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Abstract: Different from the current theoretical research of robust project schedule which focuses on the
single-mode filed, this paper uses an improved critical chain method to construct a robust optimization mod-
el of the multi-mode resource-constrained project scheduling problem(MRCPSP). Two core problems of the
critical chain method are improved. A criteria for non-critical chain recognition is proposed, and the buffer
settings are corrected by using different influence coefficients. Meanwhile, this paper designs a robust measure
based on the comprehensive consideration of the characteristics of the critical chain method, the task’s multi-
modes and resource consumption stability. A critical chain multi-mode resource-constrained project scheduling
model based on the robust objective is constructed then. The robustness of the scheduling plan is improved

significantly in multiple test cases, which proves the validity of the model.
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ST H B BN AN S PR R I R B A B ) A M IO E A R BRI T S AR A
ra A X B YR A2 BR 10T H 1 B [ # (resource-constrained project scheduling problem, RCPSP), 5¢F 2 45 x i 5
0 SRTTELSE R, BT 52 B 2 R R I, T H AT 45 1T RE 2 R AN 2 Al 2, AN R A T 3R AN % R 7
SR ACVFAAAE 22 5. R, AR ST 255 2 B8 IR 2 BR 100 H 1 FE (0 S0 P in) AT BF 7, SE A& AN iff o A 85
()T [ A S B oK
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R R — A2 R SR SR B B RN, — SR E MR E. AT O EE R R S BUR T RN FEE
FRORFF 7 SR 10— 221 (B8 Sl 5 e 1 31 0 AR ST 78 i SR L 2D S B 2 T R S B B 1) JE R I, Ab Tk
BT AU AT, AR OB EE AT 45 kAR T A SRR 3 B BE R I, AT DA 3E G B R 100N 2% (feeding buffer,
FB) BT W AL, S 21 PR 47 O B B A1 AN T H Foow S /R . [R1Bs, 3 B v K o AT 45 0 548 FH %) 5 J U7 4T
T 7 R X 2 B BT AR S5 4, A 55 < TE] R 240 9% R 52 3] 1 B2 R 20 R0 T 225 24 B B Sz, JESC 8 BT 55
ARG B HE (1) Ar B S 0 DURA 8. DR, A7 00 BT S SC BB I R 0 R T 9. A% 40 OGSk g i B T A
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7 RGBT AR B B A B CCM K45 s ARSI 22 57 DL BRI AR 1 L. 10 BL L ) 7,
ASCER T AR BRI B HE I, £35 25 18 T R I H SRR A2 PR AS R PR RO R B R R e i AT IR L, 4
& CCM HIHF i AR5 R 2 22 5 AR I H U8 A SRR AR ARG DLt i 1 B e PESR b, JFAE AL B T
BT PR IE H AR K S B B 2 A QB RS2 BRI R BEA R R A% Bidont 2 LS BIREAT 1SR AR, T A SC
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AT S xt 2 B YR 2 PR I H 1 B 7] @ (multi-mode resource-constrained project scheduling problem,
MRCPSP) IR S AEEAR R FEAT /41, FLRO6 CCM £ 28X IT H 1 B2 o 4R SC B 1R 3 A2 rp & TE ML
AT k. B A CCM BAE s T TR A1 55 1) 22 Mot 3Q DA S BEUR R T #E A 0, it 1R i & ik
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7E MRCPSP ', B E A G 1 B RR NGO, e WA FEAESSHE 1 2 BT T7 F, MR E A
AN TR E 2 R BRI R R AR5 SE 5, 6 7R 2558 R s FE BT R, 900 7 U B Rk B Y X B2 MRCPSP i %
B — b BT U BN B AR IR R BT S — A B Rl AT AR 2 AT 557 128 7 AR b AT AN BE
b AT SRR MR QT e g — ol B U5 7 R A i E I AR OB M SRR MR
A 55 3T o S JT 4R N 8] | fi 546 TR [8) 389 g A A7 B8 AN TR 9% 2 T A S S E 1 I T2 06 JE 400K
— AT H S AMESS A L 25 5 20 A] LLOE A 1 B E RIS BN G = (V, E)RER, VR IR I
HIES RS, E RRES N L EGERARES. BRI, 155 0 RA 1 3] n 2B EER, H
HrieV, 1<i<n LSS 1 AUESS n #Z AL, 20 BARERIF AR M SE RAL 55, TR RAMEST TS 0.
THRIME BRI (i,5) € E, j € V, 1 < j < n, AR ¢ RALEALS j TR AT 58 B, A2 S HT 55 T
HAESS 2 2] T kMot BT AR, 1 <k < K, SRS EA N R Ry X TIUH RS &+
I —MESS i mEA M, MPITER K, AR —FPATE m T, 1 <m < M, , HTHDN d;p; W HE—MEE
U5 e TR 7o, 0 < i < Ry XA E FIT IR AN ;. Ay A3 ¢ N ZIIEAE SR S5 R

