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A consideration of single machine scheduling problems with
dynamic arrival time and sequence dependent setup by using a

new inver-over operator

Student : Yi-Lin Li Advisors : Dr. Jia-Wen Wang
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ABSTRACT

The prior research of single machine scheduling problem with
common due date and sequence-dependent setup assumed the static
arrival time. That is, these research did not consider the dynamic arrival
time. However, it is practical for the jobs arriving dynamically. As a
result, this research is the first one to solve this new problem. In this
study, we proposed some testing instances and also propose a new
algorithm, inver-over CX. This proposed algorithm integrates the
advantage of Inver-over operator which has faster convergence ability
and the Partial Message Crossover could diversify the individuals in a
population. We expect this new approach could enhance the solution

quality.



There are 360 testing instances in total, including the different kind
of job sizes, the three types of the setup distributions, and 15 instance
replications. According to our extensive experiment studies, the new
algorithm outperforms the inver-over operator significantly. This research,
hence, provides a new research direction in scheduling problem and also

proposed a new approach to improve the inver-over operator.

Keywords: Single machine, Inver-Over, Genetic algorithms, Common

due date, Setup time
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@ﬁ~w?ﬁi@ﬁﬁﬁ’?ﬁiéﬁﬁz&%kPiﬁﬂ**“’

I AT RN FE el (RS2 AT ST e TREY
oo 7RSS E&)I}L,’E‘ R E PR R 4 (2013)d I3 TER AR D
IRV NIFLE AL EEE VA S B I ORERER 43
PR T BT IR A T R ART RSP RS S i v

g RAcF XA P BAT
ARG BETRALLETFGERT A IpiEEL A TE & D

PR o

X R i%”c o SLersl > A T IR LR

I
3

Rabadi et al. (2004) %_% - B3 T Hp R PR 28 R A
FE2 RRL > P APAR P R A AP R A AR RE > G F 40 2 Kanet
(1981) » Rabadi et al. (2004)# 73 21 = F 2 8 42} 500 B 4p (k2. =
A B AEH_ Y NP-hard R 48 - @ 7 8_% 78 ;N pF AV (8 0008 5 4p ik B o
PERE o

FoiFEATQ007)EFI R PR A A KB M > P R PGP AL
ARG F Rk ARE > Fpt > %A 7 51 o Rabadi et al.(2004)
AR RARRERBFRFOEET o g T = fﬁi‘l Ry et 47 K

s

' - IR AF R R LY P ARG B 1Y 2B £ @ (Tardiness

m

& Earliness)sHH {4 £ /2 B 38> 5 - SRR £ % R 2b 80T (748 5 ehk
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http://ndltd.ncl.edu.tw/cgi-bin/gs32/gsweb.cgi/ccd=_WwxES/search?q=auc=%22%E7%86%8A%E8%A9%A9%E6%95%8F%22.&searchmode=basic

| v s pF 42 (Makespan ) R 4L j 3FA0(2007)3 3247 7 ot en
Dominance Property (DP) » ¥ 558 EH E > 8 s FfF1 225
Lem M @R - BREOEA > R EEF I A Rtk
FI Ay e 2B F R AL EY AT gy &
BRI VFEE > 8% - P DP en % 5 FE% 2 PP E e 4
2> 5 A - B ERTEFENFE 2 RS TRESFR AH
5T A4 5+ bt & DP 2 f5 0 GADP & SADP sk jarck sogr §
GAE SA T RELE  » RjERfs (T

Chang et al. (2011) **ZFA T H NG BAUA T 2B
B A AR AL 0 %47 7 % Rabadi et al. (2004)z £ # > Chang et
al.2011)*v 2%/ 3 P %7 > HS P B 4EY hn B 22 8 SHEBE
SR PER 2 1 BRI T - BT E Bt
B3 L Ay H N1 EERa? B8 2 BT P D
KT HhdGehs BRI HPEAes D2 gL & )
H1EMAED G 0L HIGEF E O RA FF 2R
BiREE R hT AR S OMY) 0 s Sd PRESIEA TSN

Ao SR AR

Tanaka and Araki (2013)*"3%87 7 3& 01 30 H {848 2. 528 48 4o
{008 B Ap bR E i 0 BT AT R TR PR e W i
A A=k 2 i3] SSDP (Successive Sublimation Dynamic
Programming)ei= ;2 > 3% 7 % - PR S B EHAEZ &4 252
e PIRNRB R A PR %D PR RGOEEREYY R
(Upper bounds) 2 * 7 (Lower bounds)z. [ en X JES% 5 % > @ R4 %

HREEAEFLERDE AL E DB ERL I EETZ R T R
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http://ndltd.ncl.edu.tw/cgi-bin/gs32/gsweb.cgi/ccd=_WwxES/search?q=auc=%22%E7%86%8A%E8%A9%A9%E6%95%8F%22.&searchmode=basic
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0305054812001499
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0305054812001499

b ZF Ly - B2 &2 S 523 EFFE W fEA7%

Chen et al.(2014)**3%/7 5 [ H {547 2 8 B 4p % BE o P& AT 2.
PRRE A 1 4 F RAFFE 2 2ACGA2) A 3k i » M Fm g &
Chang et al.(2011)%f # %7 7 > % Chen et al.(2014)c7%= 7 ¢ 3& 1 37
ACGA> & % 5 ACGA2 - F1i h k ACGA #2 to— LB 7
247 B 0o m ACGA2 £ L9 ACGA enE B 43 2%

ki
e

t
N A ERE S F R e ~ TR L ACGA i@ A 2 R0 2
ACGA2 > ACGA2 e i a3 R B R ip R R RS £ b 2 8 2 I
B tEREAP > 732 ACGA2 thT ka9 4 5§ ACGA - X
poth o § ACGA2 £ 8 i fogf 582 2 {v VNS 5 & Jg* pF > 9
B4F efE o

Rajabinasab & Mansour (2010) % 1 ;¥ fz ek v » 3 & 7
e 2 Gdew L Pl (P A AR RNFE PR < A 7 T4 e
R N R N TAE Ty o T I LR
BATES k> #F1 (ERTE S (TR Ao 5 NI T BT 2
MO IR BT A A SR AT T S IE S

[ E R ek d v o o

BAFTQOIDEY EFFPFREL P E Epudp R
AYEA Y R EREPFR T FERL G R DFEREE 2 ER

e
T RARIR R A S L AR PR P3Ny ¢ B ARG 1 2 Tl

B G S pigEe ETFERI R R PR gE o
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2.72(2005)> E Ap ik B PERY 2. T 78 S TR AR T AR R
%ﬁ’N%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁwﬂiﬂ%T’éﬁuﬁﬁﬁwéﬁgiﬁ%
FUE B SATS » M PiE & RF[- 3702 o 57 RiFH g8 2 enfE e
B TEHBFRE 2 OSEF A2 RA R SR
alkB ) FHEAE TSRS A EREF RO AP TS E

o I = S A ’fr’ N R I ® PTG o

Pei et al. (2014) **ZAF 7 H N HE PR TP o b i
FenG it 1 2 a2 RP R A7 3 B4 d 0 272 ¥ 8 3 Rk
«‘fa‘%%‘*fjﬁ{ﬁ%‘* EopragieFoa s BLpEL S - BESF
BT RIA BREZ S R IR 2 a1 28] 5P
Bood fRARILE T BERABERRR PREZIBFFEAS 2 &
oAU AL B AFEZ T b FRIRT R TP

