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Minimizing the AGV Cycle Time by the Job

Sequence Generated by a Generic Algorithm

Student : Zohn-Zong Yu Advisor : Dr. Kuan-Cheng Huang

Department of Transportation Technology and Management
National Chiao Tung University

Abstract

AGV (Automated Guided Vehicle) plays an important role for today’s
manufacturing and warehousing systems. In a manufacturing process, the time
actually spent on the machines is sometimes not very long; on the other hand, a
significant portion of the whole process time is consumed for transporting and
waiting. Therefore, this study considérs‘a ¢emmon single-loop AGV system and
develops a mathematical model aiming torminimize the production cycle time (i.e., to
maximize the production throughput), given the predetermined ES (Early Start) AGV
dispatching policy.

Due to the complexity of.the~decisions, it 1s impossible to find the optimal
solution for the problems with large'size. Thus; this study designs a genetic algorithm
to determine the sequence for the jobs in an MJS (Minimal Job Set) so as to reduce
the AGV cycle time. This study also develops a mixed integer programming (MIP)
model, which can find the optimal solution of small-size problems. In addition, its
linear program (LP) relaxation is found to be a very tight lower bound. In order to
verify the effectiveness of the developed solution algorithm, a series of test problems
are designed for a system with two machines and one AGV.

Based on the result of the numerical experiment, it is found the solution
generated by the heuristic algorithm is very close to the optimal solution, normally
within 1% in terms of the objective function value. Besides, the solution quality is not
sensitive to the problem size, and the computation time is acceptable for the realistic

operation in the field.

Keywords: Automated Guided Vehicle, Job Sequence, Genetic Algorithm
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Fo2-2 BBUE N LB EEZ MR

B SR ks B2 i gl

LR #OF gy W ol b gAg s
GRS BER | 5L BRI
FAE R TR e ¥ “v (expansion) Flt
¥k ey 2 AR

¥ i ) ¥HlE s FUE o
FpECT B AN R B ESRRNCIRIP- R Bt g,
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£~ R R AL R R
7R R ELE A
BT FEY £
HELA

¥t PEFLERSE DN | F RGO OEE G

LIRREA f*‘épm%;lj:}a ‘ma

RN EF R R

Pl Rt SR PIE PR T AL R R

R R @EﬁuWZOMQ

23.12 2 fmkcp B AT

R Y L RE A AR KRR RN el > v A AR R
AEET Mr% T EDR A B iﬁiﬁtﬂ PRREV fig @ iﬁ‘x FRERL omig &
FE AR iﬁ‘_’ﬁ”‘f"ﬂ‘t’?& = i\‘ S EITRER R R i\'m‘thﬁiﬁ& O iﬁgﬁ
PR RE N AR > 7 A1 A 4714 H05" (analytical model) 3 % (simulation) ™ & Fez

Maxwell&Kucktadat(1982);}ﬂ Vi A E Ay P ’ﬁgi.,,,l PRz N g d
EEEFEREL PR T\lgﬁiﬁiﬁ PP B it 0 Todp I EGE D Hep g X
PIE R PR R XIE R BRI E RS 51 B - Lin(1990)13 45
Maxwell & Kucktadat (1982)#1#% ¢ m@ﬁgj EREHLN R Y - BRMFE 2 B2 i
o o] it AR R AR e

Newton(1985) 12 i 4 $= 3¢ (continuous model)i'ﬁ AR E AT E ek

B o fTE B H a7 [ V= APE 1| I R T i B = ﬁ_,:\ﬁ ER > o E A BaE

B & 45 FE4E B a1 (7 5k 38 {7 #3F (vehicle looks for work » VLFW) » ¥ — f& i &

E R S E A BGE B gp a1 (Frbet el G0 KR (7 #5F (first in work > FIW) »

&L A fER P e o F $m#&&gﬁlbmiﬁﬁml‘1$mm’@
PE M4TE P dmikc P o Rajotiaetal. (1998)# 11— s g § R B ™ > i
T i S A PE D B ko 1R S RG] PR Bl A f
R KRR RABED G RS YR NFF R A BRED | it
B~ Af P (TR~ R EFRWEZ R8RS RS R RET R
B Rl P chi FEft o

34

232 T¥z4E
T dLiE BROfAEEE B Ao @ DAGVERE 2 (8 0 FE R A
(operational issue)sg 2 /74 @ &k 5 d Ay ST T H % 5 H i B2 AGVS » F)pt

4 e MAGVShic £ 9T - 73R M o e o
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% w8 % k%5 WIP(work in process) » v A AT R ¥ cnF]F 2 - > Kise et
al. (1991);}}5 2 AGVS?Y MISAGV JRIR2 S L > T o7 aizifr 4 An
[ RE lJO(n VeuF B2V Ak Eal 2K A ) W H %1 PR - Agnetis et al.
(1996 )riApfe cnd & iF 2 e 4% o (¢ 2 d > 32 f I 5b) 5 5 4k X B (swapping
devices) > " K EF RAGV AT F4el 2 1 B> ¥R el mena o B
HeEy v > iR &8 R dprena 28 KA - 42 A2 Lot Mt FFlLot¥Y w1 i+ &
£ ¥ fiL % Lotsize - # 77 7 # 3§ Lot size =~ ** X — critical valuep » s~ Zf 4t ﬁ_rﬂﬁ: 3
TN 5INPT ff22 o Hall et al, (2001)7 ¥ - ¥ Blehfuig kP > 5 &
AGVI~4 5 >4 52~10 5 » 373 % * %@ vk 5 = #8: » %] 5 Early start ~ Latest start
% Nowait » 2 A #iciE PR P » /%@ F 1% 3 No wait » £ ¥MJIS= -] Zn > n<=100p%F >
- GAKfEL B R kA V1 Bk R R R KRB hi22 0 3R
£ H5%2+ o

HOB LI L - BB RARERFEOE AL TR E A A
B Rfg2 s R FWS5EF -3 EangEESE > BIE 5 - NP-complete

i %\(Papadlmltrlou 1980)° ¥ & F it > AT ATy AT A 5 D Al - v Blh
A LR W o T2 SR P FE qﬂﬂmifﬁfﬁ_(ﬁi)‘%fﬁ’ﬁ ﬁé?]ﬂ
?@a*umwmﬁ4gﬂmm&ﬂ&gﬁu

B e 1R T o AP iR A BLERE sk P BRI RS PR
wa S i iE (R F)a A AR SR ek R

¥
o B H R d g3 3N % early start o B

24 Hiv Bl A S 4 AR 4

ARG Ay I BARE R e P BN E  p Hi B LAy G A
A H i Bl R Y p MR ARG 2 T E AR T USSR T H e
-ﬂi,-'.'{#)vk—— /J» .-V"-‘FF73:\~°

