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An Alternative Modeling for Lot-sizing and Scheduling Problem
with a Decomposition Based Heuristic Algorithm

Junghee Han' - Youngho Lee” - Seong-in Kim® « Eunkyung Park’

'College of Business Administration, Kangwon National University

“Division of Information Management Engineering, College of Engineering, Korea University

In this paper, we consider a new lot-sizing and scheduling problem (LSSP) that minimizes the sum of production
cost, setup cost and inventory cost. Setup carry-over and overlapping as well as demand splitting are considered.
Also, maximum number of setups for each time period is not limited. For this LSSP, we have formulated a
mixed integer programming (MIP) model, of which the size does not increase even if we divide a time period
into a number of micro time periods. Also, we have developed an efficient heuristic algorithm by combining
decomposition scheme with local search procedure. Test results show that the developed heuristic algorithm
finds good quality (in practice, even better) feasible solutions using far less computation time compared with the

CPLEX, a competitive MIP solver.
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1L AE

AR HET A 2885 HAgtete HA Y ZE 4719 A
H2AEE FA AR TAE RE AV Y 2AE E
7 EA|(LSSP: Lot-Sizing and Scheduling Problem)2}ta gt}
(Drexl and Hasse, 1995). LSSP &A= 27} AJAF Al 228l (Zanoni
and Zavanella, 2005), A1+ 88 2 & A4+ A| 2~ (Boctor and
Poulin, 2005), Al - A4+ 9 7k& A 228(Silva and Magalhaes,
2006), o] A4+ A 2l (Gopalakrishnan, 2000) 5 THk3H 3 g
o ik AR At AY FHE s 285 3 th(Gupta
and Magnusson, 2005; Marinelli et al., 2007; Pattloch et al.,
2001).

LSSP&= ¥ubA o 2 017 A & 7] ZH(planning horizon) U o]

ot

skel sl F3k(time period)oll A A4 4= A& A EF9
F(Sox and Gao, 1999) & A (setup)] 31<(Suerie and
Stadtler, 2003)E 7]&2. 2 & W F(small bucket) =d 3} 2
7] (big bucket) REZ FEIIT} 2 HZ mdoA = 7
TFukeh g FF] AFT AL AY g "l A A
& A, E WA BN E F FF o]} AlFs AAtst
A 7 W o] A AAT gtk A2 Il EAl o=
I AAkS A st s 71k Ao YA sk
A Fv+S A4kl DLSP(Discrete Lot-sizing and Scheduling
Problem), Zt F3tvich el e A Fof AateFs Qo= A4S
4= 91 CSLP(Continuous Setup Lot-sizing Problem), 2+ 7-7+2]
npA et A e 7F o 72E7hA] #-A] = = PLSP(Proportional
Lot-sizing and Scheduling Problem)7} $ITHDrexl and Hasse,
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1995, 1996). 3+ g F1tol A F W o] AP S AN 5
e & Wzl BA Z& CLSP(Capacitated Lot-Sizing Problem)
7} 9 th(Clark and Clark, 2000; Gopalakrishnan, 2000; Gupta and
Magnusson, 2005; Fleischmann and Meyr, 1997; Meyr, 2000,
2002; Porkka et al., 2003; Sox and Gao, 1999; Staggemeier and
Clark (2001); Suerie and Stadtler, 2003).

CLSP 23S TOHF 9] AFelA MY o] L(setup carry-
over)> I3 oL st FES o ZA O A Yo
Aests B8 Aoy Ad&H F 73t AHA AYS A2
Aete NG <H Y (setup overlapping)& 1 3HA FETh
(<Table 1> Z2). AlS] o] €& & &otH tha 73t A A4dat
= AUA AFo] A FREAA wpAL o R YE A FH
7”’ o F7FA Q1 A Y& A gk 4 glTh ohet Clark and Clark
(2000)7} £ AYato] 7Hs3k CLSP 28-S A Al 5% 2L Suerie
(2006)7F A ewefd & A PLSP 2FS /MLty
o] ¥hol = Fleischmann and Meyr(1997)= H 4 A4S Ed
S+ GLSP(General Lot-sizing and Scheduling Problem) &8-S 7}
et o, o] RF M E AY S 1A &3
H 71 A7} e 7ol vk 2 8 755tk o] & Meyr(2002) <
oA to 7]1AE 13 GLSP B8 & Auetg o, ¢33
AR P2 1A Fokom AT Ha, Ao A4
F= A 4 gl <Tab|e 1>°ﬂh 212 W7l EA o &3=
PLSPS} & M3l EA o &3H= CLSP ¥ GLSP E3& td e
2 Al 7|E A ?4 S0l Qoo gltt.

