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ABSTRACT: An inventory model with different deterioration rates under exponential demand with inflation
and permissible delay in payments is developed. Holding cost is taken as linear function of time. Shortages are
allowed. Numerical examples are provided to illustrate the model and sensitivity analysis is also carried out for
parameters.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Inventory problems for deterioration items have been studied extensively by many researchers from
time to time. Research in this area started with the work of Whitin [21], who considered fashion goods
deteriorating at the end of prescribed storage period. Ghar and Schrader [5] developed an inventory model with
a constant rate of deterioration. Shah and Jaiswal [14] considered an order level inventory model for items
deteriorating at a constant rate. Alfares [2] developed an inventory model with a stock level demand rate and a
variable holding cost with the assumption that holding cost increases with time spent in storage. The related
work are found in (Nahmias [11], Raffat [13], Goyal and Giri [7]).

Buzacott [3] developed the first economic order quantity model by considering inflationary effects into
account. Su et al. [17] developed model under inflation for stock dependent consumption rate and exponential
decay. Moon et al. [10] developed models for ameliorating / deteriorating items with time varying demand
pattern over a finite planning horizon taking into account the effects of inflation and time value of money. An
inventory model for stock dependent consumption and permissible delay in payment under inflationary
conditions was developed by Liao et al. [8]. Singh [16] developed an EOQ model with linear demand and
permissible delay in payments. The effect of inflation and time value of money were also taken into account.

In classical inventory model, it is assumed that a supplier must be paid for items as and when the
customer receives the items. But in actual practice, many times the supplier allows credit for some fixed time
period in settling the payment for the product and is not charged any interest from the customer for that
specified period. But if he pays beyond that specified period, then the interest will be charged. Goyal [6]
developed an EOQ model under the conditions of permissible delay in payments. Mandal and Phaujdar [9]
extended this issue by considering the interest earned from the sales revenue. Aggarwal and Jaggi [1] extended
Goyal’s model to the case of deterioration. Chang [4] developed mathematical model to determine an optimal
ordering policy under permissible delay of payment and/ or cash discount for the customer. Shah [15] derived an
inventory model by assuming constant rate of deterioration of units in an inventory, time value of money under
the conditions of permissible delay in payments. Tripathy and Misra [19] extended Jaggi and Aggrwal’s model
to allow for a time dependent demand rate. Teng et al. [18] developed EOQ model with trade credit financing
for non-decreasing demand. Tripathy [20] developed an EOQ model for items with an exponential demand rate
under permissible delay in payment and shortages. Patel and Patel [12] developed an eoq model with shortages,
linear demand, time varying holding cost under permissible delay in payments.

Inventory models for non-instantaneous deteriorating items have been an object of study for a long
time. Generally the products are such that there is no deterioration initially. After certain time deterioration
starts and again after certain time the rate of deterioration increases with time. Here we have used such a
concept and developed the deteriorating items inventory models.

In this paper we have developed an inventory model with different deterioration rates for the cycle time
and exponential demand under time varying holding cost and permissible delay in payment. Shortages are
allowed. Numerical example is provided to illustrate the model and sensitivity analysis of the optimal solutions
for major parameters is also carried out.
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II. NOTATIONS AND ASSUMPTIONS

The following notations are used for the development of the model:

NOTATIONS:
D(t) : Demand is an exponential function of time t (ae™, a>0,  0<b<1)

A
c

: Replenishment cost per order
: Purchasing cost per unit
: Selling price per unit

p
h(t) : x+yt, Inventory variable holding cost per unit excluding interest charges

C2

Q
Q.
0

ot
b

: Shortage cost per unit

: Permissible period of delay in settling the accounts with the supplier
: Length of inventory cycle

. Interest earned per year

. Interest paid in stocks per year

. Inflation rate

: Inventory level at any instant of time t, 0 <t<T
: Order quantity

: Order quantity initially

: Quantity of shortages

: Deterioration rate during p; <t < pp, 0<6<1

: Deterioration rate during , p, <t <tp, 0< 6<1

: Total relevant profit per unit time.