241 AGV #5L3P & v X 42

PUF (% 5 B AGVS > befl 250 B EE AR A AR ARl
(Hall et al., 2001) %7 * 2 55% 4p M %8 » B 3 4o
Lo I AR 2 1L
I nsb(3itd o i
0: ﬁ*] drh(3 i d LB kL) o
2.8 48 S AP M 2 EL
m: AGVS P i 5 g o
My ..o Myt J%] AGVS P e 5 e B St o
3.87 4 T (zone)Ap B 2 {3 5L
g%mﬁﬁﬁ@gﬁﬁ%ﬁaﬁﬂ’gﬁgﬁﬁﬁﬂﬂ’@ﬁgﬁ_;A&h
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ME R RETLAF

Lo %1 545 gy sb 0 en i s
Lt % i 558 % ] A8 5B Fdkco
Lps % m o8 5 g %Jql:/t!:'ﬁ&mév\?‘zﬁ
SRR CEIE R

m+2

[:ix B¢ > 7% A Flc® o I—Zl
4.22 AGV 1p i 2. 355 ¢

v kkid n AGV #E

5821 2Rl 2 S¥c

P> o P 1 Eenfdsg o

Pl o cBIEREEY S LG

n:ﬁ"/‘lﬁ:%br} ’Eﬁ_—ﬁllfﬁim“gg ’n:r1+..

o) BRI AF o BAELE BT
6.27 P Ap B 2 (4 B

Pig » L0 fd & My b 1 R o

(40 m=2 5 B> BIF 4o i1 A gpinmedt i Bl s
B S My idr L PEERY o)
D AGV i B 13 — A T chri (A5
APt 2oz P o
DAGV L E L #  FEE My v EE it

<

: AGV KM *g‘lfi’iﬁi;—éio,@vwlfi

%N%NW%

13

DAGV M ER LB EEEM, 0 A
I O apER o
DAGV Bk SLY RSB o y=[6+2(m + e o

Ay o

Myt T pER 5 byt 312

M1 '4K:_L ﬁ)‘i‘?:lfﬁpé#:ﬁ"& o
M2 "l'ﬂ.l E"i‘—{:ijﬁfﬁ;‘ﬁ;’,& o



My Mmn

M M
-—
f
lz+. ..+l
1 zones
I lint+1

AGV

Lo

I

Parking

Bl 2-4M 545 5w B8 AGV kst
L KYR - (Hall et al., 2001)

1A #E S AGV s o T B EET LR - 0 AT P T
FH-bidahal EEF > R AGV EHER B 1t ThK g o

£ SR UGS L

c ‘HRE-BIEREF

op LR oP g B

Toioirny © e ldA21 B R o® % (1 225 j+1 B 2T IERFRF -

Ty ‘2% c1 2R » 4 25 128 L0 hpEFRF o

T5= Toto@)+10)03) T T Tomyo(1) ©

Wy P AGV fetls & M, % Farfia i j chpr o

&

oii—’iﬁi:

A & AGVS ¢ > F B AGV 2 {F£in 4245 i 4o ¢t 48 i) iR (steady state)
el B(ieg)R b M, ® be1(qg=1 r . om o i>=mt]) o B BT Ak EEER
AGV & § 11T g ds (R 5D 5 AJLPERY)

Lo Az 2 J; iy~ 2k I(e) ©

2. B3 M(1%0) K3 I Mi(e) »
3. i A 2 Jgy) 3T Mi(e) -

4. B3 M(1:%) -
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P Jo? Moe) o #rfhm 2 eh # Jipt Ma(e) e
53 AGV #rft 2 % 11 & % My(e) -
yﬁsiﬂi;'lﬂ:‘:\_h(l(mﬂ)*g) ) ,;pv;u 2z A i3 J(l.m)%’.‘ﬁ,;f] S5k O(e)
¥ I~ 2 L) *0) EATIRAL Y — AT o

AGV ¥ 1 Bk Sup FFaud 7 4 ¢ 3 g@l I 2 TLS - Bl A
P ERRE R ﬁb?fﬁ AGV %z 3 3% ¥ 5 AFT 3 ¥ ihearly startrule 5
B GW P R -8 o B - B~ 3 e(input buffer) 2 4 & % 7 (output
buffer) » 4 firen g £ % ;%Ei 1 FRAA BTN AR (TEA G AEE

PR o

ﬁr}

242 BRE A

FHAAFTY DL EBEX S gEY Hx BJAGVS AGVikE ¢ ¥ A F 4>
AGV/MI K% #xES(early start) » % ™2 54 5 5 0] 0 HH FBAcB2-6 -

i+2
e 15 =
T w o wlt! r M 0
11. i e ma s A .
My . Bafitl) o [ Oa(ivz) | § Oaiisn) |
oy owh ! oy wh Loy wh'!
ﬂi ———— i~ — i
R % lr’a-‘i} * | 5’a{i+:! . | fl’a{f+2]
- . - . - .
“ v I

Bl 2- 5 Gantt Chart for 4 Two Machine Loop Under the ES Policy
T kR - (Hall et al., 2001)

Lo/Bly AR B R TR P2 RE o BT AT A DAGV] > Ip2lk=2 0 es| Cy o
He L B8 LT3 H407
o 41l BB g id
AGVL,Ip2: 1 & AGV PR+ AGVS B g K - Hix B 8 S #icg
2 5o
B o 4r b i chaig i o
k=1:#75 2 &% 4k > T 1 @mFARE o
k=211 EBF a3 2 Raugdle
s . an Early Start policy in used for AGV dispatching o
YA R T e

Ci=C, ' LfEEiERLT 4 5 1 F R EPFenb g FYPHF o

Co ' HEALRBEERT > 2251 2REFOFHFER -



AGV B iv¥iEf2? » 2 1 TR K 5 > AGV i e gl
Ay BY g A RPI R A RPABIRERR G 8 5 - TE
Wy =10+66 -MIS 2 A FH H -] it WL EARSHP £ S0 ¥ {295 (Hall et al., 2001)
SHE B N (AT )2 IR B A A

T = an“max{aa(m) - w;l,ba(i),}/} (1)
He oyl = maX{O,ba(i) —max{aa(m) -~ w;"l,ba(l.),y}} (2)
Ao(ns) = o) )
Wy =W, 4)
FeAl

T, inoss =10 +68+ whwlh =y +wt +w (5)
2w =max{0,a,,,, - 1968w} (6)

=max {0,b,, — 15 =6c—w, | (7)
wh+wt = max{w{+1 by — ;/}z max{O, Aoy — 7 — Wy b — 7} (8)
y+wh+wt = max{aa(m) — w5, b, 7/} 9)