<Table DA 3 4 S0l £U A4, A4 o
2 oweRol 7hsan AAT A2 P Ao Auge Y
Hoz ARY 4 At RIE AE SFANE 28 5 4
o 2E ol 28 KYE 25 BUT S S WY WRL
AA Fob & 9ok 743 §
R P
& FAANE F2Eel $30 ek A" Ao Yol
A7)0}, w2 (batch) TSI ol 2|3} AT A2 A4kol A
Hok 2o ohueh $UT FFE AL AN F 3ol A
o] o] L=, MY eHHFL Ao} 2 A%
A= vtT Al 1&g ok & AFglolt), dvkatd
g ALY F2EE 4N JEHER (2
BANE A7HE )¢ 0 Aol
A WAL IR WA A H Y By o

w}ﬂw of RdAME e 2
LSSP =8 7 dait.

. 74]517]& LAY AL A5E 999 GoE 2A

7Hs
« TZAMEIYY FES AR GEAM TEE AT
F 71 AAA A b,
« Ao old g e F he,
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Table 1. Summary of recent research papers on LSSP

. | TR AY
- 18| A F o A A
HER) ) wy | g e | 200 | e | edian
Z‘;’;(iggg) CLSP | 1 /37bs | >2 17k | 7bs | ¥7bs
(GZ%%%';"”Sha”a CLSP | 1 /%7b5 | s2 /7bs | 745 | 2tk
Fleischmann
and Meyr GLSP| 1 /Bt | >2 7V | 7V | E71%
(2000)
S:Z[Eéé'gm CLSP | >1 175 | 2 /b5 | 8745 | 2%
Meyr(2002) | GLSP | >1 /7bs | >2 b5 | 7bs | b
520&';';)‘* tal \oisp | 1 s (52205 | s | B2
gfae(;tiferigg%) CLSP | >1 /87b5 | >2 137k | 7bs | #7bs
Suerie(2006) PSLP | 1 /8715 | 217k | Vs | 7Fs
o] =&9 AL g 2ok A 2FN M= o] =EAA
A A LSSP EA Y EFA ALY Y-S A A, Al 3%
AAM FE2g d1gEE A A 4F A= mody
58 8 ng S A5y T H EugEY FYRE
okt A SFAAE of A7el A2 T AT BFL
A A g,
2. 432y
o] =& A ThFE LSSP FAE 48 mg oz xdsly] 9
3 e 2o 758 Aol
Bkl
« N AFY AE,
o K:71A9 AE.
EEEEEE)
o T:AY7174 4ol
. L: 74]@716 S¢S T Al A S8 E =AY 3,
o M) AYNT TS AF ie N FE(ES F7))ol
WA gk 3l
o 7T AFie N mAA g7 AA-,
D, AFE ie N mWA g7 NEG7A AF ie N
v 50
cbp A ke K DT H & AL AR,
« b7 A ke KO AT FH ) A AIZE
o s A ke KA AF e NS A4t FHlo] 285
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© pui VA kE KA AFE i € NS AYLLE o o] DAz
T AT,

