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1. & ESAG
7t A A EH

AEERPYS] M-S =o)38)] et WA dEEMT A A
Ak (DMU; decision making unit) 9] §84 /0] &&A A= 7]
ol He HHAL7 s e o7t Fasit} AEEMS o))
A8t A FEfre] 8ol B5Ho2 o7k #AF EHS v

n7fel 7PAAAHES]) R AE WEY B4S ARSI x=(x,,...,x,)
ERL 2 H7|5H, o] FUR2Y] 247HAE w=(w, . W) ERL
#2713t ol F&ste] mf e} AEES ¢=(q.,....qn) ERT 2 K713}
H, 4&E 7t S p=(p, ... p.) ERT E E7TTL

= 78 DMUE &fso] wol n7ll 289 EQas x2 298k,
Bigo] pQl m7) 259 AEE 42 ANF}T 7P S

Lt SR

7N DMUS] A E#HrE the-2] 374 Wao2 388 ok o
#) input correspondence® AW3taA} Ak X(q) & vig) Folal
28 7F ¢ 2 A= AN e ZE FlaL wiger 749
E313 % (input set) &2 AP, input correspondences g ¢ &
Zrll X x(g) 33+o.2.9] mapping(g — X(g) CR}) 22 A oj€r),



12

=W 2 output correspondenced] thall A sz} stck. Q(x) &
njg) Zojd £9 e WE x & AMRSt] £EY & e BE EHDe
#4 (output set) 22 A o}3PH, output correspondences x 9| ¥
7rl| A Q(x) Z7+2 2] mapping(x — Q(x) CR?) 22 Fojdt}

9)¢e] % correspondenceZbllE thg3} 72 &) = AoR &
2% o] ¥ correspondence % 37t A HH thE correspon-
dencez} AsjA Al "t

X(g) ={xER: 1 qeQ(x) }
0(x) =1{qeR} : x€X(¢g) }

AR 2e A27Fs - & (production possibility set) T A4
29 A (the graph of the technology)°] 1t} ol& AEKKE 715
3 x9} g0 2T BE Ao 2 o} o] Holdn.

GR ={(x,q : x€X(q),gER:}
={(x,q) : q€Q(x), xERY }

2. BB I

DMU7} del7bsd £EHN 5 FolltERM-S primald Pk (d
)3 e AT EEolg tN 2 EHE A 79 dual(value
dual) 9l H]&3H, YT, ol&TrE FAE F Ak

WA, prxma?l A (A T B AREZEEAE "3”7]’h§§}
o] Z3H= (x, ¢) ZAM N xoll dF He] ¢ =24 o5 320l
e

¢ (x)=max{qg:(x,q)EGR}
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AWMA value dual2A o] ¥ L35 EE HEIEEHoE Fold &
27V wek AE gl e FAAFANN SA7Fs T Ho) F a2
&o2 o3 2ol Bednt

Clg,w)=min{w"- x: x€X(q)}

=WA value dual2A o] £UrE Fol7 AEE 714 po} A
xo g ASAFAA A7 HEY FYSE vt Fo] e
1=

R(x,p)=max{p'-q:q€Q(x)}

AHA value dual2A 2l o] {34 T o|FZEE = Foldl 4t
ZE 714 p 2 YL A7 watdllA Airbs el &3te x ¢ ¢ 9
Z3o 7 gA7sE H 1 o] F o2 tha3 o] HojH

alp,w)=max{p' -qg—w'-x:(x,q) EGR}
3. Hiflrey e Blarey BEE

7}, HAfy etk

ATH] Mdd] ik Hfiey z&&HE(input technical effici-
ency) 2 A2 BHES LY HAERE Ao AEs= RS
ojulsh= uhH | FEdimme] Mol thek Hiflsry M (output technical

efficiency) & A2 HAES AHE-slY Hohe] EhhS HESH= A
£ 9nj3ie},
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Lt BCoMAY Bt

AT Ago dig s %t (input allocative efficien-
cy) o Fo)zl Bl iAo 3l AFe i) FUIAE A=

2 oumale whA, EHHpe APl the Elarfy M (output
allocative efficiency)-& FoJzl FEhidh @izl thal 23k vighel &
He EES RS ¢rlditt

283 AEE7HE 2 BYadvtre] Fojz s o A wiFte #%
ATH#E AHEsl A3 oo Elitps &S = RE Bty &
1 (allocative efficiency) o)t &

4. ke fis

7t ORI EHE M| S Rl #iF

o] AaA e APoIH x B HAHoT Neshe el &
240 e Bels] Astel, B4 TP WP FHE O
o B A7

Efx(qg)={x: x€X(q), x<{x = x,& X(q) } for ¢>0

Zo]7 Eh ¢(O0) 2 AAslE dl o] FYLA x7 xE EffX(q)
2 2= A7 Hieh % (input technical efficiency)-2 2433}
A "t

F718 02, Foi7 (g, w)oll tidtd T4 x7F w' - x=Clg, w)
2 Z2ZA7A(Z, &3 &84 (input allocative efficiency) & &

AslH ) v & &84 (cost efficiency) & &4 stAl ).



EEEA AEE IS5
L} RO IRALE BEEH ol 888
BATHRRC] AA e M ¢ & HHFH o2 e sk 790
A FEErE ) #aS A sly] ke, 1A ST HACE T
A9 ool A AR

Efo(x)={q : q€Q(x), > 9= ¢&0Q(x) } for x > 0

o7l e x(O0)E AHR-sha] AES EHY ¢7t g€ EfQ(x)
ZZAFIH Hiffih %@t (output technical efficiency) S €4

N

}ll

o
i

FrtHo g, FolA (x, p)ol st Ehi# ¢7t p* - ¢=R(x . p) &
Z2ZA)7)9H (&, |22 F84 (output allocative efficiency) & B4
3hH) 49 &84 (revenue efficiency)-& @431 A}

Cl S5 AL EHe| R

BATR EHES ARH0E Adsie A9 glojA] Kkl
e Aola) ek, MA A AT WAoR FAE gl
A A,

EffGR={ (x,q) : (x, g) EGR, g,q, xXx } for x>0

22238 (x, )7} (x, q) EEfGRE FEZX71W 713 &
e kide

1oz, (x,q)7t (p" - g—w' - x)=nlp, w) & DESAFIH(F,
eSS gAsE) o8 E A (profit efficiency)g 94

o2

o
5

Q
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5. %] JlE

7}, Farrell{(1957)2] Szt

st il e e #Re Farrell(1959) 01, £9484 (x)
7h A A9 ue TS,

HA, deg £dar xeX(q)9] Hilny %& (Farrell (radial)
measure of technical efficiency)& o3 7o A olsiit).

