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Abstract To address the Dynamic Flexible Job Shop Scheduling Problem with Order Random Arrival
(DFJSP_ORA), a modeling and solution framework tailored for the actual production environment is pro-
posed. First, a mathematical model is formulated to minimize the maximum completion time. The fluid

model is then introduced to continuously approximate system behavior and extract key state features. Sub-
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sequently, the scheduling process is modeled as a Markov Decision Process (MDP), and a deep reinforce-
ment learning method based on Proximal Policy Optimization (PPO) is developed to solve the problem. It
combines the discrete action space driven by composite rules and the strategy optimization mechanism driv-
en by the advantage function, achieving efficient decision-making in dynamic environments. Experimental
results demonstrate that the proposed approach performs well in dynamic scheduling scenarios and effec-
tively handles uncertainty and complexity in production, providing an efficient and flexible solution for
DFJSP_ORA.

Keywords flexible job shop scheduling; deep reinforcement learning; proximal policy optimization; fluid

model; maximum completion time
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b A= 8] 3 [R) L (CFJSP) H DRL B T 24 Fif PR 45008 285 58 B S I3 2 AN SR sh 288 % . A SCii iy PPO
HTF Actor-Critic #EZE, FHH Actor GRIERIZE) Fl Critic(HMEMZ) AL, FEIZHESR T TR 05 ¢ 8 R
ITHEAEE TF 52 AT 2] . RGEAERE NS ¢ 85T Actor W45 A S ATIRAS . Hl i B8 Hlsh M e
SERL TP IEREFIBLAS /3 C . [FIRT Critic W48 38 2 BUMPRZS M (A R &L S Actor 9 ZhVEE R4 AL ITAL 511k
8%, Bk 1RART PPO RESIYPHFCRD

3 PiEsess

FEATSCR SR — 5 x64 224919 PC HL, FLAE 55 13 £ Intel (R) Core(TMD i7-13700F @ 2. 10
GHz AbFEZEFN 16. 0GB RAM, #:4/E &%k Windows 11 FREFSCAR., M PyCharm I & F 5550
.

3.1 SRR H A PERE £ bR

AR SR B4 I3 J v A SRR e %) D1k A B o T S 0610388 Ao A DS P A o 25 [ ) Bh 2 A 7 SR 8540
B A RIAEE — RN AT o, RS T oA i B TR G TN 434 » DR AR SR A B 11 50 =2 1] 4 i) o st
ARG N E o FIFEEO A X8 S bR A2 P v T BB ML ELAS 24940 B35 i et . TR i v i S 80dn 22
4 PR s He  randi” TR B 5] A AR . SET RSB SR A T 81 AN SE G ( S XE oo X0 X n ),

N T AL B RE S AT B 2 3 K Ry (Relative Percentage Increase, RPDAE R TEREFS IR, H:
HHEALH

Ry =100 100%, (23)
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Bk 1 PPO for DFJSP_ORA

Input Total episodes( L ), Actor learning rate( a, ), Critic learning rate( a. ) ,discount factor( ¥ ), entropy coefficient( 8 ,
clipping coefficient( ¢) , PPO epochs K
Qutput Trained network ( 67,67 )

1 Initialize Actor network parameters 6° (policy network)
2 Initialize Critic network parameters §° (value network)
3 Initialize comparing average reward r .

4 For episode = 1 to L do

5 Randomly generate new training instance
6 Reset the environment and get the initial state s,
7 Set done = False, total wa = 0

8 While (done = False) do

9 Select an action a, using the Actor network

10 Execute action a, in the environment

11 Observe the next state s, » reward r,,, , and done flag
12 Transition to the next state s,

13 Estimate advantage A, according to Eq. (20)

14 Compute target return: R, = A, +V,

15 For epoch = 1 to K do

16 Actor loss: " (0) = E,[min(r, (DA, clip(r, (0,1 —e,1+e)A,)]
17 Critic loss: () = %E, LV, (s —R %]

18 Update Actor network

19 Update Critic network

20 End For

21 Accumulate reward total ,pa = 10tal sopaa +7 11

22 End while

23 Store the total .. for the episode

24 Calculate the average value of the last 10 cumulative rewards 7 .
25 if e = rieq then

26 Save the actor network 8™ and the Critic network §°

27 Thest = Tave

28 End if

29 End For

AR TR, M, FoRReE AR ARSI 58 T[] M 27 JT A 38035 T 3R A5 i de A4 58 T[],
MAR AT LLF Y RPTA(EE) B Ry
3.2 SLkDIZRid R

ARSCHE 9 PPO FEAE— AU B S A RIS AT U R DI RS B R 15 S bLs
10 AR RIAN 4 ASHTER AR5, HABSRTT BB A I )R] S 100 A8 R0 . IINZRA HT i B3R 12
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Tab. 4 Parameter settings of instance

S fH

ITHR(S) {2,4,6)

Bl (8) {10.15,20}

TAFEAME (n ) {5,10,15}
Wi A2 B T S 3K ) B 4 B0 A P ME CE ) {50,100,200}
B3E T A] LR AL randi [1, 6 ]
AP TAF B TAECN, ) randi[0,10]
BRI TR0, ) randi[ 1,10]
I TIFLENLAS BRI TR Cp, ;0 randi[ 10,20 ]

x5 %3
Tab. 5 The parameters of the method

S8 JiE1

YR EHC L) 1000

ML R 2% (Actor) 2T FCa ) 0. 000 1

M E R 44 (Critic) f2 S K Ca ) 0. 000 1
PranE 5y 0. 99
PR F 20 0.95
BTUIE{E Ce ) 0.2
RECB) 0.01

2 PPO Myl ZRiEHE
Fig. 2 Training Process of PPO

FEVN SR R vh PEAEIC % T A R I B .
& 2 e n] LA H o SR Jah Fils 5 )11 25 S 300 100 38 i 52 1
o bR X R IR BRI RE A5 L 15 A [ A4 A8 PRSI 45 G 3 Ay I B2 AU . T3 s 1 A e s A8 2 AR
P E ] (DFJ SP) Ay 348 W
3.3 LU RN Y e g

