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Abstract

The cutting process of construction steel bars
generates an amount of trim loss because the
cutting plan is simply arranged by workers. This
research initiates a model with the new solution
procedures called the Pattern Cut Plus Best-Fit
Decreasing Approach to reduce waste and save cost
from the process. The demand can be a strongly
heterogeneous assortment including different lengths
and pieces. The solution procedures combine the
Genetic  algorithm  optimization and  Best-fit
decreasing algorithm to provide low total trim loss
and fewer stocks used. The model was repeatedly
tested for a number of runtimes. Test results with
statistical analyses showed that the number of
efficient cutting patterns and the allowable trim of the
patterns could affect the solutions. Also, test results
indicated that the new solution procedures gave
better cutting plans with less waste of steel bars.
Keywords: Cutting stock problem, one-dimensional

construction materials, cutting plan, trim loss, steel

bar
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cutting patterns: Intensive Search
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2. Optimization of 1D-CSP model:
Pattern-based Solution

v
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Input T, nEffPat, nSLoop
FOR j = 1 TO nEffPat
Construct the fh pattern (P)
L =LS,P,=0,A,=0
Construct the current pattern (P)
DO WHILE L, <= T, OR not exceed nSLoop
Consider only L, which L, <= L_
Pick one L, using a weighted random
wheel* (using V)
Choose randomly integer k in range [1,
Min(L/L, B—A,)]
Update A, = A_+ k
Update L =L, — kL,
LOOP

**the current pattern is completed**
IF P_ differs from the existing P/ THEN
Accept P; P, = P,
ELSE
Reject P, Start over P,
END IF
NEXT j
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P, = \fluguuumaanaowi j; P = [A, A, .., Al
j=1,2,3, ..., nEffPat
;= TInTuvas L vesgiuuy P A €N
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T.= \A¥NIAA28I P ; T,= LS — Zi(Li x Ay)
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T, = wawmiaangensule
nEffPat = a‘hmugﬂLLUUﬂWiﬁ@ﬁﬁﬁagiuL%w
nSLoop = WIKTOUMIAUMIFIFA

V, = availability index 183 L,
v = (B/Zinj ) if ZjA,.j #0: else 10,000 (or

big number)
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Constraint functions: S, <= B, (2)

Where S, = Z,(Az/ xX ).
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NInNaLdwa1aAINENTULanSnite § NadnIn laas
Wuaaundanwmenszlaatdusi9vad LS 13%

o

21.27, 31.27, 41.27,... @3 a9nwbunITunaely

"‘J'ﬁmiﬁﬁmmmwmsé’@ﬁmu@wﬁmjmﬁwaﬁuﬁ,ﬁu

WA ZRT W3 dae TaslwuasivvestSum

o

Retails #1884 leftovers [17] Ngsanunsninlu1dda

16 Anomdald) mmuald lefovers finnaninge
winny L, 15w Retails lailgue
RT=T,;if T, >= Min(L) (5)

' A « . o & @ & a &
gauiidu Retails S1uuldanasinaniaziiotn
& o o Y a R & ' .
luruaauwnsaaaluaanasia BFD winnu weazlal
a & & o o o {
Aieduluzuaaunidadisyluuunsea iiasand
A o o A A o '
Hawlamisigduuumidaldfiamniatoondi 7,
gl
U
wWadiFudniguiis (%waste) tludanaiud
fUIUNALABTAAR B UAUUSNIMTIEANTANN

ADINITNIRUA

%waste = (TL /Zi (L, xB,)) % 6)

Fwwiagasadanldninua  (nLS) wldan

NRIININNNTAANIFDITUADU

an=(Zij+zkYk) @)

Fwuguuumiaafishanle (nDiffPat) nanufia

' '
a & A

o a = { 1 v &/ a
mmug'ﬂ LuuNIaanana UI%LT‘YWIRTN"IJ‘% RSN

aQ
& A Y '

illddaadsdasniients Sauaasdiodr X 7
mﬂﬂdﬁg}uﬁ
1 a =1 1 J o a o dl
aanthinariazgninallumalsaludaeaun

