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METHODOLOGY

Tasks were completed with an Agile development
approach in week-long sprints to build the integrated
simulation.

SOLUTION APPROACH

Integration was achieved via a service bus delivering
requested data between models at each timestep.
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Fig. 1. Service bus framework for integrating simulation models.
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IMPACT & RESULTS

An optimization layer made continuous expedited
shipping decisions from the task precedence network.
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Fig. 2. The difference of expediting parts along the critical path versus slack
tasks that do not directly affect production length.
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