HREH PER 0 B R R B AT AT (e

% w & R Fix B i (Genetic algorithm)

AFFE 2 kjgidk it Bi> 22 - > d Holland
(1975) % Adaptation in Natural and Artificial System 2 # #7141} » £ 7]
FEREARBER TR FLH R F g, Tl w4
Bt Feop gz URAE S RE S RY CEREDS NPT R
Aed 2 DB E st kg BRI B2 AT Y ¢ F 5 A AT
R KR MR S B 1 EA e R B AL

Glass et al. (1994) &3t 2 1R & L2 P F3 8+ 40
FoECWEIVEE ATIFE 2 BB L T RAEE S 2 >
"B AFIAE 2 AR o
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Wang & Uzsoy (2002)4-%F1 i+ & & 5 Flid 2 & W42 > Ff28
AP ER ) MR R ER AR EARLTE
BT MIZIFE B ATIFRE 2R LD KRN AT F 9k > Chang
et al. (2002) W Af A& FL B 2 3422 i * o 4 0 AR TR B 2 R iEAp
gﬁ&%o

HB QOB HATH D FIRISRY I TH LR AR
P AFFE AR S PR A LR A § P
B T4 G | R A BA BN A TR S 2 RS &
FE - PRETHEE- X PR EY I RBEEAT RS BV
%N P EEE 10 VU RS RAI R A AT 232 ATFE
2 AT e R FERRCATIRRSEL LA §
2o VR TARG] 0 TR R AR e BE I EiEap 42 A
o B FHN- BB Td A {TE R R SR SHIE 7R (RFID)
B B p R enSPIE SRR 4L 0 2% P BT S B e A
o T - PERBFARE o § PR 10 R TSI MEL
200 B4 i 50000 REFE I AN L 032 0850 £
HAEE S L 100% 0 AT S A TR E 2 ffek 4l 8 R
A2 BEET > TP 8 RERERL S, -

B2 % %% 2% (2005)5% 5 & J engk FF B 2 o AnE 0 - B
R R S N R o B
§EFER U R IP T DR R T RSk
2

B g Rd ek Fij rg- ERFELEIP D3

e
3
é"‘
ot
&~
=\,
3
&~
3
s
e
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k]

BRI EHE

¥

At TR0 o

r

F

A O e B

B 2 AFFE AR

%7 & *xf{7ia4 R F*4E(Traveling Salesperson Problem)
Carter & Ragsdale(2003)>*:%/7 7 T & 7 *c (7404l § P32 8 d -

B RE NF T S BRSR B  F BRISE P - & v IR

o RERNFEIE] EEREFRF LT T EAREFHALER

A BB R AT -

6 iR (20103 A7 F 2 2 per AT FRE > R TH B R a5 B
LR IR e BT R RE o8 AN N 8 T

AR R R AT PRI w B F R 2 F (25Nl &

19



Flp 2% B 48 5 NP-Complete =79F % o

AR (2013)3 T P R doim § rek B FI24 AP 7 4
RPN RPOT IR GRS 5 A £ R RAL X351 Ay
£ (2012)#74% & 07 1 25 F15F B /2 (Miner Genetic Algorithm, MGA):<
DAFFE R B ¥ A RfEREE N @R E L gl &
FOoOFP AR BLATFE AL BB R IR E | L2 H
WA APEFHE T ATIFRE ARGV RAE  FHREEET A
TRERPN R FIATIFE 2R B R ATFIFE 2 R AcE

R R E e E A R i e

W

B3 s mdndd A AL oIB > B4 5 5 Ef2eclF B S5 5
PEBGEDFECB o B3 B4 Bl Se B2 o FH LR &R
Nk (TEE ZEEL UL RER SR TOREE e o TE iR T
B4 FRREISEDE > S RAFF B FRE AR
FPEAIBELRGT I B HRT UM BT E 2 T DA 4B §]
SRIRA R fRenfe b 0 FI G BILH STE0 45 2 Hk 7 LT 5 (T BR2

B enpedpdic £ > AT B S e T R AL o
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O
O

O

8] 3TSP§§'1'}IJE§]

4 TSP b i 2 &
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F STSP 7 &b & 24 6|

% = & Inver-Over ;& & ;=

g3 },}?L ? > Guo & Michalewicz (1998) 4|* Inver-over f%;i-
sciFdesl BORAE 0 S AT F 9E L - Inver-over B 2 K TS E 0 ¥R
AR i BB 3 S BcEPF A BEufieih Swap & 37 %
Py o ¥ EAnge B A T S8 PF L Inver-over i B 2 R ARy 0 A
B2 P Rt L BT R R R R ATARBE BRI ¥ WAL

2% o

S A & R EQ007) At A HEE B R £ 5 R 8k R
AT R A K- 2 ¢ R F RAN R RS LIRAE o A e 7 RE
{8+ B NP-hard P48 > ¥ @72 A S e p RSB R P F T
" 2-OPT %REHF2LLAFFEZEH/ D 2-OPT REN ATl
2 0 00 Inver-over ¥ H F it L Rt eni B 0 RS 5 H o 2-OPT

LR E T e B TR B 2 R R
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F Inver-over ;¥ & ;2 FfF e acsed B3 H v g 2 (e AT X R
SR REPE > RARTRGE R § RITRER 0 T AT AfRAH {5
F2 chpd ’%\Bi: g L A &fl}‘!:.‘iﬁa:;f’)PMX, Hop ﬁj{i%étnlgﬁ%@% o

Inver-over JF# 5 2 jcaciE B -~ HERS » I I HFEZN AT

B 2B FFD S EE o et BR > &2 Inver-over j§ & 2 4t

i
(i
W
P
g
N
f’fi
3
4y
-
™
el
o
W
N
=
;;\
Ko
'R
~
NS
‘1
4
o
3
H
@
W

MEH & 3 ¥ &(2009) 2z Inver-over iF & % f& 4 TSP ¥z {7
FIAL 0 2o B & Inver-over K E Y 0§ B e [l 3 S BRI
B B3P Swap & 34 {7 kYo § E e [ < 3 Sl @ 2 Inver-over
W AT R SN o T ARITEE L RS N FHRER T

