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ABSTRACT

This paper considers a scheduling of a set of jobs on single and multiple processors, when all
jobs have a common due date and earliness and lateness are penalized at different cost rates,
The objective is to determine the optimal value of a common due date and an optimal scheduling
to minimize a total penalty function, It is also shown that a schedule having minimum weighted
completion time variances must be V-shaped, For identical processors, a polynomial scheduling
algorithm with the secondary objectives of minimizing makespan and machine occupancy is

developed and a numerical example is presented,
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