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Abstract

We study the combinatorial FIFO stack-up problem. In delivery in-
dustry, bins have to be stacked-up from conveyor belts onto pallets. Given
k sequences qi, ..., qr of labeled bins and a positive integer p. The goal
is to stack-up the bins by iteratively removing the first bin of one of the
k sequences and put it onto a pallet located at one of p stack-up places.
Each of these pallets has to contain bins of only one label, bins of different
labels have to be placed on different pallets. After all bins of one label
have been removed from the given sequences, the corresponding place be-
comes available for a pallet of bins of another label. In this paper we show
that the FIFO stack-up problem is NP-complete in general, even if the
sequences together contain at most 6 bins per pallet. The problem can be
solved in polynomial time, if the number k& of given sequences is fixed, or
if the number p of given stack-up places is fixed.

Keywords: computational complexity; combinatorial optimization; di-
rected pathwidh; discrete algorithms

1 Introduction

We consider the combinatorial problem of stacking up bins from a set of conveyor
belts onto pallets. This problem originally appears in stack-up systems that play
an important role in delivery industry and warehouses. A detailed description
of the practical background of this work is given in [5] [I1].

The bins that have to be stacked up onto pallets arrive at the stack-up
system on the main conveyor of an order-picking system. At the end of the
main conveyor they enter a cyclic storage conveyor, see Fig.[Il From the storage
conveyor the bins are pushed out to buffer conveyors, where they are queued.
The bins are picked-up by stacker cranes from the end of a buffer conveyor and
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moved onto pallets, which are located at some stack-up places. There is one
buffer conveyor for each stack-up place. Automatic driven vehicles take full
pallets from stack-up places, put them onto trucks and bring new empty pallets
to the stack-up places.
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Figure 1: A real stack-up system.

In real live, the cyclic storage conveyor is necessary to enable a smooth stack-
up process irrespective of the real speed the cranes and conveyors are moving.
Such details are unnecessary to compute an order in which the bins can be
palletized. So, in our model we neglect the cyclic storage conveyor, and the
number of stack-up places is not correlated to the number of sequences.

Logistic experiences over 30 years lead to such high flexible conveyor systems
in delivery industry. So, we do not intend to modify the architecture of existing
systems, but try to develop efficient algorithms to control them. Fig. [2] shows
a sketch of a simplified stack-up system with 2 buffer conveyors and 3 stack-up
places.

Our aim in controlling stack-up systems is to avoid blocking situations. The
system is blocked, if all stack-up places are occupied by pallets, and none of the
first bins of any sequence is destined for a pallet already located on any stack-up
place. To unblock the system, bins have to be picked-up manually and moved
to pallets by human workers. Such a blocking situation is sketched in Fig.

JFrom a theoretical point of view, we are given k sequences ¢, . . ., i of bins
and a positive integer p. Each bin b € ¢; is destined for exactly one pallet. The
goal is to remove iteratively the bins of the k sequences such that in each step
only the first bin of one of the sequences will be removed and after each step at
most p pallets are open. A pallet ¢ is called open, if at least one bin for pallet
t has already been removed from one of the given sequences, and if at least one
bin for pallet ¢ is still contained in one of the remaining sequences. If a bin b is
removed from a sequence then all bins to the right of b are shifted one position
to the left. Integer p represents the number of available stack-up places.

The FIFO stack-up problem seems to be not investigated by other authors
up to know, although it has important practical applications. But, many facts
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Figure 2: A FIFO stack-up system.

are known on stack-up systems that uses a random access storage instead of
buffer queues. In [I] it is shown that the stack-up problem with random access
storage is NP-complete [7], but can be solved efficiently if the storage capacity s
or the number of stack-up places p is fixed. It remains NP-complete as shown in
[12], even if the sequence contains at most 9 bins per pallet. A polynomial time
off-line approximation algorithm is introduced in [I2] that yields a processing
that is optimal up to a factor bounded by log(p). In [I3] the performances
of some simple on-line stack-up algorithms are compared with optimal off-line
solutions by a competitive analysis [4] [6] [9].

In this paper we show by a log-space reduction of the pathwidth problem
that the FIFO stack-up problem is NP-complete in general, even if the sequences
together contain at most 6 bins per pallet. But, if the number & of sequences is
fixed, it can be solved in polynomial time by dynamic programming. Further-
more, we give a non-deterministic algorithm that works on logarithmic work-
space, if the number k of sequences is fixed. The problem can also be solved in
polynomial time, if the number p of given stack-up places is fixed. This is shown
by defining a digraph that has a directed path-decomposition of width p — 1, if
and only if the given sequences can be stacked-up with p stack-up places.

