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Research of schedule management technologies collection

Student : Wen-Bin Su Advisor : Ren-Jye Dzeng

Department of Civil Engineering
National Chiao Tung University

Abstract

Finish on schedule is one of essential targets of projects, schedule management affects
whethere it can do, therefore utilization of the schedule management technologies is quite
important topic. This paper will review the literature about schedule management
technologies, use literate database to analyze the research trend of schedule management

technologies.
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Harris 1978 | m#FFRS F 2 K ¢ 1~ 4 B (Bar Chart) ~ & j2;2 (CPM) -~
3 H3 (PERT) Z R E o

kA 1986 'S‘:,E!FLL&?/,—_1}'Z(?[F¥J€C’ g‘éeg\lv‘ S ) N A KR
AL R (WBS) 3 A#2 FE S & SR -
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Lewis 1991 | Sz AR FES 2 - HFR - CPM &PERT = Fy fx -

PFe R 1991 ﬂ#ﬂ%‘CMM&PERT‘g%u*(ADM)iﬁaw;(PDM)
1SHRET R R SRR B R IARE LR A
(MMB) L g S o

Ny 1997 H B T AR B s AR T }?‘:}{LE} (LOB Chart) ~ p f&:i%
SR WRE ST S Y S R AN

Hajdu 1997 B (ZEeRN) VZ RENA P o

(FR KR | ;4701997 ; &k > 2001)

A ’JYJ#&I‘Jv‘gké’\gafi&ﬁﬁi’éfi%ﬂ% 2o TdpgirZ R EFHE - FLEBZ
lﬁ’wﬁﬁﬂiﬂ,gﬁw&ﬁ%ﬂ%&ﬂ@&’&—%w71 ERFI RS

R Y > Ra - ML e TR P A TENERELFE @ B
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PROJECT SCHEDULING AND MONITORING

’ ’

PROJECT SCHEDULING PROJECT MONITORING
AND CONTROLLING

L Uncertainties in Activity Durations

Limitations of CPM/PERT Scheduling

|

Tools and Development of new tools

L Linear Scheduling Techniques

L Simulation Techniques

Scheduling Fast-Track Construction Projects

Time-Cost Optimization

Resource Allocation For Repetitive Construction Activities/Projects

Management Issues

vYev vy

Construction Planning

Bl 2-1:% APfeer s ougd 41 & W
(74 %k : Ahuja-&-Thiruvengadam, 2004 )

Pietroforte & Stefani (2004 ) 4+¥ ASCE Journal of Construction Engineering and

Management 1983 & 2000 & B #73 £ 2 |8 (7> F 2 42 W RE A 17 > S I3t &
PHTGFRE S 12 A ARG 2 F L # 12 (Management of the firm) ~ ¥ 1 4242
%12 #-41 (Construction planning and control ) ~ 1 # 222k # 2 72 (Site and equipment
management) ~ i& & 42 (Time scheduling) ~ = * & & 22 4=4] (Cost estimating and
control ) ~ * 1 & ;& & 4 (Construction methods and materials ) ~ * 4 F ik ¢ 2
(Management of human resources) -~ % % ¢ 7= (Project management) ~ & k447 K 5t
( Project delivery systems ) ~ 22 %) 3% 4& ( Contractual issues ) ~ # ¥ & 42 (Industry issues) ~
P03 B k42 (Technology development issues) * 12 i 3|32 148 - # ¢ o iF 7 3
ERP AR LR AT A R 8 AN E

1. & j%;# (Critical Path Method, CPM)



3. @®B*E/2 £ 47 (Network planning and analysis )

4, PERE[= & i i 242 (Cost/time scheduling optimization)

5. THFaE ~ Mg 4w pfgi: (LOB, linear and vertical scheduling )

6. 1 mter %2+ (Time duration estimate, variability )

7. H @ rx w1 ¥z 20 (Other deterministic time scheduling techniques )

8. H s # e 1 2 Pz s (Other nondeterministic time scheduling techniques )

3 %+ 2+ Ahuja & Thiruvengadam (2004 ) 12 2 Pietroforte & Stefani (2004 )
FHER PRI 223 BER PR IS 2 ¢ 7 &
AP AR FRE N e TR 2 B e, £4F M
FEAATE PR A A TR LT RE A2 PSR 0 A T

1. BRER § P

2. EAFMI feptiniz

3. R/ A~ 23 (Time/Cost Trade-off)
4. FRET (Resource Leveling)

5, 7 UFRAFI R

6. 7 "L (Computer Simulation Techniques )



$3F DR PN

AR e RPN ¢ 32 & 202 (Critical Path Method, CPM) > 12 2 2+

3 =% i (Program Evaluation and Review Technique, PERT )

3.1 & j&;# (Critical Path Method, CPM)

B 5 208 B A4yt 1956 1 1958 & FF £ R4 2% (Dupont) = & 2. 1 AREF > I e
B4 45 (network analysis) 2. B2 » 2% 1 4 Bl AE 7 %% 1 T?ﬁ?@i PE R A TG
AP HFEERLATZ P F o RFRF L F AR L TETE S AR TTERITL RH
2 &% (Critical Path) » ¥ #1318 & k2 B R g BBLE Y W RT P 2 38R ¢ TWHF
(Callahan et al., 1992)

L2 E-PFREENERR I HY BRIFEZEFIIRBRECAT R
BEEFRAFZ TR B SRR T 2 (TR R T 2 TP
FTEK2 B a RS ABIREZ AWML L XK F T BT B2 KL T
PR TR k2 B o

34
o R

FETEND NE 1 «'_, J_‘-’: 55
BjSF2E L LW EZ AR

L A BT EZERS B BRF R
B2 o 4o s R R S P ’%ﬁ'l 1% 5 3 H P 4T (Hajdu - 1997)

Lo 3 i e S R R 2 A2 S8 B RE LRI ERS B
PR (ES) 2 55 2 AR (EF) » 38 40T —

ESx = MVaX(ESxJ T DXJ)
EF, =ES,, +D,

2. 12393 1 d B2 A BN E AR BERL BB PR
2R SRR 0 3 E N heT —

LS, =LF, + D,
LFy = Max(LFy, +Dy,)



Ltivity |

I >
Dmration, |
ES, EF L3, LF,
Aetivity | Betivity |
* Dhapation| > i Droation, | *
E Time avaliable *

B 3-1 &35 47 H—ADM 3 i

Ed WP EZE BIRPEVRELFEZEASE L RS RS R E N BB R
SEF I P EFT AT HPE N EF e B 3 EP 40T (Hajdu
1997)

1. %P (Total Float, TF) : Fnfefed & 8LF 2 & % FAAPFE » BB T4k
FLr ARG R L ALV o

TF, =LF, —EF, =LS,; £ES|;

2. pd %pF (FreeFloat, FF) : % R (T £ ¥ a8 X ffc> parifhz BH 72 @ LB
BUEF > AR PBEF TR RSB ER -

FF,, = Min(ES,, )~ EF,,

3. * 3% (Interfering Float, INTF) : &4 wﬂﬁ”f FET R ST H
PR SHES  R S REER  B RF  R g R RS B
PR o

INTF,, =TF,, —FF,, = LF,, ~Min(ES,,)

4. Bz %P (Independent Float, INDF) @ 5 - fEiv £ (v £z 2R » @& *
WERET > 2 ¢RF 12 L FEZLESBLPFR > 72 4T - R T

2 BT

INDF,, = Mvin(ESJx)_ N\L?'X(LFyI )_ Dy,



3.1.1 ADM ¥ PDM

BT E 2RI A 5 5 AV e B (Arrow Diagramming Method, ADM ) 1 % & gL
;% % B (Precedence Diagramming Method, PDM) = #& » 4 &% ;% 5 @] 0% %17 F 47 >+ &
R on FERTANEATE ) SRR AR TEET SR BRI AT L TEF 2
T Mo 4 31 5- ADM BTN » 35 R FEAT FH 4 32238852 4
N4 3-2 22 ADM #38%® > 2 3-3 5 - PDM R 7 Ryt B 7 T34 342
FERE M2 g D4R 3-32 PDM 50 R -

(1)ADM :

% 3-1ADM *WF#

Node; | Node; | Activity | Duration;; | Node; | Node; | Activity | Duration;
1 2 A 6 3 6 F 2
1 3 B 6 4 5 G 15
2 4 C 2 4 7 H 8
2 5 D 5 5 7 I 10
3 4 E 3 6 7 J 4

4.3-2.ADM OQutput

Node; | Node; | Activity | Duration-ES ['EF | LS | LF | TF | FF | Critical Path
1 2 A 6 0 0

1 3 B 6 0 0 *
2 4 C 2 6 7 111

2 5 D 5 6 (24| 7 | 24|13 |13

3 4 E 3 6 619|010 %
3 6 F 2 6 6 (30|22 | 0

4 5 G 15 9 1241924/ 010 %
4 7 H 8 9 (34| 9 | 34|17 17

5 7 I 10 24 13412413410 |0 *
6 7 J 4 8 3430342222

10



% 3-2 ADM i B

(2)PDM :
% 3-3PDM W F#
Activity | Depends on | Duration | Activity | Depends on | Duration
A — 6 B 2
B — 6 G C-E 15
C A 2 H C-E 8
D A 5 I D-G 10
E B & J F 4
4 3-4 PDM Qutput
Activity | Depends on | Duration | [ES/|'EF | LS | LF | TF | FF | Critacal Path
A — 6 0|60 110
B — 6 0 0 00 *
C A 2 6 7 111
D A 5 6 |24 | 7 | 24|13 |13
E B 3 6 61900 *
F B 2 6 6 {30]22| 0
G C-E 15 9 12419124/ 0|0 *
H C-E 8 9 (34| 9 |34 |17 | 17
I D-G 10 24 134241340 |0 *
J F 4 8 | 3430342222
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(K 7 J2d4 | (24 [34
w 1
K A
C +[ 3 [24
i I
START | 9 [24 X 9}'4“ o END
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W
G G ]
L B E Bl ES | B
G HE gElely
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%) 3-3 PDM i ®]

3.2 3+ & =¥ (Program Evaluation and Review Technique,

PERT)

PERT A42/h>t 1958 # £ W/ A 43561 42k 2 A =5 H#EE % > % CPM $jlrer ¢
P2 7 i PR o 20 A e 1959 A E 22 > AR AP E - BRI
PN c B @A RRIENE BT P2 TRHRFR O BFLTENT IS
FE e S BEl T RAFIWE I MG I REFE 4o
2. ¥ i 1+ (Callahan et al., 1992)

PERT B 2 B EEpR 5 [ AR2ZGB¥E - #* = F stz (Three Time
Estimate) » F|pt L (T2 P Z G 5 = Bt pEFRE » 3LpP 4o (3% > 1996)

1. #@ps (OptimisticTime) @ A EZE2 (TEERBIEE - P FE - 1

RS ,{L{f.@,lg.jﬂi%i;q;—r TR T R 2 1 IFPER o L akoT oo

2. B¥ i PR (Most-Likely Time) @ fl- £z T » i3z

7
HE S MM (TERER > U MAT

N

13 S AT AR

3. B PR (Pessimistic Time) @ @@mpE@ipr » - 2 FE 522 EY > @

?‘%{._" ﬂi,ﬁ-%.ﬁ #%ﬁ*éf‘?l ﬁ:‘fﬁ ) ng%-}‘;ﬁﬁ—%il T%Eﬁﬁ—']& ) 1y b%\f]‘ .
EEN P BERS LR AN TTF B A fRy

_a+4m+b

TR T IE L :

12



EXB AP PHETLIRE L LFERBRFIHEZ Bfooa HA 12 R HG

R EEISR R A Pl R g2 (Te) 2 2R 2 (o ) 5

o, BA) 0 AT IR GRS F2ZRR GRS RGBT FE AP LI L R

E

Tl Z (Tesadtdmrgzay  Teihiad)

Bd ZiEfaFacdp 1 2 5 T FRI T EIF R E LT T .

Bl 3-4 5- B2 %W PERT 553 2 @B Fdcd 35 907 » 12550 R BTN -

o

¥ 3-4 PERT 3 B
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% 3-5PERT % & 7
Activity | i | j|a|M| b |Activity |i |j|a|M| b
A 112136 (12 F 3/6/1|2]| 4
B 11341619 G 415(6|15|20
C 214112 H 4173|810
D 2(5|13|5]|10 I 5/7|5|10|15
E 3|/4(1]3]|5 J 6(7/2| 4|8
% 3-6 PERT Output
Activity [ i |[j|la|M | b | t o? | Critical Path
A 11236 |12] 65 |225
B 1/3[{4]6] 9] 6.2 ]0.69 *
C 21411] 2 2.2 1025
D 2(5|/3|5|10| 55 |1.36
E 3411, 3|5 3 1044 *k
F 3|/6(1] 2 2.2 [ 0.25
G 415|6415120(14.3|5.44 *
H 4| 7138110} 7.5 | 136
I 5|7 510|154 10 7 2.78 X
J 6|42 4948|434 1

33 REZAVIFPINFARRMEE I w2 FE

331 KA

REZETRFPN G FE AR R R F AR AR 2 J 0 RS fE P
FEPFZRGERE R TLE ST P 2N 23T SRR ER S
TETRAT Y K BT TEE S 2 R AAETE o

14



% 3-7 CPM/PERT J&* F® 45 %32

it £ > RS 5E PR At

FEA | 1987 | - ~EHERF - FERTAMR RITEF LA RPT a0
T2t TR Y 5 P Am2 AR ~ ig Bhac FEh 0§08 PERT & ¥ gt fE
PR e A RARIES VAR 2T -
I BHBRE- TER 4qﬁéﬁﬁmi$“Lﬂzﬁﬁﬁf%x%ﬁ
R ERLARTHE ARG NTEMAIP R 2 F LS
VRS B E e o
I BHBREF- TERFRRAANEBFA R VYRR
BoRFERFF 2L G EI2tR 2 > FIltg AL 2 4 o
r cmma TH 2 PR — AW R GREF W RMAPR o R P
I o PR - A2 4T BRI R @ o At R R L B pER-€
A2 L

Tavares | 1990 | - ‘%&“wapﬁﬁﬁ-i%% FAKITERRG FY 25 F 0 &
%%@J‘- AL Pl 2P B F R R af e g R
*2F /)ET‘FKM 194\“”’”—};@; b /)-}i B TR 2 R AE o
S RERBE[EEANGL NRELEE S TEI VRSN E M
Bk e x I I RB Y A s 2 oo

SUnzr | 1991 | wHIEATEAEZ AR BRA Y E R R R F RN T HITG TA
B R AR ZAEFAHAME 2V LA I AP TLFEZIY
PR R R K A TR E TR Y LG ok R
IS S 2 P

Er | 1999 |- FRTUBIELZ G ATRARL AN A LIFFTRTR
i® Llﬁa‘b*fg %’31[}%]% X2 %A o
S ERFTAAMEE FALSEERE ST FREL o
= B RPRAERPZFFERER TR A AT TR
ZE AR TE o