MRCPSP HAL i1 T < (29):
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s.t.
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R4 2 (B T2 Ja) 205, B 44T 55 14 56 RS 8] 2 200 J5 40T 25 (1 T G i 1] sRS)ARR IR R, AT —
IS} 2] 1E 7E 3R AT AT 55 B 5% B — VRV AR R 75 SR B b /N T30 o R R ) A it 4 B
22 CCM EZERT B BE P HsuEFik
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Fig. 1 Scheduling plan network structure using CCM
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R AR 52 T2 Ja IR 20 R AT 55 TPk 9 T L HRAT 5% K 32 BRI L 2a B 40 SR AR 55 T i oN BR IR 20 PRAE
ST I, RSO ERTAT 59 78 N BHR B AT S A L2 R AR5 G, R GAE59 2 N Bt R 51T
55 TERRESNEE. S WRIUG U TT P55 S 1 £ 7 A0 55 B I 8] R RE &, 5% AT A 55 ST Rl oy D e
BT 55 AR R K AT 55, AT 55 ST Rl 0yt B SR AR 55 AR S5 R AT 55, TR LAE X 1~ € 3 4.
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(8] A 55 R ORZ A LT R AR 55 0 (KB SR AR 55

EX 2 AR TR, BrA 55 Ll N T 46, X0 H o B2 — AR 55 @ BEAT R RS, B
FE55 i BOSS AIN [8] i R B4 A B 20 ¢, BTy DR O SRS b 9 Bl T2 R BT 55 @ A AE LS B (1 e 1)
a5, HE RIS AT ¢ FESSARVIZREETHRI TN AL 5% @ BBt a5

EX 3 AR, B 55 2 LR I ()T 46, X 000 H o B2 — A 5% @ BEAT R A2 A8, s
1E55 i BT RIS (Al i B R REZE R B 21 ¢, BT IR O BRI b R Bl T 2 R i PR 55 4 AN RE LA SE B ) O
a5, HLEse 58 BRI A1 S5 Tt S RO R BETHRI I AESS ¢ A S AL 55

EX 4 AR, A RS L BN R TG, X RS AR 5% o AT R AR, BT
PRI B3 it R i T2 PR 55 @ ANAE LASE LRI )T 46, e - 58 BN 18] 45 AR 55 ¢ i T IT 4R I 1)
I3 R A% R BE TR TR 55 @ 1B 7 55 AT 55

TR AR BR B 2 T, 2 7 EER X U LTl v ) S SR LURI N s, FE BEIEAE B REIR ) )
REEBEAF LR AR OSSR E. DS BRE E BN I00 H I B TR St il A OS2, BE AR A — AME S5 #
ZRN 0, HOCHEEE P AT T 55 B A BE A AT (R 43R Goldratt®I Ay 4 1 & 114 v 0 22 2% QB BE IS, (TR 0%
FEH o — S AE B R R PT, A SCHSR A T aX M7k, ZERAE T BRI 220 O BT 55 20 A B K B 6 1
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R RE A, AN S EE B OCHAE SS AT IR B A T2 S R U 2R, A B
A A, DIRIE NS s (07 B 2% P 3 S R 2 3K Rl R, AR SO AR S BE IR 9 (1 WF e 2 )R 3 JR T
Horp, GO EE EIE— SCB AR SR LIS i 5950 AT H 2% AME 55 24 BLE R I TR 46, 2RO
AR REARRIRAE 55, HIORBAT 55 /2 AR RBAE 55 AU 5 S5 AR 55 (L X 1), WZAR S HRAT 55 D %o o 5K Bt

