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e g Mulae} Afau|SHR B AF YA BASE TAAH Pude B¢ 248e] 53 okl
sl Ao o EE AvkyatAAlel Ao gaA o HAH of F2¥ FAR F-AE ek o]2F A4
FERY AETY FAHAEAAY 7 AFQ] FEFo] AX o8 AL A5H o2 Y4sk: Campaign J 4
AYo glejA] ¢7)d ol Aol AArstR o] BAYs}= ) Lv]B-(earliness penalty) 3 7] Foll YAtR 5] o
Fojo} 3= W7]d 9wl M A v)g(tardiness penalty) & HA43tshe FAl7 A2 AAHeR g8 A7 Sl
& Wi g F23HA oA 3 gk # QA7 o|2]F earliness 2 tardiness penalty®] 35 5 "?-’ﬁi
= 334 oy 22 HAYAAEEAE Y3 f G2l 5(Genetic Algorithm)- 7H#slgich
gyl Ha ud Aok HA3 duajs o 3717 7|8 dAkzbel A (reproduction), i (crossover)
2 Eduo](mutation) AAAE 7Rk B A7 A dnES EA sty 23 YA e o
Al A str] 8 ) 2dAtA) ool ael < Akxte] 733}, Edwie] W= 4 743t ) Crowding Factor Model st
Ao} H{generation gap) 9] A A4AES FE A3 Miste] Ageddct & AFE F3 L 74
5] A5 H7HE 98] UIS 9 NIS F2hA e &894 9] 3124 shatgade] 4AAYEAE 734492
wrSe] H s Mopow, ri&e whg o g st $58 %S 2olw gl Ku} Karimi[16]9) Simulated An-
nealing(SA) o} vl oi-$ 4= A%e By YFdech

<]

Abstract—Improving customer service and reducing inventory costs become more and more important
aspects in the production scheduling of many batch processes. From this point of view, one of the important
problems is to determine the optimum production sequence of a list of products or single-product campaigns
s0 as to minimize the total penalty cost with earliness and tardiness where tardiness means any later deliveries
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than the due date and earliness is any early production resulting in the inventory cost. In this paper, we
present a Genetic Algorithm(GA) for multi-product batch process scheduling problems with minimum cost
of earliness and tardiness penalties. For this algorithm, we have improved the three basic operators, reproduc-
tion, crossover and mutation. Additionally we have developed the extended operators, so called Crowding
Factor Model, Elitist Model and Generation Gap. To evaluate the performance of this study, we have tested
various scheduling problems with UIS and NIS policies and the results are compared with Simulate Annealing
(SA) method by Ku and Karimi[16]. Finally the GA by this work is outperformed to SA.
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. SE, ) *EEP’} AN s,
Lo B shebal o) Aibel] 2] o) &
Zw)zke] 7] 57} oefal R a 7]
W Hx7} weblel] upe} cjokd SF& 7Ha ‘4
ofe]R 2] AE-& elo|Lale)Folfel igko
FozM HEo nHrHEE F7Ee oE
AF7E7EA A A 2] Aghe) QFE T gl
FolfE ohEE sk A Ae] HrHa WS
A FEAT A ohA) stekFdol A g wky) Azt
shalch

ol21% 3 FAlFAHLE AL T A} A HH) £
HEFS e W5 843l dHae Fadro)
Holu}7] wgoll AF2) P44 AEEE FAAA
T 1T, o]ofl upe} HAtu] 8-S Fole WL ATEFo)
A Folck olidt Aol FellA EF 3E4
A AL 71 FRE AFHok F9 dlo]
ok A 1097 HEF ARAT Y A ge] &
3] Ao g3 &l% Reklaitis[ 1, 2], Ku 53]l
93] review paper® IE ¥t}

JEAFTAHL PiAE FAe TEHOZ 3PS

Hirh HEE SAE & AES campaign®)
JibeAet 2t AFE 2 TN P ge B
e Zolrh oled AAA R i A7 =
AFrEy ZE AT F 2Yd9a 2)7H] makes-
pang HAistshe TAld AFEHAAH $ci4-7]. Ma-
kespan®] FHAsh= 7t A& HUIG Algshe] HA)
AE F A7 Hidi

a2 F YA BEA7E AR Fasx|g
A F TAFF d7)9E D5 Ao e
FA 2o o] Fag 2 3o shiele A
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a7 298522 Just-In-Time(JIT) 4 4HA)
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ol A & o) 7] d(due-date) ¥.c} A7 Ars A Z
259 W7 AR fRFHeol sl 21115]
& 23t AlFo] 271 o) F o A=} H A7)
A2 A Fe]l Adse AEt 29E FHEH Al S
i glen g Aclet ¥ A (penalty) & Eojo} &
Aeolch whela ol4ael PAAHL BE A Fo| 3
53] 152 R 7| del Bie fasks o) B
7ol
olzldk FaA9 Frldlx BFala drld $uld
w2 HA Aun8-& BE T3 YA e ot
AT vEIjE Aoln] AulH o2 229 Azt g
Fokolch weba] A aul L3} g1 Juke 7eigl ea-
rliness®} tardiness penaltyZ 7A¥ NAHAE 1§
(E/T model) &} 54§45 Hisshe Expql &
5 3 EAFTH A e Fg A7 o) &
7€t
¥% 3)%234 (multi-product batch process)-&
dsie] Moo segx2 FAs] ok o] AAE
Zb7he ohd S AR A E- &A1 R] 9} A H o
Slt oleidt A Adle FA ALY 51, Ao 4-E,
VEFH, d71A & Al diu gk w2 Fol g
2 5o AGzAE M F Uk EE
AEHFAHL bt AES Qs 2E AEL
=732 MARE wic) Fig 12 oyt olE% 3
TAFAY dE BAfEch 2 FAE Alolels HE
22X A pFe] dojvtn FAE S Z7HA717] %

O Separation unit

8 Raw or final product storage tank
R Pump

g Reactor
Fig. 1. Multi-product batch process.

