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A literature review of multi-objective project scheduling

LIU Yinbin, YU Mimi, LI Hongbo, HU Ziyi
(School of Management, Shanghai University, Shanghai 200444, China)

Abstract: Delivering the project timely with high quality and within project budget is the core
objective of project management. It is of natural multi-objective attributes. This also leads to the
study of multi-objective project scheduling. Because of the theoretical importance and the practice
background, multi-objective project scheduling problems have been attracting many research
efforts in the field of project scheduling. This paper provides a literature review of the research on
multi-objective project scheduling. The mathematical models and solution algorithms of
multi-objective project scheduling problems are reviewed. The extensions and applications of
multi-objective project scheduling problems are surveyed. Finally, the future research directions are
proposed.
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AR E N E TR, A R, BR. BEEEZA B, vTRURE R IE B R
FACFEIH P IhE, B[R] 08 B RE R T B R

YERN—REER RGN, 2 BARIH AE R & (Multi-Objective Project Scheduling
Problem, MOPSP) DA 5 ZLAER M (E AN U] I S S E, 28] 17 5 SR R 2 %
W, PET —RINEBEIM AR, ACEEN MOPSP (AL, Hik, ¥R S5MNHETR
GuimER S . T R MOPSP ¥k JE ks, A SCRER 5 — L8 7 B & 30k, e ik
TR R AL E N AP K T R SCHER

1 R

1.1 REHER

FAR K MOPSP iR U R -

(1) T H W% . 3 H A A (Activity-On-Node, AON) W46 = (V,E) %, Hdvh
TRBES, RRBHPENESD, V ={1,..,n}; ENARINKES, RRTEZ IR
R, ECV XV, M(i,j) € EB}, W& i 2 WERES, ja2& i WEEES), WE3)i 5
2, WSl AN UG WSO RIS S, AR T E T ah A g

(2) WA ZH. REBUES) j 1 FF GG I R A 5 0 5 8s, M d R . JiE s LI
0. WEEIIFMRSEA SV (RIANFHE D o W53 j WSS R AG = s + dj. FdFRRTH
iOEE AN

(3) BIHSH. WH AP K Fhal i iS50 j EHATEE . RS BALE R Y X2 K
FR] SE BT TR T Ry, BB Kk R ERT BRI B YR, (k= 1,2, ,K) &

(4) AR HFR. MOPSP S1EIHEAHRLIHR &AM (WiESIMRER R RIRARE) 1T
BN, HE— AN H LB RIS = (51,55, 5,) GZFRIA 1T &T0E 3 RIIT G
D), WAL THE . BRASE ZFhITH S8 CRARE) B AR R AESE 1.2 553018

1.2 Btk
1AL T AT MOPSP BIF 78 A5 K 1) 5 B2 H s R 850 R AR R SOk o AR AL (1 33

SGUICERANBIANE, Fx L H ARk EuiE— 2 AT 4 2K

(1) BF1EIR H AR

o S/MEIH THI: HE A NEKIFMA (1D, ZXGAMUEESIn I FFERE, S0
TH/AMEITH T,

o St HErFRARERIPRA (2, ZAEMETAEIESIMAHEH M, Hhw;
SO TG A A R AR R, DR RIE BN RIS A I (A

R 1 MOPSP ¥ RKHFEBrRE

K5 EREROEERR D T T
" 7 Em
min s, B M [61[71[81[91[10][11][12][13][14][15][16][17]
[18][19][20] 2111221 [23][24][25][26][27]

iEZE min X7, w; max{0,¢; — D;} (2) IE# [28]

min Z}lzl(lsj — es;) (3) IEM [61[71[29]

max Y7, a;E|s; — s (4)  EIEF [30][31][321[33][34][35][36]
— min $K_, ¥, cpud, (5)  ARIER  [9][16][171[371[38][39][40][41]
ST min 25, GeRY (6)  ARIEM  [35][42][43][44]
. .mnc;=ﬁj:?ﬁ£?:g?inig (D EB [8I[9I[10][LLI[13][15][27][[34][45]
v R i in n pron

max Y7, NCF; exp(—Bc;) (8)  FEIEM  [20][21][24]1[38][46]
REHE max Y q; (9  JEIEM [47][48][49][50]




MR 22 2 A R R LRI (3), B MU T ZN IR 222 A,
B 728 2 005 5 A R AT R o 30 e T B I ] 5 350 S P 2 22 0
Serfils; Rles; 45 12273 21 0 e RO T FF A 1

L REH R b . MR R RSN (4D, AL E 5B T4 ]
5T A 460 (2 O ST ITRR 36 e 273 30 0 T A ) R 2 5 S o
WA, ENMEET, s MR, Forim i S G .