(D2 $nBF1 E9g a2 M - Q) AGV AME Far 1 Bimph [ » 2 3¢
PAA T TR - 1AM EFERT S 7 AT - 1 AMomnE
FRER o Q)aa EAaM, e I EFR > SiE-FPE 5 - B EEEar1Ba 2
b LR ARk o (4) 5 AGV* Mogc v T 1 Entjfend FEF 0 B 5Bl o
SERETAR o (5)% 7 AGVIERA2T50:0% Sz B IEFFR > ARHSE % AGV
B M s Mo E i i ZH]pE 4 i S AGVA S M s Mo 3 F R A w4
©)~ (D) OHDFTE®) > st F@®)FHAF E Ay TTHFI(9) > 7 X30(5) > #
g 1 B RERER A T E ()
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2.5 A FIFEE 2t

251 A FFRE E 2 R4z

% if f < (Charles Darwing) g i* % © % 3| i@-‘k 4 % 0 7 i %4 % 5 (Survive
of the first) it i S + {2187 i AR etk RIL &+ f 67 BRI G ¥ ks
é;niﬁ&ﬁ@ﬁ ; zaamt,g4i@454wg { 55T — o

FEBNRREFS R EE- BRI FI RO A A
P BEORLT o R A G a2 R R (AL = £P )
GO R TR - N LR e - R e g b
H4d EBR B0 T hERY B E B ES o
z#r?zﬁ-mé (Genetic Algorithms - f§ #GA > § * fiL2 @ ,ﬁ’ﬁ,,é HAFE
S E)T g R P]1950F o 4#%*'{? E RE T BR AT N R IA
FeiF (T o Bfﬁ.*“" B 1960# RA=Hphs B AL % - g{'";f*(John Holland)fr i
e FPRT Gl BE — A M FLF]  FRdt AT e i dikcE — Y T H
Tl 5 AT R o
wmﬁ,—wffﬁgéﬁﬁJQDfmmwaﬂ'%%éﬂﬁ&ﬂ?ﬂr%
q/ﬁ—n/fJ LR L"\'—'F j\ﬁﬁw’féﬁ"iﬂmﬁm X ”é#? j?ﬁ—ﬁ’ﬂ’;ﬁ"k
AR R o Bl BE b2

ix
S f%%.zw,l«frmlki—’mk? F"*;i*??l]“* ° 4#1*—«d *ie
p
7

TR B EARE BAEAEER A CUESEEERL Y 7
=~ [P e 1% 1L (Dr. John Holland) » *+1975# &% d - 4 & 7 fif p RE L 2
S «umi}f%}’p %\d—z lr(Holland 1975) %3 ’,ré} ‘é"l %TEETE 4oL ERENEY R

252 AFFE 2 AR

BAFFEZ? APHE - BRMAELIAIM F - 2 MOATFHELS P
WA 2 oomE - R d WerS el & fLFE W (Population) o &F - 2 P
F- BAS AT ApIL o R &2 FRB 07 B i 7 E(Fitness value) > @
Wi R MY RN T N R Y Rk
(Crossover) 2 2 F - %> U F AL FFRLF DT - KoL F o 57 WAE
FA G F SHF 0 2 4 r R % (Mutation)shEAT 0 A H N F F T 0 R - A
M 3 0 R % F(Mutation Rate)i ¥ &_{x X ee

dept - S ReE T d o BAS G ERE NS A A 5
PEEfE e AFFEE U Z A FREF 2 FRES I LT k@
BT et b d SR A fRE L BRI S AAER T
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fE o @ EpF AR GRAaRRT > AFREZ T U RELAAER LA

LfE o T3 Q?Ef»‘%l'ii—;‘;’%ﬁmﬂ”v A2 Rz -

AFFEZORAAETL SER S ARTREERD > m BEBPI IR L
K ERBEWEn e TR TR ARE SRR AL ST 0 F - FY
KIRATE2Z FRT AT A o F I IRARY o AR B ] & R BCTRP b T

1. % ¢ % %% & 245 (encoding and decoding) : AR FliF & 2 ¢ Z #1452 %% £
AR T OLEE )5 0 W IS (RS o Gldedk 2 B 0110, "2
ZHFIFP AT A9 et EAIEZ"9" 2 A EZ"1001" -

2. s E(fitness) : F B A FHAT < p ARG P PR FFL T EH
v RR iif,@:ﬁ"ﬁiﬁ-‘&ﬁ‘?}? < B ARIEH ifﬁfa FRAIRME TR AT RS
B p A B S B E(fitness) o G L AR > T AEF S A S B D BE -

3. i & & S #ic(fitness function) @ A 4 if B E el 0 iR E S B E L R i
TEE o A F REBELE A Ry LEFEFRE - FEFREREX |
RITG A TR AfRE I o RS ET N A B AP RSk o

4. E 3 (selection) * A FIF & 2B H PRI LIS XA R F 2 59mG 0 FRE
ARF ORI FEPIRI FLR AR IRM - fRERS R W
jaawvﬁmz,%%$%45Wﬁ§@%m%$%ﬂﬂiﬁw’%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ
d R BB S A RN AR o ¥ BB S 53 R4 2 (roulette wheel

selectlon) s %4 % (tournament selection) '

U)%ﬁ% AT E BRI ORI EAIRE L I AP o PG A
HAED DB EARG P PRI RN ERFPRAE P FR/ESF R
?“gfgﬁ’»’f Eo RN - BB RAROEREFZATERE-H B
BEFERTY AR EANGREZ NIRRT A G- BRS
CESE T E R RS RS R RN N TR SRR YRS
DIRA R B B I%E *ﬁ*mﬁi Wi 2 ERARR AT
a. FAFENAMY FRELI MR HIEKES -

b AuFENAY ERLIMPT o TR =1/ f -

. APENAMYEGASMARFHE o CP o
d. "FHEDP- 420~ HER > § R-CP>0pF > T RBB2%if L ¢ £ o
e B HE o B AHE Benip Bl A ks d R P B R oA e -

(2) &2 L s N E B2 (Tournament Selection) > i 6 & 8 ie g & B 18 4

..@_PV
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FAEAMEY > HER T
a. FAPENAMY A BLI MO BRI BES-
b, MfEFEE S REPLITLT - BA M ER DB RS A WP B WK

N

5. % fe(crossover) @ % fecruf AR A S RE R L Y s B R et
BEATRES AL A BATDBM Fd AT ADEL AT B YN T
AN BA DB ATy PEY 0t R B E BT IR A A A
& T fie $8 5 (probability of crossover) k - T % fle _F B {7 o B A e fieid A
¥ ;¢ % e (single-point crossover) > B AZA 5 A L feih ¢ KEEE-A B R ITL
AN, RS AT R N B A TP ST E Bo— BLELE R 4% 2h(crossover point) iz
W R Rt NATFIEE S A4S BRTOBM o ot T H BRI e o “,‘f #
2% A BN R ey N AR T E A 5 2006) -

