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Abstract: Pricing is a control mechanism to adjust value factors for service facilities. It has important application in
congestion control, revenue management and quality-of-service control, etc. Service providers design pricing strategy to
induce customers to behave in a way such that system performance attains the optimum. Queueing models are fundamental
to analyzing performance of service facilities. In this paper, the basic elements in pricing control for queueing systems,
including queueing models, customer behaviors, system performance measures and pricing strategy types are introduced.
The detailed literature on pricing control for queueing systems is reviewed, which is classified according to three major
categories: static pricing, dynamic pricing and priority pricing. Then the authors’ latest research progress on dynamic
pricing for queueing networks is briefly introduced. Finally, the research state of art is summarized, the unresolved problems

are discussed, and the current research focuses as well as the possible new directions in this area are concluded.
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fiti 5] 25 A IR 25 Wi i« AN A% DA AR BE A AR Bl AR, AR S
BT HERABEZRY e 425 il SRS (I T SRR

HEREAL 52 47 o] #5120t 28 60 AR AR T 4R 5 62
2FEA A 7. Refael HassinfllMoshe Haviv!?!
L J Refael Hassint®!5% 1% 45015 11 SC ik i iok 3 41 1) 25
R IR R FEA RS T2 A A M SR
BT ST

HEDB TR AT N 2 FCHEN R G e A S A
JREE BT AR B R 2 15 T DAOSLI 2 4 H &R
RS E BB HEBA N EL, HERAE AL v] 43 P
— 2 A AL I HEBA T (observable queue); — 55
ANETARI 1 HEBA 2 (unobservable queue). £ AT Al
IHERA =40 rh, Bk 2 o] F H 24157 RS E B
TS BAZHEN RS2 RS s LEA LI AR HEBA
ARG, HRBE ARERICU AT RFAREHE L. RE
RS BT LR HEPA B | P35 SRR ) &5, AN mT AL
T ETHERAS Y 22 D525 e A 4 i 1) . — e e A
WHIHERA R S8 ] LA 23 rnM R HE AR A (partially
observable queue). = WITEHERA W 48 B3 2 & S A
PIRANRSS RS, RGUIRES E AR RS 28l
R 2 HERA BT AL R 2 4 1 2. 43R
PORFN T R G N A ENIE RGUIR, B
FIFERAMS Y J& T35 70 P HEBMBE AL, 5 AR B i
By AR A5 1 SR B0 I R AT AR 25 FE AR A B4 93 A BR LA
BFF 5 8 U i R ) HE ARS8 ] it — 2D ) &l

FEHERN R G0 E p 1] @, i AT A BRI B3 5
i 1 52 v B 8 A SR . R B AT N B S B Ik
WS #i (service value)~ ST 7K (willingness to pay)-
AR %5 75 3K (service requirement). Az 55 (8] (service ti-
me) LA B AT B [A] B 3 B2 SE 3R B AR (expected delay
cost per unit of time). i 55 Y5 73 /2 18 B 2 MR 25 Hh 3k
R aS . ZEIR (delay) TR 12 BE (AR I TH]. REIR A
SR O F N R = A B R AR fil A= HE R 5
(make-to-order queue) H, %iE iR S $& Tl B 22 £ B[]
(lead-time) B SE FR AL EE I (] (actual processing time).
A JE TR B A B I 5 4 R A ZE IR BB (delay-sensitive)
i . KRR 24T NS EE 5 AH [R5 IR Rl — 4341,
Jii 2% 2K 7 43 54 [F] 25 (homogeneous) F1 57 25 (heterogen-
eous). B HEN 2 G52 k55 1R SR IZ HR A 2 Hh AR i
BAT W 3 — 2R BN W ERIE iR 2 2 1Y)
HUEE KT 0, RN RG22 %, 50T
X T AR U2, 1St SR MR 25 A s ik 2 A
BEIEIR AN AT . A SCRFE RS T N E R
i 2% T W& AT A (strategic behavior). 22 411, i 2 AR 44 AR
8 MLHE A AT (P 8 A 2 1 B8 0 B b ik Bt N R 4t
E2d et L T R o S e R o
Pra oK H SIS ) SE &, J5 38 7R T 2R i ST
BRI

TEAR 22 BF 5040 2 e 428 1) 19 STk A, 2108 2 ATl
Z ARG RN A R gt LA &, Bkl
A SRR, MR 55 2 B vl 4. — BSOS RRFR IR 55 1
K KcapacityBservice capacity. TEHEBA R Gt & M Al
B SCHR A, B WA P BEFa Fr At 2 IS 2t (social
welfare) Fl ] (profit). #12x S 2 2 17 7 ik 55 WL A Al
JEi 2 s A MR 55 FR SR AL 2 . A i e g e O
52 M 2% PP 25 1) Al 45 WA 28 2 AR ORL 25 &R B 1938 B AR
K (operating cost) FI{#-if A (holding cost). 12 i
A RS IR AR B BIA I BREL. AP0 AN S HH
N 1 Ve S ) o N M= P =1 VI AP i Bu R4y TR
P AR S SO 9 FH Rk 25 IR S5 LRG58 8 AR

TE W SRS MR AN A 73 B ) (] AR 420 s e
M (static pricing) F1zh 7 E M TR H% (dynamic pricing).
S ST AN SR (AN A [ 2, ST 17 5. B E 1 SRS
HIAAS T e R G A AL, AR ) BT E o TR
BRI TR PR, SERBIRCN R 2%, TE4 %€ E 1 (conges-
tion pricing) ¥z il [F] B 1, BHASHA% BE 4 1 R G4 2E
FERE T ARL. B4 2 M 5 2 U 28 4 2 (revenue ma-
nagement) 2 WL 95 H bR, 32 2R T
AT 48

HEBN R G AR S SR U (service discipline) 43K 4G
A %% (first-come-first-serve, FCES), Ji 2K 4t Ak %5 (last-
come-first-serve, LCFS) I 5t 2 (priority). 7EAIL 2%
%5 #2474, e MR LR S g Se iz
5, 120855 55 A AT 213K R Se I TR) 5 5 e ok,
Ak =, WO R 2 2 . AR S iR 55 mT LIRS
i B A A B R C A B A IR 55 TR, PEARALHERA F
GEIERETT A BN, BT 7T IR S ) 8 SR
%, AR MR — /N SRR S A T
2 HEBN R 4 el B 5T B (Review of

the literature on pricing control for queueing

systems)
2.1 A EN HBE (Static pricing)

MR BT SR o 5 2 75 0] LRI 21 24 5 R GRS,
FRAS R B SCHR A PR, LE DRI R IHERL R 4,
FEIR R P B BT DR R 2 BT R G AR S AR
B ISR ], 2 T S B BRI 2
TEATTULHEN 258, M5 RG34 55 45 (85
ZR) I A5 RGCUEPIRS K.