ASSUMPTIONS:

The following assumptions are considered for the development of the model.
The demand of the product is declining as an exponential function of time.
Replenishment rate is infinite and instantaneous.
Lead time is zero.
Shortages are allowed and completely backlogged.
Deteriorated units neither be repaired nor replaced during the cycle time.
During the time, the account is not settled; generated sales revenue is deposited in an interest bearing
account. At the end of the credit period, the account is settled as well as the buyer pays off all units sold and
starts paying for the interest charges on the items in stocks.

I11. THE MATHEMATICAL MODEL AND ANALYSIS

Let I(t) be the inventory at time t (0 <t < T) as shown in figure.

Figure 1

The differential equations which describes the instantaneous states of I(t) over the period (0, T) are given by :

dit
()=_aem1 o<ts<y,

dt

(1)
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di(t) bt

+ 0I(t) = - ae , p, <t<p,
dt
(@)
di(t

©, Bti(t) = - ac™, p, <t<t
dt
3)
di(t
dt
4)

with initial conditions 1(0) = Qy, I(iy) = Sy, I(to) =0, I(T) = -Q,.
Solutions of these equations are given by:

()= Q, -a(t+ ibtz),
2

(5)

1) = a(n, -t)+ S [1+0(n, -1)]

(6)

O = 8] (100 206 € )+ T0(8) 200 (1, =) To0r” ()
(7)

I(t) = aL(tO—t)+§b(t2 tz)]

®)

(by neglecting higher powers of 0)

From equation (5), putting t = puz, we have

( 1 )
Q,=S,+alp, + —byu, |

SRR
(9)
From equations (6) and (7), putting t = p,, we have
W) =a(n, -n,)+ S, [1+0(n, -n,)] (10)

2 2

r 1 1 1 1 1
I(w,) = at(to - u2)+;b(t§- Hi)*ge(ti-ui)- ;eui(to -”2)'Zbeu2(to' ui)J-

(11)
So from equations (10) and (11), we get
a [ 1 2 2 1 3 sy 1 2 1 2,,2 2 1
S = (Lo ~my) + bty -y ) 0ty -y ) - =0, (g -iy, ) - b0, (to-p ) - (ke ) (12)
[1+9(u1-u2)]t( bt Al )50l ) (tom2)( )J

Putting value of S; from equation (12) into equation (9), we have

a |— 1 2 2 1 3 3 1 2 1 2 2 2 —‘ ( l 2\
= - - - - - = )= ) (u.- i (1
Q. [1+e(u1—uz)]t(t“ R A S R O R AL R O Wo) |7 Mt oM (
3)
Putting t = T in equation (8), we have
Q, = a[(T-t0)+£b(T2-té)]. (14)
2

Using (13) in (5), we have

R (R R T 1
| 2 6 | +a (ul-t)+—b(uf-tz) (15)
Hoo, L-;Gui(to '“2)_Zbep‘§(ti_uz)_(ul_HZ)J

Using (12) in (6), we have
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[1+9(u -t)]|'

)z —— =+ °=
[1+0 (n,-n,)] L

(to ”2 + ib(to'uz)Jr ie(tZ'uz)'ie}’li (to'uz)'ibeui (té'ui)'(ul'uz)}+a (ul_t)
6 2 4

(16)

Based on the assumptions and descriptions of the model, the total annual relevant profit (), include the
following elements:
(i) Ordering cost (OC) = A
(17)
(i) Holding cost (HC) is given by

‘D

HC = J‘(x+yt)|(t)e

0

R(

My Mo to

= I(x+yt)|(t)e"“dt+j (x+yt)I(t)e T'dt+ [ (x+ypite Rt
My [T

= iyRab s i(-l( -Rx)ab + Ra\ N

o 2% 4L > y y )H;

( ( 1 ( 1 o1 N 1 2 s AN

I \ La(tﬁ o*uz)+*9(tofuz)f*9u2(tofuz)f*beuz(tofuz)fulh\I

1] 1 | 1+0(n, -1y) 6 2 4 [ s
+ -7xab-(y-Rx)a-yR‘ | M

3 2 +a( +£b 2

t [relmr g )

1 1 B D I R N GRE IPR R R I
= _ - =0 (t2- -=0 - -=bo - - b

3 l+9(p] uz)LaLtD+2 (t H2)+6 (to-nz) S ome (toowy) -7 wy (te-nz) ”‘JJ+3L“‘+2 "y “u,

