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Hybrid Discrete Teaching-learning-based Optimization Algorithm for

Solving Complex Parallel Machine Scheduling Problem
HE Yu-Jie'

QIAN Bin' HU Rong’

Abstract
ing model for solving the parallel machine scheduling problem with arrival time, multiple operations, process restraints,

This paper proposes a hybrid discrete teaching-learning-based optimization algorithm and set up the schedul-

and sequence-dependent setup times (PMSP_AMPS), which widely exists in the manufacturing process. The criterion is
to minimize the maximum completion time. Firstly, according to the characteristics of the two stage individual updat-
ing formulas in the standard teaching-learning-based optimization (TLBO) algorithm, under the premise of keeping the
framework of individual updating formulas at each stage unchanged, each core operation that specifically changes the
real number or vector in the formula is replaced with proposed arrangement operation, so that it can execute the global
search directly in the discrete solution space based on the TLBO mechanism, which significantly improve the TLBO's
global exploration ability. Secondly, a simple but effective variable-neighborhood local search is constructed by using
interchange and insert operations, which can perform a detailed search of the high-quality solution regions found by the
global search, thereby further enhancing the performance of the algorithm. Simulation experiments and comparisons on

different instances demonstrate that the proposed algorithm can effectively solve PMSP_AMPS.
Key words Parallel machine scheduling problem (PMSP), multiple operations, sequence-dependent setup times, arrival
times, discrete teaching-learning-based optimization
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Table 1  The schedule of process constraint, sequence setup time and arrival time (7 =[13254 131 3 4])
AT AR B JAH 5 1) T UE A I B R
i1 el 2 #1E 3 Tl T2 I3 T4 TH 5 ml m?2 m3
TH1 ml/m2 ml/m2/m3 ml/m3 — 83 38 39 47 35 34 23
T2 ml — — 53 — 66 45 25 38 78 98
T3 m3 m2/m3 m?2 64 57 — 72 46 52 23 32
T4 ml/m3 ml — 46 67 83 — 55 132 131 98
TS ml/m3 — — 40 66 83 77 — 114 99 112
F2 THMINER (r=[1325413134]) (t/s)
Table 2 The processing time table (1 = [13254 131 34]) (t/s)
BiE1 el 2 BIE 3
ml m2 m3 ml m2 m3 m1l m2 m3
T 1 62 44 — 78 86 26 48 — 87
T2 11 - — - - - — — —
T3 — — 31 — 58 65 — 42 —
T4 32 — 31 27 — — — — —
T4 5 74 — 36 — — — — — —
Ml P ) | S, z®) P@®) | S@® w®| P [S@® )| P
R(x ™) R@™)
M2 P P(?) NEARE AL P(;®) P?)
R
M3 P [ S@®, m) || ™)
R(z™) R(m?)
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 N
40 80 120 160 200 240 280 320 360 7
IRl /A
K1 THlr=[1325413134 RHHEE
Fig.1 The Gantt chart of 7 =[13254 131 3 4]
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Fig.2 The order-based crossover (OBX)

2.3 EH P ME
TSR H W BER X7 R 2R AR B B
X9 SR IG A B LR ek 2 A A S 32
A TR FAR A, 2R T A HG B SR £ 2 (1)
I AR SIS A S 3K IBORT IR S E—
B X0, ALY — %% XI, A—SE
SOIMEE [ B X0 RBUHAIR. AR
A9 52 AR S B0 A 2 1 H MR 5T, DA /IS
Sk 2 5, R EHT AR (11) Fik.

Xigen-',-l =r O {Xigen7 [Xf;en,X]gen]r[d,e]}r[c] (11)
2.3.1  [X§", XPer]rldel ik

Xy = (KO, XJ10) =
[Xfen,Xfen]T[d’e]y % f(Xlgen) < f(X]gpn)
(X7, xPer)rie, 5

(12)
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AR, MBS AR B AR S, 22
1R A AS R IR BRI R SE B A BT
BRI 2 W, A /INE B 22 4 2 (R 3T,
AN ik Fn) 4 R B U R ) SR AR, R UL RE 8 A AL
FREE O ZAEMERRE, AT AR IR S A TE B &R 25 1]
A& RREEE ST R ZERISCHR [32] w7 <2
S (Order crossover, OX) ¥ESZHLMAE 2 7] B AH
. (X, Xgerrldel FoRut X9 A X9 T
T rld, e] WA SUHAE, r(d, o] FoRBENLIEEES d, e
(1<d<e<TS) MYEIXE [d,e], BAAE/EWRE
3 BTN PATIC AR S, X (11) 28R F
JiR:

X{qen-{-l =7 O {Xiqe”,Xge” }r[c] (13)

d_temp
d=4 f17
Lofsdefsfafofalifs]afu
A\ Y Y Y
[ofoJofs afr]sfofo]o]dmem
\ A
|3‘4 2 5|4‘1‘3‘1‘3|1 X
A Y S,

(oo Lo Lol le L2 i[5 ]1] amm
A A A A

gen
X;

nEnoonEnant
B3 0PRE Lk
Fig.3 Order crossover (OX)

2.3.2 ;@ {XI™", X amp) 9 HhiA

TES AR B R S )t A, A X 2 RIS 1 A
WA B SAFHE— E R L AOIR MR, WSRAE AR A
27 AR EARBUN AR & EAE, FAEMe
HE1E A CERBUANE, A5 A R i a A
P, GIASZE MRS vy d i R SE R 7 2, ey
AAE 2 R E BAEE. HAE R = (14)
B

X%qen-i-l =7 o {Xfen7Xgen }r[c] —

d_temp
X X o}, Hir <05
Xy g

DRI 7 B R — AR, Hhg
{30 X950, 1 B B 2.2.3 A
HIDL LT SERUR— IR, 5 X0 i X"
PR ERAEE XOH, TSR T B % B
Beffg AR, FUeHA DTLBO Ml Byl %
ATSEEE.

2.4 ET Interchange F Insert BIEEE

R IR ) IR R AR Ty, 7RO BT AR ) i 4R
IR SEAT BB /il R, FE & 8 R 85
VEE A8, A4 /E Interchange F14H A 45 1E
Insert K8 j 1) 7] R0 g 25 (6] v A 2 1) ) 0 2 e
R B31. 3 30 70 o 408 ek 4 1 11 R S B R T 5 A
AR R BN RS E R TR, A0 TH A
YEIERE. R, HDTLBO St &R &y Eiedt
BT RRERE T T 20 AR AR X AT BT X
PR &R I Jm TR R, HARCE U, XA HEAT S
MR XI AT 1 I EhEAE tmpl =
Interchange(X?" " u,v) J5, ¥IXF tmpl $AT n
WA AEEAE tmp2 = Insert(tmpl,u,v). ERIEA
AR, 0 tmp2 LT tmpl W4 tmpl = tmp2. K
758 n WIBABRMEG, W0 tmpl AET X7 )4
X9 — tmpl. o, u, v (u # v) VLS n K
TAFE B PAT A4 A BRVER S EE A A w A

V.

2.5 HDTLBO {12

4 P (gen) HFIEE gen RFPHE, popsize Jyfi
HERAN, gen_max HEVERIIBIT S RIS 2.1
A~ 45 2.4 R, HDTLBO B AR 5840

HB 1. YR 4 gen = 1, WIE popsize
Fl gen_max, FEHLAESAIEFHEE P (0), HitHAH#E
H NSRS LR £

FIR 2. WIEH 2.1 W~ 2.3 WAL
P (gen) W EE— MK, HEEATOROCTEHT

BB 3. MRS 2.4 AT PN T 20 A
EPFTET Interchange F Insert WJRFRIEZR;

FB]4. 4 gen = gen +1;

HB 5. MR gen < gen_max, FHFLLE 2, H
DI 4 R T R AR X

W FIRSEAD TR, D UR 2 HEE MR T
HEZ ) 1) g = ) rh AT R R, 1T KBRS
&) WA O T X I, B R 3 X4 M8 R R BN W R X
PR TEA AN BN SR T AR, AT 3 iR A )
RE, 0 SVATE 4 Jm Al R 048 2R 2 1) 35 3 B 4 1
flis, sER VAR E MK 4 iR, B, HDTLBO
YRR PMSP_AMPS 78 20 v

2.6 BAEERESH

R BRI T B s BE R AR TR T TI  DL.
Fe. BRIUEL RTFHEEA popsize, IEACIREL
K gen_max, PN n x m #yE#E, HDTLBO
RN =R/ g/

Hi 5% 1 g0, o8 B R 0E B R (B 5
Crnax(m)) BRI N O(mn). WIHIRACFPHRERY
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WHRILREN O(popsize x mn). WIIRLATEZ ),
B UGE R THR L BE B0 BrBe. BE T Br

BAIRER R = AR BB BrEaiit Rk
[k O(popsize x mn + popsize?) (O(popsize?) Ky

VIS Z HO TR
HIGHAT

LHIEEP

________________________________________

PNy Jlwe U B

————————————————————————————————————

B

rand|0, 1] < r,?

