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A Comparison of Meta-heuristics Algorithms for

the Hybrid Flow Shop Scheduling Problem

Student : Zhong-Lin Li Advisor : Dr. Muh-Cherng Wu

Institute of Industrial Engineering

National Chiao Tung University

ABSTRACT

A hybrid flow-shop scheduling problem (HFSP) has two distinct features. A
workstation may include more thansone maching; and an operation may require more
than one machine to process it. Much literature on HFSP has been published, in which
the algorithm proposed by Ying'& Lin (2006) is the most leading one. We applied the
notions of consensus and Taguchi genetie ‘Operators and proposed various
meta-heuristics algorithms. Extensive numerical tests that include 120 problem
instances, categorized into 12 scenarios, have been carried out. Compared with the
algorithm proposed by Ying & Lin (2006), our algorithm excel in 42% scenarios and

lose in 58% scenarios.
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BRI - PR fR(stage | A I E) 0 U E R BRSO EiRAE i};—a
f1* FCFS (First come , first served);# % i& {7 stage 2 | stage m 42 4% - FCFS #
B 3 ﬁ BB ¥ B4ptel 2 (2)7 R FHRA B2 R > T3 4T L1 frakbdpina
FE R 2 fkdg o 4Bl 34 T BBV EIN - e FREME B R

=3

(Makespan)

Solution
Sk;[age 1py Stage 2 I Stage m
Job Sequence UL g2 41 H o3
e L]+ Aschedue
et = Makespan
. '4 i)"ﬂ ‘/)57
Given
Job Routing

@] 3.4 Makespan =3+

333 AdofEA 2
e R A 4 B AT ¥ 5E 4% 3 2 (Random) £ 85 &% 5% & % (Ant colony
system)+#8iT#7% ;2 (Local search)® f& o #RiTHoF 2 d 2 B2 F & A L en{ 37f2

B ES AR > TG E33S T EE AR

(=) T
HAr s VA4 - w1 BRA R A S iR i
T RBRE RO E AR FIRE

(]
[
|
=1
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(=) ¥EeRIF ¥ 2

85 4% % B 7% ¥4 Dorigo (1992)# 1 enF BN e w82 > L B FR L kp
ERUMBRZEME TR AL cFFED AP MR E S - BT T
(pheromone) sF7it 5 4= B3> {7 G eape f b o fots (7 B IR P iRy & BT P R 75

o

ZRRFARED EREP AR F R PRARFRAFE
Ao RS T ek g S g TERRBRS OEREIS T o d N Ed e
4 4
BojT b MR E RO T E A2 TR F R A RS R BT R
BRGE HEFRFFARLP - IREE a5 2 B @i T8 7 ua o

BEMRH B2 A AR B R (TAr el 2 BRSO AL B SR TE
ORGSR B (R s RINE R FEFH(0)fr 2B R R FEE 6
a) &7 FHEEHE CA) | (exploitation B A ri};? | (exploration) =74p ¥+t
F P p
| 33&(90) °

1.5 & #& #3 ;2 (State transition rule)
FWEEY > BT - R H e A S R o N (D) AR

arg max {[T(i,u)]x[n(i,u)]ﬁ} if q<q,
J= ueJ(@i

J otherwise

(1

B rRAJDJLBER DG RFRR &2 FHZR AR 2 ZIGIRET
- B3 #jenif 4% (heuristic desirability) > J({) i & & A4v1 1 B enfk & ¥ ¢hgH -
BA0Ar 1 2 B i qPl - B 5 80<q<l) > mJs - BEPH %
o d 2N Q)N 572 B (random-proportional rule) :

H A 18 5Py = [7(.)]<[n(0)) ¥ j B J0) )
> [T(i’j)]x[n(i’j)]ﬂ otherwise
ueJ(i)
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AL PEBR T A kR D o Pdp ch e 1 FIUF 0 T - Bjob g EE W XA
1§ 89 ot -

AT - LREIRE L B EERT - BREF IS ZAZ A - BB
g Fq<qo’ PIHI* 28 (DEJO)PE B E & F2 0 PERRLINQA
4ol O fie kRSB o

FAHERR iRy E AR - Bae T Ak 2 B RHE makespan 0 P~
P ES FRZRTRY G20 o 5T R E AT A7 (DR D R
(SPT)~(2)# *, b @4e 1 PF R (BPT)~(3)12 :x CDS(Campbell et al., 1970):% & /% ~
(4)12 #= Raghu and Rajendran rule(RR)(Raghu & Rajendran, 1993)~(5) ¢ Palmer’s

rule(Palmer, 1965) o iz #7iE # o if /%1 2 P2 {8 > #3503 2 Rl o R

makespan K T B W ATE D ePE R o AL FHBRTR Y 2R3 R 0 B
mé‘_‘f FLLANO0OBE 12 Fhia o 2dm #FH 'I}J_Tiﬁ’!nfﬁ_o