N
1 (3(104.1 07H§)+%e(tzfpi)—§6p§(tofuz)f%bepi(ti—pi)—p]]}+ a{ler%buf]Jul
A\
)

+ X

[a(R)(
xa+ (y-Rx
p
ETTPRETN}

1+0 (1, - 1y)

1 ( 1 1 1 \
_ZyRL»mtatt(#;b(tﬁ-;@)Jrge(tz-p e Op. (to- bep;(ti—pi)—ulJ
ER

( 1 (e 1 1 1 1
(y-Rx )L mta(to+;b(t§-u§)+;6(tz—uz)—;9ui(to—uz)—zbeui(ti-pi)-},Ll

w\»—\

( 1 ( ( 1 2 2 1 s sy 1 2 1 2 .2 2 3\
R|—— ] a(1+6 t,.+—b(t - +—0(t_ - -—0 t, - -—bo to - -
-y L1+0(uj HZ)L ( u,)Lu 3 (to-n3) p (to-n3) 3 wa(ty-n,) " wi(th-nl) u1J

1 (

3 3

x[ +9(H1_HZ)Lae[tn+§b(t§fH§)+§e(tofuz) iep (to-m,)- beu to-nl)-n, ]aJ

N\»—‘

3 3

(

Ll

|

|

( \
| |
- |
‘+( (%(a(l+6u )(t +lb(t2—p2)+l6(t -n )—iepz(t -u, ) - bep ( 2—}42)—}4 \\+au \l
L Ll‘re(u,—uz)L 1Lo 3 om B2 )t 0 (tomm; )= 0m;, oM, JJJ 1U
(

|

|

|

|

|

\

( 1 ( (1 1 1, T, L, )
XL o (n, uz)La(1+6H1)Lto+2b( - u, )+66( )-2sz(to-uz)-4b6pz(to-uz)-ulU-aJ

l\.)||—‘

)
|
|

( ( (1 1 1 1 N \‘
+(y- RX)L La(l+epl)tto+;b(té— p§)+ge(t2-ui)-;ep§(to-u2)-Zbeui(té-ui)- MHHWIJJ

140 (0, - ny)

( ( ( 1 0 ooyt s oy 1, 1 20,2 2 ) )
X [ a (10 )|t F bty ) O (gm0, (g, ) - bO, (topy )i | Fapy [k,
L1+e( Z)L ( )L 2 ( ) 6 (2 2 (o) 4 (tew2) U J
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-
+
=
—
=
-
'
=
~
—
/T

1 1)
b-—0t, - —bStOJJrRx-y
2

2
1 1
\-yR(t + —bt’ + —et;j

o w

}téerLto + ibté + ietzjto
2 6 (18)

B

)

1/ ( ), 1 1 ,)
+— -x+(y-Rx)Lt + —bt + —et J u2+x t + —bt + —et Jpz
2| ) 6 )
(by neglecting higher powers of 6 and R)

(iii) Deterioration cost (DC) is given by

(' o 3
DC = cUeI(t)e'R'dt + Ieu(t)e‘”‘dtJ

My Ha

( 1 ( (1 1 1 1 )
—mLaeLt0+;b(t§- p;)JrgG(tz—pz)—;Gu;(to—pz)—zbeui(té-ui)— B, J—a

( ( 1 3 1 2 1 2/.2 2 \
s a0 |ty —=b(ty-p, )t =0t -p, )-—O0p, (ty-p, )-—bOp, (to-py )1y |-
rymct i (e U R A G e TH O R L TH YRR
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| 3
} |
} ( ( [ 1 2 1 1 1 , , , \\ \I
L_R tmLa(heul)Ltw;b(to' u2)+ge(tf’-”z)-;epz(tﬂ'”z)'zbe“z(to-uz)- “1M+a“1h

(

|

|

|

11 1 1 i( 1 1

+ —(-—b-—etu - —bet§+R\tg+— -I-R(to + =btl o+ —etz\ t
a2 Jera T e

(1 . 1 A S S T T D (1 ) )
=-c,| —ab(T -t,)+—|aR -—ab |(T’-t,)+—| -a| t,+—bt, [R-a (T -t,) +a| t,+—bt, |(T-t,)|(20)
Uy et (L ey B KAl Bl (R R RS (U
(iv) sr = p|(J'aeb‘e'R‘dt\| = p(-labRT3+£(- aR+ab)T2+aT\ (21)
o ) L 3 2 J

To determine the interest earned, there will be two cases i.e.

case I: (0SM<T) and case II: (0< T<M).

