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A Dymanic Programming Approach to Feeder Arrangement
Optimization for Multihead-Gantry Chip Mounter
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Abstract : Feeder arrangement is an important element of process planning for printed circuit board assembly systems. This paper

newly proposes a feeder arrangement method for multihead-gantry chip mounters. The multihead-gantry chip mounters are very

popular in printed circuit board assembly system, but the research has been mainly focused on single-head-gantry chip mounters. We

present an integer programming formulation for optimization problem of multihead-gantry chip mounters, and propose a heuristic

method to solve the large NP-complete problem in reasonable time. Dynamic programming method is then applied to feeder

arrangement optimization to reduce the overall assembly time. Comparative simulation results are finally presented to verify the

usefulness of the proposed method.

Keywords : printed circuit board assembly system, chip mounters, optimization methods, dynamic programming
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Fig. 3. Structure of optimization algorithm.

T;anc: ﬁ 2 20’(01,02)

=1 ¢€C ,eC (12)
ANC(h)y (g=Dhe, Y ghe,

g kvt _ ;C XY(ng, ¢, 1, 1) guye (13)
T;pickup — O (14)
ot _ zcxy(nH,7,1,z)yg1c (13)

ny—1 — -
T;Dlace: Zl c,ze:c szelcxy(h, e, htl, c)

Y ghe, Y gh+1)e,

Qo ()9} A e BT
KX

(16)

ok F ol AT mhA ) ARG oA Tk AbelE e A
FAYAA ] ol §AZO 2 A, FHEAN 9} T} 4
9 ol Fol A& Aol shwattt. LU F-F L wlo]
B2 2 ghe $4357] 98tol, (13)2 e 2ol vhx g 3
Zo] RE FHAAN fUd FHoR £HolFALR
FAV AP ALY A E v R 2 (15)9 2o,
A d FHNAN AL = FE FHOR £3§o]FA|
to g AR FHAGL 3)F 2ol ATLAA Y 5
ol FA oItk et HW N & 24X R e, (15)%
Zol 022 FAdch AN L (5)9) 2ol FXA Aol 9]
FHol g Azbol ok FAEM 7L AR A ek Aol g,
AR FHTALE (16)3 2ol B-F F4 Aol 9]
FHol Ao 2 A sted S G}

FET HA5 AT AA Aol F A2t FHAE Ha
gate HEFT AT [y " R FETY Al S

—
*

Gi1'& ToHE BAZA, T3 o] Ao drh



518

. backward
min 2 ( 757 o, C 7,7 a7
+ T; pickup + T; forward + T;, place))

s.t.

2 e 09=IPd  VesC (18)

DS BN P2 (19)
ghe <1 ,V(gv h)EGXH (20)

(18) FF 7ol 8 o ® 2ol thsted, o] 2 5] T

& O RE £ AR Fok Fdstor L T
th (19E BE FELd £ st o] o] RFo] EAstofof
g2 omlai, 20)2 Z #ET 24 e Hd e
PES FAAR T FULE Yudd. R ET HH8 2
AdA e wEug ok A Atol2 +8 A4 24%
oh 8 FFol TA T, APl T AT R AN T T
daow AAs, ¥-F7 My AduA] A4 L
A A g M AL E T

REZBAS A5, 2T 2T A28 EA] QA
o2 Wol A TAFAH(local searchyo] H&2 F
9lt}. & hill-climbing, simulated annealing ¥ genetic search
5 24 A4S Tol7] AR WUSN5]E 488+ 9
0] hill-climbing ¥4 &, A A g 27|85 & T3},
| ol g A4 Fobed SAHE A4 s)o] EPAI]
, 012 B-EF HA g ZAd Agetes B o

£
i

f
iy o w0 g
Q

Q

A

J=
2

do i AN B

oz B
ek 2

4
%o
_g

ES
2
N
- =
ofr
=S

<

o]

4 &% &8
5 Bk 27 REE A0 BRAR, (N9 BAES
A, of e Fol7) Astel N2 e RET L 4
So) ¥RE T YES AT aBYY o § N2E HE
2ol (19-20)8) AgzAe BEHE AF HAD F
Zo) nBow o|FoA A REFY BAYSF Fol 22
@ A4, aBe $Rw, 23X B AT O »EY
2Eg AR BAYS gol ¥ oY DA &E
WA BE) mBg Ao, TAH HHso) €LY
o,

2. T Hulf x| X3}

i) H 28 FAE AA Aol & A S A s
Adulx A4S Fale EAZA, 4 £EFY T E A
d&E ANFE AAsE Aoltk o] W FFT HH g DA

