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A Study on Planning and Modeling System for
Corporate Decision—Making
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Abstract

This paper is focused on the introduction of the types of models and explanation of the fun-
damental concepts and theory for development and use of the corporate planning and modeling
system,

Nowadays, a great deal of companies have been or experimenting with some form of a cor
porate planning and modeling system to support managerial and strategic decision making,
From previous studies it was noted that most applications have tended to be financially based,
This trend will probably continue. However, with the software and hardware currently availa-
ble it is likely that companies will move more toward integrated models that link marketing,
praduction, as will as financial areas, More emphasis will undoubtedly be placed on the use of
econometric modeling, since this subelement of the overall planning and modeling process is
closely tied to the market place and the economy,

At any rate, wherever the development of corporate planning and modeling system is direct-
ed, clear understanding for the fundamental concepts and elements of the system is settled in

advance in order to develope and use it,
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zAg Ao g s 17T%e S 8L AAhS olel
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2R e #7) 34 25 12 15 A =lel g ol Exrt 8 AhAlg atelzle] o 4
4 4 U 22 log 9 TERAGEN: desicl s EL PH 249
+ o 29 70| 17 sabel FAH FRolA gl FAlel o] SR 7]
7o 11 8 8 6 M sz gz Lgse] Aty Ee] =13
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8l 271z HEA 7 Holsolok Bk olE UH
W4 oA 28 278 Sxa 0k wwd
HR 2w fgxizz FEoh adla W4
Fu W ¥FHor Y A HFe &g ctEE A
¥E 2yatgeln 2o JExz g 24y 4
ole] £g Aol £HABY FAYe] = W H
ol 4 A aE n, FH=HA, 2 E2EH = 4E, A
e FAL 2d Y F4 A4 o} &7 #Ystn,
A4ksta, FYste, AFAeE Holeh FHYH
Aze 4, ol & 2 2ol gy oxpA YA
o3 4] deilel, AL BHAHAEs zdHFE H
s ol gty APl AHH oz o] gl dEFR
H4E9 v A7 wad A5 ol &5

A n A st s AYetE ol wastaed B
L BRHSY el Hejo a-gcl A FA
29 AH4£F 3~4dAst adAY T2 2o
4y nady 2718 2 mAe] A AP cohH
2 ol49 2tz dag Holch A FatopA Rz D
ASe 25~30939 AAxgrt e +5 3
=t

A28 A7 AFzdA4e A daae
ol g -gglol ¥ =5t vt stelH(Eol o} Azl 4=
AF Az Se] Agsich Yusd ol g rd L
dEzes F2 Ul of Esbrl.H Folcth
2 gyl e} Ao AAAAH s A o
23§ A Fsta YAt of 8499 o WM A
wE7L wote A9 293z EfE#el 2 F
Efcls Holvh

3.2.2 dlo] Ebu] o] 2 4] ~ ¢l (data base mana-
gement system)

AY Y zAsgiue Ha A 2 YAF
FAgl o] “HBE sy (user oriented)” o] s =
X z Aok dtel, o HFRE A Ystr] $Halo =
WA au 2 g on 32 F golEolan, A
ZA3ta, 7 AeE 2dHd Hu4 AAdd HA o] &
g £ YA T ol L] 41 540l e dlol ek
ol & e £Hlg B G of giel

g REe 4Y g nds snEgois|AL He
35 FEAAFE dolefufo]js AL T A
e A o]t ek zf b vlolehsjola Al A
o] W EFzeoll UAAE zels} ek Heix 3F

Fol dolepol2 Azdel d¥F2IF Ak (1)
WEda Tz, (2 75 T2, (3) sas— s F
Z

ue FORTRANE 48 9 zasiisn
AaE Az Yol EY of sfE a4 (matrices)E
olgdtel dloehwola et vz 7] 5 =
ga z23g ol &ste fAtstAl el old A
o] dlo) Elujo)la A cdT2E @AYl = a4l
Ae FArF gl Aal dubsi4l A Y gt A
Gz} o A FEH A Sl A e o] Tz Az
Z Ao Abg3t7lef of @z WA Gt

e A Y e LY S 53 2 4
ata, dolepdlolaE Hzsld 2z E Aty
245 AEsd €& o TEAY FEE o) Sakeh
ol IR e FTa2E &8 MFEL A4 A4 Az
#Z A g A e HE gL 2R E Ak
44 Zolsteh 23 d ol T2 WA S &R}
o8 A% St stn A FH4 2 44
Az e o) T2 ol &o uizAl F&etxE Yute
Zojel,

