt 22 I/ Y

TDP-DDPG 295 295 295 0 100
kpl 10 295

DP-DDPG 295 295 295 0 100

TDP-DDPG 481. 07 481. 07 481. 07 0 100
kp2 15 481. 07

DP-DDPG 481. 07 481. 07 481. 07 0 100

TDP-DDPG 1024 1024 1024 0 100
kp3 20 1024

DP-DDPG 1024 1024 1024 0 100

TDP-DDPG 9 767 9 767 9 767 0 100
kp4 23 9 767

DP-DDPG 9 767 9 767 9 767 0 100

TDP-DDPG 3103 3103 3103 0 100
kp5 50 3103

DP-DDPG 3103 3103 3103 0 100

TDP-DDPG 4 882 4 882 4 882 0 100
kp6 50 4882

DP-DDPG 4 882 4 882 4 882 0 100

TDP-DDPG 16 102 16 102 16 102 0 100
kp7 50 16 102

DP-DDPG 16 102 16 102 16 102 0 100

TDP-DDPG 8 362 8 362 8 362 0 100
kp$ 60 8 362

DP-DDPG 8 362 8 362 8 362 0 100

TDP-DDPG 5183 5183 5183 0 100
kp9 80 5 183

DP-DDPG 5183 5183 5 183 0 100

TDP-DDPG 2 660 2 660 2 660 0 100
kpl0 100 2 660

DP-DDPG 2 660 2 660 2 660 0 100

KT T AR Z X 2 S fE B S K DDPG B3k X DDPG, PSO.BPSO, SA 8.k 78 IS0
0. 05 B ZAE R A FAE 250 Wilcoxon Bk FITAS 56 B R SE PR 6T CBA 56k BRI 4 B
ZERAINE 4 fin. ATEH, TDP-DDPG &1 DP- e Al B 15 B e i 4e i | B BB,
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4 TDP-DDPG 5 6 M3t tb EATEMIR & 1| _EMREFR IR 25 R
Table 4 Test results of rank sum test between TDP-DDPG and 6 comparison algorithms on test set 1

ERF Ol Better Equal Worse p1H
TDP-DDPG vs DDPG 5 5 0 0.043 1
TDP-DDPG vs DP-DDPG 0 10 0 1. 000 0
TDP-DDPG vs CBA 2 8 0 0.179 7
TDP-DDPG vs SA 3 5 0 0.108 8
TDP-DDPG vs BPSO 4 4 0 0.067 8
TDP-DDPG vs PSO 7 1 0 0.017 9

RV A B R B RE X AR SR B
RAEIARAE 1 A5 B A 0 A 2 75 LA 3 BRCHC A
BSR4 A SR A A T I, W 5
N AT T H A 2= ) 0y BA A B e R
(CDM 55 (o7 B T Ml A% 718 S5 4 4 ) P R %
BE(NGHSPY T R K R AR A R B
B CHS P, DL K AR I LRl i A 80 25 3 07 1 72 110
RN R 4 2R e (THS) P8, BL 20 48 5 & 11 AL B
AL (CWDO) ™ | JE T [l 75 52 A7 Fl i 8 4 1
(BAY™™ 370 42 (1 2 ) 1) i 05 4 325 CCPBAD M, ]
FH AR T G A SR L vk (GG A, 5 dhr
FRALE B (GPSOY Y | b — &% g ke

VB R R B (BLSO) YR A W I B
(HBAY™ FRUEBUEEE L (ACO) 5 Afyidr T3¢
(IR B 1 (ACOIS)M | [ 38 IV 0 j R - e 2 vk
CACPSO)M™ | = H 4hi] i g 543k ( BBAD M 25580k xof
FIREE 1 & B A A E X . AT LA
B EE NGRS RAEMK4E 1 E s ifa
TDP-DDPG %3k 25, F T (045 R AE e A (6 A0
TDP-DDPG {4 55-435F , [A] % A iR 45 SR 7 S A 1A
1t TDP-DDPG Bk . ARHLUERA 2 1 o prail il
IR 1) PRAL R O i 2 1E 6 JC = 19 ik B T 1 25
15 Ay B k= R AR 1 R AR B A BN S R
e .