SCHR [4-12] B 5T T ADULIIHERA Z 4010 O 42 1 i)
f. Naor 74 & 0 10 5] NHERA R G 7814, SOk
s i AR B 2 T HEBA N Bk 2 T i\ RS 52
k55, 15 2% fe e SR ms A B B 454, s KA
(A% LR At 2R IR A% 1. Yechialil®~®!, Knud-
sen!’!, Lippman#1Stidham®!, Bell f1Stidham ™ #f 7% 1
Joi 5 76 A AW HERA 5 4t b DA e /DN S B8 SE R RS 9 AR
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FRIGEFE T HE N RG2S 10 I . SCRikAS 2
AN N 2 B e e S 5 2 s A (2 Ui ) A B P 5
B AN, Ji DRI s I A A AR 2 ) 9 A 25 R LR e
b BT 5 S AL/ 4E 3R 9% FH. Ziya, AyhanfilFoley!!”]
R VA R IR RS, A AT T AW Y G/G/s/m
HEPA R G S I e A 12 il SRS . SCHR b 1 et s
5 R 90 4% /8 R R 55 3 A 2 [H) 1) B R R, Ziya,
AyhanFliFoley!!"' ¥ iR 45104 52 i 55 2 & 11
HE B\ & 48. Maoui, Ayhanf1Foley!!?/{£ ZiyaZs 101 T
Ve b, 58 1 5 2 S AN 18] B LU A5 (1Y) R A7
JAR, BFFC T WA A RN 25 B o e . SCHRS 2 i
R HEIE R A HI B R R,

SCHR [13-2218F 55 1 A o] LI HERA 22 5t 1) 7€ A 3k
. EdelsonfHildebrand! 3/ 51 T AR 5% [F] S 2% (1 5.
MRS G IIHEA R G R AN KL Littlechild!)
fEEdelsonfHHildebrand i 7] A8 v 2% F8 1 24 i % 1) filk
Z5 W s AN [ B P 5 A8 2 £ S . Mendelson! 1 ifE—30
¥ 45 B HHE T 2 GU/G/s i L. Mendelson i % i & 1) ik
Z5 WAt I DN 82801 90 AT R B, B 25 A5 R [ (1) LA N (1]
FEIR AR, BT R AN B LI 2 24 5T HEBA A, {2 AT
PLFR 0T 350 25 435 15 1] . Mendelsonf5 H 224 il 2% () ZE 3R
FSCAS S SRR I T PR e 2 R BT, 38 48 R 8 L=
HHEE IR Rl A S T WIS 8 A, A i U, RAUR
W R B S A=, SEIE A
Dewanf1Mendelson!'' 7 Mendelson! > & 7 FLfify |-
FE T M TR R] « AR A N AE 2R R T, B
KAt 2 W a8 1 0 SR . SCHRER BRI & 1 P 5
% 0 g F A BT 2% Y ok 1 AE IR R A AR IE L.
Stidham" 7' £ DewanflMendelson! 0V ft) #5 7 % 7t |-,
2 R R BIA R ARAE _ERRTE DL B s AR A AR S5
TH AR PR ) . SCHRE B Y BIA R AAAE LIRS, RER
2R EAMEAE AT BAGEH — M il 2%
P33R . HavivFAIRandhawal 'SR 5 1 A< ] 000 oM/
M/ 1HEBA F G875 AN F1TE S PR 21528 22 10 5 45 1) SR B
SCHR A HHAE 1% O SIS T B KRR A AR 2 ai i R
Ft. Daniel 'V F 3745 BEALEAZ (I ST R i ik 2178
B AHEBA I BEHLIE BT, B 5T T KT A LI () 40 2
SEM A2 S H 19 . Yang, GuoFlWang 2O R B
XPEEAE I A AN A AT BT 2548, 9T 1 s I HERA
TG DL S BURAT JITE B IR 25 4 PR B R PR A IR 2%
AT (RS RO TE A SR RIS A SR R AE IR 5
T WIS T, HLas sE i THEBN R Se i f A e o Al
B HI R SRAT M. WRBHR « RBE £DFIRIAE P2 5 T MY
M/s/kHEBN Z 98 7= i IRk 55 6 0 A0 A B & Ak SR B
CachonFl1Feldman!?3!7E 35 45 HE A 45 #49 (1) 4 FE AR Y o
5 HH VA FH 1 PR i e ek D] Wi of 10 7 ) SR s B 4 B fef
FH B3R 0 1 SR A5 21 R R v

MR AT AR G — IS HORFIR R, B 5L

1) 5 APy [0 A 22 R () 5 A Il . 0 22 2RI 1)
TEM W 73 AP 48— W (uniform pricing) F1 72 1)
7€ Mt (differentiated pricing). 4t — %€ /i /& X BT A i %
WA R P . 58— € th 2 AR R AE BA AT IR
HUIE LR SR, 22 e A e AE I 2 SR U5 B DN s
LT . AR A B8 Y B A 55 0 i 55 U
ML) B . FEHRBN R Girh, AN [R5 2 () Ik 55 AR
TEDLACR. B9t 22 SRIBE 220 5 M R SCRROK 22 J8 T8
S e M BT . R AR SCHE 22 Sl A IR AH DG SR I
NEB2 3FLAGE W SRIE 41,

SCHR[24-2710F 58 1 2 2RI 1) 48— 58 A SR B
Hal>7EM/M/1 4k P 28 3 = (processor sharing)H bA Al
M/M/s5e 31156k 55 (FCES)HERA 1, B 5T T i ] LLi%k
FEIRSS TRAB DL, 15 T e IR Z A R 55 75 5K 1)
Gi—E M SIS, Armony MTHaviv2 78 1 N
[F) IR 55 1) 2 w0 22 SR A AR U I 25 R 48— e A 3R
B . SCHR 23 0 45 2 0 30 % 2R B RN A\ 8 A 2R B

WA B AR 2B bR 250 ™ R B 25 T, 15381
%5 2 R ) = R G AL e ik 1) s AU I FIE
TAAE G — I 4 3 tH f AR 0 4 22 i 7. Zhou,
Chao M Gong!?" Hf 71 3% B i 7 24 284 1) 117 3 &5 ¥4 4 B
MRFSHON G — 5 W HEWEAT BB )52,

BT MRS MU AR nT R B AN R B AR
SR EL S SR, B TR I 7 iR T
FUHFRA R GEI A SR LA S Joices IR RS SCRR [28-32]
FAM/M/ 1 HERME R RSN AT By 8 %, I HIM/M
NHEBAN RGP FEAF I RIS R R e 5 R A 28
AL SCHR 23 R H 2% (leader-foll-ower game)
F1HEA 1 1 2% (non-cooperative game) i i il 7% 5
2% Ik 55 Ik B R DA R Ja s 2 A] B o 55 06 &R Bagar il
Srikant®® /3 2% {25 (hierarchical game) HF 7 ik 55 KL
R £E AN R TE 0 25 SR A B 0 1 48— 5 S LA
5 A5 W) S B B R K SR . Shen Al Basar! 221K 1% ]
T & Jy 42 I 2 WA By i 2 VR 2 FH )45 . Shen
Basar®*2I7E % [ Stackelberg I 2 HE 42 T, SR HI ML
BT B BRI T T BN IR S5 SR AR 7 R R 2 S 1 5
W SCHR (301143 JAE 78 T A BRA i3 vy A7 A A5
T, TR AUE X A B 2 R 265 e 55 $ A 7
FEA CRIFIAS SRR GG 1R L 2 1 5. S
R [3213E— 5T 1 B AH B O AUE B ik 252
BER A FIIE 2 R AUE BT, s e ik
ZRPEE N SRIE . Guo, LiuflWang 3125 12 7 M/M/1HEBA
RGP B 55 A (intertemporal ) 52 47125 7] R 5T
BT AT, WA, S5 BOAS LA R AR R 2 11 T
DA e ) S SR . SCERAE AL 2 S i AR B 48 bR

ZhangPIHF 5 7 M/M/1 EE ik (retrial ) HE BA 2 45 £E il %%
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IRPFHEN R G0 S I Nash 217 fi A, F KA 2 A
e DL K e e At 2= 038 1 78 I SRS . Do, Tran%5B34
G AEHZE R AM/M/HEN R Ge A [F] FH - 2 18] 1)
FHR R, UEB T NashI M7 fUH € 1 50 vl 15 2 e
FEUS RS T30 RhAE T Sz 2 RIS A PR 5T
T HEBA R G152 1 SRS LA B (1) SRS AT A