(2) BIFREIRRH

BRI HHCAALR I (5), AR M IERE B BUR, M4
5 R . S o RO I H T I AR R R 33 B 1
JRAS, e = Niea, Tig RANER Bty SRR GRS 2 (A v BOEAE AT BE s 5
. WA, = {j|s; St <s;+djaj € V] 5132,

MBI E GRS A BRI R PR (6), A B/ MU 7 BI04 S A
A, BIIREER o Hor Gy (Ry) B ARE S AR BT 75 O A

(3) MFEREIRRE

/MBI E A BB AR IR (7)), 2 AU H B A, Hrh B
ACqp = X7y GRS FIEANEILMRIVRA; HHREACy, = Cq X s, B 5iH s AR H AN
RITRAS s (s — d)Cp 2RI H FERT7E T A2, (s, — )€, 3275 B30T H 3007 AR ) A8 41
A CRINED I EIERA, CoRontE—I R B ML RAS,  Cp R7n I H $2 5 56 T
B I (B BRI 3R, Cp AR I H HE YT — e 1R B 25 31

BRI H e HAECAE AR (8), ZAEm R ITH K BLE, HAPNCE
ToRIE B AR BB I, pAT IR

(4) FERBIRRE

AT H R KRR IR (9), 2T H DU AT RELS (1 i S AR DR
17, Horhq 2Rom 50 3 € U SR K
RULX AT ik BARREUR TN IERE, X F1EM (Regular) HFReREL, #4—LLiE3)

RATITAG, W ReA AT oot AAR s Bl . & WA IE R SO T H T, RO,
SERTHELCTER) W IF RGNS 6], W] A2 S B00 H S 4% % T-HF 1EM (Non-regular) H FreqiL,
AR AT A28 HARR B, SELZE— L3S RIT a6 S iy ] Be 2 s H br s e B3, it
R AR A H AR e B T F RO, A SR AR AT DL, SELRIE BN JT S it 8] w] g
R E I, AT AT RECSCE 10 H 1 BUE . FEMOPSPH, i SR [FII AL LA H A5 e 20T
FEIE A AR, KRR AT RER AR, RO A AR AT — A B b eR e AL 17, At
H A7 B8 B AT e R B A . DR, B0 MOPSPAR T Je p (1) H AR R 2, 385 2 o) 0, 75
IERANEE IE A H AR R K

1.3 PRAHRAY
FEAM) MOPSP A AL W] LAGE— R U1 T
Optimize: f1(5), £2(8), -+, £,(S) (10)
Subject to: 51 =0, GND)
s;+d; <sj, v(i,j) EE (12)
s, <d, (13)
Yjea, Tik < R, k=12,K t=12,d (14)
sp=0, (15)
sj € L. (16)

Horpr, BEFEVHRIS = (51,55, sp) WiREEARR, 0 (100 NHIFRE, SR p A Hix.
AR (1D ATHTE 0 B ZIJF iR, X (12) AR RAHR. X (13) ym H#uEH
YU, BIISTH 178 N 1) s,, AN B T E A9 UE Hd . 30 (14) NHRIELIR, EIEEANET B t.



BT A TEAESAT (I BI00F 38 K b G116 75 SR S 2 RS BRI 38 kP B U I B & o 20 R 2% AR (15D
- (16> FRHESN AR B My dE 7 R 4L

MA T R ) MOPSP fRALERY, FARHAT AN EIRRAHESE . T EAR 2,
4 — N EARMZ BRI W R, BRI A BOR i 29 SR A AT e R AR AR A . i,
G H bR s b R OGS TR AN B R SE H AR e, WIS (13) A1 (14) WIEeA e HILAELR
b, TR LAE 2 1T U BAE AR R

W R LIRS (1) - (16) [WEETFRISFRON AT AT IR EE TR DL E b e Bl M i,
YR —/NAATIE TR S, WX THrA R € {(1,2,-+,p}, HALELE R — ANl T2 TR
S', AFR£,(S) < £,(8): FHHAFERL) € (1,2,-,p}, M13£(S) < £;(S), WFK S Fryir R
FESRAREEEE TR (AR BAT AR A RO EE RS B I RIER ARSI N
M RFCIRAEE . H BB LM R H A% eR A AR S AR I B AERTHEBS. MOPSP ()R fig
Hir, RGN RIFCmRME, W—4BAWRICm RS-l

ASLLERE] MOPSP 2V 24 i), BA NP MR I0HE B RSz 4k, inssiisz
FR 151 H 1 BZ i) @ (Resource-Constrained Project Scheduling Problem, RCPSP) . &% 341 n] /&l
(Resource Leveling Problem, RLP) %%, KA K1) MOPSP [l @15y NP X1 .