2 Preliminaries

Unless otherwise stated, £ and p are some positive integers throughout the
paper. We consider sequences q1 = (b1,...,bny),-- s @k = (bng_1415---50n)
of pairwise distinct bins. These sequences represent the buffer queues in real
stack-up systems. Each bin b is labeled with a pallet symbol plt(b) which is,
without loss of generality, some positive integer. We say bin b is destined for
pallet plt(b). The labels of the pallets can be chosen arbitrarily, because we only



need to know whether two bins are destined for the same pallet or for different
pallets. In examples we often choose characters as pallet symbols. The set of
all pallets of the bins in some sequence g; is denoted by

plts(qi) = {plt(d) | b € q:}.

For a list of sequences @ = (q1,...,qr) we denote plts(Q) = plts(q1) U --- U
plts(qr).

For some sequence g = (b1, ..., b,) we say bin b; is left of bin b; in sequence
qifi < j. A sequence ¢’ = (b;,bj41,...,bs), j > 1, is called a subsequence of
sequence ¢ = (by,...,by), and we write ¢ — ¢’ = (b1,...,bj_1).

Let Q@ = (q1,...,qx) and Q" = (¢,...,q)) be two lists of sequences of
bins, such that each sequence qé, 1 < j < k, is a subsequence of sequence
gj. Each such pair (Q,Q’) is called a configuration. A pallet ¢ is called open
in configuration (Q,Q’), if a bin of pallet ¢ is contained in some ¢; € Q" and
if another bin of pallet ¢ is contained in some ¢; — ¢} for ¢; € Q, ¢; € Q".
The set of open pallets in configuration (@, Q') is denoted by open(Q,Q’). A
pallet t € plts(Q) is called closed in configuration (Q,Q’"), if t &€ plts(Q’), i.e. no
sequence of Q' contains a bin for pallet ¢.

In view of the practical background, we only consider lists of sequences that
together contain at least two bins for each pallet. Throughout the paper @
always denotes a list of some sequences of bins.

2.1 The FIFO Stack-up Problem

Consider a configuration (@, Q). The removal of the first bin from one sub-
sequence ¢’ € Q' is called transformation step. A sequence of transformation
steps that transforms the list Q of k£ sequences into k empty subsequences is
called a processing of Q.

Given a list @ = (q1, . . ., qxr) of sequences and a positive integer p, the FIFO
stack-up problem is to decide whether there is a processing of @, such that in
each configuration (Q, Q') during the processing at most p pallets are open.

It is often convenient to use pallet identifications instead of bin identifications

to represent a sequence q. For n not necessarily distinct pallets ¢1,...,%, let
[t1,...,t,]) denote some sequence of n pairwise distinct bins (by,...,b,), such
that plt(b;) = t; for i = 1,...,n. We use this notion for lists of sequences as
well. For the sequences ¢1 = [t1,...,tny],-- -, @k = [tng_1+15-- -, tn,] Of pallets
we define g1 = (b1,...,bny )y« @k = (bny_, 41, -+, bn,, ) to be sequences of bins
such that plt(b;) =¢; for i =1,...,ng, and all bins are pairwise distinct.

Example 2.1 Consider list Q = (q1,92) of sequences g1 = (b1,...,by) =
1,1,2,2] and qo = (bs,...,b12) = [3,4,5,3,1,4,2,5]. Table [ shows a pro-
cessing of Q with 3 stack-up places. The underlined bin is always the bin that
will be removed in the next transformation step. We denote Q; = (qt,¢5), thus
each row represents a configuration (Q,Q;).



1|4 4 bin to remove | open(Q, Q;)
01,522  [34,5,31,4,2,5 b ]
T[[1,1,2,2 4,5,3,1,4,2,5] b 3]
2111,1,2,2 5,3,1,4,2, 5] by (3,41
31[0,1,2,2 3,1,4,2,5] bs (3,4,5)
i(1,1,2,2 1,4,2,5] by (4,5
5L 2,2 1,4,2.5 by (1,4,5})
62,2 1,4,2,5 Do (1,4,5)
71122 1,2,5] 1o (4,5}
8112,2 2,5] b1 {5}
90122 5 b3 2,5
10 | [2] 5 by {2,5}
11 5] bio {5}
2 ] - ]

Table 1: A processing of @ = (g1, ¢2) from Example [ZT] with 3 stack-up places.
There is no processing of ) that needs less than 3 stack-up places.

Consider a processing of a list @ of sequences. Let B = (br(1),---,0x(n))
be the order in which the bins are removed during the processing of @), and
let T = (t1,...,tm) be the order in which the pallets are opened during the
processing of Q. Then B is called a bin solution of @), and T is called a pallet
solution of Q. The transformation in Table [I] defines the bin solution

B = (b57 b67 b77 b87 bla an an b107 blla b37 b47 b12)7

and the pallet solution T' = (3,4,5,1,2).