%5 TDP/DP-DDPG 5H A AKX E 1 LRSS RMAETLL
Table 5 Comparison of experimental optimal values of TDP/DP-DDPG with other algorithms on test set 1

A AR AR DP-DDPG TDP-DDPG HAU A L PR Fo L A

kpl 10 295 295 295 CI(295), HS(295), CWDO(295), THS(295), NGHS(295)

kp2 15 481. 07 481. 07 481.07 = CI(481.07), HS(481.07), CWDO(481. 07), IHS(481. 07), NGHS(481. 07)
kp3 20 1024 1024 1024 CI(1 024), HS(1 024), CWDO(1 024), ITHS(1 024), NGHS(1 024)
kp4 23 9 767 9 767 91767 CI(9 759), HS(9 767>, CWDO(9 767), IHS(9 767), NGHS(9 767)
kp5 50 3103 3103 3103 BA(3 014), GGA(3 028), GPSO(3 103), CPBA(3 103)

kp6 50 4 882 4 882 4 882 BLSO(4 882), BBA(4 882), ACPSO(4 882), HBA(4 882)

kp7 50 16 102 16 051 16 102 BA(16 102), GGA(15 469), GPSO(16 102), CPBA(16 102)
kp8 60 8 362 8 362 8 362 ACO(7 775),, ACOIS(8 362)

kp9 80 5183 5183 5183 BA(5 176), GGA(4 751),GPSO(5 176), CPBA(S 183)

kpl0 100 2 660 2 645 2 660 BLSO(2 660) , BBA(2 660), ACPSO(2 660), HBA(2 660)

DU XT 4G DDPG 8k 1) el i 5% i 2547 46 3iF
v, A 45 7 i DDPG 53k, UL & im A DRM #i
DPM {#) DP-DDPG ., ¥ 4 7 DP-DDPG A |-
fil A Transformer i3ty TDP-DDPG &4,
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P AR bR R B AR DAk U R 1SS
lEZ AR 2ZEE . K, G DDPG 5831 S
1IN Gt B MR BE B, Tkt b gk o =y S B AR 1Y
&L, TDP-DDPG %k F1 DP-DDPG % 2 () 1 84
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Fig.9 Comparison plot of different algorithms on kp8
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Fig.10 Comparison 1 of convergence times of

different algorithms
5.2 TDP-DDPG EA7EMIKEE 2 LRy MHEBEXTLE

TR 2 EGRORNS BN SR BILE I SR S5
10 A, B2 4 I ZRE AR 200 ¥k, I B AR A
YIZRGE R .

% A BLSO, HBA, ACPSO #1 BBA &k 47
XFFE SE IS BCHE i3k 6 fir s . TDP-DPPG 53.9% #il
DP-DPPG B EAEMIALE 2 B ayiiilas R ansk 7 Jir
7N . 1 6 AL JFGG DDPG 335 RE 7RI 45 B 1Y
3 AR ) vh ik B d . TDP-DDPG %5 2% A1 DP-
DDPG FyEAT AT DAEMNAR 2 vh iy e A 35 rh g
kB, TDP-DDPG Bk Al iX4E 2 iy 5 4>
e 2 A e IO S« 150 WY e SR A A )
Y B 0 S b B 3 o 1S P BE AR E HE TN
[FIZE RIS, e 7 AT, S b AN G i 4
ST S ARSI 22 1 LA S AR 1 AR EE TSR K
2EHE H 7 ML RS K 19 kpl5, kpl6 554 v, DP-
DDPG 5.3k 1) ¥ {8 f#f i 22 T TDP-DDPG .3, {2
WILPET S A ¥ . TDP-DDPG %5 3 18 i, 3 3K
R fE 22 i F DP-DDPG 5 ¥, i W f@l A
Transformer BIHJE % ARE AT 2] T4 F .