(J Intermediate storage tank
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FURAHEIE] 2o wep 43" 5 Ut

EE FHEAFHT N & AFe] M9
Ao A Pats= A 2" Deted A7) 7 A
joll 48] AlE 19 gl 27K processing time)-2 t,0] 1
#a] jell 419} Fu] A]7H(setup time)-& o)A 2] (i—1)
HA AEFS 2 1A AFHE AT FH T
Al Zko 2 A AlFEAlol whet 12 A 7ke] HelRl= sy
7} B A2 j2HEY AE 9 % A)7transfer
time) & a,olth o2’ YRR S-S vl FoAgn
74Asta, =3 AF io ¥ F71A17Hdue time) Q)
d7} Fol At oleigt 2P AWl o &) A -FAY AHA o)
AR z2d¥8 4 < ve]E(completion time al-
gorithm)oll 2l3] Z3}A]7H(finishing time) Fi7} A4t
S} “}%_J HAFE 7} d; o)A7A] vyt =2 o
o] A& “tardy” £& “late” 2} 3] x|AH w4 T
tardmess penaltyE §-2%c) 9t A F 7} d; o] Ao
el A o] “early”2lal & Az vl g F2 ear-
liness penaltyS frrgtcl. & ZE AEL F4 W7l
dal dioll F #A zdsle Aeo] A o)Al
7o g Zutgich

Garey 5[11]& #]-&2.2 E/T(earliness/tardiness)
FA) 7} NP-complete 3t 71-& B F¢ ). NP-com-
plete A= £419) =7]7} Z7lsd A& B2 A%
A17+2- ©}34] &7 (potynomial bound) & =27 @l 4
A9 F7N(FE AFY §)7F 713l we} search
spacet Z|3gFH 7} ol R FUigt. v = 3
FFEle] Aol B TS o] FUAIT ofA7tA] NP-
complete ¥4 714 £7] ojei¥ EAE F9 =
A4= 2 Qe

ol FE/T FAE Z7) A3 wh o2 Fry 5{12]
& adjacent pairwise interchange®] @A wyg o]
£3te] E/TEAE 2920 o] A9H 9y H7A
o 2 HAs& 2 2% olU 2] & A3 (near optimum so-
lution) & 43 ¢)c}. Abdul-Razaq®} Potts[13], Fry %
[14]-¢ branch-and-bound ¥FH-& AH8-3}e] o]zigt &
AE EQdot 2 259 Aas 2078 0149 jobel
ted bR AL AZke] R3] wiiell F7] o
Holz A A)skede). =3 Musier?} Evans[9]7} =&
AE2) penalty H7} 71F2)7} 54 tardiness pen-
altys Hzishshe e A¥H whie Axsigz
Ku¢} Karimi[15]7} tardiness penaltyS 2 A3}sl=
heuristic lower bound% 7}2l branch and bound 4}

< o] g3l 157012} A E7A] Folstgrh Ej Kug}
Karimi[16]+ sequence building, maximum penalty
reduction, four-product enumeration] 3712 ¢] 2§ H
w3} Simulated Annealing(SA) 2] HhE& o) 4314

35128t K33 Hed 1995 128

tardiness penalty & % 48lsl= by & Al A5l o]
4712 Wy vimsidc) o] Wy F SA wpfel 7Hy

2 HE Tl A AL A7 7hR go] Helhe
ko] glc} atebd] £ A= E/T FAlol el 43l
AIZE olel o -3 st ] R AF F£E E 5
Ae PiAE daelger §4d 23e)H(Genetic
Algorithm)-& A &3l om #27hx) 713 Aise] ¢
—ra}“*l A== SA ¢35 vla B4kl

o combinatorial optimization ¥-#ol| 4] 4 <1

2jgol vjg AztHq HH3} due]goz Zapm
etk Lee $[17]% makespan 3 4 $}2) A 417 g |
A odaegol SARC b AFAR MY &
Aol 70”4?} dre]Eoleles AL Hol Fgich
F4 d1e}ES John Holland[ 18] <£}s) XJAni,_
A<=l o] F 74]*-‘.-511‘1 WA el gic} o] tmEl
23 &l (natural selection) 2} § % &H(natural genet-
ics) o] Agloll 7] 23 A3} dweFoldh 40 g
2] 52 Goldberg[19, 2074 &J& # M= framework
£ 72 ). o] framework: A A (reproduction),
wHl (crossover), E ¥ o] (mutation) 8] 37}7] 7|2 o
AF2H(operator) & 7FA AL ok A A Qatzbs 7 R4
9] X 3% (fitness) ol wv)#)dle] c}-& 4|} (generation)
o 15 AYAE 7HA A& AYshe dAbxtol
o} wuf dAxb= AREolA ¥xe] FAFAL FA
slo] Hr) S5 AES *3“6}1: ditztelct. g
Hol] QAbAte T2 A {HAE WA T
Axbatelct, A3} delgelA wef QAAz= A9
4 (local search) & 43513 FAWo] A4 up-
hill-climbg- 7h5A 3t gy er A =4
A5 FH3sl A 3 (global optimal solution)
£ 7% 5 A gok

€ dFell M E/T penaltys 7H2l ohE3F S ¥-AF
Aol QAAI Yo AP} FA dmES NYs)
2 A7l AR §3 s A dzEEY
718 dxare]el] &4 s3] A A AA e
A3 Yel2 o} dAgfon o] 8 Fy4d o
AREE g, HE-3ka gl o 7lele AHAE mel &
2 U E EoHo] W% Zr}el Crowding Model®)
g, A4E Adha}(generation gap) & AEUA
AP L 3 stk £ §3 daegEel
ookt A7)9 FAZ FAE AAHAIY A 2" e
44 A3 due]EozNe beAE BoFo o)
2%}t framework$} Aloj¥H=(control parameter)ol] o
gAY 435 B3 kARl vl = gh(guide val-
ue)-& A Alshic)
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2. 2|2 earliness % tardiness penalty2]
A& 2 H|

o}EZE 5] 82 A7 A (multi-product batch process) 9
AA ge A 3stAe] sy AxHE Rzl A &
Ae Ak YA 2 (sequence generation rule) o
24 BAg,E Haglsle 4 YiuedE A
o, FHA A= kB4 A 2agE (compie
tion time algorithm) @84 Foizl AF A1k Aol
tslo] 7t Aol A o] AAHAI IR} 7k Al EFS] 2
BA7HS Ak A Al B3 gs PoHob-
jective function evaluation) w24 ZgstE.A]7ke]
o AHx 2 fadahe vl R-g3l=AE Hrgi o)
35hA| FollA] 7}AF s Alq] HBO gxl"(f‘] 2 A
oz ot YibAE g7} of7]e FFE
slet.

