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A UlE 7Rtz 3 AEEA9 F43 wdoleles 7giAy dslol L7 YA 7ide da RE A
AA2dE AEME 7]tz ST E HFAI L S BT ol Jg 23 £EF AAAS Jwo 2y Ty
71 2 s Ut olHF §53 AJEA W2 UM 7Y WA E FAFIE g2 Yo BAP
AzoatdgdzA AAol dastA HAY dut 7IPdES gL E F A3gAaAA Y ARA M E vE
o B2 drEel Uy 22HUrGH 22 HENZ Yy A= FeY 7|gel ol AFoAAAH A
< AYE F Ue GAHEAA YA 2" Y E Dot 2FAARAA DA Ld T BAALE A A A T}
22 dFE FE olF 1 vk WM B dFME Ay E3F, 92 Jutoz 3 v|de] S 2dAY 2 2
A v EFe £A3 didaAAolge EAS 242802 YT £ g dAAYISE MAE3 oo vk
3 Z2EE]] Yo Alade FHEY HusS FFstna do E3, 7l WA 1R g oz Azoad
Az o] Hag AT oAy FAE ddos AF3AdAAANAY HAUSE Adsty AEe Asgstge o 2
7 22 7] AT olAE RAML AEqAEARAE EeAoZ MY ¥ 5 AE AZEA WIIEQY
AAE PROMISE (PROduction and Marketing Interface Support Environment)E 71822 3 & R AQlApd A =
YAl 2= (Web-DSS: Web-Decision Support Systems)-S A QFale vholtt,

1. A#E

ZId#A L Ha 22 d3E 7 Ut olE g B9 W FolME AI HaA g AL Jde o]gE&F

= 2ol TA TalA, 7ide Hd o4 FE FEZ stz U 2HY, olE BA3] A= e 1o
A @ FAHAHES #HAN Yrtokwt 3t 53], 7(go] Ax Y oj#MBAI AF 2ESE Yoz FAFH 9
O FAES oS AFsn EYAE 4A7E F4I9L A gEEe J[Yge olds IJuER TP Aol

otk ol F olsiA FES oy AL HGA F4Y, 98 € £EFFA S0 Az g2 E¥n
WHES ka7l A dASc 2eln, FAGRIL ojad e olHABAAES] 2L Y= ZHEE o|So] ¢
SETHE FEAM BEXA FA Rie Ao WA J1de AR g 2HE sS4 =t (Shapiro 1977,
Montgomery & Hausman 1986; Eliashberg & Steinberg 1993)

E =FoA dTFudeR 32 e vlAER AAREME AF2Hol ARd dEA BT YY) 4 =
of, otAIH R AAE] A B T obAE e ol oldSdE Hue Bu3gieE 27 Aot
AFAEe 4ol olddrus Heie AyHoz AAHY Yz, BuE Frs 7|de AYREL ABHAASH
FAl AAxEY AHE Eol 2ol Wt HAel Frlalr] wEolth mElAd, AARE S Ar|Hoez guE
Soissteian sy, AAZ Ar|Fez B qdE, ojdSdi= #wIgd dz 2edvis 2@ 4 g
(Baumol 1959) ¥t&el QAR Mudoz A 47 3 BN FAZ 5T § WAL 8 Fojn
W7HE A B3E gAstE L o

2¥0E ofm P FHE AU Aoz BAH Sk olF $ALY ZTEE FAd UEAAZE £ 9e
77 A7iof kM TIEe] we AFEol WaAATH

HEH A2 dA, 2AlE AdolA FAMze ZF o AU Ao P AF7H AU (Crittenden
1992; Irish 1975; ©] A 1998; Robbins 1998; March & Simon 1958; Thomas 1976) °| €9 dAFojr= 2z =2
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Aol 299 438 AYZ 28 + U= AHUFEY BFL AP LeH BIeeY YAEL
i, olef# AFs Folo] SolHAMTE A4 Aol Mgl 4T $UoA 2ol e
o Ale] ciokeb AASD 7] WEel vl Ml YN clerEe] ¥EHsn T + ok

