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MRP ( ) ESD ( )

MR P

(process manufacturing industry
(stages)

(supply <chain)
(seri al production system)

(finishing)

(process manufacturing)
(set-ups)



138 89 9

(earliness and tardiness penalties)

Wager Whitin [1958]

Silver Me a | [ 197 3]
Silver - Meal Heuristic
Del eersnyder [ 1992]
1
(periodic order quantity)
(least tot al cost) (part+rperiod bal s

and Peterson, 1985]

(multi-echel on) MR P
MR P

( MRP, Materi al
Requirement Pl anning)

MR P
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| dwer
bound)
( )
MR P - - - -
LBD)
( ESD) (FCS, Fini edd eGapacity Sch
MR P n an(
(detseil mi)ni (tviamey i ng
N N :
n= n=20, , T
/= J =1, , N
MG /
a(=n)n
W n)=n MG MG.: j =1, , N-1
iy(n)=n
iy(n= n iy(nN)>0 iy(n)<O0
iy (n)=0
iy(n= n iy(n)<O0 iy(n)>0
iy(n)=0
p(m)n MG
w= MG -+ MG
i =MC iy=0 P"W<i<P™ j=1, |, N-1I
T €

X( R) pln-1p(n)
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ATCK(n,X) = x(n)TC

cC,=MG (penal¢ ¥, V=LA ,N-2
Cy= C, <cCy,Vj=1LA,N-1

Cy= C, <Cy,Vj=LA ,N-1
P"=mc j =1, , N-1

P"=m¢ j =1, , N-1

pj(n)= ESD n MG

S(m= n MmC
AP ()= n MG
AL (0= n MG
AO,(N= n MG
Oo(m= n MG

OO0

MG

pl n)i(:n) MG 1 ( n
) w- 1
MG gl n) n
w- 1 MG wi
/1 MG f1
ws I2 MG Ini
Wh In

{ij(n_'_l):ij(n)_ pj+1(n)+ pj(n_\Nj)l Vj =LA ,N-Ln=0A T-1,

. . (1)
in(n+D =i (n)—d(n) + py(n—w),vn=0A ,T -1,
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(1) n-<n0  pl mp open-o der )
( ord-ea ) (sdand ecei pt)

(on-hand)

p;(n—-w;),vn-w,; <0

. . @)
i,(0=20,vj=1LA ,N
beck- rder)
i (>0 Vj=LA ,N-Ln=0A T-1 (3)
min{Pj“’”N ,ij_l(n)}ﬁ p;(n) < max{PjMAX P +0, (n)} (4)
4)
4)
TC=;:{:cj[i,-<n)—i,-]z+ca[i;(n)]2+c&[m]z} (5)
(5)
G discrete ithe) (time ab)

(mti mal) coBudgoBet hi [ 1976]

Veat &Mern [ 1994
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MR P
(BOMBi Il of Material)
(component it em)
apentem)
BOM

0 (in)
1 E (in-1)
N-l é | (i)
v

0 In 1
/NJ N
MR P MRP
(1 dio) ( 0 )
MR P MR P
iy(nN=0 Vn=wy+1A ,T-1 (6)
0

pu(0) = min{P,—M'“,—iN<0)+WZNd(k)— > m(k)} (7)

k=—wy
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py(n) >0 1
py(N)=d(n+w,) Vn=1A,T-1 (8)
1 MR P

N-12, N 1

P, (O):min{PjM'N,ij —ij(0)+wz'pj+1(k)— ipj(k)},‘v’j =N-LN-2A 1 (9)

p;(n)>0 1
N
pj(n):d[n+Zij,vj:N—LA Ln=1A ,T-1 (10)
k=i
1 MR P
MR P

PROCEDURE MRP;

{R is the net requirement for the next
R« min{PjM'N,—iN(O)jtﬁd(k)— Zl:pN(k)};
k=0 k=—wy
FOR n: =0 TO T-1 DO
IRF< 0
THEN
R RP ;
Red ( n +)l + Ry;
ELSE
R RR;
R—d ( n w1+ w
ENDI F;
NEXT n;
FOR j:=N-1 DOWNTO 1 DO

Req. (9);
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(3)

FOR n: =0 TO T-1
I F R<O
THEN
i( RPD ;
«PRiNn+) +R;
ELSE
i( RPR;
«~PRGN+3) +w
ENDI F;
NEXT n;
NEXT j;
END.
(LBD)
(1) (2) (5)
(1l ower bound) MR P
x( n) pln) x(n)
1. j=1
(1) pl(n-1) xj ()
xj (n)
(2) pl(n-1) xj (+#)
xj (n)
2.j=2, ,N
(1) (npl) (n)lxp) i nx
i( nyw i(x)
(2) (npl) (n)(xp) i nx
i( nyw i(x)

