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Complexity of variance optimization
from production lines to computer networks

XU Xiao-yun, WANG Long
(Department of Industrial Engineering and Management, Peking University, Beijing 100871, China)

Abstract ; Variance optimization is essential to providing performance stability and quality of service ( QoS) in many
engineering systems. It is widely regarded as one of the more difficult problems in quadratic combinatorial optimiza-
tion. Two important subclasses are the completion time variance problem and the waiting time variance problem.
The current status of research and new theoretical developments in these fields needed to be examined in detail.
The complexities of two special cases of these problems were explored, and one of them was shown to belong to
Class P. It was further shown that a symmetrical spiral-shaped structure inheres in all optimal solutions of this case,
and also exists in a more generalized case of the deviation problem with arbitrary order. Aspects of practical imple-
mentation of the variance optimization problem were summarized and further extended to the area of computers and
their network systems.

Keywords ; completion time variance; waiting time variance; quality of service; just-in-time

FZEEA—F IR REAT E T EEE,
TE LR 8 B T2 RS0 RN R FIR %5 TR
2HL%. B R R4 N (just-in-time, JIT)
IR R R 4, o R IR 45 R & ( quality of
service, QoS) WEEMREZ —" , £ 5
BUSUEEA B Z RN .

FEMARERFZ TRAGTEERBIN—
KA. FlInAEAr= RaH , TN 2 BT 47

15 75 F1 #2:2009-06-21.
ESWH: B 8 AR EE GBI H (10972002).
EIEEE 5B S. E-mail ; xiaoyun. xu@ pku. edu. cn.

WREAAERERW. REDHZWRER, THEHE
BB AR R e , B[R] _L A Rt Rt i, B
AP B H S (work in process, WIP) ${ &% & 3
B, AT RGNS R G, MR
AR BTy 204k R s S RS, B
RAMRBHERRN AT R, FIIEERE ARG
ZET I EREEY . N —KEH LB (eali-
ness ) A1 ( tardiness ) $.X [A] B I AR, FOAH LB
REHERNEF AR T AR 48
;lﬁm .

A SCHEX T 2 DbAL R BB AR SC B SR A T 42 T [B]



- 476 - BB R & % #®

F4%

O, FFARTT LR A B 1 B % LA AR BE 2 4
IR 2. AR — 248 I — A il [
NIRRT S0, BT P XRE , AR ER
HABHER B ILTRAE , 3738 RGeS U py 45 R
TR T —RELEB B2 R

U 07 240 e TR B 7 R
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(weighted flow time variance ) f54L” . W2 EE 4k ] 2E
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By e 18] p; FIANE o; ¥ORIEF 4 BB 50, anfapiée

Sk T AEHEFE, 4 BE 048 H 7 0 Z"lv,(c,- o

(WCTV [F45) 5 i”i<wf %) (WWTV [1) &
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tion time variance) F1 WTV ( waiting time variance) .
Eilon Fl1 Chowdhury[m M T B E RS2 WIV [
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5\ % CIV AR T 0(n’ anl’ﬂ B STt

BRI, W\ — A ERR T CTV [MEA TR
3% NP-hard [5]55( NP-hard in the strong sense'® ) ; Gup-
ta Z 34 CTV [MEHHR I TR TRAEBRNEE
A Ventura Fl Weng”' NEERELH ., %t CTV 1145
M T —AF 8 (M T Kubiak B 3l 25 35 R #
B B BRI IS R B H Ak ek
B2 T R B AR — T FR. R B,
BB 25 BURT i Kubiak™ {15, HB M AT LUE
0(n’/ ) WRIEIEBERINBHSER,BRHET
HBRET IR, HEmHETE 2, HlART
SERFSEEE. BIEH— M WTV BB AR BIES Ye
S NPTR M FR D Yelf SRR, BT Yelf S A9
WL RAEGEH LT Eilon A1 Chowdhury " 9 —%
Y B AREE, HEESWIEFH S, FiERTm
CPU MRS HE MR E IR,
YER—AZ B H B AL R R, O 204k 7E L
B P E SN E S, 4 HME) BT RS 4 (1-
dentical Parallel Machine) 3 3& it MMEF EE. X
B—ERE LIRETIHTRS S T HERXCIVH
WTV BB IR R A% 5 2>. Hall ™ ) S0 6] £ 5
AR, R T — A —Bri 2Bl B, B U458 B 8]
53338067 18] ( common due date) 22 22 F 48 X {H

