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Abstract

With the increasing complexity and management requirements of Electrical Installation Project,
accurate construction duration prediction has become a key factor in optimizing project manage-
ment and reducing costs. This study develops a duration prediction model based on the XGBoost
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algorithm using real-world data from MEP installations. Through feature engineering, model train-
ing, and performance validation, the proposed model achieves high-accuracy predictions. By ana-
lyzing sample characteristics, the study identifies the impact of key factors such as construction
efficiency, task workload, and critical path indicators on project duration. Comparative experi-
ments with Random Forest and Linear Regression models demonstrate the superior performance
of XGBoost. The results show that the model performs well in terms of Root Mean Squared Error
(RMSE) and Mean Absolute Error (MAE). Additionally, feature importance analysis reveals the core
factors affecting construction duration, providing data-driven insights for project optimization and
decision-making.
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1. 5|8

1 HL 2% T2 (Mechanical and Electrical Installation Project, fij#% MEP){E A #5150 B 1 2 B 20 il 43,
WK B REZANT TR, H TS B 0 E AR gE BRI A . A% G T Tt 75 %,
WG EEER ARV (CPM) AT RV 5 BER(PERT),  AKH L R AR A AL, #E LURLXT T 8] 1) 52 2% AORSE O
RAFEL

AR, HLAR 7 ST BOR PR FL o R AR 2 v AR e 7y, 72 AR BRATUSAS 2 1) 32 B o oy, Ali Akbar
ForouzeshNejad 371 XGBoost-SA 15 R A i 55 1% 20 W0 28 SR P ANANGf S8 MERRAE , 302 35 1 sy Ik [ R
FRAS TR PR P, R W 7V T4 48 515 1]. Guangkai Huang (2024)Z5 42 H 7 —F13& T XGBoost [
Z HAR TR, S5 G BEALARAR DUt ik, seD Ol R 2R 5ot T 5| AR A T e B 3l s R AN 2 g
BV, LT ERE A Rz AGRE D), & T BT 264 S I TAR R I [2]. IR N (2023) 18 H T —
FhIE T IIACER 2 > R 22 1) AR 7= b B e 5 0l 7 v, 18IS 456 XGBoost ML 27 S B, AR AL S i 4%
U R R B, BB AT B A RS A P B AR (3], BRUESE N (2023) 4 tH T —Fhdk T ot
XGBoost k% i& Bl A AT 9r 20715, @it 454 ANDSMOTE J7 vk Ab BEAF i 8 fl HHO Skt
XGBoost M2, WERT 7 m4EEHE S TS - RO BEIREE, IR LA T et 1 s
SCRR[4]e ZEEERCAEQ2023)FE B R 5 R, 4R — T XGBoost-GRNN I XU R 5%, ILA
W5l ZEFE R 20 G REEALA I EAT SEI8 73 A, 45 53 B 1% 07 32 1A Tt o4 1t 1 S 00 4% G Tl o7
TE[5]e AL PRIESE(2022) 58 T2k = MK BUERC B TREIRE AR, R IE IR S XGBoost HiEM i &
FAATUHE a3t 3 P A Y, 2% R B /R O YR A 26 0k 99.97%, AR TAE S 7k, Wik TiZ T VATE R P4
A 5 R RE T 1 R S AT AT 6]

HH LT W, XGBoost (eXtreme Gradient Boosting) AL = R BE B2 42 T+ FIE G H 1, NN 8] 531 3t
TANENVIAE S AR R . AR 2 e T 8 AR T HATIO, T EE 0T AL H 22 25 1A% 10 Tt A5 2 aF
FID, HEEA A RHE B S RN AT . AU TSR0l B 3, M 15T XGBoost T A TR
B, BEER LA TR RS RS T, IRl R e M M dem S e R 2, AT H idb
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RS
2. TNERGR SRR

AICHET XGBoost 5%, AT H b SEPs TRe 0 2 4ERF RS0, F i TR A . i 5 BE B LAk
MDA B AR BEAT R EE, RGEVA AR O T 1R B o AL ) o A v R A R SE I S B AL
PFETHRRNZ ARE o A SCIE XY AR AR B AR REAT 200, SRS SEm IR S 2, Rl 2 M R
WT B R TI 45 R SR ZE 70 A, W SRR R A

2.1. $FHEE X SHIBETLE

AW TR B RIR T 8 AMEE LRI « £ AT H ML 2238 THE, it TAE /25 # (WBS)
HAT VAR 7y, BAPREUH ST 23 MU TR (RS A & W) 7EFHIER R IR, H A% E 7T
ML TR 2 S B R G B Rt T 2 R B R B ) DGR R 3R . DR DR B & TR AR
Frie Ay s SR el TRTRD P ff e, Biatk, Bk, & “ TR “TREE” “UEIAB” “Hls
B OCUFRIFFIRRE R RSB D& “ATE TFE & 7 MBI, FHOCEIRRE
BRI 1,

