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Abstract: Electric vehicles have great potential in dramatically reducing environmental pollution,
which has become an important strategic direction for future sustainable development. With the
influence of policy support and market, the construction of new energy supply infrastructure in China
has achieved remarkable outcomes. However, according to the actual use of the new energy supply
facilities, there is still a severe imbalance between long queues and unattended charging stations
in some areas. Therefore, this paper aims to establish a fuzzy demand-profit model to accurately
optimize new energy supply from the perspective of the three-level service chain. Then, based on
authoritative historical sales data of electric vehicles in China in 2011–2018, the model is used to
analyze the fuzzy demand for electric vehicle charging capacity. The research results indicate that the
fuzzy demand-profit model is an effective tool to promote the coordination of new energy supply,
which will provide support for the sustainable development of electric vehicles in China.
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1. Introduction

With the increasing pressure of environmental protection and emission control regulations,
the development of traditional automotive industry is becoming more and more difficult [1].
For instance, Wang et al. [1] pointed out that passenger car emissions (e.g., CO, NOx, PM10, and CO2)
are eight times that of 2005. As part of the new energy drives, pure electric vehicles have great potential
in reducing environmental pollution, which has become an important strategic direction of sustainable
development in the future [2]. Meanwhile, in recognition of these problems brought by traditional
automotive, the relevant government departments in China have issued a series of policies and
implementation measures to support the rapid development of the new energy industries [3]. Among
them, the “Energy Conservation and New Energy Vehicle Industry Development Plan (2012–2020)”
issued by the State Council clarifies the strategic positioning of China’s new energy vehicle industry,
mainly driven by pure electric drives [4]. The continuous and stable supply of new energy is a necessary
condition for the development of the new energy industry. It is also the key to the recognition of
new energy vehicles in the end consumption segment [5]. With the influence of policy support and
market, the construction of new energy supply infrastructure has also achieved remarkable outcomes.
According to the authoritative statistics, the total number of charging piles in China reached 450,000
in 2018, ranking first in the world [6]. However, it is commonly appreciated that the new energy
automobile industry is still in the growth stage. At present, there are still many problems to be solved,
such as the low coverage of charging infrastructure, uneven layout, inconvenience, and charging
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queuing time, which hinder the actual effective demand [7]. Furthermore, there is a severe imbalance
between long queues and unattended charging stations in some areas in terms of the actual use of the
new energy supply facilities. To solve the problem of imbalance, it is necessary to ensure information
symmetry among new energy users, charging pile operators, and power suppliers, to carry out charging
pile construction and energy supply according to the demand, and to improve the efficiency of resource
allocation. Meanwhile, the demand of new energy users is the basis for the construction of charging
pile operators, as well as the basis for power suppliers to provide energy supply to charging pile
operators. Therefore, the study of their disharmony should be analyzed as a three-level service chain
composed of these three participants.

To address the incoordination problems, many research studies have been conducted in optimizing
the supply chain. For instance, Reybiers et al. [8,9] investigated how to design contracts and perform
quality control in a bi-level supply chain. Cachon et al. [10–12] attempted to design contracts to
solve the incoordination problem between suppliers and manufactures under asymmetry information.
Indeed, contract theory provides the fundamental support for solving the supply chain coordination
problems [13,14], but due to the uncertain demand considered in the supply chain, it faces new
challenges. How to develop the contracts under a particular environment becomes a negligible
problem in modeling supply chain coordination [15,16].

Achievements could be drawn from the existing supply chain models of manufacturing, fresh,
and logistics. Many scholars have only briefly processed the uncertain demand in the supply chain and
researched this basis. Some researchers focused on manufacturing supply chain [17–23]. For example,
the research by Rong et al. [17] studied the inventory model with fuzzy stochastic demand, while
Sadeghi et al. [21] established a supplier inventory management model under uncertain demand
constraints, under the area of fuzzy demand, and designed the cost allocation and quality control
contract. Some other researchers concentrated on the perishable supply chain [24–28]. For example,
Xu et al. [25] used the triangular fuzzy number to construct the retailer decision model. Findings
in the emergency supply chain are also of value [29–34]. Alsalloum et al. [29] developed a dynamic
inventory strategy for emergency materials under triangular fuzzy information. Zheng et al. [32]
studied the distribution of material demand and network distribution under uncertain demand in
emergency rescue. More researchers have focused on logistics and distribution [35–39]. For example,
Fazayeli et al. [39] planned vehicle paths based on the fuzzy demand of customers. In addition,
scholars have also probed into the decision-making model [40–47]. Sang et al. [43] compared the
supply chain returns of decentralized decision-making and centralized decision-making under fuzzy
demand. At the same time, other researchers explored the expected profit of the supply chain in
two decision-making modes under the uncertain demand for returnable goods [44–47]. Generally,
most of the mentioned studies aimed at profit maximization or cost minimization in the supply chain,
discussing the quantitative matching relationship among various links in the supply chain or upstream
and downstream related links under fuzzy demand, realizing the balanced development in supply
chain management, which will provide references in the imbalances of the energy supply service.

There are two main types of new energy supply services, namely charging and battery replacement.
Considering that the proportion of the battery replacement service in the existing supply service is
not representative, this paper mainly studies the charging services. In terms of charging services,
new energy supply services mainly involve three main bodies: the power supplier, the charging pile
operator, and the end user, in which the demand of new energy end users is the ultimate source of
profit. In previous research on new energy supply, the view of single subject is usually adopted [48–53].
For example, Moon et al. [48] studied the impact of large-scale new energy implementation on the power
system from the power supplier perspective, while Yıldız et al. [50] researched on the charging station
operator as the profit subject for charging station location optimization, and Camus et al. [53] studied the
utilization pattern of end users based on the analysis of energy supply demand. From the perspective
of the three-level operation structure of power suppliers, charging pile operators, and end users in the
new energy supply service chain, similarities could be drawn from the three-level operational structure
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of manufacturers, wholesalers, and retailers in the general commodity supply chain. The homogeneity
with the new energy supply service chain allows for research from the perspective of the service chain
as a whole. It can effectively reduce the inconsistency in the new energy supply services. Although
the new energy supply service chain is composed of a three-level operational structure, the unique
characteristics of new energy supply service operation process do not require pre-ordering, inventory,
transportation, and return, so it is different from the general commodity supply chain. These differences
are mainly manifested in the fact that excess energy supply provided by the power supplier cannot be
easily stored. The goods provided by the power supplier and the charging pile operator do not need to
be transported after the completion of the network improvement. As the energy supply is a one-way
output, the end users cannot revoke the energy supply service after receiving it, and the demand of the
end user determines the profit level of the whole new energy supply service chain.