During a processing of a list () of sequences there are often configurations
(Q,Q’) for which it is easy to find a bin b that can be removed from Q' such
that a further processing with p stack-up places is still possible. This is the
case, if bin b is destined for an already open pallet, see configuration (@, Qs),

(Q7 Q5)3 (Qa Q6)7 (Q7 Q7)7 (Qa QQ)? (Q7 Qlo)a or (Q7 Qll) in Tablem Consider a

processing of some list @) of sequences with p stack-up places. Let

(br()s -+ s ba(i=1)s ba(i)s - - - s b (1=1)> Or(1)s Om(141)s - - - > D))

be the order in which the bins are removed from the sequences during the pro-
cessing, and let (Q,Q;), 1 < i < n denote the configuration such that bin b,
is removed in the next transformation step. Suppose bin b, ;) will be removed
in some transformation step although bin by, [ > i, for some already open
pallet plt(br)) € open(Q,Q;) could be removed next. We define a modified
processing

(br(1)s+ 5 br(im1)s b (1) O (i)s - - 5 Or(1=1)5 Om(141)5 - - + > D))

by first removing bin b, (;), and afterwards the bins br(;y, ..., brq—1) in the given
order. Obviously, in each configuration during the modified processing there are
at most p pallets open.



A configuration (Q, Q') is called a decision configuration, if the first bin
of each sequence ¢’ € Q' is destined for a non-open pallet, see configurations
(@.Qo), (@.Q1). (Q.Q2), (Q,Q4), and (Q.Qs) in Table [ FIFO stack-up
algorithms will only be asked for a decision in such decision configurations, in
all other configurations the algorithm automatically removes a bin for some
already open pallet.

If we have a pallet solution computed by any FIFO stack-up algorithm, we
need to convert the pallet solution into a sequence of transformation steps, i.e. a
processing of (). This is done by algorithm TRANSFORM in Fig. 3l Given a list
of sequences @ = (q1,-..,qx) and a pallet solution T' = (¢1, ..., ;) algorithm
TRANSFORM gives us a bin solution of Q.

Algorithm TRANSFORM

41 =q1,- -5 Q) = Gk
ji=1
T :={t1}
repeat the following steps until ¢ =0,...,q} = 0:
1. if there is a sequence ¢ such that the first bin b of ¢/ is destined for a pallet in T”, i.e.
plt(b) € T’, then remove bin b from sequence ¢}, and output b
comment: bins for already open pallets are removed automatically
2. otherwise set j:=j+1and T/ :=T" U {t;}
comment: if the first bin of each subsequence ¢} is destined for a non-open pallet, the
next pallet of the pallet solution has to be opened

Figure 3: Algorithm for transforming a pallet solution into a bin solution.

Obviously, there is no other processing of @) that also defines pallet solution
T but takes less stack-up places.

2.2 The processing graph

Our aim in controlling FIFO stack-up systems is to compute a processing of
the given sequences of bins with a minimum number of stack-up places. Such
an optimal processing can always be found by computing the processing graph
and doing some calculation on it. Before we define the processing graph let
us consider some general graph problem, that is strongly related to the FIFO
stack-up problem.

Let G = (V,E, f) be a directed acyclic vertex-labeled graph. Function f :
V' — Z assigns to every vertex v € V a value f(v). Let s € V and ¢t € V be two
vertices. For some vertex v € V' and some path p = (v1,...,v;) with v; = s,
vy = v and (v;,vi+1) € E we define

valy(v) = r;lg;{(f(u))

to be the maximum value of f on that path. Let P;(v) denote the set of all
paths from vertex s to vertex v. Then we define

val(v) := perrllji\r(lv)(valp(v)).



A solution of this problem can be found by dynamic programming and solves
also the FIFO stack-up problem. The reason for this is given shortly. For some
vertex v € V let II(v) := {u € V | (u,v) € E} be the set of predecessors of v in
graph G. Then it holds:

val(v) = max{f(v), min (val(u))}
u€Il(v)

That means, the value of val(v) can be processed recursively. But, if we would do
that, subproblems often would be calculated several times. So, we use dynamic
programming to calculate each subproblem only once, and put them together
by already calculated sub-solutions. This is possible, since the graph is directed
and acyclic.

Let topol : V' — N be an ordering of the vertices of graph G such that
topol(u) < topol(v) holds for each (u,v) € E. That means, topol is a topological
ordering of the vertices.

Algorithm ONE

val[s] := f(s)
for every vertex v # s in order of topol do
val[v] :== oo
for every u € II(v) do
if (vallu] < vallv])

valv] := val[u]
predv] :=u
if (val[v] < f(v))
val[v] == f(v)

Figure 4: dynamic programming: find an optimal processing.

The value val[t] can be computed in polynomial time. We need some addi-
tional terms, before we show how the above solution can solve the FIFO stack-up
problem. For a sequence ¢ = (b1,...,b,) let

left(q,i) :== (b1,...,b;)

denote the sequence of the first 7 bins of sequence ¢, and let

right(q,i) := (bit1,...,bn)

denote the remaining bins of sequence g after removing the first ¢ bins. Consider
again Example 2.I] and Table [[I It can be seen that a configuration is well-
defined by the number of bins that are removed from each sequence.

The position of the first bin in some sequence g; destined for some pallet
t is denoted by first(g;,t), similarly the position of the last bin for pallet ¢ in
sequence ¢; is denoted by last(q;, ).