TEHEBA & 1, 37 3z 43 M (asymptotic analysis)/e
FHEBN R GeAE 5 G tnf (heavy traffic) 4P 68 105 FH 5
2. HEBA ZRGeAE e B s 1R 58 1 ] AR B 53 AT T RV
Maglaras f1Zeevil®! FH| K 75 5 iF (large-capacity asy-
mptotics){F Bt —K MRS MRS B 5 /R BHERHIA R
S ¥ AR 55 380 (1) I ALL . Maglaras Fl1Zeevi3%1 %
FEAR S5 RGPPSR 55 PRAE AR 55 R I AR 55 Fl 4y 2
TR RSS2 B IRSS, WETE T ORUEIRSS 2R 55 BIHEN
2 1) ARSI S 4 2 3 L) DA B 70 S A e 55 25 = i
RS RS SRS SCHRES T4 HO B (diffusion lim-
its) (1) 3T ALL 73 BT 75 21 B e SR s 11 &5 44 1% /57 . Kumar
Randhawa* il 78 7 4 735 75 SR (Bik 2 S K, i
TETE RS PR B 5 20 B KRNI ) 5 A S s R Il 55
AR, SCHRER BN RS A IR S R P B =
BRI NFIH ZE I 100% 1 5 5 geg 12X, FH 2R
PRI 1009 H T AT S8R A bR BRI T 2. Lee
Ward! 125 f& 7 B 75 32 52 e 45 i G HEBA AT M,
JEI SR AT ALY Bl (approximating diffusion)$2 il [] @1
13 EBE R GEHEN = TR ) B LS I A A IR 55 2.
2.2 FEEN KM (Dynamic pricing)

I 242 A, B E O S B A% 7T LU R 48 240
N T4 1R B U R A R I TR X ek B AEAE
ARG, S0 2 8 RGUIRS IR 2L, R — 1t
SCHRFR 2 IR AS A2 Iy (state-dependent pricing), R
W Bt 22 GERZS (AL T o 1 R

SCHR [42-49181F 7T 1 i B By JR B R HE BA SR 1) 5
AN HME. Low* 2 i 5T T M/MY/sHEN RGN BRI
Mk 5 2GRS BRI &S R 5
KA AR oK. SCRRABCIAL I 25 PR R A IR A WL
PR, 133 7 BRI A B 2R GOIRES L I8 gk R
J5i. ChenflFrank!*3#E Naor (R B &4 N HIF 72 1 5
AE R SCERBETT 1 4 HEBABA /N T BIE () 3h s
SEM RS, UERA T st e S s R E ) E A 3R
W A [7]. L #Chen I Frankid =5 F& 17 o & AR 55 YA 2 A
[i] = HAS o] W00 (4 155 9. Borgs®% A4 EChenfFra-
nk 3 TAEFE Al R FT T SR A B 11 AT 3R X
Ataf1Shneorson!* 17 Mendelson! '3 [t 45 74 {5 ¢ 3k
— P2 LR T DO 1 FiIR S 1P 3 SR A I [a], it
FL T M/MY/THEBN 5 G40 TR 3 1 s AN % A IR 55
AR KWK IA ISR T8 6 T, SCHRTS 21
MENE R B EF L RGURES Z BAFE R R R,

HERMMEE RGURE Z A TFE B0 L R,
Gans f1Savin!® i} 5 [Ru SRS FR 434 7 28 & IR it
B B VT ] B AN BLIEE N R B B4 5 A/ S s SC
RS 21 e ALK A 38 1) ) e L 1HE N SR B LA 1R
E RS589, s A& A BRIE S RS S HULA AT
Jii. Paschalidis f1Tsitsiklis!*"/ 25 f& T AR 55 2 K%, 7
B FURAT PR PRI TR 288 R 30 25 s Ay 1) R Sk v ot
B EA A G A %G REIR AR, SRR BIE S
& B ER SRS e & 1 B IR Bh A8 8 A SRS I R Gtk
fE. YoonFlLewisHSIfF 75 1 AEARAS BI04 Ih FE AR 25 3ok
FEIHEN RGN Bh A € W S S S5 P T, SCHERA 52
THEAFETE BN BRECN BT e, $2H
TR RS I A 7 VSRR T B B A E Y R
Hall, Kopalle F1Pyke Wi 7t 1 58 il 4 7= R Ge et W HA
VT R e 2 AN B AL 2 () 5 U S . SCRR LGS 1
A TE U SRS A HERA A /N T BB 12 52 BEATL 25
[ S T8 M SR AN S IRAS A DG [ Bh A 8 1 SRS . STk
A 2 HEBABA K AN TF BB R, 25625 [P AT B 44
I 2, 22 52 WA HLIBT % 1) 5 25 08 I SR B B . Cil,
KaraesmenF1Ormeci V@ it 3R fif & £X vk 3% 3k #2453 31
JIk 55 PR 2R 2 1 AN BA B HE DA 22 4 1 B AL 300 28 S
i P SR DA K L £E R PR . Cil, Ormeci AllKaraesm-
enl>OVE ] FH 5 T F 4 (1) 3 &5 B K (event-based dyna-
mic programming)iff 7t | RS Bk | RS HE
K RGBS m s A O AN 45 ) SR 1)
Al

SCHR [51-5418F 5T 7 HEBA WX 285 FR) B 28 7 A 428 i) i)
. AdelmanBUZ5 R T AN A 78I R SRR SRR 7
F5Z PRI HE DA X 2 o i S il SR 1 1) /L SCiRiE
2RI B R A T s NS () B SR IR i
L) 25 K B J7 3 3R 45 s AR 1 3l 3 8 i 3R B
WaserholeFl1Jostl? F1Banerjee 255319 55 H J5 & 55
ERNY AR I AL T VAR T T AL = R R
AN WG, SR AR AN 0 T R PEREH
B RGP RETE T AS B 0 SRS T (1) 5. Banerjee 5504 F
KHIAETT 37 8% R (large market limit) i 50 7 2240 3 =2
P65 BIERAS 8 A0 R B 2 Bh A E SRS SOk R AT
BN U WS S PR AN R ik A 2 1 S i
N KIS T TERE, (H 2 5 H A E M RIS AHLL, 3)
A E M HRME T F G BB AR T I & .

SCHR[55-5717% & T 2 E0AN 8 8K N 56 56 i &%
5 EE LT M2h A A 77 &, MasudaflWhang 3!t
T T RS RGANFITE BR Z A R EOC RIS, SRR
PR PPHER B BN BIA RIS E N 7 S Sk
13 H B KA W AR A A T S I B T RG v ReA

VBRI R R AR T AN m UL () BT RE, R 2
JREE I fbl(multiscale fluid approximation)fff 57 T 4%
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I B fIt (near-optimal) [ 3l 25 5 i 5% W&, Afeche Al
AtaP M AR S RGASFITEIN oI -5 AN Lo i 2 1)
EE A, R FH DU Bt ok 2 2 S H B A 2 5
BT I TT 1 DAHEBANECA E A2 B ) B4 18 1 SR

