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 In recent years, there has been an increase consensus that the firms’ social responsibility plays 
an essential role for the success of the firms. To address the need to be socially and 
environmentally responsible, this paper considers a firm, which makes a production decision 
under the carbon emission cap and trade system. The objective of this study is to examine the 
impact of the firm’s flexible operational strategy, called a reactive capacity production strategy, 
on the firm’s managerial efficiency under the carbon cap and trade system. The reactive capacity 
production strategy has been widely used for agile response on the market. The study shows that 
the firm with reactive capacity production strategy under the carbon cap and trade market may 
choose the first production quantity less than the firm without reactive capacity and provide more 
profit than the firm without reactive capacity. Also, the study analytically provides the optimal 
solution for the expected amount of carbon emission traded on the carbon trading market and the 
expected total amount of carbon emission by the firm with reactive capacity under the carbon 
cap and trade market.   
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1. Introduction 

Nowadays, there has been increased public consensus that the firm’s social responsibility is critical for 
both its own business and public area. Firm’s social responsibility implies requires responsibility for 
its activities beyond its own economic interests. With this need to be socially and environmentally 
responsible, firms have faced significant pressure to address climate change, especially in carbon 
emissions related production in their business together with its own objective. To address the need to 
be socially and environmentally responsible, we consider a firm which makes a production decision 
under the carbon emission cap and trade system.  
 
There are several studies addressing the production management considering the carbon emission. 
Letmathe and Balakrishnan (2005) introduced an optimal production planning subject to environment 
conditions. Hua et al. (2011) used Economic Ordering Quantity (EOQ) model for the optimal order 
quantity to analyze the impact of carbon trade, price, and cap on ordering planning, carbon emissions, 
and total cost on the firm’s efficiency. Chen et al. (2013) used the EOQ model for firm's operational 
decision with carbon cap, carbon tax, carbon offset and carbon reward to suggest a condition for the 
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possible reduction of carbon emissions by modifying ordering planning. Caro et al. (2013) modeled the 
multiple firms' efforts in a supply chain for the reduction of carbon emissions and showed that the 
overall emissions for each firm more than the total supply chain emissions are induced to make the 
optimal emission-reduction efforts. Cachon et al. (2014) developed a simple density model for a 
retailer’s choice of the size, location, and number of stores by integrating a carbon emissions cost in 
the total cost. Granot et al. (2014) used a cooperative game to suggest a Shapley value rule inducing 
members in supply chain to make carbon emission reduction effort. Du et al. (2015) used the 
newsvendor model to address the impact of carbon emission cap-and-trade system on a simple supply 
chain, in which two-stage system with one emission-dependent manufacturer and one permit supplier 
was considered. Hovelaque and Bironneau (2015) proposed an EOQ model under carbon tax system. 
An and Lee (2018) considered a reactive capacity production model under carbon cap and trade system 
in which the carbon emission from the initial production chance is only constrained but not from the 
second production chance for carbon emission cap and trade.  
 
As the firm’s production decision methodology in this study, we consider a reactive capacity production 
strategy under the carbon cap and trade market. The firm with a reactive capacity production strategy 
has two chances to choose the production quantities while it also considers total carbon emission from 
two production chances subject to the carbon cap and the amount of carbon emission traded in the 
carbon trading market. This is more practical and complex than choosing a single chance for the 
production quantity without carbon cap and trade constraint since we need the carbon emission cap 
constraint including the carbon emission from the second production which is not realized when 
deciding the first production. To cope quickly with the consumer’s changing taste, the reactive capacity 
production strategy has been widely used and it is one of the essential production strategies in the mass 
production industry. An and Lee (2018) developed three methods for allocating total carbon emissions 
to each firm using a Stackelberg game based on a Newsvendor model between non-cooperative firms. 
 
As shown in the previous studies, there has not been any comprehensive model that simultaneously 
address multiple issues on the impact of the production strategy on the firm’s efficiency under the 
carbon cap and trade system. To the best of our knowledge, there is no study for a model which 
considers the issues of the firm's reactive production strategy by considering the carbon emission from 
both the first and the second production under the carbon cap and trade system. So, this study is pretty 
much new so that we think that it would bridge the research gap in the production decision model under 
the carbon trading system. 
 
The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Section 2 describes the model for the firm’s production 
decisions both with and without a reactive capacity production strategy, establishes the model 
optimization for both cases and then provides some results from the given models. Section 3 provides 
an empirical results and is followed by the conclusion in section 4. 
 

