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Zero-Wait(ZW) B2t} ohis 3184 24dol gleiA Zo""]-J F719} 2YEAE FAl0l AASEA, DA L&
2 3= A2 MINLP g2 #ekslaich A2l Bireware} Grossmann[1]e] k3t =8 o] &5}9 7, schedul-
ing®} A|eFA]l& ZW HiglollA] makespang #A3}sh=d] a3 ¢l A3E ¥ Q) Moon $[10]9] 4|8 0]-23}3c}. 7]
Z9] 39 2o XE PS5 (integeryi S M2} E $13] 1M (round off) WS o]-437F wiA, B oA oA EH
W& o434 AR A4HE F3c). Az A =2 MINLP 2dAle) Awtel wlws}lr] ¢ Bireware} Grossmann)
2% o]z 3 o] &3l ATFAIstAct. =3 2 Ao F 448 Z73lr] ¢35 Birewar?} Grossmann[1]e] H-£-3)
o FLE Al A £ Al A4 - vl ws] wgkoh 2 A3} 1) o] -] s ol4 & feasible solu-
tionZ2} 2] E3tw A A A& S 9l ubd, E =84 AAE 2oz Aabe Asbes v} A9
ul-8-& Zr= M2 A ¥ scheduling®] 5 & F Uslch =3 A4 A N2 2l nc o] A4 Agch

_1_

Abstract— This paper addresses a new MINLP model for determining the batch size incorporating batch sequences in
multiproduct batch processes. The ZW scheduling model[10] is added to the design equation proposed by Birewar and
Grossmann[1]. While they used the RO(Round Off) method to handle integer variable leading to an infeasible solution, we
make the problem solvable by the BR(Binary Representation) of the integer variable and reformulate the Birewar's model
for comparison. The model was applied to the same examples illustrated by Birewar with SPC(Single Product Campaign)
and MPC(Mutiple Product Campaign). The new model resulted in a new design and scheduling with a lower investment
cost in much shorter computation time than the Birewar's model.
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A BpAls oHEE BB 29002 R D Ao HEE 3
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AFol EAol WY 4 ol B4 2w ek BHEE B4 =
& 2gAAol| w2} zero-wait(ZW), unlimited intermediate storage
(UIS), finite intermediate storage(FIS), no intermediate storage(NIS),
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(CS)Z EFHT 7 -4 G A oAl Tungls]e] Aeksh
sith. shehEge Hshiges A THzYe] 2elohe A
e S kgl o3 3R] e AR A7) A2 74
Ao, i -2e] 3ol QoI4 ZW Mol web 2qdo] A=},
w3k QAP A wle) {5 s Sl (Single Product Cam-
paign, SPC)7} EjHA44bA)(Mixed Product Campaign, MPC)S. 2.
B A9 AL W) AE AR RS 2 o
ol = o & AFl T A Eolrke walo)d, Fajel A

€ 7 Al A A7 EF JF5R Al wad) =
ch. ZW Aol @} makespand H43hshv) E3bael wekg Al
AlgF =¥ 2 2+ Birewar2} Grossmann[2], Jung S(6], 28] Moon
S[10]°] etk 53] Moon S{10]& o1 FAI1Zk} FH|AZHE 5% 2
213 MILP 2d-& AI}sld s o] & MPC #4|2} SPCo| sl &
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thake] A-8-319ict. Moon 5{10]¢] 7-$3= 2} Aol ] head time,
tail time 28] 7 idle time 7|\d-2 o]-&34] makespang | 43}51=
e A9y, AxpA o 2 Birewar?}t Grossmann[2]9] 7% B}
ol 4ol w=xpiul oll AR 5 FAF] iAo
A 1 BEAS dF3kdch