Pittman, | 1999 | - - ?;&ﬁ%iﬁ%i%%ﬁdu“{o

Cox and AL R FEZFREREM

Davis =~ RhkkpFARR A AN E TER SRR -

Flp e | 1999 | - ~iB S 2 X DPERRE S M1 (TR BRF

S E RPEAAE

(FHR KR :

332 B =

28R

0z > 19915 B 2% > 2003)

ﬁ,’zljii’(“;%:&Eigl—,ﬂm\#"lé\;i“gii@}i%__%7 }f%’# r},#pfﬁg7 %if_’r :{,3_80
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% 3-8 CPM/PERT Jig #* *24]sc & =

ks

x| Ep * Ha S U
Fischer | 1996 | Scheduling with W21 BRI £ 12 3 VR F
and Computer-interpretab | 3tfg# 2 2 EF > F g2 ik A h H &
Aalami le construction Ez FREEFEZGE I T3S AAH2L M
method models PR CBRAZ A AR HHEEF L2
Flo AT KRR B L ERE S AERE
?? B S R e TEFE T Y B AT e
T i A By E éLEﬁr‘rJ‘U’Fétbvfﬁ
Wl o MHAIREFTEFEERALZ pTAL o
Gong | 1997 | Optimization of float | FFF# %7 ¢ & &4 F'&fi 2 f G B2 R
use in risk BT RAT RS B kSRS LR Y AR
analysis-based oo SRE BT EY E%F'“ 2 FETNEEY K B
network scheduling | /P2 i€ * ¥ it i % AR R GRS ERE
R A AH S FHFRERN - FE IR
BifpEz @t Bt 2 RS o P EARE ST R
BhGAITILE X AR SAI o
Cottrell | 1999 | Simplified program | {8 & & 0315 B 2 Rl - A7 - 250 2
evaluation and-review | PERT » #%-PERT f§ * 2. = B pF @ F3 @ i 1 3
technique(PERT) Bt A 1 R0 ¥ fE 4~ feB~ 1t R L2 Beta
Afe s @AV s A BRER G EANE D KT
P (Most-Likely Time) 11 3 pps
( Pessimistic Time)
Zhong | 2003 | New method for PR A A B BT HiERITE
and calculating path float | = # % — <_i& (deterministic) » # — i § j< 2 #f
Zhang in program evaluation | % T #p 7~ 5 ¥ #ico @ LR T2 FPE R 2 T

and review
technique(PERT)

RERARTZ AW LRI PRI T
XA PERT ¥ » (F¥ 18 5287 @ 2117
B2 & TR RPF Ry it 2w m 2 PERT FpF > 3%
ARBFEL FH G FEL ,\? ,gxqug
J&E 2 5P jxiut 7 PERT #1%+] 2. )iz\ 2=
%éﬂﬂﬂ%%&xﬁo]‘?jﬁi _ﬁ)@w%i\
PERT 2 5Pz & = 2 » JL 2 7 Fe*"g«— i
PR ERE o LIRS o
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%éﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁé%?Eiiifﬁlﬁigﬁ,%ai?ﬁlﬁﬁgﬁﬁﬁ%m

A AR TE > P AN TESINFRIFTRL AL E AT AR

m’w%%ﬁé%\azéﬁ\éﬁé&uiﬁﬁﬁailﬁoEﬁﬁﬁlﬂﬁﬂ%a
PEAGR R - Ay fp e R v 2 £ j22 (critical path method ,CPM ) £ 4% ik [
(BarChart) » # m F]# 24+ (Reda - 1990)

1. &5 ¢

(D) BRETEZH22E > s TP RERRTERF LM G234 kS &
BEAPE RS I RG TP E AR ST TEF A FSEM G
FAYBIMT AT AGTEE A 238 BAPRAA L FEE AT
P EBGRAE o d N E S REE - FATEN A R TEE ARG T
e BN TR Y SR 42 eI e o

() EHAHEILTER e TRAE S B UR R SR E 1Y T LA KT R
AFELARE Y ZFREAZ AP EZ PARRL] 0 A ERIRE Z 1)
BN L P R e TR AN R A S 2 TR

(3) /{_-.__/2‘ ’l‘ —rrpi\: M‘QE’“#E}F J’ 'F$3ﬂaﬁtﬁ~ LZ&’_‘ ;‘:’3\'&%]};}/”\’,‘%”"!‘

THE 2 TEBRETE Az Hitem § BB e > BARRLI B G 4747 F
2RI EE TR IR ELBH -

2. KR

) o P RFEEM LT & TERL P2 LSRN G LPmRI S R2
FERT¥2 A BEN G2 i TR FREARELNFENIRE AN
B A A

(2 s TG 1 AP > d R RBIAEZP AL TERF 2 QBN %0 Fla 7

B fRH 4 R 0 i‘@gxﬁuﬁgﬂ%lﬁﬁﬁﬁlﬁiﬁﬁéﬁ’ﬁﬁ”

e
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BRYEIRERALIDEF R ETNEAFHIT R BRG] T AR EAFED
et p 1970 E L kF S AT 2 AT E N k> H S X R PBE R
(Linear Scheduling Techniques) % s # -

AERPAEE AT REARE 0 @ 2T R (Line of Balance, LOB) ~ s[4 £t 42
2 (Linear Scheduling Method, LSM) 12 2 & 45 £ 4%;2 (Repetitive Scheduling Method,
RSM)

4.1 = g=s;: (Line of balance, LOB)

T grE AR 1942 £ > 4 £ B4 F (U.S. Navy Department) =73 & 41 % » &g 1s
d AR DI B PR R THRZESLE B AL BRR
3% & (National Building Agency) & -8 @& % > €478 1 /2% %2 %5 1 247 > 4
FFE S RY 14 6 2 M~ T (Moselhi & EI-Rayes » 1993 )

THFRGE A - A ARTHET B2 WA, B AR 28 AT B LB
C R I AT O N RS =) 3 TR L R S

AP -ATEAL A2 UERRE BivA -

Yol 4-1 977 0 THFARE TR 2 PR T ALET g AR ENF AL AP R
AR AT AL RFAABUIRZ LA FE A E AP EITEFRZIME
BEPE - HATE AN ERREA ST MG TR E RS E A
AVER RERTREN LR ERE EMET L TE Gdhi T A2 AE
~HE O HHE- BEFE ‘?,ﬂ:;z#r TR EEL TR R A Al RN ol 2 2
S B SRR L S R

PR PRT MR E A2 b P EE
® 2_ k45 (Moselhi & EI-Rayes » 1993) -

:
&g F3
i
.9_
.9_
;;h;g
‘m
R
=
e
2
>
\Im A

TR PR L TE TS
FE o i e R4

*“,L
ok
EL]
w N
t
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s
20 . f,——#&ﬁ
a5 as ¥
an an
15 15
10 10
3 3
" FETEETEE "
= E |||~ E[(R|F|X|(X (%
i | ool | | ol || snd bl Rl bl L s
2 $ FEAH (o) &5 K
L AR
Cr
AR
R - T HER R
0 L O
I | | | | RTERAMCED
4 3 2 1 ]

L3SV - R

B 4-1 I s ik LW

CFOR &R - X & 5 1999)
4.2 mirtfe;x (Linear Scheduling'Method, LSM)

PPN & A 5 THTRUZ M EARZE S < 8o n T ERRGE v A MR

HAFZ A 0 — 2 PRBAEMNITR N FE 1P L AT ERE T BR

FU 5 A PR R AR RN RS 2 (PEE A AR A

JEF

}i;s;

T HPET N FE I ERDETPN > =22 (T¥H ~#i(Callahanetal.»1992) -

ARz LSM 2R > T Fphdr FEREF > LB ghR AR kP 2 28 S pEYE -

,d«

i AER B

S

%'V_’ﬂﬁ;/iﬂFﬁ7 & 0 B f"”\r—gé]% ‘J’LL%?SEIJ’}Q"%X&%&’V
-

¢ ;El]ﬁ?%j\ﬁgxo

LSM A2l 7 & - fFd I it 4 - Bpieg2 4 AAS > % LSM g2 2 &2 p
Petedt R47F TE2 ARM A4 QAL FHRT > 30T Tl 37 & fit 0 BT
Ergbr s o g HE - AMAFERIAPE A 2R LY A K RET

NN A R F B A R ApE R W RAFF TN L AR BRI
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Fld-2 5- BRZCEMAH £ 2E A2 F4pRirE  FEL 5w faivs
Ry T E B AR AT 0 2 LSM £ A2 R 4o ) 4-3

HERR

10 20 30 £

B 4-3LSM 42 ]
4.3 £ i 22 (Repetitive Scheduling Method, RSM )

T A5 #4224 k3T 1998 & > Harris ™2 % loannou 2 B 1 — B * 3N E 45 1 2 2
Fee s fLE EAFREARE o hAFRez P H AR SRR 0 RSM #4201 - X-Y Eih
w2 BEZ PN KRER - B AaFRFoa ¥ - BREATITEE o Ahw 2 Aot o
LE MR (b3 HEA) LT Y AT TEE A  Xhd 7R A T FH14E
(4o gz ) PIF 2 Xghd 7 T EH A Y dhdh 7R > 1430 @ % b2 4]0 &
ﬁ%ﬁaiaﬁ;,gﬁ@ﬁlﬁi@ﬁw%%izﬁﬁ%ﬁiﬁﬁﬁéizﬁéi’
MEZBAEAF AL GAcIRER L - AR R WR S s EERMRRAGE Y
kTP m B RRED R 2 BNk (Harris &
loannou > 1998 )

< S FEZTREBTRA AR bdo- BN IBETE - AR RgRITA N
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#E o ARSM A2 » BR 3 E&G AAB2Z FREITES
W1 HAY SRR 2 I't‘;u%’l*—}(7 ?Jﬁl"ﬁ.

fi k2 4™ (Harris & loannou » 1998)

1. T4 A% (resource production rate ) :#ﬁ}é?i&z LH RPN T 221 0F
g ENAeT (rprat R FEAZFT R ' Qaix TEARFIHEAY
2 1F#kE Tais TEALS I H AP w22 18)
Qi
rpr, = -2
pA TAi
2. H A2 AF (unit production rate) 4% FTRE RPN TR RS2 (TEE A
#rco 75 RSM AR Y 4 A0 M2 A% > 228 84T (Upra t £ T £ A &% i
HAv2BAd A5 Tas FEALTIEAS T 22)
upr, =
Ai
FThRAAF VAT R B T s AR FEZFTRA A FARL N
Boo blbel - 4 R PR ~RAREIER L LA Ak 0 27 G FILHEA TR

e
mHE A RS EMF L E AT il i

RSM iz i@ * (v 2 A4 A3 L g @WRAR > J1* - gz ik

%ﬁ%zi@%ﬁuaﬁ%a@@@w@ﬂ,jﬁ# ﬁpﬂgjzﬁg,lwigg

HEEERp- ERERRA 5 0@ & RSM g2 ¢ » b3t B jc 4% controlling

sequence > P ELITISEF ¥ - EA A FHEF N > gD Frdlget L 4 A AP K

% 0 BT
E %2450 > RSM 2 42 B4 B 4-4 75+ (Harris & loannou > 1998)

Wi

L
il

- HARZ2 IFE B¢ ey fsfﬂ\iﬁ % & i » m CPg (Finish control point) 4

%ﬂ’%—K%%’%ﬂicmmm$%ﬁB@A%$¢ﬂ

it B4 gt = F412k(Control Point) = T¥z LS am CPeR|& 724 AW 52
R G

5+ FTS (Finish to Start) z_
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Repetittve Units
r-a

rrt A -

m 11 17 13 14 1F o1& 17T 18 19 7 %l
Days

B 4-4 RSM #: 72 ]

4.4 £ 4511 AR AR FTIRMAE

FAF ML AR AR L & AR RS R £ % (1999) F 01 SR AR
BLARMAT Y 0 A RT A LARBRENG SR BT T ARG B A e
B s TR 2 SRR R RS S A4S A R Y KR 2

Mo AT

441 AryE AR MAT

BOMSULP AR R MG AR AR Y R A4 LR B Bt 2 g

BB 222 2 * S0 eI 2 DR AEY 22 22 FHRP o
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2041 AP Y R R e A 5

T'E‘—%" £ i» ?}gk i,%{ﬁﬁ’;

Khisty 1970 | The application of the | JI* #cE = bIFE 34T Hrai2 o * »* £4F
‘Line of Balance’ M fed kR AERY| 2 Bk o
technique to the
construction industry

Peer 1974 | Network analysis and R AT RL T E A R
construction planning FOEw L E AR B R AT RG]

REAGIFL 2 F 0 HApE T e
IR Fs s RAZ e ITJU?K

BEA- 3 Em TEAEE LR K2
Brig uﬁol‘ﬁ‘ﬂﬁ-}&w R o bR

&Lﬂ*&%ﬁﬁ#WZQELéi&
Ko blde FRFTRY ELH AR P

Y- Bi&z RFIZEBEREFE2%
g N AL 12D cRa I SRS -3

F oAbt BT EEs: AR AR e
A d i1, az>ritd

BRRELa§512 T BI1eEs 2%

1Az F koo

Carr and 1974 | Planning construction = #F5 & 47 |+ 1 422 $F 57 » 3P 14 T a0

Meyer of repetitive building T EAFMES L PR ARG & TR
units 5 0%

Eag 1982 | MT@mEs1 3 df | MEBREHAL N HITHREN IR 2
i BrEEFANL -

oy 1989 | LSM § 722 22t 2 | % §5 b FLp AU AT 2 T DB 1 42
148 b 1)@. )j%’# = ;\1 o

Lutz and 1993 | Planning repetitive AT ez p w31 24 20 j* {35

Hijazi construction : current 5 H$x 4t %8 MicroCYCLONE *t & 4§ 1435

practice 1 #E AZRP w2 FH o
Sebestyen | 1993 | Planning repetitive -4t Lutz & Hijazi (1993) 2.7 3 » 45 &)

construction : comment

e de R £ n S
2 F R D R R

442 R FiH M T

M SR AR AT AR 2 AN Y PO & 42 SR AR AR N

ZEHPBIRD G 2

}‘@;’}f :]%-I]; o
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3042 MPPARHAP M Y REE R AR FH

T £ 2 Py AL
O’Brien 1975 | VPM scheduling for BRONBREAPHEF VAR RALA S AE
high-rise buildings FARE > F- AR eREd S ﬁ P 3
IR AFREE T2 LR Y-
?‘;‘JFCE'J AEET - TFRMDE 7\1@}
o W I e B ATE 7R ATRG] A
T 0 A RN AR K 2R 2
BEAFWIZEFEFET LT A A2
( Vertical Production Method > VPM) -
$35 VPM % e Bl R A2 Hpirz A 45 2 %
Bz o B2 PaEik 0 2 Anm
(milestone ) 1% & #i-3% BF 20 4 J o gt #h
SR A GM VPM 4t & i s
1 PR Y -
Johnston 1981 | Linear scheduling P EE2 B3 LT LE T
method for highway B E R ORI PR T (T
construction 2 o
O’Brien - 1985 | Network scheduling VIR P21 ARk G e BB B
Kreitzberg Variations for FEEAF S 1 RARARY] 2 TR o
and Mikes repetitive work
Arditi and 1986 | Line-of-balance IR ARG B P TR 2 T
Albulak scheduling in pavement | = 5% o
construction
Chrzanowski | 1986 | Application of linear A B e BB R RPEPARE R T OB
and Johnston scheduling 1 ARG IR b2 iRk o
Cole 1991 | Construction v TR R TR B AR

scheduling : principle,
practices and six case
studies

R EAFEE L PRl g P i
SrB SRR Y EEATB IR A AP

PARZRGE N EAFM I AP 8
SRz 1 fRE ALK EAFMH G R LT
AN A fEPAR S 2T A

i > Hjpw 2 L gEs1 iz
Pedlzs F e Tt FAARY PV K
AR EHRA GEAMEEZEAFES 2
s A W ILAE R 2 BT TR o
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443 AR

