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#  E: HRARI(AL planning) H AR, RALF ARG AN ETE5 L, £5 ﬁﬂli’Vﬁ‘f‘Kfﬁ] do L] % g
4’?ﬂkiﬂ v FERRE . B ASIEALR A BT MRAE SR F. 4E fu’é?ﬁ%%” Z RARI R 7)) 5690
K RIEA B ARES, XA B AF—AAAR A A2 B AR(hard goal). K&, ﬁy+ﬁﬂﬁ¢ KRB E EFFRARLL
'7’%%% BARABRZ R Y A7) = £ RN, TFFELORE, o TRBRERTHRE. b, &LmiT
(AR B A7 soft goal)dIMEA RIE M A, 5 B ARMR, Bk 2T A d 6. KL, @844 R T
BRENRS, MAH NIRRT FE. WA AT 82T ARERERE, EARBRES O R AE,
BP RAF ALK b AR 4 ZBEAR K. Rl T — AP R R B ARAT 09 & AR 77 &, 0 R AR dd R A A 2 L%
(classical planning)###! 49 —= 4, F#1H SMT (satisfiability modulo theories)K f# 5125 % 18 S A & 2 1) ) AP
KFE, Km 2y @ MR Rdr &, AR B RM fde. ZH RIS ET: —F @, AT E LR R TR
W, E—EEELERIEEGKREZN,; F—F @, AEARINA &G 2RPR FE it/ fkﬁ% 7 TSR 42 %‘)"ﬂ é’J
MR Fok, TH RMEGR. KRR PG R REAY, E7 & ERANXNMAZ 7 @EARS, LELE
18] S AR 4T 2L 1A) T RAR AR 2 69 L.
G A ARALK]; B B ARAT SMT
¢@$ﬁ§qmmg
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Abstract: Al planning, or planning for short, is an important branch of AI and widely applied in many fields, e.g., job shop scheduling,
transportation scheduling, robot motion planning, aerospace mission planning, etc. A plan (a sequence of actions) must achieve all goals
eventually in traditional planning, where such goals are called hard goals. Nevertheless, in many practical problems, the key focus is not
only on the realization of goals as soon as possible and the reduction of the cost of plans as low as possible, but also on other factors, e.g.,
resource consumption or time constraint. To this end, the concept of simple preference which is also called soft goals is introduced. In
contrast to hard goals, a simple preference is allowed to be violated by a plan. In essence, simple preferences are used to measure the
quality of plans, without affecting the existence of plans. Current research on simple preferences makes less progress and the quality of
plans are often unsatisfactory. This study proposes an efficient approach for solving simple preferences which are modeled as a part of
classical planning models. Moreover, SMT (satisfiability modulo theories) solver is employed to recognize the mutual exclusion relations
among simple preferences for the purpose of preference reduction, relieving the burden of planers. The major advantages of this approach
lie in: on one hand, the state space is largely reduced due to the pre-tailoring of simple preferences, and on the other hand, the existing fast
planners can be utilized and there is no need to design specialized planning algorithm. The experimental results on benchmarks show that
the proposed approach has sound performance in improving the quality of plans, especially suited for the situation where simple
preferences are not independent of each other.

Key words: Al planning; simple preference; SMT

BRI (AL planning)!"], R FR LR, =2 A LB BEAR I — DB 50 3. — Bk, k) i SR
VIEIRES . HARSEFIMEER L. MR AR I 2 A AR AR A ST H bR 4R, 7028 78 24 SR 2% A1 (1) B 161
T, ZRa e Bl BARENSIERA, RIRIE. MRS SUsE AT Z N, LT ZEmAE IR EE . Pt
B EE . HLAS N VE R DL BT R AT 55 JK 45

R B bR 3 2 A 0l H bR (hard goal) 14K H Ax(soft goal) B FH IS Hig AL A0S DL B bR, M5 4 W2
AP RESCIL H AR, B, AL RIAE E AR G — 2 0, LR E AR T S PR A G T A
5. BH bR S E AR AR ZATE T RIS R E b, SIS R . Hemilhi, W E A
T BRI AR T B AR S, AN 23 R M LRI AR T A7 AT, BUIRALAS A9 7 1) BRI A8 0 200 58 1™ b 13 IR 55,
[ I PR 4 AR S B AT A AR, AN AL TH v 4 S R AT SR i o7, R St D i KA T BT i A 22, R
A5 A N BIAT VE B EE 5 PDDL (planning domain definition language)7E 34 3.0 A 51N T “fhi 4" HIME &,
K Preference SR8 X, o (¥ 1) B 4 S B bt 2 w5 4G SRR I K H A, 25 e 0 SEBLm AT, WU AE R
YV 6% T4 b 8 A AR, AT AT R Kl A ) . A e A 8 AN o o B R S, (H 2 30T B e ) s
I e O BB AR (B AN T 2 Al /N BB/ I i AP 21 . B B k1 5% 9§ IPC (Int’] planning competition) i &[] 4%
I0 TR A 1R SETE, ATAS O A IR AT SUAR B T RS OCTE.

AR, AW UT I 5 IN SR T R A T A AR G bR V. FERITAFAE S LT, SEIUAE H AR S AR ) 5 IR
FARI R A — B L R, IR R I AR 5 AR U 2 75 ST . I (19 e I A8 IO A2 7 B0 4 ) 510 5 R 4R e 488
B 2 TV B AL . XA 2 T — AN A AR A 1] R, 3K P 7 S 35 A B 22 47 11 [) B (R R A ) B0 4 e 1 4.
AR B SR AR T O AT T s O RN v, R BRARE . e R I SR REAT AT SRS 2 T 1 R 4T
A Yt ol 28 BB K (classical planning) 889 v A F DA B0 K1 25 3847 5K it

ASCE 1 RN GRS TAE. 55 2 715 [ 85 0 R B 87 5 def AH DG ) B A E . 55 3 I RIER 4 50y
SO 24 o] 3 L AR e R T 4 ) v R 1T B U T R U RIS AR i 7 0. B S T Il R o S U AR S T AR
JPVERIATAT PR A . B E A AR DL, FERT R R T RE I 9T T AT DA R

1 HXARIME

Wil PDDL3.0 W 5 8T 3 P KM 2 —, BRI AR T e X, ZER NHIARIRAS Hh R Bl
LORAS PRSP 5 759 2 — 2 BRI, 511 PDDL 3.0 5& L1 4F A (at-end ¢).(always @) (sometime ¢). (at-most-
once @) (sometime-before gpw). (sometime-after py)=5, A, ofll yly i H A X, X LF 1E LR K 5
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PR, B4 B X, f(at-end @) N R A GEST, (at-most-once @) 7 o £ R BETE — AN IR B A 4 1 BT,
(sometime-before @w)F 7~ b AE @2 BT AL, i i (at-end @)t FR 17 500 4 BR IR H AR, AS SCEF X 7 B4 47 300 4T
WFE. A T kSR IRE, J5 S0 4 — KM I AF SR AR R H .

Baier 25 A\ MAHURINTE 35 AT R SVE X P A A BEREIR T e BRI R AH OC T4, IREE T2 B AE PEE S 1R H
TR G A0 ) A il & vh, SR SO R e SE LM R 8, 0 o SR W] e g SRR (0 2 b o s
S, L S IR AR R R P R A RT AE PSR O, W0 PDDL 3.0 4T AT DUR H Ze ER P I LTL 197464
iR, Son & NI T —Fh A BIRIE 5 PP g SUAFY, Fe iRk 2 i i LB D B0 56 2, 3 e LAt g f AR AR
ANEEH. PP A (1) 3R A R & 5 G FEHE 22 (0] 25 2L 20 B (answer set programming)SEHL. 3 F v () e s A2 AT
oA, B I A E b HER) PDDL B2, Baier % A9 J& T TLPlan MURIZS, &t T —2mld & HME K
ST, SRS FRE HPlan-P, 7E55 5 i IPC M43 T ANEE I st SCHR[6]i 3§ ¢ PDDL3.0, fH 3437
FF HTN (hierarchical task networks)#fiid (i i B 2K, 4t T —Fb 73 SCBR S50 B — R A1 A R A HE R AL
ZJ7IRAE THZTY B T SHOP2 MikI#%, JE A T HTNPlan-P MUKI%. 36T HTN HE S0 MK J7 A0 F & T
FRTURLR TV, R AT A SR B 51 AR, B, O SR B0 1 i 47 AR 4 B — 2 3.