22 EolM = 384 246l 2do1A] scheduling F#|E design o+
AelA FAlell meddle A7 EsiAn Jvi1,4,7-9,11-13).
oAl Dk, 2geAe] RS aes 2tk A 2718 F
s EAE &vigiel. 3kA|t AR|e Z27]F F-8hs Aol A sched-
uling?] AMFEAE A3s7|7}F o= l7] wfEel i At
5H=8t scheduling %} A, ohA] @3l sl AFell sl F2kx=]
A7t e A58 oFRa odrh4,11,13]. o] 2o 79, A
9] z7]8 AA sl Ao 4] 9] @<43}% scheduling A -2 AlA| &
Aol thall A1ZEA ] 87270l gt H & W3lr] 7] g F o]
o gk ¥gtoe 2 Birewar} Grossmann[1]2 A 22 & Agks}
Arh. ZW wieloll 4 3] 8 77)9} schedulingg& Ao weislr] ¢
314 MINLP =-& Aetsld=dl #A)71x]2] MINLP solverEo]
ArueEs oA X3k ok ool BAF(NLP)F R re-
laxation3) 4] s14 &k A2 1P (round off)S o]43) A5a)E &
olict. A, AT} go] TR AHE Rolr|x . A%
of| ufgbr= AP B3 e HEI]E Fhr). o]o] B =FdMe
71&2] mdrle] qhar Qli= EAIAH F vle)zl ALHSEE Asle
d1e]&4l o]2 ¥ (binary representation)?} 7] Moon 5-[10]
o] AAIZ ~AEY dwe|ES FHAA IR 2715 AAsE=
design#e} 380 2T A= 2AEY EAE FA
3 A3l NE-2 MINLP A& Agkslua} g} B =Fo g
3 WL, 2-el e tAte R dlaAl s Aol disiA A=s)
I 71Ee] nele B3 272 gkl 34 oA MINLP 2o 1}
ebd wlo]Al Al aE ol A%t o]AZ Yol g wig-e A
el o7& o] 4sl Bt 84l w224 AekE MINLP &
-8 4404 o}t SHe A= A EHN o]v) WEH RS At
22 71&e] ndd A2 w4 HE vagto sy pAS
HolTE 37}

2. Sizing and Scheduling Model

e Ao d cfgy zho] Yrhd 4= gt
M7el A2 FAEe] Q)3 N, 719 AFESS £ N9
a AF ii=1, -+, Nyol| digk BAl 3 85E n,
s ZF A k(k=1, -, M ol Hisle] 24X P2t 5417
T.o] Foizeta 7F4%ct 7+ 318 W&k 2718 39 V.2 et
Wi Al Eel wE 87 0.2 Jehith. X9 RE Frs F
o174l scheduling horizon, HWjol| Bvlo} 5w, 3|22l B adh =
Au & Haslgo ey 38 379 2P S AAE
Birewar®} Grossmann[1]e] A|gFsF 22 23} 7o}

M
Minimize Y, a, V5 (NLP-I)
£=1
S.t.
V, >S,B k=1, ---, M; i=1, ---, N,
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n’.=F l=1,"‘,N,,
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i=1
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Fig. 1. Schedule generated by Birewar using RO.
(a) SPC-ZW, (b) MPC-ZW
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Aol gk 7o) Fe2A ehdisich A A Aok 2 A
oA, 7] 24 (size factor) S,;9t 3]277] Bo| FAR 872k it
Aokl e ar, F HA AL 7 A ARl .7 Q,
o thgk ¥ 32| z7] BE 7o 24 3% 34 n g AR} A
el o] HAle] AefalL, HA 7] FolA 2 AF ol sl 2
ths AAEAE AE 7 25 A5 dgee) 2 AF ol e AT
7} At = -9 3ag A Al S vehdth 1 o Al
oFAl 2 2} A A 8] F7], & 2} Aol Al AE i9] F A7
(o 7 AE i j73] idle time®] 3h- Foiz HE JoiAl &= okgich
€ &7tk T4 F A Az nonconvex TEF 7R 1
7] W&ol ARl AR} IS nAs] o5t wekA B
=&)X= nonconvex¥t A& convex T-2E 71 $ QEE refor-
mulation & 7o}, FAlol] gt F013 dHolel & 5Ael| Yeht gl
dl, 2R F2] SAEAZ 209 AFo] 34 AAE AxE A$-
olch{i1]. Al AHg3ts]e] )& MINLP solver: ©)%(binary) M-