Tasgetiren et al. (2013) **3%47 3 #& &) § # J7 £ /% 2 Inver-over /#
Fi2fadonia g A PR @ § 4w 2 (Greedy algorithm) 3 & F_
R E Iy 2 AR A LBIRE K BERAS X8 B
(afEaphbi e fHFERBAREHLARA 64 43

N

SRR T AL £ 0 & 1 S Inver-over i & i 3]

B

(=

—\

A B R AL AP BINA o %FS T 14 TSPLIB (R 42 #Upl:

g = =3 Ze B L F
E T T R EY TR
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=%~ P
H s Ap PR AT B3 v e A0F AR IR i B 2 R
- AP 3 € 0 Inver-over w2 R A#H > T4 r PMX 2 ATFiFH

i 537320 B & 45 Inver-over CX o 302 g4 3773 i3 ke fgidd i
B E SRR b 2] P EIRATRA A% - &2
B EER aE pe gz o o % = & @ 4 Inver-over /F &

~ N N L AR
E 2o AR R

ETTRS

g

\H

AR 2.7 % Inver-over CXo & 2 & 5 RI3E e b

¥ - & ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬂm?%ﬁﬁﬂﬁﬂﬂﬁiﬂiﬁf

Armentano & Mazzini (2000)**22#7 % 5 #%& ] > & B3 240 g 5 b
Boend I PR TR PR om0 AR E SR R B R PR
B IR ARENEFRIEPBEESEE L LR Piu o E £
PEITH i Tl im o

AR LR GAE R SRR £ 4 F
WER o TRt AT FRB B AR R B4R § O 4 en Inver-over

B E AR T4 r PMX 2 iz X Inver-over (& 8P < LIS

> BB Rk s #7502 0 H & 2 5 Inver-over CX o 14 gt 373 2
LA RFADEIE L EEE AL P ARRER 0 § kA TR

Fiapmaf > RAuBApFREon 10 2 @337 - 8 #7
100 3 A AR ST AR LAY § A P H A R BpER e

FEFLBLESNE R IHC KEREFL - 5
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AT AT E R BLFLEL A BRG] 0 & B G
EFERL o A mKERFRnE A A4+ Zo)¢ B T.“lfgf'&;%ﬁﬁ » M
FEPFFLAE 2 £ gticd 4 d o fioehds T S Rmax & 4 [l 5 <

Ei4 5 Rmax i&m FI[HERFFr -

Frafeng Bl ERmaxys § 25 e 258 (1) ) PR RS > S5 &
1 EFEEPERF NG & B o

Rmax = (P+S) X (N—1) (1)

THL R SRR KRR R L TR e & R

4

<y

LA 4 o PR kAL Inver-over CX iF 8 2 5 A3 iE#

R

A= I VI Rmax%%ﬁf]éi:’:i&ﬁﬂo

r; 214219~ 94~ 31~ 73
g E 551525453

AR E N RRAREROE R K LSO g il
pFRY e 20 B¢ B 8Eb(Middle Position) » @ 3+ B ¢ R ghbeo U g
R ERE AR B A TR P R e 3t
(2) bi ¥ R N5 1 ik -

. N =+ 2 (ifniseven)
b= {(N + 1) + 2 (ifnis odd) (2)
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=3

AAA LB s ERFERnSs VR RE BRI ER
P2 & prfird 258 1 4 B 1 2 ehx 1 pF R C(Completion Time) » @
TA SR ANEREFRLAT AT - BRI EEC L84
F AP B FERPL IR I FERC, TR Ry A

O o S FEPE P AR ond 1 aled > o i
G = {max(r;, Gj-1) + B} (3)

B RN T R ARER T Y BFEDE YRR A RERFT R
TRER Cis o T A% 21 pERCHY B EEbIS DR AT A ) T L A

AR EIEF LR PK a2 2 PKEF RIS T2 900 4
4 L N4

K=C(, (4)

FRAIPF2ERAPKIFE D RE > T ULl AR
B AW A E R IPKRRIPERC AL 21 FFCREF ILHK
- KGR AL E B BORS A RRIOEE T A2 4)

2RO AV E LB PRS DIFERFEn 2 BB P Ton > je 2
% (job)

b b
B = )y = zj=1{max(l(, ¢)-c) (5)

j=1

T = Z T = Zj _ (6= max(k,G) ©6)

j=b+1
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ety PR gon PIE A ATFUFE 2 hF B E A D
#7 % Inver-over CX 2 i& (7 R ¥ % 2 e 1o 1 iF %(2009)F # I
a%iﬁﬁﬁg;glﬁﬁﬁﬂ%{%lﬁ%%iﬁ’éﬁﬁ?uﬁ
LEDS R EMRFE » Rk EfF > AF T 373 2 Inver-over CX

Inver-over ;% & /2 £ PMX » &5 8. fecn— & o

Zheng et al. (2010) fj# /4| § Flch (et 42 1 38 p% 2 jragfzoh
BRENE U IFE o AR AR AR AT R U
Bt % fie e Inver-over jF % i 2 3 BEX e PMX 5 w0 P €
Inver-over # 52 ® 4v » AFF 5 2 E eaoad A 7 j reend
EpRRY 1SR AT EhE R RR KT § TS
Inver-over & &% ¥ § o] f RO ALY A ao H
A A P PE PSRRI ERIN e kg i G oo

# 2 MY AT DS 2 Inver-over CX ehsg o

OO S N ey =

AFT 3 € 3P~ Inver-over ;i & 2 2 3 BLR e chPMX & 4 B & 3L 7
ﬁﬁ%w%ﬁ%ﬂi{%iﬂ%ﬂﬁﬁ%ﬁ%iﬁ’ZQﬁ%ﬁﬁ%

ERUNE ﬁv%mfcaa PR EE T ENERE Ry

%= &  Inver-over j§ ¥ &
B 6 5 > % Inver-over ;i & ;2 cin4z » 2 & § 12 Inver-Over $5 fic
Swap > Swap i Bhufie > H EE NI BRI F R g Lo
- Bie A R HBSEREE L) 24 qalﬁmﬁhﬁi; RO B
T keF 4% Inver-over jF H 22 R H L4 g H g d

7k € PR EF L PR P 3 8 [ 20 * Swap o +
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>t i * Inver-over > £ j‘ﬂ} AP EHE R - FRAER s 21FF
SEmp RSB RS AFT A UE ) BIPERFLAT PR Y
PE AP sl o R ARER R Nk AT A fR(T L B A )
RFErld GESER ERRCL I HWEBLT LT I T
T P EREFHRT B 6P AR L P EhER P R %M
B LB 6

Inver-over

| TREEREE

A 4

HEBRREE

REETIR

o)

B] 6 Inver-over ;¥ & ;% /n 428
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Guo & Michalewicz (1998) > >+ % 3 ¥ 3% ¥| Inver-over i#f & = e