B #8 { #7i# (Local updating rule)

o BRERE ¢ - B2 R VP RNR R B A ST 0 BT AT RS
ﬁ%%@ﬁi%ﬂ%%i%%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁlﬁ%ﬁjﬁ%%%*,ﬂaﬁm
R 514 Rl P end 50 B RASTHIRa A I A - R 2R L
AAEWRERIT RIBRAZEEFHFERE T A ERTKAINEEE HIVY
3752 2 N34T

7, j) = (-p)xz(@Q,j) + px7, 3)

He 2 0<p<l» 5- Bipdl i 5EF  blenddic ¢, 34 A FER X
2 4 (LB -

3. >3 { #7i# (Global updating rule)

FOrF BRI GRS A P RGN SR HERER 2B Y
BEL T 2B O N @) e
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(i, )) = (1-a)xz(i,)) + axAz(i, ) 4)

_m FicjRRE S BRI B RA

. Cbest
AT(i. j) = otherwise

AHBARY G PR ARKGNREPN P BREFER A LG RGP
3 B ETRER X ﬁggé;;_@;’kﬂa» ;fgf;;;f;uﬁq#&}g sy el b'“r’ﬁ 1 fifﬂ 7 g
}:\”m? /r'??/}i%ﬁi B é#ﬁi’? Fligam ook 7@—'?" B &g E Nty AE IR
A T endcp o PIBEIFEZEEREME F 2 o Pl IFE -

4. Ff3in e
BE AR WA - sheha PG e BN Y AR B 2 RizEARY ® Y
F&B-ACS » P4 * 7 forward ‘%2 backward @ = # cnffF - #1045 % 08 5
#

PFoEE 2 25 B> & Baelant o mxn 2P m'%r =R e

5 S A R E ‘:"”aﬁ’/ %'_E_°
334 {#f2A 2 R
{728 2 Bé& 73§67 8% 1 % 3% 3 (consensus operator) £ v v = ;3

(Taguchi methods) °

(-) =wF+
3 A

$ F(evolutionary techniques) &]4c: ¥ 2k 2 fiz (one-cut crossover) » i # £ * HE 1% 3

ARTLERR PR A - BB R A TR B R uw i

BAS BRI Al 1 F R - AT A p P 4EF (blind
search) » # % ¢ 5 7 £12f% o 34 4 & 3 B iz & 8 F]+F (consensus operator) > #
FV R - RFa1 BRRE? FAP TN E 2 - B E I (guided) B H] 0 145
T ERAEAF R RERE R > FF NIRRT R ARG LA S e #

17



BE o AifdeT o

EAFI AL RARA LA BHI

Step 1: 2= = 51 #4884 © £ #BsE*L Consensus_matrix(4 ] 3.5 #7571

E A B M = 0
(n x n matrix)

7 7; * iE B~ ) A 4
j()b &S
sequence > — job sequence X =

Consensus_Matrix

A 4
3+ & job sequence matrix(X) A
(n x n matrix)

Ik et M
A4 B

M=M=+A

A\ 4

ArdefE e & Ty
job‘sequence ¥ © iE B~

Bl 35 i = X R qg

31344 ¢ & et Consensus_matrix » M 5 4455 — B 0 4B M (n x n
matrix >nix 1 2B ) KA MEE(EESY %ﬁ]ob sequence matrix(X;)im 42
2P E 1B FHRAN GELL > X FEEM (M=M+A) - 2 ¢ Job
sequence matrix(Xy) i #7 > X% ﬁig?l > ER R eB) 3.6 T 0 AP de— B
1R RELA[a])(1< 4, j <n)» 7 04" (n x n matrix) > ¥ &1 #EEEX
P EA RS L BSE B2 E gkt 1o ¥ drank(J) & 2 i LB R
1 ithif A A o
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Matrix A =[a;] =0

TS B 4
1 rank(J; )22 rank(J) ) i=itl
[i#]] <
¢ Ifi>n
# rank(J;) < rank(J;) > a;=a;+1 R

] 3.6 Job sequence matrix(Xy)i 4%

ol B2 1 BRAEJ,D 52 52 N> Jy0 54 Job sequence_matrix(Xp)in
520 A4 Aok 331 B RAM REEAL .

