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OF QUEUEING AND INVENTORY
MODELS BY SEMI-MARKOV PRO-
CESSES, Jour. Roy. Statist. Soc., Ser. B,
Vol. 23 pp. 113—127. (1961)
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DANTZIG, G. B. & MADANRKY, A.:
ON THE SOLUTION OF TWO-STA-
GE LINEAR PROGRAMS UNDER
UNCERTAINTY  Proceedings of 4 th
Berkeley Symposium Vol. 1.1961.
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Symposium Vol. 1.1961.
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RADNER, R.: THE APPLICATION
OF LINEAR PROGRAMMING TO

TEAM DECISION PROBLEMS
Manag. Sci., Vol.5(1958/59), 143—150.
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TOBEHIZ L TV T, £h b oOREIREHD
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REGT k; RTESO k 2 THLTH
B4 Y f OFEBRAS»» 2 LT 5. T5E
BTEE a,b © L FOLE~DPIE

u(a,b; x,y)=min(xa, yb) — (a+b)
—fmax(0,a+b—k) (1)
LB,

(i) & LAREBZERC x, v DIEABER 7z & (full-
information case), (1)Z R K23 2i2i3 a=
yk/(x+y), b=xk/(x+y) izt IV LA
b b.

(i) 2,y HHERERTZ 0N B &
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a,b
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(i) gr2HFoHM L LT Marschak #Fow
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5. ¥ 2 NoRESHEELORBENE 2 HET
i3, ¢ OREHR T 0AOWEM, b OBEHI ¥
DOHDIEH 2B THRE 2177 5 DA% L~ (decent-
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RIAEEHZ oG & L To team
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R@x,9), S,y #nFh a,b okeH o
75 5
A(),B()zhZh a, b oREHEOPZEEK,

c EBEEDLT.
&35 LR

Eu(a(R(x,y)),B(S(x,v); £,v) :»('m)a;:(._)

(2)
L s.
z,y BNEREOEZ L2 r.v. ThHY, ho

u(a,b; x,y)=min _uy(a,b; 2,3 (3)
=100, N

(72721 uq i35 @, bizo % linear) L 523 372 513
@) HREBEORERmT 2. WL 283
OL3CN=)0F 52 LB T<bAD. ZhD
decentralization case, ¥ 72 b+t R(x, v)=x,
S@, =y oLan L P.EgftnszTh5.
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BACH, Jr, R. E., DOLANSKY, L.
AND STUBBS, H. L.: SOME RE-
CENT CONTRIBUTIONS TO THE -
LANCHESTER THEORY OF COM-
BAT  Opns. Res., Vol.10(1962), 314—
326.

KT 5 2EOWA 2B 5 Lanchester 758
RAsth o R 3 vt sk (Lanchester 1916), =
oHEZ: Brown, Engel, Snow, Weiss z i
EZIOVRBIFR S A TE TV 3285, ZoORXIE
NUMERICS Project oBfR#E R Td 5. K E
(Red) & FHH (Blue) & 283+ 5.

e ey T NThA - FEOLIRAK YD
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Thd ZOROEHLLBEZHZOFDOZ Latbhb.
@ @, b >3+, —Hiz >0 for all £>0
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&R BRI
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LIRS SO0
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fy=n"! tanh~[n/{ (ro/bo) er+ (my—m,) [2}]
(7272 L n={erer+ (m,—my)?/4}12) . K5 72
BHLLT

My=mp=0
DEEIFEDIF
7o%er >byley
LB, ZiuaiF 44 7x Lanchester o 2 fikf)
TH5.
(i) FIAEFERREL LT, BEo relative
loss Ly/by= (ro—7 (t0)) /o % 7o/by DEHEK &
LTEDLTASLE, o BT LT

lim L,/by=m,/e,, indep. of ez, my
Tofbo—roo

() FEISBELZ2ZMF@,ra3ETL

d d
- [E; log bl=0> — [Elog r} B
7%z 5. &L:E#ﬁ%ﬁ €y, €py My, Wiy 7z E@ﬁ’fﬁ
#%01 53 & % initial performance s & B D

TR TE .
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WAGNER, D. H.: A DECISION PRO-
BLEM WITH A DEADLINE Opus.
Res., Vol. 10(1962), 335—344.
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2 I AEGEIBOR 2 - TR TE 215
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