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Logistics System Analysis
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The Use of Succinct Models and Data Summaries
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o A F#IE49 5% (data-driven approaches)
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o AFHME ik HFMX (mathematical programming)
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X LR AR AR R, AR SRR SRR T AR E A AR, Bp ) B R ATt
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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 M AR ZBEFSHRA, 5F—F KRB LEM, BAH LI EZHGES
1154 103%km. it 4.6 x 10°%/ 4

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 MRiX M Indianapolis 4532 2| & & & LI A, WA ZREHRAE RH
f&: (1) M Green Bay #| Indianapolis; (2) # Denver #| Indianapolis; (3)
M Indianapolis | & /~Fei% &

o Green Bay i 9t% 4 1.25 x 10° 53 /4, # & L2240 — 41 snF 4., &
T = Bt B A PR F) 300 x 0.15 x & = 11§/ 4.

o [¥, M Denver 2| & &, 4= b3 B f R A 0.065/ 4 (=404
TEATEMNAMY 6145, IHMEARE 1/3)

o HF NS IE B ARG T B R A (1.1 + 0.06) x 2500 x 100 = 2.9 x
10%%/ 4,

o MAMAITE Bt € F T, BTE RN EARA:

o FE/ANBLiE B AN TH & E 2 A 2500% (54+30+10x2) B /4 B skt &7
F] 4.6 K /o Tt HALER, FE AR KA (3004400)x0.15% 1 ~ 238/ 4,
WAL F AR (400 + 100) x 0.15 x & ~ 16$/4

o HEHEFHIEAIEFTA 250,000, HEEFRAA (234 16) x 250,000 =
0.75 x 10°%/ 4

o SR B R AR AN 10.1 x 1008/,
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o“’ﬁ Rk AWM IAZ2EL0E, T GRAEEREABEH R
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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 /% cj, = 21/0.15 x 1000 x 2500 x 100 x 5 x 32§/
o i\ Denver 2| & % cj, = 2\/0.15 x 1000 x 2500 x 100 x 30 x 120§ /4

o AR A BLiE S d, = 2\/0 15 x 1000 x 2500 x 55 x 2% 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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Any questions?
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Readings

o Daganzo. Logistics System Analysis. Ch.1. Page 1-14
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	连续近似方法的例子

