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Combining Multi-objective Immune Algorithm and Linear Programming for

Double Row Layout Problem

ZUO Xing-Quan'? WANG Chun-Lu® 2 ZHAO Xin-Chao®

Abstract Facility layout is very significant for improving production efficiency and decreasing operational cost. Aimed
at the double row layout problem commonly encountered in the context of semiconductor manufacturing, an approach
combining a multi-objective immune algorithm with a linear programming is proposed to simultaneously optimize the two
objectives of material flow cost and layout area. Firstly, a mix-integer programming model is established for this problem.
Secondly, based on the problem’s characteristic of involving both combinatorial (machine sequence) and continuous (exact
machine position) aspects, a multi-objective immune algorithm is devised to obtain a set of non-dominated machine
sequences, and then a linear programming based method is proposed to construct a set of continuous non-dominated
solutions for an arbitrary non-dominated machine sequence. Finally, the set of final Pareto solutions is created from all
the continuous non-dominated solutions. Experimental results show that for small size problems our approach is able to
obtain the optimal Pareto solutions, and for large size problems our approach can achieve Pareto solutions with good
distribution, which are far better than those obtained by NSGA-II and an exact approach.
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KA 7= OR B PR W], 15~70% 11
1878 ATV AT R AT 0%, BT I B 2% A1 Ja v IS
10 ~ 30 % iz & Al

Heragu %4 45 7 Hil 4l s WL 4 Fik
AR, B BAT B A . AT R AT )R, U Y
A JRAER AT Ry, Horb AT R 2 AT B % A R 7 56 By
N B A iz P

AT W %A1 R M) @ (Single row layout prob-
lem, SRLP) 28 THLas AT EARa1, AHABHLES
) L& 7 1) e /N T BE 23 B, D04k H A e /M P L
TRRARI). % U5 e LS R, BRI A2
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%0, Heragu %7 @577 SRLP 17 & 3 500
AR SR FH RS T AR 29 AR PR 4 51 7 VR R SR AR A .
Anjos %8 #5777 SRLP [ M RIB A 47
T g A B - 1 s BRI AR b RSP SR
it ik, Kff SRLP 1)A Rk X EE A IE B K
AH% (Constructive heuristic) FIHLART K X512
(Meta-heuristic). i 5 & A HEER FHRUUE — 22
HEWLZ, LIS BIHLAR7E — 47 LRl B e &
AR P B AR T3k SRLP 1) S P sk A
fift. BN, Datta ZF000 $@H Pl B stk 55K R
SRLP, F) FHHLA% (1) Bt B 80 AR SF 7= A o i A
P, BUE T — BRIk 1 A2 O AR S S5 -k b AL R A
Kothari 21 2 H B R4k 2 R 575 H T SRLP,
— A SRR 2-opt AT, U3 FRCR A AR
. Samarghandi %12 $&£H T —FH T SRLP %

ZATW AR A (Multiple row layout prob-
lem, MRLP) J&4EHLA /3 FL 2 24T F3F0 e 547 |
AL HEIT, HLas (AT AL e 1) BN ) BE 23 B, A4k
H A5 A e /MR A 8], 35 3 MRLP # A
KRR (Quadratic assignment problem,
QAP)M. Kouvelis %515 #5377 MRLP 3500
RIS Bh A BRI 7 RGP s HE . Gen %516
FH A5 51 v MRLP, FBOR4E & ok K on L4
i) () d /B 2. Sadrzadeh! $ H —Fh gl 5 5 & 5Q
LR AL EE T MRLP. MR IR A K PR i,
Wk AN 3 R Rk AR BE AR, Wk T R K
AL XA F 571

SRLP 1 MRLP it i € ML s 1E 4782 AT
R, DAL A AL B Chung 25081 $2
T XUTH A& (Double row layout problem,
DRLP), % Ia) i AE - 5 A4 0 MUK 85 A i it 55 40
WHRAT WNAYE . 5 SRLP fl MRLP A,
DRLP AT € Wlas (e AT BT, 1 H 75
SENLA RS RAL B, M SRLP f1 MRLP #2554
ZeRIAE LK A%, Chung 018§ 1 5 ANg R A
5, AR, BISERE T /N KA ) R, 3 8 AR IR A () i
iRt E IR K2R, Zhang 2519 ¥ H Sk [18]
T DRLP #5528 0] 58 20 AH 21 AL 25 (7] (1) 52 /) 1) B,
feth— DRLP (& IEBRL. Murray 2520 #5717
WA AR RHR ) DRLP, #7 7 JvR & 38800
RIS I FR T — P 5 W 3 e SRR R 4
RIRME 7, sk sR5EC 2 T DRLP 9 3 Fh
PEAFIN S A EEFF 5 SR [18] ) s i Rk
f7HeEe. Amaral®? 3¢t —FhAS % FEAH SR HL 3% W) ¢
/NI DRLP S HORS R Al 500k

PLESCT DRLP B 50 LAY R s A A Ay
Petk B b, 108 2 ST R AL AR, 7R AR

0 A AR, A7 AR TR () i A S e 281,
Ub, BR T WPRHALRCAS, A ey T AR A B AT R il 2
FIEIEE N . Murray 24 2 T —Fd M
MAT W AT Je) n) # (Extended double row layout
problem, EDRLP), I 5 XUAT ] i 5 25 A E 2
HLIRIIN 2% 18 T R Hi A R &y AR A AL H AR,
KW HFRZ M AL S 5 H bR, AR5 A IBM
FIt Bt CPLEX SKA#. SR, i TRk A
AAf Jey T ARG IS H AR I BN, SCHR [24] ok
PAH ARG 1 A 1 T VEAR MESS 5E BN H bR 38 R AL
. BE4h, T EDRLP ) NP-hard )5, SCiHik [24]
) CPLEX KA 5 2 HUREARAS /NS i) L (5
AKT 12 AHLAR) B AARAE, 1T0ABEAE S BRI TA)
SRS i .

