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Introduction

Cargo airlifts are an essential part of disaster relief missions and military campaigns. Due to their varied and
unigue mission requirements, the operational planning and optimal design of the aircraft are difficult tasks,
yet crucial for success. This complexity is furthered considering that cargo airlifts are often distinguished into
2 separate parts: a strategic airlift, based on inter-continental travel, and a tactical airlift, which considers
the last mile delivery to the final destination. The aircraft in strategic airlifts are designated with traveling
great distances carrying as much cargo as possible, making their designs tailor made for these operations.
Despite this, the time severity of airlifts and extreme cargo demands result in strategic aircraft being over-
utilized. As years go by and the aircraft approach a hastened retirement; the cost of the aircraft makes them
operationally infeasible, substantiating future aircraft design. Designing future aircraft to ensure that they are
capable of withstanding the volatility of airlift environments is a difficult process. Most aircraft design loops do
not consider the direct effects of the design parameters on the aircraftis expected operation. Subsequently,
the aircraft outputted by these loops may be sufficient for standard operation, but may under-perform in other
extreme operations. The likelihood of extreme airlift events, like natural disasters, is low, but the impact of
these risks is significant enough to result in mission failure. Thus there is a need to evaluate aircraft fleet
and operational resilience when faced by such black swan events.

To solve this problem, this work proposes a framework for coupling aircraft design, fleet planning and
operational logistics to the airlift performance. This can be done by having an aircraft design toolis outputs
be linked to the inputs for an airlift modelling tool, which can then be used to evaluate the aircraftis per-
formance in its intended operational environment. Naturally, this requires a robust airlift model. Few airlift
modelling tools are publicly available, especially ones that incorporates the potential extremities and cap-
tures the unpredictability of airlifts. As such, the goal is to develop a simulation tool which encapsulates the
standard aspects of airlift in addition to uncommon events that can be mission compromising. Then, through
measures of effectiveness (completion time, cargo throughput, cost, etc.) and measures of performance
(utilization rate, travel distance, etc.), inputs corresponding to design can be directly linked to the output
mission performance.

This work is done in part with the German Aerospace Center (DLR). DLR offers a python based simu-
lation that can be expanded to include airlift operations and model aircraft as they carry cargo from origin
to destination. By having a multitude of customizeable, parameterized tool inputs, the framework can be
applied to a variety of scenarios subject to user input. Stochastically modeling unpredictable events offers
users a holistic and robust analysis of different designs as they perform the airlift. To handle the result-
ing dynamic operation environment, the simulation employs agent-based modelling, easing the analysis of
emergent behaviors and risk assessment within airlift system of systems. An illustration of the frameworkis
capabilities is explored by varying the multiple inputs in a DoOE so that a sample trade space is obtained. The
desired prospect of this work is to provide a more definitive, experimental playground that exploits system
of systems behaviors for the formulation of future top-level requirements.

This thesis is broken into three parts: a scientific paper in chapter 1, a literature study in chapter 2 and
supporting work in chapter 3. The scientific paper is where the bulk contributions of this thesis can be found,
detailing the methodology and evaluating results in hopes to answer the problem statement through relevant
conclusions. The literature study is an extended analysis of the supporting literature used in the scientific
report in the initial exploration of the thesis topic along with the derivation of the research problem and
associated planning. The last section contains additional analysis of the thesis models, such as simulation
verification through time step and sensitivity analyses.
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An Agent-Based Modelling and Simulation
Framework to Support Strategic Cargo Airlift
Evaluation

Nikolaos M. Kalliatakis

Delft University of Technology, Delft, The Netherlands

Abstract

When there is a need to move cargo across the world in the fastest possible man-
ner, airlift is the prime solution. Due to the potential extreme requirements of airlift,
aircraft have to be capable of performing in a myriad of operational environments.
To support future aircraft design loops, this work proposes a framework which
couples aircraft design and operational effectiveness in an agent-based simula-
tion, allowing a more direct evaluation of design choices. Aircraft are modelled
with inputs akin to typical design tool outputs, and airlift operational objectives
and events are parameterized to allow for user customization and mission tailor-
ing. To deal with stochastic and unexpected events that occur within airlifts, such
as aircraft servicing, cargo demand reformulation and airbase access restriction,
the aircraft and cargo are modelled as agents and managed by a dispatcher. Air-
craft bid for cargo with flights which are configured by the dispatcher, allowing
cargo to choose its flight path according to the airlift objective. Through analyzing
a theoretical disaster relief mission, the impact of disruptive events on airlift time,
cost and cargo throughput is shown to be significant, motivating their inclusion
in future analysis. An exploration of aircraft design and airlift objectives is also
analyzed, which highlighted the variance in airlift performance due to changes in
aircraft payload-range and operational logics. The results demonstrate the frame-
workis ability to capture the varying complexities of the airlift system, exemplifying
its utility in future airlift and aircraft design optimization and resilience testing.

Keywords: Strategic airlift, agent-based modelling and simulation, aircraft design,
HA/DR

1 Introduction

In times of emergency, the rapid movement of cargo assets around the world is highly critical. Upon a
natural disaster or other crises, foreign and domestic governments seek to offer prompt humanitarian aid
and disaster relief (HA/DR) material to the afflicted area(s). Similarly, in wartime scenarios, militaries are
responsible for the swift, international movement of supplies, vehicles and troops to support bases and
operational areas. Despite the cargo sizing and content differences, both military and HA/DR missions
have stringent time horizons and seek to minimize costs and maximize cargo throughput.

Cargo airlifts operate based on a hub-spoke delivery system to maximize cargo throughput whilst pro-
moting fuel and cost efficiency. The transit of cargo between hubs across the world is termed strategic
airlift, and the following delivery to the final destinations (spokes) is termed tactical airlift. Since strategic air-
lift requires aircraft to travel inter-continental distances with as much cargo as possible, the aircraft choice
is constrained. Only aircraft with extraordinary payload-range capabilities are adapted to conduct these
movements. Examples are the C-5 Galaxy and C-17 Globemaster [1]. Limited selection and the unpre-
dictable requirements of each airlift can result in these aircraft being over-utilized, hastening their fatigue
and inflating already high airlift costs.



Based on air frame structural fatigue projections, it is predicted that by 2040, the C-17, and by 2050,
the C-5M, will be unable to satisfy airlift requirements [2]. Designing and manufacturing a future aircraft to
replace the current fleet should be done before this time. To promote cost minimization whilst maintaining
high reliability and utility, aircraft design loops should incorporate the impact of each aircraft design choice
on the intended operational environment. Unfortunately, conventional aircraft design processes do not do
this [3], often due to the difficulty of obtaining a reliable operational model which can be used to monitor the
aircraftis performance Considering the multi-variate use case of strategic airlift, a robust model that is able
to reflect different situations and environments is required. Few of such models are publicly available and
they do not entirely capture the volatility of airlifts. Events such as aircraft servicing, the introduction of new
cargo demands, or even sudden airbase unavailability, are examples that greatly change the operational
environment and the corresponding aircraft performance. The problem is thus two-fold: the absence of
a defined framework that couples strategic cargo aircraft design to its operational performance, and the
development of an underlying airlift model.

The goal of this work is to therefore create a framework that allows for aircraft performance evalua-
tion within a strategic airlift. This will be done by creating a strategic airlift modelling tool that incorporates
airlift complexities and their resultant effects on aircraft operation. To holistically evaluate different aircraft
designs in different airlift environments, the tool will also have user-customized inputs that dictate the op-
erational logic for flight scheduling and planning along with airlift specific variables, such as detailing the
aforementioned volatile events. The tool will then output several different mission effectiveness measures,
such as total airlift time, cost and fuel usage and the total cargo delivered. Alongside this, aircraft perfor-
mance measures such as scheduled flights, load factors and utilization rates can be compared. In such a
way, modifications to aircraft design, fleet structure and operational parameters (assumptions and planning
objectives) can be evaluated to determine optimal -or most resilient- designs in a myriad of circumstances.
Through agent-based modelling (ABM), emergent behaviors and the complex effect of risks, like unexpected
events, on the system of systems (SoS) is better captured. A visual representation of the proposed design

framework is shown in Figure 1.1
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Figure 1.1: Framework overview

This report will first begin with a review of state of the art literature that developed airlift models to solve
similar problems or can be used as a basis for this research. This is done in section 2. With this information,
the methodology used in the creation of this researchis airlift modelling tool and a definition of the analysis
setups is defined in section 3. The setups are then evaluated and a trade-space including different aircraft
designs is explored to demonstrate the toolis capabilities in section 4. Finally, concluding remarks on the
research relevant to the problem statement is done in section 5.



2 Literature Review

Literature was filtered to focus primarily on strategic airlift model development, however tactical airlift mod-
els can be useful given the framework of aircraft design evaluation. Noteworthy airlifts in history, such as
Operation Desert Shieldstorm (1990) in Irag and Enduring Freedom (2001) in Afghanistan exposed issues
with airlift planning and efficiency [4]. In Desert Shieldstorm, C-17is had not been fully acquired, resulting in
reliance on C-5 aircraft. The over-utilization and large cargo demands on the aircraft delayed schedules and
resulted in cargo pile-up [4]. Even with the C-17(s introduction, aircraft servicing issues due to aging C-5is
and redundant flight scheduling hindered Enduring Freedomis cargo throughput and inflated costs. These
movements motivated airlift literature within the past 2 decades to focus on airlift planning, with mathematical
models using different metrics to better plan aircraft choice, cargo allocation and flight routing.

