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Constraint Propagation for Cumulative

Scheduling Problems with Precedences

LIU Shi-Xin'- 2 GUO Zhe':? TANG Jia-Fu!:?

Abstract Constraint propagation is one of the key elements
of constraint programming. After presenting supporting theo-
ries of constraint propagation for cumulative scheduling prob-
lems (CuSP), the authors propose a constraint propagation al-
gorithm in which both precedence constraints and activity time
bound constraints are taken into consideration. By citing two
sets of benchmark problems of PSPLIB to test the algorithm,
experimental results show that the new algorithm outperforms
existing constraint propagation algorithms for the testing prob-
lems. Moreover, the new algorithm and the energetic reasoning
algorithm may complement each other. A hybrid one of the two
algorithms is promising.
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Table 1 Parameters setting of the benchmark problems

NC RF RS
{1.5, 1.8, 2.1} {0.25, 0.5, 0.75, 1.0} {0.2, 0.5, 0.7, 1.0}

FEIX 2 AL, J32 — 2 T (1 e U0 Ak 2 20 0 1R

kAR, J62 —4A I HANETLIER G AR U, 2%

T ALV 2T IUE R A R SEVEIRAG I B AR, SEgah ik
BAFAMA B LI 5 UB R AN R E 1 1.05 £5.

Sk, 5l BLE 4 F A R fE B R
1T % tb:  Edge-finder(MH-EF)(%| Extended-edge-finder
(MH-EEF)[ | Energetic-reasoning (BPN-ER)®. Energy-
precedence (L-EP)!'"™, A SCHVEAR 5l NewEF. LL L 5 Fi
SR LRI4 % 3 2% MH-EF fI MH-EEF J& 2%, 3+
TAER A (S AT HEEL. MH-EEF & MH-EF ({9 5
%5, 9CB s MH-EF AE 25 Ak 372 546 H; BPN-ER J& 1
IS T X8 R & AT HE B, Al T —2K; L-EP Al NewEF
JB& T2, T AR I 5 5% 28 A [R) X a) BE AT 4 BE, (H
L-EP 7EHERE b 2008 T R0 58 LA XS AR rr 4T3 AT IX [0 W] fig
FEAE IR .

SER N LA B 5 R, IS k=1, 2, 3, 4
(I, Bt RERRBEIN ] IR EIL A vy B s, SRR XSS
AT A AL SR &5 RAT G vt Gert B WOy I BL B 5
PSRN o) AT 2R AL R S5, AT AT AT X 1) 29 9 ) 1A
B num DS A2 i) RS AG) v f1 4 EAE IN ) R SRAS R
M 5 avg:

avg =
IS| J—1 ¢ p p D/ D/
1 (d - T]) - (d] J )
Z Z x 100 %
S| % (J - 2) p=1 j=2 dj —rj
(13)
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I §FART); @2 A1 v 53505 p o AR j RIS 0
B S I ) S T R T ).

32 LWERSHIF

ARG 4 R 2 fivs. 3K 2 i L NewEF 854
num Fl avg [f& A48 H5 LW B+ MH-EF. MH-EEF Al
BPN-ER £, BT L-EP 53k, 5 BhELyE L B i He
Y& NewEF ., L-EP. BPN-ER. MH-EEF . MH-EF.

S TS E) S 240 NC. RF FI RS & Fh &) AL 4% 51
RIS R, AN SO DL R SR SR AT IR 2 9 5 R 4% R
NC. RF. RS WIAR&EHITS U, ZitdRmE 3~5
7N

% 3 7l W: @ 2% NC % MH-EF. MH-EEF #
BPN-ER HiEA /NN, X L-EP 1 NewEF 1R K5M.
L-EP Fl NewEF HEMZSCREEE NC R EHIH KA B
WeR. MR~ MH-EF. MH-EEF. BPN-ER £:7E
AT 29 AR G RIHS AR W 58 8 RAR T AL TAETTATHY
18] [ri, di] SIS, 6L AL R FRAN 5 R 5 T AE 1wl 47 I A] X
B T AN T2 RS AR AR 28 2 KA, IRIESZ NC gk /).
1l L-EP #l NewEF SR GF 2L T T AE W 158 & R A 1]
XA REATHERE, [RIULRE R8240 NC 13 KL 983 R B

