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Abstract : The container load planning is one of key factors for efficient operations of handling equipments at container ports. When the
number of containers are large, finding a good solution using the conventional genetic algorithm is very time consuming. To obtain a
good solution with considerably small effort, in this paper a pseudo-parallel genetic algorithm( PP(GA) based on both the migration model
and the ring topology is developed. The performance of the PPGA is demonstrated through a test problem of determining the optimal

loading sequence of the containers.
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Fig. 1 Example of ring topology
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