Fr(x;q)=min{ i : ixeX(q), )0}

o) Ao ixv xE A BE HATERES 2 v 17
& Eol= A g 9ulgit)
8o 2 Mae HAFEE xe X(g) 2 ¥]8a &4 (Farrell measure
of cost efficiency) & th&3} 7+o] A o)ttt
Clg,w)

Fx:q,w)= oy

vAeto g2 HAegE £84 x€ X(g) 9 vjEa &4 (Farrell mea-
sure of allocative efficiency)-g& &3 7+o] A o5t}

Felx;q.w)

F(x.:q,w)=
’ 1 FT(X;(])

Al @7kl v 22 JA7E A E e
Fxi;q,w)=F(xq) - Fix.qw)

(B 11914 Farrelle] #8432 N¥S =82 g9 - Astx Y}
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(@ 1] Farrell(1957)2] #EH BS

X A //
W X(q)
B
A
D
EffX(q)
biso-quant
0 - > X;
iso-cost line w
C=(x,q) (714 vE g, WA vEs

B=(i-x,q) :71%% 58, MB2A vEs
A=CAe 718 589 25
D=(x,q) :71&d && wEH & = UL g4 94

(CHe 584 25]

oo s i
N&H 5ge 2% TE=98 ===
, . 04 X ew
WA 580 FEAE=GE = o
i . 04 ¥ -
W§ B&AS SE 1 CE=Gm =TE- AE= "5

L} Russell (non-radial) measure of technical efficiency

Hz A3t Farrelle] 7]€3] §84L8 99 RE Q40
2 BAZ FhEoo) st ol Hifffny Rt A2 o] =

]7L

©“
=
he
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2UTHLAE el Ze HFAE Felshe Ae Ju Ru-
ssell(1980) & The FYTFH QLSO ol @ 7HERE Folshes R
2 7VsalAl sl At BB S A Sl shect.
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M. sastke] R % Hik - E

A A S 98 A2 1A Hke AgH oz uw
shed A ASHZ A} ). B3] & HigolN AHEEHA HE AB TSR
o U AN § AL ok Bl a2 Bt

1. Bk kst (DEA ; data envelopment analysis)

AgFSEAH gIEAQ 1HF EHdozx Farrell(1957) 7

Charnes, Cooper and Rhodes(1978) & & 4= 3l
o] Hikd AFAIYY S A3t v o FAH convex hullgA]

BEY HAE A e HES X3k o))

o] #H#:2 best practice observationd] 7]1Este] ‘ANA’ T L&A
= ASE F US Bolr, wEA ERAA Y v &9 FEE AST

T v 22 HEEFR) AFA 7 HA X a8 FAH
2.2 olF gl mt A E o] A, FHE a840) @™
gre 248 71 Qi

Au Aol BRI Bol AHE-HE o8 7R olf F sy
€ #400 doiM T+ dEAER @ FHh=s A mfo|t 3}7‘]"*
BAER 2 Bt 7R RE AMREHA] ¢7) djZo] g3dew
Mty REEtEr 24 7hs sttt

.ﬁ
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2. SBHEGT S (modified parametric programming
approach)

Aigner and Chu(1968) & W32 5AYE L A3t AIeHE
¢ (x)o] Feis vlal sl Z5A A (parametric) YH2E2A F2
¢ (x) 2] &E)E= smooth technologyE Wtgsl=s Addc}.

WA, B2 YAAAS X(g)={ x : ¢<g(x) }2 BV, BF
Aoz AAY ¢(x)ol TFH 259 sl oo HF T o)A=H
o] A 8g FojA Tt

uMz

[ln¢ x)—lnq]}

min {

subject to In ¢ (x,) —In g.>0 for all ie{/,.., N}

olo] e 73 H, 7144 T exp(—¢e) x1—&(, e=In
#(x) —In q,) 9 AESX2A AT

o] 71¥-& #7} A (outliers) ol V73, thef A& (mul-
tiple outputs) & tE F fiths 414 At

3. e ity s (deterministic statistical frontier
approach)

Afriat (1972) = AAEE ¢ (x) 2] FElE Z5H 02 deterministic
frontier2A] wlg] &AL, o] WAESret BFE WVAAE ¢=
¢ (x)-exp(—e) where £202 HEIFYHATA 2 TGF223}
(onesided disturbance term) 224 9] FEAEgE f(e) olth).
¢ (x)9}f(e) ol TFE EFES AFHOE FH T

BHRE 2R H, 71eF F8AL exp(—e)~x1—ed FHAEA
AZdrt.
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4. FEASH ¥ 5 (SFA; stochastic frontier approach)

& YAFs T UEYTE 2002 489 5 AU

=]
H
AUTRE TV S HEY WM 20 7, HleH4E 2

Aigner, Lovell and Schmidt(1977) & HARE 27102 35
4 wgue ANSI. ole NS ¢(x)o WHE Hle) gRal
£ R5E oy, 4(x)E 854 A7) $YHe 9 (the
deterministic kernel of the stochastic production frontier)f] 3}
Zas 83 A4AH7 (the stochastic production frontier)<
¢(x) - exp(e) 22 FHAH(A7]M && the two-sided random
variation of the production frontier across observations2+] &

Y=g fi(e) S G2, ueb £433e o3} o] dF)
X(g) ={x:g<¢(x) - exple) }

TEE ARBAE FELUETT f(e) & B2 G224 &5

AHg-ste] oS Zo] @€

N

q =4¢(x) - exple,—e) where >0

EHRAY e=e—% L=0)/o, ¢'=ci+0i9 N2 B A
3t eo] FEATZFO} N9 #A&A o) i3k 21— ¢34 E e
5 gobalnt.
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fle)y=2. ¢(%). [1—(1)(%)]

nr=4 ln(%)—N ‘In a—l—il 1n[1—<1>(e;L )]——1— S o
6(x), file) 2 file) ol EFE BFEL 99 2= =
EA 7= ez =338 "ot
REGE Ao 2 H, A BEA 9 7]&H EEYE G
oo ARG 2RAEA AZsHA "coh(Jondrow, Lovell,
Materov and Schmidt, 1982).

el
E(ale) = —2 el o
&le = 4 (eL o
o

FH 22 7153 BE LAY AEE exp(—&) *l—& S FHAZA
A&A

L}, 2 F s

NgPsE TR0 S BBA WAMS WA 984 Hge
3} #| 9l 3l (the deterministic kernel of the stochastic cost func-
tion) 02X Clg, w)E BEFHoz 4% 1, §53 v (the

stochastic cost function) & C (g, w) - exp(e) 02 A3} ¥,
P29 v 83eE ot 7ol 43 Enh

C =Cl(q,w) - explate)

Aoz o) Qa1 thale] &~N(0, o}) & &(20)~N(0, o7)
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truncated at zerogh= X & 7FYahd, /N B9 7142 v EL

o BeE FAT Utk WA, e=ate, L=0)/0,, ¢’=ci+al 9] K2
= AR Ot 2o AAE 48 5 U

2, 1
AR Y
2 2 L2
AT E
__#0) 2
E[fz] (I)(O) \/; 0,
Varle,] = [——1] . o)
el
Lo ¢ T) el
E (82|e) - 2 L
1+L (e_) o
o

sh= | oA HMAHA 7L g0 02 F4loZ A

e

_7']_._
olgh= Aolth. B0 eo] X3HE BE BHAL v F8A o)
Gl H-7hEA g
FAHYL v a g ArE U9 #AEA AZdr).

