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Computational complexity of scheduling problems to minimize total

weighted tardiness
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A7y a—Y v BERIERA RIS N TE D, Z2oREMZH E L CGEEEICE 1T 2 T A Y 2 — Y
YIDBHETOND. CNHDATY =) v B L T, ETICEE R job 1T BB IE A /MU T 2 R I
IMER T & 2 =) v JRIER, % job ODEHEE 2L TEHARIT 21774 > 7 L CEEZ RAMET % H AN & BB R /)
CRr Y a—=V v JREEZZEZDZ D%\, LaL, 206 DRED%  1X NP-hard TH % 2 L BPEICAIS LT
£ (Lenstra-Kan-Brucker [5]), 2D A7 ¥ 2 —V v FRiEZ fE  BRI2E, HlfVSEEz2 ORI % LEHE
EMMEDOBIR P O BIENL Ay 2=V v VRELE L TR SRR ZH 5P UOAI>TH T EHE L &
5. £7z, job ZMT % 7- O DILETH 5 machine DXKEICHIET 2 5H DRI Z KD 51213, machine %
1 BICBRE L 1WA Y 2 —) v JREICN T 23 EEME 2 RO 2 Z LN L 72 5.

1 BEMAREIE R AMEUAR 7 ¥ 2 — ) v JREE X O 1 BWE AN EREERAMUAR 72 2 — ) v VT RE O FHEAEHENE
BTS2 HF%E TiE, J. K. Lenstra, A. H. G. Rinnooy Kan, P. Brucker 2% filfJ5&t: D 72 WEHE A & FEER/IME 2
7Y a—Y v 7R NP-hard TH % Z & #/8 L 7z (Lenstra-Kan-Brucker [5]). & 512, J. Du & Y. T. Leung
ZEED job T LT, Z0HEAZ 1 L L7 E, ThbLHINGFED R WIREBIER/MUA 7Y 22— v FREE
NP-hard TH % Z & Z/R" L7 (Du-Leung [3]). £/ IZ# 6 &ilifT LT, EAPHMUIFZICH L T X DBl z
L EAN EREERAMUA 7Y 2 =) Y IO W TOE LT TE D, Kiic, E. M. Arkin £ R. O.
Roundy 1ZfEED job X LT, ZDHEADNZ D job DAIHRFRNICE L v & 9 RHEAN SELR/IMEA 7S 2 —
Y v 7T NP-hard TH % Z & Z2/R8 L 7 (Arkin-Roundy [1]). & 512, & job DOFEATRIEERFZN A L CHillKy 2
A T BAN EREIER/MUAR 7Y 2 — ) v FREDFHHEEHEMEICBI L TiX, J. K. Lenstra, A. H. G. Rinnooy Kan,
P. Brucker 2% fEE D job DFEATHRERIZIDY 0 DL k& % % K 9 EAMN EBLERAMEAR 7Y 22— v 7THED
NP-hard TH % Z & 278 L 7= (Lenstra-Kan-Brucker [5]).

KFSLTIE, LR D job ITN L TZDEADIZ D job DUMIRIRRNICE L < 22, % job OFEFTAIREREZII KT L Tl
BR% N Z 72 1 BEWE A S IBIERAMEA 7 ¥ 22— ¥ ZR#ES NP-hard TH % 2 L DitH%Z 52 %.

2 AT Ia1-IVIDEEERE

AT, KFSCTHOW R ER LRIV THRS, A7 Y2 —Y v ZVHEROERICE L Tld Pinedo [7] %, &
REMEEIEROERICBI L T3 Garey-Johnson [4] &7 5.

AT Y 21— 2% (scheduling) &, < 22D # (machine) IZ X > T {29 D 5 (job) ZNHT 5 L &,
machine OB o 126 LT, HllfISHE B 279 X 9 7 job DMMIEFZED 5 Z L&\, 2D L EDOUNHENET
% AT a—)b (schedule) &\ . K, HIBEE v 2i/MET 2272 2 —)L S %2 RBAT Y a—Ib (optimal
schedule) £\ 9. F/o, RlA 7Y 2 —)L S 2R B[EHEZ AT a—") YRR (scheduling problem) &\,
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al|Bly TERYT. 61, A7V a— NV ETHHAINS m+ 1 5D machine DESHZ M = {My, My,...,M,,},
Z3 5 D machine TUBT 2 n+ 1D job DESE J={Jo,J1,...,Jn} €T 5. £/, A7T 2 — V2RI
R 2% AV M F¥—b (Gantt chart) &9 (¥ 1). KL Tld machine 28 1 BDHEDAZHK) 720,
P#Em=0,a=1%,732. 512, HEZATP 2= IZBWT J; 28 J, KO ANl INE %, J, < J, T
R, ;D J, KORBRIUEINDEZ L%, J; > J, TET.

