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ABSTRACT

This paper presents a general algorithm of multi-item continuous review <Q,r> models to obtain

simultaneous solutions for ordering quantities and reorder points for each item in an inventory, while

satisfying constraints on average inventory investment and reordering workload.

Two models are formulated, in each model the heuristic method is utilized, and the partial buck-

logging is considered.

variable cost.

In the first model, the objective function is the minimization of total inventory

In the second model, the objective function is the minimization of total time-weighted

shortages, and the ordering, holding, and stockout costs in this model are independent each otler.

A numerical example is also solved to present application of each model,
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