A Fefo doepjo] 4 T2 dlIAE —
nte Aulg o[ sl Holel, o] TxEd =
2E7l AlgxetAeld 4 dass HA - BE
cq ek s RAR (M Az Y TEe AHEE E
Hated ol 2)E shalek H3=st A s b
< & 43kl

e —-nd FzolNde & 2. s o4
of stdg shAet W EEH, Y Aol wiste] 7
apejo] #H#A Az g 7Stz da e YL
A AAEE AN Yo A 39 st 4o
gl xtgE 74 "Heh #32 SFol &3 n4
2 oobufzt Aol e Bl ol Tz H A4S
7t 4k



3.2.3 #ug#k%l(access control)

Ay o zeAsagA e R L9 T4
T Y4l sl 94 = RE(security)olcl, =
zZed cal 2z vl ¥ Huel T 4bg
A7) Ha @ oAl aodel Uk F4fbeiabe
At4lel gdla B deal A2Y 4+ Yook 5
X B dlo] ebuo] 2ol b A 2l ok Fhed HHE
B 84k AAbge £ Y o] A s ofoF dhef
e 3 4b7ed Abe T ShREAEF ofo] e of
w2 g mAE ol el A A H T dlo]
B o] o] HZY & Yojo skel, AT EAE
A= W F5A A arlo] A - o] 8" £ 9ch
3.2.4 B34 A%7|(report generator)

B2u4 4E7ie AY 4 md st aue] Yt
Folel, 7% g 8422 o] §57] HuAdr HaA
AHEA 7 B EA ol Aok sk 3 &3hs] 4 ek &
cf, 783 ] AHe] AESE Ha4 FHelod oY
of w8l A ke shshale epslch akek A3 4 £d o)
ool 4 @ oF3k A Fol|l of 3F chokgl ol4bA ] & A

Yt 28402 ojgsead wn4  AEIIL
dste 24 2 4Ed 5 oadolok gk

LS54 °li7} e sHs AzrYoag|z T4

Fol 514 4FE7]d Fadstch o] T
3l £z Efﬂ"iiﬂﬂ"\ HFEads 4F A
g+ Ak dle] EWI l£3te], 4359 =4
s, AlgAdAA olg Sl AR s Mz
det AE Y yaiwliéﬂou A BMER RAl T
23 94olrle shalal B Ad4l Ao ALY
T Ha4de o2 s¥E Yadeh
3.2.5 12 % 7|4 (graphics)

& 4 (tabular form) 2] ¥ 2H4e] S35 AF+F
24 o‘T‘o'” A kel A=A A FHoz 4HEH
o %}D}. a2l 22 a9 sy wa s @A
Az 44l getdEd 28 =% AbgstE Aol At
ok B2 A el & mgdelch 2w 7
Y 2AARAE £AR AR GE o 2 2o} 3o

a8
&2

[U{a r—r’ l')‘

i

!:J

=1
ootk &

et

EQUATION No,

TEQsnE BRE F12# 19854 12A 57

J(pie-chart)2 E43h o1 % sl 7} 495
s A4 2 Y Eol FAd FPeiw of & 1
47l dltel Ay ¥ RANALYA AL S5 TR
aheh,

Am

33 ZYXMAAH(modeling system) — w3
AAg4Rel o] &7y

el gabAl Y R 2 Holx o] HRER
(equations)e = TAsich of wxy Aol st <y

B opHel ogt 7] 2%et g2l slude] g
WA Al Ay f’lE1 FY4e Fe A ol 3
o vk He g4t m Ay o HL Z} Aqdg
b AZlebe (1) £abmdy 24y 44
44 A ¥59, B =elzw, @ -Tlﬁd—ir‘-*[, (5) 2 o
&, 6) ol &, (7) A=A A v 7y
3.3.1 @B (recursive model)