Bt r @ AR R TR BiE ALY A Y
FHETPRRLT BT AR
G450 MU EA T BB AR F R AR M JRAETE 2

AL F G LT K
2 AU LR B A T

Ry

4-3 -
F 4-3 MIEP AR AR BE 2 ff’é’}é‘ﬁ— &7 i e
Ty iy 2 % FrAigak
Birrell 1980 | Construction planning | 7§ &5 F "% 35 1 ki 2 LG EF 4 12
—beyond the critical i*ﬁﬁl]f%,u » FIT L EAF S L PR
path HpE2 R o
Stradal and | 1982 | Time space scheduling | #= &% S L2 e & B KB
Cacha method R Qe S i RER NSRSy i XA A E SR
P RITEREFZM G F E D Time
Space Scheduling Method £t 42 = ;2 o
Thabetand | 1994 | Modelingwork,space™, | i % &- % 4 jsipfp ficp & ~ ¢ » %%
Beliveau to schedule repetitive- [ %2 £ 15 BiER (53] (kT P24]) >
floors in multistory M3 7 e H TR 2 BEY R
buildings (L2 "4]) > F B - ARERY
E o e A TR L FELE U2 KT
£g #uj 7_ it iii‘ﬁailj ‘g—L— B o
Thabetand | 1994 | HVLS : Horizontaland | % g 7 it ¥ 3 F'““ﬂﬂﬁ TR FE
Beliveau vertical logic 7 ScaRC #4743 =
scheduling for
multistory projects
Harmelink 1998 | Linear scheduling lfﬁ A B ALALM P e B 2 BT &
and Rowings model : development of | j& » & 41— BT £ 472 1 PR E [T

controlling activity
path

2k 3 EA TR N AR T2

i

444 BE A HENPRAT

L R E SR RN

3E - %g_—kmr,fé ¥ 2

MRS 2 ,ﬁngg;g—a;;gﬁﬁg,ﬁfaéip

Ii it Av\’%q"fﬂ_

M FEFLSR > R
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% A4 SUBIARH AR M S TS — B i 12 CR

gl e E iy 2 Py AR
Selinger | 1980 | Construction THEH- B FRFEARDI I N 0 T
planning for linear | #& N EFE 2 > ¥ A ELAAE IR
projects Eh2 MBI LA vE 2 ik
& 2‘72*;1 BI~E o
Russell | 1988 | Extensionsto linear | M 1T ¥ o 2 B ~2 1 (¥ H4p sl ~ [F
and scheduling 2 7 BTRER S - M2 Rk R E
Caselton optimization e REER X ERI DR B GRERY
Az PR AL R o
Moselhi | 1993 | Least cost PR N N Nl T Ve 31 e
and scheduling for % )ﬁ TEE A AS TR NG EFL2
El-Rayes repetitive projects FRE AR RGN o 0 R R IR E 2
ﬁé%ﬁﬁﬁ%%ﬁﬁﬁﬁigﬁﬁﬁ
B A o
Eldinand | 1994 | Scheduling and TR - B SRR AT
; Senouci control of linear FoLREEEMEL RS R M A
" projects R ¥R R IFES B AE S TER
. PRTEERY Z BRI P MRA AT
z Bst 2 B AR Rk o
1) Senouci | 1996 | Dynamic Fed - BRI G RFERBIE 0 Ty
- and Eldin programming For o E AR SR R FEE
;“ approach to F2 EHRBIREEF S NP B ALAET
scheduling of RREIRIAT IR IAE R 2R
nonserial linear IR 2 BRI RS IR R
project FrE
Wang and | 1998 | Controlling activity | #F 3t 7 & firsz 2 AR R & % 7 i %
Huang interval times in 4 IF;F’“‘ FRPE R iE ~ 2 B 48 > 48 )
LOB scheduling - FRECRBI ARG - T kA
ﬁé@ﬁﬂﬁam$W£¢wW%WJ
> LITE2Z B EF BT REY £ o
IR 1908 | it | A RRPELEATESIE T 2L FE R
EAMIAAERA | - TR 0 FINEXRBE X LN ‘Jf’F
EIR e Fawl o R 2 a2
%%fﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁ»’uﬁﬁ%%rﬁ
TR LT RS A B
FoURERR LT ER G 7]2‘;1 g
P EE G IACi R R
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Ashley | 1980 | Simulation of THREAFPIABLE R FRIERE T
repetitive-unit AR T 2 - BRGS0 IR
construction BV S EAT L ARRPZ T A
Kavanagh | 1985 | SIREN : a repetitive | 4+ GPSS 3% 7 B # - B #i#t 15" SIREN
construction ( simulation of repetitive networks) » ¥
simulation model AT E LT A FIRF R R
T o EAMIREZ2 IR R
FAYREFBRFTRET 5 FPFSE
% & + % (Monte-Carlo) 4z > » 47 &
s R R
Lutz - 1994 | Simulation of F1#* QuickBASIC 3% 7 # B — 1 H e
Halpin learning FARR <4 MicroCYCLONE ‘,‘s—gg Ve
and development in BREAMIBRE R W 1ERY 25874
" Wilson repetitive R Fe o
inr construction
i:; Chehayeb | 1998 | Simulation-based LT FEa e (FEBEY
;x: and scheduling-with okt RITEa U g o FE
AbouRizk continUous activity. | = i 7 »CR* kAT 1 AR E G
relationships A2z = x>1 ¥ 12 Visual Basic 3 7 #£8
TEAE N 0 B P £ Visual CH++4~ 2
w2 LA ~ ASCESS B s s T B i st
% SLAM Il z_ g # i 0 % & SimCon
## % (Simulator) - i # 3+ SimCon
et W ERFIEEM G2 1EE %2R
‘\;}é, °
Shiand | 1998 | Continuous and f1* SLAM I # E - B % & 425 % 347
Abourizk combined EARCE T K e %s-%a%s-;\ s
event-process BARIf2 61 0 52 L RER TR
models for Bt 2 PR ARG R O As 1
simulating pipeline | #22 ifd* gk -
construction
# | Handaand | 1986 | Linear scheduling | ¥ & 48 1% 1 £ 42 B RE 2}k fi 8 #c &
e Barcia using optimal g o 22— Bl &E
= control theory RPl2 fpEo gt usrE g
1] T2 M A LA T2
B 1R FE R TEFT LIRS LK -
; Reda 1990 | RPM : Repetitive | mweRlHird T H ~ @9 TEF2L L

project modeling

FlogMG TUBATIFE2Z 18
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BERSAY G EFRERIEE B
T - REAF M E 1 PR RG] 2 AR Y
F o R AT I P A R i
2 #57% (Repetitive Project Model, RPM )
MATEARLI AL 2 BRE R A
4 %i\ﬁ”‘]lfi B WL iE X o
Mattila | 1998 | Resource leveling TR BAE A M I PR AR G
and of linear schedules | i& {7 F iR AT » & 1) - Flcs R4
Abraham using integer linear ﬁHRWJ¢W%’£EH Bopa
programming A2 b P Bt 2 @ 2o
b Dressler | 1974 | Stochastic BH AP g FELEEA- BRYIT
& Scheduling of Yo RirEw 1 dF L Ao
i linear construction IR R OB 24 S R i E A
7 sites ARG Emwﬂﬁﬁ7&§w*,v
% PEEARN N IHRBIF LG EZ
- FonEnFThibhEr £ o
A Sarraj | 1990 | Formal Fits iz 2 BRI L E
# development.of F1R 2 M AEL o 3R PR
- 4 Line-of-Balance tr#cg o
> technique
PES
445 FRAH 2 2 eFEFEES T AMEY
e bRz AR d B SAREREHEFT AL BT PR ARS V=N TREL 2 G 2 R

T — _\\,_

TF HAEE AR B

g'é‘z'ﬁ r}%ay1 % 2

e e B AL B2 B

EREFEFAY
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%45 AP 2 RER TR Z R RBRES A

ﬁﬁ E > @% Fraiiag
Kleinfeld 1976 | Manpower use in FHEH-EN e 25 HEAL
high-rise residential 2o FHE G 1IERY ST REY G
construction i o
Perera 1983 | Resource sharing in TR ITEMTEHET RG] 2
linear construction - BB o e AT T EZ S F
152 FREY
El-Rayesand | 1998 | Resource-driven - BEREERIFEZ T AR
Moselhi scheduling of repetitive | /% T ¥ F 1 ~ £ 715 FBIET
activities FI2FBFTRE F2 RIS *
R T R B R 1 2 BT
+ 5o YR oo
Schoderbek | 1967 | Third generation. Mg b A 5 LOB 2 gk xgip B
and Digman PERT/LOB PERT % &2 3 ;% o
Suhail and 1994 | CPM/LOB : New BL RN AP T ERE 2T T
Neale methodology:to B iv gL > RELFE2Z B4 n

integrate-:CPM-and line
of balance

SRR X RELERE FEAE
| S
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$5F PR A

PRI AZEBRGEF LT AT RE R 2L e AR S E - PEXRA
A FEHNE > GEERESRBRLTER 2 FRES A cFRFE S A AT
(time-cost trade-off analysis) & ¥ & & xR 3|&irdl2 £ 2 mA 2 - TRAE R
LR ERE A AL <ﬁ7&ﬁ¢~&%ﬁ’%*@*i%%?%’ﬁ¥%*iﬁ
Rdg 5 o bldr> R¥PGIMREZPEXRALAETRIZAFRgFEwI 2P
fF o 2R A 7R F] R A M 4e o ] 5-1
HEEERPIE L) EEEE- Y- A G SR VR - I A SEE RN T N
1¢$§$%§0

i

—E AR T E T A AT AT LR

Ciost

FENE RS Herg FEY DRIEIEE L FEN A R FAMIY 2K
LT Rt 2 R AR TR 2 TR R R ST E S B R TR 2 R S
AUFEANT O REFLARA LR RN AL ER A AR

# f8= % (Fengetal > 1997)

v FDT 5

1 FRS ALY AT L XPERE AT 2407 B ko
2. 22 ERE A PR AT o

T fRA-PERE & k% g R AT2 AR B R AT AT 5 B 5 272 (Heuristic Method)
7% BB L340 (Mathematical Programming Models) » & 5 #-4 2 0t & faagw] 2 =
AR AR AP AT LR PR RATL R o
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5.1 FERF S AR H R REA 40 2

5.1.1 k% V22 (Heuristic Method)

Fogh N f302 5 - 17wz B % 13 (Near Optimal Solution) » ff2 p & 43 K8 2452
3o X7 RHEE B GEE FFNREAAY SBEZ R ¥ UG R R R REAE o
FRNfRZEA ST A AD 2 8 52 (Serial Method ) ¥ L 7% (Parallel Method ) >
il de™ (R ® > 2004)

LB sz 2 & el np L 0 17 46 7 48R A L 3R] (prior rule) -
Er - BRAERLIAEL 0 - M- BIEE AP TEP L LF AR
TELFEMBE TRV PEET 5P o

2. T fFEE P AR ELIR e TR 0 M 2 FEREBREALIAGE P
TR - RATPFEEY & A AREFTIRAIR T R PR~ SRR o

BRI BRB A RS B TA R PE B TA > Fla Ak LBl BAY

ST kA 0 K 2 AR Z R R 5l

251 F T BARD AL

ik 2] &
.EST B AP AR ] oL EAR L o
EFT B o AR R EAR S o
LST BB B e AR B A EAR S o
LFT Bl AR R EAR S o

. MIN DUR T ¥ pFR4%) %iﬁtﬂo

.MAXDUR | (F¥ @A~ ELEde= o

. MIN RPW Nﬁ%%~w§W$WWWﬁXL* PR ol ] F R AEARF -

.MAXRPW | M e {ed B F T LR ok A% > FRfrd+ F BAEAEF o

ol N|jo|a|dlw Nk

MIN RPL RPL 5 & %3 % Bead b B4R R T£5S FJ;“&‘;E%E&"' » RPL 4%
P BT

10. MAXRPL |RPL 3 B % &8 % S2ad 5 B4l L TS B4R > RPL 4%
LA

11. SRD TG R4 Bt fRAx 3 ﬂ"RD;=deZ(rij/Rj)’di%"7‘Fﬁ}¥j

i=1
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2P AR R R L IBT R 0 R AT TR LG i
£ -

12. GRD TR T\iﬁ*%'ﬁi%*ﬁ% ) RDJ%,% et oo

13. GCRD

CRD; =d; sz:(rij/Ri)—i—i[ k Xi(rik/Ri)} P H P T ZERPENER j2
k=1

i=1 k=1

& BB R 52 SRD Ak -

i
14. MINSLK | fe 3 prds ] F AR+ o

15.RSM RSM = MAX (0, EFT, ~LST,) » RSM 4%-] % i %445+ » # ¢ EFT, % =
f‘t‘fq“_lLﬁx-s- '36'%\'53‘*:%& ’ LSTJ- % 7T f%;,:—fflti jﬁ»%%"ﬁéfﬁﬁa& ’ i:al,az,ag... ’
andzas » (T¥ j2 L FITE o

16. GRU TREE Bl 2 (FREEERAE > o P RARP] T T T o

5.1.2 #% #3158 (Mathematical Programming Models )

HF RPN RfEx T AL S & 22 (Optimal Solution) - i jEiE L& ] * #F
Rz I RIF R RN AL S B R T UERTIN
28 S SR o T Y AR 3 A

Kelly (1961) *t & &g (7iFA2" B PR = A Z MM G SV RS A 23R
42 ; Hendrickson £2 Au (1989) - 2% Pagnoni (1990) 7= @& * {43 &k FKjzpF A =
A AEZ BT RPN RS AM G PRI RF I ER S A
B % - Meyer £2 Shaffer (1963) - 2 % Patterson 2 Huber (1974) & * #cid] 2 &z
At FHRME ARG LT A AL PP A LR AL AR Tk 2
TRBHR S FEIITE §RFME R 2 R FENAF R FF UE
FLAEE TR - Bums 25 ¥ (1996) # % - R E N2 2 FAEARG]
FOREPRET S A 2 T R ARG SR 2 1 RE M 2 e
Robinson (1975) - Elmagraby (1993) - vz % De % # % (1995) @ * # fi 2312 & f2
AT EER RS AN PR TIE L RRT B 22 AT 2
st 4@ (Fengetal. - 2000) -
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5.2 BRI AIFELITE D2 FE

5.2.1 A 7Fix %2 (Genetic Algorithms)

#1960 # > John Von Neumann - & p 245 ® (self-reproducing) 2. 32 @
Ea ATwE 22 A2 15 JohnHolland { e e g i ndpr2eivhl+
RAE G FA G, 0n & 1970 EF R D HE A FwE 2 (simple genetic algorithms,
SGA) w-e*zm,ﬁwzm, W oA L -

A TIRE 2 RE- BAPE M2 kAL 'F‘Jﬁﬁi’f]f‘u? AL 2R
Fivd 0T B RRABEE . o FR RHEERSZ BRFEZ TP ET R B
it ZHU2ENT 2 PREAFIFR ) HEF 2L LBFFHFEZI RS L
MEFL AT ERF LAY AT TR w4 U A F A RitEE
(local optimum) 2. 73 > @ » &4 & i f# (global optimum) Jzac > izt %@‘r;g;;rsggzggﬂ

R AR LY T Bt AR

M

4

BRFHY VA R RS TR GFEEE R o LA S AL BF o T
AAFIHE IR ITETRT R L o FR S AR A2 £33 02 5 52452 0 b
YofE BRI ANEE > R RSV R 2 h 0 H W R AR T Y
WER2 @ B L 01095 #F Liu 8 A 5 0 AR A ECRY KR 2 1 2T S
AR AP ) FERAERY 5 - BCPMRERG 8BITE 2 &R
FELFRELF 245 Ao Rl f R0 256 (2°) B > & WA 2o - Rz
BB ARE SR Tt ARG B FEARG KRR Y ) AR R B
(Liuetal. »1995) - § &tz BT § FF /A AFNRE F Kjay 2 fep
B AR AT o

ez PFR S AR REI X2 S FIE L - 2 R EfE s Y
Li 2 Love > 1997 £ I * AT E 2 R 1T L AT HFE ARABEX®
BLF- f¥ 2 (FEEFNI YRR IETS R AMAS G R AT F A A
BAL X AFRVHREL S FETTROIAFEISS L EEE g2 o
FIH & R A A TR T R B &g Kk (Liand Love 0 1997) - 1999 # Li &
AZ TR FRA SR ATIRE 2 R S ARG AF R LR bl R i
R AR 2 PERE A AR TR FMFE NN E S ELE Y 22 (machine learning method ) 2.

