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(A Method of Profit Allocation for Sharing Economy
among Companies Considering the Transaction Costs)
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8 ¢ HT B2 UIYEC F9E ot FAREH AP BAAT L, AdH oS F 3t
AR AstE At vk 719 P FRAAE 719 2 FH ¢ R VYol RSt A A
AE T8kl 1 285 ol AAA EFolth e ol aAAT FAAstE 719 1 FFAAAAE
olojeo] &gt i wWeto] glojof gt wEkA E AT E 719 1 FHAAE AT A% TN
LA Sk AN ES 183 = & MST(Minimal Spanning Tree) 1, 7t Z7FAtE o] Fxsto] LAY 3}
= A g A, ZrkA 3F dA sk An) gl diste] AFEE] WR A8 37HA] S Algkakdth
e x4 Adol el A% o9 viE WgPQl o]e] w5 H|E(Equal distribution of gain), ©]¢] W] 8 &
(Proportional distribution of gain), AFZ2] ¥ 5 (Shapley Value)ol ##jn] &S 2 &3+ o] vj&E Wik

A A 8ttt
YHFA 71D L FRHAA, ARG, Ax2H Aol &, ol HiE, AREY WF

Abstract  Currently, many enterprises are trying to allocate the investment costs and risks through
collaboration, and strengthen their competitiveness by sharing their resources and gains. Intercorporate
sharing economy, a type of intercorporate collaboration, refers to the economic activity to share the
idle resources of enterprises and enhance their efficiency. For a successful intercorporate economy with
the participation of various stakeholders, there is a need to establish the clear allocation method of
gains. Accordingly, this study suggested three methods —the MST method that can apply transaction
cost incurred when forming a coalition for sharing economy; the average of transaction cost incurred
by each participant, and the Shapley Value application method for the transaction cost incurred between
the participants. In addition, this study also suggested gain allocation methods such as the “Equal
distribution of gain” method, a gain allocation method based on the Cooperative Game Theory, the the
“Proportional distribution of gain” method, and the Shapley Value method that takes in consideration
the transaction costs.
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Table 1 Interindividual Sharing Economy Case

Airbnb is a trusted community marketplace for people to list, discover, and book

unique accommodations around the world — online or from a mobile phone or tablet

Zipcar 1s a car sharing company, provides automobile reservations to its members,

Hub Culture is an invitation-led social network service that operates the global
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(Proportional distribution of gain), AFZ# W&
(Shapley Value)& AF&3te] o] wjE WS
A| Al ST},

SAAE 2008 v st = ZAAs F 2
AREE o2 dig AL o

A

aHlZk 5Q) 2047 AR FAll o
shel AW AAAGIHTL FRAA] AL
$ W ANE AES ofslo] TR 1 B
Folua s AARWeITh o FYruE
Wi Agderst ugage A 49S hid
A g R, W@, delsts FHE vem
stol 7129 AA APkl FheE AZE
Aoz Wah stk oled FRAAE
Fol, AR, AR, o F, 43 5 Fele] 9y
AR A4 AT JE FAolth W Fh

Abdolut M=o AdAl 7k FellA &
xoh= 7HAE jlel #8528 AA 7HA

2 SUA717] 9% AAgdser Td

o 2 r

ICTe] o= <Qlste] SNS(Social Network
Service)9} =2}Ql ZHE 7idte] T, MY, &
As FTotE 74 A2k Co-Creation
o] SASA o, SNSeo 2l ZHES
F3l Fosta, Frizbe] digk AFEE &gt
[8-9].

AN

N9 FRAAE D % dde Gd S
stz HWE 5 Qor, 71y % gde 44
99 ES A% Aow Adulgol 0], A4
ukel £[11], AL71wel £[12] 5& Bate]l I
EELIE BEL

N4 3 FRAAE Dol AR A 2 F
574 Aele oz el AWHoR &
A SFIE AT AAL 8 A0 FEo
2 FAske] 3 Abgste dHe @9 2%
o Aol & 4 YriI3l,

Table 2 Cooperative society Case

Category

Content

Busan Marine Equipment

Association .. .
joint parking lot)

- operation of joint logistics center
- cost reduction through a joint facilities (joint cafeteria, joint factory,

Korea Electrical - provide patent through research and development
Manufacturers’ Cooperative | - obtain organizations standard