© a7 ke KA AF i€ N2 ATD b &4
e A H &

* By i /A kE KA AF i€ NO] AAE Fulol 285
=AY " &
Tim ﬂmENA m WA G2 A T, 0 B A a9
o9 A1 e vl g
(M A
« a2y A kE KA 1 (= L) WA AY F AF

i e NE ST 1 (oh] R 0),
7 kS KA 1A A AR A,

o yi o 7NA ke KAA AR AY T A FE3E AA

* fu WA kE KAAN 1HA AY F AF ie NE *M
st AT

o ufy, 1A ke KA A Y F Adste AlF

i€ NS A AZ A- +s0)ol AF ie N
S mWA G7I AR 7, Bk A 1 (0P H0),
© uy VA kE KAA AR AY F ket AFi €
N9 A4 8 A ()l AF e N mWA
W7l A 7, Bk hAE 1 (b 0),
© W - A KE KA THA AY T AskE AlE
i€ N A AF ARy + os)FEH AF
i€ N mAA @7 AR T, 7EA 9 A AIZE
(= f),
Wy, - AFE i€ NS mA ‘9}7] AN T, 5E 71A
kE KA A A & Aiete AF ienN
O} AR N ZHwly,, + wh = Frn ¥ ks 1 ),
© v, AF e N mAA F7AH 7, 0 ] §

I m im

AEFie N AE,

Sl gt 7185 o] &3t o] =ol A thF= LSSP &
AE o 2e %?Mﬁ A (MIP: Mixed Integer Pro-
gramming) =3

LSSP : Minimize X 1o X, - ; e lagf s + Bti)

+ 2ie v 2 < a0) TimVim
Subject to
Dienty <1 kEK 1 < L, 1)
Ty < e NTri-1)J kEK I < LiEN, (2)
Yu = Yia-1) KEK 1< L, (3)
y52y2+zi€N(ski Ty + i)

kEK 1 < L, 4

2L TRASAGY 29 2 FEeE €19

=M

7Nt 375

Fui = 0wy kEK 1< L, i€ N, (5)
Fri = by kEK | < L,iEN, (6)
Ty, — (T = 53) @t yfl =0

kEK <L icsNm<M3i), (1)
Dy, — (T = 833) @t yf:l =T

kEK 1< LicsNm<M3i), (8)
Tullflim Tt yf; =0
kEK 1< LicNm<MGi), (9)
Ty wytyn<T
kEK 1< L, i Nm< M3i), (10)

1
Tuls:hﬁm

0 1
Upgims Uktim = Ty

kEK 1< L icNm< M3i), (11)

0
uklzm = Ui,

kEK I <L i N m< M3i), (12)
w(lz’lim+ ullclim = fkli

kEK I <L, i N m< M3i), (13)

0
wklmL* bL ukhm

kEK 1< LicsNm< M3i), (14)

Ui:zm)

kEK 1< L icNm< M3i), (15)

T, < T(1= iy, + ujg,)
kEK I <L, i€ Nm< M@i), (16)

ylfl+ski Tyt wglim_ 7,,=—T0 _u%ier ullclim)

kEK 1< L icNm< M3i), (17)

wklmL bL (

s 0o _
YT Sk Ty T Wiy

Zkekzl<ka7wklzm Z)zm+v

€N, m < M(i) (18)
r; €10, 1} kEK < LicN, (19)
Yor Y5 = 0 kEK | < L, (20)
fu; =0 kEK I<LiEN, (21)

0
Utdim» ukhm = {07 1}

kEK I <L icENm=< M3i), (22)

wlshm’ wklzm =0

kEK <L icNm< M3i), (23)

V= 0 PIEN, m < M(i). (24)
BAGFE A S A e D AT YS9 FE Ha
s A (12 A (3), (49 B 2 A Avket o)

o ANA- AZ G2 AFE TA AN F §l5& vehd
o} Ak () Z 71 A vk (- )W A A o] o] FolH &
IHA AGol 7hHss gttt o] 4] 7453l (feasible sol-
ution)®] BZ Q3 FES AA | 913 4FY hAY A
Z] (symmetry breaking) A <F2] o] T}, A 2k4] (5), (6) ML A
A g H A AR Ed G AR (7), (8)2 71A k °
A ARARE Adete AE i A AR AH- (v + s5,) 3 Al