Case I: (0SM<T): In this case the retailer can earn interest on revenue generated from the sales up to M.
Although, he has to settle the accounts at M, for that he has to arrange money at some specified rate of interest
in order to get his remaining stocks financed for the period M to T.

(v) Interest earned per cycle:

™M

IE, = pl, I ae’te ™'dt

1
0

1L Labrme l( R+ab)M’ L am
=pl, | -—a + —(-aR+a + —a
[ 3 J

(22)
Case II: (0 <T < M):
In this case, the retailer earns interest on the sales revenue up to the permissible delay period. So
(vi) Interest earned up to the permissible delay period is:

[t 1

IE;=p1, | j'ael" te™dt +a (L +bt,)t, (M -t,)|

4 1 3 1 2 —|
abRt, + g(-aR +ab)t + ;at0 +a(l+bt )t (M -tO)J

)

- ,,.{_

(23)

To determine the interest payable, there will be four cases i.e.

Case I: (0<M<p,):

(vii) Interest payable per cycle for the inventory not sold after the due period M is
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IPy = clpj I(t)e 'dt

(u, [T T \
=cl, U I(tye ®'dt + [ 1(t)e 'dt + [ |(t)e'”‘dtJ
(1 . 1/( )
|—Rabp1 + —| -—ab + Ra |u |
| 8 3L 2 J |
| |
N R G T : . ) AN
:clpi+;LaRLl+e o n )LaLtD+—b(tD , )+—9( ”z) Ou, (to-n,)- bep. t p. p,ljJJra +—bu1}JJul i
| P |
| 1 ( 1 ( |
t,+ —b =0 ’ O’ bo ~b
i B oo S o o[ o |
(1 3
| =RabM‘ + —|-=ab + Ra [M° |
| 8 L J |
\ |
1( ( 1 ( 2 1 2,2 2 \ 2 \\ 2
.up} + ;L a-R L“e( . )La(t0+—b(to s )+ =0 (t;-n )-;epz(to w,) bepz(to-pz)-plh+ aLp1+;bp1}JJM i
\ ’ |
‘+ ! t +—b(t + 9 N op’(t lbe 2(t7p? M\+ + b’ M |
a l - - i ) el
L o0, uz)t K (to-n3)+ —0(to-n3)-—0u; (t,-n,) p s (toony) o J ° | | J
( ( 1 2 2 3 l 2 2 2 \\\ 3 \
I-;RLaMG( : )LaQLtOJF_b(tO o )+ =0t uz)-Zeuz(touz) bepz(topz)pljjjpz I
I ( 1 ( 1 A 3 I
| - a0 | ty+ = (tg-p )+ =0 (tg- 15 )-—0u; (t,-p,)-—bOw; (tgon;)-n, |
i 1] 1+0(n HZ)L L ( ) ( ) 2 ( ) ( ) U \ Zi
+C|p| + ;‘ ( \‘“2|
| ' R|a a(1+0 t + bt22+£9t33—62t bop? (t2-p? n |
| L L Ky l+9(},l m )L ( HI)L 0 (0 p'2) 6 (0 }12) p‘z( 0 “z) uz( 0 uz) ulJJJJ |
| . . |
i+au Shrveymumn b K b(to- )+ =0(tg-n3)-—0u; (toom,)-—bOw; (to-n3) s | }
{ o )
( ( ) )
-%Rt-a.lJre( 1 uz)[ae[toJr%b(t; “§)+_9<tz pz) =0, (ty-n,) beuz(ti p.z) ul}]Juf }
} ( 1 [ ( 1 A 3 }
| -a- a0 | ty+ = (tg-uy )+ =0 (tg-n ) - —0ug (to-p,)-—bOu; (tgon;)-n, |
} 1] 1+0 (p, “z)L L ( ) ( ) 2 ( ) ( ) JJ | 2}
-CIp +—| |1,
| 2| ( 1 2 2 3 3 2,2 2 \\\| |
} L RLa“ﬁ— 1+0 (4, - p )La(l-"eul)tto*—_b(to'“2)+_e(to'”z) _euz(to'”z) bep‘z(to'uz) H1JJJJ }
| 1 1 \\ |
} +auf+1+e(u : )La(HWl)ultto* b(to-s )+ =0 (o3 )-—0m} (ton,)-—bOng (t5n7) ) | }
\ Lo J
|(- L rooet + X Lyo iRe\tﬂ i(ie R(-ib ~0t fbetzwt“ \\
| 24 ’ L 3 J ’ 4L3 L 2 ! °U 0 ‘
+c|pa| ‘
L+ %{%b Eet Zbetz +R)t2+ %{1 R[t + ;bt + getznti+ e+ %btz + %et:J
(1 . 1(1 1Y, 1(1 (1 A )
| - —RbOpS + —[ =b - —RO [ui+ = =0 -R|-—b-=0t, - —bot’ | [u® |
| 24 5(4 3 J 4L3 L 2 U |
clpa‘ | (24)
11 1 1o, N, 1 1o, 1 )N, 1, 3
L 3L_2b S0t - by, +RJpz+ ZL-I-RLt £ bt GetOUMZHOuZ + =btlu, + StopZJ
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Case II: (,<M<p,):

