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Machine Layout Decision Algorithm for Cellular Formation Problem

Sang-Un Lee™

Abstract

Cellular formation and layout problem has been known as a NP-hard problem. Because of the
algorithm that can be solved exact solution within polynomial time has been unknown yet. This paper
suggests a systematic method to be obtain of 2-degree partial directed path from the frequency of
consecutive forward order. We apply the modified Kruskal algorithm of minimum spanning tree to be
obtain the partial directed path. the proposed reverse constructive algorithm can be solved for this
problem with O(mn) time complexity. This algorithm performs same as best known result of heuristic and

metaheuristic methods for 4 experimental data.
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[. Introduction
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Table 1. Cellular Formation and Layout Problem
(a) 8x20 problem

Nachi Product

e o T3 T4 5 6 [7 [8 19 1 10, 1] 12 1314 15 16| 7] 18] 19] 20

i ]2 ] 3] 17 7

3 (1] |14 2 T 2

3 3 T3 120 23] 12111 |2

1 51z2] [2[2 2 ANE

5 |2 HE K 1 2

5 |1 1 ANE 2 3

7 33] 133 B AN

8 14 [41 NE
(b) 1219 problem

Machine

Product T3 [4]5[6[7[8 o [0[N]®

7 2 3

2 P 4 51615

3 [1]2 3 a5 6

7 ] 2 3 3

5 [ 2[4 513

6 T3 4152

7 2 1 3[4

8 3 51214 67

9 i1 23 516

0 3 2 4

1 7 2

2 T2 3

13 2 1

4 2 3

5 3 2 2

6 2 3

7 2 [

18 T2

19 2 T3

(c) 20x20 problem

Product Machine
112|3[4]5]|6|7[8]9]10 1112 13 14 15 16 17/ 1§ 19 20
1 2 3 1 4 5
2 213 1
3 1 3[2
4 31 412
5 1 314 2
6 5 1 2 314
7 1 213
8 5 3 4 2 1
9 |4 2 35 1
0 3 112
1 3 1 2
2 |5 3 1 4 2
3 112 3 4
4 |34 1 2
5 112 314
6 312 1 4
7 12 1 3
8 1 4 213
9 2|1 4 3
0 [3 2 4 1
(d) 25x40 problem
bchine
1123456789 [10] 1] 12 13][ 14] 15[ 16| T7] 18] 19] 20] 21] 22] 23] 24] 25|
1 5 3 il 4 2 6
2 213 4 1
3 2 3 1
4 1 2
5 3 2 1
6 3 2 1
7 3 2 5 4 1
8 1 3 2
9 3 4 1 2
0 211 3
1 2 3 1
2 [1 4 3 215
3 3 2 1
4 4 1 2 3
5 4 3 5 1 2
6 1 3 2 4
7 1 3 2
3[2 1
9 11312
20 2 1
21 11312
2 3 412 1
23 2 3 1
24 1 2
25 1 3 2
26 2 3 4 1
27 1 312
28 21113
2 32 1
30 4 2 3 1
31 2 1 3
R 21113 4
3 1 3 2
A 2 113
35 2 4 113
% [2]3 4 1
37 3 2 1
38 213 1
39 2 1
40 2 3 1

8x 20 A9} 25 x 40 EAl 3] Aok RCAS 3T
A 747F & 29 & 39 AAE] vt & 3914 RCA
3 AL F 4o B2 AASATE 12199 2020 ¥
Aol el H e Axpeks F 500 AAEHAT

Table 2. Reverse—Constructive Algorithm for 8 <20 Problem
(a) Step 1

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
1 1 5 1 1
2 1 1 2 1 1
3 1 1
4 2 1 3
5 1 1 1
6 1 1 2 1
7 1 1 1 4
8 2 1 1
(b) Step 2 & Step 3
Sort | Simplify Cell formation Cell M
5(1,3) 5(1,3) 5(1,3) 5(1,3) {2,4,5,6,7,8}
4(7,8) 47,8 47,8) 5,(1,3), 4(7,8) {2,4,5,6}
3(4,7) 34,7 34,1+ 4(7,8)=7(4,7,8) 5,(1,3), 7(4,7,8) {2,5,6}
2(2,4) 2(2,4) 22,4)+7(4,7,8)=9(2,4,7,8) 5,(1,3), 92,4,7,8) {5,6}
2(4,2) - - - {5,6}
2(6,5) 2(6,5) 2(6,5) 5,(1,3), 9(2,4,7,8), 2(6,5) {p}
2(84) 2(84) - - -
= (1,3), C,=(2,4,7,8), C; = (6,5)

