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"This analysis can be extended by adding new algorithms (i.e., statistical or machine-learning techniques).
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SR TR, thah, SCHER[28,76]H $2 2 = #4475 KU
oM a] AR B oA K AU 2K

ARSI = A AT R B BRI TS B T A E
P, HSHOFEGIUSEEN T, & rlfe THIAUR W
T

7

P 5 SR 5 30T il 2 AN (e a0l 2 (1D 3%
ATHRITUE GHRIVE T A0 IEAE #EAT B 31 S0 H B3
. TTULE XL 2 LT At .
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B 5. AR E T BRI H IS AT 15 L

FETH BRNBY B, AR R 10005 3 T AR e Mesd
SRR P BRI NI E o R, AR
B A Matlab 2E B 25 000 /AN [F] I AEALTI H o 1230 5L
T2 PP AR 2 T3 H 3 B 7E R AN B, IR 2. 20 A7 eR EICH H o
fo—MBENL TH . SR EE R 25 000 7%, W AeiEt
SRR AR FASHENAFRIE, H HiXEmiHE m
A TIAEAMIE . DL R T H ) 40 8] S AR
SRR R (SHE6FHEGRE).

4.1. P BLAR 6 22

SRR T 45 REE, 020 P ) AR R 22 . 3%
HE T3S S0 28 1) TN SR 2 A SRR A= i 22 1 42 1] 3
ZRTHIEE . R, RIS TN 48 AN TAEH, S2brm
THIASSATAER, HEa TH 5254 M TEH. 6
X (D l5E ED()fEH N 49.54 K[ED(f) = 45 + (52.54 - 52) /
(53 - 52)=49.54]. AR5, AN () WiEmH 3k ETEE
59 39.32% (PPI = 49.54/126 = 39.32%) . £ LIl B BL A
HZFRE R PR, KA 725000 MERLIH GRYEHRI
T H H

TEPATIN B, FLSEIH AT SN il ] (SEFx T4
AD =45K, TiHBEEFRE PPI=39.32%) . WAk HEEA
FEAUIUE (P Az s il i A (31 H 32 2 45 £ PPT =
39.32%) IS RAHBIEAT 54 (AD, TAD,p, ).
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F 1 IR SERR 5E T H BIRTSEBR S T A TR 51 2 S A5
WH () M THIRR A TR, o T %) thix ok
SERGIFRIME, G RO E 2 A S IR 5 0, 75 TR
E 1. FERJEPAIE 7RI E A TR I E $2 A E
IR (P) H9EbR{E .

&1 WH SRR DA R A E AR O 39.32% [MFEAS
Simulation results BPD =126

P, Control time  Finished project  Yes (1) / No (0)
AD, TAD, AFD TAD

J

P, 53.522 58.107 125.135 141.748 0 1

TPD = 141

Quantification

Delay Overwork Delay Overwork

-0.865  0.748
P, 46.995 51.986 125.177 142343 0 1 -0.823 1.343
P; 50.529 53.453 125.053 140.014 0 0 -0.947 -0.986
P, 51.961 55.968 132.052 148910 1 1 6.052 7910
P, 44213 49.246 121.713 139.252 0 0 -4.287 -1.748
P, 50.653 53.861 126.977 142.506 1 1 0.977 1.506

filan, fEFRC N P RIBILIE I H kAR 5L
N39.32% R, f R XN (AD, = 53.522, TAD,, =
58.107) . sLBr5e LH¥IA 125135k, L&l frond a)
FEHT 7 0.865 K (RIAEIR A 0D,

A A BRI H 7R 150 H 3k AR HCN 39.32% )
FUR (AD,, TAD,,) (B16), BT/ T 5 iR i
BA5 () RoREETZIH SRR, AT T H fE
KK E: (AD =45, TAD,,=55). MyEIIH &350
TSN IEAARA, a0 IELE AT 0 SERR I H b TR B
WS = (L6 Lz, N B A
IEAEHHAT . WRSRIE (EE 6 H*RR) AT M
=GN, WA RE T B0 A8 SR AN o P AR R IX P IR O
UEBS, PATIE LR B T 100 H 5 S A E AR S RS AR
o B4 A m = AR AN H (1 5 28 18]
(AFD,, TAD)).