Airlift planning literature is important as it governs how and which aircraft fly throughout the mission. A.D.
Reiman [5] implemented nodal reduction heuristics to characterize different aircraft routing points (airbases)
and then evaluated the different route combinations to determine optimal routing. Best routes were those
with a high fuel efficiency index, which he defined as the ratio of cargo throughput to the fuel burn for a given
distance [5]. An alternative formulation on route determination is proposed by P. Mogilevskyis Disaster
Relief Airlift Planner (DRAP) [6]. DRAP is an integer linear program which considers the cost per flight and
resource delay to determine the optimal flight path. Unlike Reimanis research, DRAP incorporates time
effects, by aiming to prioritize timely or late deliveries as opposed to failed deliveries. The definition of cost
per flight can be useful in this research as it was simplified to the fuel cost and cost per flight hour [6].
Additionally, despite modelling aircraftis payload-range capabilities as linear, sufficiently accurate results
could be obtained[6]. Both of these route metrics can be expanded to allow user decision making in flight
prioritization, preferring delivery time to fuel consumption for example.

M. Toydas [7] compared flight planning models with and without aerial refuelling, with the distinction being
the inclusion of a rendezvous point for aerial refuelling which requires a detour. The planner uses great-circle
distances to determine true flight distance between the areas and models fuel consumption with a non-linear
function of airspeed, altitude, gross weight and flight distance [7]. By prioritizing earliest arrival times, results
reflected a reduction of 160 hours by using aerial refuelling from an original time of 690.9 hours [7]. The
inclusion of intermediate bases is also explored by R. Barwell [8], who created a set of discrete event models
in a simulation to model a strategic airlift within the Canadian arctic. Airbases were modelled with GPS
locations, and aircraft performance was based on a bulk speed and their available pallet position equivalent
(PPE) spaces [8]. The work then compared several airlift scenarios which included an intermediate airbase
between a set of origin and destinations and analyzed the impact of varying this intermediate baseis location.
By positioning the support base closer to the final destinations, airlift times were reduced, highlighting the
importance of base location on airlift success [8]. Both aerial refueling and intermediate bases function
similarly; they increase the payload-range of the aircraft by allowing for additional refuelling. Thus, at least
one of these aspects should be incorporated in a robust airlift model.

In terms of combining aircraft design with airlift models, there are few authors who researched this.
For strategic airlift, C. Iwata et al. [9] made a strategic airlift comparison (SAC) tool for motivating C-5
upgrades as opposed to further C-17 acquisition. SAC relies on user inputs to model flight paths, but uses
a developed payload-range diagram for each aircraft. The toolis results showcased that the re-engined
C-5 (C-5M) can provide a higher cargo throughput whilst reducing fuel- reducing costs and bettering the
airlift [9]. It was shown that the impact of airbase temperature and elevation on the aircraft was insignificant
unless in extreme conditions [9], and thus will be neglected in this work. For tactical airlift, C. Weit et al.
[10] made a discrete event simulation model for VTOLs delivering HA/DR supplies to Fijian islands. Within
the work, the authors used a stochastic servicing model based on break rates to determine maintenance
delays, but this only functioned to delay departure, meaning no checks were done to see if cargo could
be shifted to an alternative aircraft. They also evaluated sensitivities in the VTOL design parameters, such
as a 25% bulk speed increase[10]. The modifications were not evaluated on the design itself and seen
as independent. Due to the smaller scale of tactical airlift, certain sensitivities were inconclusive, like fuel
consumption increases [10]. In spite of this, the research offers a framework to develop this thesisi strategic
airlift model, incorporating aircraft design into the operational effect and the utility of a stochastic servicing
model.

Cargo allocation/ aircraft selection literature can be used in conjunction with route planning to better plan
airlifts. J. Maywald et al. [11] created an aircraft selection model (ASM) which incorporated tactical airlift



vehicles such as the C-130J-30 Super Hercules into an airlift along with C-5Ais and C-17is to evaluate the
effectiveness of smaller aircraft in the fleet. The loading algorithm prioritizes aircraft with the lowest pallet
utilization relative to their maximum allowable [11]. This tool was then used with A.D. Reimanis [5] routing
model in a sample airlift movement. Results highlighted that fleets comprised of Super Hercules had a
reduced movement cost due to improved fuel usage [11]. That being said, the authors noted the importance
of maintaining larger aircraft fleets with C-5is due to their unique ability to carry outsized and oversized cargo.
This conclusion is shared in previous studies, like the RAND Corporationis [2]. Even the best theoretical
future airlift fleets planned for introduction in 2050, which use commercial derivatives of Boeing 747is and
blended wing bodies, require C-5Mis to substantiate the transition and comply to airlift requirements [2].

To deal with unexpected disruptions in flight schedules and routing, authors have analyzed the effect of
using a civil reserve fleet to support the main airlift fleet. G.A. Godfrey et al. [12] proposed an auction and
bidding model aid in assigning different flights to a set of commercial airliners. By aiming to improve profits
amongst commercial airliners, the model incentivizes their participation, which helps reduce the airlift costs
and completion time by up to 50% [12]. The model also allowed for flight swapping between airliners when
mutually beneficial. This aspect could be further expanded in this thesis, by using flight swapping when
schedule disruptions occur, such as aircraft servicing. Sometimes in HA/DR and military missions cargo
demand can vary from an initial estimation, which results in an sudden reformulation. This reformulation can
lead to over-utilization and burdening planners with rescheduling. T.J. Leonard [13] aimed to deal with this
by using forecasted demand based on monthly data for international airbase demands to determine when
to request reserve fleet assistance. Despite aiding in planning and reducing costs, this formulation falters
when airlifts feature black-swan events or natural disaster development, making it difficult to accurately
predict new cargo changes. Thus, there is still a need for a work that features cargo reformulation and other
disruptions and their effect on the airlift.

Overall, there is a gap in literature for the development of a framework that couples aircraft design to
its operational effect in a strategic airlift, which also allows for objective-customization and disruptive event
modelling. With the different techniques mentioned above, this thesis can adopt some of models for its
methodology. Notably: the route planning models, such as nodal reduction techniques and route evaluation
with fuel and cost efficiency and time delays; aircraft models, such as stochastic servicing, pallet capacity
and cargo volume utilization and the use of a bulk velocity for aircraft performance; and operation models
such as flight allocation with bidding models. A visualization of the conclusions of this literature review and
the gap this thesis fulfills is shown in Figure 1.2.
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Figure 1.2: Thesis fulfilment of problem and knowledge gaps



3 Methodology

To provide a framework that couples aircraft and operational design directly to their mission effectiveness, the
respective complexities of aircraft and operational design must be combined within the cargo airlift mission
complexity. Encapsulating the multi-dimensional complexity of the cargo airlift operation is done through a
modelling and simulation (M&S) approach. The benefit of M&S is the ability to have a ground-up develop-
ment, where each detail and interaction can be defined between different systems, whilst allowing the user
to visualize their inputs in the simulation. Moreover, agent-based modelling (ABM) can be employed, where
entities or logic flows can be made independent, promoting automated thinking and response to simulated
activities [14]. This chapter will detail the different methods employed in the creation of this framework,
starting with the creation and development of the simulation model, then the operation modelling (including
cargo creation and assignment and airbase modelling), and finally modelling of aircraft within the simulation.

3.1 The basics of the simulation

Within the tools provided by DLR, a python based simulation toolkit, System of Systems Inverse Design
(SoSID), is present. SoSID, originally developed to simulate electric vehicles in use cases such as aerial
wildfire fighting and urban air transport [15], functions by using ABM on several entities (aircraft, airbases,
passengers, etc.). SoSID was chosen to be developed in this work, expanding it to larger use cases like
strategic cargo airlift, using conventional, fuel-burning aircraft. Although not typically applied in this use-
case, ABM benefits over other modelling schemes by offering a method to test risk management against
a set of oblack swano events, analyzing the emergent behaviors of the SoS. An example would be the
development of an earthquake into a tsunami into a nuclear disaster as occurred in Japan in 2011. ABM also
sets the foundation for future work in this framework, providing an intuitive and logical method for developing
additional disruptions and airlift systems. The simulation functions by using mission time, map region and
agent features (aircraft, airbase, cargo data) and providing a visual overlay displaying the airlift operation.
Once the simulation is ended, an output file is generated, which details the overall airlift performance metrics
(completion time, cost, fuel, cargo present/ missing, etc.) and aircraft data (flights, load factors, distance
flown, cargo carried, etc.).
To develop the use-case for strategic cargo airlift, the SoSID model is upgraded to include:

1. the creation of cargo models which incorporate key cargo requirements:

A Planned cargo- forecasted and created at mission initialization.
A Spontaneous cargo- stochastically generated and is only created at specific time intervals; this
represents cargo demand reformulation in lieu of unforeseen events.

2. the modeling of conventional aircraft which requires a defined fuel consumption model and servicing
models

3. the modeling of airbases including a model for defining airbase accessibility changes due to ramp
servicing or other effects

4. mission scheduling and route planning developments to allow for greater user customization and re-
sponse to disruptive events.

These developments are further detailed in subsection 3.2 and subsection 3.3.

Since the simulation needs to model operations spanning several days, a time step is used to schedule
the occurrence of events or agents actions. Per a real-time second, multiple time steps are taken depending
on the computational strength of the machine. A default time step of 60 seconds is chosen as this offers
consistent results while benefiting from a swift computation (further details can be found in chapter 3).

The time step and all other customizeable inputs are specified in an input file. This includes general
simulation parameters (time step, map bounding box, maximum run time etc.) as well as mission specific
parameters (objective weights, cargo loading time, airbase turnaround time between takeoffs, fuel cost per
kg, etc.). Airbase and cargo information is also specified (see subsection 3.2. The aircraft are included
in this input file, however to standardize design loops, the aircraft specification in simulation input file is
limited to a file name containing the aircraft performance data (see subsection 3.3) and the locations of the



aircraft with respect to the airbase definitions. Given the multitude of customizeable inputs, default values
are instated in the simulation when the user does not include the parameter in the input file.