Busan Automobileparts
Industries coop.
Association

- establish a joint exhibition and connect the domestic and international

buyers and members

Korea Foundry Cooperative | - joint foundry facilities provide to members
Association — procuring the group resources

Korea Federation of Plastic |- co—brand(adiaphora) development

Industry Cooperative - procuring the group resources

Korea Publishers

Cooperative

- joint logistics of publication

Korea Pump Industries
Association

— co-brand(pumpro) development

source -

cooperative joint venture excellent casebook, KBIZ, 2011
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AR b FFAAL A= Bel deou, 7Y AR 38 B 3EAY 8 Aol e AR
N FHAA AbdlE Feolry] FET 719G 2 e oo dio] xAE AAEGth 714
THAAL v Atdle Fe2rTes TAoR 1 IRAAY ATaRoR AAH o5 A¥
TEAY B FES B9 Atdv gow, dixAd 9 Aeds 719 3 AFEAe] M SasA v
2l A% %% Alel= Table 29 2t} Ebukti14].

719 1 FRAAE SR AL aF ¥ Ag B ATEE 719 3 ARG 71de] Th
el TR Adel fF@el wel Table 3% A3 A FFHALE FFH3std AHEsH7] Wil
o]l Type 13 Type 28 ®#F & & gl dre] 53 FHALE BfsAY AREEE
Type 12 7]1ge] A ow A2F3 FHALE 719 o A7 Fasit o= 7IdEe] 7=
B 71l WeF= Feel, Type 2& #/#A % ARG oid 27t Ao, ZAH9AE
Aol ¥ = AdE B 793 FEer ARE o did =21 3 7IE FY ARelA o] A
st FEIE Table 49 Zo] & Hvh =gk 7] o2 7| b A7t vr] szl vH[15-16]. whet
H B FRAAL FAC e EFe A&E, A 79 3 FRAEAC AEHT AsME BA
P A, A= A, GEE AnR FR A o]5e] gloJof dkm, o5 diste] 7]FEe]
7V 3tH Table 59 #TH13] geetar AaAl ol wiE WRie] Fasit

Hong, et al(2014)¢] A7ollA= 719 2+ &/  E3 71 2 A#E ngoer 719 3 27744
A AEads =ES7] fdte]l TRAASt T o]FoA ] wEel 719 3 AHAAE

Table 3 Sharing Resources That are Expected to Become Idle

Category Type Target Content
facilities, . . . e
. . investing and sharing the expected extra facilities in
co—facilities equipment
common
, land
raw and
subsiding procuring the resources cheaply and stably through
group . .
materials, a large purchase and dividing the resources by
purchase
human shares
resources
research
Goods . .
. development | resources and human resources input into
cooperation . )
resources cooperation development of products and techniques
development .
and In common
outcome
utilization of marketing resources, such as new
. brand development, advertisement cost, marketing
. marketing .
co-marketing human resources, space, advertisement channel,
resources . .
distribution and sales network, in common to reduce
marketing costs
. education sharing necessary resources in the education of
co—education ] .
resources human resources in companies
Service utilization of service offer routes in common to
co-service A/S increase profits, considering service improvement
and traits of service products
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Table 4 Categorization of the Intercorporate Sharing Economy by Purpose

Purpose

Content

Cost reduction
a regular purchase

cost price reduction and purchasing power improvement through a large and

Consideration
of bargaining

power

increase of bargaining power about suppliers because of realization of scale
competition with members of many associations

Consideration
of reliability

improvement of business reliability through joint brand development

Consideration

of availability | property right

compensation of lack capability through sharing facilities or the intellectual

Table 5 Categorization of the Intercorporate Sharing Economy by Type

T Content Criteria of
e onten
P Classification
Type 1 Type of renting extra resources possessed by companies to other possession
companies goods
Type 1-1 | Type of sharing facilities, equipment, land with other companies goods
Type 1-2 | Type of sharing the intellectual property right with other companies types
Type 2 Type of using expected extra resources in common gggé(;cessed

ae] ol9] wlE W AA7 Zasi

22 Hx=H A olE

ole] % HlE HlE WHE FxH AdelE
(cooperative game theory)oﬂ 37%3 I o,

qxA A olEe

3 AAEe PE A

NH e Z7tAEo] A5 Fxdte] BHE & 2
= FEAHI S5 A3 (coalition)e] gt 3, N
2 25 7F AgstE e $(grand coalition)©] th.
N Z7tA7E Adell Foste A9 AFS
T ZF A A AMre FHFS AYe
2 V-1 dgto]l Hrh o]l 3k Aol el
Al A “3}% ojoleo] wisto] wiEEt7] flEiA =
Zh Agtel digk AAA HxE vdEde SAE

