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Figure 1. Bottleneck task in schedule.
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Table 1. Conditions for experiments

Problem 10 jobs x 10 machines
GA Population_size = 10
with parasite Mutation_rate = 0.01
simple GA Population_size = 10
Mutation_rate = 0.01
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Figure 2. The search process by the proposed
method.
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Figure 3. Histograms of the resulting schedules
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