R B EAR ST B 3 A S AN AR o S el 2 M 9 R R A X T A Stk S i )
(First-In-First-Out, FIFO) %8 43R} E] (Shortest Processing Time, SPT) . fx K AL ¥EAT ] (Longest Pro-
cessing Time, LPT) . F4sh0 T.H A K (Maximum Remaining Processing Time, MRT) \JI4hn T 05 8] &%
4 (Minimum Remaining Processing Time, SRT), B4k, HaA5 8 B Uik I 0945 5 IR e r it Bk 2/
) BT — B AT R RN R G T — B EEHLIA NS (RROAE X bE o BI7E A5 18 32 BEAIL 1B 45— T A%
Bl TN

REERTEE G PPO AR AR T A R S8 B g T 81 AN IS, X R X L
T TR S B AR M REFE AR (RPD | FRE B> S0 i B e U 285 2R LKL bR T, 36 6 253 T 81 ANGRL 43
PO T BT S AR, 81 DA AR 0 S I G5 R WL SRR 1.1 A5k 1, SRR W], e ke
2 R 2B S ] v S 2 O TS R SR RN, 7R 4R 81 ANl rh i IR TE 76 S b AR SR A
RPT {8, FRILHH BORATEE e S5 & . AETEA I S v i sth T3 3 KLU A8 5 e P 2R 22 ] 1) e R 1
ZEFEACH 3. 81% . AHER T BEALERESR NS 1% 7 e JLF B A 37 55 v B BT 0 35 S AR A o B P g, i —
ARSUE T HAE 52 208 BE R T A e S aE

HRAEER 6 MR - 25 1 2% I BE R AE DU AR 1 B9 A8 TR B AT BCHE 43 A an 18] 3 () iz . I aT DL i
Bl I AT A BRI B H O SRR A . B RPT R BRI Rl L e sh /N 7853 1A )



202 SRR 272741 CHARBL 7 RO

TEERITERE. AR, A8 BE RN 5 RPT B SR, 204 S 73, Bilan, LPT B G AfIE 1D
(49 RPT A7 i FEl ) » SRR AN [R) S 18] ) PR RE 2 S 0K AR PR 22 . 181 3(b) JR /R T A i 3 52 491 o
AT BARPESR  HAAR A2 SO BET7 AR IS 1) v RS B A SR A B S B S B te il .l LR
BT AR T IRAE 93, 8 6 ML b SE L T AR RPIAE ., U T fe i AR % . 456 181 3(a) FIAL 3(b) B 43
BT s SEIRAE R FE ST UE R T BT 5 EEAEAL BRAN ) T 00 HAT DL A PERE « R A & R v R s 13

xo HREMMEILER

Tab. 6 Comparisons results of our method and PDRs

PPO FIFO SPT LPT MRT SRT RR

Cmax RI’I/% szxx Rl’l/% Cmax RI’I/% sznx RI’I/% Cmux RPI/% Cmax RI’I/% szxx RI’I/%

2 1059 0. 06 1315 24. 54 1221 17.12 1559 46. 04 1248 16. 52 1 364 28.11 1347 26. 66
4 1982 0.17 2521 28.58 2 267 17. 33 3102 58. 96 2 380 19. 68 2603 34. 25 2525 29. 33

6 2995 0. 00 3 856 28.73 3379 13. 58 4 616 55.22 3619 19. 83 3 878 29. 37 3 814 27.85

s (a) FALIEL; (b) S,
3 FriRFi%5 PDRs By RPI fEAY3TEE
Fig. 3 comparison between the proposed method and the RPR values of PDRs

3.4 HHATSLIEM AR

it — B TR T AR DEJSP_ORA AP RE A SCEEHR T 3 47 2R 1) = NIRBE i Ak 2= > 7 i i 4T
F# : DRL_CH \DRL_W' il DRL_L™ 3308605 3k 35 5% 3 245 Z2 M A b 24 T 8 88 4 O ) JE A T fe ke
L R VR B 55 25 2 M3 I 1 A SCHY 1) R AE . 3 2o 70 A R RIS S 4511 5% b 52 T B[] 36 s 0 Ak 26
B, LI A A AR AN R sh A 858 T 1 BE AR SISt RE

T THIT 81 ANEGIR BT AR T ISE R, 81 NG A BB B SEIR £k B UL S AR 1. 2 ik 2,
I RS B DO AR PR . AR P B BCE W] UL AR SR MY ) S AR M i S 35 A T LM DRL 7. £ 81 ANl
RS o A SCBEEAE 78 DS R 3R T RARAY RPIE. 78 =M RITT SR R LR35 B A5 0 T, Br 7
R RPT M 0. 15 % . Higy = A e i F- 1 RPI 205128 DRL_W & 38. 68 % .DRL_C & 32. 77 % 1 DRL_
Loh21.62% . 53X =ik L, B s ik i PR BE 4 TR BE 43k 3] 99. 6120.99. 54 %01 99. 31% . [FAlAT,
1E 81 AN FRUEL AT, PPO BEAE 71 AN b Bas 47 i ) T sl 45 F At = A5k, @it X ot
gE IR FRATT A SR R AE MR DAL B Bh A T T BB A B Ze M b 2 B R [ SRR L SR T A i s Al Ak
AEJT . [RIAs  ARAE LI B 2 i T A2 1 LA T MR AR A0 4341, AnI&] 4 () B . NIRRT LV & BT g
AR R A EL B SR 0 7 . RPT RO REE BRI, P sh /N so R B0 T 3403k i A e 1
FIATEEME . ARIEER 7 B9EARE, B 4(b) R T A JE R . 76 81 MK SE 4, PPO £ 78 /> SE 4] X
PR L HERGA 96, 3% M HARTIERIIERAL N 3. 7% . W& T HAbXT ik, BBEME, 456K 4
() FE 4 () 53T, SEERZE SR 70 43 UE B T T4 7 VA AR AL AN [R) T-00 i ELAT R A7 A e M e ek
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Tab.7 Comparisons results of our method and other Methods