2k LTI, M HEBN RS ahAS E A Sms 2 32
2 B GUIRAS (1) B EL (51 2 14243-95. 581 A7 S AN AT AR
I B8 AN 0 B AL AR B (Bl L I R ) ) R (51
STy A A SR AR 45 B 1] Bl 2 52 AT s8] ) e 5 (151
59600y et B 1 Bl A4S RE A SRS, TE T SR B R HERA
TR R, LSRN AT I o (R SRR (MDP) B )
LN (DP)RKAFE. {HAELE 2RI E 1] B a3 HE
AP 285 1 0 1) R, RGUIRAS I GER  — 44 N %
4, FET RS0 HT (exact analysis) 1R ¥EfF 2 B L ah &
TEMT R, JCH AT IR IR A B IR 55 R 5
()4 ZE BRUAS 5 17 P A R B . 22488 B0 3 P A LB
ML 43 BT (asymptotic analysis) A fif iR Ipik 2 —. SCHk
citemaglaras2006revenue,kim2015asymptotically Fll 3
HR (63173 73R T B A I AL S S A LR AL
SEHEBME AL I REAT L, 0 T 2 15 2RSS RS /e
e R B AR BN AS 8 I SR £ SR 2 2R3 A
TEMTRIE, Ij55 240 T B o Hr i A RGAE1Z0E A g
TR E .
2.3 HRSeZE Y HBE (Priority pricing)

SR [64—-69] B 5T 1 [ R 7E v W HERA R 5
1) 3% & AR 2 2 R0 R 55 & 4 AR S % e i il AL
Balachandran!®!, TiltfllBalachandran'®®! f1Balachan-
dran I Srinidhil Vi 78 T B £ RDULIN FTM/MY/1 HEBL
R AR/ INA B AR IE LS 0 in) . SCHRAS 2
2 N S DL SRS AN — 58 J2 e 1) SRS . SRl A
ST FRTE HAth o 2 R B2 ) S SRS S A T, A s il
DLIEPE H A S sl b HAHEE A Adiiri H Yechialil®!
AT T AL A AEIM/MY/ 1T EEBA & G iR B HE A%
V) SEAR AR el . SCHRAS 2124 R G N i NEOR T
S T AN B AR I, 7 R B 25 ) SE AT 4 2% HassinAl
HavivI®hi 1% 4 S0 7 Ji& %2V & SR K. Alperstein®!
9T T M/M/1 FCFSHERN R Gt AR e A Hon s A
TEMY. SCHRER AR S RIE AR S IR 55 - N A LCFS.

SCHR[70-7218F 5T 1 1 55 9 S 25 D HEBA 52 S )
I 5 2% %€ #r 19] #. Sinha, RangarajflHemachandral’”
WL T RS RGF R TR B E Al . IR 55 R G e 42
TRAE B U ) P35 S R I [R) /N T BRI, 0B (1)
SEA AR (R SRS . SCERIF 7T 1 S R AR
(IR S 27 58 1 5. AfecheflSarhangian!” i 78 1 76
AL MM/ 56 2 HE BN 5 G HR AR 26 2% o 2 HE
P T HE R 2 p SREmS 52 ). SRR BRI e gt
Jei 25 F S EL A B 2. Mandjes!2 58 T AR 45 4E
IR BRI AN B A S 25 R HR BN 5 48 23 il 7 4 B AL
SRR AL PRSI AE LT LS SE 1 SR

M55 HURAE TR Se 20 U S I 7 2 i
50, BFERSS TR A SCATRES) ZEIR A,

X LG B AT LB RN, RS AT LR i 2
ko SR Qi S (PSS e SRS RGNty
R KR, k55 R G RE R & SR A5 2 A A
P, FEX PG UL T RS F 40 77 2 T B He %% (incen-
tive-compatible) ff) 2 /1 SREME . RN He A 1) 5 S i
FIEAML B R G MERE, 1B 7] LS FIE ik 5
LSRR AR R I AR 45 S8 22 a2 U, e RS A
W & 5 B AL 35 G5 1 6 T 3 456 1) 00 5 0 K 5
—

SCHR[60, 73-TT1WF 7T T Sedliat i B Boih He
(incentive compatible) i€ {1 2 % . Ghanem!”?! i LA 57
HE BN GE U e 25 € U [al . SCHRAE 7T 7 AN TRl
FIM/G/1 22 GEAE A RITE B SE IR A B, Bl
A HAEE ZEIR 3% D H bR 2 BRI Sl 2 1 vl /. Sk
WEBH 7 At 2o W s A0 e 20 4 T SRS 2 s v I o
KA TCh JEIR BAS = BB, Rllcp rule. 3R B2 1)
FARTIEIR AR, B IR ST 2, cp ruleRnd%
L c; 0,3 388 TR DIT P BN 8 24K 43 B AR % 2. Dolant™!
E AR I HE AR Y mh {5 35 i 25 5 A AN (] 7 2B 3B il AR
I PR IR 55 B T, 22 SRR B 25 (1) S 38 A 7 A
Sedf. SCHRIE L 1175 T I 25 LS AE R AN U e 2
5E M 3K M. MendelsonfTWhang!®*' £ Mendelson!!> ]
R B AEA BT TT T 2 2RI %% 1R TR 3 25 7€ 1y 7]
FO. STHRB AN [FI SR 1R B 2 HAT AN [ 0 R 45 I )
FEIR A, F A S AR R AN A& 4 M oR 2. SCHR AR BIMY
M/1HERA 2 48 Sicpu rule— 351 55 A0 380 31 25 7 A 3R
W5, I HLAZE Y SFEmE A SE PR R 55 6 18] ) — X Bk £ Kim
HMannino!”>¥;Mendelson A Whang[®V [ 45 & 4 |~
ZEM/G/18E B\ & 4i. Van Mieghem!”81#£Mendelson#ll
Whang Vg [v] SRR b, AL T ™ 38 R A B A R
£, 15 3 A AR 1 TR A 4 € M SR B Gep rule
(generalized cyu rule). Gep rule/& T8 R 47 121 Bx 4E 1B A%
A (marginal delay cost)-5 IR 55 1HE 2 11 TR K2 /M
2% i %% Van Miegheml”"ME 15 7 AR 4% 2 S0 2 AN AT
LI A I 55 2 HEBA R Bt R e 451 SR Bk 7
BTN RS E I BT S5E R, HE BT 551 R
(RFIIEZR ., SCRRB B AE IR A A S5 A7 I TR] PR ™ R 5, )
FH v 4 faf 45 BH A5 7Y (heavy traffic Brownian model)i/t
I3 13 2 Gep rule i B SEIE T N IR A2 € 1 o
B%. Van Mieghem!"8HIE B T 75 ]k 55 £ KB & 11G/G/1
HEBN R Gt, 0 1R A 55 5] [0 47 7 A AT B[] £ SRR,
Gepu rule & HlT S B i 2 5 .

SCHR [79-8 18I 5T 1 d5e KNI (1) 50 il e 25 o A 3
. Lederer FILI7OWIF 78 T 2 AN 2 w456t 2 28 4B IR B
R 2 1) 5 M R R 55 3 s i SR . SRR A
FIARYE cp rule R IR 55 1%, 15 2 B A BUh A A 1 5%
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AR R AL, FIHAEGAEEZAS AL g
B E M DA R & ) B A T SE . Doroudi, Akan,
Harchol Balter®$BUHF 57 7 i 25 S A4 2 i 4248 L IR
2 Z2 40 0] LIS 2] i SR A, AR IM/G/1 HE
A 2 G0 i RV PRI e 25 5 A SRS

