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Abstract;

decision-making needs, a multi-mode project scheduling

Combined with a class of actual production

problem based on project splitting decision was proposed. In
order to minimize the resource investment, an integrated
optimization model including project splitting and multi-mode
resource investment model was build. Considering the
characteristics of the model, a double-layer optimization
algorithm, including project splitting algorithm and multi-
mode resource investment project scheduling algorithm, was
obtained a
reasonable resolution scheme by moving jobs among different

presented. The project splitting algorithm

sub-projects and the multi-mode resource-based project
scheduling algorithm determined the priority rules by
analyzing the influence of different jobs on time constraints
and resource constraints. The data experiment was carried out
by using the Project Scheduling Problem Library (PSPLIB)
standard example. Results validated the algorithm.

WeRs HEE: 2017-11-22
EEWH . BRARBEES (61473211, 71171130)

Key words: project splitting; resource investment;

integrated optimization

e RHL AR Tl o A BT AR v, T
FERRAUBERR , TZBMEZE IS B B8, RBUESR
(B 7 3l o7 AR 7 O AR R AR MR 22, AT TE R 1
JETT TR, R B VRN 8 AR 7 7 =N 28 TR 1Y
AARYCRNRREER AR LB
W B KRB Dl &y WA= 7 = DL RALRE g 3
BLZk ], M TIRER S A =LK, SR B LR IR 45
Y REANTAL, CHURIKE 8 0 A A7, i IR
Beit R 58 B AT FCVE k. SR B F O AT T
K, e IR IR C R RN e B e e e T
7, TRFEABEFL R I P BEURE i LA 3k 288 [
AT LUEAE— 2500 B 8 B (0] 7. W2 R R 72
WA —RIE , WL B T 7 ZE SR
BN EAHN T ALY —FIE , 3
TC 2 % R e S 45 T XX B T H 47 9 B, AT LA
BVEIATHATIZ T B I8 B )R, i —2, FE KPR AR
P AR AR AP T R R [ Y BT AR 0
AN [B) A 9% U5 R B A s R), i 5 R TR
BLR B A LA S A REMEEZ EE L, L
& B HAE MV AT AT UG RO 35 A 3 e
L. &5 BRrkR, KPR S Ml 2k A% A FE ) R 7E 3
i R -REAE SR AR SR, H X
BRBE PR AR A R 2 0 H P Ie] 38 B [ . 5% — 2%
[ R AT AFR G BT I HIF - R 2 AR ERA
P& & 8] 8 (multi-mode resource investment project
scheduling problem based on project splitting,
MRIPSP-PS). H iR A # % MRIPSP-PS [A)# ]
HEPIE, 52 M4 MRIPSP (multi-mode resource
investment project scheduling problem) [B) il #H L,

F—EHE: BEIR1968—), B, B, 1 A QW gL, BB W N AT RG-S B - AL R AL

E-mail; zhigianglu@tongji. edu. en



1148 A ¥ K22 ME KRB 2D

H46 %

MRIPSP-PS f PR 1 Mk i B AR X
RS HIRRASFIR, W B B L B T T H 55 2t
0 I Hax s g SEAE B2 M, R SR % MRIPSP |5
BRI J5 Ui A 0k B A TR MRIPSP-PS i)
B, R Xt MRIPSP-PS [n) @ #E SR 0E5R A

