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Abstract ⎯ Warehouse layout and design is a major input in terms of the total costs of the enterprise, as well
as playing a key role in increasing the level of competition of the enterprise. Decision problems are
encountered at the tactical and operational level in warehouse management, which is of high importance.
With the literature review studies, it is emphasized that Multi-Criteria Decision Making (MCDM) applications
should be handled as highly qualified or multi-purpose problems and that the problems should be compatible
with real life problems. It has uncertain conditions because the real-life problems are taken into account and
the criteria contain contradictory features. In this case, it becomes a difficult task to choose the best location
for the product / raw materials. For this reason, the aim of this study is to examine the MCDM applications in
the field of warehouse layout and design comprehensively. This literature study has been carried out with
relevant keywords on different international databases. In the literature review, it has been determined that
the most used techniques in the field of warehouse layout and design, which are carried out by applying the
MCDM methods, are the Analytical Hierarchy Process (AHP), ELECTRE TRI and PROMETHEE, and it has
been found that MCDM methods are used as an integrated manner in order to deal with the advantages to be
obtained by using more than one MCDM method in its field. In addition, the suggestions were presented to
researchers for further studies.
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INTRODUCTION
Over the past two decades manufacturing has become more complex because of competition, great varieties
and technological advances. Nowadays, the basis of competition has changed, so ensuring not only cost
effectiveness but also customization (Kumar et al., 2016). While businesses are competing in the market with
the price, quality and technological infrastructure of their final products, they may also face the risk of not
being on the shelf with the sales and stock management they apply (Sever, 2006).
Warehouses generally are refered to the storage of raw materials and all products and is used in work in
process (Yerlikaya, 2020). In his study, Yerlikaya (2020) states that warehousing activities are the activities in
which the most time and money are spent among all the activities of the enterprise. Warehouse facility design
and layout are considered as important logistics activities, in addition, warehouse selection is among the
important steps in order to realize the most efficient activities (Amin et al., 2019).
Warehouse activity is an element of fundamental importance in the integration of the logistics channel, and it
is regarded as an extension of production (Silva et al., 2015). It aims to achieve an efficient use of space that
facilitates the separation of applications and minimizes the cost of order picking (Gu et al., 2007). Different
criteria should be considered for product placement and classification in the warehouse; these criteria are size,
weight, volume, demand, cost, distance etc. Considering all these criteria at the same time and placing the
products in the most appropriate place is a difficult activity (Gu et al., 2007).
The criteria used in the fields of facility layout, design and facility location selection are determined according
to the type and content of the problem. The explanation related to these studies is explained as in Table 1.
Using Table 1., it can be seen which criteria are included in which study.
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The criteria in Table 1 were encoded with letters and entered in the table; A Distance, B Adjacency Score, C
Shape Ratio, D Flexibility, E Accessibility, F Maintenance, G Closeness Gap Value Cluster, H Process
Capacity, I Performance Measures, J Productive Area Utilization, K Quality, L Human Issues Cluster, M
Throughput Time, N Product Indicators, O Work in Process, P Machine Utilization, R Material Handling
Vehicle Utilization and Handling Cost, S Productivity, T Layout Reconfigurability, U Cost, V Reliability, W
Flow.
Multi-Criteria Decision Making (MCDM) method has been used to make complex decisions, and allows for
the consideration of multiple criteria, both measurable and also non-measurable, combining quantitative and
qualitative criteria (Ilbahar et al., 2018). For all scientific researches, the decision making process is a planned
path of solving problems (Sehra et al., 2016). MCDM methods can gather historical data and expert opinions
(Pohekar and Ramachandran, 2004). The master purpose of MCDM is to evaluate and maybe choose the best
one from several alternatives based on criteria (Afshari et al., 2016).
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Amin et al (2019) revealed the areas of use, advantages and disadvantages of some of the MCDM
processes in their studies, and in this study, the most frequently used processes are given in Table 2.
Table 2. Explanation about the some MCDM processes (Amin et al., 2019)
Some MCDM
processes

Application Areas

Advantages

Disadvantages

ELECTRE

Location and
transportation problems
etc.

It takes some uncertainties into
accounts

Results are difficult to interpret.

AHP

Location selection,
supply chain strategy etc.

Suitable for low number of
alternatives and criteria, easy to
understand.