Afeche X Mendelson 1) B %47 N RIS T
KRR FRbR PRI 2 2 AL, Afeche! BB Fi 3R
B 20 B SCAT R AE IR BUBFE S DL R IR SS 75 SRAS
FIRSS R G EIEE, M/MY/THERA R Git KT 2 5 1
TR A 25 78— FE SRS AS — 38 S e rule, B0 Ul
S5 R DI B SR AN 2 B /NN 2R 8 1 1 B B R R
A B AIC IR SR R T ¢ 2 TR AR g 2 18] (R AR OG
. — PG UL RS SR B SR 2 25 JE IR BUBR )
ECEL S, T SRS P M ZE IR A PIE S R B (1 AR 5%
T2 5 S 35 R ) o 24+ B 22 1) 2 R Dl S s AR o
2.1 o — Pl Dl i AR R R S 2 BE AL A e S 2,
H 2 Phep rulefH = PINT R 55 . SCHRIEZR BH AN [FH]
A2 2 1] (R AR P DX AN B e T s J 12, 38
MR G ERIFIIHZE KA O, AfecheB3 R FHLHI BT
S XS ) TTEER I T 24 22 SR e IR U B 15
SANTTHE R S5 22 G B, f5e R 8 A« A4S I
[ A1 B SR . SCHRAIERH T e rule NBETS BB KA,
B LR 2 45 A i O B2 7 e s A e, 2EIRE
i oo JE1 25 B A2 45 IS ). Yahalom, Harrison fTKumart®¥!
1E Afeche B2 RITF 7T SE A L, B8 50 A — M IR 45 s
G315 BRECISRE AR BT 43 (1)1 R S 38 B AR BRI, K P AT B
R RARIBNASAT N, 2 H Gep rules2 i K FE
1) I8l Sife 25 5 U SR 1) 2138 6 4% . KattaFl Sthu-
raman 3 15 T A B2 1 IR 55 75 SRAH R, Ass RGude
B 2 MRS S, 7 AL 1 SRR NASFI
TELR 2 NG DL, B R ) e A — R FERILI. ST
HRIE BH PR 1% T B A R TR BEATLHAS — 72 /& e rule. ST
HRES H T e rules B AL R B SREmE R 2% 2F

IR SRS FE AR S e AN T SR R MRS &
e 7 AL S IR 55 A Ik 3 2 Hp 22— FRATRF B B 4
K. RS RGAFNIE IR S5 B2 1288 DL S AH OAF 1B
IF, B 7 BT H Ul He A (1) € SR, I8 TR IS T
A MR R AL TT 5 B R I PR AR S
B2 AT 2%, Bss R GuRR s AT 1) 9t FH 22 HEHE
AL E: SCASTIR) ol Bk =, BITAEBA S A7 BT 7E3C
R, 3X 0] R PR D941 S (auction) B I 1% (bribe-
ry). JUE SCA ) B FH PR A bribe B bid.

SCHR[86-93] B AL 1 il AN HIITE R GUIRASE B 2%k
4R PRI 5 2 S SR Kleinrock BOMEL ¥ i 25 1 HE
AN BB e T 5 S A () 2 FH B A D SR S 2 st
ANHITE RGUIRAE . SRR 21 2 PP SO s 30 1 HE
BAFRI]. GlazerflTHassin®7!, Liu8E 15 il 2 ) ZE 1R 1Y

A AF BAYERS KRG FT A, % DL ME A
N L BR 40 32 ) @8 SCHRAS B 5 1Y) S8 3R RSAS B
P2 SRS Bk, 1230215 30 B0 Se g Ik 45 TR
J&cpu rule. Hassin(® 3R ITE IR 45 I 18] N Fa 500 A (1A
Fe RIS R Girh, 32 A DI SRt A U sl 2
HEBN & 48 A o] W, & St 1) R E BT LA A K A
AfecheFIMendelson® i H T T SUIIREIR AR 45 F45K
38 i 25 WS 2 5 A8 IR AR B AH B O R, 45 H Blep
ruleflR 55 i AR e AR ZHLHI EL G — e A3 B 4L
SRR AN . STHRAS B R A% b B R A
2 Wi a8 B M A& K, & 48 1 {8 2 5. Abhishek,
KashFlKey " VBF 72 T 2114 26 50 ik 55 380 5 A N — M 7
A = H RS 2R GEAE S AL [ E A i BT R TR R
fith b, B SRR A H0 S T7 2. U IR S R 4t
AR AL 78 4% 1 il 55 B2 U EL VR & 7€ 1 SRS 45 21 1Y)
FiiE . 7EBayes Nash ™17 s A, i 25 AR 48 48 358 Bl A
{18 A SR 1R 32 4% ] I Ak B 0 2 A S 114 ) 3
75 2. Doncel 52 FWu B3R B g 6 far 3 AL AT 52
7 DPS(Discriminatory Processor Sharing)HE P\ & 4t
Joics PRI S ) S S

TEIT B2 A A 7= HEBA (make-to-order queue) R 4t H,
A T R A T R R S DR AUE TIUE R b A
THHASE A I (1] (lead-time) P 5€ . Ui k& AN AE A5 B [
RN—AHA B R5E R B bR, @ i A= e o 2
& 2% [ %€ W (pricing), 2245 B [H] (lead-time quotation),
1 J (scheduling) A1 b FE I IR A 7= (expediting) FY) 2R
W%, SCHiR [62-63, 9495178 11X J5 (A8, SoAlISong!
BT T GIG/sTT B R A 7 HEBN R G A2 3 52 A i ) A%
R EFUNLIIR T RIER AR RS HEZR A AT I )42
il 5 W% .. Palaka, Erlebacher 1 Kropp!®> M ¥ Jii 2 1) 4iE
IR AR M FIAS AT I [A) () 2 MR g ok 3, IR 55 R 42
e AR FE A AR MR T TS 524 B T ) 48 1] RAR.
SCHRBIE T 1 S LA AN 18]« 5 A7 AR 5% 3 428 1) SRS
Maglaras!®?/ 2% (& T M/M/1HEBN R Gt 0 2 8% 50 45
SEYT A S A 1 I . SR A ASE 2R S B 1 B
PRI PRSI, 3 I S 4 A8 P SR e i Y B mT
B fAEAS. AR, E M SRS DUDR T RGEE N TR
(aggregate system load); i /& ¢ 1% Zgreedy cp rule,
% 3R W ] DA B /N A R Gt Ik I 4 RF AR, Celik A
Maglaras! Wi 58 7 7542 7= 2 25 7= f FIM/GL/11] 57 82
AP HEBN R G, b 2 2 HT R G DA R iR,
ASF B 1] AT BRAN 45 7 BRI T e 4. SCmRad g™
Bl (approximating diffusion)f5 2| £z 1 5 {1t 1 80 & &
M ASASTE TE] S R ERTIIRAR = S . STHRIE B AR AT
A P SRS 2> AL Se 0 Op 4 e 0 3 S S AT I 1] 2 2R
72 Y, YERE T AL i A 6 AF 1R (relative
backlogs) FH%.