2 Hik

YT MOPSP (1] fift) NP xfEdFiE, SKRAE MOPSP i, kg — M i BT /N B sz 45,
X6 RIS S 48] 8 5 e DAAE & B (] Y SR AR e . DRI, ARSI RN H BT MOPSP SR ARSL
ER LT I S F A
R EE AT — P X 0 R Ja R EIEF TR KB, BN EA A REM R AR B E s
fife, AELIE S ] LR A B ) N SR A R Al /P . e R VAR TR AR . EFXT
RERE I R T B T8 Jo s R B AR RESERT, Bgh T SRAR M) — AR HEZE, W] LA
RIGHACEE B A A E581%) MOPSP [rl i, Mfi s Rt 3R 75 MOPSP (1) RFE e LffE . )
RAFEI R AR Rt s R EEE 2, Ben] DHEA— MESUR A G R KA, 803
NIt R R SRR EYIGA . BT MOPSP MISERFFT . Fralifd) s R U R R AL SO B 22
MW Fe,  RIAR T 8 S 25 R i S 0 a R

2.1 FEHEIE

BIAWTTEH, MOPSP HIASTH 5L T 2A 70 SOE Fridk . B MiSE . Sen SEBIEF XTI 22 A1
B MO E AR R BE I, B0 1 SO AL, IR TGN T 360 ANEEHL A
f¥15245 - Nudtasomboon &6l /MG I H T3 500 H S s A A B3 IR 24 4 , FF st sl T PAAp I
HENL Y 0-1 BEHOR R . Kobylanski S5EPOENT 1 ARL RIS gt ph B M i R AL X H
PRI L) . Kobylahski S5 S FIHIERA T fi KA IR 22 0 AN B R RE Bt e it P T Rl i) & e
VR SR R R iR N 22 L R KA /NN 2 S5 sl et 1) 2 B P38 H A o iy st B2 vl
(K& FEE . Pulat SEBLRFHMC2E A ARSI A R T H I 8- BT 1) /. SRR, BT
FEERETR, 70 SOE FTHERSRIERBCRAR T AR RS # A

22 JLRRE

TCIR R SER R MOPSP IUEASRAZ AN T : B, FRENUIESUR K0k swin
BEEETHRI, IR g5 0iE B R R FERE R . A5, XgmiS)ERI#E, AHTTH
RELE AR AR AWEATIEA, I AT F A RIS SEiL. v 7 iFr—
MERILSS, R AR O EEEE TR, TSR R F AR AU . e, FIRIA R
SELILZEAFRS, Hatt GEED M8 RITHEAMA LT RIS

2.2.1 ISR
MOPSP 5 FH [ ¢ ith 5 2 3 B A5 159, 601,



(1) FH4muho 10.16,36,37, 38, 41, 61,62, 63,641, Py ol ik s o1& (RISEBNHFARIS (] 1 &) 1B A
TR REVERAN o X Fhgmhd 7 NE TR SR, (R 57 A AL e ok R R L R4 )
MR, 5 Z 5 NBUIMA AR 7 10 i EE RS2 A mT AT o

(2) TEBNHIRYmALE 721, 43,44, 65,661, (i — L [y = (@) KmdE I, HoRRig
a5 PR . KT IX g td 5 3, 0T DR A HR AT 10 B AR BOBL ] (Serial Schedule
Generation Scheme, SSGS) 8 F:47 1 F& 4= sl /L #1] ( Parallel Schedule Generation Scheme, PSGS)
(801 AT fif A .