The potential benefits of integrating new energy supply of electric vehicles into existing power
grids have been widely recognized, but large-scale investment is also needed, such as line network
transformation and power supply boosting, to ensure the continued stability of new energy supply.
In order to achieve a sufficient balance between supply and demand, reduce unnecessary energy
waste, and ensure the stability of the power grid, the power supplier needs to make additional power
demand plans according to the charging demand forecast of the electric vehicle. At the same time,
the supplier should request for quantitative demand data when accepting the charging pile operators’
contracts. On one hand, cost compensation can be obtained as soon as possible. On the other hand,
it can prevent charging pile operators from constructing non-operating stations to obtain government
subsidies. In order to obtain a quick return on investment, the charging pile operators must further
promote the effective demand of new energy sources to complete the contract quantity. Other scholars
have quantified the energy saving and emission reduction benefits of electric vehicles [54–56], such as
Boqiang et al. [54] who formulated a strategy to meet energy demand under the carbon emission
constraints. Grubb et al. [56] suggested that the low carbon efficiency of electric vehicle charging piles
should be taken as an investment strategy. Based on the survey of all levels of the new energy supply
service chain, starting from the overall perspective of the service chain, taking the end user’s demand
as the premise, obscuring the undetermined demand, and considering the change in demand over
time, the quantity and profit of the supply chain was studied, allowing for the coordination of limited
resources and operation efficiency improvement.

The above discussions demonstrate that few studies have paid close attention to the imbalance
problem of new energy supply infrastructure from the perspective of the three-level service chain.
The aim of this paper is, therefore, to build the three-level new energy supply service chain of charging
service and to establish a fuzzy demand model and profit model. The remainder of this paper is
organized as follows. Section 2 introduces the basic structure of the target supply chain. The fuzzy
demand-profit model is presented in Section 3. Empirical results are given in Section 4. Results analysis
is discussed in Section 5, and the conclusion of this paper is presented in Section 6.

2. New Energy Supply Service Chain

The concept of the service chain is proposed based on the understanding of service management.
Ken Ruggles [57] (2005) considered it a relationship chain connected with different service providers,
providing consumers with comprehensive and high-quality services and improving the service quality
of business to consumers.

In practices of new energy supply, electricity supply enterprises (ESEs) cooperate with various
charging pile operators (CPOs) to provide end users with an efficient energy supply through the
charging facilities(TCFs). During this process, CPOs need to obtain (purchase) energy supply from
ESEs and transmit (sell) it to electric vehicle users through the charging facilities. In this service chain,
electricity suppliers and charging pile operators need to work together to meet the energy service
needs of end users. In this regard, charging pile operators pay electricity suppliers to obtain energy
supply and collect charges by selling electricity to end users, as shown in Figure 1.
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Figure 1. Diagram of new energy supply single-format service chain. ESE, electricity supply enterprise;
CPO, charging pile operator; TCF, the charging facility.

Figure 1 illustrates that in the single-format service chain for new energy supply:
The electricity supplier is responsible for power generation, electricity transmission, and providing

normal operation voltage to the charging pile operator.
The charging pile operators do not need to order electricity from the power supplier in advance

or maintain energy storage facilities. Instead, the primary investment of the charging pile operator is
to build new charging infrastructure, and provide updates and maintenance to old devices in daily
operations for end users using the charging service.

The costs from end users consist of two parts, namely, the fee for purchasing electricity and the
fee for paying charging service.

Furthermore, in Figure 1, the red solid arrow line indicates the direction of energy supply: power
suppliers supply energy to charging pile operators, who supply energy to new energy users through
charging infrastructure. The blue arrow line indicates the fund flow: New Energy Vehicle users need
to pay to charge pile operators to receive energy supply services, and charging pile operators also need
to pay electricity suppliers.

3. Model Development

To describe the demand of new energy supply and the profit status of each subject in the service
chain of new energy supply, the uncertain demand model and the profit model for the new energy
supply single-format service chain are established, respectively.

3.1. The Fuzzy Demand Model for the New Energy Supply Single-Format Service Chain

The role of electric vehicles in mitigating carbon emission has been fully recognized. As the electric
vehicle industry is still in the growth stage, due to factors such as the construction of charging facilities
and the convenience of charging, the actual number of electric vehicle charging may be different from
the charge demand predicted by the number of electric vehicles. There is still a gap between demand
and actual effective demand. Moreover, the large deviations in the actual effective demand bring
great difficulty to the allocation of resources in the new energy supply chain. Considering the actual
deviation, the demand is usually set as the minimum possible effective fuzzy demand, the most likely
effective fuzzy demand, and the maximum effective fuzzy demand. The resource allocation under this
fuzzy set can reduce the incoordination of the service chain. The triangular fuzzy number is a crucial
method to transform the uncertain variable into effective fuzzy sets. The actual effective demand in the
new energy supply can be set as the triangular fuzzy number to study service chain contract. Therefore,
it can be assumed that the effective demand of new energy supply could be formulated through the
triangular fuzzy variable S̃ = (s1, s2, s3), where s2 within the s1 < s2 < s3 set is the center point of the
triangular fuzzy variable, meaning that the demand from new energy users will be approximately s2.
s1 is the minimum demand, and s3 is the maximum demand. The actual rate of s1, s2, s3 is determined
through the collection of data and subsequent analysis. The function of S̃ is:
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µS̃(x) =


x−s1
s2−s1

, x ∈ [s1, s2]

s3−x
s3−s2

, x ∈ (s2, s3]

0, x < [s1, s3]

(1)

The fuzzy demand of new energy S̃ is taken using λ, and can be indicated using S̃λ =
[
S̃L
λ

, S̃R
λ

]
,

where S̃L
λ

is the left hand side and S̃R
λ

is the right hand side of S̃λ:

S̃L
λ = inf

{
x ∈ R : µS̃(x) ≥ λ

}
= L−1(λ) = s1 + (s2 − s1)λ (2)

S̃R
λ = sup

{
x ∈ R : µS̃(x) ≥ λ

}
= R−1(λ) = s3 − (s3 − s2)λ (3)