B A7y Sde AEe $r)dg oA o A
oSS Higsles Yy P AP AF A

e g ARste YAy dreES ke A
ofcy. MAHA 8 olaiFt x| At HHS HE
trade-offZ 7}d 4 glch & 59 BE Q49 W)
Je PFE N & ALE FHE= AE YR T
ek olHL HmulL4e A45ATT Aaw4E HA
sste 22l eplsic) el oW A AAE A
AL 29 AHE Wt S Fyel Bt F
2 ZHFeE & HHHAE i Aelrk

lo r

hut

|

P’

2-1. SEs

£ dpedA msEe BHgTe 2709 FEoE
F4=e] ok & Al v]4(inventory cost)F 7]
A17b )6} u}2-(due time violation penalties) o2
HHEc) o] F 7pxE g dukHd e vl g2
o] BHgpE &3 ol Axkd 5 Sl

A" AAAE 717 TEte SHE zdd AP
PAAES Y A$ AE el AP Az wEL
33 7o) AAbxlch

r
IC;= Z (aQ)
=1
<7149
t :time quantum
T : planning period or planning horizon(from start
of operation to due-time)
o; :inventory cost of product i per unit quantity
per time quantum

&3 YA 737

Q. :total amount of inventory of i in time quantum
t
IC; :total inventory cost of i¢]m,

A Ee] FFo A7 F7121%E $1uk(due-time viola-
tion penalty)®] v]-8& c}g3} 22 Y& 7RIt

DVP,=FP,+ B,
4714

FP; : fixed penalty for missing deadline or order j

B; :late penalty coefficient for order j

L, :number of time quanta by which j has been
delayed or late

DVP; : deadline violation penalty of order j7} ¥t}

aebA & 642 A7) Fulge] Fge s A

Total Cost= E IC,+ X DVP;
(=1 =
o] 74

O : list of delayed orderse]c}.

99 NEol A v EAFTEL AHEAEA g3 F
A2 AR v 43 Al gt o WEE
Qlth o] grE-e Zzte) 8 4(factor) ol FiAw A
Hel FeA4E Yehd $= Aok $9 B B4
e AP AL Hste A3 g dolHE
Po2 ok B wFAE o AAm|LE Hi
gl ARl AL = e A Fu earli-
ness®} tardiness(E/T) 2] penalty & 713 41418 3.3
(E/T modeD)& EHFPTE o] &3}

wrd AF 7} d7HR] EelEA dod o)7L tardi-
ness2} 3k 2l g A|7bell wE} 7127] Bi($/h) (B>
OE Aye Zrbsk= X)L E-& tardiness pen-
alty® 2k vkl AF 7} d o) Aol e A
o] £ earliness@} 33 A A 7ol Wt oi( $ /h) (0:<0)
9 71&72 Zrbsle vl £ earliness pen-
alty 2 ft3e}. ohg Fig 200 o), ol o #7hsle
g 2)u] fol] B 2HZE Jehi e BE ) 5H]4e)
W71 ubu) ol uls 22 o] AAlabdelA e d
wba Aol ;0] 71479 AR 7} g9 71E714)
A x B} 2 A& Fig 204 el a sich

Earlinesst Azul-4o2 48 5 UL d; o] "]
A2 Al E (9] earliness

E:=max[0, d;—F,]

ol AE i9 Br]d Aol &3t tardiness
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penalty cost ’earlmess »tardincss
penalty penalty
! T,
O] !
E,
~
a, R B,
d; (due-time) F, finishing time

Fig. 2. Scheduling model of objective function with earli-
ness and tardiness penalties.

T;=max[0, Fi—d]e& #A4=ich
weld 23 e

N
A7) Sk Fol1l AESS A4 F shhe e
Wi}, 919 J.)_rﬁl’ilollﬂ Fe A4 AF ie] 234417
olm 29l AP ARdFel 3 Cud 7T
% gt o] Faac
F1:C|M+aiM
{714 Cor& AE A AFo] w2 FA M2 o
e Alzte A MelMe) A AEY 29 ¢8

A)Zbe) i apre AF i7F A MOE2RE FFsof e
A2 FEARHE A7o|ch

dlo

2-2. M-unit A|AE

2 AT gATA-e Mol FHEA ARy A5
22 A7 oEE AP FA el 7Y MEFS
BEYE FHEAEE TV S8 2 e A2
BE o MY AA7A Y HelA2E ARG F
AER L MY AR §3512) s AR A A7
FE£A7 FHAL B 022 § § qluh old
M-unit *]ﬁ':‘él""*i zq SrAIZ-E A4k A% 7L
e o7 2o{21].

(1) & A)FL ko] Yab Ao F2-E £HE
A= ol g AAANEAE £ ~AF(permu-
tation schedule)o]z} g}

Table 1. Data for example 1

SEEH

(2) 44 z%)e ul4dv}(non-preemptive) |t} &
algh Aato]l AlztsEld 1 zgle ¥ WA A
Aol 4 “Jffll”ézl et

(3) s}t 2 ol shbe] Al FubE AAbst
shute] A E-E skt o)) Al A FAlel YAk A
o)L

2t =r}(serial processing).

(4) Set-up ] 7+ sequence-dependentslc}. & BLE
ko) a2 A Fo] Folalv), = ) Helsfob & Aol
ool 7tell whe} set-up time 3 S wh=tTh

2 i ol )= UIS(unlimited intermediate storage)
2! NIS(no intermediate storage) BFaFe] Aol 4 3%
A S pr-papseee-paolEbal B f1e THEE
atEahe A AEe AR el e 2 A

UISHpare] A%

Ci=max[Cy; 1, Cu 1y*ay 1yts, wltag 1+t
o]3 g NISHlqke] #H$

Ci=max[Ci;- 1, Ci ytsu nstag b, Co ngen

+s0 e n— ]+t ay

BAZEPNL T A 25 ot C,;=0 for i<0, j<0o)c},
o]7]4 AE p A A FH2 Yasch
ol2ig x4 EAI7 gl 7t AEY 7t
ol A2} zq Alza|zh, st AIZE #atk ole} F x4
k8 A|7Fel makespan7hR] AlAME = QL 3 o) F
47 Gantt charts ¥.oj& 4 <lch

()4l 1) N=3, M=29] 7b5tgh o2 -3t M-unit
A Aele) YA HE Byt o] AAHY 2R e
Table 1 vtelliglw, E/T EHgFE o397
Aol JaeHe 1-2-3019 o wie] E/T penalty=
1510]c}. oleiqt A7l AAE wf 7F Fxd A2
zq) 48AHE B3 Gantt chartd Fig. 3o v}
el st

2-3. Campaign Scheduling

M-unit A28 EAldl4 BE AFE 13222
2 FF-Fol Pk 7hAe] mH A Lkl
A3 FEFS 102 o|45] A 97 dFBolsh ol
A4 @ AFe) FEF 48 E FU3ES) campaign