ALl FE5E w4 HEA R G, i i i 1 B
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KUY R G0 RIS, SRR (1) 58 Y~ 455 B[] 5
% T B B WU AR A . Afeche IPablin! TR} 73 1
2 R G0 E I 22 28 S AR R A5 B I RS
AT IS ) 2H 5 00 2 SRS . SRR AR 3] d ORI )
MG 2 0] 22 R SR it [a]— SRR AR 55 SEmg P it
ARSEAST IS 1]\ R 5% SE 3R R AS i A R 2%, 46 SE 3R
AR AL (]S B B 58 =i, Afeche, Baron Al Ker-
nerl>VE T8 il AR 7= R G0, R T R LB IR AR
¢ FH 2 SIE IR A INF 8] FR) BRI 280, Xof 1WA e AN 7 1P R
AANBURR R 225, W 9T 1 S ORI ) 48— g g A
TEWE « J T RRAS ST I [ PR e A A e AN SREms LA
BT S BRAEAR IS TA) R A SR . SCHRRBIT F0 38 W 24
BT HE IR AN 9 FH () AR A RRURR N, TS PRAC AT
[B) F4) 5 Ay 52 ek B ] A A% 1R 5 W 45 3 00 RV .
Plambeck VBT 78 1 iR 35 3 S B FIMUMY 1 BA 32 45
TEBNAS R SEAST I B S5 T RIS s A IR S5 A0
A FEE SR AR Lo ] AZS A B 1) A8 A st ) ER) A1
BT, SO AR S5 3 2 22 S B R Gt i fes. 3.
ik K H 9§ fBl(diffusion approximation) fff 5 1
I S A A IUIHE 2 8 I AL AT ] S . Plambeck !
Bt XA A [E] e SR RS 11 1T . 2 Pid (assemble-to-
order) & 4t, I F I AU BAFE B 78 1 & S R
(R BHAS TE MY, MR 25 3 48 1) R e KA A B[R] SRS Ata
FOIsen S 5 T Al 5% P 2R & FRIMU/ G/ 1 HEBA 5 42 i
I S A0 P SR e 25 Bh A 5 AN NS AT IR [R] 20 S . 3C
FIRABIBE I 25 P A 55 WAL 2 A (], S SR Fe AS A2 58 A5 IR ] )
3 BRI M R ES . SCRR FH AE 3 BR AR A 7 38 R ) R
(1R F, B8 AR = i A (heavy traffic asympt-
otic regime) 1A F1% T S (1)L S A B BN A 78 I FAE
ASF IR [B] SFEES

PSR ZT I HE N R G SR BC L. SCRRE
XF [F) R AIE 78 1 LS 20 K SR . tnt 2 i 2 S Y
(AT ), SCRRZE RS 1 IR S, — MR 48— sEfr
(uniform pricing) #g, (HIE 48— €Y SRIE I A Fefs
Bl R Gt e () S LR, 53— Bl 22 90 7€ A (different-
iated pricing), B X A~ [ 220 fr) i 2 KL ESUAS =) |4 2%
5 R A& AR 5 R 20 Bl i (it Al 55 ) S5 1T 7E
S5 SERAETEA R Gt 2 SO s AR IR A]. 2
i Ay LA H e S KA T A S RS R G R
P, MR35 22 40 75 EE UL THURh e 2 1 E I SRS . 7E
oW aitabn ~, SR AEES € SFBE e rule:
B LS g e 4 B IR Rl A b i 55 Ik 1] 3 22 L
R BB . cp rule P] LA/ IMETHEN R Gi452 IR 55 1)
B () B ER SE R AR, S5 TR X B IR 55 A L BIA A
ERRASTERIHEBN R G plar 00100 T 2k il
FEERESH R HIHE 248, cp rule AN RELRIIE S S ALY
A B SR 11021 HERA 2 G A e S aer A5 X T S p 1
T4 3 75 52 A SR & Gep rule. Hep ruleAs [ () 42,

Gy rules2 2 2% 1 E 5 1. 7EMendelson!! 1%} i %5 4T
NEMBRE T, e rule A — €43 2 5 K HHNE, Lok
HME A FE AR B FEA L T e AL Bo i e, B2

PERN I E G Phep rule S B K Ak 55 izs . 3X 15t

B i /NI 25 1R SE 3R FSAS A I B KA 2R GE R )

PR ZRB2, MRS RGN RE W R, —

SESCERAIE AT T B (0 S AT 9 FH L JLAEBA S H Y

R B AT SR AR S A A HEBA R G B

FERHT, BT SRR TR, 55 4 v AR A SCHR T HEBA Y

2R IS B Il AT

FEAT DR B P HERA R G, ks R SZ A I (1] [7) g ot
BT I, DR LG A2 P A 0T 7 (0 FHAZ A st ) 2H
TGI8 T AT DR AE P A R G AN R 2%, S
R SE K FH A 23T« AR B AU D7 i A, et 2
TS B R TR AN T Y ) 0 B 05 1%, I 48— 1Y
FUHEIA.

3 HEBA 2% B3 E i 1] 2 ) e BT B 5 ik e
(Latest research progress of dynamic pricing
control for queueing networks)

FEBN A 28 7] DL SEvh KB RENLIRST R &%, &
WITHENINES . AFETAE RS HEA R G0 LA S A i A
SR 1 AR A SCHRE B TR0 35 ) B 35 M 6 B0 ) 2
PEF, BT HEBA I 2% (1) Bh 2t 8 A Il fRL AR SOl ST 5%
7 FFJacksonHE B\ X 4% (open Jackson network) 1] 5 25
SE A ) e R, RV 36 R I A Sl i A I 5% i
15 R A HK T4 2l ok 1031,

3.1 a8 HiR (Problem formulation)

2 Fe I 1T 7R 11 T JacksondE BA X 2. {4 1% &
GHMNMRS G, REBEZN. i&)\%éﬁﬂ‘]ﬁ)ﬁ% A
B g0 BATRRATRS €11, 1= 1,20 M. 3 qoi=1:
TEMR 5% 158 IR 5% B 2 LARE 28 g 48 70 e 45 IR 55
87,4,7 =1, , M; B UM E g MRS B IT
ﬁMW%uiﬁfﬂthquﬁ%—%ﬁJ%&

=

(first-come-first-serve). A% G i FIHERA N Z (B FEHEBA
S MNELEYE IR S5 BB 20 FHn kR KR, REHTIRE

M
y\jn = (nlu”' 7nM),>{ji?§§|\E—'Jy‘jS = {’I’LZ Zni

=1
< N} TER AT, T2 il 2 I 1 A 2416 g
1) g G RO, 2ot € [0, U], AhA 1951
o T R M 25 AR JERA 43 7. 5% MR 26 T 3R 7
BRI IR 25 2w PR AN R 43 A PR LE B HLAS B f S
BEHLAS B R S R R, LB f = F B € [u,
). T 0 ph S IR 25 1 AR U 45— R
EAE 2R G5 A A LI ] 7 2 R B o, 7EA IR
AR, BB R A\ 5185 T 2655 1035 B )
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KT PRSI SFAHEE D, A58 B IR S5 i
B 2% p, . B RBZC LI 21 SR S8 5k M 45 S, AR
S A2 5 N IE TE 2 BN RGHZIRSS. AR
An T, HEORBUE
R,=u—p,—v-D,. (1)

AR, > 0, BB 45 45232 I 55, 75 I B T
PRI AT DAE SR 558 ek R B 2,

an:pn_’_U'Dn- ()
?E*ﬁﬁ;i/l T

T R[] D

B <P>—> Bl

i AR E: _Pe

BN
Ky
91 qp, 903
a3
EN i
— || |
T
as

K1 3RS & B JacksonHEBA 25 1) 2 iR &
Fig. 1 An illustrative example of pricing control in a 3-server

Jackson network

FR A T2 R SRR AT 0 7RSS, & 1
RS 2w K T, B, B 4 23 N R4 fERESn
T, BRI HANRFNIME L — F(U,). FILRS
TERE B A R EBEZ N

A = AL~ F(in). 3)

L bepn <u—v - DpBipn > @ — v - Dy I, AH N
() fl 55 W i B (Lt < wBlidty, > 0. F (U, )52 7 3L
FANRIHEE. O 1 RGP L, FHTE L iin N
Uy, = min{max{p, +v - Dy, u},u}. (4)
FIF=1 () 3R 70 A P 138 e K, € CF~1(0)
= ufF~1(1) = a, IS5 B fE 1, BT LS A

A

Up = F71(1 - 7"). 5)

Aty = ulth, BA PN RS, 2G04k
FWERNE. Mu < U, < ub, REIERER T HAL
I 8] PP A R AR S5l s 2 A

x

b(n)=M\, - f; x - %dx. (6)