AR E AR LR T % 3Pl % P2+ ng.l =4 ¢ {8 P15 i Inver-over

FHEte AL e T AL Inver-over if B i 95 3% Inver-over i X

BB
L2 Al

W =

ﬁ;ﬁ?}_ :
AR

W T

+ ,5}? =

[S—
|3
[
(@]
[U—
=
1—1\.
(w.
=
T
‘S‘“‘T\;
(“r\}
RS
eml
=
<
a
N
o
<
a
-
e
e
R

fI* Pl encl 5 & P2 ehicl

: I P2 el A+ 21 23k T 5 Inver-over ¥ 2k ce

: JI* P2 eice 45 & Pl shice;

’

: #-Pl1 #ics I ce i Inver-over e+ (¥4 2 4 P o

Pl 5 1 2 a4 3
P2 1 | 3 2 5 a
P’ 5 1 3 a 2

B 7 Inver-over ;4%

T 7] 5 Inver-over i & ;2 (BB DR 5@ ReXEE S
UQO,1) P 5% MEE > | PR Afck 25 1000 > ~ B 4E 5 K #ic
E E 5 2000 0 EE ALK EE 100 o
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Inver-Over % ¥ /% B48;5% .

1: fori=1 to 1000 do

2 forx =1 to 100 do
3 ifR<P

4 Swap ()

5: else

6: Inver-over ()
7 end if

8: end for

9: end for

T 7B 4EF % Inver-over s {ENPI 2 P2 5 A 1 R P
% %538 Inver-over {6 & 2 ch1 #ER > FLEcR 93k T E % U(0,1) > cl
w Pl 2z dedpghocl 420 B3R T 5 FEN T 242408 ¢cs o P2
scl A+ 2 1 23K %5 Inver-over ¥ B ce> T 7| 5 Inver-over i {E

e

Inver-over ()iB4E;% :
1: R < U(0,1)

2:¢cl < R
3:cs=Pl[cl+1]
4:fori=0to P1

5: if P1[c1+1] == P2[i]
6: cl =P2[i]
7 ce = P2[i+1]

8: endif

9: end for

10: for1=cs to ce ,1--

11: P’ [cs] to P’[ce] = P1]i]
12: end for
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%= %  Inver-over CX ;¥ ¥ iz

B 8 5 A% eh> 2 Inver-over CX JF & 2 ehynfe > 2 & §
Inver-Over ;& & 2 e PMX 5 A #h > © 5% & A FIF 52 cngd s> &
Ha g Bt "éé] A IR - A L R H SRR ] 0 &
ARl R BT ke F A EA]* Inver-over CX B
EAEE R A MATA > Rt 2 g Pl R LE LR
B P32 fad|%r 3@ % PMX» % 3@ * Inver-over > ii* i3ty
HERRIY - HFEEF - 2IBEFEE5op ESdc B8 Amy 20
R R e S O U O N TR ’Jﬁfuﬁ #
h d WEAR(TL BAER RS FEIR: GEXTEHR  ERR
SO PRI HWHBRET LT RED TR IPEFEEDHGFT > B8

—\\

PR L PAEER 0 P S S enP RS o EAE S
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Inver-over

> SRR

kL

WrRECRIETE

EEEER

[ x|

B 8 Inver-over CX i & ;% i 4% [

fiD

P9 A B PL A P2utvi A 4 New Pl 2 New P2 5 (548

3 B fecn PMX 16 & 4 e F 7| 5 PMX % 2 PMX il i 3¢
HF - 0 BPIEWAE L AU A 2 R BB,
K Pl A hdeEEE MR 2 G P2 F g

HFZ  #Pl AzEED| % BenEAF Tl D New P2;

H e #-P2 AzEED| % BenEAF T3 New Pl

% ZI : #New Pl 2 New P2 §7 ch7 44 ik B #4t e Pl 2

P2~ 2 & h;
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Pl 5 1 2 4 3
P2 1 3 2 5 4
New P1 1 3 2 5 4
New P2 3 1 2 4 5

] 9 PMX(Partial Message Crossover)

T 7 % Inver-over CX /& & /2 e 4B R & pr#cr Reami® @
U,1) " P % % S PP » /] RO RE2 S8k .5 1000 0 & B 3581
% E_L 20000 EFE L X E L 100 0

Inver-Over CX i § i* B485% .
1: fori=1 to 1000 do
2:  forx=1to 100 do

3 ifR<P

4 PMX ()

5 else

6: Inver-over ()
7 end if

8 end for

9: end for
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T 7| 4R 5 PMX 4858 P12 P2 54 21129 K > New Pl
% New P2 % §iBa B2 feenPMX 15 &4 ¢01 S8 5 > % R 2 RI
K e 5 UO,1)A 54245802 B 5 % 8T 5] 5 PMX B dE N -
PMX()&4&3
:R < U(0,1) ~ Rl < U(0,1)

—

2:A <~ R~B < RI
3: NEW P2[A] to NEW P2[B] =P1[A] to P1[B]
4: NEW P1[A]to NEW P1[B] =P2[A] to P2[B]
S5:for1=0to Pl
6: fora=0to Pl
7 if P1[i] '=NEW P1][a]
8 NEW Pl[a] =P1]i]
9

end if
10: if P2[i] '= NEW P2[a]
11: NEW P2[a] = P2[i]
12: end if
13: end for
14: end for
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Higpmgh oo np

A ERRRPL LB 20 &7 B 1000 KA S B 2

oo s T A 24 FPE2T A d I RAELZH-BLIEIRT B
o Ho#F L1 BT iR o
% 2 1R
| 2 3 4 5
1 1000 | 71 71 70 33
2 26 | 1000 | 23 53 34
3 41 97 (1000 | 35 19
4 88 64 37 | 1000 | 25
5 36 49 31 44 | 1000
23590 AN~ AN(0)F £ 2 FFHHT AL D hend
HP GvE R F B € AT R RT3 2 Inver-over CX A 11 0 @ gt

ARl PR L BERAL T IERE s 2N (D) FRTAL D
Kenk e m J2PFR P A ML EREGALSEREFRI ke A%
APER C a2 f1* 15803) 2 1R ERFFad gt - £F 4
P EAERFA I - 1R I FRF L ks 2
A 28Q)E I P Bl af|* e IR d REPEF oz p
Fehd IFELT 5N (4)2 228 4 ko

2 3Py ki
1 EER | PIERFT | AR | RA1FR | 5 Fa
15 73 36 109 266-109
1t 142 71 213 266-213
12 19 53 266* 0
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14 31 37 303 | 303-266
13 94 19 322 | 322-266
£ 2 g Obj 303

RS

EZERI0O7 K ZE R IHMES 26600X 2 1L FEFR

-

IEFRPRZABE AR LI E2RAHPKBRRIEFFC AL 2521
R CRER Y K> B i #pRmiEse 87 FE 5 303 #7r2 )
* A FF & 2 4 ~ Inver-Over CX eh% & #8085 2 5 303 0 pb fZ4%
A A% LT o