B, MRIPSP-PS [a] 55 MRIPSP [n} 8 H A
A, BT LUBLA 1) MRIPSP [h) 5 (4 55 5 X 5K
MRIPSP-PS [F#AA —E S %5 . X MRIPSP [&
RR RS R 0 T B T A R TR AR AT H R [ R
(Resource Investment Project Scheduling Problem,
RIPSP). Mohring™ £ B3 1 T RIPSP [a) &%, 3%
TGRS X [ B AT SR A7 38 o i Mohring
M & 3, Demeulemeester™ #¢ 3+ T — F B8 K
Minimum Bounding Algorithm (MBA) %5 # 5
B E AT L UER] T MBA HA ¥ & R 7%
#. Rodrigues il Yamashita" ¥ 5 & B 521
F MBA 04> X B EAME G, it 75K 3 .
Rangaswamy > 4N 40 T — DN E T 0 X &
FREEE, JE—2P4R e TSRS, SRR B
BB R T/ NIRRT R, Tovk A ROR il R AR ) . 2 1
SRAG R AR R, A F AR S i T &M s 5
% Kelly®™ S B T Jn R R, Bk ek
FLN] (Priority Rule, PR)F1H FE 4= BHLH] (Schedule
Generation Scheme, SGS) Fii4r. ZJEH¥H, B
$& Kurtulus™ , Boctor™®, Lawrence!™ , 43 HII 42 H T
R RSP HN]. Afshar Nadjafli™ 5] AT IR
THCES [] B AR A8 » N7 T — BT i 2 B IR AR ALI]
REREHY. Chen™ %111 3 ZEHNI, 4351 FH F 1 5 4E
v AL B PA TR R B a B R] L Il 3 28
LA R 20 B e 22 iR f 2B R TR

SR I (B 5E7E R T MRIPSP-PS [ @A
FATEJLEA L : OMRIPSP-PS [R) R & 230 B #47
Pror  TEP R AT E S B IR D 25 Q3R
X 2B TR AR H P4 & R AL, &
BRI ARAE B R B AR AL AL S0, LK
FHorh i K e o [ 24 T 5 905 249 TR R EL S R DG 2R
PR  &1%F IR A, A SCHR TS W H R B
A BT A A BT B 98 B SRR 0 WUZ AL 3R
2%, LR B R R RS H S B S E
MFIRE ; T RESERHR AR B HER S, 8
T B 0] R A R BRI IR R R IR R A R T
— TR PR SR FN.

1 AR R EEE

1.1 EEER

PLIRALE BB R 4R S B 5 &, LRSI H
AU ERXME G=V,E)ExR, bV HHE
M G h R EA, AR BMIELES, EX
I EH M IR ES  AAREI Z Mk &, T
HHGESHR jG=1,2,, D J BEMH B, 57550
BHEME O FEML T+1 A BAE L 43 IR T B
FIFF R Ve FNZS SRAEL.

—BRHLT TR 2R EAE L R AL JE % R WA
1 Fim. CHLE 8 T 32 Bio 2k, R A 1) R B 2
TR0 P 2 T % U5, e R T 8 B O R SR R SR BT R
TR LML AR 55

1 SR ELRMED

Fig.1 A single aircraft assembly operation
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Fig.3 The moving jobs of sub project n

(1 & n=1,F 3 FXRE—AFHH , ehfFI0
H/EML Rtgma#303 FH H 2 b, ANEeEr . K&
3 Hfeal 14 FEAL 15 BT RIS B, WAEML 7—13 # A7
HEAMEGEL, FeEERES). B FHE 1 H Rk
AT R B IE R h2s B A RERS 3, A

F={(lS=gNnNYy;=1.v¥je ]} AD

(2) & 1<n<<N,MW2HE 3 EALEE—FIN
BUAREE —-AFWE, MEEUTFHE 2 F1HF
W 2.t H e BE T LIRS B F I E »
— 1, e E BB FIE n+1 . K, & 3
e 7.8.9 AT LA T —~F R B 3, 4Bk 14,15
AL M JE —F 3 H % 8h, mEd 10—13 Rag
B FIH nQ<a<N)WRABENLLE F, K

F=Ul®=a3US =N
Y,=LV;e] A<n<N) (12
(3) ZH n=N, LK 3 ®rkfF—NFHE,



ERR G

Fifi R, 55 FE T H IR PR M TR IR 1151

FHE PR RERB R FIHE n—1 h, AEemE 5
#sh. | 3 ARk 7.8.9 AT LIR{H , HARAE L ER A e
%3, BlFIiH N R BRI E Fv A
FN:{j|Pj:¢ﬂYNj:1’Vj€]} (13