£33 1R AN AELA

a; ia(j)
1 2 3 4 5
1 X 1 1 1 1
Lok 2 0 X 0 1 0
(1) 3 0 1 x| 0
4 0 0 0 | X 0
5 0 1 1 1 X

phH R B RAM REL A A S =67 20 ¢ 0 no weighting ~ linear
weighting 14 2 power weighting > % & #% % % =X % 4vg;#c 1 #no weighting » #
linear weighting® % ¥ £% B2 AL Apk > & &4 B I fRehTF4m > %}D

BRI A GEEE R SR b By 2 ST

f(Xworst)_f(Xi) (5)
f(Xworst)_f(Xbest)

W,‘j:

B0 f(X) REFEE L b LR f(X,,) R A 3 GBS 0
FUEDEEROPHE R o A power weighting B 3 F it g £ o4 Y

T, i\‘gﬂéﬁéﬁjﬁ/{% °

AR F R XBEE MR E M = MINES) > NS)™ & A 4nf 8 & 475
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\_1

BRE B FEC R BEEMIAE TIPS b rp 2 TAGM G,

L’;"
W Ry AR LI MM =1 4ok 34977 0 My+My=1- &Lk

vmis

» P ASE LY F]A,\90rr1'1 [EF -1 S R A S | ’iJZ—gﬁBﬁF,LLﬁ;‘J\

oo FR AT L aeiE 3 A 222 BT )i 3 s

"él
-
—
b
o

2034 KBRS B 2HRIE N 1 ehs B

Matrix @ (Jj)
M 1 2 3 4 5
1 X 30 15 6 27
an 2 0 b'e 3 30 12
o 3 15 | 27 x | 24 | 15
(DO 24 0 6 X 18
5 3 18 15 12 pe

B U St M
@ % 14 N(S)=30

Matrix sE(j)
M 1 2 3 4 5
1 1 0.5 | 02 | 0.9
kLl 2 [ b'e 0.1 1 0.4
o 3 os51709 [ x%+] o8 | 05
(O 0.8 0 0.2 b'e 0.6
5 0.1 |-06 | 055 04 e

Step 2 : 1345 31 #48+4] Consensus. matrix # 2 - B A7eh1 R 5 Y

BAEZ- BRI RE0=¢ 0 FUTF 1B SREXS; Isisn) 0 @I B
X*® o FlptX = X-{J;} > @ 295 Consensus_matrix 3 ;i ’ij,ml;&i BA)F =
Consensus1 i* L iE)> §= @ Fpaw BLEAUPREOREY > 50=00U {J} >
EREEFXNE SR LA B A Frend d T RS B 21 2 EAR
IPRAL CIRRLEH LI EER TG -

i e frConsensus_matrix » B3 & QB & ¢ horg 1 2={J;,...,Ji; }{r &0
Pe B BRAEN JreQ PP BB el ERAE S APT UL
» TT R E
(D)id-Eh(qy) & 2T 3
Fli g BARGFER UG A F LRI T @ F RARFERE S
DhJ)FERER » R TA LR R B PBELEE LA =0 B RB L b= Z o $3°
F- BSoJr€Qr drkmy=0 o h(J) > hB] hy=h(Jy) »Frdckmy=1 Fo h(Jy) <
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heBlhe = h(Jp) > LFTH8 LR TR » 2 7 379U e R B ;FKZ ¢4 EF ELH

= JIIE)E}, E‘i"]”—lﬁ;l] o

[

WERTFHE G D0, O = AI h=h(J) <he, Jk€Q} > 5 1 HFFH EL T B
? g d 1 2 (reference job)J, 0 P F ¥ F R @0l HiE X o F]PtdeT (D)

AR S N MOV VAR FE SR SUIETE A

B zAPRBRES LTI 2 REA2 B AL B2 W aE BB Eip
=M(J;Jy)

k*=Arg Max { M(Ji,J;) } * Jr €Oh (1)
r¥=Arg Max { M(J,J,) } +J. €Oy (2)
r=Arg Max { M(J,J,%), M(JJ)} 3)

3) %53:})%; Consensus_matrix ° 3447 ©% 4 (Bernoulli):# 5%

TR EHFER A RE » AR TS % 0y 4 (Bernoulli)iEs 0 12
PpJE SR Bl G § T SR B NFRE L S 1 B2 m T F ()
<h(J) > EREELATZh =) EAFHRR et 21 B 61 2J2 8467
FI () > h(J,) » & F I AT hy=h(J)) °

(5) ik RE

APEHIE LTS T L Hen(Qy) 5 A B (T AL )
e Futn(Qy) > 2 AP MEF HATNEY 1 B, w A ;D) 0 T Fn(0) <2
Bl R () = (hs +ho)/2 »

