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 This paper discusses an integrated model of batch production and maintenance scheduling on 
flow shop with two deteriorating machines producing single item to be delivered at a due date. 
The model describes the trade-off between production and maintenance costs as the production 
run length increases on two machines. The objective function of the model is to minimize the 
total cost consisting of in process and completed part inventory costs, setup costs, preventive & 
corrective maintenance costs and rework costs on two machines. The step-wise optimization 
algorithm is developed to solve a mixed integer quadratic programming. Comparison with the 
practice and the model sensitivity analysis are demonstrated to clarify how the algorithm works. 
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1. Introduction 

 

No coordination between production and maintenance divisions in a manufacturing system may cause 
delay in delivering the orders to customer. A real example is well described by the following case: 
Company Y gets some orders of two stages machinery work product in large quantities from its partner 
company. The manufacturer processes the orders in batches with constant sizes determined by the 
production division. Meanwhile, the maintenance division uses corrective maintenance action if a failure 
of the machine occurs. Late delivery orders to partner company cannot be avoided if machine repair time 
takes long time or the busy machines are not interupted for maintenance. 

Some papers that integrate batch production and maintenance scheduling are: Lee and Rosenblatt (1987), 
Wang and Sheu (2001), Tseng (1996), Lin and Hou (2005), Ben-Daya and Noman (2006), Chelbi et al. 
(2008), El-ferik and Ben-Daya (2010), Fitouhi and Nourelfath (2012) and Suliman and Jawad (2012). 
These papers discuss about integrating batch production scheduling and maintenance scheduling in 
discrete product type, single item, and single deteriorating machine. The decision of the models is the 
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size and the number the batches and an optimal maintenance time. The total cost consistes of inventory 
holding, setup, quality and rework costs. 

On the other side, the papers that integrate production scheduling on more than one machine are: Berrichi 
et al. (2009), Moradi et al. (2011) and Chiu et al. (2018). Berrichi et al. (2009) proposed bi-objective 
optimization algorithm for job production and machines maintenance scheduling. The bi-objectives of 
the model are minimization of makespan for production scheduling and minimization of machines 
unavailability for machines maintenance scheduling. Berrichi et al. (2009) used weight summation 
algorithm by two objectives to search the best schedule for n jobs on m machines manufacturing system. 
Moradi et al. (2011) proposed bi-objective optimization method to integrate fixed preventive 
maintenance scheduling and production scheduling for n jobs processed on flexible job shop. The bi-
objective of this model is the minimization of the makespan on production scheduling and minimization 
of the machines unavailability on maintenance scheduling. These papers did not consider due date in 
their discussion. Chiu et. al. (2018) proposed an alternative fabrication scheme to study the effect of 
rework and delay on multiple items processed on two machines with multiple due dates. 

This paper deals with integrating a model of batch production and maintenance scheduling on a single 
item processed on flow shop with two machines system. An order has to be delivered at a common due 
date. The objective function of the model is the minimization of the total cost consisting of setup cost, 
holding costs of work in process and finished parts, preventive and corrective maintenance costs and 
rework cost for both machines. Decision variables of the model are the number and schedule of the 
batches on each machine and the number and schedule of preventive maintenance for both machines. 

In order to formulate the integrated batch production and maintenance scheduling model for single item 
processed on flow shop with two machines, the following notations are used. 

Parameters 
q : total number of parts scheduled 
tm : unit processing time on machine-m, where m = 1, 2 
sm : unit setup time on machine-m, where m = 1, 2 
c1m : unit inventory holding cost of finished part per unit part per time unit on machine-m, 

  where m = 1, 2 
c2m : unit inventory holding cost of work in process part per unit part per time unit on  

  machine-m, where m = 1, 2 
ܿ௦ : unit setup cost on machine-m, where m = 1, 2 
ܿெሾሿ : unit preventive maintenance cost on machine-m, where m = 1, 2 
ܿ௪ : unit rework cost per part on machine-m, where m = 1, 2 
rm : unit corrective maintenance minimal repair cost on machine-m, where m = 1, 2 
 ெሾሿ : long time interval PM on machine-m, where m = 1, 2ݐ
βm         : shape parameter of Weibull distribution for machine-m, where m = 1, 2 
αm         : scale parameter of Weibull distribution for machine-m, where m = 1, 2 
 ଵ      : probability of defect parts on in-control state for machine-m, where m = 1, 2
 ଶ : probability of defect parts on out of control state for machine-m, where m = 1, 2
d : a common due date 

 
Decision Variables  
 
  ሾሿ : batch scheduled in ith position in the kth production run on machine-m (backward), whereܮ

  i = 1, 2, …, Nkm, k = 1, 2, …, gm, m = 1, 2 
ܳሾሿ : number of part in batch L[ikm] 

ܰ : maximum number of batch for kth production run on machine-m, where i = 1, 2, …, Nkm,  
  k = 1, 2, …, gm, m = 1, 2 

 ሾሿ : beginning time of batch L[ikm]ܤ
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 ሾሿ : completion time of batch L[ikm]ܥ
ெሾೖሿܤ

: beginning time of kth PM on machine-m, where m = 1, 2 

ெሾೖሿܥ
: completion time of kth PM on machine-m, where m = 1, 2 

݊ெሾሿ
 : number of CM minimal repair as long as a planning horizon on machine-m, where 

  m = 1, 2 

ሾܺሿ ൌ ቊ
1, if	ܳሾሿ ് 0
0, if	ܳሾሿ ൌ 0 , ݅	 ൌ 	1, 2, … , ܰ, k = 1, 2, gm ,  m = 1, 2 

Rm : total cost of CM minimal repair on machine-m, where m = 1, 2 
Mm : number of non conforming parts on machine-m, where m = 1, 2 
R : total cost of CM minimal repair on both machines, where E(R) = E(R1) + E(R2) 
M : total number of non conforming parts, where E(M) = E(M1) + E(M2) 

The Objective Function 
 
TC : the total cost consisting of inventory holding cost, setup cost, preventive maintenance  

  and corrective maintenance costs and rework cost. 