AP — T a5 2 H b S H % (Multi-
objective immune algorithm, MIA) F1 4k 4 ¥ il
(Linear programming, LP) f1757% (MIA-LP) K
Kf# EDRLP. 5%, #5377 EDRLP & 500
RIBERY, AR5, B T RO i) 03 i o A5 (DL
i) FEELE (WLASASHALE) W71, 20 ml it T
MIA T 3RBCIESCRC AL HE Ry, $2 it 17— Rk T
LP )75 1R AT AE ST EC AL o HE o0 . 3% 2
AESCREARAR; B, tPT AT RE SR SCRCAR AR R ™
i )i Pareto fi#.

1 REVUTIRE 6

EDRLP &4 m ML T 947 b, f5fE
PUESAEMAT LIS, B AT LRIPLES Y, B
WL AESLFTEAT LR AL

AT =A{1--- ,m} AFLESES R={1,2} &
TR, BEXHLES 0 € TY Rl j € I? T N B A
aij, CANAPIENRA fiy, Hrp It ={1,--- ;m — 1},
P={i+1,---,m}. FMHE e T 1w EAERE
S w; M d;. PIATTEIEE R ¢. EDRLP ()R 548
HOLEE 1, HIRABHORRIBA R,

Min  {Obj;, Obj,} (1)
Objr =Y > (fis + fis) (v + v+

i€l jeI?

c(1 - qij)) (2)

Obj, = A (3)
s. t.

l’wSMym ViGI’TGR (4)

douw=1 Viel (5)

reR



530 H ]

41 %

Rl OPRAHE

Table 1 Decision variables

RS fliik
Tir B A Kokl i € I AT r € R EIOLE; 30U © ARE r 47 R, W x,,. = 0.
Yir TR FHA e T BT r € R b, Wy = 15 B g, = 0.
Zrij TP R WA ¢ € T AEAT r € R B HAENES § € {T\ i} AW, W zn5 = 1; B 2055 = 0.
w TS YSRAL b AR K
s YA R 17 r € R _LINATRITERL
S R A RITHIR, RS I LRSI e MR .
ij kIR AR FHLE i e T Rl j e 12 ZERAT, W @iy = 1; T g = 0.
v, vy B ELRPSRAR R, T HENLA ¢ R G AT A 1.

W;iYir + W;Yjr
B — + @iz < Tip — Tt

M(1—2.), Viel',jel?>, re R (6)
W + aijzri; < —Tip + Tt

M1 — z.4;), Viel',jelI?* reR (7)
reR rER
Vie]l,j612 (8)
Zﬂj"—zrjigyir, Viell,jGIQ,TGR (9)
Zm-j—i—z”—igyjr, VZ.EII,]'GI2,7"ER (10)
Zpij + Zrji + 1 2 Yip + Yy
viel,jelI?*, reR (11)

1
szw—i—iwzym VZGI,TER (12)
xzr_leyirZOa VZEI,T'ER (13)
SrzdiW*diM(]-*yir)a \V/TER,ZGI
(14)

A281+82+CW (15)
Qij:Z(Z7-ij+2rji)7 Viel',jel* (16)

reR
x>0, Viel, reR (17)
viv; >0, Viel', jel? (18)
vir €{0,1}, Viel, reR (19)
2z €40,1}, Viel,je{lI\i},re R (20)
q; €{0,1}, Viel', jeI? (21)
5. >0, VreR (22)
A>0 (23)
W >0 (24)

HAbseR s (1) BE WA HbR, BIEHNRCA (2)
FIAT SRR (3). L9A4AT (4) A1 (5) H TR EEAS
WLas B g T —A71 b g AE (6) # (7) HEA
PRUEAE P Las i 2 e N BE L . 2944 (B)
e LA A RE . AW st (9) ~(11) AT
e R 2,05, WL ¢ F g AT R—4T r b
(B yir = yjr = 1), W) 25 A 2,5y B Z—0K 15
T =38R 0. 9T (12) ~ (14) HTH e AT
Joy v FERVRE— AT A SR AR I R 5. Ao 44 (15) H
T EAT R AR, RIS AT E LS P o 1 AR R I8 T
R AL 2R 4 (16) HFfelas « f1 5 2
PrF 47, 30 (17) ~ (24) 2558 Pk AR S e .

M =70 KL, el

M = Z {wl + r?gfc(aij)} (25)

i€l J#i
2 54 MIA FLP VTR EHR B AE

XIF EDRLP, #5 AN R A Las HE 748 [ {EHL
AL BN, WARR A A IR, Dk, B4
WLgsHET S XM s s [ o — /MR dE AD(S), I
WAL TC B R, X AR AL S HE T AR ), (H AL
(RS B AN e A AR ). IX— 1k A A #3 EDRLP
Pareto BUVTAE H #2508 oy 2 AN By, BAN F BOGt
No—AHLEs e, R R B S (TR
EESM). MR 2 H AR S IE AR YL S )
B, PR R b R BRSO
AR K 53R Pareto BT L% H BLm) AR S8 AN A7
FER DX, e S 2O L3RS & i R Y Pareto fi#
. A, CAMZ H bR RIS o A 7
Pareto HI¥#T I (4G BB AN #EO—27 B A FRAN ik
IEALEL Pareto TIHY, 1A BESR AT A48 19345 4211
Pareto Fiyy.