M, Jo J2

~V

K1l :m=1,n=4DLEDATTa—NE2RLELINYFFv—1FDH

J; O S0IBEFR (processing time) & 1%, J; % machine T T 272 DICH T ZHRHED Z E &2 v\ p, TRT. £
7, J; O RITOIEERFZ] (release date) & 1%, machine 2% J; DU ZFAIGT 2 2 LR L & B REZ 2 VW ry TE
T, 51T, J; D FETRA (completion time) & 1%, machine 2% J; DU 258 17§ 2 KZ 2 W\, C; TET.

J; O FEYIREZ (due date) & 1%, machine 2% J; MM 25T L 2 T UL % 6 R ORI Z W, d; TRT. 72,
J; O B (weight) LiF, A7 Y 2 — IV R2RICEIT S ZD job ODREEEZERTHIEE L\, w; TRT. KX T,
EED J, € JITHT % weight ZIEOEEEE T 58, 2DXHIZLTH weight HOKNERIIEDLS W &
5, A7 Y a—Y v I/EO—RIEZREbNZ .

ERED J, € JIZXW LT, max(C; — d;,0) & J; O EFE (tardiness) &\, T; TERT (K 2). £/, KX Tl
max(C; —d;,0) & (C; —dy)T ERTILELETE. 61T, & J; € JITRNLT, 2D weight & tardiness D, T
bbb wT, % EMIEEIE (weighted tardiness) &\, 2T J; € J I T % weighted tardiness DFRHI,
bt Y wT;  EMTEREE (total weighted tardiness) &> 7).
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A Y 2= v 7DD preemption TH S & X, H 5 job ZUHT 2 & X, Z DU Z TR DR THIRT S
B, D job DUBZEIT) X I BRAT P 2= VB2 R 2=V 7 T35 %25 EE% ). machine 281 A
DYty preemption DEMIZE > T, A7 Y 2=V v 7 INTEA ERBERIMEARA 7Y 2 —) S ITNd 2 EHA
i EFEIEDEIZZL L 2\ 2 EDFI S 1T 5 (McNaughton [6]). X > TARRILD A7 Y 2 —) v FH#ETIE,
preemption ZEZ A%\ L LT 5.

&% % machine 2% job DAIEZFAME T 2 £ CHFEEL TV 2REZ idle £ ). &, HEZAT Y2 —LIlBWL
T, job DABEZBHIRT 2 2 EDHHETH 5 DI idle LT\ 5% X 9 7% machine BWHEAEL BWEE, ZD X IR AT
Y 2—)V% non-delay TH % &> . machine 2% 1 5 T2 preemption %% 2 72 \» X 9 72 HAN EELR /]
CA7r Y 2= v REEDOEE, A7 Y 2—Y v 7 X4k non-delay TR\WAT Y 22—V, idle L T\ % K % 1l
B L job OMBEEAMRNGZ % Fe 5 T & T, total weighted tardiness 255 L \» £ 7213 X D /N X\ non-delay 72 A 77
Pa— VIR Y a—=Y VI LIETILNARTH 505, non-delay B AT Y 2 — VIR A YT ¥ a— )L L7
5. XoT, KX Tld non-delay AT P 2 —NDAREZEZLI ELETS.

& % problem Q 7% JRFEMRE (decision problem) TH % & &, Q ITKT 2fED Yes 713 No ThH 5[l Z »
9. £72Q, Q' % problem £ T 5% & Z, Q 2 Q ~ EITAEE (reducible) TH 5 L%, Q" DEED instance 1Tk}
LT Q O instance ZfE< & Q' @ instance bEIT 5 X 912 Q' @ instance 2°5 Q @ instance % polynomial
time T construct $5 2 LB TELLEEZ VL, Q' ox Q THRT.