Not suitable for too many
alternatives and criteria.

ANP

Application limitations
are unknown.

They also reveal the relationship
between the criteria.

The solution takes too much
time.

TOPSIS

Supply chain and
logistics, energy etc.

Suitable for a large number of
alternatives and criteria.

Az sayıda alternatif ya da çok
sayıda kriter için uygun
değildir.

Grey Theory

It can be used when there
is missing data.

It needs accurate information.

It’s not give an optimal
solution.

PROMETHEE

The field of application
is quite wide.

It is easy to use.

There is no exact method for
determining weights.

Simple Additive
Weighting (SAW)

Business management,
Financial problems etc.

It has simple method steps.

Sometimes its solution may not
be understandable.

METHODOLOGY
The main goal of this paper is to review the literature concerning the application of MCDM methods in the
field of warehouse layout. The Web of Science (WoS) Core Collection Database was chosen to identify papers
in the period of 1977–2021.
In the publication research, a large number of studies that did not specialize in the warehouse were found, in
this case, the framework of the research was expanded a little more and citations were made about the facility
layout.
Scanning via Elsevier; (29.07.2021) 47.980 papers with the keyword of “Facility Layout”, Find articles with
these terms: 306 publications with “Layout” and “MCDM” search.
Scanning via Science Core Collection; (29.07.2021) Between 1977 year and 2021 year, 12.487 papers with the
keyword of (((((ALL=(MCDM)) AND ALL=(MCDM WAREHOUSE LAYOUT)) OR ALL=(WAREHOUSE
DESIGN)) OR ALL=(INVENTORY REPLACEMENT)) OR ALL=(SHELF AASIGNMENT)) OR
ALL=(STORAGE ALLOCATION)

PRIMARY REVIEW RESULT
A summary content as in Table 3 was prepared for the analysis of similar studies. The main reason for
including this table in the study is to sample the publications that do not work directly on warehouse layout
and design.
In addition to the studies in Table 3, more important studies are included under the Detailed Review Result
title.
Table 3. Summary information about some of the analyzed studies
Author and Year

Methods

Colak et al (2016)

Analytical
Hierarchy Process
(AHP)

Arunyanart and
Pruekthaisong (2018)

AHP, Data
Envelopment
Analysis (DEA)

Indap (2018)

AHP

Micale et al (2019)

ELECTRE TRI,
TOPSIS

Demircioglu ve
Ozceylan (2021)

Fuzzy Analytical
Network Process
(Fuzzy ANP)

Inputs
Criteria: Stock Turnover
Rate, Transport Distance
Quantity Alternatives: 47 raw
materials
9 different layout alternatives
for 7 departments of the
company
Criteria: Cost, Volume and
Height Utilization, Ease of
Loading, Stock Turnover
Rate
Shelf Systems: Back to Back
Shelving, Narrow Aisle
Racking System, Automated
storage and retrieval systems
Criteria: weight, area,
demand, profitability and
number of customers
Criteria: Consumption
Amount, Availability in
Finished Product, Access
Status, Storage Conditions,
Analysis, Delivery Adequacy
Alternatives: 9 raw materials

Fontana and Calvante
ELECTRE TRI
(2013)

Characteristics of products

Hawari et al (2014)

6 criteria determined for 18
business areas of the business
(Criteria: Closeness gap
value, Expansion flexibility,
Routing flexibility, Volume
flexibility, Productive area
utilization, Human issues)

Vukasovic et al (2021)

Alsyouf et al (2011)

ANP

The Fuzzy Full
Consistency
Method, The Fuzzy
Evaluation based
on Distance from
Average Solution
SAW

78 products, 4 criteria
(Criteria: Quantity, Unit
price, Annual Procurement
Costs and Demand)
12 criteria, 3 locations

Specialization in
Warehouse
Layout/Management












Nitkratoke and
Aengchuan (2019)

Fuzzy AHP

Fontana et al (2020)

ELECTRE TRI

33 different product brands, 4
criteria (Criteria: Ordering
Cost, Selling volume,
Perishability, Opportunity
Cost)
50 products, 4 criteria
(Criteria: Popularity,
Maximum inventory, Profit,
Sensitivity)