EDRLP [P 28 i A, 5 — b i g sk AR 1 (LA
HepAHOG) Rk i s (WA R H AL B A Q). A
SCHE ) R AR R HL AR (RAMLBS HER) R 42350
5y (BRHLAS RS 47 B ). 443584 /& NP-hard i) @,
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W EVEAME LKA, btk 72 B ia K H L
KARIAE LB AL HE P 46 & Nondomi. 45 €L
AHE P ) R A (] e A R R AT SR A
(Qij~ Yir~ 2rij), BCIRERIAS G Al 28 MERRIBIRL, A
JEAI, 2 R e PR SR A 1A DL SRS AL A% 1 A
PLREHAL . FAHLERHET S € Nondomi %N —
MEEE AD(S), FEHMiw AD(S) T JE SR #
(RINANES ND(S)). ARSI AT
—AESZIEHLESHET S € Nondoma BTy W i AE S BC
it ND(S), $RJ5 H Nondomi " BT HLasHET X
M) ND() 8£E k=455 Pareto fif. HILHHE
PRAE LA 1.

FUTTI 2 L A S e B AR B A S
HIML2SHE 746 (s Nondomi

l

I H £ R v R A AR
KEEHLASHEFS € Nondomi
JeLHAREEND (S)

l

FR Nondomi ' T A HLASHEF ¥
ND (- Y54 15 18 Paretofif 42

1 HkREE
Fig.1 Algorithm flow chart

2.1 FIA MIA 3RBREEZBCHOHZRHERF

Z His o ik 2k KRR KN —f 2
Hbrpifb 53k, HA MR PS5k Pareto HI#T Y fE
FBE8=30 Z H bR Hk T R B T B
JRI R 2R ARy PB4 2R AR v B A AT R
I R e AT R I g vk 2 82l gk, AR ST A )
EDRLP, Bttt 7 —Fh 2 H A e gk 5 oK AR SRS
INLESHE PR

MIA TR PUARR R I — LY. S —
A BEHLE I —A B b A 833 H A, HiEsh H
PRERVE Ui, MIA [P0 5T

P 1. WIEt. BENL™ A N ASPURA Y ET
FER Pop; 2 ANHIARY4E Archive = 0, BEALTITHAR
# gens = 1.

W 2. EEIES HbR. A (1) PREPLIERE—
A HAE RS H b5

W 3. EF. HIEI HARTEN UK, % 0T
P AE M i B BEAR Pop w0 1R B4k 4 s 3%
round(c x N) MBI I PUALLEE A Pop,,
HR N —round(a x N) ML HAE Pop;, H
 round(-) RN,

PR 4. wulE. BHK Pop, TR HURIEAT 7E k%,
Ui e H 5 AP RIE EE, round(a x N)
MU= N AN A s EREE Pop.,.

PR 5. HRA. BE Pop. T HIREA e AT
AT e BAH AN AL

PR 6. B MK Pop, "X EEAPUAHR R
v BT L EAT B8 BT Archive; 4RI HHAR S B A
Pop = Pop, U Pop;.

BT WA T AR N Archive HBHLIE
W=k 4 Pop P E B AR B4,

T 8. % gens = gens + 1; 4 gens <
maxGens, W [F0 I 2, H 0, Hikg W, B
Archive 45 M IPUE BLEEHET) #4 eAESCRCAL
#WHEFES Nondomi.

2.1.1  $iREY4RES

PUARR IR AN AE AT EHE. Bl —Nt
&S GRSt 2 B, P S A a) sz 1)
P10 B—MHLESHEF. DLEAEsE —47T ERHET A 3
21081 7], fE5 AT LIHT A [6 4 5 9]. XFhdw
1577 X5 T HAT A HAE N R A

Eﬁlﬁ|3|2|1o|8|1|7

’é’%zﬁ|6|4|5|9|

K2 Huikmgnis
Fig.2 Antibody coding

AR BT RS B 1) T HLE I HET; 2)
LA AEAT LB (W4T o il 2 /D HLEs ). 45
PRGN n, WAL HEP A8 R 200 nl, Bl
WA RN (n+1). —FHAE, wiDHE
RAEMM (n+1) xn!l = (n+ 1)

2.1.2  IKBYEER 5iE M

Pk S xtRi—AMigE AD(S). Hl AD(S) i
it BT 68 21 1R Bz 0N T AR RN e /S A SR PEAN P Ak S.
PR S (| 2) L HET, LR HES
THAT BALES ) Ui /N ABE a5 20 B, 19380 008 & A0
Jai So W 3 Fiow. KRR T S R IR S, Be il
SEER T R ECE BRI () T A R A, BRI
AT, R MBS, RS, BN AR
AR B4R, S, 9 AD(S) Wi/ N, it
MG s H bR, F S, HBUREM STk S.

