Journal of the Korean Institute of Industrial Engineers

Vol. 26, No. 2, pp. 183-192, June 2000.

B A A 3712 A 7hs S 3 &3] HE
3 ¢t
S
EEEEREE e

A Genetic Algorithm for the Parallel-Machine Total Weighted
Tardiness Problem

Moon-Won Park

This paper considers the problem of scheduling a set of # jobs on  parallel machines to minimize total
weighted tardiness. For the problem a genetic algorithm is proposed, in which solutions are encoded
using the random key method suggested by Bean and new crossover operators are employed to increase
performance of the algorithm. The algorithm is compared with the Modified Due-Date (MDD)
algorithm after series of tests to find appropriate values for genetic parameters. Results of computational
tests on randomly generated test problems show that the suggested algorithm performs better than the
MDD algorithm and gives good solutions in a reasonable amount of computation time.
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o] A= 7l ZUoby S mt o] FUF H H 7] Allidentical
parallel. machines)l] 2| £ 3= EAE Gt oW, &4 &
de oz 7|ANMER HelE 4 AT, & Fehe 7]A
A A2l gk 2 7 AN FAl A 7R Aol A
g & glon, dd shie Ago] AZEH 1 A9lo] ¢ E
W7px] M)zt A&doh &Y i ¢=1,2, ., n9 M AT pe
BEE 7AA 5L, B @ @71 7Rl 44 4%t wE
A it olwl, F o] FEAIZHE G781, o] FTellA
9 AA28 EF & 37 AE 7+F Ftoral weighted tardiness; Y. ;
wi-max{0, G— dH& HAas3he Aol vy, ZE 49 7}
ZA7} 2o (&, w; = 1, for all ) 0] BA= F B7) A Atoral
tardiness)S 43813 A7} Gt (o] @A o] FHH
d7A A 7HE & Higshe ZAE TWT BAZ, & 47
A4S H233he FASTTRAZ HEEE §ith)

&g oy 2Lz 747 HE3E T Br5sE
Hx BEIAEE FAE AR ALY & F7HA A

t o] =Re 1998 AESE A dTule] o3 ATHIE-

ot T3, FEAEA o] FAH T 7]HT A Aol A EA
HA @1E47 F88 B SRV} H3 3ok gk, BHE
Z1A X9 TWT 3 TT A= 493 x%—‘: SEEPHEA
AR (Woolsey, 1990), ©]9] B8] 71EATFE BA &2 4%
olt}. Azizogly and Kirca (1998)= F 3t tg 7)Ao A TT &4
9} A3 (optimal solution)E A|F 5= -‘-T’—Z]‘E’Pﬂ](branch and
bound) G2 F-& A3t vk Ak 2L, o] FnFFL F
2 2719 A (r< 15, m< 3y WA HAG A7 Yol F
"—‘43}] g ATE F 5o, olhin o & EAdAE AL
o] &3 5712 Q3 ARgo] YETE AR FYT HE
Al X&) TT BRI Lenstra & ol (1977)]] |3 NP-hard 2 &
A o0, BY7)A EA oA % NP-hard®| T} (Du and Leung,
1990). W2}A], 24 9 _,;ng 71418 7t & A A A da)
A HFaAE devhe AL AH E7Fs3
ol2jgt o] E RE ] AFE0] AA AXALRAM T
A £ e 2719 FAE Bl A3 oA ¢4
g s A AT Yl Fole & Sle WH A e
(heuristic algorithms)S )¢+l ¢lth. Dogramaci and Surkis
1979y HHZ| AN TT A& a1 d37] 93t A &
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HAIZF ¢4 (shortest processing time; SPT), A2 Wr|d ¢4
(eatliest due date; EDD) & A o F-A17F -4 (least slack time;
IST) 713 &5 o] 83k 3709 2A1Ed ¢ 5e 488
t}. Alidaee and Rosa (1997)€ TWT #A| 9} TT ¥4 o) 8t 5
¥ 971Y $X(modified due date; MDD) TF3]& o4& A7)
29 1858 /g, ALY A3 MDD 730
71&E & $Aes R o 2 29 E Frlu B E
3T} Koulamas (1997) TT #Al o} tha] A& olE]= o]
(simulated annealing; ]38} SA) ¢ E-L A¢HE =), o
7|ME nt) o] WHIIA FAE mle GU7IA FAZ BEE)
o ztzke] B8E FAE 7129 AgE 83 9YrA
27158 YaGEFE 43t At o, sax W
71 EAE DA FAER EEse 98-Sk

ol At ME TYT BHAANMY TWT A E AT F
7 @312 E(genetic algorithm) & A|9HiT}. o] AF9] 742 ¢}
3 2k 2R A o] AN e EAE YT A Y
1 EE AN 3o e AL FA dael ol AM
= 3 32v|El(genetic parameter) 3E-& A e FA S
a7REa, 71E Gue ey vnE & A f4 ¢x
59 45 Yottt vix o2 4Fe e A2 35
A7 A o T 3) =9 Fiet.

