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Abstract: This paper presents an improved bat algorithm (BA) for resource leveling with generalized prece-
dence relations. The updating mechanism for bat location and population parameters is improved. New en-
coding, decoding and local improvement methods are applied to schedules. This paper uses an experiment to
determine the appropriate BA parameters. Computational results on public benchmark test sets demonstrate
the effectiveness of the BA. For small and medium instances with no more than 50 activities, the BA can obtain
satisfactory solutions within 1 second; While for large instances with up to 1 000 activities, this time is less
than 5 minutes. The BA outperforms the state-of-the-art heuristic algorithms when the project deadline is not
tight.
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FEIGTH Ja A P 2485 3 e B UR, AT DATRE G B Y50 FH B KR 3, AT 4 T 150 H AT R0, FEARITH Bl
A XS E T I H AR A 284 i ) PR YR 4 5 17 5 (resource leveling problem, RLP)M, 22 AR F 2
SR T KRR AR B AN AR R B SR R RLPEP 8. %5F RLP 1) NP MERFME D) S F O ] B, R f vk
M DLLE B PRI 8] A SR H AT AT, X, JEREB I 8 R SRR AN 0 8 R VR O R (R 4%

T LG AR, & f /D 1 dR K TA] SE 3B ) RLP 15 31 1 8RBk 2 1 50k, BT WA kR
Z101f) RLP(RLP with generalized precedence relations, RLP-GPR). RLP-GPR +&4£¢ #i. RLP ()32 1k.. 3Kfi# RLP-
GPR [P B 55092 3 B 43 S8 SRR IR A B0 1 1314, Rieck 250181 1y & B A0 R 5922 H A
RILE T PORE B SE, T DGRB8 50 MES I . 76)3 & 3UE2 7 T, Neumann 60119151+ T 2
T A [ i e AR R 22 10 e MU ) i3 & s 5892, RLP-GPRIJC e R Sk £ B 25 S R EvELU L IEAR
SOESVERS B K BT & Hodh Ballestin 2510 I AR ST AR B H AT R IE B oc 8 R E . Bl
EFXE RLP W70 JE K EE, K2 BH40 RLP BIfRED I EETHRI, 2 i s FE AR [a] [a) &) 247 454, BRA 5
NGRT IR, X P2 2% 5 77 A KR OB 26 0% R A 819 A SRR TR I 51 ONOBT (4 G B 5 A R AL e
X—AE.

AR R — T % 1 SR A o 10 A, 00 A0 ) A AR R R AR, il S0y 1 A v o 0 P [0 75 3 (S AT A A W
W AR, Ak R i G %) 7 B T e I A T R ) — A, A B AR ) R PR S A0 A, s ) Y Tl P 5
A H AT AL B (B A E AL B AR S HO : Wl KR AT 0 B P U8 P A8 | P R P R S o 8 DA S
I R P ), AT AN BT [ S M (B L) S, I AN Yang20) - 2010 4E4 H LAk, i 55092 LI 46 78 — L6 hff
FUATIRIRAT LN . A5, 7 AR 2 1 R e Ak A3k, 0 22 A4S 48 SRR ot 1] RS9 R ek 45 SR B, I8 EIHE
SE A FE IS, AH LGB A% B2 AR, A A, gt A5y LA SE AR WSSO B2, G35 i FH ek BBO0P Al B0
AP FR BRI 1/4 72451200 TRV -G IR0 K 20 1R 8 5 A0k, FEAEROHE 48 1 se it 5 SR SRR, AH st SR Rk 1
FEOUAL, WRE R0 B 66 %0 Al 34 % HISBIFRIE T FEAR &5 2.

AR SO UK W S5 N T 300 H BRSSO, R AT SRS 0% BRI BRI ) e, Wit T ek
B R SRR, TR AR T B SR AR 10 R T B R SE RIS R AR SCEE SN T = AN L SR 5k
Wi % 1) Sk T A B R 5 =X, RN TR AL S ) B B A AL 2) $E TR EE
R i 5 g R AL, Z AL DR T B E A R T = A AR R A R ATAT I, TR T RE TR, 3)
T 7 — PR B R 38 edh 5500, R LR N W i 2 ) SR R, DAk — A G i i RS AR ROR. S,
AR B REE BE J7 0E T TR EIE I S A A, FRHEE T A TF IR R AR B s 42, R KRR
THE SR DA BR O e 70 8 R R B B, 3R 1 B SRk A R A S ik .

2 [ XMEXRRARTHEIRSE

2.1 [a)EER
—ANIH HIE WS HE G = (N, AR, Hd N AT ES, £REsL N ={0,1,...,n,n+
1} A A RIS, FoRiEsh 2\ H)) XA RR(GPR), A C N x N, B &IEENM 0 B n + 1 4. IF
)0 M n+ 1 2EiEsh, 2R IE MIFEM SR, RGN 0, B AEFATAT %I, AR
B i T EE d; 2R, 3580 @ REEEOTAERRC N s, TH M TR REEEEE H I 4, B s, < d.
B — 3L AE K Mol B B2, W5 3h ¢ fEHRAT IS, BB BOet 25 & R B IR Y 75 R & D [ E
Borgk = 1,2,...,K). f£55 ¢t DRTEBN, uy RARBEXNEE b MEERAFTFRE, ey = Y . H
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By R Bt EPTE IEEPATHITESIE &, By = {ils; <t < s; + d;} BRES— BIFRIAT A e v
.

AH LG TR E 1 FE TR 2 R I CPM L6 9%k SR (BRI 05 3 R A 78 H PG S HiiE 303 58 T/E 4 nl H46),
GPR FE#E | 5 24056 08 RAB B (ARG 3h 2 B )T ib—TF iR, “TFie—5E i, « e s—IF IR, « 8 li—5%
R AR, FF H AR B 5 R 2 (A AL SN RT IR ORI TR SEIR) ), R DO 356 R8T LG — i 4 R s —TF
g R R 2 R AR S R 2 RS B FF AR — I 4 2 T8 (1 B /N R R K (] 23R 3T GPRiE 2 M IR N T8,
A LAZZE3CHR(9,23].