¥ 1 — ‘ﬁ P he e ’JI;h(J,) » Y@ 3.7 Ao 0 Be wQ={J;, J>, J3, J4} »
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On= I hsSh(Jy) She, e O} T > F R IE > 1 25 A Th(J5) % — H Fp: L i-Th(J)
N R I TR TR Y TERIE F TS SRR RRE Yo0) )
T LA =S o B2 H AT Y 4 (Bernoulli)id g » dok 4 g o h(Jy) >
BT)e ¥ Bk K AT S A= hg)= h()e % T H B n(Qy) =2 ik 1L HOF -
hSY=( W)+ hJs) )2 » Tt ~ tedfedrz B o

Feasible region

v

0 h() h(/; h(Jy) h(J2) z
M(Js,Jy) 0 CoaD 0.2 1

M(J.J5) 1 0.3 0

AL B P
KA SR ER o d £ @TRE 2

8

i3 285 7] ehd BoA ehg, L e
Al Ko BFREALAPEF FH > BINEB G DEAF Y 0 Ft 50 ik
BaABE > @ 2 M Ao B R A fRePiEM > A PRI BT R 1 B s
blp > k- ﬂméé’a%’f%‘iﬁvo ﬁ“%’%%’f%@:é’ NS USRS AR
BRI dr=1 % - fAi H AL B EE X ar20.8’i£{t'ﬁﬁﬁﬂ
FHF]F o R igfécjiﬁ’ﬁié#%‘;“ e it R A B R BT
F o Fp>05pF 0 FEHFFRTFFI =08 p<05FF > HF* BaFIr=12-

() »w v 3

#1949 # > 9 v % —(Genichi Taguchi)¥# L3t p 2T 59 % 31 (TpF » F IR
G HRERI AR D A > A g E e v 3 jE (Taguchi
methods)(Taguchi, 1986&1987 ; % & ¢ , 2000 ; gk #1,2002) > @ = % i 730 &5
1Ak A RIZ > @ H oA ﬁ-’u{— BAEERI DT HR D2 o0 v AP E I -

BT B E L s B g 1 @ 2 FEEeniast 4

5
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P ABR R E LA DB RRERP T > Bl 38

k2 e
F: T#Hc %o F]F #k
L,(b°)
L_+ﬂ&’%ﬁ?$ﬁ%

# 77 % % (L 4 LatinSquare:7% - B & <~ 3 )

Bl38 v r i i S8E% &

235 5 L(2)E A R0 AERL | o2 HF A 647 TS k-

forkz o 23

iy

. v

a4

<

R TRETFF AT TR B E 2% I8 BAA L EF T Ao NA S

GRS BTG o A|BENE AR RSB L8 B
Fohisid 1 3 8-
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% 35L2NE % %

b T

fwe |1 2 3 4 5 6 7
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
2 1 1 1 2 2 2 2
3 1 2 2 1 1 2 2
4 1 2 2 2 2 1 1
5 2 1 2 1 2 1 2
6 2 1 2 2 1 2 1
7 2 2 1 1 2 2 1
8 2 2 1 2 1 1 2

F 1~ HFSP AR 7 g% > ¥ 1142 B-REd4% = 2 i chromosome f% > 7
BEF @S T B A TR RGN ALR T AR 2B
chromosome #irank » "2 | * & % 2  chromosome ¢ rank » & §_d 3t & B {8 e
1 ##,n=>5,10,20,50,100 I/ F = 2 4p = F|+ Hcp PE LA TR F 2920 K

EIRL PR ehE L 4 e

ffrinde

BEFEAR > % F1& Taguchi methods ;#H& % #4% > 7 L & # chromosome
PN A1 SRR EH S T 1 CHEER A B 3.9 A 0 AT A AT
fRehg 4 o

Rank | 1 | 2 | 3 | 4|5 Job | i | S| S| Ju | s
Job | J | S| S| S| Jy|T " |Rank| I | 4|3 ]5]2

B39 1 EREEE L1 EHNGFER

i@ g Ainput® %chromosomef#(C;,Cy) » R E X £ f S|+ 5 I F B i
+ crmakespan i (m) B~ ) o RS HEF B B E R B R BN CH G U mie
B Crn R EART 5 Smy 0 BB Cot R P AR 5 Smy) o

Bk & iEchromosomef# 3 146 eh1 2R 7= B C = {1;6;7;3;52;4) » C, =
{1,762, 5, 3,4 kg b+ > d 305 = B> 57rudp® 22=82 24