2. Production Decision Under Carbon Trading System 
 

We consider firm regulated with respect to carbon emissions by the policymaker who decides the 
carbon cap and carbon price in the carbon trading market. Given the carbon emission cap and carbon 
trading price regulated by the policymaker, the firm makes optimal production decisions. Here, we will 
evaluate the value of the reactive capacity production. Reactive capacity production is defined as a 
production capacity strategy associated with later production by which the initial production is to 
commit to some supply before demand is realized but then there is an option to produce additional 
supply after some demand is realized (Cachon & Terwiesch, 2008). To evaluate the impact of the 
reactive capacity production on the firm’s efficiency under the carbon cap and trading system, we need 
to consider two firms as follows: 
 
1. The firm without the reactive capacity production strategy: This firm has only one chance to 

produce the product before the demand is realized. 
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2. The firm with the reactive capacity production strategy: This firm has two chances to produce the 
product. 
 

One of two chances is before the demand is realized and the other is after the demand is realized. Even 
though each firm has different strategy for the production, both firms are equally constrained by the 
carbon emission cap. So, if either firm’s carbon emission is less than the carbon cap, it can sell its 
carbon surplus through carbon trading market. Otherwise, they can purchase the carbon emission 
permit through carbon trading market to fill the carbon deficit. We will show the production decision 
model for the firm without the reactive capacity production strategy in section 2.1 and then production 
decision model for the firm with the reactive capacity production strategy in section 2.2. 
 
2.1. Production Decision without Reactive Capacity Strategy 
 
In this section, we model the production decision for the firm without the reactive capacity production 
strategy. This implies that the firm has one chance to produce the product only before the demand is 
realized. First, the firm makes a production quantity decision ܳ before the demand ܦ is realized. The 
probability density function (pdf) and cumulative distribution function (cdf) for demand ܦ are ݂ሺ⋅ሻ and 
 is realized, we have the objective function with carbon emission ܦ ሺ⋅ሻ, respectively. After the demandܨ
constraint as follows; 
  

െܿܳ  ,ܦminሾ ܳሿ  ሾܳݏ െ ሿାܦ  ܿݔ 

.ݏ ܳ݁				.ݐ  ݔ ൌ  ,ܣ
 
where  is the product’s selling price, ݏ is the salvage price, ܿ is the production price, ݔ is the amount 
of carbon the manufacturer can trade in the carbon trading market, ܿ is the carbon trading price per 
unit of emission, ݁ is the carbon emission per unit of product and ܣ is the carbon cap. The constraint 
݁ܳ  ݔ ൌ  can be either ݔ can be explained as follows: The amount of traded carbon emissions ܣ
positive or negative. A negative amount implies that the firm’s carbon emissions are larger than its 
carbon cap and the firm can purchase that amount of carbon permission through the carbon trading 
market at the price of ܿ. A positive amount of traded carbon emissions implies that the firm’s carbon 
emissions are less than its carbon cap and can be sold through the carbon market at ܿ. Hence, the 
amount of the traded carbon emissions ݔ should be constrained to be equal to ሺܣ െ ݁ܳሻ. Since the firm 
has one chance to produce the product only before the demand is realized, it needs to optimize its 
expected profit function before the demand is realized as follows, 
 

max
ொஹ

െܿܳ  න ቆminሾܦ, ܳሿ  ሾܳݏ െ ሿାܦ  ܿሺܣ െ ݁ܳሻቇ݂ሺܦሻ݀ܦ
ஶ


, 

 
where ሾݔሿା ൌ maxሾݔ, 0ሿ. Lemma 1 shows how the firm makes its optimal production quantity decision 
when there is only one production chance. 
 
Lemma 1. The firm makes the optimal production decision as follows, 

݊݅ݏ݅ܿ݁݀	݊݅ݐܿݑ݀ݎܲ ൌ ଵିܨ ൬
 െ ܿ െ ܿ݁

 െ ݏ
൰ 

Proof. 
 
The firm’s expected profit function can be written as follows, 

െܿܳ න ቆminሾܦ, ܳሿ  ሾܳݏ െ ሿାܦ  ܿሺܣ െ ݁ܳሻቇ݂ሺܦሻ݀ܦ
ஶ



ൌ െܿܳ  ܿሺܣ െ ݁ܳሻ  න ሺܦ  ሾܳݏ െ ܦሻ݀ܦሿሻ݂ሺܦ
ொ


 න ܦሻ݀ܦሺ݂ܳ

ஶ

ொ
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Using the first order optimal condition for the firm’s expected profit function, we have 
݀
݀ܳ

ቈെܿܳ  ܿሺܣ െ ݁ܳሻ  න ሺܦ  ሾܳݏ െ ܦሻ݀ܦሿሻ݂ሺܦ
ொ


 න ܦሻ݀ܦሺ݂ܳ

ஶ

ொ


ൌ െܿ െ ܿ݁  ሺܳሻ݂ܳ  න ܦሻ݀ܦሺ݂ݏ
ொ


െ ሺܳሻ݂ܳ  න ܦሻ݀ܦሺ݂

ஶ

ொ

ൌ െܿ െ ܿ݁  ሺܳሻܨݏ  ൫1 െ ሺܳሻ൯ܨ ൌ 0. 
 