»_411'-]7‘33;_‘11!5};%‘,5!\%%;3;3] |m)§'4‘m, F] b ﬁﬁﬁw 9 g;}.#g,\,f i%lﬂ
FEE e 0 2577 Inver-Over CX i & 2 en™ 584 B 20 B 268

e I fRABIT R & R otk A H SRR RS it

0 73 109 142 213 266 303 322

B 10 B BpFrRtg
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Fri - RHREAELH

h%w F ATy #-€ 2 Rabadi et al.(2004) 973 41 énR* 38 % 0]
10~ 15~20~25 4 i¥jp|3# » e Rabadi et al.(2004)>" %47 3 2. K fp
o 7 A B fRAH L iKE PR R 48 0 ¢ Rabadi et al.(2004)#73% o) &
RPAE X | 5] B E > P AFE % € 4o~ Chen et al.(2011)#73%& 1 ep?
241 505100~ 150 ~ 200 B 484 (65p]38 > @ iS4t B 4L & 1% B Rabadi
et al.(2004)#73& ) 553 B 18 e JB PF R 4B (adjusted processing, AP):h
7l 3oidde 2 4~ & low ~ med - high % 4255 %] - -] = FIHEO >
60) = low- # §#F5E(10°110) = med- < # Fl3=5E (10> 160) 5 high -

*FT 7 R AL A58 (low ~ med ~ high) & 338 2 < )I?c Rabadi et
al.(2004) f= Chen et al.(2011)i& ¥ &8 ~ /] (L @ #Ho)4 =] FAE + |
A A 1 2 H10~15~20~25 5/ 38> 1 @ # 50100~ 150 ~
200 % < FPRE > ] B Ren® 1000 £ A- S F %k om  RPAE A R AR
G 20 ok BT TG 2000 £ R G- A% AT KE BE A
Bk w5 100 BEF > - BE AL - F %k oom i Rp| AR
BERE - i - PR GRERN DR AT HRT 8
A FBAF 3N IS (low ~ med ~ high) > @ & B F° XE4F
A5 ISBERZPIRBEG > AT AP £ 360 B R A (BX3x15)» &
Br BEUAGFTIOXFH -

k- B AR P2 EPEERTO L RAFTY 22
Inver-over CX £2:5 4 1> ;= Inver-over j§ 5 /2 4 (Tt B{s £ d %
L3088 Minitab BEA 7 T2 E R A AT ot P R SidkiE >

PR RS E AR AN()~ 2R(6) A B - &Y A
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KT PHRAFPEERTE FHRRERANE 2 AL R % 5
gt 0 2 (8L A 2riE T m&:ﬁi#& NAXT G2 B ENPHEE - %
ZEY R AR A TR R A e

Poen 3T g 2 P AnE ) en Inver-over JF 8 2 5
PMX % #7en % > & % Inver-over CX » 3 -t f2 5 3 2 2133 e
= % Inver-over ;& B 2 2 (T L o PIIRR RE L RAJIPER % 4 1 low
med ~ high > ¥ 4 < -]- % Rabadi et al.(2004)% Chen et al.(2011)#73%
PR~ ) 10~ 15~20~25 2 50~ 100 ~ 150 ~ 200 9 %&K > &
FoRPFTI G AR DE BRI~ 25830837 5
WE L PR PIEB B R S 5§ Xeon(R) E5-2670 V2 /a2 B
2.50GHz ~ =1 5 244G > #cPp Sip:A 508 5 Minitab % 16 3 > =

AN RV RGEL A 4o

R e Eh S
Inver-over CX Inver-over PMX
Inver-over Inver-over Swap

A A AR E R TS 01505090 F i as B2
LR BB B AP LR RSP G D A 5T LGS
X XA 0 4P FIF i

LR TR R

/Fw
da
4

- 2FE 3 - d4cdk 45 £ ¢ i Level By

(.:1
D
(%))
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405 PR

¥+ Level 1 Level 2 Level 3
FE 3 - 0.1 0.5 0.9
FE 3 - 0.1 0.5 0.9

i & 6 F UFI R S8 P 5 FRAOFIERE - AFTY 0 2
Inver-over CX 7 R /] %t P p##-¢ £ * PMX > ~ **pFiE * Inver-over °
v g 2 Inver-over = R )3t P PE#-€3iE % Swap o <~ STpFRiEH
Inver-over » 38 % 6 °

* 6 Rt £

PES R<P R>P
Inver-over CX PMX Inver-over
Inver-over Swap Inver-over

% i Minitab vt #c48 > GLM A 4 sn ANOVA &~ 474 d £ 7~ £
87 8L § Pl ud (vt i &2 1 ANOVA £7 g BT & 7~
# 8 B E P E Y |3 005 2» & *FFF 0 2 Inver-over
CX wRlAM A~ 101 252 50 1 200 PP E cnéFiE € 7 & F 7]
F o % 7~ % 8 kikheh Value 5 FFHEE 0.1 ~0.5~09 > Size = F %P
R RE < (2 ##H)I0~ 15~20~25~50~ 100 ~ 150 ~ 200 > Type
5P AE4E%F > 4o low ~med ~ high pd B 54k A8t — > Seq SS i
T2 ASS FEFLEAF DT & AGMS S £
d R hp|eda oo F LA F s a3 £ % A EE I TRA B

A T~4 8
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+

L A5

% 7 Inver-over CX -] FF 3L 12 é7:5 ANOVA %

% iR pd A Seq SS Adj SS Adj MS F P
Value 2 108910800 108910800 54455400 991.15  0.000
Type 2 12547538884 1254753884 20480367609 1141189.93  0.000
Size 3 61441102828 61441102828 55215753121  372766.61  0.000
Value*Type 4 14890113 14890113 3722528 25.19  0.000
Value*Size 6 6151920980 6151920980 1025320163  18662.02 0.000
Type*Size 6 13772504996 13772504996 2295417499  15535.37  0.000
Value*Type*Size 12 101473302 101473302 8456108 57.23  0.000
WA 16164 888074868 888074868 54942
&3 16199 81137548360
P<0.05 % 8%

# 8 Inver-over CX * B 4L & é7:F ANOVA %

% ik pd R Seq SS Adj SS Adj MS F P
Value 2 1.50751E+11  1.50751E+11 75375405000 1680.43  0.000
Size 3 6.75417E+14 6.75417E+14 2.25139E+14 5019275.29 0.000
Type 2 1.05481E+14 1.05481E+14 5.27404E+13 1175801.52 0.000
Value*Size 6 5.11407E+12 5.11407E+12 8.52345E+11  18618.56 0.000
Value*Type 4 206405442 206405442 51601361 1.13 0342
Size*Type 6 6.48685E+13 6.48685E+13  1.08114E+13  241031.04 0.000
Value*Type*Size 12 1023931748 1023931748 85327646 1.86 0.034
WA 16164 7.25034E+11 7.25034E+11 44854873
&3 16199 8.46642E+14
P<005 % 8%
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i% 1@ Minitab %22+ $ic48 » GLM 2 2 -7 ANOVA &~ 7% d % 9~ &
107 2§ PigEEEsnd (Tt fm 2 7 ANOVA £ 7 g I & 9 -
Z 10 &P HEED P E¥ 3 0055545 A& XA ant >
Inver-over RIFER A~ 10 2 25 2 50 1 200 F* e cHériE € 7
B a3 o & 9~ & 10 KR Value 2 P HEE 0.1 ~0.5~0.9 > Size
LR PRI A4 ] (2 2801015202550 100 ~ 150 ~ 200 »
Type % B 484647 > 4o low ~med ~high> p ¢ B 5 # A # - > SeqSS

