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A new representation for
the solution of resource constrained project scheduling

HUANG Zhi-yu
(Institute of Automation, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100080, China)

Abstract: How to represent a solution of a resource constrained project scheduling is an import problem for the
metaheuristic method. Only after understanding the relation between solution representation and objective function adequately,
a good solution can be reached within fewer search steps. After analyzing the solution space in detail, a new solution

representation based on the extra relation was provided as well as the theoretical basis of this representation. How to make use

of the method to create a neighborhood was also introduced.
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