XTI H W2 R AN I, 5) € AT —NBGE 6,5, ERRIESN ¢ F j AR 8] 2 8] B REAR, BI<FF

G—IFaE B (A AR . HAA L, WGl ¢ A 5 (FARIN [A) Z [AIAFAE e N TR ZE TR, T 6,5 > 0, X BRE 1
B i VAR 0;; DT EAALLLSIES) 5 A AT LAFR, G AT RN s; — s; > 0555 WALE S 4 A1 j JF6 I IA) 2
() A AE e RIS T ZE IR, W) 6,5 < 0, X KRG &3 « UAETES) § FFURIE ) —0;; ASEF RV AL Y48, 115 0L
AIRIRNN s, — 85 < =05, HHIL, e/ N ORI (B 3838 7] A R iR AN g — Ko, B

s;—8; = 0i5, V(i,j) € A (D

2.2 HiikiER

RLP-GPRIFAT S5 A2 TR 2T A Se ok R A H #E H AR aTHE T, #il e — A0 H 223k 5 i
KIS = (80,81, Sny)s NITTER/NE T YRS FH 5 (1008 S A2 B (RIS 158N 100 B ) BA P 58 0 0 A 17 10 )L e
REI ). RLP-GPR B4R Ky

K d
Min Z Crllsy, (2)
k=1 t=1
S.t.
5;—8; = 65, Y (i,7) € A, (3)
S — 0, (4)
Sn+1 < Ja (5)
8120,V7j€N, (6)
ork<un k=12, K:t=12,....4d, (7
=

FHorb B b oR £(2) 2 22 S BT IR I T H bR R 30— /MG BEUR S 27 T AR, BLE ¢ Ron I H AT
26 Kk o 2 19k sh Br S 800 AL 8T AR, KB)~(6) 2 T 2R, X (3)F IR GPR, H4)%
T H LIS 21T 45, 30(5)& T H k1t H 205K, 20(6)# O i 3h (K0T a6 i 8] A 7. ()M i S5 I 4 A
H ugr, RLP-GPR (W] {738 AR 2, 24 HAC M0 H W2 AT R0 10K B2 R g 22 it 51 N1 B s a1
B R IR bR R BV, FOR PR B RY aT LG 4 R TR A B R R M R A 1 AT SR 3 1Y). Neumann
5191 L Z29E W, RLP-GPR #2538 NP % (1)

S5 E N P LW, BN ¢ 1) d BT AR I 1A 4 T TG Eh0 B ¢ i KBRS KTE, Rl es; = Lo W63 0 11
WP AR A S T AL H W EE8 i 8ln + 1 MRKBAEKE, B 1s; = d — L, BN
R ESS = (esg,esy,...,es,11) NEFFFUEEE R, LSS = (Isg, 181, . .., Is,01) N5 Mg FF 46 13 B i K.
WRAA — 5 s e % 7 FEEPIR T 7 IR ), NX g g e T O EE SRS N/, B S
i e N BIJTIRIS TR s; > 0 i R ERROYER > BERETHRI 7, 45 %8 — M B EE TR S” = (s4),c 7 R
FEiE3h j € N\N' B B aamt [aa] 4% T k-, B

es; (S") = max{ly;, max (si +1;)}, ®)
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Hrp iy = —oo, MR j 5 i Z A AATEE.
W5l § KERBEIT AR [H) oy

lsj(S/) = min {d — Lt 5161]1\}1 (si — 1)} 9)
3 BHutA R E L

N7 ST RLP-GPR 0] R (1 5 200K A, A SO i K00 o 8 02 32 A 1 2 ok 1) ook 7 R TR
BB LU0 A P s 57 288 S LA, ) P e 0 8 57 5 D A o 85 R0 s 5 095 v A 1) ~F- 20 o7 ) S B0 Jmy 3508 B 3,
DLHE TS IR FE (AR IR 2R B8 77, 2) FE PR S b, gl N 7 BT 0 B O 75 U 2 B R L ], AT TR 7
% A BN S TEE R EE 775 3) £ % RLP-GPR 4 s, v 1 B bL-A7 78 B g b Je FCARAD 7 vk, w1
Wit U SRV UR A AE W AT AR TR AT R TR 4) ANIRE ZE A FERR Y T T 1) 9 1 B R 0 5 A0, s JHL it N i
FIER TGO, DAk — PR T T &

31 BERE

A P i e B PR AR

I MEYIGEN. 2 o AR S BT R IR AL B, O AHRL B AR R UH, OF « +oo, THEAE
B gen 10K M BN IEACIREL gen « 0, BEHLZ4: POP ANFPEE, XoF T Rl o it & i bg 4, 9746 16 HAH =2
ZH( 3.1.1 719); A RLSGS(, 3.2 1)K Wi A B o, W65 A HE BETE R, FE4%a0Q) v 56 R H A bR 4L
Oy R O; < O, M OF + Oy, x* + x; .

HIR 2 WIE AP EEEA. W EVEF IR R L, W gen < gen + 1, AT IR 3~P 5K 5, B0, e 2)0
.

PR3 WwiEA B RO 3.1.2 ) AL I ROR s A B, XN HARME O]

HIR 4 MR 3.1.3 7).

S BT R IR AL B o M EAME OF; BB IR 2.

IR 6 R P B R 0 et B2 2 i A 4 P b T RIEAT CSOdE (L 3.3 74 A H e S gk FE TR R

TEREN DR 3~ B8 5 HRARE RERT, 7500 e A 1 25 AR SCR T H 1 B AR 3t ik 42 52 1) <A st
TR B R R VR A 1R AR 2,

3.1. 1 A&k

W06 W A A BE AL AR 1. 25 8 W g P A, G RIUASE S5 T A v b 055 PRI 202 POP. X T AP R 285 ¢
WilE B; (i =1, 2, ..., POP), H—ANTItHER: By = (x4, i, fi, 7, Bi), o Dn+2 4k & o, N R
WRIE AL E, @ = (Ti0, Ti1s Tiny e Timy Ting1)s Tij € [0,1], 5 =0,1,2,...,n+ 1 (n AT HPERE
BRIV M a, W a) B g i, B g o B3t FE v R (R 65 77325 IL3.2741), HATda BUE BEAL ™ 4. 2)
n+ 2 4k v, RN ¢ RURIE AT, HATMGEUEN 0. 3) bre f; AEE ¢ S A H R R A,
fi € [fmins fmax)s FeWIMEEUEN frnax - 4) AR v A ¢ Rl lE A 508 75 3 PR, v € [Yimins Ymax)» FeHI4A
WAEN Ymin - 5) P& B; AR @ HIE R OB S B EE, B; € [Bmin, Bmax)s FeHIIEIUEA Bax. £ LIRS
o, A frnin = 0, Ymax = 1, Bmin = 0; BIRZEL frnax, Ymin, Bmax FIBUE T EFH 458 € (A SCHE T IEAE
RIS BT I 7 VAR E A G U, L 4.277).

