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Abstract

Automatic Guided Vehicle Systems feature battery powered driverless vehicles with program-
ming capabilities for path selection and positoning. Vehicles serve the machines in shop, following a
guide path system installed on the shop floor. The basic problem in the system is to determine a fixed
set of vehicle routes of minimal total distance(time) while keeping capacity and distance(time)
constraints. In this paper, a heuristic algorithm is presented for scheduling the automatic guided
vehicles. The algorithm routes the machines based on their distances and polor coordinate angles,
taking into account the structural feature of the system. Computational experiments are performed
on several test problems in order to evaluate the proposed algorithm. Finally, a framework for

dealing with the case where supplies from the machines are probabilistic is described.
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38 1. yDot MU J|AMYZte] BX MEE 8 AGVS (Ref. 1)
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ol 88l £/ % branch—and—bound 7| A
83 Balinski and Quandt[5] 12| Foster
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Aelo] o3 savinge] LEHFOLBH “sav-
ings” 71y & 7€ MdF F4EHA =t 9
g4 E29w daE|EdAE AGVS Y T
Zoll B2} wE W3R EZH Fels] Ag
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A wkd HLEY route F(4£8 AGV H4)
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QXA 7= feasible node & 8 7}& ZAT F719 feasible node =
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7H5 2
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endol Aoz oAA

!
M EA FA = feasible route & F end 28] 7}z 7bal A 3)
feasible node & #lol
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oA 6: 5  route 7t St EITH ANEE
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2 i
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¢ ey TFYEE 437 Hdkd s
Helo] Azt F2E 7kAl o2 A7k Al
o) A &3led Clarke & Wright[8]9] savings
7193 2 AsE elasigd. BEH AGV
2A1E5% A4 7§t Golden & Yee[15]
S AA4EANE He L =FollA Algg
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A et}

Al 12 Gaskell [9]o A AR A2 24
36712 node ol 7t& 50m A2 50m% 3
a2l e 10mAA LR $ix8ke
AGV 9| 854 A3 AltzAL gz, &
PA2E 200m= A3, 2 nodeolA T+
A4 £a= £ AZHE AHE AT allo-
wance £ 10mo]3, depot+ ZFold &3
T (12, 8)ell H1x|get.

Al 29} 39 AS$+ A=LEdl & N FA
Aurxl Ao 27t 54 ¢ 72709 node S0l
Z|u}3] o}l 10m 7HA R S8k 9l
o], depot+ A3l 29} A A4 wg &
Solell ¢ 3k Atel 39 ZA$ node ®Y F
Aol $1Aget. F A% EF allowance ©
10mol2 # node E2H4E FAFN+ ran-
dom number & &t <l 29 A
AGV Y #8543 YAzl 250kg 3}
400m, <Fal 39 7% 300 kg 7 400m = Al g

et

AGVS & 1T o 48l 1-& gk -4
TEoll B3t AlGo| gl7] ATl HgslA @&
£+ F d2d, °dE A oFE ease §
e Az TZE HA /LT dloln ®=F
Gaskell o] #|qt3t &xeEE39| vjas} 7}
5322 A8%ch Gaskell[ 9]0l A9} 7o)
A Aol FE& 7HA s Alal 1o A E4F o
2 =gl A Akl o™ utwincls F29
gz o] $4% ARE HoF} F, 2%
g A 2loll4 Clarke & Wright & wiel] o]
947m, Gaskell ¥ saving:multiple o] <&
923m, A : multipled] s 913m, « :
multiple ol 23] 857m<ld] oj3f F29 &
aej5-E 83me] & ¥ AeE 2ol

AZAzE o] & 7HYste A$ T2 ¢
22|53 savings 719 ALl 9 A}E
vl sl of-23k e}

Alel 1 ’ 3
daelE
299 |988m, 59 (1520m, 4501740 m, 554
savings [1068m,6%[1700m,5%H|1960m, 6™