Example 2.2 Consider list Q = (q1,q2) of the sequences ¢ = [a,b,c,a,b, ]
and q2 = [d7e7f7 d,e,f,a,b,c]. Then we g@t leﬁ(ql72) = [a’7b]7 T"Lght(Q1,2) =
[c,a,b,c], leﬁ(Q273) = [daeafL and TZght(q273) = [dvevaa’abv C]'

If we denote q] := right(q1,2), and ¢4 := right(g2,3), then, in Example
22 there are 5 pallets open in configuration (Q,Q’) with Q" = (qi,¢5). We
generalize this in the following and we define the cut

cutq(it,. .., k) = {t € plts(Q) |
Hj, jl, be leﬁ(qj, ij), b e Tight(q]‘/,ij/) :
plt(b) = plt(b') =t}

at some position (i1, ...,4x) to be the set of pallets ¢ such that one bin for pallet
t has already been removed and another bin for pallet ¢ is still contained in some
sequence. Let #cutg(i1,...,9) be the number of elements in cutg (i1, ..., %)

The intention of a processing graph G = (V| E, f) is the following. Suppose
each vertex v € V of graph G represents a configuration (i1,...,%) during
the processing of some set of sequences (). Suppose further, an edge (u,v) €
FE represents a transformation step during this processing, such that a bin b
is removed from some sequence in configuration u resulting in configuration
v. Suppose also that each vertex v is assigned the number of open pallets
in configuration v, i.e. number #cutg(i1,...,ix). If vertex s represents the
initial configuration (0,0, ...,0), while vertex ¢ represents the final configuration
(lg1l, lg2l, - - - »|qx|), then we are searching a path p from s to ¢ such that the
maximal number on path p is minimal. Thus, an optimal processing of @) can
be found by Algorithm ONE given in Fig. @

The processing graph has a vertex for each possible configuration. Each
vertex v of the processing graph is labeled by the vector f(v) = (vy,...,vk),
where v; denotes the position of the bin that have been removed last from
sequence ¢;. There is a directed edge from vertex u labeled by (uq,...,ux) to
vertex v labeled by (v1,...,vg) if and only if u; = v; — 1 for exactly one element
of the vector and for all other elements of the vector it holds u; = v;. The
edge is labeled with the pallet symbol of that bin, that will be removed in the
corresponding transformation step. For the sequences of Example we get
the processing graph of Fig. The processing graph is directed and acyclic,
and we use this graph to compute the values of #cutg(i1, ..., 1) iteratively in
the following way.

First, since none of the bins have been removed from any sequence, we have
#cutg(0,...,0) = 0. Since the processing graph is directed and acyclic, there
exists an topological ordering topol of the vertices. The vertices are passed
through in the order topol. In each transformation step we remove exactly one
bin for some pallet ¢ from some sequence g;, thus

#CUtQ(il, . ,’L'jfl,ij,ijJrl, . ,ik)

= #Cth(il,...,ij_l,ij—1,ij+1,...,ik) + 'Uij



Figure 5: The processing graph of Example

where
1, if first(g;,t) =4, and
(t & qe or first(qe,t) > ig) for every £ # j
vi, = ¢ —1, if last(g;,t) =i; and
(t & qq or last(qe,t) < ip) for every £ # j
0, otherwise.
That means, v;; = 1 if pallet ¢ has been opened in the last transformation
step, and v;; = —1 if pallet ¢ has been closed in the last transformation step.
Otherwise, v;; is zero. That means, the calculation of value #cutq (i1, ..., i)
for the vertex labeled (i1, ...,i;) depends only on already calculated values.

Fig. [6] shows such a processing for the sequences of Example
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Figure 6: The processing graph of Example

To efficiently perform this processing, we have to store for each pallet the
first and last bin in each sequence. Table 2lshows such a table for the sequences
of Example[Z2l The calculation of that table can be done in time O(|q1|+. ..+



lgr]) = O(k - N) = O(N), since k is fixed. Afterwards, the computation of each
value v;; can be done in time O(k).

| pallet ¢ || a | b | c | d | e | f |
first(qu,t) || 1 | 2 | 3

first(qa, t) . 71 8 1 2 3
last(qi,t) || 4 | 5 | 6 .
last(gz,t) 718|456

Table 2: Additional table to perform all operations efficient.

After the computation of each value #cutg(i1,. .., ix), we can use Algorithm
ONE to compute the minimal number of stack-up places necessary to process the
given FIFO stack-up problem. If the size of the processing graph is polynomial
bounded in the size of the input, the FIFO stack-up problem can be solved in
polynomial time. In the following section we give an example that shows, that
the processing graph can be too large to efficiently solve the problem.