M ARY REF A [y,] """ R Aol F & 0 F

KOi - NISS - ArEisst ==2A1 &Il 8 A Kl 6 2 2002 6

T, HET g9 FIF| BT FAA
T, RET g9 FHANL A

T, FET g9 AFI TN FAA
cz=C HET gH=hel F V=1

2
o RET g9 Aol FAAH 2aHE AL, A
2o 9L F= NS The T o] oAtk

T;backward= ;_XY(”H,E,I, DZ[CAI( (21)

T:Tpickup= mﬁl ,; ;LXY(I’Z, h,h+1,5) (22)

4 Ilc"z Izc" !
ot _ > X Y(ng, L1, ch 2,0 (23)

(21)9] F3o)EAZFS BEF g9 viA T FHE FF
o Az FHA AL e BFE S FHAHPLRY oF
A7kolth 22)9) FRATE B AA FHA LT 5L
th (23)9] AFOIEATL FET g9 vIA D H= RE
') AN A g = RF 0l FEFHoR O]
E A zkol )

T H 43 EAE A Al & A FAHAE A
23} e FAoiuR) BF (L) "E Fabe BARAM, B
%7 2ot

min ZG( T:, backward + ﬁ pickup + 7:7 forward) . p:, (2 4)
=

st M ®)
Hole B0 thated ol 7hx FAGAEL &3]
A2 78 5 U 1o 2 =EL 5HA Y

hA

S U N A45nA sel, 1 e VA
o

3

0
2
S
x
B
2
T

Xﬂ% A A Apol 2 N7 HAT S
= BARA, 7t Al 2 9] 7 d =)

RAolt}. o] | REZ HAH 3 @ANA
& [ypd " B Apo] 2 & o, )
AN Z2HE A W85 (23] ™ A
2 93tel g |58 AR

%
5
X
_QL

373

i?-‘-
.{

i~

dow

ol ol

_I)It _1)11
-‘E o X

e

¢
off ¥

o
F‘r ‘L]

ih
oxl

o
FLJ

op
I
oo
%Jl?i
Er&l
—LI



Journal of Control, Automation and Systems Engineering, Vol. 8, No. 6, June, 2002 518

A I->G ApolE Mz ol ste] RET HEEA
e
el BIT g9 = po EFH FF b

Vo =12=1
T Apol 2 o) HEAE F FH Ol F AT
woz o w g e )7} oln) 2A " el A, g2
PTG W Al AT, F
FAHE) D AHAHE) T FHFALIG o E

< g3 2ol vA] Bl ¢ gl

09;
e}
ol
>
()
By
(3]
C

[e]

—

o

TR = S XV, 5,1, ) X (—vm (25)

p=Pegi y

Tflprward - 2 XY(ny, ZT(I,), Lo« ilp (26)

1
PPy

ng—1
place.XY=
T Z}l 2L 3 X¥OuphtLp) (o)

X inpy X i(h+1) pe

Q5 FFITALLEA 2)9 T B3 =1
(i~ vhA o A A kel 29 A5 FH A
olgAZelth Abo]Z(i- DY whAY FHHL FIFT

AG-DAl B8 FE ooy 3R A% P 9

g
5
>
o

ojo]ok Fht}. Ik ALo] F i AL FHYGLE HEL )
ggd FE9) Aoe %zw44ﬂ1q“P
=

2
N
N
2
f
=
(W
=)
XS

&
Faen AA EAL FAEA wee 349

[x,) " & Tabe BARZA g7 2ok
min ;{( T‘;aCde_f_ Tflf’lward +7T :_)lace,XY) (28)
st (10),(11),(12)
e FAE 4 Al E UE Y A A5 AFAEE
dgal7lE BA ol Alo] F W e A= B E AR
AEHo HE A7 AYHLE, o] EAE BE
.0

0 @ 94 BESE 4E

&M 2 AR TSP(traveling
salesman problem) 2] ¥ Fof} & =& 3tr}. thut (28)9] A 314
& Abg-3to] of 3, V-} Ax 2 FE A A =
792 nA ) webA TSP A &5 & o 74A &
1] &9 & gol 7}53tth TSPE o] ¥4 <) NP-complete 2]
A3} FAZAN ZA AHHNE Lt o7 kR #g ol
S# & 9eH17]. 42 S o] nearest neighbor ¥ o] o} &}
x7] Z& 48 FA L, 2-opt Wl odte] A5 A

o
v
rlo
=
o
i)
oo
T
-0,
o

o
q &
ST FlF
N
N
—lﬂ'. l"lﬂ
=
2
o
_O|L
X,
iy
oo Uk
i
A
0,
v

re
2
i

M
o,
{r

i of

]_

o 4 /]
ol
—
N

2 X
o

o
My to b
4

tA o
ﬂﬂ%mﬁii%ﬂ44

22> B
2

]
-

ol
rir

V. 3 el x| 02| F
sl A HHat #2(24)9) 82 Ta7) AsiNE RE T
o 3k Bl ) 2 o ol Tatedol sht, 2 WhE-S T
Zo] golax] gich W) 2t B-ETo e e wixE
3= AL olahAl TEE 5 vk thEo] WA Yol oJsted,

