17-5 o — OUOA/3L: iy st — 90/09/07 1l 55 b — ooy Il O1 0l 18 651 sty Blysl oy 4ol

Sle DM g e Ddbokeo Jloi| 38 o1 9d O
36.,\.»»«)};_\.&/ ZGQ‘JL@) / 1}5&}:&%)

oy
g 35 ol Gy I (S Sle Sledbl e Sl ($5) p Sudsdoe las]
Iy gobsle sy, Je (Easley, et al., 2002) o, 5 Jpl 558 o0 oosmoms Gl slaslg
bl (Sl 1y g Sl e aliles Jlazs] Sl 36 ST Wledls arw s
O 8 Jows 5 Slg Dbl 0B Wyl Lawy CMalee Joli oo o SeMb ;e dlolns
Bl oo 5

23 o g SN sz alalas Jlaz| 53 oo 585 Sl ST andllas JLisas g &5 51 dlaa oyl
Gl ) S oS ga oy Ol (B3 s SVl gy Ko s Sl s e D6 o
23 ole )3 0L, holer Glosl rog 53 (oo sas SV e alolas ez &8 dns o 0L
Sl s b gr S8 (ol i) Lo a33ls5 ole 5 5 3ls i (slacss) Ul
S e Y5 1389 UL b 1387 JLu GIPIN zalS™ 5 Gaisw

(PIN) Lo oz Sl e dholas Jlazl ¢ Gl SleMbl e alolas [ (Sl OB 319
M| (gLl 5 e 985 Sl ST el e gladue
.Gl4 | paoen b

reza.eyvazlu@gmail.com ol o&isls oy e (5 75 6 gl .1
O o &ils oy e 00Kl Lisls .2

O ol ¢ Sy e 0aSltils Lltsls 3


mailto:reza.eyvazlu@gmail.com

91 Ol 18 5 jlais Slslgs Glysl oy g asliad 6

Ao
K dlelas o1l 4y 5a 5 @Sy ¢ Il slaslil ol slaslg e 5 5550 slae) s I SS
dales . yls Slastl 3 S8 G5 3 53 oo g SOl Ol Saliles I S &S
by i OLF o ssdea Sl Sledbl 08 W15 Lo & 5550 GBI (lalslas & SLET
5 s 5 sbty 457 355 oo GBI (slocis Lidl DSl 8 a4 Slg SNl 3,8 o Dy s
b5 S QLS S 53 5 sd e bgse O 30 L SBelas lslgy Glosl 4 puians 15 L
Olsle Glosl S5 058) S8 o b Lg e slaler Bl dales gl OLIE wle o et
(1384

O3 el Slelllan 3 iz Sl Oslie S I 1L 3 S abe b sas
lan 01 S dbolan 555 oo stpails lasl Of Salalas 5 allas Of Salalas w3 55 4 O S alslne
"o SN o Sl el OIS o pr o S 3 0351 plan 350 53 (g gz Sl 515
Alolas Jloz| it 5 DMl e SBalne gy 1 0333 SLeMbI O)E pude 55 . Lilo g
3l o SET 1y o guast S|, tee

Sl 5 e SMles Jlazml 53 as 588 Ol LT o8 Gyl bl G ool dlins
G s 55 0T L[5 5 Sl e dlobas Jlazs| pads 313 5525 (PIN) oo s
3,130 ol plril a5 o Sliions gy p 03 ST Cslods addllas ol Slids 53 by ol
b 0T s 585 1315 (PIN) o s Sledbl 5 cne alelre Jlaz=l Sl il andllas
5 o SVl ne alales Jlaas| 53 o 585 Sl 1 andllas JU5s 40 Gaiws opl . Comlokits
OT JUs 4 ol Guissd oS Jlas 51 S oib e 1389 Ul 0LL 6 1387 Ul 51 oT W,
sioe dalne Jlas | S8 0l g5 o LT Sl 03 5 PIN (Laole o 31) (gow 55 S 31 oy caslos 3
oo 93 lazsls (L2alS) SRl Jle 51 o gadu glaske 45 (PIN) o sas Sl
Glosl 5 oz Oljle SLI Corgoas IS 8 s Sledbl (slidl (suu0le) g 3bpe ca
SVl e dslee Jlam| 53 Soacans s 3505 aalsl 3 Conlos a3 8 Jaiys blg