2. Inventory holding cost formulation for in-process batch and completed batch for single item 
processed on flow shop with two machines  

Fig.1 demonstrates a single item processed on flow shop with two machines in single production run.  
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Fig. 1. Gantt Chart for single item processed on flow shop with two machines 

We assume that every completed batch on the first machine will be immediately processed on the second 
machine, if possible. This assumption will implicate the same number of batch processed on both 
machines. Let ith be the batch processed on the first machine with quantity Q[i11]. According to Halim 
and Ohta (1994), Yusriski et al. (2015), Zahedi et al. (2016) and Prasetyaningsih et al. (2016) then in the 
process of batch inventory holding cost and completed batch inventory holding cost until the batch is 
processed on the second machine we have: 
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భభା	మభ
ଶ

ଵܳሾଵଵሿݐ
ଶ  + 

మభି	భభ
ଶ

ሾଵଶሿܤଵܳሾଵଵሿ + ܳሾଵଵሿܿଵଵሺݐ െ ሾଵଵሿ). (1)ܥ

The ith completed batch on the first machine is processed on the second machine as soon as possible then 
the in process batch inventory holding cost on the second machine can be formulated as follows: 
 
భమା	మమ

ଶ
ଶܳሾଵଶሿݐ

ଶ  + 
మమି	భమ

ଶ
ଶܳሾଵଶሿ. (2)ݐ

The ith completed batch on the second machine will wait until a common due date d, then the completed 
batch inventory holding cost on the second machine can be formulated as follows: 
 
ܳሾଵଶሿܿଵଶ൫݀ െ ሾଵଶሿ൯. (3)ܥ

In process batch inventory holding cost and completed batch inventory holding cost for ith batch on both 
machines can be formulated as Eq. (4). 
 
భభା	మభ

ଶ
ଵܳሾଵଵሿݐ

ଶ  + 
మభି	భభ

ଶ
ሾଵଶሿܤଵܳሾଵଵሿ + ܳሾଵଵሿܿଵଵ൫ݐ െ  +ሾଵଵሿ൯ܥ

భమା మమ
ଶ

ଶܳሾଵଶሿݐ
ଶ  +  

మమି	భమ
ଶ

ଶܳሾଵଶሿ + ܳሾଵଶሿܿଵଶ൫݀ݐ െ  .ሾଵଶሿ൯ܥ

 

(4)

Further step is to formulate total inventory holding cost for all batches scheduled in single production 
run (let ଵܰ ൌ ଵܰଵ ൌ ଵܰଶ) as ToIC[1] 
 
ToIC[1] = ∑ ሾభభା	మభ

ଶ
ଵܳሾଵଵሿݐ

ଶ 		మభି	భభ
ଶ

ଵܳሾଵଵሿݐ 
భమା మమ

ଶ
ଶܳሾଵଶሿݐ

ଶ ேభ
ୀଵ   

మమି	భమ
ଶ

ଶܳሾଵଶሿݐ 	 ܳሾଵଶሿܿଵଶሺ݀ െ ሾଵଶሿሻܥ  ܳሾଵଵሿܿଵଵ൫ܤሾଵଶሿ െ ሾଵଵሿ൯ሿ.  (5)ܥ

In developing total inventory holding for single item processed on flow shop with two machines, we 
consider the following: 
 
1. The number of production run on the first and the second machines may be different because both 
machines have different ROCOF functions. 
2. The number of batches on each production run for each machine can be different. 
3. Each completed batch on the first machine is processed on the second machine as soon as possible, so 
that the number of batches in all of production runs for both of machines will be the same. 

Assume there are ݃ଵ production runs on the first machine and ݃ ଶ production runs on the second machine, 
The total inventory holding cost for all batches is formulated as Eq. (6). 
ሾభమሿܥܫܶ ൌ  

ە
ۖ
ۖ
ۖ
ۖ
۔

ۖ
ۖ
ۖ
ۖ
ۓ ∑ ∑ ∑ ሾ

భభశమభ
మ

௧భொሾభభሿ
మ ା

మభషభభ
మ

௧భொሾభభሿା
భమశమమ

మ
௧మொሾభమሿ

మಿሾೖమమሿ
సಿሾೖభభሿషಿሾೖమమሿషభ

భ
ೖభసభ

మ
ೖమసభ

ା
మమషభమ

మ
௧మொሾభమሿ	ାொሾభమሿభమሺሺ∑ ௧మொሾభమሿ

ಿሾమభሿషಿሾమమሿ
సభ ሻାሺିଵሻ௧ುಾାሺௗିሾభమሿሻሻሿ

ା∑ ሾ
భభశమభ

మ
௧భொሾభభሿ

మ ା	
మభషభభ

మ
௧భொሾభభሿ

ಿሾమభሿషಿሾమమሿషమ

సభ

ା	
భమశమమ

మ
௧మொሾభమሿ

మ 	ା
మమషభమ

మ
௧మொሾభమሿ	ାொሾభమሿభమሺௗିሾభమሿሻሿ.