Wright 55 A4 T —Fl 2 T I8 2 18 10 O 1f SR vk, JLREAR TR AL Wl i o i p @ i A, A
O] LU AT IR A ML, S5 ek S MLAG T 25 RE RS 4 ) o 20 SR R B AR 70 A Sl 5 T AR g A 8,
PR IE R 2 R, ANAELE AP B2 B8, Percassi 25 A3 T —Fh w4 g i 05 461, 5 Sc k(7100
AR ZAAE T T A M w5 45 g BB, T2 B 2% PDDL3.0 & SCIKRF & i 42 H % I 4 5 55
2, A A o B DA RN B R AAMR Bh AE ROR . Dy VA SR R T T SCHR[7], (AR ML (M SR IA Be ) Jr
TG TGk, SCHR[91ET % PDDL3.0 ¥l £ T SRR S50v, R 4 Bl s SCIR) a8 il 3 s 2 TR 2 I i 0. 4R,
IR AR AH TSR AR B AN R s, SRR bR R E A SR AR AT A O J T I ) K e R B AR Y
SR, A GAL SR b s O 52 TTAS. A T AR YL i) 8L, IS0 N 03 SCT 3 iR e 2 Bk ORI
firi% (additive heuristic)[I#E), 454 EVMDD (edge-valued multi-valued decision diagrams)F A, 5 4 &2t sk
Y. H AT, AT 2 RIS L/ER T SMT (satisfiability modulo theories)h A, {H J& 5 A 7F 20
Tl o sfe f U s L AR Rl 1 U2, A 28 S O F B2 1L 1) SMIT vk,

2 ARER
2.1 iBiRZiE

1A S AR oy U I SR B R T RIS, a DU T R R . & VAR RES, C N

HES, HIEHE NI E W

ex=clx g::=p(ey,....e,)| Pl P1AP|Tx: @,
Hr, ce C HMEH &, xe V MR R, ¢ Fl x H T I e, pley,....e,) HIE, p ZEIHFIMLTR, el,....e, E1H
K13 ey, ... e, £E 15 il 7 H B0 I3 AN BR ). True. false FIFLAM B HHERAE TV “=7 “” VR Ll ¢ 5 X
MEABAETT T, B, g1vhr=—(d1A02), 1 0:==01V P2, §130:=(91>P)A($r—>¢1), Tx:p=Vx:mg. KR I
M 5 OG8RI RR AU I, AL I S O AN s S, AL U O A A AR R TR AR h 1 1)
I, £55 Pred(9)Rm o LB R B RR, £5'5 ¢ 1EN ey,....e, M4 E.

L oV—>C HABEIHEENIYY, R RENIUE. 48 B AEIES P 50, B Z W] EEE
SO SE.

*  (Peonsi O)[c]=¢ (Poonsss 0)[x]=0(x).

*  (Peonss O)Fp(ers....en) iff p(Peonss @)[e1]- ., (Peonsi; O)[€a])E Peonsi-

o (PoonsiO)F— @ iff not (Pepps, O)F @.

*  (Peonsty OVF P1AP2 A (Poonss, O)F @1 and (Popss, O)F @3

o (Poonsi»0)FETx: @ iff there exists ce C such that (P,,,,0)F @(c/x).
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AR U T I8 00 T AL ) A S T I, R T R A el B D A B, A ) AR Sy T SE
AR SR I T 1 2R s R R ) e (0 SRR A, R BRI R e A Y (A PR, AT RO 4 2 3 T R
AR . Bk, TR A SRR R VF I A AR, B 0=0. (Pws»D)E @I i 5 N Py 9.

2.2 x| B RE

AT RS G RN 0] 7 L R 7 B 4 PR T XA e S, VR A JiE 282 3 71 1 B AR A

ENX 1(Z MR, — DL MR ) B (classical planning problem) P& — MU ITCH(P,A,LHG), Heh, Pt H
PR 1) =5 92 (fluent) B2 &0 R B IR 3 TR 7R ; A 2B BRINEIESR & IcP —VIIGIRE, HGeP 2l Hirdi & P
1A WK g o) B3R (domain), L2 AH [F] i) AR ) AN [) LR 1) JEASCAE 1R HG A7 JITIX 3, 1R HG R Ay Tl f 552
ffil(instance). P " PTERES W M2 h $=2F, W, HAIRE seS T8 & o i i, 75 A i S B
(closed world assumption), Bl M2 HBLAE s B 0 E AR 1or. 45 @ IRA seP AEisE p(é)e P, sii L p(¢) X4
HALY sEp©), silife —p@) M HALY s E—p(C) . & P ITHEAERRN Lits(P)=PU{—p(c)| p()e P}, s i
TS LeLits(P) 4 AU X TAER ((©)e L, sEIE) . A T J7ERGE, A% 30 H2 K H LRI i) 8 4 A8 22 il &)
i) 7.

T RANBIME acd, a=(pre(a),eff(a),cost(a)). pre(a)Lists(P)BFR AN AT B 51, BWHE RA Lk AL
pre()W, a AAWSPAT. effla)ZERCR, H—RFIKZMHRRA K, &N eff (a) = {cond, > I(C) |i=1,...,n},
Hh, cond, ZEHIE# A, 1(G)e Lits(P), ne N FAFRRNE L. a PATEE WG, 4 cond; L, W 1(C) &
NE, R LE)AE LIRS MEAG. # cond=true, cond, > () W45 N L(G). cost(a)e NIE5 a MR
FIERUE, HA SR o PATIITEY. 7728 B AE, MR O SRS AR B A 4] & 4.

WHARE seS Wik pre(a), WEEIE a £ s FRATHATIN. 2 N a £ s FTHATHER, & LH s'=
s\ {p(©)| (cond > —p(&)) € eff (a),s = cond} U {p(¢) | (cond > p(¢)) € eff (a),s E cond} , K app(s,a)=s"F~. B
7=ay,....a) NEANEIF A, 2 TR L b A SR IR Z R, B cost(m) = )" cost(a,). 4T R, i HAT
rEIERPRAW L HG, W app(...app(Lay)...,a,)FHG, Wk it P RLRIE. i e B, MESRE s ik,
PAT B2 E P51 22 IE KPR E R app(s, 7).