(viii) 1P, = cl, | I(tye ®'dt

[+ . t . 3\
=cl, I 1(t)e™'dt + f 1(t)e ™' dt
M W,
(1 ( 1 M) 3
|- —R|-a af| t +—b(tz u2)+ G(ts—ug) Guz(t - )——beuz(t2 pz) u pe |
| 3 L 1+9(”1 uZ)L LO 0 2 0 2 2 0 2 2 0 2 IJJJ 2 ‘
| \
( 1 ( 1 1 N 3
I | -a- La%tﬁ—b(ti 1)+ =0 (tgng ) - = 0w (t,u,) beuﬁ(ti-ui)-ulU | }
| 1] 146 (n, -1,) 2 [, ‘
:c|p|+ —‘ |p2 ‘
2\ ( 1 2 2 3 202 2 \\\|
| R|am,+ La(l+9p1)tt + b (to-my )+ —0(tg-u;)-=0u; (t,-n,)-—bou; (t5-u;) plU \
| L l+9(p.l '“2) J ‘
| \
| 1 1 1 1 \
O La(1+9u1)uzLto+—b(t§-ui)+—9(t3- 2) -0 (tm, ) - = 0w (Lo ), J |
\ 1+6(p1 ”z) 2 }
(1 ( 1 ( 1 W)
-cl |-=R|-a- a0t +=b (i )+ =0(td-pd)-Zopl(t -p,)-—bop(ti-p?)-n M°®
pL 3 L 1+6(H1'H2)L Lo (o 2) (0 2) z(o 2) 4 2(0 2) 1JJJ J
([ 1 (1 1 1 1 AN Yoo
|| e Laektﬁ—b(ti-u§)+—9(ti-u§)-—9u§(to-uz)-—beui(tﬁ-ui)-ulU |
| 1] 1+0 (u, - n1,) 2 6 2 4 ‘le
[ M
_cl ‘2| R( ; 140 b (i) =0 ()0 pou? (120’ \\\‘ |
¢y Lauﬁ La( ul)Lto (tomtg )+ =0 (tgmy )= =0 (toou,)-—bou, (t,-u,) um |
‘ L l+9(u1—p2) J |
‘ 1 ( 2 2 3 3 2 2 2 2 \\ |
+ap, M+ La(HGM )MLto+—b(to-Mz)+—9(to My )= =0, (t-n, ) -—b8u, (t,-u, ) MU
1+9(p1—p2)
( )
| - —Rbot; + 1{ibe iRB]tZ + i(ie RL Ly -ieto - ibeténtg \
504 3 4|3 2 2 4
ol |
+ y—ib -iet'J - ibeté +R\tz + l(»I-R(to + ibtg + £etz\\t; i+ ibtz + iet:
3L 2 2 4 J ZL L 2 6 U 2 6
\( ! Roou® + = Lpo 1R9\5+1(19 R{-Zo-Lor, - Zooet | ut \\
— - = — — = -—b-—0t - —bot
Ll 2q L4 3 JHZ 4L3 Lz 2 " 4 °UHZ |
C pa‘ ‘
1{ 2 \ 3 1( ( 1 2 1 3\\ 2 1 2 1 3
+ —|-—b-—0t, - —bot, +R + —|-1-R|t, + —bt, + —0t +top, + —btop, + —0t
L 3L 2 2 0 0 JHZ ZL LD 2 0 6 OJJHZ 0“2 2 OHZ 6 OHZJ
(25)