Hence, the expected fuzzy demand for new energy users could be calculated through:

E
(
S̃
)
=

1
2

∫ 1

0

[
L−1(λ) + R−1(λ)

]
dλ (4)

3.2. The Profit Model for the New Energy Supply Single-Format Service Chain

In the new energy supply industry, charging services is the most commonly used. The sector of
battery replacement is relatively small and has little impact on the profit of the overall service chain.
Therefore, this paper only studies the charging service mode. The variables considered in this paper
are as follows:

(a) The power supplier provides energy supply guarantee for the charging pile operator. In order to
ensure the safe and orderly supply of energy, the power supplier needs to transform and increase
the voltage of the network. This investment cannot be completed suddenly, and the charging pile
operators need to provide a contract price and quantity to ensure the use of new investment can
obtain a quick return on investment. Assume that before the investment of the new infrastructure,
the charging pile operator and power suppliers arrive at the contract price of p and quantity of q
and the energy supplier charges the charging pile operator at the energy supply price of p1;

(b) It is assumed that the power supplier adopts the same charging standard to the charging pile
operator and provides a homogeneous energy supply service. The power supplier needs to invest
a fixed cost of ce f to boost voltage for ensuring the quality and stability of the contract quantity
and variable costs of cev such as maintenance;

(c) The charging price charged by the charging pile operator to provide energy supply to the end
user is p2. This price includes charging a service fee and the energy supply fee collected by the
generation power supplier;

(d) The charging pile operator provides end users with continuous and stable energy supply services.
The fixed costs such as the construction of the charging infrastructure is cc f , and the variable costs
such as operation management is ccv;

(e) The price of end user using traditional fossil fuel energy is p0, thus fulfilling the relationship of
p0 > p2 > p1;

(f) The cost for the end user to choose alternative charging methods (e.g., home charging stations)
is cuv;

(g) End users are advocates of low carbon emissions and will consider their contribution to the
reducing carbon emissions. At the same time, they are rational economic people who pay attention
to the cost of new energy use, hope to trade the reduced carbon emissions and convert them into
their own economic benefits, and set the carbon emission reduction between new energy and
traditional energy contribution value as ξ;
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(h) Fisker has announced that it will use the patented technology to run an electric vehicle for 800 km
with a charging time of only 1 min. Volkswagen and many other car companies have released
the latest technological breakthroughs, which can achieve a charging range of 450–6000 km
within 15–30 min. From progress of these charging technologies, the charging time of new energy
vehicles will not affect consumer demand. Therefore, this paper does not consider the impact of
charging time on the charging demand.

Based on the above variable settings, the profit of the electricity supplier, the charging pile operator,
the end user, and the entire new energy supply single-format service chain are:∏̃

ESE
= p1 ∗min

{
q, S̃

}
− cev ∗min

{
q, S̃

}
− ce f ∗ q (5)

∏̃
CPO

= p2 ∗min
{
q, S̃

}
− (ccv + p1) ∗min

{
q, S̃

}
− cc f ∗ q (6)∏̃

Users
= (p0 − p2) ∗min

{
q, S̃

}
− cuv ∗ S̃ + ξ ∗ q (7)∏̃

=
∏̃

ESE
+

∏̃
CPO

+
∏̃

Users
(8)

According to the relationship between the fuzzy demand of new energy S̃ and the quantity of
contract supply q, it can be divided into the following two scenarios:

Scenario 1 when q ∈ [s1, s2], the λ of min
{
q, S̃

}
is:

(
min

{
q, S̃

})
λ
=


[
L−1(λ), q

]
,λ ∈ [0, L(q)]

[q, q],λ ∈ (L(q), 1]
(9)

At this point, the fuzzy expected profit of the power supplier is:

E
(∏̃

ESE

)
= p1 ∗ E

[
min

{
q, S̃

}]
− cev ∗ E

[
min

{
q, S̃

}]
− ce f ∗ q

= (p1 − cev) ∗
[

1
2

∫ L(q)
0

[
L−1(λ) + q

]
dλ+ 1

2

∫ 1
L(q)[q + q]dλ

]
− ce f ∗ q

(10)

The fuzzy expected profit of the power supplier against q is the second derivative
d2E

(∏̃
ESE

)
dq2 =

−
1
2 p1L′(q) < 0, thus, when q ∈ [s1, s2], E

(∏̃
ESE

)
is related to the concave function of q.

Scenario 2 when q ∈ (s2, s3], the λ of min
{
q, S̃

}
is:

(
min

{
q, S̃

})
λ
=


[
L−1(λ), q

]
,λ ∈ [0, R(q)][

L−1(λ), R−1(λ)
]
,λ ∈ (R(q), 1]

(11)

At this point, the fuzzy expected profit of the power supplier is:

E
(∏̃

ESE

)
= p1 ∗ E

[
min

{
q, S̃

}]
− cev ∗ E

[
min

{
q, S̃

}]
− ce f ∗ q

= (p1 − cev) ∗
[

1
2

∫ R(q)
0

[
L−1(λ) + q

]
dλ+ 1

2

∫ 1
R(q)[q + q]dλ

]
− ce f ∗ q

(12)

With the same logic, the fuzzy expected profit of the power supplier against q is the second

derivative
d2E

(∏̃
ESE

)
dq2 = 1

2 p1R′(q) < 0, thus, when q ∈ [s2, s3], E
(∏̃

ESE

)
is related to the concave function

of q.
In summary, the fuzzy expected profit of the power supplier is a concave function. According to

the energy supply price provided by the electricity supplier to the charging pile operator, the optimal
contract quantity of the power supplier is:
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q∗
ESE

=


L−1

[
2(p1−cev−ce f )

p1−cev

]
, q ∈ [s1, s2]

R−1
(

2ce f
p1−cev

)
, q ∈ (s2, s3]

(13)

The charging pile operator follows the assumption of rational economic decision making and
pursues the goal of maximizing profit. The fuzzy expected profit of the charging pile operator can be
calculated as:

E
(∏̃

CPO

)
=

 (p2 − p1 − ccv) ∗
[

1
2

∫ L(q)
0

[
L−1(λ) + q

]
dλ+ 1

2

∫ 1
L(q)[q + q]dλ

]
− cc f ∗ q, q ∈ [s1, s2]

(p2 − p1 − ccv) ∗
[

1
2

∫ R(q)
0

[
L−1(λ) + q

]
dλ+ 1

2

∫ 1
R(q)