% 4 7T W W& %% RF %} MH-EF. MH-EEF #I
BPN-ER HVELBRR 2B/, X L-EP #l NewEF £
YRR R AR K. AT IR0 RE 38 KA TAEX %
FEFR RS N, (2 MH-EF. MH-EEF A1 BPN-ER
PP L) AL A S AR AR T DX [A) sl s 1) DX 1] P A X
Al g YR T FE Re B O ER T SR, AN R 2 R IR A )
WERZE. Bk, % RF #Zmi/h. 1 L-EP #l NewEF 7E4E
PR FE R 78 0 5 e TARRMAL S R RA K, REF HREHE—
SR TAEA B o RL4R. Rk, L-EP Al NewEF &y:#
AIRALARR R RE 88 K00 2 A5 0r

M 5 W W W S% RS 4 MH-EF. MH-EEF #
BPN-ER HVEA SR e, X L-EP 1 NewEF
EAWBR R K. L-EP F1 NewEF 535 1 2198 3 b
& RS MKW EWT. /P RFE QT RS KW H %
R 50, RS BR/NE A PR R im. R ACR I T AE
AL AT A E) X R) 25 9 55 W YR L R B, IR b g v 45 SRR
At RS % MH-EF., MH-EEF 1 BPN-ER 5 4% 4% %
) 535 0. L-EP fl NewEF S0 4 AL 3% 1 b 78 3
e TAER I ek R R, L& X (11) BioR, RS
BORRRAE P BERE C 2K, K (1) 1 &Y co ¢ X pj
& Y hearp, Bk ro,ri) MEALAZ N Wik, L-EP Fl
NewEF (WAL RS B3GR T 20k

*2 REDNRE R
Table 2  The summary of experimental results
Set MH-EF MH-EEF BPN-ER L-EP NewEF
num avg num avg num avg num avg num avg
J32 5 0.003 41 0.063 110 0.059 421 0.275 433 0.282
J62 0 0.000 31 0.030 65 0.029 679 0.762 691 0.782
* 3  MESHNC X FIRLBRER R
Table 3  The impact of NC on the performance of algorithms
Set NG MH-EF MH-EEF BPN-ER L-EP NewEF
num avg num avg num avg num avg num avg
1.5 9.1E-4 13 0.040 27 0.033 37 0.081 40 0.084
J32 1.8 0.009 15 0.059 42 0.074 140 0.341 142 0.347
2.1 0.000 13 0.090 41 0.070 244 0.403 251 0.415
1.5 0.000 7 0.011 15 0.020 72 0.312 76 0.328
J62 1.8 0.000 12 0.046 22 0.030 209 0.693 213 0.720
2.1 0.000 12 0.033 28 0.035 398 1.282 402 1.298
#4  MESH REF X HELRSCR 0
Table 4 The impact of RF on the performance of algorithms
Set RF MH-EF MH-EEF BPN-ER L-EP NewEF
num avg num avg num avg num avg num avg
0.25 5 0.013 26 0.137 51 0.106 5 0.008 8 0.014
132 0.5 0 0.000 12 0.109 32 0.071 34 0.047 35 0.049
0.75 0 0.000 0.006 24 0.056 146 0.333 148 0.337
1.0 0 0.000 0.000 3 0.002 236 0.711 242 0.728
0.25 0 0.000 28 0.108 42 0.081 0 0.000 3 0.003
762 0.5 0 0.000 0 0.000 15 0.020 39 0.102 40 0.111
0.75 0 0.000 1 0.003 0.014 198 0.805 204 0.839
1.0 0 0.000 2 0.008 0.000 442 2.141 444 2.175
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A 2 ATLFH L R 458 1) BPN-ER Fll NewEF e T4
FAEREE R T A DLSEI B AN, 7R3 2, BEXE J32 (J62) —4
AR 1 5, BPN-ER Al NewEF S JEX} 543 (756) I TAE K
AIAT X AT T 2098k, 1% 6 £ BPN-ER+NewEF &5
L RILNE 544 (757) TULAE AT X AT T 2098, e tkn] I
PIRTSLVE ) L AMET; 2) NC. RF. RS %} BPN-ER+NewEF
VRO EVEME AR I 5 5 X e S H O NewEF S (11540
H—E JER TR 4 R NewEF 47545 2

LY RAL IR IFAEA ] P AR R AME AT R, W R AR
AR/ VRN — VB AT ) R 25 [R) 3R AR Lk, U S 409805
V1) i) S0 3 UK R 49 RAG 3R B3, 13 DA H o R L BT BT 1
Zypgr=r. sEs s, ARSCHE— BT T 5e 31 BPN-ER #
NewEF JR&8E, MfEWT:

Bk 2. BEELME

#iE1k: adjusted = false;

DO

{adjusted = false;

For Sifp%Y6ir € R

{#47 BPN-ER L dALFESHE, iR A

nATIX [AIFRAF L) 98, & adjusted = true;

PAT NewEF LY s E 502, 05 TAER]

TR R Z00K, & adjusted = true;

W adjusted = true, kT R 27 oK 94 25 3¢

TR AL,

‘While(adjusted).