555 40 AQSS BEFABAREDNT S Lo AGMS 52 £

o Renpantos foo F 3 (S o™ SRR a B 9 3] ahiph i

29494 10

% 9 Inver-over | F* 3L 8 & :E ANOVA %

% ik pd R Seq SS Adj SS Adj MS F P
Value 2 12359880 12358800 61799400  1148.26  0.000
Type 2 12883495189 12883495189 6441747595 119690.24  0.000
Size 3 63320955974 63320955974 21106985325 392176  0.000
Value*Type 4 140232 140232 35058 0.25  0.909
Value*Size 6 558193 558193 93032 0.67 0.672
Type*Size 6 6210760567 6210760567 1035126761  19233.07  0.000
Value*Type*Size 12 101473302 974754 81230 0.58 0.850
WA 16164 869949060 869949060 53820
&3 16199 83408759590

P<0.05 8%
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% 10 Inver-over ~ R 48 F* #£ 18

é £ ANOVA £

% ik pd A Seq SS Adj SS Adj MS F P
Value 2 1.09448E+11 1.09448E+11 5472408156 1462.07  0.000
Size 3 6.74688E+14 6.74688E+14 2.24896E+14 6008600.21 0.000
Type 2 1.05248E+14 1.05248E+14 5.26242E+13 1405973.73  0.000
Value*Size 6 4.45532E+12 4.45532E+12  7.42553E+11  12473.71 0.000
Value*Type 4 5.26382E+11 5.26382E+11 1.31596E+11 2210.60 0.000
Size*Type 6 6.51285E+13  6.51285E+13  1.08548E+13  290008.88 0.000
Value*Type*Size 12 5.25487E+11 5.25487E+11 43790586355 735.61  0.000
AL 16164 6.05003E+11 6.05003E+11 37429034
&3 16199 8.45780E+14

P<005 3 8%

F TS 05
o TRBFPAFEA BT A7 ikm F
e % Inver-over CX . f¥ A8 < -
R &

0.5 P 5 B % 40> :

% 120

""Tl,( *\/{57‘ 5

A7 O 6 HE S ANOVA A 452 16 0 4 it cndf i 4 B
b F S e ¥R Tt > -4k * Bonferroni
T o EEDFAEE 5 277
10 2 25 %2 50 & 200 pF#-— j£:8 (7

B IR 5 95% % i Bonferroni 4 17 T3 (& P R

T
#@ PMX _‘E"]ri FT?___ v J[JL f #}3
» Inver-over CX H#-¢ #* 8
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% 11 Inver-over CX | FAE 5 » 246 T4

Bonferroni # %_

Value N E=0d AR
0.9 5400 3306.8 A
0.1 5400 3230.8 B
0.5 5400 3107.8 C

5%v R RH > 2eFs e 22 ChioE2 FLEHY

# 12 Inver-over CX ~+ P3P {1 4 ik T 4

Bonferroni # T_

Value N E=1R AN
0.9 5400 265026.2 A
0.1 5400 263026.2 B
0.5 5400 257791.2 C

S5%F LR > 2kt s e A C o2 FLRNF

¥ A F 0?2 Inver-over & RP4E< [ 10 X 25 2 50 1 200 p*F
B F BT A BT XRTF R IR 5 95% % 3 Bonferroni 4 7 T i

SP¥EE P E: 01 Falg¥a iz 4 32 Inver-over J§ 82 &
Inver-over ;% & % #5 Swap &tk e & #4 (7 %7 2 Inver-over J§ & % 3
APFER A S BAFfE > AT At B3 2 PF s Inver-over (R B 2 B H

PH-EPES 0.1 pF3 iTved > 304 13- % 140
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% 13 Inver-over -] PR {5 & 2 T4

Bonferroni # %_

Value N E=0d AR
0.9 5400 3570.1 A
0.5 5400 3439.2 B
0.1 5400 3358.1 C

095%™ i A dieF A A C hiiEs BLANY

% 14 Inver-over = K EE M #E & 216 T_&

Bonferroni # T_

Value N L= AN
0.5 5400 268819.3 A
0.9 5400 264585.7 B
0.1 5400 262584.3 C

5%F LR > 2itfis e Ao C o2 FEZRNF

Bl 11~ B) 12 5 = /2 Inver-over CX /4~ 10 2 25 % 50 %
200 " E R R > Bl 1~ B2 v X b Value & PP HEE 2 R A8 a0fd
5 Type Y #h i B k308 Obj enid » o] 11~ B 12 7 14 1% B h
Ao 2 g R AEfE s A low ~ med ~ high 3R AP HEE 0.5 R A 24 0P

B Ba s A PR FE L AR
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45001

Obj
Fo
&4

25001
e

2000 A

<

3

Value
Type

0.1

0.5
high

0.9

0.1

0.5
low

0.9

01

0.5
med

0.9

B 11 Inver-over CX -] B 4E F* =& % ¥ [B)

Obj

Value
Type

150000 1

¢ 71

T 5 @

0.1

0.5
high

0.9

0.1

0.5
low

0.9

0.1

0.5
med

0.9

B 12 Inver-over CX = B 38 {2 % ¥ B
Bl 13-~1® 14 5 = ;# Inver-over . f*4E~ ] 10 £ 25 %2 50 % 200
FHEERRTE > B 13- B 14 o X $heh Value = P HEE 2 R A8 050
Type Y $h i P %50 Obj 0iE > & B 13~ B 14 7 1 (3P Bgeg b
7 ¥ K AEfa s 4 low ~ med ~ high SR & 0.1 PFA 2 e0p R
B Obj &5 A PHEEHFEL B LfE-
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45oo-§§§

Obj

3500 3 $

2500 <
T 2

m- T T T T T T T T T
Vaue 01 05 09 0l 05 09 0l 05 09

Type high low med

B] 13 Inver-over | i* 3L 18 % ¥ B

am| 111

Obj

T & 3
lm 1 T T T T T T T T T
Value 01 05 09 01 05 09 01 05 09

Type high low med

B 14 Inver-over ~ F* 3 15 % ¥ [

o8 dERERRasH
gd b - S olicdp o~ A 47 B (S B iE 15 272 2 Inver-over CX &
FPPHEE L 0.5 & fens 2 Inver-over JF 5 2 HE P HEE S

