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XER A B SR RO B R BOMESEAT T BRI R X = 07 WA R A R R Y R A 52
IR R A, TR T H M F R AR E AR P X Rb, & e AR E R R
B FHEMER A TELCAFTHRNALE T RENFR T,

SCHRR R I R WA 3 LA 2 B b AN e T R AR R

FERS . F713359 ERPRSAS A M EHS:1672-8580(2017)04-0064-17

—.51 &

FE Internet )72 L FTEL 75 55 A9 34 380 & S v, SR I HA 32 (procurement auction) ] RE 5 44
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HRATFAN I AR JLAN AL

i — PN R — R B (et TR WA BB A A s RG0SR W3 2 LU A SE AR
NE HABHUR RALN AL 5 K5, Fdll JUAR SRS 0UT Z (8 RH 1. 5G 28 4 B ) 52 2R W J7
FOBEI R A ST , 220 B i R XU S S2 R B VRS AR AR Wy A 55375 31, S BRI 7
— AL B A B LRI T AR R 7R 58 5 P A REARAT F C BORLAR . AN, sesie i SE AT B
J¥ KW Garberding 45 H - A B SR R A —E 7 B4 SR AR B R B BER R, THORAEZ R T
XN T B4 RE A EAT PPAR , 2 T A 5255 1 4 B2 58 v o A5 SR I D R I BRe e . e, o T
R B SR W71 ST 6 A BT T ) D0 3, SCRE s b A AR 7 g 5C 348 B 1 A9 A AR5 iy, — 7o
AL AT (auction negotiation) HLHITT 432 FI 5, HIVEE— B Bedri 2 a0 R AR 15645 45 [l (supply
contract) (YA , 5 B BEKSEXUT BT 25 A Rl B R A0, IXRIORT B R W A 32 75 A RE S 1
i PR B AR B N i R R R SRS RO A RS, A RMAS 5 [RIRCR 2 Ja) 1 TR, 512
BT B BOCR B A5 S PR R s AR

B R P ROR BN E VRN 58, 51 R TR TSR . AT B AR A
Az i JE B T A3 il PR R RR G A I ) BB B LU AN 2 2R bR A A T RIS I 9 R A
LRy IP s R @ NV R e S AT o2 SR @ T e WA R AV S S V[ S R I L
B RIASFFAN TN 205 755K B9 AR PRI AT AL P A BRSO, 02 A N s SR A 1 o 1 L 2
R FTLL T SRS E 1 A 2R W A8 B R SR rp AN T [ e 20 323 3T ) TR R, (LA R A 47
SISO b AR BCERRR W A R A A A B RIVAE SR 312 22 Hi R I e E 0 5
I, ORI —FE AR B, B0 AN B 5 PR 7 R T AR W HA SE T, RS2 X SR W 1A 552 B2 19 A
SRR W 1552 BRIE 5 2R Wy 8 B2 B o PRI 22

5=, KA EARTE A i B T R G A B B T R Y H T
B I F R I EAL 5 2R R | LA R W s i B S il (e ik 1 e it
P B AR TE AP A B RO R, T ER I A B C I IR 2 T RIS T ARy 2
BRASCR, QL1 R PR A4 B (VM) 6 12 L 16 (DS) 55 A8 I 2l o 3k ol SR M = L 0 o il o
23 & 2 (pull contract)i B, g2 2 TN R4 AT AT 5 T B R AL 1 A AE
7 B R B IAL e i X T B A R SR AT Bl A BT A 24 A D7 T DB A i AR E R
A SRS . BUR DU REAL T-BORMEE N Ry 37 RE DU AR B SR B R M 2437 2 R M 4 B Y
SERER o I, VMI SR W A BE S B ) ), (e AT T TR B sl 245 205 | A BRI i 352 P
WP BUEX IS A f5 A0S, SUR X SRR AR A

