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An Ant Colony Optimization Approach to Scheduling

Flowshop Manufacturing Cell

Student : Yi-Hsun Li Advisor : Dr. Muh-Cherng Wu

Department of Industrial Engineering and Management
National Chaio Tung University

Abstract

Ant Colony Optimization (ACO), a type of meta-heuristic algorithms, has been
widely used in solving complex space-search problems. Most prior research focused
on how to apply or enhance ACO to various problems. Aside from the traditional
track, this research examines a new research issue—Can the adoption of a new
solution representation scheme improve the performance of ACO? A Flowshop
Manufacturing Cell Scheduling Problem with- permutation is used as the problem
context, and two ACOs are compared. The twao algorithms, essentially the same in
algorithmic flow, are distinct in using two different solution representation schemes
(respectively called Syiq and Spew). Noticeably, Sqiq was developed by prior studies and
Snew 1S by Wu et al. (2011); the two algorithms are named ACO-Sgig and ACO-Spew
accordingly. Extensive numerical experiments reveal that the two algorithms performs
equally well in small setup time (LSU) scenarios. Yet, ACO-Sp,, outperforms
ACO-Sgy at small and medium setup time (SSU/MSU) scenarios. This finding
highlights an important new research track—exploring new solution representation

schemes while applying meta-heuristic algorithms to various space-search problems.

Keywords: Ant Colony Optimization, solution representation, scheduling



e

Amv E@ ol R ﬁ’ﬁiﬁﬁﬁ{iiﬁﬁﬁﬁiw%%ﬁ%§°%ﬁ&

Bt EERS o Z XY LR BRI NER BABLHEL R

FFFORAR ~ ook e 2 fRARAL 0 X P RKET 0 f e Ead E

ERAHN O RALEMTY PEF LS FUREXY o . RBRFA E K
A

Bk B4R bt e TRB TS W L AR R A

RS EY BRI REOREY FA ST SRR E T
BAREGHREERGY DD F BT RGP En R - LRAA
ERHP AT e FIF AR EY A i RA LA R
SO oA AR o BTN R MR G SRl B A% SRR B R

TE;EL ;’/ L‘lﬂ' “gijrfj'ggﬂi/ 7]%5\.'F'|,(J|I§ g\;ﬁﬁ"‘“o
1

B s 0 FFu| R B B FehpA o ah~FERPF LA gk g L 4F -
ol g AP AP LS EHERY LR MG S E K3 F MR |

[klzgl % E1 % R Bh é’f’%ﬂ;i‘ Fo gty ﬁugﬁ«\a[ﬁgg@;\: B E IR A



B et b e bt ettt e et e beebeebeettent et e teetesteabearearean iv
SRR PPR USRI v
Fe B et a et ettt e be s beebeeaeeaeeaeenaeneas vii
23 2= viii
B bbb 1
(R el - OO 1
(I i L 2
AT e o OO 2

e 1;1% T B et tesee et te et n ettt R et R et Rt R e Rt et e R et R et R e Re et e R et et ene et ene et e neens 5
A R Ry AR sk ¥ Tt 5
7 I R S 7
2.3 kRF & i F 502 (AntColony. Optimization, ACO).......cccocvveveeverannn 9
E R S e e e 13
T = U T S | O G | = 13
32 BT B e e TS o oot 13

R T €2 T 4 SO OO 14
R £ A O S OO 14
3.3.2 FTHE 2 72 oot 15

B4 R B T U T I e 16

35 IREEENFEZEIRIEEEZ DR e, 20
35.1 EfEREZERF RGN T E 2 20
352  RTfEAEEEME R E LR e, 22

FE R BB IR E e 23

A1 B BB oo 23

B2 ACO I T cvvreieeeeeeeeseetee e eseee e s es s na s 24
B.2.0 32 F B (D) oo 24
8.2.2 P B F B(Lnax) eveeerererersiisesessssssessssessessssessssesssssssessass s sensssessans 25

B3 BIZETE B oot 26

BA B BRI T oo 26

A5 LB B A AT et 27
451 BB 5L A 4T B oo 27
852 B35 H T i 29



-~ R BREET dsi(%)

35

%

vi



P

% P&

20~ MCSP AR B % R oo 7
2.2\%:;%\42:;;#9&;@;;% ...................................................................................... 8
2.3~ AR R AT M 2 oo 9
4.1\;ﬁgz’ Wm\ T 25
I B i T L 25
F R B SRS LTt L T 26
F N B e L 31
E R SO 31

vii



E‘]Zl‘/?ﬁb-ﬁzz‘ g *’f# .............................................................................................. 7

22101 22 31 2% EREE LT 6]F s 8
B23~101 22 31 2% UATHEE £ 7 6] F s 9
B 3.1y B3 2 3B 72 77 Bl 15
B 3.3 % I B B e 16
B34~ 33 TR AL 40 T B 16
B 3.5 % ACO £ A AR oo 17
B 3.6~ & H I8 72 FHBT Bl 18
BB 3.7 B8 02 7F Bl 19
3.8 ACO A4 Ej24E22 22 P HERARR > M= 1 2% 5 b, 21
B 3.9 ACO & # 3724 E 2 2 f28 P EITARR] oo 22
Bl ALY LB TATIR L 72 2 20L F s 28
B 4.2 3734 i3 v B34 S PTEIET s 28
B 43~ 3 ff34 EE T L = Gt L s 29
@44\#’?;3’*7\&/:7»%]/‘%)&% 2T BCEGT 29

viii



23
!
L
x
¥

1173 % R

FERCEFFFFONFE LM E ERS S REASF R F
Jrotgir i fanZ 1A% TP AR RSN A {dEI 22 E
(e FRIZA)EL P22 A EN 2 A2) Y > Flek 2 AAEH 20
4 A& Nz - - H A5V % si(Cellular Manufacturing System, CMS) - & 7 I
FEEZ@ DI RE A2 -

~#lig ks E - 463 v He(Group Technology) s * » ¥ - A& 55 %

H
44235825 %1554 3 (Job Shop)easiie 2 Az ;¢ 4 & (Flowshop) e »

>

R SR R CRAEAFT IR WER Y T A > HFH A
(Manufacturing Cell, MC)&_d —~ ¥ ® = & F 93¢ #F < 8 & h4 &% (Part
Family) o - 2 5% 5d - #FE 3 pk & 4pide 1 7 R 2ore > gt 7 R
FEERTEN LI SEECAI AR RGO AXTET B 2R ERR
(Among Part Family)sn4 # "8 5 » 2 QB P g 1 %4 1 % (Within Part
Family) e 1 g B oo 8§ b st s i anengtfg B AEAL SO S T H AR 4
(Manufacturing Cell Scheduling Problem, MCSP) -

MCSP #if2 4p b cr= 3 42 > = Z @ 5 NP-Hard F* 48 (Schaller, 2000) » # F*
ARBCR < P T EE L AR N ) B RG] (RS - B ]
Rp) A AR U B)RTE R T i RS LA B SR g
;% (heuristic) & E & fx## ;% (meta-heuristic);& & /2 & 4f% o iz fag ;8 2 B B it
HE R A N AL EOERN RET TR - T REE LA
B DS A A T A FfR o dpRg 2 2 ¥ R eng L A TR B 2 (Genetic Algorit-
hm, GA) ~ #-#%:9 X j* (Simulated Annealing, SA) ~ =+ ¥ /% & ;> (Particle Swarm

Optimization, PSO)--- % -



POLATR AR EE T E R SRR § 8- H Y RIS TR BT
B #p 1% (Sequence Dependent Family Setup Times, SDFST) ek % » & 7&5’3}& el g

BT EEE L% ER A baf LB o
127 1 R34

bR WS 2 3 (Flowshop)ptde o + & b fl3 i =~

(Manufacturing Cell)® » 1 2% Z RS S 2873 - > P e 18RS - §k
RO EG HE X ARG WA 2 & flig H ~ (Pure Flowline Manufacturing
Cell) o gt #b > Jo P& 5 8 A 4P 12 ROE & PF R 2 B 24 7] (Permutation) s 1+
» A AFPTREDEE B A AFE R B B RS R AL
B LY SR AT B - SO EM I ER o B D S s S e
UE R E L PR - 5 B R e R A TR R AL A TR B
£ B AR R TOE B PR 200 At Bl i B o A i AT (Flowshop MCSP with