H<H BB e I
M 7 BB XEs SR A iR

________________________________________

1 ] 1
1 ] 1
I ] 1
I 1 1
I 1 1
I | 1
I | 1
1 | :
I . 1
! A @ ak (B A2 T4 % |
1
| l |
| o | ] :
| A SRR (PEULES 3.2.1 ) ! [
! e e A= X A i
! XE = (XF) il D ERAL T AR A A2 ) .
1 ! gen gen  yrgenyrlds !
| | l ol X ey = LXE, X |
! l N 1
1 [ !
1 [ !
1 [ !
| X o = TF O (X X0, 7" ! i
: ok S, P EEAA i
gent ~ en gen rlc] !
! l ! XErh =, O [XF, Xl ™ !
| ok !
1 I [N l :
| X = min (X, X 11 at !
1 | 1
| Ak X = min (X X i
! ! !
! Ol !
I
I
I
I
I
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R T 20 MBS T AT
Interchange Fll Insert AYAF 4Tk Ja) 48 22

gen=gen + 1

K 4 HDTLBO HifeEK
Fig.4 HDTLBO’s flow chart

KA BEHDT T BB E R BT R AR, B
“EE7 BTSRRI  O(popsizexmn), JRyif#
RINE IR O(20xmn2+popsize?) (O(popsize?)
h R E AR SRR RT 20 ORI A
ZREE). RN S R B[R] 52 A% R

O(popsize, gen-max,n X m) =
O(popsize x mn) + gen_max X
(O(popsize x mn + popsize?) + O(popsizex
mn) + O(20 x mn® + popsize®)) =
gen_max X (O(popsize x mn + popsize?)+
0(20 x mn® + popsize?)) (15)

M (15) AfAF #, HDTLBO %At Jx
JEE V1) 5 v YR I S I L s AR e AP KN pop-
size [V 05 (555 popsize j&—BUIMA, A3CH
30), WCHABAGTH A .

3 IESCIERAREEER

3% 18] AR BE AL A A, TR
W LFAE (1, 3] BRENL™ 4, T « MRIER
TR AE (1, 100] L REAL A, T4 18] Al 35
BFTRIFE (1, 30] _BREML=A, TR 200 E7E (1,
100] EBEALA= A, 4 B S AL n x m Sk 10
x 5,20 x 5, 30 x 5, 40 x 5, 50 x 5, 40 X
10, 50 x 10, 60 x 10, 70 x 10, 80 x 10, 80 x
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20, 90 x 20, 100 x 20, 150 x 20 HI 200 x 20
A 15 AL A A A B Del-
phi 2010 ZRfescPl, #:/E & 4525 Window 10, CPU
A 2.2GHz, N7 R 4 GB. R A TR
S AE A [ B[R] R S G2 4T 20 Wk, Hop, Fit 3%
NEIEMALIEAT 1 W i LE, W AVG =
S0 Fit; /20 FoRBEHEMIIBT 20 Y 1 L5
M, BST = min {Fit;|i=1,---,20} %
INFEST AT 20 WSS R E, WST =
max {Fit;|i=1,---,20} FREEMLET
20 Y A R B 2= A
%3 BHOKTRES

Table 3  Combinations of parameter values
KF-
BH 1 2 3 4
popsize 10 20 30 40
TF 0 1 2 3
Tm 0.1 0.4 0.7 0.9

3.1 BHRERW

HDTLBO xS HCHFREAL popsize. 3
T TF A SRR v ATREE G2 455
BLREL (60 x 10) SR SLE BTk DOE #4758
IS4, dEMmHGE HDTLBO ks, Lk 3 4
SR A AT (W 3), IEHHBLA L16 (4°)
FIE A SERE, RERSEC AT B IR R S 4yl
11 20 s izfr 5w, HDTLBO #E4 S5 &
TNHIBATIEIE A 100 X n (ms), PA AVG Rt
FrRiAT I SE e, Z40m MR 5 iR, £S5
FHE e 5 Frw.