(4)
(perturb)

pln-1)

pi@dpn+wl)xj (n)

pi@dp+wl)xj (n)

ij(ln) j(n)<

ij(ln) j(n)<
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f°(Mn=0A T-Lj=1A ,N} MRP p
i“Mn=0A ,T-1j=1A N} K
p(n-1)x(np(n) x(n)
J =1
ATC (1) =D (O0F ~6 i (e w) =i po ) (11)
j =2, , N
ATC*(n x)—mx (n)®
A (12)
Healifm-ial-cfow)-i ko
j(, n, k)ATC{(n,X) 0
mxinATCjk (n,x)<0 (13)
%>0,%>0 X, (n) =0 (11) (12)
ATC{(n,x)= 0 (21 ()12
mXinATC}‘(n, X)<0 m
(j,n, k) TC xj (n)
X, (n) =iy (n+w,) —i;. (14)
X (n):_cjl[i}‘l(n)—i_j]—cj [i}((”Jer)_i_j]’vj _2A N (15)

C, 1 +C
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x;(n)eR (11) ) (AEC{(nX x(n)

= e o)k 0+ by litam -] B w) -1 o
d*ATC¥(n,X)
dx%(n)z=cjfl+cj >01
]
x. () :_ijl[ijk—l(”)_fj]_cj s -+ w) -7} ATC*(n, x)
! Ci 1 +C .
(14) (159 n) TC m
=N (15) x(n) (12) ATC(n,x)
( (5)=0)

1.iy(n+wy)>0 ¢ =c iy(n+wy)=iy(n+wy),iy(n+w,)=0,
2. iy(n+wy)<0 ¢ =c; ig(n+wy)=—y(n+wy)iy(n+wy)=0.
3.0 (n+wy)=0 ig(n+wy)=iy(n+w,)=0.

iy(n+w,)=0 Iy (N+wy)
Iy (N+wy) x(n
ic(n+wy) ig(n+wy)
( sstiep)s
x(n)/s

PROCEDURE Lower Bound;
De tem )Wiane aj |
deul@eATCK(n,x) faolml;
HILENOT dl | ATCK(n,x) |<e DO

OR j MOWNTO 2 DO
ORn =1T D-FuD O

F | ATCY(n,x) |>el

HEN T
p;(n=1) « p;(n-1)-x;(n) /s,
pj(n)<_ pj(n)+xj(n)/5;
ija(n) <, ,(n)+x,(n)/s
(n+w) «i;(n+w)-x(n)/s
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NDIF; E
NDFOR,; E
NDFOR: E
gemine Xy n )f/wn,, ajf |
deulaeATCK(n,x) faolnl;
ENDWHI L E;

END.
e @
(hesticn J
u n Ji u n+1
/ u n J u n+1
J -1 u n+1,+wj
u
n 1n+
1Y [ ]
li-1-
L |
W
J [ 1
p; (n) p;(n+1)
pj+1(n_1)< PjMIN pj+1(n_1) pj+l(n)
ij(n) ij+1(n+Wj+1)
p,u(n-1) <P 3 p,a(n-1) > P!
pj+1(n_1) u pj+1(n) u

u= maX{Pj'\ﬂN - pj+l(n_1)’i_j+1 _ij+l(n+wj+1)}

C; <C,,Vi=LA ,N-2 ¢ <cy, C,<Cy,Vj=LA ,N-1
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1. (n+w,,)>i

j+1
a4 W)<0  u=P"-p,(n-D) u P = pa(-D
i, (n) Ha(n+w,)
Pi — ppa(n-1)
2 i (n+w)<ip,
(1 )i_j+1_ij+1(n+Wj+1)<PJ’\f1|N pj+1(n_l) le\-i/—lﬁ:.N pj+1(n_1)
i_' a <ija(n+w,,)
(2) ijy-ia(+w,)>PE —p(h-1
P = Pra(n=1) pa(n-1) > PM""
j+l(n+ j+1) i_j+l a(n+tw,) =i,
| |
Ha(N+w,,) Ha(n+w,,) L (n+w,)

A / A A
I IE / I /7
u u U

> > >
PY - pj+1(n_1) P - pj+1(n_1) P - pj+1(n_1)

j+1 j+1 j+1

pj+1(n_1) le\fllN ! ]+1(n+W]+l) i_j+l
J+1(n+WJ+1) i_j+1 pj+l(n_1) ]+1(n+W]+l) i_j+1
i (<0 i (>0
pj+1(n_1) u pj+1(n) u
u= maX{ ]+l(n+WJ+l) i+17 I (n)}
1. l(n + Wj+l) i1~ > - j (n)

Ij (n) J+l(n+Wj+l)
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ij+1(n+ Wj+1) = i_j+l