DETAILED REVIEW RESULT
In this section, the literature review is given in more detail and specific to the studies.
Each method of MCDM follows different procedures in determining criterion weights, normalization
techniques and alternative ranking (Jahan and Edwards, 2015). Hybrid evaluation method; The first step is to
uncover the criteria and alternatives. The second step is to perform tradeoffs between criteria using pairwise
comparisons. The third step is to calculate the criteria priority vector, normalize the relevant weights, and
calculate the consistency ratio.
If the consistency rate is below 10%, the logical consistency of the binary matrix is considered to be sufficient
(Ribeiro vd., 2011). Silva et al. (2015) proposed a multi-criteria decision model for assigning and ranking
products to shelf locations in a warehouse. Fontana and Nepomuceno (2016) proposed a multi-criteria decision
model to realize the product classification and solve the storage location assignment problem in a multilayered warehouse.
In his study, Yerlikaya (2020) determined 3 criteria, since assigning products to storage areas creates many
time problems, especially when there is uncertainty in product demands. These 3 criteria are demand,
profitability and sensitivity. In the mentioned study, a decision matrix was created with a fuzzy number for 3
criteria. The decision matrix is expressed with linguistic values. Net flow values were also listed with the
fuzzy PROMETHEE method. According to the order of importance of the obtained product, the storage areas
were assigned. So, it is proposed to rank the products with the Fuzzy PROMETHEE method under qualitative
criteria (demand, sensitivity, profitability) for warehouse systems where the demand is uncertain and assign
them to the best storage locations according to this rank.
Jafaryeganeh et al (2020) have proven that it is possible to solve a multi-objective design problem based on
different objectives as an MCDM problem. An oil tanker has been included in the review because it has a
similar use to a warehouse. This design problem has objectives, constraints, and design variables. Purposes;
minimization of pollution prevention parameter, cargo capacity (maximizing available space) and structural
safety parameter (maximizing); constraints, regulations and other limitations. The importance of the criteria
was determined by the objective weights of the Shannon entropy technique. Alternative rankings were
evaluated by MCDM methods.
In Amin et al (2019) studies, MCDM process was used to select the best warehouse according to all criteria
determined among 5 warehouses. The criteria that guide the selection were obtained by means of a
questionnaire.
Besbes et al (2018) could not find a general model to cover all companies in their study; because each
company differs on the basis of the sector in which it operates, in the product variety, in the context of
available technologies and economic conditions. Using AHP and TOPSIS, the following conclusion was
reached; distance, adjacency, space, work flow and material handling cost.

In the studies of Fontana and Nepomuceno (2016), products are categorized in many companies, the only
problem is to assign them to the warehouse shelves. However, in some warehouses, products should be
categorized, their weights should be determined according to the criteria determined according to the groups
they are in, and shelf assignment processes should be completed. In this study, 4 criteria were determined, and
it is desired to evaluate them simultaneously. In other words, while providing one criterion, the other criterion
should not be compromised. For this reason, the Electre TRI method was chosen. These criteria are as follows;
product weight, area size, demand size, product's contribution to the firm.
Silva et al (2015) çalışmalarında Storage of products which increases the speed of delivery and the
competitiveness of enterprises. Bu çalışmanın amacı a multicriteria decision support model for ranking
products and assigning them to warehouse storage locations. Warehouse activity is an element of fundamental
importance in the integration of the logistics channel, and it is regarded as an extension of production. It aims
to achieve an efficient use of space that facilitates the separation of applications and minimizes the cost of
order picking (Gu et al, 2007). Different criteria should be considered for product placement and classification
in the warehouse; these criteria are size, weight, volume, demand, cost, distance etc. It is a difficult activity to
consider all these criteria at the same time and to place the products in the most appropriate place. In this
study, two of the MCDM methods were used as hybrids. The areas determined for storage with the
SMARTER and lexicographic methods were evaluated as an alternative. The criteria are listed as follows:
Number of Customers, Inventory Turnover Rate, Area Size.
In the studies of Kumar et al (2016), facility layout design selection is examined by taking the opinions of
experts. An application was made in a company with a Flexible Manufacturing Systems infrastructure. There
are 5 criteria, 5 alternatives and 4 experts.
Table 4. Criteria for FLDs
Subjective Criteria
Objective Criteria
 Size and Shape of the Departments (C1)
 Distance between Facilities (C2)
Total Investment Cost (C5)
 Quality of the Products (C3)
 Lighting, Ventilation and Identification
Colours used (C4)
In this paper there is an attempt to propose a FLD selection algorithm that is based on a combination of
hierarchical structure analysis and Fuzzy Set Theory. A measure called ‘Fuzzy Facilities Layout Index (FFLI)’
is proposed in this paper that handles fuzziness or vagueness inherent in the evaluation process and to provide
a standard for selecting the most appropriate FL of the alternatives without losing sight of the importance of
various criteria in FL selection process. The criteria: Many potential FL attributes Availability of Skilled
workforce, Size & Shape of the Departments, Distance between facilities, Quality of production, various cost
components involved, Lighting & Ventilation etc are considered for the selection of a right kind of FL for a
particular type of production process.
In the real-world, attributes so selected to help decision making regarding FL design selection can be
categorised into: (1) Subjective issues (These factors have qualitative definition and based solely on an
individual’s (expert) perception and ratings) such as availability of skilled workforce, size & shape of the
departments, distance between facilities, quality of production etc;
(2) Objective issues (These factors are defined in real quantitative terms) such as Investment cost, MH costs,
Operating Costs, Improvement Costs etc. The basis for that can be found in (Tompkins and White, 1984). Also
they introduced a method whereby the selection criteria regarding facilities were classified into 3 main
categories: (1) Critical Factors, (2) Subjective Factors, (3) Objective Factors.