1B GERMFASZHLHRIBOT A RE B M e LA B = 0] B, A7 6 B OB 5 5 SR AL AR T F5E—F
FASZ BRI AIL AR WS L L = AT, A Atz DAL sl X5 249 D b B 0 ) SR A 4 52 TR A,
— LR X Bl 276 1 — b R L 2R Sa b, ZR M LN 7 R4 2 A7 A8 B 2 A 00 Y
KT VT R BRI A3 AT S IR T T BT B S R i R A AL AR (36 10 R e
P SR B A BEAE . W M R AEAT BEALAL BERY LA T3 VR C i 2 4632 (107 ik
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T ABUE T 2R RO 8 M2 50 A | a2 17 7 (o R 0 s OB, (R M i
FEAE SR B TT T 8 37 R T (M 38 23 A1 ) A IO S22 AT i 7 3 AP SR I Ak ST 4 Ak 11 o SRk
5535 4 43 BT 3898 (on-line algorithms and competitive analysis theory), £5 b ¥ % 5k & & {5 LA
Z A T 0 T AR SRS T — i A Ak 3L B SR R T S RS AR AR
it I AT BT B A R AR IS AL A3 TS 4 L 7 R B i T ORI AL BT i 2 . e )
UEJUAR 53X — PRS0 1 A0 40 32 T A A8 B 7 TR IBUAS T 00240 LR, ke 6 22 i AR A5 T 11 9 b2
H RN

A2 U B AL BE A g DR AL 107 R B 4% 5 B ZUROR A1, 2 U 1 IS 2 XoF 1T BRI 45 UL 52
BEAOAT TR R, LA SR X R WA A 32 Wb R 1) ) B 9 i 4 &2 | BRAT SOk Lt A A e 5
PRI & B UL . A SCLAR G2 BE S B SR AT SCHR G255 PR, X SR 41132 3 R AL
B IR 5 AN EEAT T AREE T ARTE T HAR AT RE Y A Sy In) e # . T e A bR B M) Ak R
05 PSR AT A DG 58 R BEAT R 73 - BRI A Rk B B — B i S A B 2 R
G2 BB T AR R R —FASZ RS2 T 2 A B 2, s AR A 1 T 5y A~
BENES B — MM R I AT SE B — N A SR WA S2 P R L 22 PR 3RR I 452 70 22 DR 3R R I 411 32 B
B o ATSAEMRAN G R N G TR I 32 3808 B F BT, 8T 2 A D A A% 00 R JE, — 3K
Unuf AT 4A 32 7 AR e AR A 2 R (WDP) s =1 i 4n fef 2 17 8864 (Bidding) , Hirp i
— AR SR M SR SR LE R W S B i B AR . R B A 32 2 AR B AR
W BT AR R TR WE SR SR AR 3 T o ST B A B b, FRAT TS 4 2 ML
BT A B AR i AT WNFhR ) J8 MERFAE | SES2 XU BT Ak A 8 548, 40 ek 25 AR AR 5 vk
SRR LUTIE o 3 ST ST Dk 4 AR | A B SR 1 52 D5 ) R A 0T 5 kAl IR AR, DA R
KA WETETT 1],

it
B

= B e R SRR

SR W 1 S5 AU I 1 10 52 PR, A o 0 1) 3 3%, B SRR CRITT ) KA H 2 Bt 22 10 7
dn R B P IR 55 B 4% P EOR IR 4t A C T RE RS2 BB A T L, 1132 5008 — BEA T HUAR , 4
A A AR AR S SR SR SR AR TR B A (5 5, I % R e A P A LU I 5€ i
Ko AT AR O Bl R i o A ol M AT 52 A AL ST 3 O S A 7 e
s 2 A AT ARAE AR IR 55 i B SR M I A R AT S A R sl R R T Bl
Al (R Wy P A 2 2 B, PR i T DA SE Gt S BUHCR W B A R AT VA IE
-, g A A SO DT A58 488 Ry S 28 R S0, AT 5 BRREAR 4

P 28 A B DR A JRE DAy SR W 32 )2 el AR B 1 BOR YR ) 3085 7 B2B BABE LAY
SR S0 LT TS0 SR W 75 215 50 A A A S A 80 T (3t 107 7 R 416 e 08 T 8 84
— BRI AR A AT RS2, BURF L3 M A 55388 1o 7 2 R W S AN S RE 1Y 202K I 1
AT HAR S G A B 2 AR R 2 TRk, (RO AR A S T, SR I 5 B o e —
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PR R I RN 220 LR R Rl B2 IR 1 3 4 RS2 85RO B2 e Y PR R LA h
SOk AL A R AT B RO XMERE RS SRR IE, R AT S AR LG, X TR
SENRIE FEARE 1S 5 TR AR 10 20 R AR R4 | RN S2 A AN R Y BOKR B, X 5abn & ok i,
AL SR ILHRAI BT 55 7 fh B8R S5 A BE 7, T ELG AR N7 R A 4 R AR R S S BEOR LA
BRI AR, S8 PIE B R PEPR T A7 A6 22 57 o 3 SR, A o 1 () 471 32 3 4 1 £ A5 T
FER A2 h HA T B RS LUAMR LA 23R ™= il B 55

