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Abstract : As the inventory costs of repairable items in military logistics continue to increase, many studies
for optimal inventory level of these items are being carried out in advanced countries, including the US, to
reduce these costs. Research on inventory level optimization for repairable items aimed to achieve the
availability goal of a system with a MIME (Multi Indenture Multi Echelon) repair policy structure first began
with Sherbrooke's METRIC and developed into various types. This research is to analyze and compare recent
V—METRIC related studies to search for another variation in this field. This paper mainly looks at how to
determine optimum inventory level for each repairable item to achieve a specific availability target within a
limited budget, and also how to minimize inventory cost while achieving its availability target by determining

optimal inventory level of each repairable item.
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2. V-METRIC

2.1 MIME ZHIF3 £x
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[Figure 1] Two—Echelon Inventory System
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[Figure 3] Flow of Repairable Inventory Model
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[Figure 4] V-METRIC MODEL
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5.4 NARIS 7|j¥xj 1, HE 21 718k
]1‘?:*—1‘?3«1 ANZ of @A, o} AlFelx ] HA
AxgEe] AREW, 1 ghs 7IFoE A|ARY]
7t v, aea 7HEEE AR 2t
o] A é,% o}z ¢} 2t} (Constantino et al., 2013;
2014).

¢

1) ZIi8A4 1 (EBO)
AR 7 E-A| 1= 7| A wlct LRUS] 7]+
As FE o otefsl Zo] vehd £ itk

H
E Z EBO(s )0, B[ X,,] Var[ X,,])

717

EBO&/stcm

2) H|Z(Cost)
V\E“J 3 Hlm_ F5 hil 714 jellA

k9] otk

COST, System

E E Z S}LZJC}LZJ

h=1i=0j=0

3) 7I2 = (Availability)
714 jelA el 7HEE(4) = 71AelA LRUS] 7]
HHAIL(EBO(s,,)), A12~89] (), 183 LRU
o T (Z)= ol&3dto] ofggl 2 Aoz ARk

g = glon o]F npgo R A|AHE JMLE(4)E

=X M12#H 2¥. 2016. 12

T3 4= 9t} (Sherbrooke, 1992).

B EBO(sy| B[ Xy, Var[ X,;]) |
Aj—1oo{1 Nz >0
J
DIAN,
A==

3. CASE

3.1 CASE 01

CASE 01 (Rustenburg et al., 1998; 2000; 2001)
= 0009 &t A=E v e® V-METRICE 4
S35k A2, Figure 63 2ol 1719 3} 571 7]
219 thdAZE B4l 3, 2712 LRUel 742t
370, 271¢] SRUE Zt= tHAS F3olth

Figure 7<% CASE 019] lgdolEE nlgto g
b FEHE, oA o8& A4 Y VMRS E3h
X FEE Sl A Hatd AR A
g A4 glo]Eoltt. ANt Ay V-METRICE]
712 7P el TR, o, ARG A,
EAAIE %—01 V-METRIC 2] & &3}
AR R o e I = R

2 HL

Echelon

Code =j

Depot

‘ Basel H Base? H Base3 H Based H Baseb ‘

Indenture
Code = h,i

LRU 10 LRU 20

SRU SRU SRU SRU SRU
1" 12 13 21 22

[Figure 6] Structure of CASE 01
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No | CODE | spij | My mL | fy ElXy] | VarlXy] v Distribution |EBO(s)Xs;) | VBO(sIXi)
1| LRUl0D | 7 [7600| 760 | - 83489 96473 11555 Negbin 20160 58393
2 | sRUIO | 12 |2918| 876 |083| 89920 89920 10000 Poisson 02368 0.6980)
3 | SRUT20 | 16 |42.86| 1286 |0.83| 132678 13.2678] 10000 Poisson 04086 14312
4| sRUI30 | 8 |1915| 575 |083| 59989 59989 10000 Poisson 02533 06392
5 | LRUTO | 6 [1900| 057 [020| 36433 38098 10457 Negbin 01423 03127
6| sRUIMT | 1 |122| 012 [003| 02268) 02273 10023 Negbin 00239, 00271
7| sRum2 | 1 | 179 | 018 [003| 03351 03362 10034 Negbin 00509 0.0603
8 | SRUIN3 | 1 |08 | 008 [003| 01521 01525 10028 Negbin 00112, 00123
9 | LRU200 | 4 |6000| 600 | - | 101643 111065 10927 Negbin 62123 10,9314
10| SRU210 | 12 |2088| 626 |083| 73729 7.3729] 10000 Poisson 00208 0.0478
11 SRU220 | 21 |5112| 1534 |083| 192242 192242 10000 Poisson 01597, 0.5702
12| LRU201 | 4 |1500| 045 |020| 38623 40808 10566 Negbin 07188 15786
13 SRU21T | 1 | 087 | 009 |003| 01936 01940 10025 Negbin 00177 0.0197]
14 SRU221 | 1 | 213 | 021 |003| 05130 05140 10020 Negbin 01121 01398

[Figure 7] Calculation of CASE 01

{Table 2> Allocation of Items for CASE 01
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System Item
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SRUyy; | 12
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[Figure 8] Investment—Availability Curve for CASE 01
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[Figure 9] Structure of CASE 02