HAZ Ausl +HE AFDL FEe o
oFalzdols A #4472 wdo w4 o
Meddbo g cdla wejom 2 wayse s ya
oz #HAske Aol 7hsdt mdolch 3w
M2 o) =8 ~8@iE (matrix inversion) 7]y o]} 7]
e SAAE4 Yol 23 Fo Jrled wast
Al etz Hofel
3.3.2 [AlrFAEER = (simultaneous equation

models)

l4Md ezt 2 € Aol EREEE 2t
dolel, 22l 2HiE z¥A Rl o] oo
atrdad A2l WEBEAERS 3y 4
& 3§ 7ha ok ghel

FAYAA wEel 2948
of JJE me g Hap 10

ol A% Wy 1& =271 (PROFITt) ¢ %
sl drlhEdst o)zt - 245 FuT A
o2 Helstm et A4 HEUAIM zHE 9
Haaol® drlelaty Wy 2o 4 34 F %ol
7] & 5a) 24 (DEBTt )y osf #hosich 2l

A9t Hal ohg

EQUATION

PROFIT, =

CASH,

(S VO S S

REVENUE, - CGS,
INT, = 0.16 * DEBT,

DEBT, = DEBT,_, + NDEBT,
= CASH,_, + PROFIT, + NDEBT,
NDEBT, = MBAL,

- INT, -~ TAX,

- CASH,

100 R, A Leitch and K, R, Davis, Accounting In
Jormation Systems ( Englewood Cliffs, N, J. ;
Prentice -Hall, 1983), p. 546.



7] B4 = JESA el of A4 34 o 5 3
So| gy 4F2FE4 (NDEBTt) 2 7148 ZHo
2 A gAAT2LEAs 4454 7
7 AagadS(MBALt)d A o8 EaH S a
g Fdoz Aol HH4 404 B HFA
4 (CASH) & Fifisd kAol e} wprlojds =7
AFz224 S 7HEE FHeo 2 Hoslvh

of mall & # zhoisixlal 94l g w3 T4
2 Woggo ey Aoz EHAY 5 Yok o]
242 &7 Hal 4= BEHFER #HET ol Lot
giel, o830 sas zdsis zedefd|e F
A4 A2t sl AFEG s Uek ErpA
4Lzegelze gAEal obvet FREBEMRA
BRg A3 T Uck
3.3.3 #®= (ogical model)

72 s G e 4= o] BAtE mdds
7t HAFE olste st EAE AYY £
Qolok gtel, = o2 4 Begggolt  fERIKEEC
A Mol A st EUERR olstz HoAF AT AYSIE
Aoleh, IFx# GOTOx# #e REMHSHo A
i o] THHDPRA L 4A5e o ]88 +
ek,

3.3.4 [T (risk analysis)

Aaujdle Ao 2712 mRldFEs LA o2 ER
ol malsiaAel 4 1 8A ok el ¥
e a7 Agke Aeistr] Y H FAYolch H
HEd L =3 HEEY Skl A 2Ry RE
(sensitivity) & A 5 st# b A DT 4Ystel 7}
452 st 9 fFE8i

A EAo] clokat #EH EAE Aelshe d of
49 F A=At 2 o] &2 A Hole}, o] &gk o]
& AgE of g 22 9ol dFolch HA, o
Helo] HEFAL A% B2 AL £ 280 g
A AFHE ol S shefsE HYEYIIYY o
&2 Bl Hol €l B4, 54 44 oo
HAEEAM2IY 2 A% ake Sopsla FHE vpgos
A xlel, 49 fEgEsy(deterministic) g o
24T gAY FERM mAR s zabujAbArgs
o 2 JEbd 2 X¥AztE 4" zAde 9wt
oz 455ty Yok
3.3.5 RE{t.(optimization)

