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An Interactive Computerized
Plant Layout System

Toshiko FukuMa*, Masaaki YaMAMOTO*

Abstract

In the proposed Interactive Computerized Plant Layout System, the facilities
that have any rectangular blocks are located on a rectangular plant space.

The layout problem is solved to minimize the total relationship and distance
value of the layout pattern by using an improved method, by which the caluculation
time is decreased than the one of Max-Min method.

After getting an initial layout design by the hand or by the computer with the
proposed algorithm, the planner can rearrange the layout by using interactive pro-
cedures of the system.

He can make a more efficient layout plan rapidly with this system.
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