>
R

Jet

%\éi 8“3"?5@“&@ &) & @ H Y F 8?[}]_1'3:5]@7'5\1%04—%_1‘ j\;"'.,g-‘;-/‘?fl}/l;l]—;rﬁ
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makespan & (m;) & 4§ 2. B~ 5| #c > ARG HEF B BJE B CrenSmy >~ B Coen
Smyo> Rig ik AT EBFna 228 & Cro d *tmakespanie 4 % | $F > B ip|#icis
R AR ESm, ~ SRR L Ao d & 3.6 FE I AR
Cotnh F o LB JsH % Crengh ¥l o S fs d P2 8 3 - & % & dhchromosome % Cr
={1,7;6;3;52;4}

\_|1 n_|2 \_I:]_ n_|4 \_I:, '\-I& '\-I:"
5| &
[mn] 2]
= | | (2 g 2|55 2
R R el Bl BT
E| -~
1 1] 1] 1 1] 1] 1] 1] 26[1/25
21 1] 1] 2 1] 2| 2| 2|28[1/28
3l 1] 2 1] 2] 1] 2] 2]2e{1522
4l 1] 2 2 2 2 1) 1) 261526
al 2] 1 1] 2 2 1] 2|15
gl 2] 1] 2] 2] 1] 2] 1]123[1523
7l 20 1) 1] 2] 2] 1|27
gl 2 2 2] 1 1] 1] 2|22[1/22
Cr| 2| 2 1 2 1 1| 2[20
335 { AfEizr B
&gigﬁﬁiﬁﬁéﬁga@%ﬂ%ﬁm’{ﬁ#%—%lﬁﬁ%’%i
J&kvenT R 5 AU ghERiT f#(neighborhood solution) » & Bl A% 3 fE 2 53] - B {

b ehfd ke d R oA hfz oo 8 ,T}u{“rgﬁ R IT 9% ;2 (local search) o & 47 3 eRiT
HR e 2T A= f]}dﬁﬁ)? :

EGTHOE o N R BRA Y h1 2o A u@H S haTehs B 2R

o REEEpER AL - BT TP EEEEDER A RIFR -

P

ERTF 2 e S EE TR 1 B AR E > RliedT ko 0
Fzoh s XU pUiE B s E o
HF=

F %’ﬁ},ﬁ— fodh F= > B D7 F 0 7i;F’f'ﬁt CHeE2 1S A B oo



Yri PHREFELH

AP E P 0 K Y FEECM e * pilote? comprehensive study o 3% ey I B
FAABIFEEELE R AERFIRE 2 BT gt e A7 7 4258 12 Visual
C++ 6.0 98 » #7312 (7 17 "9CPU % Intel Pentium4 3.0GHz » &t F 5%k » & B
versionsi i & ¢ b 152 5 AR VB Y & it A 4 dhchromosomefE FLA | HcE T o
R FHreant o & B8 H chromosomef2 ' A48 &E + 5 4pfF > H & % f2
PR R E R R B 258 % 500X AT g A4 chfRdicp L YR R B R A
AT B~ 05025 B p RiFL ki E BREZ LR EY 2

BRAEZE L4588 5 A o Hroafrg £ T REF 2 5] 21 B (Cpa) ™
RN Cox — LB ey g o i
TR AR A L“(““”‘Txl()()%)mi BiF ik 8 a TR K SE B

BB e g0 10 B B 48 K 4o 44 B T 329 iB (Avérage percentage deviation of the of

the makespan values from the lower bounds) °

K H 3.2 &g B e 4 {Bard atversion il b 0 F)t L (732 (7 pilot study >

AREAWEREFREZ S e d o MEE RGO EZ BRSO

4.1 51 %% 2% ( Pilot study )

d >t pilot study #cdpiE >t 5 2(72) 0 5 7 B Al BRI FS DRE S xS
A5 Fp T E 4% pilot study WK R Y FH AL N REOFE e
o W thd M EIRF G P IR L L S 0 T Apei-defE AL B LATEA L
R kEFHEPN > Z2ant oS L KEBFFH Nk ailk 2

™ A
N

IR
e}

A B

T\
\'Z\

A~

e & o gt 72 1 version £ pilot study #icdy AT 4o £ 4.1 o
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%+ 4.1 pilot study 7 % % %