2. A daE

FH ¢ FL AEY T34 AAUSH AR Esurvival-
of-the-fittes))8] A&} E RHbele] A& APA|7)HA 23}s}
= B 7] 92 A Holland (1975)0] &l &8 AN
ot o] da ] F-E B AJOJR] (taboo search; ©]3} TSL} SA 5
OE §A71H e 2] B4 MAAEE 43, A7
A Tkt 2F A H3) FAl g &8FH 1 d a0l dF
1 gith o] ¢uEe 2AEY BoplME 83 3§
¥ a1 Ql=1), E3] Cheng and Gen (1997), Liu & 4/. (1998), o] &7+
g} o]FF1999) T HEIANAN BV #HE 2AEH
FAE A28 4 sle #4 ¢ 58 ASg 8 At o)
AT e AT AN 2AEY FAE ) FYPES
1A 3t FA i) 2 71Ale 82 AdEY Y
THME 2% TAE o] SiFd o, 1 gaz
T2 AAES 4 V1Al e TS 3, g3E &
HEY AYPTM e YA 2AEY BAE A AR ¢
1 FE AHEEIT o} ¥A 37k e gaueEs f4 ¢
D EH Hstd AHde 1 ¢S ERY AR ¢
1 2] E(hybrid genetic algorithm)o| 2} F-2t}.

AAZ FA due] S TS SAd) Bl &) A4 ¢ chakst 8 F
7HE gAge F9gdds 2Ag AR F& M99
e EEA R AT & e FaHF)l v G

Ao dejA Qo whA, FARNE F&FHoE 4
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P& e ¥z a4 dudES /3 ¢ngE
Haate AMRee EFY #W daEEo] Moscao and
Norman (1992) o] Zt3-& ¥ Qloh 18y} o] 3 £
T3 gL £A49 E40] thx WAHHE (& S0 ¥
B71A 2AEY EA MM X} utAAY, FeAld
e} ZEH A Tre] S A, 71 A E0] B3R %ot 7]
AR A o] DEtAlE A7 HAEE) dAe] Fag
A G5 T ol AME F A Bk A7) S
t} o] Ao A o3 MBS & A AT 5 =2 %
A3 AYcHEAE B A F e 74 gy
FE AAR o] dAE BAl9 4] tha WAHTY
2%, AT F4fitness function)THE Bl FH ARRE 5
lths Aol sl

of AFIA AABE £ 4 el v 28 794
o] A2} E n &t

e 1 (EHD A PAY AAE Az BN A 27
EAGE FAI

e 2. (F7h ZAG AR E S HIEE Agich

EHA 3 (NEE BT 74 B 3.1, 3.29 338 A2
Hg3lo] dAe myve 20 A3 E ok Al
o 2GS AR

A 3.1 (A1) A BT AREI} 535X

PR A& HA3) (o] AFoiMe sE A

Wgolzt H-2c})

@zh @Al BT A o)z AHHE 2749

HAZRE 71 2 AAE YA o

AR s £ cxPAlY H2E AANE

At (o] Aol d e 8 watgole RE

o)

(Eddo)) MxPrle) AAE Qo2 WA

t} (o] Ao ME ME B0l golgt BET])

(<, S+C+M = ,0sS,CM<)

£ 4. (98 §1 gaEEol FE8ZRH =2 ¥ w7iA|
w29} 38 HHE S8 Fick

oA 3.2,

@A 33

o A AYHY 44 L Ao ok Aol B
HolE), 1 olfE o] A7olA Al 43 Lol
ALY AR L FAO) sk o AP 74
5 2837 WZolh olol the A4l AR he) 2

21 %

FH g2 FE o]&3 TR EAE s A3}7] A8
= 1A 9] S(solutionyE 7R A] (G A A); chromosome)E. . 3 3}
ofof gt oluf, A Z BAhE FHA (gene)2} 20 A
A8 fAA GEZHH A EA Y e H4E = et &
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22 (1 2]3 4 5) (5 413 2 1)
x& (5 4]3 4 5) (1 2]3 2 1)
a1 £ERHAA ] g AL

AZg EAY 2B FA (traveling salesman problem)} 22
TAAR BA O VEdTdNe HE FE ¥
(permutationE R @3} o} SR P WM = & &
GA7IAANA 54 ZYG el thg e &A7t 1-2-3—
458k 5432190 2709 & F2 (1,2,3,4,59) R 6,
4,3,2, D) A2 FHG) o] HE SHRHAME HEH
9] A A2kR}2) U 1 AHone-point crossover) L} ©] A 1L xKtwo-
point crossover) Y& AHEE 79 <1¥ 1>3} go] v]7ls 3
(infeasible solution)7} A A E & Qlc} welA, &4 =2 THE A
A 3l ALY oY uzE & A, HivbsEE vt
S8 (feasible solutionE BFEY] & 4 Y& BFHPH(repair
method)o] A JH|, BFE & H9 $27} 2e 588 73
A AAE0) %38 F YH(FHAZ 9, 1997

ol & FAHE FH3Y] Hstd AAEe] A Folx
7}5 B (feasible solution)7} & ¢ YT 1¢HH v thekdl o
2P E o] A E 1tk (Goldberg and Lingle, 1985; Oliver ¢ 4.,
1987; Cleveland and Smith, 1989; Whitley er 4/., 1989; Grefenstette,
1987; Davis, 1991; Nakano, 1991; Syswerda, 1991). o] 2|3} mx}4}

