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A Solution of Production Scheduling Problem
Adapting Fast Model of Parallel Heuristics

Sung-Chan Hong' - Byung-Jjun Cho''

ABSTRACT

Several papers have reported that parallel heuristics or hybrid approaches combining several heuristics can get better
results. However, the parallelization and hybridization of any search methods on the single CPU type computer need
enormous computation time. That case, we need more elegant combination method. For this purpose, we propose Fast
Model of Parallel HeuristicstFMPH). FMPH is based on the island model of parallel genetic algorithms and takes local
search to the elite solution obtained from each island{sub group). In this paper we introduce how can we adapt FMPH
to the job-shop scheduling problem notorious as the most difficult NP-hard problem and report the excellent results of
several famous benchmark problems.

LM B A olq@ EAEN RHNE P AR AT

o Wl EAE A2Y + A& YL EA}NA @

AAANE NP-hard® Aol &3te B EAE A ek olad AL AgH2 WolM wolsy F
o] AP d £AE AV -003- = =2 9 A =

*6(1)03215; Q%I‘%!{?xliqﬂjgzmgﬂ o F2 34 (1997-003 Ae #AE 2R PPz F43 Yie P

t2u8e: GAUYR FHEAPUFNRY 2P #el28(Heuristics) ¥ & ¥4% & ok 23y @&

H A3 YA APy 2 N
CEus 1989 19 159, AAI9R 10004 19 189 oj2]% NP-hardZ Ao thal olad Farege A




%0 SRTPEXIGD =2 X MeB HM4Z(994)

g BAFYE 2Pe 8§ F gdon HHy
oAA o ol4e] &l MMl o] M A FA @ wr}
EA% gl olEd 4 HAHE Al
Bz g58 £ A He 48 FE] 93 44
7t el A= vk o FElagwd o
& A%e MAdsy] g wyEezs #HY(Parallel)
gt} sloj vl E(Hybrid) 38 Y + Utk WA 3
g8 F& B 449 HE AL 57 AL Aol
o, a2y, HEse %S g4 A 2730, &
5 @Y Z2HAE AHEEE duiAe] AFES
A oolFolAy WEs Zaade AgdodL v
we g4 ALg gaz sA due FAdes A
& H848 2377 o dHo] Utk &F o
B FAzgio] 7t EAHA EAE o437 o
a chd WMEL £ £ 2R HL3E o)
BEoe Agd AdE ZdE 7 & R
I FAME FAFLnES 2& A9gNg A
BaoEln ojdyy mv ElREys e 18 ¥
Aol stojuogts Z Wye] XY EAAQ F
AL 435 ojgstd e gl vgd + dde
Aol A olg HAG Agelzst & + vt ol A
& oz AAFAYA FAGAYY FHolve =3}
g 98 4% dddes P LFAY s A
o FRHYREY 2 APy L B4 S5
ol o& FA=ET RAdow HPxz e AA
£ Adtlh olE Adguyoy dojxr B9 7}
ool st 1YY Hestuz e BS B
A7t ¥e FE A B9 sbsdd g 2% 14
gag Hestna goid Ay g xzke] 3|
g 288 # gk HE, @ AFRAMY HAAR U
mo} Sojgte 2 Fo @4E 5 YAy Nde
duER log 74 o a2 2@ s A E
A4 g $5% A e HE Adseln R
olgte BYL ol & #7 gl olE@ A$ &
A7A gAY SFHE Bt ARHOR oY F
e 7177 gasA g

€ =RdME T4 HYse AXH @M
#o M G £ 8 g7 AT WY
A e 7Bz & fAHYdndFEE =9y
AYEHE F2350 ol did MEHoe FLHH
HE Heste dEfel2gygd ag3add o
W8l AAGY M2 g Z2E il A5