(inefficiency) = C(g.w)exp(e+e,)/C(g.w)exp(e) = exp(s,)

°+N

ARERYAE 9, FEH AAYIME FYLAHE, A5

H1 8-S AR-El, webd )& W ESA T R v E
&+ Ak

O
Lo =
ga e
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5. B8 (thick frontier approach)

Berger and Humphrey(1991) & % &3 #7 @ (a precise fron-
tier ‘edge’) & FAFthe A& vALH o2t A el FRES F
AT AL AA AT

BMES 733517 glate AA ok i) BAYEE FAsHA0}
Fig=d

@ a ‘thick’ (cost) frontier based on the best practicing quar-

tile of observations

® another (cost) function based on the worst practicing

quartile of observations

919] % o) (e I F a5 FEOE ABIe FEH &
o (random noise) & AMAHEZ, 11 e JAHSFE o] 7T
A9l (market factors)s W42 do] E7Fsd WA &4
uld 3= 2xb8}(inefficiency residuals) 0.2 FAE AL &
& wal ola} S-S ARl )9 FAHALAR B 5 T

32 mlo rok

6. TRMIMITE T FEZRl) MRS i

AT FEA7E(DEA)# &84 HA71H(SFA) o] 7P8 ®ol At
2587 nxuto 2 £ 7Y E o] B AM viasrA}

AA, 71 t‘l}i"—% AZa17] AsiM Fag rRke] FHoA
23, DEAZIY S 74$ B 2 AHEFe] dad dh, SFAVIHE F
A8 47HA, 2HEF, Ful8o] Wit

gt o g 24 1ed vl ESA S s, DEAZIHE 71E4 ¥

Feuhe AT & YE v, SFAVIEL 7153 vasdd WiEd

59 443 234 B4g vasd, DEAZ WS F4el Fulol
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QoM E HlEpHol e MBS ARH Pgeln, FuAel B
A5, FEH 232 834 @] B MRS RRE S oY
2 2% /144 NALE BN, VAR FAF 5949 B o)
B7hssic). olo] wete] SFAZIHS BBl uha 4ol Yoot ©
apsre] £Eol] sl BAolH, Bl MAH 228
22 BUSHe BAlo] Yt WA $8H 222 vEEY AZIN B2
F&ste Zo] 7hssiths Aol k. &, $EA 71gol7] BRe) T
A el ARol 7Fs s,

slolx DEAZIME Svo] wzgsictz M&stdsd, ot A
DMU % 4557 989 $7E avo Fsks Iu8 4ar
28 73 Y DMUE F9jo] 40hd 42uag 7bssh she o
£ DMU7} EAl81] 97] il 8% WA FAsH: DMUZ
AT S ouet.
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Axgol M e DEAS] 718 247 o8] 841 Hiks Ak 297

Z 3o}
1. fractional DEA

fractional DEAE= 2& DEAR &9 7/ g4 27ko] He Je2A
Charnes, Cooper and Rhodes(1978, 1979) ol 2]3] A A= ATt

DEAdM = BEUE 71539 AEE 75X v &2A 43 & 89
3}, &, FYE tig 7 w=(W,, .. W,) & AEE g 7t
Z3z| P=(P, ..., P.)E AFE3l ‘virtual’ outputz} ‘virtual’ input

o 82PN EE et ol FRE,

P.q;

TP

)
—-

n
}; W;x

WE DMU kel 1, ..., N il thsted, 2842 e DMU9| 44-&
Htgdhs Al kstoll A 7H e 7Y g SUAES ASE

ot &, o 2 Al St EAll sj vt

[z

= P gqu
—— with respect to P and W

n

Zl W, x;
=

[}

max

subject to



‘R 7

s

Pq.

i=1

0< <1 for all DMU ¢; and P.>0, W;>0

[

W/' Xie

]

J=1

9ol Szt /i DMU9 s 29, Pt woll dig 39| 715
2] (optimal weights) 7} 37 Fa It}

325 2]9] AAJE fractional problem& ¥ A& A (non-linearity)
3 "] B-E4) (non-convexity) & WE3IZ o 44 & 47} ik o
A, G2 P2 HEFsA Folok & FaAo] Ut

2. RO &I ki (linear DEA: primal for-
mulation)

FRe] A3 DEARHE A&7 £4 7FAQ Pet Wl A7t
7| (shadow price) & 34 0] 7}sdtthe HoAM {83 Fe|2A Cha-
rnes and Cooper(1962, 1973) ol &J3] & AA| = At}

JFRiol A% DEAE 3A 24 89 AFAY o2 rofz|=d], 4t
Z3dist o] H¥AYS B3l JEa&/4dvE(output effi-
ciency ratio), FY=F4s} Feje] MIAY S Tl FYa &

(input efficiency ratio)& 78 4 Ut}
7}. EH#EX{E(output maximization)

233t Feo] A3 DEAAIEH| M= fractional DEAA] &Y
o] Ao BRE 12 AN ¥, /id DMU kef 1, ..., N }9
ko] oo BAE &

max y Pg. with respect to P and W
i=1
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subject to

Y Pg. < ¥ Wy, for all DMU c; 3 Wyx, = 1: and PY0 W50

L} # AR E(input minimization )

FUS438 Fele] A% DEAAIYYoIM+ fractional DEAA M
o] BA £245 12 xZA F, W8 DMU k€f{ 1, ..., N}l
et ool BAE F

min Z} W x; with respect to P and W
F-

subject to

5 Pg. < Y Wy, for all DMU c: ¥ Pg, = 1: and PY0 W0

3. #HEQ 2 B A& (linear DEA: dual for-

mulation)

A EQ HE A EEFYM e HE AFA7F WA AAS &8
A9l 2 A (the efficient target on the frontier) 22 o]Fd H
83 ZAA TS B AL AS3h= ol Charnes and Coo-
per (1984) ol ]3] Gwtst=| et

7t EEHARAALO| CHEH ##34R9%E(dual to output maximization:

input minimization)

Lo 2EIstel Ui FujEA= /i DMU ke{ 1,...., N 7}
mAl $F) BEY NBE £FL A W B o) FH £

827 Hastshe 59 S282A7 doh
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min h“_G(; S}—i—i S:) with respect to A,

subject to

N
X« h—S, =3 x. - A for all inputs j
e=1

N
g«t+S: =Y q. - A for all outputs i
=1

i.>0 for all DMU c€{l, ...., k, ... N} (weights on DMUs)
S,>0 for all inputs je{l, ....,n} (input slacks)
S.>0 for all outputs i€{l, ...., m} (output slacks)

919 FA3EAE P AEIsHEA A =B HL 9 A o]
ol o s F 4 AUk ¥ AEIUSHEA oA = DMU 7A
g A efo) UAAT, AUAQ] EAME FYHLG AEEY F
Ter‘i’}%" Aeko]l At} AFAe] vElhte input slackse  input
excessesZ, output slackse output shortfallsE oJn|3it},
Ao FAZEA NN FUE i 71eF a&4o] ASHE, ¢
&9 z70] AYE uf, DMU k&= A& oz gg5olzta Hogict.

(the efficiency ratio) =h=1 with §;=S,=0 for all j and i
(B 2]9 [@ 3]& &Il dist Al EAE EolM &8

4e PoE A% FULs IV ABE FUAIA A AN
it

Old

[(Fa2 AHgel thgh) 71&2 5899 B9]
DMU k& F 82 Abgel i 7|3 5848 24312 ok
©h=1;8 =5 =0foralliand;
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[® 2] input minimization (dual problem) : input space

= = T . = =
FERYVNEE ¢ F 7Y FUY82: xH x,

X2

[z} HolM 2] 71473 &84 DEAA| o] 2]
® 3 F:
=1

Xip s =0 = x4 * A

Ar=1

er'h‘F_O:xzr';L; .
A =0forallc#F

q-+0 = qr - Ar
¢ 3dB
0OA

X B0 = X - A b - A

Xt y—0 = Xpp* detxpe Ar | =
@10 =gqr- detge A

* peer group = { E, F}

* radial contraction of inputs: BAA 9 &Y (x,, x,) <

g‘; o] vl &RF v[E| A o2 FoJA target vectorgl

hy =

A3 g BT



‘R ikt 3l

®3dAD:
. _ ocC
hu_ OD <1
xw'h;—S;:xw'[E A;:1

X hp—0 = Xp+ As { > (A =O0foralle # E
4,10 =gr* A $i>0

=

* peer group = { E }

* radial contraction of inputs: D&)X £ (x,, x,) &

hy = 95 o) gnid g o 2o 4 CHE 9

gt
* additional reduction of input excess: £ 824 x, 9 A}

$2 5 = ECOE 2.