AU BIFTEAZ Lo s« BRI RO s B B NEICREL I B 22 18] 9 5 4 A2 B2 A 32 R AL
BT AR M RIS S S5 () A, AR SR ATISE o 30 SRR A R — Ve e i, B 2%
SRR S FLA 22 PR SO A5 DL [ R S 0 A5 B PRI o A X SR A4 S AL R T Y
SCHR 2242 T 17 35 FHR M X TR WA AL TR BIETY , 3hm SR s FEAR A% A BIF9E SC
R 22 SR A AR TR ) T 55 AL 7 TR 25 e KA R T - #E1 709 . 7E Wang (2000) s Aid e
HNEE S ETIRAG LA LA & IR A A b DR B AR Bl A 15 b A\ B Y
2 FIRA A B 3 I 25 AR, SRR (AL S A A 23 0 T 5B T A RIS | (HR B A T Y 52
Gy RCR 2 O AR 25 FE R FII A 40 2R (RO AR, Kjerstad A1 Vagstad (2000) XV 78 18 AL 7 5
INFASZEE A BT RE B B AT IS  WF 3R T 6 T AN S8 205 BT AT AE AR 1 75 Sk i, S i 40
SEALHLR — AR SEHLE] 5 (HR X T 58 205 BT I TEBLN TR U3, SOt iy 42 ML 2 A PRIk
4> (entry investment) , Laffont 1 Tirole (1987)WF5T 1 {55 8 AN X FR B R A 75 f5e L A AT S2 ML 5 Che
(1993) 23— Y4 1 (] 5 BUR R WA Y — 4E4AS2 AL | i 4% BRI 7 48 52 B PPARBL I , 45
P 5 W BB B AN A% DU Ja PR X LS A, 1 TS 3 22 F R SRR 32 7Y DL S a0 A 1 A5 22
J5 BT R 5 BN B AR B, 5 R W] TR T e L (B ek B b R B )R, HJ2 D)
HUR IBIFFER G B S AR SZ AL A B H IR AR R W 5 il s 5 B, AN 2SR S2 A Y
KU, 3% AL A 15— R . 5ok Branco(1997) %t Che AU EAT T HEAH | 3T 4~k
N7 R IAS PR RSO S Y AR B, W e AR SE LA T 1 et X AL e A AT o3k 4% 1 b
AN R BSOS I R A I R, 22 J5 R X6 77 it o e AT D R, RSO SN RO v S A S5 3
FSERE T, 777K E (2002) Rhdse L Fa Sz AL 438 11 il ERUAS [R1 41 Sz ML =2 8] G330 9 B A1 A i
FERTGE I T AR R AL P A SC IR 1) R ST T RGN A I T RIEAVED, S35k, 4
7% (2002) %} Branco #%1 McAfee #1 McMillan 5% Naegelen £ Mougeout 5% 75 25 B ) 5% e 48 A
AASZ i 2 UG ROR HEAT T 4 00 AL ST TR AP, TR 40 TR 4EZE (2008) F
8T LR IR B TE LR WA SE  FE T T S A FE AR A5 . B 8 T TEZ BERILE H SR g A 7E
N RN, U TS PREE N B — i i SR Y SR WA AT 55 J0 125 58 LB IUAR AN b 211
TR 2 A5 Tl et , I 38 e ) DA b R SR 1) 3 e o A, A B 5 4 LB,