, if	݃ଶ  ݃ଵ

∑ ∑ ∑ ሾ
భభశమభ

మ
௧భொሾೖభభሿ

మ ା	
మభషభభ

మ
௧భொሾభభሿା	

భమశమమ
మ

௧మொሾభమሿ
మಿሾೖభభሿ

సಿሾೖమమሿషಿሾೖభభሿషభ
మ
ೖమసభ

భ
ೖభసభ

ା
మమషభమ

మ
௧మொሾభమሿ	ାொሾభమሿభమሺሺ∑ ௧మொሾభమሿ

ಿሾమమሿషಿሾమభሿ
సభ ሻାሺିଵሻ௧ುಾାሺௗିሾభమሿሻሻሿ

ା∑ ሾ
భభశమభ

మ
௧భொሾభభሿ

మ ା	
మభషభభ

మ
௧భொሾభభሿ

ಿሾమమሿషಿሾమభሿషమ

సభ

ା	
భమశమమ

మ
௧మொሾభమሿ

మ 	ା
మమషభమ

మ
௧మொሾభమሿ	ାொሾభమሿభమሺௗିሾభమሿሻሿ.

, if	݃ଵ  	݃ଶ

 

 

 

 

(6) 
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3. Maintenance policy and states of the machines 

Failure time density function used in this paper is Weibull distribution with scale parameter ߙ and shape 
parameter ߚ forecasted from machine failure data in the shop. The cumulative ROCOF (rate of 
occurrence of failures) (see Murthy & Jiang, 2008) or the expected total number of failures in the interval 
[0, t) is given by the function  

ሻݐሺ߉ ൌ ൬
ݐ
ߙ
൰
ఉ

, 
(7)

Cumulative ROCOF function can be used to estimate the time interval between machine failure times. 
In this paper, we assume that the two machines are as good as a brand new machine at time zero and the 
elapsed time the machines is deteriorated follows the Weibull distribution. The machines is operated until 
the first failure time based on ROCOF function and we assume that the machines are in in-control state. 
After the first failure time with no preventive maintenance action, the machines will be in out of control 
state. For other preventive maintenance cost policy see Mo et. al. (2017). 

4. Estimation of non-conforming parts 

Suppose the probability of non conforming parts in in-control state is p1m, m = 1, 2, and the probability 
of non conforming parts in out of control state is p2m, m = 1, 2, where p2m > p1m. In the same way with 
single machine case (see Zahedi et al., 2016), let the number of non-conforming parts will be always in 
the last production run processed in the first production run scheduled as Mm. Mm can be formulated as 
 

ܯ ൌ ∑ processed	parts	of	number	ݔଵ	 in interval ሾܤሾேೖሿ െ ,ݏ ሾଵሿሿܥ

ୀଶ    

	ଵݔ	number	of	parts	processed	in	interval ሾܤሾேభଵሿ െ ,ݏ ሾேభଵሿܤ െ ݏ    ሿߙ

	ଶݔ	number	of	parts	processed	in	interval ሾேభଵሿܤ] െ ݏ  ,ߙ ,ሾଵଵሿሿܥ where ݉ ൌ 1, 2 . (8)

Furthermore, we can calculate the expected number of non conforming parts as 
 

ሻܯሺܧ ൌ ݉	,whereܯ	 ൌ 1, 2. (9)

Therefore, the expectation of the rework cost can be formulated as 
 

E(W) = cw1ܧሺܯଵሻ  ܿ௪ଶܧሺܯଶሻ. (10)

The possible number of CM minimal repair (only in the first production run from due date direction) 
based on the ROCOF function for each machine can be formulated as  
 

݊ெሾሿ
= ඌቄ

ௗି	ሾಿభሿି௦ା∝ሻ

∝
ቅ
ఉ
ඐ , where	݉ ൌ 1, 2. 

(11)

Furthermore, the expectation of CM minimum repair cost as long as a the planning horizon can be 
formulated as follows, 
 
ሺܴሻܧ ൌ ∑ ܿ݊ெሾሿ

ଶ
ୀଵ ,  (12)

where ܿ is unit CM minimal repair cost on machine-m, where m = 1, 2. 

5. Model construction and algorithm 
 

5.1 Model construction  

We adopt some assumptions in formulating the model as follow: 
 
1. The integrating model for single item is processed on flow shop with two machines, 
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2. Setup time does not depend on the number of parts in batches for both machines, 
3. For both machines, the batch number and preventive maintenance number are counted from due date 
direction (backward approach), 
4. The same load force for machine in setup time and in processing time for each machine is considered, 
5. The machine cannot be interrupted as long as the production runs for both machines are completed, 
6. Batch size values are in real positive. 

Using the defined notations and based on the assumptions, the integrated batch production scheduling 
and maintenance scheduling to minimize production and maintenance costs for single item processed on 
flow shop with two deteriorating machines with due date constraint will have objective function and 
system constraints as follow. 

