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ABSTRACT

In this study, we are interested in formulating mathematical models and proposing
solution methodology for solving the Economic Lot, Inspection and Scheduling Problem
(ELISP) for imperfect production and inventory systems. Inspection plays an important role
in an imperfect production system since it saves the cost from producing and restoring
defective items though it also incurs extra inspection cost at the same time. In this dissertation,
we apply two different types of replenishment cycle, the common cycle (CC) approach and
the extended basic period (EBP) approach in the ELISP model, and adopt a consensus
inspection policy. The focus of this study is to determine the optimal cycle time and an
optimal production and inspection schedule that minimize the total cost per unit time. We
formulate a mathematical model in which we take into accounts both the production capacity
and inspection capacity constraints. We conduct full theoretical analysis and propose an
effective search algorithm for solving an optimal solution as using CC approach. Then we
design a hybrid genetic algorithm (HGA) to get the optimal solution when applying EBP
approach, which is equipped with a search algorithm that not only seeks to improve solution
quality, but also assuring a feasible solution. Our numerical experiments demonstrate the
effectiveness of the proposed search algorithm and HGA to solve the ELISP. Also, we can get
about 6.07% the lower average total cost by using EBP approach than CC approach as the
number of items is larger and the utilization rate is lower.

Keywords: economic lot, inspection strategy, search algorithm, common cycle approach,
extended basic period approach.
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A de A SRR O B Bk R ORRER N o FN I A
KILFERTF ASNEE o nEBASDE AR FHERFLRA
Bo-B2l AP AAZRASDEREPZ AR -BY s A& A K10
B PR (setuptime) 5 pT Bl &+ A & 0«14 & g7 (production time) o

Sum of Setup & Idle Time
Production Time H H

i(s( +pT)<T
i=1

A
A
Y

T

B 2.0 =64 Sins it 5

-

A ik & (production rate) &_

E AR R A =120 A &K ig4

p, s A& I g FiE 5 (demandrate) &.d. 5 A & 0 973K B = & (setup cost)
A ARSI HE 2pEF 5 I A& (holdingcost) E.h ;T &4 &4 & %4
(production cycle time) » B & Fe 3F #p 3 ek & 8 50 5

MinTC(T) = zh Zh A=p)
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n

2.8

st T>—2L

n

-2n

o EASIDARPT F o p=d/p & p<1

IR R EHE LG FEEF R R TR rg F
2 g TRHEFH Y o bl4e @ Elhafsi & Bai (1997) 1% % '
A &2 AR DR -

2.2.1.2 # ik ¥ (Basic Period approach, BP)

A2 4 Bomberger (1966) =7 ) ko H A4 B F @ % H L4
412 (DP) % $f2 ELSP - 2 et — &ens otk #pi2 > BP 2 BXK 2 F A&
P AR AFYPER A EBESIOFPEFLFLE - BAARRT
(basic period) ¥ B e i dc > T, =kB o & {7t A 50t F FTREY
PR A Sk flick ko] 2 R de (LCM) 1 Benie -

AAFHEERAG DA G - FHFREL A 2 PP EAT R

4 A& 0 RIARE B A Sk ik A Ee £ + CEF R FBASOK T 5 L
o PR SRR E N A R AR e o Bl 22 LA AZBARTARY
UREE

SRR

Bl 22 = f5 A S 28z i #

11



A AT BN A T AT

minTCBAKN =Y+ > 1- o)k

st. Y (s+pkB)<B ke{l,2,3,

i=1

d A AFH L I EFRY NI BRI ERASTERAL R
chik EE o TPt 0 BB R § 0L X e b E i % R (TR A
fait) o e B o A AFHE L § HFEREE D FIL A BAAFH § DA R
AR o AT E R P EEEREY Mz DT AR R AAGHIEATA
2R Y - R T FRE B RIPTRFIPFT LR D
F (dletime) #.5 > Flpt > REF PR XF AN 2 HAHFE 32D
we o

w2 27 ¢ o Granar & Riggle (1997) » A A Hpiz g i f2 L8 - 5 5
ELSP e &/ » B B2 A R 444 BIA L % - M ma A ~EH B
i B R R o R ATy fke ke TR RS G E
ER EEVEUE WS I

Yao & Elmaghraby (2001) 0 ELSP#= % ¢ » A A3¥ 82 5 AA# A 2
st o T4 B~Z % Rk (Power of Two policy, PoT) #-k % 71 = 1,2,4,...,2°
23 R oo IR - % Xekenp cnE_ LT 2R3 (ProcFT)
Fo VS i RE s AL A2 B Bk

Soman et al. (2004) % H % & & & %13 #p *2 (shelf life) #]2 /g A
ERANEATY o0 T RANEHZ > PRI A LR PFRE
2 KRB~k ik if f2 o Cookie (2004) &4 A2 7 - TEFET TR
G JEE TR ﬁ’f | % B i kB Y Fd A R R PR A
AN T I A

d PP o d At BN AEHp R P ik P fodick, % R B B B A b ECSY

%
B

M

%Eﬁﬁ%ﬁ’ﬁﬂig=wﬂﬁoﬁﬂiipﬂ”@<%&%ﬂ&
seehyE 2 ok RE R AR o e B> i £F 5 Bﬁkmm’ﬁia

2
f
£ 127 {7 (feasible) 7 /f £ 4v UFEIR o

12



2.2.1.3 & ® & »*3¥ ¥+ (Extend Basic Period approach, EBP)

N AAFHZTUNEE - BA SRRk AEE L F P
Ao ARt a2 A AFHE > W A AFHZ G U A ST F -
FHMELZ S TEBRIPNNE BEFIP DF SR G L AFE DR 3
ARNFHRER B> hpptd AREEF 50, EBP 222t F B
TR F AR A A2 0 EBP L B § EE s T 4 48 445 5]
{ T ot & A A o

Haesseler & Hogue (1976) & & % i@ * 2t ¥ 2L A ¥ #p /% K &4 ELSP F¥
O™ TR o B PE* - FRORFIE kg it ELSP #5530 P g v (7 2
L %TR XL - @ {4 > Elmaghraby (1978) ¥ Davis(1990) 4 %|3& 417 13 & #-
o HS —ﬁ ;% v Haesseler & Hogue (1976) i i3 58 { 4o it #2
Lol

Yao(2000) #H ELSP ch# #{-R* {4 %= 3 ¢ - 12 EBP jZ 5 A # % 0
F TRl 2 Proc FT o 27 faes 218748 o j eh e jz (B {kHDALF &
TR o

d Fit 22113 2213 8@ iR P2PaEr 72t Evm
AT EREY F o - MU BRI %\mﬁk;{ A AT BN R
SRR E ARG AFHERE IR HF S I T8N AR X i
W2 Mendb Ef e X AAFHZFARALILRRE - S5 -HFAF KSR
-~ FP T ELE AN EFHIDFERT L V- AL a2 R
WL LV AR 2213 &t A AR /ﬁ AR E Y - T
gL B g Rty A& - &ﬂﬂ%ié’wiiﬁﬁmiﬁﬁﬁo
1UIpiE 2 AR Bl ko BN R T W A R T U I A AT
2% 2 A Mk i f2 (Chang & Yao, 2009) -

222 EAFEREREPME LY
éﬂ@i&+ﬁ’¢é¢§¢§ﬁth§omEuP&%@ﬁzknmhuﬁi,
B9 Op Aoy £00 CC kR e § B4 M ELSP it T E
PR 4 & B ik dg B % (Sequence-dependent setups) £73R* AE o )4 @ Dobson
(1992) £2 Wagner & Davis (2002). Dobson 4%+ ELSP =72k & pFfF 22 4 2 g &5

13



&g B Rk ELSP ez # 05N o H A i 4k (transformations) & %435
(relaxations) ek Fofz o @ AL ELSP 3N B3R 2 A &2 FF > B gt ek
B4 AEREEART B ook oo R F g AR dap 3 B8R ennd

% > Dobson 1z gt B® 453 4 ELSP ehag # 27 3 o @ {8 Wagner & Davis 4+
APl cnf 38 BB - 3F foF N F 8 2 (searchalgorithm) &k #fz - 72 F
f“ﬁ 2T R EH - R EfEa 3% > Wagner & Davis #f & % # i - iz
EA-RFER  NEHRT Y PRI B2 ARE - A RBRERT RS
kot o Wagner& Davis %3+ =i & iz >t Dobson e 1 it f ~ 3 3541* CC
2 FfE o

Faaland et al. (2004) G4 ELSP % g 13 B FUE e o34l B 3p & chfw

BORNH R - EE S RB k3o P AE P % ¢ 12 100 1 1000
W ir:u 5 ILAGN iE B PR (computation time) € ST ¥ A &-dic
P e se & IT S =t s £ o Salvietti & Smith (2008) 1+ & #R.4]2 column
generation Hjtw > Ff% ELSP % g & & a2 &+ i 3 B %5 %
;;;, PPt FodisRe 3 2 4 T B 2 17 00 %2 - Somon et al. (2004) £ @ 5 ELSP - 77
B A 2o s HP PR BE o s 7945 Haessler’s (1979) @ ff4p e B* 48 1 22
s %ﬂ»i\ C HIFH R AR R A E > KRS 2 S BN LR a2
SRTF N FE R HRESE S H BN R FFY 2 EFE R % -Chang etal.
(2006) eHELSP £ # =3 @ » 3 g * Fr w2 %85 7 & (uncertain or fluctuating
demand) eFRf s = 5N o fs e N oA W A RIEHE - B R U R

= & fick (triangular fuzzy) 3§ ® 52 A# k> > T A TFIFE 27 1 hF o

Tang & Teunter (2006) #% &% &7 2k (returns) & ;weH ELSP 5% o s
iER ATy hiT R0l - chd Za {7 o (84 Teunter et al. (2008) 1345
Tang & Teunter ezt (g > #E I % &2 54 & 7 13 j e ELSP #
;¢ o 7 3t Tang & Teunter =453 » Teunter etal. ;8 ¥ Bk 4 A RV 1Y
wiFEH I (Fe 2 {5 > Ouyang & Zhu (2008) # ELSP F* 452 @ % 5 8 — 4p
P2 AR ORFEE AR BN A 2D 2 5 AHT WA EE
?Ei 14 iv o Chang & Yao (2009) # 17 ELSP % & & %l B® 38 ;N » H 23t

ERAAFHT > EREHP 0 F A ST G - 2 APE - LR B
g E - R & ATHE 2 (hybrid genetic algorithm) » Ffgf M3 = A 7 & i
et A PR E IE g Bind W oo

‘m‘L
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Moon et al. (2006) 14— fegF N B B Ric A FF B > fR2iAd
o B W:}iﬁv (group technology) 7 ELSP F* 48 (GT-ELSP)» i iF* 55\ e =
FE R e (time varying lot sizing) 2 & -
GT-ELSP #est # " M A S E R E A A > Td It %25 2K
ey Bz iRt Hametal. (1985) ¥ Kuo & Inman (1990) #13& ciii & 2 o

% P FT ELSP 7l hif i AT o KRGS R L 0 AT
FIHF LT E R L TR Y 2 (GA) & Ff2 ELSP - Khouja et al. (1998)
& * GA % 4z ELSP> # f1* Bomberger (1966) 72 & F ! (Tl 7 5%
ERa A A B L2 (DP) M F sk k@ 4B RF L BP
2 kTP F St & FE - Moon et al. (2002) ANV KT E PR H
Lol st R & 7% GA % 2 ELSP - Sarker & Newton (2002) i * GA #jz
EAMCE SRR AT A SR frd PR <] o A E W
% /4 % Chang et al. (2006) -f% 7% fx ¥ &2 %% F F < ELSP ¥ 32 ~ Moon et
al. (2006) = GT-ELSP 4= Chang & Yao (2009) = ELSP % & & %R 4% > »
T CGA K74 E -

JE_F it e )I?vt‘ » AT FILCC 2 Z_ ELSP W Ay P o ey AL
WA R S ARG E G ELSP 2417 4 R IIA SRR AL -
W”’%Jﬂﬁ”Ewpfﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁapii£°mp%%%%ﬂﬁ
B e pRidm L 2.3 & o

&gﬁ&&m&ﬁiﬁjiT’;ﬁﬁ%i%éi%ﬁé%%%mé
RIL o R EASRFBHEAN EL S FLA S pR& B - L2
AE A PEMERAOD AR GHEERI RS H  EUTER
@ﬁlﬁiﬁiﬁﬁﬁoﬁﬁvgizi%ﬁ%ﬂ’?ﬁgﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ

BRFRIE S M P o Tl o FHEEM S 0 A AT B TA SRS
j‘%ﬂ gigécr,\d\(%g,‘%;/\ Benpiflfas AE) e e 1% M L 5iE § A

ER N S i H
e R I b R DA R L L S
(22 AFH P ASR GO =8)FE DT FOFE T N
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Porteus(1986) % Rosenblatt & Lee (1986) &_# pt 577 7 4R 3 ek ;g;;ﬁz o 15 P
NHART B ERR O NREFTER 0 U EF St E R 2R R R
B s FA SR YR Y PRAR > VEER R R JI’H*,?
Lee & Rosenblatt (1987, 1989) 4 % ¢ & J1 g 52 & > & )
BA2AFEPN > AP B ERK NG R T IFRARDRGY o FHG W a0
SRR EA AN RFIEFL AT  wHRHER AT AL S
PRk FEeRE HHRL A A g2+ f ¥ - Lee & Rosenblatt 1 4y
I & i ek B B BB (inspection interval) ¥ 3% * % §E (equally spaced) =
FoRTZ o FAtRF- AN AR E S E - e 288
Lee & Park (1991) A H 4 2 ¥ B B e 7 ¢ » # Lee & Rosenblatt
(1987) enfics w2 > T4 » 7 £ B 2 & (reworking cost) 72 i E A
~ (warranty cost) & 3 = & ﬂ% oLinetal. (1991) P|4-4% Lee & Rosenblatt
(1987) =gt > H 4 - B E s ek et o B Bk AR R
AWK S 5 - VR Sl (mcreasmg failure rate, IFR) - Tseng (1996)
Rldg 2B 8= Fen® o ig ¢ (a perfect preventive maintenance
policy) » ¥ B~ X A AR ¢ B TR B IR vE > i@ ik ¢ A D BOR K ARG
TRAECTeNg hE R HEF R B EE DAY LR AT E I g E o ¢t Lin
ﬁa|09%)<m§ﬂidﬁ$”m“ﬂhﬁr%ﬁjk 745 - Kim et al. (2001) 2
Lee & Rosenblatt (1987) =% 5 > 35 Fd i 4 A X E kP2 AR o
Wang & Sheu (2001) §F s Porteus (1986) st @ 4 B M ATehA &5
o1t o Wang & Sheuzn i RALEZ A B4 & K9 i #8 > hflaig T
MR RZE 2 AN ERP LT $30 P A2 A NERS S
Ta%ﬂi%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%’ﬂﬁﬁiiﬁ#i%%ﬁﬁ%owmg
& Sheu sk 32 & ER-RAL FlEar § A B R SHUEY > DFERLS
AEc] i AP P A T W A e S PE AR R TR i o
Kim & Hong (1999) Al E Bk # 2 St 848 4 il s 84
Wang (2005) zt ¥ Kim & Hong (1999) %77 » » 004 2 216187
AFteSF& R B4 AiERY H2 e k%> ;4 (consensus inspection) o
@i&%gﬁﬂﬁﬁ§ﬁﬁﬁpiﬂ’* PEAB I LB RES
T g AT FRAETY R E R NEThHRE  BHRDES

=

4
a3
=2
[e]

)

b

ES
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A Vo AL Hlaeans g 2 B - Liou et al. (1994) - Makis &
Fung (1998) 122 Makis (1998) #t A 4 g fg IR & 4 2. EPQ RS eh
W ? oo g e ERFA (mspectlon errors) ¥ H @47 v ¥ kP 4 o
ﬁﬁiﬁéﬁ’wﬁkﬂaﬁﬂ*ﬁwﬁ%mﬁ%’z&@@*ié
AR ETHRR 0 LA FRF A RE RGO 2 XN £ R
BT 3L AFEFIUBL A SN FERPEE IR ORE D o
LV %fﬁiﬁ ETER R R RIS D E A e KR 73