CONCLUSION
Operational performance or by managerial performance may not be the right choice for the warehouse
manager. Thus, the proposed model was able to balance these approaches and provide a more significant
overall performance.
This paper proposes a multi-criteria assignment approach to solve the storage location assignment problem
(SLAP), in class-based storage (CBS) policy, to improve the warehouse operations, as well as inventory
management. This model considers the ELECTRE III method, a well-known multi-criteria decision aiding
(MCDA) method, to construct a medium-sized valued outranking relation, and a multi-objective evolutionary
algorithm (MOEA) to exploit the outranking relation to derive a recommendation. The model compares the
classes to define their allocation in the warehouse, and it finds a SLAP solution that can be used for inventory
management, balancing the operational and tactical factors, allowing considering warehouse manager
preferences, client requirements and stock keeping unit (SKU) characteristics simultaneously. The results of
the simulated case showed the robustness of the proposed model for improving the order picking system
performance.
The benefits from this FLD on the issues of Size and Shape of the Departments, Distance between Facilities,
Quality of the Products manufactured, Lighting, Ventilation and Identification colours used outweigh the cost
as it is evident from the ratings given by the experts.
If progress is to be made by obtaining opinions from experts, more than one person with different expertise
should be interviewed. Otherwise, its reliability will be low due to its dependence on the opinion of experts.