[® 3] input minimization (dual problem): output surface

FERANEE A g,

‘121\

& 4 4: (AZEE slack)
qu'{"S’l:qw'AL
q“+0:(123'/1;
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Ly $AARIMEN] CHSE ##44R9%E(dual to input minimization:

output maximization)

Q5] A2 Frisel g AU EAE AL DMU kel 1, .., N )7}
7l B9 BEE FULE FFL AT mA BR) WBE 5

< HU 2 st oo SdskEA7 8.

o

max fete (i S + Xm: S.) with respect to A
=1 =1
subject to

N
Xp + S, = ; x; * A for all inputs j

Sitqt+S = Zl g. * A for all outputs ¢

A.=0 for all DMU c€ell, ..., k., ... N} (weights on DMUs)
S;=0 for all inputs je{l, ..., n} (input slacks)
S.>0 for all outputs i€ (1, ...., m } (output slacks)

‘o,]
ol

Md

AE F9, AEE0 A 71ed 848 39T F e,

Zdo] Ad¥std DMU k= AthH oz &% ozt g ofgi).

B

BN

(the efficiency ratio) =f,=1 with §;=58;=0 for all j and i
4. HHE ] WfE(returns to scale in the DEA)

Farrell(1957) 3} Charnes, Cooper and Rhodes (1978, 1979,
1981) 5ol o3t AAd ¥efe] DEAZHELS 5o dish B4y
(CRS: constant returns to scale)® 728 A (strong disposa-

bility) & 7} 32 YA}, Fare, Grosskopf and Lovell(1985) & i+
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2of ti3t B AHEA S thAshe Heje] DEAZEES AlAS
et

9] B2 (maximum average productivity)eo] @4 =]
S o, F2& &4 (scale efficiency) o] BAEH AT H <] Fhe}.

7| 354%0]| CHSH BT 2| EXlaigH+rE(DEA-CRS)

EQ]8 A —2A2E Z7o|A DEA-CRSH ¢ W7 (the DEA-CRS
frontier) & Hule] B9 A5 A S Ak Ao A9
21=3

o] A28 B84t de AfolA AE DMU9] 2 o
g 8 2R AYE EAE EoM dojNe LEY &S T3l
g3 7o) B 4 UL-E Banker(1984) &= AR, o] &
52X 4= (scale indicator) 2} £t}

/1(1 = IRS

. =1 = CRS

T’MZ n[\/Jz
>~

,1 >1 = DRS

NMZ

[E 4] A9 =98 =8 E FallA a9tz Ut

DEA-CRS frontier= A, (=0)7} Ag20] s A To=H
Hojzic,
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[ 4] DEA-CRS frontier

qA CRS
F
E¢-—--omoeoenaaans -~---QlG
K s
I 5
He----o---- - .
7 s
0 ' i > X

[HFAA ]

x > de ; A > 42 = 3 K: +29 &8 (scale efficiency) €4
Xx Xo Xk X,

[z FollMe] 713 §8&45 DEAA|%}S] &%
® YK
he =1
Xe+ he—0 = x¢+ Ak k=1
gx 10 :CIK'/{;(}:){;[::O’I‘OIS.HC?éK
®HG:
h=-£5 1
Xo * he—0 = x¢* Ak A > 1 (3 gl F59 A7 [DRS])
gs+0 =qx'l}}:>{ . =0forallc # K
=

*target (xc- Ar, go* ) e A KE 49 ¥l&2 re-scaling &

Aol e},
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®HJ:
+_ HI
X h—0 = x¢* A } w;( 1 (A JAA #529 A= [IRS])
=
q+0 = qx * A A =0foralc # K

®Hd0:4k =0

Lt R0 CHEH aT o] JH-aikH+r4A(DEA-VRS, DEA-NIRS,
DEA-NDRS)

i DMU©A 5o gt 7hagdE 413] s]83t7] faix= &
E4 A1 f} 4=1% AAHA DEAEAY F7H < Aeker xF
AZIT), o] Alokg B3l HRIASH AF YA dFse T
Woy 7h= A Alo] ME HEHA A Aot F, FRELHA AL &
AU Fashe Zo] Brbesidtt wakr, the DEA-VRS frontier
e #2 HE&3<¢ Ho| 3 5 = Aotk

EE Ao FHE T3E XFS F5EE AP tE Fele A
So gk 7P S &3 Bt ol& 8okt YW ot 2
t}. (VRS=varying returns to scale; NIRS=non-increasing
returns to scale; NDRS=non-decreasing returns to scale;

CRS=constant returns to scale)

1

’?J.
I

—

NIRS

1 NDRS

1 -1
YA
T ¢ ¢ O

no restrictionon ¥ A CRS
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(B 5]91ME non-CRS frontier?] & ¥ E 3o AArslL

Aot
TR tg O 7Pt 2ol 71eH EEAZle veel o

28A 7 4 H @

TE cas < TE yps < TE 35
TE CRS < TE NDRS < TE VRS

{® 5] non-CRS frontier

qa
CRS E
H
| I a1
D
C
B
0 . —» X
A
& ¥ 1 = 0(EE4A 9, convexity constraint)

= ABCDE: DEA-VRS ¥7H

over OC, Y <1
T i <1 ‘ }
¢ over CDand DE, Y 1. =1
= OCDE : DEA-NIRS ¥4
over ABand BC, Y i.>1
®r i >1> < ’ ]
¢ above C, YA =1

3

= ABCCRS : DEA-NDRS ¥7
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¢ 3 C: FE—F&H U (scale efficient) 3
A B(#R7F AT de F)s A C (FE7 A e
Ae FR-EEHA FL oA, Azte] FRFFAME 7]
# o7 F&22 (technically efficient) Ao s},

5. Bk (disposability)
29 270 AYE o, FYEY B APt Fed).
(x,9)€EGR and x' = x = (x', g) EGR

7473 (strong or free disposability)& FUES] FAPIA o]
0°] € = A& W& 9u)ds, A EA (weak disposability or con-
gestion) & £YEL] AL o] € 5 UL A E ot

(@ 6o = HEAN tE 7P WE 71&3d 84S dAsx
Arct.