L
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T e a M IR R RS AR P FF BTtz f2(Lietal.»1999) -
1999 & Leu 2 Yang # I E L 1= A2 FRUHIERLE S TRET A BT AT
FEETEE L PERB D EDS N FEFRL: BE R k2 2L Rz
(Non-dominated Solution) (Leu and Yang - 1999) - Feng & 4 3% 2000 & # 4% & #i¢
ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬂﬁﬁ%ﬁﬂ%@$iﬁﬁﬁﬁf”E%Wﬁ$% B2 2ma ik #3
FRBAFFEZ OB E 2 A g me L gRFAdr % (¥ {42337
w2k (Fengetal. » 2000)

*AFFE 2 RARR j\*i:h%/»\’}’?h“ﬁifﬁfﬁéié}g%ﬁgﬂ*v?% 5-2 ¢ o

452 RFUFE R EE S A BTN 2 R

i’riﬂ’f &> ?)E& Ty AR R
Liand Love | 1997 | Using Improved & %fﬂi%’;‘i i R fRYE L ARPER S A

Genetic Algorithm to JLH B R E - (TR (FEREF
Facilitate Time-Cost TAEREAR RS BT R RMA
optimization B AT F A Agrdea é»‘ﬂ\F"*ii\»
R PR T RS RE S
L 5 D 2 3 i 1 i
N AM S TP F A B R

Li et al. 1999 | Using Machine 3 AR D] éﬂ'&’ﬁ E RBEF S A
Learning and GA to REFEAFFEREE FBE
Solve Time-Cost ZEWEEY 22 (machine Iearnlng

Trade-Off Problems method ) 2. T %% % %o > K fgzbamp 2.
RS AR P FF BT RE

Z_ ﬁ'; o
Leu and 1999 | GA-based Multicriteria | #& 11 B & 1 8 & A 24~ FiRIUFIR
Yang optimal model for % ’g‘ RETRERE B AFFE 2T
construction scheduling WAL ELS NI RPEBRLZ B

$$mﬁﬁ1$4%iwﬁ
( Non-dominated Solution )

Feng et al. 2000 | Stochastic Construction | # 1’ & fike Hires £ 5w & % R faps
Time-Cost Trade-Off | =2 23R 3g > * I G X A2 B
Analysis 22 FEE M o PRI TR E 2
BERPENEE P L g AT @
Bt LR BT %ERR-
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5.2.2 # % 3F ;2 (Tabu Search Algorithm)

Boip®iz i - ARBEL A G R BTHRZ > FLEF2 2 AL &
R LG el e 4 o I ARTHEFE 2 R BERT K F 67 o R k2

&FFB%E’—lﬁlﬂjéiifﬁéaﬁﬁ"ii?ﬁ%/z g‘é‘?ﬁ:}f’z&‘v ‘_.‘_’}ﬁ?fﬂ,_@?\v f—rﬁ*’g\:g\
- BRIBPALFFEYT o 220 ZLEHFZ* R 1‘? Al AT 2B
Bk kPSR- - T R I ERF 2 PRI R R Y

BixEr»cFx /3 (Gloveretal., 1995)

BRieFze BEAARY B GRS > LR FERMAL YR F

M LBLIRZAARIEL AL o

Bl
28
b

FZ2i&8d A B FEN (F23 > 2003)

1. A4z (Starting Solution) : d B R4e™ (727 > 1A 4 2 - BAdefE > - &
G * e 2 o N RE KBTS AR FE 2 A fE o

2. 3 #H (Candidate list).: #775 jod b 22 %6 > A 05 &R A2 T
TR fofhirs BB EES L4t FEARNEE b’“rf;;v Gl L o - ALk
2 gE 3 N5 NS (SwapMove) -~ ;N # (Insert Move) 14 %
THEFENGTF o T L R TR SE S B A R
BT ERER - FER P L - R ER R g

3. % (Move) : % % s BB B » Bdnd B o2 faigd 42 e i i
BT - BE R AAG L MUY R (PR F RTd L BB -
e i fRiR T o

4. # g 4 (tabulist) @ % keddoF ¥ £ 02 B4 0 P i ik BioREE
Ao R ETAHEP T EEARIEF O - R T E BT R LR (Size
oftabu list) - % H7 » 2 TE Pl & Tadhelh, > 3 "Lk,
Gdp - BASIOF I o891 DB H o @ Efels | PIF eskbaT Sz B
Boo—dd G o AL AL IR RE RGP EgR

2=}
A

%%i%ﬁiﬁ4ﬁk’*”wﬁx‘E%WAW%ﬁH’?ﬁ%iiﬁﬁ%
Hiol o PRI R MTE MURFRZ S o BEARept > ARG - R H LS



k-

ﬂ}

B rHE2 Ao) WK ARG A L B kA

5. # %R (Aspiration Criterion) @ * ¥ f i L 2R > * k@B L LH 2
BH o - B AP BRI w2 BRI R
2P BEIFRZ2LFEARNE DB S fE A A LG o

6. #F &k AP (Stopping Criterion) @ 2 & 30F /2 & i ok P E % k3% HF

SE R s - HF T = —
(1) FEIHEFTR T2 FFEE M=o
(2) 2RV RARGELFY Tk 22 & % 4 peideo
(3) FFHRVHRL2Z P EIEKE > HHFAY - REPIPRET B JPFH o

= :uiﬁf’g /Z—»/ﬁﬁ —ﬁﬁi—j A .;’i\'&r')‘ ;hf'gf -FA > dfi'ﬁé'rab‘g;’l‘_% é‘ﬁﬁ)\ %'
oo f 3 GE LA L FL LN R L UG E A EEERL - B
fapedia Ay LH P 2 BodERIT

PBRARALEL LEY LR UE R RMABEE B - G S FRBRELEE L

T
\\\?{r

BTN
=

¥l
-
)

ol B REE AL RERL BAIRCEBY § 1 F LR T IE  SHF
W2 fE- R TR E BN LB THE AT YA LR R 3 LR RIS
22 AW (Tabu) » A ZEBH LR - FEFF S EAF R Ra - Bj e
ZBLIFRFF N AR EIRMES S R ETE o AR b THFE 22 0

Fo e TR L PR, BT

327 (2003) M B L iFE - KL II/F A TIROUHIRARR S
B R KBS P RARAI R iR REIH/F AN B E - B
IHPRAES FAERE S P RET RN RS ko R ERERY L - Bk
WA 3 A BN E S E TR GIRRREAEL T E RGBS AN
Mo 2APE S AF2BGT S2RPNG AEBRBIETRGIRENE 2 5
dFoHREL EPBLWEFZT AREZFEPN ook RET AR R N EfE
BI5-23Hmy Y » B AT 2 e o
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ik

¥

12 Tabalit & o - 3 A8 £ b i -
ELES TR L]
RMIELE 47 — & S8
3P0 — e b
s L AR £ AT R ot & o G B 1
EEMHREL RS
3
At ddEn g dE e
- wTORST s
& R — T H R
Y TN
wy vy
EREEET EXEELER
B3 RE B3R
E i f i E i f g
Tt Fird Bretter=0 Hit Fird Bretter=1ot Find Bretter+1
A3 & & Bt x
EEEHELE LD
v
EXCY- STy
& 3

IEUNEARALE i e a)

&8 s

¥

BI52 L&y WEFd A2 HPIFE 20

(FAL %R © 2255 - 2003)
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$6% FRED

FTRET2ZRFHEIZRp M IPATZLE X Ko F L1861 F R %G G
N %";EJ_& B TR -Ba T ERTHHEHNTREY 2R o AR TELNGS
i ZPEBZR > NRFFZEEFL O RARGPFE R RINTRLFAEIZR
G bl 2 FTRE R X EE S EEFRZTHRAE RS A4 TRFER G - 70
RePAZROPLFTRE RRE2H2 RS FRE Rk E o BB kgt 2
Nk GlheTRRE L B AR A R AARF > A L FTIRG KRB F R TR
2 WEET o AR AL ER
MAEITEZ BAREEF o f;}/}ﬁrﬁ, R & FRA 2 % (Son & Skibniewski
1999 )

“%

7“‘5&

B G ookdie FI e TIRET L P T A PP

St
=

6.1 Mt FIRET fpe

6.1.1 Eo Rz

TR T (Resource Leveling) Z s8R A= 7 — 4 % ~ 5 f347 5% (Analytical ) 1 2 fx
# 3¢ (Heuristics) » 2 - f& > Ra FRETREHE AT 2 e s i3 (Combinatorial
Problem) » Rj2¥7Z 2 &8 L AEEFRAEA L W AR 2 H4en T RGeS E
FEFT S 22 B ¥ XU KRR R s ) I 0 AR R FOREE
FED G- AR RRLE TR R)EE S AT EERLEE LD
HEEH G FRTHEIFE AL I RE R FERF BB B Y
FHERTAIEERN P RA LA RENFBRRY (2 F 02002) 0 F]R

FLFRET G G g N R A

B S FORET 2 R 2 a7 R p 3t 1962 £ > Burgess 2 Killebrew 3% 41—k &t
bz A2 B % R P2 TR fo® L TEMBreR L GFE R ARF P FTRT R #
fo2 IR E B G g ARLENESBRFFEFEE TRHETRR I RH
v oS- f[#?hiif‘_fr}ifléiz;i@ﬁ R RIRB IV B E R TR fobo] 2 28 2
TR PP e RIRE LA E - S (TR AR R E o £ R
F- BIEE G o P AR ABHS - BET %R (Cycle) - jadkRIF
R > 4o ot 5ok (Harris » 1990)

i 3

i

A-l-
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*P

%

\—:4
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Wiest 2 Levy (1977) f§ & %
ﬁuﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁgliﬁ
(trigger levels) > 3k =™ i ik
s ﬁ%i& J\.I 7 K’pr

a+

I

o

FOE S FRET LR T 2

-

1 kR R AR

(1) ¥ 5@ 5% (7o

(5) feg%a

fo fo g E kT 2 ETRE
o BT § (T T RFRF KT AL

PR N o H

- A é\’—"%(}?}hdf/‘};ﬂﬁrl ok EFES G ’jl'»ﬁ:"v%filj
FiEAZ 2 Rde b ZE R S ST AT R E LT

% g - BHEZ o FTPHRTLRT AR

B

S T B L NS e

2 Hd g (3§ 0 2002)

’ " ll’f—,‘;félk;\

TR g E

OFI EITETE s ¥

2. FARS T EMA T 0 BB R TR T AT A S 2 A A A
(1) dow 3T 0% ',3\1’- 4{1 U ll.gf’ B 7T ig-ﬂuj'gx A - B miah A
A EEY LFIRERFFIRIFLRELER o

(2)

dofmd- T T2 5 (FpEf .

A ﬁ’)l’f_l—_%/\’I"a /ﬁ}\f{l 7 lFi%&ﬂﬂﬁfﬁlﬁF\ ;\—E’ [has

FERS SIVEN S SNV

(3) rim @ (TEM2L BB 51 P o3 27 G F (FER ARIEM B2 DT i
FiEEempd e, 2 FTRAEZS -

3. B 1F'#_P§fl€n|?*#‘ﬁ
)ﬁ_l)fprﬁgv ¥ 'ZQ#;“’

7
“~

Pz A Hix o T irERgpr A g d RIS TR
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6.1.2 & -] # £ (Minimum Moment Method )

Harris (1978) #t# 212 Minimum Moment Method > 3 fx% s FRET B39 > &
BB L Bk AR R R AR T PR B P TR E R L LR
poef it 2 PO R U EE R D L A ) e A2 ERT A LA

S5 9% e @ 5k (forward cycle) 2 w {5 757k (backward cycle) - i& {7 % i3k
PP o L A 5 BB A SIFFEL (sequence step) o 1S - B SIFF B W AR 7 R
BT 2 (7@ | B0 (minimum moment )z g A #4511 2 22 L ¥4 (improvement
factor, IF) » i* 5 - iF$2 FETEA 2 (FER IR B2 0 IF EARS > R 2
RO FREEL G RR G FTRLBPRTRL ARG FR - AT T B
TEGREHET RIS FEATE - BASIMKLTEL pd FpF e tie]

ToBREA AP ZBAEBEFFIS - BAEIGE I P e EREL B EFY

I G\ ); T2 B4R BEIEE- BAE AR -
Antill 2 Woodhead (1990) & = i f§ B efe b] 7 fo ki 3 FTRE T S % 0 i v
AT S N EFIRET R > R ] R E R AT E AP 0 P2

TR N ISEZ LS DRI PR

6.1.3 Packing Method

Packing Method % Harris (1990) #7134, » 2 12 CPM 5 A& 2 fog 8= % ,%”gr} 3
B2 PN EPNFTRET 2 P o> 2RETITE2Z ThE* FRRL - KN L7 T
o BB P RTERL BRI ET g A TR BER AT AL T