(1) ¥ 2% fie(One-Point Crossover) © {54 - B I fie @b > B e B2 {8 in
AFEFI o 4oB2-70 B¢ T, 5 g -

< A1
= F441000{0000
+ @481 1110000
+ 482, 00011111

B 2-6 4 2L7 3& o pe2

(2)% 2% fie(Two-Point Crossover) : =+ ¥4 & 48 ° S{{SP:E S B fegh > &
W BBz FMEFAFIT M woR2-8 A T, 3 kg

<A 111111
= 4 0/0000/0
+ 41 1[0000]1
+ 42 0[L111]0

Bl 2-7 BEBRT 4 2 ek

(3)¥23 % fe(Uniform Crossover) : & B+ B 48 & =~ ek Bt - SE 85
BB R A EEEE S 1 B BAE- HKQ . 3 BALC HKR
FHEEL0 B BH- BK* 3 BB T EIRS &
AR Brgh B § A o H B e o B2 wm o FIE B 2

19



SR FIAB IR g o - T RE AR
A PH R AR ATE R LS BT B
F o AR RRENBHET T k> 4oF2-9 o

m +
P
Rt
O 4
=
]
x“v‘fet
ES
s
5
3

v
-
*=

S
3

i A8 1111111
A 3Ry 0000000
FER R 0110100
T Eael 0110100
T B2 1001011

Bl 2-8353 3 &2 fei2

<

O.RE I ZHEFAFAFTWRED Ko Bl RFF0.1% > Bl & 7 AT REKY F
0. 1% A FIREFRF  AFIAELZ AL AL B HE 5400 0.1 %™ %1000
BAFY A FfE- BAT > dOF1IAd 1F0RFOPE I - a2 (%] - 29EFY
v L F e GA Btk 3R i f2(local optimal)e " HEHS S N B L F P chE F kg
T (e 032«1 d 1%0) 7 &4 -%(mutatlon) °

B TRGA F VTR AEAE AR TS LR B GA RIGiEE
Boabwi V?Ti%\ ° ?f‘% PR R enizagb Rpl g o a0
() % %9 %y bm°/5iﬁia'imﬂﬂmo
Q) §EIFEALK T2 5+ Nl Bl4e200 o
(3) * P % ¢ Mol Tk o TIARERCRET RS o Blde o 2 P S ok £ D
A48 Hif pihi B e 2 R F
(4) E | d ik pridio TRZ - HHTIL RO S H40100 B
F R EH BB o

L E AR (2001)3p 21 0 G il AR 5 - i B 0 F]RN S SRR IR Ak 3 T en ) ET
LR TR SR o Bk pESE YT u% ABEp - BEREEFIA - B
AN AR PR AR T AT PRI R AT OERPN S
au%ﬁ@w&a%ﬂz@oﬁ&ﬂﬁmméﬁﬂ’$+—%ﬁﬂw’ﬂ%éﬁ
i EARIT - RAOPEE 0 PR LET o8 F TG GHOER TREF R
BT R TFLEFIE B LD Bk iEE R mﬂ’\“]{ﬁ(ﬁ_r_)i
o FEAI A 0 B EF Eb AV IR aER Y B R o

253 AFRE 2254

FHR G o AT B2 foF 2 555 B0 TRA0F 0 7 R 2 A
FoFLATEGEGHA S ARPATEE A 1A g E A BnE 2R W
FINH A - SR E R d 4o (f 0 s 0 1998) ¢

1. BEREG*NFAeLhF @ (string) & > AT ENUT FROGBT R kg
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$2 R WS AT L R

Bt AT P R A AT Y E KR 1 2 AR ko] 1 i
R o a2y A% D - R & FHEAL 7 (Mixed integer programming,
MIP) » ¥ # 3% ff% ] 4] %\mﬁxliﬁ* s T H BV ok A 4 - T E
2 {8 AR FE B 2 KRR BT R i* iR RS g g gt A A# o MIP 7
i % chf#4E1 £ —Lingo 8.0 > @ GA A23% cn#E 8 P& i# * Matlab 7.0 - * 3 e3¢ 4§
= 3.1 “Efﬂﬁﬁéﬁ-;\’fﬁfe 032 5 AT E E AR o

3.1 R & RIS

F()IIF @)L 14 T BRS¢ 8 5 g B (time-space
network) %k % 7 0 RAFTE A h LB 2 - R & FRRBINCL c w RS S
SMs My G 6)F 0 AGY B M s TR f Y1 0 BEE T L B 5 (M
Mz)ﬁl P B fSE D g Ak O ST B s do W] 3-1 0 e A PR Gidh i &

ZR T L(F 10l o AH BER & Gip 4T

Location

Iﬂ

1Y P

x ! y wy'
B 3-1PF7%ET LR

Time

N

N

gt R EFI BRI % IBIRE I MR s 2 - & % ¥(binary variable) -
@1y ...on>s=1>...k)

Uit AGV ZF i+2 1 B4l hgf > 218 AGV x w 3| 1977 e /> » fj*u

FAPMRS 1 2 A T Mg aprfl > =1 ... no
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WD AGY M R EL R R o

Wyt AGV te M, % #1312 j 21 chpE o

XTAGV L EF R EET Mo T 1B D My A1 TR
yiAGV EM, Fh 1 2 FED My 7T 1 23 Myde 1 HpEchpER o
z ' AGV EM K1 @x 3 O T 1 B3 Ol -

Objection function :

Min Y U, (10)
Subject to :

quf‘ =1 Vi=1,---,n (11)
qus =7, VS=1,"‘,k (12)
Ui:VVlHl‘FVVZi“F}/ Vi=1,"',n (13)
W2y aq., —y W Vi=1n (14)
W23 b~y W izl n (15)
q; € binary Vi=1,---,n and Vs=1,---,k (16)
Wi 20 Vil (17)
w20 Vi=loon (18)

PAEN(10)4 7 5 @ #9rF 1 22 1B ] v T L AR g ATHAE PN 2
OB P o (11)%%&1 EREZ? > R IBIEEL kL nl - Y
g’ = BN Az o (12)4pF chl AR AT A MIS ¢ s 0t B o (13) B
L7 RIERLIRAGY A S 1 £F 1 2 i+l 21 PR 4 b AGV Bts 5 2
EHEIR ] R 1EFERE - B EcE o (142 (15484 AGV & M 2 M,
G FEER o (16)~(18)E!‘J§~*‘uii—§‘; £ 3 SIPE N -