2. ij+1(n+ Wj+1) _ii+l < _ij (n)

i;(n) Ha(n+w,) < i_j+l
i (n)=0 n
ij+l(n+wj+1) ij+l(n+wj+1)
A A

>
Q) v Qv

LBD B) (4)
PROCEDURE Lower _Limit,;
FORF- DOWNTO 1 DO
ORFADOWNTO 1 DO
F pJ.(n)<|PJ.M'N THEN
u:max{Pj"’”N —p, (n),i; —i; (n+1+wj)};
p; (n) < p;(n) +u;
p;(n+1) « p;(n+1) —-u;
FNn<T-w -11THEHKM+1+w) <« i (n+1+w,)+y;
I ,(n+1) «i,_,(n+1)—u;
NDIF; E
Fi, ,(n+)<OTHEN
u=max{i,(n+1+w,_) i, i, (n+1)};
I ,(n+1) « i, ;(n+1)+u;
Fn>w, T HEP,(N+1-w_) < p,,(n+1-w ) -u;
Fnzw_ THEN,_  (N-w_,) <« p;(n-w,;)+U;
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,(M+l-w ) «i _,(n+1-w,,)-u;

NDIF; E
EXT I/
NE X Tn
END.
T T-1 T-2 T-3 T-4 T-5
N — P
A
NL | | A’ D
. »
N-2 [ e
N-3 i—ﬂ
MRP ( )
(LSD Latest Start Dat e)
LSD
( backswahreddul i ng) ( i)
( EB®Dr Il Seatt
Dat e) ESD (forswahredd ul i ng
ES D LSD
pf (n) = p,(n) < B**,vn<0 (16)
MG ESD
pf(n)=P™* ,vn=0A ,T -1 (17)

MG ESD
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pS.1 (M) =minjie(n) + pe(n—w, ), P}, (1)
vn=0A ,T-1j=1A ,N-1
P (M) pi(n—-w;) n=0

i7(0)=i;(0) (16)  pj.(0) (1)

fM=0  pLO=i*OQ+pi(-w)
Q) =120+ pi-w) -PX p, =P

j+1 j+1

i7 (D Py (@ Py (@) i7(2)
Py () P2 (N)
ESD
PROCEDURE ESD_Schedul e;
pf(n) =P ,vn=0A ,T -1,
FOR=ITM®- 1

FOR O D- 1
pS..(n) = mini¢(n), P¥ |;
| F <>N- 1

THEN if(n+1)=i7(n)— pj,(n)+pj(n-w,);
ELSE if(n+D=i{(n)—d(n)+ pj(n—w;);
NEXT
N E X,T
END.

ES D

S (N=RP"™-p{(n),vn=0A ,T-1j=1A,N. (19)
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APMAX () = Zi“[PjMAx -s,()

(20)
vn=0A ,T-1j=1A,N.
AL (=3 p,(9.7n=0A T-L] =1 N (21
k=0
AO, (n) = max{AL, (n) - AP¥ (n),0}, (22)
Vn=0A T-L1j=1A N,
O, (n) = max{AO, (n) - AO, (n-1),0f (23)

vn=0A ,T-1j=1A,N.

(23) AO(-)=0j=1LA,N.

PROCEDURE Finite_Capacity_Schedul e;
FOR/ =TI®
FOR O D- 1
p; < p;(n)-0O;(n) - PjMAX;
WH | Lﬁ>0 DO
Ftihned a k & sath epf(kéir pr(k);
IF pj(k)—p;(K)>p;THEN
pj(n)(_pj(n)_p};
p; (K) <= p; (K) + pj;
p; < 0;
ELSE
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p;(n) < p;(n) - pj (k) + p; (K);
P < pj — pj(K) + p;(K);
P, (K) < p5(K);

ENDI F;
ENDWHI L E;
NEXT
N E X,/T
END.
LSD
N=3) 12 ¢1P)
2,33, 200, 2D 19010, O
constant  ainand) séasond
dem aud) A e dem ad)

ne 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1

D1 16 16 16 16 16 16 16 16 16 16 16 16

D2 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20

D3 24 24 24 24 24 24 24 24 24 24 24 24

D4 18 20 2 20 18 20 22 20 18 20 2 20

D5 16 20 24 20 16 20 24 20 16 20 24 20

D6 14 20 26 20 14 20 26 20 14 20 26 20

D7 18 18 18 22 22 22 22 22 22 18 18 18

D8 16 16 16 24 24 24 24 24 24 16 16 16
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D9| 14| 14| 14| 26| 26| 26| 26| 26| 26| 14| 14| 14
(scheduled receipt)
R1 R3
R2 R1 R3
R1 R2 R3
\ 1 2 3 1 2 3 1 2 3
-3 20 20 23 23 26 26
-2 20 20 20 23 23 23 26 26 26
-1 20 20 20 23 23 23 26 26 26
4
G Fo £ (o7
c1 1 1.1 1.5 3
c2 1 1.1 1.5 7.5
C3 1 1.1 10 20
c4 1 1.1 10 50
M1 M2 M3 16 20 24
M2 M3
M1 ) 16
M2 ) 20
M3 ) 2 4
(pil ot
R2 4 ( )
(I ower bound)