WA G RS (AD, TAD,,) 3R 7R $32 il B 7 6l
(AD =45, TAD,, = 55) XN FERT5E LB E (4
B0, AFD,<HEZEiHRI T FIAEIR 56 T B0 H
(REIRN 1, AFD, >JE iR THD, NAERIGA R IEAE
TR R SEIE  (IH kB4R 808 39.32%) 3 245 5
(E 7. IEERAT R H Bl 2R 58 T H TERR K
MIH

FH 7 8 RS DN 57 (RERAE ) “MASS” AL A i)
k@m@ﬁ)ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%<mymmﬁ<i%1%
J94s, T E RN 32.39%), LA MGHEAT H 0 H 3K
U VEN R 25 B . W8 PR, %R B FF i 3 A
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Hik R Fa 4008 32.39%) B, REAFH “caret” GRS
SOE BRI H B R R S5 R . B9 RoR I HIEN
TERPFAR R K5 E M Kappafi . “caret” ERIAK
FHAG P F Kappa B 500 DEA% A 2 = 3E ) R0 22 28001 3 SR 00
£ NG FETR BT A S8 T IR 2 2R I SR BT o5 B E A L
Kappa{d (Hl Cohen’s Kappa) 57358 BEARL, AfE—11)
ANFZAAET, Kappa {8 8% 2 76 B HLE 2 B BORAE T
HHEEIH .

B9 AR 1 73 AR F RIR W K48 b5 B
MIKEEE, M Kappafd . HAANE R B VTAR I AS [F] HE
FEREE RIS AR, BRI R0y Bl

A CAE LGP I MR A R R A A E S . B
o R TP s RS B 95% B X ) (I 95% MR &2 AH
TELLTEEND, Refe bR 2 38,

wmE TR, 16£0.95 BEAKE T, JT48 MM 3010
Frr BN P RS i (0.80115),  FIT LA 2 22 1 i B¢
% REMFN) “caret” ik AR IERIZME 1 I [F 25
R, HPafmsskmsE (810).

SRR TN A5 B, 3K SR ) B ALV SR A R R
N 38.35%, HIIEFEATHHKEIRE T, 52,
T H $E 0T 58 T HIMEZE N 61.65%.  [81 I il /K 3R (] 4 55 1)
Tt H FCEA 56 TR IA] o P8 RERAFI “ caret” ALIEFEAL
N R R ERE, JFUETE (F1D 8#EER (812)
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Call:

Summary. resamples (object = results)

Models: LDA, CART, kNN, SVM, RF

Number of resamples: 10

Accuracy

Min 1st Qu Median
LDA 0.7900000 0.7936318 0.7988741
CART 0.7815231 0.7869409 0.7938819
KNN 0.7640449 0.7813560 0.7913826
SVM 0.7912500 0.7965044 0.7976272
RF 0.7615481 0.7657723 0.7768750
Kappa

Min 1st Qu Median
LDA 0.5320780 0.5380816 0.5521878
CART 0.5074130 0.5342324 0.5481871
KNN 0.4748853 0.5180715 0.5347738
SVM 0.5304108 0.5451010 0.5512033
RF 0.4719933 0.4846698 0.5063023

Mean
0.8010302
0.7961583
0.7894056
0.8011555
0.7761544

Mean
0.5563190
0.5506419
0.5315967
0.5567600
0.5047193

3rd Qu
0.8022495
0.7999374
0.7951919
0.8037500
0.7837500

3rd Qu
0.5603760
0.5670223
0.5459177
0.5635054
0.5159040

Max
0.8285357
0.8260325
0.8122653
0.8272841
0.7940075

NA's

O o o o o

Max
0.6169475
0.6088038
0.5823023
0.6100178
0.5474189

NA's

O O O o o

Bl 10. 73 i

DEAF LB E . Min: f/ME; Qu: WU fI% Max: #K{E; NA: A

1 3 4
1 1 | | ] 1 1 1 ] ] ]
MAE RMSE R?
CART @ @ o
kNN @ a |a
SVM & “ &
LM @ @ &
GLM & & @
Glmnet ® & @
T T T T T T T T T T T
1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4
MAE RMSE R?

Confidence level: 0.95

B 11 73RS SN RO RERE. MAE: FE%xiR%E.