3 ~ 35 MK 5 "4, popsize. TF Flr,
X EER BRI UL S RO KRl
P B8 A A0 o DA e, o /N 2 AR SRR I 48
FEIX %, A% &, HDTLBO WS 80k & -h:

popsize = 30, TF = 2, r,, = 0.9, I, HyEn]R
P REFRYTERE.

F 4 IERFE AVG giit

Table 4  Orthogonal array and AVG
sHE T ave
popsize TF T
1 1 1 1 500.65
2 1 2 2 503.90
3 1 3 3 497.30
4 1 4 4 498.55
5 2 1 2 489.35
6 2 2 3 491.20
7 2 3 4 485.50
8 2 4 1 488.35
9 3 1 3 482.55
10 3 2 4 481.80
11 3 3 1 482.25
12 3 4 2 483.25
13 4 1 4 483.35
14 4 2 1 484.00
15 4 3 2 483.60
16 4 4 3 482.20
£5 ASERE
Table 5  Average response value and rank of each
parameter
IK popsize TF T
1 500.10 488.98 488.81
2 488.60 490.23 490.02
3 482.46 487.16 488.31
4 483.29 488.09 487.30
B33 1 3 2

3.2 DTLBO 5H#EZK2BELE!

7%k DTLBO & &k, £ DTLBO &5
22 [ By ) p g PSOMS DTLBO-TPY, i if
TLBOPS, CTWOM HEAT 342 R 48 S PERE Y 1 L

501 501 501
496 496 497
o o o
2 401 2 4w s Z 493
486 486 489 .../"\-\.
481 481 485
0 10 20 30 40 -1 0 2 3 4 0 02 04 06 08 I
popsize TF T
(a) popsize I N A H (b) TF Frym 3 EaFA () r,, [N A FA

(a) The influence trend of popsize

(b) The influence trend of TF

(c) The influence trend of r,,

K5 ASHOLY S

Fig.5 The influence trend of each parameter

AR HTEWRT HWAMT p = 4 WIFTEX LR, p = 2 B p = 6 BFAFEXS LS5 R K I KBS 7T 1F https://

pan.baidu.com/s/1Foa_Vry7xxibW9jcoVBgXQ T#, #

AEE RO R AR A
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FUR
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i, Mo PSOUS! SRy 52— 28 A 3¢ 4T P
FE . 58 B EERIEATHI RIS n xm X p 2
5, p BEUES 3R 2. 4. 6, p = 4 BEEGIHRZE R a0
26 Fin. NEETER RGN BEERTERE, £ 6 P
B T BN 7 1) e L 5 5 P ML AR R

H% 6 W I, DTLBO 3@ i3 X 45 i TLBORS!
B SR ML AT B U AL B S, R R ER
A1 EASDABA e, X IUE TR A HE T B E R i
e TLBO FZ.O#Em & 2. [Frf, DTLBO
T 95— B 5 24 Ak 3 vk DTLBO-IBY, % 5%
Bl DTLBO it myHEJ7 #AE E A 2% Be ok,
DTLBO il T HA &4 H 8 & AE /iy PSOMS),
Xt DTLBO w4858 31| 8 Z {7 AE A0 i) X 3.

BT DTLBO 5 Hfh vk 25 Sk
PR Z 55, B p 75 2. 4. 6 =R HUAE R &
X g R, R Tukey's HSD J7yEXtER 6
DTLBO % 5 fhxf LB ¥ER AVG (H) #1702
58T (ANOVA). E 6 B8 T 5 FhEyEFE AR £k
BT E] T HIIEAR L I 95 % EAEEE T Tukey's
HSD K5 ) B A5 X R, ME 6 Faf PAFH, DTLBO
EBEARP B S AR A B EE R, AEER
[E] 38 K, DTLBO H 889 E /K- ToH 219
Z R, g5 G EYEXT U SER N Ty 22 4 My 45 R ]
1, DTLBO W4 R & 68 J15%, 685 A RO K iR
PMAP_AMPS.