[
L−1(λ) + R−1(λ)

]
dλ

]
− cc f ∗ q, q ∈ (s2, s3]

(14)

The fuzzy expected profit of the charging pile operator against q is the second derivative
d2E

(∏̃
CPO

)
dq2 =

{
−

1
2 (p2 − p1 − ccv)L′(q) < 0, q ∈ [s1, s2]

1
2 (p2 − p1 − ccv)R′(q) < 0, q ∈ (s2, s3]

, thus, the fuzzy expected profit of charging pile

operator is also a concave function. The optimal contract quantity of the charging pile operator is:

q∗
CPO

=


L−1

[
2(p2−p1−ccv−cc f )

p2−p1−ccv

]
, q ∈ [s1, s2]

R−1
(

2cc f
p2−p1−ccv

)
, q ∈ (s2, s3]

(15)

As the new energy end user is the deciding factor, when q ∈ [s1, s2], the fuzzy expected profit of
end user is:

E
(∏̃

Users

)
= (p0 − p2) ∗ E

[
min

{
q, S̃

}]
− cuv ∗ E

[
S̃
]
+ ξ ∗ q

= (p0 − p2) ∗
[

1
2

∫ L(q)
0

[
L−1(λ) + q

]
dλ+ 1

2

∫ 1
L(q)[q + q]dλ

]
− cuv ∗

[
1
2

∫ 1
0

[
L−1(λ) + R−1(λ)

]
dλ

]
+ ξ ∗ q

(16)

When q ∈ (s2, s3], the fuzzy expected profit of the end user is:

E
(∏̃

Users

)
= (p0 − p2) ∗ E

[
min

{
q, S̃

}]
− cuv ∗ E

[
S̃
]
+ ξ ∗ q

= (p0 − p2) ∗
[

1
2

∫ R(q)
0

[
L−1(λ) + q

]
dλ+ 1

2

∫ 1
R(q)[q + q]dλ

]
− cuv ∗

[
1
2

∫ 1
0

[
L−1(λ) + R−1(λ)

]
dλ

]
+ ξ ∗ q

(17)

The fuzzy expected profit of the new energy end users against q is the second derivative
d2E

(∏̃
Users

)
dq2 =

{
−

1
2 (p0 − p2)L′(q) < 0, q ∈ [s1, s2]

1
2 (p0 − p2)R′(q) < 0, q ∈ (s2, s3]

, thus, the fuzzy expected profit of the new energy end

users is also a concave function. The optimal contract quantity of the new energy end user is:

q∗
Users

=

 L−1
[

2(p0−p2−ξ)
p0−p2

]
, q ∈ [s1, s2]

R−1
(

2ξ
p0−p2

)
, q ∈ (s2, s3]

(18)

In the new energy supply single-format service chain operation mode, end users as the direct
consumers of new energy are the final determinants of effective demand, directly affecting the profit of
the power supplier, charging pile operators, and themselves. Under the optimal decision conditions of
end users, the fuzzy expected profits of end users, charging pile operators, and power suppliers are:

E
(∏̃

Users

)∗
=



(p0 − p2) ∗
1
2

∫ 2(p0−p2−ξ)
p0−p2

0 L−1(λ)dλ− cuv ∗

[
1
2

∫ 1
0

[
L−1(λ) + R−1(λ)

]
dλ

]
+ξ ∗ L−1

[
2(p0−p2−ξ)

p0−p2

]
, q ∈ [s1, s2]

(p0 − p2) ∗
1
2

∫ 1
0 L−1(λ)dλ+ (p0 − p2) ∗

1
2

∫ 1
2ξ

p0−p2
R−1(λ)dλ− cuv ∗

[
1
2

∫ 1
0

[
L−1(λ) + R−1(λ)

]
dλ

]
+ξ ∗R−1

(
2ξ

p0−p2

)
, q ∈ (s2, s3]

(19)
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E
(∏̃

CPO

)∗
=



(p2 − p1 − ccv) ∗

 1
2

∫ 2(p0−p2−ξ)
p0−p2

0 L−1(λ)dλ− 1
2 L−1

[
2(p0−p2−ξ)

p0−p2

]
∗

2(p0−p2−ξ)
p0−p2

+ L−1
[

2(p0−p2−ξ)
p0−p2

]
−cc f ∗ L−1

[
2(p0−p2−ξ)

p0−p2

]
, q ∈ [s1, s2]

(p2 − p1 − ccv) ∗

{
1
2

∫ 1
0 L−1(λ)dλ+ 1

2 R−1
(

2ξ
p0−p2

)
∗

2ξ
p0−p2

+ 1
2

∫ 1
2ξ

p0−p2
R−1(λ)dλ

}
−cc f ∗R−1

(
2ξ

p0−p2

)
, q ∈ (s2, s3]

(20)

E
(∏̃

ESE

)∗
=



(p1 − cev) ∗

 1
2

∫ 2(p0−p2−ξ)
p0−p2

0 L−1(λ)dλ− 1
2 L−1

[
2(p0−p2−ξ)

p0−p2

]
∗

2(p0−p2−ξ)
p0−p2

+ L−1
[

2(p0−p2−ξ)
p0−p2

]
−ce f ∗ L−1

[
2(p0−p2−ξ)

p0−p2

]
, q ∈ [s1, s2]

(p1 − cev) ∗

{
1
2

∫ 1
0 L−1(λ)dλ+ 1

2 R−1
(

2ξ
p0−p2

)
∗

2ξ
p0−p2

+ 1
2

∫ 1
2ξ

p0−p2
R−1(λ)dλ

}
−ce f ∗R−1

(
2ξ

p0−p2

)
, q ∈ (s2, s3]

(21)

When the end users, charging pile operators, and power suppliers in the new energy supply
single-format service chain make centralized decisions, the profits of the entire service chain can be
expressed as: ∏̃

= (p0 − cev − ccv) ∗min
{
q, S̃

}
−

(
ce f + cc f − ξ

)
∗ q− cuv ∗ S̃ (22)

When the entire new energy supply single-format service chain has a fuzzy expected profit:

E
(∏̃)

=



(p0 − cev − ccv) ∗
{

1
2

∫ L(q)
0

[
L−1(λ) + q

]
dλ+ 1

2

∫ 1
L(q)[q + q]dλ

}
−

(
ce f + cc f − ξ

)
∗ q

+cuv ∗
1
2

∫ 1
0

[
L−1(λ) + R−1(λ)

