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AR AER TR, VR T & RY. TMEFMEE W K EHAW
BRZ & F WA EJE T Stackelberg 1#7%.

G N OB RACEESTE s B, R REf (B HRK  DJIBE.
£, MgEY = #44 | 4B% W) KA MAETE EK ke,
BEZ LG W THEARE CEN G MEr & b FE N & M ML Causen (O

RN (disruption management) , SRMIEEXT B E/EHHIY B ks M.
ER—RE, RS mh SN JR ARG, QB EREaT % wan N
Wy RN, BF TERRER MERRR BUBET N SR it RANXEEE F.

¥ofe N RG] i L RS I R I <SR L LV VA E I

E Rrfe FH XNMZTROME, WEE N XRERE F O BRNTR R
oA & tEH BT eIEX.

T T /R VAR A VA WP EEZE O BAM O 2 PER FORE W
O, MAERKE F RAEZE  HxT Y EEeE WSl ReseE D

Chen  Yanol!l 7E3X i G MERE L W BRATEHEARSW N & B K
M. Buzna UUBF EBEBERMGE K AREMEEE EERIH BT FL2HR
A WegAE BB EEMNTHRRES FOoma, Hik4 FFEEEZ M F (power

law) &, KAEBLAFR % B DRSS PE MGRE At W Pareto
fii G g e 0 Ml S HEsE, R O REZETEEE  FMEX GERER). B W
PrixBefE R, N BEARAXTRERE # RENME F @Y BEX »E i
] Borez | HIEREME F B WWE KERK RITA.
A3 IEERASE  XIWTREDTE, RIHRAEE K BRI EE PRERAE
B FEREIg. DAy W Y TedRE A, M O isE & ORI
KR WK FHME TREE K MR Keom. 0 DO BB EMERRE F
—HRAERSE X B4R FE FERfl X ms RO )TH (T[T [10]) B
TRfe MNEZESER e, A ET KT xEEREE U BReE K
wfE uhEETE K IFE FIRERE XTSRRI .

2 i R =

A3 Mo- B M N R sk & 1 #E FIBERESG KER

T TR REREE CEEENET, XPETENEE, o RERR WK /.
N EFECRIE R A sl BERRE TERE s B JEEiE.
IERfE & | RES , FPR ZEFEKR. HEREEHE BEREE WRE F
HEL @KL (K B . #4 ) LERIE PR S &N F I N = 2
i} B WE GON B D
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fo(9) = Lo (S5, Fo(s) = 0 (S52), St 00), () BIMBREES Ml E 1
yoORSLE & ROERSE WH MRTT RREE s R0 RE b B
" X

3 4 18 D(s) 5
WETH TR R R B A
Mok & wREE o8 T M
e (I D).
D(s) = Dy + ks" @ >
N =t % ” 0o s
Heb Dy Wl MERR BN EAHCn /
ANFERATRSG 1 RH 6 WU
TRERAS WWRE  EHn DA LA

R FRMERE BB R
TERAE T &K M e AiFEE TR

I;(x):l—F(x):|55<" X_kDO) (3)

£09 = - £, ( i/ ‘kDO> @
n{/k(x — Dg) "V
I LS

ERPE K neh

My = pS(q) — wg ®)
Hrp S(q) AERERE K TR D) TIT N g RHIESEE . (EE =02, i TFEE FRE
P, MBS oM BB BRIAE,
S@) =E[D(s)Aq] = /q xF(x)dx + /+Oo qf(xX)dx =q — /q F (x)dx (6)
oo q