Case III: (n<M<ty):

t

(ix) 1Pz = prJ‘ 1(t)e ®'dt

( 1 1(1 1 1 3 3
| - —RbOt, + =] —b0 - —Re\t:-*- = -0 R(-—b =0t, —bGtﬁ\ t |
| 24 5L4 3 J 4L3 L 2 2 4 JJ |
+c|pa‘ |
1/ 1 1 1 1( 1 1 3 1
+ —(-—b —0t, - —bot +R\tz + = -1-R(t0 + =bt, + —etz\ 2 +to+ —bt: + =0t
3t 2 2 4 ) 2( L 2 6 U 2 6
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(1 s 1(1 1 oYy ,oaf 1 (1 AR 3
| - —RbOM +—| —b6-—RO |[M "+ — -R|-— -—9t -—b9t |
ol 24 5L4 3 J L Lz U |
N A T T, ) ( 1 N |
+ —|-—b-—0t, - —bOt; +R |M '+ Z1-1-R ty + —bt + —et M +tM+ —bt M + —StM
[ 53 go oot ot S| J) J
(26)
Case IV: (t,:<M<T):
(X)IP,=0
(27)

The total profit (m;), i=1,2,3 and 4 during a cycle consisted of the following:
ni:l[SR—OC—HC—DC—SC—IP|+IEI] (28)
T

Substituting values from equations (17) to (27) in equation (28), we get total profit per unit. Putting ;= vty and
Mo= V»ty in equation (28), we get profit in terms of ty and T for the four cases will be as under:

1

m, = —[SR-0C -HC -DC -SC -1IP, + IE ]
T

(29)
1

m,= —[SR-0C-HC-DC -SC -IP, + IE,]
T

(30)
1

n, = —[SR-OC-HC-DC -SC -1IP, + IE,]
T

(31)
1

m, = —[SR-0C-HC-DC -S8C -1P, +IE,]
T

4

(32)
The optimal value of t;* and T* (say), which maximizes x; can be obtained by solving equation (29), (30), (31)
and (32) by differentiating it with respect to t, and T and equate it to zero, we have
o 0T, T) 0 om (t,, T)
ot oT

0

=0, i=1,2,3/4

(33)
provided it satisfies the condition
a'm, (t,, T) <o, o%m, (t,,T) . and [o%n (1. ) IT 0%, (1, ) T Fazni(to,T)Tz

2 ! | 2 | 2 |

oT L ot JL oT ] lL ot 0T |

>0, i=1,2,3,4.

2
0

ot
(34)

IV. NUMERICAL EXAMPLES
Case I: Considering A= Rs.100, a = 500, b=0.05, c=Rs. 25, p= Rs. 40, 8=0.05, x = Rs. 5, y=0.05, ¢, = Rs. 8§,
v1=0.30, v,=0.50, R = 0.06, le = 0.12, Ip = 0.15, M = 0.01 in appropriate units. The optimal value of ty* =
0.1316, T* =0.2860, Profit*= Rs. 19313.5824 and optimum order quantity Q* = 144.0534.
Case Il: Considering A= Rs.100, a = 500, b=0.05, c=Rs. 25, p= Rs. 40, 6=0.05, x = Rs. 5, y=0.05, ¢, = Rs. 8,
v;,=0.30, v,=0.50, R = 0.06, le = 0.12, Ip = 0.15, M = 0.07 in appropriate units. The optimal value of ty* =
0.1394, T* = 0.2845, Profit*= Rs. 19351.4866 and optimum order quantity Q* = 143.2969.
Case Ill: Considering A= Rs.100, a = 500, b=0.05, c=Rs. 25, p= Rs. 40, 6=0.05, x = Rs. 5, y=0.05, ¢; = Rs. 8,
v;,=0.30, v,=0.50, R = 0.06, le = 0.12, Ip = 0.15, M = 0.10 in appropriate units. The optimal value of to* =
0.1477, T* =0.2796, Profit*= Rs. 19406.1798 and optimum order quantity Q* = 140.8170.
Case 1V: Considering A= Rs.100, a = 500, b=0.05, c=Rs. 25, p= Rs. 40, 6=0.05, x = Rs. 5, y=0.05, ¢, = Rs. 8,
v1=0.30, v,=0.50, R = 0.06, le = 0.12, Ip = 0.15, M = 0.37 in appropriate units. The optimal value of ty* =
0.2952, T* =0.3691, Profit*= Rs. 19617.6820 and optimum order quantity Q* = 186.4403.