’/\ o
‘Z

- —‘ﬁ‘ "‘% TR I A SR Tﬁ'v'?é]q“ o R W isenE F g

Atk FEE R RER  RER O ATt &ﬁ’ﬂgﬁiﬁ%ﬁ
i =72k ¥ = & (inspection setup cost) » iz & ér, ARGV ¥ ek g fTA s
AIE o

24@%%%5 YR Y T2

SRLY M RS B R ELSP et WA Y o ARG ARSAD MK
etk PRy AR I RFREFELE 3R A8 5 FF 2ZH5 9
T RE? R TIEAR o Bt AR ELSP de xS H0d amtin E 5 A e
ST A MEBIAFTIE T A F ) o ARG AR L R/
e S R AL LAPM o BRI TR A A R Reip R R A o v A A
m#kﬁ?'* - F_eh F,fggzo

2287 » AFEy avif BALELSP A Bthb it s A Rmeir
RHFAEAN U > AT ERLTEET 7o FP o AR T
Jo e vk e ELSP W = 3 @ K,f T A~ B St SR AR - 2 0

€ Rt S DA - BT g UREFRKZTELIET (7 o K
W B e g o R LA

BT AR DR TR K 0E 0 B 23 RGBS Y T ko
W g o tdck 11 &3P s v o2 T AREAMREZ R FHE o8 A&
WX LRBEERAR AL L B I KRB ST 2 EREK D

# 2
R o St S AT Ft 2§ R ERUT
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5
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e
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Bz HREEERREARE  RBIEEN
3.1 =3

ARFFTAEBRN- BRAEANBRSELE A ANT T BT REHRRKIR
A B B AR R BRI 032 A BN R B e A Rk g
W22 o AR P RARDER ) PFPRE RS AT 2 HB2 A3 DB LA S
b ikt o SR F G g 2 A A a B A F1F 7]~
EE S PE REBER T FenfE o d AR E AH YA Y L HF
oo REEY BEOSRET S22 REHZ(COFL > 2973 A&
iR RDEAFHRFRT A A SR R T 28Kk % (consensus
inspection) ik o A F E - FHF F £ (search algorithm) & Ffz ¢ it
N > b 33 M4 QR R E 2 AR Rt BB PT
34%%f§ﬁﬁéﬁﬁéi~Tﬂﬁﬁ§@ﬁ&aﬁamzigga5$
g - B 107 A S E R b P M G - BT REEANCE S R

SRPATR A AFE R A BREAM R T %R YR EA S D kA
o A I F]F AR 0 TR A RGN FREE SR R R
PLHEN A A AT o AR B (S BAPH P RN U T BB S -

32ﬁﬁéﬁ

321 VBB TR

AR TN E TR i F B WP AT
n: A& fcp o

d @ AFi=HpER(x)0ng &5
p, 1 A&EE R ()0 A
Y, © AR FE R )ok%S -
S, ¢ A2 AXERR o
0 A&FIDRRXEFRE -
At AFISZ AXES R
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Ci: A&Rihlshay +4 -

V, A Fl Aﬁlﬂmvfﬁ%}d\-#\o
I, Aol H a4 s A o
T Afi=®H A LR K o

h: HEep@psf - Hedsianisg 4.
o f A&iSE Bk R WY 0 TEARE, B T

h
TR S - Lok E LD ##i’f*?ﬁié.

TC(T,m) : % A& E pFFp 4 29 m=(m,m,,--,m) &£
- A S - 4 AT P &%= B ke & (multiplier) o

3.22 #BR

AR E G L - RGP

1. @.ﬂﬁﬂ+m’wPﬁwmﬁL%\i§$ EEE PR H iRk pr
FoFa s r Hifgs Aoy 3 4354wl 2FF M
z%oﬁpzaxa—ﬁéwmié$*%ﬁ YA E RF o

V\J

Z_ o p>y, >d e

2. I A&ETd R -INA AW RGFLAE S PR REL K FEYE
(CC approach) 2 A # o

3. hiEw-BREEFRL - LAPLINRLIA- A

4. 2 AERFLFERFAZAFOFRFE D ERL E N RDE SA S

”ﬁrﬁg ’ bti—l/gmlllﬁ a};ﬁ%} JIIE}'\ ;’,#L—E‘J‘,J _l.ﬁ. Fﬁg o
5 X7 -2 AFHY HE - BRFBOP IS T LR B
ié

o

P e
FH P 2 ARE MRS A FRP PR EEIH - T RERB -
7 > Bk % (consensus inspection) o
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9. 4 [ (shortage) ki At LzFaE 4 o

10. BR 2 AP eI E BRI Z F2 Wend RFERER LY E
EEEAPE 2T -

11, 27§ Bk F &g 2 e m 5 gl (minor) Bop - 4T3 R B4
PERF 2L o Flm AT BRI ER T 4L &vi (negligible)
AE-F2 @#ﬂdrﬁmﬁéﬁéﬁﬂi%Jkﬁﬁﬁ%%%ﬁﬁﬁ

S A LHIR AL o T 0 AR N B A AR B AN AN D

SSTFNI N CE L K JASIS EEIE: & LS

323 #iE
gﬁﬁﬂﬁ’iﬁiiﬁﬁﬁ&&?ﬁ%iﬁﬁiﬁéﬁﬁ%’ﬁﬂé
53 ﬁ#i:ﬂﬁ#i\ﬁﬁﬁixﬁgﬁ4ﬁi\%Q%%%%ﬁw?
BRAAUEHF AL SR AFETH ﬁdﬁxﬁ¢%m@WA
¥7 0 XN AR RS o
ARFTARFHET EURT LT ARSTRT o B ERR
G F PR ZXP ] REFLE -2 AW SAANAET R A SO

A
dA ko A E P E R T 3R A A o
d

21



The inventory level of the items produced for inspection

The area corresponding to the inventory produced for an inspection sub-lot of item 7

1 _7d _Td
=
2 n, i

1
—+
p;

1

Y;

]

m

H H
-
H H
H H
H H
H H

Idle Time p,

T4,

plml

53

}

53

T

The inventory level of the items that have ﬁnisilcd their inspection (and repair, if nccessai-y)
The area coresponding to the inventory of item 7 that has finished its inspection (and repair, if necessary)

1

L
_1 . dT(mpy,~dmp,

—dmy; +d;y; )

m,p,y,;

ar
ml'

ar i
—(m 1) | :
+mnon ﬂi

ST i

Height = T4, —d,.[

52

Time

-

v, —d, g 4 g
& & Z i z :
Td, Td, Td, 4 z z, Time gz,
l Yim; P, iy

B3l @* CCi224 A2 %% sk
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Taﬁjﬁ%ﬁﬁzﬁﬁiéﬁﬁwﬁbﬁi
1. 24 A% %) & = & (production/ inspection setup cost)

PALAASIF  ZREFAAS (H-2440) ok iair
inﬁ%iéﬁ&ﬁ%ﬁgmé%sA’F%4ﬁ;é?£%i
BAAFETD - FM > § 2 AAFI-BAAPETdF > H4 2% %
L hTLA o

ot BT s R HRRA S IR AT HREW S E 10T
AT BRERFASIF > S ORBFETEIRESALC -

FTHEAXRE S AORBRXE A2 r B 31 #* CC 2
22 ARG h B

2. 3 = & (inspection cost)

Lee & Rosenblatt (1987) #& ) » :& (T ez & B4R #7145 § P AT
EE e AFAT BT HBRHRLTERT LBk Y1 H ik
PERF o T3 H0N ¢ Ao M Bk A vr et 5N o SV A & E R
TR AFRRITIEY DER G RARET FieF o DE forE R
% £V {7 (feasible) » F|pt » H7E RSk = ~PF > Kf—“;},a%ﬁf%s«kﬁs:b’%?i
ﬁmﬁaéi(iﬂﬁﬁ%:ﬁ$$inM’i*%&ﬂ%%%@
(M ) 0% kendh (5 B2 RE S A) -

A&l hRFP CF A RBFMFERT L FHILIAC 0 4 A S
AHHHEAALGY o F - BAAPETD THRHEFTM %K BF
- A& E S ATd/m o 2 AP BT T FRERFH TS A G
Cm, ;@ %% A L Tdy, o

3. ¥} i34 & A~ (expected restoration cost)

I3 322 @ HVBEK S 97 > KR&HE DT LEHR-EH T 340
PETBAR AT RIS E ofg*rsrﬂg},b FgEt s AL B AR
2 AR PR (2t 4p 3t Lee & Rosenblatt (1987) i3 4k #1743 P A AL
FOUARLGER) LY RIIBAF LY B ES A o
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k3% Porteus (1986, 1990) &%= § » AR5 HEA Si2 A4 E
Td 2 P % 2 Fdcp o P 4o o

A& iR Td /m edic® 8 7% (m =% % B %) 1995 Porteus
(1986) ¥ M 4 4 A%y £ Td/m BAS €524 7 45D
B s Tdo/m —[(L— )@ ™" [ o )] (R 45 All) - Porteus #
N2 AWOHFL T VP RE DT AT 0 F 0 & - Blem
Td, /m s 2 2 2 g gen i E[N|(Td, /m) | = T2d%e; /2m? (N, £
A& 1% L Sdcp ) e Flt o Porteus (1990) 4p A ST — R A AP E
S A L (T2 /2m?)xm xr =T?d’er /2m, - & By j2
AT T A g, o] B ke

\“‘b

B A w44 = & (expected opportunity cost)

FOHARRSTED ARG TR A P AR g hA A
Bk E AN AR o F RIA A RANH AN L S AR
FATEF LB EL A - B LSRN TE A
o3k T2 o AR ARHHANFL A ThA- B2 AFET
ToMTAN AR LKL 2 A B AKAF ARG LS R

FlaFPy HFPfeEEPN A5 D 2EexR > w R wmP Y 2%
RAZYE I LGP BE AR AN LT L kP
E e F s mEE - %P ETD/m Y P G
E[N|(Td, /m)|=Td’a, /20 » 5 8 =573 & chg ivdf 2 & 4 57,
Alie- BAAFETD TP A dfd = A5
(T?d’e, [ 2m?) x r; xm =T *d’ e, 1 2m,

7 #73 = & (inventory holding cost)
A FHFF A0 28 BIA - B LS g_g_;;ii

miﬁ%%ﬂ“ﬁ%#*$%@*”*ﬁ%w—ﬁ%%“) = B3
P2 A& T2k zf,g,m,;%f"‘ A AR oD I%%
Fi)eAE GG S AhT LB LW 31 % CC22 2 Ak

s bR EEE P 4T
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(1) 2AAKizm=th&HHEnd 2506 f# 1NHB3L ¥ CC

(2)

F2 A ABRKG FBO LB ARSI AT RS
PARS BB EIRBB LRGPP rNEEEI R
ks L ts o A BT - I A et A o

Tt 0 A2 A - BHREKME DG [ o (G 2o RS R

z L

Td.

FPAAASI - BREFEFELTFRS  Hefe st £ 2T
e . Td
EIRBRW o R FITHERER G

P g A A D m BRERSE o A ST S AR A

L1 (09 TN

2
ARin ikl Tt A5 3 S 2o 15F 31 @
?CC%&iéﬁﬁ%#E@ﬁTi“ﬁ“’ﬁmﬁ%ﬁ“ﬁﬁ
2APCERARIDRFMLETRIRTT )R

P A iz m B E b (i - BAEE =
Y J e

ER R S e

F 2 RN R i L e A2)

:Tdi _di diTmi " diT (mi —1) ITdi —di diT (mi P +Mmy; — yi)
m;Y; m; ; m; B Yi

:Tdi_di(diT(mipi—i—miyi_yi))
m; B; Y
diT (mpiy; —dimip, —dimy; +dyy;)
B m; P; Y;
TIL o - BRSSO p RS = &) 005
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1L a7 (mpy —dimp, —dimyy, +d,y,)
m; p;Y;
diTz(mipiyi_dimipi_dimiyi+diyi)
2m;p; Y,
o A &I R AmBREFE T E A AL

diTz(mi Py, —dimp; —d;myy, +diyi)

2m;p;y;
FEIHAA 3 h e MLV E-BLAEIPN > A KiD
AR RS

x h.

TPd7 (pity )hy | dT*(mpy; —dimy p, —dimyy; +dyy; )h

2mpyl 2mipiyi
Jf?’%is‘iﬁzﬁ%‘ﬂ\éﬁﬂq’* AFELTdF > E- 2 5ik- 4 4%
HTRTREFS R A PHBRIA - FhEFFFANET L

w%%mﬁi%g$ﬁmaﬁ;:

Tzdiz(pi+yi)hi +diT2(mipiy| d;m;p; —d;myy; +d, yl)h
2m; p;Y; 2m; p;Y;
L (7z+r),i=1,2,-

A+cm +dvT +

o d2T?
2m,

Fad ANHTP 2 ANBA S L4435,

Tzdiz(pi"'Yi)hi + diTz(mi pY; —d;m; p; —d;m;y; +diyi)hi +
2m; p;y; 2m; p;y;

M=

A +cm +dvT +

adsz( +r)}

AP EEEERN 4 AnfEA SehT R AR S

I
N

n _2 . : X . Nnv. —a.m. 2
ZZA+QW+¢W+“*W*”ww¢TWWM dim; pi —dimy; +diy; )hy adT(+”
T 2rT.]i pi yi 2m| pl yl
d A ET Y e ok Wk BRE T 2K T E T A St S ~dyv, 5
FHcE > B P RS L EARAE A T AT K
Rt U ASTE e B IV
ARG AR L S AT E T T e e SR IR g AN AR R
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R T A ¢ R T eAe§ 5%k e #2471 42 5 (Economic Lot, Inspection
and Scheduling Problem, ELISP) « p* ELISP fi-3% 47 b et i (-2 24 &
ARB A AP ERHREE > HEBEFEN AT 40T

min TC(T,m) =
i A+Cimi+Tdi2(pi+Yi)hi_I_diT(mipiYi_dimipu d;m;y; +d, yu)h OCdZT( 1)
= T 2m; py; 2m;p;y;
(3.1)
Subject to
i(s +T—d'+T;' <T 3.2)
n dT  dT(m-1)

Z; +— ! ! <T 3.3
2By ) ©9
2<% o129 n (3.4)

m; p;

m. <Td,, i=12,...,n (3.5)

;k;%—”-_,{ff" MRABDE P S REBEH CEFEFEMTRE S Ao AT
PHE T KBS A F AR AEWE A BT ARBEL A o AR
3o A R g D4 (3.2)2(33) e 3 (3.2) 5 A A A A TUFI 0 &
TFEFAMEEIA ARG LA ADA R B G M AR ERK LT
FAed? i QB RBEDT oL R(AFLHT 2 2 4 0 U & [ I LR
Fl97F 2 ABEBRER DR T TR G2 3 Y RkFREHFRF ) M
F-BASIEY A AREE F 4)3)’““‘%]':’&(3) 4 7 FE?‘F'&(Td/p,)

ki d

o
WA F2 T R (T [ y,) o 58(3.3) 5 2k A fc "4 50
ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁiﬁ‘%% KA 7ﬁ%m,’f%@ﬁ%*ﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂ

ER A -TEASI B RHRRA T T RFXREFER()m B
G R ER(E - BREMEET LT /my) 22 W3 (m-D)#%
HPEORPFEFER(UEF - BB EFT LT /mp,) - 7 M 32
21 (33)iin T %L B 31 7 F@4)fafEF - i?ﬁwl*ﬁ%“ B
ER A AEE RN RN ABTER bl 0 4 % NBE)mP &
A SRS s fo R A AR ] e

27



33 B FfREBILFT AT
RS P RS BN P TR AR B I A 4 o X R R R
N AR E R URNPR R F N eSO g P i

331 P Sy L F A 47
ipi%ﬂﬂ%&&ﬁﬁﬁif?uﬁﬂ*ﬁﬂﬁ‘“ﬂQ#iﬁ?

FOAREEmM Y -INERA G m o B P ERSIENT EATHFRL
Z”: cm Td (pi+yi)hi+di2hiT+0!idi2T(7[i+ri) +Zn: ﬁ_'_Tdihi(piyi_dipi_diyi)
i1 2m;p;Y; 2m; p; 2my =T 2Py,
(3.6)
A AP ERTCM,T) S 77 mens A3 > £ 40T !