SDFST under Permutation Schedule Problem) — & & #7273 i & eyt 42 R° 47 -
13 =5 8448

WE RPN EE BEBNAEZAAE RS ARE SRR A 2

PR R R eR B FAROST o6 A N B B - 9
FEEHOFRFN - AP EF R T PR R RUFE F Y R0 F (8
e AN LE: FE i anpies - o DR TR Y A R R
FIE R Fe A 1R R FNEE S IR ER] o iz FR A 4 G R E dgra
ERRFERAEETA4afE 2 L AAFREZORT £ L e
w b frh g TR E N RAE A o A Wuetal (2011) i 2 ¢ 0 SRR 2
m:r.*"f fRim v el ot frend i S € 2R - ;,zﬁaFW%‘rm‘é‘ﬁémIEv

- ARG AR RO E AR P RF R A € A 2 & R N o ok i



At Wuetal (2011)sh~ A * >> A Fig b2 V- Y aviad d 2 R H A
P L U ARk ROEEEH PF R 2 onArsN i H S g B 45 (Flowline MCSP
with SDFST under Permutation Scheduling Problem) -

BARIE B K R BATIRE R L 2 ATenfRd i R A4 -
BEAEZAFEP T A BEE AR PR E v R ER L - KRR
hd I e F]P o A AR TAAKT Wuetal (2011)#7f2 4 &2 % Sk G V7
¥ ;% (Ant Colony Optimization, ACO) & 2 ¥ TR 7|4 |2 & "8 R 4n ik & & & p*
Bz imAps i B A2 P 4L T 27 Linetal. (2000b) e % 4 iE 2 ot o 3R ¥
WA LRG0 AATIRER Y AR ERAER L LT bk

B wE A L G - RALAA R o
14 253

A A e AR AR AR R R Ap ke TR E G 2T
NEGE AR R R A R A R e f B A & 2 KRR
e R S

By % B 48 Wu et al. (2011)- 35 2~ p& Schaller et al. (2000) 54 2% 4-#< >
B Bk s A E Y B EAERT REEERER e T AL
T oM 1 R oEgccnie & > 230E 30 fFH o R & id 2 5 Linetal.
(2009b) # # F|ehifz & di2 2 Wuetal (2011) 42 Flergrja itk o5 a4 2 %
fo b dk¥F B iE x5 2 (ACO) e 7 30 EF B P sk > RS PFoRES P EED
T IDRAfR S A R o

AR PR g rE gk 5 & < =3 @ (Makespan) 0 ﬁ}“‘\“‘ 24

IRl 2FRL B AL A F R e LR (B - B 2R E) o



15 % -;v;&g:ﬁ_

i}]\?c _ = RS .
D U i +
Tk o % - F EAPR e FREIE o ¥ = F
- = F

PR AT B R T S ok e
FREB T T O RGN TR ARRP ) TP
N Y

Av\ﬁ'o“"‘r'ﬁ E L
e HIg oS BRI AKRT Ny



ok RTE
AP T LR L A AR R B LA g H AR AR A
ﬁéﬁ%ﬁ&ﬁﬁﬁﬁ’isaﬁz%+$’“— PEE Rl & AL
FofE E o NP EEH R R RA G DY > R 2 SRR

Rtk
ES Suwe ©

21 B A iganiigs 2

I s oo 2 E(Part Family) 2 Flg 4 A A2 f Ra ¥ B L Bl L3

(Cell) o F1H i3k | A3+ £ 2 A& FHe

!
|4
Rt
3
3
V_fy;\v
“
sy
Sbig
Y=
|
[
[
T_
+

R s & F 5o

HEAUG ARSI FFeh- BHeppimanE™ 2 -7 & kj 24 5 p Bl R
ST Y o ipthend AR 4L B4 £2 7 ¢ (Schaller etal:, 2000) = #.p % NP-hard e
FAL - RFFR AT R ¢ S F R AR S A D dpdc A o 2 g YRR
F1%* & i i~ = 2 (Optimization Method) +<{# & i& 2 - ]t > 1T # kipsg ¥4 F F
XS EE N A E BRI E R

7 Schaller et al. (2000)#% < © » 72 3 en¥ - H ¥ n4e % @i © = (pure flow-

shop manufacturing cells) st 42 B* 42 > 12 B | & B2 (PCB) /g £ 9 " % o fbF

S
aul

F it SMT(Surface Mounting Technology) = EO D B Ly Eo iy
EN A AR 2 CMD k2> $ v v - BEACEFNREZ R RS
oG EHEP CMD ehd 3t fids - 2 ¢ CMD #_d Campbell-Dudek-Smith’s
procedure(C) ~ Modified NEH procedure(M) % Descent heuristic(D) = f&£x s ;% & &
Flea s Cp fFa 2% p 141 A (Within Family Sequence) st 4z » M f # 1
2% fF 4c 1 K (Among Family Sequence) » D { 7 3 :& CM hig % & F -

5



# Francaetal. (2005)¢ - iT=¥ ﬂ} | * & f& i€ i % & % (Evolutionary Algorithm
) - & FiF & ;2 (Genetic Algorithm) 2 :x 2 if & & & ;2 (Memetic Algorithm with Lo-
cal Search) - % 4<fz £ Schaller et al. (2000)— ket fefi%g - H ¢ > L
For &y v e % i 28 45 (Population Structure) & 47 it 4 E B~ % £ ‘e (Rec-
ombination)d] = 3 K enE S FE > WA TR S AfEST o A LB FERIAR
%P E_fF VA2 4o~ T R0 F (Local Search)#s 41 > H 7 fe 3 4o iR e ® X
S W iE T & 2 iF P~(Selection for recombination)i 42 s B0 SR IR B 2 o0
%0 A FIF 5 2 2 CMD (Schaller et al., 2000);% & i -
% Hendizadeh et al. (2008)# » T4 & 17 f& # % 3% ;# (Tabu Search, TS)#
w efF 5 2 & F 32 Schaller et al. (2000) %2 Franca et al. (2005)4p I et f2 ¥ 4%
T AR 2 L B AN FE 2 P FAR & S 4R i 154 (Intensification and divers-
ification schemes)=1% F o f’r-‘g 9% 2 %ﬁé IFR I 225 4k i (Intensify and diversify)
BEGHR)? 7o A RFT RSB A ROE LT & I R fE o &
#§ 2 1 CMD (Schaller et al’, 2000) 2 -MA (Franca et al., 2005)* #& - 3% I eh7 f&iF

e ]‘\mr-r'%frﬁi&%mﬁ’# T HE s X 1) TSISAUR B Ao EbdF o HERE A

be » H19 L 0% (Simulated Annealing, SA)srPE 4 148 FIRIFR L 2 SV IEH 0
wEE D - BRIEOT R PEFE G RIS DREE REHF

Lin et al. (2009a)# ! - == 2 %819 L k ff22 Schaller et al. (2000) - Fran-
caetal (2005)% Hendizadeh et al. (2008)4p I et A 1¥ 48 o 3 45 BE 230 17 12 2
& > #2.3% (Cauchy function)B~ % & ¥eficfz T L2 ¢ ot 7% § 2 4238 (Boltzmann fu-
nction) - # £ REEI < }gkah% dy e E v i > 4o CMD (Schaller et al., 2000) ~ MA
(Franca et al., 2005) ~ TS/SA (Hendizadeh et al., 2008) 2 & %k i L ;% (SA) % >
FEFREFBEToREER -

% Linetal (2009b) ¢ - # M= ¥ LohE FEEF N FE 2 - ATFE 2

(GA) ~ 213 L 2 (SA) 2 2 & 0F 2 (TS) - K KfE2LF TR/ 7| L0 B 4p ik Fe



R pE R i B O~ P4 R 42 (MCSP with SDFST in non-permutation) » # &1 % Jg
£ 7] 2 A& 7| (Non-permutation) -3 7 12 48 v 4 g ] 24 7| (permutation) |4
(i AR AR ad Fis 1 2kl BRI 0 LF LA
FIRIT M A B oL ARRAT L Z IC R A O ¥ Y g FEA SR A R
Phwme? o IURRSFAPEFTAE RN ET L FarLE o

% 2.1 ~ MCSP #p B = }J% CAE S

% wE BacErk 2 e (& )
Heuristic Algorithms Makespan Schaller et al. (2000)
Genetic Algorithm Makespan Franca et al. (2005)
Tabu Search Makespan Hendizadeh et al. (2008)
Simulated Annealing Makespan Lin et al. (2009b)
Genetic Algorithm Makespan Lin et al. (2009a)

22 f2&di

MCSP £ 4L » i 4 < & © GE 4 NP-hard eni? 420 < 5 s R 35 * B &

Fog 390w B % (Meta-heuristic) & Ff2 o 5 FIRfE 3 % 420 48 0 AP ¥R RTIR
PRARAIER S TN TR 2OF RS O ART LA A - &

[
-
W
!