The second order conditions given in equation (34) are also satisfied.
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Case IV
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V. SENSITIVITY ANALYSIS
On the basis of the data given in example above we have studied the sensitivity analysis by changing
the following parameters one at a time and keeping the rest fixed.

Table 1
Sensitivity Analysis
Case I: (0 <t<p,)

Parameter % 1o T Profit Q
+20% 0.1204 0.2614 23249.3671 157.8956
a +10% 0.1256 0.2729 21280.7234 151.1498
-10% 0.1385 0.3013 17348.1761 136.6374
-20% 0.1467 0.3194 15384.8028 128.8115
+20% 0.1222 0.2805 19299.3605 141.2599
% +10% 0.1267 0.2832 19306.2432 142.6311
-10% 0.1368 0.2891 19321.4263 145.6284
-20% 0.1425 0.2925 19329.8299 147.3563
+20% 0.1296 0.2849 19310.7420 143.5066
0 +10% 0.1306 0.2854 19312.1531 143.7551
-10% 0.1325 0.2866 19315.0303 144.3515
-20% 0.1336 0.2872 19316.4970 144.6495
+20% 0.1438 0.3130 19246.8152 157.7622
A +10% 0.1378 0.2998 19279.4475 151.0577
-10% 0.1250 0.2715 19349.4520 136.6991
-20% 0.1180 0.2561 19387.3547 128.8943
+20% 0.1320 0.2860 19315.3561 144.0536
M +10% 0.1317 0.2860 19314.4677 144.0535
-10% 0.1314 0.2860 19312.7004 144.0533
-20% 0.1312 0.2861 19311.8216 144.0532
+20% 0.1257 0.2729 19279.8224 137.4090
+10% 0.1285 0.2792 19296.5026 140.6038
R -10% 0.1349 0.2934 19331.0918 147.8088
-20% 0.1384 0.3013 19349.0646 151.8193
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Table 2
Sensitivity Analysis
Case II: (uy <t<p,