Several customizeable inputs pertain to stochastic elements. Since there are several stochastic ele-
ments in this simulation, such as aircraft servicing and cargo generation throughout the operation, each
mission is run 15 times. This guarantees a convergence of less than 1% error in mean cargo delivery suc-
cess. The analysis is associated with the time step analysis, found in chapter 3. Cargo delivery success
is a Measure of Effectiveness (MoE) defined in this work and represents the percentage of cargo that has
successfully arrived at its destination by the time the simulation ends. A delivery success less than 100%
represents a ffailedi mission since not all cargo is able to be delivered by the end of the mission.

3.2 Operation modelling

The simulation operates via creating airbases, creating cargo and aircraft at airbases, creating flights with
cargo and assigning them to aircraft, and then conducting said flights. This section discusses the details of
airbase creation, cargo creation, and the important process of cargo assignment. To aid in individualized
operation modelling, each aircraft, airbase and cargo is modelled as an agent in the ABM framework. The
interplay between these different agents is monitored, controlled and initiated by a dispatcher agent, whose
physical analogue would be an air traffic operator and flight planner.

3.2.1 Airbase implementation

One of the first parameters the user inputs into the simulation are the airbases. The airbases are the baseline
for cargo and aircraft flight planning since they are the origins, destinations and refuelling/ service points.
Each airbase input requires a name/ identifier and a corresponding GPS coordinate. The identifier is used
for later reference when inputting cargo requirements and aircraft initialization. The airbases can also be
expanded with information such as their available ramp space (how many aircraft can be there at a given
time) and fuel pump rates. For this work, capacity is set to 10 aircraft for each airbase and fuel pump rates
are set to 300 gallons/ minute (415.4 kg/s) which is a conservative estimate for air force bases [10].

The next detail of the airbase implementation is for new cargo generation throughout the simulation. The
user can specify whether the airbase is able to generate or consume cargo, including the specific cargo type
it can generate and/ or consume. When new cargo is generated in the simulation, the cargo is randomly
created at one of the generator airbases and is assigned a destination corresponding to a random (different)
consumer airbase. Lastly, the user can specify aircraft that are restricted from landing at the airbase. This
capability is a simplification for when an airbasefs conditions (elevation, field length, etc.) are not sufficient
for the aircraft to land at. Restricted access can also be used dynamically, so that an airbase can restrict or
enable new aircraft access in the middle of the operation. This allows for aspects such as airbase servicing
where aircraft may not be able to land/ takeoff due to damaged runways or other afflictions.

3.2.2 Cargo creation

Within the basis of HA/DR or military airlift, cargo requirements are often detailed in time phased force de-
ployment data (TPFDD) [16]. This denomination provides the identifier code for tracking purposes, the origin
and destination airbase, required arrival data, the sizing classification (out-sized vs oversized vs nominal)
and required pallets and load per cargo amount. A derivative of TPFDD is used in this work to detail the
cargo for creation purposes and aid in user accessibility.

Cargo is initialized with an identifier string, which can be customized by the user. After, the origin airbase
and destination airbase are specified. The cargo mass and pallet position equivalent (PPE) spaces that a
single amount of that cargo occupies is also required. Since these values are quite significant for determining
the payload-range capabilities of the aircraft, base values for common cargo types (food, water, generic
armored vehicle, VTOLSs, etc.) are provided for. The last aspect to initialize cargo is the required arrival time.
This value is dependent on the different flight route times, which themselves are dependent on the aircraft
performance capabilities and the airbase locations. To reduce the computational expense, the required time
of departure (RToD) is employed. RToD is easier to verify with flight scheduling and is can be viewed as a
simplified analogue to required arrival time.



An example of the cargo creation modelling input is shown in Table 1.1. The water and food information
corresponds to a single case (amount) of the cargo.

Table 1.1: Cargo initialization model

Identifier Origin Destination Mass PPE RToD
Food Travis Subang 500 025 4
Water Travis Subang 1000 0.25 3

Cargo can be created in three ways within the simulation. Planned cargo represents the cargo the airlift
was originally created for and is present at initialization. Spontaneous cargo represents the reformulation
of cargo requirements in lieu of a changing airlift environment. The last form of cargo is reinstated cargo,
which is when already created cargo undergoes a scheduling problem that requires it to be reprocessed for
a new flight path.

Spontaneous cargo is randomly generated, where each type of cargo has its own generation chance. If
spontaneous cargo is generated, an origin and destination pair is selected based on the airbases labelled
as generator and consumer (see subsubsection 3.2.1). The RToD is then assigned to be a random value
between 2 and 5 days. Spontaneous cargo can be generated multiple times depending on the seedis RNG,
giving each run a unique instance of spontaneous cargo. In reality, new cargo requirements will only be
added to the airlift some time after it begins. To model this, a time interval is specified, which details the
number of days from initialization that spontaneous cargo is created. By default this value is set to 3 days
from the mission start.

Reinstated cargo is a result of scheduling problems like aircraft servicing delays- disrupting connecting
flights- or from airbase accessibility changes- preventing aircraft from reaching the cargo. Reinstated cargo
maintains the original cargois requirements but has a different flight scheme from the point the scheduling
changes take effect. In effect, the amount of reinstated cargo throughout the operation is a measure of
scheduling disruptions that occur due to effects such as aircraft and airbase servicing.

3.2.3 Cargo assignment and route planning

When cargo is created and added to the simulation, it is processed by a dispatcher agent which determines
optimal flight paths and presents the cargo different flight schemes that fulfill these paths. The cargo then
chooses the best flight scheme that produces the earliest arrival time. Optimal flight paths are determined
per aircraft type. Nodal reduction is applied to the airbases, using their GPS coordinates, upon which
each set of available routes is looped through to find the flight path which provides the greatest mean Fuel
Efficiency Index (FEI) (from A.D. Reimanis work [5]), shown in Equation 1.1, where represents flight legs.
This ensures maximum cargo throughput depending on the aircraftis payload-range capabilities.

# [km]# [tons]

[tons]

= (1.1)

Once the optimal routing is found, each leg of the route is bid for by aircraft, with the best flight winning the
cargo. This process prioritizes scheduled flights instead of new flight creation. Doing so ensures that already
scheduled flights (even deadheads) maximize their cargo/ fuel performance before creating new flights. If
no scheduled flights are able to accommodate the cargois required departure time, volume or mass, then
new flights are checked for creation. Each aircraft proposes a prospective flight for the leg. To determine
a prospective flightls departure time, the aircraftis flight schedule is looped to find the earliest time the flight
can occur without compromising other cargo on the aircraftis schedule. Slotting in new prospective flights
also considers any deadhead flights, with no cargo, that would be required to ensure that the prospective
flight is connected to the preceding and succeeding cargo flights. In addition to the flight time, aspects such
as refuelling time, taxiing, aircraft runway availability and loading and unloading times (assumed to be 15
minutes each) are considered. By the end of this, a set of viable flights (scheduled or prospective) which
fulfill the cargois demand and flight leg are collected. The last step is the determination of best flight, which
is accomplished by discretizing the flight details into a value function so they can be compared.



The function is shown in Equation 1.2, where represents the user-defined weight and the ” on each dis-
cipline indicates normalized values. Normalization is done based on the maximum value of each discipline
amongst all the aircraft bids for the flight.

= o o + # ‘ + d < + F (1.2)

refers to the difference in time (seconds) between the flightis departure time and the current simulation
time. refers to the change in flight hours the new flight incurs. and refers to the fuel
and cost changes due to the new flight plan. The best aircraft is then chosen by finding the bid with the
lowest value, as each discipline represents a negative contribution. For example, a high value means
the flightis departure time is far in the future which is undesirable. If multiple aircraft have the same bid, the
aircraft with the fewest scheduled flights is chosen.

= ) (1.3)

The procedure is outlined in Figure 1.3. If cargo is present at an airbase that undergoes accessibility
changes, cargo may be reinstated with its original requirements at a new generator airbase. If still no flights
are possible, then the cargo is marked as a failure.
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Figure 1.3: Process flow diagram for cargo assignment

3.3 Aircraft modelling

To model the aircraft accurately, there are several inputs that are required by the simulation. Since the
function of the framework is to take inputs from an aircraft design loop, the aircraft model inputs should match
to a corresponding output from a design tool (weights, aerodynamic and engine performances). Depending
on the design tool, additional inputs may be required to allow for airlift performance modelling, such as pallet
capacity, cost per flight hour, servicing chance (break rate). Within this section, the detailing of the aircraft
modelling will be explained, as well as the outlining of the method for creating different aircraft designs
without an official design tool.



3.3.1 Simulation implementation

The duty of the aircraft is to carry and transport cargo across the defined environment. Cargo carrying
capabilities are based on the aircraftis maximum payload volume, represented by pallet position equiva-
lent (PPE) spaces, the maximum payload mass and the fuel required for a flight [11]. Until any of these
constraints are met, the aircraft can continue adding cargo to its flight. The pallet and payload capacity
are easily checked for each new cargo addition, however to evaluate if the additional cargo mass results
in an infeasible flight, the updated flight fuel needs to be determined. For a given route, the aircraftis fuel
requirements can be computed based on a variant of the Breguet range equation (specified for jet engines),
shown in Equation 1.4. The equation uses a cruise velocity ( ), the thrust specific fuel consumption ( ),
the lift-over-drag ratio (—) and the weight ratio, representing the change in weight from the beginning of the
segment to the end.

= m —log 1.4
In using this variant of the Breguet, key assumptions are made:

A The aircraft flies at a constant velocity, specifically the cruise velocity.