3 Hardness Result

In this section we show that the FIFO stack-up problem is NP-complete. We
give a log-space reduction of the pathwidth problem. The notion of pathwidth
is introduced by Robertson and Seymour [14]. A path-decomposition of a graph
G = (V,E) is a sequence (X1,...,X,) of subsets of V, such that the following
holds:

(pw-1) X1 U...UX, =V

(pw-2) for each edge {u,v} € E there is an 4, 1 <14 < r, such that u,v € X;
(pw-3) for all 4, 4,0 with 1 <i < j <! <ritholds X; NX; C X;

The width of a path-decomposition (X1,...,X,) is

max | X;| — 1.

1<i<r
The pathwidth of a graph G = (V, E) is the minimum width over all path-
decompositions of G. The problem of finding path-decompositions with optimal
width is shown to be NP-complete in [I].

Before we prove that the FIFO stack-up problem is NP-complete in general

we give an example to sketch the main idea of the proof. Let G = (V,E)
be a graph. For each e = {u,v} € E we have two sequences ¢. = [u,v] and
e = [v,u] in Q. Obviously, this transformation can be computed on logarithmic
work-space.

Example 3.1 Consider the following graph G and its transformation as defined
above. Then we have the following sequences in Q:

10



@1 = [a,b], @ =[b,a
g2 = [b,c], @ =]|c,b]
g3 = [e,d], T3 =1d,c]
qa = [d,e], T =le,d]
g5 = la,e], G5 =le,qa]

A path-decomposition of G' of minimal width is (X7, X2, X3) where X; =
{a,b,c}, Xo = {a,c,d}, and X3 = {a,d,e}. To process the sequences we first
open the pallets of X7 in any order, then the pallets of X5 — X7 in any order,
and after that the pallets of X3 — (X2 U X7) in any order. Please note, that
any pallet can be opened in any transformation step during the processing of
@ since each vertex v € V with {u,v} € E is contained in two sequences [u, v]
and [v,u], and therefore there is a sequence whose first bin is destined for pallet
v. Thus, we may get pallet solution T' = (¢, b, a,d, e) that yields a processing
of @ with 3 stack-up places. The number of stack-up places is exactly the
number of elements in the set with maximum cardinality of the sets in the
path-decomposition. This is not a coincidence, as we will see now.

After all pallets of X7 = {a,b, c} have been opened, all bins for pallet b can
be removed from the sequences. The pallets a and ¢ remain open because of
the edges {a, e} and {c,d} that gave us the sequences @ = [e, a] and g3 = [d, ¢]
where a bin for the non-open pallets e and d are left of the bins for the open
pallets a and c, respectively. By pw-2 there must be sets X, X;, such that
a,e € Xj,,and ¢,d € Xj,. Since d, e € X1, it must hold ji, jo > 2. By pw-3 we
get a,c € Xo, thus the pallets that are open after opening the pallets of X; are
all contained in X5.

Please note, if there is an edge {u,v} € E, then pallet u has to be opened
before pallet v can be closed, and pallet v has to be opened before pallet u can
be closed. Thus, during any processing of @) there has to be a configuration in
which both pallets u and v are open. Furthermore, a pallet ¢ € plts(Q) can only
be closed, if all pallets ¢’ with {¢,¢'} € E are open or already closed.

Before we go on, please consider the processing graph of the sequences of
Example Bl Each vertex v is labeled with a vector of dimension 10, since we
have 10 sequences of bins. Each element of such a vector can have value 0, 1,
or 2, since none bin, one bin, or all two bins might have been removed from
any sequence in a configuration. That means, we get 3'° possible vertices in the
processing graph. The size of the processing graph is therefore not polynomial
bounded in the size of the input.

Theorem 3.2 Given a list Q = (q1,...,qr) of k sequences of bins and some
positive integer p. The problem to decide whether there is a processing of Q with
at most p stack-up places is NP-complete.

Proof Let G = (V,E) be a graph. We construct a list of sequences @ such
that for each vertex v € V there is a sequence ¢, = [v,v] in @, and for each
edge e = {u,v} € F there are two sequences g. = [u,v] and gz = [v,u] in Q.

11



The sequence ¢, is necessary to secure that there are at least two bins for each
pallet in the sequences. In the following we show that ) can be processed with
at most p stack-up places if and only if the graph G has pathwidth p — 1.

"< Let (Xq,...,X,) be a path-decomposition of graph G of width p — 1.
We construct a pallet solution T" by first opening the pallets of X7 in any order,
then opening the pallets of Xs — X in any order, after that opening the pallets
of X3 — (X2 U X;) in any order and so on.

Consider some decision configuration (Q,Q’) during this processing, such
that a pallet ¢t will be opened in the next transformation step. We show that
in each such configuration at most p — 1 pallets are open. Clearly, there are at
most p — 1 pallets open if ¢ € X, since |X;| < p. Consider now the case that
t € X, for i > 1. We show that each pallet ¢’ € (X7 U...UX;_1)— X is already
closed in configuration (Q,Q’), i.e. open(Q,Q’) C X;. Then, since | X;| < p,
and ¢ € X;, there are at most p — 1 pallets open in configuration (Q, Q’).