Therefore, the firm’s first production decision is as follows, 
 

ܳ ൌ ଵିܨ ൬
 െ ܿ െ ܿ݁

 െ ݏ
൰ 

Q.E.D 
As shown in Lemma 1, the firm’s optimal production decision is a function of carbon price and the 
carbon emission per unit production. In Lemma 2, we show that the firm’s optimal production decision 
has a monotone property with respect to carbon price and the carbon emission per unit production. 
 
Lemma 2. The firm’s production quantity decreases as the carbon price ܿ or the carbon emission per 
unit production ݁ increases. 
 
Proof. 
 
From Lemma 1, the firm’s production quantity ܳ is given by  
 

ܳ ൌ ଵିܨ ൬
 െ ܿ െ ܿ݁

 െ ݏ
൰ 

 
and ܨሺ⋅ሻ is non-decreasing function, ܳ is decreasing as the carbon price ܿ or the carbon emission per 
unit production ݁ increases. 

Q.E.D 
 
2.2.Production Decision with Reactive Capacity Strategy 
 
Now, we consider the situation where the firm has two production chances: (1) it makes the initial 
production decision ܳ  before the demand ܦ is realized (2) then it makes the second production decision 
ሾܦ െ ܳሿା after the demand ܦ is realized. Actually, the second decision is contingent on the first 
decision. So, considering the two possible production chances and carbon emission cap and trade 
constraint, the firm needs to make the initial production decision. After the demand ܦ is realized, the 
firm’s profit function with carbon emission constraint is given as follows;  
 

െܿܳ  ܦ  ሾܳݏ െ ሿାܦ െ ܿᇱሾܦ െ ܳሿା  ܿݔ 
.ݏ ܳ݁					.ݐ  ݁ሾܦ െ ܳሿା  ݔ ൌ  ,ܣ

 
where ܿᇱ is the second production cost per unit product with the reactive capacity production (ܿᇱ  ܿ). 
Since ݔ ൌ ܣ െ ݁ܳ െ ݁ሾܦ െ ܳሿା, the firm has the expected profit function which needs to be optimized 
over ܳ, as follows; 
 

max
ொஹ

െܿܳ  න ൫	ܦ  ሾܳݏ െ ሿାܦ െ ሺܿᇱ  ܿ݁ሻሾܦ െ ܳሿା  ܿሺܣ െ ݁ܳሻ൯݂ሺܦሻ݀ܦ.
ஶ


 

 
Lemma 3 shows how the firm makes its optimal initial and second production quantity decision when 
there are two production chances by considering the higher second production cost. 
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Lemma 3. The firm’s first and second optimal production quantity decisions are given by 
 

1௦௧	݊݅ݐܿݑ݀ݎ	ݕݐ݅ݐ݊ܽݑݍ	݊݅ݏ݅ܿ݁݀ ൌ ଵିܨ ቆ
ܿᇱ െ ܿ

ܿᇱ  ܿ݁ െ ݏ
ቇ 

2ௗ	݊݅ݐܿݑ݀ݎ	ݕݐ݅ݐ݊ܽݑݍ	݊݅ݏ݅ܿ݁݀ ൌ ቈܦ െ ଵିܨ ቆ
ܿᇱ െ ܿ

ܿᇱ  ܿ݁ െ ݏ
ቇ

ା

 ܦ	݀݊ܽ݉݁݀	݀݁ݖ݈݅ܽ݁ݎ	݄ܿܽ݁	ݎ݂	

Proof. 
 
The firm’s expected profit function can be written as follows, 

െܿܳ න ൫	ܦ  ሾܳݏ െ ሿାܦ െ ሺܿᇱ  ܿ݁ሻሾܦ െ ܳሿା  ܿሺܣ െ ݁ܳሻ൯݂ሺܦሻ݀ܦ
ஶ



ൌ െܿܳ  ሿܦሾܧ  ܿሺܣ െ ݁ܳሻ  න ሾܳݏ െ ܦሻ݀ܦሿା݂ሺܦ
ொ



 න െሺܿᇱ  ܿ݁ሻሾܦ െ ܳሿା݂ሺܦሻ݀ܦ.
ஶ

ொ
 

Using the first order optimal condition for the firm’s expected profit function, we have 
 
