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Abstract

The greater numbers of internet users the greater challenge will be tackled by ISP to provide
good services but gain maximum profit. By analyzing Cobb-Douglass utility function we will obtain optimal
pricing scheme. This research is based on previous research conducted by [1]. Wu and Banker [1]
analyzed modified Cobb-douglass utility function and obtained optimal mode/ of flat fee and two part tariff
for homogen consumers meanwhile we focus on getting optimal pricing scheme model by using original
Cobb-Douglass utility function. The first step to conduct this research is by formulating Cobb-Douglass
utility function then analyzing that function. The results sfﬂ that we obtain optimal pricing scheme model
for homogenous and heterogeneous consumer cases. The two-part tariff pricing scheme yield better
optimal solution rather than flat fee and two-part tariff pricing scheme regarding with homogen consumers
and heterogen consumers based on willingness to pay. For heterogeneous consumers based on
consumption level, the optimal pricing scheme is on two-part tariff pricing scheme.
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1. Introduction

Nowadays, internet development increases fast so this condition increases the users to
use the internet. Internet Service Provider (ISP) has to provide best services with optimal prices
for the consumers. ISP needs not the best utility function not only to gain profit for itself but also
to pursue the consumers applying the service provided by ISP. Previous works regarding the
pricing strategies to maximize the ISP profit are due to [2, 3]. According to [4], the utility function
usually connects with level of consumer satisfaction to information service consumption which
can maximize the profit to achieve certnu objectives.

There is a lot of assumption to be applied to the utility function but the researchers
usually use the bandwidth function with fixed loss and delay and follow the rules that marginal
utility as bandwidth function diminishing with increasing bandwidth [5-15]. The other reason
dealing with the choices of utility function is that the utility function should be differentiable and
easily to be analyzed the homogeneity and heterogeneity that impacts the choice of pricing
structure for the companies. Kelly [16] also contends that the utility function also can be
assumed to be increasing function, strictly concave and continuously differentiable.

There exist some utility functions, but we need the utility function that can fulfill

consumer satisfactions. Previous work on utility function is due to [1]. In their explanation, the
results show that flat fee and two-part tariff pricing scheme yield the optimal solutions using the
modified Cobb-Douglass utility function.
The contribution of this paper basically is to analyze the original Cobb-Douglass utility function
to obtain optimal solution of information service pricing scheme. The optimal solutions can be
different from what the previous work done by previous researches in terms of the utility function
chosen and the analysis in finding the best of three pricing strategies. Comparison of the
results between original utility function and modified will be conducted to observe which utility
function offers best maximum prices to consumers.

2. Research Method
The steps in conducting the research are as follows.
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1.Apply the original Cobb-Douglas utility function on three internet pricing schemes which are
flat fee, usage-based and two-part tariff for homogen and heterogen consumers that
previously described by [1].

2.Analyze the utility function forms analytically.

3.Compare the obtained model analysis of those three pricing schemes.

4.Compare the obtained model analysis using original Cobb-Douglas utility function with
[fiodified Cobb-Douglas utility function proposed by [1].

5.Conclude and obtain the optimal model of information service pricing scheme.

3. Results and Analysis
The parameter and decision variables are adopted in [1, 17]. We use the original Cobb-
Douglass as follows.

Ux,y) = xay®
The following are the analysis of Cobb-Douglass utility function for three pricing

strategies. The analysis follows the steps of [1].

3.1 Homogen Consumer
Consumers Optimization problem (adopted in [1])

maksyyzX* +Y? - PX—P,Y —PZ (1)
Such that

X <Xz (2)
Y <YZ (3)
X4+YP —PX—PY—-PZ>0 (4)
Z=0orl (5)

ISP optimization problem:
Maxp py py 2i(PyX* + P,Y" + PZ") (6)
where (X* Y*Z* = argmaks X% + Y® — P.X — P,Y — PZ
such that Constraint (3)-(5)
We proceed to Lemma 1a-9a as the lemma improved from [1] using original Cobb
Douglass utility function.

Case 1a. if providers apply the flat fee rate by setting up A, =0, P, = 0 dan P > 0, it means that
the price set up by providers does not have an impact to time usage (peak or nonpeak hours)
s0, our homogenous optimization problem will be

n;%z}s = X%Y? —PX —PY - PZ =XY"— (0)X — ()Y —P(1) = X°¥> —P

Using Eq. (4), we obtain X2Y® —P.X —PY —PZ >0 & P < Xoy?