Let ¥ € X1 U...UX; 1. By definition of our pallet solution, pallet ¢’ is
opened before some pallet of X; is opened. Furthermore, by pw-3, if t’ € X;
we have t' € X;,...,X,. Thus, by pw-2 we know that all vertices t"” with
{t",t'} € E are contained in X,..., X;_1. Therefore, all bins left from bins for
pallet ¢’ are destined for some already open pallets, or pallets that already have
been closed. Since a further pallet is only be opened when no bin for already
open pallets can be removed automatically, ¢’ has been closed before some pallet
of X; is opened.

”=" Suppose @ can be processed with p stack-up places. Let T' = (t1,...,tm)
be a pallet solution of such a processing, and let (@, Q;) denote the config-
uration, such that pallet ¢; has been opened in the last transformation step.
Then (X1,...,X,,) is a path-decomposition of graph G of width p — 1, where
X; = open(Q, Q;), because of the following observations.

1. Obviously, since pallet ¢; is open in configuration (Q, @;), and all pallets
are opened during a processing of @ it holds X; U...U X, = V. Thus,
pw-1 is satisfied.

2. Consider any edge e = {u,v} € E. Since @) contains the sequences g, =
[u,v] and @z = [v,u], pallet v can not be closed without to open pallet
u, and pallet v can not be closed without to open pallet v. Thus, there
has to be a configuration such that both pallets v and v are open. That
means, there is a set X; such that u,v € X;. Thus, pw-2 is satisfied.

3. During any processing of () each pallet ¢ is opened exactly once. That
means, if a pallet has been closed, it will never be opened again. Thus,
for each pallet ¢ € X; and ¢t € X, it holds ¢t € X for i < j < [, i.e.
X;NX; CXjforl<i<j<l<m. Thus, pw-3 is satisfied.

Since @ is processed with p stack-up places, it holds |open(Q, Q;)| = | Xi| < p
for 1 <4 < m, and therefore (X1,..., X,,) has width p — 1. O

12



Corollary 3.3 Given a list Q = (qu,...,qr) of k sequences of bins and some
positive integer p. The problem to decide whether there is a processing of Q with
at most p stack-up places is NP-complete, even if the sequences of @ contain
together at most 6 bins per pallet.

Proof According to [3] it is shown in [I0] that determining whether the path-
width of some given graph G is at most w remains NP-complete even for planar
graphs with maximum vertex degree 3. Thus, by our transformation of graph
G we get sequences that contain together at most 6 bins per pallet. Thus, the
FIFO stack-up problem is NP-complete even if the number of bins per pallet is
bounded. (]

4 Bounded FIFO stack-up systems

4.1 Fixed number of sequences

In this paragraph we assume that the number k of sequences is fixed. Then, as
we have seen in Section 2.2 the solution can be found by dynamic programming
in polynomial time. This can also be seen as follows.

Theorem 4.1 Given a list Q = (q1, - .., qx) of sequences for some fized k and a
number of stack-up places p. The question whether the sequences can be stacked
up with at most p stack-up places is non-deterministically decidable on logarith-
mic work-space.

Proof We need k+ 1 variables, namely posi, ..., posi and open. Each variable
pos; is used to store the position of the bin which has been removed last from
sequence ¢;. Variable open is used to store the number of open pallets. These
variables take (k + 1) - [log(n)] bits, where n is the total number of bins in the
sequences of list @. The simulation starts with pos; := 0,...,posg := 0 and
open = 0.

1. Choose any index 4 and increment variable pos;. Let b be the bin on
position pos; in sequence ¢;, and let ¢t := plt(b) be the pallet symbol of bin
b.
comment: remove the next bin b from some sequence g;

2. If first(q;,t) > pos; for each j # i, 1 < j <k, and first(q;,t) = pos;, then
increment variable open.
comment: if the removed bin b was the first bin of pallet ¢ that ever has
been removed from any sequence, then pallet ¢t has just been opened

3. If last(q;,t) < pos; for each j, 1 < j <k, then decrement variable open.
comment: if bin b was the last one of pallet ¢, then pallet ¢ has just been
closed

13



If open is set to a value greater than p in step 2 of the algorithm then the
execution is stopped in a non-accepting state. To execute the steps 2 and 3 we
need a fixed number of additional variables. Thus, all steps can be executed
non-deterministically on logarithmic work-space. O

Theorem 1] implies that the FIFO stack-up problem with a fixed number
of given sequences can be solved in polynomial time since NL is a subset of P.

4.2 Fixed number of stack-up places

According to Barat [2], the notion of directed pathwidth is introduced by Reed,
Seymour, and Thomas around 1995 and relates to directed treewidth intro-
duced by Johnson, Robertson, Seymour, and Thomas in [8]. A directed path-
decomposition of a digraph G = (V| E) is a sequence (X1, ..., X,) of subsets of
V', such that the following holds:

(dpw-1) X; U...UX, =V

(dpw-2) for each edge (u,v) € E there is a pair ¢ < j such that v € X; and
v e Xj

(dpw-3) for all 4,7,l with 1 <4 < j <l <ritholds X;NX; CX;
The width of a directed path-decomposition (X7, ..., X, ) is

max |X;| — 1.