376 Junghee Han

FigmiA ¢ AA 7,9 A5 BA(u),,,) 5 HERHH,
Alok2] (9), (10)& At F8 ARy B 27 A 1,9 A
= WA () S FERRTE A4 (11)& 71A] kA AR
AF IS AT Aot F iE W, 3wl 0 3 M
T YRS 3, Ak (12)€ BV AR AF #AE Y
BlE T WS w3 ul, Aol o BAE UERITE A o4
(13)-(15)= 71A ko] 1A AY F Bikaks AF i A4 A
T f) & AE i8] mAA F7] AH o)A AF AT (wyy,,)
3} o] F0) A A ZH(wh,, ) FOE FAT 5 9, o] ol
Wi ke O 3 AGH S JH ST, A4 (16), (17)
ughm: 10]3 ui‘hm: 01 AL d7) AA o]de Ak At
(W)= AR 5 = ]'E]' Aok (18) A F 19 mW
A g7 A7A Y 4 M%kﬁ g7 ARA Y A 5
SH(D,,) BT AAY Zotok shn, 2 A fole 7] F AL
(v;)7H A TS LERA T

HENME AFstE %ol o] =FA /Ndet LSSP 28 &
=& A AP ol B emeg, AT H4 E A A
AFEE BF P F Sl o] Frol & o] &AM AL
LSSP R3] Fa¢ 54L& 94Y geper ghof Hdoly 7t
T3] Aol & RH3ke A 997t B E ¥ 37171
HetA] Fethe Aot F, AkE ®8ste 927t A
45+ 712 Z8(DLSP, CSLP, PLSP, CLSP & GLSP)ol A&
Zt Aol g7l AR A0 Bt A W) 24 3k Ha A
WA9le AA 7] AR A9 A FFrE 2P
7HE AlF AS A AA B A G Aol A7 3U A%
10¢A0] 2 A B A WAl 9 7 WA g7 Aol 24255
AR (F, 5Y A L) 79A L &k, Ag7)zt 10 o Zo}
Ashs vl W §7] AR A A F%rE 05Y0] @
o mebA SEE 71E 02 A Y73t I?%EJ T
1004 WY 7|F 0.2 200 2 F716HA "} &, Ak e
e g2 E A HE AFY FR(N), 7149 F
(Kl 5t AZ 712k Z271(T)7F LA = o o= 2 AFo| &
71 AA s e whel 23k g o 27]71 WakA fk

=3 Gopalakrishnan (2000)2] 4} Z-o] AAF A 2F A o]
U A A7re AEgter B3 AY Aol A
Ha (B Ho) A A 22 9Y #he) AEg e 9

AN 58 2y 277 debd & 7}3:1 ojm A =9
A NS 08 Y =2 s 42 ( 9 oA7E Y 2

AZE303), A4k AR AR 3 A A RS 7§ Hoz xds)
7] A= 1Y D919 F7HE 308 D9 = 48709 Al F- 2
O 2 A EEefof gk, whebA w22 2719 EA =
] A7 ZHA o] Bt st AY A AR Al 3 A AIZE
U Ao (general integer) MTE EH3IH FREHP I
]7} AVAA AXNER (HA)HE ol A dLHORE
E7Fs8tth o] 2 A7 8 AdE 71E ATl M e A
A A7k T-7Hmacro time period) 2 BIAl AlZE F-7Hmicro time

- Youngho Lee -

Seong-in Kim - Eunkyung Park

period)o] 2t &0l 2 EFgTh(Fleischmann and Meyr, 1997;
Meyr, 2000, 2002). A4+ A1 2H Al 3 A 4F A 7E2 4 (real) W
T2 R} T @] Az M o] AT Aol = 58
BFY A7t - AAEBE 7]E AFolA e WA 22
719 TATE 7L M 2 £A A7]1E 7|EeE
Gupta and Magnusson (2005)¢] A7l A& |V =4,|K]|=1, T
= 15, Meyr (2002)9] StFoll M= |V =19, |K]| =2, 7= 8, Sox
and Gao (1999)2] At A& |N|=8,|K|=1,T=8). I A
AP AR A A AZEE B PR ZEEA A A
ol A A4 9 Aof Ak 22 Y s A @
o2 RS, 1A A s o AL AR EE A S
29 thaW A AR A Aold B2 88 FRAIE] %
Ao g FHE 0N AAZ EAEE M58 S A 23
=43 AT & Qi