Wittrock(1985)4p &1 &7 4%+ > MJS <] n + 3
SRR AL X L Bl A n=<100 0 ¢ iR & AERIINN T R
WG AN E RE- et RRRfeA T 0 T IR S PR 9RRAL o
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33 AFIFEE 2 HiFnA

AT AFFE R RAFIWFR B E R A g sk RfEER
o oo At o — A F](gene) R A - BaIE S - iFL S :gg,x -1 EEZ7]
» ¥R - BIWEFZEF AR Aol P EE-AGV TP PEFERF o BT E AR

WP 4T o H A2 Rl Ae R 3-3 ¢

- ~ 4 ¢ R e (encoding) ¢

AF7 7 #* Bean (1994)#74% ! Random keys * % & 1 {724 2 "8 B chdpth > 11T
ﬁ”’?'ﬁ’ﬂ;‘@‘ﬁﬁiﬁﬂgﬁr—‘ CEXFF2AELETASBACoEF P A ARG 100
200 ~200 > BlE ] 1 B & MIS={A,B,B,C,C} « @ 1pitTpirc=1:2:2+ 1@
Ben=rptrgtrc’ T 5 S B Zo"gH A 4 5B 43 0~1 chliciz 4 (0.46,0.91, 0.33,
0.75,0.51) » ¢ F#738 randomkeys » B % & — 2 J R o KL P r G A FRaH
BB RS T 5 (0.33,0.46,0.51,0.75,001) » B BH 2 Rt R pld B ot
REeha1 BRE7 40033 Rb4ofTa il 5 30046 R4sfraai=® 5 10 0.51 R do97
AE S 55075 RAdsira=l 540075 Ripfraizg 5 20 P-4 F R
Zeha1 2B 75 31542 -
(0.46, 0.91, 0.33, 0.75, 0.51)=3—-1—->5—4>2

=~ 3 TA~4o* R (initial population)
AT ATIFE ZFE 2 0L AW A 4 s iE 4‘5 B rFmge Ti
sBLERF| iEs FAS MFLZAAEAMem (> b5 RFHEMRY > ER (U
{3t ) ﬁ%ﬂ* » RE NS IEAL S R E T - Nen® g o

= ~ 2 fe(crossover) :

LRE L AR RFY  IRFANERIIFEFLAPWF o AR
LEBA Y 75 A A EL S el ’i%éﬁ‘&b'%igg’*mj A MEe Lt
FRfe s PAFEFI00% > FAF A BF AL TR AFiEirA L R A B
BH 5 (sCo2ts) e X FREANGTY » FA2ZAAR DI ERZ] BT A RN
P e A2 5N eE B s o AF*&*B’*ﬁ B3R d BA 3 > BIH S A (offspring) ¥ 5
d Bean (1994)#7#% e 2 R iF 2 » L FRFIfI* T 2 6] ki it -

(1) “TE B2 A 54 ¢ &f
Parents] : (0.46,0.91,0.33,0.75, 0.51)=3—1—-5—4—2

Parents2 : (0.84, 0.32, 0.64, 0.14, 0.48)=4—2—5—3—1
(2)H 2= fe(single-point crossover) :
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EPE - BB MR A FEF I c RBEIREL SR
%fﬂ’\ i PR ﬁ° S FTenL F Rl Ao T
Childrenl : (0.84, 0.32, 0.33, 0.75, 0.51)=2—3—5—4—1
Children2 : (0.46, 0.91, 0.64, 0.14, 0.48)=4—1—5—3—2

% % (mutation) :
ﬁﬁk*%%“ﬁsz%“%ﬁﬂfg%gﬂ,@{;? S m,,\.gﬁgr]ﬁ,z X
kg HFREFFPERTER - ALY REFERMPRIR AL 2 > @ R
%“fﬂﬁﬁﬂ"‘;' GEE R S R R R

J

s Il TF ];]Jrﬂwd’égl}‘:ﬁ_,ﬂg :

(D' EEP— A FeHB TR BX S % - BAT] -

(0.84,0.32,0.33,0.75, 0.51) =2—3—5—4—1
Q)4 87 8L2 15 ek F] 0 £ 37U A 4 — #7errandom keys 0 40(0.95, 0.23, 0.60) »
IR NLd f4eT

(0.84,0.32,0.95, 0.23, 0.60)=4—2—5—1—-3

TR REH I 0 A AT WRD e TS RS R
Bp? g AT RREYYE L (SCF28)H(LHR%) o

~ 275 (decoding) :
#-A A avE R > %% his2 MIS § {AB, B, C,C} > B8 B 4k L AR e

s

fi‘ff.,’?l] ) —Qr"l‘}"f?;‘?w];] °

)llﬁ)%,
1 EE 7 C B C A B

N
[\
()]
[a—
(98]

=~ Ffz 2§ R S #k @ (fitness value) ¢

EEMNOD PR O RSB T o PR ET 0 kA e
N TR SR Sy PN LR REI Y S T
At B NI ES P (x) = 1/ x0 f (x)E4E B R S#Eic(fitness
function), x&_p 1% 3 #c & (objective function value) o #7737 1 #* ;8 (1) fEF = - 1 &
B3 enCT » @ Hif B S fici@ : fitness value=1/CT -

= ~ i # (selection) :

- A T o EFEDT N RE R R KBS (R EE ) 2
B AT ELE > TR 2 Y LI MRCEF RS R LI M
,@,Lg—r_ ra o

A~ ik 4LP (termination criteria) :
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AT R R AEE D R BT R B R A Aty NI R

sh 2 ¥ A
fe » K- FHEE -

% d WhB
(Encoding)

& A 4R B

(Set initial population)
R fie il A2

(Crossover process)
REEAL

(Mutation process)
O e
(Decoding)

2 fg B~ it J

A\ 4

(Next population)

lﬁ}‘@\ﬁrﬁ'{

(Fitness function)

v
E R G

(Selection process)

23 P4F % i

(Termination criteria)

No ¢ Yes
( Output >

B 3-2 % i AR Hl

»

BRI ATIRE BT 0 T HAPM R A B ] o AR
FELAEDARDI NI EFEFN K FP AL P w L T
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WAl PUREREA PSR S ER TE o % F RAH NI R RV D
k45 F 12 48 % Bc(Srinivas, 1994) o
i?iéiﬂﬁéﬁ’iﬂﬁ—ﬁiﬁﬁﬂ%,?uwxﬁsﬁﬁﬁﬁé—
FE S IIEM B R RF LIRS BT o K@ d BF Y s
oo FIBBF R 2 DRI T ARSI R R Aok MPFH ;;EHE«_
HEHE X A REB R RT o 2 kS eh [ESRAR 1 g2 A NS A N
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fud BERREERELE

