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Abstract

To minimize makespan for preemptive sequence dependent job scheduling with parallel
identical processors, fundamental results, as the basis of new aigorithm to be presented, such
as McNauton’s algorithm for independent jo_bs, Hu’s characterization for dependent jobs,
and Muntz-Coffman’s algorithm, were first introduced.

Then a huristic procedure was presented applying those concepts of zoning of assembly
line balancing and of resource leveling on CPM network scheduling with two or more of
parallel machines in general. New procedure has eliminated presumative machine assignment
using £, rate of resource capability (#<(1), for practical scheduling.
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