235

P B - AjgiEZ g BE(B21) -

=z
Hy
A
|~
(p4
W

W20~ W E 2B %
R T OUTR PR AR RE AR A R i e
g A AR e AR R FEALIR(R B R TR TR

7



Ho- B2 v i fRIFEGUFRR R A 4ol FfERFT S AR Pt
F TR ] RF i € F D e 1% (Parent solution) 4 £E i 1t i

A o o Wuetal (2011)° Frié * Arfd & a2 0 A TR B2 Y 0 2 7 sy

BHomATIR A 2 R AT 2 or RO R T2 SR R iz gy

B FVF B e

w3 ¥ L 3 MCSP ¥ end fdifiZ 4 0% ah }%‘%f{giﬂl_ﬁr'r :
(1) 53432 A8 A X1 2% 41 FE 1 E%RL 2451 ARG

% 22~ %ﬁi%iﬁ%ifpf&éégk

Back 3l W - MERD)
Makespan Genetic Algorithm Franca et al. (2005)
Makespan 5.TS-based Algorithm Hendizadeh et al. (2008)
Makespan Genetic Algorithm Lin et al. (2009b)
Simulated Annealing
Tabu Search
Makespan Simulated Annealing Lin et al. (2009a)
725 B %(1)4c1 B %(2)4he1 B %(3)4e1 B

F1 F3 F2 J1 J3 J2 J5 JA J6 J7 J8 J9 J10

B 2.2~10 1 42 31 iE%E E';—,Z\ti/z‘ Z\'/TIJIJ




(&

(2) #rfz& 2 > B 50

L
v

“ﬁ‘ﬂ}%

J
7
2 2

‘%é*

#

223 AR A EF M S

bl W2 T (&)

Makespan Genetic Algorithm Lu (2009)

Makespan Genetic Algorithm Tai (2010)
Total tardiness

Makespan Genetic Algorithm Wu (2011)

J1i J2 J3 Ja J5 J6 J7 J8 J9 J10

B 23101 22 31 #ExuirhEz 4T3

=h

2.3 ¥ & 1 7 K 2 (Ant Colony Optimization, ACO)

BE 8% % 5w B 2 (Ant System, AS)E % & d Dorigo (2000a) 3t p AR R b5k
7 e T Bk ah- fE A 1 P E Eeg VIR B2 - Dorigo (2000b) 12 = AS =+ Pz
RCERE A BB iR enak Bh 0 31 01 A creg kS B 2 (Ant Colony System,
ACS) o st 5 > Dorigo & sV #-iz— 475 > 2 A I RFEE G FEZ o AF
T¢H AS indE o

ACOhAAPA A KA p ARBIRA DL ahT 5 o IR 98¢ (7

SR REGHF AR T T F % % (Pheromone) 0 % 18 d1 g Bk Y T AE

B R e S 1 IR G AR £ F T Y
BOSIRG T B L F R € AU T E - BT SWESRIE T T D

FRg RERFRAMS A EEORI AR IR 7R A ET
AECRRAETEM o AN D MBIRB S ER I R AP R R ARR 0k
Eﬁ%ﬁﬁ&W%%ﬁaoﬂ&’./%mﬁ%ﬁﬁiﬁlﬁoﬂ%ﬁ@m&ﬁ

PoEEEIR E B S KRBT B Y T R R oA L6
9



E%Jf‘_ﬁi{'jﬁ AR KRR AT E RN T T P R R #
PR R FRRBNICE ML g R A F ARSI L o - KRS 0
AT PE e ap (T T o (Pl A7 BRI € R Y REREE I3

ACOHd BBEB L F e > RPN 7 A 4T ¢
(1) * 1 #gik(Artificial ants) :

A1k E_ ACO 2 (7hg s faenAAd = 5 & BhLE S B4 ¢ it p
ZRig % (Natural ants) e (i 5 Becm k> WP L FE 2ot o 5 & L 105
i%—‘]gls.}i ”}S T Z]w JEF gy
1 §FTREFHN -

2. RAVEE Y B FIRAT N o
3. H|gpe s b Hov B (doibdrf B S g R e) i o

4, FHT - L HET HER Z G LR G o

(2) # #* % (Pheromone)

BOARR P RERR RS F T SIS RR R LS T e pARR Ay Ay

(3) # % i (Desirability) & #: & 7 (visibility)
B EN AR AR E B I )BT o 1 R R R

£ e TSP 4 5| » & & 8hendp 15#{&&%@1% Boenigdc o %Eé.l;ﬁ?_ - A

fou g
=
Pk

B GG EE BEET - BT R R K R

Fii(static) » B> BE BT H B L FHIEE RS D G TR o

10



(4) ## 4% 5 (Transition probability)

ACO - fas F Ly a2

s HOAEa% BB (TR T
B A - EHBFETT - SRS o T gD

e
1B °

2
g

A
tﬁwéﬁ‘a

(5) 47 ¥ 41 (Evaporation mechanism)

FEFB I EAPE ISR A T R L T 0 A B ehe L EEEATT BUD S 0
EFER I - R F 2 R A EF O LEALID

ST ST
oo RS B RE i
/r/k}iﬁfgmiiléi,%i%ﬂzz‘k

FA e A

x

® ATy WhERIDR AR F B

ofE-'f;é_rd]P FKIJ’&X/{ Fu
BH T B DR ¥ L & % F (Stagnation) - 42
W BATR RetaEa w2k ACO { £ & f X

REGIE P a ehiT
B fEA .

* ACO & 5 g si e w A 4] 2 £ w ] > SRv 5 7 4 2
BihE G 4 TR L %"ﬁ*?‘#@ﬁii e o g3 ACO %t 3t Rz Azt
(Flowshop) # # $ 4% F* 3% o

% Merkle and Middendorf (2005)42 » % ¥

F1# ACO g fewm ~ 4& 11 g 1505
ik (Random Ants)#2 4 & & f32 £

FE A FE 2SS W AR 4R o )
GRACOR A Y ERHH (1 B)HEDH R ERH T 2L

et L
MR PR E TSR H A EFS T - B R A1 g
ik (Artificial ants) >

i &% KE 4eip ACO

BAOF e 4 o g ) T\ﬁ*fj‘w
Bt L R KR At A -

i Gajpal and Rajendran (2006) ® - % 3% &} ATER #¥ 5. it v ;% & 72 (New Ant

Colony Optimization, NACO) % Fjz & B T_& 7|34 2

AR W ARt 4T 0 H
itk A PER R iR G B v A e o
& Changetal. (2008)% - %13 ACO £ § e s

BEL LT bR E ]

£ F ¥ L B F (Stagna-

11



tion) e 3 i 0 F] 2t IFJ‘#& 7 Generating artificial chromosomes for Genetic
Algorithm (ACGA) &k ff2 E H % A 7|4z E 24 A PRt 4g. 8 = 2
Freha ot A AT b ﬁéﬁ}%(Chromosomes)mﬁ‘i ZHoAl e 4e » ACO e
FRF O L PFEEEATAFNAPFLAFTRA T T L R B F) > kA E T
L F e g e
& Yagmahan and Yenisey (2010)¢ - iF¥ & 1 f1% 5 p kA E i E 2