HZ e 2AEF 2 dF7MEC 71 AA Y Aol BAE ZEAA AL, A abAIE B Aep o] ZFAH
o ole FA9 7FE FUE FolA dMAste FFEYARAA YL (Joint decision making)ell Wl A7 o Fof
X‘C’r (Damon & Schramm 1972, Kim & Lee 1998; Sogomonian & Tang, Welam 1977) 23}, ol & d4& Ho
Ao Hegste Afoe d7bA FR FAAMHA RFRIG FAE 2ol e AN A" FAME VT
Aol YA FUER FEE F UoE Aol usiy HT dFEe 71%1?553\: FAEBE =3 gl7] WP
oft} ofrjo: o sk AHEe] AR A F AHoze A AGEE A Loy AlFe dr), £E
TS #HAM3 A7E + Udde Aeloh

ol & 3t ‘&@dg TRy s wele g FHIToleE AAFEA (Coordination)oll 23 A 7Fe] o] tfal AT
7 2895 9lth (Eliashberg & Steinberg 1993; Freeland 1980; Kim & Lee 1998; o173 5 1997, o] H A 1998)
~3l Freeland (1980)% 248 7[d 9 Zd# A UAM H422HE 53 otAE =29 AMAH qxApAAH S A

2oz AABIHTH o7lel A AFEEe A AL Adata ol AR AR WEe] o] o] Foixn, of olF
” A2 B APy 2708 olFn th 2y, B =FelM AMAStZA e AdrxAe oy ded A

Hugd ofst Az zHo] ofTh ity oled T Z*E*Lploﬂ AEME AAHG FzEH] ofFofx]7]

Hol wFolth #ub ofyel, BAZl ME E ZEE F7Se A 9T HAEEIES MZ o Yol ZERr
Z“’JZ’L goly] g Foltk

mo Q¢

o] W] NFTFAH % AFHAEL T T OB IFEEA AAelE (Davis 19770, F=ARH A HA
(Whitin 1955; Damon & Schramm 1977, Welam 1977a, 1977b; Freeland 1980; Abad 1987. Sogomonian & Tang
1993, Porteus & Whang 1991, De Groote 1991; Cohen, Eliashberg & Ho 1992), A 27|+ (Information
Technology: I A A A8 HE7A| 2= (Expert System: ES) (Crittenden 1992), v AR AR A 46
(Decision Support System: DSS) (Ashmore 1989; Bidgoli & Attaran 19838, Mockler 1989, 1992; Cook & Sterling

1989), HAA] Al A= (Negotiation Support System: NSS) (Conry et al. 1991, Delaney 1997, Ehtamo et al. 1999)
58 o3 FAME #gol ok

= oolg 3 A7 FollAM Lee & Lee (1999)7F A<t 71&2] PROMISEE E @sto] /i4d® PROMISE
% Dﬂﬂ‘%%% Hotgrak FAlol o]F 7|¥ro 23 Web-DSSE A<tstnat #th 53], 7A€ PROMISE=

R (Marg mal Revenue " MC (Marginal Cost) 419 742 {(Curve) el E &F/3x, i’—% 7] H. 9]
Hejol wepr| 7HA zﬂé‘l?ﬂ MDCA (Marketing Driven Coordination Approach) / PDCA (Producuon
Driven Coordination Approach) =¥ J#Azo)
x5, MDCA® PDCAZ utetoz HHAz Hodte £EE5EE FdA4717 A% A2 EMC, (Estimated
MC) 2 EMR, (Estimated MR) A bt & 1*3*1?_
A Az zARAH FHARE ALdA B9 £ YzE D 7[EF AXTH
g, Eange 248 3&H02 F33= WEAY (para el processmg)ﬂ 7Vs 8o

B o=fo T4 Bgr 2o B, 9 204 E Lee & Lee(1999)9] o Fol A 4|43 PROMISEeIA 4&%
A o3 W sREEs MR 432A o UFS AR 2 34 E AL kel AM P PROMISES 4
S AFWT B o)A 22 L GF AFYP o3 ol Boh