.@!w;ﬂ}&j:)jxdww

yls g gee SN i SNl S (gl S5 65K S (o0 311



7 Sl Dbl ne EOlas Jlezml 55 e 585

G Ay 2 (59 0
2o Sdde Db e sdudil i 55 4 L Dllegy eje 53 68 sladis
Gl i wlinn dlolas 313 6 530 Sadie SO, e sl 5 L5
Jole S oslial Lols 5 4 e o Jabe sloul gl i 1 5loylil gl & 45
c . - .

2 e Gadie GKos g il Lyl T Sands S0 ol 03 e
L5 e 0,liel Dol b ol S alobre Jald (530 K wliads dlolae Ll pa Sledb!

&5 - Clodd Ly (Bagehot, 1971) &sedl slaolE s ab ,» Sledbl , sxe sladis
S| i bl 53 Ly (SDlelas s 4 51 05 1y bled o5 58 & a1 (gl
o (pllas 018 alalas) O Falslas ol difls (63 4 o (5 SleMbl 01 S alalna 51 &
-@.U:g;,,:s;);ﬁwng;u;;l«f@u)‘j.x;;f@.u_;.«{r\ﬂ@\&ﬁgu;ﬁg.ubs«&
A sl uju,ug‘}iuﬁ);.x;;suul,u454;\;,,,;,.&@\;\&@;,&&@.@,}
Lg,_f,l?@”:;w,;og;cmo\f«uwgmw,;;u)up@.wmw&\;ﬂ
O el Ol S alalas U alalas 1 alol 3 3 b 511y 0ddsl Ob) (sl ¢ SauSls s )l
g ol s jh s b S adee o OIS 5 b s gl S

Clkﬁ)‘ifﬁlﬁﬂ&ﬁw 4 536 & (g5lu,l3L Lsls oLz (Copeland, et al., 1983) ., S
OIS e o b alalas S5l 5590 OL 3 Ol slatets |y ke adlas atals ol san L3L o st 5
LS o s s

ey olae Ol S alols b dloles Ky (3ludibe 5 tomiw sdasys Slidos 1 6,
Iy 6w «ledbl s e dolas Jlazs| e skt (Easley, et al., 2002) o), 5 J 5!
oot Bl o PIN casl 58 b gy ysba Sk oS 55 S oo 20 PIN Olge Cov

..x;,»um,tbéb;,bufm»uﬂgmw&wou\iguWI&w;twgﬁu

1. Inventory Models
2. Information-Based Models
3. Inventory position



91 Ol 18 5 jlais Slslgs Glysl oy g asliad 8

2SS o 5 0l S dalan 5 lalaslilh o 5L K Ol sea | delas bl 5 sladite
Aylp oSS ST Bala S5 55 Lk 4 O Sabeles 5555 355 00 5SS Gles slajs, b
Jie 5 s el )l e skaiews (Easley, et al., 2002) o, Sen 5 50 A o 65,0 O gl sy
2 sioe Aleles Sl e Gl i) & S e eslizad T plaicenys S0 1 0l sl
S o 02 e K o e 53 1) g st DML
IS4 et SMalae 5, ¢S (gl aelan 3 Jte Jlez! &b skl Jue bl

"u*‘\’.u"’)i)'
1 b,
B s B s
_e. €b _¢. Cs _e. b —( (#+£s)
= — €p — Es Ep uteg) M- ST
LO|B,S)=(Q—a).e™® TR + ab.e b T 5

_ (u+ep)B  _. &5
+a(1_6)e (‘u+€b)#3—!b.e 85?