PAT UL IR A LSS S0 45 R ink 7 Fron. G4
SRR HIRA LA A RIS AT RO I st

3.3 YREFBEHEIEAEKE RCPSP HHIRIKEA

& SCHk [20] 0 B B A SR A% PSPLIB o I S5 491
J309-2. SM U A SC L oL G SV AE R AR B 1) R R AT
PN . 25 R IR PR, X AR IR B Y
o Ay SRR 3% S AT A A B R v 0 I FH e o AR

SCHR [20] AR A S AR R 1) & TAEM IR
W) 1, to, -, oy 2) R TARRARIER R 0-1 B HE vy, ,
WER AR & f02% (Bt s) T 00F 5 #U7, Wy =1, 7
M iy = 0. 3 v R dy 53590k N AR SCE AL 3 S 4
UAE & 1A B S TR LG I (AR B i 5 )BT I, (4, 5) € H ARER L
1E & H¥: (BifLih) PLseT T8 5 $4T, UB i H T KL,
TURT CASR FH CA T 3 R R FH 240 SR A 47 &5 R T A BB 8 f A% 1
2R

Bk 3. ETHRGBIREI LI

S 1. I RERSE R ERHELE ¢y, ta, -+, tn
METHR, ri<ti<dj—pi;,i=1,2,--- ,n.

#5  WESH RS W EELREOR I

Table 5 The impact of RS on the performance of algorithms
Set RS MH-EF MH-EEF BPN-ER L-EP NewEF
num avg num avg num avg num avg num avg
0.2 4 0.012 10 0.063 16 0.040 417 1.097 420 1.109
J32 0.5 0 0.000 8 0.029 39 0.075 4 0.004 12 0.018
0.7 1 0.001 10 0.069 38 0.089 0 0.000 1 0.001
1.0 0 0.000 13 0.091 17 0.030 0 0.000 0 0.000
0.2 0 0.000 16 0.059 25 0.044 678 3.048 687 3.123
362 0.5 0 0.000 12 0.054 25 0.043 1 9.9E—4 4 0.006
0.7 0 0.000 3 0.007 12 0.024 0 0.000 0 0.000
1.0 0 0.000 0 0.000 3 0.003 0 0.000 0 0.000
*6 MBS BPN-ER + NewEF — V321741 3CR 1 21
Table 6 The impacts of NC, RF and RS on the performance of one running of BPN-ER 4+ NewEF
Set NG BPN-ER + NewEF RF BPN-ER + NewEF RS BPN-ER + NewEF
num avg num avg num avg
1.5 68 0.117 0.25 59 0.123 0.2 436 1.152
132 1.8 184 0.423 0.5 68 0.121 0.5 51 0.093
2.1 292 0.484 0.75 172 0.392 0.7 40 0.091
1.0 245 0.730 1.0 17 0.030
1.5 91 0.350 0.25 46 0.087 0.2 713 3.169
J62 1.8 236 0.752 0.5 55 0.132 0.5 29 0.051
2.1 430 1.334 0.75 212 0.853 0.7 12 0.024
1.0 444 2.175 1.0 3 0.003
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1) X V(i,5) ¢ H*, WA r; + pi +p; > dj, WEAETH
PR BN T5T UB AT gy = 0. W (5, 5) MK
Ase TR PO g0 = 1.

2) %I V(i,7) ¢ H*, WHRAEDH M4 B hds it e R
I (i, 5) i M B RSBk R KRR T UB, WA H AR ek
AN TAET UB WAATIEST yiy = 0. TR (4, 5) MBI
AR, Wy = 1.

3) XFV(i,5) ¢ H*, WRLETH M4 B btk R
WK (4,7) Ja MUBUARAEAE RE B v AT i, WIAEATAR B A o8 B0
T45T UB MITTATIET iy = 0. WR (4, 5) MIBAHA TR
X, M) g5 = 1.