EX 2B ERIF). 42— MR R B P=(P.4,LHG), 7L HY e R migES SP, KRBt
FhIHAEEAN, HAXP A w0 QAR 7. X8 ] AU AR R 17 A7 17 SR e 4 (%) R0 K i . A3 A TR
U speSP #ex R —MEDIBUE penalty(sp)e N. Bk P HI—NRIE, #IIE D€ XN penalty(m)=
prespﬂnmpp([’”)ﬁppenalty(sp). FI ) i P T R 8 SR P TR RN AR ] L R A 4, BP quality(m)=cost(x)+penalty( 7).
WERAELE L quality() /N HAB KRR, WIFR 720 e AR,

& v I 88 IO ) e A7 A T e AR AR 0 A T R AR e A X VR O T S, T A T AL T S 4 T R
SIPAT BB AE (58 SORE H BRI BIIERR SN, BEMBNE RS, BRI 5 295 =3 Z VBT A AN e ok it
B, AR SCJE 823K FH i 1 i A 87 51 4

Bl L&) 18] R 2545]): SR 5 1) i (traveling and purchase problem, TPP) & 28 # i 47 7 1) @ i) — /N 48 Rk
K1 PR, SEAFMENTmES . AFCENES ULART A R MES, Kb, SMlignaes s
PR, A BRAP SR S, TPP U Bbn 2 MORARE 8 . Fa@ MM oh, IR T Re i /IMb B i At
A LAY, 3R 1 45—/ G (% TPP Il B H AR e . X L5 % PDDL H il A fsh 1 S5 it ik Jy
3 FH LS PRI AR T, ZIEES R AER S A AR N S A E . SR b, FHAES S
GIESR A T4k S S 8 S AGAT B, BB SRR IT A AR R BN 1, AT E AR BB RS A BOCR. W H
FRILE T 1 b goodss A0 P I B, IR IF 00 35 & goodsy F1 goodssy AFAiti 10 A g v IR Bl i DA B — 3 2 [i]
PIECR G R M T 295, [ SCT AN RS, &5 SKAS, bl sl i) — /N A RIE an F, Hoh s A, 3
18 N quality(m)=cost(r)+penalty(r)=11+4=15:
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e 3 7 ALK F & e ) SRR 4G 5 R A ik

7 = (drive(truck, ,depot,,market,), buy(truck,, goods,, market,,lelve ,level, level,level, ),

load(goods,,truck,,market,,lelve,,level, ,level ,level,),buy(truck,, goods, ,market, ,lelve, ,level, level ), level,),

load(goods, ,truck,,market,,lelve,,level, level,,level,),buy(truck,, goods,,market,,lelve,,level, level,,level,),

load(goods, ,truck,,market, ,lelve,,level, level ,level,), drive(truck, ,market,,depot,),

3103

unload(goods,,truck,,depot, lelve,level, ,level ,level,),unload (goods, truck, ,depot, lelve, level, ,level , level,),

unload (goods,,truck,,depot,,lelve,,level,,level,,level,)).

B 1 SR DL ) R
# 1 TPP Il s 4] & X
I EN ¢ X
loaded(g,1,]) R4 R g BRSO |

ready_to_load(g,m,l)

W m G R i g R |
(M % 1 = 4= B0s 1 Ak

stored(g,l) A FE AT g BN |
FER on_sale(g,m,l) TG m AR g NN 1
next(l1,1) S 15 TR 0 1SR
’ AL eI I BOE R R R R)
at(t,p) KL ¢ fEHL S p 4b
connected(p,p;) I S py B A py FEAE— SRR
drive(t, from,to)
pre(drive) = {at(t, from),connected ( from,to)} ) L
off (drive) = {—at(t, from),at(t,0)} R ¢ MBS from (TR0
cost(drive) =1
load(g,t,m,l,1,,1,,1,)
pre(load) = {at(t,m),loaded (g,t,1,), 3
ready -to - load(g,m,l,),next(l,,1,),next(l,,l;)} }\i { %ETE% e gﬁ‘m'ﬁ] g,‘
45 g HER B BT b LA 1,
eff (load) = {—loaded(g,t,1,),loaded (g,t,1,), e g WA LRI L
—ready-to-load(g,m,l,),ready-to-load(g,m,l,)}
cost(load) =1
A unload(g,t,d,l,1,,1,,1,)

pre(unload) ={at(t,d),loaded (g,t,1,),
stored(g,ly),next(l,,1,),next(l,,l;)}
eff (unload) = {—loaded(g,t,1,),loaded (g,t,1,),
—stored(g,ly),stored(g,1,)}
cost(unload) =1

R R g BETEQE d,
515 ¢ B8 g BB D 1 DN b,
SEIRAF I g MBCEd L3Ik 1

buy(t,g,m,1,,1,,1,1,)

pre(buy) ={at(t,m),on-sale(g,m,l,),
ready-to-load(g,m,l),next(l,,1,),next(l,,l;)}

eff (buy) = {—on-sale(g,m,l,),on-sale(g,m,l,),
—ready-to-load(g,m,l;),ready-to-load(g,m,l,)}

cost(buy) =1

ETT m WIH & g,
1515 g fE& AR MBR B LHIh L,
i E s g MG R LR 1
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1 TPP [a 8524 52 S (4E)
A E X

{next(l,,1,),next(l,,1,),

ready-to-load(goods,,market,,level, ), ready-to-load(goods, ,depot, ,level;),
ready-to-load(goods,, market,,level,), ready-to-load(goods, ,depot,, level,),
ready-to-load (goods,, market, ,level,), ready-to-load (goods,depot, ,level,),

IR A stored(goods,,level,)), stored(goods,,level,)), stored (goods,,level,),

loaded (goods,,truck,,level ),loaded (goods, truck,,level,),loaded (goods,, truck, level,),
connnected (depot,,market,),connnected (market, ,depot,),

on-sale(goods,,market, ,level,), on-sale(goods,,market,,level,),on-sale(goods,, market,,level,),
at(truck,,depot,)}

il HAnde & {stored(goodss,level,)}

{sp, = stored(goods,,level,),sp, = stored(goods,,level,),

sp; = stored(goods, ,level,),sp, = stored (goods, ,level,),

i b 4

sps = stored(goods,,level,) — stored(goods,,level,),sp, = stored(goods,,level,) — stored(goods,,level,)}
penalty(sp,) = penalty(sp,) =1, penalty(sp,) = penalty(sp,) = 2, penalty(sps) = penalty(sp,) = 4

3 ETF SMT B RRITFARAE

— R, BE AR ) RS A 5, AR AN B ) S BN S AT S0 A RS GV SR, A, BRI )
RRTCAR. AR, b1 T RN i) AU i 2 77 o 248 S IRAS s i 2SR, DT b e 100 8 8 A0V 1 SO0 A T A L 6
B, Bl 1 T spy K spy ATRER TSI, B [F— B2 goods, A7t (AR R ME—IK, —F 2 & H R
F. X B 1 sps YE T goods) AT EEUR RN goods, IAAEEUR IR, TR spy, spy, sps, sps FISEHL,
CMIZ R RBEIC R, MU Z, BWRE SRR B2, MRS IR & MR B 2 B, W R a4
TR A BB, AT ok 2 8 ST 4L, i 0 S0 8 v R R 255 3R R R ol At o 0 B AR A . A g 2 R A 0 3 e )
Fl SMT £ AL i if 4 &

3.1 SMTXKERFA

SMT, Hafifi e PERCHL IR, EARIEA O SR A AR o m it SRR MR o6 2055 T, Al — Mg
N 3R T R M ), JE T O L R RS, SMT SR B2 A 2 s R ) 2 o, AR Ak il
SRARUI FR P IG AR SO0 A T AR A AT St AR A, K AR (1) S o ) R T LA Ay 4 SR AT A
I 5.

SEL SMT H) e S0VE I L R AR SMT sKAkgs, AT LUK & — i@ 5 A 0wl 2 1k, B BE7E A AT
WL IS AR AR BEALRR. H AT, W SMT kigesf z31) cve4PY, Yices2?! MathSAT4?,
Boolector™ 4%, B SMT 15 5% LS AU M1 R 2 SR AT K2 i, 3K HUsR At o 40 L 25 A T UASE Tl
A B2 B I ) R . SMIT SR # th gl 48 e 3 — 2 4n 44 T Brp, BInBSsOIT £/ PEX T H(H 350
WR)PURISE B K2 TF R ) CPAchecker(BAF AR A N2, A 2 45 5@ HIHRE HE4E SMT R AE 1 17a
WEZ .