% 6 TDP/DP-DDPG.DDPG S 7EMiR & 2 FHYSRIEHERT bL
Table 6 Comparison of experimental data of TDP/DP-DDPG, DDPG algorithms on test set 2

XY [Pl RAE AR A A BLSO ACPSO HBA BBA DDPG DP-DDPG ~ TDP-DDPG
kpll 10 295 295 295 295 295 295 295 295
kpl2 20 1024 1024 1024 1024 1024 1024 1024 1024
kpl3 20 1042 1 042 1 042 1042 1042 1042 1042 1042
kpl4 50 4 882 4 882 4 882 4 882 4 882 4 844 4 882 4 882
kpl5 100 15 170 15 170 15 170 15 170 15 170 15 111 15 170 15 170
kpl6 100 26 559 26 559 26 559 26 559 26 559 26 444 26 559 26 559
kpl7 100 2 660 2 660 2 660 2 660 2 660 2 631 2 660 2 660
kpl8 100 4 143 4143 4143 4 143 4143 4122 4143 4143
kp19 100 4 987 4 987 4 986 4 987 4 987 4948 4 987 4 987
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Table 7 Results of TDP/DP-DDPG algorithm on test set 2

EEx1]] AL AR i R7S eItk TR A K e b 22 BEIE/ %

TDP-DDPG 295 295 295 0 100
kpll 10 295

DP-DDPG 295 295 295 0 100

TDP-DDPG 1024 1024 1024 0 100
kpl2 20 1024

DP-DDPG 1024 1024 1024 0 100

TDP-DDPG 1042 1042 1042 0 100
kpl3 20 1042

DP-DDPG 1042 1042 1042 0 100

TDP-DDPG 4 882 4882 4 882 0 100
kpl4 50 4 882

DP-DDPG 4 882 4882 4 882 0 100

TDP-DDPG 15 170 15 170 15 170 0 100
kpl5 100 15 170

DP-DDPG 15 170 15 164 15 169. 4 1.8 90

TDP-DDPG 267559 26 559 26 559 0 100
kpl6 100 26 559

DP-DDPG 26 559 26 553 26 558. 4 1.8 90

TDP-DDPG 2 660 2 660 2 660 0 100
kpl7 100 2 660

DP-DDPG 2 660 2 660 2 660 0 100

TDP-DDPG 4 143 4 143 4 143 0 100
kpl8 100 4143

DP-DDPG 4 143 4 143 4 143 0 100

TDP-DDPG 4 987 4 987 4 987 0 100
kp19 100 4987

DP-DDPG 4 987 4 987 4 987 0 100

KT8 AN R AN LYY 22 Sk AR B AR K
oA 0. 05 BSRMETT  fEHAE S48 Wilcoxon & K
B 45BN 8 s, W BAE H . TDP-DDPG & i

1 DP-DDPG 8 3 19 I 840K & 5 BLSO, HBA,
DPSOBBA B =4 [E, % ACPSO A B f¥k it £t #4,
{HEXT 5 s DDPG Hyk HA W .

%8 TDP-DDPG 5 6 3t L EkZEMist 45 2 B AIG 10 Misk 25 32
Table 8 Test results of rank sum test between. TDP-DDPG and 6 comparison algorithms on test set 2

RGN Better Equal Worse Pl
TDP-DDPG vs DDPG 6 3 0 0.027 7
TDP-DDPG vs DP-DDPG 0 9 0 1.000 0
TDP-DDPG vs BLSO 0 9 0 1..000 0
TDP-DDPG vs ACPSO 1 8 0 0.317 3
TDP-DDPG vs HBA 0 9 0 1..000 0
TDP-DDPG vs BBA 0 9 0 1.000 0
RS ARALE (- 45 L O SAC T % B o e
e 11 F s ml LUk B TDP-DDPG 83k 4 4 A4~ 20
AR S 61 3 LI F ACPSO B3k 72 5 4 (|
YRR 2 AT ACPSO 53k, ML T - -
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K13 firzs. Al LA . TDP-DDPG S3E 475 g LLEL
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Fig.11 Comparison 2 of convergence times of different algorithms
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R EERMIIEILE

