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Table 1 The impact of k on pricing and earnings

k
LIRS L
5 7 8 9 10 11
pid 122152 122482 122813 123147 123482 12.3819  12.4157
pid 1171200 12,1879 12.6670  13.1493  13.6347 14.1232  14.6146
Nash3Jfiij {25 md 716761 732140 747781 763687 77.9857 79.6294  81.2999
aid 257510 231.638 209.017 189.708 173.773 161.275 152277
4329186 304.852 283796 266.077 251.759 240.905 233.577
pe 122028 12.2357 122688  12.3020 123354 123691  12.4028
P21 11.5334 12,0077 12.4853 129662 134502 13.9373  14.4275
#1187 - S Stackelberg 28 7541 71,1028 72.6298  74.1831 75.7628 77.3690 79.0020  80.6618
mdl 257738 231.872 209256 189.952 174.022 161.529 152.535
7l 328841  304.502 283439 265715 251.391 240.531 233.197
p42 122307 122637 122970 123304 12.3639 123977  12.4316
P22 117131 12,1890  12.6681 13.1504 13.6358 14.1242  14.6157
BT & £ S Stackelbergl®y 7592 71.6778  73.2157 747799 763705 77.9875 79.6312 81.3017
w92 256937 231.055 208423 189.103 173.158 160.649  151.640
792 328615 304271 283203 265474 251.145 240280 232.941
psd 970708 970337  9.70013  9.69734  9.69501 9.69312  9.69167
PER RS R pSd 115876 12.0614 12.5384  13.0187 13.5022 13.9888  14.4786
$d 374568 351585 331.890 315.544 302.608 293.146 287.219
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Table 2 The impact of A on pricing and earnings

A
T A
1.2 1.4 1.6 1.8 2.0 22 24
pid 137308 132860 129130 12.5933  12.3147 12.0685 11.8487
pnd 146797 14.1962 137929  13.4485 13.1493  12.8858  12.6510
Nash3fi 25 md 121730 107.412 954271 852069 763687 68.6413  61.8254
md 246,136 229.257 214.533 201.464 189.708 179.020 169.216
2 367.866 336.670 309.960 286.671 266.077 247.661 231.042
ps 137098 13.2679  12.8972  12.5793 123020 12.0570  11.8381
P 144477 139801 13.5897 13.2561 129662 127106  12.4828
HE R T S Stackelbergl®ZE 84l 120.634  106.488 94.6337 84517  75.7628 68.1047 61.3471
ol 246430 229.536 214798 201718 189.952 179255 169.444
4l 367.064 336.023 309.432 286235 265715 247360 230.791
pd2 137701 133159 129366 12.6124 123304 12.0816 11.8598
P32 146832 14.1987 13.7947 13.4499 13.1504 12.8866 12.6517
R4 S StackelberglfizE 7592 121.738  107.418 954306 85.2093 763705 68.6426 61.8264
sd2 245040 228333  213.740 200.775 189.103 178.484  168.739
792 366.778 335751 309.171 285.984 265474 247.127 230.566
p¢d 112115 107304 10.3313  9.99176  9.69734  9.43822  9.20743
HERELE R PS4 14,6520 14.1280 13.6968 133326 13.0187 12.7441  12.5009
¢l 402876 375704 352701 332.873 315544 300.232  286.583
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