The objective function of the model is the minimization of total cost consisting the total inventory costs, 
total preventive cost, total setup cost, total corrective maintenance cost and rework cost. The objective 
function can be written as  

TC = ܶܥܫሾభమሿ  ∑ ݃ܿெሾሿ ଶ
ୀଵ ∑ ∑ ܿ௦ ܰ


ୀଵ

ଶ
ୀଵ  ሺܴሻܧ  ሺܹሻ. (13)ܧ

The total number of parts in all batches on each machine must be equal to the total number of parts that 
will be scheduled. The constraint can be written as two constraints as follow, 
 
∑ ∑ ܳଵ

ேೖభ


భ
ୀଵ ൌ (14) ,ݍ

∑ ∑ ܳଶ
ேೖమ


మ
ୀଵ ൌ (15)  .ݍ

The beginning time of a batch on the first machine must be less than or equal to the beginning time of 
the batch on the second machine. It can be written as,  
 
,… ,ሾೖమሿ, ik1= 1, 2ܤ ≥ ଵܳሾೖభሿݐ + ሾೖభሿܤ ܰଵ,݅ଶ = 1, 2, …, ܰଶ.    (16)

The completion time of the first batch scheduled or the last batch processed (backward approach) for the 
first production run on the second machine must be equal to the due date. i.e. 
 
ଶܳଵଵଶ = d.         (17)ݐ + ሾଵଵଶሿܤ

The completion time of the second batch and the next batches for the first production run on the second 
machine must be less than or equal to the due date and it can be written as follows, 
 
∑ + ଶܳሾଵଶሿݐ + ሾଵଶሿܤ ሺݐଶܳሾሿ  ሻଵଶିଵݏ

ୀଵ  ≤ d, ݅ଵଶ= 2, 3, …, ଵܰଶ,   (18)

The completion time of the batches for the second production run and the next runs on the second 
machine must be less than or equal to the due date and is written as follows, 
 

∑ + ଶܳሾೖమଶሿݐ + ሾೖమଶሿܤ ሺݐଶܳሾሿ  ሻೖమିଵݏ
ୀଵ  ≤ d, ݅ଶ= 1, 2,…, ܰଶ, ݇ ൌ 2,3, … , ݃ଶ. (19)

The number of batches for both machines must be the same. It can be written as follows, 
 
∑ ܰଵ
భ
ୀଵ ൌ ∑ ܰଶ

మ
ୀଵ  .       (20)

The length of the first production run on the first machine and all production runs on the second machine 
must be less than or equal to the due date and can be written as follows, 
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൫ݏଵ  ଵܳሾேభభଵଵሿ൯ݐ  ∑ ሺݐଶܳሾଵଶሿ  ݏ ሾܺଵଶሿሻ
ேభమ
ୀଵ  ݀.    (21)

The length of each production run must be less than or equal to the first failure of the machine and can 
be written as follows,  
 
∑ ሺݐܳሾೖሿ  ݏ ሾܺೖሿሻ	
ேೖ
ୀଵ  ,ߙ	 ݇ ൌ 2, 3, … , ݃,݉ ൌ 1, 2   (22)

The maximum possibility number of batch for the system with two machines can be written as follows, 
 

N =
ௗିቒ 

ౣሼ∝భ,∝మሽ
ቓ.௦ሼ௧ುಾሾభሿ,௧ುಾሾమሿሽି.௦ሼ௧భ,௧మሽ

୫୧୬ሼ௦భ,௦మሽ
.     

(23)

 
The maximum possibility number of production run for both machines can be written as follows, 
 

݃ ൌ 	 ቔ
ௗ

∝
ቕ ,݉ ൌ 1, 2 .        (24)

 
The expectation number of non conforming parts for both machines and the total rework cost for non-
conforming parts can be written as the following two constraints, 
 
ሻܯሺܧ ൌ ∑ processed	parts	of	number	ݔଵ	 in interval ሾܤሾேೖሿ െ ,ݏ ሾଵሿሿܥ


ୀଶ   

       	ଵx	number	of	parts	processed	in	interval	ሾܤሾேభଵሿ െ ,ݏ ሾேభଵሿܤ െ ݏ   ሿߙ

       	ଶx	number	of	parts	processed	in interval ሾேభଵሿܤ] െ ݏ  ,ߙ ݉,ሾଵଵሿሿܥ ൌ 	1, 2 

 

 

(25)

E(W) = ܿ௪ଵܧሺܯଵሻ  ܿ௪ଶܧሺܯଶሻ.       (26)

The expectation number of corrective maintenance (minimal repair) with cumulative Weibull ROCOF 
for both machines and the total corrective maintenance cost can be written respectively as two constraints 
as follow, 
  

݊ெሾሿ
= ඌቄ

ௗି	ሾಿభభሿି௦ା∝ሻ

∝
ቅ
ఉ
ඐ ,݉ ൌ 1, 2      

(27)

ሺܴሻܧ ൌ ∑ ܿ݊ெሾሿ.
ଶ
ୀଵ         (28)

A set of constraints for the beginning and the next PM times for both of machines can be written as 
follows, 
  
C[111] < ܤெሾభభሿ

,         (29)

C[1k1]  ≤  ܤெሾೖభሿ
, ݇ ൌ 2, 3,… , ݃ଵ       (30)

C[1k2]  ≤  ܤெሾೖమሿ
, ݇ ൌ 1, 2, 3, … , ݃ଶ       (31)

The completion time of a batch must be less than or equal to the beginning time of the previous batch for 
both machines and it can be written as follows, 
 
C[ikm] ≤  B[(i-1)km],	݅ ൌ 2, 3, … , ܰ, ݇ ൌ 1, 2, 3, … , ݃,݉ ൌ 1, 2   (32)
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The completion time of all batches scheduled for both machines can be written as follows, 
 