, $+2] A (rationality)

Age oo disiA FA S wjito] o] FolX
7] 1A= dElAde] o] Fojxof ghth AdS
Tt 4w HpAte] o] ARjE F
Ak g wWe] olout AAY ook gk

vii) > CG) (=12 - n

S, 4217 (super-additivity).

= FS9b 751]7\1 V(S)+V(T)£ v(SUT), S
, A SoF 7o F
TAdste] HA =
o]¢lo] Frrt
Hqego=

q (pareto optimality).
Abdufito] 7 EEA o=

1=
o)
f
lo
B
2o



A Method of Profit Allocation for Sharing Economy among Companies Considering the Transaction Costs

v(i) = Aol Frte Zrkat 79 o]
VIN) = A Agte] o]
N = ZAA Z7pApe]

ole] Wil T

Homs ol
) ol W) 2 119), AFE2)

#E v,

o JEQ

o] WR[20]7F AAE W)
Qen, ol guel AE WSS BeH 2ok
2.2.1 o] FSHE

o) =p0) = [ S p(5) () (1)

v(i) = Agel F7ke J7rA 79 o]
vIN) = A Agke] o]
N = AA Z7pae] &

pli) = A%l A7A sk wWel B 7 9
o] 9]
Npl) = AEel ArhsA wke W AE @R

JEN

o olelel &

oo} A o
%}ﬂTﬂ ma

EH%J 71 7b fh=
53k o]9] mjito] o]FojFTH21].

‘ —u(V) (2)

v(i) = A3 Zrret JZra 9] o] 9

v(N) = A A7k o]

N = AA FrpAel -

p() = A% A7tskA] Eoks W
o] <]

e

Yp() = Akl FrhahAl &S o A F7bA

o o099

Rr
jus)
=)

Be A% 7 Aol SrbEE o
g Z7Are] ol olel wl@ste]
o] t}19]. Al o] ol Huj
A7 Ao ololnt Ao r A
= 2] sh 211,

223 AFEE 2F

-y (== )
oi)= 3 HAT = o

Vi) = AFel A AR [ 9] o]

—v(C—1)] (3)

| Cl= A% C o &3 37k 5
N = JA Z7kRpe] 4
[v(C) - W(C-i)] = Z7vA 7 7F 4% C o F714

o 75 o]

AEE WFE 4TS B F74E o9

kel 9

ki ;919
e jo N
o0 & -

ol
o

1011 2] 3+ 201
gz;@ ﬂ]olo]ioﬂ

i)
==

jus)
==

U ofo oo ofo

}
ol
S

ol r%'ﬂ

oﬂ?L[22 24] & & Ao
A+[21][25- 26], R 3t
of #& A-[27], 3t
ek A[28-30] & <
. BRI A zngﬂ—?-oﬂ/ﬂL <=3
dste] FrtAE9] 7ot A
ZlEom wEs stlon, AAL
*38}% A u] &l tjafx = e sk %‘9}
A Aol v JrEAE Aol
040}04 o] Fol A 7] ufZell vhgg ol s ¥AA
Arolel A A u]go] AE A Hrh. whebA
7F olsld = Y FAHg o] E H& )
ol FolA 7] s = AHEE st
W o] o] Fo]x ok gt

jus)
==

2

L . 10
I T

o
ﬂ
g

ML
o T @ A A A

o2
L
rO
=y
=

J_4

94

z oo
amt OE;
fllo

il

:ﬂ.;r-{mmmlnnﬂ'__ﬁl_‘é:i—{}ol:o—hééé
EQL S
_12
=2

e

- 116 -



Journal of the Korea Industrial Information Systems Research Vol. 20 No.4, Aug. 2015 :111-126