AR ARG Y 7Ied B84 A& vEHE o
7 2ok

TEsp < TEw»

(M 6] input disposability

1
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* 7 He| 71384 (strong disposability) slellx9] 713 &84
- OF

- OH
* A He| k24 (strong disposability) st A 2] 714 §84

= 0G_
- OH

thee) Zzio) 4YE W, A2 Ee] AEgo] YYETk Ho ¥k,

(x,g)EGR and ¢’ > q= (x,q')EGR

(B 71018 A2Ee A 8A 7Pt 9] 71€4 28498 st
I o

[® 7] output disposability

> 41

* ABCD : 7}y 8233}te} 714 (SD technology)
* ABCE : ¢¥x8A3}e] 714 (WD technology)
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V. 2FEERPI ) AEpEE ARy

1. ZERFT o Rkt

HH o2 AU A Hrke ofe]d o] B2 HoE 4w
At

A AHERF M e EE A83] S ET. 2 olfe Bl
o] BAA o7 Al (qualitative in nature) 397} ok, &, EH
o] AHgol 7hed Afole o3 7] Bkl A& (multiple policy
outputs) o] A& ¥ opg} FY O L] ofe] ¥ Hpe) Aul A
(many outputs denominated in non-homogeneous units)& A4t
A=

223 FAERPTOl Wl ste] AFERPIN A= Bk - B - AT - TR &)
¥oll o3t BE T AEE vFUE 23T & fle Sl A
Aoz ¢ Zhsthil &t dE o] AT AVE FY8AE F
stUE A o MEAEME Fol7] Aty AFTHY 2718 rEdR
237 e AH 22 oJHTT stk X T o 2A AHEMIS K
AHBHRY 3T Zo] oile} B A% o= Axe] B (equity)
2 AXNAAH 22 (F34, A §) T 8o} 3] diol 2
= o3 BREE fiHeR FEsle FUE & & Utk(positive
versus normative issues; microeconomic and macroeconomic
considerations).

AAZE o712 AKERMA EbS HiBdA AMEA &7] d&
o miEIEC] SAEA et HHIH o2 migEiEe] EXlste AN
9 Afols WmEEEd AAS IEESY JA 7hestar At
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7} golstet,

2. AFERFS] A Aol lolA DEAfke] ARt

tio

HEERP O] B el leld DEAZIE L te3 22 #8684
)

WA, B4 £ 84 B4 NEEES YA /EAE AR
A g BE &ofl TFAIE Aol 7Hsdttt. &, DEAVIHELE F2
20 2Rz mel B4 pEFEYLHE & (single-factor
ratios) thal Akl AFo| F-g3hz ¢ MY AU FUAEHE
2 &= A#F <l (non- sub]ectlve) 7EEA] BAHAE AR

FHMEE vy Eilie] A2 Ee B3 AT R3teA Yarst
Fo] FAHQ eyt A YA B2 7§-r°ﬂ 4 DMU9 2842
219} §AHS DMUS} wlizsled =28 ®ut o, vadige] HE &
€3 DMUQ &A@ (peer group) & RAF= HE & 5 ok ¥]
849 DMUY AT A% EARGS 7Sz #4449 &%
A W7o 2R (target) S T84 T s AXE F= A
< 3}

3. 24LERF A o} DEABG: i@ FHFH)

®mE | AARPIIA o DEAZIY Y] @A #] 5 thel Bfste i3

°1

L &

AZ(1995) & 547 AT BANS ANA MEHS $YSA
CCRE% (DEA-CRS)-& T3t 43t FYas2e 9899,
7v5919, 7ElRIF S AL, AEEEe ZYAIANY, TIEAY
A, BAEZAAN, M8 A S s

S7F - A78(1996) & 67 I EAEBES YO E FYFH



AFEPI) EEM SR 4

9] CCRE¥(DEA-CRS) & o]&3te Jud &S 3t &+
JoAgE A7, B4, 799 u S, F9uE-S Tt e,
FAE2EZE IRNIYFTTE, R E, A8 &S AMsth
o]¥F - vt (1996) 2 6870 Alatd EAI7L $fitshe TAIS G A H]
29 AAEA vl EE9] Y2S B3] A% ez HH 9
NS GRS ASTFRM/IEE AABIE Utk o]HF(1997) =
H5EGEE ASERY] FEsE AR AT AAA I EA
ARFSEN G XS o8 71X FYAEHIEE AL

4. DEAFZ:2] #5E

DEA##:-E 343 EH) 972 S & 5 It

Callen and Falk(1993) & A3ERPT 4] dRe Ao A
Aol A#E 3= Yv](a normative and merit-derived signifi-
cance)& AU7| WE] LEEH Bt S 3188 DEARE S
AAstact &, AERQ 270l HAR] Aokl wet ol 74 F
FHREMH2E H&E F e HAFE AHlE Alge] Akl 3l
< 7397 doke AE s

Sueyoshi(1994) = WEH &84 AlE71"H<Q stochastic fron-
tier estimationz} DEAS] A& A =3ttt

o 9, BlaEA»Ee] A4 o] pre-DEA filtering®| $84&
AFste HFEEel Aok =, AAv|ae) o] vluwrbsdel 23
F 91 DMUE vlg] AlAE 87t U8 A2 vk A& &
EAl9] FRA gt 27 $-3 OE A, e, 25A, 7
2719 EAZ vlE] WrolM a8 % wE DEA7E S A&t il
# %EES Al S3he 2ol ettt B 4 it

28]y = o2 B o] DEA Fe74e 7|&3 whktke] xjo] 7t
171 vFERIE] o] & o FA M2 |37 =ue EAlolt
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VI. BJEERr ) At o 'R

1. &Rt BE

Ao e TREATHAEE 1996, (RBEE, 1996a) 3 i MEFE
1996 ; (RFEER, 1996b) Vo)l 28 737 =A] FollA il EikhE
A § 6770 #bi o) BAMEHRE Jul A oJn o] Hiily RN S
oA o2 deje] DEA/NY S o &3t SA 3tk Eihia #A F o
L ZdoA Z2Hsh=R| 9 7|Fo| He Hirt GRELS LiFd o
7H 2 HE A et 7HY) ol wel AR R SAAE AV
2o & AN E o titAl AE ae AR 22
Z49 a8AANEY g HdgusE 443 ENRY S FA6
aErEe] 274 8908 A BT

DEAZA S 95l £ Q29 AEES A HAstedo} it
2 7)E koM E A AS, BHAE, AT 5 A2 #
Adel] BHH FTif(bads) & 2NE Eile] N2 AR U=l
olx AZH MO Z WAL 1 o]f-= DEAZIY ] Ak & A&
AoFAe] RESE FEE Ehwol BF #Fif(goods)Ql A& 7MY 3}
3 Q7] el

1) TeE#RH 4R 199652 1996 12€0ll, P S IAEESE 1996, 19961 1190 81T
Hed, etM FEAEE 1995 #igd s3I

2) & @isEe & =Yt oA oty oA Ay Lol FEE Hrist] AA=E A
Fate] £ AR F UL S FABAL. AT o] Ao BE FYF S0l
&9 32 7HE £ flvks AE F5A7IA Zaich et ohds AR X SEA Y
A 729 AAd E 7Hdo] EHHA Hedl, F9 FEE /R FY EeAE
o] T3l 745 kel el tig 7P S AUE AN Y 7 fle BARE F712




SFEERPY ] A EN RO 4

=qaizt A TEAVSH ABES AGRS A AEde,
Ale] 7let B0 s g Y 4 uk AEHS ARE 90% ool U
wksiA e Qv Sla) A2HAT, ARE And HAEI 2 K
At AMEOlA SHET. AT TR HEREE 1996904
A wele] 7S QulsiAake] AR BRsFsE] mR) HEo] A
PR A9l EHMIES —ReaTHel Riatel SAA QukslA g
o) AMFRE 273 Fdoz ey,

mel A FEAE SUaszt A9 199 AHE % 2 R
(L), 324 9 Wy, 547, 7158 2 283)Y, AHRE A
g A 190 ASFAe, TR 190F U] B B 5L 7
%A,

Eihame] MRS Ak die] —RE@E R HAEIHe SN e
o Y=g AvE Yart Yok AntsA) FRowE osju], Uiy
Qu), AbSRA Y], AR Y], A puke), B3} D Agu), Do,
AR THEe] Yon, Br1Y SHIAY FEoTE FFEA
Q, AR, THNIAR, AN, ERBHE, A, 718
7t Eesje} Qon, sle SHHAL) FEo2E Fu, R,
EA78, TATA, Ak, SPASB o), F7IY, ARFEAE,
NSAFE, AR ABEZ, 71E7E T35 0] YTk A7t FeE 9

A71A Art.