(c) Step 4
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Machine Product Prod Machine
11213/415161718[9110 11 1213 1415 16 1718 19 20 alolsl1dig7[1d4f2ie]1]2]17203 [ 1129 5] 1922 15 14 13 23 1] 24
T 1]2 11 (1] |1 1 0 3
3 2 2[3] [2] [2[3] [2 2 19 2
2 4 2 %} . T3
4 2
7 2 z D23 ;
8 4(4 4 3 5 1 i 3[4 6
6|1 1 211 _[3 2 3 5 2
5 |2 2[5 3 1 1 2 176 5 g
(d) Step 5 17 312
30 304
Machine Product 1 2 3
AREINEEEEEBRRREENBERE 25 1 3
1 4[4[ [3[1][1][1 1]2 g . 2 1
3 [2[2[3[2[2]3]2[1]2 5 37
2 2 1[1[1]4]2]2 40 3
4 5[2]2[2[1]1 2 127 34 . 1 5
7 1 3[3]3[3[4]4 2 i - z 5
8 4(ala[1]3]5 3 3
6 2 3[A[1[1]3]2 9 412
5 2 5 2[2[3[1]1 3 ]
33 2
Table 3. Reverse—Constructive Algorithm for 25 <40 Problem 5 T ? 7
(a) Step 1 > 3
1123456 [7][8]9 a1 121314 15[ 16 17 18[19 20 21 27 23 24 25 3] 1 3
1 |2 1 T3] 11213
2 K 1 32 A
3 1 2 1 5 2 3
4 1 2 1 20 2
HEE 1 2 2 £ ) 4 3
6 1 1 1)1 37| 3
7 1 2] |2 39 2
8 13 1 1 d) Step 5
9 1 2 -
10 2 1 Prod Machine
th 1 1 1 ol 118 7164 21[6]28 1 ]2 1720 3 [ 11 5[ 19 22] 15 14 13 23 17 24
10 3
2 1 2 1 KK R 2
13 1 i 5
14 1 22 113
15 1 1 281213
16 2 1 HE 1 38 ]
i TI213[2 3
7] 1] [1 1 3 >
18 3 EE 176 5 g
19 2 1 & B
20 2 1 1 ] =Tz
21 3 [1 1 T 2 3
2 1 2 1 25 1 3
3 1 2 2 = o 1
24 1 35 3[4
FEEIE 1 420 - 3
(b) Step 2 & Step 3 ; 5 mE 7 2
PRad Machine 3 K
¢ [T a8 7 [Te A 126 [T 2 [ 14203 [T 295 [T 22 15 14 123 12 9 7
T T12[3]4[5 6 13
2 2[3(4 i 14 1
3 1123 33 p)
5 1 3 2 B E]
7 Sl1]2[4[3 15 5 1 1
9 1(3[a]2 23 3
[ EN 3 24 2
2 i 3] |4 2 31 1
3 132 EE| 1]2]3
4 3[4[2] |1 32 4[3[1]2
6 a[3[2][1 4 1
7 3|21 6 2 3
9 2 20 2
21 2 26 2 1 s
2|24 il E 34
[ 28[1[2(3 37 3
30 112[3[4 9 2
3 3 |12
36 2[3 1 4
[ B[3]2 i
81 1 T 12 . 820 TAI9F 25x40 Aol tigk RCA Z3E CASE,
3 > ] 4 2 GGA, CCA, CLASSS} v w3t Axi= 7b7F 3% 62 3 7] A|Al
24 2
% Pl 3 ol Qo)
2 112 3
3 o 2[5t T AlobEl RCAE CCASH 593 478 dlon, CCAY #
0) 12 3 6 &A= .
73 paEl g 28 iR AS s Wy il Bk AAFQ W
6 2 113 )
B . LI He 488 548 23 9
i I3 2 2] 48 ol RCAS) T el AshE v
32 4[3[12 _
E2 T[2[3 A= 1 8l Aol Atk o37]AM, RCAE 27H4] ARE
37 3 1 _
[ 3ol 2 BoFal Q) zF Agdolg o] Ak At 334 ASkH