& et BAYG 1 £AY E-FS et e
o] SR EE EA 9 EAE F YT F e wAE
WS A23] A a7} 9l ThStarkweather & o, 1991; 7
= 9], 1997). TG, BEHIA 2AFY BRI} Zo] 299 7]
AGZZRYG 7|AN A AYJEMARE FAIO EH3A
of & A%, NAZNE HE 43}7] A3 SE Aoy
T3o] F7t2 "adlA Aot ol dHE FES}] ¢t
& Bean (1994)2 T3 A AH FAANA F719] =9 §lo]
AE5HQA GHAAY o]HAAE 3T HEHE AEo
7587t E U random keyZhe AJE S AAEE PHE
Bi{g (=

Random key E@o|T MA 9 FAANES AEHY A5
#Fo2 Fddl= ot & B9, GU7A 2AEH &
AN A A FAAE0] 07} 1 Abo] 9] A4S 7HT A 3t
2 o] FAAEL AT AYEY AYTHIEE BT 3L
o, FAZEE LEATOE Ao AYPEY £AE 314
&d 5= Atk AE S0 AP 715U TLINA EA A N
A (046, 091, 0.33, 0.75, 0.51)9] AJEA £ 3—1>5—>4—2%
)2 "t} & 7)8(nitial solution)¥= ZF F-Z &) U, DO FEH
A E B84 ghe P8l ARE S e, H7M U
(@, b= a®t bE B E Zhe 758 E(uniform distribution) & 5=
gk malke AdeA 7t ol AE e R HH Y
& "} o] R Me FAA gEo] AHF o &Y

A LRI
29 4 ( 33 75 51) 31542
®o o (84 2| 64 04 48) 4—2—5—3—1
X1 (B4 323 .75 51) 23541
A2 (4691 64 .04 .48) 41532

1Y 2. Ramdom key EH A1) U4 m A},

THE HHHE A E ANEE AR A5 e ZE A&
g0] <1¥ 2>¢} o] 7hsdrt goh EEAT FYS FE
7HAe AR £ ol EAFE, 1 AYE vl A
A3l die-breaking WY 0. 2(o)): 2H Qld A Zhe] FQlg WA
8 ¢ E 2As ok

Bean W H7)A £A o th3| M random key X H-E 33}
o 43 ALEE JAIEH e, o] ATFAAE o] WS A}
3k F, ] AYGE o] HENA ] 2AEY e &
Ao A, 2 Ao s F et FAAE 1014 m+1 v|THe] A
&g et o), AFEEL T Ao ¥EE 7IAA
BE, AFRELE 1 7AdAY AAeMFRE ofn|gitt
A& B n=5, m=2%1 WA BAY AL, MNA 46
191, 2.33, .75, 1.5)& 714} 13} 26| X&) A GeA7} 42 5—
29} 3—1—4%] 2 AP EE o] ALE AR} o]
Hua2 WA= BE AL 715371 g

2249

4 g FoM 2L BIEE 5] 43 AWA
gAle A 2PN 53 NAES AHste FAo
t}. o] ATl A ARE-gH A& Goldberg (1989)0] &3] 4=
W@ vt Qe elitise WFH), o= A ZITE priS A
€ A¥Et 4% S EFS gl AL Do Y}
o olg F A sxPAY A S A2 EFY] a2
BAlsle wholh o] Wy e 7|Ee 53 AEuHEE
EnlF Y, BEUYE A, £4d DI e o2 §34 A
webgoltt. o] Whi & B g O Y T2
A8 5= Qlvke AT Alui7h gl e =AW v
SR INAEo] A&H o2 dETE o] Atk

23 &3}

NEE 2Z1D 7S A% oS GA e A 2l iAE
& 2AEtA A2 AEES A3 FA otk o] F7
HE A5AY QATAL @A U4 Spears and Defong
(1991)0] AQH3} parameterized uniform AP AT 0] &
o @7l e BA AR $3Y A28 219
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3P4 1 2 3 4 s Agdes Ad 1 2 3 4 s AgdeA
=3 ¢ & ¥ o 5 Z1AL__ 71A2 54 ¢ o ¥ ¢ 5 1AL 71A2
By 246 191 233 275 151 52 314 HR] 246 191 233 275 151 52 314
HB2 271 195 183 129 264 4—-3—2 5—1 HE> 271 195 183 1.29 264 4—-3—2 5—1
A} 246 191 1.83 275 264 352 1->5—4 A} 246 191 1.33 275 251 32 154

a3 wahe] 9§ AEAMA.