Average percentage deviation

. ,, n=20 , m=5
Version AL chromosme#k P
15000 30000 60000
Vi Al +Bl1 &B3 & B6+C1+Dl1 7.8 4.71 3.61
V2 Al +Bl1 &B3 & B7+C1+Dl1 7.82 4.72 3.68
V3 Al +Bl1 &B3 & B8+ C1+ Dl 8.01 491 3.71
V4 Al +Bl1 &B4 & B6+C1 +Dl1 7.66 4.78 3.65
V5 Al +Bl1 &B4 & B7+C1+Dl1 7.75 4.85 3.65
Vo6 Al +Bl1 & B4 & B8+ C1 + D1 7.73 4.9 3.72
V7 Al +Bl1 &B5 & B6+C1+Dl1 7.98 4.86 3.68
V8 Al +Bl1 &B5 & B7+C1+Dl1 7.86 4.79 3.65
V9 Al +Bl1 &B5 & B8+ C1 + Dl 7.85 5 3.76
V10 | A1+B2 & B3 & B6+Cl1+ D1 7.29 4.47 3.51
Vi1 Al +B2 & B3 & B7+Cl1+Dl1 7.57 4.51 3.56
V12 | A1+B2 & B3 & B8+ Cl1+ Dl 7.41 4.64 3.63
V13 | A1+B2& B4 & B6+Cl1+Dl1 7.22 4.42 343
V14 | Al + B2 & B4 & B7 +1€1'+ D1 7.58 4.53 3.51
V15 | A1+B2 & B4 & B8+ CL+Dl1 7.72 4.67 3.64
V16 | Al +B2 & B5 &B6 +=Cl1+:D1 7.14 4.18 3.37
V17 | A1+B2 & B5 & B7+C1 +D1 T.77 4.74 3.63
V18 | Al +B2 & B5 & B8 +'C1+ D1 751 4.72 3.68
V19 Al + Bl & B3'& B6+# D1 8.12 5.01 3.78
V20 Al + Bl & B3 & B7+.Dl1 7.98 5.05 3.79
V21 Al +Bl1 & B3 & B8 + DI 7.94 5.08 3.81
V22 Al +Bl & B4 & B6 + DI 8.02 5 3.77
V23 Al +Bl & B4 & B7 + DI 8.1 4.99 3.77
V24 Al + Bl & B4 & B8 + DI 8.15 5.26 392
V25 A2+ Bl & B5 & B6 +Dl1 7.93 5.07 3.81
V26 Al +Bl1 & B5 & B7 + DI 7.95 5.03 3.85
V27 Al + Bl & B5 & B8 + DI 8.01 5.14 3.95
V28 Al +B2 & B3 & B6 + DI 7.86 5.06 3.7
V29 Al +B2 & B3 & B7 + DI 8.1 4.99 3.77
V30 Al +B2 & B3 & B8 + D1 7.93 4.85 3.74
V31 Al +B2 & B4 & B6 + DI 7.53 4.67 3.63
V32 Al +B2 & B4 & B7 + DI 7.83 4.74 3.63
V33 Al +B2 & B4 & B8 + DI 7.63 4.82 3.67
V34 Al +B2 & B5 & B6 + DI 7.84 4.93 3.73
V35 Al +B2 & B5 & B7 + DI 8.06 4.92 3.78
V36 Al +B2 & B5 & B8 + DI 7.94 5.08 3.88
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V37 | A2+Bl1 & B3 & B6+Cl1 + DI 7.17 4.36 3.46
V38 | A2+Bl1& B3 & B7+Cl1 +DlI 7.24 4.5 3.51
V39 | A2+Bl1 & B3 & B8+ Cl +DlI 7.35 4.5 3.54
V40 | A2+Bl1 & B4 & B6+CI1+DI1 7.46 4.34 3.46
V4l | A2+Bl1 & B4 & B7+CI1+DI 7.38 4.39 3.49
V42 | A2+Bl & B4 & B8+ CI1+DI 7.43 4.43 3.55
V43 | A2+Bl1 & B5& B6+Cl1 + DI 7.57 4.54 3.55
V44 | A2 +Bl1 & B5 & B7+C1 + DI 7.24 4.5 3.48
V45 | A2 +Bl1 & B5 & B8+ Cl1 + DI 7.57 4.55 3.58
V46 | A2 +B2 & B3 & B6+Cl1 + DI 6.99 4.29 3.36
V47 | A2+B2 & B3 & B7+Cl1 + DI 6.86 5.11 3.33
V48 | A2 +B2 & B3 & B8+ Cl + DI 7.03 4.32 3.44
V49 | A2+B2&B4&B6+C1+DI 6.85 4.05 3.27
V50 | A2+B2& B4 & B7+C1+DI 7.16 4.2 3.32
V51 | A2+B2& B4 & B8+CI1+DI 7.15 4.42 3.43
V52 | A2+B2&B5& B6+Cl1 +DlI 7.29 4.29 3.35
V53 | A2+B2&B5& B7+Cl1 +DlI 7.2 4.41 3.45
V54 | A2+ B2 & B5 & B8+ Cl'+Dl 7.55 4.53 3.51
V55 A2 + Bl & B3 &B6 +:D1 7.59 4.73 3.62
V56 A2 + Bl & B3& B7+ Dl 7.47 4.63 3.62
V57 A2+ Bl & B3 &B8 + DI 7:65 4.84 3.67
V58 A2+ Bl & B4 & B6+ D1 7.69 4.64 3.57
V59 A2+ Bl & B4 &B7+ DI 7.57 4.51 3.56
V60 A2+ Bl & B4 & B8 + Dl 7.51 4.72 3.68
Vo6l A2+ Bl &B5 & B6+ Dl 7.86 4.79 3.64
V62 A2+ Bl &B5 & B7+ DI 7.47 4.69 3.68
V63 A2+ Bl &B5 & B8+ DI 8.15 5.03 3.76
Vo4 A2+B2 & B3 &B6+ DI 7.63 4.59 3.53
V65 A2 +B2 & B3 &B7+ DI 7.85 4.77 3.63
V66 A2 +B2 & B3 & B8+ Dl 7.32 4.56 3.59
V67 A2+B2 & B4 &B6+ DI 7.49 4.45 3.46
V68 A2+B2 & B4 &B7+ DI 7.39 4.3 3.41
V69 A2+ B2 & B4 &B8+ DI 7.03 4.32 3.5
V70 A2+B2 & B5&B6+ DI 7.34 4.53 3.44
V71 A2+ B2 & B5 & B7+ DI 7.86 4.79 3.62
V72 A2+ B2 & B5 & B8+ DI 7.79 4.73 3.69
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d A 4L