2. 14" PROMISE

7R MDCA, PDCA

= AEZEA YItUFe 71242 7]Z9 PROMISE (Lee & Lee 1999)0 A Ab&-&= MDCA
2 PDCAE 7!““’% 37 = Aol Aotk a3 MDCASH PDCAE 7[¥AH 22 oF [2d 1]7 £2 WA

= L35 2}
(28 1]e14] t“ﬂ a9 A2 AE2 detgolol (ML Meta Layer, o13F MLE oFaetn £=2&w 2 ol f=
A4sh obAd DSSel Ageh A2 a@el AMA A W ol Fol N Aoty WTolnk 41 op A A
Ztzk ) DSSE Fobe AMEA-Z WElm, skAEDSSe AADSSe A uE A MDCA, PDCAZF AHS
He A2 o+ sk vlE MR wE Adynye HZo AdBAeA 4dsiy|2 woh

I3
]

B oM ojcid " =¥E vtgoz NFA /HHE MDCAS PDCAE AATH. AF 2 =5
ol A A|etstE MDCA, PDCANAM AbgshE =Hiol A (notation)® 7| &7H8 = ARE3he Mg EHHHH ch it
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Iz g

(2" 1] MDCAS PDCAE o83 oAt E A 7 ¢

¥ .. S DSS WA

M=

S \

A3 N eAs
D/iré DSSFY ﬂk‘lgms g4

\4"’55551!/

WDC-\
DMEDSS MAFD)
b5 9 M

A

2 29 N K}i ﬁ

woj~ || HoiAf] stolA 40 Biol'\ uiom
AHA}»

U S

0)

oA

@ oA"Y F= 92 (MDCA)

MDCA= vHAR#ZAX F83t= MDCAMP (MDCA Marketing Sub-Problem)9} AJAFE Zo o] 2=8) 5l
MDCA_PP (MDCA Production Sub-Problem)Z FA=lv, MR=MC7} 4E % wi7lx] w2 Agsiozn AHa=

T FAolth WA Ade AL ot WA wEdAd M dgs= MDCA,= ten zo
MDCA, :
( MDCA_MP, ) Maximize p_y, TR(D,,
( MDCA_PP, ) Minimize,, TC(D{, x,)
7)ol A,
D: = 2 (demand)
D/ = MDCA_MP.o 44 zAzz °é012
M, = 73, promotion 5 $8.0] e o

TR(D,, M) = D, ¥ M,9 3

t =

M, — EMC, - D,

Do #33t
S E I RS =
—’f—i L}E}dr" Z 59 ( total revenue) ¥4
EMC,; = MDCA_MP. =32 9% J¥ oz ALgE = A $o] thah o =2 (estimated marginal cost)

Xy = AAb7lE AAIE FF ot size T AAADAE Swlg
TC(Dt, Xt_) = DO_ L Xt 9 3;’—?‘5’_ LERLI =

Z A A8 S(total cost) T

F o=zt ojefel 2 Mo| A Uebihbre

kot 7lEF MDCASH ZdEHE fo] "eoj= ¢
MR, = 27 D 2 #Heolde #a2

T oe g

Cﬂgzu EMC, 2 ax3ch (shikshd o] MDCA_MP. =

2 Fojzl EMC. 2 wigoz MR - EMC, 7} g+ d2 2] g&olu

MC, = #27 D/ 2l "oixe] daaug

(D) - MDCA, d3% s Ad" H¥ 22 D2 Aege o @ ,
24 TR(D{,M{) — TC(D{,x.) 2 Hela (¢ x; = MDCA_MP, o 4s 2z o
izl x o HAHY)

to
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olabol A 4w & wlsh gol MDCAE $4 b9 R 8olA +085 AAHT o F vgoz 4AReolx AN
Wgg Hoets #4e  MR(= EMC) - MC, 7t 498 a7 &2 d4goz4 H4adg Fsie ¥4
ol h.