݀
݀ܳ

ቈെܿܳ  ሿܦሾܧ  ܿሺܣ െ ݁ܳሻ  න ሾܳݏ െ ܦሻ݀ܦሿ݂ሺܦ
ொ


 න െሺܿᇱ  ܿ݁ሻሾܦ െ ܳሿ݂ሺܦሻ݀ܦ

ஶ

ொ


ൌ െܿ െ ܿ݁  න ܦሻ݀ܦሺ݂ݏ
ொ


 න ሺܿᇱ  ܿ݁ሻ݂ሺܦሻ݀ܦ

ஶ

ொ

ൌ െܿ െ ܿ݁  ሺܳሻܨݏ  ሺܿᇱ  ܿ݁ሻ൫1 െ ሺܳሻ൯ܨ ൌ 0. 
 
Therefore, the firm’s first production decision is as follows, 
 

ܳ ൌ ଵିܨ ቆ
ܿᇱ െ ܿ

ܿᇱ  ܿ݁ െ ݏ
ቇ, 

 
and the firm’s second production decision for each scenario ߱ is as follows, 
 

ሾܦ െ ܳሿା ൌ ቈܦ െ ଵିܨ ቆ
ܿᇱ െ ܿ

ܿᇱ  ܿ݁ െ ݏ
ቇ

ା

	. 

Q.E.D 
 
In Lemma 4, we can see that the firm’s initial and second production decisions with reactive capacity 
production strategy have a monotone decreasing and non-decreasing property with respect to carbon 
price and the carbon emission per unit production, respectively. 
 
Lemma 4. As the carbon price ܿ or the carbon emission per unit production ݁ increases, 
 
1. The firm’s initial production quantity decreases. 
2. The firm’s second production quantity increases almost surely. 
 

Proof. 
 

Since, from Lemma 3, the firm’s first production quantity ܳ is given by  
 

ܳ ൌ ଵିܨ ቆ
ܿᇱ െ ܿ

ܿᇱ  ܿ݁ െ ݏ
ቇ 
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and ܨሺ⋅ሻ is non-decreasing function, 
ᇲି

ᇲାି௦
 is decreasing as the carbon price ܿ  or the carbon emission 

per unit production ݁ increases. Thus, ܳ is decreasing as ܿ or ݁ increases and the first result holds. 
Now, the firm’s second production decision for every scenario ߱ is given by 
 

ሾܦ െ ܳሿା ൌ ቈܦ െ ଵିܨ ቆ
ܿᇱ െ ܿ

ܿᇱ  ܿ݁ െ ݏ
ቇ

ା

	, 

 

as ܿ or ݁ increases, ିܨଵ ቀ
ᇲି

ᇲାି௦
ቁ decreases so that the firm’s second production decision for every 

scenario ߱ is increasing. Thus, the second result holds. 
Q.E.D 

Since the firm with the reactive capacity production strategy has a second production chance after the 
demand is realized, intuitively it would produce less quantity of products than the firm without the 
reactive capacity production strategy. This intuition is explained in Proposition 1. 
 
Proposition 1. The first production quantity ܳଵ

ௐை without reactive capacity strategy is larger than the 
first production quantity ܳଵ

ௐ with reactive capacity strategy. 
 
Proof. We need to compare the first production decision for each strategy; 
 