]
dλ, q ∈ [s1, s2]

(p0 − cev − ccv) ∗
{

1
2

∫ R(q)
0

[
L−1(λ) + q

]
dλ+ 1

2

∫ 1
R(q)

[
L−1(λ) + R−1(λ)

]
dλ

}
−

(
ce f + cc f − ξ

)
∗ q

+cuv ∗
1
2

∫ 1
0

[
L−1(λ) + R−1(λ)

]
dλ, q ∈ (s2, s3]

(23)

In both cases, the second derivative of the fuzzy expected profit against q of the whole new energy
supply single-format service chain is less than zero, which is a concave function. Therefore, the final
contract quantity can be obtained as:

q∗ =


L−1

[
2(p0−cev−ccv−ce f−cc f +ξ)

p0−cev−ccv

]
, q ∈ [s1, s2]

R−1
[

2(ce f +cc f−ξ)
p0−cev−ccv

]
, q ∈ (s2, s3]

(24)

4. Analysis Results

4.1. Research Data

4.1.1. Research Data for the Fuzzy Demand Model

In order to further analyze the optimal contract quantity of the above-mentioned new energy
demand in the multi-level new energy supply single-format service chain of power suppliers, charging
pile operators, and end users, the actual data of electric vehicles in China from 2011 to 2018 [58] was
collected. Then, five forecasting methods were applied to fit the actual data. The goodness of fit is
shown in Table 1.

Table 1. Comparisons of the goodness of fit of different models.

Goodness of
Fitting Model

Polynomial
Function

Exponential
Function

Power
Function

Linear
Function

Logarithm
Function

R2 0.9928 0.9862 0.9276 0.7924 0.5501
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Among the five methods in Table 1, the R2 of the polynomial function, exponential function,
and power function are all greater than 0.9, and the fitting effect is good, which can be used for the
prediction in the next step. The fitting data of the three methods are compared with the actual data
from 2011 to 2018. The results are shown in Table 2.

According to Table 2, the fitting curve is shown in Figure 2.
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Figure 2. Energy vehicle fitting curve.

In Figure 2, the green curve is the actual data, the red one is the fitting curve of the Polynomial
Function, the blue one is the fitting curve of the Exponential Function, and the black one is the fitting
curve of the Power Function. It can be seen that from Table 2 and Figure 2, the difference between
the polynomial function and the actual data from 2011 to 2013 is a little large, while the difference
from 2014 to 2018 is small, which reflects the long-term development trend of electric vehicles in
China. Although the difference between the exponential function and the power function is small from
2011 to 2013, there is a big difference between 2014 and 2018, which is quite different from the actual
situation. Therefore, the polynomial function is adopted in this study to forecast the energy vehicle
stocks in China.

In this study, the service life of privately owned passenger vehicles is considered as 15 years [59].
It is assumed that they will be withdrawn after the service years. Through t ∈ (0, 15], the cumulative
amount of energy vehicles before 2025 was predicted with the confidence level of 95%, as shown in
Figure 3.
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Table 2. Comparison of polynomial function, exponential function, and power function.

Year
Actual Amount

of Energy
Vehicles
(10,000)

Cumulative
Amount of

Energy
Vehicles
(10,000)

Polynomial Function Exponential Function Power Function

Fitting Value
(10,000)

Differences between
the Fitting Value and
Cumulative Amount

(10,000)

Fitting Value
(10,000)

Differences between
the Fitting Value and
Cumulative Amount

(10,000)

Fitting Value
(10,000)

Differences between
the Fitting Value and
Cumulative Amount

(10,000)

2011 0.82 0.82 11.49 10.67 0.87 0.05 0.37 −0.45
2012 1.28 2.10 −6.83 −8.92 2.08 −0.02 2.86 0.76
2013 1.76 3.86 −7.03 −10.89 4.98 1.12 9.46 5.60
2014 7.75 11.61 10.88 −0.72 11.94 0.34 22.12 10.52
2015 30.60 42.21 46.91 4.70 28.62 −13.58 42.74 0.54
2016 50.07 92.28 101.04 8.77 68.59 −23.68 73.22 −19.06
2017 76.51 168.79 173.29 4.51 164.38 −4.41 115.40 −53.38
2018 102.98 271.77 263.66 −8.11 393.93 122.16 171.15 −100.61
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4.1.2. Research Data for the Profit Model

According to the data provided by the High-tech Lithium Battery Research Institute (GGII), the
total installed capacity of electric vehicle power battery in China in 2018 is 56.89 GWh. As China’s
electric vehicle tax exemption policy continues to 2020, the growth rate of new energy demand can
reach 20% and it will decline after the tax exemption period. Assuming an annual growth rate of
10% [60], the energy demand for electric vehicles in China is shown in Table 3.

Table 3. National new energy vehicle charging demand.

Demand 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025

q (Unit: GWh) 68.40 82.08 90.29 99.32 109.25 120.17 132.19

The charging price of the mainstream charging pile is 1.6~1.8 ¥/kWh. In contrast, the average
fuel consumption of a fuel vehicle with a displacement of 1.6L in the urban area is 9L per 100 km [61],
and the price of gasoline is about 7 ¥/L.

Burning 1L of gasoline emits 1.69 kg of carbon dioxide [62]. The latest carbon trading price
is about 70 ¥/ton [63]. For the convenience of calculation, the units of each variable are uniformly
converted into ¥/kWh, as shown in Table 4.

Table 4. New energy supply single-format service chain variable unit cost.

Variable p0 p1 p2 ξ cev cef ccv ccf cuv

Value (Yuan/kw.h) 2.1 0.78 1.7 0.08 0.14 0.22 0.16 0.24 0.6

4.2. Calculation Results

4.2.1. Calculation Results of the Fuzzy Demand Model

According to the prediction of the cumulative quantity of new energy vehicles in Figure 3,
the average annual driving demand mileage of each vehicle as 15,000 km [61], and the average power
consumption of new energy vehicles is 16 KWh every 100 km (using the Beiqi E150EV electric vehicles).
The fuzzy demand for new energy in China from 2019-2025 is deduced. The results are shown in
Table 5.

Table 5. Fuzzy demand for national new energy vehicle charging capacity.