NS 3 R RE X B M AT AL, T LS B 7 10 A
fER: 1) BHEAM S — AN A T/ T TR0, A
T SR 2t (2.4) XM LR R R0 2) fiE—
A I AR, AR AR Fg JRASS.

DU BASER J309-2.SM (1R A, S50 3
FERIVER. 526 J309.2.9M W& # 142 XA TAE, 96
AN/ IR TAEES, B P a5 1024 Mg, Hp
992 I~ 0-1 A% fe, 31486 MR, SZHH W cplex 11.2 %)
PO SRAR 2 K, 55 1 IR AT UGB R BT SR A, 2 R-T;
2 RN FHSE 3 G FE A R AT AL B S PSR A, A
R-TT. S50 P R B A SR A R AR B LR R[]

1) ti,i =1,--- ,n L NIARE. N NewEF 837 i
B TAEN iy di, 75, di {HANER 8 7R,

2) SR 3 AR R LA B E 47 SRR TAERIE
SEMF, s> 94 A 0-1 A8t 47 MEAERA R (2.4) XY
IR

3) I cplex 11.2 %F 2 AMRAEIUEAT SRR, SR ff L A2 b 44
IR ZE MW 9 Fos.

9 B R, BALAKAEHE D NewEF [ HEHE 25
TR BB A R T A B FE e a] DA S O Sk s
1T RE.

4 hit

LA R 8 R SRR VA B T L) — AT 2T B, AR R AR
ElE) i FEAE DSP ARG iz . ARELT S, X CuSP
(10 240 A% 78 PELAR B N FTRIE 5 S0 DR M, e R A, AR S X
CuSP $ethh—Fh & & LA PL 56 R R AN LAF [ TR
IS 18], 5 e F I 8] XTI 0 TR A SRR R S0 AR AT S 45
R, ATLAAHH DL R 4h i

1) BEXHIAR R A, A SRR 2 AL H SR AE B AR 2
ROR BT BT AR AL AR

2) BrAAEAT A R AL R I R AT LA BPN-ER 5%
SCBUE AN, P 45 A RUR BT

3) BIHIELE RF BOK. RS BUNNRBLIARLF 02 R

T ESHONR A LSRR
Table 7 The impacts of NC, RF and RS on the performance of hybrid algorithm

Set NG Hybrid algorithm RF Hybrid algorithm RS Hybrid algorithm

num avg num avg num avg

1.5 106 0.447 0.25 137 1.000 0.2 524 1.759

332 1.8 271 0.997 0.5 141 0.766 0.5 138 0.943
2.1 404 1.106 0.75 229 0.832 0.7 86 0.464

1.0 274 0.802 1.0 33 0.233

1.5 125 0.623 0.25 196 1.058 0.2 822 3.740

J62 1.8 331 1.155 0.5 126 0.654 0.5 144 0.997
2.1 587 2.022 0.75 260 1.108 0.7 73 0.319

1.0 461 2.248 1.0 4 0.011

%8 RSN J309.2.5M i TAEW i, dy, 1, d) 1
Table 8 The values of r;, d;, r}, d; in instance J309_2.SM

I3 i d; rl d, I3 i d; . d, i I d; . d,
1 0 49 0 30 12 12 65 19 59 23 32 89 39 89
2 0 78 7 7 13 16 69 23 69 24 26 86 33 86
3 0 76 0 37 14 20 75 27 75 25 34 90 41 90
4 0 56 7 48 15 26 81 33 81 26 40 90 47 90
5 7 60 14 52 16 16 75 23 75 27 32 86 39 86
6 7 67 16 67 17 16 84 23 84 28 8 86 16 86
7 11 61 18 53 18 7 86 7 86 29 41 94 49 94
8 7 80 7 80 19 26 86 33 86 30 14 94 22 94
9 17 73 26 73 20 25 84 34 84 31 33 94 40 94
10 23 75 32 75 21 11 86 18 86 32 45 94 53 94

11 7 85 7 50 22 34 90 43 90
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FERCR, X025k i RCPSP RATRCK I ).

®9 AEHE 3 W REERMECR I Z
Table 9 The comparison of performances of two runs
R-I R-IT
AL 1 ASTIAT AR AL 2 1T R 4945 0
RAFHE 1 A AATARIN SEIZ AT IR ) (s) 413.18 15.87
A 1 ADTATAIN H b b8 i 94 94
BRAF BRI 2R 7 5L 80924 939
PAF AR I SIS AT I 1] 4854.95 57.52
AR H b R H 92 92
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