G B H bR AR, R St i (L3
2.2 %) W3k AD(S) WA NIfR Sy, AR,
X7 VTG EEVPAN RS PR AL SR AR — A 2 PR 17
L AEFRERT. S, S FATLAS ) LA g /0N 1) 5 23 B 1 44
T, AL ) BE 5 BAAH O, ZINRIHLAR (] PR 2 it ) 1
P — A INRAS I, L S, 5 Sy B SAE .
SR ORI, — N PUA S, BN, IS,
/N T AERUARE BRI T N BRI AT N L,
R, M A A TG 3l HARE, H S, B A ki L vF
Witk S.
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Fig.3 Facility layout S, represented by antibody S

2.1.3 TEBEIRE

Y #EAR Pop, T EIPUARSZ PR (E AN = 2R EAT
Hw, WEE k (k=1,--- ,round(a x N)) MNHUAER
SLRERERE A

2 xroundlax N)+1—k
Pk - round(axN) (26)

> (i +round(a x N))

i=1

Pop, HEENHURP L3 T e ke, BRI AR
38 v B WA RS T R T B R H

2.1.4 RTIEHE

SEREREAAR Pope " IYBEAS S8 IGE AT A He Bl
RAL. AT S AT LA B A AL 5140,
A2 Pros I PTAIAT AS 542, A8 5 A HLas
(BLas 2 A1 9) AT e AT IR A & i 45 21— AN B P ik
(WL 4).

¥1ﬁ|3|2|10|8|1|7|
¥2ﬁ|6|4|5|9|
¥1ﬁ|3|9|10|8|1|7|
3'52?T|6|4|5 2|

EPRESTPIY
Fig.4 Swap mutation

A RAL L RE AR AT L IIHLAsHE, ANREXL
ARAT LN R H . Ak, SRS AR AR S
SAEWAT LI RC. LI 2 Fros ik 6, ik
LR (WILES 1), R AR S AT AR E
(Wkles 5 A9 ZIal) mufs2] Sk (WK 5).

5 HHARA

Fig.5 Insert mutation

/% K EANRES a0 D5 B 1 Yl o ]
Hep Ao . BT AL 4l & 2esam KT HLgs
I3 HC R 20 A, TR0 5 S B 22 1) e B AT AL R AR
(M RHAHET). Pop. THRATIRELL 80 % M4
PATA I TAE | PL 20 % HIMER AT Il AN TEAZ.

2.1.5 BHAEFR

& AE—difk Ab € Pop, 54 cloneN(Ab) 4~
vk, i (i =1, -, cloneN(Ab)) i AL
HCli. H o= M < RoRIEKRR, #7 Ab L O,
MF7R K Ab = Cl; 1% Cl; < Ab. Pop, HEAPUE
Ab PAT LT I R

T Ab B3 Archive
if cloneN(Ab) = 0 then
FHBERLPUA T e Ab
else
for i =1 to cloneN(Ab) do
if Cl; = Ab then
Ab=Cl,
H Cl, 81 Archive
else
if Ab = Cl; then
&5 O,
else
if # x € Pop, : = > Cl; then
LLO.1 (R4 Ab = C1;
H Cl; $#r Archive
else
5 Cl;
end if
end if
end if
end for
end if

2.1.6 VIHEEH

FEARTE Bk R W SE B Archive. ST H T8
B Archive BT —HUAREAR 7B ©, Archive
BN
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if Archive PAFESINC © MPL1E then
R

else
if Archive T fF7EM 232 IC M HT/A then
HER Archive 1 z SZRLIKBUA
¥t 2 I Archive
else
if Archive fE& K then
¥z N Archive®
end if
end if
end if

2.2 (E—HBHFES IR RENWERE

BEAPUA S XN — M AD(S). K 3 i
HIf# s, & AD(S) T B A /AR, HIECRTT
RERAT AD(S) T B A B/ NAS B

TR L ik S PraCR LS HE ok ] e A
EQEP%%%:&%U{%%&%, E[] Yir~ Zrij~ Gij, ﬁi)ﬁ
RUAR R L RIS 30k P

T8 2. LS HER (B Objy), HIZk
PRI T VLSRR P LSRR SAL &y, A
8, B e LA AT EIERARAL &, 133 s, (WA

6).
3l
2t

=

£t ’_3‘ 2 |:‘ 8 H 7
0 6 4 5 9
1k
0 4 8 12

AR B

K6 AD(S) HsA T NMAfE Sy
Fig.6 The solution with minimum cost, S, amongst

AD(S)

ZeERRIR AT IBM B A 6L CPLEX
SCHL. I3 A6 WA, so A s, EMAT EAIAL
S FE LSS FORS AL B A AN, Hosy B s,
IR, NIRA s A1 s, KERE AD(S) H11
FITAT A SCRCAE.

AD(S) W ETHAIRAEPIAT ERLES 2 BCARTR], BIAE
AT EAMFEIRILE, B AD(S) i BT i AE
FAT LB B AT A (Bl s, A1 sy, 255 AT 1
BRI AR B A NS 7). W AD(S) T il i)
JEE (AN EAT SR B b TS 21N A7 S R AL 4 JE S [R] £
PEG) AR, ESERE (At 2T ML 2o M 21 A7 T 0L
AT O TR (R PR ) AN, Al ) AR TR DA R P A 6 P
(RISReAR, AL AD(S) HREAM iR A AR O e+ 58

[E. & AD(S) WA RIIREA D, s, M s, 5
B4y ok W, F Wy, WIEATTIT AR 73 5 A W, x D
MW, x D.