(3) HBNL S HE I G b5, 67, 68, 691, =S 1ok 5 — 2 AL S MU AR AR e B4R, FE Mk
Fn MR = (A, Ay, An)» FHHARIRIES) i R TGS . — R &
A7 B AT I B AR L AT RS

(4) BENLEEGmALET 0, ffi H —H 2 (keyy, key,, ..., key,) Fongahd J5 it fEvH&il, 3=
HhBE LA key; € (0,1)RRTES) | FIRAAE, key A KITESIHARSCIAE . R R AT FFAT
i P A AL AT R

iR, B E gL Ar, HAh w7 U TR ARSI, AT AR R A AT
1T, BtAh, Alba ZEEIAI Xiao 2Pt fL HE R ik gabd: A O A 1 4 i) —AEAF
SEEFITRIE BN UG 8], AT AR S B0 S ) ) G A A 2 -0 S R AR N ]

2.2.2 FEKTTRRE
R 2P0 T HATRMPE MOPSP 1) £ 21 2 H ARy i A SETY. [, 2% 2 38 Mg 75 3.
HARBREG S A& TR S0 A5 7 TN TRk 73— 207038, H AT MOPSP [J3CHkH, i3]
SR G AN E AL T A, WA BRI H b ek oy T H TR ME . BHR
AT H A e/ ME -
K2 FENZ BB REE

B A% 75 R SRR THHE LR
BRI [ @ e H
vt gy HHEYwRY [10][61] 1) (7) H
%giii Algorithm, GA) FLEG [16] (1) ) x
’ Y [371[67] @@ x
BT [21] (OXC); H
e HCHE R % 5092 (Nondominated Sorting 1151 % 4w Y [65] 1) (5) H
Genetic Algorithm 11, NSGA-II) BE AL BE 2 [27] (1) (4) (6) H
REIR K S5 ELAEGY [36][63] @) @) f
(Simulated Annealing, SA) MBS [71 (1) (4) x

M ERFEARADUIR K SR o

(Pareto Simulated Annealing, PSA) BRI [15]167] D) x
B4R [9] 16 H
AR G R RPN B AY [62] @ G6) =l
(Particle Swarm Optimization, PSO) BEAL [27] @) (4) (6) re)
BEHL g [70] [€8) =l
. . B AY [36] 1) 4 =l
T B 51 i i [6] (VIC) il
WS (Ant Colony Optimization, ACO) GBIt 4N [69] (1) A
Sy A5 A H 89 (Estimation of Distribution 53151 4uf% [43] (1) (6) f
Algorithm, EDA) TE NIRRT [44] (1) (6) x
# % #® ¥E ( Teaching Learning Based TR [66] M 6) 4

Optimization, TLBO)

WL (Genetic Algorithm, GA) & H AT 2 H AR H 1 B AU 745 5 2 1t e R
%o Afruri SFUNEH T EE TR GA, IS AR 4£ 5% (Nondominated Sorting
Genetic Algorithm I, NSGA-ID . £ HAz &8 AR B JESCRCHE Pt A% BRI R4t
RV EAT 10T Fe Sy, S 245 SRS B RO 18 A% B30 ] LA Ul v 22 A 2 [ - Fe A 259 6 1]



R Kalig SN S EGRTH T GA S MFRAS[F] AU 7K T B[] - B A X8 17 i) 838 ) — o v 851
Khalili ZERURFT T 20 EE GA FIFERT B GA, H3ET RanGen “E R IEHEET T X PiFP
%, GERRAPINEL GA RGN E M T 2 F i GA. Zoraghi 2R34T 10 H 1 ] 1% PSPLIB
F 480 ANsEfd], % NSGA-IL. 5RifH RFCHEALE L. KPR E L (Particle Swarm
Optimization, PSO) FIZET /MR SREET T Lo, 45 R NSGA-ITEMR N 2 1SS
JrTRIL RS« 7 OV o 2 ARV I H VR FE 1 R, AT 55 91 e AR = [ 2 1 i i
77 BT T NSGA-IL. Leu S8BT GA BFFT 1 G IKNE 2 1) BT U VR 28 RN B Y ot ok o) @, 7E 01
Bl b, Leu SO —BE R T KK, 18 BRI BIS XN A e R s g, Editsed, Leu
SEBTAN Leu SEONEA 45 HH SIS /i, ME LA FE SR LSRG U (i — 2P iE 4