FORBAFLHY AR E SR P AL E A o
Lingo8.0 #4 {7 MIP 1% 5 GA HKj#»cii % 2 1L oo o e $H € & 0 GA x&é% ;
EEVRARRE RS 4]l &0 0 A BEEREDOTR > ¢ 2 Fvaﬁﬁﬁi'”’

G0 REMASAFFE 2R Tz R Fant e 43 Bl R AR 2 Mrt
1] efg AR B A 4 o

b2 B R

RET T A F ATRAL ) R ARNA 7 S 2 5 TAGV] p2lk=25 es| Ci0  AGVI
Lobeais s 2 5o BRI AL 20 ﬁé Foob o 1 fie(n)k A AT 20~100 -
TEIEFGEAEGF IS5 B LB AE WS IR S iR A I R A
Hliarc...vap b ... by ¥ ;ﬁd e ama Nk A4 20/ i+ A2
o2 4 a1 PFRF S BiciE & B 43 30(min)2300(min) o ¥ ¢F s T‘uﬂ R RERAE A
4 20 RIER L 0 A & BpIER RER Y GA T % 10 =% (simulation runs) e

G AT er i AL B B o HARRE Sl R T HBGR 2 SN R
R gL
1. * %8~ | (population size) *

S - "V#pa’l'f? WHcp »F= 0544 %"%&L@ F- VT3 ML M
PAritd av FIRR SN TIOR R S K g < 0 F - R ﬁ“rrﬁ, eI
fjf‘ufiﬁ% 3R ﬂ\q*wkrs e BT EFOF DR R BB 0 FINRT S BI%E
EfE o F 2 FARE O] > PIE - RIIRATT ER S e 2 H 2 ey
Fras €FIAFR AR aflEr Atk 3 iR RESTFRER
A oo PTG T RARFEAF I AE S AR R > ER - BRF AW AT
REAFLFE 20 Toxg ) o Tax® | o Gt AP NEHKRDZR] > £
Y1 E2 #ep no B det R ) 25 n/de
2. % fe I (crossover rate) :

LB A EEL D RFY Qﬁaff E'J{?{ fi'i ﬁa’sﬁ‘i S o drk R
o 3R AR R T L A RO R 0
AL F K 5 100% 0 EBiE 4 5 REIeE (T ‘Qﬁa
3. R % ¥ (mutation rate) :

- BRI F AW eI o FIP AT REL 3%

s
P
“J
m
Iy
=
i
3
74-
~=y
w
7
-
F_L
e
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42 HEF2 %

LRfEER 2 2(10)~(18)2. MIP» ¥ RF A2 1 2 55> e P REAL P08 <
Pl it b TR N R o BRI A B HCR I TI(16) T S - R s
#.3(linear LP)> ¥ #d Lingo8.0 1L i +17 LP 2 izt 5 iR & ﬁfﬁﬁ:*ﬁﬁ 7 *(lower
bound, LB) - % n=40 p¥ > 12 Lingo8.0 # = MIP st-;\ ~LP 2 GA> H {jEpR 5
[ENPAVAR:: Eal $n>40B?»E ' MIP cn R fz2p il .24 R > i £ 8% >
LPm#w i £iEE%a GAR 24 4p °'§1\T'Tﬂ4 12 % 4-1> 2% GA %47+
12 Generic Algorithm :]"\ﬁép’ epE > @ IP 4 57 12 Mix Integer program < f% chpF i >
LP % 7 § fcsit ] 3 e 7 o

60

< 50

2

kot

E 40

_E ——GA

L:_} 30 —=—1P

M

LP

gn 20

O

>

< 10

0 - >
20 40 60 80 100
Size of MJS
B] 4- 1 Size of MJS vs. Elapsed Time
% 4-1GA~1P & LPz {2 R £
ize of MJS
20 40 60 80 100

Method
Algorithm 0.0 0.0 5.0 273 46.7
IP 2.0 37.0 * * *
LP 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0

1l REERFE LY
L2 0 RA r RfRPF A AZ B 24hr
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24025 n=40pF > T 0 MIP 22 ; RfRiEAY T HFRE R LP pEE

E 5 A n=60~100IP &> & & WP ffz2 > Bl LP 2 P &5V E 5

H ¥

el

- g

(LB)» M4 42 5 20 Wi 1 PR e chB o =t % b 0 4 43 5 04 e de 1 PERF

GA~IP 2 LP % = /2 2

7

PT)& w77 & Pij~ Py

+

RS BN

2

.,

v

4-2 1 22 e PERF

1 2 # 5 22 41 pFRF(process time,

Z

T ——ype 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
Py 158 | 228 | 285 | 219|223 59 2| 46| 106| 260
P, 287 | ass | 1s2 | 205 | 1s2| 233 | 102|186 | 222
pT ——type| 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20
P 82| 267| 155|159 | 202 | 241|229 67| 174 | 287
P 57 78| 19| 293 9 | 200 | 145 93 | 243|183

4 4-3GA~IP 2 LP 2 £f25 %
ize of MJS
20 40 60 80 100

Method
GA 3652 7337 10981 14637 18279
1P 3639 7278 # # #
LP 3639 7278 10917 14556 18195

2 HA T mE

2

ER

& 13 chpE PR

™ Lingo 8.0 #7 % f% MIP 5% » > Size of MIS=20(0bj=3639)% 40(0bj=7278)+
TR AT ] P B PRI eh1 B A A ok 44 2 & 45 0

% 4-4 1 i B 7(Size of MJS=20)

a1
Ll U2 3 Al s el T 8| 9101|1213 14]15] 16|17 | 18] 19 | 20
-
B
5 nic|dje |l |t |m|h|o |1 |a]|j] |k|b|f |g|p|q]|r |Ss
71

% 4-5 1 # F 7|(Size of MJIS=40)
I |t 2 3 4 5| 6| 7| 8| 91011 12]13]14]15] 16| 17| 18] 1920
“lgla|b|c |k |[d|d|f e |t |t |k |m|h]|h]|i]|i |e |l |n
Bl 212223 2425|2627 |28|29|30|31[32]33]34]35]36]|37]|38]39]40
llafc|j|jIflplb|r|g|n|plo|q|q|m|r |s |s |]l |o
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@ 14 GA #7 f Size of MIS=20 2 40 = fAR* JER 4~ /] % > 11 GA H #7{F 3 e
1 BRI AN G AN E 4-6 2 £ 4-7 9751 -

% 4-6 1 % B 7(Size of MJS=20)

1
Ll U2 3 4 s 6| T 8 910 11|12 13] 14 15| 16| 17 | 18] 19|20
1=
F :
5 blo|l lm|h|g|r |p|c|q |k |[f |s |t |n]|d|a|] |1 |e
54
% 4-7 1 # E 7|(Size of MJIS=40)