ሾሿܤ = ሾሿܥ 	ݐܳሾሿ, ݅ ൌ 2, 3, … , ܰ, ݇ ൌ 1, 2, 3, … , ݃,݉ ൌ 1, 2. (33)

Non-negativity of batch size for both machines can be written as follow, 
 
ܳሾሿ  0, i = 1, 2, …, Nkm, k = 1, 2, …, ݃, m = 1, 2    (34)

The size of a batch must be less than or equal to all parts that will be scheduled for both machines and it 
can be written as follow, 
 
ܳሾሿ  ሾܺሿ	ݍ, i = 1, 2, …, Nkm, k = 1, 2, …, ݃, m = 1, 2   (35)

The number of batches in each production run for both machines must be one batch or more and it can 
be written as follow, 
 

ܰ  1, k = 1, 2, …,	݃, m = 1, 2.       (36)

The last constraint is associated with binary variables in batch process. A batch will have ሾܺሿ ൌ 1 for 
non-empty batch and ሾܺሿ ൌ 0 for empty batches for both of machines. Thus,  
 

X[ikm] ൌ ቊ
1, if	ܳሾሿ ് 0
0, ifܳሾሿ ൌ 0 	, ݅	 ൌ 	1, 2, … , ܰ, k = 1, 2, …, gm ,  m = 1, 2  

 

(37)

The model of integrated batch production and maintenance scheduling to minimize production and 
maintenance costs for single item processed on flow shop with two deteriorating machines with due date 
constraint (Model [SITM]) can be rewritten in simple form as follow, 

Model [SITM] 

min eq. (13) 
subject to 
eqs. (14 – 37). 
 
5.2 Algorithm 

The Model [SITM] was a mix integer quadratic programming, with some integer and binary variables, 
so that analytic search solution could not be easily used for the model (Winston, 2004). 

Algorithm for searching solution called Algorithm [SITM]. The algorithm starts with problem feasibility 
to the model, where the sum of processing time for single batch and single setup time for both machines 
will not exceed the due date d. The next step is to estimate the maximum number of production run and 
the maximum number of batches. The initial total cost is calculated from single batch for both machines. 
We perform batch process by increasing the number of batch on single production run for both machines 
until we reach the total allowable cost or maximum number of batch. Batching processes are performed 
for all possible combination of the number of production run for both machines. We collect the set of the 
best total cost for each possible combination number of production run for both machines. The algorithm 
solution minimizes the total cost for each possible combination of production run for both machines. 
Finally, we write the solution algorithm and all decision variables. The complete Algorithm [SITM] is 
as follows: 

Algorithm [SITM] 

Step 1. Compute the expected first failure times based on cumulative Weibull ROCOF functions  
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 for the first and the second machines as α1 and α2 respectively. Go to Step-2. 
Step-2. A problem is assumed feasible if and only if the total processing time for single batch with  

single setup for both machines would not exceed the due date d, otherwise the problem is  
not feasible for a model or if ܤሾଵଵଵሿ െ  .ଶܳሾଵଵଶሿ ≤ d then the problem is feasible, go to Step-3ݐ +ଵݏ
Otherwise, the problem is not feasible, STOP. 

Step-3. Compute gm by Eq. (24) and Set Nkm = ہNۂ, with N calculated by Eq. (23), where  
 k =1, 2, ..., gm, m = 1, 2. Go to Step-4. 
Step-4. For R = {k = (k1, k2) | k1 = 1, 2, …, g1, k2 = 1, 2, …, g2}. Go to Step-5. 
Step-5. SetR = (1, 1). Go to Step-6. 
Step-6. Set k = R. Go to Step-7. 
Step-7. Substitute the values of gm, Nkm, q, pm, tm, sm, d, ݐெሾሿ, k  = (1, 1), m = 1, 2, into the  
 Model [SITM] and Set X[ikm] = 1 for ikm = 1, k = (1, 1), m = 1, 2 and X[ikm] = 0 otherwise.  
 Go to Step-8. 
Step-8. Solve Model [SITM] by relaxing Eqs. (25-28). Compute the estimated total rework cost 
 by Eq. (26) and the estimated CM minimal repair cost by Eq. (28) obtained from the  

schedule. Then compute the total cost TC, write TC[111] = TC. Go to Step-9 
Step-9. Set k = (k1, k2) = (1, 1).Go to Step-10.  
Step-10. Set ikm = 2. Go to Step-11. 
Step-11. Set X[jkm] = 1 for j = 1, 2, …, ikm and X[jkm] = 0 otherwise. Go to Step-12. 
Step-12. Solve Model [SITM] by relaxing Eqs. (25-28). Compute the estimated total rework cost  
 by Eq. (26) and the estimated CM minimal repair cost by Eq. (28) obtained from the  

schedule. Then compute the total cost TC, write TC[ikm] = TC. Go to Step-13. 
Step-13. Evaluate whether TC[ikm]   TC[(i-1)km], 
 - if TC[ikm]   TC[(i-1)km], evaluate whether ikm = N, 
  - if ikm = N, go to Step-14, 
  - otherwise, set ikm = ikm + 1, go back to Step-11, 

 - otherwise, set TC* = TC[(i-1)km] and write all of TC*-related decision variables, 
   go to Step -15. 