2 2

1C,(m, Ty < GM, T (PN dPhT  adPT(mt) 5 (37)
T 2m;p,y; 2m;p, 2my

Fp oo P RS ENT R L

Tdh (p.y; —d.p; —d.y,
TC(m,T) = ZﬂﬂmIHZﬁA duW%pindm% (3.8)

332 # & B W Sl Renfd

RGN (3.8)iE TR S BB W S lied MM TR AT E A
2H - A R IR E AT 0 RS A ST A ST R
H- 05 A i h Sk 224 31 AR gl AT A A
3 b Hes = Bem, 7 HTC (M, T) S El( 2 B 3.2) -

%31 - & i %8ck T
C fi Q; d; Pi h, T,
120 0.0002 0.1 200 0.01 0.00011 0.0015

BEETC(T) A &i T Snfic™ chk M A S fig(BT dht #73 T &
HEDIm o PE L ESHTC(m,T)) » #5 2
TC,(T)=min__ {TC(m,T)} (3.9)
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40

35¢

301

25/

IC,(m,.T)

201

m, =5

b ll(} 2‘0 3‘0 4I0 56 6I0 7I0 80
T
B 3.2 2 Fm T Ad RTC(M,T)

AT EAETC(T) 5 i FT #hd K eHTC(M,T) i B A &k e S (L §)
33)c B 32¢% » T MEEI AT FmMT o b M4 TG &S 8 (Junction
Point) e o gt > AT & T8 E8, 533 B Tﬁ!&mTC(m T)w
Mo W2 L BEo Mgl d WY RN R S8 AT F A ST R
TemEREim 1 STHET HEREL S S o ¥y EZa l[a;ﬂf,mg_ £l
S AR G- EWAlR Y MY T - KB I%E] fE (local minimum) - #
TC.(M,T) s & o

Flpt o g £ TC (M, T)=TC.(m +LT)FF > ¥ F 3] & %0 £ & BLenps (4
B % (closed-form) %
1 2cm;(m; +1) B
w(m)=T= \/h/y,+2h/p,+a(7z+r) i=12,..,n (3.10)

it BB AT e A3 -

FI3] Fh- Lt ARH T T 0 BlA Sk E R #ki

2 o
" TE[ d_\/ /yl+2h/pl+a(”+r):|
m (M) = T e 1 2¢;x(x-1) 1 2c,x(x+1)
X h/y, +2h/p+a(m+n)" d \h )y, +2h ) p+a (7, +T)

where X>2.

(3.11)
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TILILHEAF L e F TP 74 &0 B & enfe B = i 7 4235 3.2
Bl A TC(T) P i LR ~ 473 -

fh 32 A mBEm®Lu kg A Si e g d RTC(T)Ba) L
BEEBL1A B RPRKRT g ARSI RSB ENRR T &K
m® =m®™ +1 -
[#P]
BATET, L-d - Feksgaowm)aozBe L B@37 2 o
T,<w(m)<T,) » 2@ 31 @i T, 8T, ks = ich u LmbP =x &
M =x+1 0 Bt o L Flex kG R A BT BRI TR
LiF e B - o ,T;Km(R)_ Oyl m

B 33 5 TC,(T)¥ sehig - KM ¥ ¥ L RE 4] hA &
T o TC(T) AT chmn o 57 -

25

24 +

23 1

227

TC.(m,T)

21

20 + \/\

19 F

18

Bl 3.3 TC,(T)ehs & o 4

%32 3.3 TC,(T) AT e fw it (piece-wise convex) i 4 dficd 4 o &
i F - ek Hm o TCM) ek Wb B8 4 =% & aT(m)=
(my/d)y2pYic /T (P + 2y +a by, (7 +6)] o 2 17 g 20 b | & (T d i
war) 5 2edh(p +2y)+ oy (7 +n) /2Py
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[#EP]:

Bkt - FrEm=x- * Te[wx-1)wK) » HEL 31 @ §
T e[w (x -1, w(x)] % > TC;(T) =TC (T, ) - #45*(3.8)2 TC,(T,m;) » # &1
TC(T ) {T G- PP EE - FHENgHReT !

2
iTCi (T,x)=— A +2CiK + dih (pry; —dip; —diy;) + dih (d;p; +2d;y,)+ed pyi (7, +1)
or T 2pY, 2P, Y;
O°TC,(x,T) _ 2,

oT? T?

JE B d A PP EEEEATE O E RN E A E R ST m. & >

HTC(T,m) A fm 5 B s b annjdd 47 o

(3.12)

FTC(T, k) HT &7 - FF % 2202 @ > *0TC,(M,T)/0T =0 >
FOLRETC (T, m) ok ) 2
T.(m) = (m;/d;)\2p,yici /I (ps +2y) +ai Py (7 +1)] (3.13)
[
AL R BTC(T) AP e TC(T, m) i F T 30F chd i 2 - 7yt o

TC(T) = T_Ci(T)+i{$+Tdihi(piy£;§f P _diyi)} (3.14)

o 3.4 #iwm P TC(T) S e engr it o

28 3.4 TC(T) AT s g Madh i S0 e 47 o
[#EF] -
ks
gi(T):A/T +Tdihi(piyi_dipi_diyi)/zpiyi (3'15)
i 2 (3.14)@ s TC(T)=DY TC,(T)+ Y g,(T)
i=1 i=1
HGY(B15) H ard »v g(T) h¥tT eh- X e &t #c > Fla 7 AT>0, R
2
d g‘(zT) = 2'? >0 o F|pt > T g g (T) AT e S e o
dT T
d 32 33 ¢ FTC(T)AT s s & o
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5 TICT)= ZTC(T)+Zg(T)’?ch “r3 NI A Sinddlic (¢ 7

# - A Sg(T)) M2 TFnEASDPER P R(e 75 - A&
HTC(T)) » 7 1 3ah TC(T) ET chy B Solied S P B b 42 o W

$a 35 WRASFIZF - BTG R EBFERJBLN RTCT) = 54

[FEr]:

FURBEHEETCM) ol 7 ¢ 42 MR GHET » BRWAZR &i

BLg, 2 FHAeMNM-DBIEP HELEE T AT FHPRRT &3

tre>0o

1L Fla®- BTIC,(T) ® Fw—ewW+e] > & jai 48 5 w5 o 4t
> TC (T e st LB w3

2. R [w-ew]&[ww+e] o TC(T)E L § vt i -

3. hEE[w-ew]E[ww+e] o D gi(T) L F Wi o
i=1

aﬁma)Z:KNUHCUHZMUTUU L% B [w—ew] &

[ww+e]2o BF 5 w5 e )t > wETC(T) W s+ crd £ 2 - W

3.4 EFH 2
N e - P AT RERESS EF U R ) S LY
# F42 ELISP thi 4% - 3.3.1 &2 332 & 87 » AP ¥ L FpEE T 0%
A
E Y A%ﬁwﬁﬁ@ﬁﬂﬂ@%’ﬁyiip“%dwgﬁﬁT
gho RENGBLDIE/HH S ehfz - 51 &4 A F !t OF R > 3
BT RHOFR SR o T2 0 TR LAZLEFFAT pheh™ F (low bound)
g2+ % (upper bound) - £ ¥ > fept &3 E D AREF EEPMTC(T) & - iF
WY RNHEEE B om P RS PR G ETE AEEF TR

o

3

‘3\:



B o %{%}i%/\’—‘”‘l‘ﬁﬁ ?\?iﬁ\zﬁ’»/l \:J mﬁ,;] 'E‘"_ o ﬁ_féﬁﬁ‘fxﬁ’\;}%ﬂ}?}_} - ;'L
ZRU R N -"l%iﬂgi Hend 3E o

BT R E F‘ AN BHFFEFT hadnig o RGP 4
FI7 B b B AR o R ADF 2 ) Rol OF B HHB D B

RS S R SRR SR

341 ﬁ-ﬂ/ﬁ /ém’f}
AR AR EE T AT M SR R B ()2 R

(CC approach) #r# # ﬁvﬁwﬁ’ﬁﬁﬁﬂ%‘ﬁ'ﬁ > Tl mo=1,i=12,...,n; (2 & &
A ABIFLT FETE OB ERF(£Y0 32 1k 3)it A kA
FLivAfaargadb ) T T (Y0 33) BELRP T 1T 4 d 2
PN 2EFZEGTAAFY T ARAS? AL VT Fehd iz 2
AEY T ARAESHRBRAFF S LBV Fend 2 A3 o Sz
TR R P FA T AT R A ARG AR Y kA
o

T g =max {TCC’ Trc) TIC}

Z(A +C;) Zn:si Zn:zi
=M A, + pyradina )] [ Sd d) 5 &d
;{ iti\Mj |2pi| i Mil/e T } (1_; :_; :J 1_;)/:
(3.16)

i 36 WIC(T) ks 3 » AT<TiE ™ » 3 § 547 Ak Ek
i f% o

[EFr]:

{3k 3.4 wp T_C(T){”&w M e HAEp 2 b 2 R A5 T
BFfREE Y - o HJHERP- EiS%REE FTEM=(M,m
PR A E R R EET(m,m, e m) o BT b A

VT - 2 Bl & F‘i?%i"\? P B E AT
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C(T m) = Z A+C dihi(piyi_dipi_diyi)+dihi(dipi+2diyi)+aidi2piyi(7[i+ri)
2p,Y; 2m;py,;

0= Z A +C dihi(piyi —d;p,—diyi) + dh (d; p; +2d;y,)+ e, dZ pyy; (7 +1,)
2p:Y;i 2m;p;Y;

1< dih[dip +2diy; +mi(py; —dip; —diyi) ]+ oid? piyi (7 1)
_Z(A +Cim) Z{ 2m;pyy; }

Flpb o ARG L E B HF T (M,m,,,m,) do T

n

) > (A+cm)

T= i1 (3.17)
{dihi[di P +2d;y; +mi(piYy; —d;p; _diYi)]"'aidizpiYi(”i"'"i)}

2mip;Y;

o+

oAt ol kR o f m21 o
T(m,m,, - m)2T o472 0 aT<Te? 5} Rbfz.
Jidh 34 AT Y 3 7 M TCC L3 F e gk “\TCCF"* e AT < B
ﬁf‘vr&ﬁ?&ééﬁ?ﬁﬁf‘ﬁ%ﬂ B (Tyg ) A ae ik o e B > ¥ b2 5 5 Jg 3 e
F T R T, A A ERT T 2 0 RERFER LA AR N TSN

i(s Td Td.)<T iR R s LR A e i( dT+diT(mi—1)

)<T i
Yi Yi m; 5;
: dT 1
i o ENGER: ¥ Z(s +T?+Td') T Z( dyT : r(nmpl) ))=T

KRRET BT m IV Fehded ™ F Al 25T ST BT = F it

ol s AT<T PiERT » 2 A7 FhERBREfE o B

342 L BITFiEA
Aol g RN R ] R S BER R SR AR o e 3.2 &
8% 35 ¢ B  FTWHFEARY F - BREEZEWmM) £ A &Ko
B H Sk oM B A m 1 PR S T FHTC(T) dndieenda i 8o &
FTwHEomEa? » 22 - B n AR DERHE» £
(W, (M, +0), w, (M, +1),...,w (M +1)) > @ 5 — B w (W +1) & % ¢ & 50k
KRB GBI EFL T - BREBDTE o T2 FHFELYEFT E
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BhepE o EEBARC Wil B2 0 5 0 R ik b - ’*’iﬁa

W(m +1) A4 BB hnfio p 2 (8> B LATRE YA S A
Btk o i 4eT AT R ASEFRFA T P oo Tl o 5

KA A w (M +D) Fed b BR8P RSB A

s =argmin, {w,(m/ +1)>T,} (3.18)

AT mT) R A T, 2R

m(T,) = (M (T,),My(T.),...m(T)) = £ & » * - fBA K hte e = i b H0F i@

AP R R AAE &KL D ) T 2 0 m<Td,

Lo m=Td R 2 iR M HE T A S0 chm, > F] Lt EEm chet i

ERAFIZA-B jﬁﬁ 7— Sy o

-

v

[}

FEmM(T)<Td, i=12,.,nF > AT J8h 32 T B H0F -
hIFEAY 0 2 Fd NBL9) L FTAw(my+1) =B o Rk
wE o
m(w, (m; +1)) = (m(T, ) \{m;}) U{m; +1} (3.19)

“\ o Niwesd P % R A o

5

S{WI R A IEF P B I R ERIRBRA R DR
Wo=Ty, #7F40F s doBE TR 0 W h - R LIRS B o A HOF iR
g3 > 5 (ascending orden)dF s £ BB 0 Flt w, 2w, j=0,12,..
EIZ 31 ¢ o A Ed TC(T) " wywy, shizh » 2325 erg & %
P itk B T2 o mw,) LAT R [w,w,,) T EREE SRR
Beehp & o B o AL RAT(MW)) 5 A S % = e & m(w,) Gps
T P BB F iz g o

343 wHERFEZechI R
FEFEARY > FHFLERETRSE o1, R LAY
L a S NEE S 1t ST S E R = m(W)i}\L-l-_l;& i 4p 2R3 & %[W,’WHl)F'&mﬁ*
HF

FHekT e S o R 341 8 ATV UE T FEAT bt
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B T(MW,)) o § cEF S - BRBEREEEET(M(w) g TF 3

SRR AN R

i

Fdidedet BT ahiml @ (s
T(m(w,)) i > & e L 374 % enis

Wyp 32 37> &T>FfFa™ > i @ - B P &S #aii ] 3t
TCM(T),T) > ISP AL (R F FE 2ent R o UTZHP T+ R Bendt
B % o

TIB 37 FhNELEFE AT CREFFEZS R B A

B R

(3.20)
Zn:(dihi (piyi _di pi _diyi)J
=) P.Yi
H v
n dh —d.p —d.
zzﬁ+z (P —dip —d.y,) Z¢(m (T),T) (3.21)
B 2p,y,
A
g(m’(T),T)=
[ Tudiz[( Pi+yi )y +hyi + e piYi(”i"'ri)] 2¢d;hi(pi +2y5)+ o pYi(m +r) m*(T) =1
r 2pY; J2pyic |
2cd, \/h(p.+ZY.)+a PV (7, +r)[(m +1)— «/m (m; +1) } .
m, (T)>2
26,y yim; (m; +1)
(3.22)

[Er]:

AHEFEE IR B AFTEEFPEIENY AL AT EEF

FoE e FYT i 4e(d TH A I T)m g3 KK 40 0 HpP4eT

1. HePFRaOG L S A T FFHT R s 4em H4eey FHEFF
TH&ZITRE Eepmoyg o8 s
z”:Tdihi(piyi—dipi—diyi)_z”:fdihi(piyi—dipi—diyi)
i-1 2Py, i1 2p.Y,

36
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2. HUPEmARE S A EEFENT B sem i o § D ER o
TH4&ITE §epRagE & ke’ £ 5

zé_zé (3.24)

Bt e AR AT N E A FXHERT ibFEed o RS
o Y nE AT gL M 0 f NG ELIE S T AR A
A ERDPERS TH 2T H 4 5158+ ATC(m,T) %
ot FALRAMT)T) 7 AFId THHITRHES 2 e

N

¢ (m(T),T)=TC,(m"(T),T)~TC,(m (T),T) (3.25)
A (T),T) A s AT 34 2T BF 0 A 5 g8 A TC (M, T) e+ st

%€ (the maximum magnitude of decrement) o @ titeh % &b ] BT pF >

AM (M) T)F A BH B Rk mg & Adr o Wl 4o

1 §A&Si g%k =ds L rm (T)=1: 25 33> # =TC,(m,T)
b @2 200 (P + 2y,) e, Y (r )/ 2pyic, - T o d TR
N (m (T),T) -

#(m(T)=1T)
_G Td? (pityi)h + d’hT 4 7T (m+1) _ 2¢di i (pi +2y;)+aipryi (7 +1,)

T 2Py, 2p; 2 J2pyic,
_&+fdi2[( Pi +yi)hi +hy; +aipY; (7 +1)] _ 2Cidi\/hi(pi +2Y;)+ o pY; (7 +1;)
T 2py; \/2 Pi YiCi

(3.26)
2. A RIS RS LI Tm(T)>1:d B 3.3 &24a#% 3.2
EeTC,(m, T) v & H 5 3ndo] 42 £ LTC,(m (T),T) » £ 2
# ”ﬁ M mri’;‘r :
TC,(m,"(T), T) < max {TC, (m,"(T), w,(m,"(T))), TC; (M, (T), W, (m"(T) +1))}

(3.27)
fe B> ¥ 1R A
TC; (" (T), w; (m;"(T))) = TC,(m;"(T), w; (m;"(T) +1)) (3.28)