= B &R R - AL 5

R M A 32— Bp R IR, AL 18 AR M 4R 32 9 i A v, SR 7 15 BV RS 7 52 5 9 3 7 v ot
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P SRR A A TR B GE —R IRR . SR W D RN SRR AR AE T A Y
R Z 5 AU 3 o B A B2 Wb A B TR A T R A A i e AR e AU 1 3
Gi— MR VBN — P 5 IR A B BC A A SO — Sz U s ML, AN BESE I —XF 22 i HL
HORE R, B Re R Ry B SE Rl . A P B0 DL LAY S 532 0 ) — A 5
fir iy I, B A2 55906 A C R ATET , 575 S U R R M g a8, 8 W R, I ) —
R 2 54 (S8 & BT B O R TR E TS T A 2 5 3 (S A ) m] 2
SERIORE R PR R B LR AR R (1) BEVRF R 51 B R 0, RS A T e
AT 52 54 5 (2)BRA AL 2 A X070 VB A (9 5338 B 0 1) ) ) 2 T o 28 5 (3) A 1R A B3 A A7 AE MR
M5 (4) A — R Y BT T I 1 4 ) R

X T L — A% SR W 1 S2— PR BT A K 156, SR WA Ty 5 (L B R A 32 B R b R B R BN AR G
B, MR FRA DL, BT, AT AR A FE AL G 1928 5 J5 o WU 48 A 3K
SR XL INAE Ty B 35— B PR b B . SO B ZEAR R st b BUR = R A B2 K
&I, 1881 4F: Edgeworth & YO I AT L, RN SIS AE 2B 20 3F AR AR B0 & e | T
UG A B30 S FEPR R Y B SO R TR B 0 R R DA VR IR A A A Ay P
filt, 1980 4 2 & , A TR B 25t BE LAFE-B M 25 Dy BEml i) UM AR RS, B A PR 2R A SN R B A5
(18 =5 B [ R . A B NI U ) B AR R R B R 8 5 A AT T, X B840 T8y ) 350 4
UE TR IR S50 85 M AT 43T o AR A AN [ 5 B3 BN [, U ST LA 43R A BRI JERR [l
AU 5 MR LA T 5 34 (9 15 SR AR AR BE AT 43 58 2 M5 B AR S8 25 BN RLR . X T
S84 BB T ZRBERL  BUA IR ) 23t B 5 Bh DL 34, RIS Hh i I TR SR i — T 4515 51
JUF-F 42 1) B A AEJRAAAE 5 S 3 BT HR A2 | B R AS AN 2 WU XU B IR R R i
SSEBRAG AT o BT L, BE L2 Bl 2 B[] ) 0 05U 79 7 A S s i PRI T AE 265 — [l 5
T — B S v B R L S SR SR — 5 AT AR AR A < B R, T LAAS B AR 2 1
RE . MR, 7E G BT ARRD | st 2 TE R Im] & UM AL v | B U AR AR TE R 24 Il
B T “Jash R i S sk i N B A& S sl i3 al LIRS B 2 R AR A

ARG A 8 A% 0 a5« E SR — AR SR MG A S A b, el 352 340 32 b i =X S AL 1
KRG, BN RIHAE (RS2 B 2 852 50T S OS2 R R A 35 B K
U GF (8 0 R, 8 3 A 3ok A v R B AR 3K 5 A A B BR R | BRI 1 3R AR s LA 7 g
J18, SR, S A 1 A5 20 4 BT B “ e R AAR ™, RS S 0 7 2 5 6 VR A B R SR TR A%
S, Jap(2002) LA AT T BE 1SR IAHAASE 5 2 A RS2 1 DO, 48 Hh SR 5 IR — 7 BT
A [R5 e 465 S (IS Am AR AL R 7, 1 AR B S RV DA LA PE 7 7 v 2 28 0 ek 0, R 1 g AN SR
PR SE , IR R AT ESE < 5 4 6 F-HIE [ O RS IR T AT I g 7 "0, g5t
b SRR B 2 TP AR AR B R 7 06 R4S BEAY F Z M, Engelbrecht-Wiggans & Katok (2006 )
PRRTAILH S I ABER W12 B AL b AR T RS2 D R AL, DUBI R B 40 S i A A, SCRERE IR
FASEXTRIISC R AsE Y, o2 RIRERESE T LASE AR B0 7, AN R 0 A5 Bkt
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Z R bR 7 30, AP 4 — (take-it-or-leave-it) A Bl s 75 2 ik A0 J7 K09, 7 IE ] FA 32 A
S, W E 2 AFEAA LU R HLIR OIS, W05 — M M 52 + P 2% £ — B B R 09, 5 — M A 40
SRR, FRATIA A OC T4 A “buy it now option” 1947132 7 2t AT LR F VEHA 32 B R 45 46
T3 ML 72 A4 ) W SR AR — o P — A Bl R O X0, B N AT LUk g
agent Z2 48 FEAT A 32 BUR 1090 32 DR R PR LAY BT, N A SR S U RS 21 & 41 S PR
PRI A 205 (6] 1 3 B RS L 2 S 20