1<i<r
The directed pathwidth of a digraph G is the minimum width over all directed
path-decompositions of digraph G. The directed pathwidth problem is NP-
complete, because it is a generalization of pathwidth. This can be seen as
follows. As illustrated in Fig.[7 an undirected graph G = (V, E) is transformed
into a digraph G’ = (V, E’) such that each edge e = {u,v} € E is replaced by
two anti-parallel edges (u,v) € E’ and (v,u) € E’.

G G

=

Figure 7: Directed pathwidth is a generalization of pathwidth.

Thus (Xi,...,X,) is a path-decomposition in G if and only if (X1,...,X,)
is a directed path-decomposition of G’, because of the following observation.
Obviously, if pw-1 and pw-3 are satisfied, respectively, then dpw-1 and dpw-
3 are satisfied and vice versa. Furthermore, if pw-2 is satisfied then dpw-2 is
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satisfied. So, we only have to show that pw-2 follows from dpw-2. By dpw-2 we
have:

(u,v) EE' = 3Fh<i:ueXpveX;
(v,u) e E' = 3Fj<l:veX;,uekX

If h < I, then by dpw-3 it holds v € X;, N X; C X; and v € X;, and therefore
u,v € X;. Otherwise, if A > [, it holds v € X; N X; C X; and v € X;, thus
u,v € X;. Hence, in both cases there has to be a set X; such that u,v € Xj,
and therefore pw-2 is satisfied.

For some list () of sequences of bins we define a binary relation Rpefore as
follows. For two pallets u, v € plts(Q) it holds u Rpetore v if there is a sequence
q € Q such that a bin b for pallet u is left from a bin o’ for pallet v in sequence
q. We use the relation Rpefore t0 define a digraph Ghetore(Q) = (V, E) for a list
Q@ of sequences such that

V = plts(Q) and
E = {(’U,,’U) eV xV | U 7’5 v, and u Rpefore U}'

Digraph Ghefore(Q) = (V, E) can be computed in time O(k - m?) where m is
the number of pallets in plts(Q). In a pre-processing we first compute for each
pallet the position of the first and the last bin in each sequence. Since we have
k € O(n) sequences, and m € O(n) pallets, digraph Ghefore(®@) can be computed
in time O(n3) where n is the total number of bins in the sequences of Q.

Example 4.2 Consider the list Q = (¢q1, 42, q3) of the sequences g1 = [a,a,d, €],
g2 = [b,b,d], and g3 = [c,c,d,e]. Fig. [8 shows the digraph Gpefore(Q) of these

SeEqueEnces.

Figure 8: Digraph Gpefore of Example

The intention of the digraph Guefore(@) = (V, E) is the following. If there
is an edge (u,v) € E then pallet v can not be closed without to open pallet
u. Or in other words, pallet u has to be opened before pallet v can be closed.
Please note that it does not mean, that pallet u has to be opened first of the
two pallets u and v.

Before we show that the FIFO stack-up problem with a fixed number of
stack-up places is solvable in polynomial time we give an example to sketch the
main idea of the proof. For the rest of this section let (X1, ..., X,) be a directed
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path-decomposition of Ghefore(Q) of width p— 1. Furthermore, let T' be a pallet
order obtained by first inserting into 7" the pallets of X7 in any order, thereafter
appending 7" by the pallets of X5 — X in any order, then appending 7" by the
pallets of X35 — (X2 U X};) in any order and so on.

The digraph Gpefore(®@) of Example has a directed path-decomposition
(X1, Xo, X3, X4) of width 1, where X; = {a,e}, Xo = {b,e}, X5 = {c,e}, and
X4, = {d,e}. Please note, that this is not a directed path-decomposition of
minimal width. This path-decomposition would gave us a possible pallet order
T = (a,e, b, c,d), but unfortunately, this is not a pallet solution of @ since pallet
e can not be opened after pallet a has been opened. Pallet e could not be opened
until pallet d has been opened. In the following we show how the pallet order
T can be rearranged to get a pallet solution. This is done by putting pallet e
on hold and open it as soon as possible.

Please observe the following. Pallet e could not be opened before pallet d
is opened, because first(¢qi,d) < first(qi,e), and first(gs,d) < first(gs,e), and
therefore (d,e) € E. By dpw-2 there has to be a pair ¢ < j such that d € X;
and e € X;. Because of dpw-3, and since e € X, pallet e has to be contained
in all sets X;, 1 < < j. That means for our processing, that pallet e can be
opened later on.

We introduce some further notations to formulate algorithm REARRANGE.
Let £ = (01,...,0,) be an ordered list of elements o1,...,0,. Then £.first()
denotes the first element o7 of list £. Furthermore, £.append(o) denotes the
list (01,...,0p,0), and £.remove(o) denotes list ¢ after removing element o.
Algorithm REARRANGE in Fig. [0 rearranges any pallet order T' obtained by a
directed path-decomposition of Ghefore(@) to get a pallet solution T;.