M55 GitE RN T RS ZE N i g B LA I
B8] 7= A& 1 12 & Al A8 (operating cost) A c(jt; ). 1B &
(i n ) R s BN AR IR PR L. B T 0878 AR AL, &
GEA 75 AT AR (holding cost). A7t A 2 B
TW%E‘J%%HHL A, fERGUIRENT, 176 A
Hv -3 ng, o R —ANEE R R UGB E
-1
SO IR AR 25 W3R 08 2 R R IS B A FIAT-fifh
A, BT XANE N, RAEEREN TSI 2R
AT LA R
M M
) =) S elpi) - S
H FRR|S|-4E f (n) Hgit s, HtneS. A
1, RN RGN ZIFPIRES. (B HERA M 25 2 A2 e 1.
B RGPS oy
n=E{f(n)}= > m(n) f(n)=

nes

1 T
lim — [ f(m)dt, ®)

T—oo T

P (n) 2 RGEREn T IR, XT38 Pk,
E —MNMEXRAL. A 7 ER AR, WS E s
il ) R R 0

Bl 1 ZHASE Mz ) e R A IR
BHE SR B M AR 55 ZRALAT A - 4 il as Bk
TERXRAN P, KBS Py = (Dny Mim : Pn € R, tin
€0,U],i=1,---,M,n€S), 8 ] LA #.'5 ;K P,
= (p, p). TWIETEART, = {TA P, }. BARFKIEH T
gt

Py = argmax{n}. 9)
Poc¥o

FE(6) 1, Mk 55 W 2t % bR BUR e T iRk 55 Wi 2 1
AEL oy, BE T HL T 466 o, AR BB SE AR B [H] D, HHER
SE RIS 18] D, AR HE 5 plip A pa B BRH, 45 1) 7501 9 A
KAR. Ak, MO R () AT & H, Xo(n) KIFL 4
TS ) R A6 15 ) R N A2 % AT I M DA L 4 SR Il
.

N K 10 R AR AL B SRAEIR 1 ) L 3
PR ) R ) SE R T

Bl 2 JHFE W E A (rate setting problem) f&
FEATE FRIEAT R ST T, USRS AH ISR B e
BRI SS RGP 4 e 2 de oK. IX AL
LGSR en

M M

fm) =0b(\,) — z (pin) — v o (10)
FEZAN [, SN e RGUIRES B Bk R RSS2 1)
W5, 5 AP = (A i 2 An € [0, A], ftim €
0,U,i=1---,M,neS8). %Ku& 22 = {fr
1P} BB R RS Py = (N, i) I F
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QL\ / / M /
e W= 5 (03 (i i)

P; = argmax{n}. (11) n]f[ -
nen 2 aulg(noie) = 9(n)] =
]:
[BIF 3 A% ¥ E 17 B (price setting problem) & le(i),.) — c(pim)]}- (15)
1€ A SRS AR N AR AL RGAE &N K o 7 ‘
AR e FETHEAEE TR (14 MR (1S), T F 2 5.

B 7 AR B A 3 A 2 U A 5 T I 2R A5 ) AR
B2 ES . FEIXAN A, RSS2 IR 2 s A
S5 2 AR A SHEBE A2 A% B R GRS LS, 7T LS
Py := (pn i pn € R,m € S). K & 7 [H] 2, =
{FTA P, }. Wik Py T

Py :n(Pe) =n(Pr), K Py e ¥y, (12)

3.2 FEZ R (Main results)

B, UERH T B A e A g i) i) @A T Rk
SE [0 R A% 8 0 0] R DA T 5 {8 ) IR IR BH, AR Sy
SIS FH T 58 3 T I A 5 SR SR 1 L ) 2 ]

3.
PO : maxn(A(p, p), 1),
y2y s
P1: maxn(A, p),
Ap

P2(A, ) : {p : n(p, p) = n(A, p)}.
POFNP (15 AR~ FI kLIS a5 2353l F s Fms 2R
R E SRR 9] PO, P1ATP2 = 2 JAJff 5% £&.

EIL1 5O, pwt) AP S AL, P2\, p)
(i fE Ap*, B4 (p*, w*) HAZAPOR B A M8 F H A0,
= p1-

uE G, E B, = np,. B Q@A (G T E,
SFFPULE ATAT SIS (X, ), 55 5 BIE RN
prlH N2

Pn=F (1= M\JA) —v - D,,. (13)
ZpXITPOSIERIATHY, FtbAngy > np,. 55— 771, %f
TPORUTRE—/ AT HISKES (p, p), FHFIBIAZR
ARG H, ZN FPUZ AT 0, nhy = npo-
WA, = npo-

HW, AEW (p*, w*) REPORI SR AR . (A, p*)
RPN IR, Bn(X, u*) = n5,. HTFp 2&P2(A\,
W) i, AR EP20 52 X, Bn(p*, u*) = n(A*, w*).
Rl n(p*, w*) =np,. HTFZHEEUES T, =
n5,. FAPORIE X HEIHL, (p*, w*) ZPORI AL AR.

EEE,

KT RS R AL O 5T ) 2. 154,
o35 S EE R BN NN, IR R TN
1 o I, RE IR REZE 23 T 1103

0 —n= 3 7 m){(Ny — An) i doilg(ms) —

nes

g(n)] +b(A,) = b(An)}- (14)

EE 2 RN, = (N, o, 0 A,
€0, 4], , €[0,U),i=1,--- ,M,n e S)E T
2

N 2 gt ) — g(m)] +b(N) >

An iqm[gm) — g +b0)  (6)
P

i 3 slg(eiss) — ()] — (i) >

Jj=0
M

Min ZO% l9(n—i+j) —g(n)] — c(pin), (A7)
=

i=1,--- , M,VneS, WLfn >n MEEDL
TE—AVRENIE RSP, T R SR A EH A%
RA16)ZA7)HGRL, HAE D > 1.

YT IR S MRS AT N IE B, 2 BE2E 55
(14 FA5) F 52, 70X B IS T FIIERE.

Eﬂ 3 %Eﬂgpl - ()\nnuli,n : )\n € [07 A}vui,n
c0,U],i=1,---,M,ncS)ZRr4HaMY

A % Goilg (i) — ()] + b(An) >

N, X dulgni) —g(m)] +bO%) a9
il

Him z Glo(—ie)) — g(n)] = clptim) >

M
Wi gqij lg(n_i ) —g(n)] —c(i;,), (19)
J:

XFEP, = (As i = Ay, €10, 4], 454, € 0,U],
i=1,--- MneS8),i=1,--- , MFn € S.

UE - 7o A R — A EREP, = (X, p)ii 2
KA (19), R 2 2, XFTF A KIEP, = (N,
w) €Wy, n > Kk, P

WA P, = (X, p) i S E 2 HOR
W2 A (19). Kk &b FFE— /N IRRE, id N
PP = (A", ph), 13 R18) 5N (19) A W, 5 2
Ui, BDEE—MRE, iIdAn/, 115

A 2 dulg(r) = g(m')] + ) <

M
A ;qm[g(n;» — g +b(Ay)  (20)
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a ~im 2 (7 _
. =l g ), St =
i Zoflij [9(n”; ;) — g(n))] — c(pin) < > m(n)- Sp. (26)
=

M
143 ZO ailg(n’; ;) —g(n))] — (i) Q1)
=

BT R AT UG — AN RIS PE = (A, u?), For
M = Al = s T T AnAR AL =),
[y = i MR E HE2, 7E SRS P (K397 510k
2n? > 0. XSHBEP RIS E. FikiE P,
SRS, BRI E A8 M(19). HIFEE.