@ 443 = ¥4 (PDCA)

PDCAE AARZo|A 48ss PDCA_PPo} ol g %204 $83te PDCA_MPZ 745 s, MR=MC7 4 ¥
g 7z 0B Agtoz HHHE TFhe wWyolth ¢ WA MEGAM Y= PDCAE 453 2o

PDCA, :
( PDCA_PP,) Maximizep_,, EMR,-D, — TC(D.,x.)
( PDCA_MP, ) Maximizey, TR(D;, M,
7] ol A,
EMR, = PDCA_PP, +#8& 9% ¢4322 AHEdE @AY dldt o 54 (estimated marginal revenue),
D{ = PDCA_PP.o 4% Z2%= do{x D,o HAg.

716} MDCAsH #d® & Aode dad 2o

MC, = 527 D; o oA @A Eozs EMR, o dasn. (Histd of PDCA_PP, = 9o
z #o{x EMR,Z wgtoz MC = EMR, 7t & dg 27 g&olt}

MR, = $87t D{ 9 HollMe] AARAFAo 2N F5AEF

(D) = PDCA, dse =84 A%E 3 2 D& AS2S o 4 F Y= dAlo]dozA
TR(D;,M;) — TC(D{.x;) 2 Adac (¢ x; &= PDCA—PP, 9 4% ZAy=z doizl
x.o HAg)

olaola] AR E vulsh o] PDCAE MDCASH: Wil2 $4 WAREA AAHF2)S 2R F I%— b
oz GAYREA Foe ZdHsRt #42  MC.= EMR) = MR, 7} 4¥% @7x 92 Aoy
A9s)E Fae ol

@ MR/MC 349 ¥ W& MDCA/PDCAY +d 54

MR=MC7} HE HZHS Fotrt= BAAA ol MDCAst PDCA EF Z
ok, MDCA 2 PDCAS HAREE Foizd £l MR ¥ MC I#i9] °1fﬂ 2] . o1& HA]
3l7] A%k MR:MC7} H= HAHH7 =AStE 4SS MR 2 MC ZAHo] of® s 7R 7HE ¥ EAL
MR(D) ¥ MC(D)E 17 £2 Dol td 52 Jdets MR 2 MC %#a} 53, MR(D) ¥ MC'(D)E %
D AHore] olEgolgt 3zt MR=MC7t H& Mol &A357] Asw“ HAH 22 MR ¥ MC 49 5117
tg [2" 2lel A AMAIEE Wl 7FA F shurt FHojof g (B, 27] °’aak° ;g HHETH A Hez H
AW 29 grojztm 7 EH

Ae opy

il

(¥ 2-4] [Z2¥E 2-b]

MR/MC MRMC
MC

MC

\ I >
D D
— e
@ MDCA: ——— OYMDCA . ———>
PDCA: PDCA:
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(28 2-c] [23 2-d]

MRMC MRMC

() MDCA : ~——> Y MDCA : ~eem >
PDCA . ~-=--=3 > . PDCA: —>

CASEl : MR'(D) < 0 AND MC'(D) = 0 AND IMR'(D)] < IMC" (D)
ol A% [2¥ 2-alellA EEo] MDCAE MR=MCZ} =& HHsZ s+Hs3 PDCAE A ¥t

o T T

CASE2 : MR'(D) < 0 AND MC(D) = 0 AND IMR'(D) > IMC'{D)|
ol A9 [27 2-blld 2o PDCAE MR-MC/} St Az £dstn MDCAE +dshx 2ech whay
o] A9l PDCAE BE3H7 B,

CASE3 : MR'(D) < 0 AND MC'(D) < 0 AND IMR'(D)| < IMC'(D)l
ol 4% (2% 2-clolld B%o] MDCAE MR=MC7} s HHH2 43tz PDCAE TH3A e

w

CASE4 : MR'(D) = 0 AND MC’'(D) = 0 AND IMR(D)I > [MC" (D)l
o] A% [2¥ 2-dlelA EEo| PDCAE MR=MC7t e HH#}Hz2 FHsz MDCAE +H3HA Feh

ojlaol A HEo] MDCA % PDCAY 3 %< F Aol MR 2 MC S4e] ofd dejdriel wet g
AL ¢ & dnh 3] 74 CASE ¥2 MDCA% PDCA & % sty *2““-% ¥ 4 ™. & CASEl % CASE3
o 7 $-ol= MDCAE, CASE2 9 CASE49] 7§l PDCAT &-E3oF 3t}