A (EaR 9 2AB3)E st AL

waHo M A ZHGE PHY AAE F YR F A
FE1% BENE A3 F, 4 F34 AX) dis) 54 9
718 & " B2 FAHA gt A&l A& AU
E B840 % A3 ol &, $4 9] A4 ¢H
o] LW 119 FAAE, Hdo] oW ¥x29) FHAE
Ao g4t o & B0, R EI1T FR29] EFHR Y
AR} gho] ZHzh 1.349) 2549 AY, B4 9A7] A7 YHo|
U W A 1349 §AA ghE, RHo] Yo 2549 F3
A ghg AEdrett o, oy AMS3te TS g e &
£9] pu (0 < pu < 1)Q F A(biased coin)0] T} <1 3> WA
£ 53 A E A9 ool

WS AHEE S 7 {AR B EHE Y2 s
o REZHE 7|ARR] FAPHE FAo J&pong
AAQE Ago] Hughs o]FAY 4 gtk o] @ FHE F
B3] 981e o] A7 A2 X w3 H sl AL
gioh. xRl E sy EE(: FRDZRE ZAFRE
A7k 3ol AFRBHE AR dEvett SHARGIA &
o &EHE 2N H rPHA R 3 9X 718 B3l FR1
B EE22RE §EHOE J&uet) dE B FRITG R
229] ERYA 9] A2 ghol 24zF 1349 254Q) A4, TR
z)7] A7 go] YW AL 1348, S Yo H 154
g A4ded a3 AR R FAYEI REIZ
Ry AR F4EHY 7| AR RTe] EH o JEHEL &
Eo] ¥313 Br29 ERRAY AR gho] A7 1349
25490 A%, 54 9A7] A ol YW A9 T f
A2} ghe 13471 5 fHo] ¥ 2347} Ak <Y 4>
o} <9 5> 47 w2} A3 T3 AHE A=Y o
olth.

o] GFolME F CxXPRY A& wALE B3l 3=,
bl 28 A wiojct o E wAPPE S AR R0}
g gEHo ZAUL F, B8 pa, p0 Roa (Hhpa +pa +
po = DE 2 33}, 332 2 wxAR3E g, dE &

AYg 1 2 3 4 5 g

4 4 & ¥ & H 1AL 71A:2
HT1 246 191 233 275 151 52 314
Higo 271 195 183 129 264 4—-3—2 5—1
2pE 246 191 283 275 1.64 552 143

a9 4. wzp2e) A3 AEMA.

5. A3 o F A A.

o] U, DEZR-E SAAIZ FEAST 3ol 03} pa Ao 231
2, pad patpe A1 WARE, pat+pest 1 ALOJH 2AB3E
AHERTE (0] ATANE po, ot pord 2 w3 A EE,
AAR2 A EE 9 WA A Egolg Har)

24 A o]

A2 2T FAE A% viX 2 Bl 290 E B3
A 23D A e ol Mx PR 2 E AAE A
Ashe Aoltt. o] AFoMY ELHo|E ol AL HER
ARANEY 2E A2 FEL vkt A5 A Hhyol ofel,
YFAEY N2 NAE Y= A F3t] ZATD A49d3
£ ©]9)(immigration) ] & AH8-ZT}. Random keyol] £J 3t 3] 9
EHUHAA ojv L AFAY Aol R O &
Q) A2 A 1Tt (Bean 1994).

25 A8 Y3} 9 g4

o] A7 MY f 4 YT EL <a¥ 6> o] AA) Aol
o] 5FGe 2HE NEa} w3, EAHlE 53 AEE Al
e BHYE TS, o] & FE2H =2 w7}
A HHEEHA S gAY o, 27 I Py
AAE dog2 SN A T3k, AAEe & FHA
UL, m+ DERE A FEHS 3hg 835t i S AL
3 EdHo] A x o9 FYF P o2 AT

24 ¢uElgo] A&AL AHFHOZ ¢ HE HH
57] $18l- e 8 ZHsolution space)ol A ThFd HES A4
A e G A FL 8o A G o] &3 1

HA BEE ch2 M
N
4 Y8 sxen
&! _1
8
T X ~-P7\
N A CcxPil
3
2
g L P7l
g‘ _ M X P7|

e w.d/

Y6 T Al 2R 4.
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9] JHFNE AT H o2 B ¢ e TaHHg A
o] 288 o] Fojo} gtt. o] FFAM Atee F3 ¢
wolMe] BB ke wahid} oyl o Sl E
RS € 5 U FAME A5 uheh o] wAh e w2}
28} wABe| Wl FRo= thh o] AAHQ Ag BT B
2 duEFol g HTTE AT 5 UEE I B,
ol 53 YFAEY A2 AHES BAT] A&
Hog FRAFLEN MAES S R

34, o] 7N E F2HHEE st B9 problem-
specificr T4 H X3} S FE AHBIA = FAT elicist
B3t w22 g wA3E AHSt SagAsY S Aedt
&, S NAES AFE 2D & AN, R
S AR AEES AN LN TR TYE T
At ol FAFH A% T2HH8} s 2354
A 4317] A8t o] AFME ALAEE B8 o] AHETH
BAE 13 F2] ) genetic paramerer) 152 HYSIES Fh.