2 F I H SRR AR, A SCHR FR A O]
BaElE F, PR ME A B H AL 730 B 17
FORTARI B/ 5 R 8 BHIF 4R Y.
2.3 TEIRISHE

Mt B2 PSS B KU HIF A ZAIFATHY
FWE, WA 2 fiR, TR IRTS REFEFEE
HIPAT LA R FF R 1], BR PR SR AR B Xy, AN SR
FR &GRS 4 1 BE AR DL I RO S R0 )
WIRRAr. Hovb ot B A UL A A B E AR AL )
(serial schedule generation scheme, SSGS), &4t
L ST R I35 B B3k 4 — W EHER b LA B2 ax
AR T AR T FIPAT R, R R AR A
[vi] B PRA 7488 R0 7 [ B4 F S B D 5 0 98 B 3 =
A AN TR) P 52 ) o 2 A, 58 T B (1) 249 B 1 5 il R X B
LR . A SCHR H — il [m] A 2% 1B 5% 1 5 1 )
JEE (JRTS, joint resource and time scheme) f) BR
B 43 A BT VR AL 2 HER B R 29 3R B R, R T —
T R D S5 G, TR) B e 5 B HE I A ol LA B A
7 BB TR R S 1 ).
2.3.1 BfRIE R M RE

I ] PR 2R DA R B T PPN 1Rl B 22 HE Jy 22 %t
B[] 25 B K2 0. ARG CPM FT AR BIVE L 5 (K
Kot W I 2 10 TB] 5 4 ) 0 o S T A =K (shortest
duration mode) HI £ & T #]# =, (longest duration
mode) 132 48 B AN R 52 X+ tsusr, HERFIT I
B 18] (e JE B0 5 2sr, S AR T B ) (o S
JRER 5 cr, O B 45 RIS ) (R 4 TS 5
turer, B AR RO H] (e I R0 A 4 Fms
VeV j FBRA T B ) B E it 18] 3 [ 2sgsr LsFr, 1N, B
3 T B 1030 2K BE s, v, 1P B4
R TIAREENT B B W 45 R A [, B LAEAL 5 Y
RS RT DL BE BT A I PATE AT T A S 1
. 44E 5 E‘Jﬁhﬁﬁl‘ﬂfﬁ?[tu@ s LsLFT, e, &8
I T AR AR R e 45 R 8], B AR 5
5 SR 4 B K T AR AT, b SR o1
I A LRSS L, 5 AR, s td A Ak 1
%Iﬁﬂ‘rﬂﬂﬂ tSLFT]. alﬂﬁﬁj‘ﬂzﬂk ] H@Eﬁ’ﬂzﬂﬁﬁgﬁ%
B TR IRAT » & bR 5 [ IE 1.

SEE AR j APRATIN E] b ZE A ] 7 B XoF
J5 AR ML B B2 i, 2 4F Mk AR Kom 22 B 20 TF 4R

ISEST;

4 16k j BIWTHEX 8]
Fig.4 The interval of the job j

Ay B 1] ERL R TRA iR K
Max (25 (jym,t) — furer»0)

tSLFT]. — LLTFT

ILTFT; ISLFT;

ftime(j9m’t) =

(14>
RADF t, Gamat) =t+d, , FTalEl j DIBE
Kom TE ¢ 2T 4R I S5 0BT 18], 20k F T AR AL 5
KAEHN 1 YEN 5 7 trTFT, ZEWRAT, fime (Gomst) N
03 BEH S5 R A ] I FEEIR o fime (G o m s £) SR B HTHE K,
BXE5EAE Lsirr, A 2 TR s fime (G o ) BUR KAE
L3 frme Gom DO RKT 1IN, BEBHJE LR R 51 6
R, FontEalk j AR m 78 ¢ BEZIFF IR AT4T, B
B[] A1 28 VA eR S0 R8N
2.3.2 BHREFEIAG R
PR R AP R B TR R L HEXT B IR S
W, 3 T RER gt iR, R, Roased 2l ¢ B
BRI ke THFER R RN I e B BT £ (THFER.
TiH P HRIR b RAA L W IR A
I, = MaxR, (15
SATEIR BN A= D). R