VLq, as o a o &
AIMNITNITIRIANADUNNA UV

3. NMINAFIUNA
Iﬁmﬁﬂﬂaauvlﬁgn'ﬁ"mm%w%uﬁaﬂﬁagamﬂ
Tasanisneafisenarsnidrdawialngivu
Taseaonaundaigsunen mifitasanuuusiass
gostfymiiianududonisatesiuiasosiuan
FValy msmaauﬁa‘hLﬂuﬁaammmﬂﬁmm6] fiana
FINAGOAIADY LazinuaT9ve9ilasuds 9
Faannagey enans 9fitmualdasil aauena
WAIPIUVBITRQAIARI (LS) = 10 LAY TIWIUIUA
HauanugndasnInanan (n) = 15 lasfauwa
@9 9nnuLarsanue ldausiede mimiauz??u
(LS/L, > 5), nfuviane1twnay (2 < LS/, <= 5),
UaENNTIauENI (LS/L, <= 2) YWI0AAE (assortment)
28937UNITAMNABINIILFAIIINFARIUVAITIUIN
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FuneaInisy am@ia:mjwﬁawm@mmma o

Inatfosnu lagsiuaurianidasnisnsnaasny B,

3

R X4,
261 u Aatduawa L, 8z B, = 17.4 Tu Sevilwlang
ﬂtgmﬁﬁé’nwmzlﬂmmu strongly heterogeneous [2]
TudwlIunmaNue1INaedIn1INIRNe 918.73

v A = 6 A ¥
was senisanuaasnisnidulandtdgwinls

Nnagay LLﬁ@]x‘iI%@ni’]Oﬁ 1 919879

a s
AN 1 Iﬂ“ﬂ Uﬂiyﬂ']“ﬂ(ﬂﬁﬂll

LS (wa9) | i | L, (a3) | B, (riaw)
10.00 1 0.95 25
2 1.40 18
3 1.75 14
4 1.80 23
5 1.88 7
6 2.67 22
7 2.88 10
8 3.05 36
9 3.20 4
10 3.75 15
1 5.00 26
12 5.40 19
13 6.35 7
14 7.00 23
15 7.19 12

fwmfimasfisanyde @hﬁhmugml,uumsﬁ@ﬁ
& (nEffPat) uazsnamapasmInanoansyle (T,)
azgniININARDY vlasandanasiudldlu
wuudrsaafwnafiansdumiuuugy  (stochastic
search algorithms) ﬁ’:\‘l Intensive Search az GA
optimization FoiwrasaauildanmInasauudas
asiazldliwindn Sedasimimasaudnauasaia
anenedineata mmaseuudailu 3 qmﬁoﬁv

1. Consistency test-set L‘ﬂwgﬂ“nﬂaauﬁl’ﬁﬂinﬁu
ArnudaLiiasresnadiaaudildannnisnasay
(runtimes) wang ﬂﬂ%v'o lasutisaanidu 5 NYY ueing
ngvazldlanddywndernu ualfidnvasgluoy
mMidafaEnideinn iinisnagaudt giauie
$1uan 30 A59 Ui 150 A% frniineiau gas
Qﬂﬁmuﬂiﬁwhﬁ'u (nEffPat = 30, T, = 0.20 LN®9)

v o Y o = a : aa
LLa'Ju']Nﬂ‘ﬂVLﬂﬂJWLﬂifJULﬂ?.luﬁ'lﬂ'ﬂmuﬂﬂﬂqﬂﬂ']ﬂﬁﬂ@]

2. nEffPat test-set Lﬂummaauﬁwﬂiuﬁuwa
2096 nEfPat fiidasaoufile wusesniiu 5 na
wdaznguazldlanddaywndoanu wdvzlddn nEfPat
fariuda 10, 20, 30, 40, uaz 50 FMINATELGN 9
Budusiwan 30 % 90 150 A3 ewinfitae
'é‘uqa:gnﬁmu@lﬁmﬁﬁ'u (T, = 0.20 LU@AT) LAIUINA
laudssuifisunanuuandinmesda