AEIER o w BB ASWL

1L FRERE—d <1

4. "TBE P~
%ﬁii%i%ﬁ%i@’%ﬁgﬁﬁif“&%P’?ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬂifisﬁ
FEFTRZFTRAFKE  MAFTREAFES LR FEZI S FERF > BH By
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A - g FEZ BAEFR PR EIT R e A 2 (FEPT R
¥ oo F&;? ’?ﬁ"fﬁﬁlﬁf—l’ #p?aév}gk v B4 B6-1-

B 61 Fo A TR AR M 2 AL

ﬁﬁ E > @% Fraiiag
Wiest and 1977 | A Management Guide | 37 T F R f§E kT o TRt BEE B E
Levy to PERT/CPM TiEARARL 5 — T2 X i 0 R Ere R
L usE2F R B2 AT o
Harris 1978 | Precedence and Arrow %ﬁ d ¥RF5 LR T lFé‘c z_ i+ 8 1E 3 5E
Networking TRBER K AFEZ P [RITE 2
Techniques for FEB Fo 7 R ﬂ*‘J WEITE AL By 2 p
Construction d JEPF o 12 & /] % Z (minimum moment )

Lﬁ,ﬁtﬁi%“’l 2 i L Fl&
(improvement factor, IF) » ¥ 2 /& 2 i
¥ TR R ER TR B LpE T L2
g o IF EARL > (R RS g

2 e L AR R .’5} s e

Antill and 1990 | Critical Path Methods™. [ 1% % # it 2 3 & F FRFE T 2R - IF

Woodhead in Construction Foik ROFPE A ) IR OE B B 4 P
Practice LSRRI SR O A
SR PR
Harris 1990 | Packing Method. for Mg PEERFTRET 0T T
Resource Leveling TErFER (FhTEE B
(PACK) BFIFFE s W8 B ) b w it ¥ 2 g
B oo

FRET FAED 5 2 5 B
621 B B Lix2 it

Hiyassat (2000) 2 :x Minimum Moment Method » P e % RS S T rrfdz = 3
TROUFEIRERZFEE CZZIERNTRE RELEF2ZPEH (RXS) i k-
Ba| 1T %2 iR B 2| B > (23 R ke d F1F (Improvement Factor » IF) #h 2
Sro ] BEAR T E BALPE R 2 A g0 Mg s L F) T o e nE s e d T T 2t E 4y
e derR K2 Eng o AL f4p 0 0 ok d Harris # ) 2. Minimum Moment

Method = — & 70 » 4 ft nls 2 @5 ok - JFis 2 sef PR 2 3 n X2 @
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% o

Hiyassat (2001 ) - #% % jg % £ F R B * >t # 2 2 2234 Minimum Moment
Method » = 3 ¥ ERM I EFTRETL 2424 > 1% ZbEP H 2 200§ 2

Minimum Moment Method Z & # > 2 2+ 8 § -
6.2.2 A FFE x

Hegazy (1999) m A Fg &2 B - BAT> 2 > b I R4 (Resource
Allocation) % 3 /R % - (Resource Leveling) = R 38 > % & M A#—- BRE AL B 2 e
A o b A2 T REd BRI R L 2 2 5N TR e ATIRA 2 S AR
Rz 3mfp ot b e MX 2 My 23 R le g > e i3 k2= £ R &R * FiE

w (2001) 277 P gt FEAREEEFTRLAEL L PR 0 (1) @97

HAEER DR GREET T REGR RS A AP 2 TENER D (2)
?%%ﬂﬁﬂ%’ﬁi9ﬁﬁﬂbm£@??%$ﬂ%ﬁﬁlﬁ%’ﬁlﬁiﬁﬁﬁ
it s (3) FoxB @ L FRMEIRE L HEILp R A R E o @k
T2ZATHEXSEY AR REr P EASR SR AT ER R PR TS AT E
B2 AR FTREENZRHEN 2 ARl ThREBEAY S FEEY ALK

HE- FRAG LA R R E I RTEA D F A F AR 2
FhRIfpER L2 FRT A4 R 2 FRAHE - TRk 2a H 2557
LEAER S TR A R T T

i

BN EFT AR AT B RN - AATHA TR

ERER B EFEIRTR

G
B
(w
Jir
=0
\_.
A
™
g
W
ole
ul
e

PAREZE) > FPHEATEREKN - EATA R L B R 2 - g
FE-JERET T R ZENES O Y EDRENEE I EFT ORI BB RT
Fl* AT B2 E 2 ATag B G B ATR R 2 ”LrL*’}?\ RfEHE 0 AT

P RfE AR PR BRI kAT RRE T EHE S
SEFTRPEREGL AT BT A B2 o™ (¥ Rew 0 2001)

[EEN
e
o
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TR RINET 2 FALRIFEITRLZRENTEEHE
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= SRR ST AL ERES P E TR ok
BB g S - R AR - B RERLARER -

2. et WA GF B AN (4t EE S i) o HPE N ?i‘;‘.'_? SR
s et EaEARs §oAE R4 (trialanderror) B 2 AN 0 A E Y F Rk
IR gﬁﬁ}ﬁﬁuEmé%ﬁifinkaﬁnﬁap$%’f&ﬂ?
SRfRE LA L bR R BRI - - AT TR

AN
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s
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EE o ISR B RS D LB A T g e R
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6.2.3 B3 fzix (Path Loading Method )

= & (2002) 2z /FH""'"#F,:'!’BUI’QESS(1962)”T:§:’£ 2 Bk FREAR R A B
Elﬁﬁﬁﬁ¥£ R B RAEASFRET AR HE T fge 0 @2 5 R
FR2ZER AR A FEFTRFETZTRE 2 500 R B2 SRR ER] > RESe
BB 2 St S SUAP R TR A R R Y HF P - BEBEFAEZGBER R
B TEFET R e REFETREEZ A o

0¥t Burgess 2. 7k BT 42 5 0 Harris (1978) % Hiyassat (2000 ) #7% & 2. = % >
HET PR AP b b B X AR R Y F T MM R B R H g
<2 | floecd 7 Burgess A P B Bl 2 AR KB T 3R E 2 /B Mo Ra s Harris
% Hiyassat #7312 & AT fe 5 ¥ @ ¥ 422 T 42 A ¢ 2 B 7| (Sequence) 4 1L PP FE

2R E BT AR BN LU A I ARFRE > 1 LR (2 B

ok g 2bem— o

Fotd A g (2002) 5 B - RTECH N FORAET S kT A R 0 B IR AR
;\4 ?/}ﬁgl% /é-: % )7 ivi i—v—g E’)"J J\_l = rav7 ?TS%/%‘”S A, F"{J‘iﬁﬁﬁ /é ,‘ﬁ‘fll'ﬂ' 7](_1_&);2‘;“;;
i A S FRET L D X R R G A ST AR €

Bl > BTt AR 2 BT
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ﬁémﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ‘

7

FI* BISTFLFETER 2T

T s

Ve PR 2t AR 2
% B ABE o

¥ P g
7 4

\F‘

a2

||

“}L

*m\

%ﬁﬁﬁ%%ﬂ?pﬁ@y;

P o RS AR E 2 Bl

o Gefpd) ~

+
(S
TR AR A 2 45T

-

dOEPE (T AT R yEA S 2

“~

FOU RS s (EPERY T s AT

112’\'4)%\ s 4515

ENSEEE S LR

BPHEzZ1febk NFRRAFEEEXE AN

E JEER & FEE WIS

(computational effort) » 43+

o F R RN
5 e e e

) i::_‘!%%"m’ﬁ H pb ﬁ{ﬁg: r7 = ;;‘- ) L_;RJI’X“?

DB AT AR A 2 Y PRGE -
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»

F TR 7 LT R

71 3 T REAR A

58 B4 E 3 PERTICPM = i3 4 g f b % 0412 fd] 2 BOATRS » 00 5 6 2
WR-ITERER S TEEFE %«*’[ﬁ?]?;}ﬁy—%‘iiygﬁ,ﬂthi%lﬂﬂ_%jééK‘%g%%%
I+ 2 R AL e 2 R &S EITE
BRI ZBATA S TETTBERGE O MEERR A NS ZRIRE £ 0P

ERTY MF R TR A L B X I2F TR

2o WRF DA R T ROEEEERE o T A ERNITERY > FTRIEFERZ IR
A 24 o = FRA e 2 FAE SR D) £ 4R (Tavares » 1990)

TRAFZFE ARG AT RAfFZ AL

1 BRI AIEHFIE AR2TE1H2 I 2 FThER2LBELEEHRET F
28R ARE BRI E R R A PO ERGEZEF/ S A

3. FRAT ML - B REC TR LR 4RI TN S T TR
ALE R dost RGBS TR PR G  FA LR AT By
ZEET I TR R TR AR TR LB LREE o LR FRE R

Lo A F R E 2

Boctor *+ 1990 £ £ 2. 3 ¥ HF A& ZF AR R I - BiFw T5
D TERGIEFRENE R - FHEFREETAE PN GE s Lre o ¥
o R HEHFP L EREREF{AT R R B E S R ek d i o T
ﬁ"?%ﬁﬂ%%ﬁﬁW%ﬁﬁ%Q%@ﬁ%%@\ﬁiﬁﬁﬁ%iwﬁﬂ’&@ﬁ
< g I F R4 0k 32 (Boctor 0 1990 )

(o)

TR FEPTERFfeF R RLERTREEATE > § 2P - BITERNEF

-

POEERALE B AR AR R T F B T BB ERER (F
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4t 5 1995)

RmbELAS L APENY 5B Ribe FIATE S ST L

U

SETER G AFH T RALEAM G ¥ H A 7TE (predecessor activities)
A m Ao FE &8 T2 (immediate successor activities ) ¥27 8 B 40:8 (7 o

,

F - r¥rogn E EF T (setuptime) A R B T F ATEIHN o

TR
%‘?«
%1
)
il
s
R
S
ﬁm
—=h
P
3
9
-

P AE R R FImAS KR TR R

!

Lo rE (T - PR (time-period) } 2 B F Rz 3 f#csi - T

LFF R A ¥2 & 5 M (substitution). % Wit 4 (extension)
Thzo® (Fr g Rig) 2 TE1 W55 Fy 27 43 -

PHAREEX2Z Y m e

dONF T HEN G UF RS FRANELEL I b EREP Y A P2 AN
KA EFFE (1996) #3007 UFRE F LI A GEAE T AP Y FwL WP o
A NE P AT L (R REA B4R 7-1)

1.

UEERERELZ2 Bl CH L IPERAIEE L PR o

=

i 2 FRAILAGA CHEFTRE FFRFA

vLffE S N4 ¢ Bk 1204 (optimal procedures) 2 7% 22 o

MFEREEEAFR Y (renewable) & EF Y TR BE F T T AR
(Blded 2) > RIS SER LS 7 £48 1 * TR K AL (renewable problem) - %
RIFEZ 27 £AF 1% * '?,)»’7 RS JE (nonrenewable problem) - F&H ¥ * Fihz i

B3R 2 F RV PR LG T PR AR S LR AL (doubly

constrained )
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5. MR PAEA > ARTA ST

(D

(2)

(3)

(4)

(5)

o] v A 5 % 1 #p RBP4 (the minimization of total project duration) @ gt - %

»

s 2
b

puuul

=

7

NAFTH2FHI R AR cHIZBEGRERY 25 - T4

N

ﬁ%*%i@qfﬁﬁyil,agﬁ—ﬁ%ﬁiﬁﬁy%égﬁgﬁi
PR BRI TR RAERFERAERE SR ER I -

A
T

B it % %k 22 2 R A (the minimization of total project delay) : #3) 4t &
IFERRENHPpPZEFERFEIC - PRALEL R 3T 85 w8 %1
HAple » ARa FAF BRI 15 %88 TN A EEREY o R REX

1ML ERE T - TFRFETRAE TR L ]

BB XL E R 42 (the maximization of the project net present value )

- P RATERRIEFFIFAT EF Y A5 B RES S APRRE 2
HEZAHY cHIARBATRHEFRBE R R AP JIBITR A4 g 1Y
TR B B R 2 T 0E

Boo] it 5, % % & & R 35 (the minimization of the project cost) : gt — p & ¢ =t
P2 dABUFTIRA X FLBEL A SEE T FE S AR RS A
2 F#% (penalty) 2730

B~ iC F R * R AL (the maximization of resource utilization) : #73} 3 ik

i F LB TR T B TRk o

%Pﬁ7pﬂ74’ﬂwﬂ4$% ARBEHFE 2P AR R R A PR A RA T

F M E B ZREAT AT PRy B4 71
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271 FREAPRBYALFLPIRZIPMAY

FipE i

B v & %14 | Brand (1964 ) ~ Wiest (1967 ) -~ Pritsker (1969 ) ~ Fisher (1970) -~
Davids (1971) -~ Schrage (1972) - Patterson (1974) -~ Talbot
(1978) -~ Demeulemeester (1992) ~ Mingozzi (1998 )

Bl v &k | Kurtulus (1985) ~ Boctor (1990) ~ #7% 55 (1992)

it H %@ | Doersch (1977) -~ Elmaghraby (1990) -~ Yang (1992) -

Speranza (1993 )

Bl b4 % % A | Slowinski (1980 ~ 1981) -~ Talbot (1982)
BV FRAI* 5 | Kurtulus (1982) ~ Mohanty (1989)
(FH kR : gk > 2001)

6. FHFRITEEE VAT (preemptive) 4 @ FEF B IFE - L BanTruif 1 B4
Ak 2 EEATIENMGA T AT ER L EREAL VU
(non-preemptive case) F*4E > F LF (TEFT FAFFRU A A2~ FFEUTRIF L 7
%] (preemptive case) i 5% -

HRFARERENE
HAw oy ! 2 R : BAVK
s Uy R R R kL ribes iR HBH
2| |5 | |3 #| | & | w T||=® | (=] [=][&][= #| |
2| |® ®||® Alle||a €| | P S P 5| | %
% || = d| @ | A | al e | fae | (| || [ 7| |=®
| | x| | = | |®m il a| |a||&||&||F ||
L4 " £ £ X1 * 1* 1* X 3 : 3 -3 x 3 @ ¥ H
|| w ®| | # Al s g | & ||| %] |® "ANE]
& & " " E4 w o X B R & | & H
W |a % al |« w| |&| |@&||+]|]|2 &
| =) |& it M| |H Wl |w||a]|®]|n |
% &l & a| & |la||&||&
i+

Bl 7-1 3 L5 RS SR A T

(FA %R F7 75 > 1996)
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72 B} 1 UF ARG B A

721 1 HITHG 2 B d R

B EfEREY RGN Y A RfR AT RS FRAEN 2 22 L FERE2 (Integer

Programming ) % 4 <% *3;# (Branch and Bound Algorithm) -
—~ ~ EHcR 402 (Integer Programming )

FERRDE G SRR Y RS AR N2 R R A AEA LB
ERLEE2 LT LS RAS 1Y FAFTEASETERY L0 b 2
TR NETRA N0 LKA T o PRSIEIASITYFEDPEN T 1 3HH

'3 (technological constrains) 7= % i ¥ 4|58 » i@ ¥ JF ik KT 74
L PR LEOEAR AU ] A FTRAR S A FREET R
2. FRUFIFA EHERETRARTRITREZT R T B o
3. (EE A EA 2 T
4, ¥ 1 Hpz 4]

1963 & Wiest 38 * ALz LT A WFI T E 22z hw1d plFmy P 2
H- B3 S5 B TEMP ABTRAEL FALE 7 1650 B g dcrs 2 6870 B i
FI58 o d ORI AE T R L 0 F)Pt ol R D IR R N R B i W RfEan T d
BHEFLF2 e (BRTF > 2004)

Z ~ 2R (Branch and Bound Algorithm )

BB UERAAN Y B rekdl | E s FEAL 2 N A ETRR k2 B AR A B 2
BB RA T VR TUEL R RR R TR RS AT
EE NPT

Mueller-Merbach »+ 1967 & #-» £ f U2 5 L * 3|5 UF R & TRANHEL - &
B Tﬁ%?ﬁ?;}%jﬁ'{?ﬂ;%j' AL o e ﬁ_%?sﬂA—Iﬁiffr*)¥|§?—fﬁ RA T 2

FHEEEVTERY 2 8,ESs Pl -H 5o - &> §F b f:?iﬂz Johnson # !