AR, AD(S) I f# Pt BEIA B B /N B8 R
W,. 0Tl L I8 —47 ERE S B, Pk
AD(S) i i fieik B ) B K 5ERE A +00. AD(S)
AR —5 KT Wy, WIfRLE s, DK, i AD(S)
oh IR SIS AR () 6 B2 SE AR (W, W] . FHEA R 2
PEFLKI J5 ¥ (Linear programming method, LPM)
AlifiE AD(S) HREART W e (W, W,] A
ESPSUNSZ NI}

W 1. PR S It B LA HE P ke ] e 45
R A e A 5 B v 2 @iy, TR
AR Ry i e PRI T P

W 2. A P PRI CL AR, DUk
AAEAALHFR (BF Objy), 154211 Py

A< DxW

Forpr, A Dy AR SR AL &

IR 3. JHEEM R TVERM Py LUK
AD(S) TS EA KT W BB A T A 1 i
(S, W).

XA EE W e [W,, Wy, FHHEL EJ5i8nT 15 2
filt (S, W), /IR B 15 3] — NS AR 4

O(S) = {m(S,W), W € W, W,]}  (28)

THESEUEN] C(S) IR A SRS, fEit
filt b, WEB C(S) B AD(S) i Br g JE SCRC g4
HAES ND(S). il %n, MIA R4 108N ESL
BCHLARHET S € Nondomi %N —AM#E4E AD(S),
PR G T N — M 4R ND(S) (B C(S)). ik, #
A Nondomi TFTANLESHET M C(+) K=
J& Pareto fift, VEILEE 2.3 5.

EE 1. ML Bl S, G C(S) i
fiff FLANSCIC.

MERR. R (S, Wh) H w(S,We) S C(S) H
’EE%‘L\I—}%/I\%ZIZ, Horp Wy, Wy € [Wa,Wb} HW, > W,.

HT Pw, A Pw, W25k, B Py, 15
1 H b ek Bl S T4 T Py, 0 B0 R
1) H br & BE. 7(S, W) A ow(S,Wa) 35l A
Py, F Py, &AM, 2 e010 H b w8
53 A Cost(w(S, Wh)) Fl Cost(w(S, Ws)), W
Cost(n(S,W7)) < Cost(n(S, W3)).

L Wd(-) AR SR, B Wd(r(S, Wy))<
Wd(n(S, W), W 4 Wd(x(S, W) <
Wd(n(S,Ws)) < Wa. T Py, & Py, Hfath, W
H Cost(n(S,W)) < Cost(n(S,Ws)). [HIK, X
T Wd(n(S,Wy)) < Wa, WA Cost(m(S,W1)) >
Cost(m(S, Ws)) (m(S, Wa) A AR5/ T Wy

(27)
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HA /D A ).
Cost(m(S, Wy)).

I Wd(n(S,W1)) < Wd(r(S, Ws)), A
51w (S, W) A w(S, Wa) %8 BEAN F]. M 4 A )
v B S, A (S, W) Ao (S, W)
TAAEANFIBAE ) ;. A B (8) A (2) o
B, x BRR SERA H R ER L, XY
Cost(m(S,W1)) = Cost(w(S,Wy)) FJ&. Kt
W Wd(m(S,Wy)) < Wd(m(S, Wy)) Az, Wi
Wd(m(S,W1)) > Wd(r(S, Ws)).

T PR DL e

1) 47 Wd(x(S,Wy)) = Wd(r(S, Wa)), WA
Wd(n(S,Wy)) = Wd(n(S,W,)) < W,. T
Py, h Py, WHaih, WA Cost(n(S, W) <
Cost(n(S,Wy)). X T Wd(n(S,Wy)) < Wy,
WA Cost(n(S,W1)) > Cost(m(S,Ws)). Kk,
Cost(m(S,W1)) = Cost(mw(S,Wy)). #& =(S, W)
(S, W) BASH.

2) #F Wd(n(S,Wy)) > Wd(n(S,Ws)), Wl
ik, Cost(n(S,W;)) # Cost(w(S,Ws)). %
JEHT ST Cost(n(S,Wy)) < Cost(w(S, Ws)),
WA Cost(n(S,W1)) < Cost(m(S,Wy)). Kk,
(S, Wh) F (S, Wy) HALRL. O

B 2. X TAEWLEHF S, HARC R R4
ND(S) BIhEES C(S).

WERA. TSEUEEH ND(S) AL —f##AE C(9)
t, SRIGUE] C(S) "ME—f#47E ND(S) .

1) % sly WS ND(S) TAE—fk, LN
Wi, W, ABLEEHEE S XN AD(S) 1
A B/ B TE AR B, BT Wy > W,

).

WA Cost(m(S,W,)) =

Es)
Wy > Wy, WHT cost(m(S,W,)) < cost(sly) H
Wy, < Wy, W sly < (S, W,), Bl sly ¢ ND(S
KEHIRT G, # Wy € (W, W,].

(S, Wh) A REA KT Wy BB A Bk
A EIE, KIEE cost(m(S,W1)) < cost(sly). #
cost(m(S,Wy)) < cost(sly), WA sl < m(S, W),
Bl sly ¢ ND(S). X5y E, %fH
cost(m(S,W1)) = cost(sly), Bl sly A5 EA KT
Wi I BAT B/NAS IR, 50F7 sl € C(S).