Parameter % to T Profit Q
+20% 0.1281 0.2596 23295.2841 156.8059
a +10% 0.1334 0.2712 21322.6202 150.2064
-10% 0.1463 0.2999 17382.1165 136.0019
-20% 0.1545 0.3180 15414.8097 128.2464
+20% 0.1296 0.2791 19335.4253 140.5537
« +10% 0.1343 0.2817 19343.2031 141.8743
-10% 0.1448 0.2876 19360.3281 144.8721
-20% 0.1508 0.2909 19369.7873 146.5494
+20% 0.1373 0.2834 19348.2818 142.7523
0 +10% 0.1383 0.2839 19349.8742 142.9990
-10% 0.1404 0.2851 19353.1196 143.5942
-20% 0.1414 0.2857 19354.7734 143.8913
+20% 0.1516 0.3116 19284.3927 157.0558
A +10% 0.1456 0.2984 19317.1770 150.3516
-10% 0.1327 0.2699 19387.5599 135.3516
-20% 0.1257 0.2544 19425.7044 128.0370
+20% 0.1411 0.2838 19361.7668 142.9428
M +10% 0.1403 0.2842 19356.5862 143.1452
-10% 0.1384 0.2848 19346.4677 143.4485
-20% 0.1375 0.2851 19341.5292 143.6001
+20% 0.1335 0.2714 19317.9093 136.6527
+10% 0.1363 0.2778 19334.4994 139.8981
R -10% 0.1426 0.2918 19368.9008 147.0012
-20% 0.1461 0.2996 19386.7758 150.9609
Table 3
Sensitivity Analysis
Case III: (n, <t<t,
Parameter % 1o T Profit Q
+20% 0.1362 0.2542 23362.3415 153.5293
a +10% 0.1416 0.2661 21383.4491 147.3686
-10% 0.1548 0.2952 17430.7703 133.8601
-20% 0.1631 0.3137 15457.5251 126.5036
+20% 0.1376 0.2744 19387.7938 138.1753
« +10% 0.1424 0.2769 19396.7039 139.4452
-10% 0.1533 0.2825 19416.2784 142.2908
-20% 0.1595 0.2858 19427.0649 143.9681
+20% 0.1456 0.2785 19402.5089 140.2743
0 +10% 0.1466 0.2790 19404.3331 140.5204
-10% 0.1488 0.2801 19408.0494 141.0623
-20% 0.1498 0.2807 19409.9423 141.3588
+20% 0.1602 0.3072 19338.0128 154.8272
A +10% 0.1541 0.2937 19371.2956 147.9719
-10% 0.1409 0.2647 19442.9248 133.2618
-20% 0.1338 0.2488 19481.8687 125.2059
+20% 0.1506 0.2766 19430.4202 139.2979
M +10% 0.1492 0.2782 19418.1264 140.1081
-10% 0.1461 0.2808 19394.5749 141.4245
-20% 0.1445 0.2820 19383.3072 142.0320
+20% 0.1419 0.2667 19373.1558 134.2756
+10% 0.1447 0.2729 19389.4730 137.4190
R -10% 0.1509 0.2867 19423.3056 144.4192
-20% 0.1544 0.2945 19440.8837 148.3780
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Table 4
Sensitivity Analysis
Case IV: (tp<t<T)

Parameter % to T Profit Q
+20% 0.2727 0.3369 23597.8677 204.0299
a +10% 0.2832 0.3519 21607.1862 195.4350
-10% 0.3091 0.3890 17629.5307 176.9398
-20% 0.3254 0.4122 15642.9576 166.7668
+20% 0.2552 0.3438 19564.5728 173.5118
« +10% 0.2736 0.3553 19589.6616 179.3853
-10% 0.3210 0.3860 19649.2316 195.0897
-20% 0.3524 0.4073 19685.1019 206.0062
+20% 0.2857 0.3628 19606.2251 183.2867
0 +10% 0.2904 0.3659 19611.8824 184.8389
-10% 0.3003 0.3725 19623.6303 188.1417
-20% 0.3055 0.3760 19629.7349 189.8919
+20% 0.3197 0.4040 19565.9480 204.2654
A +10% 0.3078 0.3870 19591.2313 195.5784
-10% 0.2820 0.3501 19645.4859 176.7508
-20% 0.2679 0.3301 19674.8842 166.5621
+20% 0.3001 0.3666 19648.0676 185.1745
M +10% 0.2977 0.3679 19632.7856 185.8329
-10% 0.2927 0.3702 19602.7523 186.9968
-20% 0.2901 0.3711 19587.9958 187.4514
+20% 0.2757 0.3414 19574.3552 172.3170
+10% 0.2849 0.3545 19595.5905 178.9935
R -10% 0.3069 0.3857 19640.7401 194.9144
-20% 0.3203 0.4046 19664.9006 204.5724

From the table we observe that as parameter a increases/ decreases, average total profit increases/ decreases for
case I, case Il, case Il and case 1V respectively.

From the table we observe that with increase/ decrease in parameter 0, there is almost no change in total profit
for all the four cases.

Also, we observe that with increase and decrease in the value of x, A and R, there is corresponding decrease/
increase in total profit for case I, case Il, case 1l and case 1V respectively.

From the table we observe that as parameters M increases/ decreases, average total profit increases/ decreases
for case | and case II, case 1l and case IV respectively.

V1. CONCLUSION
In this paper, we have developed an inventory model for deteriorating items with different
deterioration rates, exponential demand and shortages. We show that with the increase/ decrease in the
parameter values there will be corresponding increase/ decrease in the value of profit.
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