(c) Step 4
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Table 4. Cell Formation Process of Reverse—Constructive Algorithm for 25 >40 Problem

Sort Simplify Cell formation Cells M
3810 3810) 3810 3810 {1234567911,121314151617,18192021,2223 2425
3187 3187 3187 3810, 3(187) (1234569111213 14151617,1920.21,22.23 24,25
3216 3216 3216 3810, 3187, 3(216 {1,2345911,12,1314151617,1920.22,23 2425
21,2) 21.2) 21,2) 3810, 3(187), 3216, 2(12) 3459111213 14151617,1920,22,23 2425}
2311) 2311) 2311) 3(810) 3(187), 3216) 212, 2311) {459121314151617,192022232425
2(416)2(164)  2(416) 2(416) 3810, 3(187), 3@1,6), A12), 2311) 2416 {591213141517,192022,23 24,25}
2(516) 2(516) - 3810, 3(187), 3@1,6), A12), 2311) 2416 {591213141517,192022,23 24,25}
25192(195| 2519 2519 3810, 3(187), 3216, 2(1.2, A311), 2416), 2519 {912,13141517,2022,23 24,25
2(7,16) 2(7,16) 3(187)+2(7,16)+2(164)=7(187,164) 3810, 7(187,164) 3(216) 212), 2311), 2519 {912,13141517,2022,23 24,25}
27,18 - - -
2998 298 2(99+3810=59810 509810, 7(187164) 3216) 2(12) 2311), 2519 {1213141517,2022,23, 2425
20108 - - -
2(127) 2(127) - 59810, 7(187,164), 3216) 21,2 2311), 2519 {1213141517,2022,23 24,25}
2(164) - - -
2(195) - - -
2203) 2(203) 2(203)+2(311)=420311) 59810, 7(187,164), 3(21,6), 1,2), 420311) 2519 {1213141517,22,232425
22215 2(2215) 22215 59810, 7187164, 3(21,6), 2(1,2), 420311), 2(519) 22215 {121314,17,232425)
22312) 22312) 22312) 59810, 7(187,164), 3216), 21,2), 420311), 2519, 22215), 22312 {131417,24.25)
2(2316) 2(2316) - 59810, 7(187.164), 3216, 21,2), 420311) 2519, 22215, 22312 {131417,2425)
1(1,24) 101.24) - 509810, 7(187,164) 3(216), 2(12), 420311), 2519, 22215) 22312) (1314172425
1217) 1217) 2012+1R17)=3(1.217) 509810, 7(187,164) 316), 3(1217), 420311) 2519) 2215) 22312 (13142425
1825 1825 - 509810, 7(187,164) 316), 3(1217), 420311) 2519) 22215) 2312 (13142425
1825 1825) - 59810, 7(187,164), 3(21,6), 3(1217), 420311), 2(519), 22215), 22312) (13142425
11125 | 101125 420311)+1(11,25=5(203,11,25) 59810, 7(187,164) 3216, 3(1217), 520311,29, 2(519), 22215), 22312 (131424
101224 1(1224) 22312)+1(12,24=3(312,24 59810, 7(187,164), 3216), 31,217, 520311,.25), 2519, 22215, 3231224 {1314
11315 | 10315 - 509810, 7(187,164) 3(216), 31217, 52031125, 2519, 22215, 3231224 (1314
1(1413) 1(1413) 1(1413) 59810, 7(187,164), 3(21,6), 31217, 520311,25), 2519, 222,15, 3(231224) 1(1413) {}
1(1514 1(1514) | 22219+1(1514+1(1413)=4(22,151413) | 59810, 7187164, 3(21,6), 3(1217, 520311,29, 2519 422151413) 3(231224) {}
Table 5. Result of Reverse—Constructive Algorithm for 12 <19 and 20 <20 Problem
(a) 12x19 (b) 20<20
i Prod Machine
Product Machine "N 0] AT 2] 13 4] 6] 17 5 150 6] 7] 9] 18] 3] 11] 2] 8[19] 20
1] 2| 3| 5| 6 4| 8| 9| 11] 10| 7| 12 9 4] 5 21 1 3
1 1 2] 3 14 | 2] 3 411
2 11 2 31 4[5 6 17 2| 3 1
3 1] 2 3[ 5] 6 4 20 | 2] 3] 4 1
4 1 2 4 3 6 2[ 3] 4] 5 1
7 11 2| 3] 4 7 21 3] 1
8 3] 1] 2| 4] 5[ 6] 7 15 11 21 3] 4
9 1] 2| 3| 4] 5[ 6 5 21 3] 4