success rate

Table 9 Comparison of algorithms in terms of

%

KA 1 A48 5 K ; TDP-DDPG AR 9K AT DL A BRlic
SEFR2E 051 DP-DDPG S35 A4 1 A [ . i
SEFNERZE 0 BB AL T TDP-DDPG 583k

#f TDP-DDPG BLSO  ACPSO  HBA BBA
kpll 100 100 100.00  100.00 9667 g EROES 7
kpl2 100 100 53.33 100. 00 100. 00 e CHELLPG
kpl3 100 100 46.67  100.00 60. 00 300 '7 2
kpl4 100 100 16.67  100.00 100,00 2 %
kpl5 100 100 100. 00 100.00  100. 00 = 200
kpl6 100 100 3.33 46.67  100.00
kpl7 100 100 43.33  100.00  100.00 168 1
kpl8 100 100 100.00  100.00  96. 67
kpl9 100 100 100. 00 50.00  100. 00 : Kpl8
AVG 100 100 62.59 88. 52 94. 82
800 B 13 REEZERWSE EXIEL 3
700 - Fig.13 Comparison 3 of convergence times of different algorithms
600 | TPrDDRG 5.3 TDP-DDPG BA7EMIR 4 3 FHOMBERTLE
e SEg AR AR 3 R RS S AR I RN 23
g a0 11 AT 10 41, FALA MR 200 YL 7E 1 000 ZERIHI,
300 l | l T ?’EWTéﬂﬁjﬂh}ll AR 500 YR FLEA (77 VI
200 ilke BIANEE TR R B — o etr 8 Rk
M ‘ ‘W\ h\il A l“l il l! ! 11 “ L ” l‘ (BIHRSA)W BT PSO R A HLRM ALy
g 0 - HEHG i —— 220 2 4R 1R (BLDED
AU Y AT E (DBDE) T | gk S
B 12 REEETE kplS LRIt E W (BICA)™ | 7 A = 5¢ 25 43 ik 4k % (Nbin-
Fig.12 Comparison plot of different algorithms on kpl5 DE)8] YEAT 28T 1 . i g 10 iR,
% 10 TDP/DP-DDPG.DDPG EAFEMIRX & 3 FHIKIHIEXT L
Table 10 Comparison of experimental data of TDP/DP-DDPG, DDPG algorithms on test set 3
=X TP SSd)N 3 BLDE DBDE BinRSA  Nbin-DE BICA DDPG ~ DP-DDPG TDP-DDPG
kp20 100 1807 1'807 1 807 1 807 1 807 1 807 1737 1807 1807
kp21 100 659 658 659 659 659 659 647 659 659
kp22 100 813 812 813 813 813 813 808 813 813
kp23 100 493 493 493 493 493 493 493 493 493
kp24 200 3403 3401 3403 3403 3403 3403 3 286 3403 3403
kp25 200 1332 1329 1332 1332 1332 1332 1320 1332 1332
kp26 200 1631 1626 1631 1631 1631 1631 1621 1631 1631
kp27 200 1001 1001 1001 1001 1001 1001 1001 1001 1001
kp28 300 5 444 5441 5 444 5 443 5 444 5444 5432 5444 5444
kp29 300 1963 1961 1963 1963 1963 1963 1956 1963 1963
kp30 300 2433 2 426 2 433 2 433 2 433 2 433 2 391 2 433 2 433
kp31 300 1523 1523 1523 1523 1523 1523 1523 1523 1523
kp32 500 9 495 9 484 9 495 9 495 9 495 9 495 9 331 9 495 9 495
kp33 500 3250 3247 3247 3250 3250 3250 3139 3250 3250
kp34 500 4078 4051 4070 4078 4078 4078 3 846 4078 4078
kp35 500 2518 2518 2518 2518 2518 2518 2518 2518 2518
kp36 1000 18 844 18 492 18 843 18 844 18 844 18 844 18 705 18 843 18 844
kp37 1000 6 482 6 458 6 463 6 482 6 482 6 482 6 383 6 480 6 482
kp38 1000 8 228 8073 8109 8228 8228 8228 8 065 8228 8 228
kp39 1000 5 068 5068 5068 5068 5068 5068 5068 5068 5068
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MAE 3 4 100~1 000 [RGB — SO IR, AT LTSS 0 AREE 2 1 AUABIEAL. IF
PRI 4 NAGHE BRSSO HE N To BARSZ RS K Ags2m ., TDP-DPPG 5751 DP-
I EHHOC BRAH G SE ARG, Hoh e RS DPPG S ellialge 3 EAYIIAS R NER 11 Fios.