Hp, ‘Wi TR BONFETRRMNTHE, E7EE0E A FE o L HEBR X SEBR T B 08,
ERNE X AR AR, R IA S AR & 425 Blts . I8 s iR A2 5 e LI HERATE,
ARICS AR B SUHAT U R AE

TF 84415 X, (Operation Type Code): Kt T H AN FE Tk TP (ansi . S5, P R #AT
Fogmts, KH Label Encoding JiE#HTHUE ¥4, il KIET TRATS L%

T IR X (Task Workload): F/nF—ii T TR TAERE, BAal kK. Py Keor i KE,
o it T I 4REL BIM AR 34T T2 e L.

YEME N2 X5 (Number of Workers): F£7xZ51% T 7 il T(1~FIIME AEL,  Hiite T4 23118 iig H
B3R, B “N7 .

Ji T.34% X4 (Construction Efficiency): F& HLAL/E MV N 53 75 B A [B] P 5€ B ) T RE &, $d ki Tt T
H& AbsE T s, HtHA AR

X, =X
X5 T,
Hod T, BB T )y e 50 THAME THE, Tl e g NSehs THIAR&E . AN TREE/(NR).

THRIJFLBINA] X5 (Planned Start Time): 1% TP AHXS T H A2 46 B 7€ TINE], — B DAR N
£, SRR Tt T3k TRl o

KR PRC Xo (Critical Path Flag): —{HA8&(0/1), B CPM 5yZ:8I0 H A& F MRS, #RiZTHF

M

RBEAT KRBT b
AT E T/740 X7 (Number of Predecessors): 1% L7 7E M2t B b i BT E T p3E, RIE T T
W 2 [

PR T Y (Actual Duration): 7= BRI () SEbriit TOREL, 7T il TRE R iC R giit i, 4008
“R” OB H BRI AL B (Y).

Bt RS U, e IR EE AT TSR AR, BIRRAF R BRI SRR 1E
B TAC B B, K3 AR “ TR il n 28 4 i3 (LabelEncoder) 77 s o B MU AR &8, [R]INKE
KRR AR ARIC L Ay ) A (0 RO AR R BERAT, 1 R RHERAT) . W E LIk 7 ANRFIEAR & (VI
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L DR, SKER Ty B A . Bl 8:2 Wb N R A4, H TR
R TERE VAL .

Table 1. Sample data table for MEP installation projects
= 1. B RETIERIENSE

TS TRERY THFIEE A% IR HRDTErE REmaind iE TR bl

A IKH 29189.37 10 20.84 1 1 0 140
B +g 300.00 12 2.5 141 1 1 10
C il 22860.19 4 40.82 1 0 0 140
D Gl 14 4 1.75 141 0 1 2

E +g 468.00 12 13 151 1 0 30
F il 19459.58 6 72.07 181 1 3 45
G T 9000.00 12 25 226 1 4 30
H A 6571.95 8 13.69 256 0 5 60
I A 40.00 4 0.5 316 0 6 20
J ) 13648.45 8 37.91 256 1 5 45
K K 857.36 4 10.72 226 0 7 20
L K 4831.12 4 60.39 226 0 6 20
M H 73066.56 6 811.85 226 0 5 15
N H 39346.26 10 131.15 301 1 6 30
¢} ) 196 4 2.45 331 1 7 20
p H 324 4 5.4 241 0 6 15
Q H 1486 6 12.38 351 1 7 20
R H 13648.45 4 426.51 351 0 7 8

S K 1449.34 2 103.52 256 0 5 7

T K 80 4 1 256 0 7 20
U K 41.67 2 1.39 256 0 5 15
\% K 20 2 2.5 351 0 8 4

W Wi 1.00 6 0.042 371 1 10 4

Table 2. Features and target variables

=2 FEMBIRTER

5 e MAE RMSE R?
1 TP i T RBFRE TS A~W a8 LTIPNG!3 s
2 THFITHEE T TAER LRIt LTIPNG! 3 s
3 ek N %L Z5 NH B TP
4 it T30 % A I [ 5% b5t EETPNG
5 THRIFF AR R THRI T 8 Bl 1) inETp = EETPNG
6 KEEPRAEARIC R ARERAE T “AHA LIPSy
7 Wi B T B TFHE B LIPNG! 3 s
8 SLBR T T3 T Hfy A HArAL &
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2.2. RETRFRIR
AHT R G IR T XGBoost FIHLHL 2234 TR TR K sSe s, BACD BRI 1 pos, 3%

