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(A Mixed Zero-One Integer Goal programming Approach to
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Abstract

This paper is concerned with the facility location-allocation problem (FLAP) with multiple
obiectives.

A branch-and-bound procedure is presented to solve the mixed zero-one integer goal progranining
problem which is to determine facility locations from given candidate locations and to allocate facility
capacity to given customer markets simultane ously.

A numercial example is given to illustrate this procedure.
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Figure 1. Branching Procedure of a Bincry Tree
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Figure 2. Binary tree for illustrative problem
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