% 11 TDP/DP-DDPG HE7EMINE 3 ERTIKLE R
Table 11 Results of TDP/DP-DDPG algorithm on test set 3

k(] B PR A ik s T2 M A% b s IR/ %

TDP-DDPG 1807 1807 1 807 0 100
kp20 100 1807

DP-DDPG 1807 1807 1 807 0 100

TDP-DDPG 659 659 659 0 100
kp21 100 659

DP-DDPG 659 659 659 0 100

TDP-DDPG 813 813 813 0 100
kp22 100 813

DP-DDPG 813 813 813 0 100

TDP-DDPG 493 193 193 0 100
kp23 100 493

DP-DDPG 193 193 193 0 100

TDP-DDPG 3403 3403 3 403 0 100
kp24 200 3403

DP-DDPG 3403 3403 3403 0 100

TDP-DDPG 1332 1332 1332 0 100
kp25 200 1332

DP-DDPG 1332 1332 1332 0 100

TDP-DDPG 1631 1631 1 631 0 100
kp26 200 1631

DP-DDPG 1631 1.631 1631 0 100

TDP-DDPG 1001 1001 1 001 0 100
kp27 200 1001

DP-DDPG 1001 1001 1001 0 100

TDP-DDPG 5444 5 444 5 444 0 100
kp28 300 5 444

DP-DDPG 5 444 5 444 5 444 0 100

TDP-DDPG 1963 1963 1963 0 100
kp29 300 1963

DP-DDPG 1963 1963 1963 0 100

TDP-DDPG 2433 2433 2433 0 100
kp30 300 2 433

DP-DDPG 2433 2433 2433 0 100

TDP-DDPG 1523 1523 1523 0 100
kp31 300 1523

DP-DDPG 1523 1523 1523 0 100

TDP-DDPG 9 495 9 495 9 495 0 100
kp32 500 9 495

DP-DDPG 9 495 9 495 9 495 0 100

TDP-DDPG 3 250 3 250 3 250 0 100
kp33 500 3250

DP-DDPG 3250 3 247 3 250 0 100

TDP-DDPG 4078 4078 4078 0 100
kp34 500 1078

DP-DDPG 4078 4078 4078 0 100

TDP-DDPG 2518 2518 2518 0 100
kp35 500 2518

DP-DDPG 2518 2518 2518 0 100

TDP-DDPG 18 844 18 844 18 844 0 100
kp36 1000 18 844

DP-DDPG 18 843 18 832 18 839. 9 4.5 0

TDP-DDPG 6482 6482 6 482 0 100
kp37 1 000 6 482

DP-DDPG 6 480 6473 6 478.6 2.8 0

TDP-DDPG 8228 8228 8 228 0 100
kp38 1 000 8 228

DP-DDPG 8228 8226 8 227.2 0.9 80

TDP-DDPG 5 068 5068 5068 0 100
kp39 1 000 5068

DP-DDPG 5068 5068 5068 0 100

R 102 11 ATLIE . S aE4e sy Bh RS E. i A DRM.DPM B4~ 1k
LEpt =, RS DDPG B UREE S M En 54 RIS 1Y DP-DDPG B AK SR A 32 W) it B0 2 i 43
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R RORE I, T AR T 7E 500 AN B L L
(1) i L5 24 R 100 Vo sR AR e AL » 78 1 000 >4
st 5 (R 01 o T A SR AR B i P A SR A IR AL A
UL P Ab SR s 3k Mk BE ER T 1) TR
KEyzE R, TDP-DDPG & i 7E Bl A Transformer
BLH G  AE )R AR ks 2 R+ DP-DDPG 55
% TE i ) A P B R A T R I e R
5 BICA Nbin-DE S35 7R i b 2 ERCR A |
T 7E A X RS A T RAR