(2) MLY 43 x4 ¢1dE (Coordination Algorithm)

[ 1] 2 wls} o] MLE MDCA £+ PDCASHE 28 HAME(global) Z8& M = TR(D, M, -
TC(D,,x,) o =ulztd 2437 93 MDCA® PDCAY A #g Ao meby, ML Far5e 42
Zol M AR ozt

A, FEAR Bt 3 2d 49
%’%ﬂ, MR % MC F49 ¥ef #of

AR, xzARPAM AHEE e dE8gd EMC, ¥ EMR, A

ABEE o A 7hA 5ol dald HEY ¢nEL AHSA 4HEsZ )
D FHAY BYS T3 29 A9
1280z MDCA 2 PDCAE MR=MC/} St HHHL 2= Tyojch waby +Hsts A$ uf w2Agol

HAREE MR 3 MCe] Aol7) EolSTia 42T Utk ol WFo2 MDCA 2 PDCAS £FclPE @
e A B =RelA o &3 FHE Bed 2o

(MDCAY! A%) IF (| MRy(== EMC,) - MC; | < | MR (== EMC)) -
MC, | ) THEN CONVERGE
ELSE DIVERGE
(PDCA! %) TIF (| MCZ == ENIRz) - MRZ | < MC1(== EMRl) -

MR, | ) THEN CONVERGE
ELSE DIVERGE
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ol4e FHM BE &7 F WS wRAYS T MDCA L PDCAS] +3el$E BUY 4 2
A0k 25 PROMISE & 24 s c}%m ol 27kl Aol RaAA Al el wEA] dadeh Fuz
Wee £ chest 2o

D, = |[MC—-MR|

AD; = |DI—D,_1!

If 4D, < D,y THEN CONVERGE
ELSE DIVERGE

@ MR 9 MC FAd9 de oo

Foldl £AS MR 3 MC FU ¥el7} (32 20 Hekd ol A CASE 2 ofi= B %o i3 simutel whot
Sgol 4¥e EMC, (£5= EMR,) A 20| %amq MDCASH PDCAS] #2204 H3oA Axs s
@8 Bl Foln BAS o Aol HTIHE S BU A A AP SAL AAxA $H YHE AT
stglEo] CASEL® CASE3¢] 7 $ol= MDCA7Y, CASEM CASE4¢] 7 $-ol= PDCA7E @ #ch whapa| ooy
4R% v Qe FEAY BU ART wPoR W 2 FU ARE 2E & Ao

IF MDCAZF THEN ¥ = CASEl =+ CASE3
IF PDCA7F % THEN 3e= = CASE2 =& CASFE4
27b4e]

& Y 72 CASES EA g 4Hxnx 4 (2% 2-a] 3 (28 2-bldl Yebd CASEl 3 CASE2
Yol #Asts A v wRAYSD AP MRS MCH Zo17 mA¥E F & AT oS
A ol A MR; < NICt o] AYstd t+1 HAAME N[Rt+1 > MC:+1 o] Hi oAl t+2 YA M=
MR 1y < MCiyp 7t S5 Hoz wxgde Zold. wide [28 2-¢] & [2¥ 2-dld Yeld CASE3 ¢
CASE4E ®d 2zt Z¥o] sdstes FAHANM MR 3 MCH =77 ZAHA @ A 8L o += o
% R3YE F3 MR o MC T 44402 =AY e AsF 0w Fe 4ust fALTE Aeld.
ol 4Ae vgoz A4Y FolW A MR ¥ MC 4 42 Betss] AY FAL Gad Lo