3. T, test-set Lﬂ%‘g@ﬂ@aauﬁl“ﬁﬂiztﬁuwamaoﬂ"l
T, Aifdadaauild wisaaniu 5 Ny weaznguaz
lalanddywndeanu udezlddr 7, dsnuda 10,
0.10, 0.20, 0.30, 0.40, tLaz 0.50 LUGT ININIINARAL
b raNtduitwan 30 A39710150 A33 w1 fiiaes
'é"us]azgﬂﬁwmlﬁwhﬁu (nEffPat = 30) u§Avi e
ldundSeuiisumanuuandreneana

Aaniheng qmaawaﬂﬁmaauﬁvlﬁa:gﬂil,m']:ﬁ

@833 single-factor ANOVA (the Analysis of
Variances) technique L[N8WIANLANGAIBENIAITE
prdAynIafasznitangunasay lanlddn
significance level #3861 o value LYinnNy 0.05
ddSsuifisy (benchmark) lun1snasauitay
Tkadinauflaa1nds BFD algorithm Liiada1n 1ilu
M ImIdIaauLUUN U RUaITgnT 1D-CSP uae
Wudtrdaeuilidaauvinduiiasdiaaulden
o [ & A &
swiulanddgwinis landigni (s1en130210
dasnsnsnua) Aldlunmasauisihuinidiaay
@1u0ana3Nu BFD  wadbtuadiaeunbadiiiu
benchmark faaufi lagniulandnasavluaimen
1 fo %waste = 3.71%, nLS = 96, and » RT =
{ o ' ° [ A
7.15 1007 UazIUN 2 uRAIAIEINAAIAaLE RN
I o I3 v o ot 6 P o .a'i’
uunumaamanidudmnsulangnageuirinuadt
Tagrnuald nEffPat = 30 uaz T, = 0.20 UNUNIIAA
nldtdznaudiodnuasgduuuniaand (p) A
FWIUATINGGA (X) UAENIAANIMINARDIIY
o o & o A o ' o
BFD (Q,) Nuduinaiin1saa (Y,) salad19diaau
Xq o A a ' A a o o AV o [
Hldnananinieiisunudinaufldaindn