ሻݕݐ݅ܿܽܽܿ	݁ݒ݅ݐܿܽ݁ݎ	݄ݐ݅ݓ	݊݅ݏ݅ܿ݁݀	ሺ1௦௧ܨ െ ሻݕݐ݅ܿܽܽܿ	݁ݒ݅ݐܿܽ݁ݎ	ݐݑ݄ݐ݅ݓ	݊݅ݏ݅ܿ݁݀	ሺ1௦௧ܨ

ൌ
ܿᇱ െ ܿ

ܿᇱ  ܿ݁ െ ݏ
െ
 െ ܿ െ ܿ݁

 െ ݏ
ൌ
ሺ െ ሻሺܿᇱݏ െ ܿሻ െ ሺ െ ܿ െ ܿ݁ሻሺܿᇱ  ܿ݁ െ ሻݏ

ሺܿᇱ  ܿ݁ െ ሻሺݏ െ ሻݏ

ൌ
ሺ െ ሻሺܿᇱݏ െ ܿሻ െ ሺ െ ݏ  ݏ െ ܿ െ ܿ݁ሻሺܿᇱ  ܿ݁ െ ሻݏ

ሺܿᇱ  ܿ݁ െ ሻሺݏ െ ሻݏ

ൌ
ሺ െ ሻሺܿᇱݏ െ ܿሻ െ ሺ െ ሻሺܿᇱݏ  ܿ݁ െ ሻݏ  ሺܿ  ܿ݁ െ ሻሺܿᇱݏ  ܿ݁ െ ሻݏ

ሺܿᇱ  ܿ݁ െ ሻሺݏ െ ሻݏ

ൌ
ሺ െ ሻሺܿᇱݏ െ ܿ െ ܿᇱ െ ܿ݁  ሻݏ  ሺܿ  ܿ݁ െ ሻሺܿᇱݏ  ܿ݁ െ ሻݏ

ሺܿᇱ  ܿ݁ െ ሻሺݏ െ ሻݏ

ൌ
െሺ െ ሻሺܿݏ  ܿ݁ െ ሻݏ  ሺܿ  ܿ݁ െ ሻሺܿᇱݏ  ܿ݁ െ ሻݏ

ሺܿᇱ  ܿ݁ െ ሻሺݏ െ ሻݏ

ൌ
ሺܿ  ܿ݁ െ ሻሺെݏ  ݏ  ܿᇱ  ܿ݁ െ ሻݏ

ሺܿᇱ  ܿ݁ െ ሻሺݏ െ ሻݏ
ൌ
െሺܿ  ܿ݁ െ ሻሺݏ െ ܿᇱ െ ܿ݁ሻ

ሺܿᇱ  ܿ݁ െ ሻሺݏ െ ሻݏ
൏ 0	, 

 
where the last equality holds since   ܿᇱ  ܿ݁. So, we have 
 

ሻݕݐ݅ܿܽܽܿ	݁ݒ݅ݐܿܽ݁ݎ	݄ݐ݅ݓ	݊݅ݏ݅ܿ݁݀	ሺ1௦௧ܨ ൏  ሻݕݐ݅ܿܽܽܿ	݁ݒ݅ݐܿܽ݁ݎ	ݐݑ݄ݐ݅ݓ	݊݅ݏ݅ܿ݁݀	ሺ1௦௧ܨ
 
Since ܨሺ⋅ሻ is a monotonically non-decreasing function, the production quantity without reactive 
capacity strategy tends to be larger than with reactive capacity strategy. 

Q.E.D. 
 
Since the firm with the reactive capacity production strategy has a second production chance after the 
demand is realized, it can have more profit-generating opportunity than the firm without the reactive 
capacity production strategy by grapping the demand which might be not satisfied by the initial 
production but can be satisfied by the second production even with the higher cost. This is explained 
in Lemma 5. 
 
Lemma 5. The optimal expected profit with reactive capacity strategy is higher than the one without 
reactive capacity strategy. 
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Proof. The expected profit without reactive capacity strategy is given by 
 

െܿܳ  ܿሺܣ െ ݁ܳሻ  න ሺܦ  ሾܳݏ െ ܦሻ݀ܦሿାሻ݂ሺܦ
ொ


 න ܦሻ݀ܦሺ݂ܳ

ஶ

ொ
	. 

 

and the expected profit with reactive capacity strategy is given by  
 

െܿܳ  ܿሺܣ െ ݁ܳሻ  න ሺܦ  ሾܳݏ െ ܦሻ݀ܦሿାሻ݂ሺܦ
ொ


 න ሺܦ െ ሺܿᇱ  ܿ݁ሻሾܦ െ ܳሿାሻ݂ሺܦሻ݀ܦ

ஶ

ொ

ൌ െܿܳ  ܿሺܣ െ ݁ܳሻ  න ሺܦ  ሾܳݏ െ ܦሻ݀ܦሿሻ݂ሺܦ
ொ


 න ܦሻ݀ܦሺ݂ܳ

ஶ

ொ

න ሺሾܦሺ߱ሻ െ ܳሿ െ ሺܿᇱ  ܿ݁ሻሾܦ െ ܳሿሻ݂ሺܦሻ݀ܦ
ஶ

ொ
ൌ

ൌ െܿܳ  ܿሺܣ െ ݁ܳሻ  න ሺܦ  ሾܳݏ െ ܦሻ݀ܦሿሻ݂ሺܦ
ொ


 න ܦሻ݀ܦሺ݂ܳ

ஶ

ொ

න ሺ െ ܿᇱ െ ܿ݁ሻሾܦ െ ܳሿ݂ሺܦሻ݀ܦ
ஶ

ொ
	.	