R T T AN Z RN G 25 S R RRAE
FKFA 0,05 AR ff FHAE S 4L Wilcoxon Bk
KL 25 R a3k 12 s, wILLVE H . TDP-DDPG
R R AT DDPG, BLDE %5t BAT B 03, % T
DP-DDPG . DBDE %532 75 = ) it Bk 4 5 1) 53049 vh
AR, Uh B B G ) R AR R A (1 3
o A 5 s T AR i i Y O & 3 AE . TDP-
DDPG BICA Nbin-DE 8376 S0k B 1 557, %5
AT LAFERT A S5 rh R B e A

%12 TDP-DDPG 5 7 4 X%t BAZE ML 4 3 EAOBARRAIK 2R
Table 12 Test results of rank sum test between TDP-DDPG and 7 comparison algorithms on test set 3

LRSI Better Equal Worse p1H

TDP-DDPG vs DDPG 15 5 0 0. 000 6
TDP-DDPG vs DP-DDPG 2 18 0 0.179 7
TDP-DDPG vs BLDE 14 6 0 0.000 9
TDP-DDPG vs DBDE 5 15 0 0.043 1
TDP-DDPG vs BICA 0 20 0 1. 000 0
TDP-DDPG vs BinRSA 1 19 0 0.317 3
TDP-DDPG vs Nbin-DE 0 20 0 1. 000 0

ks LA DDPG B85k A S 52 55 1 3 fith 3307 2
B PERB IS 4 50 56 1 BT A 2o o e 1 I 3 5
—AREERA S 5 DQN 4 i DQN-baseline
BRSZX . TP EE R RETE R AR B 0
B 1 PRI SR AT 58 4 A S BE0  Fe A AH O ¥ 784
FH ST AE SRy AR YRS 56 10 5% bl X 42 . TR PR 22 X
200 RIHTHE T s PIANGAL L B s A7 B T AR #2230 72 1
ZREFIA] Y L A BE e 25 0

13 AR IR 3 AR L, Al
VLA H 45200 B9 4 2 >k 100 B, DQN-baseline 24 7%
5 TDP-DDPG HE7E kp20 b ARRER A e LM, 78
T3HMAS 100 4 FE B 5E45] | DQN-baseline 53570
PR ERALE, (B2 5 TDP-DDPG 5536 AH [ 22 R
AR FE 300~1 000 A5 iy 7] R e g 4> B3 1 7
KIEAEE LR BA I B 2280, K 14 WA E
AL A 2 A L By XT b, BT LA H Bl 2 550491 4
BRI & IR Z I Y 22 (R AR 1 5 T
HAERBSIE K kp36 B4 E 2 (H R, XUl
B TDP-DDPG . 4H H DQN-baseline 21 HEfE 51
B b 35 7 4 R RIAE S DA g [ o R AR5 1 010 SR i
ROCRHIRGE .

I EE 3 R ERIE 3 4~ DRL Bk PERE.
3ANEVE B BIAE kp33 L sk ih 28 & an &l 15 JiF
7N MISESRT T, I G DDPG 553 5 A et
SR A PR BR 1 22 R BOR B (. AR AR U] LA

% #)»TDP-DDPG %3 55 DP-DDPG #3585 — R ik
BN AAE IR B 25 T 24 100, 33X AH LE T4 i 4K
T2 BRI AR AR . SR AR,
SR DRMLDPM (8 I AATE SR 58005 ] L g 2%
FER S, i Bl A Transformer A2k J5 i 23 1]
DA PR RS W S B LA
% 13 TDP-DDPG H %5 DQN-baseline &% )45 3T bt
Table 13 Comparison of the accuracy of TDP-DDPG
algorithm and DQN-baseline algorithm