3.AME R Y

3.1 AEA B4

At G E £ g 435 o] ¢aEy 4
Y712 Y3te] o] AT ok AP EAE BAEY
o EAESE 25F TWT, TDE 311, AY 9] FmE 35 F
(20,30, SO 2, 71419 +mE 3%F7G, 5, NE, B7]19 #IAT
E 2% Fight, loose) 2 3] 3671X)(2x3x3 X 29} BAZF
of thal Ztz}t 10EAH, & 360EAE YA AAsA &
AREA S Aol o A g AL o 2
1) QS AYA T, i=1,2, .., 7)< DU, 100002 BE
SR ZIT 714 DU, by ¢} 68 B5E 7HAE ©]
A 758 ¥ (discrete uniform distribution)E €] v gt}

2) AYEY @)@, i=1,2, .., HE UT XM, T, X M)ZH
B 24 A7) oA71A, M % B4 8.A] ZHmakespan)
o) o] 27 &3 L 4/ m& 21731 tightS} loose 3t &
Aol & (T, T) & 2204, 0.8)F (05, 1L.0)O.E ik

3) TWT EAA ZAAE9] @7] 7HsAw, i=1,2, ., nE
U, 102 2ZEE] HAA T, TT FANE 2512 &
=g

3.2 # A v}2}v] ) (genetic parameter) 2] 43

A A gae) ol Fo BAA 3l FL HE AT
3t7] YA A% 3 setlg gEe dgsteiof g
o] Ao N 4 setr|gEo] el F A Ae 9
& golr 7] Azt WA JudPE FAAE, o] 4
Yol M= A setre ghge] el e £ ¢ Fd

A5ists} £ F0 8 Gotry] Yt 83 T ANTEY
LRYFE TEHAT o] 4P & T e BHAEE A
23 B o3 2ot

) 2Je 27Pre E5 & 234E FAT, 300 o1
QA AL AATY F7te HE gxElE dedde &
#3}7} gick

2) A& BT 32719 10~20%00 4 F& AHE F
o, RG] 277} AZel we} AEE-E A de R
o] i $& d%E Fot

3) EdWol M AW 3719 1%2 sk Ao F£ 3
IE Frt

4 APPEE WA 230 EES o2 o] A3E
F2ARE F

0.6£pc1£0.7,pc1 > por2pe3 2 0.1

5) WA M FHAFEE Y8 T4 AAVIE € o, gH
o] U2 FE@pw2 052 3He ZHo)(F, unbiased coing ©)
L8 ) FL Z9E Foh

6) FAA 9 Fw7t F7H wet -1 ¢ EY FEEE
v RAAE, 74l Fme SHsHEE 3 ¢1
Y59 FE&Te A9 Wt gtk

ol & AP AHE v o2 F3 HevE 4P 9
§ o] 4Y S R o) AFL 318N Jed Y
o2 A% 360700 HPEAEE LR 5yt of
o AHS-E A gEuE GEY 2HE <E 1>F 2o, A
ZOE §3 gevE g 7HAe 2 £l ¢ EES
w3t Ath dnEEY THT HIRE A E AHEEHE
#3 sEtvlg gEe] dadzis ¢1EF $YA13te) 5Y
g FExde] dadith 8, 3 gagEEc] grEy
AYEA ] 8] PR o] =2 Fxo FEZ Aol
BAEofo} gt} A, o] AP e FH g EE9
300002/P A7} AP H F F RIS E 9=, o] g2 o]
APEAE v 2 AAsh

RAE AYEAEY AZ3) e HAG AT o] Fopd &=
Horng, o] dFoX e ZZte] APEA ) U3 ofefel A
9] ¥ relative deviation index (RDDE ©]-&-3le Y] EE9 A
< vlndtgioh

RDI=(Z,— Zg)/[(Zw—Zp)

® 1. 4949 74 A=y 2§

3 sepnle  AH

P 200, 250, 300

S, C, M) (1, .89, OL), (.15, .84, 01), (.2, .79, .01)
b ) .

o, pa po3) (6, .2, D), (6, .3, .1), (7, .2, .1)

523 3000/P ATi7} Y £ F7
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¥ 2. AAYY ol whE 3 RDI

(e, pe2, pos)

2Rt 27 @)

200 250 300
6, 2, .2) 402 .348 334
(.6, .3, .1 .348 353 .265
7, .2, .1 302 331 255

A7\M 2, Zs B Zy & FoIR 4P EA Y W3 44 ¢ E
a7} & 39 g, 71 & AAE Fe gudEol 2L
S F LAV ANE Fe dueEo) FL Y FE &
gt} WA, RDIE 0914 14}ol 9] ghg 718, gaelE o]
Aol $85E 00l 77 FE A