N Processing times Transfer times Cost coeff. Due time Setup times

ti tio a0 a1 iz 5 B: d; Sin Sz S Sz Siz Sz
1 12 29 5 2 4 1 3 54 0 4 2 0 4 3
2 8 11 1 1 3 2 4 70 5 0 3 5 0 2
3 28 16 2 5 4 2 5 69 2 4 0 3 2 0

a1 3s H33A M6z 199544 12%



U,

@ : Transfer time . : Setup time D: Processing time : "} : Holding time
| :Releasc time | : Due-time T : Time horizon

Fig. 3. Gantt chart for the optimal sequence of example
1.

o AAAA e § 9le}. 3149 campaignd YA
717k deief YA 2 448k Single-Product-Cam-
paign(SPC) £-& o} 2 A F5o] dAF w72 4
AHA 2 A 4hE] = Multiple-Product-Campaign(MPC)
B 7RI 2o FRake] Ww gels due
LB & Yoz FRake 93 4 9 H$ cam-
paignA§ 4He- dulbdelr} w3 campaignAHE 3t
9] EfE ofs Milxle AEEo] o) Mo 1
He AEFEY 2FoF A E A= sk
F oleldt 2 FEL FE 1F WelAde shiy AF
oAl o2 AFoR H3E o v)4¥ change-over cost
/timeg R73HA] ¥ T¥EE T2 FUT AEER
TR g THAEGE AFEL d&Hdez 4
Absle 72 set-up} change-over ¥]-4& HAslsln g
W Aol nlgAEcl £ dFo)AE campaign
scheduling F#2l A9 SPCx¢iule wasleled
=3 UIS 9ete] 295 71489}, o214 campaign
scheduling & 1%+ 7}4-& kA B.9kxd M-unit A]2%) <]
2ok 2 ot oge) 71 58] Frhn

(5) ¥ campaigne ¥ AFo27 TFAHH(SPC),
TUAEF campaign Wl e 7+ Az E712] set-up
time 052 7}agich

9 714& wtEs= campaign QiAo 24
SEAY dnYEL ohe} 32l

Cie=max[Cig- e, Cyoe-n +&ay]+a- v+t

Table 2. Data for example 2

43 AAE 739

0 k=1

e 8*:{1 k>1

7371“—71:7{1 . C,‘,‘k:O for iSO, ]SO

Cioo=max[Ciy- o Ciimtymi—ny +au-1;+SG-1i)
for k=0

714 i(i=12,+-N)i campaigng o] %& AFE 1}
Bl 5 k(k=12,-,n)+ campaign i9] ¥ HA 32
A7 e j(j=1.2,- M) F3E Jehdcl,
Al 27-e campaign i7} B3] joll A A= Absd Ha
A7k AAZ

Campaign i7} unit Mol 48] A4 z<lo] kase
AR Conprt apeleh. 2212 € N7H 8] campaign )
A4 k8 sk F A)7Fel makespan Cut+anw©)
ot

1o ox

SPC AJ4tAI g2 7t A|Fo] campaigne] HAikEAE
AAsHs Ao 24 M-unit A| A= 9] PAHA &2 749}
Zom tta] x9] SFEAZ daeEe A4k o
deld Folr).

(<Al 2) 24 % unite 2t 384T 13
H YA 5Ho] 100 of A Eo] 271] A E A BE
Z}zd 200, 300% 7)1 2 7bA] FE-3 7§ SPC A4k
AYe] o4& Helr] Y =YAEE Table 20 e}
Wl o) 2] E/T penaltyE 34 3}3l= campaign
A= WA AE 249 Aista BE 3 d43er
Aakshe Aol A4 g2 34019 makespane
58]t} o]2{qt SPC A4t A7 242 o 7 23
ol Ae] 24 8 A|7HE B 5= gantt chart S Fig. 4¢))
el sl

3. direE

40

B A dn2F

J. Hollandell ¢j&) gsl ¢4 auz]5L =i
eol frAge] e 7|xE T A 3
A3E AFH e vk ofF A&Ho| 3 7t
24 7)1y o)t} At 2 el Darwin®] A 24 £(The sur-
vival of the fittest)ol] o&] dgd 4+ Qv FHI}L
#2112 A5 (gene recombination)#} EdHo](mu-
tation)ol] o&) AHE ¢ Qo). FH G EL AF

Processing times Setup times Transfer times

Custy ; i . d
ustomer Product Quantity Batches o B; d t s SAL Sm1 Smz Sm  am  dmw  dm
1 A 200 2 2 3 40 7 0o 3 0 2 2 1 2
2 B 300 3 1 2 54 4 1 0o 2 0 1 2 2
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2

U

w

8
3
1
dg T

: Transfer time . : Setup time D : Processing time i ! : Holding time

I:Release time T: Due-time T : Time horizon

Fig. 4. Gantt chart for the optimal sequence of example
2.

AA L] AT Foll 4 Hzte] AES HPsia] of AN
vic} AH 28 hAl Q) g R A FHA Azt
Sgduelo] o3 1“"3"5“4

ox dyEse FEH 7)Y Az HE )
b= A A '%}‘5‘17]“&"]7] o 2ol 252 HEA < A3}
adza)Ee] 2 g F9 shisl ¥ g SEE 5
ot 13} o} e gk 7249 ¥4 (random sear-
ch)oll 213 FRehle] JHo] ohw & AT
gge /AT HYF7R) AAGAE Esr] A8
we) gatHe g FAe AHRE ek £H 42
25 /e FAlske sk o A3 FHd Az
Fo 5L Hol7] Y&l A &84 (efficiency)
A A (efficacy) Akol o) #8& vehl= 7724 (ro-
bustness)dll & "8A ufFo|c)k AFA| 2 elA
AARe AdAL] .AE FY & de AHe) Ak
ApdA S AEHH FAgAeAe ol A A
7 4 3} (genetic action+ survival of the fittest) &= #H&-
2] 4-(self-repair), #1888l (self-guidance) 223 )
g AAS e 15 AEE BAE RS 5
e b Be AEAE Fxste gioh AdAY 2
23 B AF AagdAe A 7P Bud
AadaAEs A EAsA deh AdAe FA
N3 H¢e wyshe 43 daEe 33T FNE
dlA 7AAY ¢ AFdcke 2L ] Holland=
“Schema Theorem”ol] ¢J3 o|2Hoz Zwslsrct
f18].

