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Scheduling of Multiproduct Batch Processes
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2. ZW Policy with Transfer and Setup Times
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3. Idle Time Search(ITS) Method
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4.Results and Discussion
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Table 3. Setup Times of Units for Example.

Fig. 1. General Gannt Chart of ZW Policy Unit 1 2 3 4 Unit 1 2 '3 4
I v
S(12) 3 1 2 4 S§51) 2 2 1 4
S13) 2 2 1 3 §52 2 2 3 2
Table 1. Processing Times for Example with 8 51-4) 1 4 2 2 553) 2 3 3 3
Products and 4 Units $5(1-) 1 3 2 3 S§54) 1 1 3 4
Ui U2 U3 U4 $5(16) 3 2 1 1 856 4 3 3 1
P1 10 20 5 30 $1-7y 3 1 2 1 §657) 2 3 2 3
P2 15 8 12 10 S18) 2 3 3 2 8§58 4 3 2 2
P3 20 7 9 5 521 4 1 2 3 §6-1) 1 2 1 2
P4 13 7 17 10 52-3) 11 4 3 8§62 3 3 2 3
Ps 8 3 16 7 S(24) 3 2 3 2 56-3) 4 1 1 2
P6 6 g 22 7 S(25y 3 1 2 2 564 2 3 4 1
P7 7 5 15 12 S5(26) 1 1 2 4 565 2 1 1 4
P8 14 13 6 4 52-7y 2 2 1 1 8§67y 2 2 3 2
(28 3 2 1 3 sS®68 1 3 3 3
[N - -~
Table 2. Transfer Times for Example with 8 ::((g:;; f ; g 2 3;_;; ? ‘1’ f 1
Products and 4 Units pe

00 U1 Uz U5 0% $34) 2 2 2 2 §73) 2 1 2 2
535 2 1 2 2 §74) 1t 2 1 3
P1 2 2 2 2 3 S(36) 2 2 1 3 S78) 3 2 2 2
p2 3 3 3 3 1 $37) 1 4 2 2 S76€) 1 2 4 1
P3 2 4 2 2 1 S(38) 2 2 3 1 S7TB) 2 1 1 1
P4 2 2 1 4 2 S@1) 4 3 4 3 s@1) 1 1 2 1
P5 Voro1ros 2 S(42) 1 4 3 3 S@B2) 4 1 4 4
P6 3 8 2 2 2 $@83) 3 2 2 1 S§83) 2 1 3 2
P7 e 12 45 1 3 3 2 S84) 3 4 1 1
i 2 4 1 1 2 $46) 3 1 2 2 S@5 3 1 3 2
$4-7) 1 1 3 1 S@B6) 3 3 1 1
S48 2 3 1 3 §87) 2 3 1 1

Table 4. Head Times for Product i and Idie Times for
Product Pairs (i,)).

J Pt P2 P3 P4 P5 P6 P7 P8
i hi
P1 41 - 4 3 2 3 1 1 2
P2 44 8 - 8 10 8 15 6 6
P3 44 15 17 - 16 13 21 12 14
P4 42 4 6 6 - 8 14 7 3
P5 30 11 14 14 12 - 18 9 12
P6 45 2 8 4 13 9 - 10 3
P7 3 6 8 9 6 6 15 - 5
P8 40 17 19 17 18 14 26 13 -
Table 5. Comparison of Results obtained from MINLP and iTS Methods
MINLP Formulation Idie Time Search Method
Optimal sequence  P5-P4-P8-P7-P2-P1-P6-P3 P5-P1-P6-P3-P7-P4-P2-P8
Optimal unit time 198 194

CPU time 201.9 sec about total 10 sec