BETINA (bound enumeration technique in network analysis ) ;% » 2 = ;% #2 Mueller-Merbach
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#m%’FW@*%&ﬁﬁiﬁﬁd‘Jﬁﬁﬁ%@—ﬁﬁf TR AT
;‘éié[ﬁ%% SRV ONERE RAR2 b~ TUEZ FA%XR P (dominance) o M EP A G A%
FJE ¥ & & f2 > &|4e Davis and Heidorn (1971) -~ Hastings (1972) - Schrage (1972)
Stinson (1978) 12 2 Christofides e fX— 4/ 2 d »t R RAILFE X2 @ G 977 F o &
EEFARRR L EREREERT BT R T g m P BRI FAD R R

Pert BT B A BT e B e B 2t Ead 2 RE L onFep (EsE > 2001)

ﬁ%ﬂﬁiiﬁuﬁﬁ%aiﬁﬁ’%w%ﬁ%=$£#

et g K3 2

jEa
Tk P ARR A2 A F R

\\

FER R E R R TN IR AT - ﬁ*7;}1};" 01 j\7§ ?
%—E”%ﬂ?ﬁ*@ BoA R R FIET R REATNA A PR T R ST SR o e
ZEEAEFTRTEUZE T TR AP EFFRIF BRI IE IR R LR

ﬁ£ﬁﬁﬁ’f5&%W%@ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁgzﬁjﬁiﬁ%ﬁﬂ&a&%’&%?
BN RN TR A DGR O RRS DI RGBT FERFULLEAT R
xﬁﬁﬂ%éﬁiﬁﬁﬁwﬁﬁﬂ’ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁE@Q& ek ood W fRE 2 E S
W%ﬁ%&@?ﬁiﬁ%’ﬁfﬁﬁiﬁiﬁ ke Ffzpo] A2 B RRPEE AT WD

722 Fog MRk

%1963 £ » F & Kelley B % ™ fo3 5% 32 £f2 TR UH| B R F RN »
Frov Mgk LT A gk A 2 08 A% (Serial Method ) ¥ T (72 (Parallel
Method )

15z 02 £ apfez 4> TR ITERRRFEELRA (priorrule) » &=
- BERBLERA o - K- BITE S AP TEPE LT AR EF TE
R B E TR E R T R R > F 2 BARPELL 5L

2. TiEE L EAFRREe RS BT R DITEREBRELEGES R
Thlk- PREFEEEARLQET RGN T PR FHITE A T F2 R
TSR RPEFRAEL (T

_j

(1) Jd el BanieFREY g > &0 - 5 2pehe nifadl o

(2) fof BARPEBRE (7R AR G PE 0 R MAPE B S R EE (LR
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CRAMTE) > REBBARMS o PRBEAIE L REVNIBAXA K
B TERI Y R o Aok RAATIRFFGER ~ > TRITEL S
rode R TR EMEBEGZFE T -oFRLIGFT R REL T RT - B
AR ERE 2 TE

rERL o of BRTER Y C T RAFIAET Y TR LGRE R FRE

(3) # -
TELP g - BE > RSEL L4 RD -

(4) #3uprgberd FRFEEAMRBLIBLA BFRFLEY B0 8 590}
ERPDITESARPARL L o

73 3 AT MRS BALPATD B2 F B

7.3.1 A ¥;% %2 (Genetic Algorithms)

Wallma (1995) = 74 3 #-3 Fliw & 2 % %«ng 37 AT RGP ARE GRS o
Chan % 4 (1996) # 2138 % RFFE i RBF 2L 2T hEMAE G4 25T
Be* ARFIFE 2 A RBEREE SR R A R F P R e Leu &
L(1999) 45 AL AR A AR WA TR A A TR E 2 RiEA G AT L %
FEAZP F LT R T R A et A b Eikpelieu  (2000) 4 vz gk FIE E R KR A R R
KRBT ER A PR EIEES AEENY BR o AT N RN R Y E R
PR S Mo BceniiR > MBS E R o A B e T gk o ¥ paw (2001) A FRE 2 A
BRAGEZE 5 EFRAGN > FRELGN Y E LR PR L AATFRE 222
o~ R E IS (R T 0 2004)

Frodg (2001) fU* AFLFE 2z 5 BT (40 F 2 BEL A TIFRE 2 L AAH
PR R FE N T B ANEE T 2 PA A E R 2 F A o L O S Y
S kR A G MBS e KR A TIRE 2 A A S R R
AZB o MERERRAEATIREZ M %o

FRfE2 3t 2001 & * AFFEZ 2BOF 2 04 > T T EFRIEZEHF 0 A
F1r B PR NEEZFE s MPI T 7425833 238 IF,L*Jf]&%L B Al 2 3

EY

P2 T iF KRV E RN 0 BT (FEY 2 HITE 4;\??;)5, LA R RSN o
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fogér]/ﬁ FEY 2 'ﬁﬂr‘g\!"ﬁim’&": (B xi2£51999)
1 R

(1) 5Bk HhioF ATIRE 2 PP BIOF ST 5 B 2 28 - B 7
Pl ek E T A RTINS T OB LR TR B iE R
g LIy EATIRE kSRR

(2) &= if@ﬁiwﬁf: AFFH 22 ETEATR Y F AR IBEDTA A F L

Hp C FP T R LA 2R Sl (Ao PR 2EA)
G EER LTl BB E
(3) #F5v2 AT E R A 8 3p) (stochastic) 2 N2 51 HbE

@ A % PFE (deterministic) 20 AP 0 F A fa 8 L AR B AEA 2

ﬁfsfi it FFE%E"

(4) AR AFFE2 RSB L2 HBeFEE a2 L 5k Fp

VO SR IEE 7R Eenflf] e
2. 48

(1) FEF2XFRFE PRI FZER ZEAI IR 2885 > KR
FE2F o FHWHRY BHAFFE 22885 ’iﬁﬁﬁ}igﬁid%%‘—“

(2) Z4H0F 2 B3 FIATFIRE 2 ;‘1”‘ a0 P HFETEANEGRAE
BAP M > T A AIEF Y > CATHF TR 2 B B A HEF ER

7.3.2 # 2 3F ;2 (TabuSearch » TS)

BRIt Ay E 1R ERE AR5 T g (1994) B # L 0F 2
E&ﬁkﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁa%véipi’iixi$%#ﬁ&ﬁa'ﬁﬁ%*%ﬂﬂﬁﬁ

t£4 (local search algorithm) - 2 B TR 2 L dgec g H 30 0 £ 4 b #4305 K
BAIEFFEF . FHRGE B (2002) B* BeF 2 B T 1/ % €T
A R HR ST Z AR RERB 2 EATIRA RE TR
TR ¥ RE AR ERN T A R 228 (2003) Y BRIHFEEH- KLY
[ A2 3R AL~ FRUHIRARR L2 TR AR & 5 0 BBwiti2 (TOPSIS)
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FFRI W/ AR B3 E N - BIPRE S AR B TR R 2
FoRBEd FURE EP T ARERTPR o forRFRRRS TR GE (RT
# »2004)

7.3.3 #i#i¥ L2 (Simulated Annealing » SA)

Fggi? Lz &% & 1953 d 12 & 7 _Metropolis #74 % > 1 & AFT T AF SR K L~ 3t
gt R e - BRI Y H 2 EAR 0 Flt 1 1983 £ 4 Kirkpatrick
R PRIV T RRIT VR 2 A A R Reié * 184 o Kirkpatrick # 0 s
NiZ2 (6 PRPEIACEEY ARBFIFEIRLAe R TR o

Yo

Van den Bout {= Miller (1988 ) r #4534 % & A £ 40 S5 e Poid e a2 gk
BRI U SR o Wright (1989) i * #osiQ v i2 Rz n & AR 3L - B % M7
Bt i@ X 7 KA 2 fR IR - A1l A2 02 97 KT 2 fi2 o Jeffcoat {- Bulfin (1993) #-Hct
A EATHOFR 2 AP T v LRETIR U T AR B R ORIV R
@2 fagiE o § ¥4 (1995) il FiRMAITE BRIV > g B A RN 2R
Bt 2t BB A ATIEL G EB NG RE A B SRS T AT

F o Boctor (1997) # &1 * Pokti® X202 5 A RS R AR RN E S

>

?‘P

B TEF oV LE IR 4R o Son {e SKibniew (1999) i * Wi B i E 2 HR
N E B g fi.{-.}f’t)% ﬁf_‘;\l » * 1Y f\ﬁ;?/}ﬁtl Fe 'EE ’ %‘5‘ ’?‘F'_ﬁ’ “’?‘F'_ﬁ' EERRlag = ;? }\‘ %3‘} it

(¥
Ja
b
¥
™

JLfE 2T A fe AR AL o

EEL Y HRIIUE S ET AU AT SRSy By el ¢
FORCUH T AR A B ARV R N 21 AT A keI E
RN B2 (RE% > 2003)
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A4

8% T et
8.1 T iaulifirz 1%

H-$ Hos (Simulation Techniques) %1950 & &~ B 4o8 B > " ¥ T "o fitF2 24 >
BT AR 21 E iz e AL E o BH RE O HEGRY B E KT
FFLIABRBEFTHZ L0 Gd TR PP FHEF 2R ARNFE AL E

A o AR B AR AR 81 Y o

% 8-1 g2 T &

& £ T & Mt

EF ARG A | 1991 | e F AL TRR 22 ko2 P ﬁa\ﬁﬂ’iﬂ
WEFAFERL LA PR HE 2 A e R R
ﬂﬁ%ﬁ&ZFéZﬁiﬁhﬁT’?%ﬁﬁL RPN &
PETT i A 2 SRS F 0 0T L iR A AT L AT L el
TG K MATE 2 KRR K ApE 2 2

Michael 1992 | 2 S EL 2 AR R LA BT FEMFEE R
ko BHRZ B R TR KR SR ~ BRI Y L 0 1

M4 R BB Sl o R L S R AT IE 2 e
TP BT R B £ 3 RN A

Harrelletal. | 1992 | ikt — JER R A SL2 drim iyt 38 (7385 2 300 > 10 FE L3
FERS NS SEE m%%’gﬁ4@ﬁ%“”£3w%@
FllsomTr i+ - PHER & «uwéﬁﬁzmﬂ’}ﬁﬁf"' P BT
PaiE (T2 B 4% Jﬁq:, YLz vL 2@ EER P\?#—Tﬁi‘ﬁﬁt'“ e
BT E 2 ok B d FIE A AR Sl e kR

R
Law and Kelton | 2000 | *73} Bkt » ¥ - F %k s 2 ¢ HoApag 0238 19050 2 0]
THL AL ER K KLY FLFERREPE o AL T b

TR AT YRS o U TRl D ik AT M BaF S
AFREEED AL EST A R PR 4 2 B FR Y TR 1T TR % T R RHCELRD
FE2 T E G o ERFE Y AT fo 22 2 SR A AR R RER R X

d Tz Adrecie > A k2 Bt (3T > 2002) o

SEES S SR =R EE T S LR LA RS S
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T etk P8 T 5 846 (Pegden - 1995)

iR

=i (Evaluation) @ af 'z ivds » = p 4k & 52 K3 JI% i 2
fe A dE 0 TR S FIRPAERET g A RS TRATE A 0 h oA e
AR o

B

o i (Comparison) @Rt g AR T2 # gy RV IR R R0k 2 AR o i
MY UL AR AT S AREFITER KRR YT EREF
(R ’%ﬁd oA AR e g% > a n JHITEREAE 7 S HMME o

Fgip] (Prediction) @ Fg R 2 AR T g a2 B R FARMAET R AL 2 85
M L ETIE N 2B R o

P

AR

M4 47 (Sensitivity Analysis) @ 3@ & ~ 2372 L E FlE ¥ AR B R A SE

g% —g;fggc

~ &

i it (Optimization) : @ @faEZ 2 & 55 FI3EFB L Lo

7 M4p B (Function Relations) ! 2= = p442_ R (%> 2 47— B & 5 B R F]¥E
AR B F R HE L T AL A h R RE YN AT A ek
BRuisdrgskm VW EIRZ SGFE AT o

735 ~ 17 (Bottleneck Analysis) : 35 & Fihpe ® & 1% 5 4] > T EF

J.v‘: 'l‘,( E/{% o

AT WS A RTA ST A28 (F %4 1998)

Hragss /@ 3¢ (Discrete/Continuous) © #73) Hacst #8 » GBERER Y B ¥
# (dependent variable ) " fifse o B 2. 4 2 8L A B W] 5 A BN R GRS

Y RRECE TR R LR o - Y TE DR R R AL
BLAT PR -

# #cst / 54 5% (Deterministic/Stochastic ) : HCERiE (FpEE R ARY 1 (FEE
P2 AL PE o om0 RIAE R ¥ BN TR R A SR F AR s A e
deF BA AP RN A B TR F LR G A G R
VBT A L 0 RIAL G R T iR
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3. # i /% f (Static/Dynamic) : =73 & fi fidt 0% 5 03] 2 RETPF R A 2o %o
R S = I T S LT Y

[e=2

gt RO ERY 0 AR LT Z AR RY (FRT > 2002)

1. #F = @42 K¢ (EventScheduling, ES) : fhiz® 22 53 R A :2 % > {3\ B A
+ (Modeler) i & 2 1 T -3 30 % kb h B2 TR RE - HFET 28T
gL bk Bk AR 2 Bl oo

2. E® 44 K5 (Activity Scanning, AS)  BLA f¥t & B3 A B IT I pEA 2
ﬁt;tfg};f%igl L d v 4 2 52, Afgermpg & - fl?b'f’éf’%?g

gﬁﬁ’?iﬁﬁiiﬁﬁ’ﬁﬂﬁéﬁﬁﬁlﬁo

3. A3 # & (Process Interaction, P1) @ 2 & f* 9 f:dF—- B k2 B4i »
gg?ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ\ﬁj\ﬁﬁﬁﬁiﬁﬁ%%$ﬁﬁo

82 TruNEHATT Y2 LT BT

TrORHE Y E AR B Bl BEOPAE S A s R 2 2 iFE
g C R \ﬁ&agigﬁ\%gﬁﬁl f%%\i—a?@\&%@ﬁg/g ?zﬂt;{ ,}%
PR SRR 1 AAE L S RRE e IER E AT E A2 R d 1 am2 R K
I TERBEL I NS 2 5 TR EHER T 8 ahdp B A AL (Halpin
1992)