JERBRERRAEN LI AR SR BRI BE R AT 55 A, i AR S B R E B AR 55 S T AR S (Ui
RSB E b A —AMESS), 106 R 3k D BE THRIME 55 Fr 91 LR ¥ AT 55 DART AR 55, I RIE — 5 i TR e
1155, H 2RI A 552 124 55 I 555 AR 55 (L 5E 3C1), PRS2 AT 55 N AR SCBE B, 11 D9 (1 88 A 55
i 45 RO A5 2 R BER B ARG B B, B AR 55 AC NG I (o B AR A4 ORFF AR,

X ERE AR NE N RS R ES B AR SC B B, S A 1 BN AR BRI I R

2) e IX | 2 1L

G DX 8] 980 B0 T 8 R R AR E it 2 5% B AR T H TR SE R RO AR R, RONRHESS B BRFAE
DBz v Rl 0 2% A 85 F IS e A1 DT 3 e DA e T PR ST, 38 5 A A 2 1o DX T PR O/ DA Xt 28 53 XU A B
R, AL, A S I AAT 55 (4 B B 5 AR AT Tl 100 2% P85 o 0 IS Jeg A28 PR 3R A, 8 R AL 55 ) 52 it S0
BEURTHAE A 55 [ AN IR 28 20 RO B L BLRAE 5575 W 28 Hh IR O 7 B S 2 DR 2R, 45 5 55 10 2 A s i
THAH R R TE 28 S BOnS G2 DX TRV R R /N (R 8, DU RE A R0 At 10 ] 52 T A o 10 S 40 IR

M; 2
B = J Z (Z(ximo—imkilkﬁkﬁi)> ) (6)

€eC; \m=1

Hrb B AR PB 8i# FB; i AURIUH M B ) v SC B B i AR R BE(C) B — MES P55 204 AR R
FAR, MESS ¢ REEE — X N AT o AURAESS @ 12 m BN 19 22 4 18], A SR AME 55 2 T3
(K1 50 % A AL 55 I 2 A (A]; kyy RRAESS @ B E B SEHE 1S DL R E Ko AGRAESS @ T AL HI I 28 2005 &
B ki RFATS @ FEMEE R A ALE R AL =S H TR B2 i X R (8 1E B 8 LT

EX S AL H S L REO

M,
- dzm Tim Tim
kil =1 + Z (ffims max < Rll, R22)> s (7)
m=1 n

oo R B I H i LR bR 2 R R AT B A SR Ry A Ry, BUH B T NS, dip /s, AERTTH
FE55 0 A5 m BT 9 T 00 S T ), DL R A AT 5% SI it o R A 55 T 30X 2 i X ) FR) 52
MaxX(Tim1/ Ry, Tima/ Ra) AERAEST FIriH FE I BRI 2 B0 b2 B o LU B R AEL, BASOR 7 AT 55 S it
TR B MRS S X8 (R0

T H A AT 55 BB AR St 0 -5 4 55 TR A DU R BRI AR TS DU A 5%, DO IX L R 38 2 520 CCM
FEIGTF BE 8 P B B (VR 0 RN G2k B L. 2 55 0 SRR I, ARSIt o R A Al 22 1 T RE I ABOK,
TG 5 3 TR AR 389 K 2 v X T RARATE LR A 55 06 2 U8 1) 7 SR bl K, R A I it e e A A B v S ) T ot
TR, TR B0 R T K v X T SRAR P ASE.

EX 6 MREASC L — /N ERTME S MR GRS S K 78, M LR R ECN

kiQ = 1 + (nprei + npreri) (nsuci + nsucri) /n27 (8)
Hor e R T ZEAMEF BIDEG npren IR TR FES BN G nowe RELEEREEFZHINEG nouen
R BR K FAES5 B n ARREBEATH AL HEEL (prei + Nprent) /1 ARFZAT ST BB AL 5 5

T HAE S5 S Ee], DA R A B B B AT 25 X G ol IX AT RIS (Nguct + Nsueri) /1 ARRIZAL F IR AE S5 5
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I EAT S5 S B EeAg], DA SR Al 8 55 5 AT 25X % 1 [XC ] [ 52