Wi @ R H R B R B (S, e, Bi) TR, W R B A A 1 O /N R GEE PR U B B AR f, B R XS
FEVIRIAL, S P RSy, BN R, WL B WIZ M BRI, BRI B f; SR AN [R] 8 AR,
i TP AT 2R 1) 43 UK I (diversification) 5 5844 58 i (intensification), 3; W92 il 35 Fh 3 (1 56 BT 1 FE.

3.1.2 ¥m¥afs & & #F
TERFIEAGE AR, @ I XS b A7 B o, P ST, SISl A A 22K ) S 0 (R S AR A ST i i B
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A WA EEE 75 3 BEAL AT AR ERBE LI AE . 45 8 SR 4, K BENLE o € [0, 1] S A BN EE 4, HEL,
Ao >y, WIEERENL AT SR AL 75 3 s e ALl A X 7 2L 5E R

1) BEHL AT I BENL AT SE B R ¢ o & R o)

fi == fmin + a(fmax - fmin)7 (10)
v =, + fi(zi —x"), (1D
T, =T + v, (12)

Forb o] JNWE @ BT EE, o) NWRIE | R IIALE . ISR AE R o) A R FEBUE VS RIEIX E][0, 112
Ab, M BUE/NT 0 FIJCEREEN 0, KT 1 KIynz EE N 1T SR LI E R H RIFE AL EE 7 20).
2) R ERRENLIEAE . 45 8 Wi 4, BEATLG B A d5 06 B P A ) —AME, SE30 el ¢ A7 B P SE R
x, = x* +0.001n, (13)

b A AR M AR UEIE S 53 A5 I BE LA
3.1.3 A& 24

1) Wl B B . A — RIS 4 W SR ILEAL B o) XN B ARME N T2 T R B bR E, F B BEL
oo < B, MAE A B B Uarfr B X —HUHIR A, FFAE BEAER 1 ook, #— e 3528 g, 12
R FE Y B, SRAE B S B i A e, T AE — e A2 FE _E et G B N\ = B e f.

2) A A O S HCE . SR e A2 R L B, DI R ¢ TR — O AR B S U S B GE
oy MWL B;) Wbl B8

% = Vi, (14)

B; = Bmax (1 — exp (—xgen)), (15)

For ! SRS B A O R, o NS ECAR SO o = 0.95); B N EETE R AR, x AR S
AR x = 0.99). SEHTE B S H DR A Bl 0 254X rh S B2 i 1) B 407 PR o B SE T

WEAR, AR SCEE AR NN T 8 P i 2 BT ) B 3G LR 3% S R SRR R AR R A I SR H b R AR
8 O BTt iy, ¥ ~; M1 B; B E NHIIA1E.

32 HEEVRINRBSEG

ASCHE T — AR ik P Kl g 6 U7 X <BE W17 #2 $ (random-shift key)di b5, 7E 1% 2w %, N
M ER R AN E R A EyFEALE R RK, 51— e E SK, B (RK, SK) =
(rko,rky, ... tkn 1;8ko, sky, ... sknyq), HH rk; Al sk;(e = 0,1,...,n+ 1) #LENT 0 B 1 2 A FI5L%L.
rk; FoRIEEN @ BILSAE. sk, FRoRTES) ¢ 19T 6 I TR]AH X T 3 f 57 R e (10 T 46 B[] O 29 PR B2 46 00) 146 15,
TG BN 4 10 BT AR B 18] 5 A W T 46 I T8) 23 T B — AN B (8] 5, 11 sk, R 7RG 30 ¢ I U6 B ) e 25 JH i
AT RE T 46 B 1) J5 PR 22 7 12T 1] 7 1R BB 26 i o 0 PR R A v, 0 s 0 I 2 52 RIS i s ) o B,
Itz = (RK, SK).

ARICBETE T — AN BT IR Y 17 13 B AR B AL 1] (resource leveling schedule generation scheme, RLSGS), H
VW U 7 B RS e R R HEAE REOAS E N RIEM B (RK, SK), \Hik# & K RK A
XL AR FERE S 4 (B) i = argmin, {rk;[i € N\N'}), Bi&E3h i MG A EERN s; = es)(S) +
Isk; x [Is;(S) — esi(S)]], A5 BRI G —NRWEEIED) j(§ € N\NPERIFLEES ] es;(S7) Rl
HE FF AR 1] 1s;(S7), BD 4> es;(S') = max {es;(S'), s; + i}, 15;(S") = min {Is;(S"), s; — ;;} . EH Fikid
T, BRI A SN 7R aan (Al KA g3 ¢ 5 j L MAFAERR, WA BN E P RKEBEK

E lij = —00,
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HI A L3 g B MRS J7 3, T LU DR 0 SR AR SE AR R o, 7 A B AR AR 28 A2 AT AT 1A, AT 3E B 17 0 A
FATRIE R, SR 1 s SR TR
33 AkhEREBREHEE

N T BB RIS IR SR S RE T, TR A R I BAR, B T A PR BUR B s
1% (two-pass local improvement method, TLIM), K 3 il A\ A< 3C 1 i 5 5732, TLIM 15 = 5 BE AL & 1 H bn 3k
e, R — 025 18 1 BRI A A Il RE AR AL, AR 22 0 £ R SR B H A R BB R — 2B AL

