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Quotation for price and delivery date in a Make-To-Order production system
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Abstract

The present business environment has been
incurred much competition by oversupply so that
customers have been to have more opportunities in
selection of firms to produce required product. Under
this circumstance, companies have to provide
attractive proposal (for example, low price and on
time delivery) to customers as considering their
capacity and risk for their survival. Therefore this
paper proposes a method to select customer and to
propose price and due date for maximum profit in the
restricted situation.
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