1976 Woff 4415 vdeiel gefsol gdo] g 4
B bol 41 SALAIY v o] B2to] 4Huto] KB
BfAnd g AhE¥otn gzl o zye

11) T.H Naylor and H, Shauland, op. cit., PP.
927 ~ 36.

op
e
)
>
i
o
o
B}
N
.
By

42 2 FAA AggAolg el whx] Aubd Atz

el st eaol 2 Ah&o] YU apo] 9
oh A A sE 4 RBILEES Fudsks] o

Aol g ol st Ao WAL LHYATAE
o agt &AM =3 HAY £ Ut Fhefat
& gapzt gAsol & ERE 52 s gl
= Aolel 4t FL A9 43E 47 ds4de
o ez B EgA A4 YFE old e A -BE
c FIBER ontols| E4l o BN E 2121 Bes &
B e dHg 255 ndokal g} ol & W4
Zlete] W4 nEg 2l MHdstr] HHAE of
T W5 24 4pA e A3 obpol EHEe]

"astel, =3 A4 o] AurbFetct sk gl
SHEZHE TAAH] 4 ofFsofok gl HE
st#i(goal programming)zl % fEH (utility theo-
ry)ol ol & c}rE R MY AT ¥ ol &
2 F 3t 27M AHsryolct, 28y o] F
7Y oA A" o gl £zedie]4

2Ho) gk o] 88 4 gl-& Hojr}

gapAA e} ol Rl e A ESHAA X o] RE
Fol Al Fe] slv 529 o] F 53 4bol9 A
A48 TAGE] oyl aet4 34l A A 4T
4 o] 28 & A At g =gl 34l gl
A Al g o] &ste AL obvt ¥z ALY
FEoll A A% FAo] mold Holch
3.3.6 #H(forecasting)

o4 o FEE upebgho] ol & fEMAM EAdlE o]
29 # ¢t Yy A7k st 4E] ZsE
]l Al S JHAl & S HE ool E2]E A
¥ F ot v AY d s fFE5t
e}, o] dl &7y & vlelAHAYnd, AFS Y
AlZkol ael HEste Ao #BAY 52 4
A ol gd £ Yt clgdt dlEuy 255k o 7
il sls4z Edoda7) Aol o] Br5E AL oldz
af o} & chFsh ol Supye] A} A AR
Aol &2 & HHiKE (simple linear) - 2 &
(quadratic) - 5@ (exponential) .2 R #(logark
thmic) 4]zk%4) zdolet, mEel 34y ol gt
o 2l & 58 & (exponential smoothing)e] o]
45}, o] Wy 2 ARA A 2o HA g A B
MEEE Pt mEKL o183 BEREBRAR
4 (adaptive forecasting models) & o 3| 7} 4



Y5 FA5k2 € 4% s} (self- co-
frect)” &'2 slxlE #elel, zElm wbA -F
7l 45 (Box - Jenkins model)o] s}at dal o] &
25 g3 s el s Eugelant g ool
oy 5 ¥ wtxe] gleh

3.3.7 #=H&E8&m < (econometric modeling)

et St st Q20 eErdoly 54
WA 2o g ol Fatel, el HuHsia M AT
a4 vEL AlgdAdeds Fqa g F
Aet. sHAAAY | 23 U Ay o Wy o
T4 WIrE S oolch zelm A Fol o AHE
Bl figfrae(market behavior)ef of & o -2 o]
#HE HAHHE o] nd g A {ae)

28 A FEdMrd e AL o sy
e "4 A4asta HAbstel A 2kg ¥o] £=w3tel
AgA4x nestdyg e 4odz P4 () »w
2o}l Rf#{k(model specification), (2) g Mabuiy
WeiR (parameter specification), (3) #Hehdk &
(validation), (4) 4] & o} A (simulation), o} ==
o H4% A Az ay T4 HwE Fe
gy ool elujol & 3ejal zlolch cfefs|z A&
slaipdl s Lol dsiAe Padh oo ehuo]
25 4% A7 ol Yot g Eaiel & ok
AF A dslrlel FETUF FEHo Uk k4
o] Gxt7t FAtrd A AN v E g A4 st
3 ASsn Aty Hale Al A Yoz A
ol Aol 7lgstel, ol AFFAM L L of
gate] st rdFagAd WA £ cH e o
AE £ v 4% 43¢ 2SI Fob ool
2 5A s Eol S vhelAY oA W A FERE