FERGE K 5L (Simulated Annealing, SA) /23R f# MOPSP {15 F 5%, [ pg Az 25003
HEBEBATHEARNEYS SA 46, RASERMAMERSEE T SA Hik, REHRIRE
o, MEELAEH IR TR Birmd, R RERmmZk, BRI A PSPLIB
HH[1) 330 J60. JO0 A1 J120 HHARAEIAE T HIAMI A 8tk B i ROI%EE T SA 5EAR MR A
7% (Tabu Search, TS) , #37 BB RERMTTE, KRB STC (Starting Time
Criticality) SR UEZEBETHRI B B, 0 45 BRI i BOE Re BRI AR A T PR R B
Hapke Z:[6715% FH 9 [ BE (1) 5 16 SR i MOPSP, 3% i 2 4B R GR K 532 (Pareto Simulated
Annealing, PSA) 774 —ZLIT AR SCRCAR, P FH RIS R SRR 77 A B ARU e AL o S 3 i35 A T2
F M, NIMA3 B B AF 4T 2 10 Hapke S5 0STNJ ST A0R 7 8] 7= A2 i SRFEUT Ll . Abbasi
U —ANE 50 MBI SLEISRIGIE T HEE, BAS HiHE R . B8 Abbasi %507
L e 7 BOVEERIT 2 () 05 /2 0 E A8 M 1t 00 H VR S ), {H2 Abbasi SR 2518 T 58 T8 it

CPRUETTH 58 TIFED , AR EOENIAMYUE R T 8 L&, ©FE T IHRIEHEE ((RIE
THPAT IR E ) .

Ak, PSO 7E MOPSP AR tf5 5] T#: 2 R . Ashuri ZEELR FBRITE A GA-PSO kiR
P2 H b it T i 8, BT A 2 (1 AR 28 SR 3R VR A VR T Zahraie Z502(%) NSGA-IT
A1 Yang®lfty PSO, I H Ashuri ZEPRVR A FVE IR 5 72 NSGA-ITT 3.1 f%, J& PSO 11y
2.6 5o ML AEUONE o SO T B S A B T R A et TR R RS, 2R T PSPLIB fSEES
SERRI T St Ja I BN AT RE R

FEHARSREIT I, Al-Fawzana ZEHEH T2 HAR TS, £:7- PSPLIB (1) J30 A%, ik
T % BA5 TS A R . Neumann ZE6siE TS 270 4SSz (F3.55 100, 200 1 500 ANE S BeiiF
TS R LT A OO H B R AR . 7R RSV CAnt Colony
Optimization, ACO) J5 I, MRt T ACO Bk, I NBIHIRE L ding, 2T Patterso
I 2 AT SR, 45 R W ek R (1 2 Rl EE ACO ELIE A ACO AH:A 5 & S HA 3 K
PR, T FLAE AR BRSO IR 82 2 T Il R0 T (1) £ 35 58 SR B X2« 7590 A ik TH L% (Estimation
of Distribution Algorithm, EDA) J5Tfi, Wang 14301 224G Archive EDA SEEHIE R 5L M
NSGA-ITLL#E, ET PSPLIB B4 4E J30 Al J120 f)=2ge &5 53¢ B F 224F Archive EDA
LT B 2R LA NSGA-IT. Wang S544LKiH 24E Archive EDA 5 5. B AR L. Zitzler
ST i e B FC I A S LR, 1 B4 SR EGAIE T MR 4T Archive EDA [ 21t . 73 4F, TLBO
FEffRt MOPSP ELECHT IS L. TR LT PSPLIB A J30 MIiK4E, ¥ TLBO 5 NSGA-II
FE 22 Archive EDA #EATXF b,  SE0 45 53R B I BVEAS B 1) JE S e AR A2 1 o 240 T34t
PRI

2, HAET MOPSP fyt)a KA A, SEE LT R, BE, Rl —%EN
WAl mAEE, RTFZFEAMIRREN — AL, SRS REEE AT .

IV R
RS 1 TR MISEA MOPSP it I, ¥ RBA MG, B0 i\ —2e HoAth 75 2225 FE 1 [A]
=, [HP4 7 —2 MOPSP ¥ /& )@l Horp Eb i AR ME 1 /& AHf 52 MOPSP., 14 /5 MOPSP



DL Z 155 MOPSP.