(Multi-Objective Ant Colony System) &k % 5 p enE 48 5 cnP AR 48 o & 2 45
A GEA R RERSEHEF R FRILE 4o r i F & H0F 2 (Tabu Search)
BRIOF AL o BEARF T ¢ T 51 B+ = 1 P (Makespan) % i A4z P (flow-
time) & Jn e dof i S0 AP A B ] F B RFR S B P R E T A

d 4 v ek 0 ACO L% 525 BAGEY OE R EE 0 2 AR
Je# A KRR A AR AL 0 Ae FAB 2 X R 5 Ap B e ACO B 2 it
TGP TR AR R ROE R PR L e N AR R AT T AR

F* ACO 57 1L o

12



=% By
AR - GAPAFTORE S &MEF T IAER S FZ A
BF&?mZ Ff'ﬁ*%*ilz"’%‘l "'Pp’"\apg%a‘iﬁxl L,ﬁ_ﬁ,zﬁ ﬁ'&f"pﬁ%?r 1";"_“%3}\‘4

APANE > BE/ALRKPFEILFEZA2PRAEZ By LR o
31 #3 i

A L R AT 6 B - TR EE A A T A AR Bk ROR A
FREFzZ e N E A m a4 £ NP-Hard chf* 42 > "% 1 2 #cs 1 2%k
e X R KRR (R ST AR R KPR G E BEE TR
i (ACO) %k Kz o H¢ » g € B 2 f724 Ei2 (Wuetal 2011) % Ejz4 &2
(Linetal., 2010b)22 ACO Jix * h¥ra # i i s B - Rli#4Ti34 22 & ACO
g pe AT A iR R e ke e A K g s 1 = S R E(Compl-

etion-time based) s-78« < = 1 ¥ ¥ (makespan) = 45 %
3.2 B3 B

FERFNFELEERAp R FOEFEFPFRT 2 A W AR a2
I ¥ 4 —“F’fk'ﬂ 7 i > 4- Franca et al. (2005) ~ Schaller et al. (2009) ~ Lin et al.
(2009a) ~ Wu etal. (2011)% > #7124p R PP R BR | 41 % 3 = L;Je % ik 0 3
P E AT

(1) ﬁlﬂ Y ];5"[:‘[4’\ A 4%% %3' FLE\ }\‘ (Stath)/n J%;J_ E U /n fEF\: 'L 2‘\ T L Ii£ E‘f”

B2 H e BEREl a2 B REEFFF L oo a 2 4

(2) #r3 1 & ApFRE L 0 PF ¥ iE 7 2 (Ready Time=0) -
B) 141 F ek T Bohi1P iR IR a4 FERPBIT
— fﬁ;abiﬁ‘;-étl o
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(4 F- BIERNHL 2 RSB AT FR Al - B2
RoArdehl BEBIE- X RG-S e E I - R R
del - BLIE AR

(B) w1 Exp > 21 EFOFEFRERFLE A

6)

(7) &5 @HmEsd e

i % ) 0 5 (Work-in-process) #c £ & ' e

T

33 ja&iti

B o AN RR Fnfdd gz o A uE_Linetal (2009b) 7 & T ¢
Bfad i 2 Wuetal (011)#7fa % 2 > A ¥ % L PR Elig B < R4z B Aok

A

“__:J- ) 1Y l-ﬁb & 5 71 s #kﬁima}:ﬂ‘i/ﬁ‘ o i} %@ﬁ*%\ 1§/2./,‘,\1‘|'.£1rv'13 °

3.3.1 #jzd ik

F_‘-

T34 2P o AR A A BIRGF L H - Wi L1 # %41 5 (Among

Family Sequence)3® > » o471 @ E3& B cde TR A - 5 - MR G LB %
poa it 4e 300 B (Within Family Sequence) » iedxle 1 2% ¢ 1 Eade 1B R o 57
ElriR AT N QP MEI 2L E eI B oo URI3L G B AiEd b
MBAFIERMFFof LG =B 2% a1 g A 5 FI-F3-F2 o j58%(1) 4
1AMV e 20N § =2 B s w5 J1NJ24003 4e 1 A 5 J1-03-02 -
FIT S0 T o R REA Z RN 1 B RT B E4cR] 3.0 T N 2

=41 Bt J1-J3-J2-37-38-J9-J10-J5-J4-J6 -
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25 B 1)+ 1 B E(2)4 1 B #(3)4r 1 B

F1 | F3 | F2 J1 J3 J2 J5 J4 J6 J7 J8 J9 | J10

J1 J3 J2 J7 J8 J9 J10 J5 J4 J6

B 3.1~ E5fF4& &2 7 b
332 ATj2iiEiE

pr'%?gizxtilz" Epg%ﬁ*?ijg\:mf‘v 2%E 2 T1E%p4c1l B A

iz > ATfRREZ Y o riﬂé‘.;\ljﬁ’f‘i%’#iﬁ{dés—l EER E 1 N 4
lﬁaﬁ%ﬁfj}ﬁ‘!?‘g%é‘. B-de o TR SR HrL BERING) AT R FT
A1 B pF o B d 3w anf2 g iE 47 (Decoding Process) » B~ {8 ROER 2 R R 4o

1 RF o

MBI32 G b BY Ead ArfEAEE AR AR Job SRR R F B
B+ RATvEA T FL BRI IPERE od 32 B P o A A F - S
(Static)#t #2 B* %2 » #7102 4e 10 (Job) 7 s e 1 3% (Family) §_¢ e s Fpt v 1 17
FIW ¢ Family #]38 6> 3 s o fRamily 717 @ 5| £ 5 = B 2% FL-F2 2
F3o3 7 1 iEd BT 7 B 4388« fR85 0% - L Bt 1 E A
f238 > 0F S Family 70d = v ¢ f23 > A P BEALR o © FiEPLE
RV EIFL-F2-F3 41 "8 5 (B 3.3)c % = iz & a1 E3%pN 1 2adea g
Bofdd > - tid 2ot okt d g pandi 2 Flaz B Job
E ﬁ,zé%%&{Jl-Jz-JS cHT A EEL R R dE o B AcR 34 47T o G

TR AL BT kR e B

ﬁ.
T

% Fend it 41 B J1-J2-35-J3-J6-J8-J4-

J7-J9-J10 -
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Job J1 J2 | J3 Ja | J5 | J6 J7 | J8 | J9 [ J10

Family F1 | F1 | F2 | F3| F1 | F2 | F3 | F2 | F3 | F3

B 3.2~10 i Job 2 A7f2 4 i 4 7

Job J1 J2 J3 J4a | J5 J6 J7 J8 J9 | J10
Family F1L|F1|F|F3|FL|F2 ]| F3|F2|F3|F3
Family //Z// d zw+ 3

F1 | F2 | F3
Sequence

d 2+
Job JU[J2 | J3 | J4 (I |JI6 | J7 | I8 | J9 ([J10
Family \\\\\\
Sequence Fl F2 F3

IR | J] J2 [ JB5 | J3 J6 [ J8 | J4 | J7 [ J9 | J10

34 RFEB G FEZ

AEBRPFEEAAARE hofe B F T RARR ALY o ACO ek & Az~

KA Gw BHI o AR A-F 35 4
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ZF A B

v

S L5k
xR

v

{ATE S

P A
T T

Fi
B 3.5 ACO £ 7 42 ]

BB AR R e B

\ 2

FEZ R AL OB B 0 QT 2SN~ ACO i 8 Rfainde o B4 B 3

2 hld 35 L FET i 4§ 0% % Ok & (Initial pheromone » 7o) ~ # % F &

FXELFF(p) F A EN LGP IR BR(S) LIRS ER B
Beafef 2 RN T ¥ I(DHET R ETRTE tpgy) © FEFEF F ()L F R G
08~0.9 R o 7 £ A 1 iR BH(S)E > B RABWE AR LRI LIRS ERP
FHdafofR s L Flc WPV RS AR T RFERRTRIT RS (1=
(SL)™ » L 3 § M & B i (Greedy Algorithm) # 42 1 518 4 f& (makespan)