2 §4 LdnYFL AYel Bl MFE 7ALAA
A vhokdt gl dal AEEI ok A AAY
#apaql FAS3 T FAS I A

£ 28 o So o3 AP JZHUt HBA
4l d]& Goldberg[19]9Y) 98l 43 natural gas pipe-
line optimizatione]c}. o] s} 7t EA-& 713l 4 4L

15138} H33H H6S 19954 128

SRE:

Table 3. The major differences of GA and conveational
optimization algorithm

Genetic Conventional
algorithm algorithm
Parameter discrete continuous
Search method parallel serial
Search direction problaistic deterministic
transition gradient

2l 5o AEA A3 °L"'?4-‘=-9-1 #}o] & Table 3ol
Qeoksldc) = $A dwelEe §A13 A on-off&
42 RO o8 NEYE cpEn FAd) oe B

& &4 njgH e 2AF Fch
A4 Fo AlRlpE A" A
B 2ols) ~EAS A 7] kel Aol g
2AFTo] Y VIRl E WRE A ek W
& A3} 71'"H-E2 negative gradlent direction( — Vf)
7 e aubg A4 FHE AEsHA st 9
Aol A} thE SIA R o] F itk o]t A 4L o
A2 5322 713 €42 7K multimodal search space)
a4 R A2E L 5 7] dEe 3 A
HAs g A FRch zeg §A dneES He
A9l A28 S0 3] Askel SegAL A wn
Foll A%H 9=25 A& FES FE olHT «
GmAEN WEGAL Aol T HASEE
742 7) 3 Babgt g F kel A 2] H Aol A wle]
e e Eobgoh f3 dael g o) AEE
Ay, el i Eqdwole] 37He] dAlAlell ol
TRl

2 oy r

2.
L

=

-1, MAAEE {8t R 2Ynelge AEY dA
$4 dudE AHAle FAYRE 7IA2 e 9
AF Te A~y 1 AEF AHZJEZ FAF
sk, 2529 4 dxueEe AEHYL IFE T
Ao} QARE YiA Yol M ARG FIHATE
AR o] AANPE AFE F& el 2EF A
AA52 g X AEAE el 18w e e
HYrt 2ezd FTEH £AZ AFL Y4 oo
2A34 ke el O F 5d 74 AFY Ak
A popepr-ps-Po] 2 o) We) B g hel 100)9
o2 ¥ 2=y TAL (2415 3]02 °l
~ede] AP 100tk £ AT ST 5H
4= = HFPE & vl L (total penalty cost) 2 o]
AP Harsste FAE AAFAT



Fd daelE

3-2. 7 AR}

2} 4 A reproduction operator)¥ AALE]E
QAFHog FHF Aoz M= NAE AP
A3 FrAgoRRE Azl JEHI u=} LEE
Adzict 2)g7hA B A Azt A= A5
2 AFoMe vdd FAIEH 3549 (stochastic
remainder selection without replacement) 2 <14}
245 AR} o] Adakabe 2z Al Al o] 7)o gh(expected
value) 8] HpF-EhE B2 9 MAE 2ol (ma-
ting pool) & Halghel ‘dolgls whe] ¥EE& 1
29 7ldige A BE2 Y3t 25
A FE2A 259 7t 2p¥-E o] &3 A
HEAE WA B dAr)e] G os) e}
Ay AAkzlel) = A E B-mo) A 2] Srof] thEE A 0]
53] Fosich gkl HPAQ Adgr2s gEdd
¢ S5 AYeE 7 e & Al f33
ol A & H]FE AAE Aoleh o] 253 57
(premature convergence)®] AI}E 714E F L,
=3 P FE=ot Hd ditxol 7p7kE 4% 74 A
Aol Hgxo] ha b sh(indiscrimination) 2] 7}
TAE e ook o)#d A% A A
ol  dubd o2 wAgiel o2]j} o f wlFol nj&F
2719 4FEs 7H2 HAES 28 EEk] ¢l Hi e
A4 8 (scaling) o] 3 83}t

v E A3y Adldae] i F4 ¢
FAACR AMgEARE 2L 4T dF
A G Agero) 4gs e 4 &
g e 2AdE A7 £ A
FAAE 7HN S Yok ol Ay AA U S
SEE7] Y8 £ dFdH=

fd
i
ajet
=
EJ

2
" 1+exp[—Ax]

y

9} 22 Sx}ye] AA e (sigmoid scaling) & 7§23
t}. Sigmoid scaling®] xZt-& M} A §Hx (deviation fit-
ness)olth. Mz Hygri HPxolA FF HY=E
W ztog x=({—f,)elc} 183 sigmoid scaling®]
e 2~AYs AHgxolth 28|z Y7 2AYD A
£ A2 12 Fogd 2AYY AFEE 74 AAY
Z1dgte s AT = ok w3 2Ad F+9 e
718 243 8 AE 2HE F 33, olAe] AF
HE Y EAsddE 432 2 5 ok 4 dx
5ol 7|dizte Qvle o9 A 2l E ]
s Addd £ e Hgolth & gy ofd A
Hgxs}t f=300)2 e HH4 A= fy=20°]
2ha &t o A 7l gk E(D) =f/fu,=1.5 o]tk

o] 48k Ag4HA| & 741

meba 2 AAE e AE Aabstz] S el A
asfo] mol§ Salsha w vhA] 3h o} Ao ol
057} Hcke Folch. oleidt EHe) FHL Po} &
Sol AYEE BF ST & vk Aolth m@
gl HAs) el st Fo] BAYSe] ¥EF
o 2 4 H43) TAE HhH AL AR
% olek.

w

-3. el ALK}
v 1A=} crossover operator) £ F-2 B} of vhe
-2 A7) S8 ¥R FAHEE FEHoR

sl 98 vk §AH daEe ¥R A

HE R¥s) S8 FE o)AFE FAYH ~EF
AR a8y f-AYRE wskslr] 98 FEAH R
shibe]l AehA(cutting point) & Aedte] Arhy ojx
(509 F3e AA ol F = R(A)E /A3
gAsled A(F) o FARNE YAk e} 3]
A QA AR HFE 0] F3 £ (per-
mutation) AE3 X 3o] ¥ st o3 TIL 913
Goldberg®} Lingle-2- PMX(Partially Matched Cross-
over) &, Davis= OX(Order Crossover) & 7+zh 7Hwt
171