32 WIFRFREX

25 SE LRI ) SUR M IT AR A, AT SRR BARE . G5 A SMT SRS I AN AR 4 2 TR o< 2R, 9
AP 5 SR AR AR A A 0 AN 0 i e 20 A, DT I 280 4 ik O 7 50 P 0L AN i 47 Dk 3 2 SCHEAT W il A2
PEHE1FAS BB 8 (R 7 D% R A5 R, I TF ZEAE R ) 828 2 i A0 AR B R EAT . Rk, T R 24
TR ) 8 SRR RN L0 o1, FR AR 2 28

EX 3K NIB). 455 W iR 18] S P=(P,4,1,HG,SP). HiA AL static(P)E 4645 R F v Z A8 {4
RN AR 18 1] H AR A, B static(P) = {p(¢)|for all ae A and cee eff (a): ce = cond > I(C,) and p(&,) # I(¢,) and
p(©@) #—l(@)} (MR EBHIE XL, ——p=p). RZ, BEEELAIMZ AT NENEZ A dynamic(P)=P\static(P).
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WAL, IAEAE—FRe sk A B, H TR — R 2 AR RS FACE —MEE AL, e iiids p, & FX
fH ST, WARIZIN p ME—PE A B, PR T E ME— A BE R unique(P):
VX Xy Viseoos Vp © P(psces Xyps Viseoes Vn) = T3V Vi S #E V) A A Dy # Vg A PR Xy Veees Vi) -
AR, P=static(P)udynamic(P), H _Fi& 3 Pl 2 BEI) 0] 0 o ) MR B R AT B VR A A A9 2. B, &5 e
VIR p, ME—PENBRAETE MM N TEREIMERERELMBOR, WARAETEN p 456 F2 285 1™ A4 1) 18
WE AR, AR p g T T A 1R E R
Bl 2R AFEZB)): B 1 RIS RAR I next(l),1) 1 connect(py,p,) SEHIAL G IR A & DUR ER S A HE, T
GIHEAR S AL EATTHIEAL. at(t,p) 564k 5 I 7 5 WS BN S A B, RN BIE drive A8 T L HAH. stored(g,))%}
N —ANME— A BV g, Lstored(g, 1) ——31: 121 astored(g,l'), BRI TATE g, Fl—MZMNAAE—A 1 fH2Z Ko7,
BAE unload ¥ stored(g,l) & N E., IT¥G stored(g, )& B, —EHAESRIN NE. R, loaded(g,t,]), at(t,p), ready
to_load(g,m,l), on_sale(g,m, )37 A5 N FA) Ml — Pk 23 HE
EX ARTFHIERRR). € A i R S P=(P,4,LHG,SP), #7 X AMWUT spi.sp.e SP A
[F] IS4 S B, TIFR — 3% 2 HR KA.
SRR, R T TR e S RE RO, AFE T ek S AR T ) R AL A B I R B 40 TR AR R
T T4 R AV i 2 LR BRI 5 A i 4 R R ) R P=(P, 4, LHG,SP) }% spi,spr€ SP, WIR static(P)a
unique(P)AspiAspy N TTH 2E1, T4 spy Bl spy — BN H TR R,
EX SRIFRIKEERR). 4508 — A7 i i IR 1) @ P=(P,4,1,HG,SP), i AW spy,....sp,e SP A
FE=IE 4, B Pred(sp)N...NPred(sp,)#D, WFREANTEREERAR.
Bl 3(fR4F X F 200): WP X 4 FE X s, B 1 RS LS R/RAE T,
(1)  HJFKZR: spi M spy, sps H spy.
(2)  KUKKFR: sp1, spa, P35 SPas s, SPs-
3.3 RIFHEEZIRIT
TR I G R I BEAD b, AR SCER W T W I B2 5 AT v, &A% O SR AR RS R (] 2 o).
(1) RGHIP AR MRFES T LR RMRLET: —R2 B G AWHE R mE, 53R TSI
I, RH SMT SKARAS BB SK AR AF N 2 A 2, M BRAS TT 3 2 R0 4. K 3 AN 2eF 28 20 SON IR AE T8
W, R AR SR H bR, At RRI A SRk R AR, Nk TS VR S I e 4
2)  mEF A AR R A FR S A BRI — M A B 5 HAkH g, FRAES A NF LSRG
TERA TR, M ABMNINEABMIMEREG T RE. I TSR A, AR
P i 47 4R G v H TR 1) 90 3.
(3) iR g M i TR TR DR FR, IR T i 1 SR A EAT R 3, AR )R Tl — ARG T2
(R34 4 FLF R &
@) AwbFdl G RIS 5 P i 4R & o U U g AT A1 G, IO ARHE R AR A S & SMT KgAK
R (R ORI G AR IR IR 2 2 ) A2 T 3 A2 1.

RN

bR 2t

RIFHEASP, )

U b ) TSI —— TSI

B2 i B a 2l 5 IHE S8
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FROHHFE TR R, X BARECR. AT SRR MBPER4). Fik 1 MEVE 2 45l ER
T 4RI 23 FG AT 2H A R R
B 1 O )75 A3 GetMutexSP.
BN R BRI i) P=(P,4,LHG,SP), Lh, SP={sp\,...,sp.}
finth: R SPyue={SP,...SPy}, 3 TAER ie {1,...,m}, SP.cSP, H.J" SP=SP.
1 SPuue={{sp1},....{8Pn} }5 0lASPyutex:=SPoue;
2 while (true) /*FHADN R, EHE SPye. N AL/
3 CcOPYSP e =SPmutexs
4 while (copySPuuetD) [* T I SPouer FAFAEI LR/
5 subSP’e copySP sex;
6 COPYSP 111110 =COPYSP 1o \subSP’;
7
8
9

for subSP in SP,,, 0.
if (subSP'=subSP) /*fif4E4 B & AW LT F*/
continue;
10 end if
11 if (static(P)Aunique(P)Asp’Asp is unsat for each sp’e subSP’ and sp’e subSP) then
PR £ i AL PP T R LR
12 combSP=spUsp’;
13 SP utex:=SP e\ JcombSP;
14 SP tex:=SP e \sp\sp’;
15 break;
16 end if
17 end for

18  end while

19 if (SPyusex=01dSP ex) then  /*FIW 45 B TE R %/

20 break;

21  endif

22 0ldSP e =SP nusexs

23 end while

24 return SP,,,ex:

Bk 2. fiF A G IEFR SelectSP.

BN i IR )8 P=(P,A,LHG,SP), TLJT MU 8145 SPourex={SP1,....SPy}, WIE 4 th 14 e 4 20 5 4%

R k.

fth: fwdr A5 51T SPop = {(SP,,
n:=0; /*miFHEES ﬁ“ﬁ(*/

2 penaltySP,, .= {penalty(SP,),...,penalty(SP,)};

3 penaltySP, = {penalty(spf),...,penalty(spl’sm) | sp;. € SP,1< j <| SP |, penalty(sp])

}, WTAEE ie{l,...,k}, SP,, CSP

opt, opt;

is ranked in descending order;
4 bound = Zlm:] penalty(sp}) ; /Y EHIUR R I K A/
5 sumPenalty[m+1][bound+1]‘=1{0}}; /24 T ik T P i 4 () A S 1S 35/
SPopl = {Sl)npt] = @ @}

optk =

© PHEBEEEAFFGIT bt/ www. jos. org. cn
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7 while (n<k)
for (i:=1; i<m; i++)
for (j:=1; j<bound, j++)

10 if (Vpenalty(sp)e penalty(SP;):j<penalty(sp)) then

11 sumPenalty|i][jl1=sumPenalty[i][j-1];

12 else

13 sumPenalty[i][ j]:= max(sumPenalty[i —1][ j1, j = penalty(sp})?

sumPenalty[i —11[ j — penalty(sp)] + penalty(sp}):0,..., j = penally(sp‘[sm)?
sumPenalty[i —1][ j —penalty(sp“'sm)] + penalty(spl"sm) :0);

14 end if
15 end for
16 end for

17 for (i:=m, j:=bound; i=0; i——)
18 if (sumPenalty[i][j]=sumPenalty[i—1][j]) then
19 continue;

20 else if ( for some r: j — penalty(sp.) = 0 & & sumPenalty[i][ j]1= sumPenalty[i —1][ j — penalty(sp.)]+
penalty(spl) ) then