3) AR B #ERUs A7 3FY $2 AEtd AAEFA & (full-time
equivalent) &2 g IZAZHS AME-EhE o] RERS A 83 A o A
AspAnh, & e ABEAQ) T@REAHEE 1996,3 THAMEEE 1996,282
3 e FTEASRE 753 2L 27158 mepr ol & mze A 8
At

4) TEEEHTHEE 1996, 2B ES 7HX /39 (Y0y, A7, ¥4y, 539,
7154, L&F)0E EFIT ot AEERZ] Jx, AFAY ¢ rEAYE 7
22 4712 §3(9et3, 353 2 833, 547, 7154 2 283) 22 AHEF3}
o ATt
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F7} o} thofstar BAT, A XSRS 4317 st Eidh
o] 278 AT Fylel glov Y NEEEHEE 199600 29 3=
HARABE AHgatoiof gk A Ado= s fo IAH
A&3FEo] 7% 3=k AL HEEY.

EHMWEE SFrERFE, ATEEFE, T28, A7 1903 247
A N A, AR 190 FFHAe] AiE, AR 1207 ALS R A A
T804, A9 1917 FF=AE JBAE, SEAE oiH] FEFAE
o] A, Adi<s tiu] AF3 7 A5E 1HEAY. BhhE ERE 5
€ A FoM 2d75AELS A ZE EANA 100%5 7123519
oog AostHct. 223 THE, FHRFE, HAAEAA € o)&
Td WFEL NE Wi HREA B ol X&EHA 37 g i
o] Al 2j3rA .

WA, FYa oM ABHE IAE B BHL A3 Feol A%
B ARE AT HR IAE AE&2093 A9 1909 3749 9
T4E 98 FHRE & REES B4 &, mR IAE A% EY
g0t Bl e ABRS & /Y 2§08 ¢ BANa FRY9E A
Z, AR dR3F, 544, 71543 28H22 4 253
< W3ttt

F, 3o BY8dd A%E INE B8 AFs ¥
B3, A%E INY 38 98e g4 4

Z3E€ T F A= 7HsAol RI719 W2 ol A A A 0| 7T

A

2
M
x

5) diiH oz fAlG &Rt e Foto] Hastte =8 ZAste ASEHE
e B4o= st AU bl Hlet] FH a0 B ATV Bot
AA HE iAoz ge B #aEme Aoz wiso] wHFoe) oy
o &, §2 FY8ae A28 XHEA HY B4 R4t A4S EA A
2o g Athg £ 7183k BS e vwdy #5329 FAZ st vyt
HA ¥ ALY AFAE 715

6) HEUA ] AJH 2Ho) FH3] /e AL ot 25 ¥ EY T2
FgTHo] A3l Hatauen, A B¢ A& mLe st AAEA T F



LI £ EM  WBMT 4

ez 4% n¥ AHQ 2Ho] Brbsd FYPLLE 43
FRYNoT BR 25 E4sigch

AA, (E DAME 35 2447 AAld AHgEE HEEA ol&
2 DMU =W 39} £9la ko] s FXAEE AASIL gled, o
oA (F& 2o DMU =M 59 A5 g $AREE A A5}
=

(& 1) HAER BB B8 BH

EAY | DMU | M&Zad | 9wy 3234943 543 J)5i+a4d| 38w
5 1 2.80e—01 | 2.11e—03 | 9.09¢e—05 | 1.33e—03 | 1.05e—03 | 3.54e~02
3 2 2.39e—01 | 1.83e—03 | 9.11e—05 | 1.34e—03 | 9.00e—04 | 3.84¢—02

9% | 3 2.96e—01 | 2.05e—03 | 9.58¢—05 | 1.60e—03 | 1.00e—03 | 6.12e~02
Has 4 2.66e—01 | 2.09e—03 | 8.75e—05 | 1.03e—03 | 8.80e—04 | 2.4le—02
Rl 5 2.62¢—01 | 2.08e—03 | 9.85e—05 | 1.22e—03 | 8.00e—04 | 1.63e—02
24 6 2.32e—01 | 1.78e—03 | 8.13e—05 | 1.43e—03 | 6.82e—04 | 2.82¢—02
B 7 4.49e—01 | 3.78¢—03 | 1.46e—04 | 1.59e—03 | 1.11e—03 | 2.05e—01

FFA 08 7.21e—01 | 5.09¢e—03 | 3.02e—04 | 1.63e—03 | 1.80e~03 | 1.49e—01
et 9 |2.3%-01 | 1.57e—03 | 6.69e—05 | 1.07e—03 | 7.01e—04 | 8.38e—02
% 10 | 2.14e—01 | 1.46e—03 | 6.74e—05 | 8.79¢ —04 | 5.92e—04 | 1.58¢—01
Bl 11 [ 898e~01 | 479e—03 | 2.13e—04 | 4.87e~03 | 2.37¢—03 | 4.16e—~02
+g 12 [ 5.91e—01 | 2.80e~03 | 9.74e—05 | 1.21e—03 | 1.16e—03 | 4.39%—02

g5 | 13 | 452e—01 | 3.44e—03 | 1.30e-04 | 1.44¢—03 | 9.46e—04 | 3.25¢—01
o 14 | 4.02¢e—01 | 454e—03 | 1.29¢e—04 | 2.03e—03 | 1.82e—03 | 7.19e—02
A% 15 | 450e—01 | 3.13e—03 | 1.36e—04 | 1.37e—03 | 1.18e—03 | 1.52¢—01
X 16 | 2.39e—01 | 1.87e—03 | 6.93e—05 | 5.38¢—04 | 7.10e—04 | 4.66e—02
og 17 | 2.88e—01 | 3.37e—03 | 9.10e—05 | 7.73¢ —04 | 1.01e—03 | 9.36e —02
B 18 | 4.69e—01 | 3.46e—03 | 1.28e—04 | 6.98e~04 | 1.42e—03 | 1.3%—01
il 19 |525e—01 | 4.87e—03 | 2.79%—04 | 4.72¢—04 | 1.92e—03 | 6.35¢—01

T 20 | 4.11e—01 | 4.29e—03 | 2.10e—04 | 2.03e—03 | 1.38e—03 | 4.60e—01
2% 21 | 4.76e—01 | 4.37e—03 | 3.13e—04 | 0.00e+00 | 1.66e—03 | 7.33e —01
&8 22 | 4.58e~01 | 4.83e—03 | 2.59%e—04 | 3.22e—03 | 1.53e—03 | 1.82¢e—01