ST AR RIBETE AL, AR B0 27 2 X (00 B O 2 4 B0 AL IR A S [ 0 B AR, o [l 2 41
OGC A LI R 5¢ Z A By 1 PR UE AL 2L [A] A 5 4 fI0 32 100 %68 3 Ml 58 R 247 E 8 A A
P, A2 E Gartner KN BEOC R AT B AR O 1 S R R AU T SR R A7
N ERIATT g T AR B 20 20 T £ AN (8] 7 i o T2 I 55 1) AL I R A T B b g P2
PARHE DG 25 5 M A I R OC 20 48 T 2 1R T S SRR Oy 2 AL 7 8 K AR B PRIK R DG 2
1717 HE B A — b A8 B AE AT SR AL HOR A S B T7 58, LAY J2 83 SR I D7 R AL B R 22 1]
KARP, 25 PR W R OC R AT B AL & F AR I GE — (2 & MR rh 46 5 LA WA
B — Ul Al A AR R 5 T AR R SR I O S R N R R TR YOG AR 5 A = S
BRSNS BLUEAR, — o, B 7 e A B R B DU . g BRI R — T
KRR A VR KRR G R — PR 5 G Xl 5E R X R R OC R M BTRGTA . (IR = 1A
) 5 S SR WA 312 BB 1 JS0 S B B A, T 7 B — A SR I A 2 Y 15 53 T, AT A S P Ry
Jr RPN R 56 AR BT r E B

M. % [ % R M ST I 5

2 PN Z R AR S IR, AL A A AT 2 i R rh 41152 AR 2 54 32 19 58 1A 8 70 38 2 5 1Y
I AAAN TS B A% 3K — A R b 5 SR A N 32, st A 21 I &R 2847 Z2 5 iR A 1041
S Ir 3 BIAnAE 2 R B R GHA 2 R AR v SERAE 3K A C B B0 R Al i AN L IR
W 1 B2 PR ALV R B A 64 g ot S AR AT A IR R LASE US54 P B O 22 I
A5 R SO AR 15, 2 5 5 A BERT R A RS W A 27 A B MRS | 38 B X R 75
FORMYHAD N R AT PR 7R 255 % A TN R 5, SRR A BN R . il T i A
17 J 1 2 A5 2R 777 AN () 2 2 ) R, T LI T R gl 6 78 1l 22 DR 3R A pR AR ) BT

73— 7 11, 2 PN Z R WA FA 32 30 AT LA DA S A v o BT 4 ) A TR0, A B — A R
WAz rp & BN R AR AR LR S BOR T MELLEREE . T2 N RIS 2
H AR I R i A A RTINS SR W 5 2 ARG 1 A e O e, 0 G DR 3R A 0 L 28 T e 39 58 3
AR R IR ORI R AT . J3oh, SEBR L BT IE B AN AU A R R
PRI A5 S5 S 0ei Bim %55 X TELCR WA, 280 00 T FA 1 TR 7 il
ATEDULRY 1 0T 23 aod A DR SR A A5 O 0 R AT 8 PR A SR R Wy O 3o i 3L 17
(PP G 100 s AR AR 10 T2 (3L 10 o ) A58 BE 4, HIORE 2o R W e R LN R I 25 ik . A
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TN Z N FR WAL T A T — 72 AU « oy TR ST A A% AR5 e XUER DR 385 i S e 2=
L5 it USRI AR A Z2 AN IR ER T ELRE T A ] A9 410 322 PRI5E 58S (] F) SR I i 26 28, XHC D 3K Y
WA e 225