F T Y2 B - fEEOE R B2 (heuristic algorithm) o F % ke fefEd i i R

42 (Optimization Problem) o v ¥ - &% 2 e ffife st > & = ;‘i—?f;JF’K L@ e p
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HARA YR D E AR LT T LR

7~

Fhod g s g
g E AT R AR R - e Rk

%2> 7]

fz -
B 362 - Bl* § 8 &8 % Rfge 1 41 AT b0 BRI SRR
%o AT 41 PR S OP 4R o Stagel #2027 Job3 e 1 BERF B & 0 9712 Stagel € iE
# Job3- & Stage2 4217 Job2 e 1 P A gAE s 700 € JE 4% Job2e ] T Tt e o

A w2 17 3] Job3-Job2-Jobl-Job4 4 1 B oo

=>» Jobl P> Job4

Job3 > Job2

6 @
=

12

10 @
12
9 @
7
10
@ 13

B 3.6 7 4w B i kfz7 bl

L EI SLT R YRR TS 7Y
B - Bde o S SR RcE  E (R 1 #)) > & BB TR

S,

PR BRI S DR RS A T BRER T - B S aE gL
FtE atdeT

BLEdE 0 R RS - ABR O ST - MRS



[Tij(t)]a[nij]B oo .
p5 = Tegwormorme? SIS0 (23 3.)
0 otherwise

He oog(t) : S & S BIF| S B EE L APFREOF R RA

Nt REABTE AARAHT YRS AL PR A P BT R ik e

Jo(D) ¢+ 2 & BEITBG RS W R B DTRT S B E £ o

af LRI ERW IV TS ke
TR BGEESLOEESTE LT HRE2ENT - L e oI AL
WAL BEBORIFES ] P - FIARETEG foht o X5 F RS
HEZWEFFE B EWAL - A0 0 Leg B @ d "EH B hR A
AR Ba Rl T - Bagke

B 3.7 .7 I Job 4 1 e F o iRk - BAse = Jobd s FRAEGE D L T - B

Job 3% e W E ik PR (2 5 .L)3FE A F Job ek s S o AR kS w4 B
R EHRE P Jobl 500~0.4  Job2 5 0.4~0.5 - Job3 % 0.5~0.6 - Job5

5 08~10- #5424 - {8 ® 0755 >+ Job3 e f] - + 4 Job3 % T - B4

OO CFY:

Ik

@37 %ﬁ/f'}'l]l
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HFZ (AT PEFIER

F S LBkRY =W e AR LS > WE TR F' /r'?/%fﬁmi% THY T o

.‘B

B EEISRL S R R(BR)A YT TR R AT RAREL L E AT

A REPER RS R AHTE o L ATt R OV deT Apon

s
Tij(t + 1) = (1 - p)Tij(t) + z ATLS] (2\ 5\: 32)
s=1
B AT RSsEIIRAREGT T R AT PR o
s (2 &Mﬁ%%?ﬁ%ﬁﬁ%}
ATij = 4§ Ls
0 otherwise
L ¢ sk ord 4 4 et j2 en p 4 @ (4- makespan) °

Q: 35— <%z ¥#(e.g *100)

L R S 4 L E e
ACO iz if i ¥R TS HNEFEFIE - Bl 8N Fdkedp)- =
ﬁii L ',E'-—(tmax)%'/%—'k R tmax ot FS— £ 45 3 (step)w:}& mﬁh i 4:_(E %a"

e 1 ER)W L B E 2 0 PR B A B if 2% 52 (4 makespan) o

3L RBEGMNFEZE AR A E 2 PR

B fR 4 T AL B SRR R 4 g
DLE R RS TR
351 ¥EfRi:EZEREEGVFEZ

EE- S RER 2 I PR R SR T
(Family Sequences) » — 3% (> F_& B 2% ] 1 e 1 B0 B PINHF A AILE
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Wz iFiT, o1 @ * 3 ACO P » & Tt 2 d X g ki i o

PR 38 KM FAFIEERALET RS Sho b FATR LA B A
BEnlo B LA T R MBS A S B R AFY A B
EH G BB EREFROT N ILAS WY A T A g A2 X
FALIFRFRBEORMOF A AL ERREc F L A2 g AP R
Z i HOjh- FARMEL T RALGVE R o F]pt 20 (8 40k 1HF G % kA )
#1734 8572 ACOH I » A 2 BHRIAVERE » Bfs1 s - 4= 2
FoBREGE T IEERE L ERNL Fed BFAL T EOp R

L
B ©°

—_

A i family
%Aﬁﬁ
B ¥ B

Solution Structure

2
2 Family
F1 F2 F3
Seauence
8
7 2

\ y y Y
g 1k .
e Family F1* F2* F3*
g P Sequence*

[

& New Solution
\
+ ¥ Makespan
B 3.8~-ACO 22 Ejfe4&id22 22 p B 428 > ©=1 %5 b
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STULfEA L EH - BB T 0 % 3t ACO b PF 0 0F - HIBHR k2R AT
hofik enfR o R enfa v L0 - R & TS bt W SE- P fRmEE

%
At

CE DI KPR pEE ST o 1% ACO = 374 2 f2 A2 Bl 4o B 3.9 47

I °

Solution Structure

/i:" / i;if__" f@‘ ?\: ﬁu
& Mixed
Structure
ERE
- B ER B
R
WE B Structure

4

New Solution

v
/ %75 (Decoding) /
v

3+ 5 Makespan
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Fri REREREES

W TR AEE e AR A TR Y 2 (GAE 2Rt Efad dik i
(Wuetal. 2011)> % 7 % 8 3 4784 224 o . ACO B — KP4 IR
“rrr AFT g i@ * 22 Schaller et al. (2000)4p fe shiRlZE R8> RiciFA A4 &

AR o T RS NP F R T RS
41 REBHEAR

AFE g e B - %P Schaller et al. (2000) » H B 40T ¢
(1) 1 & &5 3048 5 a2 pr F PRS2 323 » fe U[L1,10] -
(2 7=/ PRHENEFFRF
® Small setups (SSU) « U[1,10]
® Medium setups (MSU) -U[1,50]
® Large setups (LSU) : U[1,100]
(3) & fBACH PERY T % A 5 10 fAlE B B4
® {3-3}-{3-4}-{4,4}~{5-5}-{5-6}-{6-5}~{6-6}-~{8>
8} ~ {10 - 8} ~ {10 > 10}
(4) 1 2% p cha s PRACHATE 323 4 fr U[L,10] -
(5) % = &%
® EfENB s Fa 15 Bipk hseed
® SR BELyE30 57 kg A4 30 Likdp
® W% L 30X HIhnTis
® Pl 3(FAPR) X 10(E L) X 15(seeds) X 30(F ") X

2(# 2:2) =27000(=)
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42 ACO $-#kc&K =

AR B E S BCR T AT
D FaFF%Fp=08¢

(2) * 15 BES =) ni SEA B o

) it EH WS ¥ (o, B) = (1,2) »
(@ﬂﬁ#%@ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁiﬁﬁmfﬁﬁwmo@&&ﬁz%o

FRIHE- BRFDPREFEEF O RE T R FATESTRT AP
FHT 3K 103-05% 08 PEFEFFT AL ] P E AR
KT Bk Erk 4l AP Cn 2 Cteow it itfiddiz 2 g3 d
FedenT 5+ % 1 pF R (Makespan) » Ave.(%) % & T 35:c L & > Tn(sec) % Tt(sec)
NEATREAEE 2 B A E 2 2 RFEPT > Gap(sec) ™t & KA R eh i &

(Tn(sec)-Tt(sec)) = &4 ¢ 7 1L R3] » A= 467 5 5T » $BSFH 2 &3

%

g
PRFLAED O RARFFIR A LA PFIRLLE TR AP R
m; -E o IE d %'\08 Lﬂbﬁr_& %éﬁ:{:z\ 13312- 1'\ ﬁ*fiﬁ—,ﬁ; s t""'r,l',( ttj\ﬁjqj ’:‘:}:L

45508
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% 4 1“?@%/%?@5?—?—?5@ =5