PPO DRL W DRL C DRL L
d
Cnax Rp/ % t/s Cnax Rp/ % t/s Crnax Rp/% t/s Crnax Rp/% t/s

2 1059 0.29 41.33 1 465 36. 00 44. 07 1429 32.03 43.29 1256 18. 14 42. 56
1 1982 0. 00 79. 80 2 852 43. 34 82. 28 2 668 35. 00 81. 46 2433 23.40 80. 91
6 2995 0.16 150. 33 4 376 46. 70 153. 03 3982 31. 29 153. 41 3714 23.31 151. 99

1 (a) FZEE; (b) k%,

4 FRFAZESEMGER RPIHERRTLE
Fig. 4 comparison between the proposed method and the RPI values of other methods
3.5 Jfakes

9T BEAUEAS SCRTHR R A HERAE 5 SR 81 B9 5 3Pk L JE 0BT A R R e b B P BE B I ACRE A
HEAT T VRS . ELART S 49500 25 B i AR A A 115545 1 A RS R AE (PPO_noFluid) | 2% Bk T3 36 4 K1 0
(PPO_noOpRule, BCHFEHL TR BEFR) L 2 BRAL A 2E LU (PPO_noMacRule, R BEALHL A FE) , H AT
IRFEANAE il % AR RIS e 2 4L 5 1 (0 S B, DA A5 B i Tk

F2 QNI T 81 NI IR T AR 45 45 L, 81 AN A B i Sz i 25 SR L ST HE bR 1. 3 3R 3,
FEMEBVERERE » SE R TIETE 81 A h BSR4 e o i LB AT — A Hey & S B RE 0 3% N %, Hod,
R TP (PPO_noOpRule) (FE M 5 K, 73 RPIA T+ 28, 3%, 32 B T 36 426 0 4% 4 0 132 4 i
FBREE; EBRYLER AN (PPO_noMacRule) i, 734 RPT _E T+ 23, 2% . 1360 & B AL 3% 20 B AL ] 7E 0%
B RAR TR A R ACR S ERE (PPO_noFluid) B}, F-3) RPI AL [ F+ 18. 6% , 3 B i A4S 10 42 41k (14 3%
S MG BT R G oA L m R RS A B . i — 25 W R RIS 451 ¥ 45 SR mT A& B, B 2 i)
FEURIURSE () 338 R CUN T AR50 TP B0 340 o IR0 fr T B0 ™ S, e S T B Bl 2 B R T e
oA R XU SCEE AR ASFRRIE 5 Sh VR R AE A [R) RIS AN 2h 540 sh P58 T ¥ Bk 1o 25 32 7 S ik vk g
HOREEAEHT N TP BN R FHLES RN R TR RRE . 278 b e 30 E T AR E TS
SRR Ty TH () 2 FEE AN A B W E— 20 UL T TR T TR A AR Bl 25 FE MR M A R] R B a8 A APE

4 Hig

FEPEAE Y ZE 1) 8 B AR el SR M E R R . 1988 T 2 17 20188 0 8 PERC & FRE LR 3 (an
VT B B TR ) (A B LR B, AR P A 5 BB R Al 2B P8R R IR A TR 5 % P K. A
SCENXT 2 B 21T AL I8 1 Sl A ZE HEAE ML ZE 8] 8 B2 7] (Dynamic Flexible Job Shop Scheduling Problem
with Order Random Arriving, DFJSP_ORA) , #8 1 L ge/ MU IR R 58 T ] 2 H AR BB 580 S eI
A A SCH | AR L3R U A SRR L IF-45 A i 21 g 1) 30T 3ty 5K 6 £ 385 (Proximal Policy Optimiza-
tion, PPO) SEI B IR S A3 L 5 R Ge e K 5¢ LI E LA .



204 SRR 272741 CHARBE 7 RO

xS HMIRAEMNIAGHIEER

Tab. 8 The experimental results of the ablation experiment

PPO PPO_noFluid PPO_noOpRule PPO_noMacRule
¢ Cmax RPI/% Cmﬂx RPI/% Cm;\x RPI/% Cmax RPI/%
2 1059 0. 00 1249 16. 66 1347 27.12 1296 21. 54
1 1982 0. 00 2371 19.51 2531 30. 19 2 456 24.42
6 2 995 0. 00 3613 19.73 3818 27.73 3722 23.78

TE [1a) BE N A2 22 R 1) 36 BR5E AR ISR ML TR TT - (1) BIAZ HAREAL K BEAE I 20T B A 1] 45
WA FARA R S BURCR G AT RS A 5 (2) 7R IR A P A B 3l 51 /N2 2 20, g — 2D I i 52
Bl (3) EFEE R FOE N ESEOE T | K2 M 4% 5o f s 71‘9%%6’)7@’*%?& Siibus=e=2/h
J B — AR T PR T A M RCR G R S nT i A  HESh A S B i PRI Hh A
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Tab.1 Comparisons results of our method and PDRs