Step-14. Set TC*=TC[ikm] and write all of TC*-related decision variables, go to Step-28 
Step-15. Evaluate whether k = (g1, g2), 
 - if k = (g1, g2), go to Step-28. 
 - otherwise, go to Step-16. 
Step-16. Set k = (k1+1, k2), go to Step-17. 
Step-17. Set ikm = 1, Set X[ikm] = 1 for ikm = 1 and X[ikm] = 0 otherwise. Solve Model [SITM] by  
 relaxing Eqs. (25-28). Compute the estimated total rework cost by Eq. (26) and the 
 eestimated CM minimal repair cost by Eq. (28) obtained from the schedule. Then  
 compute the total cost TC, write TC[ikm] = TC*. Go to Step-18. 
Step-18. Set ikm = 2, go to Step-19. 
Step-19. Set X[jkm] = 1 for j = 1,2, …,  ikm and X[jkm] = 0 otherwise. Go to Step-20. 
Step-20. Solve Model [SITM] by relaxing Eqs. (25-28). Compute the estimated total rework cost  
 by Eq. (26) and the estimated CM minimal repair cost by Eq. (28) obtained from the 
 schedule. Then compute the total cost TC, write TC[ikm] = TC. Go to Step-20. 
Step-21. Evaluate whether TC[ikm]  TC*, 
 - if TC[ikm]  TC*, set TC* = TC[ikm] and set ikm = ikm+ 1, go back to Step-19. 
 - otherwise, evaluate whether k = (g1, k2), 
  - if k = (g1, k2). Go to Step-28 and go to Step-22. 
            - otherwise, set k1 = k1+ 1, go back to Step-17.    
Step-22. Set k = (k1, k2+1), go to Step-23. 
Step-23. Set ikm = 1.Solve Model [SITM] by relaxing Eqs. (25-28). Compute the estimated total  
 rework cost by Eq. (26) and the estimated CM minimal repair cost by Eq. (28)  
 obtained from the schedule. Then compute the total cost TC, write TC[ikm] = TC*. Go  
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 to Step-18. 
Step-24. Set ikm = 2, go to Step-25. 
Step-25. Set X[jkm] = 1 for j = 1, 2, …,  ikm and X[jkm] = 0 otherwise. Go to Step-26. 
Step-26. Solve Model [SITM] by relaxing Eqs. (25-28). Compute the estimated total  
 rework cost by Eq. (26) and the estimated CM minimal repair cost by Eq. (28)  
 obtained from the schedule. Then compute the total cost TC, write TC[ikm] = TC*. Go  
 to Step-25. 
Step-27. Evaluate whether TC[ikm]  TC*, 
 - if TC[ikm] TC*, set TC[ikm] = TC*, Set ikm = ikm + 1, go back to Step-25. 
 - otherwise, evaluate whether k = (k1, g2), 
  - if k = (k1, g2), set TC[ikm] = TC*. Go to Step-28. 
            - otherwise, set k2= k2 + 1, go back to Step-15.  
Step-28. Write TC[R] = TC*, R  = {k = (k1, k2) | k1 =1, 2,…, g1, k2 = 1, 2, …, g2}. Go to Step-29. 
Step-29. Write {TC[R], R = {k = (k1,k2) | k1 = 1,2,…g1, k2 = 1,2, …, g2}}. Go to Step-30. 
Step-30. The best solution is minimization {TC[R], R = {k = (k1, k2) | k1 =1, 2,…, g1,  
 k2 = 1, 2, ..., g2}. Go to Step-31. 
Step-31. Write all of decision variables. STOP.  

5.3 Numerical experience 

To clarify how the proposed algorithm work, the following example is given. Consider a problem of 
single item processed on flow shop with two machines with the following parameters: 
 

The total number of parts scheduled is q = 200 unit parts, the unit processing time on the first and the 
second machines are t1 = 30 and t2 = 20 in minutes, respectively, the unit setup time on the first and the 
second machines are s1 = 20 and s2 = 10 in minutes, respectively, the unit inventory holding cost for 
finished part on the first and the second machines are c11 = 0.4 and c12 = 0.4 in US$ per unit part per 
minute, respectively, the unit inventory holding cost for in process part on the first and the second 
machines are c21 = 0.2 and c22 = 0.2 in US$ per unit part per minute, respectively, the unit setup cost on 
the first and the second machines are ܿ௦ଵ= 5 and ܿ௦ଶ = 3 in US$, respectively, the unit preventive 
maintenance cost on the first and the second machines are cPM[1] = 50 and cPM[2] = 40 in US$, respectively, 
the unit rework cost for non conforming part on the first and the second machines are ܿ௪ଵ = 60 and ܿ௪ଶ 
= 50 in US$, respectively, the unit corrective maintenance cost for the first and the second machines are 
ܿଵ = 200 and ܿଶ = 160 in US$, respectively, the length of preventive maintenance action (in constant 
assumption) for the first and the second machines are tPM[1] = 120 and tPM[2] = 180 in minutes, 
respectively, the shape parameter of Weibull distributions for the first and the second machines are β1 = 
1.14 and β2 = 1.62, respectively, the scale parameters are α1 = 4,224.00 and α2 = 2,976.00 in minutes 
respectively, the probability of defect part for in control state on the first and the second machines are 
p11 = p12 = 0, respectively, the probability of defect part for out of control state are p21 = 0.1 and p22 = 0.2 
respectively and a common due date is d = 15,000.  

The computational steps to solve the problem with Algorithm [SITM] are the followings, 
 
Step-1 to Step-8 of Algorithm [SITM] yield the maximum number of production run for the first and the 
second machines are g1 = 3 and g2 = 5, respectively. The initial solution for the problem is shown as 
Gantt-Chart in Fig. 2. Expected number of non conforming parts for the first and the second machines 
are M1 = (6,020 - 4,224) / 30 = 59.87 and M2 = (4010 - 2976) / 20 = 51.70, respectively. 
 