FYaE Yo w4 A
4 DYol HE

4,1 B4 (ready-made models)al Xy
(tailor-made models)

AFAA e} HEE2Y Y & o fndo] HAW
olz, MEEl= , 2 Sl BistAl kol Al
I A AL+ At 2y §3 e JubHe
2 sfAdsiol & A FA ol&z §F¥, ol iy
AT Al Fof =fop cpoksbAa Aok cob o
3t vl 2 4 @5k v (ready -made models) =}
Ex e (tailor -made models)s) 5o {2 3

FHe P zely 2e2zae o Al Esich (1) &

12> R, A Leitch and K, R, Davis, gp. cit., P. 548.

13) F. Rosenkranz, gp. ait., po. 98 ~ 107.

THERRE 8B W24 19854 125 50

% T2 JrpiE4rg zd (ad hoc or throwaway mo-
del), (2) EE %% = (fixed-structure models),
3] %4 54 (integrated models),

Al SHaE Hal4 HEHor 4y
2 e 4bdel Holgl 25 7kal zeoleh ofy
U A4S HY S5, A4 22 S Ag
of wieb 2-¢sa om oY BEAHA Al
e TEE o] RAo flze dAddzRr 3%
f HIEE e A HErd g o] 28

1

g, 4w W Bk (smoothing) st 708 of

S

24y 32 & 4 goh
714 e «pAlel Heolgl 72 A{Foll £ mEY
of A4 A ATt s Yuido gz sy

dsjo] A HAY ol f el ola 2L gy
A4y g B8R zeo|l FoEFFolzg H4lm
435 Ha MHAHo g Mus s£zegdo] e
2= ASSEMBLER elz $% =2 sl

FERL L 2 HHo] 9 nl5}is ufehzbo] Ex 3
A% el FHe AR Aolnh o] ze AHe
ol ogiel =2 HAE dal @AY 2= g

£4% % % (ad-hoc tailor - made models) 2
HEBEREI Y =8zl =g W 379 F &
ol A % &l ojutxo g el o zAL ¥ wjo
Aol 3 wHiExq AYEAE of AeEE 4dA 5
Bhoo] 2ol o & £8 e 4l%stAl Hsle A
of %7l @ Fel sFgdtetd o] &2z sled F mux}
HE AHYY £ UEE fFE HE5 gadsibue
ol odolE zbe o] speHsich olebzre nd
ol Mut g olupyqo 2 WEMe 2elq(on-line in-
teractive) stzdie 4% ygoz e B4xz
2o £ AF A o= 2o o] =
et

1) 2 527} g4} 3z Ay 559 2 S
Foll wsl Falzl oz E5E WolaE A
TFAd ol vk A FHY e W Extelpidzag

2) g kAl {5 2 sty ds Aolso o
AEeral 47 o &,

B EHAFold Eelag HE WERHBHHK.

IAFAFE 7 (a fixed structure tailor -
made model)2 Ex342 o3t A AYgs e
THsE 2z a¥oly rE(EAzZL W) T4
geh o) mde] £y T o FY ¥59 Tzt
= BERol] aFe| £ meglele Adkd oz
HEHolch A Fazede oAby rA. s S
ARl A Se ¥ E ¥ osld o
3 22 EwRLE A5 ABES F Yl

r_).._

r
g



60 ° A &

(1) A 4% A8 q ol 4 AT

(2) A Y o o gojolebo] 24k 4

@) A @A Arel chokdl aFol 3
4.