B <2 | ¢, d|) . Hall EU T M FEEZE 38 &

HATIR S 25303 TR T Class P R, 3E4R4E T 40
I3 ; Cai A1 Cheng™ & BR T 34T IR 4548 CTV
IR AR B i — RS BB MR, IFER T &
TS T CTV M5 — M ASL B Hn 7] 4 2
%Rk, NS T Bagehi %5 AN A& RS 4545
RS BT BRI R, Cai #1 Cheng 21T 2 4
Bk i —A B A8 % (optimal algorithm ) , A
LAZE O(n™P™(P - P")™'/[m™(m - 1)11%) B}
WA BRILE, Hh m BEEFRESHBIHEP =

n

Y p;, P™ 2y m ANRKRE TAER 0 o R 205 55 —

ANEE R MBS , T EREBR RN EE R, TUE
O(nP™(P - m)™"/[m*(m - 1) 1]*) B} EIKREI—
AR BB BT EE P LR
Mg 2t , BT XS, 768 R B R
97T , Marango 25 A% & Xt R L8 I AB 42 T 4
AREREEREE. WERERER, BB KBk
( simulated annealing ) 7 BRE A , 76 B IF £ 3 b 4%
BT BB TIRS% ~10% §f#, B, BT
vh 4 B AR DB AR kT I 3 R TR,
EWAMTES RGBSR, )55 7, Xu f
Ye" WHATIR %28 WIV [AEAF,iEB T CTV 7]
A WTV R B7E 3647 IR 55 28 bt R %3009, BT
U — AN BB AT AT, BETT7E O (mnlg n) BE]
W (m RFATIRS 5 %0) #ar 5 —A 1) B i X
WHHR, HF# B 7 FE A R X MER¥ Merten
1 Muller f2 225 1 BB R4 25 3RS HE
BT HATIRSHBINE. Bo, Xu fl Ye iIEH THELE
HATMRS BB O , B EA—E R BB, IR
5 BT — B B S RN RN R T R/AME T 2.
GRGERH L SEANFEREF KBS
S BRI fo SR

2 FEHhUEAENERHE

BT LR R R, TR E M —H
SRR, AR, X 75 T BB 5 AR Bt R AR X
8. X—HER B TRMAEAR SR 2%, EEl
ERBEHEIERRK A — R —ERA
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T R RRAR A S 18 T TAE B — A& ik (R ERAL
&), BEFERT IR

Merten F1 Muller'” B 5555 T 3 2 F 45491 1%
0L MATIER 77 SRR A SN X 2 FriB s
B, WTV A1 CTV [5] & i W] 47 77 5] A< B B 47 72 30 1%
%, BXHE E— U R EFEE— 1 XHEF S, H
PAER BT REMEFFHEFE, B EEE AR
it 0(n).

S FEE — BRI R B T LA iR
PR HABWT| & T 4 EHE R4 [R B4 Class P
BRI, LA T — R 16140 Schrage 25481
BT RS R R = TS SR EE
ERILFART IS EZERR.

AR B, BERX 2 M flE o, HEE
ZRMERIE B L ER M M . B P AR R
R T TATRERN R RREE, B2 B T 38
HAGER T 5807 5 AR, R B Ei &L
AR B PR, B HOFR BERIE RN E
M.

HZE 1999 4E, Kubiak'™' 8 13 # # Submodular
Boolean Program, JERH T BAHLEH T CTV“ & E”
BIRHE S A NP-hard. XAMEBIZS R T B 1972 4E LA
ReXF“FANE” MRER A NP-hard 58, AR
B T R IRRR B 2% 2/0 ) NP-hard. 54 3CHR[19]
Xof el Oy 22 I =t ] Bk, WT LA H Kubiak 52
B BIEBA T “SEANER” ) 5] R T35 NP-hard [5]
B (NP-hard in the ordinary sense '’ ). X Z=HH, B3R
R RV AT A7 52 BA 3E F R AR 1 s (451 a0 e
%) , B EA T RA RITEE 2.