PPO FIFO SPT LPT MRT SRT RR
G T T RW% Con Ru/% Con Rel% Con Rel% Con R/ Cow Re/% Con Rl
5 863 0. 00 1059 22.71 1019 18.08 1154 33.72 1011 17.15 1174 36.04 1168 35.34
10 10 1295 0. 00 1710 32.05 1420 9. 65 1884 45.48 1647 27.18 1615 24.71 1635 26.25
15 1832 0. 00 2185 19.27 2017 10.10 2586 41.16 2155 17.63 2313 26.26 2366 29.15
5 561 0. 00 644 14. 80 687 22. 46 612 9.09 577 2.85 670 19. 43 593 5.70
50 15 10 1077 0. 00 1322 22.75 1166 8. 26 1653 53.48 1312 21.82 1380 28.13 1397 29.71
15 1587 0. 00 2088 31.57 1717 8. 19 2315 45.87 1927 21.42 2037 28.36 2083 31.25
5 428 0. 00 503 17.52 545 27. 34 613 43.22 463 8. 18 503 17.52 534 24.77
20 10 849 0. 00 1094 28.86 1107 30.39 1256 47.94 1036 22.03 1312 54.53 1177 38.63
15 1087 0. 00 1434 31.92 1444 32.84 1981 82.24 1340 23.28 1630 49.95 1542 41.86
- 5 569 0. 00 777 36. 56 713 25.31 902 58.52 624 9.67 724 27. 24 679 19. 33
10 10 1498 0. 00 1 981 32.24 1729 15.42 2303 53.74 1 888  26.03 1913 27.70 1953  30.37
15 1936 0. 00 2333 20.51 219%4 13.33 2694 39.15 2 260 16.74 2485 28.36 2337 20.71
5 432 0. 00 655 51. 62 707 63. 66 751 73. 84 516 19. 44 707 63. 66 577 33. 56
100 15 10 1 389 0. 00 1617 16.41 1 464 5. 40 2129 53.28 1592 14.61 1 603 15. 41 1 657 19.29
15 1 388 0. 00 1803 29.90 1 681 21.11 2200 58.50 1734 24.93 2006 44.52 1833 32.06
5 405 1. 00 450 12. 22 450 12. 22 446 11. 22 401 0. 00 469 16. 96 465 15. 96
20 10 674 0. 00 797 18. 25 851 26. 26 944 40. 06 811 20. 33 782 16. 02 903 33.98
15 973 0. 00 1180 21.27 1051 8.02 1529 57.14 1083 11.31 1192 22.51 1195 22.82
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(Contined) Tab. 1 Comparisons results of our method and PDRs

