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Logistics System Analysis
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The Use of Succinct Models and Data Summaries
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o HHMBMAAANE R FRELHMBERR EPTLERE (10°) 24,

o A& H/ELit & F Z Denver = Green Bay 9 L) &A4E4 2500 #F; Indi-
anapolis # T 45 5000 # (&AL 278 54E& 4% 2500)

@ Denver, Green Bay 5 Indianapolis é’J.T_[‘ fj-&/\ﬁﬂk&:\,‘m }?ﬁ WEHKS
%) 2500 x W = 2.5, 2500 x W = 0.417, 5,000 x W = 1.667,

B4 A &4 100 x (2,500 + 417 4 1,667) ~ 4.6 x 10°$/ 4
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o L RB R NT BMAKR, Kin, HWHKET R EABIE EGR F B,
KA KM AAIEEAL B G Fokds S, 4o, % M Green Bay 5 & 6947
£ 0_4% ~ 2398, 4 ie Green Bay fo &/ Huif & 69 3545 G 0t ja) A
2.398/2 = 1.199 . H4 5 89 A A A 300 x 15% x 2.398 = 108%/ 4,
52 ¥4, M Denver #= Indianapolis & i 69 & 4557 4 49 B A ) A 5
100 x 15% x 5 — 38/ 4 F= 400 x 15% x 1= — 36%/4

o B kA M AA 2500 x 100 x (108 + 6) + 5000 x 400 x 36 = 46.5 x 10°$/
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o NI B A MALGITE M, RREE IR e 5§ 200 kA 1 5] &
Bt s A it A 100 x (2,500 + 417) ~ 3 x 10%%/ 4
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o R Indianapolis 4412 2| © & R & 24 A, WA ZXEHERAEEH
F&: (1) M Green Bay #| Indianapolis; (2) # Denver #| Indianapolis; (3)
M Indianapolis %] &/~ Bti% &

o Green Bay #93h 5f % % 1.25 x 10° z%/# uE% 12 _ s, &
P = S 89 B B R R 300 x 0.15 x & = 1.1/ 4,

o [F#, M Denver 3|4, &4%F&éﬁ%iﬁ$ﬁrﬁkiﬁ 0.06%/ 45 (4= 404+
FFAHAMNAA 645, MEAK 1/3).

o M E /\}fFé’JT R AA (1.1 +40.06) x 2500 x 100 = 2.9 x
10°%/ 4,

o LA EA BB R AN, E RN ELFRK:

o HANBLIE B AFEIIA T B EEH 2500 (5+30+10x2) B /4, B Ak B 5
] 4.6 K /4o 3 T HALER, JE AR (3004400)x0.15% 5 ~ 23$/ 4,
WAL E A AR (400 +100) x 0.15 x & ~ 16$/4

o HHEAFEF KM AT F A 250,000, ¥ B EHRAA (23 + 16) x 250,000 =
0.8 x 10°$/4

o B = Eokey B AELBAA 10.1 x 1008/ 4,
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o“’ﬁ Rk AWM IAZ2EL0E, T GRAEEREABEH R
# bR

o M Green Bay #] &A1 g = 24/0.15 x 1000 x 2500 x 5 x 22 x 1008/ 4
o M Indianapolis 5] & BLi% & cin = 2\/0 15 x 1000 x 2500 x 20 x %2 x 100$ /4
o M Denver 5] 4 8i% & ca = 2,/0.15 x 1000 x 2500 x 30 x 10 x 10084

e 'éﬁi‘ﬁ TC3 = Cgb + Cin + Cav & 6.8 x 106$/","f'
o HwAt Rk A RWHACEMEE, Fo kKL EIEHH &
R-3

o M Green Bay 54 /% ¢, = 21/0.15 x 1000 x 250000 # 5 x 3203/
o M Denver 54 cj, = 2,/0.15 x 1000 x 250000 + 30 x X205/ 4

o AR A BLiE S d, = 2\/0 15 x 1000 x 2500 % 55 x 12 x 100
o BRMAH TCy =+ ¢+ ¢y ~ 4.6 x 10°6/ 4
0 RMNTETUERE A Fk, Fpib—F o WHNIT) HiE 3| Hitslk, B —
HorBHELE, AL AEBMAERE. LF, Denver L) 695 4 A 1%,
Green Bay ) W MG dkis éﬁﬁk$%&1ﬁi A AA 5.5 x 1006/ 4
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o Tt HA 1.1 BiE Mo SO T+ JE 00 & Mk MA k45 R AT I AL
Tk
o ML BRI AL TIRE, 4R A LEAAL

Table: 4% F 4 £ 2tk

e BIHER (10°8/F)  RE T oI (10°6/%)  #anit i (10°8/%)
(1) #H% ki 47 47 47
(2) #HE4kia 10.9 11 10.8
(3) RSB 6.8 7.6 6.7
(4) RIS 4R 4.6 5.0 4.5
(5) #nHiE, Hptis 5.5 6.0 5.4
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o RT HIEMAIR, RAEFE BH B AL 4L

° ﬁiﬁﬁ?‘fiﬁﬁﬁ—}ﬁm%%

HhRBRE B %2R 23 /25



Any questions?
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Readings

o Daganzo. Logistics System Analysis. Ch.1. Page 1-14
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	解决物流问题的不同方法
	连续近似方法的例子