%y B> Al(Random) ;
A2 (V49 4= V50) 4 »c# BB & cha i version B2
Al > % % - B R ENER R
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7

A

RECRE SRR LEEE o
( E}ﬂ%‘/ﬁ—n /2'))5"‘A ol
¥ oA 410 Aip g 3B D AL (VI3 4o VI6) &

LL‘ﬁiLa

AAfE®r Y R e 7 A2 Hrversion o

T4k 4.2
A2 “F‘,’K%i@ Al 7%

2 42A1 2 A2 B id R
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<4
Flp

2 n s
AR e

BEBHS iR 2 s FRT D

2 it

Average percentage deviation
.. . , n=20, m=5
s Version EREE chromosme#c P
15000 [ 30000 | 60000

Al V13 Al B2 & B4 & B6 7.22 4.42 343

V16 B2 & B5 & B6 7.14 4.18 3.37
A2 V49 A2 B2 & B4 & B6 cl bl 6.85 4.05 3.27

V50 B2 & B4 & B7 7.16 4.2 3.32

412 {#f2A 3 B2
ot A A7

(Taguchi methods)3 # version & p 2

4 BB A AR 410 &0

% 41 p > Cl

B el g o “"K A 43 Cl chversion # i

E 4353 Cl 3 b d 2 MFFE D kot 5 Clenfrig o d 12+ F
HREGTED A{FEALE 2 PN > Cl AR AFE 2 E o T A o
comprehensive stud #Hes B2 3 ke 7 Claversion o

Average percentage deviation

n=20, m=5

= ok i = w &
‘ Version # R chromosme#k p
15000 30000 60000
C1 V49 B2 & B4 & B6 C1 6.85 4.05 3.27
V50 A9 B2 & B4 & B7 DI 7.16 4.2 3.32
. V68 B2 & B4 & B7]| . 7.39 4.3 341
Eol Cl1 ) C1
V70 B2 & B5 & B6 7.34 4.53 3.44
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drd 44 407 o AT g d s A RBAFHT B oversion AEBFF L AE L L
AR S gt A o FREL B2 (1000 ) 5 S # 5 @ b oweighting S #GE#H A o
A+ 7 3] B4 (linear weighting)P? &g %% ) | £ {5 &+ Rate #%4 > B6 22 B7 233 3
Np o Ed M ERES I RG- phlkE L REFT - FERNFLEFH W
PEREE VA I d BoEEM s > FIP IR0 EHE BO 5 A o d b AR
e R AL 3EAS B IR EN o A PiEE B2 & B4 & B6 it 5 AR

Sl & N4 o

% 4.4 ¥3 A2 2 Cl 75 i & & version

Average percentage deviation
. | n=20, m=5
Version F R chromosme#z P
15000 [ 30000 [ 60000
V46 B2 & B3 & B6 6.99 4.29 3.36
V47 B2 & B3 & B7 6.86 5.11 3.33
V49 A2 [B2& B4 &B6| Cl D1 6.85 4.05 3.27
V50 B2 & B4 & B7 7.16 4.2 3.32
V52 B2 & B5 & B6 7.29 4.29 3.35