Expected number of corrective maintenance minimal repair for the first and the second machines are 
nCM[1] = 1 and nCM[2] = 1, respectively. 

Expected total cost for the first iteration is TC = 599,098.00 + (59.87 × 60) + (51.70 × 50) + (1 × 200) + 
(1 × 160) = 605,635.2. The characteristic solution for the first iteration is global optimum.  
Step-9 to Step-30 yield the best total cost based on Algorithm [SITM] as Table 1. 
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                        4,224 = α1     1,796 

 

 

s1 

 

Q[111] = 200 

 
 

 

PM[11] 

 

            4,980 5,000      11,000                                           15,000      15,120 

 

s2 

 

 

Q[112] = 200 

 

 

PM[12] 

 
 

        10,990  11,000                                      15,000         15,180 

  

                                  2,976 = α2      1,034 

Fig. 2. Gantt-Chart for the first iteration with single batch for both of machines 
Table 1  
The best solution based on Algorithm [SITM] 

 
Number of batch 

Number of non confor
ming part M[m] 

Number of CM 
nCM[m] 

 
 
 

TC* 
M[1] M[2]  

M[1] 
 

M[2] 
 

M[1] 
 

M[2] Run[1] Run[2] Run[1] Run[2] 
2 1 3 0 0 52.20 0 1 262,471.90

 
Step-31 yields all decision variables is shown as Fig. (3). 

      2,779.10 < α1        3,240.90 < α1 

 

 

s1 

 

 

Q[121] = 91.97 

 

 

PM[21] 

 

s1 

 

 

Q[211] = 56.98 

 

 

s1

 

 

Q[111] = 51.05 

 
 

 

PM[1

1] 

 

   7,819.07             10,578.17     10,718.17             12,447.57             13,979.07           15,000 

 

s2 

 

 

Q[312] = 91.97 

 

 

s2

 

 

Q[212] = 56.98 

 

 

s2

 

Q[112] = 51.05 

 

 

PM[12] 

 

         10,980.00                12,829.44          13,979.07     15,000

                                        4,030.00 

                                           2,976 = α2        1,054 < α2 

                                           13,946.00  

Fig. 3. Gantt-Chart for the best solution of Algorithm [SITM] 
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5.4 A Comparison between model solution and the practice  

Company Y processes an order with constant batch size for every batch and machine maintenance is 
performed only when failures of the two machines occur (reactive maintenance). If the example case is 
scheduled with constant batch then 200 parts will be divided into 10 batches, each batch consist of 20 
parts. The 10 batches are inserted into the Model [SITM] then the total cost for the constant batch size is 
US$ 294,957.10 (see Table 2). While the method developed yields the total cost of US$ 262.471,90. The 
method developed in this paper provides the cost efficiency of at least 12.4 %. If machine maintenance 
time takes long time for maintenance actions because of machine down then it will become the additional 
opportunity loss for the manufacturer. 

Table 2  
The best solution based on Algorithm [SITM] for constant batch 

Number of batch Number of non conforming part 
M[m] 

Number of CM 
nCM[m] 

 

 

TC* 
M[1] M[2] 

 

M[1] 

 

M[2] 

 

M[1] 

 

M[2] 
Run[1] Run[2] Run[1] Run[2] 

6 4 10 0 0 64.27 0 1 294,957.10 

 

5.5 Sensitivity analysis 

Sensitivity analysis of important parameters of the Model [SITM] is shown in Table 3. Table 3 shows 
the increasing of completed parts inventory holding cost for both machines (c1m) decrease the number of 
batches and the total cost. The increase in the process inventory holding cost (c2m) will increase the 
number of batches in the best total cost. 
 
Table 3  
Parameter sensitivity analysis for Model [SITM] 

ܿଵ ܿଶ Number of batch  

M[1] 

Number of batch  

 M[2] 

Number of non 
conforming parts 

Number of CM TC 

ܿଵଵ ܿଵଶ ܿଶଵ ܿଶଶ ݊ݑݎଵ ݊ݑݎଶ ݊ݑݎଵ ݊ݑݎଶ M[1] M[2] M[1] M[2] 

0.4 0.4 0.2 0.2 2 1 3 0 0 52.2 0 1 262.471,9 
0.8 0.8 0.2 0.2 2 1 3 0 0 52.2 0 1 447.971,7 

0.16 0.16 0.2 0.2 2 0 2 0 60.5 52.2 1 1 628.306,0 

0.20 0.20 0.2 0.2 2 0 2 0 60.5 52.2 1 1 810.879,6 

 

0.4 0.4 0.2 0.2 2 1 3 0 0 52.2 0 1 262.471,9 
0.4 0.4 0.4 0.4 2 2 3 1 0 0 1 1 330.959,3 

0.4 0.4 0.6 0.6 3 2 4 1 0 0 1 1 498.701,6 

0.4 0.4 0.8 0.8 3 2 4 1 0 0 1 1 477.358,7 

 

Note: The sign↑indicates alteration of value of parameter

 
6. Conclusion 

The Model [SITM] has integrated batch production scheduling and maintenance scheduling for single 
item processed on flow shop with two machines to minimize the total cost consisting of inventory holding 
costs, setup cost, maintenance costs and rework cost.  