3 7 A A TR AR o A < R R AR 1

3.1 FERULBE“ZERMN 6

WE& Kubiak BRI “ S5 ALEE " 14541 B I
9 NP-hard , 56 F 77 22 (40 SR IB) BT H B 9 )
WS —BE. B, T2 &R 5 —
Fekefl, B TAE N TAS RIAHSE (“ RN B9 R,
IR RE 2 AR R R

“ERNT BRI E L 5 B Merten F1 Mull-
er” Ve R R — M T AR . A 1ER T
EHRERSHBHRT, LR RZ WIV [ EE 2 CTV
)8R, K17 R 5 EBA O, B HMEE—A T

T BRI G B H AR B — 1 5 R F S
H 7 AR BIF . R T HUREa,
AR -

“In the search for the minimum variance sched-
ules, certain relationships can be derived between
schedules for the special problems where either all
weights are equal or all the processing times are equal.
Even in these special cases, the characteristics of the
optimum schedules are not obvious. ”

B S5 /N M SR AR 3% 2 2% 1 [R) R ) B
LR BAR.

7 1972-1992 4£ 1 20 4E b MR R THEEE
P IEfRR T 2 AR “ S AE” R LR X
RARE ERET“FNE WEBERENE
PRI+ o8 . e qA ™ RET, TR T
F A —, T E R X TEAREREANILF
HHE. A5 EREBAT , B TETFE, LT EN
PN TSR R A AR R e AL B T4 i T
iR A RSBk R R . BT L, Atk 2
PR BRI LU A B AL 5 Tl SUR B R B
BEHEHEZAOME BT AR SURBIE —EE R
ISR AE TR A £ 5, X —ER B
EARMET “SEAE” RIS T F RN RSB B
GEFARIR.

ST, REE THRDLA M SR SR B &, “ 55
RN BRI SR B T B N SO 723
BULRZS, THE(EES) BT HE CPU A&
BB IR/ MR BIRE X IR ARE S
HITESEINAR , 2| ARG 18 E AR KAL)
S FEMALER S AR T, XS IRESTERF X
Ba 9 RA B E R/, RIGHE IR CPU mah
PP AtAL . e X R AL B, B /M SE T
5E% &5+, CPU LU E 8 &y Bl AL TAEE
b3, 3% 5% & RU/N R ) B iR € J L 58 2
[F. 7351, BEE M8 WL & LA K& Fp H AR P 28 71
BRSS BRI, anfol A R R 71 IR 55 TR 8 ( QoS)
JEAERITENGUREI BT R IR MR RSP 5E 3R
B, AR BT AL SR R 55 RS0 P R iR 44
G R IRS ", T 5e B A A0 25 45 i 1) 2
B2 NEER MR R AR, T2 AR
SR AR 52 B 1) 35 4 i i R) R /T RBE — B, X
IERBET QoS X /IR 55 e /€ M T K. Merten I Mull-
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er RHBIRMGSFBRH AL 1 Ye 2 A HATW
v AT R AR R B L AR S £
3.2 BiEmHAH

ISR ] itk 0 B, B B IR & B T 1Y
“HER/NRRBIE IR E AT

S5 n AR, I T fe] @A AR R, H X 3 5t
TEARFRRPGE L. i Re R Bx s TARR — N HERF
{8149 52 BB TRI B AU 22 8/, B

minlzf v,(¢; - o)

Cail®" B9 BFSE B 7R M ) R 7T 4%, EL 3 R 35 tH L B4
F B T 25 16 0 0 2 BEXT FRIRETE. O T ik 7
EIRINT KRBT -

BE AT, THEXRDIHSE, MNER 1,
2,--,8,9. ZFETHERE RS LiE—EMFE
AFERL. MR ) B DU O HE P T N 1 FifE 2

BN
@
S0 kg 42

1 9 AMTAEERLTRIRREEM(ER 1)
Fig.1 Spiral optimality in a nine job case (Form 1)

B2 9AMTAEELTRIRREEM(EX 2)
Fig.2 Spiral optimality in a nine job case (Form 2)

{ERRRIARYR , A0 4 H BIR e 2 U &ty
RIS, A (5] 4 1 5 B T 7 A A R s B B .
N TAFEAESC G 1 AR 2 R e Rk .
IRies B BAR/MUER TEF 6, RN, 24
BRI LRGSR, SRR L 70 1 1R 35 B 90 46 e e 77
GEN=NCINE

BRACHHIHEFBE R Oy 1 i, w T L
N 2 PRI X 2 FIREEE XA EHIFR, T

BrEm B BEBEERN. XNMERBS
Merten 1 Muller [ XHEMER " Y14

BWE W, WEME 1 FE 2 MIRiEEiE L
R AEH T BAY. 7E R A EHE R AL A, B2
BRAFTE O(n + nlgn) , MENEHFITFHER
TR0 T NEAZE S U 0(n).