TLIM (AR S € — DN EERE TR S, 42 IR TGShAE S rp (I 8], A BURGAR VR B35 2l % T4
ARG B 4, FEORSF HABTE BT A I [ AN AL A AT 52 T G PR AVE T I8 S S8 AT B T3, a1
FITAT AT AT JT AR S 6] R G % — AN B RIS 18] s, (845 BRI AR BE S b PM(PM T & — TR g 22
FERE, HAESET H AR () HUME) FOIUEL iR/, AN TR O R B Ji Fry st B Sl 2 4 AR B P g el 20 A
A TATE ST R I [ # I g SR, BIR R — B A EERE TR S, B B — B BTE . 28 R B
TR 55— BB, IXHIAE T4 .57 rhés R 18] b 5 ik 535 3.

k ] | | ! ] | ]
I I lgag. | | I )
s, i sitd, | s, sitd) | | IR
t_ | ||
R ISCAN p | | ] i L T U
! +d . AT = N
L S L1 |S ! > ETJ'IEH | ISlI If!;dz H{]Lrlﬂ )EHEH(JHTJ‘MJE&
pes pls; pes pls
]
1 Si<8;i' < sitd; TEIE2: s;'ssitd; TEH
S r | | s
[ R R P2 | Il I td, Ly
: : : T3 BT B G e
L‘_;.—_] | I:__Z__] | | i) 5 BOVE 3 i
s, T lgq) s TsiHd] !
! | | | | L I]?J‘ I‘EJ | 1| N - DTJ' |‘EJ
pes pls; pes pls;
W3 s <si+di<sd; 154 s+d;<s;

B 1 —ANESNEFF AT 82 3 S5 T RE P A T F B

Fig. 1 Four possible cases after an activity’s start time is changed

fE TLIM H, 24—/ MG Sh I GE I 8145 2028 5, TG0 75 AR 3T VF 308 B 3t B 1H R0 B2 B b o B0 31X
SN, B AR R E(2) 58 5T b 0 REAN I TR) B b B YA B 1Y) R 0o BOR AL 2 — NS S A B B — N
FFAE IR f5, RO RE B 1 A DU i — A, FEE 1, AR EURE T XS B BT YR B & R A AR AL RN )
Bt PERI, I 8] Bt 2 A1 B2 A% F A AR AR Ak, DRI TH 558 160 H AR AL A 75 25 RS 6 T It [) B (1)
EUEAE B, FA S 6] BOW IR 38 AR B0 R A A8 (. 5T U, 78 TLIM b, 94072 B 46 b5 PM R
FREEET: PM™Y = PM — 001  Orew, Mot O (0" ) KR E3% 3l 0 A 23T (I 18] 2 BT (2 &), B[]
Bt PERI X} 21 R 30 H A s 5. il ol ik, et 7 /NS B0 AR I 18] 2038 ) 75 B 508 S TH 5 B A bR
A, WA T S0 .

4 FEHLW

AR SC I W 0 579 7E MATLAB R2014a H 4a F2 520, 1H 5S4 AE Intel Core i5 3.20 GHz CPU, Windows 7
64-bit (1715 b St AT 1 Se AR TE B S50 ol 00 B O R AR5 R R B8 152 T 1R U V5 (dessign of
experiment, DOE)FR I /A [R] {1 1A S HOM R Ak 25 SR 1 5 e, 30 11 0 8 6088 1 e VA S 4L & B i B
PRSI B6 485 B DL K5 SCRk R O IR A IR 70 8 R SRR 6] L S Bi 28 51
41 EERIEE

AL AE A A TF R FEAERAE AR Ta M Tupo LBEAT. X PIA B A 4102 FH 30T H 4 2 i 8 52 451
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A= B AT ProGen/max 26042 B F). AR SCHT F BB 45 10 £ ZE S0 B A0SR 1 FioR, P RT(restrictiveness of
Thesen) R B T flt Je % RARMIGRFIFESE, RT € [0,1]. RT = ORBRE T H M%K% 52417, RT = 0 ERE
T3 H M 4% 56 4% B3 47126). B YR IR ¥ (resource factor, RF)J W | —ANE &) it 75 2 9ERAI S £ /0, RF € [0,1].
RF #COK U B VE 3 BT 7% 2 IR IR R 2. 55 J5 5% & (resource strength, RS) R T S5 M # 5 FEE, RS € [0, 1].
RS BRI BRI R 7 A

FT 1 BEHIRE Ta M Tupo NEESHLE

Table 1 Parameter settings for test sets 7’4 and Typo

ZH AR Ta B4 Tuso
n 10, 15, 20, 30, 50 10, 20, 50, 100, 200, 500, 1 000
RT 0.3,0.6 0.25,0.5,0.75
RF 0B K=1) 0.75

0.7(H4 K =3)

0.6 (4 K =5)
RS 0.5 0.0,0.25,0.5
K 1,3,5 5
Tik X TEI[1,5135 S hHY X [E][1,10]3 5] EL
d; X TEI[1,10]3 534 EX X B [1,10]3 5]l EL
Ck X TAI[1,5135 21 hEY 1

Htde To 305 15 DT EIRE, B0 TR T 40 A FESERIL &4 T Hm S 1 ey 4407 50
HNrlp —n— K, Horp n RS SR, K 2RISR, T B Isepla 808 600, 80 4R CrE S
WR[13, 141R0F 70 P A3 F . 5 4 P R S, 4 D4R i T i R AR 78 Tupo 1, TES %L n, RT A RS
RIBEREUEZ & NS 10 N HBSEE]. Tyso W5 HISLBILEEUE 630, 85 CAE TR, 12, 16, 271/
FEHAE .

42 SRIRECESIRERN

A HT IE 22 56 e T 77 V5 B0 R i 5 550005 1) 5 0& S BORUERS. T Rl e BT 0 SR SR I Ty
¥ 1lp — 50 — 1, rlp — 50 — 3 M rlp — 50 — 5, X =Hdfe 7552 H Al Ok 0 AR 5 R (RIVs 3h 30 B
EQIINEAE/TE S

S W M ST DA R B S M B B R (POP), 8 75 U 4R R A0 R (frnax), 8 P U B AR RS T
ZE(Yomin )PP P M B KT P (Brnan). B ZHUIEL 5 AN KY, a013R 2 Firos. FEAST B IS B EE 7, 4% 6 &
T RIRE, AR SRRV .