Average of all Scenarios ( Evaporation rate = 0.3)
Cn Ct Ave. (%) | Tn(sce) | Tt(sec) |Gap(sec)
404.62 404.79 0.11 62.30 20.54 -41.76
Average of all Scenarios ( Evaporation rate = 0.5)
Cn Ct Ave. (%) | Tn(sce) | Tt(sec) |Gap(sec)
404.55 404.77 0.12 62.45 20.56 -41.89
Average of all Scenarios ( Evaporation rate = 0.8)
Cn Ct Ave. (%) | Tn(sce) | Tt(sec) |Gap(sec)
404.48 404.68 0.11 62.66 20.23 -42.43

422 ¥ F ¥ B(tn)

AT R TR AR GEARIDF VS R LR EIRE

ERE R S e LN ] B P MV

FfE S A REPFREREE D F N

=3

35 M i o & (Margin value) » 7]t o Hp i3k 2
e

A 422 2 437 Tola D] ) MEF R N B 4 > A iR R R s

ER R A £

o BRF e KBTS ERE e R A D ek K R
@ﬁgl%kﬁaﬁrfm£W§M}Zg°%ﬁ%?ﬁ@ﬁ%@ﬁw%§%ﬁ

@ % o drar iz 10000 #ig & oo F)p o AFT R P HP R Bk 25 10000 o

242 F pofear KT RS

Jedt P B S
et AL REIE T2
300 948.60 | 969.07
1000 941.53 | 957.80
2000 939.80 | 955.80
5000 936.13 | 949.13
10000 | 931.73 | 940.07
50000 [ 920.60 | 930.40
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% 43 % fe T ac it BT KRR

fear it it R jEpE A R
Jear | B A | Arhd2
300 2.78 8. 39
1000 8.23 27. 46
2000 15. 19 52.11
5000 40. 47 131. 11
10000 75. 87 275. 51
50000 [ 375.51 |1154.45

4.3 RIFEERR

RIFRFRBEERE T o™
(1) i@ * 75 : C++
(2) %332 ( Compiler) : MSVC9.0
(3) 4 B 1% 1 (IDE) : Visual Studio 2008
(4) & * iT% % % (0S) : Windows 7 Enterprise 32-bits

(5) =Bt ( Memory) : 4G

(6) ® < k2 % (CPU) : AMD Athlon(tm) II X4 640 Processor 3.00 GHz
44 225
AT P T HEODJo1q Frobjpey * A2 B h BfEEEE 2 AR A G2 WP R

S E e FREFAoA AL AT o B =3 PR (makespan) 5 dptk o F R E %

Fo L HRRP 4o

(1) Scenario 4p M FEAR R F PFRE hx ] > K = = 5 1 SSU ~ MSU ~ LSU -

TRTS S IHETLY

”Lr;}'q- mﬁxm A

st > 1
"l‘F

(2) Makespan t§ % 2 & B £ R c4p B P P AT
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NEREES T SRR EF EIEDFCEE JC)

Ne: @ f#fEd i A2 p R BT £ o o -
DR AR D R RS S i
Co: # BT ATRLEZ ST RNNTIOP R0

Ci:# A8 T ERidZza RN anTHp i

vg. (%) @ F AT 0 30 £ i iE e e L

AL TR L F ()2 0 B 0objgE 0bjpew s Bl B BfEd L E

f24 5 u? & ACO & fedichp L

— (Objold - Objnew)
0bjoiq

=% ﬁ';;) o

= =1 $ic o

o

o

» 11002 5 o

She
—

(3) Computation Time # 5 Fef# & B FH oo pr fF endiz > T4l > & i 4™ o

([ T(SEC):/%}’,”’ i }I%’;f_ngcog/_;:g é_?#lﬁ‘]

%\'/‘0

Ti(sec) : H 24 di2 g * % ACO & 4 30 £ 5K

%\‘/‘~ °
Gap: 2 REFEFR 1 i Eo 23N 40T 0

Gap =T(s) — Tn(s)

45 VR E %7

wm

B2 % 4 TR A A B RIEP % - MR

b

¥ =

PPN e i S =

451 FEE N LSS

Bt B A ik kil o Bdp TR A MO 94234 0

AL BT S TeE kg o AT U AT|RTEL S
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SRR Ce R

liﬂﬁﬁ*ﬁé‘:ﬁ&’ ”f/

Tt el A 47 %

2 fie b ACO enffiag

Fefr o i T



2307 0§ R 205 A B EIRAEE o A NF B A KR 59 43
FyepE AP 0 AT g enfid > AV R e

ARIAL Y BT Gk 2RO N T AT E SR Y AR RO TR A ik A T
Fand e L (GRE F A 0); AEE A A hFR(SSU 2 MSU)T s i
BB o bW A2 B EHBT o ATEA G VR RERAEE - LH 43
PR A FRT(W o McE 2 RREKA F) AfEAERF LTS - ARI44 Y

BAEFL EREE B ST DR T o AR A E LR .

Makespan

4
H\

o

R
N

4

(%)

G33) | 84 [ @4 | 55 | G56) | 65 | 66) | (88) | (108) [(10,10)
——SSU | 008 | 024 | 040 | 015 | 043 | 019 | 028 | 018 | 0.22 | 0.14

— -MSU| 013 | 004 | 007 | 027 | 020 | 034 | 052 | 042 | (0.06) | (0.10)
~==LSU| 004 | 000 | 005 | 007 | 009 | (0.22)| 0.12 | 0.07 | (0.79) | (0.26)

Bl A1 & AR5 T AT 4 2 2 s

-q)
L

30
25
. 20
A5
gt 10
5
0
(33) | 34 | (44) | (55) | (56) | (6,5 | (6,6) | (88) | (10,8) |(10,10)
——3su | 8 13 21 16 24 19 22 19 18 18
— -MsuU| o9 12 15 18 19 19 24 20 16 14
——=1LSU| 6 8 7 16 18 10 15 16 9 13

Bl 4.2 ~ #7f3 4 300 B fE 4 4 h=t et
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AT £ % it

25

20 —

‘A\\ .

G3) | G4 [ @49 | 55 | 56 | 65 | 66) | 88 | (108) [(10,10)
——ssu| 20 | 12 4 4 0 0 0 0 0 0
— -MSU| 20 | 15 | 10 2 2 0 0 1 0 0
~==1LSu| 22 | 19 | 16 2 0 0 0 0 0 0

Bl 43~ A fajad s T 4 s oyt

AR N AR &

35
30
A 25
=X 20
& 15
10
5
0 (33) | 34) | 44) | (55) | (56) | (65) | (66) | (88) | (10,8) |(10,10)
—SSU | 28 25 25 20 24 19 22 19 18 18
— «MSU| 29 27 25 20 21 19 24 21 16 14
—== LSU | 28 27 23 18 18 10 15 16 9 13

B 44 Rrfad it 3 AL TR 2 S

452 %3 T %

LERA A EE AACO LT AR > REFEESLE > Apqr
Paired Sample t-test & %= 2 k%% - & T4 = B B T4 SSU ~ MSU ~ LSU =
BEEETFR T2 FHOL R R 2RI E2pi g g
FREOLRALTHE AL FARATR 50 R RENEALE LA RS
W o TG AT RE- BRI o 3k S:{SSU33, SSU34, ...MSU33,

MSU34, ...,LSU33, LSU34, ...,LSU1010} #* % #75 30 BHE & > @
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unew,s,i}L uold,s,i}”\ F"J fl: %\ l’li'_’ﬁ;f!% ST :}/v | fﬁ‘?:ﬁ%% N E;,)? % é _'/)? Iim, _ﬂ ¢
SES i=12,..30FBHFBI0OBFTHR) 2FBSTHFIBERCFATH
ds,i(%) = (uold,s,i - unew,s,i) * 100/uold,s,i ’ éj‘_‘fgm%%}\'ivkr’“ﬁﬁrA TR o

FleEH R E B A T

- 30 . 30 i
die(%) = %k € {SSU,MSU,LSU} ~ drota1 (%) = % .