2 dEHY dAMT FAFYHE HEigony
Wasiel & ¥4 AR FF5E WA ol 4
o] YR E & 4oz olF(migration)Z T3 A5
IFdoeq H49 AHE u43 ¥ 5 Yo} oF
ol HGpo o Aol tidAdo] A=A ¢
5% 87 98 HZE d& Az o8 Ade dEezd
o] Z}E Aoldte 7ITE Adc

2 =RdAE daFg2gye n&snde A
T F74E $UAE FAC 2 At g A
Al37] 8l NP-hard® 4 FAME 714 ofzie &4
o &ie FE 24" EA(Job-Shop Scheduling
Problem : JSP)& £7] 91§ WS A 54
o 7lel & Wyl nuE PP o] YYdn:
e 9d Fe289e HEH A7 wny o
Bt ol A% & Aoz & nde] a848
dFsta A

2 R AN ooy

o2 GAYE AT sojrE A2ge 1¥
@ A5 A4 24Rle 54¢ F e Aol ¥
|38tk FYYE 1 A w st HzRE o
FHE olFd PHEM FAE FYdte FaEAYH
59 dof dig AFLE FA dsts AggA
Moz 7Y F At FLgYYezE NEdolE
= oJd3g15]16], Hill-Climbingd, el Ay %ol
oo, AP eE: FRNLdREE & & A
o fel ztzbel wye ddsle stelns Axy)
€ TEE £ dou 4730 g FYE AdYe
2A B {2 a0 dtd A3 G|
7Hs Al gt

dtHoz HAYNYH SAPAHe SlolHen
3= (29 1) e 728 A
ol2i g %Ell% stelmel=ste dAFAYe 2tz
ol s, wagage HEgesd FRdes
F2EAY e WERdIRAY AF4E AYY g

& 2ol gt
A 7hed AAEZAM G Z2AAMPA A ol
§ 2de] FEE AA ol W HP Yoz
A&l AYAA F& G4 ARE 278y BYUg
AY dHez 45 s PMd ge A3t
€ EuiA €l

B e



dEFR~

o 4gRt AAFAgozA FAYLR ol AIS
4 3% "o dege sl 4.

o gyl 448 o WAool o e 2¥ed
FUY B0l w2y shsyol go

[ Qidbal Search Agorithiy | |

L 1 1T T 7

(_Local Search Algorithms

N N N

[ -Grebal Searth Algonthm

I [ T ]

(Local Search Algorithms )

I R
| Grabal SBearch Algorithm . |
f H T { ]

! Lo‘cal Slearcr‘! Algc‘)rlthms )

oD T

(28 1) g4t slo|=a|= Ajadlel x
(Fig. 1) Structure of General Hybrid System

olg|g FARSE FH3 AN O gL A
o uej7t gasid,
o FogtdYe wdR2 QA @ A F71E
WA & 4 gdolop Fr)
o HA A FoA 49 dEdHH B g4
A A A e 29 g
o UG FNE A7) Y8 HdsHE dPeH=
4 A4 d& 728 7hE "art e olg
A# 724 zHYo] Wasd
o AR BAGF 5= o] PP PRE ol F
87 9% 727 gasio
2 =RdAE g EY 22 Ahed ¢
121EF A EBAClEE ojdy gAYy e =
224 golrEesl wi= WA i3] il =
got oln, FAAPoz A ALHE WYory B
Ag Meds=rt ste AL Fo8A g} B =Fd
e o8 54 7IAE 2499 FEE B A4
g4 Azt FAE WHAsy) A4 Wi @8 =8
th 53] eprg Ay e AgAY FoM Yo A
€ veEbR ol de 47 ARE FH ¥R
T A3zl
olg]g oA & =FelME Adgdaggiezy &
AAnFe] WHd HEd fFAFARYSY {1
e FAENH B gAY slolH =3l o
g} AFHog =@}

ol NEGIRAE MET YM AAHEY 2N HY 961

21 M2 FHEH LD HFsland Model of Genetic
Algorithm)

2 =FQAE deld A3F Age TEsle w
424 ¥d {33959 HEd(sland Model)
S o83 HAFULEYYH 2L IRAFMPHE A
ek fFAFHAF o Ade dPAE FHy
371 A% deor MRde] 9o (1Y 2)d F7}
A 7183 Yefd Y2 W(island model)® TIHERY
(stepping stones model)ell @ Fx7} veht ik