S5 558 58 cpllan Salalan 35,5 55 Heomly I ¢ bz § eyt Dledbl 3 5 5 Jlaz=1 O
j};wa;\M:S,%ﬁuww;\M:Bgdbu,m,;;wtf'ss,cdbu

0313 055 T ¢ 85 dla! bl SMlas o7 il o Jlezol Slam 5 51 (oS 5 ez
Jg"‘ 4 5951 Jlaz! GU SHelne Lo, 53 dlalae § 585 05 Jats Ly, 5l ealamal b Llods
AT e Sy 5
2 b,
V(6IM) = 1=, L(61B;,S;)

SPIN jee 5l eslizal b Conlos g SNl a5 6T dhelae &S1 ez Culgs s
AT o s (3) sl
3 abal,
PIN = —F

ap+ g+ &p

1. Maximum likelihood



9 Sl Dbl ne EOlas Jlezml 55 e 585

2 e DLl 5,5 & O 5035 Ol alS 5555 & 5 Ot EsF Ep (G gb abasl) 5>
oa,{cmmjfmw S 3 ok 3,05 Sl Hliw S 55 daly K5 S jlets . il o oMb
s e Olas 1y asl Sl e 3T dleles 4S) Jlez>I b

e dlelee Jlez>| ads 4 355 addles s (Easley, et al., 2002) of,Ses 5 I
o554 0T s Ol il 5 5 le 8 Llastls &S 5555 oy 03 (PIN) oo szt Sledb
Gadle m S s 53 (2009) 01,0 5 atly oS anlllas 3 .ol 654 0/057 5 0/191
sl 03,5 01050 0T jlns Cof il 5 07114 SleMbl s alolas Jlez! S5k 2006 & 2001
olis 5 (Lu, etal, 2009) of a5 o 5 (Kubota, et al., 2009) o, Sas 5 b 5 ™ Guions =
6 Olpl 5 S Gl ry g 53 pogas SVl i dolre Jlas! o S0ke &7 das
st »0/201 ,0/189 s 5

plesl slaasdbl 5 L5 PIN jace 8 a5 (Aktas, et al., 2007) AL 5 W8T
33 G DMy e S¥alas rimas b o 1 Ml 1 ey 5 4Bl ialS oSS
S b s (Benos, et al., 2007) o) Kan 5 oy bl o il 53l Sdia odinl (slaasdb|
“r Bl 5 Sl ey Slaes 93 5l S 3 5 6\-;4:93*1" &b 5 g8 e, 5 55 PIN iz
a3 <S35 ) plew sl 5l aa & il s (Heidle, et al, 2002) O 5 Js sl
“tgle e b aobs a5 Slew bl o alS DML, ne dlales ezl ST, 50
VL ST 5 s allae RIFAtY

G Sded

Sl g bl b b 55 alllan dlisa G
Blasl was 33 o s Sedbl it dolas Jlaz| 53 (Laols) oo o5 &l 311 9l dado 3
35055 0,85 Sl
el Ktans 5 g1)13 Ol b 55 oo gt SeMB] ;s dhole Jlaz| 90 dad



91 Ol 18 5 jlais Slslgs Glysl oy g asliad 10

G (9
OMalae Cwad 5 S gk Ol Sl ) Cudsle G pl SU 3,50 sbaesls
el odaT sty SMBL (65T Sy ke S8 8 55 3 ge DM I 5 plem (655,500
il UL 61387 Ul ole (g5 (shtnl 51 55,00e SMalae SleMbl 5 g5 5 b 5 Sl liw
Wlods (55T 2021389

SHles (Leg, et al, 1991) 0, Kan 5 I S olul p (Guiow slaosls (55575 5 51w
5 3 (B) i SMalne sl 5 ok (uail g5 Sdlelas 5 5 SBalae 4 (559,0ke
Weslodd e 535 8 55 (S)

daly gl fSTa leslatal b oo s Ol i dbelas Jlaz=| aded 5
o yas Dbl e dalee Sl | 5 Lol Sl J1 osngn ke O g S 5 5 eslizul | ]
o2 PIN Sl Kewwans s 0boj (b 55 PIN i, andlls | ghitea 5 aolsl 533 8 andllas
ol