P EERERER FWoRAMEREZ

—\2
dy; —d
SDy = \/ZSE"(;&} ) ,k € {SSU, MSU, LSU} ~

—_—\2
_ ZS ES(ds,i - dTotal)
SDTotal - 899

PR EE PR ERR L LE

dk dTotal
T; k E {SSU, MSU, LSU} tTotal - W o

V300 V900

tk:

ot 784 450 2 A w75 LSU S MSU~SSU 2 E 8 2.5 % - B %

ik

Bt 95%12 <k (@ = 0.05)T oot BEFEREHRT > & fEfF 4 hE R
RIMFLE LY L ERBRERT O ATRAEE B ERAEE DAY
EABELR S UEMARKR 3L A REEERAEE P 2

MEDLR -
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144 F BRI %

ID |Scenario Makespan Computation Time(sec)
N N w+Ne N N, Cn Ct Ave. (%) Tn Tt Gap
] |SSU33 30 28 20 8 134.53 134.64 0.08 2.97 1.63 -1.34
2 |SSU34 30 25 12 13 152.00 152.33 0.24 4.13 2.46 -1.67
3 |SSU44 30 25 4 21 187.45 188.19 0.40 8.07 4.07 -4.00
4 |SSU55 30 20 4 16 246.35 246.73 0.15 16.41 6.89 -9.51
5 |SSU56 30 24 0 24 258.99 260.11 0.43 17.83 7.53 -10.29
6 |SSU65 30 19 0 19 291.98 292.53 0.19 26.62 10.00 -16.62
7 |SSU66 30 22 0 22 302.68 303.56 0.28 26.81 10.64 -16.17
8 |SSU88 30 19 0 19 419.05 419.90 0.18 53.61 16.97 -36.64
9 |SSU108 30 18 0 18 506.32 507.42 0.22 93.10 25.53 -67.57
10 [SSU1010 30 18 0 18 550.38 551.06 0.14 94.99 27.65 -67.34
11 |MSU33 30 29 20 9 160.12 160.32 0.13 3.06 1.72 -1.33
12 |[MSU34 30 27 15 12 185.11 185.20 0.04 4.32 2.45 -1.88
13 |MSU44 30 25 10 15 238.42 238.64 0.07 11.31 5.28 -6.03
14 |MSU55 30 20 2 18 309.14 309.93 0.27 25.62 10.49 -15.13
15 |[MSU56 30 21 2 19 321.53 322.24 0.20 24.81 10.65 -14.16
16 |MSU65 30 19 0 19 367.65 368.90 0.34 42.85 16.05 -26.80
17 |[MSUG66 30 24 0 24 386.41 388.44 0.52 44.33 16.91 -27.42
18 |[MSU88 30 21 1 20 531.28 533.63 0.42 90.55 28.86 -61.68
19 |[MSU108 30 16 0 16 657.39 657.27 -0.06 166.36 | 45.50 | -120.86
20 [MSU1010 ] 30 14 0 14 689.10 688.47 -0.10 152.08 | 46.41 | -105.68
21 [LSU33 30 28 22 6 228.13 228.22 0.04 4.26 2.33 -1.93
22 |[LSU34 30 27 19 8 239.20 239.22 0.00 5.07 2.88 -2.19
23 [LSU44 30 23 16 7 323.88 324.03 0.05 14.20 6.25 -7.95
24 [LSU55 30 18 2 16 418.90 419.17 0.07 38.93 15.75 -23.18
25 [LSU56 30 18 0 18 441.01 441.41 0.09 42.59 17.56 -25.03
26 |[LSU65 30 10 0 10 496.92 495.90 -0.22 79.48 26.77 -52.71
27 [LSU66 30 15 0 15 519.83 520.50 0.12 71.55 25.77 -45.79
28 [LSU88 30 16 0 16 719.10 719.71 0.07 153.06 | 52.26 | -100.80
29 [LSU108 30 9 0 9 895.01 888.54 -0.79 292.62 | 81.16 | -211.46
30 [LSU1010 30 13 0 13 956.47 954.18 -0.26 268.18 | 78.56 | -189.62
Average 30 20.37 4.97 15.40 404.48 404.68 0.11 62.66 20.23 -42.43
£ 45 BT 8%
Scenario |35 ¥ F(%)| ¢ Fa-005 | B TES
LSU -0.08 1.59 1.96 Ly B
a-
MSU 0.18 4.51 1.96 5 F dn
SSU 0.23 6.39 1.96 B3 g
Total 0.11 4.39 1.96 5% jn
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1% BRELARFR

AL FEF AR YL E AP R NS EY BRI EARL TR
BB AN R R RE - 1 2l PRV E > Fpt 7 a2 4 %% (Family-based)
7 N de 1 s Aru R ge P R PEZ Y B 2% (Among Job Family)#r 1 2 g p
(Within Job Family) 1 i &4e 1 98 5 o