23 HHHl 8

A S vhgst 24
o7 AbAA(ex ante) AU &I AFF A (ex
post) Ay Loz FEF3ATE AP A
2 Aleks st Aol tig ARE A7) 9
3t A ¥ H & (information cost), A%< ZZ&
=A3l7] 913 =AY 8 (measurement cost), A
Wz FgE EEsta Astr] gk gy
& (negotiation cost)e] AT} AFEZH AgH &>
Aol wet AE olBA7]I7] gk o] PnH]&
(enforcement cost), A& o]do] Z o]FoX =
7VE AAIEH7] $gk 7ZEAIH] € (monitoring cost) ©]
o, 1 9o Az "oy WA=

v g, A & TASE g4 v,
#- HE Fol ATH32L

B
B
12
=
ofo
rlo
B
12
—_>|4—14,
i)
>,
i)
o 3
Y

% R
% foi oo =l

Ab AW QA
o ol #@n gL Ao
= °l@A7]=1

o

R
.
)
o
o
2
2l
4 o
£ o

o R
% oo

BN
o
jur)
o
b
Ir
=

= 0 fo
i,
rlr
=
ofo
o
w =
NN
d
2 3
oy =
>

D)
=
ol
1o o
)
QL
rr
on
o
=
Ak
rO
2
X,

TH33].
dstr] AAsiM = dFD

B
il
N
2y i
il
N
rl gl H;l’
N =
) ok
=2,
B
£
=
ofo
e
o2,
=
[ op

_ﬁ
i)
2

ﬂ(o N - 2 O_>L
Hf o o &
o 2
E oL

of ol of)

N
=

M o fo fo

,d
B>
>

Ho
:0'1_1
o
T
=
oo
K
|\ o
N
05 s
oo oX
o

wAsl Bk B¢ JWgEn fe@ 249
AFAE Aek7] gAstol Akulgol B WA
A |, Aok olFol Aokl W@ Adzt 2

ola@w A gAY s wAE el WAFA
Aok AN s A wa /9 1 g
o M Al go] FashA HrH3s-39]

FFRAAE DEE BAAI B
AAAE ol #ATE Bk, HA,
g 5 Adugel

i) (4)

[v(i) — 7C(i)] = p(i) (5)

vi) = Al A AR i 9 ol
N = RA Bl %
pli) = A%l FrkekA ek Mol AR ;o
TCGH) = A7 FHA A [ 9 A g

N9 2 BHAAG A Feje] FEEGA
49 Az 2474 T
Cz2APAA 1067 A3 o

A Aol B Az A

7
o ¥% Al AUstArh

o]
H
}‘\_]__

oL

2 2% Wgo] o Folin,



A Method of Profit Allocation for Sharing Economy among Companies Considering the Transaction Costs

A Location B Location
wenoer 1
‘Warehousa | —
T Shipsyard A
- Fnterml
|
Wairehouss

| Feltwrsil
Wiarmhirusa

Fig. 1 Before the Establishment of the Joint
Warehouse

B Location

A Location

Wender 1

Joind Logistics Shipyard &
Cantar
M
- W E

rT—E— Warehousa A

S

X Warghouse B
Shipyard B

| Vardar W |

| [asshouse ] |
L —————— 1

Fig. 2 After the Establishment of the Joint
Warehouse

of Wl 7} ALY RE FFH A Tk 1A
ANE Bsta, @7 wet ZAreA Za
s 712 A BES dEslA " FeEFAY
o] $9go g <lgle] 4d7r oF 929 o] EFu
£ ZAgsidon, EFHE olgd FEAY,
FTEAEFTHNE T FPoz oF 79 o] n
&5 dxtsta vk x27lddl= 2471 AA 10670
71do] FagA v A= oF 34047 710
dojsta glow, FEEFAE Fridez
q3l7] feiM e TEEFAYE 2 A 3o
719 kel Ak, g4, AEn]E 5o A &ol
Wy sk A "ot

Fig. 39 dAE FeEFAH Ad=z 49
A HW, A, B, C= A7 AA 71gelt). A,

B, C9 7]do] FEEFAHE o] &34 &%
MER EFHES T39S w, dA wEd
Al EFHES W ool ZF 1000, 900, 5000]
Agt} Fig. 4, 5 =3 Fig. 3% #o] A, B, C,
D, E 719l dig o]o]& yERar 9t

1000

200
" \Q
00

Fig. 3 Profits and Transaction Costs of Three

£l

f

Dy

Participants
1000 500
& 200 C
200 100
e il 200
B 200 D
300 700

Fig. 4 Profits and Transaction Costs of Four
Participants

1000
300 150
200
a00 ‘f

500 To0

Fig. 5 Profits and Transaction Costs of Five
Participants

- 118 -



Journal of the Korea Industrial Information Systems Research Vol. 20 No.4, Aug. 2015 :111-126