10 1 2| 3| 4 8 2 1 3l 4
5 1 2 5 3[ 4 13 4 3[ 1] 2
6 1 4] 5 2| 3 16 113] 2 4
11 1 2 7 2] 1 3] 4 S
12 1 3[ 2 12 5] 4 3 1] 2
13 2 2 3[ 1] 2
14 1 2| 3 4 4 11 2] 3
15 1] 2[ 3] 4 11 2 3 1
16 1] 3] 2 19 4 11 3] 2
17 1] 2 3 1] 3] 2
18 1 2 10 3[ 1] 2
19 1 2] 3 18 | 4 1] 2] 3
Table 6. Compare of Algorithm Performance for 8 <20 Problem
(a) CASE (b) CLASS, GGA, CCA, RCA,
Machine . Product
Product ST e To T 7314 g 7419 3 [ 2 [6 [7] 7820 1[5 [10 1413 Machine T e To T 7374 1g 7119 3 | 4 [6 [ 7] 7820 1[5 [10 1413
3 [2]2]3]2]2]3]2]1]2 1 113 [1]3]1]2
1 s [1]3]1]2 3 |2]2]3]2]2]3][2]1]2
4 5(2[2[2[1]1 2 2 2 1(1]1]4]2]2
7 1 3(3[3[3][4]4 2 4 5(2[2[2[1]1 2
8 4(ala[1]3]5 7 1 3(3[3[3[4]4 2
2 2 1(1]1]a]2]2 8 4(4ala[1]3]5
5 2 5 22311 6 2 31132
6 2 3[1]1]1]3[2 5 2 5 2(2[3[1]1
Cell No.  [Machine| Product B, | N | Ny | oM1(%) Cell No.  [Machire] Product B | N | Ny | omr(%)
1 (31 {28911,1314161719}| 9 | 1 9 111 1 (1,3 [{28911,1214161719} 9 | 5 9 56
2 (4732) {3467,1820) 7|18 R9 2 (2478 {3467,1820} 619 |18 00
3 (56) {151012,15} 1 5 200 3 65 {15101215} 51 2 5 400
ACMI(% ) A3YAR217% A CMI(% ) 10.0/20-50.0%
OMI(%) | Y41=20% OMI(%) | 16/41=39.0%
ACUI(%)| 1000% Acui(%)| 1000%
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Table 7. Comparison of RCA with Other Algorithms for 2540 Problem
Cell No CASE CLASS CCA RCA
’ Machine Product Machine Product Machine Product Machine Product
1 14,1315,22 18,32 9,810,18,7,4,16,1,2,17|1,25,7,10,15,16,17,19,21,22,28 30,36,38 |  810,9 10,19,21,22,28,33 8,109 10,19,21,22,28,38
2 1847,16 157,16,17,30 2420311,25 39,12,13,1433 187164 | 157161730 187,164 1,57,16,17,30
3 195 815232431 21,65,19 811,2324,25,29.31,35,40 216 | 11,2527,2935,40 216 11,25,27,2935,40
4 203,112 39,13,14,33 23,12,22,15,14,13 4,6,18,20,26,.27,32,34,37,39 25,1217 212,36 251,217 212,36
5 216 11,25,27,29,35,40 - - 203,11 39,13,14,33 203,11 3,9,13,14,33
6 2312 4,6,20,26,34,37,39 - - 519 815,23,24,31 519 815,23,24,31
7 1,217,224 2,12,36 - - 22,15,14,13 18,32 22,15,14,13 1832
8 9,810 10,19,21,22,28 38 - - 231224 | 46,20,2634,37,39 | 231224 4,6,20,26,34,37,39
ACMI(%) 465% 48.8% 52.7% 52.7%
OMI(%) 26.3% 30.5% 32.6% 32.6%
ACUI(%) 83.5% 22.4% 83.3% 83.3%
Table 8. Comparison of Algorithms
CASE CLASS CCA GGA RCA
#A No. of x| ona | acur[Ne: of acwr| onn | acur [N of e | owa | acur [N, o acv| ovr | acur [N off acua| ont | acur
cells cells cells cells cells
3 |50.0%|39.0%(100.0%
“ 210 )90, 0, < 0, 10, “ 10, 10, 10, “ 10, 10, 0/
8% 20 3 21% | 22% [100.0%| 3 {50.0%|39.0%|100.0%| 3 |50.0% |39.0%(100.0%| 3 |50.0%39.0%100.0%) 5 150.0%|41.5%| 75.0%
2 |65.2%|52.7%| 57.1%
qQ — _ — _ b 0, 500 _ _ — _ — D 0, 50 —
1219 2 | 65% | 50% 2 | 65% | 50% 5 165.2%152.7% 57.1%
6 |69.5%|40.7%| 85.5%
2020 | - | - | - | - | 4 |6%[#M%| - | - | - |- | - | -] -|-|-
2 oM 4 |64.9%|44.1%)| 63.6%
_ _ _ 8  |52.7%|32.6%| 83.3%
25 X 40 8 |465%(26.3% |835% | 4 [488%(305%|224% | 8 |52.7% [32.6%|83.3% | - - - - 1 154.8%|36.8%| 43.9%