=
R
s

TrHEREYEI A 2 o AP mﬁ@mm,ﬁxim%aiéﬁli’%*%ﬁ
hE LG EITHGY > B d A ETE PR R E R  BTBS (3 % HIE Ao R -
AATEBE S F R R BRI R L RA R - bl si%uabam‘ 52
DELRRAC) =GR LA S RN SRS S VE S SR SR aTE A K IR
T AAIZFE DRERT Y R R A FAAFFLE S PR R SR
FUE S EC) A AR R GIYE > TEATEE RS T RAM LN - HF oR
% (T%£ & &% (Antonio > 1993)

o

BHa o TRBETTEE AL 2 B BT (FeT > 2002)

LAt F4e r D3FRAT 227 G I 085 F2 e 45 0 AR ET i
A2 % EMEENETE L2 b o 4ot * CALTITE -k &iRES X
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AT CHE R R R g w1 1 el T R P hhn
VR IEIT R Y ER R AR B R A2 W1 @ T2 it 2
BFO MG S RRE IR R L RERZ S B ROF TR @ SR BR
BRRES I I PRLFHER FHER R Y AT 2 AR ¥ ANAT

TR - KRR FE RS TR o

43%13;-% = Lbﬁv;«g%p;—% E T2 AN P2 FE R R R o BT
”Uﬁﬁﬁﬁlﬁi%&’%ﬁiﬁﬁ%%ﬁ’iﬂ%%ﬁﬁ’ 25 g IRR
FRT R L2 RARTERF T d L AR

FRpoeflr ($LpE - CRBR) C TRHERT S TR FET R S
g G TR FEM PR AN T TS KRB SR TR
¥

W LR A B

Eﬁkﬁiﬁﬁf‘ B RN A P i AN o S
A4 0 PRk 4 AATE R AT S B ROR R o ot T A iEAR Y G| E T ¥

X A g B :;”ﬁ“g} Pﬁ,)gy ~ (TR P ﬁgbﬁ_ A K u?;};;, A A ITE
2N = ARIEG S E o

—r‘:_
EX)
’?‘_
s
!
I
e
=
a\\
e
ETIS

83 Hj Tl WEp D2 g R

8.3.1 CYCLONE

1973 & Halpin 2 B & 3 2= & * 2 § "ot s 5o CYCLONE % » 3% 7 B * sgiu & 4p

7 B Ik 2 iR % Side MicroCYCLONE ~ RESQUE -~ INSIGHT ~ STEPS -~

DISCO -~ COOPS ~ COST * # #7:3 > #= 7 #73) *2 CYCLONE 5 iidzz 32% o d ¢
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CYCLONE #5Lff 8 » 8 2 it i@ B p £p[2 A4 Fecd w1 saf it v &

LM FLA R @#* o FP s CYCLONE P i Ay 2 (£ fidmb f tht ¥ 23 2 o
CYCLONE i /i ¥ 2 /% i {4 3% BB KR~ 42 ¥ 22 (£ %542 » CYCLONE # 8.
4o 8-2 #1757 o CYCLONE % 7 = i f§ ¥ 2. f*’“fiﬁ*wb# LAY TR AR ¥ (T
Ko vt = L R iﬁ}ﬁ*ﬁ-%df?&@%ﬁ;ﬁqim%m;g RIT— Bop P AET 0 ARd AR
THE S AR A AL TS 2 U] BRI E L 2 TR

# 8-2 CYCLONE # %%

5L - EN
Normal Activity AR NPT T RE - TR FEER
j (NOR) 21 iFF P o
Combination Activity A gL TR S F A DS fEaag Al
"] (COMBI) (A B L FR g g
TR PIEIHT EEZ TR
Q Queue Node AP RE - AT RZFERLE > TR
(QUE) FEREA N SRR TR F
O Consolidate Function Node || & B 5. ¥ >t 5 1 T P 3R ERTE M
(CON) = AP G EFR- BROFIEER
% Counter Accumulator g LR 3 ECE o
(Cou)
_} Arcs NGB ® AL T K 2 (TE AR o
(F# kR - Halpin > 1977 )
@ MicroCYCLONE 5 Halpin 4] * & "o 18 5 24544 > 4 CYCLONE 2 & & # 41

AR At @ o2 kK JERRATR R A AT~ Bedp e T R SR iiﬁ:—i&@?]:':i%ﬁﬁ
Au o m R ”f‘;ffﬁ;’_”ﬁ»i]£ ARG YRS A

d 3t MicroCYCLONE @ * 7 DOS 1%L 5 » &H HiE 5 2k it h e + < 7lix

%
AN

L2 P Blde 3 £ 11 DOS T e iR RG] @ v K e 2 2 A e

Lyt ¥R 5 2 %% (FiE 42 > MiCroOCYCLONE if & ;22 = H #5740 fpt 2 ¢
S R B 0 4e Kalk »+ 1980 # % & 2. INSIGHT - Chang *+ 1986 # % & 2. RESQUE ~
v % Liu»t 1992 # 4 B 22 COOPS » 4 #c % 7 CYCLONE 2 # it o

¢

1994 & Huang £ Halpin % & #42 DISCO (Dynamic Interface for Simulation of
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Construction Operation) - #-k ~ CYCLONE ] 3" 2 #03]§ FH2 2 & 4 %ﬁd
% COOPS #inz it * 4 f & ¥ g {fl% 1 CYCLONE 2 #-3]> i # 2 4 MicroCYCLONE
iﬁa?] »Fh o R "ﬁ 7?83 MicroCYCLONE #3#3:% 7 » 54 MicroCYCLONE p 3%
EE @‘?@?14’”‘-}' R A2 2 N AR k> DISCO # 3 4_MicroCYCLONE
2 70 i J2 (Pre-processor) £ {8 i J2Z & (Post-processor) » g i¢ * 4 M2 @& * B R G

BT E e -

i;«‘%ﬁ (2000) # & &1 COST ( Construction Operation Simulation Tool ) #-HE4% 5% »
¢z CYCLONE #i#Azs% > #8 i CYCLONE izt g * % - = 2 ¥ v #3
18 o @ % ¥tk CYCLONE #:312 » 7 B g 1?#%& YT ﬂ&«xﬁé’ﬁ;]» ,
Hie 2 FUS AT FORE B P - Bl COST 2§47 - st & 475 48
& 445 o @ MICTOCYCLONE 4 #% #3iim2 @4 P 4 > H g o
2L o R FEFAY gy o COST Rz F2 GBS LT &
T NGRS R “f&g o &% s DOS TR T oo @
*OVB AR MR T T2 5 i TEER L L2 HBFE2FSRGELE
¥ e (f.igkﬁ » 2000 )

\

“-‘“—%

by 2

%
H
c““‘}

e % 2
FEb &g

8.3.2 STROBOSCOPE

STROBOSCOPE ( State and Resource Based Simulation of Construction Processes ) =
Martinez >+ 1996 +# #13 B I k2 i F 3 > A~ STROBOSCOPE 2z #i#t f+ 322
CYCLONE #g o2 > # 238 * 4483 3 (General Purpose Language ) 53 ~ 2 i&Fg 5 it >
Aot h K TR Sl F U RECEE ¥ & B A1 HRF 5 CYCLONE 4§ 2
L Aot A F ok FHI R~ 2 BB O 2 Bk w » STROBOSCOPE 2z zk & =~ 2
3 3 BARNZEAcE 8-3% 4 84 477 o
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% 8-3 STROBOSCOPE # & = i

B i il
(QUEUE)
& A2 (o7 B PR CER AP kA1t 2wl
(NORMAL) e
P (P LR N e
(COMBI) b8 7 o

FRAMTES
(CONSOLIDATOR)

FERAMI- 2B TR E- =
i o

R
(LINK)

WREH L A E2 B8 T AT T RIAE 2

TR RS TR

L ERER
( ASSEMBLER LINK)

RS ERT L T B

e F e fE0L 2 FORE A ST R
(ASSEMBLER)
SREE: Wedg £ TR A B

( DISASSEMBLER )

AR R A
(DISASSEMBLER LINKS)

LA RZ G ER

(DUAL BASE LINK)

e £ 8k

Bt TEIFPPZFTRASI AR ITEI

OO ¥ T INODOo

(FORK) p oo

BF BT R d AT HEEFELIRP > - 7 EEA
(DYNAFORK) TELHSHFEE o

(FR XA 203 ~FrF ~ @58 > 1990)
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% 8-4 STROBOSCOPE i & #23% 3% # it

ERakd B2 i
THE A~ Gentype RITFRPHUTRELIE T2 TR
Comptype A2 EBLT R
Assembler R ihie s 24 TR
Disassembler A fRAE E TR
Fork PR TR e (- X F G- BREFIEE)
Dynafork PR TR e (- P BREFEE)
Chartype TE TR FRBE
Subtype iz Chartype ¥ & 2. - fL% 7 F iR
Variable THE R E
Duration %% Combi 2 Normal z_ % (TpFfF (XA F & 2 @)
SRS Yed Enough Fi&r Combi 2 FREEFEELEFANGFTT - H 3
Drawamt KEFE - TR AL BT
Drawuntil ERREERERE] gL FR
Drawdur PEFRATER 2R
Releaseamt ?.J{ 5 %iz? RS
Consolidator T E T BFBRL LI
Discipline & T N2 R
SR Vel Init M F Quete kTR R 2 Axdn B
Collect e ft g FiL
Simulate EF R RY = & runtime error BF A € iR 0F B0
Priority ¥_% Combi & * F iRz gL g R
Semaphore Foalfest 2 it (.'fi? hE )

(FR LR 285 ~Frx -~ PE5H 0 1990)

# ¢ Normal ~ Combi ~ Queue ~ Link % STROBOSCOPE i & z fi#g 55 » + R4
1ﬁﬁﬁwaym@ﬁ%giaﬂ%i%%%ﬁﬁﬁﬁiﬁﬁ%%’w%’*Nﬁﬁﬁ
W2 EH AT f1* Fork & Dynafork ; 4 3 & B3 - B2 TR &7 T -
B e % &> ¥ 4]* Consolidator; 43 % %4 & Tk > ¥ 4 » Assembler 2 Disassembler

% B o O -

#Hm % > STROBOSCOPE 7 ¥ # @ #¥#t > i (4~ CYCLONE - COOPS % ) #x
FLEIRF G 0 WP AT (5% >2000) :

1. Fefel— g% RS H B 2 &l 4o C~ C++ ~ Pascal 2 FORTRAN -
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2. WEPF OV UEE AT TR -

3. FEAAL CHEFTRLEEAS A

4, HRCERZ EARY TR T m pEER2 St R o

m ES_STROBO i STROBOSCOPE s %t 5 7 :x i H ~ it 2 452,17 VBA 2.
K@ s~ kA vk STROBOSCOPE 2z gk &~ it » fiit » 3 MT A R At

w4

< ¥ fgR 2 4 2% (Martinez » 1999)

8.3.3 ABC

ABC (Activity-Based Construction) % Shi % 1998 #74 & 2_ 7 "okt & Lo
¥ 3% ABC ¥ » 5 ABC-SIM 2 ABC-MOD & = & #£3F° & - = & Activity i 2 3
¥kt o B18-1% 8-2 5 ABC 2 it & sz 1 7 4f (Shi- 1998) -

TESOWTE Btage 1: select logical
availability activity constraints

Atage 2 advance
sirmlation

release Stage 3: release release other
resOUtCE entities entities

® 8-1 ABC-SIM

update activit
status & resmuce
location

adwvance time
ifno activity
Can star
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CUSTOMER. ARRIVE LEAVE CUSTOMER.
DOCR. N DOOR,

CUSTOMER. ¥ /f— \

CUSTOLEE.
ATTEMDANT POUE. - DRIME :
GLASY clean-beer) \ GLASI heer-dirty)
WasH
ATTENDAMNT
GLASS ditty-clean)
% 8-2 ABC-MOD
8.3.4 SImCON

SimCon ¢ Chehayeb 2 AbouRisk # & 1 &k » m 43242 32 % CYCLONE z %
T oo s 4 Link 2 Free 2 #8+4] faigvm = 2 g Jekio FORH AR B B4 2o
e BAEAKG e 0 B2 BRI g g A R BT R ARG &

B4 0 4 85 5 H & it g i Chehayeb & AbouRisk » 1998) -
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# 8-5SimCon # %4

i+ 5 oy P
PRO AR ZFERVAE VIR S 2400 5 Branch A 2
é} BranchB p# > ¥ i3 # %2+ 2 € > /i /L Branch A & Branch
B2 :E# -
LINK B4 RATRZEA, VO AR B E 0 8 & b

: FTERPRFZLEAF o

o> FREE REATmE TEFPRFTLGE AE 2 HT e

GK/) TRACE | 4 7 Bajs # L & 8 «

@ CON | 7R iF$ P » LA LR H R UIFEE R LT B
i35 1 o
NOR %ﬁf%%;ﬁg éf %@]FI@‘E\’D%\, K{QT’F;!E—QQ.%@FT%O

QUE AT TERABAT RS LM EERE W F B
COMBI z 7 -

COUM Prrkaowha BERs B A ki R A K

PALR %{B’"ﬁ?;};‘[ o

PFREE BB 2 TR .