A The aircraft flies at a constant / and
The first assumption is feasible given the long flight distances, meaning the majority of the flight will be within
the cruise segment. Given cruise conditions, it is also expected that the aircraftis angle of attack is relatively
constant. The / and can therefore be viewed as the average values across the flight, which are
taken to be constant. Thus, the Breguet equation will provide a reasonable estimate for the total flight fuel
assuming that the majority of the flight is conducted in the cruise state. Additionally, the equation can reflect
the payload-range capabilities of the aircraft assuming the correct specific fuel and lift-over-drag ratio are
used.

With the route and fuel determined, cost can be derived. The cost incurred by the aircraft whilst they
operate is based on two factors: the cost due to fuel usage and the operational cost [6]. The fuel cost is a
simple multiplication of the fuel consumed (measured at the end of the flight) and the cost of fuel (), taken
to be $ 714 (US) per ton based on 2023 May jet fuel prices [17]. The operational cost is based on the cost
per flight hour (CPFH) of the aircraft and the flight hours. The CPFH is variable and is affected by many
factors such as aircraft age, required crew, maintenance frequency and cost and other complex factors [2].
For the C-5M and C-17 these values were taken based on a data set provided by the USAF in 2012 [18].
The C-5Mis CPFH used is $69328 (US) whereas the C-17is CPFH is $ 23811 (US). The cost ( ) for route
is thus defined as in Equation 1.5, where is the fuel consumed in kg and is the flight time in hours.

- + (15)

Once the aircraftis routing is confirmed and it flies the assigned path, it may also require servicing. The
occurrence of this event is modelled based on Iwata et al.is [9] work where a vehicle has a probabilistic
chance to require servicing at each landing. This is based on an input probability, the break rate. In this
work, the servicing time is a random number of hours between 4 and 16 hours. When an aircraft is serviced,
all of its planned flights are delayed by the service time and the aircraft cannot bid for new missions. If the
cargo present on these flights has connecting flights with other aircraft, these flights are checked if they can
still be caught by the cargo, including cargo loading and unloading times. If the cargo is unable to meet its
subsequent flights or if the flight causes the cargo to not meet its RToD, the cargo will be reinstated so it can
be bid for again by functioning aircraft.

Evidently, much of the aircraftis implementation relies on Equation 1.4, which requires aircraft specific
data. For most top-level information, online data can be found. However, due to the nature of the aircraft
being analyzed, specific fuel consumptions and aerodynamic characteristics are more problematic. Ordi-
narily the framework would be used in conjunction with an aircraft design tool which outputs these values,
but currently, there is no available cargo aircraft design tool within DLR or publicly online. Yet the need for

and — necessitates a method for their valuation. The absence of a detailed aircraft design tool also in-
troduces issues with demonstrating the frameworkis ability to reflect design effects on the operation. These
issues are solved by creating a simplified aircraft design tool, which is detailed in subsubsection 3.3.2.
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VHUYLFLQJ VSRQWDQHRXV FDUJRJHQHUDWLRQDQG
DLUEDVH DFFHVVLELOLW\ FKDQJHV $LUFUDIW VHU
YLFLQJZLOO EHGRQHE\DSSO\LQJD FKDQFH
Rl VHUYLFLQJ IRU HDFK DLUFUDIW XSRQ ODQGLQJ
JRUVSRQWDQHRXV FDUJR HDFK RBW® HZE DWIRSHHRICHYEPMONPR BBV R @H B B WA
WKH FDUJR ZLOO EHDGGHG GD\VLQWR WKH VLPXODWLRQ 7KLV UHSUHVHC
E\ WKH '"HSDUWPHQW RI '"HIHQVH WR FRPEDW D WKHRUHWLFDO ZRUVHQHG
FKDQJHV ZLOO EHHPSOR\HG E\PDNLQJ .DGHQD DLUEDVH LQDFWLYH GD\V
DSRWHQWLDO GDPDJLQJRIWKHUXQZD\GXH WR H[FHVV XWLOL]DWLRQ SUTF
YRUDOO RIWKHDIRUHPHQWLRQHG DQD O GY kD VK FGRMME GO Q EAMMHWWRI W
ZKLOVW DOO RWKHU ZHLJKWYVY DUH VHW WR 7KLV LV WR HPXODWH KRZ WKt#
IRUWKH VDNHRIIXOILOOLQJD WLPHUHTX¥LUHPHQW RUFRVW UHTXLUHPHQ\
$ FRPSDULVRQ EHWZHHQ WKH FDEWVIHRQV LV VKRZQ LQ

7DEOH OLVVLRQ DQG DVSHFW FRPSDULVRQ
&DUJR DW LQLWILDG UDIWLNNREQSRIOMIQQHR X8 IFIDEUDYRH VHUYLFLQJ
OLVVLRQ <HV 1R 1R 1R
OLVVLRQ <HV <HV 1R 1R
OLVVLRQ <HV <HV <HYV 1R
OLVVLRQ <HV <HV <HV <HV

‘LWK WKH FRPELQDWLRQ RI VHYHUDO GLIITHUHQW XQFHUWDLQWLHVY OLV\
ZLWK PDQ\ GLVUXSWLRQV )RU WKLV UHDVRQ OLVVLRQ LV D VXLWDEOH E
UHVLOLHQFHDQG WHVW WKH RSHUDWLRQDO FRQWLQJHQF\PDQDJHPHQW ¢
GHVLIJQVDQG RSHUDWLRQDO REMHFWLYHV ZLOO EH GRQH RQ WKLV EDVH Pl
SXUSRVH WR EH FRPELQHG ZLWK D GHVLJQ WRRO

‘LWKLQ WKH WUDGH VSDFH WKH & ZLOO EH WKH IRFDO SRLQW RI DQDO\
GHYHORS IXWX@ RUDMDHNWHWURDDWLYHV WaR WWKLIHOFXWW H B W /MHVW HHG IRU D &
FDUU\ EXON @DEHRSLWH LWV KLJKHU FRVWY RUUHGXFHG HIILFLHQF\ FRPSD
LW ZRXOG EH EHQHILFLDO WR H[SORUH WKH GLITHUHQW DYHQXHV WKDW [XV
RUPDLQWDLQ LWV DLUOLIW FDSDELOLWLHV ZKLOVW LPSURYLQJ LWV YLDEL



7KHGHVLJQ SD\ORDG GHVLIJQUDQJH DQG SDOOHW FDSDFLW\RIWKH & 7
OQDWLRQVRIWKHWKUHHVHULHVYZLOOEHJHQHUDWHG 7KHQHZUDQJHDQG ¢
R)LIXUHWR SURGXFH WKH QHFHVVDU\ HPSW\ [IXHO DQG PD[LPXP WDNH R
GHVLJQ SD\ORDG ZLOO EHLQFUHPHQWDOO\ YDULHG IURP WR WRQV DQ
YDULHG IURP NP WR NP 7KHVH FKDQJHV UHVXOW LQ DLUFUDIW GH®
& WR DOPRVW DV ODUJH DV WKH $QWRQRY $Q 7KH SDOOHW FDSDFLW\ :

33(fV 7KLV UHODWHV WR FDUJR ORDGLQJ HIILFLHQF\DQG DYDLODEOH YEF
GLIILFXOW DQG WKXV WKH SDOOHW FDSDFLW\ ZLOO EH YLHZHG LQ WKLV DC
VDPH FDUJR ED\ FRQVWDQW YROXPH LWKDVEHHQ VKRZQ WKDW LPSURYH(
D LQFUHDVH LQ FRPSDUWP@ QN RJWH QW DWGRQEFXOW WR HVWLPDWH WKF
GLIITHUHQW DLUFUDIW GHVLIJQV WKHELGGLQJ ZHLJKW RI FRVW ZLOO LQVW
DFRQVWLWXHQW RIFRVW LW FDQ RIITHU D VLPLODU DOEHLW GLITHUHQW DQC
FDQ IDFLOLWDWH D GLITHUHQW RSHUDWLRQDO ORJLF (UJR WR FDSWXUH
IXHO ZLOO EH YDULHG LQ WKLV WUDGH VSDFHH[SORUDWLRQ DOORZLQJHD
WLPHIRFXVHG RUIXHO IRFXVHG REMHFWLYHYV

7KH GHVLIJQ RIH[SHULPHQWYV 'R( IRUWKHDWOBGH VSDFH LV VKRZQ LQ

7DEOH 7UDGH VSDFH 'R(VHWXS

TLPH JXHO 2 11y JQ 5DQJ 'HVLJIQ 3D\ORL 3DOOHW

> WLPH

>PLQ POY\@| > @ > @ |[> @ > @
%LG UDWL [ [ [
SDQJH [ [ [
3D\ORDG [ [ [
3DOOHWYV | | [ [

5XQV SHU FDVH 7RWDO FDVHV

%DVHPLVVLRQ GHYHORSPHQW

7KH PLVVLRQ FRPSDULVRQ IRU WKH P D L) QIXQBIOAMMVANRIQV S Y HDVEHOQWHRG FLRP S O
DLUOLIW ZLWKLQ D WLPHRI GD\WDQG D FRVW RI 86 PLOOLRQ 7KH FR
LOLIXUH 7RH & O0DQG& I0O\GLUHFWO\WR .DGHQD ZLWK FDUJR DQG WKHGQ

JLIXUH OLVVLRQ VHWXS FRPSDULVRQ RI NH\OR(TV



'"XHWR WKHKLIKFRVWRIWKH& OIOLIJKWYV WKH & ZLQ PRUHFDUJR ELG
DLUFUDIW IOLJKWY DUH DUELWUDULO\ GHOD\HG H[WHQGLQJ WKH PLVVLRC
7TKHDGGLWLRQ RIVSROQWDQHRXV FDUJR WKURXJKRXW WKH RSHUDWLRQ DO
LVJHQHUDWHG UHVXOWLQJLQPRUHIOLIJIKWY EHLQJVFKHGXOHG LQFUHD\
HQGY GXH WR WKH WLPH OLPLW RI GD\V PHDQLQJ QRW DOO FDUJR LV DEC
DFFHVV WR .DGHQD DLUEDVH LQ OLVVLRQ RUFHV DLUFUDIWWR HO\ IEOHVV
UHVXOWLQJLQ GHOD\HG GHSDUWXUH DUULYDO WLPHVY FRPSDUHG WR WKR\