7+ Ao 4 2 dxe]Eo] savings
ZlgiBc} AGVE 1d HA ¥ee gl glo
o FePAzlelAEe 7.5%, 10.6%, 11.2%
7t &4 AAS 7 ookA dne e
ALd Sol] 83l T§ route E& ¥43,
savings 7142 ol® route ¢toll T}E route
7t EEEAY € route ) WP F8o|
e A$E Wol ntev ukd, 29y ¢x
g5 28 A An oA 2 Xy
el 2 route 5& 4 qcl olv T2y
dieFoll4 At AEF FAI5 713 e
Pl Q= node BH-E AlzE] TG
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node ¢ A4+ 3ol 5 A2 node &
£+ dA3Y¢ o & 4 U+ savings & HoiF}
¥4 9o, i AFdARAYdA AR
€ 2HTo2H savings ZIYdlAE Ao E
T 9t E3E FEEI] d-Folel A A=l
29y g EY dAAA A4 s}
b7 Al AT = 342 node ut
2edka] ¥ 7h A ko0 node
% 27 zedAe? 3o RTC & A4
#FHog dAY node & A3+ YHE
7beslel. AaEe] AP S 5T A
ojsld wh5st e8] Azl F2E /M AGV
£2AFY EANA= k=10 713 A3},
VRPAlAE k=1, 2, 359 g7k A$E
g o ¥el U #E TE 5 Yk =
g & A2 node 7} 7 enddll FF2E U4
dAc)4te] & o} I node & 7 end ol B
F 2y AL R Fe A X =Tl A Al
Fouyguc U A 48 4 godeh

RTC,; 8 Aldkdll= wE 03} 1 AloljollH £
<A A zle] ok d34A ¢ A E =2E
Fgen, £ AddAde wE o Ay A
3417l Aol & rni7t gdgleh. =3 dukd
L2 RTC & st wo| H7 59
3 EAEA] doen FolAl FAY A
stz wrt AT+ e ZE " AY Ay
o] &=t}

A A 4313 L APL(AProgramming La-
nguage) ZE2INYE Fod 16bit HA
#AFel (Televideo PC/XT & AT)ollA A8
e, afe A AsE T b 13
HEE 2331 $o8 g A4k 295 € 4
Zhg w3z osgkel.

o o

5. SHIY AGV AHEY 2H

AAANY garge BAZIAA, &
Aodah ANl FHE S5 BAY
Ao atel o] Walel weh B o4t
A%7k 2HE £ Yok olsh el AGVS W

ol A& e AANE Yo AF =&
SHAE9 T3S oL ST HERxEY
7Hd g HEA Ay AGV £AFY
€ Azt o] & AN} o714 £AEE of
¥+ Golden and Stewart] 15 ]9l ]} A o=l
o] el AE T o, i A w9
TEYE 7ida A9 B4 A, F R+ poi-
sson $X & Zn ZAAuEY FFgL 4
3 Sy Aozl 7HA g}

ZAFTYINYFL FA F AR o] R
et AA, AAuE AulAF3H A o
A5l AGV T8539 Z3d oy 242}
o] FH g8 ZAF AGV Y A #
458 25 A} EA, F A0
THFE A, 2L AGV FE5Y AIE
2 ¥PHow sty HAAH AGV &7
3L Sle sl F29w gz s A
43t}

AGV 98] 7H85d T &9 o] o
A AR} FFgo| A7 x| ],
(i=1, 2, ---k,)8ql poisson +XF =HZ & k
e A 858 cql AGV el 23
A< & o, & route ] # FFYL Cen-
tral Limit Theoremoll &3] t}-29 7io) x|}
BEFHAE Z€ nomal $XE H &3 A
4 sleh

p=h Ao A
o=y u

atef route & AA FTF% z7t 859 ¢
¥ 27% Hd HEL ezt gobwl AGV Y
M 458 T8 APYE 5 Ut
5, _
Prob (x2c) =Prob {z =25 # l sa
vu
e Aol H53E TR fH3tL uu)
A Z§ A3t Ed
Z={2c+z} a—Jzf oFdczi, } ¥
o714 z = unit normal variate o] t}.