g o v} wio]al AH<p(integer) M thE 7t §17] wjFol)
Birewar®} Grossmann[1}2- 2@Alel|A] 7} A|Z9] 3|84 n 2 RE W
5 AEESZ 7P EA E9r). o] wliell 335 Agghe] obd
A2 ol o 24, o] & 123} 3] o3 (round-off[RONE A
L3k A= o]2% AL FoiA AL x| Bals A
S Wit} Fig. 194 B ule} zdo] F:017] scheduling horizong 7|
Heg, A4 Sel7hs vl ol o3 UL vAE 5 9lA Dt o)
o £ Aol vlo]Al Ao g AAM o2 ox YL
AlBZ|2 gt oA FHH-S o4, olPH o Zolil Birewars}
Grossmann[1}¢] 2de] dis] wl2S X a)x MINLPE |75}
R, AAFA Adshe 2o dsix S84 vz gl

3. O|ZIE B (Binary Representation)

MINLP 2dejl4] veht= u]o]2l A4>(nonbinary integer)d 4=
A3z #hells ohga 28 whye] glch $-4 MINLPA]-E NLP
2 relaxations| A HeH4rt Aghe 222 rounding & sH= W
o]t} Bireware} Grossmann[l]e] o]-8%F ulo] upz o] uiule]
o} a2y g AHEAlE )2 MINLP solverE o]4-s)4 &2 735}
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A} & v v]o]zl A5HE vhE d<H % (continuous variable)
v olA 2 @l dloptt jiet. o]n] el Hlo|Al AeEs EY
2] Decimal Representation(DR)}S- t}-&-3} 7t} 7183, noleb= A
FE n=% iy,, z Y, = 1¥= O]al‘ﬁzl:)% F/Rte 2R THEY

i=1 i=1
F glch AR A 7t 1004 A4, oAl Aee
100747} B28HA| H 5 ARRAIT el efdE @3S oA Holtt. of
2 A A st Al AYF Ae] o)z F3H (Binary Represen
tation)o]t}. E nlo]Al A4 oS vhehd 3= 3)1S o) o
T Qe APele). 71 1000]2he AlRIS daia s uoomops.

Gebd S gtk & R E g4HaE 9 o) o) ues dudgte
24 el 5 ek 22 242 93 9 el Bl 2t

AFol chet 580l dal hewh 2E $A) AVZAL ASFL
24 AL vehd 4 gl

n=20XY, +21 XY, +2 XY, +2 XY, +2¢X Y, -
= 32 Yy 7 Yo I ARSO EE D)

Helslof she AESS] 7ol we} o)X se] 71 PolRl o
2 AAAZEe] AX = o] 97l A1 £ £A19] A v
ol AWyt GA - A= AAIA o] 4% e g
Zolt}. &}x|ut o|A L& o] A} DREL} S35 AFE Mol
A& ohieh A4wse] gt A7 e AL, DRe SOS14] 9]
gt Branch and Bound 457} w27 w]&o] o|X F3 Y W} wE
AlZbell S5 T3] = ot SR £ FAle] A9+ oA = n2
Fho] =7] Wil o]zl 2 o] v]-g A7} o]}

4. A New MINLP Model for Sizing and
Scheduling

2 Ao ZWel] tha] 2|47t D headd} il SAlo] 243}
ste] o] 2eAE ZAST S8l Al wPE (101 )48, 3]
9] 7719} 2GS FAH AAIES FAE T S 9EE v
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F5ol ik A2l o]l HEF Al S ok 7o) vepiict.

(a) AH8- 5
YH, : AlF i8] FAHEA7E 7P Aol 1 vmix] A=
YL, :AF i8] FAeA7 7P iR el 1 e R) 7:3‘—?%% 0
Xy AFTFAF vkl AEw 1 yez] 49=0
HD, : 3] koll4] A)E iol] th§} head time
TL, : A=) kol 4] AE ioll N tail time
T, 3] koA AE i o] FAZH
ti Ty y#+PutTy
© Dy AR kellA AelEE A7 AE oA j2 vk ge] 2]
A7k
®) A% =7

@ zdeAelAe) Agsh ohadel] Azse AFES 22 sht
o]t}

N,
LvH =1 )

A @

@ Mgz z4dse AFH sHR o2 2YHE AL 2L

+ gich.
YH, + YL, <1 i=1,, N, ®3)