ARAY WAPPHL <F 2>} go] B3] Ao AT
0] ¢ar, b pex) = (07,02, 0.1) A | 7} 58909,
AFF 5% B Zh F 7] Alo)7} e R 2 JEhsith
wiA, of A7 Me HEHOE (o, po pos) TE (07, 0.2,
0.DZ 1A% RyTe] A7)9} HE &Y FAE #4433}
Act. 2 A <9 7> 2ol BRG] Ao} AE &b
w3 ago] glon Rye] 37|17t AR Mt A &S &
A st Aol ¥ $2 29E Frhe AM S 2383 B3,
Aol 10%8) 15%%) 3¢ EHTY =171 3009 3 &
g Eo] 7P 3o Adgo) 2049 B¢ ByTY
717k 20090 A daEsol M £ AHE FAS 37t
A Aol tiaiA BRI A77} 25090 £H gl
| E 3 3 A(Pareto optimality)ol 2]} €25 ik

gEkA, o] 7N e HAFHoR wiY A duYys
(GA2007} GA300)E ¥laL 718t on, olof ARR-3 3 o}
ZolH e <3>3 2t} F 41 EY vl g 98ty o
Aol A= Z42e] AP E-A ol thal performance ratio (PR; PR =
Zoan | Zyo)E A=, Q71N Z T Zie2 FOIX HHE
Aol 3l ZZt GAxoT} GAs©] F-& 319 3t Jnigtt. of

040

10 15 20
HEE

97 2R 2719 dd et #A.

R 3. GAxot GAs®ll AHS-E 73 bl gk

#3 shehle

¢aeE
P ¢, ¢ M bu @1, po2, pcs)
GAz0 200 (.2, .79, .01 ) 7, .2, .1
GAsgo 300 (.1, .89, .01 5 7, .2, .
3E 4. GA2005} GA300 & Al 5Hl I
PR
n m
TWT TT
3 0.981 1.018
20 5 0.992 1.022
7 1.023 0.999
3 \ 0.991 0.982
30 5 ' 0.997 1.000
7 0.954 1.001
3 1.000 1.010
50 5 1.027 0.988
7 1.060 1.027
Average 1.003 1.005
p-value 0.386 0.020

W, PR ko] 120} 2O W GAxw©l, IRT AW GAw©| o F&
A& Fdrhe AL £ < 4> JER PR FolA ¢
T AR0] GAsn®] GAmBETHE 4R T & A1 E F9lom,
S 4059 A% A0JE prirdt cose A3} §4 57 5% 3]
A TWT EA o M o) 7} e ROZ, TT A of oy s
ME Zboj7t Qe A0 veiith olgg AP AR E viE
o2 o] Ao M HETA A 2AEH EAE A8 A
AT FO2 GApS AHE317|Z STt

3.3 H2 gadE

AN 3 sy A5E H1E) 15k o] A7
A& Alidaee and Rosa (1997)7} Aot £3E dr|Y ¢4
(modified due date; ©]3} MDD) 713 -& o] &3 ¢zl &3 v
34tk MDD 7732 2l Baker and Bertrand (1982)7} T 7]
AX 9] TT FAE 31 4317] Y3t AL, o] 73
2 Z A ol A ool Aold FA-E G146 )0 4 W
& AYE v Fg oz Mgl uhyo|t}

4 = max{C, 4} = max{t+p;, d;}
AAZ A T wi-max{0, G- 4} S H 4288 TWT £4)

= obd A3 o) 3wy max{C, 4} 5 HA 8 EA49 Y
FATHTT FA N A & w; = 1, for all i),

2w max{0, C;— 4} = %, wi- max{0, C;— d} + 2, widi— Y wid;
=Y wimax{C;, i}~ Y, wid;
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WA, MDD A BAUF 271 AT AL
o AR Aedhe 4% greedy G FOITH T,
Rachamadugu (19872 ©1717) TWT 2A01A olele) 4R
TR AT
Proposition. B4 7|4 TWT £A|9] HAs= A3 2789
31 5k (&, el tal o} e} 23 BEAA, B8
ol o] 21 & PEITE A&t v APEY A4
A E ] o2 T T HHBE 24T & Utk
_% (1_ max{Oj,);z’, C} )2%, (1_ max{Olgfi2 Cz})
olgj g EA¢ wryshs GUIA TWT A& 918 MDD &
1YE Aae v g 2t

(EFAD| Aol M2l MDD 222lE)

Al 0. A rE 00.2 3la AR AR R] ke ALY
Y AFE (1,2, 0} 22 BT}

T 1. 3«8 oY HOE A% T AR w2 £
gt

%) :{IEZt C,‘-—-t‘hb,' > a’,}, Uy=u— 4 :{I euCG= H‘ﬁ,‘S a’,}

el 2 olle] A% DEHE AT Y H9% AT 2

=t
y={i€upwi/p;= max je,{wi/bs},
A= {Z'E Uyt di= min keuz{ dk}}
£ 3, ojle) A& HESHE A ushiE RET
w,C,= min e {w;Ci}, wpCsp= min 4 { widy}
S 4. ol2f 9 A& EF e A gels, 41E AT
8,= min{w,C,, wydy}

S 5. o APo A (8 AAE T, r=14p, 4=u—
(g2 3} 9 4= g0 G & 83T
u7 $O|H A 12 74T}

o] &112] 52 Alidace and Rosa®l| &3] HE7|A TWT £A4 &
A duelgo odd Zo] FAH

("=@7| A Me] MDD g12l8)
e 0. AE n ¢ =1,2, ., mE 002 313, FA7A e
A e AAE A AE {1, 2, .., 0102 T
oA 1. 9d7A A MDD ¢aElEe 9A 1~48 4
Zte] 71Al el il A 2 A&t 2 g9} ol
HFshe o, k=1,2,...m) TS FET
EHA 2. 8,,= min )<pcald,) T TE3HE A & 714 1]

e Aoz Hu.