J)LIXUH OLVVLRQ VHWXS FRPSDULVRQ RIIOLJKW DQG FDUJR DQDO\WLF

&DUJRDW .DGHQD DOVR KDVWREHUHLQVWDWHG H[DFHUEDWLQJWKHDOC
LPLIXUH 7KLVLQFUHDVHV WKHQXPEHURIUHTXLUHGIOLJKWVDQG WKHUHE\
HITHFWV FRPSRXQGLQWRD GURSLQ VXFFHVVIXOGHOLYHULHVDQG KLJKHU
E\WKH WLPH OLPLW RI GD\V

, QWHUHVWLQJO\ WKHVHUYLFLQJGHOD\VFDQ VRPHWLPHV EHEHQHILFLD
LVVHUYLFHG IOLIJIKWYVY VFKHGXOHG WRZDUGV WKH HQG RI WKH VLPXODWLR
PHHWLQJ LWV UHTXLUHG 57R' 7KLV FDXVHV FDUJR UHLQVWDWLRQ SODFLQ
RI'WKHGHOD\HG IOLJKWY 7KHVH HDUOLHU IOLJKWYV RULJLQDOO\KDG D VFK
GHOD\HG DLUFUDIWTV IOLIJKW EXW WKH\DUH QRZWKHEHVW RSWLRQ IRU WK
UHGXFHG UHGXFLQJFRVW DW WKHFRVWRIGHOD\HG FDUJR DUULYDO WLP
FRQGLWLRQV WR RFFXUDQG WKXV RFFXUV LQIUHTXHQWO\ZLWKIHZFDUJR |
VLIQLILFDQW DV HOQWLUH IOLJKWY DUHUHPRYHG UHGXFLQJFRVW

D OLVVLRQ E OLVVLRQ

JLIXUH JOLIJKW SDWK KHDWPDSV



7KHVH UHVXOWY H[HPSOLI\ WKH LPSRUWDQFH RI GLVUXSWLRQ XQFHUWD
VHUYLFLQJ VSRQWDQHRXV FDUJR JHQHUDWLRQ DQG DLUEDVH DFFHVVLEL
DLUOLIW SHUIRUPDQFH ,Q WKH VWXGLHG DLUOLIW RPLWWLQJ WKHVH XQF
86 PLOOLRQ DQG RYHUHVWLPDWH FDUJR GHOLYHU\ WKURXJKSXW 7KH JF
DSSOLFDWLRQ RI WKHVH XQFHUWDLQWLHY UDWKHU WR PRWLYDWH WKH L
SRWHQWLDO HIWUHPLWLHV RIDQDLUOLIW ZKLFKFDQDLGLQ UHVLOLHQFH

7UDGH VSDFH H[SORUDWLRQ

JRUWKH WUDGH VSDFH H[SORUDWLRQ D WRWDO RI GLIITHUHQW DLUFUDI
DLUOLIWREMHFWLYHY 7KHUHVXOWY IRUGHOLYHU\VXFFHVV DQG PLVVLR
REMHFWLYHV IJNVIKKIRHZQr K@ REMHFWLYH SULRULW\ EUDFNHWY LQFOXGH WKI
QH[W EUDFNHW )RU H[DPSOH "2EMHFWLYH SULRULW\ "LQFOXGHV WKH
JUDGLHQWV DUH XVHG IRUTXDOLWDWLYH FRPSDULVRQ SURYLGLQJD JUHD

D '"HOLYHU\VXFFHVV FRPSDULVRQ

E )XHO XVDJH FRPSDULVRQ

JLIXUH 7UDGH VSDFHOR(HYDOXDWLRQIRUDOO GHVLIJQV DQG ELGGLQJ 7



$V WLPH SULRULW\ LQFUHDVHV WKH GHOLYHU\ VXFFHVV LQFUHDVHV DV
VRPH PLVVLRQV KDYLQJ DLUFUDIW ZLWK KLJK SD\ORDG UDQJH FDSDELOLW
SHUIRUP EHWWHU WKDQ RWKHUV HYHQ DW KLJK WLPH SULRULWLHV 7KLV
LQFUHDVHG SD\ORDG FDSDELOLWLHV LQFXU D KLJKHU IXHO FRQVXPSWLRQ
HIILFLHQF\ LQFUHDVLQJ WKH IXH® WY D JHL JIXHVHKEE®OVY PLVVLRQV RIWHC
WKH PLVVLRQ HDUOLHU UHTXLULQJIHZHU IOLJKWV ZKLFK PD\UHVXOW LQ
WLPH SULRULWLHY :KHQ DLUFUDIW DUH GHVLJQHG ZLWK D KLJK UDQJH RU ¢
XWLOL]DWLRQ & RYHU XWLOL]DWLRQ H[WHQGV PLVVLRQ WLPHDQG LQKL
IRUWKH VDPH QXPEHU RI IOLJKWYV

$LUFUDIW ZLWK D UHODWLYHO\ ORZHU GHVLJQ SD\ORDG UDQJH SHUIRUF
SULRULWLHY FDQ DOOHYLDWH WKLY 6PDOOHU DLUFUDIW WHQG WR RXW S
EXW FDQ VWLOO KDYH KLJKHU IXHO XVDJH GHVSLWH EHLQJPRUH HIILFLHQ
LQFUHDVHG HLWKHU WKHDLUFUDIW VKRXOGEHGHVLJQHGDVVPDOODV SR
RUWKH\VKRXOGEH GHVLJQHG ZLWK H[FHSWLRQDO SD\ORDG UDQJH FDSDE
EHQHILW 7R IXUWKHU H[SORUH WKH WUDGH VSDFH WLPH IRFXVHG I X

ZHUH LQGLYLGXDQDX DI BORJZNGWKH SXUH WLPH DQDO\VLV

"LWKLQ WKH WLPH SULRULW\ LV D ODUJH EDQG RI GHVLJQV WKDW DWWDL
FRPSOHWLRQ WLPH FDQ RIIHU XVHIXO LQVLJKW 7KH FRPSOHWLRQ WLPH D
NH\ GHVLJQV SHUIRUPLQJ PLVVLRQV EHWWHU WKDQ RWKHUV 7KHUH LV D G
SDOOHW FDSDFLW\WKDW FRPSOHWH WKH DLUOLIW SULRUWR WKHDLUEDVH
PD\ VHHP GLVWLQFW IURP RQH DQRWKHU EXW GXH WR WKH VL]LQJ PHWKR
ZLWK VLPLODU DLUFUDIW ZHLJKW YDOXHV 7KH PLQRU YDULDWLRQV KLJKO
WR RFFXU 8QH[SHFWHGO\ WKHVH DLUFUDIW SHUIRUP EHWWHU WKDQ WKR\

"KHQ WLPH LV WKH RQO\ IRFXV D IOLJKWYJV VFKHGXOHG GHSDUWXUH WLF
KLJKHU UDQJH SD\ORDG WKH\KDYH D KLJKHU HPSW\ZHLJKW DQG IXHO FDSE
FDUJR EXW DOVR FRQVXPH PRUH IXHO 7KH LQFUHDVHG IXHO FRQVXPSWL
UHIXHOOLQJ WLPHYV PLQV VRPHWLPHY WZLFH DV PXFK DV WKH EHWWHU
D UHODWLYHO\ VKRUW WLPH GLIIHUHQFH LW PD\UHVXOW WKH UHIXHOLQJ
RSHUDWLRQV DV RSSRVHG WR ORDGLQJ WLPHY DQG RWKHU HYHQWV 7KL\
DUULYDO WLPHV IRU IXWXUH IOLJKWY UHVXOWLQJLQLQFUHDVHG & XWLC
FDUJRIOLJKWV 7KHLQFUHDVHG & XWLOL]DWLRQLV D GUDZEDFN DV LW L
RITOLJKW WR 6XEDQJ H[WHQGLQJWKH QXPEHU RIUHTXLUHG IOLJKWV DQG
FRQFOXVLRQLVWRKLIJKOLJKWWKHGUDZEDFNVRIDSXUH WLPH SULRULW\
ZLWK VHYHUDO LQVLJKWV LQ PLQG

D '"HOLYHU\VXFFHVV FRPSDULVRQ



E )XHO XVDJH FRPSDULVRQ

F &RPSOHWLRQ WLPH FRPSDULVRQ

JLIXUH 7UDGH VSDFHOR(HYDOXDWLRQ IRUWLPH SULRULWL]HG PLVVL

7TKHVDPHDQDO\WLVFDQEHGRQHZLWKD SXUHIXHOIRFXV $LUFUDIW GHYV
PLVVLRQV LV SUHYKQNVHEHQ IXHO LV WKH VROH SULRULW\ IOLJKW GHSDU
LOQFRQVHTXHQWLDO $LUFUDIW ZKLFK DUH GHVLJQHG ZLWK D ORZHU UDQ.
WKDQ RWKHUV DQG DUH IDYRUHG LQ WKH ELGGLQJ SURFHVV 7KH UHGXFH(
FDUJR :KHQ FRPELQHG ZLWK WKHDEVHQFH RIGHSDUWXUH WLPH FRQVLGH!I
REMHFWLYH EUDFNHW VXIIHU IURP ORZ VXFFHVV SHUFHQWDJHV ZKHUH FRF
GHOLYHUHG ,QIXHO SULRULWL]JHG DLUOLIWV IHZHUIOLJKWYV DUH VFKHGXC
DUH GHVLIJQHG ZLWK D ORZ SD\ORDG DQG UDQJH WKH\RIIHU FRPSHWLWLYH
ZKLFK FDQ EHIDYRUDEOH IRUIXHO SULRULWL]HG PLVVLRQV