21 P, =SP,,. I}

22 j = j— penalty(sp}) ;

23 end if

24 end for

25 i (Ayesp, 5P Astatic(P) aunique(P) is sat ) then /SR B ORI C R I - 41 5/
26 nt++;

27 SPopt = SPopt U SR)pt,,ﬂ ;

28  end if

29  bound—;

30 end while

31 return SP,;

SV 1 BN R A B B R ) 8 P=(P,A,LHG,SP), TEiL SMT 3R Af 4% tRU A A [R] i 4F 0 B 5% &, i O
JFMIF A SPouiex={SP1,..,SPy}, TRUE SPoyer 7 SR UF S A SP BIRNGY, HSP s B TG EE BT A i I 10
SUVRIOHESE 32 B 2 IG5 SMEEIRFI N 2GR, 58 1 ATHIUA SPuer, R — N4 0ldSP e 1T
K E— AN ETE IR IEACKT SP e WIRIME DL, B AN A2 T BE AN AL 3 2-23 17 WAMEHH, Y
SPuex N FEAALIN ($ B A B mOBEHEIR (G 19-2147), FRIEL W, XS 0ldSPyex TR SPyuex(35 22 47),
BT —RIEAR. 5B 418 4T AN EMEIR, H IEE LN SP e AT XIS, G 3 SPoex PAEAE I E R MUF A
TE N JETRFR T AR Z AT (S 34T), T8 SUMIEA copySP e HWIRAEN SP ey H TTEWNZTEH 5 SP e TG F HIH
. BN R BRI copySP e T —ATCER (G 5-61T), KK SPyue: P IIFTAH JCE HLA(BE 7-171T), H
2 copySPoyres N . 45 cOpYSP e T HITCE Y SPoyee THIFECE WL T FCEE 11 17), WA W ICRCE
12-14 17), AT T — RN ZTEHIEA.

S 1 5 10 LR AN U BB B SP s TE R 5095 2 BB\ T I LU A AN 8] O A AL A5 PO A AR, 5956 2 St i &
MR AL G, o, ke AR RECE S8, AR S WE. FE 2 U598 SMT KR I% £ B e LAt
G, AN T BRI, 35 2% B R0% ) R, kAW B AR /N R 25 2% S8 im0 SR A 7 o 1m0 m) W & A0

SEFEAAFIEAEIT  http:/ Wwww. jos. org. cn




3108 BAEFIR 2023 FE 34 5E T H

K. BT 6 ITWAES REERYIG, BF: HEEE o MWAIHELCEE 1 AT); B 7 4 A A N 7% 3 (8
penaltySP e, WWIEWCE 2-317), HHRIE THE M P HES); WS WG 3 K& ST bound N 54N B I 48
HICEP R KR E S E RIS 4 1T); —4e$0 sumPenalty[m+1][bound+11H T 3 1 F2 2 175 1) I 45 48 51
EIEPECE 5AT); 3 6 TR L AT R IF 5 SP,y. 35 7-30 A7 WS 2 0 EMRER, kAR &
—HIESHEZ TN T2 T bound (WU, HET SMT AW ZA & &E 2, WILIHE » Al SP,,(58
25-28 AT). fRUFAA PRI T UL T w47 40 & SE LB AT BB, ST 2 I IR 47 21 & — B A S s R iR 58 4
SEPL, Horb ) P E B I R e RIS ST 5 8—16 4T MBI AR, 1F bound WL T SR i
WA MEIERMNR. W0 REE A TCE, TR E I A e e 30T W i 1 4E
SE S KT T 4 F STE AR IR, W9 A8 S (E AR PR (BB 10-11 4T), 4R&: FykiEAR; 750, 76 W1 Ok 5 0 fm i 20
G A& T M EA b, BRI Onh L 1R 78 S0 00 b 88 01 J8 R/ T 45 T 70 4 A (A R 1) BB K SR O T kAR
PIBERCEE 12—-13 4T). 55 17-24 A7 A0 55 U0 78 T 8 5 A7 52 B ade 488 1190 Al F 20 45

Bl 4 FE T E M) e 1 XHRI L R P8 1, W spsy VB N BRI H AR TE T S B,
DK H LB, DU, IR MR ITFEE A N (sp1,5p3.SDaSpsssps}. WG ARG, PATH L 1. Hyk 1 & W EE
FRVSE, 35 1 URARER AR50 TR 08 07 ({51} spauspa) sps) fspeb s 85 2 URARFR 1500 105 G S £ A 1
Ay, SRR, B, BSEE G RS SEE 2, 91 IRTEIR G B AR U 4164 {sp1,sp3.sps.spe s (T I 7
TR 1), 25 2 IRPGIRAS 2R IF 205 {sps,sps.spe s (MEFIE ST RN 10), 28 3 IRIGIAAH 2 MM IF4H & M
{sp4,sps,spe s (IFAEST RN 10). BT k=3, Hik 2 &k, 35 k=1, B3FWEFA G AEE 2 28 1 IR R 5
H {sp1,sp3,5ps,5pes. A7 k=2, P30 I 20 & R 503 2 28 2 IRAEIR % H {sps,sps.spey. P41 & A3
BUHAE, DAY =3 0, B0 MTHEA SRR ES. HIbal W 2 & B8 CR, R4 A 1T R
PERR. AR, BEAE K (ERIIN, STV TS R bl 2 3K

4 FERRIFIMKIRERIDT A

2006 4E, 55 5 Jm IPC 2875 T SRR U (6 & TS5 5, 300 VF 2 (i lf I 4%, W1 SGPlan®®l, OPTICP),
MIPS-X XL R, 41X i 4 (0 5 S 0F 5 300 FE 284G, 5 i 0 G R T L A0 S e /. 2 i 0 v 30 9
BT RKEMRIE, S8R &RFEAM T HZHARYS, W Fast Downward®, LAMAPYSE Rk, A 302280%
F 2 SR (R 7 SR A AT SR A (03 R 12 S BRSE R (R B e, RIDPRE A (i 2 £ 0 RS 20 0 40 DAy 28 AR R A 1
AR SRR i 2 A 2 2
4.1 WNRIFHEEZ| L H R &R

25 58 — AN O I (R ALK ) B P=(P,A,LHG,SP), 14 Pk i b 4 SR in) @ P/'=(P", A", ,}HG',D), X}, D Jyi
ARG, FAERTE RS ey R, HAl, Ko 48 MLRRI 28 35 SRR AR 1 1], 2 R ATk AN T s e
MAETE. RIG, HER AWM REP . IRl fg & Zid— SRR A R 2P RIS, PR
PhA M, w] LR 25 5 Hh s B