M1

test)

C1
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C2 C3 C4
108 37
C1 C2 C3 Cc4
10
C3 C4
\
c1 0. 0% 2. 7% 2.1%
c2 0. 0% 0.0% 0.0%
Cc3 19. 5% 3.8% 4.3%
c4 23. 1% 2.2% 3.8%
9 3 4
3 324
MR P (LBD Lower Bound)
MR P
( (3) (4) ) MR P
MR P LBD (3) (4)
324 MR P 124 38. 3% 124 MR P
50
MR P
\
M1 ( ) 20 12 0 32
M2 ( ) 24 0 0 24
M3 ( ) 28 24 16 68
72 36 16 124
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MR P
\
M1 ( 55. 6% 33.3% 0% 29. 6%
M2 ( 66. 7% 0% 0 % 22. 2%
M3 ( 77. 8% 66. 7% 44. 4% 63. 0%
66. 7% 33.3% 44. 4% 38. 3%
M3
M1 MR P M2
Cl C2 C3 C4
C1L Cc2 cC3
C4
FCS MR P (Cl1 C2)
\
M1 ( 31.6% 30. 6% - 31. 2%
M2 ( 43. 0% - - 43. 0%
M3 ( 34. 4% 31. 3% 20. 1% 29. 9%
35. 9% 31.1% 20. 1% 32.8%
FCS LBD (C1 C2)
\
M1 ( 2. 5% 0. 0% - 1. 6%
M2 ( 2. 3% - - 2. 3%
M3 ( 1.5% 0. 7% 0. 3% 0. 9%
2. 1% 0. 5% 0. 3% 1. 4%
FCS MR P (C3 C4)
\
M1 ( 11. 3% 27. 3% - 17. 3%
M2 ( 12. 0% - - 12. 0%
M3 ( 9. 2% 13. 0% 1. 9% 8. 82%
10. 7% 17. 8% 1. 9% 11. 6%
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FCBBD (C3 C4)
\
M1 ( ) 1.6% 0.0% 1. 0%
M2 ( ) 1.4% 1. 4%
M3 ) 1. 4% 0. 0% 0. 3% 0. 6%
1.5% 0.0% 0.3% 0.4%
50 MRP LBD
18 22
R1 (20 C2 M3 ()2 4
243MRP 48%6 238 MRP
LBD
MR P 8% LBD 2. B
MR P LB D
8.9% 2.3%
13.0% 2.7%
oy MRP
n LBD )

HM @ gy <7.4%
HY oy, >7.4%

HOL Ly > 2.6%
Hi:p <26%

z

ZM =1.75> Z,, =1.65

Z

Zt =-187<-Z,, =-165



158 89 9
5 %
MR P 7. 4% LBD 2. 6% 95 %
(back-order)
MR P
(3) (4)
LBD
324
MR P LBD
MR P 11.6% 32.8% LBD 0.4% 1. 4%
5 % MR P 7. 4% LBD 2.
MR P LBD (3) (4) 500

243 MR P LBD

6 %

50
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Capacity and Material Con
Scheduling

Hone M YEH

Depart ment of ntenrfto,r nfau i Joenn Mzantahgoel i ¢ Uni versity

ABSTRACT

The globalization of enterpriofesl nared nehe habe qunatdeu st hap psl ui pcpe
scheduling under the constraints of capacity and materi al an i
a supply chain constrained by capacity and materi al so that th

and finished goods and the bmthkiomided. cosGurofapfpirmiacthed ngo ad e s

solution of traditional MRP s(clheDB)u, ean ae arhleiog tt -i ctad r tl -odveetre bsoaume
a finite-capacity schedule (F@Y).conOupbol apperoagh i sProbpoesdt onn:s
based on which we design al gmeitthloms f o@pttihmnealp rsooplousteido ns cohfe dtuH & n
problem is obtaitntkad bandc uime r u sbeodu nade otfh et hleoweornstrai ned probl em.
computational experi ments of ovnasrtiaonuts, dseemaasnodn ad at tsetrenps, ianncdl urdda md
probl ems wer e cxopnedruicnieendt.s shbw ebsul osiri mpprgaeht i mprovement
with the traditional MRP schedul eur sTchleru yt ei xopnesrsiemreenot & & hael sloo wsehro v
bounds.

Keywosrdmsply chain, pmaatnenriinagl, rmoepgtuiimaelmecnotnt r ol t he
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