CHAl 3. a=u— {g} & Bl3, 7}A £ k=1, 2, .., m)d]] o]u] &G
B AAEY BN 1k 51, 2, ., mE ALFICL
T # = g0l dAYFS FTEIIL « = ¢0|W
A 12 7i}

o] ¢aelFE 27 71A Y tjE 4 1AE 9% MDD
G Ee F451d AAES AR, o] F EAFF
o F7He AR e AYe Ao s 7)Ao &3t
& WP ot} Alidace and RosaS- A4 H A3 MDD 18§
& OE A4 73 L EEd 8lE TWT 242 ok
G TT BA MM = 43 A5-S Bk ¥ 3t

34 FA G FE 45971

o] dTME GAwe A%5& MDD ¥1E 5o A5 |
W3R 0T, E3 GAweol| A AR29; WABE AHE-3HA] ar
WA AR 7 S8 FGAe) ] AT E v
SRk EEEL ASHLE 93ty o] AFME 4zt
o] A EA ) s L2 EEY RDI 3% relative error (RE;
RE = 100 X(Z,~ Zp) | Zp) T AXSIAEH), TWTS TT £4)
o & ARE 27t <F 5> <F 6> B}t gt

<® 5>ZHH & F A5 TWT EAY 73F GAwol
MDDXt} RDIS} RE ZHN A R 438320, o] Role
YeEhBSiA e @A ZE 48 F Ao o3 GAw®] MDDRE
O $2 A%E FU BF, GAw F7) 844 AT 7 ght
A B looseqt TA o 3] MDDS} o] & A5xjo]E B
ole A& ¢ & Sith A, AAHTHE AMS-FHE GAa T
Hl T M GAweo] F H F& AAE FRUtt o] ole v
WA AT 1AH,2,3-8 st AMR-she o] mahighe
AHE3h Aol vl Bt 4% FT e Y NAEFH} Qe A
0.2 YEIsE O W, paired-t test AT} F-FF 5% st A F &
12 F 7] A o7t e AL YEht

TT &4 9] Z$¢ME GAs®] MDDET} 53 2HE F
Agh, 21 2kolE TWT EA oA vla] 2+ Ag & 4= ok 2
ol AA 2714 Aog M€ F, i) TT FA7} TWT
EAjol B3 3 e EAHEI} 23 i) MDD g3 Eel
TWT FA R TT EA A of A 0] Q7] w9 o]
& Ay Yyoe Ao Betct A E Alidace and Rosad]
AL E AT N MDD €l Eo] TWT £ ¢ vls) TT
BANA GE ¢aEERG H 245 S Heln Yt

TWT 4] 249 vpd7tA & TT EANME GAswd g
7184 A7} tighed FA| BT loosedt E4 o tha) MDDS}
o & 45atelE Hola Jn}. AT, TWT 4|9 B89
2 349 471 FNESFE F GuFe Aeately Zo
Aoz = AeE Bt A, AN TS AR S GAspa B
T} GA®] & T 2 ATE F9121, o] Holle YehS)A
RATTT A NAE 23}, 2, 32 H8dt A3k Ao
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5 TWT EA4d A3 ¢dEEY 4suln

. ” G|EE RDI RE
GAsopo GAso,c1 MDD GAsoo GAsnc MDD
tight 0.00 0.01 1.00 1.1 1.6 268.1
3 loose 0.00 0.01 1.00 0.6 9.0 1321.6
20 5 tight 0.00 0.01 1.00 1.0 2.4 229.5
loose 0.01 0.07 1.00 6.2 17.2 789.2
7 tight 0.00 0.11 0.91 0.5 2.6 180.3
loose 0.02 0.01 1.00 4.9 1.8 302.8
tight 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.3 1.1 399.5
3 loose 0.01 0.01 1.00 8.5 16.6 2039.5
30 5 tight 0.00 0.01 1.00 1.2 2.3 264.9
loose 0.01 0.01 1.00 5.6 10.2 752.5
- tight 0.00 0.02 1.00 0.7 39 242.4
loose Q.01 0.03 1.00 4.9 17.6 511.7
tight 0.00 0.00 1.00 1.0 0.9 342.9
3 loose 0.02 0.01 1.00 20.8 12.7 2512.8
50 5 tight 0.00 0.01 1.00 0.5 1.3 252.6
loose 0.02 0.02 1.00 9.3 21.8 956.6
tight 0.01 0.00 1.00 2.6 2.0 271.8
/ loose 0.01 0.01 1.00 13.9 3.8 671.7
Average 0.01 0.02 0.99 4.6 7.2 - 6839
F6 TT EA g a2 FEe] deni
” ” GrRE RDI RE
GAspo GAsooc1 MDD GAspo GAswc MDD
tight 0.09 0.24 0.98 0.4 0.8 5.5
3 loose 0.00 0.05 1.00 0.1 1.7 58.0
20 5 tight 0.27 0.15 0.85 1.4 0.7 5.5
loose 0.05 0.03 1.00 1.5 2.7 54.6
tight 0.03 0.13 1.00 0.1 0.4 3.8
/ loose 0.14 0.06 1.00 1.5 3.0 21.1
tight 0.08 0.29 0.93 0.1 0.9 2.6
5 loose 0.07 0.10 1.00 7.2 0.7 65.0
30 5 tight 0.44 0.14 0.83 2.6 0.8 4.4
loose 0.09 0.12 0.90 1.7 1.0 30.6
tight 0.46 0.37 0.55 1.3 1.2 2.2
’ loose 0.13 0.15 0.90 1.8 2.7 34.2
tight 0.29 0.51 0.70 14 1.5 2.7
3 loose 0.13 0.10 0.90 3.8 4.4 50.2
tight 0.45 0.29 0.76 1.0 0.5 2.0
0 5 loose 0.13 0.21 0.95 2.1 7.2 35.2
7 tight 0.34 0.51 0.36 1.0 2.0 1.6
loose 0.02 0.38 0.94 0.3 3.3 17.8
Average 0.18 0.21 0.86 1.6 2.0 22.1