T A B R AT 55 ) SR Bl B 52 2L B HTR R AR 55 IO RS, — BRI, TIUH 1 R4 S5 RER 2, K
R S5 MV R AR S5 , A S0 9 10 RS LB, B0 122385 P2 40 K R AR T I A AN S 1R AT 3R
EX T BXFEL LR R G i X (AT AR AL, 45 AR 55 1 22 AUy i R I 2 A0 L B AR 0

s; s -
o % im pri
k‘ig =1 + ;average ( E ($2m1’na}{(dpr”dm)>>’ (9)

m=1
oo s, /s, ARTAESS i 19 FAA I 6] o5 50 I TR LA, LA S 52 254 10 46 Fh AL RS B0 b X
IR d AR AT 2 & FEmBLE R BT, dpn RFATS i 10 B HTAL S RS AT AT 4 A T B ATE 20
T, (i — dyrs) /e (dyry, di) RFESHAESS § 7 m iR T T VRIS A AE 55 T 9025 (8 5 P 5 ek
(ERILI, FE DA IR RAE S i B AT AL S T b X [ 45 2 B,

TSI it o R rPBRRE BT A AR 55 0 S A0 I, R IR BOAE 5 ANEA SE R RROK, B D) B AE. B4, T H
VA E Tl A 55 It T 55 K P AR LR A SR AR 55 0 TR 2 B, HR T i
155 B 5 1 T, IR A AE BLREm N 8 B E AR VA AR 55 I B2 &) L SERn s i — 28 AR A5 1 L
HIR Z RO, B T2 B 5 1 L, 48 B8 FE PP AT 55 L3 25 5 LE SEBn i 0 — 2. 1)
IR SE B T YTER) 25 A5 2 D T AR MU SEJt g R ANf S 152
23 ET CCM MZRAFRZ IR0 B HESHHRE MR

1) BHERE AR

CCM A B & —Fh-& etk 1O R B 05 ik, @ A2 S B ik R A I ot H 22k, DA AR SR B BE R AN IV N 22 pf
PRI 3QRT DAAE — S8 REEE G A S S IR, ) 2, i v 00 H STt PO A 5 k. 28R, T H B RN 229 K
/DN R JRE U R PR B e R B AT BRSO LA, 0 SR R ) S AR BT R B BOR, AL AE B
Y5 vet W I 20 51 e U0 5 SR AP SRR, 3 2 A B AR e I 1) 3 B30 90 2 A S 5K A8 () L. B 0F DA L ) R 4
5 MRCPSP AT 55 IR AURF s, A SO I 1) B O SR A P A e M (0 B8 R PE AR B n 2R (10) s,

L K Sn M;
= =1 icA; m=1
Hr KA AT LAE H, SR IEAR AR B =350 70 0 S0 1 1) DT ik A B 00 H 22 ol S 0 1R ) BTk L VN G2 i
X SRR B TR L LA K B IR AR DU B R VR TTER. BAROR R, s, ARERAEFETH 20l T, Ay,
Ao A Xy JIT & FR o S KNS, BRI —ERrid KEGd /. PB ARER I H 220, PB/s,, FRHTH
ZEMONTH TR — R P EE /N, B4R PB/s,, 0K, T H ZE 1 0 AN i 1 XU el bl 2% 2 g,
T H SRS T . FB, AR | AR RIS, FB, /dur, £ 8 1 4 AF54sE BN G oh
NAR S EE S T dur, B — R B G R/, SRJG R L 26 AF R BEBEN N 8 FB, /dur, BIME, HRC T
AP 5% B 0T TR PR T B A P Y TR E‘Mﬁﬂl@‘%ﬁ%%i&%LﬁHE‘]—3E¥i’>3§3\%m<]é§‘/¢ﬁ&@ﬁﬂ?$6ﬁ
5 VR IR A, B8 =NS8R 1 BRI AR R AR e It i, 1 SR ;zg m§_f1 <a:m;k”;’;> HE Tk
PRSI FE S S SN B Y LU, SRS R K RS R A, 12 E K, LB VR A5 95 4 P E T
PEBOK, BBt W TR 2 A e BT, f)a, i S BCE S A, Ao, g BB AT DATS 214 &1
FETHRIRGSE P (1) B HE LR A,
2) [n) A A
A ICAE MRCPSP FE Y L], 4545 B3t CCM 7RI H 3E 248 B A AT 55 TR 2 i B ARy o, IR
S0 F BB SRR AR AR AT Dy ) R L H AR, MR 1R T R AR ) S B i 2 A BT U 2 IR IO H 1

J£ n] /i (critical chain multi-mode resource-constrained project scheduling problem based on the robust objective,
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CCMRCPSP-R) M A, 41 Fios:

Max RM, (11)
s.t.
s1 =0, (12)
M;
Z LTim = 17 S V, Tim € {07 1}7 (13)
m=1
M;
S; + Z Timim < 8, 1 € pre; U prer;, (14)
m=1
M;
DN (@imPimk) < Ry 1<t <5, 1<k <K, (15)
€A m=1
M, 2
PB = Z (Z(xlmalmkllkl2kl3)> s Otm = tim — dim, (16)
1eCC \m=1

M 2
FB;; = J Z (Z(J»‘lmglmkuklzkls)) » Otm = tim — dim, )

IENC;; \m=1

i € NCjy;, 5 € CC,i € pre; U prer;,

M;
s+ Z Timdim + FBy; < 55, i € NCy;,j € CC,i € pre; U prer, (18)
m=1
Horp XA DFR LS TESEAR I SO AE v H i B2 B Ax; 20(12)Fm5 H FIIF AR 1Ay 0; :(13) R hE
AMES R BEAE — Mo aUF St 30(14) BRI FLR, o J8 T j KRR RS, § EIHES L
TR pre, VIR AT LS4 prer; R(15) FAT5 VLG R(16)F77 H 20k PB 115k
fif g, CC R RHEE, | Ron KRiE EMIE—1E55, 01, BREFHER S m RN E, ), RAES
FEREK m A AN A HAE 55 8 T, diy, RoAESS TAERE IS m N AR 2 22 I 18] ) 85 AT BEATE 55 T30,
HANDFRICANLGE M FB;; HIKAEFNE, NC;; XS M AYARSCHEEE, « RARREEEE NC,; IBEREIES, j 2K
i CC LRSS, @ & j MEFMES: RA)FRIMAIL NG M E I m 50 B R BIE 3 158 5 R R A
22, AR K-S RADHE.

3 RS SRIE

3.1 HEMWAEURSHRE

MRCPSP J& - NP-hard #k#(26:27] CCMRCPSP-R fE MRCPSP J5Uf £ sURFE (357 E, %55 T TR
ff R 1, DR BEBE | A OB DA A G IR B R R FE T RIS e, R4S T T B R MR FR AR, DR LR AR
MEFE O 15y, 88 T NP-hard X8, 75 B 505 AL SRR 159G ki, J8t A% S0 B A 38 PR e, TSR RE A
R, & IATIHL, &R R ESEE 2R, & —F s UG, Bz N T B 1) R SR 2
A [18,28=301 L] o AR SR B Co B 308 A B30 il R AR R A7 SR M. S R 4 @ i X CCM ) et 5
I AR 65 A 1 4 A T 36 UF SR SE I X6 CCMRCPSP-R A5 8 (A5 A5 MR B0 AIE. iR B R & W 25 i o, RAIAR Lk
THZZME IEJ7 15, ¥ C&PM FIRSEM i 37 (1) 5451 )8 5 45 SR foxt T, SRR I o A L8 B T H R 8 e v K
/Ny FLIR, AN RS2 & IE J5 145 B0 (0 S0 1 R B 1R, SR FH 2R R I8 0 BT VR BT 55 (1) St i 72, 1
SE0F LR G2 P AR | 2 b e L T I 58 L DR BEIRAS R AR L, SR 4 BT TR BE TR B AR e PR A R S
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PE, B — IS UE B B PEFR bR 104G 24k, MRCPSP Wl 5451 B 300 B 18] AR 588 ProGen f=4E, 1B i #E kR B T
Tt H 1 B ] 78 5451 & (project scheduling problem library, http://www.om-db.wi.tum.de/psplib/generate.html), %
HiHAT S HR B I A T 10 IR F ] (CASE 1-CASE 10). 5256 F2 & ProGen %8 i & 1) £ 2400
1 PR, Ho, R ProGen 7 A2 [ B4 AT 55 T3 9 055 22 4 I 18] A 55 A T30, A 5% 08 T e 0 N
AE55 8 TR —2F.

