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2 479 E3L dY 8 Adoly A AR gAY AlY F ZEAEN
At e o3 Wi BEEAE A AE gAEA ¥ AASGE b A
A7lA ZRAEA Adold W A AFAARH FE AHol EAE A
AL g} o] P tIe HAY Z2AEA AQAE HEE 5 UA
% E2 3 g A4 53 Zol Had A 482 J% FHY ZAHE 4F
a7l golatH, AbY S8 B AF Fyo] vuFH Loldn, A 3
A F LAse 7R ZAE A AZstEr] A A 2o H 4317
49, AFEE Z2AEXN A S Z2AER iz .

o] A7 #AHL o F A ZZAE IAHFTY o]EF o4t wjAHY B
ol A &3t Aolth dtHog ZIAE A £ HFoF “HAFE T
et el My oA FAERE G43te Aol h(Kerzner, 1984). T2 4]
E ¢AFYE o8 4 wiA 26 FEAF A, "SR AYgH &
Z2AE dAFY o8& TS| AHesunz gt

ZZAE dAo) # AF7AY dF=(ZZAHAEE FA%a dv) 8FE
o] A9717tE %A Fost=rbe] wet F A E giEdn A AA £ R{
A 8o A7 b8 A HYEHNeY o BFY AFE 7|1/
H| & A#F A (Time/Cost Trade-off Problem)2} Btk o8 FF9 &% 4
S #F A7t APHAJLH, dEHQL dFE AP LFFE O E
Fulkerson(1961)3} Kelly(1961), # ¥ X(convex) #4+E ©WE Lamberson¥
Hocking(1970)3} ZA A0l B(concave) H|&FFE ©E Falk®t Horowitz(1972)
T2 E 7 Utk o] R o AAND Nd T & A7 DHST BAA A

o wet 37fdel £ AR 4/fde] B Fx o EE F7F LUAE AA
ot H§e F7iEn 2ER, § JYIdrd Agu e FFRAN A
HatA Foh o] £ F 7Y F8 BT Z2AEQ 87|07 FYH|LH
o] BAE FHgste o doh F MA FHAA 4 EFY FHNLE FA4R
ZALEY A dogHed, 7% FoEHE Ade ¥HYg =} FY
(mode)ol & 3t} cH(Talbot, 1982). Z+ Fvitt TdEd LA o] EAste A€
Patterson (1974) ¥ Demeulemeester$t Herroelen(1992) 5o ¢lgte AF= A
o, Zt FFuit}t B4 gAo] 1yFHE A+ Talbot(1982), Patterson et
al. (1989, 1990) 2 Sprecher(1994) 5o 93l TAEHTH o] F7F AFoA
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o FR BAANE ZRAE FYP7T F FAH e ALY FE& 233A
g Z2AE dAFE FAY3te Aol HResource Constrained Project Sche-
duling Problem).

2R A F 1A 3t EAc g Z2AE dAHFY o)AE 9rdioh
&, 3o Zz2HE 9A F£go] ofde A A 2l
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F5x FowA ZRAE £Yoz A A ane 2HY ZIE FA
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Z2AE dAFHEY Bl e o] oy v ZRAE IA FHI
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44 Yoz AF BAFH aHY I AE ‘fi’ﬂlE U 9482 4T TA
A a3 e xeIY FAH B I Fol 8 I EE A FEE
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At vpRlTto g FoA AFF Time/Cost Tradeoffs ¥ Modedl /Hd& &
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ZHE HE A8 WA 5 JA "o
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0.2 s
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gF5oz o]FoA glom H &(nonnegative)?] 1Yol Atim R FTH E
712 v (node)’t %S 203 activity-on-noded 4] & wsicl &% 03
D+ Z2AE NZY F35E Jehlle 7/MEEE0Y. Z2HE JE
A2l F P& (succeeding activity)e] e 2= A3 85 (preceding acti-
vity)o] Q1d2nt) 32X FEE s

A9 =813 =¥ (mathematical model) vhS3 Zt.
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£ 2dolx: 20043 1€ AR 200439 FAHA AFY 7Fx7F 1209 0] 12,
200699 TAA &9 ZEX7F 1009901, 2005 1€ AMHE 200539
=3 &2 M 1009dolx 200638 TAHA AH9 sHAE 10090l
g1 A o2 v A NE WA /X FadsEr] A8 HE
HE 8982 10%F3E Aot ArlA, Z2HE 32 Q% FAHAY ade
z2AES A8 A we 22d F Ao & £, 200539 HF ==
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3 Aszjojof g AL Avh AMF e WEHIZ A9 AZFBAN A
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T ot EE 2AY § PSS FASH AYH B)2 HF Axd H
22 & died F& d7F dxd WA e A d=E 2T F QA
S5 guigth AgA (e RE ZzAE Az AZie @A 71 AHE 09
Ay 0RTh o]Folojol 3L yehid AMYEA (100 oi" &% ij7t ¥4 m
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AA7A] Z2AE I EA #F A7 FHe “AAAYFE 2
d ZzAE YAHEFEA (Resource Constrained Project Scheduling Problem)”
¥ 3 33 (optimal solution procedure)E°|®, o] Eoko 713 diEZQ
T2 AYYF(precedence tree) 7idol 7zt RE APrtest 4
(feasible schedule)g AAH oz gAdste #HW(algorithm)EE & F Yo
(Patterson et al. 1989, Sprecher 1994). Pattersons©} 7R3 s 3} Sprecher
o YL BF B9 FAS 134T ¢ e FEFFHo] 29, Sprecher?
2 AR & o]&H< Wo|A A FA AT Patterson o] Mg
d7 5259 ¢8/E 18 F ddE FHol Ak BN gFL A

= B4 Z2HAE 4R A £y, neste FHFEE £
(Net Present Value)®] 43 #uolmg 7&d 71 & <4aA e 714,
Z A g} T (precedence tree) W@ 7123 ZE AY 7t dHELS A
Aoz gAasts AAHRE 1T £ Jdoh AL, A YR sjxg
Ay vy Z2AE Hedx ZZHAEE FAINL Y& 54 F71
7 HAHE g4 o AsHe Al FFsE Aoz & 4¥A
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Abstract

A Strategic Decision Making Model Using Project Scheduling
Technique

Ahn, Tae-ho

Although there have been continual researches in the project scheduling
problems since 1960s, the main interest has been how to improve the
efficiency of a single project. The minimization problem of the project
completion time given a preassigned budget might be an example. This kind
of the problem is important, but estimating of the proper budget for a
project may also be very important. This research deals with the budget
allocation problem for the multiple project. This research is unique in that
the project scheduling techniques are used for the budgeting problem.
Therefore, this research may be used as a strategic decision model for the

multiple large projects in public sector.