No | CODE |sp; |my | mT fis EBO(sI¥ij) | VBO(sIXy)
1| LRU0 | 1 | 430 | 08600 = 02831 05762
2 | smuio | o |28 | oas2 | o7s X o 045720 045720
3 | seuizo | o | oee | 01057 | 075 uzmj %‘ ‘M“Dj Poisson 010973010973
4 [ smiso [ o |os0| o1 | o7s 0.2560: 025603 100000 Poisson 012500 012802
5 | seuis | o | 137 | 02195 | 075 04359 043391 100000__Poisson 02194 02194
6 | tRuin | 9 | s00 | 3000 | o028 24950 250565 100388 Neghin 000037 0.00057
7 | seuiln | 2 |0s0 | 04050 | 006 03858 0.388: 100000 Poisson 00090 001091
3 | seuim | 1 | o022 | o188 | 006 010757 010757 100000 _Poisson 000674 0,007
9 | seuis | 2 | 025 | ods2 | ooe 013507 013507 100000 _Poisson 000053 0,000
10 | seuian | 5 | o043 | o34 | oos 030067 030067 100000 _Poisson 000053 0.00061]
11 | 1Rut02 | 16 | 700 | 70000 | o048 6.20811] 640229 101654 Neghin 000053 0.0010
12 | seum2 | 2 | 245 | 11005 | 013 10594; 10643 100000 Poisson 013265 01961
15 | seuizz | 1 | 0ss | 03234 | 013 030047 030047 100000 _Foisson 00470 005525
14 | smuis2 | 2 | oes | o416 | 013 037867, 057867 100000 Poisson 00095/ 001145
15 | seuiar | 5 | 118 | o0oeds | 013 08543 055435 100000 _Poisson 0.0205: 00285
16 | 1RULS | 16 | 500 | 50000 | 023 4.692% 473885 1.00993 Negbin [} uuwﬂ 0.00002
17 | sRui13 | 2 | 200 | 03000 | 006 uﬁsssg o 335@{ waana Poisson 00790501115
16| seui2s | 1 | 048 | o262 | 006 02540 025402 100000 Poisson 003197 0.0367
19 | sRU133 | 2 | 056 | 0330 | 006 032166 032166 w% Poisson 000536 uunszj
20 | sruln 5 | 0% | 07672 006 075958 073958 100000 Foisson 00101 001
21| tRu20 | 1 [ 260 | 05200 - 078670 078834 100203 egbin 021243 031935
23 | sRUZ10 0 | 068 | 01105 075 0.2208 Poisson 01104¢ 0.1104¢
2| smu20 | o | 13| o2 | o7 04415 0441 100000 Poisson 022093 022093
24 | sRu2s0 | 1 | 138 | 02208 | o075 0.2436; 024363 100000 _Poisson 00227 002559
25 | wRU201 | 6 | 200 | 16200 | 051 | #VALUE | #VALUE | #VALUEI | #VALUEL | *VALUE | vALE
26 | smuzni | 2 | 024 | oa1v6 | 007 01233 012336 _ 100000 Poisson 00002 000077
27 | seuz1 | 4 | 04z | o27ea | oor 02572 025728 100000 Poisson 000001 0.00001]
|28 | smuaar | 4 o048 | o27es | o007 024351 024351 100005 Neghin | #VALUEl | #VALUE
29 | wRuzz | 3 | 400 | 32600 | oae 35841 360124 100477 neghin 00057 001067
30| suaz | 2 |0s6 | o2rm | ow 02844 028448 100000 Poisson 000301000342
51| seuzz | 4 | 112 | oesss | o012 051264 061264 100000 _Poisson 000053 0.00077
52 | seuama | 4 | 112 | osase | o012 058857 058856 100007 Neghin 000083 0.00077
33 | 1RU203 | 7 | 300 | 24300 | 023 | #VALUEL | #VALUEL | #VALUEI | #VALUEL | #VALUEL | #VALUE
54 | seuas | 2 | 043 | 02352 | 006 0.23%81] 023851 100000 _Foisson 000183 0.00211
35 | shuzes | 5 | 096 | osses | 006 05399 053 100000 Poisson 000003 0.00003
[ | seuzss | 5 | 096 | o0sse8 | 006 05258 052833 100002 Neghin | #VALUEL | #VALUE

[Figure 10] Calculation of CASE 02
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{Table 3> Allocation of Items for CASE 02

24 A
h | i Code = AL A2 | 7143
0 LRUjq; 1 9 16 13
1 SRU j 0 2 2 2
1 | 2 | SRUpy 0 1 1 1
3 | SRUjs; 0 2 2 2
4 | SRUy 0 3 3 3
0 | LRUgo; 1 6 9 7
) 1 SRUzij 0 2 2 2
2 | SRUyy; 0 4 4 5
3 SRUg3; 1 4 4 5
o Y
: \L\ (25000009
= , caom0m0 5
i NG V-
s VA

 erations

[Figure 11] Evolution of Expected Backorder and
budget for CASE 02

Availability

[Figure 12] Budget—Availability Curve for CASE 02
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{Table 4> Allocation of Items for CASE 03

h | i Code A3 71 A1 2] 2
110 LRU 2 2

0 LR Uz 1

1 SRUjy; 2 0
2| 2 SRUzy; 1 0

3 SRUs3 3 0

4 SRUyy; 4 0
310 LRUsg; 16 3

{Table 5> Comparison of Determination Method for
Inventory Level
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{Table 6> Comparison of Inventory Investments
between Two Approach

Ha 7HE AN B 7HE AW
&

M= ] g HE H]

85.1% 184,000 85.8% 127,900
89.3% 210,000 90.5% 156,900
95.0% 269,500 95.1% 208,900
98.8% 448,500 98.8% 382,900

{Table 7> Comparison of Inventory Model for 4
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