B (partial schedule) , BHZHEE WAL 7 DI
Kom 7t B2 TG, T E BN R A AN
Eextra (] 9m9t) == E Max(O ,

Max{Ry +rjpm | t<<e<<t+d; ) — ) (16)
BRI TR A L RA Ren, W B IR R
PERG R

fresou.rce(j’mat) == RRIL_A V]’ Vm(17)

FIRER , 2 (17D a0 TR AL R B R B K
B4 1. ZHEEAL j DR m 75 ¢ B2 TP 4R, 35 AN 3
TSN EITEIRIEN 5 Fresoumee (G o> ) HIE R 2 5 2 160
BAMATTIRIEN 5 fresouree (G om s ) BEIER , H 15 F]
TEURHE A L FR RIL B, BRI RME 1575 fresouee (s
mst) KT 1, e BB FE IR L R IR, 4B 5 DA
Rom 78 ¢ 2P IR W47, 20T 18] PR 2R PEAl o
B B IR RV R B0/ N
2.3.3  BYR-BRIRLEA VEAS ML

Sime G oms DT fresource (G o s ) 53 AN RN ZHETH



1152 A ¥ K22 ME KRB 2D

H46 %

Sl TET I A B D5 e AR IR L R R A
Z 8NN j LA m FE ¢ B2 T 4R P B ) - B TR 4%
& VG R ECh

Siow (Gom,t) =

2 condition
ftime (] UL t> _'—Zfresource (] LAU3) t) otherwise
(18)

LR (18) 1, condition &R 1< fume (Gomst)
OF fresource (J 3115 ) > 1 RINFFAE LI TRABEIR. 5 HE IR
Ly LI AR IIARBIR , W] f o (51725 1) BT[]
BRI VA R 5RO PR BT o 0 - Y E, B N
WS froa (Gomy ) FIBUETE L0, 1] 5K —1Y
BRI, BIVEL j LA m 7 ¢ B ZIFF IR AT 4T
Hﬁa’l%‘ S (G 9”%0)”@&@%’ 2. AR (18) , 1% #F Jom,
t WA ER:

(DX EAFFEBRRAE , ¥ 2 T XN F i/
A 1AL pREE M BRI G B R) , I RN A BE BRI
YRV B Ry B I R 2.

X F A E T B H LR AT B AR
Yk 335 KRB VA B BUIE VR . 3XHE, 25
PEAG BRI B8 B K YT sl B SEHE, X5 SEAE L 19 52 T
B T B HE G SR B S5 A Ar 2=, B

G* om* ,t*) = arg Mjax(arg 1\7/nIiznfm1 (Jom,t))
a9

TERAT IR B B B, A DL ) 4 BR g — 20 HE
A—MEM 7 2, B BT R ARl HE A 3E B3R v, H
W, B — DT B RO B HE A VR B TR AR L AR
M BT S AR AL B T ds as ). Bz A=K (19D, FT X
LR I H] 2 RISl I VR RO AR
HIPA TS VL A FF 46 B [

2.3.4 JRTSB¥HH

JRTS FEER A E MR SRR A b
B Ry, PRI Ren, T o B FH ER AT 3E 5 A AL A b =X
(1O B PLR SN X743 5 i 21~F T B #17
VAR . BRI QD EEH jom. e FHRAD
B fioa (G omms)>>1, IR ATEF , AWTEADBE I A
PR Rew , I EHHEAT I BER AR, B B5R AT AT 1 4
/N R s BB BRANT

OB E HAE ML G Sas= & W HEAE ML 4R
G Ses=O  FHAEW S Sws=J . ¥R R, A
RE RV IHEFRERA ER Rer =0.

O EHTHAE &S WA ADEE jom, 1.