5] () R R AR it DQN-baseline TDP-DDPG
kp20 100 1807 1807 1807
kp21 100 659 654 659
kp22 100 813 783 813
kp24 200 3403 3395 3403
kp25 200 1332 1299 1332
kp26 200 1631 1591 1631
kp28 300 5 444 5323 5 444
kp29 300 1963 1916 1963
kp30 300 2433 2 401 2 433
kp32 500 9 495 9 266 9 495
kp33 500 3 250 3159 3 250
kp34 500 4078 3968 4078
kp36 1 000 18 844 17 786 18 844
kp37 1 000 6 482 6 325 6 482
kp38 1000 8 228 7976 8 228
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Fig.14 Difference analysis between TDP-DDPG algorithm

and DQN-baseline algorithm
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Fig.15 Comparison plot of different algorithms on kp33
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Fig.16 Comparison 4 of convergence times of different algorithms
5.4 TDP-DDPG HA7EMIXE 4 ERYMERERTEE

SRR R AE 4 FARS RS
Rt o9 1041 A2 0 SN 23k AR 300 I HL B
RAF YNGR

P ECGERR A E I 4 AR R e 14
PR o AE RG] , TDP-DDPG 5327 800 Hii:
W e h BRI AEA TR B AT IO R 2
M e LB 7 1 000 )t B3CHE 4 13 Hh n] AR 2
WS RAR H R AL E AR . DP-DDPG SRR
T kpd0. kpd1 AT LISEEI R AAE S 75 kpd2~lpd5
SR T LIRS MO — N A L AR 2 PEAH
BT TDP-DDPG 533 22 B85/  AH W SIORS FE A #5F
TDP-DDPG 3 Sk BA B,

% 14 TDP/DP-DDPG EE7EMIA & 4 EMTIXER
Table 14 Results of TDP/DP-DDPG algorithm on test set 4

XY [ BRI Bk i e 2 i YIfH o b2 IR/ %

TDP-DDPG 10 686 10 677 10 683.3 3.8 60
kpd0 800 10 686

DP-DDPG 10 686 10 672 10 681 5.0 40

TDP-DDPG 35 069 35 057 35 066. 9 4.2 80
kpdl 800 35 069

DP-DDPG 35 069 35 043 35 058. 8 11.2 50

TDP-DDPG 40 167 40 157 40 165 3.1 80
kpd2 800 10 167

DP-DDPG 10 161 40 154 40 159 2.8 0

TDP-DDPG 50 590 50 586 50 588. 6 1.5 0
kpd3 1 000 50 592

DP-DDPG 50 576 50 571 50 575 1.6 0

TDP-DDPG 13 775 43 744 43 769. 4 9.8 0
kpdd 1000 43 786

DP-DDPG 43 740 43 717 13 735.7 7.5 0

TDP-DDPG 19 442 49 438 19 440 1.8 0
kpd5 1 000 19 443

DP-DDPG 19 435 49 426 19 430 4.3 0

TDP-DDPG 5535 7 5 51 kpd5 T A We S il £k
FINE 17 pros . mTEUA 50k m RUAR R e 84 2]

WRZEEME O (R E I HARE B8, fE B slad 72
HEE AT TR R (B IR R 5 Bl LU
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Fig.17 Comparison plot of TDP-DDPG algorithms on kp45 B AR . IHRAE 5 IR gs SR anse 15 s,
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Table 15 Results of BPD-DDPG algorithm on test set 5
X071 24 w A i e fig brifE2e R/ R RIIER/ %
min O O O
kp46 0 21 100
Gap, 0,0 0. 0 0,0
G i 0 0 0
kpd7 0 78 100
Gap, 0,0 0, 0 0, 0
G in 0 1. 00 0. 20
kp48 0. 40 93 90
Gap, 0,0, 0 0, 0, 1.00 0, 0, 0.20
(}min 0 0 0
kp49 0 89 100
Gap, 0,050 0, 0 0,0, 0
Grin 0 1.00 0.10
kp50 0. 30 102 80
Gap, 0,0, 0 0, 0, 1.00 0,0, 0.10
G uin 2. 00 11. 00 4.10
kp51 2.78 172 0
Gap 0, 2.00 9.00, 6.00 1.50, 2. 60
G in 11. 00 42. 00 27.70
kp52 7.14 96 0
Gap 0, 11. 00 12.00, 42.00 3.30, 24.40
G in 1.00 14. 00 3.50
kp53 4.20 73 0
Gap 0, 1. 00 10. 00, 4. 00 2.20, 1.30
G in 0 31. 00 9.00
kp54 8.10 157 0
Gap, 0,0, 0 9.00, 12.00, 10. 00 1.50, 3.10, 4. 40
G 14. 00 0. 00 32.10
kp55 7.80 193 0
Gap, 2.00, 11.00, 1.00 6.00, 42.00, 4. 00 3.10, 27.70, 1.30