AN AFE 3k Aol vlE W 1% A= S ANEAR
7} e Ao 2 Uehdth SEARE ol 4E 5% 3ol A GAswT
GAma 9 ZFole flE A2 ¥ 3t

A2 2 o] ATIN AL HH LTS Chur 45
Hol A 7|29 gd1e]E MDDEL S Q o, TWT F4|
o A% o] @A ALD 74 TAREE FAoH 4

3l Ao] Spears and Dejong (1991)0] #|¢}8F paramererized
uniform TAPPHE AT H&3E ARG o F AHE
FE A& G F AU o] AT HPE ZE ¢ugEL
Pascal 91012 =2 187 H o™, Pentium-500Mhz X F A A]
A AL S AREAA ALl £455ich ol
GAsw® FHAIZHE <HF 7>0] Aelxo] gik o] HA &
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3 7. GA3009] AT

Average CPU time (sec.)

” m
TWT TT
( 3 61 59
20 5 64 63
7 68 66
3 142 138
30 5 154 146
7 160 157
3 421 415
50 5 441 440
7 462 461

F 950], TWT A9 TT # 4] 9] 3 A17he] Rpol= AL §
on & BAn=50, m=7)d] AT ZAF A7K8E) el
e AFshe AL G+ Ak

o] At WA NN B71A 4 715 &L HL88}7
A ¢uEE ALt §E7A 2428 £A49
18 f4 duggollxe AA 2 B3] Y5t o] A7
& random key ¥4 AHE-3IE =), o] L A9 71A)
g3} 7 71ANA Y AP RE FAI AA A #
g 4 qlohs Aol ik &8, AEE A8t elieist AZS
AHR-Elg on, B 0 8 & 7|& 9] parameterized uniform 3
At olE 348 N2 2709 TAPTHE Wasto A}
&8tk A dnEE ANA st ¢33
MDD 43 E% 458 vinstgded, 1 23 o] A7AA
AgHe fA g Fol 71& MDD g1 E vls) g7l
A 713 g EAl) allN e €453 2 AHE FUoH,
% 371X Q EAo M o $2 AHE FA EF, o]
dng)Ee Ay 71 & EA M H- Az U]
of %A sl& AlFEAT
o] A A AAE A SnEL U WEHI|A 2AF
2g 9§ 44 duFAA tEE A L8 e HEe
problem-specific¥t A28 ¢ F& AH3HA et ot
g, v o] AT E AYHA QAT o|F WEIIA
(unrelated parallel machine) &4, 4] &&2 2] 2 FHIA|7ho]
A A4, 3AD FY £8 HAg BA T A
o] E4o) & WErA SAdME ¢ndFY & 74§
o] X g4 AL TS FA sk AHEE  Tke Aol
Ut
o] A7 M+ problem-specificit =4 H 3} dnFES A
2387 e thal FAHA 58HE thh BT & e et
M2& TRDARY AL eliise HeFe] AMHS ST
Aol grgatq . 422k o] 2] g ek problem-specific§t 34

A3} Y0 EL A Aol vid) g EY F&ol
A 901l Ao 2 BetEt) 7hY problem-specificdt =43 2 3}
G EL A4 ERY FH1 G A5 o] I
A AN A gy %S FF vngdoE, A
A guzlEgy £8S AFHOE EHE + Y& Ao
sk, AF7RA Q) ZAL 23 o] AN THFEE TWT
EAGTT EAE 98 38 4 ¢ 58 7€ TIA
BAg ¢+ QA ek, FHY F4 gaERe HaE
53 A%y 2437 2oehd 58S PP F Ae 7t
o] wote] th gt A7 E FEIAA 2 FAE.
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