 
The last term is always positive since   ܿᇱ  ܿ݁ and ܦ െ ܳ  0 due to ܦ ∈ ሾܳ,∞ሻ. So, for all ܳ 
0, we have 

െܿܳ  ܿሺܣ െ ݁ܳሻ  න ሺܦ  ሾܳݏ െ ܦሻ݀ܦሿାሻ݂ሺܦ
ொ


 න ܦሻ݀ܦሺ݂ܳ

ஶ

ொ

 െܿܳ  ܿሺܣ െ ݁ܳሻ  න ሺܦ  ሾܳݏ െ ܦሻ݀ܦሿାሻ݂ሺܦ
ொ



 න ሺܦ െ ሺܿᇱ  ܿ݁ሻሾܦ െ ܳሿାሻ݂ሺܦሻ݀ܦ
ஶ

ொ
	. 

Moreover, we have 

max
ொஹ

െ ܿܳ  ܿሺܣ െ ݁ܳሻ  න ሺܦ  ሾܳݏ െ ܦሻ݀ܦሿାሻ݂ሺܦ
ொ


 න ܦሻ݀ܦሺ݂ܳ

ஶ

ொ

 max
ொஹ

െ ܿܳ  ܿሺܣ െ ݁ܳሻ  න ሺܦ  ሾܳݏ െ ܦሻ݀ܦሿାሻ݂ሺܦ
ொ



 න ሺܦ െ ሺܿᇱ  ܿ݁ሻሾܦ െ ܳሿାሻ݂ሺܦሻ݀ܦ
ஶ

ொ
	. 

Therefore, the optimal expected profit with reactive capacity strategy is larger than the one without 
reactive capacity strategy. 

Q.E.D. 
 

It is not clear that the amount of carbon permit traded under the carbon cap and trade system decreases 
or increases when the firm uses a reactive capacity production strategy. Its example will be provided 
in the following section of numerical example. However, at least we can generalize the expected 
amount of carbon permit traded under the carbon cap and trade system. More specifically, the analytical 
form for the expected amount of carbon permit traded under the carbon cap and trade system can be 
derived for the given demand distribution. These results can be seen in Proposition 2 and Corollary 1. 
 
Proposition 2. Suppose that the firm uses a reactive capacity production strategy.  
 
1. The firm’s expected amount of carbon permit traded under the carbon cap and trade system is given 

by 
ܣ െ ݁ܳௐ െ ܦሾܧ݁ െ ܳௐሿା 
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2. Suppose that the demand ܦ is normally distributed with mean ߤ and standard deviation ߪ. Then the 
firm’s expected amount of carbon permit traded under the carbon cap and trade system is given by 
 

ܣ െ ଵିܨ݁ ቆ
ܿᇱ െ ܿ
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, where ିܨଵ ቀ
ᇲି

ᇲାି௦
ቁ is equal to ܳௐ such that 

ᇲି

ᇲାି௦
ൌ 

ଵ

√ଶగ
݁ି

ೣమ

మ ݔ݀
ೂೈషഋ


ିஶ

. 
 

Proof.  
 

With a reactive capacity production strategy, the first production quantity is given by  ିܨଵ ቀ
ᇲି

ᇲାି௦
ቁ 

from Lemma 2 and let it be ܳௐ. Given the scenario ߱, we have carbon cap and trade constraint as 
follows, 

݁ܳௐ  ݁ሾܦ െ ܳௐሿା  ݔ ൌ  ,ܣ
where ݔ is the amount of carbon emission traded in the carbon trading market when the reactive 
capacity strategy is used. So, the expected amount of carbon emission traded in the carbon trading 
market is given by 
 

ሿݔሾܧ ൌ ܣሾܧ െ ݁ܳௐ െ ݁ሾܦ െ ܳௐሿାሿ ൌ ܣ െ ݁ܳௐ െ ܦሾሾܧ݁ െ ܳௐሿାሿ. 
 
Now, suppose that the demand ܦ is normally distributed. Then, the expected amount of carbon emission 
traded in the carbon trading market can be written as follows, 
 

ሿݔሾܧ ൌ ܣሾܧ െ ݁ܳௐ െ ݁ሾܦ െ ܳௐሿାሿܣ െ ݁ܳௐ െ ܦሾሾܧ݁ െ ܳௐሿାሿ
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where ݂ሺܦሻ ൌ ଵ

ఙ√ଶగ
݁ି

ሺವషഋሻమ

మమ , ݃ሺݔሻ ൌ ଵ

√ଶగ
݁ି

ೣమ

మ , x=
ିఓ

ఙ
 and ݖௐ ൌ ொೈିఓ

ఙ
. So, the result holds. 

Q.E.D. 
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Corollary 1. Suppose that the demand ܦ is normally distributed with mean ߤ and standard deviation 
 and the reactive capacity production strategy is used. Then, the expected total amount of carbonߪ
emitted by the firm when making the initial production decision is given by 
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where ିܨଵ ቀ
ᇲି

ᇲାି௦
ቁ is equal to ܳௐ such that 

ᇲି

ᇲାି௦
ൌ 

ଵ

√ଶగ
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ೣమ

మ ݔ݀
ೂೈషഋ
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Proof.  
 