XML R WP B PR B B, AR SCRR P2, 4RI B AE NS 1 B A W AE H bR A gk, it
i Uf- AT AR, AL, DRI, 4 460 0 1 A5 70 5 8 2 0 R ok 7 e S8 0 T O 2 A5 e A, T LA S B A 1)
TEEHARZ —. MR 3 ML R @E 3 FToR), BRIzt R 0 fn e A =0, ZE k)
R T HAT — ARG R ZAE, REE AR E AR, BT A ZEZ —, Hh— e
TR R PRI, B —ANERAT E AR AR, AR AT, AT — AR A s EE A JI W 17 2 75
SERG, BRIl TR IR, MR FARRG BRI, FA 588G 18 H bR HAR AR AT 58
Ee, R BURUCRIME. TR TR0 U B B O BOR AN, BB S 1P SR,

o JRAEIETES D: D={derived sp(-)=sp|spe SP}. ¥} TATE speSP, &M 5| A BT IR A 18 1)

derived_sp(-)2sp, o H (P12 WAL S, AR TR J0 W 2 0006 2 A5 0, DA A T i 24
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] o 22 R (1)K A e A 0 B e SR AR
o L P P=Pulderived sp(-)|spe SPYU{planning(-),progress(-),done(-)}U{check sp(-)|spe SP}. 14
1] planning(-)F progress(-)73 i F F-Aw 10 8L Br &b feg a5 =X g 0 RS 20 R 10 g B2, 1597 done()FR R 58
Bk A AR IS, TR A e 1 e RRE B ZOIRS BEAT, — H done(-) A T, Tt H AR5
FERE, FRIZE k. B BEAT — A 4 08 1 PR A6 A 5 1.
o INMEEL A A’={d'|ac A} U{progress_planning,progress_check}\U{sat sp,unsat_sp|spe SP}. &ALz
fF aed M N—AFIE o, FLATE &1 E 0 pre(a’)=pre(a)u {planning(-)}, FshiE R RELE R
X FPAT, FHUE e XN effla’)=effla)u{—planning(-),progress(-)}, FRsnBNVEAT Ji V) 3 22 13k e
X, IIMEBUE S IRNEM A cost(a’)=cost(a). {progress planning,progress check} & WA FishfE, 59
HF U140 2 R RS A AR . & RN AT spe SP, 5INPT I4E sat_sp A1 unsat_sp. 4 H7IR
A2 sp I (derived_sp(-)BAL), sat_sp RESSHAT; T, unsat_sp SRAFHAT (W BE4%. progress_planning
1 progress_check UL} SP(RE SP={sp1,...,sp, ) )X M I SIAE A 2 X~ (1<i<n).
progress_planning = ({progress(-)},{—progress(-), planning(-)},0)
progress_check = ({ planning(-)},{—planning(-),check_sp,(-)},0)
check_sp,,,(), ifi < n} 0]

sat_sp; =| {check_sp,(-),derived_sp,(-)},< —check_sp,(-), .
done(-), ifi=n

check_sp,,,(), ifi<n

done(-), ifi=n
progress_check PUATJG, SHEAR BB, PATH 1| Ml spy 5N R EZE. B4, HABT R0 LT
X R (A A S AE IR IAAT, B i — MR ESIERAT G, ¥ done(-)B N H. sat_sp; AT VLI 16 2,
TEAEA 0; unsat_sp; AT W W 47 3BT, ShAEBUE A i 4 sp; 1015 S 4.

o WIIRZAE IR HER HG: I'=IU{progress(-)}, HG'=HGU{done()}. WITHIRAIMAN T 181 progress(-),
R WA B N 3 e 2. AR IF A B RIS, R BRIPE T H 4R RS T i 2 JR 4G il H
B, JCABATIRNZNVE. B H BRI T8 done(-), 7 0200 58 B B 40 5 1) B Kt A5 G K

JE R B B Hit B —HHIR A B

unsat_sp; = [{check_sp,.(-),ﬁderived_spi(-)},{ﬁcheck_spi(-),{ }, penally(sp,.)J

R LTRET B

3 e i ) i (1 R o A

Bl S(R 35 4 75 2 6)): S P=(P,A,LHG,SP)J I 1 & X Rk e . AR LR &G 3 7 vk, i 2 A4 /5 1) 10X
B P'=(P" A, ,HG',D), Hpkw LK 2. 51N 6 MIRAEEW, H T @ XIRE WA 1 5 E /5w 47
FRAEA P INIRAE B W {derived_sp ()1 <i<6} HX AR08 1 planning(-)F progress()~ i I K 75 58 Fibr i
done(-) LA S BN i RS BEAR IE {check_sp ()1 <i<6}. TN ARSI IE AT & &R0 T planning (),
SR F I BEIN T —planning(-) R progress(-). YEIMMIZIAERR progress planning()R! progress _check(-)4b, &
ML sp; X N AN EE sat_sp(-)FT unsat_spd-).

22 i LT G AL SE 451

{derived_sp,(-) £ stored(goods,,level,),derived_sp, (") £ stored(goods,,level,),

. . derived_sp,(-) & stored(goods, ,level,),derived _sp,(-) £ stored(goods,,level,),
wkmAgap | O v ' T
derived_sp;(-) = stored(goods,,level,) — stored(goods, ,level,),

derived_spy(*) £ stored(goods,,level,) — stored(goods,,level,)}

© PEBEEESK I https/ www. jos. org. cn
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2 s G i S ()

HpEL P PU{derived sp ()1 <i<6}U{planning(-),progress(-),done(-)yU{check sp()|1<i<6}

drive'(t, from,to) load’(g,t,m,l,1,,1;,1,)

pre(drive’) = pre(drive) U { planning(-)} pre(load’) = pre(drive) U { planning(-)}

eff (drive’) = eff (drive) U {—planning ("), progress(-)}  eff (load’) = eff (drive) U {—planning(-), progress(-)}

cost(drive’) =1 cost(load’) =1

unload’(g,t,d,l,,1,,1,,1,) buy'(t,g,m 1, 1,,1,1,)

pre(unload”) = pre(drive) U { planning(-)} pre(buy’) = pre(drive) U { planning(-)}

eff (unload”) = eff (drive) U {—planning(-), progress(-)y  eff (buy’) = eff (drive) L {—planning(-), progress(-)}
GHER G A cost(unload”) =1 cost(buy’) =1

progress_planning = ({progress(-)},{—progress(-), planning(-)},0)
progress_check = ({planning(-)},{—planning(-),check _sp,(-)},0)

check_sp;,, (), ifi<6 0
done(-), ifi=6|"

sat_sp, = [{checkjpi (-),derived_sp,(-)}, {ﬁcheckjp,. (),{

check_sp,, (), ifi<6

unsat_sp; = [{check_sp‘ (), —derived_sp; (-)},{—‘check_sp‘ (.)’{d 0 ifi=6
one(), ifi=

}, penalty(sp; )]

WA 1 TU{progress(-)}
i bR & HG HGU{done(-)}

4.2 ILIEER

AT A2 BTSSR 5 o 1 A R )
EIE 1GRE ). P2P H i N (0] 7% B 15 P rp sl 4 42 G R i 46 45 1R AR 2 M A 5k
A B BT D U KRR 0] P =(P,4,LHG,SP), P % id #4543 B (¥ R AY 4y P'=(P', 4’1" HG',D). P2P’
e ERLARR IR AR S R e SR SRR BIARIRES R R B R e ARV BN I 1 (K I )
RARFE R R, SRR IR I TR 5 2% B 4y A dn R
o URZEIH IR AR A YRAEIE W SR B e A B B, DR R 8 5 R e G 4R TR R
B AH R, B
Oo(D|)=0( {derived_sp(-)ésp|spe SP} |)=Z
o spl A T2 38 sp AL 5 101 1A H50
o WA WIARIIE RS 3 Bl YRAETE 3 AN b0 W AR A e A . Ho, JRA I 1A
RIS 25 v 27 38 98] 1) 50 R 1) 5 A 0 B S (MRS 2 M AR OC, TD 3 AN bR TR I R e B o B o 1 = R,
LR SR N
O(|{derived_sp(-)|spe SP}U{planning(-),progress(-),done(-)}U{check _sp(-)|spe SP}|)=20(|SP)).
o ENERRIZIRE: ERRIBT, RN RASERIANT 3 N, B, BRI 3 4E e
RPBEN 30(|4)). fEAmIFA A SR b, BEAM L X LA B4, BEASIEGR 4 M E W, Bk, i
BT ISR R4 ST 2% 2 D 8O(ISPY). $t DA 2 e 48 1) T A 50 11 f10 2 480 52 2 Dy o
o WIBIRAFIAE H bR He A0 WIAGRASFIAE ARSI T — ANEUAMI IR ], WO 4 52 2% B2 A o
zi b, PP 4 5 24 E O max({|sp|+1|spe SPY)O(SP|)+20(|SP|)+80(|SP)+30(|A]). & M R T.
TEIR 2(IEFATE). A7 P 2 i I 1R R0 )P 220 P 2P 445 20 I BRI i), )P 1) B A BRI A 5 Y P
S R e
W A& P=(P,A,LHG,SP)H. SP={sp\,...,sp,}, LI PP Huig B[\ hyP'=(P’, A"l , HG' D). & 5k W]
P HIFKI EE— € B a1 m=(progress_check,check sp,,...,check_sp,) m=(progress_planning,a,,...,progress_
planning,a,,.progress_check,check_sp.,...,check_sp,), acA’, 1<i<m. SV H T done(-), 15K
R8BI . A RIAARAS W AL BR done(-) AAMRILALAE H 4% HG\{done(-)}, W MW HRIME; 0, 754

