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(Optimal Cutting Plan for 1D Parts Using
Genetic Algorithm and Heuristics)

K. H. Cho*
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Abstract

In this study, a hybrid method is used to search the pseudo-optimal solution for the
I-dimentional nesting problem. This method is composed of the genetic algorithm for the global
search and a simple heuristic one for the local search near the pseudo optimal solution. Several

simulation results show that the hybrid method gives very satisfactory results.

1. MB

HAFHED, LE4), 5A(bar), FolZ F9
1219 AAAE AHgste] trare EAE ddatd
AbgatE Bokol e 129 A ZHuA 7 AALA
EeH AHES 9ste Hasith 1349 HAHE A
Z gL 1Y gAA AEELE FUATY
sl Adtste AlgsuA e EAES A%
A fRAAA A RAI7ME B}

HAAHux o] g AFEIREL RE 234
FAkol wixlo] I Aolx, HITAE AFAFA
(rapid prototyping)® @&zt 3x4d g

o g,

339 FeAAMY HAuX (3D packing)ell
g ArAsrt 2o wde] 13449 HHu R

g Auxer A Holnh 144
2 a7 9% 48 Lzagel A,

s R

ozl ok
=

A5 AHRolE 2349, 3xd HAZ A4
48 Z2adsd viste] AAA W FH

RFAM ZA RBEI dAHoIth o]dutg,

Fopoll M= oii & st ZAEA iy
g 1A AR T2 aYPES gty
I Qe AAHoRZ AXA ALEEE HoA
9] X7} &}

A

1) o

o

S|

A 1o T s . A w A w R DV

% oo
Lo ol

T AFYEE 7)Aol AT ey

2 ATAE 149 AR BAE o7
o3 wzow HMa LuE]F(GA, genetic
algorithm)*?e MPsa] ALFAL, B A
&9 A8 A (heurstics) E-2 1193t GATLH
27 g dANE 3IRanA et

2. FHs EHAYY

L,

129 Ay EAs 47 gt F4A=
BolXwt A|~®le] AFE7F & Ade
9o @Y 7EEFEHeR Frhste =FHAE
24| (combinatorial optimization problem)elth. Z&
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individual : abccbbaa...256314789...

Faid W<

* A ES ;. 139 W EA A
& H&3t7] 93t e 22 H¥ L
¥ shat ot

ALg A& A 9] g o abecbbaa...

ol YA EAYE abecbbaa.. & dvE
dol7l A2 d& YAA a¥, by, c¥, d¥e] A
, o189 AlE £AME a¥e] AAZ 1] AHEH
, Bl bdo) 17, cBol A3t 27 AR H

A bEo] d4sta 27, a¥ol A4t 27
JAHEETE gujeld, ol AAAZRE KA
Zdol7t 11, 12, 13, .. o], o5& ZZ nl, n2,
n3, .. AW & N(=nl+nZ2+u3+..) 4 NS A
@3 A E(CP, cutting plan) & 7B A (individual
in GA)E Fig. 13} o] ®E3gd.
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ARgw gror 2A 3AY A 2 FE F)
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A AE JAAN o5 EE g4d Ot AT
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Table 1. Simulation results of GA

) 2]
1 50 86.1 926
2 50 83.6 93.1
3 100 816 94.7
4 100 86.0 94.7
5 200 93.1 9.2
6 200 91.8 95.2
H - 870 94.3
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Fig. 2 Example of Rule 3 operation
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Table 2= 9¢] 378 ruleg ntgto g wlEolz
AEAY A =2 3388 Heuzt A E)o] o
7HA zZ718 dEte del wEe] HF5LES A
8 F Ye7tE AEHojA Ao o] A
i B Heu: Hld w2 A7t £EsL
=48 9% rulesol vidtH HAFo 2= 90%
ol & £8€% BUt. ¥y, z7Ed o
Z2A A} vz E Ao]E Hol: Ao

[B1=05 4=
Table 2. Simulation results of Heu
AY | 27158 (%) | ASTE(%)
1 31.1 92.1
2 790 N7
3 84.1 914
4 85.0 889
5 36.2 92.4
it 83.1 91.1
2.3 GA+Heu S&do| 2|8t XM ZXuf x|

A9l table 1, 2¢] APAApAA B 5 R0
GA AA2E % Axd k=g o MM
7t A FAsSe AeZ ey, Hen
B2E A8 91% AEZE Huy v}

E A GA, Heu ZHzhe] A& o)l &3t
ktd u].xt—]lg )\}i ig},z‘sl :‘r: OIEE 1:]. J,]. %__}0
GA+Heu ¥ 9| hybrid ¥-& 3etste] A&
2, GAS F&0°] 90% ool ol2Au, A
571 AAZ S ol2W auztR e HF FL& 3
2 AAsn GAE ZH5%TH Heur GAOA Lo
A g F& AE 2VE Y YA AMAR
37k 9] ruleg &AAHORE A 2087HA] W&}
T8 0 nEAY =F FE&AE Fol +0.1%
iteration T]RFO)|RA i AL HFH A FEF A
golegtn Hriste HAL FHE