AGUR A DI TG AL — BRI A SRR b Al et 2 R A PE o LY, e T
2 N Z R WA 32 R A BIF T BOR AR R 6T, i S WL 2R SOike=, 2 Gl B 1 2 8 At
FUR  FATMN— AT A XHZ BT B4 . DA NI E R4 Bz BT 52 R
TP APIRYE : — AT B ANENIE T RO i 5 55 P AR M1 352 DR SR )l 5 —
LR WAL T RS i e S5 MR A 41 S2 ook (), L 1,

®1 ZERRWAZNHFAREREBE

BT
AR SRR
S TR 7T R
i LA i
25 BB (S
SO R ik 2ALFA S RS R AT
R 3222 5)

(CXRFRAEEZE X, 3B ARG HA — s A 5 R = (W

ZRIE&WE
MEEWE) e OSMOE R )RR

prem TR R R , BOR AR T DS BUB R
T - e IR
REBRNE (R o 2. RSB R, AR ET On-line
wieRwnee o B o
SRR ) S B

BRI . SO AN 3. BT DS BURIE On-line FIAL, 202 B iR N 3R
H#)

(—) R FZNH : X BHESEBE

R L A, K07 AEAA S AT C 28 W 0 52 5 e, SR iSRS AL 2 i 43 0 g ) 2
AR 7 B IR A5 RE D AR RAA MR R o FRATTRRIX SR A I 0 i M+ B i A SR M 4 32 )
73X B AR A BRI LM BT A R R 92D AR SO AR 3K 5
X5 5% 2 MFAA 15 B 48 78 R JEE 23 ) AR P A 00«

1LEb N BA — e 2 iR A 5 BT

R MR SEHL ] B AR, 3K 32005 A BT i — A ki e ok S5 B (] g k14
2y, WL, 0% BRI R (5 SR T R IAFASEHLE B2 A58, RIS B & T A7 b
A AEERETT B ST A AR AL A (5 S XL B SR TR AR B
TASEAL AR HOA X S AAA (5 B o A SCE B HZRE KA A7 5 SR i R 2T T8
2559,

(DEET e RIFT IR

FI )\ 1993 4F Che H¢ it it [N 2R 5 | AR SE 7 89 SRAAIPE o R 80b 106 (0 g A i Sr A
FEA BT T S R MAAASEHLN . At 27 e M RER L R 1 A 7 AR B e, dn
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FAOGAE 7 AR, AN[A] T Che Y25 2 H 4541152 , David et al.(2002) 1] 55— %5 2 i%
1207 A F BT BT 0 20243 D A SR X 3K P43 BRBIGHEA T et , in =k B0 |
XL A BRI A3 W0 55 R AIOC R 3T 43 FON 4 ) 2 B P20 ] PN 2 5 X S T V4 R B
FORALH R SN RREL, A X A R R AR R R A AT IO R A G, R
SR R B BN T T IZ WL (R AR AN RN AR IG5 5 AT AR AR — 5 IR S 22 AL il A5
R0 7 A pR R AR 9 ]2 4R A XU P (2012) i T Cobb-Douglas %5 FH e £k 67w Al
ARG R A E AR BT 15— PP A 32 MR I ST AT LB o BT, kIR
(2013) 5 11 T BTk H pR B 22 8 1 e =X S A I 5 2R P

(2)H:TF BHA BB R

LRG|, K72 RIS B % 52 5 W (evelation policy ) , t1 542 35 40 R4S IE40 MR 4545
BX AL LR R AR FR . — % E TR E B B H AR S Aok LR FBL,
1 QSM (GSM \DEA Vague £ 77 1 534 45 By SE 7 A7 32 5 2 @ PEAR AT A4 48 o 33X 2L SCERAR L T
Keeney and Raiffa(1976) 42 Hi 1 (price out) A% i i Ho A J& % (19 777589, Leskela%s (2007)#4
TR SCREILE (QSM) ¥ 22 Ja M 728 g B — g M SRR bR AR R AL 45 i B A T
LiA 7% BRI, Koksalan 45 (2009) #2 i T— A1 BA S REpL ] (GSM) i AT 2 J8 M54 46, Talluri %5
(2007) iz H] DEA 81y Z W) & BRAC 40 23R 4 T —Fh e 3R S R 48 T A ™1, Singh and
Benyoucef(2011) R H fussy-TOPSIS X 3K 5 1) 2 J& PR IR AL 4T T i8R0, — s 5453t
SRS B R AW S2 Oy 1 2 IR RAA 15 B, Anast AL 3 R b 5k S A5 ] N 2 2
T LRI S AZ 8 L5 A 5 . WE TR (2012) WF5E 3K 52 007 B D -1 J2 28 780 i 47T O )
22 B PR WA S ) J0 4 SE 5 Al AN 05 B B R A5 BB | SEBw 1 T L ) £ o 3K 7 e 4845
B 2 R [ L 3 A AR (2010) MR TR T BIEJE M SR T Vague £E 7 6 A A
b I 22 S8 R A T 5 A A Y,