RCAE Fd3t= WS, atdS f=19 & 55 94 1
olglel dig] A W, F7He A AS-olh Ax= oMl
& ACUI 9 #34E 2= o, 32+ oMz =93}
A7) A&l A N, B Fe el OMI & 3dA171W
ACMI % ACUI 7} 43k 7 ekl 9ty GGATE ACUI &
2314 ol ACMISt OMT o 2 due]E AT v
H| Wk A2 9ou7t glok A2, 82000 tisl] Alte &
HYEE f=17H BF s 2709 As dom, Z
o] 74 &AE WIS H A4S (2,y) 2, Al T
ek A3l {z,y} = ¥718k4 (2,4,7,8),{3,4,6,7,18,20} T
(6,5,1,3),{1,2,5,8,9,10,11,12,13,14,15,16,17,18} & LI+=t}
o] AL, ACMI=50.0%, OMI=41.5%, ACUI=75.0% =
OMIE 2.5% Z7W7171 $18l ACUTE 25% S|RA7]&
A7E 9=

¥ 87 Ta ACMI, OMIg} ACUI®| 37H4 A&7 A%
Z A9 ¥ CASEE BE X597l 2 X sl 270 dlelg
FEEoA A S dx] B3t on, CLASSE 471 dlolH
ol A 820 dlo]Ef o]l Azt ACMI, OMIgF ACUI] 4
e AL, 12x19 HolEH ] i = ACMIRE 20x20 d]o]
Elo] dlsijA= ACMISF OMI A5 #4 slE I3t} E3,
25 x40 dlelHel] tiEiE 4 sig deu Asisisitt. CCAE 2
7l eleleo] el ACMI, OMISH ACUI 452 H4 &2 o

°om GGAE 820 Hlo]Eel thallal= ACMI, OMIgH ACUL A5
o] HA e AL v, 1219 tlo]E]ol thsHdE ACMI
Rt HA e At o|ZHH V&Y dugEES ¢
2 glolgolut 2&¥ 3 ACMI, OMISH ACUIY A HEE

n
T G5 ALoAwt A S5 dof dntstE dargFolt

40 o

& 4 glrk ko], Alokd RCA=

dol nrh dntshe dar

Aol & 4 9
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