& Taietal. (2010)% Wuetal. (2011)% > & 4 vz 57fR3d 2 e A Fliw B 0% %
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deiw | C1 | C2 | C3 | C4|C5|C6|C7T |C8|CY9 |[CIO|CIlI|CI2|CI3|Cl4|CI5|Cl6|C17|CI8 | C19 |C20 | C21 | C22 |C23 | C24 | C25 | C26 | C27 | C28 | C29 | C30
LSU33 0.15 1 0.00 ] 0.00 000 000|000 |000 |000|000]02 |000]010 |0.00 |000 |000]000|003|-0261]0.00|000|000|000]000 075 |-006]000 |000 |0.14 |0.00 | 0.00
LSU34 0.00 1000 ] 0.00 000|003 ]0.06 |000|000|0.00 000|000 |-009]000|000|000]000|017 |017 |0.02 | 009 |035 |0.00 |-038 | 000 |-044]0.08 | 000 | 0.00 |0.00 | 0.00
LSU44 0.00 {039 ]-0.02 [ 000 [ 0.00 | 0.00 | 037 [-0.04 |0.53 |-0.34 | 0.00 | 000|000 [-025]0.06]0.00|024 [000]0.02|000|000]0.71 |-0.06]0.00 |0.00]0.00 |-004[-0.09|0.00 | 0.00
LSUS5 -0.36 |1-0.13 | 0.10 | -0.94 {-0.17 | -0.45 | 0.51 | 025 | 0.26 | 023 | 0.11 | 0.00 | 0.44 [ 0.09 | 0.00 | 0.56 | 043 | 044 |-0.48 | 1.01 |-0.13 | 1.06 |-0.32 | -0.05 |-0.30 | 0.09 |-0.22 | 0.30 | -0.45 | 0.13
LSUS6 0.03 1026 |-0.18 | 0.76 | 047 |-0.02 |-0.54 [-0.25 | 0.06 | 0.75 |-0.50 |-0.12 | 0.09 |[-0.05 |-0.24 | 0.01 | 1.03 | 0.76 |-0.48 |-1.15 | 0.09 |-091 |-0.20 | 0.72 | 049 ] 0.33 | 0.46 | 0.85 | 0.13 | 0.06
LSU65 0.64 1-020 | 048 [-045 [-0.03 ] 028 [-0.24 |-0.31 |-021 |-0.15 | 045 |-1.01 | 1.10 |-0.63 | -1.15 | 0.04 |-1.27 [-1.43 | 0.50 | 0.67 [-0.04 | 0.13 |-0.33 | 0.24 |-0.50 | -0.76 |-0.33 | -0.74 | -0.75 | -0.59
LSU66 0.01 |-0.05]-0.05 [-039 |-0.29 | 0.64 |[-0.18 | -0.04 | 0.68 |-0.83 | -0.32 | 0.15 | 0.25 | -0.20-4:0.53..| -0.66 | -0.41 | 0.96 |-0.57 | 1.18 | 0.21 |-1.58 | 0.42 | 0.19 | 0.18 | 1.04 [-0.28 | 0.71 |-0.14 | 2.55
LSUS -090 | 044 | 111 |-1.13 |-2.06 |-1.00 [-0.18 |-0.16 | 0.13 | -0.16 | 0.36 | 0.32 |-0.41 | 3.82 ] 0.22 {-0.39-| 1.54 | 0.28 | 0.85 [-1.07 |-1.48 | 0.21 [-1.16 | 0.31 | 0.51 | 1.00 | 0.54 |-0.67 | 1.63 |-0.32
LSU810 -0.19 1 0.65 [-0.30 |-3.18 |-3.70 | 0.70 [-1.93 |-1.53 | 1.31 |-2.61 |-2.60 | -0.97 [10.09 |"-0.14 | -0.62 | 232 [ -0.88 | -3.72 | 2.58 | 1.98 |-1.05 | 0.96 |[-0.35 | -0.64 | -1.28 | -547 | -1.56 | -2.45 | 1.37 |-0.39
LSU1010 ]-0.93 | 1.33 |-0.84 [-046 [-0.52 | 0.05 | 0.14 [ 0.60 | 0.31 | 1.37 |-2.29 | -0.45 |-1.63 | -1.49:=0.51| <1.48 1.0.14° | 1.04 |-2.16 | 0.13 [-0.70 | -0.95 | -0.17 | 0.27 |-0.42 | 1.98 |-1.67 | -0.44 | 1.06 | 1.04
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MSU34 0.00 | 0.00 |-0.38 | 0.00 | 0.03 |-0.47 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.04 | 0.00 |:0.54 | 0.00—-0.00_|-0.15 | 0.29 .} .0.00 {-0.03 | 0.00 | 0.16 | 0.04 | 0.00 |-0.42 | 0.31 | 0.29 | 0.11 | 0.00 | 0.55 | 0.00 | 0.00
MSU44 0.00 | 0.14 {-0.09 | 0.00 ] 0.00 | 0.00 |-0.50 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | -0.84 |"0.19 =0:32 [0:23 | 0:59 | 0.06 | 0.53 | 0.06 |-1.24 | 0.00 |-0.06 | 0.91 | 0.04 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.39 | 0.60 | 0.05 | 0.28 | 0.52
MSU55 -0.84 1 1.20 |-0.67 | 0.00 | 0.84 | 0.14 | 0.18 | 0.51 |-0.21 | 0.37 |-0.02 | 238 | 0.00 | 048 | 1.71 |-0.92 | 0.34 |-0.56 | 1.82 | 0.31 |-0.23 |-0.38 | 0.54 [-0.39 | 0.06 | 0.02 | 042 | 0.88 |-0.14 | 0.41
MSU56 -0.02 1-0.05 | 0.54 10.19 [-0.61 |-0.09 | 0.14 [-0.73 | 0.53 | 0.58 | 0.02 |"0.50 | 1.60 | 1.20-} 0.57 | 0.00 | 025 ] 0.00 |-0.90 | 0.12 | 0.18 |-0.02 |-042 | 0.30 |-0.11 | 1.43 | 0.23 | 041 | 0.27 | 0.02
MSU65 -0.36 | -0.17 | -0.54 | 0.30 | 048 | 0.02 | 0.13 |-0.31 | 2.53 | 040 | -0.11 | 029 | 0.55 |-8.16710.28 1 0.97 | -0.17 |.0.15 | 0.14 |-0.33 | 0.59 |-1.07 | 0.38 | 043 | 1.41 | 0.72 [ -0.05 [ -0.31 | -0.21 | 1.06
MSU66 1.23 1058 | 0.59 [ -045 1094 |-0.54 | 0.68 | 2.29 | 0.86 | 0.54 |[-0.48 | <035 | 0.20 | 1.84 | 047 |-0.83 | 0.19 {1043 ] 0.99 | 048 | 032 | 0.27 | 025 [-0.37 | 0.16 | 0.51 |[-0.37 | 0.16 | 1.99 | 141
MSUS88 -1.54 1 0.79 | 0.00 |-1.33 | 0.66 | 0.55 | 0.37 | 1.53 ] 0.03 |-0.02 | -0.74 | 0.08 | 108 ¢ 1.26 [ 0.97 | 0.80 [.0.39.[ 2.28 | 3.21 |-0.34 |-0.28 | 0.10 | 0.21 | 042 |-0.50 | 0.07 |-0.22 |-0.12 | 1.17 | 1.57
MSU810 [-0.48 | 0.54 [-0.50 | -0.56 | -1.78 | 0.21 | 0.01 |-0.48 |-0.53 | -0.72 | -0.46 | 0.49" | 2:47..| 1.13 | 0.06 |-1.33 | 0.63 |-0.85 | -0.65 |-1.22 |-0.83 |-1.79 | 0.12 | 0.50 | 0.11 | 1.31 | 1.22 | 0.75 | 0.83 | 0.09
MSU1010 [-0.59 1-0.09 | 0.18 |-0.05 |-021 | 0.48 | 0.35 |-0.39 | -1.38 | -1.16 | -0.11 | 0.93 [-0.70 [-0.85 =165 | 012 [-0.13 | -1.15 | 0.03 [-0.33 | 0.61 |-0.63 | 1.05 | 0.03 | 0.07 |-0.67 | -0.44 | 0.74 | 0.93 | 0.34
SSU33 0.00 | 0.00 ] 0.05 | 0.00 [-0.09 ] 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.10 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.71 | 0.72 ] 0.00 |<0.05 | 0.20 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.13 ] 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 ] 0.00 | 0.37 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.33 | 0.00
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SSUSS 094 1-002 ] 0.73 |-0.57 | 0.12 ] 0.05 |-0.03 | 0.25 | 0.07 | -0.68 | 0.00 | -0.08 | 0.43 | 0.89 |-0.30 | 0.30 | 0.19 [ 2.51 | 0.09 |-0.79 | 0.00 | 1.50 | -0.97 | 0.05 | 0.05 |-0.23 | 0.00 | 0.28 | 0.00 | -0.16
SSU56 072 1061 | 046 | 140 | 1.04 | 0.16 |-0.08 | 1.88 | 0.58 | 0.64 | 0.71 | 0.05 | 0.02 |-0.23 | 0.05 | 0.12 | 1.56 | 040 |-0.07 | 0.43 | 0.88 | 049 |-0.07 | 040 | 0.12 ] 0.81 | 0.37 | 0.50 |-0.65 |-0.33
SSuU6s -0.60 |-0.03 [-0.73 | 1.51 [-0.06 | 0.03 [-0.62 [-0.29 | 0.77 | 0.69 | 0.74 | 0.07 | 0.03 | 041 |[-0.87 | 1.06 | 0.61 | 0.20 | 0.06 | 1.07 |-2.16 | 0.40 |-0.50 [-0.02 |-0.14 | 1.34 | 1.12 | 0.55 | 0.51 | 0.61
SSU66 042 1027 |-007 [-0.80 | 021 | 0.73 | 0.15 | 0.70 | 0.54 | 0.07 | 0.77 | 1.30 | 1.05 [-0.06 |-0.19 |-0.12 | 042 |-0.92 | 0.12 |-0.50 | 0.18 |-0.08 | 0.12 | 045 | 045 | 0.71 | 1.46 | 047 | 0.26 | 0.18
SSU88 040 | 0.88 ] 038 [-0.85 | 0.73 ] 0.20 | 0.96 | 033 | 0.56 | 0.25 | 1.11 |-2.16 |-0.68 | -0.52 | -0.70 | 1.40 |-1.05 | 0.03 | 1.28 |-0.04 | 0.32 | 1.33 |-0.37 | -0.84 | 0.84 |-0.85 | -0.46 | 1.29 | 0.55 | 1.15
SSU810 -0.56 | 0.67 | 0.64 |-0.89 |-0.13 | -0.52 | -0.46 | -1.06 | 0.26 | 0.50 | 044 | 0.29 | 040 | -0.59 |-0.34 |-0.60 | 1.40 | 1.57 | 0.37 | 0.01 [-0.43 | 1.89 | 1.26 | 0.51 | 0.25 | 0.93 | 0.5 | 0.96 |-0.38 | -0.38
SSU1010 | 1.93 |-0.54 1 036 |-0.11 | 040 | 0.71 |-0.61 [-0.37 |-033 ] 0.10 | 0.07 | 1.14 ] 0.34 | 041 [ 0.30 |-0.67 | -0.81 | 1.58 | 0.34 | 0.04 | 091 |-0.05 |-0.25 | 0.53 [ 0.30 | 0.23 |-0.87 | -0.98 {-0.33 | 0.39