(Isp[+1) = max({| sp | +1|sp € SP})O(| SP|) -

spe SP

AAFESET httpe// www. jos. org. cn

"l




MEE E A7 ReALR]F @ &) B R ) [ AR B R 3111

0 WTPAT — 2RI S E. TR T, CHMPIEIRE progress()or, W 1 ANEIE—E AT progress_
planning, RJGHAT DN IKIBIE, DLLEHE, progress planning S5 IRINEAZ AT, SERUAE H A5 )5 04T 7.
5 2 IR R T

AR, BEP IR N o FEGRE, FINBIBS BN AEA £ SUR A 1] 8 rp i 8 W 2 AE. 7R 7,
R B, AR TEME TN (e an). FRRSH 5 B SR LRI, 0 B 2 PR 4
PR N TR, BRIIETFI R 75 =(a],...a,), aje A, |<i<m. BB, =, GEIHTFHAT, IF
SERER done(-)AMHILAAE H A% HG\{done(-)}. L, 5 P MNELRIME. & HAIE.

FETE 3. 2P ST ML P2 P2 B (0 0 R, P A
— ALK i

W 4 P=(P,A,LHG,SP), H. SP={sp,,...,sp,}, LXLPIP# AR A N P'=(P" 4" 1’ HG' D). R 7=
(.. anyEPRIFRIAE. 56 2 I ShAE B A P I NS4, WG A =(a,....a,), 1, aje 4"y a4
EMME, 1<ism. R)a, BN NEAMASIME progress_planning, 43| n”=(progress_planning, aj,...,
progress_planning,a.)) . 55, #” v LLSERAE Hbr HG. N T 58P INEE H A% done(:), ¥ 2" MNJG & n'"=
(progress_check,check_sp,,...,check_sp,y. I, (&”, 7/"YReWs 58 A Hbr HG, ‘& RPH— N IKIME. = FAE.

5 B

AT 2 BT e S 150k e 4 T R O 4 i A 77 1k B A AR, R BB R AE ISR Ok B 2R 5 i IPC. S ERSR
B4 I B ) 98 4 SGPlan, 28 $t %1% % FastDownward (FD). SGPlan J2& 3% Bl 8 4 F i S R R 2%, 7E45 5 ) IPC
F) R R 5% F¥€ (satisficing planning) o IR — 4%, FD 240 s R 45U B o 5 4 BRI 2:, VF£ 20 TPC
SeFE IR 23 ERL IR T FD AT, B R kA T E AGY. 2021 4 12 A, Fast Downward KA T &8
Hl Release WA, {22 AR SEH0 Tk S48 H (https://www.fast-downward.org/Releases). FA1SZI T 1 424 fj vk
DL A I gt 771k, SERIEAT N G HCE 28 Ubuntu 16.04 #:1F R 4, Intel i7 CPU, 8 GB N A7

S SRR R ARIRI I B TPP Al trucks, PIAN ] AETE A BF T RIOCHR IR I 0. S 38 &5 B0 LE A
TEA PR AN BT AE 4D o R SR g BT [R] . 0 R A8 0 S 23 by P8 4 ——— Bl A T4 R0 i 4 2 501 SR g W [0 35 B
PR SR AR AR B A L 4 SR, ORI RRI AR IR . SR R, Bk 2 (WL E S8k B 3. TPP
il R S S AT AT R H b, AR 3 BE AT 5 X, T trucks B EE AL A B AR, B S mis. A SRS 20
A5, BRI ) B4 30 min.

1 ASSERAEAT IR I BRI 2 SGPlan, WiiF i i £ i (0 20tE, £ 3 ZIH T AH R SR a0 45 1. Se 1 44 B
HIEAT 44 pr* G RBRIC. “time” 2R RIS 18], “cost”F R IMRIMR IIZNAE TTHY, “penalty 37 3K % 1) i 1 16
$il. “SGPlan (before)”f1“SGPlan (after)”4) A M iF 52 & LI T 7T J5 FIIBAT 5 4. “cost%” (“penalty¥%”) 3 7~
SGPlan (after)#HX} - SGPlan (before)iz AT HEAN 7~ I Bl A TF 85 (I 17 78 TH$E T+ Ll R kE, SRR E 1
it 5 A 4 SGPlan & J5 T I FR bR 31T B B 5271, JOH X T Fr G seil, #3R1 7 FARRI M L& §1, B TPP [
BRI AR SL) g e L. 6ET TPP ) W 48K 22 BUSEBI (17 AR trucks 7] B8R #4> SE1(13 4, BH3R1G T
BARIVBAETTAY, 4SS AE T4 385 e FE AR A, LK) H It 208 T FARmar & 5. PR YE, TPP )
B ENAETT A BRAK T 0.13%, i 75 S RS T 10.18%; trucks 1) B (O ZhAE T 4438 00 T 1.02%, i 4 48 S A T
11.57%. #etgufiit, f 24 1] 75 i (M g 38 S 270 T PR A A 4f 4 535 ZE B0 Kl B 1) J5 T, SGPlan (after)sKf# TPP [
J I AT AT HG SGPlan (after) 5 W S B0 FRAIR, T SRR trucks ) 55 I 2% 40 T30 660 — 40 24 7 40 - S5 AR A1 B0 K o 1) 3
AT 5% SGPlan [¥)8 & VRS TR A T

552 ANSIGIBEAT S SN RIS FD, BAE i U1 G A5 7 A U 2 T 7 AR G A A R, SRR BRI ] BT
SRIE TPP Fll trucks. 3 4 #I L T AN (5256 45 . “FD (before)” F1“FD (after)” /3 WA R AR A WMiF b . 44
AR 4 2 T R (i 7 20 T RIS AT 45 . 28T SGPlan [WISAT 451, KAE TPP i) 81 3Rk A3 1) BT A AR AR 32 b S A
L5 FD (before)AH Lk, FD (after)/t: i if- 4 51} 7 T B 45 KPR35, J5 3 REAE4G TPP [n) A8 (¥ f fF- 46 511 1 B4 PR A 1/4 A
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F(28.59%), ¥ trucks i B i 1 7 551 P 2 FRAIG 2.16%. X A SSAh— AN A B2 W, WA D 4 24 a7 T 1L 8 PR
I mis I OR . BT TPP Jrl KR Sk M (T A B AR), B0 4F 29 T A0 S I s VR T A 22 BEE 3 W] .. FD
(before) (I B /E TF 4 LB, KL SZBL I />, FD (before)sKfi# TPP in) AT 3 >S4 L 48 3 A7 AT AT K
XUh A, X R BRI BN 1 RS A, (ERAH N A8 T . I 2 Ty, A SR 1 O L 45 5 BT A K,
FD (before) i LABU A ff 4 1F) SEILF e, DR b SR AF IR R AR B 1 82D, B SEILE 2 (M i, A2 e TF48 TR
SRR, MUTATRE, IS R KD, {15 FD (after)H B 77 76 3R R i ) B2 P &3l 2 W 4. FD
(before)fEsKfi# trucks I ik AR S, X2 RN T HARMAZTE, BLAE H AR5 I i A2 70— 8 0 ORIk, 10K fig
1) /7T, FD (after)tt FD (before) L5 4f. FUILRRIIAR 2, MWUF LW fHm i 42 & BB AE /. 5 SGPlan
(after) M LE, FD (after) 3k A IBIAEFF A B0, a2 Ut, /e STAUEAM R K15 0L T, FD REas R4k sl 1 -4, X
2 B FD AR G R s YU 1. AR 0 £ JULRIES, FD W SR AR 10 R UR SRS I BhPE TP 8. 1k oh, FD 723K
1 55 J AR T Ot S 1) S8 B D8, AE 2 T A SR A R R B 45 )R R UEE R 1A BRI A, X FD 3K
A Al 2 75 5 1) 45 SR W 25 F- SGPlan [ JEUAL.