£ s PPO FIFO SPT LPT MRT SRT RR
’ Cowx Ru/% Cooe Ru/% Chpo Ru/% Ch Ru/% Coo Rp/% Co Rp/% Co Ru/%
5 733 0. 00 973 32.74 815 11.19 1233 68.21 930 26. 88 934 27.42 1009 37.65
10 10 1613  0.00 1812 12.34 1698 5. 27 2268 40.61 1785 10.66 2084 29.20 1898 17.67
15 2316 0.00 2770 19.60 2726 17.70 3296 42.31 2734 18.05 2972 28.32 2894 24.96
5 589 0. 00 646 9. 68 602 2.21 709 20. 37 621 5.43 655 11. 21 653 10. 87
150 15 10 853 0. 00 1115 30.72 985 15.47 1300 52.40 1060 24.27 1128 32.24 1126 32.00
15 1362 0.00 1716 25.99 1702 24.96 2203 61.75 1664 22.17 1906  39.94 1928 41.56
5 473 0. 21 519 9.96 476 0. 85 544 15. 25 481 1. 91 472 0. 00 538 13.98
20 10 660 0. 00 934 41.52 836 26.67 1079 63.48 836 26. 67 860 30. 30 904 36. 97
15 1164 0.52 138 19.69 1158 0. 00 1517 31.00 1221 5. 44 1308  12.95 1312 13.30
Mean 1059 0,06 1315 24.54 1221 17.12 1559 46.04 1248 16.52 1364  28.11 1347  26. 66
5 1638 0.00 1953 19.23 2041 24.60 2362 44.20 1873 14.35 2301 40.48 2062 25.89
10 10 2990  0.00 3652 22.14 3610 20.74 4160 39.13 3493 16.82 3903 30.54 3646 21.94
15 3857 0.00 4703 21.93 4248 10.14 5595 45.06 4686 21.49 4781 23.96 4750 23.15
5 1009 0.00 1249 23.79 1236 22.50 1874 85.73 1229 21.80 1366 35.38 1297 28.54
50 15 10 1920 0.00 2413 25.68 2028 5. 63 2918 51.98 2280 18.75 2365 23.18 2367 23.28
15 1900 0.00 2491 31.11 2094 10.21 3060 61.05 2410 26.84 2442 28.53 2487 30.89
5 885 0. 00 1001 13.11 1217 37.51 1154 30.40 976 10.28 1326 49.83 1226 38.53
20 10 1291 0. 00 1802 39.58 1498 16.03 1931 49.57 1555 20.45 1653 28.04 1580 22.39
15 1806  0.00 2330 29.01 2252 24.70 2875 59.19 2260 25.14 2809 55.54 2638 46.07
5 1626 0.00 2009 23.55 1892 16.36 2386 46.74 2008 23.49 2102 29.27 2047 25.89
10 10 2725 0.00 3211 17.83 3090 13.39 4253 56.07 3194 17.21 3687 35.30 3533 29.65
15 4091 0. 00 5324 30.14 4 318 5. 95 6299 53.97 5071 23.96 5253 28.40 5183 26.69
5 1147 0,00 1716 49.61 1361 18.66 2036 77.51 1457 27.03 1496 30.43 1509 31.56
100 15 10 1386  0.00 2097 32.22 1927 21.50 2535 59.84 1978 24.72 2223 40.16 2118 33.54
15 2537 0.00 3230 27.32 2798 10.29 3944 55.46 3081 21.44 3369 32.79 3261 28.54
5 760 0. 00 1117 46.97 1043 37.24 1532 154.2 892 17.37 1250 64.47 1221 60.66
20 10 1173 0.00 1571 33.93 1361 16.03 1991 69.74 1488 26.85 1669 42.28 1616 37.77
15 1567 0.00 2391 52.58 1681 7.28 2802 78.81 1954 24.70 2142 36.69 2113 34.84
5 1299 0.00 1635 25.87 1574 21.17 1726 32.87 1426 9.78 1725 32.79 1494 15.01
10 10 2589 0.00 3125 20.70 2663 2. 86 4224 63.15 3078 18.89 3168 22.36 3168 22.36
15 4348 0.00 5367 23.44 4654 7.04 7230 66.28 5183 19.20 5186 19.27 5220 20.06
5 1252 3. 81 1465 21.48 1658 37.48 1610 33.50 1206 0. 00 1676 38.97 1510 25.21
150 15 10 1630 0.00 1977 21.29 1782 9.33 2601 59.57 1970 20.8 2083 27.79 2095 28.53
15 2929 0.00 3778 28.99 3336 13.90 4498 53.57 3531 20.55 3619 23.56 3612 23.32
5 1364 0.89 1589 17.53 1678 24.11 1699 25.67 1352 0. 00 1754 29.73 1544 14.20
20 10 1377 0.00 1902 38.13 1648 19.68 2341 70.01 1814 31.74 1879 36.46 1908 38.56
15 2206 0.00 2965 34.41 2514 13.96 3719 68.59 2813 27.52 3057 38.58 2974 34.81
Mean 1982 0.17 2521 28.58 2267 17.33 3102 58.96 2380 19.68 2603 34.25 2525 29.33
5 2216 0.00 2395 8.08 2565 15.75 3238 46.12 2371 6.99 2696 21.66 2576 16.25
10 10 3860 0.00 4658 20.67 4434 14.87 5920 53.37 4656 20.62 5591 44.84 4822 24.92
15 6232 0.00 7671 23.09 6661 6. 88 9482 52.15 7707 23.67 7993 28.26 7934 27.31
5 1732 0,00 2547 47.06 2130 22.98 2959 70.84 2080 20.09 2319 33.89 2205 27.31
50 15 10 3053 0.00 4146  35.80 3246 6. 32 5424 77.66 3688 20.80 3770 23.49 3751 22.86
15 4556  0.00 6321 38.74 5240 15.01 6879 50.99 5664 24.32 5890 29.28 5886 29.19