2L BAT R 5 B TETE

TE—SE S5 T K0T AR EAE A O RYPF I s BCIn S5 45 BT A i s2 7, RO SRS U5 B
AREER TSR 2RI TG sk e . PRk, —Se22 35 TF ks Z e k1R
VR S ik I B 22 DR 3R SR WA S [l R 5 ol A B R g ISk 52 XUy 2 5, AT 4
o T RERI RAEROR

(1) F 2k AU B T B BT U

2005 4F Parkes and Kalagnanam £ XX JS 84 48 K7 PFor N & TR 15 BAE R T Y
Z R AN, I I T T 250 R A S HL I, 5T R WAL (04 R0 A o %
FEI T AL AT DU 5 F ORI B XTS5 R, wT LAR A
AR, FA Y2 e LI 0 LAt L JEAT T8 R EERIESY . R ERIEA T, N2 -2
JE M 2K AL T A5 DS T Dl - R AR 09 24 SR 25 0, G DA SRS S A2 R A7 52y T B 91 B 22 348 2
X 3R T5 W43 s AR A E , LT INAS 65 38 77 B9 BLSE AR AT, an—Fh AR LR PR3 43 o BT B 325 AL
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il B — R A F8 BOE 24 R B AP, A8 [ AR OC 238 OIS o 5K R 2 R g
(2009) 15 22 J& HE AR FIE 43 R B A JE Z AL, B T —Fh 3 10128 (B R R B8 B 1Y s 50T
SR FEA ST B R A AR B FUTA S0, DT I 31 3K J 6 411 32 3o #2 R AT A A8
ORI, 2K (] 45 (2009) %1 2 agent 7E 2k 22 J@ M I 140132 I FE AR HE R R4 T T 05T, BLAR AR
AT 43 oA H K B v, (FR A A d 3205 A AT , A R — 503K 05 A A T 45 20k
F O R HhR SR W EA T AR B PR RE R IR JOK S5 (2011 ) bk 1 86 T L R O TE LRG0 ) 5 2
B 1 32 v (3 0 R e S S A A TR R, AR T R E 5 (2013) B8 T 6 T TR Ak BRI ) itk 3ot B
R —S5e/INBCRE SV (MMAS ) SR A R34 1 RE PR B o IR RPY T 2R 2256 (2015) i T —Fi e 38
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Abstract: The procurement auction negotiation mechanism has gained more attention. The reason derives
from not only the advantage of procurement auction in price discovery, but also the positive impact on
suppliers’ relationship management. This new approach for procurement problem can reveal private
information from buyers and sellers and achieve balance between cost and efficiency of contract. For
procurement auction problem, a procurer as a buyer must decide who is winner and a supplier as a seller must
decide how to make bids. Thus, the literature is summarized based on the following two aspects. The first line
is about the influence factors from price, quality and service to the other ones. The second line is the decision
process between the sellers and buyers from auction to auction-negotiation. Four problems are presented, i.e.
single -price procurement auction problem, single -price procurement auction negotiation problem, multi -
attribute procurement auction problem and multi-attribute procurement auction negotiation. At the same time,
different ideas are provided to make a literal review, e.g. price attribute to multiple attribute, unilateral private
information to bilateral private information, game theory to experimental methods and fixed demand to
uncertain demand. At the end of the paper, the prospect of research in this new field is given based on
suppliers’ risk, uncertain demand and imperfect contract.

Key words: procurement management, procurement auction; negotiation mechanism; multiple attribute;
game theory; experimental method; asymmetric information
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