Then the provider problem will be
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MaXppypy = Lie(BX"+PY +PZ) =X (00X + (0)Y" +P(1) = T ((0X* + Q)Y +
KaVb=i=1;/XaVb

When the function can maximize XY, and Z then the consumers will fully utilize the
services by choosing consumption level X = X dan ¥ = ¥, which is maximum usage level with
maximum utility, so that the consumer can get the price X“¥”. Maximum flat fee rate provider

can charge is X“V” with maximum profit of ¥/_ [X“V*]; where i shows the number of
consumers. According to this case, we obtain the Lemma 1a.

Lemma 1a: If the providers apply flat fee rate, then the charges will be X2¥? and maximum
profit obtained will be ¥/_,[X%Y?]; where ishows the number of consumers.

Case 2a. If the providers apply the pure usage base price by setting up P, >0, B, >0 and

P = 0 then the providers give different prices which are peak and nonpeak hour prices. Given
the function n}:;st =X%? — P X — P,Y. To maximize that function we will apply necessary and

sufficient conditions as follows.

b _
(i) The necessary condition 2250 _ g g g xa-1yb = p, @)
ax

1
a-1 _ Px . _ Py Ya-1
= X ——b@X—( )

a¥ m
(ii) The sufficient condition:
g2(xayb_ - a-1yb_
TET I S 0 e Q8T8 - (a— 1) X*2YP > 05a,b > 0

It means that P, = a X*~Y” is minimum price.

and

J(xa b_ e X—
()  Thenecessary condition. “— "0 = 0,50 bX°Y*1= B,  (8)

P, Py \bo1

b-1 _ ¥V * ¥ _\b-1

=¥ = € Y= (bxﬂ)
a(xa b _ —
(i)  The sufficient condition: Z& 1 _PX7BY)

ay2

a(bx%vb-1-p,)

= =b(b-—1)XY"2>0;a,b>0

It means that P, = b X¢Y?~* is minimum price.
Then the provider problem will be

: : = )
Pa-1 Py b-1
max E(PXX‘+PYY‘)= E Pe| ——— |+ P | ——r
Y &
i=1 —

PPy, P a

i=1 a(%)}’(ubj) b(_l)X ﬁ)

[1+ﬁ] ) P (1+ﬁ] ; ya-1yh lfﬁ
Py +P yl - =y (a )
(u(ﬁ]y(ﬁ] "\ )65 Ziea o(Trh(z2D)
b XaVb—11 + 15—1515—1¥ab—1

— v
i=1

+
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B N e P
21| C=pE PERRE

|
=

; a[” 71 yaybyla-1 2 i) b[lfb%]xﬂx[bf_l]yb
” JESyE H D) }]
i“a(”ﬁ_ﬁ) X“Y*’Y(%‘%)] + [b(l+b11 5=1) xox (o= ;1)}'*']]

i=1

S a Xy} + (b xo¥?)] = %) (a + b)[XY?]

It means that if the service provider wants to maximize their profit, they have to
minimize P, and P,. Since X <X and ¥ < ¥, then X" =X and Y* = ¥. So optimal P, and P, will

be P, = aX*"'¥? and P, = bX*¥"~! with maximum profit of ¥/_,(a + b)[X“Y"] ; where i shows
the number of consumers. According to this case, we obtain the Lemma 2a.

Lemma 2a: If the provider would like to apply usage-based pricing scheme then the optimal
price will be P, = aX*'Y? and P, = bX*¥Y"~ with maximum profit of ¥/_, (a + b)[X*Y?] ; where
i shows the number of consumers.

Case 3a. The providers apply the two-part tariff price by setting up £, > 0, £, >0 and P > 0, it
means that we have subscription fee if the consumers choose this service and the prices is
during the peak and nonpeak hours.
By using the Eq. (8) and (9), substitute those equations into Eq. (4) which is the
constraint of consumer optimization problem. So, the constraint will be
X' —BX—-PY-PZ 20 XV’ —(aX*YO)X - (bX¥""HY-P>0

e XYP — aXYP —pXY'—P>0 & P< XY? —aX?Y? - bxy?