AREA Gy Hexyd A4 o, 5 24 AFSe] ¢ U 58y
% AZDHE 7P AS, L o2 PSS AeAT SPCS)
etew zHE A9l 443 & ol AeFEAele) Teil,
AE o] ofe] 9] 8§02 Azsolol S MPCS) R& A9
A& AE} oo AEo] g £ QU7 Wl ol@ 2Ao]
42 4 leH10]

@ A&z 2YHE AF ju ABIe w2 F7)o) TS
o ol ZE AEL] £AAG YA F 0 Aol hehbxl e o
o} 2R, oo g AzHE AFE 25 AE Ag Aol
Yepd 4 9
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YH+2X =1 j=1, -, N, @
i=1
N

YL+):x =1 i=1, -, N, )

j=1
@ 7} A=) ol A1) makespan-> F¢]%] scheduling horizon-& d¢]
= ek} 97149 makespanS- A4Fsl7] $13F Al Moon &
[10]°l Ak G el &S ol g3k

N, N, N, N,

MS, _ZYH HD, +22x ;D + YL TL,
i i=lj=1 i=1

N,
+% [T,y ,+P,+T,]<H k=1, -, M (6)
i=1

Aol 2o A= e 2 AWl gt FAllo] 1, o] & |
34 MPC2} SPC Rllo]] B4A12 4= QI8 udllAlg $A) 10 7|
2 3=}

MPC2] 7-$-& AeF4] (3)°] & YT (@), (5). 22T (6)°] he-
3} zho] Al oo} & Flolr}.
Nr
YHj+i§=:1X"/'=ni j=1, - N,
Nr
YL, +}§,1x,.j=n,. i=1, -, N, )

Y 7k AFoll Ao, Folxl A|7HE<E YAbsfo} she 3|34

§ T3l Ak Alelth 9 A& mesh (6)l 4] wla oo} 3}
£ A& heads} tail-&- Wdo] ¢z, 7 Al Ee) M)A 7kol| th7h &
olth. AlatE:= A EH FREE AFL 4 1hdql vy ﬂal%
9 3 ESE n, HF Soluir] Wl Fo|c}.

N, N, N, N,

MS, —EYH ‘HD,, +Z ZX D, +ZYLTL
i=1j=1

NI'
+'Zl"i[Ti(k—1)+Pu:+Tu]SH k=1, -, M (6')
i=

7 AE ol Al 2ok s 047k 0, EoZ FaA o)
wEolch. el chest 2E Alekaje] Frjslolol @ Aotk
MPC Al %, SR AFel Bala 2 b Aakealzh 2]
AL 99 $E Thest e AR WA 2 Zole

X, <n, -1 W)

SPCH Al dsix] 2T 79, makespano] gt AFAE (6)2}
TUSIL 5 QAR (7)9) A|oFA]e] ohg-3} 7Fo] ulH ofof gic).
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X,=n-1 )

F, 7 AEel A8l chEoll = FUgE AlFel g 2gdo] A44
2.2 o]Folx 2 AlF ek o] B} k= 2A A A
2 ot} &, shte] AlFo] 2F A thiel & o2 Al Fol
HE 2E AABtEE AF i chgel = o AF iE dikse
3 3 iRk 190 Hojof Zrh= ofule|ch

M & A58 vle} o] melXojl= nonconvexdt A]Eo] Q)
o] 919 mdAle 2l ALgskH A §E A FaA "ok
wetd et A= At H3 & BAEE7] 984l nonconvex
TEE 7H Aol A8l convexT2E 7H 4 QU=E vhE 2ol
reformulationdl= 7o) Fa38tc}h A oS W H5E A

B

. . .
n=e¢%,V, =e%, 28I B, =eh

i

2299 nonconvexdt FA 3ol Aokl che-3} zto)] convex -
25 7= Aoz vl 7o)

M M
Minimize ¥, a, V% = Minimize 3, ake‘ﬁk o ®
k=1 k=1
Q ) ,
n, = B = ei=Qe % = n’ =log(Q)-b, C)]
gk u) A3 Aekle] A3 Aekrle 2 uiHr) 2 ol
V,25,B, = e%2S,% = v, 2log(S,)+b, (10)