LINK R TE A LB B A on H RS BB o

FUN AN P M E RS 2 S8 Ao nd H & (flow
unit) z/ &3 d 5 » i (79 L3t S5 o

AbouRisk (1999) #7#LfJ % 2 ~ 1 85 > 1 %= 6 EM_PLANT 4 © %% H 5 4

P g 2 SimCom 425 (T2 % & > £]id SIMPHONY k3t > 1§ it 2 =2 gl ivd i

B> Ak CYCLONE ~ 22 i » LAz Y2 P iEErF B2 R
HPERr 3042 R~ 2Pk B BABRESTE

8.3.5 SmartLink

ok (2001) #E - 32 wHSE AT & 45 Smartlink > 4 4R % 2 R
72 78 4 11 Activity ~ Buffer ~ Sensor ~ Workflow = f& #-3] 4+ © “% B oAz T E
31

;‘é:* ’ ? E?{‘% ’a’: F%}*ﬁﬁ J4 fbﬂ 4 farg:r'} '/” ﬁi 3 %ﬁ"‘lj ° ',EIT 4 g],—ll IL‘ ﬁf“"“]“f‘ 21 /\
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BB HET R E R R AN A T RALIE TR EEEA R F R
2 ARG S B RAIE L I o X R D Bl R RAE S R R
H % 8

B 5124 6 (¥ &£ 0 2001)

% 8-6 SmartLink =~ ¢ £

i 5L LA s
Activity |EF ZETREFLEEER o
Activibe
Buffer B4 EETR A T e F Bl 2 P R
B(“;f) IARY 2 A SR 2 A 2 3 R A SRR IFER
&r
P72 & ALE o
<> Sensor | % AFEMLHI B B R AIBA B HERT E 1 Ay
— I“’f‘**“%& AR M PR L

’:

Workflow | 2 (F252 A2 FThit di? 269 TLARE R
HE T

—

:r:TUvm'%ra, o
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$9% AR ¥ EENE ] AR

ARG R P RPN Y AR 2 F B 2 (7 445 f1* ASCE Civil Engineering
Database (ASCE CEDB) - % EngineeringVillage 2 34L& & 3@ 2 v;gkﬁ;a TR
Scirus » i& FH TP HRATZ M T HOF > HAOH DI DR FHE > 2 prEFEL R
AP EER FRAFEIREM L TP BEEN AR 2 AT 2 2

B AHERE 2 EREFN S TEFAAT AR WP o
TR g 2 fen o

9.1.1 ASCE Civil Engineering Database
ASCE Civil Engineering Database & & Jcé4% ASCE z_ d1x4 > 2 ¢ > 1970 # 3 4 &
¢ %%%iiﬁiu'l C F PRI M AET EE 2 £ KB 1970 & 1 2004 £ > T G HHE
Z2_# i» - B 9-1 5 ASCE Civil Engineering Database z_ & 3 & o

¥Fx v 2 MeEF i scheduling -idg= 1 v‘;}%f—f = 166 ko 5d dE & 2 B G
I oF A AR M 2 2 165 “F B2 1 150 ;

A sc American Society
of Civil Engineers [ iew ot |
DATABASE
AL GETTING THE

ACTUAL DOCUMENT
ASCE Howe

Find out more today! ITT

ITT Tech

ASCE'S Electronre Ioformatron Retrcval Scrviee to Al Ity Fabiicatsoas Peblisbod swwec 1970
The CEDE Prowdes Acces v over 100000 Bibbiogeiplic and Ataracied Facords - Crortnt Coverage: 1570 - Freaet

To glarl your ucdln_h enler one of more !w]dx for each category you are interested in.
k on the n af the Freld{s) you want b use.

Docament Type |l doement tps
Journal Title all ks

All Texi Fields

Author

Title

Subject Headings

Year Range Start Year: End Year:

EEEE

£ © EEL

¥ 9-1 ASCE CE Database 3% % &
9.1.2 Scirus = )’%ﬁg’a TR E

Scirus ¥ E % % Engineering Village 2 AL & 25t e » i L B 7 2 AP & PP 4
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v‘!:,}i ?}ikﬁq’mﬂxlﬂiﬁj —é—q'\Q}’;Jq7 ;}%’go%}QZPSClrUS ’}'E‘E-]X ;}%’g’-l—
‘i o

% 2_ K425 12 scheduling AND construction xamw};wﬁé@é% ¥Ex > & (> 1970
12004 &5 %o HFIL v s G 124 K 0 KA FRZBHGE > JIEEY AR
Q\F£1¢)§%58E§ J ﬁ%%.ﬁ'ié)gk,# 66 %

2 Scirms - for scinntific isformation
SED WHE WMNY MWRERY TAD HED

& hmp Mhrww e comlsappiadviccsdiindas jip ~ Bz ﬁ

SCIfJS

for scientific informatien only

all of the wards in| The camplete documant ¥

all of the wards in| The camplets documant

Information types n

Ogooo

Content sources | Gnly shom results from »

W 9-2 ScirussEf+db&E § &
9.13 =~ %%A\ BE

¢ ASCE Civil Engineering Database £ Eigineering Village 2 — Scirus 7 & #717 2_ <

B L 216 F o Hﬁ%ﬁfvﬁﬁﬁéw’\ﬁi%%iﬁﬁﬂéﬂﬁﬁiﬁﬁ,
ﬁ“&ﬁ?ﬁé“‘a‘%Z{Li&‘?/—‘%LFa@%—?’ B 2R P T R 2 A4
B R e v g2 QRS A MR AT 0 B a2 A G 2 G llE
TARAKE [ JEA TR AZE) > A AFEEE 2 54 O-Lo

LR BTN L 2.2 REP 4o ¢ A=Automation » B=CPM - C=Decision Making/
Support » D=Evaluation Measurement > E=Float - F=General Management - G=Linear
Scheduling Construction » H=Network Development - 1=Network Representation -
J=Optimization Time-Cost Trade-off - K=Repetitive Construction > L=Resource Leveling/
Allocation » M=Schedule Development > N=Simplicity - O=Simulation - P=Space -
Q=Uncertainty - R=0Other Subjects -
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% O-1 R F P oo sy

iag B
&

AlB|lc|D|E|F|G|H|I1|J|K|L|M|N|O|P|Q|R]| # D’é\v'gf;;mm Discussion sctﬁfﬁ, Other

19701974 | - | - | - | - | - |1 |1 | 2r 2| - -2 |-|-|-1]-1-]"-+ 6 3 - - | 3
19751979 | 1 | - | - | - | - | - | - | -3 |1 | -] 2| -|-]2/|-|-1]5] 14 8 2 1] 1
1980-1984 | - | - | - | - | - | 2 | - | - | 4 | 1 {82l - | - 21| - |2/ 17 10 2 - | 4
19851989 | - | 6 | 1 | 3 | - | 1 | 4 | 1 | 1 |&8 | -3t - | 1| - - | 4| 2 14 3 7| -
10901994 | 2 | 1 | 4 | 3 | 2 | 5 | 4 | 2 | 4 |28 k2116t 4 b - | 2| 1| 1| 7| 63 32 5 3| 2
19951999 | 1 | - | 1 | 4 | 1 | - | 3| - | 9| 9l itfe20]"2 | 2| 4| 1|2 |17]| 77 46 - -1
20002004 | 3 | 1 | - | 4| 3| - |3 | 1|1 |13|12|36|-|2]2]2/|1]|2] 114 51 3 - |5
Total 7|8 |6 |14 6|9 |15|5 (34|30 |17 |8 | 7|4 13| 5| 4 |56 ]| 320 | 164 15 |11 16
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0.2 7= 7 AR% A 44

921 F§ itikE A

d % 912 Mg var, § MR RN Y picdd 1970 £ 1 2004 £ B> & 1
417vﬂ|)§;: ABE 1614517296377 114> F iEbri 42 8% > 7 L
R H TRk jie2 AT AR RARL P £ AL - 1970 £ 3 2004 & FF it &? LR SRR GRS SRR
Nﬁxl 7 BT FRET 2 fe¥ (Resource Leveling/Allocation) | 2 = /I%@;fé_ LB 5
£ 80 (25%) » 2=c i "Hw kg (Other Subjects) ;| » = 56 % (17.5%) - H 4
iz B % " Network Representation ; 34 % (10.6% ) ~ [ Optimization Time-Cost Trade-off |
30 % (9.4%) ~ " Repetitive Construction ;17 % (5.3% ) ~ I Linear Scheduling/Construction |
15 % (4.7% ) ~ " Evaluation Measurement ; 14 % (4.4%) ~ " Simulation ;13 % (4.1%) -~
I General Management ;9 % (2.8% ) ~"CPM ,8 % (2.5% ) ~ " Automation ;7 % (2.2%) ~
F'Schedule Development ; 7 % (:2:2% ) -~ "Decision Making/Support ; 6 % (1.9%) -
TFloat ;6 % (1.9%) - " Network Development.; 5% (1.6% ) ~ "Space ;5 % (1.6%) -~
' Simplicity ; 4 % (1.3%) -~ <l Uncertainty ; 4 % (1.3%) -

ERFEFE 2T A PR A Rl iE 0 Bk 23 > X e A2 - 2 5
AR A R BB RA S 152223162036 & RiEDH de2 ABH > T AT
T 2 e 0 ML EAZ AR o

022 7 i 3EAB% A 4

d 201970 1 1989 & [ > B ¥TIE A TGN AR B v pRBCE G A 0 Bl - 1970
11989 # £ 5- % %A 5 1 1970-1989 ~ 1990-1994 ~ 1995-1999 ~ 2000-2004

LR A AEZ A A Ao 9-2 B o
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%92 &% E 2 pRLAA I

Ay AR 1970-1989 | 1990-1994 | 1995-1999 | 2000-2004 g2+
¥ i 1 2 1 3 7
. RN % 14.3% 28.6% 14.3% 42.9% -
Automation == e Top 15% 3.2% 13% 2.6% i
b 38, Y% 0.3% 0.6% 0.3% 0.9% 2.2%
B 6 1 0 1 8
cPM RN % 75% 12.5% 0% 12.5% -
RPN % 9.1% 1.6% 0% 0.9% -
538, Y% 1.9% 0.3% 0% 0.3% 2.5%
B ¥ e 1 4 1 0 6
IE\’AE:ILfr'g/‘ LA % 16.7% 66.7% 16.7% 0% -
Support RPN % 1.5% 6.3% 1.3% 0% -
b Y% 0.3% 1.3% 0.3% 0% 1.9%
o B 3 3 4 4 14
Evaluation | &3 %Lp % 214 21.4% 28.6% 28.6% -
Measurement | ik % B } % 4.5% 4.8% 5.2% 3.5% -
b Y% 0.9% 0.9% 1.3% 1.3% 4.4%
h B 0 2 1 3 6
loat A REPN % 0% 33:3% 16.7% 50% -
EEEP % 0% 3.2% 1.3% 2.6% -
b 5, % 0% 0.6% 0.3% 0.9% 1.9%
h B 4 5 0 0 9
General ik AR % 44.4% 55.6% 0% 0% -
Management | it % ¥ ) % 6.1% 7.9% 0% 0% -
b 58, % 1.3% 1.6% 0% 0% 2.8%
_ ¥ i 5 4 3 3 15
Linear TN 33.3% 26.7% 20% 20% -
Scheduling/ —
Construction | * R % 7.6% 6.3% 3.9% 2.6% -
b 8 Yo 1.6% 1.3% 0.9% 0.9% 4.7%
¥ i 2 2 0 1 5
Network b RN % 40.0% 40% 0% 20% -
Development | @& % & p % 3.0% 3.2% 0% 0.9% -
b 8 Y0 0.6% 0.6% 0% 0.3% 1.6%
¥ i 10 4 9 11 34
Network iR % 29.4% 11.8% 26.5% 32.4% -
Representation | it % & % 15.2% 6.3% 11.7% 9.6% -
38, BY% 3.1% 1.3% 2.8% 3.4% 10.6%
- A= 5 3 9 13 30
Oﬁ:mz'gggton IR 16.7% 10% 30% 43.3% -
Tradeoff | b ® % 7.6% 4.8% 11.7% 11.4% -
538 Y% 1.6% 0.9% 2.8% 4.1% 9.4%
¥ e 3 2 1 11 17
Repetitive | 3 41 % 17.6% 11.8% 5.9% 64.7% -
Construction | &% B % 4.5% 3.2% 1.3% 9.6% -
b Y% 0.9% 0.6% 0.3% 3.4% 5.3%
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VN 1970-1989 | 1990-1994 | 1995-1999 | 2000-2004 £t
¥ B 8 16 20 36 80
Resource 1™, yr o5 10% 20% 25% 45%
Leveling/
Allocation | * F M % 12.1% 25.4% 26% 31.6%
= B % 2.5% 5% 6.3% 11.3% 25%
¥ e 1 4 2 0 7
Schedule | it 4Zp % 14.3% 57.1% 28.6% 0% -
Development | ik % /¥ % 1.5% 6.3% 2.6% 0% -
= B 5% 0.3% 1.3% 0.6% 0% 2.2%
o B 0 0 2 2 4
Simolicit 3P % 0% 0% 50% 50% -
PHCY M5 % 0% 0% 2.6% 1.8% -
=k i % 0% 0% 0.6% 0.6% 1.3%
o i 5 2 4 2 13
simulation |5 2= LM % 38.5% 15.4% 30.8% 15.4% -
RN % 7.6% 3.2% 5.2% 1.8% -
=k 1 % 1.6% 0.6% 1.3% 0.6% 4.1%
B 1 1 1 2 5
Soace RN % 20% 20% 20% 40% -
P R R % 1.5% 1.6% 1.3% 1.8% -
& & 5% 0.3% 0.3% 0.3% 0.6% 1.6%
B 0 1 2 1 4
. AP % 0% 25% 50% 25% -
Uncertaint
Y T smi%m % 1.6% 2.6% 0.9% -
& & 5% 0% 0.3% 0.6% 0.3% 1.3%
o B 1 7 17 21 56
Other EEET YT 19.6% 12.5% 30.4% 37.5% -
Subjects | % P % 16.7% 11.1% 22.1% 18.4% -
sk 8 B% 3.4% 2.2% 5.3% 6.6% 17.5%
B 66 63 77 114 320
Total R RN % 100% 100% 100% 100% ;
& & 5% 20.6% 19.7% 24.1% 35.6% 100%

d 4922 BT A B RLALA GH ) T EHERER E RTLE

SN AT R
W 1970-1989

B9-35 1970 £ 3 1989 & > & AALHE P A0 2 2 TR 2t % P 2% pra A0
v UH 4w 3 48 (Other Subjects) | 2% % » & ik 16.7% > 2 =x 2 T 3B 4« it (Network

ol
Representation ) ;> i+ 15.2%> % = & 5T F /A T 2 fe ¥ (Resource Leveling/Allocation ) -

it 12.1% -

71




16.7%
152%

121%

%+ 91%

6% 6% 6%
61%
45% 15%

¥ A B C D E F G H T J KL MMNNOZPQR

] 9-31970-1989 i AT &£ 7 A+

W 1990-1994
L,
& 25-4*
A4tk
A% —
m —

8 A B C D E F G H I J] K LMNOP QR
W 9-4 1990-1994 i 4a#cE | 4 v
B 9-4 5 1990-1994 & & » 2 A ¥ p A2~ W E gbafgp\a\v‘;}%i%, Vi
FFRET 2 Fey (Resource Leveling/Allocation) | 58 % » 2 i 254% > 2= 5 M4
i 2 4% (Other Subjects) ;> i 11.1%> % = % % " F 4812 ¢ 7 (General Management) | >
it 7.9% o
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B 1995-1999

At

117719611 1%
10 —

¥ A B C D E F G H I J KL MMHOZPQR

¥ 9-51995-1999 i AF#E 7 A W

B 9-5 5 1990-1994 & F » L AKEHEF A V2L R L HRFP 1?‘15%1%3’ ¥

TERET 2 fe% (Resource Levellng/AIIocatlon) L EB S HIE26% B R THE

4 %2 (Other Subjects) | » & 22 1%’ n)-l .
Zi

AT BRIV S AR (@ptlmali ! |m“é;-€;ost Trade-off) | » & ik 11.7% -

m 2000-2004 A |

a5t 316%

26% B%oee 208

09% 09% 18% 18% 18% pog
0% 0% 0%
il B

¥ A B C D E F G H T J KL MMNOZPQR

®] 9-6 2000-2004 1 fz#c g 7 4 v
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B 9-6 5 2000-2004 & fF > % i

F-E?/)g,ﬁ“r_la ﬁ‘*

ts 3 %& (Other Subjects) | » i+ 18.4% % =

Time-Cost Trade-off) |, » it 11.4% -

Rt o R

RS SRS X Y

(Resource Leveling/Allocation) | 2 # % » % - 316% > 2=t 2 TH

24 TR i pFrF & A % 4% (Optimalization
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