37



}Iﬁ‘—»’TC(mI,T)\L@ A‘—’i\!'«m"’i"ﬂ\grg”‘.“J E#%_ .-‘!l.rﬂ‘?:,\.ﬂ\
Lo (M (T),T) Bt B 4e™
¢,(m (T),T)

=TC,(m(T).T)-

2¢,d;h (p; +2y)+ o, py; (7 +1)
J2pyc

200, (p 2y + Py, (= +r)[(m +1)—Jm (m, +1) ]

\/Zc, p,y;m (mI +1)

(3.29)

Eraa st kY AN (B22RM 4(M (T).T) £ 7 I % = #iceh
et o FirEFREER T OFRE T R e PRI CFEFRF 387 = A
e B [ (T-T)d;h (p,y; —d;p, —d, ;)
- = 2pY;

P

SR

]%%?Eﬁuﬁﬁgiﬁrﬁﬁ

(n é_ N %)Ex LR b g(mI(T),T)e BB eifor T 7 7 ik 8

i

HoF LN RSN RS AR g BPES A A2 e
GRS S AR P AEa A1) KRR PR R T A S
_dh(pyv.—dp —dv n ) @ L
i i i=1 i=1 i=1
£ B=T » #11u

3 ﬂdihi(piyi _dipi _diyi) _ifdihi (piyi _dipi _diyi) >
E 2pY; i1 2pY;

Z §%+ZMmﬁ1ﬂ

B

=]

ﬂd py| dp. diyl) ”ﬁ nﬁ n dlh(py, dpI dyl) n L
Z 20, YL gTLT L TR =3 (.T)
e pF s 4

n n Tdh pyi_dipi_diyi) n L
.Z:T .Z: 2p.y,; +i§.¢-(mi (T).T)
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s Adh (Y —dip—diy) A
21 2py, Zlﬂ

¥ OUE T

S A
d.h dp —dy)
X+\/ Zﬂ (pyl.oy P y.)ZA
p= Zﬂdh(py. dp —dyy,)
i=1 plyl

n
%”@fﬁﬁﬁﬂ’%ﬁﬂ~%%ﬁaﬁﬁ@ﬁ,$p;g%g
TUB = min{-l_usvﬂ} i %q'.f ) UB °

344 ¥F FY 2R

AE R GHOFFE R OE R o AT &N B aRFERY
ARFPLHEIEFZT AT B4 N AT B> B THF > FRFUEES
igr & W FE A B FTC(T) S st 1§ e i he ] fR#- 4 0
[Te Tl e r2ms £ (T m)iisspaadb i T 2mautip
whFFHE R GBS o

LAEE AT 0 F A E B [w,w,) ) EFATHT(M(W,)) 0 BT AR W
< i# (best-on-hand) B i f2enfFin > ¢35t R TS A FREP L
BBt & 2 0F ] o mih UL 4o
L d b= BPASDERERFTE? LEL RHRF EHE <] R

T T FAV A REHH 2 FRIRLM=Y o BE AHF 8
T N m(w)>u PRI IR 2

N

2. %ﬁd A it A A G B S A A et 5 o R pik(m(W)T(m(W))) %%
IV e ek ERVFONGFHARI TR AP EL AL KRR B
FINEET FEAT R T ERR LB B N T B RET(MW,))
KB BREHEHIRI -

3. MAPEIBAENEI AT FREI LD PSSR RS AR
AR SRS AR PSR E S AR
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(M T PRE{ATEE bkt A D Rl s
4. 5 ;1 (R20)h B K L ATHE P R Ty o MR $ R
AT BT P2 HOE R B R B A R e T
1. AzdoiBAg
(2) M58 (316)* HH0F ™ f o (i F Acdpmh > XL PR LTy =c0 0
(b) s (311)3 & m'=m(Ty) : 5 (3.10) # {w(m (T,))|i=1...n}
g Fm (W) <u; e
(¢) #T, =T, 4 s=argmin {w(m)>T} -
(d) 75T ((Te)) & m'=m(Tg) 2 T'=T (M(T,)) - & (m"T7) o5
FiA o hek B 5 f FT FAERLT 7 RiE2Z2ETCM T -
(&) Ff 3 (3.20) RIHF 1 BT o= f o 115 (310) F3 [T Tog) 0%
FEREBT R {w) o BR £ TC(M T ) =00 -
(f) %
2. foxEAT
() 54 m(w)=(m(T)Mm)U{m, + 3 & 7 m(w) - 2655w,

s =arg {w(m +1) =w,,, |

o
1=1 2 T =w,

(b) # & (MW)TMW,))LE 7 75 dok e & o (AT iE 25 F
T E 3 ETC(M(W,) T(MW,)) » 2 1 L ATR & < b it - R
Tue ©

* *

(c) % TCm(w,),T(m(w,))<TC(M",T7) » { #rm & T"

ER
(=t

* _ — ’!’i *_
T =T (m(w,)) & m*=m(w,)
3. ;E'%'E‘T /fﬁ—% ENs sk le f',;I: (N ijlfg'WjJrl >TUB s ﬁ;}l a4 m* N T*J‘Z zZ TC(m*,T*) ,

RUBBEHE TR 4 18T =W, o RETIHHE2-
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35 HHED %
Boh& s AA BIA 351 &5 - fiiE g k] (numerical example)
f e doF FE 2 g kv R s 35.2 & RS F % (random experiment)

SRR SRR 32 HRE B R ehg i) 0 B fs 353 8 M- ekl A 41 o

35.1 #i b

Al E AR GRP AT TR R R R 2 0 R T
A0 % 32544 - w10 AR NS (A REFAABE 23 [ S
*h 4+ Fujita (1978) = # 6] 1) -

% 32 #iE 5 10 B A2 Hen B
# P A G v, I, h, 7T;
A& Hix: #a

1 15 120 50 0.00002  0.00001  0.0015
2 20 50 50 0.00015  0.00007 0.0002
3 30 35 10 0.00018  0.00005 0.0011
4 10 45 260 0.00001  0.00004 0.0015
5 110 70 70 0.00025  0.00116 0.0008
6 50 60 160 0.00003  0.00011  0.0002
7 310 120 30 0.00014  0.00063  0.0025
8 130 24 40  0.00005  0.00246  0.0028
9 200 33 30 0.00001  0.00038 0.0022
10 5 250 20 0.00016  0.00002 0.0016
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%32 FEF 610 B A Fi T (4)

HP d. p; Y, ; Z;
A& /% /i s 1 Fah 4
1 50 35000 33000 0.0125 0.0009
2 200 20000 18000 0.00125 0.0009
3 150 18000 16000 0.0025 0.0018
4 100 10000 7000 0.00125 0.0023
5 400 3500 3400 0.005 0.0022
6 400 6500 6300 0.0025 0.0030
7 150 3000 2900 0.001 0.0009
8 150 5000 4500 0.005 0.0010
9 150 6500 6400 0.0075 0.0027
10 150 16000 15000 0.00125 0.0014

K 33¢ o @araEblbitad AW T=446327 % ; bt H5%
SHce b8 m={1,2621164,74,3}; Hp{EIHc b KT8 A

$181.929 ¥~ - & Rz ekt <] & u={2231, 4463, 1116, 2232,
1623, 2976, 1674, 956, 1674, 2232} -

% 3.3 Etm#m | e &

TR

(W, wi,] m T, TC(m,T))
(13509,14.009]  (1,1,2.1,4,2.1,2,1,1) 19.795  $203.691
(40.304,42.413]  (1,.2,5,2,10,6,4,7,4.3) 44437  $182.103
(42.413,42.692]  (1,2,5.2,11,6,4,7,4,3) 44232  $181.995
(42.692,45179]  (1,2,6,2,11,6,4,7,4,3) 44633  $181.929
(45.179, 46.255] (1,2,6,2,11,6,4,8,4,3) 44.894  $181.939
(46.255, 46.462] (1,3,6,2,11,6,4,8,4,3) 45431  $181.991

(304.038, 304.788]  (9,16,39,13,75,41,26,50,27,19)  180.469  $248.032
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3.5.2 SR %

REFT G - SRR SR KPP AT SR 2 HOR W B 2 hh sk
(effectiveness) » % 3.4 5 F enfficie & > S F % * - R4 fe (uniform
distributions) * A& # ¥ % &4 ¢ HA s ~d 2 h 5 %% Carreno (1990)
ERR T d TR L AIRTIR G A E AT Y R iR
FEEE o Ay FEEE LT 1G o4 > Centrino 1.7GHz CPU 1B
A Fﬁ o

¥4 34 engdcifE 2 > A7 A RoREA i 5 (utilization rate
Bt TRDAENF D p FED(/p) 0 h AT A& DR AR
Foe b RO HEER %G RREDT) &3 F-KFDE AP
BRBEIEF FH 2 etk o AFTEP AL ABT BoKEDE NS
0532 09) M2 A2 R -kBEmA ZF P i (51 40) & - F-kFeEF
4 50 BAEEHR A -

TG T IEE A ATC(MBT,)F (FAS ket f (1 TCus k£ ) ©
TR & B Badcmmi 427 Ffahd | GFPPFF o 5 LBTC (M, T,) #
m, - = s o I BT T Ak i sk fem® =diTLBJm o % ¥
FIL T m®a g > ¥ E A A TCus e

T_CUB (mLB,TLB)z

Zn: { AtGm® Tiadf(Pityilhy AiTy (M2 pyyi ~diml® pi~dim{Py; 4y + aidizmiLB-;LB(”i +"i)}

i1 Tie 2mBpy, 2mBpy;
(3.30)
TCh A fHEev Ffzchi A v & (Fp ﬁ’—mﬁi;\ﬁu gwﬂ ol TC
SAERPZFEZE N - BT BEETLAG * 3 (33L)mAazt
B S EEDRREER AR AR I FE BRI TR
FiE R fRET 0 A AE LB A B RRA N T AR EREY o
=(TCue -TC") /T_CUB -100% (3.31)

# 35 ¢ 5 Avg. (%) A Rl % ot 50 B AL & ]2 T 32k & A - o b
B A4 5 Avg. RunTime B i 50 BAE8 %k b enT o A A o
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% 34 TP F RSB E

% & A pR % & & pE
A UNIF(5,300) d, UNIF(500,2000)
v, UNIF(5,400) p; UNIF(15000,35000)
h UNIF(0.0005,0.0025) s, UNIF(0.002,0.005)
3 UNIF(0.0001,0.003) Z, UNIF(0.00015, 0.0003)
a UNIF(0.01,0.05) Y, UNIF(3500,12000)
r UNIF(0.00002,0.00025) C UNIF(20,250)
%35 MCCZ2 2 PR p i Sl %
A ik >p [0.50, 0.55) [0.55, 0.60) [0.60, 0.65) [0.65, 0.70)
5  Avg. (%)4 13.58 % 12.72 % 9.33 % 8.81 %
Avg. Run Time" 1.453 1.455 1.441 1.436
10 Avg. (%)4 12.76 % 10.93 % 8.15 % 7.80 %
Avg. Run Time 1.461 1.457 1.467 1.445
15 Avg. (%)4 11.96 % 9.71 % 7.74 % 7.27 %
Avg. Run Time 1.464 1.461 1.456 1.450
20 Avg. (%) 4 10.68 % 8.65 % 7.36% 6.52 %
Avg. Run Time 1.470 1.467 1.463 1.460
25  Avg. (%) 4 9.75 % 7.82 % 6.44 % 5.28 %
Avg. Run Time 1.477 1.474 1.471 1.466
30 Avg. (%)4 9.69 % 7.73% 6.37 % 4.57 %
Avg. Run Time 1.482 1.481 1.477 1.474
35  Avg. (%) 4 9.22 % 7.87 % 6.18 % 4.33 %
Avg. Run Time 1.516 1.503 1.471 1.483
40  Avg. (%) 4 8.49 % 7.20 % 5.61 % 4.16 %
Avg. Run Time 1.564 1.525 1.508 1.498
THE
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%35 MCCE2 2 kLB pinf s ()

A ik >p [0.70, 0.75) [0.75,0.80) [0.80, 0.85) [0.85, 0.90)
5 Avg. (%) 4 7.27 % 4.63 % 3.62 % 2.16 %
Avg. Run Time" 1.412 1.407 1.402 1.368

10 Avg. (%) 4 5.41% 4.83 % 2.32% 1.86 %
Avg. Run Time 1.437 1.433 1.430 1.374

15 Avg. (%) 4 5.54 % 3.89 % 1.83% 0.72%
Avg. Run Time 1.447 1.443 1.442 1.417

20 Avg. (%) 4 4.29 % 2.85% 1.57 % 0.62 %
Avg. Run Time 1.458 1.451 1.451 1.450

25  Avg. (%) 4 4.15 % 2.48 % 1.24 % 0.38 %
Avg. Run Time 1.458 1.457 1.454 1.454

30 Avg. (%)4 3.55 % 2.16 % 1.05 % 0.19 %
Avg. Run Time 1.469 1.467 1.462 1.458

35 Avg. (%) 4 3.10% 1.72% 0.98 % 0.16 %
Avg. Run Time 1.475 1.471 1.467 1.465

40 Avg. (%) 4 2.75% 1.52 % 0.70 % 0.12%
Avg. Run Time 1.487 1.525 1.476 1.468

TH R

3.5.3 %t & 7

J$F 35 ¢ Tl Rk > THORFEREEFNE (A &9 P &) o
%+ @ 4 o AFF 3 R4 Neter, Wasserman & Kutnur (1986) 2 # % 4 &
5 78 3\ &p: (polynomial regressmn) 2. % 38 NFF B A7 5 (polynomial
order testing procedure ) 3+ & - & A fziF (curve-fitting) %+ % 3.5 ¢ # 7pF

SRR~ R RIS :zi‘aw (grows quadratically) - o ** > F it & 4738
PR AR ehE R R - BON) SuF i ot AIEEFY
i2 £_CC #1258 42 ELISP 4 »c e 5% o
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36 Bwmfitem
AT ARG RSO AN S AERN ALE TR L R A A
FPEEPEAL RS A S RRA LU F B EF R
B TIE R A AT kA AP LR G RBEMR AT TG =
AR TR P AT
1R F S R ARM YRR (50 12 &) AR a5 g
ERARRALAATALE N 3 AL o 271 0 AAMIEREFTHE > TR B R
RALY BB PALPE R 24 o %o 0 U S 2 i A LT
ARMHTEIAASREFIPENEES AR 3 BRI 5
AL ARBEADEE > PREAKDOEY ¥ BRI RS FY
T AP IRFLEFEFEE > T RG AT AR E RES R ET
w
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Srd U AAFHERBEAPE  RHFIRLPE
4.1

-qu‘,

/4

Fr i ixdhz(CO) Rz & ~ B L AR TR
R RSN S ERE L TR SVARE RS S L 2R R R
u@ﬁéﬁjﬂ,Emﬁﬁh®mmEﬁP’?f%“HCCm$ﬁwkﬂ
ML Mg h o Fpt s AR T 2 P > BV EBP 2L *

% %z (Power of Two, PoT) % Ff% ELISP ; 2t A 19 % ®migEfzis >
HF VT T Mgk > PI3Ehe & L3 RIEMAR (Proc FT) k{7 o A 47
LBETET KB B BT T2 A RRKPALT 0 B BREY T AER
Bt CC 2 cnv (72 > U2 il e d chif R 5w o

—\“\*

EL

o

AR A2E RN G RETE S BREEH S PP RED ]

BRPEC) BRE RS AT > G ARDE LA R Pk R
SHOUFEE LA A AN LKA N 0 A A é ek $k R E
FAIEKRHR SN o AFFAY BRI - R EATFHFE 2 (Hybrid Genetic
Algorithm, HGA) » e £ 2 F 5 5 2 2 4 % 2 iz:E f3 (candidate
solutions) - 4.3 & #-3 X mz P 2L A FIFE 2 IR FE E 1 E LB iR
ﬁﬁiﬁ”#ﬂrinﬂHGA’%ko44€Fu* 10 38 & 5o B g5 GIP A F B

i fu4;§ 8 B ﬁﬁ&{ﬁ&'k%’¢ﬁﬁpﬁ4§ﬁ
7 "sit?&f" o Bk s ag CC 2 REMBET FiRem - g7
S 3 3 ﬁi A w5 ﬁiﬁﬂ%mi%fﬁﬁx TR MBS FTER O

P B A4 E R R R A 1T o A F enh i 45 E et
vt EBP i £ ELISP 558 » i & $ 47§ enth #2343 -