IF MDCA~F 3 {

F (MR1 MC) - (MR,—MC,) <0 THEN ¥ = CASEl
: ELSE ¥& = CASE3
ELSE PDCA7} 43 {

F (MR, —MC)) - (MR,—MC,) <0 THEN % = CASE2

ELSE ¥# = CASE4
Aop 2 Wgel oM el 2okg FEIT
® EMC, 2 EMR, A

1 g due B AAAE oA TUL A4S ML B v 49 A9 9¥al EMC,(MDCA
9 %) 2 EMR,PDCAZ Z$9)% A4sA 80 EMC, 2 EMR, A4%4 e dersdd $a%we 2 o
g oA Hed 2ol AR WAL the® 2o 4 27 9@y EMC, 2 EMR, 2 AA A
o2 dZ% g ASHAL YUEE Fol7] AN BATLEoz Yol AH2¥ EMC, 2 EMR, = %%
MDCA, % PDCA 3 492 Ea 2oid MC, % MR, 8%tk T ¥ #2442 $3) MR 2
MC 249 et 278 o F 239 AugHe B 2o

CASE1 % CASE2

of A% [27 20olH 2ol W wEHWE Fa Pof= MR, 2 MC,F stz HA¥ged 22 o2 3
Ve HAzET 3 20 3 Hade 24 MR, o MC, Aol 2A#ths Aot olels 4ug olgw
AL ches 2o

CASEI(MDCA) : EMC, = ( MR,_; + MC,_p /2
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CASE2(PDCA) : EMR, = ( MC-, + MR,_)) / 2

CASE3 ¥ CASE4

of A4 (2% 204 mEo] s WEANS Fa Fojx: MR, T MC, & A&xom Hxgdudg 24y
obum Ao abel(ols 7] AHA A o AHYDE FAREA FHIE AL U F Utk o 4L o
£33 AN e 2o

CASE3(MDCA) : IF  MC, > MC,
THEN EMC, - 1 + ) MC,_,
ELSE EMC, - (1 - a) MC._,
CASE4(PDCA) : IF MR, > MR,
THEN EMR, = 1 + @) MR,
ELSE EMR, - (1 - @) MR,_,

9] HlAM  2,(>C0E FHEZE FTUAIV 9T AFEAM HIRFE AR
1N

o)

olde) WEAYL £ £ WL BAsa Axde] MM ANE FE Atk (B, a0 o1 F
=2
fand

@ ##A 33 (Coordination Procedure)

olAtel WL ulgtoZ ML Coordination Procedures A3t o234 é“:r Z|EHog Mg F dANMe
MDCA® PDCAZS A0 330 ol EAAFH 48 AUz 2839 FHA e 28 MAggoz
bl g 4= gl AlZbeEAlg A AT et

STEP 1. (t=1)
1. MDCA, % PDCA, 439 (H3sfetn wetHE o474 dde 4F)
2. EMCZ(: NIC[) c;ﬂ EMRz(: I\/IRI) ]}!\_

STEP 2. (t=2)
. MDCA, ¥ PDCA, 4% (Hxslztz Budd o474 448 9%
2. ?%s}_ =8 47
3. Fojzl Zal MR ¥ MC Z4¢ g sop
4 EMC,; == EMR3 74

STEP 3. (t =23) '
STEP2lH 448 28 HHAHAS 2& oz B8 49

zR5ge) B F2E TS (23 3% 2o

EMR, =

. EMR, =
G+ 1)/ MR,

(1-1)7/ MR, ,
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EMC, = EMC, = EMC, =
(MR, + MC, ) /2 (1+2)/ MC, (1- 8/ MC,,

ol ol
2 X84 ? 2| X3 ?

s

3. 43 9 A% (Experiment and lllustration)

Eegod AN RIS W 2 AYUS T3 2FH A AP Lee & Lee (1999914 A1
@ ARE 2AZ she] AAsAoH, of FHN FU AFE Yo} BE AUe] 5o AL F Uk
A Amesich WA, STEP 1 =13 STEP 2 (=294 %7 MDCAS PDCAS] AR wAMZ a3l 4