®2 BHKF

Table 2 Parameter levels

ZHAR)
K
POP fmax Ymin Bmax
1 50 0.000 01 0.1 0.1
2 100 0.000 1 0.3 0.3
3 150 0.001 0.5 0.5
4 200 0.01 0.7 0.7
5 250 0.1 0.9 0.9

B R oK XCT MRS B ARV — Z ‘Ef $64 0, Help — 50 — 1, xlp — 50 — 3l tlp — 50 — 5

A, 28 0 ALl Hﬁ@i&ﬁ(ﬁ@ﬂaﬂﬁ%ﬁ/i*ﬁ) of RZSEBI I B A, X N = AN S s
B 2 ML SR G HEAT R Los (5%) TEAZ IR 6. W0 50025 A0 458 10 25 DM IR 7 77 A 10 30t 8 R Py e K B i
95000 BHBIEEH d = 1,41, IECRAFTR 0 ARV BUE WK 3, % S 500K 2 1= BEREE R 4
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R, R AR T RENTE MRS E —RR, HIEAFKT TR ARV H. B 174 12 &4
T ARV . “HEZ AT Bon T AR R B EVEHEY . #2800 FATERE IR S an i 2 Bos.

#* 3 [ERXFRFMARVEUE x4 ESRN NN EMEERE
Table 3 Orthogonal array and ARV values Table 4 Response table for ARV and rank for each factor
Zji&(%‘%) 7K POP fmax Ymin Bmax
S ARV
POP  fmax  Ymin  Bmax 1 0.065552  0.059784  0.065087  0.059 238
| 1 1 | 1 0.071 290 2 0.061928  0.059880  0.061 684  0.059 343
2 1 2 2 2 0.068 445 3 0.059 850  0.059 019 0.060297  0.059 877
3 1 3 3 3 0.066 144 4 0.057007  0.059730  0.056513  0.059 388
4 1 4 4 4 0.061 776 5 0.053 560 0.059483  0.054316  0.060 051
5 1 5 5 5 0.060 105 Wz 0.011992  0.000 861 0.010 771  0.000 813
6 2 1 2 3 0.063 225 4 1 3 2 4
7 2 2 3 4 0.062 985
8 2 3 4 5 0.059 501
9 2 4 5 1 0.056 817
10 2 5 1 2 0.067 113 0.070
11 3 1 3 5 0.061 461 0.065 4 ]
12 3 2 4 1 0.056 110 E 0.060 \‘\,\\ l o—e °
13 3 3 5 2 0.053 267 0055 | |
14 3 4 1 3 0.066 398
15 3 5 2 4 0.062 012 e 50 100 150 200 250 000001 0.0001 0001 001 0.1
16 4 1 4 2 0.054 119 FHEFRLEL (POP) R (f00)
17 4 2 5 3 0.052 564 0.0
18 4 3 1 4 0.061 337 0065 1 1
19 4 4 2 5 0.059890 % 000 1 \\\\ Te——0—o—0
20 4 5 3 1 0.057 126 0.055 1 g
21 5 1 5 4 0.048 826 0.050 . , , . . . . .
22 3 2 ! 3 0.059.297 OVIH$;E1&ZZTE;E}W“?9 " Iﬂ(;ji&ﬁlsﬂfﬂ!i (();;znax) v
23 5 3 2 1 0.054 848
24 5 4 3 2 0.053 771 & 2 MRIRE A S HUKFRIREE
25 5 5 4 3 0.051 057 Fig. 2 BA factor levels trend
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F5), fmax = 0.0010KF 3), Ymin = 0.90KF 5), Bmax = 0.10KF 1). 1EBHE 5 S50 o — BT HIX — 1% &.
43 FESWHR

AT I S 3 B 5 B B g 0 B2 A R/ IN RIS 1) RS A B SR, DR R AR T, KT i i RV
(452 12 2% A4, SR 1000 F1 5 000 7 i e Rk BE v RIBE. D 7 1 5 W i R0 PR SR I i, U SR W i ARV R 7S
B HIR-S B 2 TR F T3 i 25 (5 - — M ), X S A i@ i Rieck 51815k 19).

TSGH T HEIEEHIRE Ty FITHES R, RIEHE SR FEIEEN LR 5 520 H #b H I,
FORNFKBEBAEKIE 1o, BRTEL B d = alg oy, 5 = TUF SRR EREAFE AT, i
FFIRR IR 5 B AR 2 8] (1~ 35 22 OX — 1 22 T H 5 R 22 [5]) ARV). X T 2dE 4 rlp — 304 #k 1k H 41
Nd =151y, 1 1), tlp — 50CHEEHIIAN d = 1115, 11,d = 1.5y, 1 B, H AT ASR B AAR, KA
MRS RICIEAER 5 k. 3 5 B G 8145 H I SR ARREAN SL9 i 75 19 °1- 35 CPU I [A]. WS 5 (15K
5 25 BT DU I, S6oF T /N A (14 ) S48, A o B9 P SR 0T A T DA 2 1. gl E b R B T 5
A W SR AF A S B AR I R ZE7E 1.02 % ~ 8.83 %2 [8]. 7 41, i g Sy 70 P b2 1 251 TR oK
13000 H B 2 1) bR, 3 i BF g 8 925 PR AT ST PR 0 I, o SR 0o SR Aok 1 R P SR AN =y, A 1 000 A
HERETHRIE 915 1R 25 L W] DASRAS I = 1 45
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Table 5 Average deviations from the optimal objective function value for test set T'n

