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Abstract

This paper deals with the problem of locating facilities with upper and lower capacity
bounds in a single level physical distribution system at minimum total costs. Several known
schemes for location problems with upper capacity bounds only are successfully extended
to our case and then implemented into our branch and bound solution procedure. Computa-

tional experiments with twelve test problems suggest the effectiveness of our approach by
showing that only a small amount of additional computation is required for our problem
as compared to that for the problems with upper capacity bounds.
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