T |t 2 3| 4| 5| 6| 7| 8| 91011 12]13]14]15] 16| 17| 18] 1920
#lole|d|s |[f|s |b|n|r |J |k |g | m|ql|la]|q]|]j |n|g|t
Bl 21 22] 23|24 25(26|27|28|29|30|31|32[33]34/|35]|36]|37|38]39] 40
o |i |[f |i |[h|b|r |h|p|c|d|a |m[p ]|l |t |e |k |c]|lI

FHFLT A RIS RIRRARNA S B 10 0 o] B2 T30
L hE 20 BRIER A2 TH0E R L B R MR AT WL F A At 46 MIS

AT 395 A 1%2. p (L F A ' Boor=100%(GA-LB)/LB) > 4o 4-2 % % 4-4 -

Average Error(%)

1.0%

0.8%

0.6%

0.4%

0.2%

0.0%

—*—avg/10 runs

——min/10 runs ]

—

P

20 40 60 80 100
Size of MJS

B] 4- 2 Size of MJS vs. Error
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% 4-8 LFEMIS % | dREL E

Size of MJS 20 40 60 80 100
Average Error(min) 0.17% 0.38% 0.36% 0.62% 0.55%
Average Error(avg) 0.53% 0.57% 0.68% 0.90% 0.92%

Beh s %R IR GA ek f2aiar 0 14— Size of MIS=100 - (B 4L 0 -2
¢ — i simulation run i AR AGEm ek o B GA R (T IF L iR > B A
B g d 2 CT 354l b2 (80 FRESIEH A4 R d WPz d
B Ad e plE A Hikprjcar- 2@ TR EAdFIH AL DL MW BEIF
Bt > T ORENITE FA A A S 25 o 25 0544 A
VAl EG 8.83% Bk B A 15.17% A EHRBY A LS 0 L EAS ]
% 3.58% % 5 M5 1.21%% % 10 2¢00.92% - Bl 4-3 % 7 5 1 GA Ff2 ¢ iR
AR LY A 2 CT &~ W -

700

600
500 |

%9
# 400 a=1
2 o300 | WG=5
W G=10
200
100 |

O \I\ |
18300 18700 19100 19500 19900 20300

Cycle time

B 4-3 feis e CT A 1 B
4.3 B2 AR B AT

£H5t GA ST * chide > AP B8 - & PIehiic @ RIGE > 12 4T Sl iR

S AR R RS R TP Sl ] RS AR RS A A M
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lfxﬁi‘%’}‘r" W
BRI agneg o VUFRE AL & ™ MJS < ] n i 40> 100
B0 F RRIIE 3% EA BT Jeal e Bl 43 % & 440
0.8% [
S
g 0.6% |
23 \ —— MJS40)
S 0.4% I - " —=— MJS(100)
5}
3=
0.2% = L -
0.0%
1% 3% 5%
Mutation Rate
B] 4- 4 Mutation Rate vs. Error
% 4-9 RFFHFAL B P E
Mutation rate
. 1% 3% 5%
Size of MJS
40 0.24% 0.23% 0.22%
100 0.55% 0.45% 0.45%

2R fEpER S G
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50

40
. MIS(Q20)
O
O
\g 0 b —— MIS(40)
= —=— MJS(60)
D
§ 20 MIS(80)
2 —— MIS(100)
10
/
O L 4 i * i * ]
1% 3% 5%
Mutation Rate
Bl 4-5 Size of MJS vs. Elapsed Time
o 4- 10 R % 51 KEET OP
S 20 40 60 80 100

1% 0.02 1 25 45

3% 0.02 1 27 46

5% 0.09 1 30 49

Tl REEFE L
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432 *# R | 247

SFEM AT AL LMIS A E n=100 R®F R LG 3%E b0 £ A
LA AL S 10 1825532400 ARG TR R F LS ] B

R Jﬁ*ﬁ’f$h%@@w’&$%W?Wimﬁum'ﬁ’
Fl LR R ] R F ;f;\zsp,f,ﬂr«nmpﬁ,fﬁ??*r,,,mfﬁﬁ%( A b P\)‘f\xaﬂi
-ﬁklimﬁ*, ‘H T\ﬁ;’ ’Fﬁ_#é_ *{-Am%]ﬁp\ "&["E]45£Z\46°
—=— Average Elapsed Time(sec)
50 —— Average Error(%) 1.4%
3 0 L 112%
2 1 1.0% §/
= i
S 1 0.8% %
8} O
S ol 104% Z
3 1 0.2%
<
0 0.0%
10 18 25 32 40
Population size
] 4- 6 Population Size vs. Elapsed Time & Error
F A 11 AR HEL B2 KRR R
Population size 10 18 25 32 40
Error 1.21% 0.79% 0.45% 0.24% 0.11%
Elapsed time(sec) 2 8 14 23 44
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RliE3 dpg <t i) » 23 Rt @y ‘*%;}F, D1 EEESAGER AL AT B
£ 20%73] 50% o

AETL AN A Y Bf RehE e B AGY k5 6 AGV F fElkcs 1 5 o
A S5 2 peniEE T o 0 ES S kd 2P (dlspatching policy) » 3 B d1— r E |
w4 Aird o4 i&{&«’ it 25 »x A& 4 (throughput) 5 P & erdficH #2558 o F 44+ >
Bl 1R Ll p A 500 FIPL AR LA TR 2 ok KRR IR ) S
MIJS + i 100 pF > 5 I H i (i) 2 B 5 o

FUOIBOL L -G B E PR L AER AT 5 - NP-complete ° 7
BAFTEEATIRE 2 OR  RPFT0fE A FHF R AL P AR ‘
TASRE s AR U o B I 0 1 R L 2 R 6
5—«1 R "izm._kﬂi%]v?i*f%"’ P %g (e i B R R~ PSSR R AR
FOPE G el 224 ARG niSER T4 B B E - R & ALY ﬁd Lingo8.0
WIS MR EEEREEE P IERET Y RBRFEATR A TR S 2 2}\?.4 BL o

MG R T ATRAL 0 PR B ok ST AGV] 0 [p2lk=2 > es| Cio T i
AGV1 5o 4va 852 5o 1 B4k B3R 52040 ¥ ¢ > MJS eh+ /] 5 0~100 >
Jhd § v 3R ES» ko] it MIS P CTod 01 (2 f & 16 5 ehde 1 PEY 5 & 4ofE 2
e LPFEL G A a0 ..o axn by by e ;ﬁd g s N A 4 20 21
2 ende 1 pFERF > 4 B 4 3 30(min)~300(min) sk &