TEIRE)  HENEE) | THIRE%)  HEREE)
O RORERIMOR BRI | O RORTHRIEOR BRI
B BIEHE) B BIEHEI)
1000 5000 1000 5000 ‘ 1000 5000 1000 5000
rlp-10-1 1.0lg,n41 1.09 1.08 0.04 0.21 rlp-20-1 1.0lg,n+1 3.10 3.04 0.06 0.30
1.1lg,n+1 3.71 3.59 0.04 0.21 1.1lg,n+1 6.37 6.12 0.06 0.30
1.500,n41 4.88 4.85 0.04 0.22 1.500,n+1 8.83 7.96 0.06 0.31
rlp-10-3 1.0lp,n+1 1.39 1.34 0.05 0.23 rlp-20-3 1.0lp,n+1 3.14 3.01 0.07 0.34
1.1lg,n+1 2.80 2.80 0.05 0.23 1.1g,n+1 5.97 5.47 0.07 0.34
1.5l0,n41 4.55 4.44 0.05 0.24 1.5l0,n41 6.81 6.73 0.07 0.35
rlp-10-5 1.0l0,n+1 1.16 1.02 0.05 0.25 rlp-20-5 1.0l0,n+1 3.00 3.00 0.08 0.38
1.1lg,n4+1 2.42 2.42 0.05 0.26 1.1lg,n4+1 5.20 5.24 0.08 0.38
1.5l0,n41 3.63 3.27 0.05 0.26 1.5l0,n41 8.04 7.59 0.08 0.39
rlp-15-1 1.0l0,n+1 1.84 1.84 0.05 0.25 rlp-30-1 1.0l0,n+1 4.10 3.87 0.09 0.43
1.1lg,n4+1 5.35 5.00 0.05 0.25 1.1lg,n4+1 6.86 6.37 0.09 0.43
1.5l0,n41 8.77 7.86 0.05 0.25 rlp-30-3 1.0lg,n41 4.70 4.34 0.10 0.48
rlp-15-3 1.0l0,n+1 222 2.15 0.06 0.28 1.1l0,n+1 8.21 7.12 0.10 0.49
1.1g,n+1 5.62 5.42 0.06 0.28 rlp-30-5 1.0lp,n+1 3.93 3.64 0.11 0.54
1.5l0,n41 5.68 5.30 0.06 0.29 1.1g,n41 6.24 6.01 0.11 0.55
rlp-15-5 1.0l0,n+1 1.54 1.48 0.06 0.31 rlp-50-1 1.0l0,n+1 4.89 4.63 0.16 0.81
1.10,n4+1 3.52 3.49 0.06 0.31 rlp-50-3 1.0l0,n+1 5.73 5.15 0.18 0.90
1.5l0,n4+1 4.37 4.29 0.07 0.32 rlp-50-5 1.0lg,n+1 5.67 5.24 0.20 0.99

BT SEIN TR T 55, AR AN SR8 U BT, W e B2 0T m /N AR 1 £ SR e e B0 220 AR 1s. ) HLAS SR
PR3PSR T 3 252 3 B B i s, BRI R L 0T F AR T o SR R B RS R O R L RR B 2,
Rieck %5 131 F VR 5 B SO0 R SR fpe R [7) s SR 1 e A, LA L 19 CPU O 2.66 GHz, SRR #K 4 CPLEX,
XA 50 MNEBIRIITH, KHR 73 S T BRI TE) £ 500 s~1 000's Z 8], IX 5 ASCER I AR T
EERIRTLE: 3 5 fm = AT 2B 50 ANEE I H ASRARES R, A SCHE S S i 2 AUUE 5% £ 4,
EARSC BRI B L e PR AR R 500~1 000 5. PRI, £EXS SRR SN 1 2R BU A R UM R, Ak
SEA I,

BEAh, SR T k0 S R BT S S I SO R, ARSI i S0 U T IR W B0 A B B X
eI AR 58 T B3EAT, B0E77 4 1000 ANEERE TR 45 1k, 351 F A LE H D9 SR BREBRARAC JBE . 3 AL e B
TRV IS ST 5 5525 R e St - R R P B -7 % i SR 2 8 AR 1 v (B SR EL AR D 1 3 L),
AR EL 75 5 A6 250 3 B P ALAR, R RN 79 o B 0 A SRV, Rt BV P ) s PR ) P B AL Ak
FEJR R AP R G T A SRS 2, FIBENUELE o K AN S50, Xt A ARG R ™ AL A AT AT i, #s
HHbR R BUEE N — DR KIEERL £ 6 Ron 1A SRR LR HL i 50278 B b e B0(E 1 st bl
BICE 3.13 % ~ 9.44 Yo 2 [8]), ] WLEACRERCR IS, 7R 1 ASCHr SR SA I Pt

* 6 AR AL BB R A RIS Ta ERIBUEEL

Table 6 Average relative improvements of the proposed BA over the original BA on set T'a

g rlp- rlp- rlp- rlp- rlp- rlp- rlp- rlp- rlp- rlp- rlp- rlp- rlp- rlp- rlp-
" 10-1 103 10-5 15-1 153 155 20-1 203 20-5 30-1 30-3 30-5 50-1 50-3 50-5

dodttel /% 336 313 335 366 387 450 566 561 568 749 583 6.62 901 944 837

4.4 FfEEsCIE

ARATXS LESEEG B B WA — 7 TH, 25 %2 BT I SR AR RIS e LS5 2R B S — O TH, AL
W 5% B 55 IR SCHR A R I B 47 1) SR A RLP-GPR 1) 70 8 & 575 AR TR LG MO RE L. [H]
i A SRR R 5 — A a R EE——2 IR0 S I 592 (PR) S i Bl %, PR B39 2 B R Sk LA
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(RIBEHE. X bb 25 AT BIE 4 Tupo s TR BESAS, T H AL HI d = 1.5000,,,41,

TR LG A S, ARSI T W N e 1) SCERI161F A Bk & 1G BIEMTHE 45 3, M2
PL PR Bk NFEUE, 15 T PR 5 1G vk 2 8] #1240 XF i Z (average relative deviations, ARD, H i1 & 77
L SCHERI16]). % T 1k, A SCH% FE SRR 161/ I8, #F PR S 7E MATLAB " B3 4 FE Se B X RE, A S0t
AT DAE T S i 52 5 PR VA AR 22, SRIEE2SLELE 1G Bk L. 2) k(1614 % 1G f# 1)
152 1E 2544 1000 repeat-loop iterations( L SCHR[16]1] Algorithm 5). 3843 #7 o] &1, £ BB T, 1IG Hik
(1) 1000 YIEAKT R 4 050 NEERETHRI; RIS T FXTRL 5 050 + 2 000 - ANHEEETHRIGE T n 25w vt
SE A B ECR). N TR AR SO IR R TG FE ER A A A T S IR F3, AN SO i i R Y
17 1R SR R 22 AR 4 050 AR FETHRI, 3% RS AR SO i i VA B 2 1S T8 R RIS 1G BE(0T e
UF R I L.