The provider optimization problem will be

maXep, py =E£=1(PXX)‘ + PY + PZ%)
i Px[ﬂll] p(ill ayhb ayhb ayb
=X P | A 5 | (XYY = a XYY" - bXY")
u(ﬂ—l]}"(ﬂ—l] 5(5—1]1(5—1)

= Ef=1[( E”‘EHF;J])+PY(£ EHb_] )+(X Y? — @ X2YP — pxay?)

aﬁ]y(ﬁ m]x[m]
i

xa-ly bX Y“(”b_
Z C ( ) + (XeY? —a Xyt — pxay?h)
i= a(ﬂ 1 )

i o(tra x“r
=t (ﬂl 1 Cl
i=1

lfr at ]
+{ }+{X“‘r’b—aX“‘r’b—bX“Yb)

[:3
b ”r xax (555)yb

x(557)

atta xﬂrbr

1
(Cll Cl

+

} + (X°Y? —a X°v® — bx°Y?)
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= ¥/ Haxey®} + (b X°Y*} + (X% —a X°¥® — bx°Y?)] = ¥/_ [ x°Y?]

Since we know that P, and P, decrease, then X* and Y* will increase. However, since
X<Xand Y<V, then X"=X and ¥" = ¥. In other words, optimal B, and P, yang will be
P,= aX*'¥?, P,= bX*Y"tand P = X" - aX?Y? - bX?Y". That is why, the maximum
profit achievable of service provider is Zfﬂ[x“‘r’b]; where i shows the number of consumers.
According to this case we obtain Lemma 3a.

If we assume that aX2¥? > X°¥? and bX2¥? > X°Y", then (a+ b)[X2¥?] > [X2¥"];
a,b > 0. So, the maximum profit obtained by ISP will be when they apply usage-based pricing
scheme.

Lemma 3a: If the service providers apply two-part tariff scheme, the best P, and P, will be
P, = a X*1¥?, B, = b X°VP-1. Maximum fixed value P ISPs provide is the differences between
consumer maximum that can be obtained, X¢¥?, and payment for utilizing the service, (a +
bXaFph. So, the maximum profit for ISP will be /=i1/ ¥a¥s/ where i shows the number of

consumers.

3.2. High End and Low End Iﬂerogeneous Consumers

Assume that we have m high end consumers (i = 1) and n low end consumers (i = 2).
To learn how the willingness to pay affects the pricing scheme, we assume that each
consumers have the same upper bound in during peak hours and Y during nonpeak hours,
ay > a, dan by > b,.

Consumer optimization problem will be:

Max (X, Y, Z)) X, Y, — P.X;— P,Y; — PZ,; (9)
Such that
X < Xz (10)
v, < Yz, (11)
XAyl - PX,— PY,—PZ; =0 (12)
Z; =0ataul (13)

Provider optimization problem will be:
Max p, p, p M(PX;" + PY," + PZ;") + n(PX, + BY, + PZ,") (4.14)
with (X;", Y;",Z,") = argmax X,“Y;’t — BX,— P,Y, — PZ,

such that _
X, <Xz

V< ¥z
Xy — BX,— BY,—PZ; 20
Z;=0or1

We discuss the way to determine the maximum profit for each pricing scheme provided
by service provider.

Cobb-Douglass Utility Function in Optimizing the Internet Pricing Scheme Model (Indrawati)
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Case 4a. If the providers use the pure flat fee price by settingup A, =0,P, =0 and P > 0, it
means that the price that price that providers use will not affect the consumption time (peak and
off peak hours), then the consumers can select maximum level of consumption X, = X, X, =
X, Y,=7Y,and ¥, =Y. So, each high level consumer will be charged P < X% ¥ and low
level consumer is of P < X“2¥%2 . The case 4a is flat fee scheme so P or its price is referred to
both heterogeneous consumer types. If we set up a, > a, then the prices for high level
consumers will follow the prices for low level consumersa; > a, & X% > X% b, > b, &
Xb > xbe

Assume that (m)X®1 ¥ < (m+ n)X% ¥2_ it means, if P = X917, than only the high
level consumers can adopt this service. If P = X22¥%2  then both consumers can adopt this
service. So, to maximize the profit, the providers will chargeP = X®¥?2 .