BIENIRRSIE R A REEE . N E S
WA, T T “ SR/ BI5GB T Class
P, i A NP-hard, 453 T 4 A AR 2E R FAHx A
[ RRR 22t it TERES M b, “ 5 R/AN B &
&R mEY R T e 0ikmE, B B
FHRRMEBIEE A, BEETTEE A EHERT
EXZR X2 MBABYIS. NEKLMEH
A, RIB RN RATE R LRET B AR
AR LA X (48 B /N By (RIS B K B [ 56
MRV B WM S —MTE B A Ye S5
NI B Yelf 1852 5 R R B SR AIFH 2R
BRI B £6 B, SRR i 45 R R B R IR
BB RAAH R — 8, T B3 - 6e
BHITHF BRAER DL B T LSS BUX AR THE. &
i 5 S IR RE 72 A ANHE T Sk BER
IR 28 RS2 8 AT L E R XA B, —
THER CPU W SE 0] LA REAE 3 Fh 18] SR .

TENH T ZHETR T BRIt 1 . JEN
TAER BB FHF AR E 58 B R, T
BT EH RN SRR AERTBETUE
WA, BT TR R BT BRI « WAL B
b #BEZ MR ¢ BASLRHIRE T 01k
B 7 SURRTE T4 BB T AR 52 B 1AL o] R vk 52
B, T35 R AR R R S5 1 — Bk SR UU AR SR
FHEWIEARIL T X AR & B 1 TR 2 SR e
DB EE H, INERSN TAESHE PR EEF R,
TAE XA AR TAE B 43 R 7E I A0, X HE 9
R B TAEREAS 56 VAT ML 58 B, o8 JE 220 B3R
R E R IT T T B R SER.

3.3 —KigiE

HREERE, B ENR Eh RE
IR, B IR XA FEI A B9 Kanet'™! 78 1981
EZRT HFE"WH Z 0. fhIFRA X
BHEKE, MERHE T 152 )& ik
PERUA XY DR — BB, LB AR R T -
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Kanet F15E 5458 BB ] 22 J8] 19 22 51 ) 7T e
M NEEEIER BE  XAMEEE] LA B 5 2488
H—BER. 2k, Bis 5 RN 2 B
T K%Y, T Kanet A8 R F 892 — B 1] B4

Kanet TEB] 73X~ 88 T Class P, 3f48 it
5] & 4 & 55 #) (instance ) W) B 0 % R B2 &
2exp([n/2] 1) PIER. XEBLG HHENK—E
FEH O(n + nlg n) WRILAE.

T Kanet I 8H R, FEXN—Hr “FNE" [H
B REREDFE— BAE — MR R IL#.
ZBINT R A2 7 N LE, B TENE
AHE, LA RN A 1.3.5.7.9.11,13. W [a] & A
B 3 fris:

3 7 TR A Kanet B
Fig. 3 Kanet spiral in a seven job case

Kanet S8 LA 7 B B ZE A SC P BV BR W0 F
JEAR SRBELR B TRl Bk B TAE T 4R, MR R T
W, BB/ NG TAEGS IR, SR TRAR e RS IR SO BR e
FEERT.

M 3 LA, B 2 i — M BT 4R
). T LASERA , Kanet — B [ B o B9 B UL IR ek —
BAE— MBI, SRR TAE—EEKR
FEE—AME™ BT E 9. 34 Kanet R —BiE
RFE A =Bt , AR A Y9 NP-hard ™ | T B
WE e B L 0 Y A B — B AR [ R BT
SR, TRAE SR/ MERESHH B, BH
BT R BRI R T R 2R 8RN
2 Fh XE—ERE AT B R R
G ERE A
3.4 CEZHBRESRE

R —A B IFRBCE S, LM TR
38, Wi ELHH Rk % 16 2. BE T S A LB - 51
R R BB BT A X AR R R (e

1 1

R B R
Xu BT T H—NT BB RER

. o B, a
mlnz 2'0,- I ¢; —¢; | 707,
=y

KXF:aMBAEE, Ha=0,8>0.