2 =EellA Aldehs 2dAle Aejsid o8} 2}

M
Minimize Y, a, e " (MINLP - I
k=1
s.t
n’,»:log(Q,)_b,‘ k= , . M i=1, .,Np
v, = log(S,)+b, i=1, -, N,
N,
SYH =1
i=1
N,
YL =1
i=l
YH, +YL, <1 i=1, -, N,
N, .
YHi+i§1X1/=ni i=1, - N
N,
YL +3 X, =n, i=1, -, N,

j=

Table 1. Data for example 1

A1

L5

ofd

- ubagl

N, N, N, N,
MS, =3 YHHD, + Y, 3, XD, + L YLTL,
i1 i=1j=1 =
N’
+%0,[T, , +P, +T,]1<H k=1, -, M
i=1
X,<n-1 (MPC3 %%) i=1, -, N,
X,=n-1 (SPCY 73%$) i=1, -, N,
n; =j§02]Y(i+l)¢' ,
n=e%,V, =¢%, 183 B =e i=1, -, N,

YH,, YL, € {0, 1}

5. ol H|

B AAMe AFA AR 222 4L oF8br] $15ld,
olu] =fof HEH ClAE A2 7 ANE u|E EHH HES
et F 7] FAIE A2 Abe} (i)Birewars} -Grossmann[1]2]
22X 7 79, (ii)Bireware] 2dlloa] ol o ulo]xl A
FE AeaiA] w4 ol B Y o2 Jehd A$, 283 (ii)2AF
H daeEE A AFA AR 29, o1FA A SA mllg
A 77 g v 2e] HEE 34l

5-1. OflAl-1

7+ Algell At 87 £9] dlo]ej& Table 1o & vjeht ol
olol sl SPC, MPC A o}zl GAMS [3]5 o] 434 =23l
t}. Table 2= Birewar®] ojg]® e 23} A3e} vlwslr| 98 o)A
EPW 2%t A, Z3z AlekE e 27 AME viFw
ik 2 Birewar?] 2o A9 o] T WYL o] L3 7|9 o
Fjel o3 Ahnc) dAN LS AA ke 359 =79 244
AE AT + ook 2F oA xEHS HLYS A, AFA
Aord =42 Birewar?] Z3¥ ) v]-8 whE A7 el 1S A
< & = 3lsich. SPC 2dof| gt A= Table 30l4] HejF 7 )
t}h. 7] o1l 2J3F Bireware] ZA3}= 03] scheduling hori-
zon H(=6000)% Joi = A8 Brls(infeasible)dt A& poiE
o} ol Rl EF W o2 A )] AAE Poid $ 31T, o)A E
APE A4S 4%, 94 AkE 2o 73-97) Birewar2} Gros-
smann[1]e] =R} & Aoplle 57} wES BF T g},
ol EHYH ] A, FA 2717t 2 A$e 2715l TAR o)
g 2pe] Aolr M2 x| ko = 2 (Birewar 22 74 n?,
2 299 ¢ 2xnnd AEF 5), ALY wl &k 1A, o
A 264 = EAl2] 27|71 2 A5 A AP mghc).

Processing time[hr]

Size factor for tasksflit’kg]

Products Q/kg] Hlhr o,[$/1it] B,
stagel stage2 stage3 stagel stage2 stage3 (ke ] l !
A 8 20 8 2 3 4 40,000 6,000 250 0.6
B 16 4 4 4 6 3 20,000 6,000 250 0.6
Table 2. Optimal design under MPC for examle 1
Volumellit] No. of batches Batch size[k; i
Method [keg] Capital Hlhr] CPU
v, v, V; n, ng B, B, cost[$] [sec]
Birewar(RO) 429 643 857 187 187 214 107 35973.5 5992
Birewar(BR) 427.8 641.7 855.6 187 187 213.9 106.95 35930.2 6000 7.63
Proposed 427.8 641.7 855.6 187 187 213.9 106.95 35930.2 6000 4.35
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Table 3. Optimal design under SPC for examle 1