So, the providers optimization problem will be:
Maks p m( PZ,") + n(PZ,") = m(X®2¥" )+ n (X2¥P2 )= (m+n) (X®2¥2)

So the attainable maximum profit of providers will be (m+n)(X%¥" ), m is the
number of high level consumers and n is low level consumers. According to this case, we obtain
Lemma 4a.

Lemma 4a:If the service providers apply flat fee scheme, then the price that providers can
charge is X% Y2 with attainable maximum profit of (m +n) [X%2¥?2].

Case 5a. if the providers use usage-based scheme by settingup P, > 0,F, >0 and P =0, it

means that the providers use differentiation prices, peak price and nonpeak price. Then:
The optimization problem of high end heterogeneous consumers will be:

Maks vy, = X;™ Y1b1 - PRX,— B (15)

To optimize the price we use the necessary and sufficient conditions:

. Y ¢ LR CLE N W gy . .

(i) For necessary condition CMRE e 2 — 0, then from the differential process
1
we obtain:
1
G 4T = P e XM s e = () 5 (16)
1 41 1 1 o 1 PR .

" . . ax, v, b1opox,—pv

(ii) Sufficient condition. =T 250
1

P A(ay X1%1 "1n" -y

ax = a,(a, - DX, 7Y™ > 0;a,,b, >0
1

It means that P, = a, X;% ~'¥,% is minimum price and

8(X, "1 v, 1- P X,— PyY;)

(i) Necessary condition. oy =0, from the differential result we
1
have :
1
a by =1 _ by -1 _ Py * Py by -1
X T =B e ph T s eyt = (blxlai) (17)
(i)  Sufficient condition
a2 (x,91 v, b1 —:’xxl—Ple} S0 3(by %1 vy P171p) = b, (b, — DX, @ Y1b1 “250:
av, ar,
a;,by >0

It means that P, = b, X;"* Ylbl ~!is minimum price.
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The optimization problem of low end heterogeneous consumers will be:

Maks y, = X,%2 4 Y,P2- P.X, — P,Y,.

To optimize the prices we use the necessary and sufficient condition as follows.
(i) The necessary condition

a2 vt —pox,- P, . )
U2 2P By o from the differential result we have:

X

_t

ay =1y by _ ap =1 _ Py *_ Px  \az-1
a; Xz Yz = PX = Xz = azYzbZ C)Xz = azYzbZ (18)

(ii) The sufficient condition

82(x292 vu02 - poxy— PyY: a( az X222 ~“1yyb2 _p. _

Qo e 1) 5 g o AwX® R R) _ g (g, — DX, 200 > 0;
dXa X
a,,b, >0

It means that P, = a, X,% 7Y, is minimum price and
(i) The necessary condition

(X292 v,P2- pox,— P . .
GaT ¥y PR BY) ) from the differential result we have:

avs

1

a by —1 _ by, —1 _ Py ¥ __ Py bz—-1

L A A A R A (bzxzaz) (19)
(ii) The sufficient condition
a2(x,2v, b2 - p x,— PV, a( by x,%2y,b2-1_p, _
(2 261,212 3’2}>0@ (226; y}=b2(b2_1)X2u2Y2b2 2>0
2 2

az,b; =0
It means that P, = b, X, Y,?2 7 is minimum price.
This analysis can be applied to peak hour and off peak problems.
(i) For problem during peak hours :
The providers should minimize P,; P, < a, X,“* ¥, to maximize objective function
(15). On the other, if the providers already set up the price P, < a, X,% 7¥,2  then
the profit is not optimal if X;* < X or X,* < X. So, the best price P, will be
ay X, 7,2 < P, < ag X,
(ii) For problem during off peak hours:
The prcviderﬂshould minimize P,; B, < b, v,%171x,% to maximize objective
function (15). On the other hand, if the providers set up P, < b, X,™ Y,%271, then
there is no optimal profit if v,* < ¥ atau Y,* < Y. So, the best P, price is
by X,2Y," 7 < B, < b Y, TX
When the price is in interval a, X, 'v,"2 < P, < a, X,17'¥," and b, X,%2 1,72 7! <
P, =b Y,%171x,% | the demand of high end consumers will still remain at a X and ¥, meanwhile
the demand of low end consumers will increase gradually since the price goes down. So, both
consumers (high end and low end) can apply this service with optimal price for peak hour is
P, = a, X,27'Y," and the off peak hour optimal price will be P, = b, X,% 1,271
The provider optimization problem will be:

Maks . m(PX,"+ BY,") +n (PX," + BY,")

Cobb-Douglass Utility Function in Optimizing the Internet Pricing Scheme Model (Indrawati)
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= (m+ n)

px(”azl—l} Py(ubzli_l)
( “z(“zl-l)vz(af%}) ! ( ) ) )]

a;lz—1 ( 22—1
(m+ n) ( ( Pf( }bz ))"‘ 0 2 bilz_
ay b2

gz -1 Y’z(ﬂz_l F)Xz(bz—l)

. b
_ (a1 @)\, xy0 )85
= (m+ n) (1]5_2) (1](:;2)
PR A b, \Ba-1)x,\ B -1
= (m+ n) (uz(%)xziaz—l)(%)yzbi(%))+ (bz (;%)Xzaz(%)yzwz_n(}%))
o @1y, @) o) (50)

= (m+ n) [a,X,2%," + b X,%27,"2| = (m+ n) (ay + by )[X,%2Y,%2]

The optimal price for peak hour will be P, = a,X©@~V¥% and off peak hour optimal
price will be P, = b, Y{%2 =D X% with maximum profit of (m + n)(a; + b, ) (X% ¥*2). According to
this case, we obtain Lemma 5a.

Lemma 5a: If the provider use usage-based price, then the optimal price for peak hour will be
P, = ay; X©“2"Y¥"2 and off peak hour optimal price will be P, = b, ¥¥2 V%% with maximum
profit of (m + n)(a, + b, ) (X2 ¥b2).

Case 6a. If the providers use two-part tariff then P, > 0, B, > 0, and P > 0. First order condition

to optimization problem of high end/low end consumers is by using Eq.(16)-(19). Eq.(16) and
(18) are high end consumer demand curve and low consumer in peak hour. Eq. (17) and (19)
are the demand curves of high end and low end consumers during off peak hour. If a; > a,

then high end price will follow the low end price, then a, (m) < a, (m+n) & a, < 2

It means that the consumers will be charge of P, = a, X,“*™",P, = b, ¥;"* VX, “ and
P=X,"1Y,"~(a, +b,)(X,“1Y,"), then high end consumers will adopt this service. If the
consumers price are P, =a,X," 'V, P, = b, ," 'X,% and P =X, V,"2- (a, +
b2 ¥2a2 ¥242, then both consumers can adopt this scheme. This is due to many consumers

see that subscription fee as barrier entry, then the providers can select to decrease this barrier
entry to attract consumer’s attention. Then to maximize the profit, the providers charge

P, =a,X,2 'Y, "2, P, = b, V,"27'X,%2 and P = X,“2¥,"2 - (a, + b, )(X,“ 1,™).
The provider optimization problem will be:
Maks p, p, m(PX," + PY;" + PZ,") + n(PX," + PY," + PZ,")

=mla, X% VP + b, X272 4 (X, V," —(a, + b,)(X,*2V,72) }]
+ nfa X278 + b, X2 7P + {X,*2Y,"2 - (a; + b,)(X,"2Y,"2) }]

= m(Xe2Pb2) 4 n (F927b2) = (m + n )X Vb2 )
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Lemma 6a: If the providers use two-part tariff scheme, optimal P, and B, will be a, X2 ~'¥":
b, X%2¥%2 "1 and P =X,2V,"-(a, +b,)(X,"2Y,"), with attainable maximum profit of
(m+ n)[X®2 P2].0f a, X2 > X% and b, V72 > VP2 then(m + n) (a, + b, ) (X2 ¥P2) >

(m+ n) [Xe2¥¥2]; a,,b, > 0. That is why, if there exist o type of consumers based on
willingness to pay then the usage-based price is better than flat fee and two-plit tariff schemes.
So, the usage based price always benefits and dominates the pure flat-fee and two-part tariff
schemes. For high end and low end consumers based on willingness to pay, the providers
should set up prices that encourage the consumers to consume much. If the set up price follows
for high end consumers then the providers will lose the low end consumers. If the set up price
follows the low end consumers, then both consumers can adopt the scheme.

3.3. High Demand and Low Demand Heterogeneous Consumers
For example, we assume that there exist two types of consumers which are high
demand consumers (type 1) with maximum consumption level of ﬂnd ¥, and low demand
consumers (type 2) with maximum level of consumption X, and ¥,. There are m consumer of
type 1 dan n consumer of type 2 with ¢; = a;, =aand by = b, = b.
The discussion about to obtain the maximum profit for each pricing scheme applied by
providers is as follows (follows from [1]).