42 2
421 HAPETE
ARG D RRE R R A RpFGESY 321 8) 2
L 3-F ALl = ELTY'J?»F'
EmEPCCHS P » 73 A SIEnE * a2 AFHT - A F
i EBP 2 %% 1 2B WU P RASI L ARDPT & £ R kB #3

[e]

SR

B - -}
o4



2> T.=kB ° k. #- 1 #censk#ic (multiplier) » @ BR| 4 - B2 &
feendh A 3¥ ¥ (basic period) o Fpt > AFTT EF = BAK B 2y
B 4o

B: 2AdAATH o

ki © A STk A Rk

m: A&if- 2 AFHY ek

34

TC(Bk,m) © #i% A &t B e pE p s & ko 20 k= (kKo k) &
F-FAFiArEY REEE  m=(m,m,---,m) ] &

F2-BAFI - A AFH P REHTHEEE o

AR A3 BARALEATFE R RRA I o g R Y D7

B AEY S 8B o 52 AFHEL 0 B BELRP T

B: AAFWhHEREE]E -

B : d - ~fr# ;2 (Binary Search) 7 (7 ehih A3k o

B : p £ (best-on-hand) ##7 & | L3235 3 kel A o

4.2.2 3N B

AERNDBERRPED R 3224 BERANFARER Y * 2 78 B
AV PR Y Bl £ ¥ A AikHp2 (extended basic
period approach, EBP) 5 AA# 2 ¢t o H AP w2 322 & cniBEX AP o

423 i Eig

AR PHRSEEL DI RFERRHR ¢ TG CREAA R
A HRHEF AR AR RAP LB R A A E DT AL A
LI A AP B E R 323w P AR AL SRS P
HTeead AAFHBE P A Sair i fik -

LITARM S A A e 3.2.3 & 0 T 5|#4t4t EBP A T chT 4 A
TP
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The inventory level of the items produced for inspection

‘Item 1 (in Blue) k, =1 ; m, =2‘ ‘ItemZ (in Orange) k, =2 ; m, =3| ‘Item 3(nGreen)k; =2 ; m;=2

= T
. The area corresponding to the inventory produced for an inspection sub-lot of item i

1, dkB dkB[1 1
2 m; m;

= T=kB=3

The inventory level of the items that have finisHed their inspection (and r(fpair, itJ| necessar%')
] I

I | ! | !
| The area coresponding to the inventory of item i that has finished its inspection (and repair, if necessary)
10 xkBx dJcB(mpy,—dmp,—dmy +dy,)

2 :D.¥;

Height = quB—d{dgc‘_'Bmi_,.@(m__l})
it mip;

-~ —

|
|
i
|
|

i
I
I
i
|
|
|
)

B4l i&¢* EBPi22 2 A& 4ksk s b
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AEAAERE - BAAPEKBD A HArE e AEE S ARG
A AFPTBERFHRFBAS I BXORBEFEZ P REFB SRE
%\'j‘éclo'ﬁFﬁéi}i&%‘_ﬁj\b*ﬁ%f‘ﬁg\'%yﬁi/_/_—r%égl’;%_igl

41 #* EBPi22 4 A1tk 3 [ Bl -
¥ % = & (inspection cost)

o]

TASIF A RRIERF LA AC AN H i RR
*AREY, o B - BAAPEKBD T HEEIM IR F - Xtk
FEHP S kBd/m @4 AFEKBd TR E TS AL Cm oo #
= & 5 kBdyv, o
Hp ¥ 1248 = & (expected restoration cost)

%35 Porteus (1986, 1990) == 3 » -4 - & St £ kBd. 2
AP o it 4o 3.2.3 H AT 0 P hoT

E-BHREP,FEDD T LEED G E[Ni|(kini/mi)]=
k?B?dj a; /2m? o F1pt 0 A 0 — B2 AR R B E B ES A G
(k’B°d.’e, 1 2m?) xm xr =k’B*d a1 / 2m, -

B A4 4 = &~ (expected opportunity cost)

A AL A BAAPEKBD T o T4 F D2 L Sehd Y ek
A - BAAEMNETHE AL Xk o & - %k E KB,/ m g
7 A EdP 5 E[N|(kBd, /m)]=k’B* e, 12m > F 5 H 200 F & A
A AL o Bla- B2 AMSKBD TR AL ARG
(k*B?d’cr, / 2m?)x 7, x m=k’B*d’a r ./ 2m -

% b 473 =+ 4 (inventory holding cost)

A P4FF kEe 55 BIA D H- BRAELEZE NI

M= ENI A G FHEFF 25 BRARMEASI R %

T A G A AR F G A Ahi T o FAEAL @

EBP 22 4 & & 4af s b Bl > 3hlosiipl 4o
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(1) iéér’iim.ﬁ%ﬁ)ﬁg#a_g 14 gﬁ?ﬁt?ﬁ .

\\\?{r

< B 4.1 # * EBP
2 A SRS W) LMEA A A0 m B ARE AN
|E’ﬁ]$%d\'j‘zk

2 20242

2\ m ) py 2m;pyy,

(2 AFix 3% T2 A% 45 + 4 195 H 41 # * EBP

224 A sk b BT ZINEA > A i m Bk E s
Fafh (h2flhz £95) 38 dov
- BB Fh = &0
1 5 dkB(mpy, —dmp, —dmy, +dy,)

m; P; Y
d.k’B*(mp;y, —d;m,p, —d;m,y; +d.y;)

2m;py,;

HFpo+ o~

d.k’B?(m.p,y; —d;m.p, —d;m.y; +d.y; )h

2m.p,y;
..‘%"@Piilﬁi‘&-%x%%mf’ﬁ r-r'lml?%' M’:’\'j‘m
kPB'dy (pity )y , dikiB* (mypyy; —dimip; —dimyy; +dyy; )h
2m.py, 2m.p,y;

19piE2 EBP AR R 2 gt > KPR A IR EE Y A7 50 1 - &
E#ic (General-Integer, GI) £ = % (PoT) Kt o &Gl L T & - &4 5
ks S AL Bl s XA POT Rvg ™ o f B BHcEE 2 0h & S A g 0 e

F o TEIAG A S0, k=2 X202 5 Efico i #E ko PoT {vd ¥ AR H
B 2 - B 55 ¢ o (Jacksons et al., 1985; Roundy, 1989; Federgruen & Zheng,

1993) -

:t%-ﬁ‘»ﬁ;fﬁ?{;u%;}p ooy PoT vk it Gl vk A @ v f«‘r,f'};@ X

(feasibility test) + #3 »x 5 > J F14_ lem{k}=max{k} » & k s | = % #c
B PoT Wug Tt Gl eg 7 % K7 o f F > fiUFS v /EV;\EFL » POT ™
BAREE Gl X% %7 € £FES * > &4 @ Jackson et al. (1985) i
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7 6% A §E 5 Roundy (1989) £ Federgruen & Zheng (1993) # 417 2%
A FE o F]P > AR EBP fioN T 7 A AL A B PoT Wk o
st EBP i * POT {2 4<f% ELISP » & #5840 #757 :
Min TC(B,k,m) =

2m;py,;

i=1 j=0 I=1

iiZ{A-‘-C kini(mi BiYi _(mi _1)di P; _(mi _1)diyi +diyi)hi n

i BOfidi2 (7 +1)
Wiig(i)

2m,
(4.1)
Subject to
n Oi
»3 o 4 KiBdi | KkBdi ) <B,for t=1..,2m™ (4.2)
i ijo(it)
i—1 -0 P Yi
ii ; +kini +kini(mi_1)j <B, for t=1,... 2"} (4.3)
Y. i iip(it) — '
i=1 j=0 yi mi pi
o 2 )
. Z"Vu(p(n):l Cforall i=1..,n (4.4)
j=0 1=1
_ t mod 2! ift=y2!, yeN
(p(],t) I . _ } (4.5)
2] ift=y2', yeN
W, {01} for all i, j| (4.6)

AEAATN@41)5 EBP N T anp RSt 0 B BEH A e
Bk o AR 2Z T HFAFLUEF=FApF o £ F > A5G A BAL
PR 0 R (4.2)(43) 0 N(42)5 A A AN SR > H A At A
PIAAARF I 2A 5 BARAARBEGDFF 27 i LEAMTY
Beri R o 2 (A3)ateB A v ' U5\ > B A 7973 ML IR KA L
2 W BHEFER e 07 i AEAFMEH BhR R o I8 = Aefpilnil
B gE 323 &2 1(3.2)2(3.3) 0 N (44) ik POT Hix > B R A 5 chd
AFEERCIEREE LK BAFNTHIPN - NA5FEP - L & HikE
IRFEHIPEFE A2 AW HIt+y2) y=123 AW ERLHH
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Reobt ;A6 AN EATAIFHERP) G FAFLFS Lo
A4 pEL 0o

43 NAFIFEZRHEWEFFE 2 RfFcrip M P
AERRP - BREDROOFFEZE LLBEREARRS LR L AT

w82 (HGA)» fjz@ * EBP ;2 7 chELISPo A& A 515 & /% chi & P b
éiiﬁﬂﬂkﬁbmé*iﬂﬁﬁvbk W& F B b RIS
EBEke AT o B BUA SRR KSR ARG RR K
SR :ﬁﬁm%f%ﬁﬁ*—mﬁamria@ A B sk A a a0

m
T RBZ BALREDEET (7fF o

AL I B R R RS L N 0431 H LA B AR
Bokdut g S A32 HRP hem I Ao R FFLE R E BRI
(chromosome) fi# it 4z /i ¥ 495 | b e s S Bice £ m o433 & 4
oA K RHE L L7 Faug s — 7 AR RIE (Proc FT) o i 5 1
Proc FT 437 3| £ 32 % (7¢h2 2 e 42 » 434 &R - HEPF %ﬁr’
- A4EF 2 (binarysearch) m i3 & A AFHp 2 NFH T (71, 5 (5 04.35
AL HGA = B e (745 3% o

431 AFFEZuz §

AMEATIRE R GuEE 0 AR P gD SR OME S A2 R
ArAFP R LKk THABEE T Tl LRI E LKk A&7 > FH 2
iTiE 4ole @ A FlF 5 2 (Holland, 1975) #0338 » 2 &2 T 7w 7f 1
(D)% ¢ % % (chromosome representation) £2 4~ 4 * %8 (initial
population) ~ (2)if & & - & &= EH  (fitness evaluation and selection) ~ (3)
75 )3 B+ (genetic operators) % %_> ¥ ¥ # 45 1 4F W (reproduction) ~ % fe
(crossover) ¥ % % (mutation) 4p B & % 42 ~ (4) 2 #c & 2 (parameter
settings) £ % it i%x i (termination conditions) o * & = 3 #-4-4 F i gt FL F]
W R 2 AR P AT
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4311 % ¢ Hen¥rb B i-4o2 18

’Ili—j‘i% LLATFFE 2T o fikeEsk? & - B A ShA AN
Folick 0 AT EY kb ETA A chim A F ¢ (bits string) & B i 422

- BREDEZ~FE > HF 2 5% 4 R (chromosome) = & %8
(individual) e B &) k3> T & A S 1 R AW ehsfdick BEE 4 ¢ a5
Uy = R F RS AR 2 mzf’éﬂ‘ltﬁﬂal%:k PIECE (U +D)" =~ T %

E\ﬁ?l E_n‘f—.-E En‘?ﬂ3 }in‘%‘n
|0|0\1|0|0|1\0\1|1|1\0\0|1| \0|1 1\0\0\
K, k, k, k,

B 4.2 %4 Wm0

FirFRAAEP AT AR - TR F- BkE- BV 25 KD
Bl T2 0 k=25 X H2p hD Flice gt HGA P » A5 1k 2
2 enfFgciE = > X R E 4 d WMbmoBER Y U =3 k& T4 ko REEX
§329=2°8 it {0, 1, 2., 7} > E ¥ Z &= HMmeeT 1 (0,0,0),
(0,0,1),...,(1,1,1) =

PR ATAE ARGV G Ok E AFEY EEIE K T
(upper bound) % % 7+ & HGA ¥ 4 ¢ 8 B4 %S cnfiiw o gt > X277 M
ELISP p S ficsten™ frgr v & fdup ik @ent o5 £ TCS £ 7 & & i
i@ * fb= f2;2 (Independent Solution, IS) #7{F T &% & > H 5 iv7 /& o
Fpt o TC®=D""TCS % 7 ELISP p s eh™ ft o ¥ - 2 6 » &7 ]
11 CC % $f2en@ 2 TCC # v 8 v o F 5% @— BiE > 7 rdaiwx ot

A (B) 4o 1 (58 (A7) e i 3 L 4 BL)

TCCC - j#i Tcils +\/pi Yi (TCCC B Zi¢i TCiIS )2 - Z\PI (A " CI)
BY.

X (B) =| log,

7 W =dhy+dy)red?py (7 +r)
(4.7)
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EKPE > BETRUB k&7 o d WHRAFHIFFER A &0
WETF ASIAR 2 ARB G DRER P\?Eﬁz&ﬂx’tﬁﬂ PER R RS H
Mg A IR P Rk E R T Y EEF o Tl o § B<max
(max; (s, +k;Bd; /p;, +k;Bd; /y, ,zi+kin./yi+k.Bd. (m —1)/mp;) B> 273
AR A BT R R AP A RRRER A 5 KR
FARRAFYERNA L o BET R B Ha 40T

B, = max, (maxi (Si +KBd, | kBd, L7+ kBd, , kBd, (m, _1)]] (4.8)

=

oo

Pi Yi Yi m; p;

v I 2 — y 2 -UB VNN
F1i B ABEST R @G ok K25 G, ary

TCCC - Zjﬂ TCiIS +\/pi yi (TCCC B zj#i TCiIS )2 ~ ZlPI (A i CI)

x*8(B,) =] lo
i ( L) gz BL“Pi

B B POT enilug ™ > kT AhE L 1o o &5 - Bx AT R L
B

X =0 -

Fl & NE %%‘ ﬁ’rﬁﬁi"’;’i:
- B &R O R T
R SadS o Jmﬁ&mﬁ>%ﬂB) AT 2R (410) K A 7

:@xf_—}glﬁ B R R o

(Bb, 1-by) = [Zb 2" J (4.10)

hod g 4 SR ERCHE < S X(B) 0 A R A ;L;’B;‘ (compliment
computation) 1= X kFziRH 2 ¢ < 3t x°(B) ° 4 HGA ¢ » %44
WiEMand LR LY U B

‘E_ifuﬁ%k e 'ﬂ“‘d»’ﬁfﬁfi’
B

B -1
F o TRUBEAS R P

[e]

AR RS N E 2100 ek FI B A Y (A et 0 2
Z_ ;‘i‘;ﬁ;b@ﬁié ,)F% gé‘rﬂ\,J‘E?n;j_()n o
FAzde 2w > AP F A MKk=1,m=1,Vig®FRF
(particular case) fH¥ {7 f& o pfEHKIT L HGA % - B £ i & & 2
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(best-on-hand solution) ; F B » g #2052 &¢ %‘gﬁ FA10)EEEBE (A R

mﬁ; —& m' q;-r)

n

2. (A+Cm)

B(1,1) = =
\ Z{dihi [dp; +2dy, +(py, —dp, —d, Y, )+ d? py, (7+5)/2 piyi}
(4.11)
*A T RARBELYL)EF LT T EAT 0 PRTHEF - &
EIV Ffd > T AP A4 Y FIHRERS G m B NE o

A4 B8 ¥ (7R (Proc Initial)
1. 4 k=1,m=1,i=12,.,n,;5(411)*> % (B(1,1),1,1) -

2. fd Proc FT (2 433 &) # 4 (B(1,1),1,1) % £ @7 (7: BET {7 >
54 ATC(B(1,1),1,1) & 4 TC(B,k',m)=TC(B(L,1),1,1) ¥ fr=4:
L EB R FAV Ao AREE N (LA34F) FHT B
EZiaEE B 24 TC(B ,k',m)=TC(B,1,1) % a4 5 & f2;8 4
ARt D FBK A F AEE R DT TR ST HGA

3. MEEHs S A 2 10n e FIE A Y (T4 4 4 o

4312 i BBt B 5B 84

RSB P cnEr R GA dvka Sl HEE - ¥ EkE2 B
Eenif AR R  Hao ¥ G ond e A 0 B AL endndiol-id gk &
BErERPAIF O LEATEAHY B - BRI MOERE -