—0o0

A OBRE S(Q)=F@). X #H A DEw BRI E - & K

IE(Q) _ IE ( n/q— D002100000429(+)5179933175(0575)610199626009962630828307982
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Fs( (W)= wip, B ) Fo = §f4( ), Fl(w(w))
_ Fs(C(w) Fs _ & 1
w w pfs( )
. wSc n
S=Do+k "(w) 18 "V>C. =0
w - Dotk P (Wfs( (W)
( ; 1 Gamma Erlang Weibull
(IFR) 1,
4 1
2 nS1 & &
;:vkn ,, WSO fsz()é(n81)
W pfs( ) p o fs°()  fs()
rs()  fs()/Fs(?) B ,
fs (S)Fs(s) + fs*(s) fs(s) L& 1
rs (s)= = > >SS - .,
: F2(9 (29 DR
' 2 nS1 - -
ZS<§kn 1+c§(WSc)(n51)
_W pfs( ) w p fs()
FO > (pScolp F@O)<clp ,
(w) FS1 W FSt < 0,
O!
4 , (12) we° , we W,
w = w°, we /W, w , ,
1 4 1
w =argmax s(w), w W, Do+ k "(w) 1§WSC- :
w o o P00 P (Wis( (W)
4
, p = 100,
Do = 150; s =0, =2
5, n =3, PNegtiveDemand = 6.01%.
w = 77.58. , )

g =132.58. , (W, q

32

Fs .
w !

(12)

)

(13)

(14)

c=20,
s N(0,4),
k =
Stackelberg
[20,93.99]
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®1E X #3¥ 0

* * * *

Hs PNegtiveDemand Wapbound w q T T,
—1.0 14.60% 85.4 65.59 120.72 5503.33 —2247.15
—0.8 12.43% 87.57 68.18 123.41 5945.91 —1503.20
—0.6 10.50% 89.50 70.68 125.94 6382.96 —894.63
—04 8.79% 91.21 73.09 128.31 6811.63 —404.58
—0.2 7.30% 92.70 75.39 130.52 7229.29 —17.44
—0.1 6.63% 93.37 76.50 131.57 7433.24 142.08

0 6.01% 93.99 77.58 132.58 7633.57 281.15

0.1 5.44% 94.56 78.63 133.56 7830.04 401.38

0.2 4.91% 95.09 79.65 134.50 8022.41 504.28

0.4 3.97% 96.03 81.60 136.26 8394.03 663.79

0.6 3.19% 96.81 83.43 137.89 8746.96 770.32

0.8 2.54% 97.46 85.15 139.38 9080.06 833.34

1.0 2.00% 98.00 86.74 140.74 9392.50 861.21
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Os PNegtiveDemand Wapbound w* q" U m;
0.5 2.57 x 10710 100 98.19 144.26 11279.36 254.262
0.75 1.71 x 107° 100 95.39 139.93 10549.19 593.059

1 0.09% 99.91 91.76 136.6 9802.25 937.464
1.25 0.65% 99.35 87.86 134.44 9123.01 1158.66
1.5 1.91% 98.08 84.08 133.23 8537.93 1161.64
1.75 3.79% 96.21 80.63 132.69 8045.37 883.595

2 6.01% 93.99 77.58 132.58 7633.57 281.15
2.25 8.36% 91.64 74.9 132.77 7288.92 —679.824
2.5 10.70% 89.3 72.57 133.12 6999.01 —2030.04
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k PNegtiveDemand Wopbound w* q W: s
0.2 2.78 x 107° 100 96.23 141.00 10748.92 497.325
0.4 0.02% 99.98 93.83 138.29 10210.52 754.631
0.6 0.08% 99.92 91.97 136.75 9841.35 920.965
0.8 0.21% 99.79 90.43 135.74 9559.39 1032.82
1.0 0.39% 99.61 89.11 135.02 9331.63 1107.52
2.0 1.75% 98.25 84.47 133.32 8595.16 1173.7
3.0 3.27% 96.73 81.47 132.77 8161.60 982.941
4.0 4.711% 95.29 79.28 132.60 7860.64 668.417
5.0 6.01% 93.99 77.58 132.58 7633.57 281.15
6.0 7.19% 92.81 76.19 132.65 7453.24 —153.779
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