DHAWRETAT. & foa (Gam,t)>1, HIART

A7HF s Ren. =Rrn. + 1, FF A (D53 fiom (Jams 1) <
INEFNCOR

(ORAEN j LA ZHETE ¢ B ZITT 4R P
B R s BEHT Sas» ScsH Swis.

GYHTFHHEL RS Sws= , TRl EHE5E,
MIEEA(6) 5 &5 W], 52 A (2.

(6) % H BRI A B /IME A=Regr.

3 HELW

1 F3 PSPLIB AR UER 5 e v ) 58] 1 47 B 1 T
ik, 18 F§ PyCharm(Python 3. 5. ) F &K ¥ % 4 #E . 5
HIHRSE 524 Intel Core 17-4790 4hBEZE, 12G NFE.
BUA SCHRH 56 F MRIPSP-PS W5t 84>, 0 T AT
ARICEIEW A R, 2B I AR B A
[a] f MRCPSP (Multi-Mode Resource-Constrained
Project Scheduling Problem) [a) B 7 5 FJ #4416 3R
MA@ B AR S L s M. ©
A T B R EH AR QR SE
W T By A PRA TR RN I A 1 T
3.1 EFREEANMBERE X

FE T SC SR X b B33 o B AT B AR B
B A B TR, Bk st AR M 0 e I 3 5
BEHERIAE M, P A AR Ml A 2R I i B ) R S
WKL HEA TR TR . BRI AN SR 1 7w

£1 BRMEEZHAN
Tab.1 Two kinds of priority rules

% 1 2N 2 2 250
R ni A

1 AP AR Hh B /N St s JRT R U 28 7R Rwese 5
B M58 BT TR AL Ranrr s B /NI M A BN 25
7N Ryver s [ B3R = AP0 m] LA4H &% MST-MEIL #1
MLTT-MEI Biff g & B s, ASCE 43 B 7R [H)
U B 5 T R LB LA
3.2 HiExLE

43 f B PSPLIB #r B4 b J10, J20 N
T30 3X 3 FpA RS 56, IR B I E PR e N
Ay 2 F 3, % R R TR, 7 PSBLIB B 4iEH,
B P9 %% YR T8 #E 43~ A BT B8 37 9% U R R BT B T B UL
SRR AT IR AT B . fER 2~K 6
H, Virrs — 12 R R A SCE L 8%, Vs — R 8RR

MST-MEI .3 it 18 f#% , G, =‘M X 100%,
JRTS



ERR G

it A8, 4 BT B AR POR M B BN A

1153

Vvrr 3= 78 MLTT-MEI B & fF 18 #&, G, =
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Tab.2 The results of J10
0 N=2 N=3
Virrs Vust G1 Vmirr G2 Virts Vwst G1 Vvrr Ge
1 44 44 0.00 45 2,27 38 40 5.26 39 2.63
2 49 52 6.12 50 2,04 36 36 0.00 36 0,00
3 56 58 3.57 57 1.79 45 46 2.22 45 0.00
4 58 59 1.72 59 1.72 52 55 5.77 54 3.85
5 49 49 0.00 51 4,08 37 38 2.70 38 2,70
6 58 60 3.45 58 0.00 50 52 4,00 50 0,00
7 56 59 5.36 57 1.79 50 52 4.00 51 2.00
8 57 57 0.00 58 1.75 38 38 0.00 38 0.00
9 42 46 9.52 42 0,00 50 54 8.00 52 4,00
10 54 56 3.70 56 3.70 52 53 1.92 52 0.00
FHy 52.3 54,0 3.35 53.3 1.91 44.8 46.4 3.57 45,5 1.56
£3 J20XBER
Tab.3 The results of J20
Pl N=2 N=3
Virrs Vust G1 Vmirr G2 Virts Vwst G1 Vmrr Ge
1 63 66 4.76 65 3.17 65 66 1.54 66 1,54
2 66 71 7.58 71 7.58 63 67 6.35 66 4.76
3 71 76 7.04 75 5.63 58 60 3.45 60 3.45
4 63 63 0.00 63 0,00 59 62 5.08 59 0.00
5 62 70 12,90 67 8.06 62 63 1.61 62 0.00
6 64 66 3.13 66 3.13 67 69 2.99 69 2.99
7 69 75 8.70 69 0.00 59 61 3.39 61 3.39
8 73 74 1,37 74 1,37 57 61 7.02 60 5,26
9 63 70 11,11 67 6,35 57 63 10.53 61 7.02
10 64 66 3.13 65 1.56 68 70 2.94 69 1.47
FHy 65.8 69.7 5.93 68.2 3.69 61.5 64.2 4.39 63.3 2.93
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Tab.4 The results of J30