%3 MR 2S SGPlan [ 520 45 5

% SGPlan (before) SGPlan (after) before vs. after
time cost penalty | time cost penalty | cost%  penalty%
p01 0 25 16 0 25 16 0 0
p02 0 20 24 (1} 20 24 0 0
p03 0 30 29 0 30 29 0 0
p04 0 30 35 0 30 35 0 0
p05 0.02 90 79 0.02 920 39 0 50.63
p06 0.04 70 101 0.04 70 101 0 0
p07 0.02 115 100 0.02 115 100 0 0
p08 0.02 135 105 0.02 135 105 0 0
p09 0.06 230 205 0.09 230 205 0 0
plo 0.1 220 282 0.08 190 261 13.64 7.45
TPP pll 8.15 205 295 6.14 265 173 -29.27 41.36
pl2 0.27 220 308 0.2 220 215 0 30.19
pl3 0.5 255 750 048 255 750 0 0
pl4 29.29 275 821 34.76 280 764 —-1.82 6.94
pls 0.69 325 837 0.66 325 719 0 14.1
plé 87.61 280 941 67.36 275 764 1.79 18.81
pl7 2292 490 1633 14.24 490 1633 0 0
pl8 6.41 540 1576 495 590 1497 -9.26 5.01

pl9 14.88 575 1829 9.74 515 1603 10.43 12.36
p20 | 128.87 615 1890 2.08 510 1573 17.07 16.77

Avg. - - - - - - 0.13 10.18
pO1 0 14 37 0 14 30 0 18.92
p02 0 18 100 0 18 84 0 16
p03 0 24 53 0 24 45 0 15.09
p04 0 28 150 0 28 132 0 12
p05 0 33 151 0 33 132 0 12.58
po6 | 002 39 266 | 0.02 39 240 0 9.77
p07 | 0.66 38 998 | 027 38 918 0 8.02
po8 | 0.1 39 1655 | 076 39 1520 0 8.16
p09 | 016 42 2239 | 148 42 2079 0 7.15
plo | 0.2 58 2049 | 155 58 1932 0 571
trucks | p1l | 013 48 536 | 0.16 50 478 | —4.17 10.82
p12 | 02 55 677 03 53 620 3.64 8.42
p13 | 019 58 686 | 029 60 618 | —3.45 9.91
pl4 | 031 60 935 | 041 62 792 | -333 15.29
p15 | 078 70 1052 | 1.1 71 978 | -1.43 7.03
pl6 | 142 73 1454 | 192 75 1280 | -2.74 11.97
pl7 | 417 75 1820 | 384 74 1630 | 133 10.44
pl8 | 3.58 77 2060 | 529 76 1550 1.3 24.76
plo | 48 82 1692 | 1295 8 1490 | —4.88 11.94
p20 | 698 90 2230 | 1383 96 2065 | —6.67 74
Avg. - - — - - - —1.02 11.57
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A 1)

FD (before)

FD (after)

before vs. after

time cost penalty | time cost penalty cost% penalty%
po01 0.16 18 16 0.04 18 16 0 0
p02 0.14 14 24 0 14 24 0 0
p03 2.14 20 29 0.78 20 29 0 0
p04 60.88 20 35 0.72 20 35 0 0
p05 55.08 11 102 0.3 68 39 518.18 61.76
p06 99.6 11 116 75.66 48 101 336.36 12.93
p07 33.12 8 133 3.22 80 100 900 24.81
p08 18.18 8 148 14.28 94 105 1075 29.05
p09 75.26 8 339 53.64 202 205 2 425 39.53
pl0o | 124.58 8 370 1.26 146 261 1725 29.46
TPP pll 26.96 5 402 9.18 214 173 4180 56.97
pl2 39.44 5 433 5.5 176 215 3420 50.35
pl3 27.5 5 944 22.26 220 750 4300 20.55
pl4 32.08 5 1007 18.92 223 764 4360 24.13
pl5 42.5 5 1070 13.68 289 719 5680 32.8
plé 52.06 5 1133 26.72 230 764 4500 32.57
pl7 2.8 0 2413 21.96 434 1633 * 32.32
pl8 4.9 0 2540 | 48.14 514 1497 * 41.06
pl19 8.94 10 2 665 9.88 476 1603 4 660 39.85
p20 4.3 0 2794 | 23.28 474 1573 * 43.7
Avg. - - - - - - 2239.97 28.59
po01 0 13 30 0 13 30 0 0
p02 0.12 17 84 0 17 84 0 0
p03 0.02 20 45 0.02 20 45 0 0
p04 36 23 132 1.3 23 132 0 0
p05 1.28 25 182 4.38 25 132 0 27.47
p06 10.56 34 240 3.64 33 240 2.94 0
p07 0.7 38 918 0.9 36 918 5.26 0
p08 0.88 44 1520 | 76.46 38 1520 13.64 0
p09 1.22 49 2079 0.18 42 2079 14.29 0
pl0 3.38 52 1956 59.3 51 1932 1.92 1.23
trucks | pll 0.8 50 486 5.5 42 478 16 1.65
pl2 0.9 55 640 23.88 47 620 14.55 3.13
pl3 1.9 63 626 1.02 52 618 17.46 1.28
pl4 1.5 59 800 79.82 54 792 8.47 1
pl5 2 62 994 16.14 59 978 4.84 1.61
plé 16.46 82 1360 4.1 80 1315 2.44 3.31
pl7 7.1 74 1680 1.78 78 1690 -5.13 0.6
pl8 5.48 82 1620 1.56 85 1590 -3.66 1.85
pl9 5.92 83 1535 3.02 87 1535 -4.82 0
p20 19.54 97 2 165 3.56 89 2165 8.25 0
Avg. | — — — — — — 4.82 2.16

6 ZFHitERE

AR SCAT ot A8 R ) B L REAT T ST, SR SMIT HAR ) R SR Mgt 0 i & 4 & HEAT 20 1, JF4RH T —
Tol {45 1K) G B 7 v, 46 O 47 1R SRS 200 A 4 2 ORI ABE AR . S22 SRR, 20T S K B 5 SE AT R T
FRKN S AT SRAR, SRAF 000 R0 AR 0T ST AR SO A 10 e D 4 ) 77 3 A 43 28 M Ko 240 T SR e 114
FRK ), H RG] R MR k.

ARG TTJE 52 A i 5 ) 249 T80 J5 PR AT 98 A . S 2% i e 5 0 B4 2 S [0, 00 25 o 0 A R o R 45 ik 2
LU, T Ji o UK B ZORAS HEAT B ). PDDL 3.0 R AR 5E S A 2% fi 4 8 i8 F 2 I 3 4 LTL DV 746 i,
(always @) E R BT A il AR AL ¢ H BTAEAE— 28 LTL, 242X m] 3 2 SR 2 T (Aalta-finite®?), 1t12satP),
DAL Bt AT S R SR ABL AR SR 5 2% i e 1 240 7 7 5. R P SR A 2R A9 30 52 3 i 4 1) L e 4 45 19 BB
R A, SR, Wi 2 BEATS AR L BR B X s IR AT AU, O 7 3k
HARARZS P 534 e 77 10 i - 2 B

AR A T

SV KGRI > SR AT, i SR EOR I
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