Wi A - BAIR (- eA A fEE LK) gk Ay
.u-a—.sf?rb'ﬂwx}f%f;ﬁ;éﬁ;; (GEL 432 &) H0FEE - kb 7 70 i,gf
WA R (¢ 2B, k&Zm)e R4 » P RSB Gt D kep
*AREE o RE TR LS e B S8k (fitness function) o

Bt GA EHE B A g ;i;}»,,t? WO S Her Rt (fitness
normalization) =425 ke B onlic > H T IV 25 7 L@ B RE afE
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BECARE P oAc F BB o8 AP E T) (Hunter, 1998) ; @ 3t L ehif 4
B> At iEAZ G € 5T & (Boesel etal., 2003) -

—HEA T R ET R T A R Z 8550 ()i e 2 21 (inversion
normalization) (i) 4 £ & & H.it (linear ranking normalization) 22 (iii)2t
AT AR (nonlinear normalization) (Marzouk & Moselhi, 2003) o i# w &
CEfE BT B M Sl BRI BORE ARG R Sl R
Bt i E82 )iy 2 MAPRBGEGRIEES P RE > RiZRE
B AR L HE /R4 @ (Selection Pressure, SP) ¥ % % [1.0,
2.0] erfe RN 2R R R EIE o H A M T LS R L2
FERMERER TR 0 L BEFRA B U FALLO, gy, 2.0 (iemp
REAREERETET)

AZFFRFETAAAIN e PR ERERER TR o T
SRR o AR R LR F I el A i R B R R
R e R ArE SR

44 48 Itemp Sy e L miﬁ%lﬁ' eval m;‘l‘_,% v TP AT

eval, =2-SP+ 2(5P ~ (I =) (4.12)

e PS -1
2% 7_SP=1.5

F(4.12)¢ »PS & 4= 48+ -] (population Size) o imp * # £ 15 4
ToT 2o B RERE TR LB dem =PSB E B A P L B emp
=1 o

PR S EESE RS AT R BN E 4] (roulette
wheel mechanism) *:E# Z 47 @ (reproduction) =4 ¢ %8 - = — B L J 4
AR e R R S BB ek ] R TR R HAg s S ant
B Ao o

P, =eval / Z eval, (4.13)

hemp =

U E S NN S E Y NI SATIEER R S
R i AR B s g A o
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4313 AFEE 3

Sd m A ERBIGFETROLI M BT RBEEA BEE S 1R
pe(crossover) ¥ x % (mutation) 4 & 4 F % o

2 fie e mwﬁ-d BOELF R(ER)DE BEARE é_iﬂ 3 %,‘”PDSKA\*%
Mend N B EH AR 4'{%@}@]“*@;@:15 13 R g R o L
i IS ERES LI M H A g'rﬁq:‘r % % (Crossover Rate, CR)
TRHEE P AT (genes) o ke TR A R - TE AL [ e R
AT G R g MR AT m A hF € Rk o

¥ L e ;83 H gL (single-point) ~ # 2k (two-point) -5 3
(uniform) < peiz (B 4.3) o H BLG ez AUNEE S - Brgh s gkt

(+:8) a5 AT A4 3enB il wogw (L) A TR e
PR A B E BRI AR R 0 A i S E RAEPHEDS
Brr b Rt ke B peghz fF ity A% @ 27 BLob H el TR
BEFERK I IMmE A AF R P hE - B AT 0 R N ERAR
3 R AT H F R AR AT L 05 AR FHES AfT 0 AR
BAFEWAS O & 1 ede® (E2 52 Mask) hihz L F8F 2 (0
RAR T A LR R g) AR RIR BB B L

B 2 % A

) Fik
[tJofi[1[ofu]o] [1Jofsl1Jofo]u]
[t[1JofrJofJofu] [tfoJt[1]of1fo]
# 7L 3

) Fik
[1[ofslifoafe]ol] [1]1foJrJoef1]ol]
L1 [tJoftfofo]] [1Jofrfrfofof1]
P 5 3 B

) F ik
[tJoJi[afJofri[o] [t JifafJofofa]
[t [tJoftfofJolu1] [1]ofJoJ1fofofo]

B 43 = B2 @ s+ wm R
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%%%ﬂﬁﬁ%@ﬁfﬁﬁﬁiﬁﬁﬁ’@ﬁﬂ%%ﬁﬁ% B E:

fRe FIM > ARPFIAREL I 2L RFEH I UAFRYLEL - R9E
¥4 np i & L ﬂ\%—' (Mutation Rate, MR) “f#s:c %% ¢ #8¢ o
AT BEEFLE > R GRS T RPFHE AT OER o AR R
PR ERTL T e 4314 FaEp o
4314 $BR TP B LFEE

AFFAE Y HGA 3 o B i & hgdc: jf i enit i (the number of
generations) ~ % fie & f\é?é‘ Koo AP AT AF e S ik TF U F]

B GA A A FREFER T J lJ!ﬁx f# (close-to-optimal solution) -
Py B F % 27 3 2% GA % o /] (Populatlon Size, PS) Hi
510en (N5 A& F3 cnfcp ) o m BT L e B R F v
Ph - BERLRFERBFHT %Qﬁ;i‘ﬁﬂ’—?‘ = 06 BR¥FE
T

SEE

In(RRFERPFARTARBI RS FTINEEFDEL); F 2 2K

{iﬁ$§¥%ﬂ&ﬁ“ﬁﬁﬂ”ﬁ“ﬁ&%°ﬁ€i’Eﬁ“ﬁﬁﬂ’
AXETRAFF B arkE 09 REF ™MarkBE 005 EF /AL EE =
ireyc—fia'iﬁa:%"%wao.om’m;i:“‘}ﬂd&ﬁ/ﬁ 100 # pFHE 4r 0.01 < % fe
FRERBFUPMPES N ERRE 0 E IR RFER
%ﬁ?éommgq@wo%p;m &ﬁﬁi&%ﬁﬁimi%@%é
4 g

AR GAFI AR ¥ FiEE 5 3 BEHE T F GA auf i 425 i 50
RO LA R L o & EUF I ARA A T 1000 & pE T L E T o g
d AT BEFRA BT EEES T REF DI oo T
AR EY F A2 E D] 1000 N HR] sk F B TG AR o

4.32 3F 7 8 4 de i
AEATIR Y HOF FE F OF FARAF W R 0ITE 0 AR P HES

BRI MPBEFRBEL DR ER (B APERK=1i=123.,n)° &

A& kAT iFek L POT R ™ o KA MEME R § ¢ R



AFH R B K AFFTEFRPFFE2FREENBEM > N E
BY 7end Ao eskiAr o

Wit A H R Y R ﬁﬁ%ﬁ’ﬁiﬁﬁﬂﬂimﬂﬁ%°i
;}f’é&‘;;j&;}g Bgﬁj;aﬁiﬁg e E - 1‘% AL EHBILHF D TR o

% 5 ﬁ* F »F‘Fv.u&#ﬁ""’%é%#kﬁmv 13§ e F B AR
%’F‘lf’&(* TR R T AR R RS AR BB

PR RS R AR B RS AT R R

BT &Y 54321 SR ARPOE DT R 4322 &4 5w
WARY A B R Hw ke Mandp i de g o 4323 FfERHF )
Broo i 4324 350K 2 andbE ) 2 o

4321 ¥FET R
AFWFERZ T FB e F 341§ FREYEZ BER ()

EBP #t2& 4 e | PR B, > 24 m=1,i=12,..,n; Q252 A%

AT AR gehbo ] ZYEFEF B, 0 1 E2 Q)R A SRK A LT

%ﬁ&+ﬁw%wsmoéﬁijﬁzﬁ%m?ﬁ$i’ﬁ%T%BB%é

Pz AR AEY PER S e 2N AT

Bis =max{B,, By, By | (4.14)

0

i1 i
m \ Z”:{kd ihi[dip +2diy; + (py; —dip, _diyi)]"'kiaidizpiYi(”i+ri)} |
2pyy;

i=1

n

L Zs e ZZ.
i) * g g,

i=1 p| i=1 yi i=1 ml pl i=1 yi
= oot BERT £ 341§k o
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4322 ¥ & BIHER

$O BIREE AL - ko T flY 34250 JFd L F B Kb
Bt s PR R EERaEkEEme FAR P OE_Fd GA EF
TC(Bk)end i i » pt & £ Bt e A Sl b Gt =t dicd m £ m +1
T o Fpt o F A - B R Eck s TSI EBE TG 3RS B
BT OGEY Ap S R 6B FI S P R kR ciEim e B ApaR
TR EEZ P AFTEADKEMEL ToREERTE HES 2 EL S
B P S H k] B X L FE T LA AT (7 (feasible) 4 A& £ ik
AR MO AR S B P EH AP Y P AL DA S0 iR s Hom, B o
HaBoht =¥ 03t B 2 (closed-form) :

R (4.15)
LY L BCL S
Yi B
K5 (4.15) v EEF B o A Rik %k ol (4.16)57 7 o
2 C
1, Be|O, '
kid [ +2ph +a (7, +1)
mi(B): yl i
X, Be 1 2¢,X(x-1) ’ 1 2c.X(x+1) where x > 2.
kd, [N, 2h kd |h  2h
g+ =+ o (7, 1) =+ o (m )
Yi B Yi B

(4.16)

FaE 342 ihit > AT HIEFEAIE - B on BAE D B

(W (m +D),w,(m, +1),...w (m +1) > 5 » * - Bw(m +1) &~ £ § & 5i

Freb B IFL T - BREGDEY o BFHFERY 0 BEH

hPE AT EERARY B EWZ A& RE KRBT EA - 0 ifu

Ewm +1) A4 ok B$d o £ B A AFFRMBE H AT AT Y o
S H 4 A S mw(m +1) 3G B EosE P RE > A

s =argmin, {w,(m’ +1) > B, } (4.17)
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KT mMB) R At A b Rk e s A F - fBA ik
%X BT RERY D ORGAAEREPE D] o Arim <Bkd,
1=12,..,n
F4deh 3.2 B B AEFE o AWFERY - AT HEd 4 (4.18)
AT W (M +1) =8 ¢ 975 B sk kehe g o
m(w,(m; +1)) =(m(B,)\{m;}) U{m; +1} (4.18)
RS L
FRIFBAET £¥ 342 Hehit o F - makEmes E? -
PARP RS HYE B S Elh By e ATV ;ﬁd P O B ¥
- S ERE O R RE RS B Bk,m) o 258 4T

n

2 (A+Cm)/k

B(k,m) = =

n

2 {kidih[d; by +2d,y, +mi(p,y; —d; by = dyyi)ltkicyd Py (7, +1) /2m Py, |
(4.19)

4323 HEFHE I R
FFREAPFREZT2TBA > A AT B R R
go%qkiﬁﬂnﬁm%ﬁﬁﬁiﬂza7w¢o BIEFEREY 0 - B RS
SE TR A - B B(m(w)) P 0 % R R

?1 p—
o
3
| %
puts]
(dﬂ
F_k
o
3
=
-
E}\
i
U\

Wy

—

I~

>

3.
o
o

ERWBOL B B REFFREE S R BN
[T )

i=1 pi yi

- Zn:(dihi(piyi_dipi—diyi)j (4.20)
i=1 BiYi
Ho
n i n Bk|d|hl(piyi_dipi_diyi) n .
X= ~ Bk, +Z:' 2p.y, +;¢i.(mi (B),B) (4.21)
A
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#(m(B),B) =
Ci + Bkidiz [( P +yi)hi +hy +ap yi(ﬂi+ri):| _ 2Cidi\/hi(pi +2y) e Y (7 +1)

Bk, 2p,y, J2pyie =
2c.d, \/h(p,+2y,)+apy,(7r+r)[(m +1) —m; (m, +1} o
m, (B)>2
\j20 p.y,m; (m, +1)
(4.22)

WHFART ’ﬁfﬁf‘*fﬁ%fréﬁﬁz e ﬁ;,ji/;zﬁjg%%@
Bys =min{Bs, B} L #7+ % By o3+ L 4.35 & & #4255 4% (Pseudo Code) ¢

FmEL oo

FE L4319 4328 ) F o AR AR & AT E 2 (HGA)
SN R FIERH > P AT
HGA

{
2 Proc Initial #25 & # 42 4~* 8

v 3eE w8 x (Algor Search(k)) =i A4 §8 ¢ & — (54 4 48
BO(F R B
{
¥ & 484 (Selection)
% fie (Crossover)
% (Mutation)
"3 F 52 (Algor Search(K)) =& 372 H ¢ & - (4 4 18
}
¥
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433 23382 A34 VTl A R E

AHGA® » AT 55 - BAIH (- edmf A fices
K) @b ik lhketmE A Ty B Herg 4 s § 2 ok
o b AF SR LRAEE LT G ASRALT
TR A 8 R R R AL F I T (7 enfE .

4331 ¥ (FLBIFLR
FHEmAddaigEfEBkm) AF - FEE L - TP AR

3425 5 (The Feasibility Testing Procedure, Proc FT) » k284 & 4 ¥ {7 ¢
4 EEREEAT -

- eiziE R (Bkm) o § % - Flkk B AL RIEARR B
A g A it AR (REFE)I K BAAMEHY > FXPNGE Y
AR NEFH Y o Hix- BAAFH PN > AR IR A FH 0L AFF (G
BHBEF)E DT ALE- BAAFY OEF LR A N (4.2)2(4.3)

FT) o MFTE M Wiio(it) = ~RPNE RS A BT B o

Lo AT AT * enProc FT £.4%4% Yaoetal. (2003) 2 i+ 1 5§ 2
gk A o Yaoetal, RAagvrAd & FAHBAGHELSP 58P F L -
(B.K) BF » ¥ 00§ sxiplRE B fRenw T o @ AFT R AT e Proc FT %72 4F
oo A R BEALE S R IR AREARDT (T o (T2 A g A - A dntfede
% (Initial Schedule Procedure, Proc IS) & #& 4 — 4= 4nend & PR 29 45 5%
BAR(L e B2 3P ) B A B W B W, £ 57 & Proc IS & 4 d- 7 iy oh

4 ABREHEAT o P 4o

n G _ =
W, =" (s, +kBd,/p, +kBd,/y, Jw,;, for t=1..2™ (4.23)

i=1 j=0

W, ZZ(Z +k;Bd, /y, +kBd, (m, —1)/mp w, ,, for t=1.., 2™} (4.24)
i=1 j=0
W, 2 W, sh 2 (B 4.4)7 A 55 (FEA B2 - el > B g
b A RSB A R ik (B lom{k P kb A AR A S
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e A W A Ol 2 pFE s +kBd/ p+ KB/ Y2 5 etk st
7z, +kBd,/y, +kBd, (m —1)/mp, » %L & enE 15 A 5 ek ) 3k ik,
B deded Ak oW M F L2 ARREW )N F 2 RERPFR AL

feeni ¥ f4p e o

W -0 A 2| A& 3 A& on We A&l E&LH2 | E&S 3 A&on
ECECA HBe B A HH -3 30
B 2 B 2
HHE 3 PHE 3
B K1 HH K-1
#H# K #HE K

B 4.4 W, &2 W, et 42 545 ]

£ L(W)=max(W, W,) W i & B-W 2W, & 2+ 1 (7§ 48 0
Az L(W) IR W 2 f2e0d + 1 0§ £ (L "4+ B.3) - 1345 Yao et al.
(2003) Proc FT cri (¥ 3@ : AF7 5 4 LN & 3 p w0 50k » £3f B PR en
Box 1T f fRIWI R A S g 10T R e ge (IRE W S Proc IS
A2 A ARk A B4 U=L(W)2W =W) - § L'<B> &) 2
i LOM{k} #r&i@srg @ d > ixim- BPh < nf fFREAALER
AMEW SRR L R RT RET T AR RREY o it AFT Y Proc
FT ¢ & - dpthg A2 A8 R ERT 7P 2g=1; FRI¢=0-

Bx 1 ProclS & 4 Azdpind A R4S 2 ¥ (7(3 % 2 ¢=0) A Proc
FT i % Riede T 25 (The Schedule Smoothing procedure, Proc SS) = f&

AR KD R R SR W 0 02 RS AER AN S B R

(Smooth-Out routine) ~ = ¥+ 3 ¥ 42 5 (Pair-Exchange routine) £ 2 ¥+ 1 03
# 42 /& (Two-to-One exchange routine) » & ¥ © 4t % k"% M & 5.4 FL A i)
Pk f PR REAA EEV FRE . Z A RATEN I S
F Yao etal. (2003) = %t4x B.3 3P o & & ﬁ“/T* PEA A AP o
(1) # M 4zR