5 1126 0.00 1622 44.05 1612 43.16 1819 61.55 1366 21.31 1725 53.20 1726 53.29
20 10 2019 0.00 2828 40.07 2381 17.93 3211 59.04 2573 27.44 2632 30.36 2640 30.76
15 2899 0.00 4029 38.98 3293 13.59 4696 61.99 3719 28.29 3852 32.87 3909 34.84
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(Contined) Tab. 1 Comparisons results of our method and PDRs
PPO FIFO SPT LPT MRT SRT RR
R ! Coe Rpt/% Coue Rpy/ % Coax  Rpt/ % Cowe Rut/% Crue Rpy/ % Coe Rpt/% Coue Rpy/ %
5 2898 0,00 3721 28.40 3113 7.42 4098 41.41 3449 19.01 3715 28.19 3618 24.84
10 10 4347 0,00 5729 31.79 4949 13.85 6226 43.23 5293 21.76 5424 24.78 5329 22.59
15 6302 0.00 8326 32.12 7254 15.11 9077 44.03 7692 22.06 7845 24.48 7924 25.74
5 1689 0,00 2287 3541 1905 12.79 2647 56.72 2027 20.01 2081 23.21 2301 36.23
100 15 10 2672 0.00 3380 26.50 2992 11.98 4659 74.36 3356 25.60 3600 34.73 3525 31.92
15 3414 0.00 4513 32.19 4043 18.42 6100 78.68 4411 29.20 4645 36.06 4855 42.21
5 1059 0.00 1269 19.83 1167 10.20 1704 60.91 1176 11.05 1382 30.50 1324 25.02
20 10 1694 0.00 2299 35.71 1930 13.93 3246 91.62 2113 24.73 2222 31.17 2237 32.05
15 3025 0.00 3247 7.34 3147 4.03 4164 37.65 3211 6. 15 3553 17.45 3542 17.09
° 5 1887 0,00 2249 19.18 2109 11.76 2711 43.67 2203 16.75 2294 21.57 2320 22.95
10 10 3466 0.00 4406 27.12 3915 12,95 5052 45.76 4290 23.77 4725 36.32 4471 29.00
15 5722 0.00 7284 27.30 6373 11.38 8881 55.21 6963 21.69 7298 27.54 7119 24.41
5 1167 0.00 1422 21.85 1236 5.91 1775 52,10 1368 17.22 1349 15.60 1472 26.14
150 15 10 2524 0.00 3443 36.41 3124 23.77 4103 62.56 3082 22.11 3512 39.14 3541 40.29
15 4429 0.00 5721 29.17 4726 6. 71 6841 54.46 5417 22.31 5780 30.50 5592 26.26
5 1754 0.00 1943 10.78 1811 3.25 1973 12.49 1823 3.93 1832 4.45 1864  6.27
20 10 2006 0,00 2485 23.88 2118 5.58 2990 49.05 2347 17.00 2529 26.07 2479 23.58
15 3111 0,00 4172 34,10 3772 21.25 4769 53.29 3659 17.61 4463 43.46 4004 28.70
Mean 2 995 0.00 3856 28.73 3379 13.58 4616 55.22 3619 19.83 3878 29.37 3814 27.85
L2 ERER
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Tab. 2 Comparisons results of our method and other Methods
PPO DRL_W DRL_C DRL_L
d E, & =n
C hnax Rp/% t/s Crax Rp/ % t/s Crax Rp/ % t/s Cinax R/ % t/s
5 863 0. 00 4. 20 1168 35. 34 4.33 1021 18. 31 4.33 969 12. 28 4.31
10 10 1295 0. 00 23.52 1852 43.01 24. 89 1713 32.28 24,45 1596 23. 24 24. 25
15 1832 0. 00 52.77 2 445 33. 46 57.68 2407 31. 39 54. 82 2117 15. 56 54. 44
5 561 5. 65 3.45 544 2.45 3.70 610 14. 88 3. 55 531 0. 00 3.54
50 15 10 1077 0. 00 39. 28 1691 57.01 41. 24 1438 33.52 40. 74 1286 19. 41 40. 51
15 1587 0. 00 107, 44 2 285 43. 98 112. 67 2079 31. 00 111. 80 1 960 23.50 110. 86
5 428 0. 00 4,26 538 25.70 4.54 499 16. 59 4. 41 492 14. 95 4. 38
20 10 849 0. 00 44,28 1174 38. 28 46. 15 1 308 54. 06 45. 80 1017 19. 79 45. 67
15 1 087 0. 00 120. 64 1685 55.01 121. 62 1727 58. 88 133. 26 1326 21.99 120. 43
’ 5 569 0. 00 1.97 804 41. 30 2.23 695 22.14 2.04 663 16. 52 2.02
10 10 1498 0. 00 40, 32 2161 44, 26 44. 00 1982 32.31 42. 88 1 862 24. 30 42.61
15 1936 0. 00 50. 98 2720 40. 50 57. 45 2 603 34. 45 54,22 2 236 15. 50 55.93
5 432 0. 00 4,53 650 50. 46 4,82 560 29.63 4.78 550 27. 31 4,78
100 15 10 1 389 0. 00 58. 98 1 870 34.63 63. 26 1 884 35. 64 62.75 1628 17. 21 62. 41
15 1388 0. 00 123. 93 1984 42. 94 136. 56 2 210 59. 22 126. 90 1696 22.19 125.75
5 405 2.27 1.97 396 0. 00 2.03 409 3.28 2. 00 417 5. 30 2.03
20 10 674 0. 00 27.17 893 32.49 28. 06 813 20. 62 27.81 825 22.40 30. 66
15 973 0. 00 68. 14 1 306 34. 22 79. 00 1164 19. 63 69. 76 1114 14. 49 69. 79
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(Contined) Tab.2 Comparisons results of our method and other Methods