5355 5o (an integrated tailor - made model)
2 @y AE ¥ magayae AYg L -HEe
4 AR gd 94T dAsta vfobAH - P4 AT
28 T3 Ze chokdl st rd & 4bole A4Z S
S gt 4chg A Zgeh a2 g Aoz Y
e s4rde 23 =g +%e 43 A4sl
gdo] &Astn, 1 zRYE 2L uo] e ol
7} Eastm, ngel Aol shedk, =3 FIFH .
A FpAe]l " £ UAuk AFE A9 HEE
W Ede gy ezl stEecl FYFET LAY
Fat g4 A AL obAal £HM A4
3 A4suHd S 2EY £ ook A3 ALsbset
I g ot 43 olAHY LEFIEE FF43
4 9l AHAE 292 2ol Hs & FFA4E
R I 9o ok e, SRl zzoUES S
A gkl QA clFt 2 A E #A
B Ygsted A& Y 4 de HFARBIL LB A
W oA A g A3AYsid ol &5l A
HEA = 2 5 % (dialogue programm)o] SKEH A
ofel, shA FEAUAL vIHAYG z2oUAYL 1
Srre vl g s, dAUYBHYY 2= Y
Helgoz 544 & UxE 3k ok 1Y -
8L sl 4dmda F2ud 4folo WAL A
Heoleh

=9 7L
L R

38 -8 At BHASE HEf ol o pEA

4.2 #BEN 28

4.2.1 g =4 (iconic model)

AR el o5t ®HHme Walg 2 oln)
web4 Eatwe e A AT YR BELT M

fF3HA "eb 'Y o] pee FHES RasA 244
A Aelz 2 BHHE/hzd (scale modelyolzt g &
1 Zppaes 2kTE4 2 (two -dimen-
sional scale models)3 3 & tE4 = (three -di-
mensional scale models)e] 2Z &)1 ool §iZol
= HE - -BR-FERE ¥ IBEERE So g o
H R BRM o rde BRey BEA Lug
Totd HBHE REMNeE ALEUd @B 5y
HY 7] - ¥ AE « AT Sof Ul olofzre =4
22 dAlaze wadEzd e stod o=
= BRA ddge T8 ol gy B
o HEBEL moe olde Bud £33 9o

=23

n
(=]

28H HFRzde Bfeure Zsha et —gH(E
F4)el osbe, =3 B HEMGES Zqaa
2] Rk},

4,2.2 ot 1% 4 (analog model)

otz ars o4 #HKErda o] gy wa

o —fgolznl mel 3 E 4tolel A& bo il
ol slwtsta 7 Aol MR e zag of
HE zpgolel gbel, 2l 23 EEY HE
Rk <bolol me g .o e of ghe}!D

olvtz oz del flz4 slole AEBEEz Y 2
5 § 4 dch 7lole EEKEES ST B 34
ol Kirvk iAol |ERES 485t @<bgtel o
zte] oy Ajarle] E42 bl EFo 4ayE
doz el vl g ohypZ g mdolzl dhel,

otE R 2 FES vad i Ba ke ml
#He dov ABLS L dslcl o] zwe
EASA G Ay Ao 27 oYL Jaryg =
o wtEsta #H F67] ol Mll4ladoz oA
Fozd 4% golstdl o Feb otz gwme
Yzl Bt Jubdols § F4o] ad, of na
o FlRAE 2H o (2T F34d, 4% HEiz
E)- 235 - 254 -obg2 3B Fe Sof gch
4.2.3 #EgE=4 (symbolic model)

73 LHE sl EHe S48 el w
dolel, et d4H ez 4gste xFEY  HR
S Zlzrg e o 24 Flzt € 5 sk ZHénie
HOgEL slos 13 F4doln dutdo] ac) 7

14> R. G Muwdick and ], E, Ross, [nformation
Systems for Modern Management ( Englewood
Cliffs, N. J. : Prentice -Hall, Inc., 1975), p. 502.
15) D, W, Miller and M, K, Starr, Egecutive Deci-
sions and Operations Research ( Englewood Cliffs
N. J. : Prentice - Hall, Inc., 1969), pp. 150 ~ 151.
16> Ibid., p. 151.