2) & sly AES CS) TAE—M, LR
Wy, %5 sly ANMEHES DN(S) W, W AD(S) ik
HFHE— A sly B fiE sly, Bl sly = sl. 4 sly
(e B W, HRTITR, Wo A/NT W, R
W,y € [Wa, Wb] MWy > W, BRI LS.

a) 41 Wy € [W,,W,], WHT Cost(m(S, Ws)) <
Cost(sly).

7 Cost(m(S,Wy)) = Cost(sly), W sly %
JEART Wy BIf#E o BAT S AN SA B R, B sty €
C(S). harienl%n sl,e C(S). W 1, sl

M osly BAHS. K, Bk sly = sly Aoz, Bl
AD(S) WAMEAESCHE sty BIfE, B sl € DN(S).

47 Cost(m(S,Ws)) < Cost(sly), H T
Wd(n(S,W3)) < W, H Cost(r(S,W,)) <
Cost(sly), WA sly < 7(S,Ws). sly M 7(S,Ws)
e C(S) W, WARSE e 1, BT EAE. H
T w(S,Wy) = sly H sly A w(S, W) ZLIE, Ktk
sly DAY sly, HC, BRI sly > sly ANAL. i)
AD(S) WAMEAESCHE sty BIf%, B sl; € DN(S).

b) # Wo > W,, WA Cost(n(S,W,)) <
Cost(sly) H Wd(w(S,Wy)) < W, < Wy, Kk
sly < w(S,Wy). (S, W,) # sly BI{E C(S) W,
AR E B 1, EATEASR. BT (S, W,) > sl
H sly A (S, W,) XL, B sty AR sly 3C
Be, BB sly > sly AWAL. # AD(S) WAL
X sty W, B sly € DN(S). O
2.3 H3iE& /5 Pareto g

HE R 2 WA, BLESHERE S A0k S
ND(S) B %44 C(S), ik (28) 343, T
W e [W,, W,] LA it C(S) ha s LK
AMIR, ARATREH LPM 423k, 4R (28) i W
45 K Ayyey/D M W HIE Wy, 2ok Ay, H
o TR AS (B K, 6 T34 Wi, Ji LPM 3%
8 (S, W), dLATHIE A AR S
C'(S) HHAE C(S). C/(S) o i 4 H g
S

W MIA 3543 10 45 A 36 BB HEE S €

Nondomi, FILL EJrikmie Il C'() &4, ARG
3 (29) MBITA AR ICREE NS.
Ns= |J (29)
SeNondomi

B Ja, 2l (30) M NS H13k135 )5 Pareto fif
4 PS.

PS={s|s€ NSand s’ € NS:s = s} (30)
24 BZEMERMST
MIA-LP £ MIA Fl LPM. %45 i MIA
(RIS I 52 2% 0. MITA QAR PSR A ) vk 5 3 F.
ol HRAR . BEAR SR R A SO AR AR
FPUASE AN T I R R 2 Bt O(N) (N g Ffffe L
BE). WEEAEX N A PUAEAT R, SR )5 BT
round(ox N') MU, WRAESCHR [33], ZRAERTHA
RIREN O(round(a x N)). 3gFEFSEAREAEN T
HE R O(N). BT BB B 2 00 T
MR A% N O(round(a x N) x ¢N) (ecN AHUEHT
PR R R H ). AR T E R ZE I O N Y
RN O(round(a x N) x ¢N x Archive_size).
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R4 O() MY, MIA it HE N O(N x
c¢N x Archive_size). H LPM J7ikk =4 4E Ll
fE LR, TR (N S| IR PRI ) 8, L
W2 O(INS|). Kk, MIA-LP )it 558 2
R O(N x ¢N x Archive_size + |NS|). X%,
MIA-LP v S5 [ B gk TR RS (V) HTik i)
RTESH (eN). HEEMEL (Archive_size).
DRSS NS HeE5H (NS)).

3 KWERSH
3.1 SRR

EDRLP [MZHWFEWENR fi; DL AN ]
PH a;j HLAR S w, MLEHRTE d; PIATIREE ¢ w;
1 d; 3594 A unif[0.5, 2.5] FIBEHLEL. a;; AR
unif{0.25, 1.5] WIBENLEL. f;; &LV 4
PR R IEL p ~ unif[8, 10], BN TAEEAN P G2 B
TAHLARE T B E H 43 L 7 ~ unif[0.25, 0.75],
AP S 77 5B 0~ unif[20, 500, W) £ A
WIRAERLSS ¢ F1 5 Bhn TR B ¢ IR
unif[0, max;c{d;}| FIFEHLEL.

BEALF A2 = AN i) @2 5] P10, P20+ P30, 435
155 104 20, 30 MHLAY. P10 J& T/ NS ), P20
P30 & TR FA ) i
32 EiEBH

MIA-LP 12545 MIA {25 A1 LPM
PR C'(+) BATTHR RN K Agep.

MIA HIZE W53 HARE maxGens. BEAA
KB N R o HFIEMBL Archive_size. X}
TR, o —BECh [0.1, 0.2] Z IR FIMY, 7EiL
UK 0.1, Archive_size M5 AESZHRCHL A8 HEF 1145
WECH . T IX = A ) S vh (R REAS 52491 (1)
S ML 12 H — M A KT 50, PR 2h e
Archive_size 4 50. %€ maxGens & 2 PH LI
FLBENS 78S HAASBLE 2.

