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Abstract

The logistics of entire shipbuilding process are integrated during the block erection
process and the schedules for the erection process are made prior to- the schedules of any
other processes. Therefore, efficient scheduling of the block erection process are one of
most important issues in shipbuilding. There are only a few studies published regarding
block erection scheduling methods because of its complexity and variability. This paper
proposes an algorithm for diminution of maximum load based on constraint satisfaction
technique. it is developed primarily for the efficiency in load leveling and applicability to the
actual block erection process. The proposed algorithm is applied to actual block erection
process and the results shows improvements in load leveling. It can also be used for the
scheduling of fabrication, sub—assembly, and assembly to improve load leveling.
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