PMX9} OX9 fAzt= AlAlge A4 FA4=
AR zre] fAHzHE M2 FEH] golek ¢k 1
g1 AAFR FAR FAQAY g AaA S FA
oA Pard AEo] Hch aelm AEIHCA 7 {H
Q1zke] 2zl Ao AAEA) ot dF BH 2
U] S o]l ~Ee] s=[24 15 3]o8 F
Aol qlepw, & s[1]=2 s[2]=4 s[3]=1 s[4]=5
s[5]=3% #& 2Ee] glcd A WHAYR AF 2&
A ArshaL wpxlete 2 AE 38 ARt PMX& vbA
(inversion) @ 4= ul (simple crossover)?] &3-&
sfite] sl o3 4kAtz A dAkzjelc). 283 PMX
= 298 2709 v A (crossing site)2 Al< &}y
270) el W Rol gl AE 8] wul¥-F-(matching
section)& e A4 Fstn FHA} FH
He 7S 2tr] 93l position-by-position 23 A4HE-
283}, & 5 Bg ~Efo] A=[984 |56
7113210],B=[871123101|954 6]
FAEAH RAZ BE AZ A4H(mapping) 3HH A
59} 2, 37} 6, 103} 72 gl v A BE
Aarsd A 29} 5, 63 3, 77 108 wFF}. PMXE
Sy HE Al 2282 A'=[9841231011
657],B=[8101156719243]22 7A€}
OX¥E PMXs} w|s=3bAat f-3zke] FE& & Hsl7]
28] A4 o] % (sliding motion) & o] &3tc}. AE &

b Rl

oX Rl

tu o
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742 o138 - A% ol

PMXoj| A9} & Zhe Y7 ~E2f A BE o] 4313 AE
Boll AH33lH FE = AE 5, 6, 72 Hell o3 EA+=
2ulo] ®ch, £ B=[8H 1123109 H 4 Hlo|c}h
o] HE2 A9l el HRE Aztsle A4} o]l5o=
ANAct. £ B=[{23 10| HHH| 948 1]o|ch
I o5 ARRE wul YE o2 B 39S Al
ol#|g At ¥ FHFAH AL 2EHYL A'=[56
71231011984],B=[2310(567194
8 1]o] =} ®lE PMXet OX& v)ssix|gh 152
92 79 FAHIE Mdd PMX+ Ad A AF
A5 23 OXe AH £48 wegd

A daelE2 dEe) wal d4akzlel A ghH e
el HEmZRE TAlo 29 F&8 Ao
a8y} o] AL BrHo FAH o2 S5 RpEo] it
PHEE ARt ol#d A5 Fel7] S8 £
Aol M= 2919 el & paste] 2959 xpES Y4t
Bl & 3lo] % Ap&2) B2 E-& Fo) & superior
reinforcement strategy(SRS)E 7)itated A-L3lg]c)
SRS+ o] wufjo| A 37| 3lve] Ap=g APAkgich
o]’ wull= 17k 59 FASI) 28] g e
wufoll A LA 270 9] A Fol| A B A S
Hie 3 o ¥ g Al o]23d Alg2
T2 ddsle A 53 A HHYgES
*d 7 ok

3-4. EHHO| HAX}

Edo] A} (mutation operator) < T2 A
A5 ] FAHHRE HAA L AT TEd
2EZS] AL S| diblAkz 02 12 12 022
u#ch 22y AAeR EHY cEle AR g
Eo] FEF o] &R 3}7] 98l Az w3 (pairwise ex-
change) & #3te] Badwle] & Fasle dsud 49
Wo] AARE ARgFc) a2 o]=3 & A ws
Eddele YT 93te] AHA R FE2E ZA
W7 A)7]7] Foll e F0) 25 = wete® Y
245 w3k o] (adjacent pairwise interchange mu-
tation) dAbAe} B3 A3 Wk Eoiv o] (sliding inter-
change mutation) QA% A}E E§ste] A}43hc)

QY Az ws Eeaio] izl o] A4S
=8 3l7] s Fate] 2 shle] SodwoelHE Al
AAF FAA Az wes eyt & 9
vpe] 219 el el [123 45 6]e=
TAEDE Fez AdE Edue] $X7) 3ozt
QA Az Foio] Aake s 3HA =9
3z 4A H9f 47} & wFse] [124356]02
LIxil=d

&i3t3st Mi33A Hes 199544 128

g5 A3 u¥ E<hie] il FAHE 209
Edde] HE Aldaly A 314 X9 1234
56 > 12H45 63 o] g+e AAZCL

3% 39 HAEYE A HAARY 28 L7
£ 12H456 >1245H6 cjgo] 2224
AZo 7 o] FA|{ch

HEHom A a9 AN RS 1245H6
= 1245363 7o) 49 AXdl AFddich

3-5. &% HLURLEE

8 dzelEe Ase 444717 da A7l
71253l dakztal A, e, S ol 9ol Elitist
Model, Expected Value Model, Elitist Expected Value
Model, Crowding Factor Model 53 7+& c}okgl &
2F5o] De Jongell 2|3 4215 KeH20]. & Aol M=
o] E% Elitist Model®}+ Crowding Factor Model-2 A}
43k} o)21gr A ol A Crowding Factor Mod-
el ¥ FHAA7t EAsl= e HAH3p FACA
Aol gfdE KR8] s MR g 2Eg vl
Hello] ~E3E 7}3 {mef wAzle whyolct &
FEAAE F 4 Ay AdE AHs 21 o
AR S A 713 458 AAE F A=) 444 =
£ A 9 AR FARE AN A F AHEAA 2} A shed B}
T AN E A sk whyelr) o] ek =il
%2 J3E 717 =234l (combinatorial FA) < o}
5 A TAANE A H42 5 9l}17]. Crowding
Modele ¥ ~E2 7o) §AMA (similarity) & 5 ~E
Fo] AT AN FUdF F& e eE F
2)ghc}, kel 2702 #e] x=[12345], y=[423
5 1]o]® x9} yo| FAH-L 2/5=040|c}

ojAbe] HiYl-S 43 A} §1 duelE flow
chart7/3-§& Fig. 5ol velfidc). & £ Aol T3
GA algorithm-2 27} Adje} WA+ T2z A
Al F 7 e AjE §4E scalingstz £ AT
ol A A A2E V1R A4k P g dAkRlE sy
ZAEAY AAE EL JFEE BAHZY F AR
FAE AL A3} o) o F Alh e AAGFE 10N+
2Me 2 A3 3N Ad7A] F3gic

3-6. 98 wDRlEe Mo He

48 LT 5L Fold BANA el H5e B4
A7 sl e 37), wel %E, EUel %,
A 3 E9) A WFES g

361 Puke 7]

Agke) =27 o Aol o) A £ Bk
Yoz YFe) 2717k Fohgel et 54 Lne)



#4d dEE o4 YAy 743

{ Set GA Parameters (P, P., G etc.)

‘}
l Random Initial Population

»
4

v

Scaling
Reproduction
Crossover
Mutation
Fitness Calculation
Advanced Operator

fmon > 10N+2M >
\\/

oo

Fig. 5. Main genetic algorithm for multi-product batch
scheduling.