Case 7a. If the providers would like to apply flat-fee scheme then providers will set up P, =
0,P,=0and P>0. it means that this schemeflvill have price if high and low demand
consumers choose to join the scheme then the consumers will fully utilize the scheme by
choosing the consumption level of X, = X,, ¥, =¥, or X, = X,, ¥, = ¥, with maximum utility

X’1“‘T’1b or )?zufzb (high and low level consumers, respectively). Then, the providers will give a
price to each high consumption level consumers of P < )?f?f' and each low level consumer

which is not more than P sfzu?zbas flat fee service. Since we assume that the providers
cannot differentiate the high and low level demand consumers and have to charge the same

price for both consumers then the providers should set P = )4_'1“‘?1b by only serving the high level
demand consumers or fixing the price P =)?2“}72th serve two type of consumers. If we
assume that m(fl“}-’f) < (m+n) (XZ“FZb), then the providers can set up P = X,°%,” and
serve both consumers with attainable maximum profit of (m + n) (Ezﬂ}-’zb). According to this
case we proceed to Lemma 7a.

Lemma 7a : if the providers use the flat fee scheme, then the fixed price will be P = X,°%,” with
the attainable maximum profit of (.X_'Z“?zb).

Case 8a. if the providers use usage based scheme by settingup P, > 0, P, > 0, and P = 0, then
the providers provide the differentiation prices which are peak and off peak hours. First order
conditions for optimality of consumers of high and low demand level will be

For high demand level consumers:

Maks Xyz = X1HY1b— PJ-X1 — PyY1
To optimize the prices we use the necessary and sufficient conditions as follows.

x4 1 Y - Py - PyY¥q)

(i) Necessary condition.
ax,

= 0. From that differensial, we have

Py

aky

aX P = poo X, = ( ,,)E (20)

(ii) Sufficient condition

Cobb-Douglass Utility Function in Optimizing the Internet Pricing Scheme Model (Indrawati)
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236 m
2 a. b _ - b _
G N RPN (g o 2eXT VTP _ g — 1)X,%2Y,P > 0;a,h > 0
axq ax,
and
(i) Necessary condition
ay b _
W = 0. From that differensial, we have
1
b— * P, 1
bY,P X, =P, & ¥ = (M’l’a) = (21)
(iii) Sufficient condition

8201, 9%, Y - P, - Py Y a(by, Pk, 2—p, _
Gt P B 5 0 0 X _ ph - 1)1, > 0,a,b > 0
1 1

For low level heterogeneous consumers:
Max yyz = X,°V,"- B.X, — P,Y,

To optimize the prices we use the necessary and sufficient conditions as follows.

(i) Necessary condition
a,. b _
W = 0. From that differensial, we have
2
a-1vy b _ = _ Py +
aX, W, = P o X, = (uyz )a ] (22)
(ii) Sufficient condition
2 ay b _ a-1y b_
o0 v axp’éxz AN WINLICE BXYZ %) — q(a-1)X,2," > 0:a,b > 0 and
2 2
(i) Necessary condition

(X, - PXa— PV . )
w = 0. From that differensial, we have
2

_ N P; 2
bR = B e ¥y = ()5 (23)

If we assume that m(X,) < (m + n)(X,), then the providers can fix P, = a X,%"'Y,” and
P, =b ¥,?~1X,% which serve high and low consumption level consumers.
The provider optimization problem will be

M, (B )4 m (004 5) = (0 [ (25) 5 1, (2]

a
qu—1
1

b
Py'ﬁ

b + o

=(m+n) 5
aa-1Y,a-1 b1 X,b-1

It is given that as long as P, and B, decrease, then X;", X", ¥;" and Y>" will increase.
However, sinceX,, X,, ¥; and ¥, are subjected to X,, X,, ¥, and ¥, then the best P, and P, will be

a X,* 7' 7," dan bX,“ ¥,” "with attainable maximum profit
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a
_a - a-1- bya-1 = b=1_ g\B-1

pya-1 al;" ¥ b X" “Xa
(m+n) [F—+ = (m+n) ( i b) + 5 ) =

aa-1¥,a-1 bb_lez_ aa-17,a-1 bB-1 %, -1

@0(z2) e g, O-0(52) o ag b

(m+n) ual Xz ba1+b 1.1:2 . 1 =(m+n)(a+b)[X2“Y2]

atd— 1yzﬁ bB-1 x,Bb-1T

So, if the providers use the pure usage-based scheme, then the peak hour optimal
prices will be P, = aX," " and in off peak hours will be P, = b‘?zb_l with attainable maximum

profit of (m + n)(a + b) [)?zu?zb]. According to this case we obtain Lemma 8a.