% 72, problem Q »° NP 5££ (NP-complete) TH 5 1%, Q e NP TH Y, fFED Q' e NP IZWL T, Q' o Q
ZWi7zTEZ R V). I 61T, problem Q 23 NP H# (NP-hard) TH % &1, fEED Q e NP IR LT, Q o Q
il T EER VT,

3 1 BREHMISHREERIMER TV 21—V JE

AREiTIE, 1 BEWEAA ZFEIERAMEA 7Y 2 — ) v JTIEOBEIC DWW TR 5.
a=1vy=3" wT 2T A7rya—Y vy 7ME 5 1] 37" jwl Z, 1 BREKM EEEERIMER
T3 21—"Y VMR (one machine scheduling problem to minimize total weighted tardiness) & \»9.

1 BEPRER A E FOEIER/AMUAR 7 ¥ 2 — Y v ZREICN LT, RO Z LA N TW 5.

EHE 3.1. (Lenstra-Kan-Brucker [5]) A7 ¥ a2—Y v 7R 1] > " jwT; 1 NP-hard TH 5.

4 release date ZHIFR U7 1 BBEAH M ETHEER/IMERTY 21—V VI RIE

KFSLTlE, weight MO release date Z IR L7z 1 BRE M S MIBILRAMEA 7Y 2 —) v JRTE, K
Lwy=pi,1i=00<i<a),r,=bla+1<i<n)| > ,wT; 2 NP-hard TH 5 Z &%, BL'TD Subset Sum
Problem 2% Z ORJED PERE reducible TH 2 Z EZFIHL TR L .

Subset Sum Problem (Karp, 1972)
INSTANCE : IEQ®E 2 HRICF>HIRES A, I(EO%H B.
QUESTION : HEOMMMN B L2 k9% A DFIHES A ZHET L.

ROEHPH SN TS,

EE 4.1. Q, Q' % problem &3 %. Q" » NP-complete TH D, Q € NP, Q' o« Q % 51X, Q 1 NP-complete.



I 51T, weight ZHIR L 72 1 BEMEA A ESREBLERIMUA 7 ¥ 2 =Y v ZJHEIZO W T, RO Z LA NT
W5,

EME 4.2. (Arkin-Roundy [1]) A7 ¥ a—Y Y 78 1 |w;, =p;| Y iowT; ¥ NP-hard TH 5.

E. M. Arkin & R. O. Roundy 2%&EHE %2758 $EIC A7 instance ZIGHT 2 &, RERT I ENTE 3,

EE 4.3. 0<a,b<n Zil7TEED a, b ITHL T,
AP a—Y VI 1w, =pi,ri=00<i<a),r,=bla+1<i<n)| > ,w7T; & NP-hard TH 5.

5 due date ZHIRUTc 1| BMEH T ESHEBERIERTY 21— Y JHE

weight O due date IZHIBRZ M Z 72 1 BMRE AN ZIBER/AMUA 72 2 =) ¥V JREICDOWT, RO LN
HMonTwna.

EE 5.1. (Cheng-Ng-Yuan-Liu[2)) 0 < a < LI LT, A7 ¥ 2=V VY 7# 1 |d; = ap; + ¢, wi = kpi | 1o wiT;
& NP-hard TH 5.

6 #¥bobic

LD job 12X LT, Z?D weight 23Z D job ® processing time 125 L \» &\ I fillfI5H1C release date DflFR
ZINZ 72 1 BMEAN S REIER/IMER 7 2 22— ¥ ZT#E2S NP-hard TH 5 2 £ 2R CTR L7, 581, Z
LT due date DHIRZ N Z 72 1 BEWE A EFELR /MU R 72 22— ¥ ZTEIC T 2 R HEVE D FERH I H
DFHATOE 2w, A7 Y a—Y v 7RTEICH LT A IR 2 2 218, SHREHM:Z KD 5 72 D instance
ZORMEREHIC R D 2 00, KESCTEMBEEMEZ R LAY 22— v I due date DHFIRZ N A7 1
BRI A4 S OB IER/MEAR 7 2 2 — Y v IS 2 5HREHEVEOFEBHICER L T, #1177 instance DHELE
PZOHBETIRIIOVWTER T EVBRELELLTHAS ).
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