L 23 | 837e—01 | 7.34e—03 | 4.32e—04 | 3.99¢—03 | 2.31e—03 | 3.32¢—01
&£z 24 | 5.20e—01 | 5.28¢—03 | 3.47e—04 | 4.25¢—03 | 2.01e—~03 | 1.09e—01
A3 25 |8.97e—01 | 8.58e—03 | 3.55¢—04 | 3.54e—03 | 2.22e—03 | 8.96e—01
A% 26 123801 | 2.54e—03 | 1.46e—04 | 0.00e+00 | 9.36e—04 | 8.14e—-02
e 27 16.26e—01 | 4.98¢e—03 | 2.34e—04 | 0.00e+00 | 1.48e—03 | 6.89e—01
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AR 28 | 6.63e—01 | 5.75¢—03 | 2.80e—~04 | 2.35¢—-03 | 1.62¢—03 | 6.03e—01
3.73e—01 | 3.28¢—03 | 1.85%e—04 | 1.60e—03 | 1.28¢—03 | 3.00e —01
7 30 |6.9e-01 | 5.88e—03 | 3.76e—04 | 2.15¢—03 | 1.59¢—03 | 6.81e—01
By 31 | 6.8le—01 | 6.03e—03 | 4.31e—04 | 0.00e+00 | 1.60e—03 | 5.66e—01
opit 32 | 55le—01 | 49503 | 3.34e—04 | 2.31e—03 | 1.27e-03 | 3.86e —01
Ak 33 | 6.3le—01 | 553¢—03 | 3.09¢—04 | 2.83e—03 | 1.32¢—03 | 5.20e—01
A 3 | 3.05e—01 | 2.53¢e—03 | 1.40e—04 | 1.91e—03 | L.11e—03 | 6.36e —02
4k 35 | 497e—01 | 406e—03 | 3.22¢e—04 | 2.45¢—03 | 1.50e—03 | 1.69e—01
4 36 | 3.73e—01 | 3.8le—03 | 3.04¢—04 | 1.89¢e—03 | 1.27e—03 | 2.12¢—01
& 37 | 5.68e—01 | 6.38¢—03 | 5.09¢—04 | 2.70e —03 | 1.35e—03 | 4.18¢—01
a4 38 | 8.9e—01 | 8.02¢—03 | 5.40e—04 | 3.32¢—03 | 1.96e—03 | 4.97e—-01
A 39 | 6.98e—01 | 6.72e—03 | 5.06e—04 | 2.65%e—03 | 1.52e—03 | 3.73e~01
Z¥ 40 | 3.42e—01 | 3.19e—03 | 2.42e—04 | 3.35¢—03 | 1.75e—-03 | 2.25e —02
& 41 | 3.58e—01 | 3.46e—03 | 9.53e—04 | 0.00e+00 | 1.53e—03 | 4.10e —02
A 42 | 4.6le—01 | 4.24e—03 | 2.7le—04 | 0.00e+00 | 1.49e —03 | 6.02e—01
U 43 | 7.82e—01 | 7.63e~03 | 6.36e—04 | 4.50e —03 | 2.14e—03 | 3.48¢—01
o3 44 | 3%Re—01 | 4.46e—03 | 1.28e—05 | 0.00e+00 | 1.40e—03 | 2.36e—01
3% 45 | 4.%e—01 | 6.00e—03 | 2.40e—04 | 0.00e+00 | 1.45e—03 | 4.45e—01
¥g 46 | 4.30e—01 | 3.21e—03 | 1.57e—04 | 2.29%e—03 | 1.01e—03 | 3.31e—01
F 47 | 547e—01 | 4.22¢—03 | 2.71e—04 | 2.16e =03 | 1.52e—03 | 5.70e—01
A 48 | 579e—01 [ 6.40e—03 | 3.03e—04 | 3.64e—03 | 1.49e—03 | 5.62¢—01
&E 49 | 6.37e—01 | 5.63e—03 | 4.00e—04 | 2.31e—03 | 1.85e—03 | 7.73e—01
-9 30 | 3.79e—01 | 3.66e—03 | 1.81e—04 | 1.78¢ =03 | 1.39e—03 | 2.8%¢—01
F 51 | 610e—01 | 6.16e—03 | 3.60e—04 | 2.29e—03 | 1.47e—03 | 4.68e —01
kil 52 | 6.32e—01 | 6.51e—03 | 3.40e—04 | 2.37e—03 | 1.79e—03 | 6.77¢ —01
T 53 | 842e—01 | 7.32e—03 | 4.11e—04 | 2.4%—03 | 1.92e—03 | 7.72e —01
74 4 | 819%—01 | 7.88e—03 | 449%—04 | 2.82e—03 | 21803 | 7.14e 01
s 55 | 4.76e—01 | 4.52e—03 | 2.30e—04 | 2.01e—03 | 1.20e—03 | 3.12e—01
24 5 | 3.17e—01 | 2.12e—03 | 7.50e~05 | 3.15e—04 | 6.08¢—04 | 1.95¢—01
s 57 | 3.71le—01 | 2.38e—03 | 8.36e—05 | 3.50e—04 | 8.97e—04 | 2.93¢—01
opak 58 | 2.96e—01 | 3.39e—03 | 1.41e-04 | 9.03e—04 | 1.43e—03 | 1.30e—01
aF 39 | 4.15e-01 | 3.96e—03 | 1.64e—04 | 6.81e—04 | 1.09e—03 | 3.6le—01
s 60 | 4.58e—01 ' 4.14e—03 | 1.6le—04 | 6.37e ~04 | 1.43e—03 | 1.34e 01
59 61 |6.29e—01 : 5.30e—03 | 3.29¢e—04 | 8.13¢—04 | 1.67e—03 | 2.03e—01
AR 62 | 6.56e—01 | 6.32e—03 | 3.58¢—04 | 8.79%—04 | 1.80e—03 | 3.44e—01
2 63 | 4.05e—01 | 3.18¢—03 | 1.326—04 | 4.26e—04 | 8.30e—04 | 3.83e—01
a4 64 | 6.78e—01 | 6.01e—03 | 3.58¢—04 | 7.46e~04 | 1.10e—~03 | 7.40e~01
AA 65 | 4.92e—01 | 4.89¢—03 | 2.44e—04 | 5.98e —04 | 1.09e—03 | 3.76e—01
AF 66 | 3.85e~01 | 2.6le—03 | 1.80e—04 | 2.44¢—03 | 1.98¢e—03 | 1.3% —~01
MAZ | 67 | 7.85e—01 | 499e—~03 | 2.22¢~04 | 1.98¢—03 | 2.15¢=03 | 3.19e~01
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8.4%+01
9.03e+01
9.14e+01
9.9%e+01
5.74e+01
9.77e+01
0.00e+00
9.48e+01
9.30e+01
3.8le+01
8.95e+01
8.16e+01
1.37e+01
9.28e+01
1.54e+01
9.27e+01
3.16e+01
0.00e+00
7.85e+01
7.37e+01
6.04e+01
7.00e+01
8.02e+01
6.84e+01
5.11e+01
9.10e+01
5.86e+01
5.70e-+01
6.60e+01
0.00e+00
0.00e+00
0.00e+00
0.00e+00
3.68e+01
0.00e+00
2.63%+01
0.00e+00