*2 MIA S5
Table 2 Parameters of MIA

¥ L 512 451 mazGens N e Archive_size
P10 2000 1000 0.1 50
P20 7000 1000 0.1 50
P30 10000 1000 0.1 50

Agiep WE IR T 5 AR Pareto fi# 1)
HH. X P10 P20, P30, Age, 74 E AN
0.1. 0.3. 0.5.

3.3 KIHER
i Matlab Szl MIA-LP, i8477E45 4 3.21 GHz

AMD Phenom CPU #12.0GB Wi PC #L_E.
J T ReH CPLEX KRS 1 J5rp iy, f
PIAIEAE H AR (31) PR 40 1 H br.
Obj,

2 (1-a)x Obfé} (31)

2 )

Minimize {a X

Forr 25 (23) it A (HAR) H Fs 43 21
FAH bR 2* = (27, 25) AP HFR W E (Ideal
objective vector). LK P H bk ok 207 70l ik LUK
PUAR FARE, e E A W — 2 HB. o HH
PRERERUE. % o BLESEA N 0 B9 INE] 1; XfaEA
a fi, B (31) WAtk HpR, Hl CPLEX KA
LA3RTS 2 A Pareto fif. X T-/NIEL ] 45 P10,
CPLEX fEbR R A5 IL S sedpe it (P33 I 1
50 F2), 45 a KN 0.02.

i1 F EDRLP ) NP-hard 15, CPLEX HJiz
AT W] TB) 4 B )RS S FRHUE G, I R &
BRI R) Py SR A P20 1 P30, SEE ORI, %T P20
A P30, XA o fERIESY & CPLEX His A7 i 1]
10 /M, CPLEX WMANREAS 2 Sk, Rk, X1
XA ]S4, A MIA-LP 5 CPLEX L.

T H MIA-LP 52 Hir R kA A,
AR —FPRAT 12 H bR AL 7L — NSGA-11%
ki vk EDRLP. SCHik [36] 1 NSGA-IT 3R fi# b A
Ja (Block layout) [n] @, % Il @ 75 5 22 L2 1 4
J¥, ANTEE LA PRI ALE. FATRSCHR [36] Hr )
NSGA-II #ATH @k ff vt EDRLP.

SCHR [36] 1, MRSy SRR R 5
AN ) AT LA B, 5 A O R (BR
RRAT EIHLESECH ). AR H SR [36] TR 7
PORFIENARE . T RORHLEs KRS AL B, Wt
T A B, O 0 ANMERIRORSE ¢ LAY S
AT T B (NS a,;). B, FHAS %
B A — A SRR R FROS EDRLP [ — M.
NSGA-IT A4 M S5 g 6% 5 73 I BEAT AN [R] F)
ARARAE. 0T H5m) &, SR SCHR [36] Hh ikt AL 35
X (Genetic uniform-based crossover) FIff A%
ST R, R NSGA-TTE® [t — it il
A& X (Simulated binary crossover) FISEEAR 7. ik
FERIAE STRCHE > 45 B AF H SR T NSGA-IT H i AH
ARAE.

I NSGA-II f#¢ EDRLP B, 22 X4 0.8,
AR A 1/n, Ho n AR ) 002 R HL AR 2L
H. & T4 MIA-LP 5 NSGA-II #4722 %,
43 —F AR A I R TP P O ICEOR [R], BRXS
P10, P20, P30, NSGA-II {34k {HACE I Al 45 2
4 20000, 70000, 100 000.

X T REAS )@ AR, Syl BALIs AT 5k MIA-
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LP F1 NSGA-II k3K I Pareto fi#fE. MIA-LP
AFE MIA F LPM #3655, W0 H T34 45 3L
WL HEY, J5 38 H T L LS HE) 7 3k 43 Pareto
g, X P10, 34T 5 Ik MIA ZREFIIAESCRCHLES
HEPAE H e 2= 0 (0 5 bR e Wil 7 s, dEnr
WL, B RIE AT MIA 34945 2040 A B 9E S L8 HE 7,
HHFR R BEAE AR 25 oy O -y ++ %
R, XL MIA X T/INUSE ) B H A T s 0 A e
PE. RIS AT MIA 91920433 7 N HEC R LA HE
P, fEHbRAE B0 A ~ G okER, HbHlge
HEFF D BICAEE 2.1 F5FI5S 2.2 F TR AE 6145 i)
WlLasHF S.
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Fig.7 Non-dominated machine sequences obtained by
MIA for P10

XPFE T R HLERHE T, T LPM 4 3s 3
XN AR AR AR C(), il 8 Fror. K8 ek
TEHLASHE 1 H bR R B Rk O, HIE 8 nf
WL, AN RS EC L g HE 7 s AL T O M 1) C7 ()
1 R (W B ~ G), s THXN C'() 1)
NG ACE AT E (I A). XA, WA B
WHER S, A MLAS R) LA SR /N Ta) BE 43 B 1 A4 32 F4) A
(BD s,) XHILBEATVFANY, BOKE s, B0 H AR $E A N
BLasHET S 1 HARRHUME. s, & AD(S) T HA
BN R, 37 s, WAL A B/ R i,
i s, € C'(S), W s, R0 T C'(S) R, A0, 76
C'(S) FAFLE A ZLIH R R A /N PR, B AR
5 s, WIHAARR, HLE s, BIATE N, Bt s, £
T O'() W FumACH AL E . — ROk, C'(¢) T
BHETAME (W C"(B) ~ C'(Q)), BBl HEAL &
—AM@E (W C'(A)). #F W, > W,, WH LPM nJ 7%
B E Z AR C7 (), LR ECE Bk T 4A e
AR K Agrep; 35 W, = Wy, MIZRIT A S/
(i s, MOTEAR /DN, Ik C7(-) HAUAFE— AR
EE%E, Eﬂ Sp.