= =)
wWiguneay
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Cutting Pattern (Pj)
i [Sum(Aij) | Bi/sum(Aij) | P1 | P2 | P3| Pa | Ps | Ps | P7 | P8 [ P9 [ P10]| P11 ]| P12| P13| P14a| P15 P16 | P17 | P18 | P19 | P20 [ P21 | P22 | P23 | P24 | P25 | P26 | P27 | P28 | P29 | P30
1 25 1.00 1 1 11 1 2 |1 3 127 [1[1]1 1
2 15 1.20 7 11 3 1 1 1
3 8 1.75 2 1 11 1 1 1
4 13 1.77 1 4 2 1 1112
5 9 0.78 2 1 1 4 1
6 8 2.75 1 1 3 1 2
7 4 2.50 1 1 2
8 9 4.00 2 2 2 1 1 1
9 4 1.00 1 1 11
10 5 3.00 2 1 1 1
11 6 433 2 1 1 11
12 4 475 1 1 1 1
13 3 2.33 1 1 1
14 3 7.67 1 1 1
15 2 6.00 1 1
Tj| T1 T2 | T3 | T4 | T5 | T6 | T7 | T8 | T9 | T10 | T11 | T12 | T13 | T14 | T15 | T16 | T17 | T18 | T19 | T20 | T21 | T22 | T23 | T24 | T25 | T26 | T27 | T28 | T29 | T30
0.15| 0.20{ 0.14 0.06| 0.00( 0.12| 0.03| 0.15| 0.00| 0.13| 0.07| 0.05| 0.15| 0.11|] 0.02| 0.15| 0.11| 0.05| 0.15| 0.05( 0.13| 0.13| 0.05| 0.15| 0.09| 0.17| 0.10| 0.15[ 0.05| 0.11
Xl o [1Jo[2Jw0[10]a4]o[aJo[o[oJo[8[1[1a[o]1[1[1[14]o[1[of[o][6[o0o[a[1]0
LmitXjl 7 [ 23121077 [a]s5[1w0[alsel12]7 1577 [8[1alo]1[12]3[a]7[14a[28]14]n
Cutting Details (Qk) =
—TosilaiT el asl aaTasTasTar| Result Evaluation
1 0
2 [5 2 ]2 TLpat 8.43
3|3 1
il TLBFD -Sum(RT) 1.89
5[0
6 [ a1 TL 10.32
71o
8 |2 T %w aste 1.12
9o
8D Sum(X) 83
e i Sum(Yk) 11
13 [ 1 1
14 ] 6 11 ]
. nLS 94
Tk | 0.14] 033 1.25[ 020 [ 0.60[ 0.15 | 7.20 A
et ettt nDiffPat 17
307 2 dadunadmauununIdamanduiminlandnasey
AN 2 NRINTANARDL consistency test-set
Indexes Group1 Group2 | Group3 | Group4 | Group5 | Average F P-value | F crit Verdict
Average TL . 10.25 10.82 10.43 10.72 10.84 10.61 | 16.50 0.00 2.43 Reject Null
Variance 0.08 0.04 0.20 0.13 0.16
Average TL -, —Sum(RT) 1.22 0.46 0.98 0.57 0.47 0.74 | 10.07 0.00 243 Reject Null
Variance 0.49 0.20 0.43 0.29 0.33
Average TL 11.47 11.29 11.41 11.29 11.30 11.35 0.66 0.62 2.43 | Fail to Reject Null
Variance 0.54 0.21 0.39 0.19 0.34
Average %waste 1.25 1.23 1.24 1.23 1.23 1.24 0.66 0.62 2.43 | Fail to Reject Null
Variance 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Average Sum(X) 88.40 91.13 89.43 88.93 91.40 89.86 | 47.20 0.00 243 Reject Null
Variance 1.21 0.74 1.22 1.31 1.21
Average Sum(Y,) 5.67 2.27 4.73 5.27 2.07 4.00 | 47.30 0.00 243 Reject Null
Variance 1.54 1.65 1.93 1.86 2.27
Average nLS 94.07 93.40 9417 94.20 93.47 93.86 22.81 0.00 2.43 Reject Null
Variance 0.13 0.25 0.21 0.17 0.26
Average nDiffPat 17.73 17.73 18.53 17.00 19.93 18.19 | 21.79 0.00 243 Reject Null
Variance 1.24 1.58 1.71 1.72 2.34
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ATNN 3 Namm;@‘ﬂmaa‘u nEffPat test-set

Indexes nEffPat=10 | nEffPat=20 | nEffPat=30 | nEffPat=40 | nEffPat=50 F P-value | F crit Verdict
Average TL .. 4.88 7.60 10.82 9.89 942 | 1617.84 0.00 243 | Reject Null
Variance 0.00 0.02 0.04 0.14 0.32
Average TLe, —Sum(RT) 12.91 8.80 0.46 1.92 1.28 | 1290.53 0.00 2.43 | Reject Null
Variance 0.00 1.22 0.20 1.25 0.84
Average TL 17.79 16.40 11.29 11.80 10.71 442.98 0.00 2.43 | Reject Null
Variance 0.00 1.15 0.21 1.34 0.88
Average Y%waste 1.94 1.79 1.23 1.28 1.17 442.98 0.00 2.43 | Reject Null
Variance 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.02 0.01
Average | Sum(X) 62.00 75.20 91.13 86.83 85.93 | 1745.58 0.00 2.43 | Reject Null
Variance 0.00 0.44 0.74 3.18 7.51
Average | Sum(Y)) 33.00 19.97 2.27 7.70 9.10 | 1108.50 0.00 2.43 | Reject Null
Variance 0.00 0.79 1.65 4.56 13.20
Average | nLS 95.00 95.17 93.40 94.53 95.03 34.87 0.00 243 | Reject Null
Variance 0.00 0.70 0.25 0.33 1.00
Average | nDiffPat 8.00 13.07 17.73 20.93 24.07 592.73 0.00 243 | Reject Null
Variance 0.00 0.34 1.58 3.79 4.55