After the demand is realized, total amount of carbon emission is given as follows, 
 

݁ܳௐ  ݁ሾܦ െ ܳௐሿା 
 
when the reactive capacity strategy is used. So, the expected amount of carbon emission is as follows, 
 

ሾ݁ܳௐܧ  ݁ሾܦ െ ܳௐሿାሿ ൌ ݁ܳௐ  ܦሾሾܧ݁ െ ܳௐሿାሿ 
 
and using the second result of Proposition 2, this can be written as follows 
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where ݃ሺݔሻ ൌ ଵ

√ଶగ
݁ି

ೣమ

మ , x=
ିఓ

ఙ
 and ݖௐ ൌ ொೈିఓ

ఙ
. So, the result holds. 

Q.E.D. 
 
3. Numerical Example 
 
In this section, we provide a numerical example to show the impact of a reactive capacity production 
under carbon cap and trade system on the firm’s efficiency. The parameters for firm that we consider 
as an example are shown in Table 1 and the demand faced by the firm is normally distributed with 
mean ߤ and standard deviation ߪ. 
 
Table 1  
Parameters for a numerical example 

Scenario ݏ ′ܿ ܿ  ܿ ݁ ߪ ߤ ܣ 

1 $180.0  $100.0  $120.0 $80.0 $10.0 2 6,000  3,000 1,000
2 $200.0  $110.0  $130.0 $90.0 $10.0 2 6,000  3,500 1,500
3 $260.0  $150.0  $180.0 $100.0 $10.0 2 6,000  4,000 1,700

 
As shown in Fig. 1, the production quantity without the reactive capacity production is larger than the 
one with the reactive capacity production.  
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Fig. 1. 1st Production Quantity with and without 
Reactive Capacity Production 

Fig. 2. Expected Profit with and without 
Reactive Capacity Production 

 
The expected profit without the reactive capacity production is less than the one with the reactive 
capacity production even considering the carbon emission from the second production (Fig. 2). As 
mentioned in the previous section, the expected amount of carbon emission between with and without 
reactive capacity production is not clearly known as which one is larger. As shown in Fig. 3, the 
expected amount of carbon emission without the reactive capacity production for scenario 1 and 2 is 
higher than with the reactive capacity production. However, for scenario 3, the result is reversed. So, 
we cannot generalize which strategy generates more carbon emission. 
 

 
Fig. 3. Expected Carbon Emission with and 
without Reactive Capacity Production 

Fig. 4. Carbon price vs. Production Quantity 
 

 
Now, using the four scenarios shown in Table 2, we will do a sensitivity analysis for carbon trading 
price ܿ 
 
Table 2  
Parameters for change of carbon price ܿ 

Scenario  ܿ ܿ′  ߪ ߤ ܣ ݁ ܿ ݏ
1 $210.0  $100.0  $120.0 $80.0 $10.0 2 6,000  3,500 1,500
2 $210.0  $100.0  $120.0 $80.0 $20.0 2 6,000  3,500 1,500
3 $210.0  $100.0  $120.0 $80.0 $30.0 2 6,000  3,500 1,500
4 $210.0  $100.0  $120.0 $80.0 $40.0 2 6,000  3,500 1,500

 
Fig. 4 shows that as the carbon trading price ܿ increases, the production quantity without the reactive 
capacity production and initial production quantity with the reactive capacity production decreases. 
Also, it shows that as the carbon trading price ܿ increases, the second expected production quantity 
with the reactive capacity production increases. These results are explained analytically in Lemma 2 
and Lemma 4. 
 
Now, using another four scenarios shown in Table 3, we will do a sensitivity analysis for the carbon 
emission per unit production ݁. 
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Table 3  
Parameters for change of Carbon emission per unit production ݁ 

Scenario ݏ ′ܿ ܿ  ܿ ݁ ߪ ߤ ܣ 

1 $210.0  $100.0  $120.0 $80.0 $10.0 2 6,000  4,000 1,700
2 $210.0  $100.0  $120.0 $80.0 $10.0 3 6,000  4,000 1,700
3 $210.0  $100.0  $120.0 $80.0 $10.0 4 6,000  4,000 1,700
4 $210.0  $100.0  $120.0 $80.0 $10.0 5 6,000  4,000 1,700

 
Fig. 5 shows that as the carbon emission per unit production ݁ increases, the production quantity 
without the reactive capacity production and initial production quantity with the reactive capacity 
production decreases. Also, it shows that as the carbon emission per unit production ݁ increases, the 
second expected production quantity with the reactive capacity production increases. These results are 
also explained analytically in Lemma 2 and Lemma 4. 
 