KRERW Y gy 2 PR FASI(HK <1

WL A GHRPEEWSEW P ZRrESE2 ARRFERERRE)IR
SR N Fagikgt A Rl et #



Fol EH R o BB W EW, Y E BEH LS AR Ak
RS RNEN B BRI AT i3 FRRE N T HER
(2) =3 #A2R
AR Y B W Y ik Y R A R (H
hd AlieBe PR E Y - gy ol 2 292 &(HK
Frg@Ey el P OAS IRT AFH P X2 A) e Fakg
AT S W W P R RED RS AT R RRHRET T F
oL ENBOR AT AR FRIRENT-JF2W0 13 HOER o
(3) 2% 1 e Hef2 B ¢
PARR W R oAk A L R AEY Y AR A BEL (Yo
Bo, kAR ) PAE  BRAEFH o B BB EL LA S(
33T B P)EFRY T (oo, <oy BRI SR A PR L b
e i#ﬁf EEH Y FAAA) U FAEREMREEW P g
cF2H1IHE A RRAAEN DR AFTERKRHBFT Y )
5 By BRI AV AR, BRI N EEE 2R el ik
P o iz b Proc FT ef2f o

~

F Al

N—r

1

M-

) ——
IS

\Tm ElR)
“'EL
41

”—iﬂ

Q

"*“% PR

AP VA RAEAFRESR AL FRHEL PP
FEEAT gl AFRM AZ BIARAL UREALT FaER -

BrtudBAELEZAA T FEIHEL > £HT KT %ﬁ“} B
(re-start)is & B i » k2 B % £ 84 F S ART 1 FOR I F B
B fROTH O FRELHIT TR0 p R 5 To A EFEZ
(Binary Search heuristic) » ~# 7 #-%7F — (TP o

4332 = ~EHRFEH

:&nrf,

i*

o EeizEfE(Bkm) i uw - & ProcFT 24 - v 704

AL HeBhiAR > PV U Fr T H j25 % % EBP 2 T ELISP 558 chv (72 o fe

%{Pmﬂ?ﬁ%&“ﬂBkmﬁi* (7ehd B 2 ie stz BV IEd B0

4 A A EB Flirenfa(B,k,m) > # H 7 WEBRT 704 &
B AP FELERKEMES T RS AL
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ARG TP - AMOF T F 40P 2 Proc FT £/2 2 4 7 (7 f& 0
FAL - FAFR A ~OFFE 207 P B AP LERF T RO
ﬁ%QWéE?Woﬁ%ﬁ$M@aipi?uﬁ%éiﬁytﬁﬁié
A H T BT R BtPCL ) P 4T (;;_m;fbpa 2} x;ﬁﬁ,_ B.4)

0.
S kiBd; , kiBd,
PCL
i<l j=0 ENEIY Yi

W AFT T UEELAATDIALRIK AL T BEHT R

Bt'CL  ZHLE e T

) SIS 5 LR kin%(iE_lqw} @29

i=1 j=0 =1 j=0 Yi

T2 0 F B>TL (T, # ELISP #55¢ & CC 4578 = & 1 chde i 4 8 £
B, Yaoetal, 2011) &2 5 ®e it F fE 5 v v dt o TPt > W UK T A~
BOF 7 B H0F BT 50
(B'.B")= (mgx(Bf’CL, BI™),Té) (4.27)

B K Lﬁ*%ﬁgﬁfrgﬂ( ”) s AFT Y Lz A¥E A (Cormen et al.,
1993)F 45 wie¢ * Proc FT T 24 7 (74 2 H k%A B chBE o § XK T
- AEE B Rt R BY B %’{(B“,k,m){% VA2 PR R
B R TR - AE T

4

4 ERV FaRAr | 2 8% o AR

2 A
B 4
AR AP Y HEE %*:i:% WAL - FEATHOR I MU R R AT T G

26 W FPRERMEITAES LI WET 712 fféi%‘(B“,k,m){? 7 e

P B EAT AT

?pkq' [_Lbkl,l‘am BL‘

PLEIES ~ 7 % B'2 (B km)ew 7t £ 4 (B km)s 57 7 i
= AgeE > AL (Bkm) Lt ke T E A ] P e - F
(B'km)7 7 7> &+44 B=(B'+B")/2:& 77 {7 {hiplsd > 11 & fjds p
BEP LTGRO E o FBAT AR P LAY RBY o AT R
ﬁﬁﬁ:£&f:éw%im‘%ﬁz%®§moﬁﬁ&@?%,;aﬁ



434 REATFIFE 2 REFERTB

A E L FRAR RS KPR & A TR B el o 38

#7752 (K):

1.
2.

(414 8E TR By ¥4 R By=o-

% 3% (4.16)3 B m=m@Bg )T & F {w(m(Bg))|i=1...n}

m (W) - 3 A etk e p AL BRI E <] o £ B =By ¥ @3
& =argmin, {w;(m,)>B_} -

Bl o (419) % 7 B(M(By)) 0 B F TC(B(M(B,)).km(B,))<
TC(B",k’,m") 2 Proc FT # % (B (m(B_,)).k,m(B_,)) &% {7+ : fE4r
(B(M(BL).km(B,) 4.+ F ¢ » € 3 B > K &= m - &3
(B (M(B)),k,m(B,)) & TC(B,k,m) » pes #Z4; Fpl->ie* = ~fo
Hix(L 432 &) 0F B NEREH T Aot AR RO
R RSl THHL

(420035 Eend it P BB, =4 0 & * ;% (4.15)5 7 £ [B,Byg)

BT g b g T B AR AR S W] o 4 j=12 B =w,

e =W,
5 m(w;)=(m(B)\MB)U{m, +1} 24 1 19 4 % = e & m(w)) &
S=arg {w(, +1) =w,} o 758 (419)3* ¥ F i do] 2B (m(w,)) * BE
TC(B(m(w,)),k,m(w,)) <TC(B",k",m") > = Proc FT # &
(B (M(B,)), k,m(B,)) 7% {7 12 i5de (B(M(W))),k,m(w,)) & 7 {7 » {
#7B =B(m(w,)) ~ K' =k m'=m(w,) > &% (B(m(w,)), k ,m(w,)) £
TC((B(M(w,)),k,m(w,))) > B2 # F 6 F Rl * - ~4F 2 (L 432
§) EF B NBRFEH GV AL AL RBERDE ] EHP R
foo BE NS ARFET UL - T A I A6 FRIEES
AL - ERTHR I M wRIAHA L

FRE o JEd 4200 ATpE P Bg=min{By, f} © 4 j=j+1%&
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BC:W. » BE W > B 0 R Am B &2 TC(B",k',m") » % \F ;5 & ;2 3+

4.4 BT %

AE RS A FINA 441 &5 A - HE B (numerical example)
A% & EBP TR EATFUFE Z DR EF I 442 & UG F %
(random experiment) P #73% 3+ 2. HGA 7% 222 5 & 18 4.4.3 & R

AE LSRR

4.4.1 i v
J AR AT R TR HGA ehf %4k (P20 2 97 % e 10
BASEEFHE TR 351 &9 & 32 il 0] FHK TFHRE 54
12 32 i in | SR ® o FFd HGA B P57 17

% 41 # % GA ¥ Proc FT £ = v 7 £ 42
#p |1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10| wmm

k|16 4 4 4 1 1 4 1 2 1 | TPk

m, 13 6 15 5 7 4 10 5 5 2 e % =t #ic

B 29.0945 8
TC 177.418 ¥z F=r
WA AL @ 100 4 Sinb A A E W flce s 5k ={16,4,4,4,1,

1,4,1,2,1}; st =c#k® & 2 m={13,6,15,5,7,4,10,5,5,2} ; & it
A A S 29.045 X 5 AR E TGS AL $177418 F oo pl K H

TR AANEREZA U TMEFOY T EE o pfRw g CC
PES ]‘»ff* ELISP #5918 S i T 354 = & $181.929 i+ ~» A F ¥ JEF { M
T iakk o A o
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442 ‘T8 R %

AE - R T R AP MR ERTREE PG oL
(effectiveness)- 4 4.2 7 A& &ihddicie @ AEESF & 04— Ik A fe (uniform
distributions) # 2 9 =% f;».J; o AF P BRE A AT i17-860 2.8GHz CPU
B 2GRt A 7o

54 A e ¥ A e

A UNIF(5,300) d. UNIF(500,2000)

v, UNIF(5,400) P UNIF(15000,35000)

h, UNIF(0.0005,0.0025) S, UNIF(0.002,0.005)

T, UNIF(0.0001,0.003) Z, UNIF(0.00015, 0.0003)

Q, UNIF(0.01,0.05) Yi UNIF(3500,14500)

f UNIF(0.00002,0.00025) C; UNIF(20,250)

1995 Elmaghraby (1978) 4p 12 &K & f* chd sy 1% 5 - ¢ fipdy

T (7R AR R o ﬂ&;zﬂ“ﬁ%w;}:; 1 HGA &7 -k &5 g iy F
(utilization rate » At TR DA F DY p HEED(d/p) 0 v EAp T A
TR AR e bR EORPEFT LG EREVKB)E T F
R enA B3R P BT g st A TR A A AN AT ok A i 5(0.5
32 09z AEFRoRESESE PG 3 40) F-fFrLiTinEi s
50 Bk A~ o

&ii“{fﬁﬁ?,‘ﬁﬁuiﬁiﬁ CC /2#riBFlend it Tian & A ¢ (T F
(benchmark) » 3+ & # &2 & % EBP 2 T ¥ 5% - o id d f R i e e 2473
T % FE & CC 2T AR ERT Fehliagd 4~ ; TC 47 £4 HGA
FoBEE Y R AT E R R E TR A A o AT U5 (4.28)0A4 4

-rg-'rg*g"‘:*g %-ﬂri'/‘z‘°
A=(TCq —TC")/TC, -100% (4.28)
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Fl i 2T G AT HGA (i 7 108 B CC i3 { 45 ehjg > Fpt v 1y
Mo Achie G Rfiz ELISP &8 e i ehtg B o TRIPINE S AN F g M
g%éi@fl | HGA shfjz & F -k ﬂnj\/ﬁﬂ;;j z’iﬂi#a;fﬁilél{ frr 4 Rk A
S E R o L A3 MAER T R L L hE S o Avg. (%) A R & 7
50 "izfﬁk—;ég, 2. 32k s AT b oA Avg. Run Time R % 50 @
TR T IR TR .
%43 3 FRED p i S

A Sl >p [0.50, 0.55) [0.55, 0.60) [0.60, 0.65) [0.65, 0.70)
5 Avg. (%) A 191 % 1.81% 1.66 % 1.57 %
Avg. Run Time" 69.26 78.10 80.43 81.19

10 Avg. (%)4 2.46 % 2.58 % 2.40 % 2.33%
Avg. Run Time 83.59 93.85 98.34 102.22

15 Avg. (%) 4 2.85 % 2.72 % 2.42 % 2.40 %
Avg. Run Time 108.51 122.25 144.08 171.58

20 Avg. (%)4 3.52 % 3.45 % 2.97 % 2.93 %
Avg. Run Time 162.69 181.33 213.98 228.62

25 Avg. (%) A 3.88 % 3.83% 3.32% 3.22%
Avg. Run Time 217.30 256.82 274.22 296.19

30 Avg. (%) A 4.23 % 411 % 3.86 % 3.49%
Avg. Run Time 285.96 313.78 321.16 330.03

35 Avg. (%) A 5.76 % 4.69 % 4.55 % 4.28 %
Avg. Run Time 302.50 331.81 349.67 377.69

40 Avg. (%) 4 6.07 % 5.88 % 5.33 % 5.02 %
Avg. Run Time® 337.26 380.04 3405.42 417.27

vH
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243 3RS pf i (F)

A sk >p [0.70, 0.75) [0.75,0.80) [0.80, 0.85) [0.85, 0.90)
5  Avg. (%)4 1.43 % 1.21 % 0.95 % 0.63 %
Avg. Run Time® 97.60 103.02 107.98 125.35

10 Avg. (%) A 217 % 1.80 % 1.72% 1.52 %
Avg. Run Time 114.78 127.78 147.79 179.20

15 Avg. (%) A 2.35% 2.06 % 1.92 % 1.68 %
Avg. Run Time 188.89 231.84 238.88 262.80

20 Avg. (%) A 2.77% 247 % 2.37% 2.29%
Avg. Run Time 227.23 251.80 254.42 282.01

25  Avg. (%) 4 3.16 % 2.93 % 2.78 % 2.55%
Avg. Run Time 302.53 326.50 349.63 357.97

30 Avg. (%)4 3.36 % 3.18 % 3.07 % 2.87 %
Avg. Run Time 320.18 361.86 390.46 392.83

35 Avg. (%) A 4.19 % 3.67 % 3.46 % 3.40 %
Avg. Run Time 394.46 432.59 448.76 473.16

40 Avg. (%) A 4.59 % 4.66 % 4.38 % 4.08 %
Avg. Run Time® 403.27 437.35 459.98 490.86

TH R

K 43 FRSFHT D AP URESE FHEKT Ry DAL FE A
Al ESAVY (W)A - BE AT HEEARFE LG ANTFRAF 4
# & &Y (full occupied) Fiw » H fipin L2 A2 < 2 & KD
ARt LA EH PN o RIS ERE - BAAZID P Y
A= BIE e CC 22 2258 o B > § AW 0 HiE
£ w2 0 AVg. (%) A G kT Loty }iJ_EEJL.Jm,H/\;g v 12
A FLF ASER AP HA A KRG RIS ENREPE ]
Y
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4.4.3 ey A5

KA A3 ARy a2 TN FEFEF N A (A ST
) o m B IRE e (mild) 34 o & 95% G R BT S A Y RN
HGA #cp i 7 T 2 ® > B&X & 27 484 (fails to reject the null
hypothesis) = =t T # % >+ % 35 - o & 295 Neter, Wasserman &
Kutnur 3 ¥ % 4 % polynomial regression 2. = 3 ;Vip| Az 53+ 8 » A7 3
9Tk e HGA E AR 3EpN 2% % » R AR R s (linear order) =
£ o 12 EBP j# %2 ELISP § »ceig B 2 o

45 B#wmataé

ARFTY LR @A A I AT AT G e SRR R
ALK AL o % BREAF BRI ASTIRFZFAGE T EL ALK

AU AR FRENRLEFEZRE LA T IHFFTEZEBEFD A
BA o et ek s il KRR o B 2 FEF
%d%J@ﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁuéiﬁﬁﬂoﬁipfﬁ%%T2

oo g A4 GBS ERT % BP A R e A
2R3 ELISP o8 v W EE v w3 12 CC 2 £ fg { MenT 3B & o
FoOoORBERT R FLASERP A FASTIERIEF > AT
2R e HGA 97 & I ) e &L sc%g“imﬂq&ﬁ % =21 CC ;2 T enELISP
BosAprt o A F TR 2 HGA A % F&2 5 2 B384 & enfFa) 0 4

W g

et

A4 AR X H T HE-EELRIE o
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FIE BwmAgRk

51 3 %%
Ay ARSI E A NBR & A AT o AN PR R AL
AR F c AT S A R ole AR R ~ ELSP Y 0 &

HERES TR
AR ARG A B

&

9
=
_3.