Znoe g4 EEgd(verbal model)'” 3} g
_-;_QlLl(mathemat‘ical model Yz iyl fiigol = &
E-RE -3 TAABEK - 552 - o4 A
ol - HFezz Y - FuAYF A AL T4 F
o] deom E&AE A4F HERel Uk

48 p e #KE (S b)) mBREe U 44
S4o 4] s}A Ho| ol fEHE ez FEzdl
DEgge] n & Jdd4 B n UdAat 1 Foll
Ax 55 AEEHENAY ol fo gusty 1 4t
= su=geh FElrd L o 7|Ed oldted =
ofstAl £FE 4 Ak

1) By =3k BERM 29

el w4y 2 HS47e BASL AdHstd R
HEHe) 9= =S FEEAY =g (deterministic
modelsye] g} 3to, W4 o 2 HF7ke| WA} B
el A U ARERY =4S KAy =< (probabili
stic models)ol 2t &l EER A Follv 4 %ol
A3t E A el T4 =g AT e A
Az g zool ok FIEST HEEH zdelx ®E
7¢ FERYy mdolch

2) @iy A=t REH =4

BES At 2H2 24YE S0z e =4
o ey =< (descriptive models)olet dhe o
A4Ee BB g4lete A o4 o2 FAHL
o}zl BEY <& BAb 234 &
AT ol WFL AT S 5FHeo s =4
o] #H#iHy =+ (normative models)olcl, gl 9
ol ghxtel HF A7 A2 ol ol A== FHET
242 7144 zdold, REBFES T Ak
A HEY & B#EE zdolsh

3) e it

#pen o (static model)-2.
dE nA=E RKEY MEE Jeld mdeld B4
Mo=e & Ao A 443z oS g
Bfemdolcl #HErde FEv  RASERIH
- RS EMEOQ =Y - TSIz 5
< £+ Ut

ez 4 (dynamic model)-2 47tef d&g g 2L
£ KRG BBERE EAske o ol &xich B
A3 oabAAg o) HEHId AAAY A AL =z
o o BE EER zdolrl BN 2d2E B0
A& - Biah EHElE: - BRREME - BEDR

Azkel darg  w

17) ojolzd e XFrd e obel #iF ==l (mumeri-

cal model) 7tz &bt 9ot FAzH L ¥
gz Zead 4 gdosd Fxrdel «z2AH Fist
A 24 Zol ok

THESHE Fo4 B 128 1985F 128 61
% -EERd 5% & & Utk

@) #ireuzd - A Fdoldrdy - F

ol HE FAl o MkAHHEe ZlFoez 3 EHoh ¥
iy el osld REME Tsle &5% BTy

o (analytical models) =+t (k= o (optimi-
zation model) ol e} el of Zjell = m}ﬁiﬁ&(i
Ut &I - EOQ =l So] %ghe}

A} Fallo] 4 (simulation)o} 2t A & 4] Aol o] &
242 AdAsta ol S AFEatd 48 44
3lm Alawe T 2o KES doliE  £47]
4o witel, AFalold ndol ufE o]t 4
ool Aol 4 daAel o g Astr] §
a Ab&s5te =g abdbe}

Jubd o 2 BT TR« & Ad 7] 2Yst &
ﬂl b ubdetd REo 24 A FHold W A&

T+ 9k, & © A7 SAsted 249 BER
ca—°~ HE F dAd, TL s £ Ut stds
2 298 & 5 UE BAY Akl de W, @
w0 fRiFHy Aol EAstxar 1 AHo] o F
Eatsted EAtEel 812 o 5ol A&d 4 sk

AFdodrd 2 fA-EHzY FH2r 2 7
g u3gel & 539 #A L Yodd 2AdY
E ol dvfals s R Eeh dAHd, AIAHE
10% 43t 32 o9 % F7let 718 B &
ch, 28y ZFeld 9 % Ad4skd dFel Fug
g% Helz AHYoz A4 st Kkeh
Huksld A BelolAdrdd A48 HEME =53
= 582 A3 el BAE GHA A HRE A
Agke ®l 2ach a8 ouidl4 A FEielAd rd
F5 Ho] opdzt Ey v F2 Agste(run) ¥
ole} & #Aojch 4 Edlold zal 2 Wity =zt
= orel RERY BRS »Asa Xadl  aEY
A (run) el HF = G4H ZER(what -if que-
stion)o| 45 F33] o] o4 KEH 2
Ak e d & 5 Uk