9 Aed dddr 28y =3 ARANTE $7
ot Mt o AL Aoz e AgYS g
2717 de AAY JyDe 378 Aike AL F
a3tk HAE e Z7le Yo s Al oet
g2 FAL BAESE Fokshe A%l Aok o
2h B RA1FH QA YA M FA 9 =217} el
ot 44 Ao A= Wik £ dele A
%o Arle AF F7F S vlEte] dyes
7RI g dAEch & A7 Ry As2 4
el 2715 10N2.2 Hsladch

3-6-2. wuj &5

T 5 (P)S A& akstr] H3te] Ad=d Wy
$AHEe] el ke #Eolvh wel#Ee] Bpal (1
—P)e AREEe] 259 FEE HAZe $Eoit
hel wujEFo] 0ol RE AL 1ES FRE &
Akt wefgol i o] AFE[20] A3
A A ol o8 2552 FAEH 23}
Zad 9 £& w2 #EP.=10)°] o 53tz
Al &gl o]z AHHENH £ dTdAe P=102
2 gt

363, Eelwlo|stg
EDH)HE(P,) L F4 LR} 5ol 2 o
g 7)2ch ol A Aol A 7137} A skshe
2% FAYolch. Falulo] EL BF 1uch 443
%3 A% Fol Wulelch De Jonge AAshelct
[20]. @& FANN Bdo) #gL o)AHF2 7
4Y 2Ee) A A AEge] wED 00019 e
ARATE BAl we} Aoty 122 1YY
Aol g urt $7o) we} sl 4 SAols}

04 o $58 2hE velEth & AT AE S
e s R Ash dAskd a4 R
o1l 2709 ApE 2EE) Fo| shtE Y} 28w
Adg ~Ee A4 F9 shtE o)z A3t
Ediio] A4k i) alepd EdHelgE L 3
o] 2Eo] ddlg FF 050 AEY Fo)A gle)e
AAE AL E & 114 FF gtelokh F P.=05/0|t}

o714 & ~E7S Aol2M B AT FAA] A
9 9 Zvf 2882 AF9 7 Fvlkstd ~E
g2 Aoz} Hoixn] MAAY A =3 7] off
At depd ole g YAAE BAE E7) M=
2EZ S Zolrt AojALE {4 dmelge e
F7F F7 ok g}, a8jEE fA Gz Ee] Ay
F7F F71eell djet o)ol whnllsle] Edwlo|ggL
4 k122 8

3-6-4. At} =}

Ad 2HG)= dF 5743 g9-(multimodal
function) 353} FAo)4 F3 A=t(overlapping po-
pulation) & #-8-3}7] $]s] De Jongel 8] =)=t}
[20]. Al 2= & ARl A o} A& P4bstr] ¢4
H Ado A e ALER FANE A s v)go)
k. G= 03 1abolef gteza G=1d #H$ ulEH
Adeln G7F 18T} 2h& 79 TG T3
Aol A (nXG)HY AAE Adesle] o}g AYE
A7 &S Aol zeln @ YA F3bglz
(nXG)7He MAE Agste o]FE N2E ASER
A g} R HA3 FAdAE ¥ Ay
Bde] ff $& A 2 Friw Ak agln
£ A7 HAAE FASE da=d A9 v 3
o] FHAGE] o W 53 A 3t

4. A dxt

#71d-e&d=d(i=12- N) 2l 359 F7]*] 7} (com-
mon due-time) 3} o}& 7)1 A]7H(different due-time)
22 789 ¢ ok =3 $7d9 £¥ i) 37
28] FA f¥oZ vyl A 5 olch
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Type I highly constrained FAHEZ d9 ¥%7}
min{F} £o2 2$3 A2

v d;<min{F}

ol %ot} o] #3-L tardiness penaltyqte] A &5 1
W71 Siubel] @ s Au[go] 2b A FEe diste] &
i makespan 3t FAIsh g 3] Wk

Type II:= highly relaxed 24 2 d;2] ¥ %7} max{F}
Zog A A$EH

V d,>max{F}

A%t o] fye wA A wgae] HaH
A2 A vEE Hastete geo] FAl7) "o
o]2]g 79 time horizong PF7|d ZoZ o]|E4]
ez A3 v4E Fd F Utk

Type llI+= neither too constrained nor too relaxed
TAEZA Type 13} 119} F7to|c) B9 FA=
Type L8] 92z 7HYsli & =golae Type
e} 2418 FH02 HrEstsch

£ Aol Frhse e FAEY 29 ARe

Table 4. Numerical test results of GA and SA

ol #4% - Azt ojaly

t;<0 , 30]
S~ Dij a,',E[L 5]

o AT R FAE wtEo) A1 Y 4HA F 9 A7 el
A(hour) 4 & 7FAgc) =3 E/T modelo] 2] o] &
He vl4 AFES

ao,€[0, 3]
g;elo, 5]

o FAR wERe HFR o]FolArt Tardi-
ness®] u]-8-o] earliness®t} ) Atk 7} o}y B9
WA 0ol e} o AEE i

£ Q79 4%5%YrHE Nol 8xct 2 nlifrzr|9
AF 75 43 B4 Bate] gYrislech by N=
8, 10, 20, 30, 403 M=2, 4, 6, 8¢] z}7}+e] Z &l o 5}ed
5070¢] dl2E A& EolM 44 dmelEe 45
SA2| H5& vl 2Aslgir) ol 2o JEE
S| 2233 e) UIS % NISwWte] of2] 71x] 545 &
o)s] ®.skrh

€ ATelAMe 4dAE dnege] sol deHst

UIS
Proportion of optimal
solution(%)

Proportion of optimal

NIS Mean CPU time of

. UIS and NIS(sec)
solutions(%)

SA by Ku and SA by Ku and
NXM GA Karimi/SA by GA Karimi/SA by GA SA
this work this work

8X2 100 100/100 100 —/100 0.22 0.50

8X4 100 100/100 100 —/100 0.63 0.78

8X6 100 100/100 100 —/98 0.66 111

8X8 100 —/100 100 - /100 0.72 135
10X2 100 100/100 100 —/100 0.72 0.75
10X 4 100 98/100 100 — /96 0.98 1.19
10X 6 100 96/98 100 — /98 1.14 1.59
10X 8 100 —/96 100 —/98 1.85 2.03
20X 2 100 74/70 100 —/62 4.62 4.73
20X 4 100 62/66 100 —/52 7.57 761
20X 6 100 64/58 100 — /56 10.30 10.69
20X 8 100 —/52 100 —/38 11.77 13.56
30X2 78 74/68 78 —/54 16.38 20.66
30X4 70 38/42 64 —/22 26.77 33.10
30X6 70 20/26 70 —/18 3573 46.09
30%8 72 —/16 62 —/6 4547 59.30
40X 2 48 —/0 30 —-/0 42.26 62.42
40X 4 32 —/0 24 —/0 62.89 101.09
40X6 30 - /0 24 —/0 85.15 140.74
40X 8 30 -/0 26 -/0 106.77 181.98

et Hi33H Hex 1995:4 1238



U LR EL o4 i 745

3o g 713 go) o] -5t )9 v)-&(proportion
of optimal solution) &} A4+ A7k CPU A]7HE Ab&
sleo] B o339 GA9} KU¢ Karimi[16]2] SA <xg]
ol ta] 2& FAES ol A9E vw, £33}
Atk #HHse v HAE FASAdA HAiE
WS Wig 52 ggolr)