REFERENCES
Abdi, R. (2005). Selection of layout configuration for reconfigurable manufacturing system using the AHP. ISAHP,
Honolulu.
Abdi, R. (2009). Layout configuration selection for reconfigurable manufacturing systems using the fuzzy AHP. Int. J.
Manuf. Technol. Manag. 17(1/2), 149-165, Doi: 10.1504/IJMTM.2009.023783.
Abdul-Hamid Y. T, Kochhar A. K, Khan M. K. (1999). An analytic hierarchy process ap-proach to the choice of
manufacturing plant layout. Proceedings of Institute of Mechanical Engineers, Part B, 213, 397–406.
Afshari, A., Vatanparast, M. and Cockalo, D. (2016). Application of Multi Criteria Decision Making to Urban PlanningA Review, Journal of Engineering Management and Competitiveness (JEMC), 6(1), 46-53.
Alsyouf, I., Al-Araidah, O., Tates, M. and Ciganovic, R. (2011). A multi-criteria decision-making framework for
assessing the quality and cost of facility layout alternatives: a case study, Proc. IMechE Vol. 000 Part B: J. Engineering
Manufacture, Doi: 10.1177/0954405411408664.
Amin, M., Das, A., Roy, S. and Shikdar, M. (2019). Warehouse Selection Problem Solution by Using Proper
MCDM Process, International Journal of Science and Qualitative Analysis, 5(2), 43-51.
Arunyanart, S. ve Pruekthaisong, S. (2018). Selection of multi-criteria plant layout design by combining AHP and
DEA methodologies. MATEC Web of Conferences, 1-5. France: EDP Sciences.
Besbes M., Affonso R.C., Zolghadri M., Masmoudi F. and Haddar M. (2018) Multi -criteria Decision-Making
Approaches for Facility Layout (FL) Evaluation and Selection: A Survey. In: Haddar M., Chaari F., Benamara A.,
Chouchane M., Karra C., Aifaoui N. (eds) Design and Modeling of Mechanical Systems —III. CMSM 2017.
Lecture Notes in Mechanical Engineering. Springer, Cham. Doi: 10.1007/978-3-319-66697-6_59.
Çolak, M., Keskin, G., Günel, G. ve Akkaya, D. (2016). A Model For Efficient Layout of a Raw Material Warehouse in a
Chemical Company, Beykent University Journal of Science and Engineering, 9(2), 55-76.
Demircioglu, S. N. and Ozceylan, E. (2021). Assigning Raw Materials to Shelf With Fuzzy Analytical Network
Process and Mathematical Model Integration: An Application in The Food Industry, Journal of Industrial
Engineering, 32(2), 321-340.
Ertay, T., Ruan, D., Tuzkaya, U. R. (2006). Integrating data envelopment analysis and analytic hierarchy for the facility
layout design in manufacturing systems, Information Sciences, 176(3), 237-262, Doi: 10.1016/j.ins.2004.12.001.
Fontana, M. and Cavalcante, C. (2013). Electre Tri Method Used to Storage Location Assignment Into Categories,
Pesquisa Operacional, 33(2), 283-303, Doi: 10.1590/S0101-74382013000200009.
Fontana, M. and Nepomuceno, V. (2016). Multi-criteria approach for products classification and their storage location
assignment, The International Journal of Advanced Manufacturing Technology, 88, 3205-3216.
Fontana, M., Lopez, J., Cavalcante, C. and Noriega, J. (2020), Multi-Criteria Assignment Model to Solve The Storage
Location Assignment Problem, Revista Investigation Operational, 41(7), 1019-1029.
Gergin, R. and Peker, I. (2019). Literature review on success factors and methods used in warehouse location selection,
Journal of Pamukkale University Engineering Sciences, 25(9), 1062-1070.
Gu, J., Goetschalckx, M. and McGinnis, L. (2007). Research On Warehouse Operation: A Comprehensive Review,
European Journal of Operational Research, 177(1), 1–21.
Hawari, T., Mumani, A. and Momani, A. (2014). Application of the Analytic Network Process to facility location
selection, Journal of Manufacturing Systems, 33, 488-497, Doi: 10.1016/j.jmsy.2014.04.006.
Ilbahar, E., Karaşan, A., Cebi, S. and Kahraman, C., (2018). A novel approach to risk assessment for occupational health
and safety using Pythagorean fuzzy AHP & fuzzy inference system, Safety Science, 103, 124–136.
Indap, S. (2018). Application of the Analytic Hierarchy Process in the Selection of Storage Rack Systems For ECommerce Clothing Industry. Journal of Management, Marketing and Logistics, 5(4), 255-266.