M ASRE (KRB EE.

“caret” BRVASR 177 MR 22 Rl R® Fi5 b PFA 1] UA £ 4
L. HUTHRRZE R BINME S IE R P W 2E. XH
AT T RAEER B EN TR R I, R XN RTTE
FIE R HL Rft 7 HIMEAWIME S . %A
FEXMERTELT N0, TEMENHIT N BITR
WERNEAR W T PA TUE IR Z DL (0fE LR
%); R TR SEHRNUSRE (RS etiRE,
OFR IR ZREED - B 11 RoRITH A 5 F [ A L5
HMIIRE GREHE D EIRHESD .

P PRAE T LR M [ i SV CPRI 4 i 2 filty
TR ZEAI AR o 205 FE T £ 1 [ A S0k A T A PR
LR SEFR THI 45, 52 HEILEIR -0.577 K.

4.3. BiE

X IEERAT I , {8 FHBEYLEHE T (SEBR L
W45 Zrtran . TH AT S TRIMEEE N 0.6165, %%
THIFURR LRI T (130 K) $&R/710.577 K, TiH
MR T RUHAT A CED A EAA I H 1) 98%) o AN AE 45 & 45
il LR AL TT i 73 A



> Summary (results)

Call:

Summary. resamples (object = results)

Models: LM, GLM, GImnet, SVM, CART, kNN

Number of resamples: 30

MAE

Min 1st Qu Median
LM 3.195724 3.254230 3.320354
GLM 3.195724 3.254230 3.320354
Glmnet 3.194670 3.255740 3.318696
SVM 3.200200 3.288974 3.349472
CART 3.430582 3.515760 3.568076
KNN 3.309923 3.473381 3.533513
RMSE

Min 1st Qu Median
LM 3.944744 4.118357 4.175682
GLM 3.944744 4.118357 4.175682
Glmnet 3.943413 4.117564 4.174741
SVM 3.951211 4167227  4.217994
CART 4270703  4.398771 4.476339
KNN 4.155697  4.373963  4.430295
RZ

Min 1st Qu Median
LM 0.5774464 0.5903301 0.6039751
GLM 0.5774464 0.5903301 0.6039751
Glmnet  0.5777368 0.5903114  0.6041077
SVM 0.5649480 0.5825936 0.5962248
CART 0.4995255 0.5280143 0.5497875
KNN 0.5243237 0.5454060 0.5647150

Mean 3rd Qu Max NA's
3.342360 3.418672 3.543396 0
3.342360 3.418672 3.543396 0
3.341716 3.418217 3.541175 0
3.374492 3.461550 3.560669 0
3.598175 3.667093 3.839889 0
3.531273 3.620875 3.730225 0

Mean 3rd Qu Max NA's
4.188504  4.239396  4.452619 0
4.188504  4.239396  4.452619 0
4.188202 4.238181 4.452744 0
4237794  4.325444 4.481123 0
4498624 4592983  4.841628 0
4.429387  4.491791 4.678946 0

Mean 3rd Qu Max NA's

0.6069097 0.6236759 0.6430149 0
0.6069097 0.6236759 0.6430149 0
0.6069851 0.6236913 0.6429746 0
0.5978703 0.6143537 0.6360936 0
0.5465516  0.5677085 0.5782095 0
0.5636183 0.5794646 0.6066811 0

B 12, [m . ks i s s

NBAEASC T %, TEREAN T H W IRPK % 775 5 4k
PR 5, B R R BV (ESMD  [9] Al Bt AL 45 E v
(SEVM) HHATLLEE [15]. K2 IR 1@ 53k FE vL A B
WUFFAE TSR I B 2 T H T HATRINEL, DA A 1
WU TRV 3R 15 00 TAE A . A B354 0 H 34T 5 7
-

B 13 Bomidak =t 7 77 iE, I HE 146 2 58 T.4%
HF ST H S T THE, Sehr TR {L, 2, - , 130}
(CECSETRHAESS 130 R8T o 3% =R 7 v 70 42 ) HLRE A Ak
(SEBR LA 45) Fioiiliz o H ¥ #8056 L (BP2T 130 K
I H SERR THD