3.1 FHiE MOPSP

FETH AT ISR, RS RO &R, RS B R . IR ey 4%mt 247 |
PRI . MEIXFMELLN, SRAGHE MBS B R S AL B R PT R A . HE AT
17 BRIk, BRSRIER 2 I AF 50T 46 ST A 2 A5 R (1) MOPSPUSI, AR it AN 5 IR 3% (1 b 2
AR, WAL =2 Bl MOPSP (Stochastic MOPSP, SMOPSP) . FHj
MOPSP (Fuzzy MOPSP, FMOPSP) Fl1&# MOPSP (Robust MOPSP, RMOPSP) .
(1) SMOPSP

7E SMOPSP 1, R FHBHHLAS St AR 2 R 3R AT . Azaron ZEUOIF 50 T BEALYG 2) T
R ] e/ MG E BRAR S T4
(2) FMOPSP

FMOPSP R F BB Bt AN o R 3R R T A . Leu SEIO4VER S AN [) e 35 XU /K SF I (1 s
) - AR W) B, BFA0 T BRI AL 500 . LiangU7VER 6 BOBIER S T i3 8 32 1) 8, LAIH
FRAA T AR MU AR, W T — N BOBORI LR AR J772: . Hossain S5081EF E k 43
Mrids, LTI 2 HARZRVERIRIBEAL, RO RO B ERR BRI A B M 2 H BRI
FEin @, 5 LiangU TR RUAE b, AORATE T8 A8 B UM o 2 G FE R IR B AL A
(3) RMOPSP

EHEIH S BEAFEARE R PE MR R e BT IR R I TR, RN SHT
I 52 30 F 0 TR T B E RS 7, g E IR KR N — > B s 5] N MOPSP,
S5 T RMOPSP. Al-Fawzan Z5EIE B 22 2 R RGN, Sk KA T3
/MBI E bRV R, Wit T2E R R H k. 5 Kobylanski 252909 N KAL I 2 348
RE R ARIE T RIS, R T B, RIS T PR ol S et Fe bR Bk
P GBI 22 1 /MBS DA KA BT 53 B B 22 5100 B T AL A (5 /ME . Abbasi
LM SR AR TS/ IMECH B bR, W90 T BEUE K BIE

3.2 A5 MOPSP

A MOPSP #5584 rh B S35 A HAT I AN BEFE o BIVE S — B URHAT . AR BT
EESLEY, AHEFAEE G, WA s EIH T, REEER R, S scEm
H 573

T A4t 5 MOPSP FRE G| NTE 2 M AR EMA A %A, 5 1 I RICm M AR
MERE, HBTOR T A48 &7 264 N H MOPSP 1 SCHRAEAT D o Slowin'skil®Ol T 46 o 10 H 1 £ 1)
WL, DA A ZEIR B ) RIS H A A B /MR B Aw o LI H T HTRLE AR e /MY H 5
PhruksaphanratBUZzE 37 7 a4t 5 26040 N IBD LRI . Tavana SEBOERX AT 46 & 240 1R
- A - B AT I R, 50T 7 2 HAR NSGA-IL,  FE42 & SAE 51 B Hoor = A H R EATAL
i, 5 e-ZYREIERIN LLSLEG R A, LR AT DLEE R A ] PN 3R A5 5 22 1A SR FE A AL A -

3.3 ZH MOPSP

FESEA MOPSP #i5H, 43I0ESh N 8 LA — Bl aT, BIAG—iG 3 i 75 B0 T A %t
AR . AHRLESEER T, BT sh 0 TR 3% F 2 b6 i o e (0 B IR A i s, (643
SERL— NGB A REAEAE Z PP, BRI ECAFEE SR, S SBUSsI A A AR T, X
Eﬁ:ﬁi? %*ﬁ;—& MOPSP [10, 37, 39, 46, 47, 48, 60, 64, 81, 82, 83, 84]a

Elloumi 02156 T HAFN W Y5 AR B /M 00 bn 22 8520000 B R B2 1), $2 T —Fhk
TIRAFREL L . Afruzi SRR TH T ADR T 82 X [R)EA% SRR i 22 B A (] -l A B 2
Ghoddousi MM H & T 8 A R BE 08 770 22 Bt /ML 2 H b RCPSP,  ZE {1y 245
2 1) - A - TR WAL (AL AR AL, ] NSGA-II 4R AE Sl A#, 185d 5 Hartmann SR 5%
HATHIEE, UFSE TR A R



4 A

bE& MOPSP IR AN, MOPSP L8] vz M T8 H A& HE . Aol B i T R 5%
LB

Alba ZFBIEE ST T 10 H S AR TS /AMG ) 2 B AR R B RS, Aok It H 8 B A ) %
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