TREEBEEE £184% £330 19954 3A 4H

EFTE Al2d AR A% griE YgAHER
- The Selection of a Material Handling Systems
using Multi-Attribute Decision Making

348

Jung, Sang-yun
& A"

Ha, Seung-chul

% —‘:1,.— %...

Hwang, Mun-young

Abstract

The Purpose of this paper is to describe and demonstrate a quantitative procedure for evaluating
alternative material handling systems that are being considered for possible purchase. The
procedure considers both quantitative factors(i.e. costs) and qualitative factors(ie. equipment
productivity) that should be considered in the evaluation process.

Since these factors are not always quantifiable it is necessary that the procedure be able to
quantify all factors in commensurable units. This is accomplished via a modification of the Brown
and Gibson model for facility site location and selection. The model was demonstrated via a case
example that encompassed the derivation of performance measures for three material handling
systems.
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