E 5 » PPO DRL_W DRL_C DRL_L
‘ Cinax Rp/% t/s Cnax Rp/% t/s Cnax Rp/% t/s Conax R/ % t/s
5 733 0. 00 4. 08 1033 40. 93 4.16 1169 59. 48 4.16 882 20. 33 4. 85
10 10 1613 0. 00 28.43 2117 31.25 33.58 2032 25.98 29.93 1776 10. 11 28.97
15 2316 0. 00 54. 41 3251 40. 37 59. 66 3432 48.19 57.31 2758 19. 08 57.06
5 589 0. 00 4. 40 666 13.07 4. 44 615 4.41 4. 46 605 2.72 4.50
150 15 10 853 0. 00 29. 45 1270 48. 89 29.76 1352 58. 50 29.57 1098 28.72 29.52
15 1362 0. 00 80. 29 2062 51. 40 82.74 1969 44. 57 88. 08 1709 25.48 81.32
5 473 0. 00 6. 27 480 1. 48 6. 44 502 6.13 6. 37 528 11. 63 6. 29
20 10 660 0.00 39. 94 1115 68. 94 41. 15 990 50. 00 39.95 929 40. 76 39.71
15 1164 0. 00 90. 86 1 404 20. 62 93. 65 1392 19. 59 92. 63 1 340 15.12 92. 62
Mean 1 059 0.29 41. 33 1465 36. 00 44. 07 1429 32.03 43.29 1256 18. 14 42. 56
5 1638 0.00 9.51 2182 33.21 10. 29 1962 19. 78 8. 69 1929 17.77 8.73
10 10 2990 0. 00 53.78 4153 38.90 55.42 4077 36. 35 56. 94 3706 23.95 5.92
15 3857 0.00 125.96 5510 42.86  129.84 5290 37.15  129.54 4654 20.66  129.32
5 1009 0. 00 10. 42 1430 41.72 10. 72 1359 34. 69 10. 81 1180 16. 95 10. 79
50 15 10 1920 0.00 62.72 2762 43. 85 64. 64 2 496 30. 00 64.52 2 281 18. 80 63.93
15 1900 0.00 86. 61 2 895 52. 37 89. 27 2 653 39.63 89.75 2 603 37.00 88. 56
5 885 0. 00 9.70 1044 17.97 9.98 1094 23.62 9. 89 1128 27.46 9. 90
20 10 1291 0.00 61.10 1838 42.37 62.97 1812 40. 36 63. 38 1592 23.32 62.78
15 1806 0.00  215.08 2663 47.45  221.70 2624 45.29  220.17 2441 35.16  219.61
5 1626 0. 00 12. 42 2275 39.91 12. 66 2124 30. 63 12.55 1929 18. 63 12.54
10 10 2725 0. 00 36. 89 4063 49. 10 36. 54 3 896 42.97 36. 63 3157 15. 85 37.25
15 4091 0.00 143.16 6 024 47.25  152.90 5429 32,71 144.70 5005 22,34  144.60
5 1147 0. 00 19. 40 1607 40. 10 19. 85 1650 43. 85 19. 63 1483 29.29 19. 58
100 15 10 1586 0. 00 41.08 2413 52. 14 41. 84 2 263 42. 69 41. 84 1982 24.97 41.49
15 2537 0.00 120.87 3 760 48.21  121.81 3509 38.31  122.00 3049 20.18  122.08
5 760 0. 00 12. 97 1316 73.16 13.33 1041 36.97 13. 05 1009 32.76 13.10
20 10 1173 0. 00 70. 60 1851 57. 80 73.88 1781 51. 83 71. 87 1633 39. 22 71. 30
15 1567 0. 00 148,77 2727 74.03  150.90 2 256 43.97  150.91 1989 26.93  150.26
5 1299 0. 00 3.29 1656 27.48 3.36 1432 10. 24 3.33 1512 16. 40 3.32
10 10 2589 0. 00 44. 69 3663 41.48 45. 48 3398 31.25 45. 47 3101 19. 78 45.13
15 4348 0. 00 154.97 6 144 41.31  159.46 5496 26.40  158.91 5139 18.19  156.53
5 1252 0. 00 9.62 1382 10. 38 9.71 1885 50. 56 9. 80 1265 1. 04 9.71
150 15 10 1630 0.00 41. 40 2273 39.45 42. 38 2091 28.28 42.09 2024 24,17 41. 81
15 2929 0.00  271.62 4213 43.84  278.07 3815 30.25  277.66 3644 24.41  274.36
20 5 1 364 0.00 17.32 1559 14. 30 18.76 1424 4. 40 17.38 1528 12.02 17. 48
5 1377 0. 00 94.76 2043 48. 37 97. 37 2129 54. 61 96. 39 1823 32.39 95.71
0 10 2206 0.00  275.90 3555 61.15  288.40 3051 38.30  281.40 2914 32.09  278.67
Mean 1 982 0. 00 79. 80 2 852 43.34 82. 28 2 668 35. 00 81. 46 2433 23. 40 80. 91
5 2216 0. 00 11.18 2 946 32.94 9. 08 2 445 10. 33 9.31 2390 7.85 11. 29
10 10 3860 0. 00 55. 32 5919 53. 34 54. 62 5233 35.57 52.42 4 858 25.85 55. 88
15 6232 0.00  249.81 9455 51.72  253.71 8302 33.22  256.13 7660 22.91  252.33
5 1732 0. 00 16. 56 2 455 41.74 16. 64 2154 24. 36 16. 81 2115 22.11 16. 72
50 15 10 3053 0. 00 125.58 4 560 49.36  127.44 4399 44.09  128.29 3778 23.75  126.84
15 4556 0.00  442.26 6 745 48.05  449.31 6017 32.07  449.10 5720 25.55  446.72
5 1126 0. 00 22.28 1788 58.79 22. 66 1469 30. 46 23.24 1 560 38. 54 22.50
20 10 2019 0. 00 160.37 3051 51.11  162.18 2 866 41.95  182.95 2743 35.86  161.98
15 2899 0. 00 504.09 4718 62.75 512.22 3978 37.22  516.09 3735 28.84  509.18
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(Contined) Tab.2 Comparisons results of our method and other Methods
PPO DRL_W DRL_C DRL_L
d E, & n
C i Rt/ % t/s C i R/ % t/s C i R/ % t/s Crax Rpi/% t/s
5 2 898 0. 00 23.10 3 984 37.47 23.29 3521 21. 50 23. 30 3 507 21.01 23.33
10 10 4 347 0. 00 80. 58 6 141 41. 27 81. 86 5576 28. 27 80. 53 5 265 21.12 81. 39
15 6 302 0. 00 238. 67 8 938 41. 83 246. 34 8 800 39.64  240.51 7914 25.58 241. 07
5 1689 0. 00 26.45 2 884 70.75 26. 97 2125 25. 81 23.59 2 081 23.21 26.71
100 15 10 2672 0. 00 89. 16 4015 50. 26 89. 60 4071 52. 36 90. 81 3338 24.93 90. 05
15 3414 0. 00 264, 02 5302 55.30  269.79 5183 51.82  270.15 4 609 35. 00 266. 67
5 1 059 4. 44 10. 19 1 606 58. 38 10. 28 1255 23.77 10. 17 1014 0. 00 10. 29
20 10 1694 0. 00 104. 00 2623 54. 84 105. 40 2196 29.63 107. 60 2 153 27.10 105. 04
15 3025 0. 00 334. 73 4042 33.62  342.52 3524 16.50  339.57 3523 16. 46 338. 10
° 5 1 887 0. 00 8.63 2 651 40. 49 8.78 2279 20. 77 9.17 2 304 22.10 8.71
10 10 3 466 0. 00 58. 62 5 006 44. 43 58. 54 4529 30. 67 64. 28 4 362 25. 85 59. 20
15 5722 0. 00 194. 48 8120 41. 91 202. 86 7 605 32.91 197. 29 7 046 23. 14 196. 43
5 1167 0. 00 10. 38 1764 51. 16 10. 53 1409 20. 74 10. 64 1381 18. 34 10. 47
150 15 10 2524 0. 00 91.81 3 831 51.78 92.13 3 710 46. 99 92.52 3502 38. 75 92.73
15 4429 0. 00 406. 43 6 378 44.01 420. 51 6 030 36. 15 412. 53 5591 26.24  410.53
5 1754 0. 00 20. 18 1883 7.35 20. 62 1908 8.78 20. 41 1817 3.99 20. 38