Lemma 8a : If the providers apply usage based price, then the peak hour aptimal price will be
P, = a22“_1}72b and the off peak hour optimal price will be P, = b‘rzb “'%,% . The maximum

profitis (m +n)(a + b) [fz“?zb]_
Kasus 9a. if the providers use Jika two-part tariff, P, > 0, P, > 0, and P > 0, the first order
condition for optimization of high end/low end consumers is by using Eq. (20)-(23).

It is known that X, > X, < aX,* 'V, >bX," 'V, the best P, = aX,* 'v,” fixed

by the providers. Then the high and low level consumption consumers can adopt. If they use
P, = aX, “'v,”, then the providers can only attract the high level demand consumers only. It

X

occurs also for off peak hour price, P, = bX," Yzb_1 is the best off peak hour price.
By using Eq.(15) , we have

X" = PXo = BY, —PZ 20 X" — (X" '%" )X — (b0 ™ ), —P 20
e X, " — aX,%Y,” — bX,"Y," —P>20 P <X, ," — aX,°Y," — bX,°Y,"

= = = o — g —a b
karena X," < X, dan X,” < X,, maka P < X,"V,” — aX,"V," - bX,"¥,
The optimization problem of the provider will be

Max p,p, p = m(PX" + BYy + PZ0) + n(BX"+ BY, + PZy)

= m|(a%, %) £, + (b5, yz LR LR AR AR A A
+n (a0 ) B+ (02,0 B+ (B - o - b5,
= m[(a)?z %)% + (sz 7’ )

F+[X2Y2 - ak,", —bxzvz}]
+n [(a+ DX, T" + [,\7

- ak," - b¥, }]

eI CAR A L AN (A A AR b A At A AR b)?Z“sz}] +n (%,°7%") =
m|(a%, 71" — ) + (b BT (- B + (m+ ) (2,0 F,)

It means that the providers use two-part tariff scheme by setting up A, > 0, P, >0, and

P > 0, then the providers can determine the optimal price P, = aX,* '%,”, P, = b, V,"", and
subscription fee P which equals to low level consumers surplus, so we can obtain maximum

profit of m [(a)?zﬂ_Isz) (X1 —Xp) + (b)?zuf’zb_I) = E)] +(m+n) ()?2“ sz). According to this
case, we obtain Lemma 9a.
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a = b-1

If X=0andY >0, then m[(a X,"" " ) (X, - %)+ (b X" 1,"7) (% - )]+

zazb

(m+n) (%" 5") > (m+m)(a+b)|% %" > n+n)(%,°7,"). So, two-part tariff scheme
offers better price compared to pure flat fee and pure usage-based scheme for high demand
and low demand heterogeneous consumers.

Lemma 9a: If the providers use two part tariff scheme, optimal P, and P, will be a)?z“_l}"zb dan
o a5 b- - = = = e sagh -

bX, Yzb 1' respectively and P =X, Yzb— aX, ng— bX, Y, . So, the attainable profit of

providers will be m|(aX,"',") (X, — X) + (b%,°%," ") (, = V)| + (m +n) (%, 1,") that is

larger price compared to attainable price by flat-fee or usage-based scheme.

The comparison between original Cobb-Douglass with modified Cobb Douglass
proposed in [1] is presented in Table 1 as follows. The analysis to seek for the advantage of
using original Cobb-Douglass is explained as follows.

1. For Homogenous Consumers, if we assume that
a. af%> alog(X +1); a > 0then aX® > alog (X +1) = loge@ > log (X + 1)2.
b. bY?> blog(Y +1): b > 0then b¥? > blog (¥ +1) & loge(bfb) > log (Y + 1)%.
S0,aX® + b¥? > alog (X+ 1)+ blog (¥ +1)
We obtain maximum profit by adopting original Cobb-Douglass.