™ — migration road - —

stepping stones model

igland model

(38 2) e Ru¥gNe|EY 7=
(Fig. 2) Structure of Parallel Genetic Algorithm

AEdo) dojrxe A H<Hpopulation)S P K9
Asland) £ A2 & 22 A% (sub-population
or demes)22 FAHY, 274 2oz Ee Ho
M2 g 328 T8 Ass vzt dudolzl o
48 olfre dA 2 Jhedin, 4o He M=
gE HAZRE ) s g He 74 e A
W] ohZ sielel mulgte] 3{gtdr) o|of ol 7zt
Ao FAzE 47 e F2E F3 ddd 73 &
A& AUA €} o] R g 2 A9 F4 HH
@& Zohd 4 glon] AA T4 FHP ojdo ¢
T #H7t Qlevtg gustnz & o mgo] ¥u
T O duye ojgegxe 74 49 = gE 7F
o wel A Y & gk Holdd ojed YL
HER AN EAlo] A48 & S £9 7
HANE g 71EE vieoez Hddd £ glon o
& Wides ZUEe AH8E ¢ A

22 EIR e

Tabu search(TS)= Glover[5][6][7]e] 218 Hgo
2 AAHYoH, auE Ha AESA HAD o
7Y scheduling[3][8][9)[12], timetabling, TSP} 3




962 SRJENZISD =K ME6H HM42(994)

& BAol 4¥Hoz AHEH HA £ £HHHE
de F ARHBINZ). ° 7I'Eel 7&H olelreix
A ojF(move)d B8 EZE My Y INE
45t €. @ sold & P2 ojFL sy
FoM HeFHE Yot 23y, L2 EY B
23 €Y(cycling)& BAE7 AHA ofE AHA 3
F oA 2F o|g& F4 EE EHi(tabw)E ER/E
o el 2 AAHE oL U™ olFd W@ @7
EE A7) 7idl 2 718E Eoh 3 d2A, 9 i
oo ojFel T E& WINEA HAT W 1Y
olF& B2 ¥ + AU dF 2HF eIl FrhE
9, olFol FEZ AFHAE 447t ArHoverridden).
EHEE ojFE #lAlste 57| E(aspiration criteria)
< S AF7AA 2AEHA BAD M FE A2
AxsA gt ols o] ErREAYL GAFL ¥
o @ He wgeoz FA4L VP Wik 13 B4
B EE T2y £§.

23 g12|&

FAE4YA ey Wdse AGHYEY
FARLNYZY solvds AAYE FEH37] Y3
o, < gnFe AL AN H4L 1u43
&= HdF 29 1432 d(Fast Model of Par-
allel Heuristicss FMPH)ol #% gzl 3ol (¥ 3)
o veht ok

[ zasas |
1
[ 2 an oie gaaza |
2
| wasH =8 |

[ evsawy 2z |

[ evess zan 2am oz |
nxam w2 8
sazog o)

(02! 3) HEfe|Asyo nasogol 4nAE
(Fig. 3) Algorithm of Fast Model of Parallel Heuristics

FMPHAA & AA GAE 837 A% HA 9 3
92 A4 o YRde HE3o o F Y A
22 YEd 479 Al dd fAALndFE A
43t 4 gdg F29 7EE veez HAHHE
g3 A3 Yrt=g @ ol2d GAE ¥ Z A
8 7t $E AYEHE A& 4 Ut ol olE
deleds H2de 33 ARPesA Mz e ¥
Ag 2f% F UA . ol AAEHA g o
Al FARAYoRA JPE Hold 4FE Hola e
grEaEE HEen o 2L A AHEH
€ 4 A¥Hd =2 o BE 4 Aol 2
2 AYEH Y FAL o] 837 HH T Y
HE g A9 7 GE g a2 FH
ojFA Y. o|FH & AAEHE N2 TAHYe=
gl HAAg LAAY A =dE BF & 97}
A oA GASH BRI Helg BEP

old, & MM GAE F3 Ao dEH: 28
Zo Qe T ¥ Aol o|FH3ith o]y E o|F9
A B8 Hojd sy dYEH AA FD
F534A HAWe A€ AT F UY. E@ GA
HAoME dFol Hold FI A7 ALF A
¥ &g =Y 9ot A