T2 o] =2l A AAE B LSSPo A= Al
st A2t Al 2 71 At A9 AE U
g2 ()F AHEStER 1] A sfEoy 7]E
el Az Sl o) By A7|7F WekA &
LSSP 289 A7 A& AF FF(M), 7]
(&), AFE F5 A5 (M) R A7 T 4 71741H}Ur
&85 A AY L)l deiA 2Fdn A BE o
Ag Y YHOZ LSSP 2] I7] HstE Ay uA, 7
AF 7] A S 53 2ol AT 4 9tk 7, =39 A,
Ty =1084, Ty =55YA, Ty, = TEA. 0] 75 LSSP &
9| A7le F7betA etk 2 AY AI7P°l 2NZHA A%
oA T30S AFE DA AY ATS 0GR 28T
w49} 57F HTH(S9] A ). vpRrbA] o ‘aﬂii bR KR
O3k o] 308 B E R8T 4 Ui AH): 7, =3
x48, T, = 10x 48, T, =55x48, T,, =7x48 AT A
&g HY A NS vp7bA o2 308 T2 29
& olon vl BE 9 ghs Fdste Ha ARt ’&%’47}
308 olstetd 1 e o &ste] Y s Fatetel mH
x¥sH Foh

O FE5S HE o] =& A tHE LSSP Al 7F NP-hard ©]
™, A A A3 LSSP B o] B (complexity)= 71 A o<,
AFY F7F 2 AY 8& 37} S71el get AFHoR
(exponentially) 57}tk A olth, o] =0l A A|A| 3= LSSP
TAI7F NP-hard )& o2 Zo] g1& 4 9t} Gupta and
Magnusson (2005)l] W29 1t} o] 71 Aol A MG <) o] 4L 1
23 CLSP &4l NP-hardo|th. weta o] =woA 7=
LSSP &A= CLSPSt 59 & 5435 EPIHA T
1A A Ao o] Y-S 13 a2 2 NP-hardo] T},

}

[

o Ml 1y
;

r = o

g
L.

q

4 N o

g
lo =

3. #elag ¢ F

Gupta and Magnusson(2005) 2 Porkka et al.(2003)2
(e}

s
Z1AN A A ol g& 17 CLSP 2P & HF L2

S
o

o
&



An Alternative Modeling for Lot-sizing and Scheduling Problem with a Decomposition Based Heuristic Algorithm 377

gk Fejo] Ao &(local search) ¢ e &S /st on,
Suerie and Stadtler(2003)= o2} the] 71 A7F EAIE of A Y
o] €3 13 CLSP TAE sl Ast] el Wi 3| 2A|&
& (internally rolling schedules with lot-sizing window) €8] &
< Meat i), &3 Fleischmann and Meyr(1997)& 3t 2] 7]
Aol A ol drhs 13 GLSP A& o= f‘lﬂﬂ

A0 = (backward) R stHA & F55te &

1519 0.0, Drexl and Haase(1995) 4] PSLP 23S jd2.
Z ALY Y407 e TEEE Y g G &S )

et MY 40w S E T }Lmﬁegﬂ42i
A7 Wl 2FE F 7318 dA o] =2 AHEE AY
£ AR FHHEE AYS AR E 2Y Y1 A
I H &S Hastshe A4 AR AR stk 28y o]
P e EAste 7hsdlE 2A Rohe A%l A T4
4= ot 39 Sox and Gao(1999)E 1the] 71 Aol M A o] ¥

uhS 1% CLSP B8 & Ul o2 1A ek % (lagrangian
dual) %]— %% 7Htﬂ-o}oir,], o] l:ﬂ-oﬂ st /\ tﬂ- o ﬁﬂ }\F,] ol-