Hew o533 2o

MDCA

[t EMC=MR D p m MC profit
(t=1) STEP 1 | 300 11L11L1L 900  [333333.33 6.85 8.230.45
(t=2) STEP 2 | 685 21.300.22 2056  [145945.9 278 | 25168753
PDCA

t [EMR=MC D D m MR  |profit
{t=1) STEP | | 300 24.000.00 19.36 15491933 645  |261.83367
(t=2) STEP 2 | 645 87.298.33 10.15 295.462.92 338 [90925.83
STEP1L.
MDCA,; £ PDCA, 2% MC;#MR, oIt} & A7 ofury

STEP2.

(1) MDCA, =2 PDCA, =% MCyEMR, ot & )7} ot
() EAR gok F ¥e wEAY AFRE BW PDCAE. MCS MR #tel7d Zoj=u MDCAE MR
MCe Aol7t AL & 5 Utk WM $£3Hals 2L PDCAZE 28 d=0
(3) MC/MR 24 ¥e msek PDCANA (MR,—MC,) - (MR,—MC)) = (645-300) x (3.38-6.45)
<0olmz #A AYPstn 9= FAE CASE 20 sigscie 28e A=)
STEP3.
CASE2el Slgsts d@ANE2d EMR, = ( MC,_, + MR,_)) / 2. & o|&3l9q HHsiE

77 HRANE AR,

o
2

119

S ANAR = 4ofA] HYHE A F AU F, 449 B2 ANS FHAN AAHE 7Y Aol
o3I ge EzA AYE ER 2o4dd oEn gn.

02 2 1 e V= - B

t EMR=MC D P m MR __|profit

(t=1) STEP | | 300 24,000.00 1936 |15491933 645 |261.838.67
(1=2) STEP 2 | 645 87,298.33 1015 |295.46292 338 9092583
(=3) STEP 3 | 475 44,700.00 1419 [21144583 473 129489372
(t=4) STEP 4 | 473 44,702.03 1419 [21142883 473 29489375
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of A%, WAHAE $YHD2 MDCAY 9@ AlztEao] gk WakA, 7]&s] PROMISE =2e)A A48
S 18 iterations] B9 4 LA HE 2 & slch olHp Aol Y AN ol feln TS o
&% 2o

(28 4] o AR DA 2 AT FTAG 39 2 HE Ard gd
(a) 27 HA4#E 77 48 UM LP oolde dy¥sd (b) ¥F A4xzH 7 gd

= :mim"imn ! 7. Agent

ke PToQuean ﬁﬁﬂmis”
%
LP matrix according 1o pravious data Anel arsvor: 4
Enter Ihe objuct tunction und: Constreints. R FAnat rasulls acs foliows. i

Tne praject managng code ;Eﬁ H

The number of vadables [2 £ The number of consraints B¢

Gbject Function
e 17 [T 2
Constraints
0 x2 g
| A S RNV SR 5~ -

4. A& 2 FFA+LE

2 dFeFdA AAE AHE PROMISE 4324 ¢
71€2] PROMISE =g ollA AAG dneg2t 8 §5d4 8
&3 o] 8% & o

A4, MRMC 3l ool die 449 2iyce ANSRes, T4 g mad A3 Huy
MDCA/PDCA 123 E5< AMA YT}
#4, 422 EMC, (Bstimaed MO) % EMR, (Bstimated MR) A4 A4S A0 24 4392 SES
= SASES AR
AN FAAYE ASSHA BBY 5 dE B FS ABA AAstETh
FY 27 LMoz B YA BUe ANFIAY

YF JTRE LAANN BL Argol A3 e A US o188 1Y 3 3 7
4 EE PATe g4olas BHA £AE Adste o] g AFs Basda 4R

_+
7

olZi%, ropAlE S Aabwel G AW 232 GPso] AW WAH AYRFA AN 2o B A7 A
F=F AH20%, 1998

A Aoy, 19T sy Aol o183 AL DSS Al e @7 - AN AuBAT
%Y SUEAS A2 Shof AR T, A7 35, 122 1997,
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