7} 7]
%

R_EL

!
%]
= wAB) = 2090, v(AC
V(ABC) = 2760019, 3712} Fof] M2 Adho] 9]
2 gLy g

i

-

p, = 1000, p, = 900, p, = 500, p, = 700,
P, = 800

v(AB) = 2090, v(AC) = 1650, v(AD) = 1870
v(BC) = 1540, v(BD) = 1760, v(CD) = 1320
v(BE) = 1870, v(CE) = 1430, v(DE) = 1650
Vv(AE) = 1980

V(ABC) = 2760, v(ABD) = 2990, v(ACD) =
2530, v(BCD) = 2420, v(BCE) = 2530
v(BDE) = 2760, v(ABE) = 3110, v(ACE) =
2650, v(ADE) = 2880, v(CDE) = 2300
V(ABCD) = 3720, v(ABCE) = 3840
v(ACDE) = 3600, v(ABDE) = 4080
V(BCED) = 3480, v(ABCDE) = 4830

ol el HjEAl A &S ALty HEiAE 7]
A 1 HASE AYH LS s of stk T
EFAE A HAAeE A &S A 9
A M 2 FHAAL] tE AREQl elofnH
el ITZAES 8t ALEA ol A&
dFe LI, QIaEo] FF B AL
FEE EoR AYu &S st A
|2 FAu G, ol &, FHAIME Fo| qom,
e els Fate] Azt o] Foid wf wig]lel Al
AFoteE s T3 Ao E3HEh o
ojH|H| o] FFEE 6~12%, QL EvAl 3~12%,
NZE Tl 13%, T2 AEY 16%Z AHA
o] oAt}

 =FolAe AYn & FEAE 2k o] 9]

HrEo], FE2E
10%= AF4 et e
ol AEAHo = A

Mok AE Al weh Augo] GeA7] i
o t}.

of AFe FHT APl i, ASH B AT
FHE Agel vk old A% /19 Ash Bt
AFS FANe C lgel Aol @A 3
$uTh ASH C EE Bs C7F 9%e PR 5
o sl Agel Frkske Ao Adulgol
SrobA7] dEeltt. /5] old FPo 9
stol FolAol uhet A gol Gebd £ 9

A= A oloel el 10% F7hE groln,
A7HA 390] Agets ASE 16%, 490l A
k= A§v 20%, 5ol Ajtele Aev 25%
7 golth ot FEEHAHE o3t
Nl b sefuw mgol FrksAR, A
= ERNES PUsde W ud FEsow
g Bl Azkel o As| W] Fisk
Hel B4 wgdtn T & dvh £ AF
ole) F7b&o] HrHAE 7k o]efe] 10%%1 A
gro

LS
(o
¢
2
)
(d
fr
re
. E?{_:
o
15
olN
)
o
> rlo
b

o o

A efu &= Aitat7]
=rdAMe AdgnES
2ol MSTWH, AVGHH,
Hy

FoEe 488

© o fr o

Wy oo ~

MST 92 27k 1k Agie]go] HAnE
og WA= FARE Muse] A% A5

#t}. Fig. 1, 2, 3014 #7kA C 7} X8t A
ds 7Y W A &o] HA7F Hw Table

63 2k,

- 119 -



A Method of Profit Allocation for Sharing Economy among Companies Considering the Transaction Costs

Table 6 Transaction cost using the MST Table 8 Transaction cost using Shapley
method Value

Index | 3participants | 4participants | Sparticipants Index | 3participants | 4participants | Sparticipants
TCysrm) 300 500 650 TCq 1) 150 158.33 121.67
TCoqm| 100 108.33 925
3.2 Z 7.3.7} S0l FE5t0f &M= Hel TCq ) 20 91.67 109.17
H 29 TR (AVG gHH) TCq (p) - 141.67 159.17
TCq - - 1675
TCivom = A7 5 N o me @7 ¢ [Tl 300 200 60