(A )

Z7|of LA

v
LI B A 2
S 2 M Tl A A7 2

%F‘E‘ZX,f

EHA 1

ZI|50 74

P M3 H[E Z4 [R1-LSSP]

e

v Yes
=M W

v
CHAl 4 0 Mo 7[H o A AZE HH
-EH 1 x f

EHA 3 71A el

=

A & %X 3HR2-LSSP]
> - ¢
z

Figure 1. Flow chart of the proposed heuristic procedure

v Eo] ZAA T AY e RS 1 dueEe 3
ofR7] oY,

o] oA /MLE Fel Y G
g3 2718 W daeEoR 7
& 7]uke] ToH(decomposnmn) 718 Al
sto] 2718 A GuEEs NEg Fel Y dag
AWAQ 52 8 E <F|gure 1> YJeRAT),

3.1 2719 ¢4 ¢ E

A 1 (1A WA €A 2A) 97 AE(T,)00 wE AEY
FEHE 7IAE Aste ©AE AR, 714 WA A
EE5S AT S AF ALY E7] ARl 7,10, 250 2L Al F
B9 7] AlA o] 5,12, 18019 71 A v &4 & A F BIL—A
F A1-AF AR-AE BR2—AE BI3-AF ARZE Tk (4
A9 eAE AT AFY TE AT ms EATH).
QA 2 (BA 71AI S BA A ZA) @A AAE T
Ao 7] A7 B RF A Fagk p Bk A7)
A MA A7 S e FE(im)RE AR R F
FolA T2 S W = oS AAsEY S 0 S
(A Bl + A2 ) S Hagee 7 AE gt YAt
NS ARG, ZE FE imol tisl A s d71 A7 A
o] 7 Aibeko] FA FaFHI IAY Zow 27|35 %

A AT F251, 184 %0H o] HYL MBI, Z,
EEFEimd el Zcp 0o o fra= Dye UESE
Faag

A imel WA £A7E 2 mETa s w7l A

(7,)7HA Bod ARE 4, 02 BASH, 7 7179 4
0 Ha D Hr) AN AL TS B AR T,
A Ak d, & Y S Sl A A4 A9 )

%MB%Aﬂﬂﬂ*ﬂﬂ%7
o Ak AZHE TG
A A 4= 9l
niﬂwg ag
ﬂ~ﬂﬂ el gt
< Al d,, Mi é%ﬂ%z%%ﬂﬂﬂ%ﬂﬂ%@éﬁé
THZ A 714 o]
ol 71&3 278 &
ﬂ‘ﬂﬂvww%ﬁtﬂ
FERE Ao R QA
ﬂﬂ%%“ﬁﬂgé%%izaQM
o] AN A& 02 U AF
]

E
i
(2
v
o Ol
|
i)
%
ol
B oo
[

= AYS A3 02 Z0)7] ofH 7k o 71A1 9 A
g A A4 AZE] 10A17E, A WA A A F A4
she AlFol Tt At Akl 242 3417k} TAZEo
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T A AYS AHT oy, 2718 EA dae g
AY W8 £017] AT Bl v Fstrha oA,
SA 200 M A A 2T 0 £ 28 WS Ha A
A AR @RetE S kol YA, A7z mhA g A
MO = AL v go] S718 + U F, 27 'SH higs
drgFAME ofd AlFS AT 1A dd= ™
Z(idle time) §lo] ZHLZ AAHE AJ2aL7] o & of %71% ‘3%
FA R Fre 2L T Silxl“ AT 2ol g7 l;‘n‘)ﬂ
STHE FRE ISR T ket A 1
< S7HA T webA of ol
skal A4 w89 ThedlE #
Laides

c

:l'm

S rlr

3.2 2718 AN dxeF

WA 1 (A9 N8 ) - ske] AN LR AFS A
H87] 1% Aglel 23] A% BAT W, 274 Al A2
B A2 AT ol S 7179 AT Aol A4 AZki
Aom £ uA AYS Aoz A WEE 2T
oI A9 Aee U 5 G WA of i wka,
2,08 20 VR A hekS 12 2, L 9| 228
WAT 5 QO B 22 BT £+ < .