0.1 #7020 A & 3-€ 1035d B2 2 GE P EiTi b 232/
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A TN A

% 15 3 v 4
e e ST
Inver-over CX 0.5
Inver-over 0.1

1% 16 Minitab %.2* 548 » GLM & # 1 ANOVA 4 17 4

Lo 4 16 69 ANOVA % -3 B &1L foen™ 3 kb — & &35 e i
A md Bt d
B3 0.05 0 B4 KA

e Size & P4~ /)

& I

# 16 e ANOVA # # (¥4

d & 15+

% » Method P
Ak ant BB BESTS 0 A 16 &
» 4 10~15~20~25~50~100 ~ 150 ~ 200 > Type
' {84858 > 4o low ~ med ~ high » Value % PP #E > 4 0.1 ~0.5~0.9 >

Method % ** #2732 Inver-over CX -~ Inver-over ;§¥ 5% > p d B % $

*HGR - > SeqSS R T & 0 AdjSS S EERLEAK ST E

Adj MS i T - Lé",fé d R ehP|enia= oo F 5 3 B i aus gx,%g;;

ZEEIOTRSE o G EL L 16

% 16 = %1t 2 ANOVA %

% i Ad & SeqSS Adj SS Adj MS F P
Method 1 34339123668 34339123668 34339123668 1667.15 0.000
Type 2 3.58960E+13 3.58960E+13 1.79480E+13  871368.01 0.000
Size 7 8.06616E+14 8.06616E+14 1.15231E+14 5594395.68 0.000
Method*Type 2 782837207 782837207 391418603 19.00 0.000
Method*Size 7 30503496211 30503496211 4357642616 211.56 0.000
Type*Size 14 7.76869E+13 7.76869E+13 5.54907E+12  269404.76 0.000
Method*Type*Size 14 4240620629 4240620629 302901473 14.71 0.000
A 21552 4.43918E+11 4.43918E+11 20597511
£ 21599 9.20711E+14
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P<0.05 % &%

d & 17 #4032 g’ﬁ F3 KA F enis o AT j\/‘r_nzﬂ%é‘@ 54

14
2
PN
N
o
=1
Iy
=)

TR (> #-3% % Bonferroni ¥ Tk #-73 23 2 4 e T

BEA AT EE A fru%'j%ﬂ T AT x5 d Bonferroni ¥ Z_iF

Freng % 5 AR RT3 2 Inver-over CX i3 i3 17 % Inver-over

4017 2 2R T4

Bonferroni # Z_

b N B=iE AR
Inver-over 10800 133004.7 A
Inver-over CX(#:#1) 10800 130449.2 B

O5% % R R¥ > Z2EFA 8 & BB aioE 2 4% B

B 15 & = ;2 fen® P B 0 B 15 <9 X b Method 5V #e
E 2 RA s Type Y b P R 50#ic Obj > d B 15 # 12 & e
B4

| 3% B K A24E4E Type &_low ~ med ~ high PR 2 5 ORFE Y i
iz Inver-over CX PF 5 B i3 & > 3L B 15 -
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200000 4

180000 - % E

160000

140000 4

Obj
Fe
| |

120000
100000

80000 4 K2 E3

Method & 6—}

Type 3 & >

Bl 1S = 2L A

Z 18~ 2% 19 227> 22 v > 2 7pFF CPU Time
ANOVA # > d % 18~ % 19 # Method P TE‘%’K’J‘ 3 0.05 7 #Aar A
PR~ 102 252 50 & 200> 44 (7 & CPU Time 7+ i ¢ 3 A2 %
F]F > & 18~ % 19 KihenSize 2 B~ ] » 40 10~ 152025~
50 ~ 100 ~ 150 ~ 200 » Type % A XA » 4 low ~ med ~ high » Value
= PHE > 4 0.1 ~0.5~0.9 > Method 3 't #& > ;* Inver-over CX -
Inver-over ;&% > pd B 24 A%p—- >»SeqSS 5T > £& - AdjSS
FEELEAFcHT L AGMS 5T @“,’T‘B d B ehd] s

e F A gféé’ﬁi':‘% @“ﬁz‘;ﬁ—&_fﬁxﬂi‘]m?ﬁ—"ﬂ B A A& 184 19

% 18 22 o] K 48 CPU Time 7 ANOVA 4

% i Ad AR SeqSS Adj SS Adj MS F P
Method 1 0.0187151  0.0187151  0.0187151 72531  0.000
Size 3 0.007691 0.007691 0.002564 9.94  0.000
Type 2 0.00124 0.00124 0.00062 193.48  0.000
Method* Size 3 0.0000256  0.0000256  0.0000085 033 0.803
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Method* Type 2 0.0001510  0.0001510  0.0000755 2.93 0.054
Type*Size 6 0.0075113  0.0075113  0.0012519 48.52  0.000
Method*Type*Size 6 0.0000512  0.0000512  0.0000085 0.33 0.921
A 10776~ 0.2780522  0.2780522  0.0000258
&3 10799  0.0000512
P<005 28%
% 19 Z ;2 1t~ B 42 CPU Time 7 ANOVA #
% pd R Seq SS Adj SS Adj MS F P
Method 1 0.775954 0.775954 0.775954 15303.62  0.000
Size 3 0.790836 0.790836 0.263612 5199.04  0.000
Type 2 0.039859 0.039859 0.019930 393.06  0.000
Method* Size 3 0.000014 0.000014 0.000005 0.09 0.0965
Method* Type 2 0.000140 0.000140 0.000070 1.38 0.0251
Type*Size 6 0.028690 0.028690 0.004782 94.31 0.000
Method*Type*Size 6 0.000028 0.000028 0.000005 0.09 0.997
WA 10776 0.546386 0.546386 0.000051
&3 10799  2.181907

P<005 8%

d % 18+ % 19 {74 CPU Time st fi} F|+ LAF ¥ ehis » =71
AT T A F (S TN ¥4k * Bonferroni # Tk #5222 ehd
TR CPU Time #» 2@ 247 > & (T 0 2 BFaf 7 F CPU
Time T 5B G Fe> 7 o £ 20~ 4 21 53 23 25d TE#K T
Bonferroni ¢ #7& 4 ¢ > d £ 20~ £ 21 ¥ (A R4 % - 10 £ 25
2505 200 H 2T AT RETFTERER S 5% A 2B o
BRIV EE S ;Iﬁ;{jwﬂ 3 3T E A d F {8 #& 2 Bonferroni
Framd s 5 A 07> 2 Inver-over CX B3t if 3 7 2

Inver-over [ & ;2 » ¥ 8 % 20~ 21 -
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T~