D '"HOLYHU\VXFFHVV FRPSDULVRQ

E )XHO XVDJH FRPSDULVRQ

J)LIXUH 7UDGH VSDFHOR(HYDOXDWLRQ IRUIXHO SULRULWL]HG PLVVLF

OLQLPXPPLVVLRQIXHO XVDJHLV REWDLQHG ZKHQ WKH & YDULDQW WDNFE
DVHWRIWKH& TVWRIRFXVRQFRQGXFWLQJ WKH ODVW OHJ RIIOLJKW Z
WKH 86 7KLV FDQEHEHQHILFLDO IRUIXHO XVDJH EXW GLPLQLVKHV PLVVLI
UDQJH FDSDELOLWLHYV &RQYHUVHO\ ZKHQ WKH & YDULDQW IXHO XVDJH I
RYHU XWLOL]DWLRQ RIWKH & RFFXUV RQFHDJDLQ LQKLELWLQJVXFFHVYV
DQDO\WHV LOOXVWUDWH KRZ WKHIUDPHZRUNDLGV LQDVVHVVLQJDLUFUDI

IDVWO\ ZKHQ WKH REMHFWLYH UHIOHFWV DQ HTXDO ZHLIKWH- QURI WKHYV
REWDLQHG 7KHGHOLYHU\VXFFHVV VKRZVDEOHQGRIWLPHSULRULWL]HG
WUHQG IRUVWURQJ SHUIRUPLQJDLUFUDIW ZKLFK WUDGH RII SD\ORDG DQG
RI'IXHO HIILFLHQW GHVLJQV DUH SUHVHQW



D '"HOLYHU\VXFFHVV FRPSDULVRQ

E )XHO XVDJH FRPSDULVRQ

J)LIXUH 7UDGH VSDFHOR(HYDOXDWLRQ IRUHTXDOO\SULRULWL]HG PLV

%\ FRQVLGHULQJ ERWK WLPH DQG IXHO WKH & YDULDQWY DUH IDYRUH
FRPELQDWLRQ RI D UHGXFHG IXHO DQG GHSDUWXUH WLPH RU LI WKH\ RIIH
XVDIJH GHVSLWH DQ LQFUHDVHG IXHO XVDJH GHSDUWXUH WLPH 7KH XWLC
LV LQFUHDVHG WR KLJK YDOXHV DV WKH IXHO FRQVXPSWLRQ LQFUHDVHYV
LQFUHDVHG SD\ORDG FDSDELOLWLHY FDQ JUHDWO\ UHGXFH WKH UHTXLUH
IXHO XVDJH 6XUSULVLQJO\ ZKHQDLUFUDIWDUHGHVLIQHG ZLWK ORZIXHO
WKHPLVVLRQIXHO XVDJHLVVLPLODURUZRUVHWRPLVVLRQVZLWKODUJHU
ZLWK D IXHO FRQVXPSWLRQ ULYDOLQJ WKH & WKH ELGGLQJ GHSDUWXUFL
WKDW DLUFUDIW PD\ZLQ ELGVHYHQ LI WKH\VFKHGXOH GHDGKHDGV WR UH|
WLPHO\PLVVLRQ FRPSOHWLRQ EXW VLIJQLILFDQWO\LQFUHDVH PLVVLRQ IX



'"HDGKHDGV DUH UHGXFHG ZKHQ DLUFUDIW DUH GHVLIQHG ZLWK D KLJKHL
FRQVXPSWLRQ EHFRPHV PRUH VLIQLILFDQW EXW WKHQ WKHUH LV WKH UH|
7KHSDOOHWFDSDFLW\GRHVY QRW KDYHD VLJQLILFDQW HIITHFW LQ WKLV DUF
RUORZIXHO %\GHVLJQLQJDLUOLIWV ZLWKDQHTXDO SULRULW\RIWLPH D(
KLIK VXFFHVV UDWHV ULYDOLQJ WKDW RIDSXUH WLPHREMHFWLYH ZKLOVW

2QHFDQ GHWHUPLQH WKH "EHVW"  RUPRVW UHVLOLHQW DLUFUDIW GHVLJ
ZKLFK UHVXOW LQ D PLQLPXP PLVVLRQ IXHO XVDJH ZKLOVW DFKLHYLQJ D
ZRUN DOORZV IRU WKLV E\ SORWWLQJ WKH GLITHUHQW PLVMURQKHKHVLIQV L
7TKHWZR FLUFOHV LQGLFDWH RSWLPDO DQG QHDU RSWLPDO PLVVLRQV 7K
$OO0O RSWLPDO PLVVLRQV DUH WKRVH GHVLIJIQHG ZLWK DQ DOPRVW SXUH WLI
UDQJHVY ,WPD\EHELDV WR FRQVLGHU WKHVH GHVLJQV DV "EHVW" DV WKH
GHYHORSHG 7KLVEHFRPHVHYLGHQW ZKHQDQDO\][LQJWKHPLVVLRQ FRPSC
DFFHVVLELOLW\LV QRW SUHVHQW GXH WR WKH FRPSOHWLRQ EHIRUH GELC
OD\HGEHFDXVHWKHDLUEDVHUHVWULFWLRQ FDXVHG WKHIHZUHPDLQLQJT
PLVVLRQ WLPH XQWLO WKHIOLJKWV DUHFRQGXFWHG 7KHVH GHVLJQV DUH
FKDQJHV LQGLFDWLQJDQRSWLPDO GHVLJQ VSDFHRU SDUHWR IURQW

7TKHVH UHVXOWY DUH QRW GHILQLWLYH DQG VKRXOG EH FRQVLGHUHG DV
DQG GUDZEDFNV 7KXV WKH IUDPHZRUN FDQ KHOS LGHQWLI\ GHVLUH DEO
VKRXOG EH XVHG IRUHYDOXDWLRQ ZLWK D GHILQHG VHW RI VFHQDULRYVY WK



OdATNASdYd OCTAHD H4AdSA HOAN!. HNXCT(



&RQFOXVLRQ DQG SHFRPPHQGDWLRQV

7KH SXUSRVH RI WKLY SDSHU ZDV WR GHVLJQ DIUDPHZRUN WKDW FRXSOHV
HUDWLRQDO HIITHFWLYHQHVV IRU WKH VDNH RI VXSSRUWLQJ IXWXUH DLUFU
DQ DLUOLIW VLPXODWLRQ PRGHO WKDW PRGHOV DLUFUDIW DLUEDVHV FD
WUDIILF PDQDJHU DQG IOLJKW VFKHGXOHU DV DJHQWYV ,Q GRLQJ VR WKH
RSHUDWLRQV HQYLURQPHQW LQGXFHG E\HYHQWV VXFKDVDLUFUDIW VHU
UHTXLUHPHQW UHIRUPXODWLRQ 7\SLFDO DLUFUDIW GHVLJQ WRRO RXWSX
%UHIXHW UDQJHHTXDWLRQ WR GHWHUPLQH WKHLU SD\ORDG UDQJH FDSDE
RSHUDWLRQ FDVHVY WKH WRRO WDNHVLQSXWV WR FUHDWH LWV HQYLURQP
DOORFDWLRQ ORJLF ,QIRUPDWLRQ VXFK DV WKHPDS VL]H FDUJR GHPDQ
FORVLQJ WLPH FRVW [IXHO XVDJH HWF DQG WKRVH UHODWLQJ WR WKH D
WRPL]JHDEOH LQSXWV 7KHVLPXODWLRQ WKHQ RXWSXWV LPSRUWDQW PHD
WLPH FRVWDQG IXHO XVDJH DQG DLUFUDIW SHUIRUPDQFH GDWD IRU WKH
GLVSOD\LQJWKH WUDIILFQHWZRUN FDQ EH FUHDWHG WR EHWWHU YLVXDOI
7KH DJHQW EDVHG PRGHO HPSOR\HG DOORZV IRU FDSWXULQJ RI ULVN PI
ZKHQ IDFHG ZLWK EODFN VZDQ HYHQWY :KHQ DLUFUDIW IDFH VFKHGXOH C
HQVXUH LWV UHTXLUHPHQWY DQG IOLJKW LWLQHUDU\ LV PDLQWDLQHG I
QHZ LWLQHUDU\LY FUHDWHG WKDW DOLJQV ZLWK LWV UHTXLUHPHQWY 7KL
PLG VLPXODWLRQ VSRQWDQHRXV FDUJR VXVWDLQV WKH IOH[LELOLW\ DQ
DOORZLQJ XVHUV WR WHVW DLUFUDIWDQG IOHHW UHVLOLHQFH LQ D YDULH
7R LOOXVWUDWH WKHLPSRUWDQFHRILQFOXGLQJ XQH[SHFWHG HYHQWYV
WR 6XEDQJ ODOD\VLD ZDV FRQVWUXFWHG :LWKLQ D IOHHW RI & 0TV DQC
ZDWHU 972/fvVDQG JHQHULF SDOOHWV LQ D GD\WLPH SHULRG 7KH PLVVL
WR LQFOXGHDLUFUDIW VHUYLFLQJ VSRQWDQHRXV FDUJR JHQHUDWLRQ DC
DSSOLHG WR RQH RI WKHLQWHUPHGLDWH EDVHVY 6LQFH WKHVH HYHQWYV D
WKH VLPXODWLRQ LV UXQ WLPHY SHU VHWXS $LUFUDIW VHUYLFLQJ GHO!
DGD\DQG VRPHWLPHV UHVXOWLQJLQ EHWWHU IOLJKW VFKHGXOLQJ 6SRQ
QHHGHG WR EHWUDQVSRUWHG LQFUHDVLQJ WKH WRWDO IOLJKWV UHTXLU
GD\V DQG FRVW E\ DOPRVW 86 PLOOLRQ :KHQ DFFHVV WR WKH FRPPR
PLG VLPXODWLRQ WKHDLUFUDIW KDG WR UHVFKHGXOH WKHLU IOLJKWV W
WLPHDQG PLVVLRQ FRVWY 7KHFDUJR SUHVHQW DW WKHDLUEDVHDW DOVF
DLUFUDIW 7KHLPSDFW RI WKLY UHVWULFWLRQ FDXVHPLVVLRQ IDLOXUH Z
6XFKUHVXOWY VKRZFDVH WKH QRYHOWLHV RI WKLV WKHVLY DQG DOWKRXJ
WKH\FDQ GUDVWLFDOO\FRPSURPLVHRULJLQDODLUOLIWVWUDWHILHV DQ
DLUOLIWDQG DLUFUDIW HYDOXDWLRQ