lo

A 2 (A2 uE 24 4 V1A 2R E AEY A &
A ()9 A AZH )= FABEAA, ZF 71419 A4t A etk
A A A (y) & Zéff OZH AL wLL 2t Z
A2Ao A AEst 8w LSSpojl dA AHH YA &=A
(z)9F A4t A2 9 ’5‘} Z 49 (restricted) <~} Eﬁé
R1-LSSPE A Hu, R1-LSSPY (F&)el & F3 o2
T HEE FolE AY AR AR () E ARE 5 AT (o] =
A E Aol $aHE vE AHE AT 7R
AR A" AY AF A 93 AR .

o} 7|4 FE3 & R1-LSSPoll = o] A (binary) ® < 29
o] 270} Qo y Mol o] WFE YA HH, =
St Z 1A v A A FEAE S e = oF 3
gk £of ghol ofm] A HOBR kel ofs] AFHOE AA
do= Aot & ZE A7] AR EA G 2AEY EAY &
A7} 2% AAE RI-LSSPE HI A HAH3| & 1317 41+
oo EFATAYY EAE 2HHT

=
2

T

B3 (714 MR €4 97) 97 2004 72 ol A A ]
$rx0)0] 712 Bl BASE imol AT 717 A =
A rg 3o} (r+1)0A £4% SRS D B 42 )5
a,

A g ime] 714 iy €4 & =F< olre AT ime] +
e i R e R R I e e 9}1, o}
A g71E Bt ¢ utE AL G 22 E 7T < 9l

-0]g% .

e

oY,
oX,
rO

2olt}, w3k 7 7| Atk AEY A4 =4S AR
A AL FH o9 g AR (@ 2) A M Fam
710 & 9t} o] BAdAE 74 HZo) AAE Max_
PriorityListZl o] B]4 <=4 9} A4 AR WA &M E vw
oA ool HES W4 47} 0N AHEA FES 5
o, 22 1A /\Hg S w7 A H ime WA =S

gAY & o B 4Z ol FskA Fok 1Y A e H im
g £ME G o) B E S e A Sl (A &4 0
714/\HETHH?‘4 EA7EARHA RE ) A v go] I

S03 go] HAFE iimS HElEly o] FAL wrEE T
L%i A 3 v]-g-o] WA= iimo] EA)3A] ko, 429 im
& Agste] o)o dgste 1A A A E 3 A 93