# 20 CPU Time |- #* 42 Bonferroni & T_%

Bonferroni # Z_

= ok N B=iE AR
Inver-over 5400 0.016 A
Inver-over CX(#3241) 5400 0.012 B

95%¥ R Uf R ¥ B F A L

8>
e
vo)
F_L
-
Wy
=
W3
it
ps
]
R
f

% 21 CPU Time + % %& Bonferroni #& T_%

Bonferroni # Z_

PES N =E VA2
Inver-over 5400 0.048 A
Inver-over CX(43#1) 5400 0.031 B

95%V i R 2T A 2 A BB ABEE Y

-

B 16~F® 17 = 7

» ;2 Inver-over CX % 't #i > ;% Inver-over & F® 3%
<101 25 % 50 % 200 3% 7 pF & CPU Time 9% BB » B 16 ~ Bl
17 &1 X #heh Method 5 = % 2 R AEenfEsg Type Y dhi R 7R
Time > & B 16 ~ B 17 ¥ " (2@ &g 2 > 7 F B 3L 0fasE 2_low »
med ~ high 8 8_## 3 2. = 2 Inver-over CX #> Inver-over » iz~ %
T hfR LR AR ERFF AR Ay 2 AT 2

Inver-over CX it J »oip e H AR R A2 R 2 A 4 g ik

= 5 LRGN %@
PERY e R T @ Inver-over BETE VIR B 2 o B G JTatiE BB
e p gt 4e 2 PMX 18 PMX e 58 3 Fr‘)ﬁ,%ﬁi}; Fl'? 5P ARG
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B A Y 22 % Inver-over CX P 5 0.5 35 & v& ¥ Inver-over

2 PMX Mm% 2 L ap#t Inver-over PHEE 5 0.1 2 & ‘%”3.“1

Inver-over = i > B A 7 2.3 ;2 0 CPU time $i - o
4

0. 017+ E

0. 0164

T T

0. 014+

Time
i

0. 013+

0. 012 =

Method CX 10 CX 10 C¥ 10
Type high low med

B 16 CPU Time -] K* 38 % & [§]

0.050 4

0.045 1

Time

0.040 4
0.035 4

&
0.030 4 =

Method CX IO CX IO CX IO
Type high low med

B 17 CPU Time * R* 38 % ¥ @
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Fd ¥ - G EE S Sy £ 22 S RES
- N F D Fa A > £ ¢ i Size KAL) > Type i R AEAE
5 Min 5 P iRdicenT 395 B> Avg & B RS BT I9E > Max
5P S HehT 355 < @ > Best Found 5 * 5 Sk 4R 38+ ] o] BP AR
+ A 3 100000 < BPAEET L £ S # 200000 g A E R £ 220

% 22 B E ik

Inver-over CX Inver-over
Size Type  DoSt Min  Avg  Max | Min  Av Max
yp Found g g
low 452 592 649 708 785 852 912
10 med 608 628 801 888 896 1000 1132
high 885 924 1075 1270 1116 1259 1464

low 1173 1258 1345 1512 1403 1517 1685
15 med 1742 1792 1874 2139 1807 2126 2363
high 2342 2442 2517 2898 2481 2501 3062

low 2237 2359 2476 2535 2451 2605 2811
20 med 3537 3668 3882 3948 3687 3949 4304
high 4896 4930 5025 5384 5022 5250 6062

low 3617 3816 3953 4149 3917 4110 4418
25 med 5710 5977 6071 6362 6041 6200 6725
high 8101 8234 8521 8923 8624 8825 9331

low 13344 13756 15224 16157 | 19478 20306 21171
50 med 22567 24064 25939 27368 | 29758 31462 33000
high 29931 32908 37267 39893 | 38770 42172 45023

low 54720 76097 79656 82502 | 80668 84829 88213
100 med 96291 122982 129132 133504 | 124279 135249 140038
high 137739 175521 180916 187285 | 168484 186211 194466

150 low 137719 186418 192654 199777 | 193030 196825 200844
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med 248994 300750 310933 320150 | 293114 313756 329006
high 357821 419430 428912 439554 | 415209 431204 44502

low 238804 334742 350366 358778 | 343789 353416 363418
200 med 502544 524042 561107 583614 | 552953 570057 587465
high 605732 748853 781387 795890 | 759919 785526 799641

% 23~ % 24 % A 3 2 % Inver-over CX %+t fi > ;% Inver-over
s TR A o 2 ¢ hSize 5 AR ] > Type & R 44857 » Time
PO FHER > Avg Time 2 %48~ /] 42 5 < 382 /] P4
AT ke 20 4 23~ £ 24

%023 BPAEA ] 10~ 15520 ~ 25 chdl (7 PE R L f A

Inver-over CX Inver-over

Size Type Time Size Type Time
low  0.010 low 0.014

10 med 0.011 10 med 0.014
high  0.015 high  0.017

low  0.011 low 0.015

15 med 0.011 15 med 0.016
high  0.015 high  0.017

low 0.013 low  0.015

20 med 0.012 20 med 0.015
high  0.013 high  0.019

low 0.013 low 0.016

25 med 0.013 25 med 0.017
high  0.013 high  0.017

Avg Time : 0.012 0.016
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Z 24 B R~ -] 50 ~ 100 ~ 150 ~ 200 =34 7 @ B vt

Inver-over CX Inver-over
Size Type Time Size Type Time
low 0.016 low  0.033
50 med 0.019 50 med  0.036
high  0.027 high  0.044
low  0.025 low  0.042
100 med 0.026 100 med 0.043
high  0.027 high  0.044
low  0.033 low  0.05
150 med  0.033 150 med  0.05
high  0.035 high  0.055
low  0.042 low  0.059
2000 med 0.043 200 med 0.060
high  0.045 high  0.062
Avg time : 0.031 0.048
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H %3t 7 (Single Machine)® P %+~ 5 #icg £ 2 v £ 5 ¥ 8
Flenf B8 B fFLH %,ﬁ;}%ﬁ_f_m]’“%\’rs B R R EX o bldon B
AR Elf?ub EAAET 5 TN T T €5 # 4 E P (Arrival
time) iR 42 > e A ek Ty A F L 8 s hfas o Tt
1 ARG B AR R L R P R T AT Y R

Rt piE i my P T4 S gL fe2 Inver-Over J7 & %

~=my
8

Aot 2 A 0 Trtd Inver-Over 7 % % cdk & 0 s & 5 7 g

FE xR R INE AF7 % 2 Inver-Over 7 & 2 % & PMX

i 2 % Inver-over CX» H ¢ chiA# & 7 L 77 & /2
FpFld o PR >l'§}%~bbvﬁa\45 o R¥ - EH
£330 2a g4 {HFHPEIEE AMTF iR B AL 1000
B s - A F&®RS - AR %R P E 2000 B A#ks - XF
%o F AL PR AU B A S PR A1 Ak R
eiE % ’#%-‘**/T* CE_ TP Bk A RN AL H B
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