PS> N w7 £
KA AP Bod i A B 7 S0 H s el BIM R GECsR, WAL 22 TR b 2% D7 AR IESE B
LSRR T3

RAEALHE: AL RERS A A [FISR R AR &, B 3EAT 70 AR e A AT (I AR E AL AL B, KIS
(] B (U XITT 4R e 6] B 4o e — I [0 5, JFaEAT 1 — e BRZE (AL AL PR

x! — A= xmin (2)
xmax_xmin
FHIEERE: S5 a3 2905 KA S R B HTRAIE S H AR TR 5
e 2 =%)(»-7) 3)

Z(xi _)_‘)2 (y; _)_’)2
Horr, rEBEIE], FOREMER R .
PR 5I145: LA XGBoost N0y, HEATSHORI AL,
T AR RO A L TME
AP . 15 MAE. RMSE 5 R2 &5 brfi & 1R
BRI P S e A4 RN ZeVERDRBH TR T L, i R SR

B ﬁﬁE RHAE AﬂJ BA ﬁﬁﬁiﬂﬂs

Figure 1. Flowchart of the XGBoost-based MEP construction duration prediction model
1. T XGBoost FYHlEE 2% T2 THAFUIAR ELRZE

2.3. {EBKIE

ACRHA] XGBoost A1 VA1 A K347 THI TN . XGBoost A& — i FE T4 & $2 F+#4 (Gradient Boosting
Tree, GBT) AR B2 1 5%, il iEAARAL B AR R (377 % 22 ) SE B m kG FE TU . A RAG I PE R, R H
1% 44 2 (GridSearchCV) A S 4, 8 R0 B AFER BB RIREL(4, 5). 22 212(0.1) fliiH 3 30E(100).
TREAR LB (1.0)RIEFERAE L] (1.0) AR INGE LWSE, AT SR, S5 dE N
D={(x,»)}  » Fhx, e R"NMNFHER G, y, € RGRBIISLER T BT E XA

A:;fk(x[),fkeF 4)

b, FORPTA R R B ], KR IECR, f RO K ARBIAR . XGBoost i fiz/Mb H AR bR 4
BEATUNZR,  H AR R Bl YRR ZEAE AL TZH AR -

L(@)=21(r.5)+
Horp, BRIy, ;) WERF IR %
l(y,-,ff,-)=(y,- _JA’i)z (6)

ERLT Q) I FRsIB s 20, 52 UM

M~

Q(f) )

>~
o

DOI: 10.12677/mos.2025.148572 341 A ()


https://doi.org/10.12677/mos.2025.148572

Q(f):yT+§/1w2 (7

Horp, TRMEIHTR8G w M S RBEE R R, M2 ZIENEZE.
IR AR IR GRSk AEIGEAGHTE — PR DAL & 5 22 «

P =5+ 1 (%) (®)
H bR BB AR IERE I R RN
E(’)zi{gift(xi)+%hift(xl.)2}+§2(ft) )
8 = aj}[(t—l)l(yiﬁ);i(l_l)) (10)
h = o {/‘(tfl)l(yi’j\}i(t_l)) (11)

T S A E AL AL, XGBoost 1 LA 3022 IR T S8, 1A BN AR B 4 R R 56807 .
2.4. BERVHME ST

ASCE R AR 8:2 LRI 73 NN ZR A AN A 2 (random_state = 42), H-f8 FH $5) 77 i 1% % (root mean square
error, RMSE). “F¥J4t%}i5% 25 (mean absolute error, MAE)#I R *F- /7 (R-square, R2)XH A A PEREHEAT PRAL, A
IGAE XGBoost [VERE, % BENLARM(n_estimators = 100)H1 2% M [5] YT /5 A FE AR A 3R 47 % bb o #5570 25 L3
AT (R ZERT AR BOR BB R .

RMSE = (12)
MAE = (13)
R*=1- (14)

Ay R TRl T 1A
3. IRHERE
3.1. =B EEITA
XGBoost FEAIYE AR TPFEA EITNSE R 278, MAE 4 1.17, RMSE 4 2.56, R*40.996, £
TR EAT R v R TS B2 . L) K] XGBoost AU AE 4 i T/ b AR VAL U R (5 3):

Table 3. Comprehensive evaluation of all MEP installation tasks

=3 2 IFEEITER

R fRbs i
1 MAE 1.17
2 RMSE 2.56
3 R? 0.9959

H 4 AL HRIC S R v A, SBENLARAR(MAE: 5.22, RMSE: 6.93, R2: 0.937)F1£& 4 [A] 5 (MAE: 20.45,
RMSE: 25.45,R% 0.149)#t;, XGBoost 7EFTH fatr FIRIL T, WAE T HAEARL M R P IILH
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Table 4. Performance comparison of prediction models