Algorithm REARRANGE

ji=1

Ti:=() comment: contains later on the pallet solution
To:=() comment: stores pallets that could not be opened
repeat until (¢1 =0, g2 =0, ..., g =0) {

if (3q € Q : pli(g. first() = 1) {

T .append(t;)

PROCESS(Q)

while (3¢ € Q : plt(q. first()) € To) {
t := plt(q.first())
T .append(t)
T».remove(t)
PROCESS(Q)

} else Ts.append(t;)
Ji=J3+1

Figure 9: Algorithm for rearranging any pallet order T' = (¢1, ..., ;) obtained
by a directed path-decomposition of Ghefore(Q) to get a pallet solution T7.
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We use a sub-routine called PROCESS((Q)) shown in Fig. [[0l that removes as
many bins as possible from the sequences for already open pallets.

Algorithm PROCESS(Q)

while (3q € Q : plt(q. first()) € T1)
remove the first bin of sequence ¢

Figure 10: Algorithm for removing as many bins as possible from the sequences.

Theorem 4.3 Given a list Q@ = (q1,-..,qx) of sequences, and let p be any fized
number of stack-up places. The question whether the sequences can be stacked
up with at most p stack-up places is decidable in polynomial time.

Proof In the following we show that Guefore(®Q) = (V, E) has directed path-
width p — 1 if and only if @ can be processed with p stack-up places.

”<” Suppose @ can be processed with p stack-up places. Let (t1,...,%m)
be the pallet solution of such a processing. Let (Q,Q;) be the configuration
such that pallet t; has been opened in the last transformation step. Then
(X1,...,Xmm) is a directed path-decomposition of Gpefore(Q) of width p — 1,
where X; := open(Q, Q;) because of the following observations.

1. Since each pallet ¢t € pits(Q) has to be opened during any processing of
Q, it holds X7 U...UX,, = V. Thus, dpw-1 is satisfied.

2. Consider any edge (u,v) € E of Ghefore(@). Then pallet v can not be
closed without to open pallet u. Thus, either pallet u is already closed
before pallet v is opened, or there is a configuration in which both pallets
u and v are open. In the first case, there is a pair ¢ < j such that u € X,
v € Xj, in the latter case there is a set X; such that u,v € X;. Thus,
dpw-2 is satisfied.

3. During any processing of @ any pallet ¢ is opened exactly once. That
means, if a pallet has been closed, it will never be opened again. Thus,
for each pallet ¢ € X; and ¢t € X, it holds t € X for ¢ < j < [, i.e.
X; N X; C X for ¢ < j <I. Thus, dpw-3 is satisfied.

Since @ is processed with p stack-up places, it holds |open(Q, Q;)| = | Xi| < p
for 1 < ¢ < m, and therefore (Xi,...,X,,) has width p — 1.

”=" Suppose the digraph Ghefore(Q) has a directed path-decomposition
(X1,...,X,) of width p — 1. We construct a pallet order T' by first insert-
ing into T the pallets of X7 in any order, then appending 7" by the pallets of
X9 — X1 in any order, afterwards appending T by the pallets of X5 — (XoU X7)
in any order and so on. This order T is transformed by algorithm REARRANGE
into a pallet solution of Q.
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Consider some decision configuration (Q,Q’) during the processing of Q
such that a pallet ¢t € X; will be opened in the next transformation step. Let
t' € X1 U...UX; 1. Such a pallet t is either already closed in configuration
(Q,Q"), or pallet ¢’ is open in configuration (@, Q’), or pallet ¢ could not have
been opened so far and has been put on hold. We show that the latter two
cases yields t' € X;. Hence, there are at most p— 1 pallets open in configuration
(Q,Q’), because |X;| < p.

If ¢ € open(Q, Q') or if pallet ¢ has been put on hold there must be bins
for some pallet t(1) left from the bins for pallet ¢’ in each sequence ¢ € Q' such
that pallet ¢’ could not be closed or opened, respectively. Thus, there must
be an edge (t(),t') € E of Gpefore(@Q), and t() € X;, ..., X, has not yet been
opened. Or, pallet ¢(!) has been put on hold and there is a pallet ¢t2) such
that first(q,t?) < first(¢q,t™")) holds, and t® € Xj,..., X, has not yet been
opened. Or, pallet t(?) has also been put on hold and there is a pallet ¢(3)
such that first(q,t®) < first(q,t®) holds, and t®) € X;, ..., X, has not been
opened. Let this chain of argumentation end here. Then we have (&), ¢') € E,
and by dpw-2 there must be a pair ¢ < ¢ such that t®®) € X,, and t' € Xp.
Since t®) & X1,..., X;_1 it holds ¢’ € X; because of dpw-3.

In [I5] it is shown that the bounded directed pathwidth problem is decidable
in polynomial time. Hence, the FIFO stack-up problem with fixed number of
stack-up places is also solvable in polynomial time. ([
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