(ﬂ”li’]d“?i 4 Namn‘gwrﬂaau Tw test-set

Indexes Tw=0.10 | Tw=0.20 | Tw=0.30 | Tw=0.40 | Tw=0.50 F P-value | F crit Verdict
Average TL., 2.85 10.25 12.82 10.98 12.23 | 1506.16 0.00 2.43 | Reject Null
Variance 0.07 0.08 0.49 0.24 0.74
Average TLy., —Sum(RT) 14.69 1.22 1.14 4.03 10.07 583.80 0.00 2.43 | Reject Null
Variance 3.94 0.49 0.55 2.94 1.22
Average TL 17.55 11.47 13.96 15.02 22.30 255.83 0.00 2.43 | Reject Null
Variance 4.52 0.54 0.64 2.25 1.98
Average %waste 1.91 1.25 1.52 1.63 2.43 255.83 0.00 2.43 | Reject Null
Variance 0.05 0.01 0.01 0.03 0.02
Average | Sum(X) 59.73 88.40 89.97 82.00 72.63 | 3333.26 0.00 2.43 | Reject Null
Variance 1.65 1.21 0.93 1.59 1.69
Average | Sum(Y)) 37.50 5.67 4.07 13.07 23.40 | 3167.16 0.00 2.43 | Reject Null
Variance 3.57 1.54 1.10 1.72 1.21
Average | nLS 97.23 94.07 94.03 95.07 96.03 124.66 0.00 2.43 | Reject Null
Variance 1.43 0.13 0.03 0.13 0.52
Average | nDiffPat 14.13 17.73 18.47 17.67 14.97 56.44 0.00 2.43 | Reject Null
Variance 3.02 1.24 212 1.89 1.48
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r T
| 2000 | 100.00 95.00 95.1/ as an 94,53 95.03
1 o 1 91,13
| T | I = 86:83 8503
| B 16.40 [ It Ve T—— a
| |
| 1600 | 80.00 s Ss
| | ~
| 4200 13201 | annn
1 _ 1 6200 ~
| 1170 raov | L
| tzuu ~N W.E2 10.71 | ouw
| N [ - 9.89 - —o—TLoat | == SumiXi)
| 100n ™ oon Z T——— T | =snon
1 s —e —m— ILBFD-SUM(R1) | —m—sum(YK)
| - | I
| o o~ " | eeoo 33.00 e
| -~ \ |
I 6.00 4.88 a3 | 30.00
| a |
| ann " | anan
| | e
| |
| 200 | 1000
| |
I non I am
| |
| |
r T
| 2.50 | suwv
| |
| |
| | YR
| 104 | 25.00 =
| 200 > - | 4
| YT 7 | 2093
| < |
I AN | 2000 — -
| N | 0TS
=2V X e | >
| No1.23 e | -
| N ——— = | 1500 -
1 N —e —o—%waste 1 R —e—nDiftPat
| | ~
| w | Vs
| | anan 7
| B owu_r
| | ¥
| |
= .
| [
| |
| |
[ | .
| e | oo
1 NETrAt=1v nemratLu nemratEsy nerratzau nEnrat=y 1 NEMPat=10 nEftPat=20 nEftPat=3u nEfPat=40 NEPat=50
a

71U 3 nsnaneRaUIINTA NEfPat test-set
| 2500 I 1000 |
| Anan | |
e | |
| | Az A |
1 I 10000 T 94.07 94.03 9501 002 |
| 2000 | L0 899/ |
1 17.55 1 r & o |
| | 7 T~ |
| | ennn va . 5> |
1 14.69 o 1 7 ~— |
| 1500 L 1 Ve |
| \ Tl nat | 59.73/ e SumlYil |
| \ 11.47 ) | &nnn o |
| \ TS ~#—TLBFD -Sum(RT) | ~——Sum(Yk) |
I— S = . ! . Sv—
| \ 7 7 [ 0V, B |
| \/ Ve | - |
| N 7 | N\ 2220 |
[ /7 \ a0/ | N\ = |
| noc/ \ I 2000 AN 4207 —— |
| \ | N\ T |
| 24 122 114 o~ | N\o.0/ a07 - |
| | |
I nan - I ann = |
| weuawweue weusy weuss v | |
b T 1
| 3.00 | 2w |
| | |
| [REEY) |
| 242 | |
| 250 = | |
| | o |
| | |
I | 1400 |
| 2.00 | |
| | PP |
| | |
| | |
| 150 | 1000 - |
| ——owaste | it
| | onn |
| | o |
| 1.00 | |
| | ow |
| | |
| I am |
| 050 | |
| | |
| | ew |
| | |
| 0.00 | 0.00 |
| | |
| |

