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Our research searches industry’s compg;l rmation@ utilizes relevant
historical data to infer the market dem of each tion. According to
experiences of enterprise knowledge m stem we utj uIt| -generation model
to decide thefittest volume and to confer th uI ted quan odel of oligopoly market
for the Game Theory. On the basis of the ckelberg Q ly model, we consider the
enterprise dynamic competitive behaviors to setup th \/ ual reaction function and to
[ iti [ nedlctlve supply priceto choosethe

ctical market situation, we combine
market linear demand function to

fittest pricing strategy. In co" orm to the
with the industry’s cost
non-linear one. /

Furthermor @r/n Diffuson Model of the Norton and Bass
to explain theta/;? place of multi-generation models of spreading.
We not onl advertisement budget values but also view both of

tions by means of genetic algorithms, comparing the
product stotal revenue, the best evolutionary generations, and thetime to
market. y of controlling the timing of product to market and considering the profit,
‘ | not only facilitate a better understanding on corporation’s strategies and

ship between multi-generation product’s spreading process and its life cycle but
izeitsoverall profit.
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