*j‘-"\

FERVEFfEe AF 2 F 8%
PREAN B A b ang B E ok Bk
Prideshptie » BH HF G2t 50 5 4

FZRP O AAETT AEPFE RIS HEY > FL E2HIE
BER o ERFH AT R AIFTR S A K
34

Vi
PHEYVARGERERY A FPEFESTAY NRRECFEERE S

oo gt ? o AT Mp s Al M2 JR 4 B WM 0 IR S iR ST > W3t
THOEF 2 RE REEE S BB G| SRR O R B2 e ok
Moot ﬁ4+wk% WHRFY 2T LEPEE N e 45 5] ELISP #i5¢ e
E¥ T% EHRER 2 ’gIEl_/i—ﬁLiﬁ CF MR B R G AR RE A A RHAR R

AEE R > AT RN SR AT e S A A AR 0 T H
B B f[%ﬁﬁP‘”‘*-@ié_’”'“rJ'“?f'ﬁﬂl KEFTEGLE S R)ed
A i e s R W AR R TRE RY R R L e
Tk ko FPt AR ATFFRE 2 (GA) BEEFFHE 2 K F Lk
FANTH - LA SEFPRBEE Rl IR E2Z FERT SR
#AG T AAFHRA > Bl d Proc FT &= AH0F 2 md? o Bl §5 6|25
%3%%% A1 ESER L B e LS R LIRS R (S VP ER sk WS A
BoogiRo @ bW AAFHEREV T2 EGFAATY XD R BEHR%
SHcE L > TOIEME CC R NPT m A A o (e R Tz A E S
WA RRAR AN R R RE - P R R
BB > A A APERARRIE Y RR& GG T T o 4 &
1B AR AL RKRPARTIEL c FIL AT REF I WiEiE

(

£

c‘L

¢ A St ok Ok &’%uﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂuzwﬁ &béﬁ?“$éi?ﬁ
(RS R ,uﬁf;{_%‘ ljl’_,i—ai?‘f 54 A pfe Ben
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52 A XFT

1.

Amc AP EERERY C FRFIFIOMP HEN AT LA
T itemen™ e o B e
¥ it % 5 (stochastic demand rate)k T_: 3 < 7 7 K A
CESEE R L Ay SR S
R TR R

2 % (defectrate) =% ! Ath~ 11355 A F (T i A7 o W BR&2
JRT AR AFNER > ARFLT YRR B A blde
ipdcm e o
W KK T AH TR DG Sk R WA AR A i
oo R RV IS AE BB ERDPFER I kRS EFHE
Blde t Bl Rt ISR - R 2 & (in-line inspection) o
ELISP 2 1 2 38f7 % @ A k¥ 444978 B o0 ELISP 5% » 4o » 2 13
A ed g FEEFAY o bldet A 2 g enE @ (reworking) ~ £ E %

sy A4

B *24] (warehouse limitation) £ @i K& (pricing) * -
ARFIFRZRE R FHOTAFTEZ PN EL KT A RT £5
A MAAU - ARERF > EFEFHRIHET 3 RO R T R
Rt A FE BT L FNEE

BRI AR I LER T UEFFEZE ATFE 2Rk ER
Mo KRR P ARSI HE R o A RT M H B R SRR 2
4o @ fEER iR L2 (Simulation Annealing, SA) ~ #5# #% ;2 (Tabu Search,
TS) & &k ff3H5¢ -

P W mWM%ﬁﬁ%ﬁ?ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂéﬁé CEC R

N

EEMRFEY - BRI S e o BART RSP E A BT IGRAE

it - d*%@”%:ﬁ@ﬂv SEE e S HEN-S T
ST AT 0 IR 4 REA SR A BB A $Wmm£ow»wm

BARDFTRT UL T AR RIFEZE > RF R e o
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| 1 i
The area coresponding to the inventory of item i that has finished it inspection (and repair, if necessary)

d:'T ( m.pv; — d:‘ m.p; — di'ml'-vi + da.]’: ]
o

= l =T
2 m.p.y;

dT dT
.+
ym, ' mp,

Height =Td, - d:.[

(m-1)

A3. £(3.10) thiz HiEa

L% TC(M,m)=TC(T,m +1) » #7111

A+em; | Tdih(py —d;ip—dyy;) | TIdihy(d;p; +2d;y,)+ad?py; (7 +6)] _ A+ (m+1)  Tdih(py; —d;p —d;y;)
T 2pY, 2m;p,y; T 2y,
T[d;hy(d; p; +2d, ;) + o4 d2 pyy; (7 +1)]
2(m+D)py;

+

(A.7)

RANERS FNE - R E =L

A+cm, +T[dihi (d;p; +2diyi)+aidiz Py, (7 +1)] _ A +c(m +1) +T[dihi (d;p, +2diyi)+aidi2 Py, (7 +1)]

T 2m.p,y; T 2(m +1)p,y,;
(A.8)

F(AB)# T & H (s
T[d;h(dp, +2d,y,)+e,d? pyi (7 +0)] _ ¢

2m,(m; +1) p,y; T
T°[dihy(d p; +2d,y) + o5d?pyy; (7, +6)] = 2m, (m, +1)c pyy;
By
' \/ d,ny(d,p, irgén;; +1)cjdp¥> Y, (7 +1) (A9)
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FAQIIA A F AR TRy, T 5

2m,(m, +2)¢; Y,
PiYi
dizhi(pi +2Y;) + dizai Py (7 +1)
PiYi PiYi

- i

T_il 2c,m, (m, +1)
di\/hi"'2hi+ai(77i+ri)

Yi B
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"téx B
B.l x &t B x®(B)2 ¥

APLTCE A7 ARk £ piF2rE@mTmd ko

R Pm g c BRAREH P A A 0 BRI oD A e AT
RAEHTTRB VY BRASFT LS RFEHENLAFAERE LR G
BEHHREG TS R BB LB c BRARAGH P D
BABo R E (B2 PFAARCERRB P2 E) KA T o
T (B4 o

kBd. kBd,
+

[ ( kBd  kBd, (m —1)
B, = max;| max;| s, +— +—1

) Z, ' j for t=1..x=Ilcm{k}
P Yi Yi m; P,

(B.1)

K, chak fic b R inB'v" 1 ;%‘c} - A58 B 3P HESdHc; (s AT

A A RN ENR Y R rE T e Akl A7 EL
(B.2)*7 7%

A+C N i BLdihi(piyi +diyi) 4 K, BLOfidiz(ﬂi +r)
2

<TC-> TCP® B.2
kiB, 2pyy, ZH | ( )

m & A Sz ko R oud P N(B2)RE A 4o N(B3) o

2
- Tce -y TCi'S+\/ py (TC -3, TCS) —2%,(A +C)
! B Y,

Y, =dh(py; +diyi)+aidi2 p,Y; (7 +1) (83)

f POT flug ™ k=280 s rs kg eng et B

TCCC - Zj#i TCiIS +\/pi Yi (TCCC B zj¢i TCiIS )2 B Z\III (A + CI)
BL\Iji

XiUB (BL) = Ing

(B.4)
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T EE

B.2 #4824 45425 (ProcIS) P

B d e AR A P R A 4 -
A dn i I W) B W,
P e B2 1 B e k) kP A8 3 Proc IS chiE B AR R o

57 o A Bl e 7

—J\‘

A et A PAR B iR SR P AR K-
AR R E ,%gj—zjc% Yao et al. (2003) -

# B-1Proc IS = 6 & S-cik & 3o

A &l A& 1 A& 2 A& 3 A& 4

K, 2 1 4 8
4 A PR 5 9 7 2
e S P R 8 6 3 6
Bt B 8 9 7 6
P | RRER | AARE | AARR | RERFER
5 2 1 3 4

RIREOR S 2P R
B Max(s; +kBd,/p, +kBd./y,,z +kBd,/y, +kBd, (m —1)/m p,)
B-1 $ w7 7o 815 A K37 0 8 % 0% ] 0 B M A R B R AVE R (2
&1ﬁ%%@oﬂakzlmg§w¢u»-@&wﬂﬁﬂiénﬁww%i%
POFM AR 2 AP R AR 25 0 2 B ERBRPARE B R Aok B-20
% B-2 7 g% = 3 ‘,a@ﬁﬁﬂgtéﬂi T_d B o #H LCM{k}=8 &

BF O ORBLASTEERL BE(E BL ¥ 7))ax | % R E

IE7 ié_%ﬁb%%%ﬁmmﬁxﬂ|g 7%’1;%_"?\ ‘::J—
° “%%‘gf'&f'z\'

o]

{134}”"{‘9‘;%?“@?}3?%3* A 1l b AR o d AT F B ]_rr:k =2 5 911
PIAP LA 254y 7 HEa 322 8%k » Flt Lk
B A le A5 1402 A OB PREEF0% B3
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% B-2 &5 24~ 42 (Proc IS § &)

W, f;; nid w f;; e
2 2

k& |1 k& |1
21|09 9 291 | 6 6
22 |9 9 22 | 6 6
293 |9 9 293 | 6 6
294 |09 9 294 | 6 6
A5 |9 9 &85 6 6
296 |9 9 296 | 6 6
2H7 |9 9 M7 | 6 6
A48 | 9 9 547 8 6 6

% B-3 A& 14~ 242 (Proc IS 4 )
W, || e W | sk i
2 |1 2 |1

ke | 1] 2 ke | 1]2
291 |9 |5 14 291 |68 14
w2 9]0 9 292 [ 6|0 6
A8 3 9 5 14 £ 3 6 8 14
294 |90 9 294 6|0 6
295 | 9|5 14 295 [ 6|8 14
#2856 | 9|0 9 £%6 [ 6|0 6
297 | 9|5 14 297 | 6|8 14
258 | 9|0 9 £H8 [ 6|0 6

BTk REEFREAME LER S - hE R 3 e e, FLH
k=4 7 A 1,2,3 8 4B A2 f okt o FR
Ben A 53 AT R RRER W B W, S FHEE B FA
wW%’éﬁ»é& éﬁ#iﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁéﬁmiﬂ’ﬂ%é&ié&
3 BN ¥ o FRIEE A BERAD A B Az AR 3422 &
B R PAT (S ek B4 o
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% B-4 A& 34~ 42 (Proc IS # i)

2 1 3 2 1 3

k & 1 2 4 k & 1 2 4
A8 1 9 5 0 14 A8 1 6 8 0 14
&4 2 9 0 0 9 &4 2 6 0 0 6
A4 3 9 5 0 14 A3 3 6 8 0 14
&3 4 9 0 7 16 &4 4 6 0 3 9
A3 5 9 5 0 14 &35 6 8 0 14
A4 6 9 0 0 9 A4 6 6 0 0 6
A8 7 9 5 0 14 A8 7 6 8 0 14
A3 8 9 0 7 16 3 8 6 0 3 9

Bfs o BRI RLERS AT 4 e~ A FIEHK =8>
TR 1,2, 8 B AR T ARt o n - 4 A R AR R P R i 0 W
W > SFHENBARAGEL e r AR AUSHN AL RPFRRKE 0
B =R > TER =l o PR AF 4 BEHAD 2 B4 A
4 A BB RS ek B-5o

% B-5 A& 4 4~ 242 (Proc IS 4 )

2 1 3 4 2 1 3 4
kiw | 1]|2|4]s8 ke [1]2]4]s8
A1 |lols5]0|0]| 14 A1 |6 |8 |0|0| 14
A2 |9 |lo]o| 2| 1 w2 6|00 |6 | 12
Aw3|ol5]0|0]| 14 Aw3 | 6|8 |0|0| 14
Apa oo 7|0 16 A4 6|03 |0 9
A5 9|50 |0]| 14 w5 |6 |8 |00 1
Awe 90|00 o Awe 6|00 0| 6
Ap7 9|50 |0]| 14 Aw7 | 6|8 |0|0| 14
sme olo| 7|0 16 A8 6|03 |0 9

Proc IS eh1fis s b & Sk b i e » 2 AR AR S SR AEAT 0 E
I F A SRR 0 TET R A AL PR o
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B.3 £ -T 5 (ProcSS) #.p#

P TARAE A B {%‘gz} B AN HEAAW EW, )P A2 48
P FORERATT T AMRHRPARRS LT 7(F - BADHRD
APEF LG %ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ“’b%iﬂ'z&#iﬂﬁfﬁﬁ“mﬁ B)e A4 i & %% Yao
etal. (2003) #:fzdp T > 27 chz BAEFRE B NBE -~ SHLEER
B2H 1T HEE > SEMILHRRELISP B B (8 At TG E

£

fo P = B AR PRIE R

- ~# 31425 (Remove Routine)
B i LA W P B A (PR FA&KI(E K
12 A&) #H2 AP R R~ A0 =8 #2386 A 34
Al AT I e ¢332 2/RRBHEFFC) PREDP -
% B-6 # 142 h (e ) d b

A

2|13 |54 2 |13 |54
ke |8 |4|2]2]|2]B=25 ki | 8|4]|2]2]2)| B=25
a1 oo |7 |0|5]| 12 A1 oo 10|03 13
A2 o |10[0 |8 |0 18 a2 o |12]0|5]|0]| 17
a3 oo |7 |0|5]| 12 Aw3 0| o0|w0]o0]|3| 13
awa o008 |0 8 awa oo o|5]0]| 5
A5 160|705 28 A®5 |10 010|003 23
awe [0 [10[0 |8 0| 18 awe [0 |12] 0|50 17
a7 oo |7 |0|5]| 12 ap7 0|0 |0]0]|3| 13
A8 0|0 |0 |8 |0 8 apg 0|00 |5]0]| 5
BAW =max(W, W,) > ¥ @5 d < | &2 % A& &1 kp 3t ek iz

W, - ?“WzmaX(Wp,W.)EWp(ﬂa%» B-6 ¢ sk w2 W, 2 W,) o d Ea W,
bt AR L 28 (A 5) 0 H <t B (3K 7 BB i 0 B=25) 5 471U
AT FEfR o AR F AME AW S LT PeLAY 5 2 Feng
F(Hk A LEA SN RSRRE L AT AL E RS A
VLR R {234 R APFFELZ AR 2 4d AAFY 5 H DL
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A o P EF O AT R EAEW, ¢ A B2 4 B H (TR b (T
BRPERRAS A od WA B2k =80 T RS AREAAKETH T A
- BAY FHT AR PORE  ABFEORF AR EIRR
BAEW, N ST S R - R B B (£ B-7) o
LW, EHRAEF - BAD R AFT LR B R R4
LEENEARSLTE - BAPORKHRFTTE B g AE
W, EW R4 AR SRR Y 3B Gl i RRHRFRF
2@ 1B E LRV FhfE FR AT AR R AT A fERE 0 R AR
PR R BT SRR o

W|

% B-7 # Ak (e ()4 bl
AR A | A | A |, ANA A A A pn
Wo | & | & | & & & ok W, ol
2 1 3 5 4 2 1 3 5 4
k@ |8 |4 | 2|22 B=25 k& |8 |4|2]|2] 2| B=25
A1 |0 0| 7]|0]5 12 A1 | 0| 01003 13
A2 [0 |10] 0| 8]0 18 A2 |0 |12|0 |5 |0 17
A3 |0 0|7]|0]5 12 A3 | 0| 0|10|0]|3 13
A4 4 0 0 0 8 0 8 A3 4 0 0 0 5 0 5
=5 0 0 7 0 5 12 A5 0 0 |10 O 3 13
A6 | 0|10 0| 8]0 18 A6 | 0|12/ 0|5 |0 17
A7 0 0 7 0 5 12 A Hp 7 0 0|10 O 3 13
A#H8 |16 0| 0| 8]0 24 A#p8 |10/ 0|0 |50 15

-~ ¥4 A (Exchange Routine)

FE AL LMW P ks f P BREARI(EKF AL

AF)id AEEHMEREY - By ed AEHMFRE R OE F(HK
FAN 1A F)EFHEQ R RELA/IRBRFTFLREDE S 2F D7
PR A A)e BRW=max(W, W,) > AFER @R B LR ELEAS
i%é*iéﬁﬁwpﬂﬂNamMWJmEW(ia38 Py A 2 W, 2
W))e e BEmW, P s 32 A 5 38 (A 2) # <3 B(ERREI&
4 B=35) > ¥ H A T (TenfR(E A BHHET S 360 L3 B)o
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% B-8 S AR (T L B b

BAIA | A | A | A | 44, A|A| A | A | A& |, s
W, A I I Q) e "’“B;Fé: W, LA [ A [ S ;;_ F;;
2 1 3 5 4 2 1 3 5 4
k & 1 4 2 2 2 B=35 k & 1 4 2 2 2 B=35
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#2#H2 1610|5710 38 A#H2 1012|860 36
A3 1600|013 19 A3 |10/ 00|02 12
A4 16| 0| 5] 7|0 28 A4 |10/ 0| 8|60 24

AAEEEAMW, AY 2 F LA Rend ARFR RS E S SRAET LET
ASEE{IE3NH P k=12 AP I ARTH AR F7]r) &Rib
AAH 2 4 ek >1Ed RhE RBRAAFFEEE S ARAET
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F IR AR AR 2B AR T AN LR 42 A -

ﬁﬁ@ﬁ%ﬁ?%WVWm%%?ﬁwkaimﬁ&ﬁﬂg(%BQy

% B9 S U HARA (i )0
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= ~2% 13 #4425 (Two-One Routine)
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