4.1.4 Pilot study % % &2 & 47
(=i & copilot study e s A 5 AR > AP 18 5] V4A9(A2+ B2 & B4 &
B6+Cl+D)i5l 2% EF Db izes > 7% VA9 2 Fack B I 5

F oo APREIE A F V49 L A AH > 7T — FFE o comprehensive study °
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4.2 % & 7 % ( Comprehensive study )

A1 s g shY > NPT L E] V49 Lol pk Bl shenf A AN i s
PRERESFE RIS kgt o VA 412 & FTEA 2 B K
st g b o P ARV g d Cl(Taguchi methods)sj & ¥+ S o % § 49§ A2 & 0F
o 2y &4 Cl(Taguchi methods) R { 8- H FT 3 » FI & F#-Cl A 2 9
JRc P L ATIRA L BINA GBI B UE G o FILAPRLATRAL FP
consensus operator & Taguchi methods fZ#cp +“ (|4 = & f> @ 25 & fd version -
V49 (9:1) &2 V73 (8:2)0 Fl¥t & iF & F B3N i» ¢ 7 chiversion A3 FIL 4o 4.5
Arom o F R V49 B VT3 k{e VOB F IR EF %> AP ED T £ 4.6 ik
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%45 wHEF et

=l
>

Version ) e B
V0 A2+D1
V49 A2 +B2 &B4 & B6+.C1 £D1 (B="C! ]9 : 1)
V73 A2 +B2:& B4 & B6+ CL+ D1 (B=C 8 : 2)
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#. 4.6 Comprehensive study #c¥y % %

percentag n=>,5
e m = m =5 m =
deviation| V0 V49 V73 VO V49 V73 VO V49 V73
2500 20.75 22.95 23.99 29.84 33.01 32.9 28.71 31 32.95
5000 16.65 17.77 16.87 23.72 24.16 24.35 23.62 23.74 24.73
10000 14.72 14.58 14.55 21.43 21.31 21.39 19.68 19.48 19.52
percentag n = 10
e m = m = m =
deviation| V0 V49 V73 VO V49 V73 VO V49 V73
7500 3.6 4.17 3.86 13.65 14.15 13.92 25.06 27.17 25.85
15000 1.92 2.2 2.07 10.43 10.87 10.58 17.74 19.84 18.14
30000 1.58 1.5 1.51 9.52 9.59 9.68 16.45 16.44 16.42
percentag n_= 20
e m = m = m =
deviation| V0 V49 V73 VO V49 V73 VO V49 V73
15000 4.04 6.51 6.64 4.85 7.25 7.18 8.82 10.06 9.76
30000 2.3 3.03 3.85 3.65 4.51 3.98 7.55 7.94 8.03
60000 1.91 2.08 2.12 3.12 3.25 3.17 6.71 6.87 7.01
percentag n = 50
e m = m = m =
deviation| V0 V49 V73 VO V49 V73 VO V49 V73
37500 3.86 5.45 6.08 2.64 3.38 3.76 3.98 7.16 5.05
75000 2.89 3.35 3.44 1.89 2.22 2.38 3.06 3.95 3.53
150000 2.42 2.79 2.64 1.57 1.82 1.76 2.63 2.85 2.92
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422 R # S Y R RE S

B A &3 Ying & Lin (2006) P 5o feeiad defig B~ d1 ok > Hapr = 2 A3 40
# ;2 (Tabu search)(Oguz et al.,-2004) » 2R &8 V49 v V73 & {7 5§ st fie o (8 3
G& 47 0T o
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% 4.7 B3 @;;Jw IR RS
Average n=>,5
percentage m = m =5 m =
deviation [ Tabu V49 V73 Tabu V49 V73 Tabu V49 V73
Forx 11.42 14.58 14.55 38.98 21.31 21.39 38.49 19.48 19.52
Average n =10
percentage m = 2 m =5 m = §
deviation | Tabu V49 V73 Tabu V49 V73 Tabu V49 V73
B 3 1.5 1.51 29.42 9.59 9.68 46.53 16.44 16.42
Average = 20
percentage m = 2 m = m = §
deviation | Tabu V49 V73 Tabu V49 V73 Tabu V49 V73
e 2.88 2.08 2.12 24.4 25 3.17 42 47 6.87 7.01
Average n-= 50
percentage m =2 m = m = §
deviation | Tabu V49 V73 Tabu V49 V73 Tabu V49 V73
F oz 2.23 2.79 2.64 10.51 1.82 1.76 21.04 2.85 2.92
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