Jafaryeganeh, H., Ventura, M and Soares, C. (2020). Application of multi-criteria decision making methods for selection
of ship internal layout design from a Pareto optimal set, Ocean Engineering, 202, 1-14, Doi:
10.1016/j.oceaneng.2020.107151.
Jahan, A. and Edwards, K. (2015). A state of the art survey on the influence of normalization techniques in ranking:
improving the materials selection process in engineering design, Materials and Design, 65, 335-342.
Kumar, G., Sarkar, B and Sanyal, S. (2016). Evaluating Facilities Layout Designs using Fuzzy-MCDM method,
International Journal od Scientific and Engineering Research, 7(8), 2093-2106.
Kuo Y., Yang T, Huang G.W (2008) The use of grey relational analysis in solving multiple attribute decision-making
problems, Computers & Industrial Engineering, 55(1), 80–93.doi: http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cie.2007.12.002.
Lateef-Ur R, Ateekh-Ur R (2013) Manufacturing configuration selection using multicriteria decision tool, Int. J. Adv.
Manuf. Tech., 65(5–8), 625–639, Doi: 10.1007/s00170-012-4201-5.
Maniya K. D, Bhatt M. G. (2011). An alternative multiple attribute decision making meth-odology for solving optimal
facility layout design selection problems, Computers & In-dustrial Engineering, 61, 542–549, Doi:
10.1016/j.cie.2011.04.009.
Micale, R., Fata, L. ve Scalia, L. (2019). A combined interval-valued ELECTRE TRI and TOPSIS approach for solving
the storage location assignment problem, Computers&Industrial Engineering, 135(9), 199-210.
Nitkratoke, S. and Aengchuan, P. (2019). FAHP in Multi-Criteria Inventory Classification for Storage Layout,
International Conference on Advanced Research in Applied Science and Engineering, Amsterdam: Netherlands.
Pohekar, S. and Ramachandran, M. (2004). Application of Multi-Criteria Decision Making To Sustainable Energy
Planning-A Review, Renewable and Sustainable Energy Reviews, 8(4), 365-381.
Ribeiro, R., Moreira, A., Broek, V. and Pimentel, A. (2011). Hybrid assessment method for software engineering
decisions, Decision Support Systems, 51(1), 208-219.
Sehra, S., Brar, Y. and Kaur, N. (2016). Applications of Multi-criteria Decision Making in Software Engineering,
International Journal of Advanced Computer Science and Applications (IJACSA), 7(7), 472-477.
Sever, M. (2006). Application of Enterprise Mobility in Warehouse Management: A Case Study, (Master Thesis),
İstanbul University, Institute of Social Sciences, İstanbul. Address: http://nek.istanbul.edu.tr:4444/ekos/TEZ/42062.pdf
Shahin, A., Poormostafa, M. (2011). Facility layout simulation and optimization. An integra-tion of advanced quality and
decision making tools and techniques. Modern Applied Science, 5(4), 95, Doi: 10.5539/mas.v5n4p95.
Shang, S. (1993). Multi-criteria facility layout problem: An integrated approach. European Journal of Operational
Research, 66(3), 291–304, Doi: 10.1016/0377-2217(93)90218-C.
Shokri, H., Ashjari, B., Saberi, M., Yoon, JH. (2013) An integrated AHP. VIKOR methodology for facility layout design,
Ind. Eng. Manag. Sys., 12(4), 389–405, Doi: 10.7232/iems.2013.12.4.389.
Singh, S.P and Singh, V.K (2011) Three-level AHP-based heuristic approach for a multi-objective facility layout
problem, International Journal of Production Research, 49(4), 1105–1125, Doi: 10.1080/00207540903536148
Silva, D., Vasconcelos, N. and Cavalcante C. (2015). Multicriteria Decision Model to Support the Assignment of Storage
Location of Products in a Warehouse, Hindawi Mathematical Problems in Engineering, Doi: 10.1155/2015/481950.
Tompkins, J. and White, J. (1984). Facility Planning, John Wiley&Sons Inc.
Vukasovic, D., Gligovic, D., Terzic, S., Stevic, Z. and Macura, P. (2021). A Novel Fuzzy MCDM Model for Inventory
Management In Order To Increase Business Efficinecy, Technological and Economic Development of Economy, 27(2),
386-401, Doi: 10.3846/tede.2021.14427.
Wang P, Zhu Z, Wang Y (2016) A novel hybrid MCDM model combining the SAW, TOPSIS and GRA methods based
on experimental design. Information Sciences, 345(1): 27-45.doi:http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ins.2016.01.076.
Yang, T., Su, C.T, Hsu, Y.R. (2000) Systematic layout planning: A study on semiconductor wafer fabrication facilities,
International
Journal
of
Operations
and
Production
Management,
20(11),
1360–1372,
Doi:
10.1108/01443570010348299.
Yang, T., Kuo, C.A. (2003) A hierarchical AHP/DEA methodology for the facilities layout design problem. European
Journal of Operational Research, 147(1), 128-136, Doi: 10.1016/S0377-2217(02)00251-5.

Yang, T., Hung. CC. (2007) Multiple-attribute decision making methods for plant layout de-sign problem. Robotics and
Computer Integrated Manufacturing, 23, 126–137, Doi: 10.1016/j.rcim.2005.12.002.
Yerlikaya, M. (2020). Storage Location Assignment with Fuzzy PROMETHEE Method in Warehouse Systems with
Uncertain Demand, Journal of the Institute Electronics and Computer, 2, 142-150.