Fuzzy
Demand 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025

S̃ =
(s1, s2, s3)

(Unit: GWh)

(63.40, 73.87,
84.34)

(67.72, 82.51,
97.31)

(73.04, 91.16,
109.28)

(78.87, 99.81,
120.74)

(85.04, 108.45,
131.87)

(91.44, 117.10,
142.76)

(98.01, 125.74,
153.47)

4.2.2. Calculation Results of the Profit Model

Based on the inputs in Tables 4 and 5, the contract number and profits of electricity suppliers,
the charging pile operators, and the end users are calculated by (19)–(21). The results are shown in
Table 6. It is demonstrated that the number of the optimal contracts and fuzzy expected profits of
the electricity supplier, the charging pile operator, and the end users change with the new energy
demand, respectively.
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Table 6. Relationship between demand quantity and optimal contract quantity.

Variable Unit 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025

q GWh 68.40 82.08 90.29 99.32 109.25 120.17 132.19
q∗

ESE
GWh 77.14 91.07 96.82 106.35 115.77 125.12 134.41

q∗
CPO

GWh 77.73 92.06 97.84 107.52 117.08 126.55 135.96
q∗

Users
GWh 80.15 96.18 102.03 112.37 122.50 132.50 142.38

q∗ GWh 79.92 95.79 101.63 111.91 121.98 131.93 141.76
E
(∏̃

Users

)∗
1 × 106 Yuan 4.93 5.48 6.05 6.62 7.19 7.76 4.68

E
(∏̃

CPO

)∗
1 × 106 Yuan 24.53 29.50 29.28 31.98 34.71 37.47 40.26

E
(∏̃

ESE

)∗
1 × 106 Yuan 19.61 23.55 23.22 25.34 27.51 29.70 31.91

Note: “*” stands for the optimal solution.

5. Discussion

In order to investigate the impact of new energy demand to the contract number and expected
profits of various stakeholders in the service chain, the optimal contract number between the new
energy demand and the service chain is studied, and the relationship between new energy demand
and the expected profit changes of each stakeholder in the service chain is analyzed in detail.

5.1. Changes of New Energy Demand and the Optimal Contract Number among the Main Entities of the
Service Chain

As shown in Figure 4, as the effective demand for new energy sources increases, the number of
optimal contracts for each participating entity in the service chain changes, and the optimal contract
number of power suppliers, charging station operators, and end users is increasing. In the end,
the optimal number of contracts for the end user is basically the same as that for the centralized
decision-making of the entire service chain. According to this situation, the final contract quantity is
slightly higher than the demand quantity, which can effectively promote the growth of the effective
demand for new energy and catalyze the further promotion of new energy, which is in line with the
strategic plan for new energy development in China.
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subject in the service chain. Note: “*” stands for the optimal solution.

The cultivation period of China’s new energy vehicle market begins with small-scale demonstration
projects (such as the use of the Olympic Games and public transportation sectors). During this period,
the demand for new energy is quite different from the optimal quantity of the entire service chain,
which is mainly driven by government policies and financial support. With the development of
new energy automobile industry, compared with the initial stage of market cultivation, the focus of
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government’s industrial support policy has shifted from merely technology research and development
and investment to market expansion [21]. At this stage, the number of new energy vehicles is gradually
increasing, and demand growth is accelerating, gradually approaching the optimal number of the
whole service chain. At the same time, the subsidy policy continues to decline, the tax reduction
policy is gradually cancelled, the construction and layout of charging facilities are constantly improved,
shifting the whole service chain to be more market-oriented, and the new energy supply operation
recognized by the end users has become an essential aspect in the increase of effective demand of new
energy vehicles. At the same time, it is reflected in the end-user level and its gradual recognition of
new energy. This process has strong synchronization with the improvement of industrial development
maturity and the improvement of charging infrastructure. Therefore, the convenience of charging has
become an important factor affecting the development speed and scale of new energy.

5.2. New Energy Demand and Changes in Expected Profit of Various Entities in the Service Chain

Figure 5 is a schematic diagram of the fuzzy expected profit of power suppliers, charging pile
operators, and end users in the new energy supply single-format service chain. The fuzzy expected
profits of each participating entity are increasing, and the growth rate of end users is significantly
lower than other entities. In the new energy supply service chain, the initial investment of power
suppliers and charging pile operators is relatively large, and the fuzzy expected profits of the latter
are also significantly larger than the end users. The charging pile operators are responsible for the
actual energy supply services, and the number of operators is much larger than power suppliers who
are strictly related to the increase in demand. Therefore, the fuzzy expected profit of charging pile
operators is higher than that of power suppliers. For the end user, its fuzzy expected profit shows a
trend of slowly rising and then falling.
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Figure 5. Expected profit of each entity of the service chain. Note: “*” stands for the optimal solution.

New energy supply infrastructure construction has achieved remarkable results, and China
has become the country with the largest number of charging piles in the world. In this case,
the construction investment of power suppliers and charging pile operators is reduced. With the
continuous development of the new energy automobile industry and the rapid growth of energy
demand, its profits can also grow steadily. However, the decline in the expected profit of end users may
be related to two factors. On one hand, it is related to the change of total demand. The existing service
chain can meet the needs of end users to a certain extent. However, when the demand exceeds a certain
threshold, the scale and operation mode of the service chain need to be further improved. Otherwise,
poor service experience and unfulfilled expectations may lead end users to other new energy supply
methods (such as self-built household charging piles) to ensure their new energy demand. On the
other hand, with the deepening of the global carbon emission trading mechanism and the further
implementation of China’s new energy vehicle dual scoring policy, the carbon trading price in the new
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energy vehicle sector has shown an upward trend. The rising spillover gains are limited to the subject
and length of this study and have not been explored and considered in depth.

6. Conclusions

Based on the new energy supply service chain and setting the new energy efficient demand of
end users as a fuzzy variable, this paper establishes a multi-level new energy supply single-format
service chain under the charging service mode and builds a new energy supply based on the demand
changes with time. The fuzzy demand model and profit model of the single-format service chain are
established, and the models are analyzed through the case study. In this service chain, the number of
optimal contracts of the participating entities gradually increases, slightly higher than the demand.