/IDVWO\ VLQFH WKLV IUDPHZRUN LV WR EH XVHG LQ FRQMXQFWLRQ ZLWK
LQWHUSOD\ ZDV GRQH WKURXJK b WUDGH VSDFH H[SORUDWLRQ RI D & 0 VI
VDPSOH +$ '5 PLVVLRQ 7KH GHVLJQ SD\ORDG DQG UDQJH ZDV YDULHG DQ
HTXDWLRQV WKHQHFHVVDU\LQSXWV IRUWKHDLUFUDIWPRGHO ZHUH JHQ'
YDU\LQJ WKHDLUOLIWREMHFWLYHIURP WLPHWRIXHO SULRULW\ ZDV DVVEFE
DUH WKDW ZKHQ SULRULWL]LQJIXHO & GHVLJQHG ZLWK D PLQLPXP SD\OR
PLVVLRQ FRPSOHWLRQ VXIIHUV ZLWK WKH EHVW GHOLYHU\UDWHV RQO\DF
WLPH PRVW PLVVLRQV DUH VXFFHVVIXO EXW WR DFKLHYH D GHVLUDEOH
SD\ORDG PXVW EH ZLWKLQ D FHUWDLQ WKUHVKROG WKDW GRHV QRW FRPS
ERWK WLPH DQG IXHO HTXDOO\ UHVXOWYV LQFRUSRUDWH WKH WUHQGYV SU
PLVVLRQYV

'"HVSLWHWKHUHVXOWV EHLQIJWKHRUHWLFDODQG VLWXDWLRQVSHFLILF
GHWHUPLQLQJDLUFUDIWDQG RSHUDWLRQDO GHVLIJQV WKDW RIITHU WKH JUI
WKHVDPHDLUFUDIWGHVLIQ WKHPXOWLWXGHRILQSXWV DQG GLITHUHQW C
ZKLFKFDQDLG GHVLIQHUVDQG RSHUDWRUV DOLNHLQ FUHDWLQJDQG GHW
,QFRQFOXVLRQ WKLV ZRUN KDV IXOILOOHG LWV SXUSRVH FRXSOLQJDLUFI
VWUDWHILF DLUOLIW ZKLOVW SURYLGLQJLPSURYHPHQWY WR VWDWH RI1 V
DQG SURFHVV ORJLF 7KDWEHLQJVDLG WKHUHDUHLPSURYHPHQWY WKDW
DLUOLIWPRGHO



$LUFUDIW PRGHOOLQJ FDQ EH H[SDQGHG LQ VHYHUDO DYHQXHV &XUUH!
PHDQ YDOXHV EXON YHORFLW)\ /' 76)& HWF EXW LGHDOO\WKHVH VKRXO
OHYHO DQG ORDGHG PDVV :HDWKHU HIITHFWV DUH DOVR PLVVLQJ LQ DLUFL
UHYLHZLQGLFDWHG WHPSHUDWXUH GDWD WR EH VLJQLILFDQW RQO\LQ H[W
IOLJKW WLPHV FKDQJLQJDSSOLFDEOH FDUJR ORDGV IRUWKH VDPH IXHO P|
FDOO\SHU IOLJKW EXW LGHDOO\D SURSHUDLU FXUUHQW PRGHO ZRXOG EH
$LUFUDIW FDUJR ORDGLQJFDQEHEHWWHU GHILQHG DV FXUUHQWO\WKH FD
JHRPHWULHV DUH QRW FRQVLGHUHG 7KHLQFOXVLRQRIDHULDO UHIXHOOL
DVLWLVDOUHDG\ XVHG LQ DLUOLIWYV WR HIWHQG SD\ORDG UDQJH FDSDEL
FRPSOH[LW\

7KH DLUOLIW VLPXODWLRQ PRGHO FDQ DOVR EH IXUWKHU GHYHORSHG
PRGHO IRUVHD OLIWDQG JURXQG WUDQVSRUWY OLNHWUDLQV DQG WUXFN
PRYHPHQWY H[SDQGLQJ WKH V\VWHP RI VIVWHPV QDWXUH 7KHVH FRXOG
DLUOLIW FDSDELOLWLHY VLQFH ODUJH VHD FUDIW FDQ GRXEOH DV FDUJR
HVVHQWLDOO\DFWLQJDV PRYLQJDLUEDVHV 7KLV DOVR EULQJV WKH WRSI
WUDQVSRUW UHVRXUFHVWRD ORFDWLRQDQG JURXQGDJHQWYV XVHVDLG U}t
RIITHULQJ DQ DGGLWLRQDO UHIXHOOLQJ ]JRQH /DVWO\ DQ LQFRUSRUDWLR
VXSSOLHVY GLUHFWO\ WR WKH DIIOLFWHG DUHDV ZRXOG KHOS WR VHH WKH |
GHFLVLRQV DQG DLUFUDIW GHVLJQ RQ WKH ILQDO RSHUDWLRQ )RU H[DPSC
FRXOG WKHQ EHQHILW WKH WDFWLFDO DLUOLIW XSRQ DVVHPEO\ ZKLFK FR:
H[SHQG PRUH IXHO DQG KDYH LQFUHDVHG UHIXHOOLQJ WLPHV ,Q WKLV Ul
HQG ZRXOGEH VLPXODWHG HQDEOLQJ EHWWHU FRPSUHKHQVLRQ RIGHVLJ
PLVVLRQ VXFFHVV 7KHELGGLQJPRGHO ZRXOG KDYH WR EH H[SDQGHG LQ \
DQG WDFWLFDO DLUOLIW YHKLFOHELGYV DQG WKH UHVXOWLQJFRPELQDWLF
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UDSLG FDUJR DLUOLIW ZKHUHE\DLUFUDIW FDSDEOH RIIO\LQJIRU H[WHQGH
LOWHU FROWLQHQWDO VRUWLHY 7KH XQSUHGLFWDEOH QDWXUH RI WKH D
FRVWO\RSHUDWLRQV $GGLWLRQDOO\ WKH KLJK XWLOL]JDWLRQ RIFDUJRTE
IODZV WR EH PDJQLILHG DQG PDLQWHQDQFH LVVXHV IXUWKHU HQFXPEHUL
LPSURYHDLUOLIWPLVVLRQV IURP WKH SHUVSHFWLYHV RI ERWK RSHUDWLI

7KLY OLWHUDWXUH VWXG\ WKHUHIRUH DLPV WR LQYHVWLJDWH KRZ DLUC
LPSURYHG 7KLVZLOOEHDQVZHUHGE\DQDO\]LQJVHYHUDO GLITHUHQW HV'
Rl DLUFUDIWDQGIOHHW GHVLJQ ORDG SODQQLQIJDQGURXWHVFKHGXOLQ
WKHVHGLVFLSOLQHV ZLOO EHGLVFXVVHG LQ WKLY SDSHU VR WKDW JDSV L
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RIDLUOLIWPLVVLRQVY DLUFUDIWDQG IOHHW GHVLJQ URXWH SODQQLQJDC
WXUHUHYLHZLVYFRQGXFWHG WKHUHVHDUFKTXHVWLRQDQGVXSSOHPHQV
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DQG D GHEDUNDWLRQ KXE ZKHUH \@ LT®FIMLFD DVDXLQYOR DG HGWKH SURFHHGL
GHEDUNDWLRQ KXE WR D IRUZDUG RSHUDWL@J ERMH SRRIUWR RWX R [ DQ D O LU WFL
UHIHUUHG WR DV 3WKH ODVW PLOH  GHOLYHU\ 'LVWLQJXLVKLQJDLUOLIWLQ
6WUDWHJILFDLUOLIWLVFRQGXFWHGE\YHU\ODUJHDLUFUDIW ZKLFKKDYH O
DUH WKH & *DOD[\DQG & *@REKRARMHMHEURU ODQGLQJ DQG WDNHRII FDS
ORFDWLRQV OLPLWY ODUJHUDLUFUDIWIURPFRQGXFWLQJWDFWLFDODLUC
>@ 'XHWR WKH ODUJHU QXPEHU RI FDSDEOH DLUFUDIW IRUWDFWLFDO DLU
DLUFUDIW DUH RIWHQ UHJDUGHG DV WKH SULPDU\DLUOLIW YHKLFOHV DQG