No] 8xr} 2h2 Agfmz7)2e] Fallof 4= complete
enumeration-& £3 AA 7 Qo2 HHse 7
4 A7k Noj 88rt & ot @7]e] Falof 4=
g A7 ol HAHE wAste AL o)
A R 27]9 FAel] oid B dpubye]
RS e w o ofg3 2 HrpEe Akg
gk ol o) MAEAE AR o} o] YA
oA 7 AFe &5l F=d7t HEE dr)de
Al welA o]’ EAIES Ao 2SS &
penalty?] 312 A 83] 00] Hch Y4A 8 L5
Al XA 7ol g 5971 23 DEC 3000 worksta-
tionel| 4] o] Fof Fct.

=3 AR f4 Ao Ao M5 P=10,
P.=05/N, G=10, n=10N+2Mo] 2 Heh o] A&
N2 At} £ A7 Aife} SAHe HAis
Table 4o ¥]wale vpepliglony & o729 GAY9)
9 74 9 El7]7}8><M P I0XM W 25 Fafjol 4]
FAss I £ HodFoh A Z7L AA

TE HAHE Fie AU A BosL 2+
o} GAY A%+ AL AAYEE A3 ¥ &
5 HANE 2w oy, SAY A= FA AASFE
2 Aso) GAdl wlE) 24 HAE o 7 Adeh

5.4 £

2 il dEF AT AaAE EA
2 F71d A v 4§ z@sks E/T 230 g
4 da2lEE AlAsla o] UIS % NIS uiare]
HAA 3 FAlo) A8-slgich
A A E-E bkt YA FAl e s
- vHE FAME AN HoFE wmE s 737g by
i%it} AN, 2, FArio]e] 71 & d4bxie} ¥}

9 #4 dANEE M 41 BRAEE 950
A E e YA Y dae| e HA 2oy
F ol Y 4 9t SAo) sich =3k 44
G o B el YAAE gl A
9 5 glon 1 wAsksAel S 2 e
odZch Zog Rzt nlSolxl wWe HAE —r*“
A4 GAE 2 A%o] SART YS3le] Hrh #e
FE ALATT Hel B} o $3 AAE E'.°’l%‘--7’_

n® o
rulo

~N

.\i.rl:

N

i

aleh.
# A

£ ATE CFFAEARE ANDTFAY A7)
A7} 19043 % el et e TR gulo] ofs
o]Feiq Ao ATuE AL FA ﬁi}fz

Ak} e stive] 7Habe) £ EabE v

ARBYIE

a; :transfer time of batch i out of unit j

C; :completion time at which i th product in the
sequence finishes processing on batch unit j

E(f) : expected value

f(S) : objective function

: generation gap

: genetic algorithm

:number of batch units

:number of generation

z = 2N
Z}

:number of batches

: probability

: probability of crossover
: probability of mutation

o T o

3

SA :simulated annealing

sq-; ¢ setup time of batch i after (i—1) on unit j
t;  :processing time of product i on batch unit j
exp[ ]:exponential function

max[ ]:maximum of the quantities in the brackets
min[ ]: minimum of the quantities in the brackets

EHOEH

1. Reklaitis, G.V.: AICRE Symp. Ser., 78, 119(1982).

2. Reklaitis, G. V.: “Perspectives on Scheduling and
Planning of Process Operations”, Proceedings of
4th International Symp. on PSE, Montebello, Ca-
nada(1991).

3. Ku, H. M., Rajagopalan, D. and Karimi, L.: Chem.
Engng Prog, August, 35(1991).

4. Johnson, S. M.: Naval Research Logistics Quarterly,
1, 1(1954).

5. Dannenbring, D. G.: Management Science, 23, 1174
(1977).

6. Rajagopalan, D. and Karimi, L: “Scheduling in Se-
rial Mixed-storage Multiproduct Processes with
Transfer and Set-up Times”, Computer-Aided
Proc. Oper., CACHE and Elsevier, New York, 679

HWAHAK KONGHAK Vol. 33, No. 6, December, 1995



746
(1987).

7. Ku, H. M. and Karimi, I.: Ind. Eng. Chem. Res,
27, 1840(1988).

8. Wellons, M. C. and Reklaitis, G. V.: “Problems in
the Scheduling of Batch Processes”, Presented at
the TIMS/ORSA Joint National Meeting, Washing-
ton, D.C,, 1988.

9. Musier, R. F. H and Evans, L. B.: Comput. & Chem.
Eng, 13, 229(1989).

10. Baker, K. and Scudder, G.: Operations Research,
38, 22(1990).

11. Garey, M., Tarjan, R. and Wilfong, G.: Math. Opns.
Res., 13, 330(1988).

12. Fry, T., Armstrong, R. and Blackstone, J.. IEEE
Trans., 19, 445(1987).

13. Abdul-Razaq, T. and Potts, C.: J Opnl. Res. Soc.,

39, 141(1988).

siztast 33 Mo 19954 129

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21

ol 3 - M3} - o)l

Jung, J.H, Lee, H,, Yang, D.R. and Lee, 1.: Com-
put. & Chem. Eng, 18, 537(1994).

Ku, H.M. and Karimi, 1.: Ind. Eng. Chem. Res.,
29, 580(1990).

Ku, H. M. and Karimi, 1. A.: Comput. & Chem.
Engng, 15, 283(1991).

Lee, C.H. Jung, J.H. and Lee, I.: Comput. &
Chem. Eng., resubmitted, (1994).

Holland, J.: “Adaptation in Natural and Artificial
Systems”, University of Michigan Press(1975).
Goldberg, D.E.: Engineering with Computers, 3,
35(1987).

Goldberg, D.E.: “Genetic Algorithms in Search,
Optimization and Machine Learning”, Addison-
Wesley, (1989).

Rajagopalan, D. and Karimi, L: Comput. & Chem.
Eng, 13, 175(1989).