| SBSHRE
Table 1 Experimental parameter settings

S E S A S A
RFH 10 Pm 0.10  AIEEF R IR AR S 2
B RIERIKEL 50 Ps 0.80 X2 52 2 JiE 1.5
R AN 5 Pe 0.95 B4 K T 10
ARG 10 AL, A2, A3 1 S N A 10

i H AE AR 55 5 10 EFRAPUTHERE 2 AR E PN 175 1.3

32 i cCM BB IE

N T IRAEMGE CCM A R0, 36T 5T SCHR 2 ) CCMRCPSP-R A A%t 10 41138 5745 (CASE 1-CASE
10) HEAT SR AR, FEAEARIE Hofl S HOR A B BT H2 R, 622 o [X a3 B 43 51 5% F BT U0 kG I 1 (C&PM) . R 7 2
A(RSEM) BEAT 3R A, % Lo M = Fh G2 b 8 B 7 250 L P e 1k 1 5 E AR R e AR A el T 00 H s TR i H
VAR 0] R b B FH BT FE H bR, AR 2 ARG AN 3 T R T H bn . b, B BR 7 300 H 0S8 1 R EE B AR AT,
AR SCAE X Ll g8 S AR I VST et A FE AR R T E A A, S8 B i AN IR B B 10 R, 183 10 Rk
PR BE ) P S35, B R 1 e K AE, DA KT H A T AR~ I51E, Wik 2 Ao,

#2 TREMEEHZRNBENERILL

Table 2 Comparison of optimal scheduling results with different buffer settings

C&PM RSEM AT
A
avg(R)  best(R) avg(C) avg(R) best(R) avg(C) avg(R) best(R) avg(C)
CASE 1 1.85 2.05 23.00 2.27 2.99 21.96 3.37 4.20 23.79

CASE 2 2.14 2.14 22.00 3.02 3.02 20.42 5.09 5.10 21.43
CASE 3 1.84 2.24 17.80 2.66 3.22 16.16 4.18 4.50 18.37

CASE 4 1.90 2.06 13.00 2.49 2.56 13.13 3.56 3.66 13.21
CASE 5 1.95 1.98 22.90 2.49 2.78 22.44 3.80 4.90 24.42
CASE 6 1.84 1.90 23.20 2.40 2.80 21.84 3.46 391 26.09
CASE7 2.06 2.09 14.90 2.65 3.12 15.00 4.94 5.37 17.98
CASE 8 2.25 2.49 15.70 3.18 3.39 15.58 4.40 5.24 16.17
CASE 9 1.92 2.14 19.00 2.40 2.76 18.58 3.28 4.32 20.05
CASE 10  2.07 2.10 15.00 2.62 2.81 16.45 3.80 5.33 16.05

E: avg(RYFUFR 10 KRG LR T EIME, best(R) FUFR 10 RRAF G L B K AH. avg(CYEFR 10 KR A#
T H 2 T~ A48, AR B v L.

MR 2 WA Y, AR SC(E i AE D) J5 ¥ SR A5 TR 2 Tl 0 B e A 1 2 A e A0 B AT 4 AR T C&PM
A1 RSEM X B f) SR 45 2R (2 T H i T 348 5 T, AR SCO7 OR300 3 B T 95 T C&PM
A1 RSEM I B (IR £ IR, 1T RSEM 43 21 -1 350 H & T34 K ER 7 s it X AE Y C&PM R Z P AH N
(RIZE AL B 5 25, 3 B0 1 IX 18] B2 AT 55 % AN (8] A RE M 1L 5 2. A SCTEE W B 0PI 780 % 18 T /A
155 St T RE R R D, AR AT 55 SSRGS (19 AN B 58 1R DX B AB I 1 A 55 1) 22 A vk [ N2 o KD, I BLSRAS
INRSSRTISPSRIEEN NSOl WRPNIEN (22 3
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33 EBEMEENBYEMER

VAR VR RS AR AR AR 22 5 T, 9 s S b R B TS A, SRR TR, T 2 S 0] DA%
A2 A, BEUE & 7 T LR SRR e A AR 45, DRI, AR SR I JLANJ7 THIE — @I, R e AR v 1 & pePE R
FrREIE B, B 3.2 7 10 ALE IS v DUE H, AR SCO7 3 DA 38 40 100 B A THR AR, 38 1 IR BETH
RIB G R, N 11— RIS UEAS [R] 1 52 i 1 B 7 VRS 21 00 B e U B2 v R B AR e M 22 e, JF HUR B b 1
H e TS PR R, AR SC DA HR P35 THA 22 R e /N 1) CASE 4 i, 38 0EAS [R] S et R B v H R R I H
SE it 3ok R ) R