X IEAE AT B LS H T R A B 1P o o, T H 2t
BERGTH RIS AT, BEEHJE M. R NE S LI
TIHREAHE A FLE A B S5 R — 30 B Rk 0 46
TR o BEHUFE IR AR L 0928 R A7 2 i
TH 56 T H . AEBEHLAE 2 I 5000 2 0 H 2 3211 58
T, AR T,

R0k 1y LR ZE (50 (3D THUEA R 7t
JiEFAF WA AR RS B . 1 14 7E T H AR i Ji 351 o i 9
P fE . FEHE R AL SERE B AR T BE A LS VE AT LIS
ETHRE. XS FARRANEIIT, BENHE THEAEEL
EVERG A A, FEIRZEL N 5%,
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R2 AL TR R AU AU A S0 iR 4 T
T

Control time AD ESM SEVM AD SEDM
0 0 126.00 126.00 0 126.00
10% 18 87.34 140.30 7 122.37
20% 41 112.30 125.19 17 122.32
30% 52 117.57 130.67 31 123.27
40% 63 121.26 127.06 45 125.42
50% 68 119.90 125.98 60 126.29
60% 71 115.50 122.91 69 124.32
70% 86 117.32 124.03 81 123.14
80% 94 118.77 124.33 95 123.80
90% 105 121.22 124.64 112 126.93
100% 130 130.00 130.00 130 130.00
PPI=39.32% 45 114.22 127.18 45 125.42
150
- ESM -e-SEVM -4 SEDM
140
c .
S 130 b
g .
g 1201 o SHPr
\
5 10 \\ /F
© ' /!
51000 Y J
© \\ //
iE 90 \.’r
80 r
70

0 13 23 39 52 65 73 91 104 117 130
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B 14. “FIg4axd F oy bhim 2. e H IG5

5. BB = HIA N E A —PBE U E THES

REN B AR EH R

BEHLFE TR — R T 4R IUH i Fe 07 % A2
AR T TE R, BEALIHE TR REL IR

BEA R & T H TS B AT . X i 3EAT HRRE, M
OR-AS 48 i 5 7 S H FEA, I PP AT X e FE A
P RAERE B CPIL4EXT B R 2D [72-74]. Hds 1F
AL SRR B R (4. WIS . R idE (H
TERF RPN AIH s h s O A BRI
HEFEFRAT) -

HRIUAN B AR RIS AT/HH4T (SP) F&Hr]-
THRLS T FE s =T H, 12012104 2014-08.
2016-15 f112016-28. CFH Al 8 47/FE4TF845[13,29,70,
74,771, HEX WA (4):

sp= 1 (4)
n—1

K, n REATHRES: nR2BRELE (BFEIFTEA.
BATOFATEN 1 B0 A4S, i B AT/984T 9 0 7R 100%
FEAT I H M &, TR AT/ AT N 1 R R 100% 5 AT T H
WX 2%

KIEAR T HDHNESE: bR BATIHTIRR
(sip)~ nys mp FREEERAREL (V) FELHRI T, sebroe
THM. BRI S bR T,

R"3 ORFEIE W& 10 HRE

Project slp n, N ng BPD AFD TPD TAD
2012-10  0.823 18 4 15 54 60 59 67
2014-08 0.410 40 37 17 233 275 402 496
2016-15 0.666 13 12 9 126 130 141 151

201628 0.450 21 6 10 71 76 151 161

X TN TG H A= iy S B St () 45 R PV . B ML
RN LA T, ASGRIRME T P40t | o Lk 22
B (E15. HhBHrgee: AEHEmyLIER, b
MU CRIBENLEE THIVERBENLISERD 5 1 5 E
A FE e T B0 PV o BB L A5 L0 R B AL 45 V2 A
2012-10 A12016-15 1T H LI HAHAMAT . IXLLTH H 1
FELIHRITIA Sebrse THML thRLE T, sebra T
Mg A EE S A, (HBRAT/HATIEREL 0.5 (BPR
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FRFRAIE (0.4150.45), 7E2014-08 15 H 1, FEHLAEE
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R B R AR 77 IR BN R Al SEAE, T
ffi FH BB AL T30 &

XU =2 T — AN R BB L R R
WU, AP SR FH B AL B V0 A2 B AL V2847 0 E
WSR2 X R T VR RORG FE 43 S0l 52 B WIR L [R] 35 52 a2
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