3. ®&(ob-Shop) 23IFY EH|

2 =BdAME o2 #84& dFE] A Np-
hard® A FolM= 713 o2 &AM e FE
2A129  FA(Job-Shop Scheduling Problem : JSP)
(0} HaFA 2 ge] n&R2dS HEstax @
9 HA BAE 2AEY A A dH REF o

LAHY JSPE ST ol Y + . A4
X471 AR oloF 3= mlle ©& 7|A% nAe o
& Fol sz 3 zh & g9 Ajez 74
sojAle J1AYAMY &Y £ vlE dAS 3
o 2 AAe AgHE J]A% 339 AAANDA 9
3 £3 AojAck F3 JA FHME G EL
Mg uigez ¥
o 3ute 7lAE FUE FolMe g AHgEd.
gde e AiMele e ERA ged
Ade Fed F Uo
Z4 71 Ale @l el FHGob)T HEAE F slrh
FRARL 48T ZAAHA AA gt



YERCAEHY NI YE MBS M AHES FHQ SHH 963

31 RUX BH, Yoot REX x5

FAHAdnFl o JSPe H[2111[13]e 4
e QIE Holxn oy AwtHoz ElEg Yol
U A EHOlEE ojddF vud v YA 453
27 ok & + Utk JSPY HAE EAZ 2}
F o] &5+ Muth$t Thompson[10]19] 6 %, 6 714 &
AMTE)7E <H 1> et ok o714 J1& A
2l=lojty & F1& vebiie, siute) ol oig AHel
g gm3d7 AdAME 6379 U 7AE Agse
624lel 2A(0pl, Op2, , Op6)S Fastoiof 319, o
o Z1Ae] A2 Fol wtel AR Qe EMUR
AbgEojop @) & Jiol digh AUA FHY(OphY
g D 7A3E ol & 199 Azt Aol o] F
o{ A& 9u|ght.

£ =idAe fdxE Zdd7]) 98 A3 &
¥ (Total Operation Order Method: TOOM)ela} %
EE BEYME A2 TOOMYAM = S5 ofo}
e AA AP ¢HE FARAR2 AL MT6o
 2F 3609 Aol EAE o5 7 AP &4
7t AR FALA7E Bk <E 2> <E 1>Y 7B
o] Faslojof & FAE Yelz itk TOOM
AME <E 2>9 Zt ¥& AFF 14U F=9 g
£ #FHA= u on, <E >E MT6 d@ &
o] HAHE o3 glnh

(E 1) MT6 2H|
(Table 1) MT6 Problem

c 11 12 3 J4 5 16

Opl A 28 35 25 39 23

Op2 13) 360 44 K5 23 43

Op3 260 5100 68 35 5(5)  6(9)

Opd 47 6100 19 43) 64 110)

Opd 63 1100 2D 508 13 54

Opb | 56) 44 57 69 4 3

(B 2) XX3|
{Table 2> One Optimal Solution

J1 12 13 M4 15 16
Opl 6 1 3 2 9 4
On2 8 7 10 11 13 5
On3 16 15 14 17 18 12
Ond 23 22 19 21 27 20
Opb % 25 28 30 29 24
Opb 31 33 32 35 36 34
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(Table 3> Gantt Chart of Optimal Solution