20 10 2006 0. 00 114, 61 2 833 41,23 117. 50 2 637 31. 46 117. 89 2 394 19. 34 115. 76
15 3111 0. 00 395. 48 4510 44.97  396. 39 4 287 37.80  396.80 3930 26.33  403.51
Mean 2 995 0.16 150. 33 4 376 46. 70 153. 03 3982 31.29 153. 41 3714 23.31 151. 99
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Tab.3 The experimental results of the ablation experiment
PPO PPO_noFluid PPO_noOpRule noMacRule
d E, ) n
Cmnx IePI/% Cmax IQPI/% (jmax I?PI/% Cmax IQPI/%
5 863 0. 00 1 004 16. 34 1181 36. 85 1014 17. 50
10 10 1295 0. 00 1642 26. 80 1627 25. 64 1673 29.19
15 1832 0. 00 2159 17. 85 2 225 21.45 2 251 22.87
5 561 0. 00 569 1.43 590 5. 17 571 1.78
50 15 10 1077 0. 00 1297 20.43 1 405 30. 45 1371 27. 30
15 1587 0. 00 1903 19.91 2071 30. 50 1973 24,32
5 428 0. 00 457 6. 78 519 21. 26 507 18. 46
20 10 849 0. 00 1015 19. 55 1 286 51.47 1061 24. 97
15 1087 0. 00 1362 25. 30 1535 41,21 1436 32.11
? 5 569 0. 00 654 14.94 764 34,27 664 16. 70
10 10 1498 0. 00 1937 29. 31 1965 31.17 1961 30. 91
15 1936 0. 00 2 230 15.19 2421 25.05 2 243 15. 86
5 432 0. 00 521 20. 60 581 34. 49 546 26. 39
100 15 10 1389 0. 00 1565 12. 67 1703 22.61 1681 21.02
15 1 388 0. 00 1722 24. 06 1770 27.52 1778 28. 10
5 405 0. 00 409 0.99 467 15. 31 414 2.22
20 10 674 0. 00 786 16. 62 928 37.69 832 23.44
15 973 0. 00 1074 10. 38 1179 21.17 1153 18. 50
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(Contined) Tab. 3 The experimental results of the ablation experiment
PPO PPO_noFluid PPO_noOpRule noMacRule
Ea ’ ! Cmax RPI/% Cmax RPI/% (‘/m;\x RPI/% Cmnx RPI/%
5 733 0. 00 942 28.51 982 33.97 992 35.33
10 10 1613 0. 00 1 803 11. 78 1920 19. 03 1 885 16. 86
15 2 316 0. 00 2755 18. 96 2 888 24.70 2 781 20. 08
5 589 0. 00 632 7.30 655 11. 21 663 12. 56
150 15 10 853 0. 00 1 100 28. 96 1201 40. 80 1146 34. 35
15 1362 0. 00 1657 21. 66 1 819 33.55 1704 25.11
5 473 0. 00 480 1.48 518 9.51 517 9. 30
20 10 660 0. 00 853 29. 24 900 36. 36 894 35. 45
15 1164 0. 00 1196 2.75 1279 9. 88 1292 11. 00
Mean 1 059 0. 00 1249 16. 66 1347 27.12 1296 21. 54
5 1638 0. 00 1887 15. 20 2093 27.78 1921 17. 28
10 10 2990 0. 00 3467 15. 95 3661 22,44 3592 20.13
15 3 857 0. 00 4636 20. 20 4728 22.58 4778 23. 88
) 1 009 0. 00 1263 25.17 1369 35.68 1378 36. 57
50 15 10 1920 0. 00 2250 17.19 2377 23. 80 2 327 21. 20
15 1 900 0. 00 2416 27.16 2 496 31. 37 2 465 29. 74
5 885 0. 00 977 10. 40 1207 36. 38 1026 15.93
20 10 1291 0. 00 1542 19. 44 1599 23. 86 1625 25. 87
15 1 806 0. 00 2301 27. 41 2 469 36. 71 2 364 30. 90
5 1626 0. 00 1992 22.51 2072 27.43 2028 24.72
10 10 2725 0. 00 3147 15. 49 3 469 27. 30 3225 18. 35
15 4091 0. 00 4960 21.24 5 064 23.78 5103 24.74
5 1147 0. 00 1452 26.59 1535 33.83 1530 33. 39
100 15 10 1 586 0. 00 1949 22. 89 2117 33.48 2 068 30. 39
15 2 537 0. 00 3086 21. 64 3189 25.70 3 159 24.52
5 760 0. 00 902 18. 68 1268 66. 84 935 23.03
20 10 1173 0. 00 1478 26. 00 1620 38.11 1554 32.48
15 1567 0. 00 1924 22.78 2 202 40. 52 2053 31. 01
5 1299 0. 00 1426 9.78 1533 18. 01 1473 13. 39
10 10 2589 0. 00 2982 15. 18 3 081 19. 00 3074 18. 73
15 4 348 0. 00 5160 18. 68 5261 21. 00 5217 19.99
5 1252 0. 00 1287 2. 80 1639 30. 91 1362 8.79
150 15 10 1630 0. 00 2124 30. 31 2163 32.70 2 280 39. 88
15 2929 0. 00 3514 19.97 3 645 24,45 3 608 23.18
5 1 364 0. 00 1379 1. 10 1 551 13. 71 1408 3.23
20 10 1377 0. 00 1 765 28.18 1972 43. 21 1 894 37.55
15 2 206 0. 00 2 757 24. 98 2 967 34. 50 2 877 30. 42
Mean 1982 0. 00 2 371 19. 51 2 531 30.19 2 456 24. 42
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(Contined) Tab. 3 The experimental results of the ablation experiment
PPO PPO_noFluid PPO_noOpRule noMacRule
d E, ) n
Cmnx RPI/% Cmax RPI/% (‘/m;\x RPI/% Cmnx RPI/%
5 2216 0. 00 2 375 7.18 2 498 12.73 2 451 10. 60
10 10 3 860 0. 00 4 661 20.75 5036 30. 47 4 784 23.94
15 6 232 0. 00 7 653 22. 80 7 989 28.19 7799 25.14
5 1732 0. 00 2 083 20. 27 2 249 29. 85 2122 22.52
50 15 10 3053 0. 00 3 667 20.11 3768 23.42 3 823 25.22
15 4 556 0. 00 5621 23.38 5831 27.99 5773 26.71
5 1126 0. 00 1347 19. 63 1654 46. 89 1436 27.53
20 10 2019 0. 00 2 545 26. 05 2 651 31. 30 2 637 30. 61
15 2 899 0. 00 3 697 27.53 3 867 33.39 3 834 32.25
5 2 898 0. 00 3 448 18.98 39573 23.29 3542 22.22
10 10 4 347 0. 00 5285 21.58 5 460 25. 60 5 375 23. 65
15 6 302 0. 00 7 705 22.26 7 858 24. 69 7799 23.75
5 1689 0. 00 2014 19. 24 2 244 32. 86 2092 23. 86
6 100 15 10 2672 0. 00 3 409 27.58 3 583 34. 09 3 556 33.08
15 3414 0. 00 4 386 28.47 4797 40. 51 4513 32.19
5 1059 0. 00 1169 10. 39 1314 24.08 1224 15.58
20 10 1694 0. 00 2109 24. 50 2 295 35.48 2 202 29. 99
15 3025 0. 00 3 190 5.45 3521 16. 40 3 309 9. 39
5 1 887 0. 00 2 253 19. 40 2 339 23.95 2 352 24. 64
10 10 3 466 0. 00 4277 23.40 4 476 29. 14 4 355 25. 65
15 5722 0. 00 6 921 20. 95 7 084 23. 80 7124 24.50
5 1167 0. 00 1378 18. 08 1435 22.96 1449 24.16
150 15 10 2524 0. 00 3 154 24. 96 3611 43.07 3 205 26. 98
15 4429 0. 00 5 388 21. 65 5609 26. 64 5 566 25. 67
5 1754 0. 00 1821 3.82 1859 5. 99 1 854 5.70
20 10 2 006 0. 00 2 331 16. 20 2 442 21.73 2477 23.48
15 3111 0. 00 3675 18. 13 4 051 30. 22 3 828 23.05
Mean 2995 0. 00 3613 19.73 3 818 27.73 3722 23.78
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