2. For High-End dan Hw-End Heterogeneous Consumers
If we assume th

a. a, %% >a, log(X +1);a; >0,a, X% > a, log(X +1) < loge@X*) >
log (X + 1)%2

b. b, Y% > b, log(Y + 1) ; b, > 0then by 7% > b, log(¥ + 1) < loge®:7"? >
log (Y + 1)

So we obtain a, X% + b, ¥?2 > a, log(X + 1) + b, log(¥ + 1) and obtain maximum profit
by adopting original Cobb-Douglass.

3. For High-Demand dan Low-Demand Heterogeneous Consumers
| we assume that

a. (a)?zu_I) (1= X) > o (% — X2);a > 0then X" > alog(Xz + 1); a > 0

=

= - = - = a
X, <Xje X=z=—e X,> = & aX, > =
Xy X;+1 X +1

it

7 a—1 o a-—1 = = a = =
o "> e (aXz. ) (% - %) > 57 (% = %). Next,
7

X5 >alog(X,+1) & loge®) > log (X, +1)4

b. (b7,"") (- ¥p) > 171%((1?1 —1,));b>0then ¥,” > blog(¥, + 1); b > 0

| _ - b —ery b
LhL<Vhelhszel,>=0—bhYh>-—— bl > =
N 1=y, A N A 2 7 +1

b — -
T 1((}3 -1))

o (b}-’zb_1)(}71 -7 > 7

¥," > blog(¥, + 1) < loge( 2’ S log (¥, + 1)*
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& b-1

We  have  m[(af," ) (X - %)+ (bR (F, — V)] + m+n) (X, + 1,) >
b

m 55 (& = %) + 525 (= 1) + (m +m)[alog(X, + 1) + blog(F, +1)]

71

Again, we obtain maximum profit by using Cobb-Douglass utility function.

Table 1. Comparison between Qriginal Cobb-Douglass and Modified Cobb-Douglass

Consumer type Original Cobb-Douglass Modified Cobb-Douglass
X+ yh alog(X + 1)
Standard form +blog(F + 1)
Pricing Scheme Usage-Based Flat-Fee atau Two-Part Tariff
Homogen Consumer Price P, =aX%'and Py = Pt P=alog(f+ 1)+ blog(Y +1)
Maximum profit for Zla}?“+b?"| Zlalog()(_+1) + blog(¥ +1)]
provider T T
Pricing Scheme Usage-Based Flat-Fee alala.\to—Parl Tariff
. P.= a,f%"Tand P, = b, P21 P=a,log(X +1
Heterogen High- Consumer Price - yo R e %& n 1))
End dan Low- _ ) 2 108
End Maximum profit for (m + n) B (m+n) N N
provider (a, X2 + b, ¥t2) [ag log(X + 1) + by log(¥ + 1]
Pricing Scheme Two-part tariff Two-part tariff
. _ a-1 _ b-1 __a_ _ b
Consumer Price B =af,” andP, = b¥, B = n and P, = el
2,0 (8 -8+ R -
Heterogen Hligh- 1;)[2(;-;}*1 )}Ez 1 Z)Xz 77 P R
:Jem;nd dar:’ Maximum profit for tutndiat 2 (- }—,_))I
ow-Deman provider 1t F

+ (m+ n)[alog(X; + 1)
+ blog(f, + 1)]

4. Conclusion

The main purpose of this paper is to aid ISP to determine the best strategy to be offered
to consumers with optimal prices. The previous work dc by researchers does not solve the
problem of pricing strategy when ISP adopt flat fee and usage based scheme with or without
subscription fee.

We found that the marginal and monitoring prices can be neglected for monopoly
supplier with homogen consumers, pure usage based price is better than fat fee and two-part
tariff since supplier gets maximum profit.

In case of heterogeneous marginal supply based on the wiIIianess to pay, the usage
based price can extract all low end consumer surpluses and leave the surplus only for high-end
consumer if it is in company’s benefit to serve the consumer. However, the flat-fee and two-part
tariff prices can only extract all surpluses from low-end consumers.

If we compare to modified Cobb-Douglass proposed by [1] by using original Cobb-
Douglass, we obtain maximum profit using the original Cobb-Douglass in some cases including
pricing strategy, consumer price and maximum profit obtained by providers.
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