Machine

nl: 111 4444333333333 66666666662222222222555

o2: [

u3: 333331 2222256555555644444 6

w333 666 4441111111 22225

u5: 222222222 |

L 33333333 66666666622222222221115555444444444

m0:_123456780+123456769+ 123456789+ 12345678041 23456780+ 12345
10 20 £ 10 50 55
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int IslandNum = 5; // GAAAM PAEE He #
int gnum = 20; /g s fddY &
typedef struct gene {
int _genelgmax]; // ALY 2E
int fit: /1 &Hze) g7
int cpV: /7 fAAe Aeled B4 3t
} GENE:

GENE GAPopullslandNumllgnuml: // #8242 749 d9) wid

// FMPH N & =3

void FmphOper()

{
int tabulter = 500 // TSekA 2} 18] &Y =
GENE best; // GAAA dolA A9 fAx
GENE bestGenellslandNum]: // 7 Ael4e) 343 {47 wid

fortint i=0; i < IslandNum; i++)
for(j = 0: j < gnums j++)
MakeGene(GAPopulil[j]: // 3.8 f4abe 273

for(j = 05 j < StopCondition; j++) { / 8 ZU& B5¥ o A

forlint i=0; i < IslandNum; i++) { #/ 2 Ae| & ¥&
best = GaOper(GAPopulil); // GASA ¢ojzl 7+ 4o H$gA)
TabuOper(best, tabultery; // %% FHzle] he TS
bestGeneli] = best: £ TSHM @i 7 Mo} {33

)

for(int i=0; i < IslandNum; i++)
/% Ao 39S SAAE 9o Mo 9P fHAE g4
GAPopulillgnum-1] = bestGene{(i+1)%lslandNum]; // &3
2o} o} F

}
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(Fig. 4) pseudo code of FMPH
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{Table 4> Experimental Results of MT10 and MT20

MTI10 A4 MT20 g

Y | AR | 3@ 4RSS B | A | 97 (i
GA | 5% | 982 0 GA | 2% | 126 0
PTS | 58 | 939 15 [ PTS | 208 | 1187 6
FMPH| 5% | 933 72 |FMPH| 20% | 174 | 23

FMPHE #8%e24 @9 A3 AFs)e 22
a5 % HF 84 ge] GA Er B YAy
(PTS)& A& dunt Y53 JisA =HA
MTI0d sloixe HAH 930& 72dolv} 2Ag
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{Table 5) Comparison of Experimental Results

FMPH
Problem | Size | Optimal | Avg. | Best |RKGA] DT |LAL [YRN
MT10 | 10x10 90| 93| WO\ 937| 90| 90| 90
MT20 ] 20x5 1165] 1172 | 1166 | 1165| 1165|1165 -

LA21 [ 15%10 (1047, 1063| 1062 | 1046 | 1065( 1048| 1063 |-1060

LA [ 15%10 9% 947| 99| 96| 9l Al| 9B
LA | 15X10 977) 99| 96| 987) 9P| IV | 9B
LAZ7 | 20x10 | 1235, 1269 1268 1260 | 1256 1242|1242 | 1262

LA | 20x10 [ 1160, 11%5| 1191 | 1183 (1179 1182 1182} 1188
LA | 15x15 11841 1218 | 1210 | 1217 1208 1208 | 1209
LA [ 15x15 1222|1232 | 1229 11234| 1233]1233 | 125

RKGA : Norman and Bean[11]1 LAL : Laarhoven’s SA[15]
DT : DellAmico's TSI3] YRN : Yamada's SA[16]
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7 Ak o] =EAM Atde WIFA2EYY
n&RdL J1E 14 gAY ZA e EBRYHY,
Agdolel= ojdgy Fof et FA2"HER g4,
AqgdgozAg FAHERAFY §%E Hile
dolng=gte o WEE WY Y AFEA,
13 g ezMe BRgAYE, 3 BYese
FHRG2AEFE AYsigct. vl sojRgcs &

do] A= gloy o] =AM FxEGnA &=
e B figHeln %oz FA IHE BHE
+ e ol 299 24 1 2¥E F2 %
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