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Fig. 1 Exploded view of the office chair [www.duoback.co.kr]
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Table 1 module drivers
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Fig. 2 Concept modules based on MIM
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Table 2 Relative modularity of the office chair

Module Din Dout RMin
M1 32 136.6 0.19
M2 12.2 61.3 0.17
M3 0 57.4 0
M4 151 120.9 0.1
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Table 3 Relative modularity of office chair after applying of the
modular redesign methodology.

Module Din Dout RMin
M1 34.8 94 0.3
M2 19.7 64.8 0.2
M3 7.2 5 0.6
M4 15.9 84.2 0.16
M5 5 23.7 0.17
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