gﬂﬁ 4 NANANATALIINTA Tw test-set

3.1 NAaBANAFDU Consistency test-set Usedndamiwin 8 aadife (TL ), (TL
3 pat BFD

13190 2 usasnaaniIInmMImasaulugail 6 E RT), (TL), (%waste), ( E X ( E o)
' J
£ =) 1 = 1 v
dasvluaimefiaduaio  (means) uazdraam (nLS), wae (nDiffPat) WaAILAIRNIINNNITNATDY
wUsUs2% (variances) vadasRAldUsziiiu
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SUIWIIRNA 150 runtimes 89 5 NYNNAFOL
FINTILFAIAHANTILATIEHe Y ANOVA

NaIN ANOVA 2a9aTh TL uas %waste (AT%
A HFUR W) laisnaunsnUfias null hypotheses
%mﬂéﬁoﬁammﬁlwaaﬁ"nﬁmadmﬁumaauﬁa 5 ngw
ldflanuuandranu agnelsiany waan ANOVA
vaseiiduiimialdfian null hypotheses Wannfs
mm%’mgﬂLLuumiéT@r’fu‘l,uLwia:L%wLL@iam%&maﬁw
I lenasaoufiuandnsiuthodntas  roieiads
(31M150 runtimes) w8461 TL = 11.35, TLpat = 10.61
(TLgpp — ZRT) = 0.74; SAuFLaALY %waste =
1.24, nLS = 93.86, szj = 89.86, ZkYk = 4.00;

WRSFLAREURY nDIffPat = 18.19 vnlilddadimans
Wad  (nDiffPatinEffPat) = 61%

HaUNINARIABUNNID

NRANNaUN
wUUReIlRAN  %waste
BFD f9uszanms 3 ¥ LLa:ﬁ'\ﬂ"ﬁa@gmﬂﬁaﬁamiw
U A o v 1 U o a
17 2 i Sevibinaniladnuudiassuazisnismn
° A o £ Ao A0 o ° Aa
faauNnawnlumIilinadinauna
3.2 Haganagay nEffPat test-set
A ' A '

AN 3 LEAIFLALLATANANNLYTUTINYES
faThe1Ng 8 61 uazNaIIN ANOVA TIAILaY
WA leNNANINAROUS W% 150 runtimes a1n
5 ﬂ@'u‘n@aa‘u

N&31N ANOVA 2a3Aauininueadindaasuad
é’mﬁmmﬁﬁmmme@mﬁ'ﬂmwiwomjumaauﬁa
5 ngw vilWuaasleddn én nEffPat sanIndanada
faounle mnnswlﬁuamiugﬂﬁ 3 WEAIINAN TL

v { QI J
WAz %waste ruwIldNaaaILie nEfPat LN
wazaaINTanaItaziUfaunlssuna nEffPat = 30
2 v o Aal A, o
nu1ufIiIelddiaaunatuwidaninualy
nEffPat ¥1nn71 30 &uA1 nLS alfsundadlusis
WAL 9321dN9 93 01995 @ Z_Xﬁ]m@mtﬁa@h
j J

nEffPat Ha8n31 30 LEAIINANABUNGAINNNNTAAGIE
o a & % A Ao

sUnvundaziietuldsnifafduwiugununs
aalwidnien liifiniwe wadiasuanganasaud
nEffPat=50 liHas" %waste = 1.17 Haufiga usna
Araauitldldld nLs Ndanfngadis Janunnia
o WM v o v a . & 1% ° =