GAY 9 & Adud 5e 20082 Ags s
3, o] 20819 AiEA] vig adzzle 4 J)
AEL o&3ld ANz NMAFRDE ATHESR
3 micro GA @S F718R} 0k Table 3914

= ulelzo] GAE 2004the] Mdux Ax H
FHo R oF 946%2 & LTI WA ZAAE
BRItk o]& table 2 dlA R upelzro] Heud
91.1% BoE gixAdoes Eo Aot} 1,
GA A#E Hlgoz HeuZ o HEAHA HIXE
AAXNFIH Hu4dEo] HHFHOZ 994%°] =9
sl B o Ad WiXZdH3E 28 F UYG
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Table 3 Simulation results of GA+Heu

GA 37 GA W2E
Ay yiooalﬂ% 1A [200ma| o He
1| 788 | 926 | 880 | 944 | 995
2 | 771 | 952 | 883 | %6 | 995
3| 84 | 935 | 884 | 935 | 993
4| 79 | 932 | 82 | %47 | 95
5 | 72 | 931 | 8.1 | 949 | 993
HE| 785 | 935 | 832 | M6 | 994

Table 4 Cutting plan example

.
oyt YR WER :  HUPH
z
22 6300 3 : 1140 1140 1140 812 2065
23 4600 3 2065 812 860 860
24 5800 10 : 860 860 2035 2035
25 6300 5 : 2035 2035 1365 860
% 6300 0 : 860 1130 2030 1140 1140
27 6300 3 : 1140 1140 1140 2065 812
28 6300 3 ¢ 812 2065 1140 1140 1140
29 6300 3 : 1140 1140 1140 2065 812
30 6300 3 ¢ 812 2065 1140 1140 1140
31 6300 2 :1140 1140 1140 2060 818
32 6300 2 ¢ 818 2060 2060 1360

33 4600 45 1360 1140 2055

34 4600 45 : 2055 1360 1140

35 4600 45 : 1140 1360 2055

36 4600 45 2055 1360 1140

37 4600 45 : 1140 1360 2055

38 5800 2 12055 1135 1360 1248

3/ %80 91 - 1248 2025 812 812 812

s
HA & 2ol = 1018100 (mm)
TR s = 2 (&) (400 mm 0]4)
z 220 - 1852 (mm)
wEel & 20| = 5352 (mm)
nEe o 20| = 31 (mm)
XY 73E ABHS ¢
1. 6300 (mm) x 125 Of)
2. 5800 (mm) x 12 (OH)
3. 4600 (mm) x 35 Of)
2 & 20| = 1010896 (mm)
S2HEH Y 5 Wy =35 F (784 M)
ach2ol Halgl S = 418 ( 9—5)
t?% = 995 (%)
B2 Aggod ARy ey 22 AES
3% % 59 = GA: ASEA Ewolzl
U

A FHNA 343‘]3}1011 w24 5
33 1 F9YE WELE EA(wandering problem)
7t otk wdel Heut el Ao 3lolA
e wgrorne I P FEAHolTh mebA,
27125 HPgFo] oj2A BAEAE EEE
A e GAE T3 Aggde] aRFHon

Watd

f

-557-



Fig. 3 Partially captured image of cutting plan

Table 49} Fig. 3¢ GA+Heu E¥84¥ < 43}
o d& AdAe ddAE dR9 gofoltt, Table
4ol A B i=uiel ol wixHEAE F 3BF 7847
(1010.896m)ol 31, ol 9 HAGS A AL44d 4
AAE 3% £ 17270(1018.100m)e) o, %58 21
ol 5352m=A AA wix g&S o 99.5%°] 1,
AA AP+ PC Pentium (400MHz)o A o
ZF 10sec o} &to|t}.

AAe HFdoAe vAEZE By oy, A
dEAe dd 2aNTE Fa FAESTE Ao
oot} =AU v Egold s AYeA HA
3l oo ulgtA HAAIZ] Aozt AT B
AFNM = oo g3 71Ee AdBAL AgFst
gt 2, table 49 Fig. 3014 2 & %0
o] A AGAILES 9EAI= FH HAus
ME A zeisge] oA Axds & F U

4. &

2 AFQAe 149 FHYAEAE GAS o]
23 Yy FAEPAE o) gdtE WP Hew 2
2 HZso Zh7e 9y S
Z4Z+g gdEoR AL A UF 94%, 91% A
o WXEEES Aok wrdd], Ztzte] AAL
A8 gHE Y9 F JrE g Avng
£ HeuZ TYPEE FAR
TERoZE WMIAEE 9% ol EA AxP

A3 g d& 5 YA

B A dFEAE 1339 FA HHulA
EAE 1A HIdF A (knapsack problem) <}
FAE A R 27)7F Ogud g8 wdE ALEshe
FAZA, o8 FFY nAFA AN FAY
¥ gAY, A5 74 ¥ (nteger programming, IP),
simplex method, graph theory =8 wyozw
Hqag £ EAolg. ey, ojad Wy
ol Hlmye FHY AFdAME uFA ¥, FF
Z0 AZUA AFHojor @ FAZ FdAFA
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