BT BRI E B3, 7 SO AR OE i) i
HRSEME P ) S AR SR 1031,

TEAG BB 1 IR BN, RSG5, SR AR
B HEBABIERN AN ps . ER AR Sg Py
T, Mg p;, A H:

pu=F7(1-2%) 0Dy,

o T RIE B 5 F R GR A 4 FEE D,
FUE T HRGREEn I, MRS G2 R
25 TR B2 1) 3 B I ) 1) 25 AR B, Horpd = 1, M
FIW R R S R dm AR S 2R HEBA S5
RN URAE 2R G805 B IR I 2543, 15 1SR
W B, BARSERT S WCk U0 SR 5 Dy,
FME T g H

M
ngm%ﬁ% (23)

TEA BRI, 3 — 0 A T KP4 2k
i FEAN RGN I s DL IR S5 LA Y
K P XA = 3 T B A B T8) REIR Rl A v R AR e AR
% R — A FFJacksonHEPA N 45 RS G M = 2,
BEN =10, B HMEH g0, = 0.3, go2 =0.7, g10 =
0.8, 12 = 0.2, g2 = 0.4, go1 = 0.6. FUE RS
HRMNAE [, ] (5150 70 A1, R SS HELZ BREOND (A, ) =

B, — CX2, Hth: B=u,C = “;AQ. B AR

HON c(in) = 12 S5 N €0, 4], 5%
Win €0,U, Hri=1--- M,neS H#HANRS
B B K

nes. (22

r.= lim l An, - Rp,dt =
T—o0 0
> m(n) - A(n) - (E{ulu > t,} —
nes
Pn — V- Dy). (24)

Hi 55 UL BRI 3 52 SO BN I 25 R GEHIIEE B
A AEREN T, RS R GEHIFRE 2 R BT LS A
M

Sn - )\n *Pn — Z C(Mi,n)- (25)

i=1

S5 HUAA R IYT T 250 R 3

nes
KRR T AR T B AErE, v Fn*. 7T LUy,
r Ay A o LD, I BAERE— Do R, ri e
ATy, R RT DA 21 24 0 (1) B A7 B ] E R R
AvB/INGF, R EAEE S Es AR R, Al ai Al
AR S5 HURA R AR 0 238 K X 158 B O S5 455 RO B2 5o
55 KRG TR 255 A A, IR SS AU R
EHE A 850 it B AR 2 B 3R AR, $R A — N7 3 1
NS g A5, $2 i O S5 A5 I 25 () LU A3 St 36 1
—HJIEE “Mf e —M3EME” (patience is a virtue).

£ 1 ERKFAP: T, REVAM & 49 FE T
()R EHA GG H A (r), Fe-F 3 iRl
M), B=10,C=1,4=4U=6
Table 1 Average profits of customers (7), service
provider (7)), and the average social
welfare (n*) produced by optimal policy
under different v, B = 10, C = 1,

A=4,U=6

v ré s n*

0.1 7.25 5.37 12.63
0.3 6.97 4.66 11.63
0.5 6.62 4.17 10.79
1.0 5.78 3.42 9.19
2.0 4.55 2.53 7.08
5.0 2.46 1.19 3.66

4 2455 ¥ (Summary and prospect)

AR HERA 22 G0 5 U128 1 Mg o N AS e A 3R
W« B2 T8 M WS RN S 28 I SRS 34T 73R, Frp
W U e 2 5 A5 AN Bl 25 5 e SR P SCHR VA B 5652.3 45
A EN TGN, B G BN T Ve ET X HEA M
28 ENZS TE M I BT FC R . AR HEA B () 55
JPE L b A 75 T S T 28 A3k 7 N4 B, 7 0K s ki
HH I IZ A AR SR PE SR 0 2R, B g k2. XK
FRETLLE H, K0 7 HEBA 22 50 52 4/ SRS 15
FREE HH 7E a7 B T R R HERN R 48, BT 70 A e A S
(R SCRR BRI 22 T-WF AU Bh A4S SE A SEmE R SCHR. 47X
KR 5 Z BRI SCHREEE, XTHERN R 50 i i 7T
HUN R SR R,

U (AT A 2 T o KRB 1) S5 s R )
SEAN SRS, B T BB N E A ) s SR, DA SO
58T B AL IR (R AT N S A S R B S
Hk (20175 R T B KU (4T A B EL R USCER, I %5
WS L SR R b N il = NN OE b R ST 5 i N o
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3 FOAT AN B AR IR R HE AT T I 55 R 48, 38
AEB BT, e FEIE N RGN R DL K 4 R 5t
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& 2 AFSCHEIA R AR A2 ] 69 KA Uk &

Table 2 A classification of representative literature on pricing control for queueing systems

HFRAR AN M Sfees BhASE SR
M/M/1 [4.10,13-14,18,20,25,33-35,64,67-69, 89, 95] [40](f& f1fif) [1,43-45,56,86]

M/M/1 2 i g SR HERN

(multi-class queue)

[1,24,28-30,32,71-72,82-85,97] [93](f=i 71 fr)

[1,48-49,57,60]

M/M/s [7,87-88] [42]
M/M/s 2 i ZRHERA [22,24] [39] [46-47]
M/M/oo [38,75]
M/D/1 £ BE AR [58](f= fitfar)
M/D/s [19]
M/G/1 [8-9,21,66,70,73)
M/G/1 2 BE AR [27,79,81] [92)(&i fiifar)
M/G/s 2B IHERA [24]
M/G/co [26]
G/M/1 [5,12,89]
G/M/s [6]
G/G/1 [16-17,76,90]
G/G/1 Z I ITIHEBA [77]
G/G/s [10,15,99] [91]
G/Gloo [91]
G/D/1 [59,74]
G/D/1 Z AR [59]
HERA 254 [52] [51-55,103]
B (diffusion model) [41] [63,98]
A B 7 (Brownian model) (84]
VAR (fluid model) [61] (62]
HEZNRE G FREMHE T, )RS EKM  BARSH, SIEEMKAFEPREA NS RS R =R,

SERIRSS B BB, B AR e KA i et i
6. WHRMEIZEI LY AW . 5818 ATHRBE

B % B R A IS B PRI 3R SR . 525 IR SS & i
P& I 55 TE48 E MR %S & A IS OL R, A
855 G B R RIERI . 1E5525 R, Bk R d i )
7 £ A ) SR R S L T X AN T U BA A 81, STk
[LO9THIF 78 T HR 55 5 AT LL ¥ & M #% 15 0 F ¥ Bertrand
I i (RS SE 4 IR S5 & ] UL BIA R AE LR 1)
Cournot ¥ i »5.(T7 37 13 %0 5% ). SCHR [110-111] A1
[112] 43525 R 1 0 35 (1) S SR AR e 458203 A1 FRI B AL
A B FH B BB L T 1) 38 4 ) .

RS RGBS 5 RS R S DA% TRk

A DA 1 R S R T R 55 AR G 1 VT U I8 IA I ]
(promised delivery time, PDT) 1] A 5 F ) 55 45 1 (7]
I, Jo51 25 R A 51 BBUR A (quote-sensitive) B R
25 WG R FH Jaoi - () B A Sf e o AL AT B () SRS . 575 g
A AT () B ) SOk, R ADECCIRE LS T Tk
A AST N TR0 A 2 T B S S PR 52 e DA B AR R T 528 A5 B
[ 5 A S L1131,

%5 Z G R AL REIR AT B2 R U R 5K 7
5 R e ] VR 2405 5, & k%S &R
GERIRAOET RZGUIRESE B R, k%S R R0 5
B T 2 5K 3 5 10 JI01 50 75 e 300 A2 PR 1% 2645 B, STk
(1141 FTELAS T ANRTRR S 35050 T 0 LA A 58 4 ] WLl 17
BRI R AR RGE A& SCER (11519
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