K Gurobi™ SR A% X 5 v i 551 A

KA, 5 BPD-DDPG 5332 i il 3 45 SR #E 47 %) b XF
s HLtnge 16 iR, Gurobi 3K i e ELAT SR il kS B
T SRR R BOR R R R e,
BPD-DDPG #.%5 Gurobi SR ff #5724 1T

25 AT LA S0AIE BPD-DDPG B v:MEfE

H % 15 Ak 16 Ho il gl S5 ot b nl LA A
., BPD-DDPG 3k 7 X 45 5 i ) 10 45 il
6 ANAT LUK 3 S O, He b KBS 5 1 A, 1
B BRI AS T RSR IR 4E T TDP-DDPG 57k
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% 16 BPD-DDPG Hi%5 Gurobi ZEMIXEE 5 FRRATLL
Table 16 Comparison of the effectiveness of the BPD-DDPG

algorithm with the Gurobi solver on test set 5

i ‘ BPD-DDPG ‘ ‘Gurobi
ot G FIBY/s  Befb G /s

kp46 0 45.52 0 0.16
kpd7 0 264. 58 1 1.03
kp4$ 0 348. 41 1 1.12
kp49 0 287. 50 0 0.55
kp50 0 394. 34 1 1.25
kp51 2 2380.14 1 1.48
kp52 11 1191. 96 2 1. 69
kp53 1 943. 12 1 0. 84
kp54 0 2653.12 2 1.83
kp55 14 292654 2 2.19

AVG (kpd6~kp50) 0 268. 07 0.6 0,82

AVG (kp51~kp55) 28 2018.98 L6 1.61

H T HMKP /)5 Z A5 8 53325 8 5K A B ]
AT Gurobi SRAFER 22K . AEAE KA
HIFA] (kpd 6 ~50) HR AR BE L Gurobi SRARESS & »
TERHUAEIE ] (kp51 ~ kp55) H (1) 3R e A B 78 4 1)
S b L Gurobi sRf#s e s -7 (A 7ERR 2 Mk
Gurobi sRf##s #H 22 11, BPD-DDPG % 1 78 % 4~3)1]
Srash A8 v K 43 B B) DR AF 3 R ROR AR S S SRS
HMKP A LUTE R [ EUREE , 445 -0 A8 oo i 4y
S U — e R A s fi e HMKP,

6 LZEFRIE

ARSI 0-1 KP k. S5 G154 2 KP (148
fi——HMKP, % it T £F & HMKP $# 1k 19 ek i
DDPG 8.3, X1 it iy DDPG B35 A 2 Sk
DRM Fil DPM P A SR W SR 4 o S vk PR g O H
FEM LR 3 i i A 2l Transformer BEHORE AL
DDPG 3% HfR 2 0 2 15 1) 5w 2B i s [l A 2%
SRR TR g 0-1 KP |y TDP-
DDPG 3%, i 45 A5 0 S gk B L &5 AR
2 RAF R IE, B T TDP-DDPG 8.3k H
A EH R () SO0 BE T Bk T R SR W ) A AL
P, E4F HMKP 295 Pkas 52 4% B o i R 0 BT
TDP-DDPG #3411 T BPD-DDPG 3%, 71 H.7¢
10 AN R R A 55051 b R4 5236 534 » B I S5 ik
e HR A Ak 28 Gurobi #E4T 45 X Ik, 7 5
Gurobi FJXF Fb 3256 B AR I ] Ak T 45 # (B 7E—
SR L SR RS BE TR 4 s R, B BPD-DDPG 5.

ENT VAR HMKP, ARG TE S 2 W) i 22 50
AR F A Sk S AR P s 1) 0] 2 3 S A 4L DG e Tl et
R SE BRI HIER Y
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