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A Proof of Transitivity of Job-Pair Comparison Rule to
Minimize Total Tardiness in a Single Machine

Tae-Joon Jeon* ' Sung-Ho Park**

a Abstract »

In this paper, We propose the Job-Palr Comparisoen (JPC) rule to minimize total tardiness in a
single machine. For this purpose we derive conditional expression to choose the desirable job
sequence. We also prove the transitivity of JPC rule, to prevent cycle and to decrease the complexity

of comparison.
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