Ak F =HAlE AH odejal AGV A=




T4 AAl AGVS £l A4 FHolH,
TE%e HEH AAHA sdde AgH
route A ¥] 7} 8= X3 AHE AGV 7}
depot = 5 Eolo+ A¢E route 9 yu =
71 A vl Eol] ol AulLE S FFEd ol
BadA o AHolch FF o 7]”‘6‘1:-
poisson +X &oll &, 7o) g3} FAbe] §

A€ #Z+ binominal 2y, EE gamma—H‘r:

29 JYE 5k, o]F LFel uwE
AGV 7H 853 ZAA4L SlollA &M
sl FdEtA A 2 F AeH[15)

6. & #

£ dFolAs A5G A AL E 7D
de 4 "Filbﬂ A &EH T8-S Ze £7
gz EEHAE == A F)FAd =&
AGV £#AF¥ ¢ 4AA38dd. AL =2
A F AR oAl MM, FoiA HE

. A2 18] XI& : Depot (12, 8),

A Agg, dAsle AGY #4549 23
of g 41 Fa4 LS A 4
AR AGV Y AT EFYHE o) &35l A
A Aglo g Ak, 4, ¥AA AGY
2AFH TAE S8 MEo] Muxl wAA
7Zigel 2294 ¢uEEd HE3d AGV
o] AAXARE AYZch

T2 Gz E2 Azt 459 AdSE
7R E AGV AlZRl9 723 £4¢ e
Aog msta k. &, routing AN A
AGV Al &89 Tzl wj} zbeds] Aele 2
X9 5 QAE trade-off ¥ + YEE 3o
A= route £ 71E FAlo] ZAHT route
o} A LzEA] Gu TR 2SS REA S
A 5422 33 gk AGV Al&"9]
T2 E Zeldhs 9 74x) Afelol] o 2
et Al AL 43S F3le FE9 dmelEe
71&9  “savings” 71¥el| wl@dtd FAE}
e gho] SH el

PYHe| XS X 200 m, Allowance 10m

Node i X, Y, Node i X, Y, Node i X, Y,
1 0 0 13 0 20 25 0 40
2 10 0 14 10 20 26 10 40
3 20 0 15 20 20 27 20 40
4 30 0 16 30 20 28 30 40
5 40 0 17 40 20 29 40 40
6 50 0 18 50 20 30 50 40
7 0 10 19 0 30 31 0 50
8 10 10 20 10 30 32 10 50
9 20 10 21 20 30 33 20 50

10 30 10 22 30 30 34 30 50
11 40 10 23 40 30 35 40 50
12 50 10 24 50 30 36 50 50




¥2. Atdil22] X2 : Depot (0, 0), BUH2IHCHEBX| 400m, Allowance 10m, HCYPUIRL 250k

Node i X, Y, TH% | Nodei X, Y, 5% | Nodei X, Y, TaEg
1 10 10 23 19 10 40 13 37 10 70 30
2 20 10 14 20 20 40 21 38 20 70 11
3 30 10 16 21 30 40 18 39 30 70 8
4 40 10 22 40 40 28 40 40 70 30
5 50 10 23 50 40 26 41 50 70 22
6 60 10 21 24 60 40 16 42 60 70 23
7 10 20 21 25 - 10 50 3 43 10 80 20
8 20 20 29 26 20 50 20 44 20 80 3
9 30 20 12 27 30 50 13 45 30 80 19

10 40 20 16 28 40 50 22 46 40 80 27
11 50 20 25 29 50 50 28 47 50 80 9
12 60 20 2 30 60 50 23 48 60 80 14
13 10 30 2 31 10 60 8 49 10 90 23
14 20 30 16 32 20 60 2 50 20 90 15
15 30 30 21 33 30 60 23 51 30 90 8
16 40 30 1 34 40 60 10 52 40 90 9
17 50 30 12 35 50 60 19 53 50 90 11
18 60 30 3 36 60 60 23 54 60 90 5