FMAEZ SRR AR KL 0 REF L 3% 1
MJS < | 5 0~100 R KL » 2 GA £ H CT 2 $Hfpcha 2 A 5o ¥ ¢ » & B R
RPN BAF R PR AL T MIS & o] 51000 £ A W EHRFSF 1%5%% * 8 ) 5
10~ 18253240 {77 B A7 o S - 4 7| endcEplid(s > S S 30
s LR 1%) & REFFR &1 280 -

5.2 &

FEAILIUFERE AT ART AT S AH AHETF AGV IRIEZ
AA LR RLEr EH BT B S F R A 5 A B kit e T
1 1
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- 1 N = 2 A

T —1ype 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
P, 158 | 228 | 285| 219| 223 59 92| 146| 106| 260
Py, 287 32| 1s8| 12| 205 | 152 | 233 | 102|186 | 222
PT fype 1 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20
P, 8| 267| 155| 159| 202| 241| 229 67| 174|287
Py, 57 78| 199 | 293 9 | 200 | 145 93| 243|183
F oAl PR

T —ivpe 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
Py 37 101 204 32 39 289 31 251 61 120
Py 92 125 229 59 143 225 94 129 186 104
PT fype 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20
Py 288 240 296 63 278 40 41 249 128 245
Py; 278 107 32 139 130 155 206 117 159 116
EEN R 2=

T —type 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
Py 140 132 95 149 110 270 162 290 267 216
Py 106 47 229 140 121 163 166 32 162 125
PT type 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20
Py 219 176 80 156 134 282 119 286 177 230
Py; 62 128 243 213 218 161 185 36 55 84
S et 1 PR

T ——1ype 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
Py 114 95 154 234 249 215 285 271 199 91
Py 175 35 167 192 219 285 122 131 225 74
PT e 1 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20
Py; 154 215 149 105 276 65 201 170 226 252
Py 129 124 137 37 255 166 153 256 220 103
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T —ivpe 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
Py 244 283 91 154 293 33 203 119 135 89
Py; 43 52 281 268 128 86 197 190 291 167
PT fype 1 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20
Py 152 193 135 51 140 46 120 160 36 193
Py 286 143 118 271 40 280 169 147 110 48
E R R <

T —iype 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
Py 184 40 285 236 271 45 172 64 255 75
Py; 158 98 70 222 267 293 284 261 178 215
PT type 1 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20
Py 71 103 282 53 159 288 41 242 82 48
Py 44 181 133 167, (::278 | 204 160 | 280 118 165
%= el pERF

T —type 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
Py 247 271 276 164 177 121 202 66 290 216
Py 86 107 296 104 62 92 103 219 224 209
PT type 1 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20
Py 179 219 122 55 135 228 226 88 125 289
Py 145 73 290 288 47 257 293 121 130 146
ENRN R 2=

T —ivpe 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
Py 169 187 218 281 74 117 232 181 163 241
Py 270 41 95 194 148 212 69 112 67 184
PT fype 1 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20
Py 155 164 77 227 | 238 | 258 89 149 | 292 186
Py 98 269 150 | 238 101 256 122 160 | 245 | 254
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Job

pT——ype 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
Py 83 160 106 83 240 46 79 111 242 74
Py 200 106 197 244 77 50| 209 59 87| 206
PT fype 1 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20
Py; 289 128 65 138 44 225 211 159 234 112
Py; 92 283 212 281 298 163 236 261 237 249
FLaiel R

T —iype 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
Py 52 201 85 291 291 42 62 128 140 89
Py; 102 115 212 243 272 238 202 75 297 247
PT fype 1 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20
Py 211 106 123 171 40 165 48 181 110 115
Py; 298 121 47 75 121 171 230 110 52 30
- b1l R

pr—ype 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
Py 147 40 164 37 86 159 247 194 | 263 234
Py 149 100 190 262 230 241 75 280 59 150
PT type 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20
Py 101 85 112 184 111 242 142 82 260 45
Py; 176 288 184 137 61 220 214 241 90 288
¥ bl PR

T —ivpe 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
Py 298 89 193 225 206 | 294 | 251 56 | 202 35
Py; 206 264 224 246 291 257 236 191 195 119
PT e 1 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20
Py 208 203 81 87 197 81 135 283 161 189
Py; 171 166 49 139 275 111 61 35 190 | 265
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T —1ype 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
Py 37 216 191 273 222 102 136 43 65 88
Py; 235 82 156 111 215 34 135 185 48 44
PT e 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20
Py; 248 105 202 92 114 249 97 209 255 54
Py 68 215 187 181 125 158 133 57 143 86
Fltw mbe 1 pER L

pT—iype 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
Py 94 260 236 149 113 156 251 104 200 101
Py; 256 239 106 223 91 213 122 177 68 282
PT fype 1 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20
Py 197 172 259 51 173 220 101 108 154 115
Py 295 54 189 239 220 43 102 196 140 241
FLT bR

T —type 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
Py 115 233 223 241 188 130 | 269 95 76 139
Py 272 71 257 299 127 296 80 96 120 198
PT type 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20
Py 272 65 291 137 237 94 39 259 68 150
Py; 213 157 164 296 295 155 229 169 239 74
b2 e PER

T —1ype 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
Py 158 228 285 219 223 59 92 146 106 | 260
Py 287 32 158 152 295 152 233 102 186 222
PT e 1 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20
Py; 82 267 155 159 202 241 229 67 174 287
Py 57 78 199 293 96| 200 145 93 243 183
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T —ype 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
P, 277 47| 142 120 101| 249| 157] 82| 48| 118
P, 42| 49| 20| 282 92| 141 144| 159 41| 74
PT fype 1 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20
Py 165 230 258 50 51 122 40 166 104 241
Py; 272 228 192 212 185 262 103 70 48 74
FLANEA IR

pT—iype 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
Py 57 86 181 278 63 46 70 157 196 160
Py; 41 69 33 43 290 95 245 121 52 206
PT fype 1 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20
Py 259 117 84 198 295 92| 282 105 146 139
Py 259 42 73 68 295 36| 218 168 95| 261
e R T N = 2

T —ype 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
Py 286 193 270 153 251 196 | 278 77| 282 140
Py 92 161 235 34 150 243 229 139 277 271
PT type 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20
Py 45 249 67 83 103 34 150 155 258 84
Py; 125 32 84 193 83 231 281 143 171 211
¥ Lebeal PR

T —1ype 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
Py 82 71 99 135 295 56 85 188 | 217 | 283
Py; 220 222 151 164 186 275 182 190 131 95
PT e 1 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20
Py 192 236 169 204 | 218 | 293 62 156 | 228 | 253
Py; 252 119 221 167 92 268 126 155 199 132
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