= 4. REFEELR

5 T MAE RMSE R2
1 XGBoost 3.89 5.55 0.959
2 Random Forest 5.22 6.93 0.937
3 Linear Regression 20.45 25.45 0.149
IR AW THIFNRLE (RAR)
160 o ZHIM
—— NI

A4 ) N Q < % © > N, > + > > N R Q <

v
IFRS

Figure 2. Predicted vs. actual duration for project tasks (A~W)
2. B & TFA~W)FUNsT L E

TR TR ERN LA

0-

XGBoost Random Forest

Figure 3. Prediction error comparison of different models for construction duration

3. AEMRE T HATUNIR Z X EE

Linear Regression
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3.2. BHEEEM T

F£T XGBoost B FIRHIE B ZAEAF A1 4 Prow, SRER “METAR” “TRIER” “REHK
fbric” AL “ARNL ANE” g T E 2R b, “i TR DIEEMERS D 0.32 fr5E
fir, e T HAMACE, RYIHABIBR P GO, &R — 4RI RE T i TRCRIE N
—MEERENR, RS R IR RIRICE S5 LA MPATEE ), B 5 i TR
L2, “ TR T2 AU AR5 A S UL, 0 TR ” WA S BRI AE RS € TP
SRS BN RES), BRI RS MERCR RS E. fln, £ TREEMRNBELT, &7
FoE . HIR S AGRE AR, TR 2 25 50 S 58 R T

HFEEH 5 E (BT XGBoosti=R)

ETHE

0-32

IFIREE

KEERRFARIC

LN -0-10-

-0-08-

WETIFY

TR -0.05-

HHRIFFsaRTIE) -0.03-

[=3
o .

0. 0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20 0.25 0.30

HEEEESH

Figure 4. Feature importance plot of the XGBoost model
[ 4. XGBoost HEBIFHFEE 4155

BN TR AR By R A, (HHO T 520 52 21t TR 5 BRI . 20k 2
THiS, AL TARE R T  AE L ADLR BE Ad . R, AR TN b B AR R, il TR AR
THRER HE— DT E B I RCR -

BeA,  “OREBEERARARIC” EENES AR 0.18, YA TN b M AT 20, it
AR ZAR R KPR TR, ASO IR ZE R “ B R T R T 2T 0 HX i, 4R ER:
KEEERAE TR P B0 IR Z(MAE) N 1.02 K, RTARRER1E TR 1.39 K, UHIBIRAE R SR AT 55
W LRI S i AOAE R, A B 5 v B At P B A B e

ML 222 TR B oR R, OCBRE R AT b Y T P e A 0T ) A AR 0 B2 AR s 1) 5 i, AR BRI
o B M R R g T B R R AR EARAEAL . X — LS BLRRAE th A BT T P A
DAPRIE, filfe 7 ORB R A2 Ly R SRR Z MR N . [FI, RIS A B R 0L 7t — Aoy
[ —— ] i TR R 25 B AR S B AR P R AE R < R SE AR RS, BERTT T, ORBEIE SR T E AR
(KIS B -
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3.3. MMERSREST

Rk Pl XGBoost R FEHL L 22 %% TR TSI TN b AP RE, A SO R F) 00 25 2R 5 iR 22 20 Al
BEAT 7L, PR ZE RO W 5 o, B Dy Sebr T, ORI TN, KA )
ATEFRARTLA LRI, ROIBIBITRIRE B o RIS, AFTES 0 Bl AR E A TIIREA &,
Wt BRI A b B B i TR B BOGB BARA 55 N A A — R i 22
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175 4— : 1L
,O
4
»r
o | &
150 — : .’
/,I
125 4— ‘ z —
&
4
4
//
1 - '3 —
E 00 7
,/
= 4
: P
54— o .
/,’ @
50 4— 3 —
D
4 @
%4 ° : -
i?é )
41 \ I \ \
0 2 50 7 100 125 150 175
SERRTHY

Figure 5. Scatter plot of prediction errors for the XGBoost model
& 5. XGBoost {REFUMIRER = E

4 R

ICN=A

AT PR AT ITH 100 L TR, M 15T XGBoost 1 TR, I 7 4
HA M TR e A s . RIS SRR, BURAE BRSO T BEHLAR AN £ 4 [m]
H, B&RGFMENESREN. SRR R, I TREMSCH AR T E
BRI, it TR stk R, HARRAE SR AR T b BRI S ks e, A B TR T U H d3E
ETEIR A S BRI . ARRAT U BE— 20 SIS SFHIEIN R BRI T H & SEid sE ) MR L2 2
J7i(0 LSTM), G SEAR Y X T (] I 5 28 BRI AR RE 0 55 SIEIR F0E0I K5 [RJIR, mRs 39 Tt A5 78 5 1
L2 TRE A T - B AL B Sl M TN - DS L B RER IS T &, SEBLE K AT T
RS EEIE .
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