R,

. * hackward pickup forward
min 2 0+ ( T, + 7+ T, (29
* . ke i
< Zcpg . mln( T;bac ward+ T\gmckup+ Tz’forward)
gs

34

—

7t REFF geGol UEd Ate]E A
T TP T Aadsie AuiAs
FAA 02 Fale, o] HE DA FFo] i FATiwiA &
T8 4tk o] W AbelF § pp7F F FET i MY

(
A

ob
rir

A2 SR 0T fysiH, Aol EAITF D FeFo]EA]
2P AAR o8 AN R 0101/\1 A& o] Bk A
2 2= el B E=E e AjolFE £y & BELL o4 M3
of, NelE REZo) 3 xS 2R 8goz L3}
5,5 THAGYE AT LA RS AT

T\ — T‘\ backward 7‘\ prckup s~ forward
g g

é’

= ZLXY(nH, ¢y ,l,l)z e

+ 2 BV L2 Bz gzt (0)
+ EL 2ELXY(nH— 1,4, ny, bz hel R e

+ ;XY(nH,Z,L:};)ZIc,"”

o ol thge 71 28 A,

T = [XYOu, e 1,02,

Tz 2 o XYL 0,2, 0)2 2 18

T nu=1.n = 2, 2Z}LXY(nH— Lby, i, bz vz e
Jngongr1 = E‘XY(MH, 1’1’2’)%;”

(0] BAFrE T3t 2ol BAE F Uk

]

Te= Joa+Tiet o+ T mtimnt T mpmast 3N
= ]0,11H+1



520

9o} HAs  FaAE HAAY U (principle  of
optimality) [16}} o} 3tof Th&-3} 2ol AAMN T, ,, .1 & T

l"‘o\

TR
fny,n”+1 = min ]ny. ny+1
fn,,—l.n;,-!—l = min{]n;;—l.ny + fnn,nxﬁl}
' : (32)
Tioms1 = miﬂ{]l,z + ]*Z,n,,+1}
To.mut1 = min{Jo1 + T3 a1}
29| 3 A HA Al(recursive equation)ol] o}3le] A& &
e gdagFol FAHAGH |tk FAAEHS 24 F
o) vF= TASAHT g, dAHHNE 7L
91 & A & A9 (enumerative search) 2] ¥ 5o £33}, =X]
SAHL 2o et e} H5o] et Yo, §
AU HAH A Ao ot HHHNE BAITH 2
5= 5154 HEg Yt gAAd S BAFEH 7}
2= Y YR £F 202 FAE =23 HH o

B, 82 & 08E ny+17HA9 43 EX FL05H
A Boz FAATh] B 0 Dk, + 189S 221 )
9 g Zon, YA 5L BT 4 09 mEE 2E
o mab s AA =29 FE ay-n+2700th 24 REE
Hro s @ o= YA Ve, (Eige ==
G, ol 8= Chead(d), slot()>E T Zo] AHoH
=3

{ head(i), slol7)>
Cmg, ARFR > ,i=0,7=0 13
1< AYER 5 Li=1,,ny i=1,n (33)

L
1L, ARFH ¢ Li=ngtl, =0

ol ) == (4, )olA == G+1AR ol EdE o £8H
= A7 inccost(i, 5, B2 THE ) 2 oh

inccost(i, 7, k) (34)
= XY(head(i), slof(j), head(i+ 1), slot( k))

due)E THE A5ty v vlolyE A gl
comp| h} e o) B-F, h=1, ", my
Jeeder ]} & & o HH7L A E 2 F

—_

status[ ] £ 2 /2] /48] (available, arranged),

=1, %

=E G HANAM AT

| 285 E 24 A7
1= 1, e, n]{]: ]_’ 73

cost* e == (0,0) oM v == (ny+1,0) 7HA]

29 5 HA AIRE

FH2aAZES $8te] =B (G, )0 AAHE i+1

—

costl 71[ 7] = (ng+1,007

N

next] {1[7]