603

Volumeflit] No. of batches Batch size[kg] Capital
Method I: s Hhi]  CPUfsec]
\'A v, \A n, n, B, B, cost($]
Birewar(RO) 480 720 960 240 120 240 120 38500 6016*
Birewar(BR) 481.93 722.89 958.08 167 166 239.52 120.48 38536.7 6000 5.21
Proposed 481.93 722.89 958.08 167 166 239.52 120.48 38536.7 6000 4.86
*denotes an infeasible solution.
Table 4. Data for example 2
Processing times for tasks[hr] Size factors for tasks(lit/kg]
Products £ Q Hihr]
© stagel stage2 stage3 stage4 stagel stage2 stage3 stage4
A 6 2 4 1 2 3 2 6 300,000
1 5 3 5 7 3 1 2 200,000
C 2 7 3 7 1 4 3 2 400,000
6000 D 8 1 5 2 5 5 2 6 300,000
E 4 1 2 2 1 6 3 2 100,000
F 3 6 2 4 4 2 1 4 100,000
5-2. OilAI-2 olgHe] A o|v] EE[1]E F5te] BEd Aolrt Hel4 B

B oo A 6708 AE il 4719) 35S Ao} sk FA
oleH1]. =184, 7 AFEY 2YAIZ 7AAA L8] (economicsy=
Table 4of] & vteh} giok. AMHAZL gle 92 39, ZWel
3] SPCe} MPC FA4| 8 utEo] Eojrgir}. Table 5ol4l= MPCR
dlol| 2]3F AT}-S, Table 604 = SPCel| 2§+ A3}E HodF 7 gt

Table 5. Optimal design under MPC for examle 2

Birewar(RO) Birewar(BR)**  Proposed

Volumef[it] A\ 6250.0 . 5982.9

A\ 7500.0 . 6000.0

Vv, 4285.7 . 4494 4

\'A 7500.0 . 7200.0
No. of batches A 240 . 250

B 240 . 234

C 280 . 267

D 240 . 251

E 80 . 100

F 80 . 67
Capital cost[$] 190820.0 . 182787.8
Horizon[hr) 6008* . 6000
CPUfsec] oo 39.65
*denotes an infeasible solution. **cannot find any solution.
Table 6. Optimal design under SPC for examle 2

Birewar(RO) Birewar(BR)**  Proposed

Volume[lt] \'2 7407.4 . 7407.4

Vv, 7352.9 . 73171

V, 5504.6 . 5479.5

V., 8823.5 . 8780.5
No. of batches A 240 . 205

B 191 . 189

C 218 . 219

D 204 . 205

E 82 . 82

F 54 . 54
Capital cost[$] 206812.0 . 206367.8
Horizon[hr] 6008* . 6000
CPU[sec] oo 35.8

*denotes an infeasible solution. **cannot find any solution.

F5 ojuell 2)¢ Birewar Lo A3k VRIS HE T
Yot oA BHY S H4T A9 Birewars] YL 27 Fol WA

A oluuise) 2Ar} Bl Wlgel, shE BAsA Foke W, A
o9 zae HHaE o AL ¥ 4 slch. SPC FA F5

% ohR7HA 2, Birewar?] 299] 34 oY & A4 A9+ A
Brhsg S elw o)A AW S A4l s e FahA] 2 uk

9, Ak 2d2 F A= AANE DA 25 A R
EAS] 2717} ARl weh Ak 2 vte] AR ALz e 2
AARg2 Arhsdt AA-NE FaEEs & 5 ot
6.d g
£ QFollMe ZW ke o EE 3134 FA HE s8] =

N

1 24 2 Aaxg] £4& AAske A2 MINLP 294 & A
rstdct. =27] AAel| whE A2 Birewar?] 2L 0]-4-3}3)
T AN AR BelE 322 Moon S[10]e] Ak A& o]
43te] AFA mlag FAslgc). 7129 vlelAl A4ws Ae

ulxl.e. NLPE relaxationd] 4] & %, round off W}4]-& °]-9-‘{}' 1o
Ao vlo)Al A4S X2l ol B -& Al
o}& Algtgt =3} Birewar?] Zlo]] Hg-sjx, A3}E A2 v
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