4 N=2 N=3

! Virrs Vst Gi Vmrr G2 Virts Vmst G1 Vmirr Ge
1 81 84 3.70 8 4.94 69 72 4.35 71 2.90
2 74 80 8. 11 78 5.41 77 84 9.09 82 6.49
3 76 78 2.63 78 2.63 79 82 3.80 82 3.80
4 77 80 3.90 79 2.60 78 8 8.97 82 5.13
5 76 81 6.58 79 3.95 68 70 2,94 70 2,94
6 86 90 4.65 89 3.49 76 81 6.58 80 5.26
7 85 90 5.88 91 7.06 80 82 2.50 85 6.25
8 85 88 3.53 87 2.35 80 83 3.75 82 2.50
9 74 80 8 11 & 8.11 81 83 2.47 83 2,47
10 79 85 7.59 84 6.33 80 85 6.25 83 3.75

St 79.3 83.6 5.42 83.0 4.67 76.8 80.7 5.08 80.0 4.17
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Tab.5 The results of J60

N=2 N=3
50 VirTs VuMst Gy VMirr Gy VirTs VuMst G VMrr Gy
1 103 107 3. 88% 106 2.91% 90 96 6.67% 94 4, 44%
2 96 105 9.38% 102 6.25% 83 85 2.41% 86 3.61%
3 89 93 4.49% 94 5.62% 90 96 6.67% 93 3.33%
4 123 132 7.32% 130 5. 69% 105 108 2.86% 109 3.81%
5 104 110 5.77% 111 6.73% 89 93 4,49% 93 4,49%
6 121 126 4.13% 129 6.61% 110 115 4,55% 114 3.64%
7 91 96 5.49% 97 6.59% 95 99 4,21% 100 5.26%
8 123 127 3.25% 130 5. 69% 117 121 3.42% 119 1.71%
9 100 109 9.00% 107 7.00% 94 99 5.32% 98 4,26%
10 116 124 6.90% 119 2.59% 111 113 1.80% 114 2.70%
T 106, 6 112.9 5.91% 112.5 5.53% 98. 4 102.5 4,17% 102 3.66%
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Tab.6 The results of J90
N=2 N=3
5o VirTs Vwmst G1/% VMt G2/ % Virts Vwmst G1/% VMLFT G2/ %
1 106 109 2. 83 108 1. 89 121 128 5.79 126 4,13
2 130 137 5. 38 133 2. 31 126 130 3.17 129 2. 38
3 128 136 6. 25 135 5.47 102 110 7.84 108 5. 88
4 115 120 4. 35 120 4. 35 108 111 2.78 111 2.78
5 120 124 3.33 123 2. 50 125 130 4, 00 128 2. 40
6 113 119 5.31 115 1.77 115 122 6. 09 119 3. 48
7 118 124 5.08 120 1. 69 112 116 3.57 116 3.57
8 106 110 3.77 108 1. 89 103 110 6. 80 109 5. 83
9 126 131 3.97 133 5.56 111 115 3. 60 114 2. 70
10 131 138 5. 34 138 5. 34 109 113 3. 67 113 3. 67
4 119.3 124.8 4.61 123.3 3.35 113.2 118.5 4. 68 117.3 3.62
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