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A Note on the Scheduling Problem
in the Two-stage Assembly-type Flowshop

Sang-Hum Yoon - Ho-Joon Kim - Soo-Tae Kwon

School of Information Technology and Computer Engineering, Jeonju University

This paper considers a scheduling problem concerned with an assembly system where two components are first treated
in their own parallel machines and then pulled to be assembled into a final product at a single assembly machine. The
objective measure is the mean completion time of jobs(a finite number of products). Through characterizing solution prop-
erties, we obtain the worst case error bounds of an arbitrary permutation and a SPT based heuristic.
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