Felael 2 T2 Fe 28 A2y (heuristic app
roach) & oyl Birel v ik #4ldl BEoIY &
ol ot  EEEIKR =t BERRERAL A2
st EAE AE - AedeiA Al d4HA W
Yojrl Holad L= B )
4t REZE HAaskd 44 ovw 7k54el &
urgh i FHopg o F AlAsE FA o HHE F2A
o2 F Yoz A BAE ALsHAA A
ghel, FElAE A SR G e vtz X3t
Holxm &g A AR qlsted A
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5. ZeTH HEXy [Y

dEge v 235y Adgle] wAd4 T
22 FAHL AT #HAL o F 47HFR T
ok (1) TEAMEESER, @ 8% 2L E
sHER, O Emn WEIEL =2 HEY S
R, @) HEGEE = RAGEIEX

5.1 FEER9RSHR A2 (behavioral relations
equation)

slatel AAA g 2 FAe A HEE &
e Ralste o 4 &=sich A4 gued HEY
£2 zgste P AL T FRlez &R
4 ock 1 Bt EEHES 4235 4
Bl e el R adh #aHgd e £
ghet

X

5.2 {85 22 £HAE X (identies or

definitional equations)

o] WA 4L 4tz F AL BEF ol E
Hetb ol Zed 54 Wadzage  FAAaH
2445 FUaA BASE o sbgsich ool 2
kgt 209 549 olek

NET INCOME, = SALES, —COSTS,
CASH, =CASH,_, +CASH INCREASE,
~CASH DECREASE,

5.3 Ky safRAi@zt(technical relations eqw
ation) 2 §iEM & AER (institutional
relations equation)
71%4x ALY AL £ £EERT Fo4a
ge sEmAely AEe AEs de EEIR
A dgA Ay =5 B4 W <REde, ol
upa] A4t Al Bk ak &2l ol oid BE
s oz Yagsst Yol o FoA
o g el dAlE 1 FxE 44 fASH=
REW EXES BS sk Aolch o U4
o A4AFA L 2R Yok

Sy PG SRERS HEK BMEAFERANY 29
of R U sEBEel BuAgle o $H4L 3
Aghzgel os A Y 4E <bolel A4S
3 4hgket,

5.4 9% =2 BREHHER(equilibrium
or boundary conditions equations)

of WH4L YA RABKS kS HIR
s gy Aotk HRAERL YYD A4
Hel WgHFo HE WYt T2 A4uTE B
A AYAY GAFEYY AL e ok

[ =22
L= =t
12
I, 1t d=o Az
Syt s Y4 g
ol #HAL t WEo AHoFFo]l 4 HFHEY
# FUEEE 23l A T4 Fcl
RAGHIERL 58 2o ff SEeatsaR

col s EEeh 2B o] A4 R MR EAERAR

o2 vepdel o 2944 FNEMG A AA
T AgEHAE A 2d A g g MY

g,

6. ¥ =W

o

2 A d zesa| A sfala of
g 7lz2Md doldE Agstn 2y F
At FH & 5 Yck

S5 TAM ol4e gAtEe] dAz ey =
Aekd A2 A A5k Ha A b Fat
g o mdsAae A AYsta 9ot o] =
of zubVoll 4 £A% o2 zaladTolA £ o of
29 zdlol MBS ASHe F ol Ak o
e dozy ALE A el a3y dA o] g
% szedol e stoglole] wAal &AM e
5| A} Eo] & F-Hokg ofud e} ulolA Y Y A AL opE
AR 7= KA 2 A" Aoleh, ={ A ubA
l A% 3 mAsayge st g4t A3 d AA
Aol WA shAl Ao Y7l dFell GozE 3
BREE DY 8o FHo] Foid AHolul, olFE
HAAY o melsiAade WA oy A
FE Sl 2 Alawel Muka o] & & Y AE A
Y U mEce] s 2N En 94 T BY
& olsl 7t A =lojof ¥ Folch
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