Mt - Kisgl - AEigst =2A1 Kl 8 & Kl 6 % 2002 6

g9 P W3,
i=1,,my, i=1, ., 1y

next® H2ALE A8 e =2(0,0) A9= 1
do PA3F

q% B EBoA Atehe Heux 2

& g Felh
L (2719}) feeder( 1], -

., feeder{ n; 1% Z713 A1 71t} &

Bk status[ 1], -+, statusl n; )2 B5 available 2 %713}
S EdR= S
S (FEF ARy N HET S FET ALIE FE 7

aﬂmaﬂ oz AP,

S3.1. PEF goll £ F-FL 4 complll, -, compl ny)
A Y A2 GEIRE nexd nyll/1=0n,
7HA) 1 F7V8,  cosl npll 1= incost{ ny, 1,00 R
nexf ngl[/]=0& T3 &t
S33. (Hny—1,--,1) @ A2
A A7 g Fa g
$33.1. @A 3 Q92 jE 1REHu 7R 14 FIAIH
gg Y
Y}, status] jl=arranged o] i feede ]+ ompl 1<) 7l
djstel s FE At
S3.3.1.L cos{ /l[/]E & %7831, next[d)[/]E NULL
2 2733,
$3.3.1.2. Thy & 1d 2 £E 1%E 1, A 18 F7HA) 7
u &S FYPh o, status] Elarrangedo] I
feeder i+1]1+ompli+1]1%0 kol ddlod= 8
S At value= inccost(i, ;, k) + cost i+ 1] £]
= F3ta, 9ok value < cost il j1°1R, cost 1[/]
ol value Y 3L next {7101 £5 Y St
$3.4. (2 0) b & AH A k5 1RE 4,74 14 Frte}
o, t&2 FP3h oF,  status] kl=arrangedo] 32
feeder 11+ omp[ 1121 kol D3t & TS Aot
value= inccost(0,0, D)+ cost{ 11{K1E 73k, HHef

72}
@
[
—
g
3

jsof
-~
{.191:

—1%E 177 ]

il

gl

value < cost' o1, cost ol valueS Y31 next’
o £ & dj sl gt

S35. 5% WE 1o next’ B WY T

83.6. (el A) @ A2 (F 15E g, 7kA 14 F7HA
718 &g s

83.6.1. feeder 1o comp[ 1 THASTH EF status 15
arranged = A A 3o},

$3.6.2. £FHF [0l nex Al 1S Y St



Journal of Control, Automation and Systems Engineering, Vol. 8, No. 6, June, 2002 521

S4. (£98) Aol A S XE feeder(1],, feeder{ n, 1 & &
H3la, dnaEs £8dh

¥ dae]Fe] BHALL noxnyxn,xn, ol v I

EHEF ny= 107) ool B2 A AT S &

F ooy, ety dugEe AN BREE O(ngnd) &2
A
T

V. A 23 0]M
Aol ANE FneE) Hre BT 1 HE4E
1557 flstel, Bo Wrl L E T AL E B A g
e 5ASA YrheE ol A= S Ho 67jolm, 9=
Abol o] 1A & 20mmz A A ArkeE o) A
1
[+

il

&

ol 2hz 42708 BF 84719 Hr] £Fo] glon,
FAbolu 9] 21 & 10mmolth. X5, Y& 9 252 2 7 5
A2 AC ME REY 93l FHHY, B%E Sz} 7pd&
Zeaddg Zeth F Ao F 15707 5aA 9 £ 5
Zegdg zton, BE Hs 54 g9 Zagds A
A3t AbgE 4 Atk

Y Fe CH A2 ZE a7 H 92, Microsoft
Ab¢) Visual C++2 A 2H5] A o). A28 T2 392 [BM-PC
5.3+ 7]% Pentium-II15 / MS-Windows 2000 7 o] 4 A 8
Hark 7] A& Aok EE 29 A E ol H181F A
&ato] Al EH oA S sdstHth vl EHE TEAIA
Aol A Arjulx L AFEME agoz 4
gglon, wak A Abo]F A S 2 ¢

AR

O

k)

r
el i
>

30 2§
=32 o K
2 iy} J%’
o
ne
=
AC)

N
Lo
o

T T o} N
= [ e =
ﬂ]lm Um o
i
2]
=

- =

o N

‘% R

o)

_)r.i_rl

23

)

o

I

o

—_

1o

By

~N

:m=

-
ol
=)
H
&
IS
lo
=
A:‘
o
E‘
il
o

o
o o
o &
=
N
= W
24,

N

v

2oa b
i [T

=
G rx
roy 20X
N -10 N
o
"
= @
=
o
o
2
oo
_O'L
R
ol

4 I

v
v
9

o ot > & oo oy X W

)

fru
24 o rr

R
i)
o

£ oy
i

My o jo mly
e
£

g I3

flo 4z
i
o
fllo
>
s

i
B
hr.)