23 ekd 4 pdy Gl S (oo pas DML g delan rad ) slen Sl G
ploms Il skt s o Conlosls 15 g 35,5089 687 ladle o 1y OV, Llslg Byl v
s Ol Llas § 15 alales 3550 SMalee glajsy 3 des 3 60 L3 il &7 LS 5
53k w3 8 g 5y O o3 doles 10 filis a8 Wla § 15 ) 3550 2laSss s

b S 15 andllae 5y 0 Guios pl 4 ged Ol ey &S, 37 slaw Sulg

G slvadl
Wl oozl EVIEWS il 51 (1 dlaly) Joo ' gl ss S (8l Geioe 2 5o
e Sl e Cmlodd 033 e dged SLES S 51 K gl ol La s sl Jue
Sy ole g g3 o g DAL e alales Jlazt 3 el 1 eslizad b (G (sla bl

AL (1) Jsdor 5 0 0 plonil (slapads ol 4Dl Lo dnlons 45503 (LS 5

1. Maximum likelihood



11 Sl Dbl ne EOlas Jlezml 55 e 585

3L Iole Blysl s 55 (oo s auwtﬁ@;f«uwdwuﬁss@mww:(ndﬁ%

o | Sl | Ske Db gl P
2.860 1.197 3.038 byl S35 i5 | gy
3.228 1.155 3412 labonsspass i | gg
3.860 1.083 3.939 s Slalas 5555 55 U
0.500 0.063 0.498 Lo DA 3 5 Jlaz| a
0.500 0.046 0.498 ol S & Jlazl 5
0.235 0.041 0.237 oyt e, re dilas Jlz>l | PIN

ot pia 12 (o g DMLl e delas Jlazl s Jle baole 1wy 5 skaiess
Glels 53 DL ss e ite pslie pums Cg (D1, D2, ..., D12) Wi oy 5 oo 12 ol
ol 3 8 553 il OT Sl beols 4y )3 5 &K 1 0T Slie (023)35,3) Jle a Ul
i (B) o 85 Ay Sl 53 Conlods Jas wlie j5ba 55 esnse sla ke ple sl
ol o313 OLas (2) Jgds s 0T 24 A o)
4 b,
PINg =c¢ +Z]1‘£1.UjD]'it + €

s e (58 30 (5la ite S p1aSmn Waole Sl 51 Olajad (pueins 53 o a0 OB 5 s
52038 sl aslss 5 ania ety laole ul b Do 4 Ol o Gl Sl S s
G dls (S dalsd G Sk Sl e peprge sla e o b Cadle baole
FG8d vy g pshied S C3L odisl lask j3 o gesr OB, e delee Jle
St sr 950 e Sl ooy p 45 38 5 gy 3550 ESSESS Oy gty nole ST (g 30
g ls sxe ¢|12,¢t10 slaoke

A8 035 e (5) bl 10 olo ga g g pukite 51 s p 5 skite &

5 b,

PIN;; = ¢ + uD10;; + €



91 Ol 18 5 jlais Slslgs Glysl oy g asliad

PIN i bole o 58 50 sl e Ole jan S 31 pmades ((2) Jser

Dependent Variable: PIN

Method: Panel EGLS (Cross-section weights)
Date: 01/24/12 Time: 15:51

Sample: 1387M10 1389M12

Periods included: 27

Cross-sections included: 35

Total panel (unbalanced) observations: 816
Linear estimation after one-step weighting matrix