THEE =P 2 b 5L B T 0ot I P B I M R e v 2 X R ()P MR, W3R 3 Fs. IR 3 AT LLE H,
FEIH L T IHIME 22 RN L, AL 73R A5 B & PR PR FR AR IR S5 4B RN S5 e (8 4T B R, [R] BSR4 (1)~
P12 v X [A]HKT HAth B 2E 6 bl 45 SR, 302 F T oidE CCM ST 4% 2 4 IR 18] DA R 28 o X 8] M IE S 301 5B
SR, G I DX TR K, 6T I ) O 55 T I R T S HH XS 1) B g % B 5 — . Oy 1 i — AP I IE S M A O R A
TEIG B St o R e 1 22 57, AR SO AN [R) G v B8 7 v 55 I s M e A0 1R P 3E 77 1000 IR SRR
AT B, AU SRR TR RN, 0% 10 R I H #2658 T #8(COTRy), 322 riH#E 2 (BCsRy), ¥
2z i Z2(BOVRY), WK 4 Fros. Horb, BRI H AE 55 TR MR E R 53040, 3948 1 AE S5 (R85 7T R
1, 6 IE R A IFRAEZ o 4 0.3, 0.4, 0.5, 0.6 A1 0.7 FLANAN[A] A EUE. AR 55 %5 B0E R0 A7 bR v 2 L A
3, B TR R 73 A0 I b 14 22 3 A0 5 3 AR OQ IR0 0E R o0 A b 22, FH R S ST H W B8 i A v AN [ /2 R )
AN 5 AU AT 55 T A R 2

%3 CASE4 BB IOEEHRIEHX M ETt

Table 3 Comparison of average buffer intervals for optimal robust schedule

ik avg(R) best(R) avg(C) avg(B)
C&PM 1.90 2.06 13.00 4.50
RSEM 2.49 2.56 13.13 3.85
AR TT I 3.56 3.66 13.21 5.17

E: avg(BYRFRFEPI T 1245 2 AR G e M dm I8 R LA e X 0 )T XA, oA ) B o B fAeAEL

R4 EBEMRMEETIREREHEERIL

Table 4 Comparison of Monte Carlo simulation results for optimal robust schedule

C&PM RSEM R

7 COTRt(%) BOVR(%) BCsRt(%) COTR(%) BOVR(%) BCsRt(%) COTRt(%) BOVRt(%) BCsRt(%)

0.3 1940 40.30 57.98 38.00 41.2 60.44 96.10 19.55 43.80
04 1580 40.68 88.33 25.80 63.26 111.31 91.60 23.45 49.40
0.5 16.80 3735 59.06 21.40 56.00 104.82 84.20 26.90 53.05
0.6 12.00 56.28 102.71 30.00 43.33 111.99 81.30 29.03 55.65
07 7.10 75.53 112.60 18.70 73.70 112.01 77.70 38.25 58.87
E: COTRe UK Z U I F 420 58 T3, BOVR AR Z BN S 3 Ge phiid tH 4, BCsRe AAR 2 U T G il AR,
IR A e 9 e .

HI3% 4 AT LA, A SRS 2 & ik e DU B2 TR, S5 380 J06 L I H 4% 58 TR 50K, 1
P2 i R AR AR, PRSP FER AR, BRI H SE TSR AR T I H I ST, B K 2 i A
G2 P B 2 A3 T H St A vh R B TR AN TR A RO, A SCTTVEAS B B R I SR U TR LR, AR T
I S it 3o B A R T R T R AR B AR E REAT . EAh, D TR AN R 52 R B 5 ik N ) A e 1
FETHRIRIBHIRTEAE TS O, A3 b 793 Ry MBTIE Ry RITHFERIZL, T I 2 A 3.

M B 2 AT DA Y, A SCO7 A4 2000 U B2 oF RIAE A B8 Ry I AR v, i R BN T 2%, A C&PM
A1 RSEM X B (1 1 TRl A6 F B8 Ry I e o B B ARV SR 6 %), 1T EURETBCBE R Ry (I () 5 - bl ] 3
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IRAR, AELRE S SR AR SC T3R8 IR A 8 2 T % 0V P P 2 S 1~ 2, B8 0 DA AN s T AR P R 5 v 1) B R
e, BEPRARA AT H A PIA T iR AR IARAS, 0 HBE SR Ry AR TR BRI, A SO A5 2R S M
S R FEE TR T DUSE A ) A5 B
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