FIH R (30), AT C'(1) A 255 Pareto
R R 9 IR “o”. 5 W4T NSGA-II £33

RS N o O. - 4+ * Fon. CPLEX 43114
Pareto fi#R7m K “o”. tEI A W, MIA-LP 3431
Pareto fiftAt B2 MAESE i BEALRG, B B BOG v
— A EL R HLEEHE . CPLEX U AEFRIL 4 M,
XA AR T 45 B Bt A H g MIA-LP Bt
SREL, X U] MIA-LP G845 3k A3 /N HIURSE ) 751 (1) L 512
Pareto ffiLfif. NSGA-IT X fef3 2] —& 4 MIA-LP
IR1FHI Pareto fiff H&t RAT €. 7EH#18 - MIA-LP
REf3 BIELLM1Y Pareto AT, SEFrigfE b RE RIS 4]
I ATAE Pareto Bivy EIAEE 2 AM#, 111 NSGA-IT
A CPLEX HEBESkfHA WAME. 2 B 5Hkm
R G ARy o S (T = T K 1
b I R EE SR Pareto fif#5 3158 Pareto HH )
PR JE, oy A tE e bR I WL VL3R4 11 Pareto fRAET
15145 55 4 Pareto Hivh. ¥ 9 KW MIA-LP X}
TN ) A AL T NSGA-IT Fil CPLEX.

62
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Fig.8 The set of non-dominated solutions for P10
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oy Oy v ++ x Fon. HE 10 W7 W, BKIELT MIA
Y Re 1S 2 A AHLH pr e BB LA HE . R X
SeAE NI RS HERE, 1 LPM 357511 5% 5 Pareto fii
WL 11, o 5 RiE AT #4321 Pareto fif 2 i K
ov O\ v ++ % BIR. 1817 5 K NSGA-II 15 2] {1 it
WAEE R, AN on O. v+ x Fon. HE
11 Af W, 5 NSGA-II #itt, MIA-LP G+ 35 &
= Pareto fi&.

135

130

125

120

115 2

LI

110 B 2%
105

100 O TR ok o+ o«

9%3 1.4

15 1.6 1.7 1.8
JAAE X104

Kl 10 MIA 35K P20 32 RN

Fig.10 Non-dominated machine sequences obtained by

MIA for P20
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Fig.11 Pareto solutions obtained by MIA-LP and
NSGA-II for P20
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Fig.12 Non-dominated machine sequences obtained by
MIA for P30
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Fig. 13 Pareto solutions obtained by MIA-LP and
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MIA-LP il NSGA-II )~ 2 i1 55 ) ) A A
CPLEX J FHINHE] W4 3. % T P10, MIA-LP JHint
K14 10 2%, CPLEX HIZ1h 30 434, NSGA-
IT btk MIA-LP tF& BRI, X T P20 Fil P30,
MIA-LP Lt NSGA-IT fF3g s/ & 3 ]
UL, MIA-LP [0 18] = Z PR MIA . 5 NSGA-
IT AHEE, MIA AN 75 225 5 g A R WY IR e 4 H L #
(BN PN i Sy = NN 1 5 SR
3.4 HIESHREMESH

MIA-LP T Z RS BAFRIERR o M
FREERUEL N. O T 0 BT AN S 00 721 R (1) 52
W, A3l 5 e AT ISR RAE, WEE MIA-LP sKfif P20
IR1FI1) Pareto fifH i,

o a AFME (L2 HL5E 3.2 14 E),
WA o fE, MIA-LP 1217 5 Ik, £33 Pareto fi#t
WK 14 fiws. Hrp o, O A 491K x o BUR 0.1
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Table 3 Comparison of computational time of MIA-LP, NSGA-II and CPLEX (s)
» MIA-LP i , ,
i) 52451 NSGA-II I a] CPLEX Itf[d]
MIA Py E] LPM “F¥jirf[a] B I ]
P10 704 27 731 921 1825
P20 3894 9 3903 5104 —
P30 5823 34 5857 7782 —

0.2, 0.3 Iy MIA-LP 132If#) Pareto fi#. &l 14 7]
UL, M o= 0.1 8 0.2 I, MIA-LP R85 2 FBUH) %
o = 0.3 I, MIA-LP 545 (A it o i A5 B
KRR Y o BUERKET, BN REAEILAR K
PR D B B, AR RAN RS o NAEXA]
(0.1, 0.2] PYH{H.
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Fig. 14 Influence of parameter a on MIA-LP

performance

N (FHUE 2 s — AR PPN B, P
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54 500, 1000+ 1500, 4 T CREFA R PP AL,
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0. ov A 205278 N B 500+ 1000+ 1500 i 7535
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(1 e AT WS 5 .

4 it

ARSCHR T 22 H b o 2 SR 2 v Kl
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TR AR RS (MIA) SRR S /L
WA HE P AR B, T — 7l 2 1tk WKl 7 2 ok by i AT —
SCECALASHET B B JE SO RS, s, BTk
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XN A ) L RE D AR AT B L Pareto fif, XK
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Fig. 15 Influence of parameter N on MIA-LP

performance
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