$OWKRXJK WKH UDSLG DLUOLIW RI FDUJR LV RIWHQ DVVRFLDWHG ZLWK W
GLVWLQFWLRQ EHWZHHQ WKHVH WZR RSHUDWLRQV LV PLQLPDO %RWK DLU
WR WUDQVSRUW WKH EXON FDUJR IURP WKH RULJLQ KXE WR D GHEDUNDWL
WKH ILQDO GHVWLQDWLRQV XVLQJ D EDWFR& R,IQVIFD\O IOHW DR \UHF WK M R UPIH? D
WKH PLVVLRQV DUH VRXJKW WR EH PLQLPL]HG DQG WKH FRPSRXQGLQJ HIIH
PLVVLRQYV VXFFHVV 7KH JUHDWHVW GLIIHUHQFH EHWZHHQ WKH WZR GHDO
PLVVLRQV RIWHQ ZLOO WUDQVSRUW D FRPELQDWLRQ RI SDOOHWYV DQG URC
FDUJR ZKHUHDV +$ '5 PLVVLRQV RIWHQ ZLOO WUDQVSRUW IRRG DQG ZDWHU
RI 972/V@ 'XH WR WKH VLPLODULWLHY EHWZHHQ WKH PLVVLRQ W\SHV OLV
FDVHV DV WKH VDPH DLUFUDIW IOHHW WKDW FDUULHV RXW PLOLWDU\ PLVVL
YHUVD

7KH OLWHUDWXUH UHYLHZ ZLOO EH VHJPHQWHG LQWR GLIIHUHQW EUDQF
FRPSULVHDQDLUOLIWRSHUDWLRQ WKHDLUFUDIWDQGIOHHW GLVFLSOLQ
GLVFLSOLQH ZKLFK ZLOO DOVR LQFOXGH VRPH LQIUDVWUXFWXUH GHVLJQ
ZLOO EH GLVFXVVHG ILUVW IROORZLQJZLOO EH WKH OLWHUDWXUH UHYLH
RSWLPL]DWLRQ DQGILQDOO\DLUOLIW RSHUDWLRQV GHDOLQJ ZLWK DLUEL



$LUFUDIWDQG )OHHW "HVLJQ

, QWHUPVRIDLUOLIWDLUFUDIWGHVLIJIQ WKHUHLV OLPLWHG OLWHUDWXUH
WKHIOHHW GHVLJQ LV FRPPRQO\DQDO\]JHG

- OD\ZDOG H® DOHDXWKRUV ZKR DGYRFDWH IRUD FKDQJH LQ WUDGLWLR
RSHUDWLRQ $LUOLIW IRU PLOLWDU\DQG +%$ '5 RSHUDWLRQV LV FRQGXFW'
ZKHUHPDVVDJJUHIJDWLRQRIWKHFDUJRLY SHUIRUPHGDW PDMRUDHULDO ¢
SRUW KXEV RU UHFLSLHQWY 7KH GHOLYHU\ VA\VWHP DOORZV IRU HIILFLHQF
VHIJUHIJDWLRQ RIDLUFUDIW LQWR WKRVH DSSOL®@DEIOWK RMKW IRPIR G g W@ U] TF\R
DLUFUDIW WHFKQRORJ\ VPDOOHU DLUFUDIWY WKDW ZHUH RULJLQDOO\ LJ
SHUIRUP ORQJHU GLVWDQFH WUDYHO ZLWK KHDYLHU SD\ORDGV 7R LPSURY
KROLVWLF DQDO\VLV ZKHUHE\ DOO DLUFUDIWY VWUDWHJILF DQG @DFWLFD
7TRLOOXVWUDWH WKH SRWHQWLDO EHQHILWY WKHDXWKRUVY FUHDWHG DQ
VPDOOHU WDFWLFDODLUFUDIWWREHFRQVLGHUHGIRUORQJHU VRUWLHV
PDMRUKXEV IRU@H6XHRD@EWPRFHGXUHLQFUHDVHY WKHPD[LPXP SD\ORDG D
WR WKH UHGXFHG IXHO UHTXLUHPHQWY 7KH $60 ZDV WKHQ DSSOLHG WR D
VRUWLHYV ZLWK WKH JRDO RI RSWLPL]JLQJ WKH PRYHPHQWIIV FRVWYV 5HVXC(
VRUWLHYV ZKLFK ZHUH RULJLQDOO\ FRQGXFWHG E\ & $YV D WUDGLWLRQDO
& - 6XSHU +HUFXOHV D WUDGLWLR Q@ O AKB PWKIERVDAOL WXL R VDU H EX B HA
E\ XS WR DGMXVWHG WR LQIODWLRQ DQG WRWDO VRUWLHYVY UHGXFHG
ZKHQ UHTXLUHG LQVWHDG RI EHLQJ XW L O@ ] HH® RHQ D/APIADHD R IUWFKOHU 1 R S/URRJNAHLGH
DSSURDFK OHDGLQJWR JUHDWHUYLXWUEBL]IDWLRQ LV SURYLGHG LQ

J)LIXUH ,PSURYHG FDUJR XWLOL]DWLRQ ZL&K DOO LQFOXVLYH SODQQLQ

'XHWR WKH SURVSHFWYV RI WKHVH UHVXOWY - 0D\ZDOG HW DO FRQWLQ
PRYHPHQW EXW H[SDQGHG XSRQ WKH $60 XVLQJPXOWL VWHS KHXULVWLF\
DOJRUL& KPKH KHXULVWLF DOJRULWKP LV XVHG IRU WKH $60 DQG DOORZYV
WKHDYDLODEOH URXWHV FDUJRUHTXLUHPHQWY DLUFUDIWDYDLODELOL\



VXFKDVRXWVLIHG FDUJRRQO\VEHLQJORD@HGKR &6 0IRXGE X D\ D VWV W VB-O \
WKDW PLQLPLIJHWKHREMHFWLYHIXQFWLRQ FKRVHQWREHWKHIXHO FRQV
7TKHVHWRIDOWHUQDWLYBXUWN SUHVHQWHG LQ

JLIXUH $LUFUDIWDOWHUQDWLYHV@RU LQWHU WKHDWHU DLUOLIW [l

JROORZLQJ WKLY HDFKDOWHUQDWLYHLY ORDGHG ZLWK FDUJR XVLQJ WK
WKH SDOOHWV DPRQJVW WKH DLUFUDIW EDVHG RQ WKH ORZHVW XWLOL]DW
DOORZDEOH > @ 7KHORDGLQJRUGHU SULRULWL]HY SDOOHWYV ZLWK WKH |
UHTXLUHPHQWY RI WKH SD\ORD)& DXQUGHDILVUX DO LNWHY WHKMHHO\RDGLQJ DOJRULW



JLIXUH &DUJR ORDGLQJDOJRUGNKP YLVXDOL]JHG IURP >

$LUFUDIW URXWLQJLVY GRQHEDVHG RQ QRGDO UHG®F WK REXVK HR/QA K M HD\
FUDIWIVUDQJH FRQVWUDLQWV DQG UHJUHVVLRQHTXDWLRQVIRU WKH IXHC
VHIPHQWYVY WR GHWHUPLQH RSWLPDO IOLJKW SDWKV /DVWO\ DVVXPSWLR(
SDVVHQJHU VRUWLHVLQ WKHPRYHPHQWDQG KDYLQJDOO ORDGHG FDUJR
WLRQ ZHUH PDGH WR OLPLW WEH BSHUIRE XOW R RBUHVY LFRIQFICRX@GH G WKDW WKH VHO!
6XSHU +HUFXOHVIRUVHYHUDO VRUWLHY RQFHDJDLQ UHGXFLQJWKH WRWI
FRVW VDYLQJV E\PRUH WKDQ @ IRUWKHPRQWK >

7TKHFRQFOXVLRQ RI - OD&ZDRGNHW DV KBWAXWXUH DLUOLIW PRYHPHQWYV V
VPDOOHU VWUDWHILF DLUFUDIW WKDW EULGJH WKH JDS EHWZHHQ WDFWLF
YLFHDELOLW\RIVXFKDIOHHW LV DQDVSHFW QRW GLVFXVVHG DV LW ZDV I
SUHVHQW DW D J@Y H QW\ATHOX HAVPIRG MO V¥ IRU FDUJR DOORFDWLRQ EDVHG |
UDWH PD\EH ZRUWKZKLOH WR LQFOXGH LQ IXWXUH UHVHDUFK VR DV WR HYI
RIWKHFDUJRPRGHO VHHLQJLIORZHVW XWLOL]DWLRQ UDWHLV WKHPRVW
WKHPLVVLRQ REMHFWLYH

JRUWDFWLFDO DLUOLIW IOH @WHGHALQARGHLIGKUBQWNL72/ IOHHWYV IRU FR(
VXSSO\PLVVLRQ LQ D KXUULFDQH GLVDVWHU RI 3XHUWR 5LFR ORGHOV IR
UHFUHDWH WKH GLVDVWHU RI DQGWKHQWKHPRYHPHQW ZDV FDUULHG R
$HULDO 9HKLFOHV 8%9V T7KH972/VVHOHFWHG 09 % DQG WKH++ : ZHUFL
7TXUWOHEDFN 'HVSLWH WKH 7XUWOHEDFN RQO\ EHLQJ DEOH WR FDUU\ FCLC
EHPDQDJHG E\D VLQJOH RSHXDWRVWUKHWLOWWELBHPDQG PRGHO ZKLFK UHFUH
UHVXOWV IRXQG WKDW ERWKWKHO09 %DQG WKH ++ "RQOVUHTXLUHG XQI
09 % KDYLQJDUHGXFHG XWLOL]J]DWLRQ EHQHILFLDO IRU YKHN YXB M O HIEHDIFQ
UHTXLUHG XQLWVWRFRPSOHWHWKHGDLO\VRUWLHY DQG VX@HUKIIE D KLJ
EHQHILWY RI WKH 7XUWOHEDFNVY EHFRPH DSSDUHQW ZKHQ LQFUHDVLQJ Wtk
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