3.3 HDTLBO S5EMEEMELE

it — 4 ik HDTLBO 1y M g, 48 7 %
HDTLBO #1 & 2 & N 4 31 1) o 09 B 205 3%
DPSOPB  DTLBO-IIPY GA_ DR_CP??, CCIWOM
PHAT L. DPSOPY JEsRARE S K £k A A
(A %83k, GADR_CP2 i1 COIWOM! 2343k
MRS AT ML B2 1R A A R e R AR
PIEATI RIS 0o x m x p ZF0, p BYHUE 51
2.4.6, RTHHBT p=4 BB TEER, £
BEA BN B () e 2 R AR R R

560

540+

520F

5001

4801

460+

440t

PSO DTLBO-14:#f: TLBO CIWO  DTLBO

K6 ASERTEAFN I SECTIEL & 95 % BERLT
Tukey's HSD #6551t 4% X [H]
Fig.6 Means plot and 95 % Tukey’s HSD confidence
intervals for the interaction between the algorithms and

the different time factor p

# 6 DTLBO 5 PSO, DTLBO-I. #5#fi TLBO il CIWO I I# (0 = 4)

Table 6 Comparisons of DTLBO, DTLBO-I, PSO, CIWO, and standard TLBO (p = 4)
Sk PSO DTLBO-I i TLBO CIWO DTLBO
BST WST AVG BST WST AVG BST WST AVG BST WST AVG BST WST AVG
10x 5 229 235 230.15 228 231 229.45 228 233 230.05 227 246  229.95 227 244 229.3
20 x5 560 587 576.7 546 579  560.3 558 589 574.5 503 554 526.5 506 534 521.4
30 x5 682 708 694.8 638 685 662.3 675 709 697 615 665 635.5 607 638 622.4
40 x 5 752 784 771.4 696 748 7257 728 787 767.75 654 716 690.05 661 716 692.8
50x5 1132 1171 1157.45 1093 1140 1114.3 1148 1175 1161.5 1019 1091 1059.2 1019 1078 1051.85
40 x 10 340 357 348.2 307 336 321.3 340 360 351.15 293 326 311.9 284 317 304.3
50 x 10 410 429 419.7 373 411 392.75 413 429  421.1 362 391 376.3 353 386 370.75
60 x 10 523 548 538.8 497 529 516 538 552 544.3 485 516 499.95 481 516 500.6
70 x 10 658 682 672 626 653 641.8 660 684 672.65 604 639 622 597 636 621.75
80 x 10 596 619 612.15 567 601 585.55 597 621 612.95 553 589  571.45 553 584 569.5
80 x20 286 298 292.2 265 289 278.85 285 298 291.8 257 282  271.65 259 272 264.7
90 x 20 287 299  294.65 271 289 280.55 288 301 2974 255 284 273.1 255 279 269.05
100 x 20 329 340 336 309 328  320.5 333 343 338 304 323 312.65 299 313 306.25
150 x 20 479 496 489.2 460 486 472 487 499 4929 454 476 464.95 449 477 458.45
200 x 20 575 593  587.25 557 576  568.5 577 598 589.85 559 575 564.4 547 559 549.55
Average 522.53 543.06 534.71 495.53 525.4 511.32 523.66 545.2 536.19 476.27 511.53 493.97 473.13 503.27 488.84
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%7 HDTLBO 5 DPSO. DTLBO-II, GA_DR_C 1 CCIWO K H# (p = 4)
Table 7 Comparisons of HDTLBO, DPSO, DTLBO-II, GA_DR_C, and CCIWO (p = 4)
T DPSO DTLBO-II GA_DR.C CCIWO HDTLBO
BST WST AVG BST WST AVG BST WST AVG BST WST AVG BST WST AVG

10 x5 227 230 228.75 227 230 228.45 227 230 228.2 227 230 228.2 227 230 227.3

20x 5 521 547  527.15 533 554  543.1 514 551 536.15 494 536 518.1 499 540 520.95
30 x5 612 647 624.1 630 658 645.65 625 656 645.85 617 644 621.95 603 638 617.5
40 x 5 652 692 686.75 695 733 710.15 695 735 715.8 657 715 686.15 645 692 681.65

50x5 1014 1074 10584 1064 1111 1090 1070 1107 1094.75 1024 1088 1057.05 1006 1055 1035.9
40x 10 303 317 306.14 303 328 316.2 305 325 316.4 292 320 307.7 290 316 303.65
50 x 10 365 387 370.95 370 395 38795 374 400 388.2 362 390 373.85 355 382 369
60 x 10 481 503 498.85 498 519  510.9 497 584  541.15 481 515 496.6 481 501 493.05
70 x10 601 639 615.4 626 656 640.15 636 716 694.55 597 639 621.7 597 635 606.75
80 x 10 556 590 579 571 596 584.55 561 590 582.75 548 586  568.45 554 575 564.85
80x20 274 285 27741 269 285 278 273 285 279.9 275 280 269.3 262 279 273.7
90 x 20 269 290 273.33 275 288  282.1 277 292 285.8 268 285 276.25 266 282 272.58
100 x 20 304 323 313.7 313 327 320.85 317 328 322.85 300 323 314.6 297 323 310.65
150 x 20 472 489 475.34 469 486 476.45 470 488 480.55 469 486 470.7 464 483 469.89
200 x 20 553 579 566.5 564 579 573 562 587 578.1 557 583 570.05 549 579 565.2
Average 480.27 506.13 493.45 493.8 516.33 505.83 493.53 524.93 521.73 477.87 508 492.04 473 500.67 487.51