With the development of the new energy automobile industry, the optimal contract number of
end users is consistent with the optimal contract number in the centralized decision-making. The fuzzy
profits of the participating entities increase steadily. The fuzzy profits of the power supplier and
the charging pile operator are related to the number of groups and the actual business coverage;
the fuzzy profit growth of the end users is lower than the power supplier and the charging pile
operators. When the demand for new energy exceeds the demand threshold of the existing service
chain, the charging pile operators need to further increase the scale and operation mode of the service
chain. In general, the number of contracts developed in the new energy supply service chain has a good
effect on the growth of new energy demand. In the future research, it is necessary to further measure
the demand thresholds of different scales and operating modes of the service chain, and consider the
changes in the fuzzy expected profits of end users under the change of carbon trading prices.

Author Contributions: The authors W.C. designed the study and drafted the manuscript; M.X. and Q.X.
contributed to the research methodology; L.J. and L.C. collected data and analyzed the data. All authors have
read and approved the final version of the manuscript.

Funding: This study was supported by the research funding: (1) National Natural Science Foundation of
China (71901043,71602015); (2) Chongqing Research Program of Basic Research and Frontier Technology
(cstc2017jcyjAX0170); (3) Humanities and Social Science Research Project of Chongqing Education Commission
(18SKJD021,19JD034).

Acknowledgments: The authors would like to acknowledge the experts who joined in the research and those
who provided suggestions. In addition, the authors are grateful to the editor and reviewers for their valuable and
constructive comments and suggestions.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References

1. Wang, H.; Fu, L.; Bi, J. CO2 and pollutant emissions from passenger cars in China. Energy Policy 2011, 39,
3005–3011. [CrossRef]

2. Wu, Y.; Zhang, L. Can the development of electric vehicles reduce the emission of air pollutants and
greenhouse gases in developing countries. Transp. Res. Part D Transp. Environ. 2017, 51, 129–145. [CrossRef]

3. Wang, S.; Li, J.; Zhao, D. The impact of policy measures on consumer intention to adopt electric vehicles:
Evidence from China. Transp. Res. Part A Policy Pract. 2017, 105, 14–26. [CrossRef]

4. National Energy Administration. Energy Conservation and New Energy Vehicle Industry Development
Plan (2012–2020). Available online: http://www.nea.gov.cn/2012-07/10/c_131705726.htm (accessed on 10
July 2012).

5. Brady, J.; Omahony, M. Development of a driving cycle to evaluate the energy economy of electric vehicles in
urban areas. Appl. Energy 2016, 177, 165–178. [CrossRef]

6. Wang, Y.; Shi, J.; Wang, R.; Liu, Z.; Wang, L. Siting and sizing of fast charging stations in highway network
with budget constraint. Appl. Energy 2018, 228, 1255–1271. [CrossRef]

7. Xiong, Y. Electric Vehicle Charging Station Placement and Management. Ph.D. Thesis, Nanyang Technological
University, Singapore, 2018.

8. Reyniers, D.J.; Tapiero, C.S. The Delivery and Control of Quality in Supplier-Producer Contracts. Manag. Sci.
1995, 41, 1581–1589. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2011.03.013
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.trd.2016.12.007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.tra.2017.08.013
http://www.nea.gov.cn/2012-07/10/c_131705726.htm
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.apenergy.2016.05.094
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.apenergy.2018.07.025
http://dx.doi.org/10.1287/mnsc.41.10.1581


Sustainability 2020, 12, 6389 15 of 17

9. Reyniers, D.J.; Tapiero, C.S. Contract design and the control of quality in a conflictual environment. Eur. J.
Oper. Res. 1995, 82, 373–382. [CrossRef]

10. Cachon, G.P.; Lariviere, M.A. Contracting to Assure Supply: How to Share Demand Forecasts in a Supply
Chain. Manag. Sci. 2001, 47, 629–646. [CrossRef]

11. Cachon, G.P. Supply chain coordination with contracts. Handb. Oper. Res. Manag. Sci. 2003, 11, 227–339.
12. Cachon, G.P.; Larivice, M.A. Supply chain coordination with revenue sharing contracts: Strengths and

limitations. Manag. Sci. 2005, 51, 30–44. [CrossRef]
13. de Kok, A.G.; Graves, S.C. Supply Chain Coordination with Contracts. In Supply Chain Management: Design,

Coordination and Operation; Elsevier: Amsterdam, The Netherlands, 2003.
14. Chen, F. Information sharing and supply chain coordination. Handb. Oper. Res. Manag. Sci. 2003, 11, 341–421.
15. Giannoccaro, I.; Pontrandolfo, P. Supply chain coordination by revenue sharing contracts. Int. J. Prod. Econ.

2004, 89, 131–139. [CrossRef]
16. Cachon, G.P. The allocation of inventory risk in a supply chain: Push, pull, and advance-purchase discount

contracts. Manag. Sci. 2004, 50, 222–238. [CrossRef]
17. Rong, M.; Maiti, M. On an EOQ model with service level constraint under fuzzy-stochastic demand and

variable lead-time. Appl. Math. Model. 2015, 39, 5230–5240. [CrossRef]
18. Soni, H.N.; Patel, K.A. Optimal policies for integrated inventory system under fuzzy random framework.

Int. J. Adv. Manuf. Technol. 2015, 78, 947–959. [CrossRef]
19. Mahata, G.C.; Goswami, A. Fuzzy inventory models for items with imperfect quality and shortage

backordering under crisp and fuzzy decision variables. Comput. Ind. Eng. 2013, 64, 190–199. [CrossRef]
20. Sadeghi, J.; Mousavi, S.M.; Niaki, S.T.A.; Sadeghi, S. Optimizing a bi-objective inventory model of a

three-echelon supply chain using a tuned hybrid bat algorithm. Transp. Res. Part E Logist. Transp. Rev. 2014,
70, 274–292. [CrossRef]

21. Sadeghi, J. A multi-item integrated inventory model with different replenishment frequencies of retailers in
a two-echelon supply chain management: A tuned-parameters hybrid meta-heuristic. Opsearch 2015, 52,
631–649. [CrossRef]

22. Sadeghi, J.; Mousavi, S.M.; Niaki, S.T.A. Optimizing an inventory model with fuzzy demand, backordering,
and discount using a hybrid imperialist competitive algorithm. Appl. Math. Model. 2016, 40, 7318–7335.
[CrossRef]

23. Tong, A.; Dao-zhi, Z. A supply chain model of vendor managed inventory with fuzzy demand. In Proceedings
of the 2010 International Conference on System Science, Engineering Design and Manufacturing
Informatization, Yichang, China, 12–14 November 2010; Volume 2, pp. 15–18.