H3. Al#32] X2 : Depot (60,35, R¥H2| HISHBX| 400 m, Allowance 10m, ECH2EIZ 350 kg

Node i X; Y, 3% |Nodei X, Y, FF%|Nodei X, Y, Z¥%
1 10 10 6 25 10 30 22 49 10 50 18
2 20 10 31 26 20 30 4 50 20 50 31
3 30 10 19 27 30 30 27 51 30 50 20
4 40 10 22 28 40 30 17 52 40 50 10
5 50 10 9 29 5 30 29 53 50 50 11
6 60 10 2 30 60 30 37 54 60 50 15
7 70 10 28 31 70 30 31 55 70 50 7
8 80 10 28 32 80 30 11 56 80 50 20
9 90 10 38 33 9 30 2 57 90 50 36
10 100 10 16 34 100 30 30 58 100 50 37
11 110 10 21 35 110 30 14 59 110 50 3
12 120 10 34 36 120 30 26 60 120 50 37
13 10 20 2 37 10 40 31 61 10 60 21
14 20 20 3 38 20 40 40 62 20 60 21
15 30 20 22 39 30 40 15 63 30 60 13
16 40 20 27 40 40 40 10 64 40 60 40
17 50 20 1 41 50 40 40 65 50 60 20
18 60 20 16 42 60 40 29 66 60 60 11
19 70 20 3 43 70 40 31 67 70 60 4
20 80 20 17 44 80 40 27 68 80 60 38
21 % 20 28 45 90 40 3 69 9% 60 3
22 100 20 24 46 100 40 26 70 100 60 21
23 110 20 38 47 110 40 36 71 110 60 16
24 120 20 34 48 120 40 11 72 120 60 12




H4, Al21o] A

4328E | Routeld Route ¥ A (m)
Z299 1 0-29-35-36—-30- 0 200
(w=0.5,0.6,] 2 0-17-23-24-18-12-6 - 0 196
ey 1) 3 0-15-21-27-33-34-28-22-16—- 0 200
4 0-14-20-26-32-31-25-19-13-7 - 0 198
5 0-8-9-10-11-5-4-3-2-1-0 194

% 988
savings 1 0-24-30-36-35-0 ) 200
2 0-17-23-29-28-34-33- 0 200
3 0-19-25-31-32-26-27-21-0 194
4 0-3-4-5-6-12-18-11-10- 0 196
5 0-8-14-15-16—-22-20-13-7 - 0 188
6 0-9-1-2-0 ’ 90

% 1,068

E5. Alzdl2e] @

dnE Route }1 % Route SHA (m) Tk (kg)
229y 1 0-29-35-41-47-53-54—-48-42-36 400 177
{(w=0,0.1, -30-0
-,0.9) 2 0-15-21-27-33-39-45-51-52-46 400 237
' -40-34-28-22-16- 0
3 0-7-13-19-25-31-37-43-49-50 380 237
-44-38-32-26~-20-14-8-0
4 0-9-10-11-17-23-24-18-12~- 6 340 195
-5-4-3-2-1-0
# 1,520
savings 1 0-24-30-36-42—-48-54-53-47-41 400 165
-35-0
2 0-17-23-29-28-34—-40—-46-52-51 400 222
-45-39-33-0 ‘
3 0-10-16-22-21-27-26~-32-38-44 400 208
-50-49-43-37-31-0
4 0-2-3-4-5-6-12-18-11-9 400 199
-15-14-20-19-25-13-7 -0
5 0-1-8-0 100 52
+ 1,700




6. Aldlel A

dangls Route & Route *8 A (m) -FulF(kg)
2399 1 0-17-6-18-19-20-21-22-23-24 350 300
(w=0,0.1) -12-11-10-9-8-0
‘ 2 0 —67-55—43-44-45-46—47-59-71 390 296
-72-60-48-36-35-34—-33-32- 0
3 0 -39-38-37-25-26—-27-28-16-15 380 297
-14-13-1-2-3~-4-5-0 ;
4 0 —42-54—53-65-64—63—62-61-49 290 299
-50-51-52—-40-41- 0
5 0 —66-68-69-70-58—57-56-31-30 330 291
29-7 -0 '
% 1,740
savings 1 0-7-8-9-10-11-12-24-23-22 400 300
-21-33-45-59—-69~ 0
2 0-17-46-47-35-36-48-60-72-71 380 300
-70-58-57-56-55-0
3 0 -62-61-49-37-25-16-15-14-13 400 254
-1-2-3-4-5-0
4 0 -40-39-27-26-38-50—51-63—64 400 297
~62-53-65-66—67-68—-19- 0
5 0-30-18— 6 —29-28-41-43-44-34 330 288
-20-32-31-0
6 0 —42-54— 0 50 4
% 1,960
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