Variable Coefficient Std. Error t-Statistic Prob.
C 02334 0.0053 44.4455 0.0000
D1 0.0064 0.0059 1.0845 0.2785
D2 0.0072 0.0067 1.0628 0.2882
D3 0.0070 0.0068 1.0374 0.2999
D4 0.0014 0.0067 0.2017 0.8402
D5 -0.0025 0.0067 -0.3757 0.7073
D6 0.0076 0.0066 11514 0.2499
D7 0.0066 0.0066 1.0045 0.3155
D8 -0.0008 0.0067 -0.1149 0.9086
D9 0.0041 0.0068 0.6012 0.5479
D10 0.0084 0.0058 1.4486 0.1479
D11 0.0012 0.0063 0.1897 0.8496
D12 -0.0056 0.0063 -0.8853 0.3763
Effects Specification
Cross-section fixed (dummy variables)
Weighted Statistics
R-squared 0.1990 Mean dependent var 0.2625
Adjusted R-squared 0.1511 S.D. dependent var 0.0784
S.E. of regression 0.0379 Sum squared resid 1.1062
F-statistic 41534 Durbin-Watson stat 1.6355
Prob(F-statistic) 0.0000
Unweighted Statistics

R-squared 0.1669 Mean dependent var 0.2366
Sum squared resid 11171 Durbin-Watson stat 1.6406

12
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Dependent Variable: PIN

Method: Panel EGLS (Cross-section weights)
Date: 01/24/12 Time: 15:49

Sample: 1387M10 1389M12

Periods included: 27

Cross-sections included: 35
Total panel (unbalanced) observations: 816
Linear estimation after one-step weighting matrix

Variable Coteffluen Std. Error t-Statistic Prob.
C 0.2357 0.0012 193.5890 0.0000
D10 0.0083 0.0037 2.2330 0.0258

Effects Specification

Cross-section fixed (dummy variables)

Weighted Statistics
R-squared 0.1841 Mean dependent var 0.2627
Adjusted R-squared 0.1475 S.D. dependent var 0.0790
S.E. of regression 0.0380 Sum squared resid 1.1254
F-statistic 5.0292 Durbin-Watson stat 1.6330
Prob(F-statistic) 0.0000
Unweighted Statistics
R-squared 0.1595 Mean dependent var 0.2366
Sum squared resid 11271 Durbin-Watson stat 1.6344
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Dependent Variable: PIN
Method: Panel EGLS (Cross-section weights)
Date: 01/24/12 Time: 15:50
Sample: 1387M10 1389M12
Periods included: 27
Cross-sections included: 35
Total panel (unbalanced) observations: 816
Linear estimation after one-step weighting matrix

Variable Coefficient Std. Error t-Statistic Prob.
c 02376 0.0012 195.0529 8‘000
D12 -0.0098 0.0037 -2.6286 3‘008

Effects Specification
Cross-section fixed (dummy variables)
Weighted Statistics

R-squared 0.1872 Mean dependent var 2'262
. 0.078
Adjusted R-squared 0.1508 S.D. dependent var 2
S.E. of regression 0.0379 Sum squared resid 2.119
F-statistic 5.1339 Durbin-Watson stat 1'635
Prob(F-statistic) 0.0000
Unweighted Statistics
0.236
R-squared 0.1650 Mean dependent var 6
Sum squared resid 11197 Durbin-Watson stat 3'639
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Dependent Variable: MNTHLYPIN

Method: Least Squares

Date: 12/28/11 Time: 14:40

Sample (adjusted): 2 27

Included observations: 26 after adjustments

Variable el Sl t-Statistic Prob.
nt Error

C 0.0727 0.0372 1.9543 0.0624
MNTHLYPIN(-1) 0.6899 0.1559 4.4244 0.0002
R-squared 0.4492 Mean dependent var 0.2370
Adjusted R-squared 0.4263 S.D. dependent var 0.0140
S.E. of regression 0.0106 Akaike info criterion 6.1763
Sum squared resid 0.0027 Schwarz criterion 6.0795
Log likelihood 82.2914 Hannan-Quinn criter. 6.1484
F-statistic 19.5757 Durbin-Watson stat 2.7589

Prob(F-statistic) 0.0002
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