BT bR, BRI A R AR, Mg EhEE 235 100, 200, 500, 1000 B, PR HERAS 1 H AR R
B A 5 I 5925 H B A 22 1) B9 ~F AR % 22 (B ARDY A 17.72 % (2.43 5), 17.56 % (8.30's), 17.66 % (49.46's),
17.01 %(245.51 s), &5 W E 7 B S P37 0 H]. % ARD {H KT 0 R B E B VAL T PR HIE.
TE g SR AN IG Bk 2 1], 1% ARD fE K 3R B BE AR AL S8R B 7, PR VARG H AR AUl 5 1IG &
5 H R 22 18] S 2 A 25 0 51 R 15.22 %, 16.19 %, 15.19 %, 13.49 % (%45 5k 5 SCHR[16]/ Table 3),
A DA S P i AR A I AL AR KR AR T XG BV, X B S ) 4 SR B, A S e I 2 A SR
KHAE RLP-GPR i) #5245 555+ /7 ().

5 4RiE

AT T TSR] LS IR R L0 AT T B 5 R4 14 T R0 10 i g S5, S 1 W 7 2B AR (1 BT 7
3, $R T T AR B Tt g 5D, AR R S gk 77 vk, R IE AT I BT Al E T IR SRS O R, T A
TF AR 4R, 5 2 A R ARG B SV R 0 R SR IR Ox b Sz 6 45 SRR W, A SRR AT K AN AT 58 5
JIH. ARV TR — 25 ot A SCHVE, I HE R T 00 A B v H A S5 S 9 P2 8 6 et 29341,

SEHk:

(1] 23k, A8 i, SO0, 0 H SR HTRT FULRIR. 12 5 $RE, 2015, 30(5): 769-779.
LiHB, Xiong L, Liu Y B. A literature survey of project resource leveling. Control and Decision, 2015, 30(5): 769-779. (in Chinese)

[2] Bandelloni M, Tucci M, Rinaldi R. Optimal resource leveling using non-serial dyanamic programming. European Journal of Opera-
tional Research, 1994, 78(2): 162-177.

[3] Easa S M. Resource leveling in construction by optimization. Journal of Construction Engineering and Management, 1989, 115(2):
302-316.

[4] He L, Zhang L. Dynamic priority rule-based forward-backward heuristic algorithm for resource levelling problem in construction
project. Journal of the Operational Research Society, 2013, 64(8): 1106-1117.

(5] 3, £, AR SRAEIHE U BZ o BEIRACP R U, R4 TR R, 2002, 17(4): 296-302.
Liu S X, Wang M G, Tang J F. Approximate algorithm for solving resource leveling problems in project scheduling. Journal of
Systems Engineering, 2002, 17(4): 296-302. (in Chinese)

(6] HER, ke T, £ 5% TREIUH BRI 08 1L Hik L HMATLAB SCHL. 2 TR A4, 2004, 18(1): 52-55.
Zhang L Y, Zhang J P, Wang L. Genetic algorithms based on MATLAB of construction project resource leveling. Journal of Industrial
Engineering/Engineering Management, 2004, 18(1): 52-55. (in Chinese)

[7] Ranjbar M. A path-relinking metaheuristic for the resource levelling problem. Journal of the Operational Research Society, 2013,
64(7): 1071-1078.

(8] ¥ Wf, 2% R, AR IR L WIS LI T3 AR 2 B A Rohii A, i) 5 PR, 2013, 28(1): 131-136.
Guo Y, Li N, Li X S. Multi-mode multiple resources leveling and multi-objective particle swarm optimization with dynamic popula-
tion. Control and Decision, 2013, 28(1): 131-136. (in Chinese)



ERE] RS | LS R R LT I H BRI 1 (14 S e A 719

(9]

[10]

[11]

[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

[17]

(18]

[19]

[20]

[21]

[22]

(23]

[24]

[25]

[26]

[27]

(28]

[29]

(30]
(31]

Neumann K, Schwindt C, Zimmermann J. Project Scheduling with Time Windows and Scarce Resources. Berlin: Springer-Verlag,
2003.

TREHE, ZRR, £ O RBET SRR R T IR SR S R L BRI, 2013, 16(11): 42-54.

SuZ X, QilJ X, Wang Q. An approach for the minimum cost problem of project under generalized precedence relations. Journal of
Management Sciences in China, 2013, 16(11): 42-54. (in Chinese)

Neumann K, Zimmermann J. Procedures for resource leveling and net present value problems in project scheduling with general
temporal and resource constraints. European Journal of Operational Research, 2000, 127(2): 425-443.

Gather T, Zimmermann J, Bartels J H. Exact methods for the resource levelling problem. Journal of Scheduling, 2011, 14(6): 557-
569.

Rieck J, Zimmermann J, Gather T. Mixed-integer linear programming for resource leveling problems. European Journal of Opera-
tional Research, 2012, 221(1): 27-37.

Kreter S, Rieck J, Zimmermann J. The total adjustment cost problem: applications, models, and solution algorithms. Journal of
Scheduling, 2014, 17(2): 145-160.

Neumann K, Zimmermann J. Resource levelling for projects with schedule-dependent time windows. European Journal of Opera-

tional Research, 1999, 117(3): 591-605.

Ballestin F, Schwindt C, Zimmermann J. Resource leveling in make-to-order production: Modeling and heuristic solution method.
International Journal of Operations Research, 2007, 4(1): 50-62.

Perds, LB TSN P R RS 2 BN S B BRI AL, RS TR AR, 2011, 26(4): 538-545.

Pang N S, Ji C M. Leveling optimization for multi-mode and discrete resource under generalized precedence relations. Journal of
Systems Engineering, 2011, 26(4): 538-545. (in Chinese)

Kolisch R, Hartmann S. Heuristic algorithms for the resource-constrained project scheduling problem: Classification and computa-
tional analysis // Project Scheduling: Recent Models, Algorithms and Applications. Dordrecht: Kluwer Academic Publishers, 1999:
147-178.

Demeulemeester E L, Herroelen W. Project Scheduling: A Research Handbook. Dordrecht: Kluwer Academic Publishers, 2002.