24. Xu, R.; Zhai, X. Optimal models for single-period supply chain problems with fuzzy demand. Inf. Sci. 2008,
178, 3374–3381. [CrossRef]

25. Xu, R.; Zhai, X. Analysis of supply chain coordination under fuzzy demand in a two-stage supply chain.
Appl. Math. Model. 2010, 34, 129–139. [CrossRef]

26. Chakraborty, D.; Jana, D.K.; Roy, T.K. Multi-item integrated supply chain model for deteriorating items
with stock dependent demand under fuzzy random and bifuzzy environments. Comput. Ind. Eng. 2015, 88,
166–180. [CrossRef]

27. Jana, D.K.; Das, B.; Maiti, M. Multi-item partial backlogging inventory models over random planninghorizon
in random fuzzy environment. Appl. Soft Comput. 2014, 21, 12–27. [CrossRef]

28. Xu, W. Integrated inventory problem under trade credit in fuzzy random environment. Fuzzy Optim.
Decis. Mak. 2014, 13, 329–344. [CrossRef]

29. Alsalloum, O.I.; Rand, G.K. Extensions to emergency vehicle location models. Comput. Oper. Res. 2006, 33,
2725–2743. [CrossRef]

30. Araz, C.; Selim, H.; Ozkarahan, I. A fuzzy multi-objective covering-based vehicle location model for
emergency services. Comput. Oper. Res. 2007, 34, 705–726. [CrossRef]

31. Xing, H. The decision method of emergency supplies collection with fuzzy demand constraint under
background of sudden disaster. Nat. Hazards 2017, 85, 869–886. [CrossRef]

32. Zheng, Y.-J.; Ling, H.-F. Emergency transportation planning in disaster relief supply chain management:
A cooperative fuzzy optimization approach. Soft Comput. 2013, 17, 1301–1314. [CrossRef]

33. Ruan, J.; Wang, X.; Chan, F.T.; Shi, Y. Optimizing the intermodal transportation of emergency medical
supplies using balanced fuzzy clustering. Int. J. Prod. Res. 2016, 54, 4368–4386. [CrossRef]

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0377-2217(94)00270-M
http://dx.doi.org/10.1287/mnsc.47.5.629.10486
http://dx.doi.org/10.1287/mnsc.1040.0215
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0925-5273(03)00047-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1287/mnsc.1030.0190
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.apm.2015.03.035
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00170-014-6695-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cie.2012.09.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.tre.2014.07.007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s12597-015-0198-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.apm.2016.03.013
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ins.2008.05.012
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.apm.2009.03.032
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cie.2015.06.022
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.asoc.2014.02.021
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10700-014-9177-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cor.2005.02.025
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cor.2005.03.021
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11069-016-2608-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00500-012-0968-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/00207543.2016.1174344


Sustainability 2020, 12, 6389 16 of 17

34. Tang, Z.; Qin, J.; Sun, J. Railway emergency resource dispatching optimization based on fuzzy satisfaction
degree under the priority principle. J. Intell. Fuzzy Syst. 2017, 33, 2677–2686. [CrossRef]

35. Zarandi, M.F.; Hemmati, A.; Davari, S. The multi-depot capacitated location-routing problem with fuzzy
travel times. Expert Syst. Appl. 2011, 38, 10075–10084. [CrossRef]

36. Mehrjerdi, Y.Z.; Nadizadeh, A. Using greedy clustering method to solve capacitated location-routing problem
with fuzzy demands. Eur. J. Oper. Res. 2013, 229, 75–84. [CrossRef]

37. Ghaffari-Nasab, N.; Ahari, S.G.; Ghazanfari, M. A hybrid simulated annealing based heuristic for solving the
location-routing problem with fuzzy demands. Sci. Iran. 2013, 20, 919–930.

38. Nadizadeh, A.; Nasab, H.H. Solving the dynamic capacitated location-routing problem with fuzzy demands
by hybrid heuristic algorithm. Eur. J. Oper. Res. 2014, 238, 458–470. [CrossRef]

39. Fazayeli, S.; Eydi, A.; Kamalabadi, I.N. Location-routing problem in multimodal transportation network
with time windows and fuzzy demands: Presenting a two-part genetic algorithm. Comput. Ind. Eng. 2018,
119, 233–246. [CrossRef]

40. Wang, J.; Zhao, R.; Tang, W. Supply chain coordination by revenue-sharing contract with fuzzy demand.
J. Intell. Fuzzy Syst. 2008, 19, 409–420.

41. Wang, J.; Zhao, R.; Tang, W. Supply chain coordination by single-period and long-term contracts with fuzzy
market demand. Tsinghua Sci. Technol. 2009, 14, 218–224. [CrossRef]

42. Govindan, K.; Popiuc, M.N. Reverse supply chain coordination by revenue sharing contract: A case for the
personal computers industry. Eur. J. Oper. Res. 2014, 233, 326–336. [CrossRef]

43. Sang, S. Revenue Sharing Contract in a Multi-Echelon Supply Chain with Fuzzy Demand and Asymmetric
Information. Int. J. Comput. Intell. Syst. 2016, 9, 1028–1040. [CrossRef]

44. Chang, S.-Y.; Yeh, T.-Y. A two-echelon supply chain of a returnable product with fuzzy demand.
Appl. Math. Model. 2013, 37, 4305–4315. [CrossRef]

45. Yu, Y.; Jin, T. The return policy model with fuzzy demands and asymmetric information. Appl. Soft Comput.
2011, 11, 1669–1678. [CrossRef]

46. Yu, Y.; Zhu, J.; Wang, C. A newsvendor model with fuzzy price-dependent demand. Appl. Math. Model.
2013, 37, 2644–2661. [CrossRef]

47. Zhang, B.; Lu, S.; Zhang, D.; Wen, K. Supply chain coordination based on a buyback contract under fuzzy
random variable demand. Fuzzy Sets Syst. 2014, 255, 1–16. [CrossRef]

48. Moon, H.; Park, S.Y.; Jeong, C.; Lee, J. Forecasting electricity demand of electric vehicles by analyzing
consumers’ charging patterns. Transp. Res. Part D Transp. Environ. 2018, 62, 64–79. [CrossRef]

49. Ryan, P. Electricity Demand and Implications of Electric Vehicle and Battery Storage Adoption. In Transition
Towards 100% Renewable Energy; Springer International Publishing: Cham, Switzerland, 2018; pp. 391–398.
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