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Abstract

The physical distribution system is composed of all the activities associated with getting products from the

factory to the consumer through the firm’s channels of distribution.

An increasing amount of attention has been recently devoted to the component problems associated with

distribution system analysis.

This paper aralyzes effect of system parameters which are safety factor of depot’s stock, limitation of direct

supply from shop stock to customer and ordering quantity on the physical distribution cost and the evaluated

items by the Simulation.

The distribution system simulator views system as being composed of three struciual entities, preseats a

case study of a Chemical manufactures and carried on one year computer running.
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T AR ot = ‘lead time‘ # )
Pw—D) 15ton®} 5 6l | eodd /A
Pw—D: 10ton Truck 19 | s08d /A
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