—z
i

ook M & AU

5o ooz
Ao for Mt S o

zg o
oy X
E Re )
o &

o3

£

=)
AL

S
2
u
AT )
w4z
© i
©
2 g
o 0

mo P
N
jud)
=
ok
Ol
ob

El

8

—

o~ o M
2
)
rr

o 2 °
LU
oo koo

i S o

>
r'\l

IEEEREESRE
Fo). o o] o) Ao

13 s
v =] )&

o=

> ol

0=
&

SAn}

o

E AT

o

w 52
oo

o
HoH o

X

LN

r_tf:jr>J
=

Q X oy
32
S
N
ol
Y
== el
S
— o~
i E
U
o mi

fo dy me
=

f
do =z 2 4o

Higm
&
2

B A1

fl
i,
N
o
2
o2,
>
o
rlo
i
e
i)
i
ofh,

DS B Bt o Tz BN O dodo
o
e
m
o
>
5

£

B T
3,
B
ol
lo

yo o

) rir S

B o
2
1Y
O
o
ROfLoT
[
il
flo
e
E
9

>

9 4

g o
9,
=

I
4z il
oo {1
£
N

>

P
M oln

WO E o2

[o ot jru

jm i
T
e
rlo
ok
=
fo,
,
Iy
r\:l
>
oo
sk

Fl
»oo
\.L)-) v
~
r
oft
e
o
o
)
2o
i)
2
oo

SEET L
e} 247t S =8 270, 4

71E YA

o 271 2RSS A Aol 2 F= 7
#att o] ff S 571
Zo Augol F7He

é.&r&i(ﬁvﬁmbdNH
of

2 31t o) 57} 27ba e 9y
%2 A3 Ak o] A% FAH gAY 482 9
CEEREEE ST ELERDEISEEES
J

-
el
5
N
ofN
N
119(4I

woh onl p ELorob fy
o S N
=

VIL.ZE

B=re Axzgaade @aguel A0 LHE T
Foz A e 9% shte) wE g Aokt 7}
A fH) o] $5ste] A Aol A Bol AL 9
s Ay Aol EHES QAo g o, 2 Y
A2 wEol| WS 2 Gge F: Wuuxe) FHEE
g% Y2 e FuAZELe AN B3] 71Ee A7}
A= A=Y HArtLE o AFH oL Ao dsted, B
R s A=Y ArkeE o A3 BAE 58
Hoz way sgon, A AHNS 77 & &
&4 du8E e AT

B H A3 ZAo] HEE 5 Y TR GAYo] Y
= Aegd YuleE BaoE H48 ¢ ok 1y
B R SHANES X A3 B a9
om, A4 AL HE Yo F AR A, 77
gl v)she] oF 9%-13% o AE A4S F &+ 9
Atk ALE dueEe AneHY AE TadYe
A dete 2ZEolo] A AN o e G 5 9le
Aolth. ¥ A FaalFo FLao §, 840
2 At HE X4 ety 4% ATE (5T o
Ao,



522

3

1. AE RE,

Table.1. Sample Board.

Board No Board Name corlngn(glts No. of points
1 Teach Box 7 48
2 GDS-main 10 55
3 Demo 21 310
4 WinTech-vga 31 155
5 2100top 43 111
6 AEE01881 53 396
7 WeTech-I33 58 107
8 HANA-IO 61 464
9 CRDg482 79 267
10 SDR2 83 723

F 2 2YA HE@EE = 2).

Table.2. Comparison of assembly time(no. of heads = 2).

Assembly Time (sec)
Board Improvement
No Local Search Dynamig Ratio (%)
Programming
1 36.1 334 7.5
2 41.0 37.7 8.1
3 270.6 2454 9.3
4 117.9 107.5 8.8
5 94.9 859 9.5
6 3220 288.5 10.4
7 90,6 81.3 10.3
8 373.2 330.3 11.5
9 212.1 189.8 10.5
10 611.7 534.0 12.7
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Table.3. Comparison of assembly time(no. of heads=4).

Board Assembly Time (sec) Jprovement
No Local Search Dynamic Ratio (%)
Programming
1 29.9 275 8.1
2 29.6 27.0 8.8
3 2375 208.5 12.2
4 873 79.0 9.5
5 77.3 69.6 10.0
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10 529.8 430.2 18.8
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Table.4. Comparison of assembly time(no. of heads = 6).
Assembly Time (sec)
Board Improvement
No Local Search Dynamig Ratio (%)
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