PL b B TR) REAR O T SCIm A 52 J B 18] i 22 [7)
B” ( generalized weighted completion time deviation
problom, GWCD) . I 7 8758 7T B, 0t EL 47
AR /D TAESE B A Z H i 2251, B ESREH
B TAE R ZE AR X L B B R SE AR B AR AR Xt T
YEREMME RN M EERENER T4 RE, &
S B A ] UL R o F1 B R/ IR

GWCD =i B &t B i ER &, LA
AR 2 MR SURE) HAL A& o =0,
B =10}, BT L4y E—F5 32 A Kanet
B Mo =1,8 = 18, WA A T Kanet 21
B—B A Ya = 1,8 =28, AR LIS
A — BB B 5E B 1B 5 22 (AL L™ s Y o = 0,
B =2 i, BRI 05 Z Ak R “ AR
B BE DL , RETISFR T Bagehi 48 A48 H B4k 52
B 1B 5 A L BRI 2 22 B9 7 7 AL 5 2k
SERUEE] ¢ 2B SR aIE] w , [ R 3R] R4k A
O 285 e TRy 22 A

Xu HBFEHE ™ R E (o > 0) i —
BABOLT , AR TAER/MAESE , I [ R B B (L —
2R, HEBRRBE TR RIFESIEFS
B An T A AR E]. 345 R SR e i U0t A HE P X
FrREE B — B BB BB, T
Merten Al Muller'”’ DA % Cai®™ B 24516, i T 48
EEIHE T2 T —RE A H M BE 8 B R &
(non-regular performance measure) H, #% KHA B T 45
WHETEE.

B TR BB A , Xu MR H R ] LIS 3] —
BRI Z5E, F0 : B TR /DA E 2 IE
Bt (p/v; = e,c RIEWED) , R THEMFE « =
1,8 = 1 i} 4 LPT (longest processing time) , B T4E
FNRBVNEBAL. 735F , B BB AR 2L
FRE O Y 5 A% B[] 4 22 [5] B ( generalized weighted
waiting time deviation problem, GWWD) , Bl¥¢4F—[A]
R I R T A T AR R BT LA AR B R v [ R — A
AT R, EH B4 7 R E A S, S5 R K Merten I
Muller B9 a2 R B T BN, B
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T X 2 KRN Sk itk 1 5E R T .
4 HRIE

ASC BT Fr 200k I AR & 8. X H 2 AN
Bl Al R TARE 2 B R A S R AT T 4%
B, 38 HH AP 55 [ BB T Class P, HAMA
RIEMERE. B — 248 BB W EAEIA R
U [l R A A R, 7E AR D Rl R R e B, 9
W LA RIUEER BRI SRR 4514 T B, SEBR
s SHEE A BN B U A%, VT LA BB I F CPU
MR FRBETTER . Bief 2 — MBS R
. E—HEER T RERRRRIUTRE, 55—
I R — 2 [ R B e A ARSCHs i, 78 TAE R/
LMANE AT, BRI EFE T —KEFE
EHHREREREY. 28 THERDNRFHEAFE
bl SR MBS — 2450 7540, 44 H IRe B i
) 58— B A AE AR -t KXo i i 250 [l R R AL A 35k
I B

Mg 2 AR SO R L F , Bt
HRmE (BREE TN, WEENE) MR
S, REBH R AL B IRATE T &L F
AR BT 2 Rz 5 SR, W IR A SR R
BB 5T TAETT AFER R — 2 FF .

BEAM , A3CH B Kanet € RG B 43 7R LA
i, e ) R 5 22 [l R R 20, B — PR A — By
FBOHR 5T B 1) ( B4 R A R) ) B BICRE FE I O ik
XFpEE—ERE LRI T RN R AR
I BERER T IR Zek. Bk, Bk
I EREE TAERD, BESNENBILE 2 —
ANE BB .

BRI 2 M REN R T/ EFBEEFERE
k%48 k. ERBA FEIHITIHHER RS, EEFE

GRS EIFBEF A BT R R ™. B2

BIFTIRS S B 2% B 2 R4k R —A
BEXWET M. B R E T HE—9 B3
FEREERLS M job shop Hr, #H G HY HIS &
W23 T 2 A LB B = A — B AR R E X

AEXFF AR R RR , 7 25t 4k ) B SR S 58
FLE E) ( BRAFAF AT E] ) B 48 vh A RV k. X T
BHAME RS RE AN~ BEFE. AT
B4R B R & B , BRI =) R BT 5 5
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