MFE 7 Fraf s, HDTLBO 78 26 K H 4 h) 8L
38 &5 SR A0 I S A T At e R R, XIRIE T
HDTLBO HAf RAIFHITERE. Lok, F13k 6 h4E Tk
tig, HDTLBO B S8 T3 6 fk 7 45
BB T A E, B DTLBO Filil AR 8 &
TP A DASGHIE.

R TR B RIER AN EE A N R, RE o
2.4, 6 =FHUE FEARFEX LA R, R Tukey's
HSD 43 J %2 7 1 HDTLBO 4§ 5 Fxf b5
B AVG #6475 24508 (ANOVA). B 7 BR T
5 AR F B AT I AN (AR A 2 K 95 %
BAZ BT Tukey's HSD [#& {5 X6, 0] LB H,
HDTLBO #EHEK F5 A EA B % %R,
HBEER IS4 p 1784k, HDTLBO 3 {H b
TR E R, H AN E IR B A X 6] B A7
TEE B A BN b Ry 2243 45 3 vl A,
HDTLBO REH =3k PMAP_AMPS.

3.4 SERRIa)EK R

e 3.1 W~ 3.3 R, RIH a8
J ALl 1 2 ) A A R ) S E s, HE 2B T
HDTLBO (FPERESEATIRAIE. AR H i 15 75 2 28 i A
ZEM T BUEIN T AU TR S5 T4
AHBR, Holl L L2885 . VIHIN L. &fbin =
Py OTHIIN AR A dseis O3, H T Ty 322
SR 2RI T RS 3 A A AR AR

AR VT B ESR AT BOR A 7, AN ] FiSE AL il 1 1o
PP AR FE RN T T 2. BUA 20 FfeA = i
Hhh, 5 G ARRE (VIR TZAR) BT
B A T B R 7 i

560+ ——p=2] 1

——p—4
s40t 6|
520+

- ?Zifffési§35§

480

460}

440}

DP:SO DTL]ISO—II GA IDR C CCIIWO HD'fLBO
BT SRR SR R 95 % BT

Tukey’s HSD #3614 &1 X 7]
Fig.7 Means plot and 95 % Tukey’s HSD confidence
intervals for the interaction between the algorithms and

the different time factor p

1EXF 20 FhBR AT A7 I, Z ISR ER: 1)
BEAIERR, HA T T ZHA W ARR, II7ES G
# BT ZHAERR) 2) LR, AR A RS T
BORBLVEFEA A AN L3588, (R A BL B AEREAT AN
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Table 8  The schedule of mold process constraint and arrival time
iR TR B BRI IR B I [a]
BAE 1 HiE 2 #E 3 ml m2 m3 m4 mb

