Product information representation for assembly processes
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Product development is a collaborative endeavour beginning with The relevant result of the conducted studies are presented below. Based on the findings of the conducted studies, several conclusions were
Identifying customer needs and progressing through product design to final derived:

product realization.
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Assembly, a fundamental process in discrete product manufacturing,
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for assembly planning is generated throughout the product development considered to enrich the product information g morcin ] 0 categorized requirements can effectively convey the needs of all parties
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planning processes, thereby reducing product realization timelines.

However, as the process evolves, there's a tendency for the designer's intent
and non-geometrical information to fade, overshadowed by the emphasis on

en
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Despite extensive research efforts, there is still no established method to N z

effectively integrate assembly-related information within the product model. P roduct T Goem vty |
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