faaunbaasniliing Retails PUNIGILTIRIURRS

TUNINAUNY HAFNABLN nEfPat=30 M@ %waste

= 1.23 NUINNTUANKBHWE bRAN NLS = 93.40 Nitay

a

aa I dunadianaunanin wanannitdn nDiffPat £4

9
a o o

fanusunuslagasnuan nEfPat lasfiuwalviy
fAIILIIABE 9AARY RUNBNIOATIEIBIZHAN
(nDiffPatinEffPat) aziiuwaliiudanisefiaas
3.3 Hazganadgal Tw Test-set
Tl 4 usaedaAouazdnanuulTTIwes 8
Gufh TIuNINGIIN ANOVA datauimanitldainms
nagaUTInNa 150 runtimes 910 5 NFUNAROL
Nawad  ANOVA mamn@hﬁmﬁ%ﬁ@maﬁwaa
ﬁ’ﬁﬁ@hdﬂﬁ]’lﬂﬂ@;&m@lﬁauﬁgﬂ 5 fanuuandnann o9
wpisimines T, dudinadadiaauild an
nstﬁuamlugﬂﬁ 4 UFAIINANUFUNUT LRI TL
(uaz %waste) nu T, 1fuzuldmann I@mﬁq@@“ﬁq@'ﬁ'
T,20.20 usasiuflafmualien 7, = 0.20 aevild
ldnafnauiidnin i T, AgevdadnAuly e nLs
wWazuutadluznuay 93214 94 119 97 HasAaUT]
ldanaudnimadiaauain BFD minfmuasn T, g9
viadufiwly waﬁmauﬁﬁﬁqmﬁaﬁmuﬂm T,=0.20
duenfmanzay laoldnadaeufiidn %waste =
1.25 ﬁayﬁq@] uazlien nLS = 94.07 ﬁaﬂﬁﬁgﬂﬁm
uaadilAiAe  Retails oudin)  anuaNNUT
sewing nDiftPat fu T, \luwuunldand q@uuq@ag"ﬁ'

7,=0.30 Geazlwidandu nDifPatinEfPat innfige

4. d91
an 0o © o oaa . .
myidpildwauwdiuliiinmdaeudmiv
T m Mg LN BNIAAL AR NLE WA TLIT T DEIN
Fadunuudsasdgnidszinn 1D-CSP Nfvuana:
2991 MIRIBTIINNIANNABINTBLEININ (strongly
a o IQ v J gj o ¥
heterogeneous) 33MsmndaauNAadudniuazyinli
ldununisaanliiaunisaaiasninitasdn uas
depndrduaisannnsdjidnuiiduedlasna’lyl
= o ad o M e
ywnuitsasdagniuazifnisnidraeauiildgn
Tusunsuiaraldsunsn spreadsheet Ainsandniy
o o & a Ay o o a
mMa e Seeziiueiosflatrodniviainsuas
Hufifudamdnidu wialagrieaadasuaungld
oA a a af vy A &
agsldszintnndan laglddasfowndszaunisal

HIIMIAAASLBEINA
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JEmImdnneuiiUsznaudiy 3 dunoudas da
L‘ém’mmia%dL%maag‘ﬂLmumsﬁ@ﬁa"‘ﬁumﬁw
8ana37y Intensive Search @28NNILTNNTEIWITAAN
ash availability ratios ’ﬂﬂd’ﬂ%’l(ﬂﬁauﬂﬁ’lwﬂ’l’sﬁ
dasn1sane g i lulfdulenannsifenauiarien
mmmﬂ@quwl%a%wagﬂuuumsé’wfu il le
gﬂLmumiéf@ﬁwmn%mmm:ﬁmmmiaummmq
wannansdudasIut Ui mIuEuideIns 3Nt
Safluduneumamitmuassnmssatidsmsaand
luiduiuusiaas 1D-CSP lasaruqulaldiianis

{ a U o { U v a a g
AN AN IwINNARIM T wazldialAEnIIaad %
g

e

auNga i'lumsmwﬁaomiﬂ%mmai’mim;ia:gn
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