Yang X S. A new metaheuristic bat-inspired algorithm // Nature Inspired Cooperative Strategies for Optimization. Berlin: Springer-
Verlag, 2010: 65-74.

Marichelvam M K, Prabaharan T, Yang X S, et al. Solving hybrid flow shop scheduling problems using bat algorithm. International
Journal of Logistics Economics and Globalisation, 2013, 5(1): 15-29.

Bartusch M, Mohring R H, Radermacher F J. Scheduling project networks with resource constraints and time windows. Annals of
Operations Research, 1988, 16(1): 199-240.

Neumann K, Schwindt C. Activity-on-node networks with minimal and maximal time lags and their application to make-to-order
production. OR-Spektrum, 1997, 19(3): 205-217.

Kolisch R, Hartmann S. Experimental investigation of heuristics for resource-constrained project scheduling: An update. European
Journal of Operational Research, 2006, 174(1): 23-37.
Yang X S. Bat algorithm and cuckoo search: A tutorial// Artificial Intelligence, Evolutionary Computing and Metaheuristics. Berlin:

Springer-Verlag, 2013: 421-434.

Schwindt C. Generation of Resource Constrained Project Scheduling Problems Subject to Temporal Constraints. Karlsruhe: WIOR-
Report 543 of University Karlsruhe, 1998: 1-24.

Franck B, Neumann K, Schwindt C. Truncated branch-and-bound, schedule-construction, and schedule-improvement procedures for
resource-constrained project scheduling. OR-Spektrum, 2001, 23(3): 297-324.

Montgomery D C. Design and Analysis of Experiments. Hoboken: John Wiley & Sons, 2008.

g ORR, BREESE, R . SARIN () 29 KR AR H R I AT . R G AR AR, 2016, 31(1): 135-144.

Zhang S, Chen H P, Liu J. Research on the complicated time-constrained project scheduling in water conservancy. Journal of Systems
Engineering, 2016, 31(1): 135-144. (in Chinese)

Li H, Demeulemeester E. A genetic algorithm for the robust resource leveling problem. Journal of Scheduling, 2016: 19(1): 43-60.

g S5k T 0, & ETREEndee X2 mHIREZ EEI . R TREZR, 2016, 31(5): 689-699.

Wang W X, Ge X L, Wang X, et al. Multi-attribute optimization for non-preemptive multi-project scheduling based on critical chain.
Journal of Systems Engineering, 2016, 31(5): 689-699. (in Chinese)



720 R 4 TR ¥ #H 34 %5

[32] LiH, XuZ, Xiong L, et al. Robust proactive project scheduling model for the stochastic discrete time/cost trade-off problem. Discrete
Dynamics in Nature and Society, 2015, Article ID 586087.

[33] ZFikps, o W, T 2k T DSM MR H L2 HAR (T AL, RS TREEHESCER, 2015, 35(1): 142-149.
Li H B, Xu Z, Yu J. Multi-objective simulation optimization for the process of R&D projects based on DSM. Systems Engineering:
Theory & Practice, 2015, 35(1): 142—149. (in Chinese)

[34] FKERSC, XUBHG. ST G E B PRI SCREE T H I EEOLIE. ARG TRE AR, 2015, 30(1): 135-144.
Zhang J W, Liu G T. Critical chain project scheduling problem with the robust objective. Journal of Systems Engineering, 2015,
30(1): 135-144. (in Chinese)

fEEEN:
PR (1985—), 55, IWARARE N, W4, BIAFSE &, B 5007 m): 1R Re, B0 E 1 B2 4%, Email: ishongboli @ gmail.com;
g J(1966—), Zo, WHLERBN, 4, 0%, W4 3, #F 5T 77 1) 45 B, B 77455, Email: xiongli8 @shu.edu.cn;
XBOR(1974—), 55, BRA, Wi+, BIZER, W7 5 B8 H, B-F 7 454%, Email: yinbinliu@ 126.com;
BOGB(1985—), B, by A, 184, PRI, B 705 1R R, R HEAE, Email: weiwenchao@bijtu.edu.cn.

s sfe sfe sk sk sk sk sk sk sk sk sk sk sk sk sk sie sie s ste ste sfe st sfe sfe sfe sfe sfe sfe s sfe sfe sk she sk ske sk sk sk sk sk sk st sk sie sk sie st ste st sfe ste sfe sfe sfe sfe sfe sfe s sfe sfe sk she sk ske sk sk sk sk sk skt sk sk sk sie st ste ste st ste ste sfe sfe s sfe sk sk seososkoskoskok

(#2585 708 T0)
(151 %, G35 8. 2T Hotelling SRR i IR 55 6137 22 AL T2 4 BRIR AF 7. 5 B TRE 2441, 2013, 27(3): 69-73.

Wei T, Lu R Y. Differentiation strategy of service innovation based on Hotelling advanced model. Journal of Industrial Engineer-
ing and Engineering Management, 2013, 27 (3): 69-73. (in Chinese)

[16] FHTEE, B30, BRRR. T B AT 9 TR N B R PR BT 284 . R TR 2E4R, 2016, 31(4): 441-450.
Zhang X X, Hou W H, Shen C L. Comsumer behavior, market entry threaten and strategic product-design architecture. Journal
of Systems Engineering, 2016, 31(4): 441-450. (in Chinese)

[17] Annabelle G. Platforms, Markets and Innovation. UK: Edward Elgar Publishing, 2010.

[18] Campbell J D. Targeting informative messages to a network of consumers. Review of Network Economics, 2012, 11(3): 1-31.

[19] Aral S, Walker D. Creating social contagion through viral product design: A randomized trial of peer influence in networks.
Management Science, 2011, 57(8): 1623-1639.

[20] Weyl E G. A price theory of multi-sided platforms. American Economy Review, 2010, 100(4): 1642-1672.

[21] Zhu F, Iansiti M. Entry into platform-based markets. Strategic Management Journal, 2012, 33(1): 88-106.

fEE BN
BSCE(1976—), 5, AR ARBHN, 184, 2%, WF A5 1 24245 F 6 4 2 Email: wengiduan@vip.126.com;
RRT(1989—), 55, TLFESRMIN, i, B 507 1 7 & A 22 Email: 704497430 @qg.com.