 
Fig. 5. Carbon emission per unit production vs. Production Quantity 

 
4. Conclusion 
 
In this study, we have considered the impact of a reactive capacity production system under the carbon 
cap and trade market on the firm’s operational and financial efficiency. The firm has maintained two 
chances to choose the production quantities by considering total carbon emission from two production 
chances and carbon trading price in the carbon trading market. This is very practical but more complex 
than choosing a single chance for the production quantity since we need the carbon emission cap 
constraint including the carbon emission from both the first and also the second production which is 
not realized when deciding the first production.  
 
We have shown that the firm with reactive capacity production under the carbon cap and trade system 
will choose the initial production quantity less than the firm without reactive capacity. Also we have 
shown that the firm with reactive capacity production under the carbon cap and trade system make 
more profit than the firm without reactive capacity even though its second production cost is higher 
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than the initial production cost. We have also demonstrated that the firm’s initial and second production 
decision with reactive capacity production strategy followed a monotone decreasing and non-
decreasing property with respect to carbon price and the carbon emission per unit production, 
respectively. This would explain the firm’s behavior by which the firm initially to make less production 
under the carbon cap and trade system but, if the demand is higher than the initial quantity of 
production, the firm would try to satisfy the rest of demand by second production even with higher 
production cost and carbon permit purchasing cost. The study was supported with a numerical example 
where it was not clear that the amount of carbon permit traded under the carbon cap and trade system 
could decrease or increase when the firm used a reactive capacity production strategy. Also, we have 
analytically provided the solution for the expected amount of carbon emission traded in the carbon 
trading market and the expected total amount of carbon emission by the firm with reactive capacity 
under the carbon cap and trade market. 
 
The results we have shown in this study are very practical to use in many production industries facing 
the need to be environmentally responsible. In the future, the result can be extended to incorporate the 
dynamic pricing policy in the model which might be analytically hard to track.  
 
Acknowledgement 
 
This work was supported by 2018 Hongik University Research Fund. 
 
References 
 
An, J., & Lee, J. (2018). A Newsvendor Non-Cooperative Game for Efficient Allocation of Carbon 

Emissions. Sustainability, 10(1), 154.  
Cachon, G., & Terwiesch, C. (2008). Matching supply with demand. McGraw-Hill Publishing.  
Chen, X., Benjaafar, S., & Elomri, A. (2013). The carbon-constrained EOQ. Operations Research 

Letters, 41(2), 172-179. 
Caro, F., Corbett, C. J., Tan, T., & Zuidwijk, R. (2013). Double counting in supply chain carbon 

footprinting. Manufacturing & Service Operations Management, 15(4), 545-558. 
Cachon, G. P. (2014). Retail store density and the cost of greenhouse gas emissions. Management 

Science, 60(8), 1907-1925. 
Granot, D., Granot, F., & Sosic, G. (2014). Allocation of greenhouse gas emissions in supply 

chains. University of Southern California Working Paper. 
Du, S., Ma, F., Fu, Z., Zhu, L., & Zhang, J. (2015). Game-theoretic analysis for an emission-dependent 

supply chain in a ‘cap-and-trade’system. Annals of Operations Research, 228(1), 135-149. 
Hovelaque, V., & Bironneau, L. (2015). The carbon-constrained EOQ model with carbon emission 

dependent demand. International Journal of Production Economics, 164, 285-291. 
Hua, G., Cheng, T. C. E., & Wang, S. (2011). Managing carbon footprints in inventory 

management. International Journal of Production Economics, 132(2), 178-185. 
Lee, J., Lee, M. L., & Park, M. (2018). A Newsboy Model with Quick Response under Sustainable 

Carbon Cap-N-Trade. Sustainability, 10(5), 1410. 
Letmathe, P., & Balakrishnan, N. (2005). Environmental considerations on the optimal product 

mix. European Journal of Operational Research, 167(2), 398-412. 
 
 

  

© 2019 by the authors; licensee Growing Science, Canada. This is an open access 
article distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution 
(CC-BY) license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/). 

 



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /CMYK
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments true
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV (Za stvaranje Adobe PDF dokumenata najpogodnijih za visokokvalitetni ispis prije tiskanja koristite ove postavke.  Stvoreni PDF dokumenti mogu se otvoriti Acrobat i Adobe Reader 5.0 i kasnijim verzijama.)
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor prepress-afdrukken van hoge kwaliteit. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for high-quality prepress printing.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