T A 42 o] T
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2t AF 9| FE 34 M(i)| = M)l = LU[T/2, T+1] - D, = U[10, 20],
ZAFY FE 2eE g7 AR A e - Dyp1)= Dy, +U[10,20], m =2, -, M(3).
g7 A AR S 9) « AT SR H &
- Ty = Min{s,; +b : iEN, kEK} <2+ LU0, 1]x T o = (Tiany = o) X5, m =1, M(i)—1,
[ Maz |M(3)|: i € N} ;.= 100, m = M(i)
“ T = Tyt Min sy + b i €N RE KT 2
LU0, 1] % T/ Maz {|M(i)|:iEN} |, m=2, -, M(i). Fe2g d1eEL Visual C++3F CPLEX(H A 9.0)2 &
TH T8 ot FEHon, H A= CPLEXE o] &3t T3}t
Table 2. Computational results
M(i) Z4%T SN (ES ) 7
No | T L | Kl | IN| , — — N
Min/Max Avg CPLEX Heuristic Gap CPLEX Heuristic T
1 3 2 1 2] 3 213 23 13,700 13,700 1.00 18 360 2912
2 4 [ 12 ] 2] 3 214 26 16,160 16,160 1.00 296 360 1945
3 4 112 | 2 | 3 314 33 20,550 20,550 1.00 34 360 2535
4 3 12 | 3| 4 113 2 16,190 16,490 1.02 1,303 360 1741
5 5 |15 ] 2| 3 213 23 12,330 13,320 1.08 125 360 2269
6 4 116 | 2 | 3 214 26 15,910 16,935 1.06 101 360 1496
7 5 |15 2| 3 314 3.6 20,590 22,060 1.07 9,990 360 1361
8 5 |2 | 2| 3 213 26 14,080 14,680 1.04 306 360 1534
9 5 120 [ 2] 3 315 3.6 20,025 20,990 1.05 7,861 360 1153
10 | 3 12 | 3|5 113 2 19,475 21,275 1.09 6,491 360 1562
1| 4 [12] 3] 4 315 4 25,800 27,110 1.05 10,000 360 1669
12 | 5 15 ] 3] 4 315 4.2 33,955 34,580 1.02 10,000 360 1184
13| 4 [16] 3] 4 314 4 19,225 19,885 1.03 10,000 360 690
14 | 3 12 | 4| 5 113 28 30,480 26,785 0.88 10,000 360 1132
15| 7 20| 27 3 317 5.6 52,305 35,635 0.68 10,000 360 1363
16| 4 [ 12 ] 3] 5 314 3.6 40,025 37,525 0.94 10,000 360 1385
17 | 3 12 | 4] 6 113 22 25,560 25,560 1.00 10,000 360 910
18] 4 [ 16 ] 3] 5 214 3.2 22,825 23,730 1.04 10,000 360 760
19 | 5 [ 2] 3] 4 315 4 22,715 22,710 1.00 10,000 360 894
20 | 3 12 [ 5] 6 113 18 22,360 23,260 1.04 10,000 360 884
21 | 5 |15 ] 3|5 215 4 44,200 38,700 0.88 10,000 360 672
2 | 4 |12 ] 4|5 314 38 39,030 37,290 0.96 10,000 360 1009
23| 4 |16 ] 4| 5 215 3.4 23,475 24,065 1.03 10,000 360 814
24 | 7 |21 | 3| 4 416 5 67,890 42,610 0.63 10,000 360 662
25 | 5 |15 ] 4| 5 315 38 40,415 39,025 0.97 10,000 360 560
26 | 5 20| 3] 5 315 3.8 30,360 29,720 0.98 10,000 360 554
21 | 3 12 | 5] 71 113 2 27,315 26,755 0.98 10,000 360 788
28 | 4 |12 ] 4| s 315 4.1 48,525 46,100 0.95 10,000 360 516
29 | 4 |16 4| 6 214 3.3 36,010 31,700 0.88 10,000 360 500
30 | 7 |21 ] 3|5 417 5 - 53,765 - 10,000 360 536
38 | 5 |20 | 4| 5 215 4 - 27,990 - 10,000 360 396
2 | 4 12 ] 5] 6 315 38 48,715 47,865 0.98 10,000 360 519
33| 5 | 15] 4| 6 415 4.3 - 55,435 - 10,000 360 422
3 |5 [15] 57 6 314 35 40,365 35,610 0.88 10,000 360 363
35 | 4 |12 5| 7 215 3.4 - 54,205 - 10,000 360 396
36 | 5 2 | 5] 6 315 4.1 63,715 31,240 0.49 10,000 360 274
3 | 7 21| 4| 5 317 4.8 - 47,035 - 10,000 360 536
38| 4 |16 5] 6 3/4 3.8 47,865 10,000 360 394
39| 5 2] 47 s 2 15 3.8 31,390 10,000 360 383
40 | 4 |16 | 5| 7 215 3.4 54,205 10,000 360 348
40 | 5 [ 15 ] 5] 7 315 4.1 58,610 10,000 360 307
42 | 5 20| 5| 7 215 3.3 33,630 10,000 360 525
43 1 7 21| 4| 6 417 55 68,930 10,000 360 390
44 | 7 21| 5| 6 317 55 66,335 10,000 360 311
45 | 7 J 21 | 5 | 7 5/7 5.8 78,390 10,000 360 240
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