The solution search method for the integrated problem was calculated by relaxing the problem into two 
step optimization, i. e., to determine the batch production schedule for both machines and to determine 
the expected number of corrective maintenance and the expected number of non-conforming parts 
obtained from determining the production schedule for both machines. Steps in the Algorithm [SITM] 
show a trade off in production and maintenance cost. Algorithm [SITM] gives solution of the problem 
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as minimization of a set of the best total cost for all possible combinations of the number of production 
run for both machines.  

Acknowledgments 

The authors wish to thank the editors and the referees for their suggestions and corrections. This research 
is funded by the grant of applied products scheme with contract number 039A/VR.RTT/VI/2017 by 
Department of Research and High Education Republic of Indonesia.  
 
References 

Ben-Daya, M., & Noman, S. A. (2006). Lot sizing, preventive maintenance, and warranty decisions for 
imperfect production systems. Journal of Quality in Maintenance Engineering, 12(1), 68-80. 

Berrichi, A., Amodeo, L., Yalaoui, F., Châtelet, E., & Mezghiche, M. (2009). Bi-objective optimization 
algorithms for joint production and maintenance scheduling: application to the parallel machine 
problem. Journal of Intelligent Manufacturing, 20(4), 389. 

Chelbi, A., Rezg, N., & Radhoui, M. (2008). Simultaneous determination of production lot size and 
preventive maintenance schedule for unreliable production system. Journal of Quality in Maintenance 
Engineering, 14(2), 161-176. 

Chiu, Y., Lin, H., Wu, M., & Chiu, S. (2018). Alternative fabrication scheme to study effects of rework 
of nonconforming products and delayed differentiation on a multiproduct supply-chain 
system. International Journal of Industrial Engineering Computations, 9(2), 235-248. 

El-Ferik, S., & Ben-Daya, M. (2010). Integrated production maintenance model under imperfect age-
based maintenance policy and non-negligible maintenance times. Asia-Pacific Journal of Operational 
Research, 27(04), 539-558. 

Fitouhi, M. C., & Nourelfath, M. (2012). Integrating noncyclical preventive maintenance scheduling and 
production planning for a single machine. International Journal of Production Economics, 136(2), 
344-351. 

Halim, A. H., & Ohta, H. (1994). Batch-scheduling problems to minimize inventory cost in the shop with 
both receiving and delivery just-in-times. International Journal of Production Economics, 33(1-3), 
185-194. 

Lee, H. L., & Rosenblatt, M. J. (1987). Simultaneous determination of production cycle and inspection 
schedules in a production system. Management science, 33(9), 1125-1136. 

Lin, L., & Hou, K. (2005). EMQ model with maintenance actions for deteriorating production 
system. International Journal of Information and Management Sciences, 16(1), 53.  

Mo, S., Zeng, J., & Xu, W. (2017). A new warranty policy based on a buyer’s preventive maintenance 
investment. Computers & Industrial Engineering, 111, 433-444. 

Moradi, E., Ghomi, S. F., & Zandieh, M. (2011). Bi-objective optimization research on integrated fixed 
time interval preventive maintenance and production for scheduling flexible job-shop problem. Expert 
systems with applications, 38(6), 7169-7178. 

Murthy, D. N. P., & Jiang, R. (2008). Maintenance: decision models for management (Vol. 1, pp. 1-305). 
Science Press. 

Prasetyaningsih, E., Suprayogi, S., Samadhi, T. A., & Halim, A. H. (2017). Production and Delivery 
Batch Scheduling with Multiple Due Dates to Minimize Total Cost. Journal of Engineering and 
Technological Sciences, 49(1), 16-36.  

Suliman, S. M., & Jawad, S. H. (2012). Optimization of preventive maintenance schedule and production 
lot size. International Journal of Production Economics, 137(1), 19-28.  

Tseng, S. T. (1996). Optimal preventive maintenance policy for deteriorating production systems. IIE 
transactions, 28(8), 687-694. 

Wang, C. H., & Sheu, S. H. (2001). Simultaneous determination of the optimal production–inventory 
and product inspection policies for a deteriorating production system. Computers & Operations 
Research, 28(11), 1093-1110. 



  

 

238 

Winston, W. L., & Goldberg, J. B. (2004). Operations research: applications and algorithms (Vol. 3). 
Belmont: Thomson Brooks/Cole. 

Yusriski, R., Sukoyo, S., Samadhi, T. M. A. A., & Halim, A. (2015). Integer batch scheduling problems 
for a single-machine with simultaneous effect of learning and forgetting to minimize total actual flow 
time. International Journal of Industrial Engineering Computations, 6(3), 365-378. 

Zahedi, Z., Samadhi, T., Suprayogi, S., & Halim, A. (2016). Integrated batch production and maintenance 
scheduling for multiple items processed on a deteriorating machine to minimize total production and 
maintenance costs with due date constraint. International Journal of Industrial Engineering 
Computations, 7(2), 229-244.  

 
 

 

© 2019 by the authors; licensee Growing Science, Canada. This is an open access article 
distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution (CC-
BY) license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/). 

 

 



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /CMYK
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments true
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV (Za stvaranje Adobe PDF dokumenata najpogodnijih za visokokvalitetni ispis prije tiskanja koristite ove postavke.  Stvoreni PDF dokumenti mogu se otvoriti Acrobat i Adobe Reader 5.0 i kasnijim verzijama.)
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor prepress-afdrukken van hoge kwaliteit. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for high-quality prepress printing.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