1 ml/m3/mb m3/m4 m2/m3/m4 7 4 8 4 6

2 ml/m3/m6 ml — 1 6 2 3 3

3 m3 — — 3 1 8 4 6

4 m2/m3/mb ml/m2/m3/m4/mb m2/m3/m4 8 1 6 8 7

5 ml/m3/m4 — — 1 2 6 7 3

6 m2/mb ml/m4/mb5 ml/m4/mb5 5 8 3 1 5

7 m2/m4/mb m2/m3/m4/m5 — 3 8 3 3 6

8 ml/m2/m3/m5 — — 2 6 8 7 7

9 m4/m5 m3 m3/m4 6 3 5 3 7

10 m2 m2/m4 ml/m2/m3 7 4 1 4 6

11 ml/m5 ml — 6 5 1 8 4

12 m4/m5 ml/m2/m3/m4/m5 ml/m2/m4 5 3 1 8 8

13 m2/m4/m5 m3 m4/m5 7 1 6 6 6

14 m3 ml/m3/mb 2 1 4 6 3

15 m3/m4/mb — — 8 6 5 3 2

16 m1/m3 m3 — 8 6 6 7 2

17 m3 — — 8 4 6 7 1

18 m4/m5 m2/m4 mb 4 3 5 2 6

19 ml/m2/m4/m5 — — 3 6 2 1 3

20 ml/m4 m3/mb m2/m4/mb 4 7 5 7 7

KO AHLE A PP BRI AR
Table 9  The schedule of sequence setup time between each mold
- J AR KB R A]
1 2 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20
1 — 2 3 4 3 3 3 3 2 1 3 1 4 4 4 2 4 2 1
2 2 — 2 2 3 2 2 1 3 1 2 2 4 4 3 3 4 4 2 4
3 2 3 — 4 3 3 4 2 1 2 3 3 1 4 2 1 3 3 4 3
4 3 1 3 — 4 1 4 2 2 2 1 1 4 1 3 2 2 1 2 3
5 4 4 4 2 — 1 1 1 4 1 1 1 3 2 1 3 2 4 3 3
6 1 2 3 2 3 — 3 2 2 3 4 1 1 3 3 2 4 2 4 1
7 3 4 4 4 1 2 — 1 1 4 2 2 3 2 2 2 4 1 1 2
8 4 2 4 1 4 1 2 — 4 3 3 3 2 4 1 3 4 1 4 1
9 4 2 3 3 2 4 4 1 — 2 2 3 2 1 2 4 2 1 4 3
10 2 4 1 2 2 4 4 3 3 — 1 1 2 3 1 2 1 4 2 1
11 3 4 3 2 2 2 1 2 2 2 — 2 4 3 3 2 1 2 2 2
12 2 1 4 2 4 2 3 2 1 2 3 — 1 1 3 2 3 2 1 2
13 2 1 2 4 2 1 4 2 4 2 4 3 — 4 4 3 4 3 4 1
14 4 4 1 3 2 2 2 4 1 4 1 2 1 2 2 1 3 4 1
15 3 2 2 3 1 2 3 4 3 1 2 1 3 1 — 2 3 1 4 4
16 1 4 1 1 4 3 1 3 1 2 4 4 2 3 4 — 4 4 4 1
17 4 3 1 1 3 2 3 1 3 4 1 1 3 2 1 1 — 2 1 1
18 1 2 4 4 2 1 4 1 2 1 4 4 3 2 1 3 1 — 2 2
19 2 3 2 2 2 3 4 1 1 3 2 2 2 3 3 2 4 1 — 2
20 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 1 2 1 2 4 1 4 1 1 1 4 1 —
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# 10 BUHA TR TR

Table 10  The processing time table of each mold

iR BAEL i 2 #AE 3
ml m2 m3 m4 mb ml m2 m3 m4 mb ml m2 m3 m4 mb
1 27 — 18 — 29 — — 27 17 — — 23 29 19 —
2 13 — 26 — 11 13 — — — — — — — — —
3 — — 23 — — — — — — — — — — — —
4 — 10 13 — 12 18 25 11 10 26 — 21 31 27 —
5 9 — 8 16 — — — — — — — — — — —
6 — 9 — — 29 19 — — 25 10 30 — — 26 19
7 — 19 — 22 28 — 10 28 24 27 — — — — —
8 30 23 28 — 17 — — — — — — — — — —
9 — — — 31 24 — — 9 — — — — 8 28 —
10 — 25 — — — — 27 — 13 — 31 20 26 — —
11 25 — — — 24 12 — — — — — — — — —
12 — — — 23 — 17 13 16 — — 22 8 — 30 —
13 — 16 — 19 22 — — 28 — — — — — 27 23
14 28 — 16 — 20 — — 18 — — 16 — 16 — 21
15 — — 28 29 23 — — — — — — — — — —
16 27 — 10 — — — — 8 — — — — — — —
17 — — 26 — — — — — — — — — — — —
18 — — — 12 24 — 13 — 27 — — — — — 17
19 24 19 — 12 14 — — — — — — — — — —
20 17 — — 10 — — — 31 — 20 — 30 — 9 24

F1 LGSR TN T 2 R [ AN Lk 4% 3) T LF
Table 11  Simulation results of the instance

Bk DTLBO-II  GA

DPSO CCIWO HDTLBO

© 00 N O U WwW NN -

e e e e e T e o e
© 0 N O Ut s W N = O

20

Average

167
164
168
169
163
167
167
166
168
169
168
169
168
163
167
166
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