Hat Al
g wAEE Adguge] gFe 7

P 3

o] A4S SHAl EW Table 72 7t

Table 7 Transaction cost using the AVG
method

Index Sparticipants | 4participants | Sparticipants

TC(A) 500 700 850

TC(B) 400 600 850

7C(C) 300 500 800

TC(D) - 600 900

TC(E) - - 1000

TC vamw 400 600 880
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3G A Awr g AE&S fsA MST W9
(TCysrvy), AVG BH(TCyyey)), F7HAE 3
A st= Afn] & diste] ArEY URE A&
(TCsq,(n), TCqy) T WHE % Zk
HAst= A &S ALket

=9 Adgu &S o9
433 Vasr(i), vape(i), vg, (i) 2
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SHlEe] A3t Felth Fig. 1, 2, 39 dAlolA
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Table 9 Equal distribution of gain

Index | 3participants | 4participants | Sparticipants
v(A4) 1120 1155 1196
v(B) 1020 1055 1096
v(0) 620 655 696
v(D) - 855 896
v(E) - - 996
Total 2760 3720 4880

Table 102 v,67(i), vipe(i), vg (i) 2 37F
Al vl WHe dieke] AgHl &S E
Tl A3 s eI Tt Table 6,
7, 89 AR &S AE3}AES zb 3
of W MA A7 o]elA An &S W AT
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Table 10 Equal distribution of gain, including
transaction cost
Index | 3participants | 4participants | Sparticipants
vysr(A) 1020 1030 1066
057 (B) 920 930 966
V57( C) 520 530 566
vysr(D) - 730 766
0 ye7( E) - - 866
Total 2460 3220 4230
vialA)| 98666 1005 1020
vyve(B)|  886.66 905 920
v C)| 48666 505 520
v 4y6(D) - 705 720
04yl E) - - 820
Total 2360 3120 4000
vg,(4) 1020 1030 1066
vg,(B) 920 930 966
vg,(C) 520 530 566
vg, (D) - 730 766
vg, (E) - - 866
Total 2460 3220 4230
4.2 ol dlzu 2
vysrli) = Ep)ﬁ[ (V) = TCrriny] 9)
JEN
0 are(i) = a2 [0(N) = TCyyerm] (10)
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06, (i) = 2 [0(N) = TCyy ] (11)
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& EHHA e ol HaAME) A3} gholut,
Table 11 Proportional cost allocation
Index | 3participants | 4participants | Sparticipants
v(A) 1150 1200 1251.28
v(B) 1035 1080 1126.15
v(0) 575 900 625.64
v(D) - 840 875.89
v(F) - - 1001.03
Total 2760 3720 4880
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Table 12 Proportional cost allocation, including — &}2] 8} =Qto] o] Fo]x]7] ujEo] <¢Ado)A
transaction cost WAE= AA Ade &L A LEx ZE3rh AF
Index | 3participants | 4participants | Sparticipants =2 el AdngE AEshrl AsiA= 7
27 A5 o] Ao #rhIe WA Sl = A e
vsr(A)| 1025 1038.70 1084.61 o} T el I 27 82 o g;} el
&5 A&k =7 Wil TCqHE A&
Vs B) 922.5 934.83 976.15 ao
visr(C)| 5125 519.35 542.30 Table 13 7#H 22 Taa% ko AFZg]
Vst (D) - 727.09 759.23 W 2o A} gho|t},
Vasr( ) - - 867.69
Total 2460 3920 4230 Table 13 Shapley Value
UAVG( 4) 98333 1006.45 102561 Index | 3participants | 4participants | Sparticipants
v(A) 1130 1172.50 1221
vavelB)| 885 905.80 923.07 o(B) 1025 1065.83 1109.33
vave(O)|  491.66 503.22 512.82 v(0) 605 632.50 664.33
04y D) - 70451 717.94 v(D) - 849.16 3836.83
Vv B) - - 82051 v(E) - - 998,50
Total 2760 3720 4880
Total 2360 3120 4000
vg (4) 1025 1038.70 1084.61 Table 14%= 7 ju &S E3a ApZa] wao
vg,(B) 922.5 934.83 976.15 A3 zkS JER I 9o, Table 10914 2+ 3
vg,(C) 5125 519.35 542.30 7P AWEIER] TCq, 4y, TCoqip), TCs(c),
vg, (D) - 727.09 759.23 TCq(p), TCqypy= A&t olelo] v
vg, (E) - - 867.69
Total 2460 3220 4230
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Table 14 Shapley Value, including transaction
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