9.66e+01
9,77e+01
8,9%e+01
9,67e+01
9.76e+01
9.83e+01
7.23e+01
8.87e+01
9.78e+01
8.86e+01
9.5%+01
9.70e+01
6.74e+01
8.73+01
8.48e 101
9.84e+01
8.70e+01
7.35¢+01
8.15e+01
7.77¢+01
8,5%+01
9.27e+01
§9.74e+01
9,85e+01
7.18e+01
8.97e+01
7.12e+01
6.65e+01
6.77e+01
4,14e+01
4.63¢+01
4.87e+01
3.55e+01
9,14e+01
8.22e+01
7.63e+01
5.27e+01

1.92e+01
3.03e+01
1.80e+01
1.91e+01
2.65e+01
2.62e+01
2.38e+01
1.65e+01
2.69%+01
2.67eH01
3.60e+01
3.78e+01
3.00e+01
5.46e+01
5.81e+01
1.04e+01
3.06e+01
5.3%+01
3.97e+00
3.20e+01
5.12e+00
1.29e+01
1.77e+01
1.7%e+01
5.20e+01
2.78e+01
4.95e+01
5.16e+01
1.50e+01
5.9e+00
4.95e+01
3.63e+01
8.72e+00
7.9%0e+0
9.17e+00
2.00e+01
3.15e+H01

3.61e—03
9.56e —03
4,01e—04
7.33e—04
3.10e-03
1.39%-03
1.47e-02
4,50e —02
5.58e —03
7.78e 03
3.67e—-01
1.42e-02
6.98¢—03
4.58e —04
3.20e—04
3.55e—03
7.5~
3.66e —04
4,09 —03
5.97e—04
1.96e—04
4.54e—02
6.28¢—02
1.24e-06
33305
2.12e 06
1.24e—02
1.04e—03
1.79e-03
1.26e —02
1.16e—02
0.00e+00
1.35e+03
5.12¢-03
1.29e -02
245 -03
4.62e-04

1.16e-04
L4le—04
1.63e~04
L46e—04
8.96¢—05
1.13e—04
3.35e—04
8.64e—04
1.18e—04
9.75%~05
8.38¢—04
6.9%e—06
3.87e—04
3.72e-04
1.93e—04
8.97e—05
1.73e—04
1.62e—04
3.6% —04
5.88e—04
4.38e—04
6.98e 04
5.24e—04
8.43e—04
4.66e—04
2,06 —04
6.00e —04
6.56e —04
2.36e—04
1.23e—03
5.04e—04
2.3%—04
6.82e—04
3.10e—-04
1.88e—04
4.25e—04
6.34e—04

5.02e —04
2.12e -4
6.21e—04
3.92e—04
3.34e—04
0.00e+00
1.35e—03
6.7% 03
2.15e—-04
1.55¢—03
1.08e—03
0.00e+00
9.93—-04
8.61e—03
3.15%e—04
0.00e+00
5.18e—04
1.28¢—03
3.73—03
2.09—03
1.45¢—03
0.00e+00
1.54e—03
0.00e+00
4,42¢—03
2.71e—03
2.12e—03
3.05e—03
1.41e—03
1.1%—-02
3.19e—03
1.10e—02
1.26e—03
1.88e—03
2.57e—03
3.57e—03
5.95¢—04

1.10e+00
4.0%-01
8.19¢-01
1.57e+00
7.16e-01
1.55¢+00
6.41e—01
4.5%-01
9.02e—01
2.32¢—01
5.85¢+00
1.21e+00
5.3%-01
1.62e+00
0.00e+00
1.60e+00
7.2%e-01
0.00e+00
1.67e+00
1.80e+00
5.78e-01
5.68¢ 01
1.47e+00
3.15e+00
1.59e+00
9.13¢-10
8.77e—-10
1.52¢+00
0.00e-+00
1.26e+00
2.6le—-10
8.47e-10
7.03e-10
1.82¢+00
2.16e—10
8.66e—01
1.06e+00

2.16e—01
1.50e—01
1.84e—01
1.60e—01
3.40e~-01
3.02e—02
1.05e—01
1.55¢ 01
7.25e—02
4.58e—02
1.32%e—01
6.83e—02
2.8le—02
2.60e—01
7.55¢—02
1.05¢—01
8.58e—02
5.30e—02
1.08e—01
7.93e-02
2.09e - 01
2.70e —01
1.45e-01
2.4le—01
1.93e-01
6.38e 01
3.63e-01
6.46e—02
1.5%e—01
1.61e—01
1.56e—01
1.75¢ —01
8.15e—(2
2.91e—01
3.08e—01
3.20e —01
2.72-01

7.42e—03
5.93e-03
4.7%-03
3.25e-03
3.52%—03
3.15e—03
1.00e-02
7.7%~-03
1.82e-02
7.5e-03
4.44e—-03
2.15¢—03
1.26e-02
1.02e-02
1.9%e-02
2.87e—03
2.73e—03
3.46e-02
1.03e—02
1.64e—02
1.02e—02
8.93¢-03
4.68e—03
9.15e-03
5.30e—03
1.15%e-02
2.03e-02
1.65¢-02
1.18e-02
1.31e-02
8.0%—03
1.22-02
6.90e—03
8.88e-03
7.50e—-03
7.14e—03
7.75¢—03
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355101 ; 4.83+01 {3.19%+01 1.3%—02 |9.16e—04 | 4.73¢ —03 | 2.39% 01 | 2.45% —01 | 1.05¢ —02
0.00e+00 | 3.90e+01 | 3.11e+01 |1.11e~03 | 6.07e—(4 | 3.35e —04 {2.31e—01 | 1.18e 01 | 1.15¢ —02
8.02e+01 9.75e+01 | 1.74e+01 {4.11e—03 | 1.92e—04 | 8.16e —03 | 2.58e+00 | 9.5% —03 | 7.17e —03
7.22¢+H01 | 9.65e+01 | 1.03e+01 |1.27e —03 [ 2.32e—04 | 3.11e—03 | 1.28e—01 | 5.93e —02 | 1.12e —(2
5.70e+01 | 6.50e+01 | 1.47e+01 | 1.16e—03 | 3.826—04 | 2.33¢ —03 | 5.48¢ —01 | 2.08e - 02 | 8.22 —03
2.85¢+01 | 3.28¢+01 | 2.88e+01 | 7.46e — (4 | 6.02e —05 | 2.61e —03 | 1.89e+00 [ 1.28e— 01 } 7.20e—03
8.33%+01 | 8.35e+01 | 8.41e+00 | 5.13¢ —05 { 3.59% —04 | 0.00e+00 | 1.01e+00 | 5.27e—02 { 135 —02
1.32e+01 | 7.15e+01 | 2.25e 01 | 2.96¢ —03 | 3.79e —04 [ 0.00e+00 | 1.03e+00 | 1.09e—01 | 6.28¢ —03
0.00e+00 | 8.00e+01 | 7.47e+H00 | 1.98e —03 { 2.84e —04 | 3.95e —(4 | 5.16e—01 | 7.40e —02 | 1.50e — 02
4.%e+01 | 5.87e+01 | 2.18e+01 | 3.18e —02 | 6.76e—04 | 1.20e — 03 | 1.27e+00 | 9.31e—02 | 1.50e - 02
0.00e+00 | 5.24e+01 | 4.37e+01 | 1.05¢ —04 | 4.02e—04 | 4.37e —03 | 2.39%—01 | 2.08e —01 | 1.84e —02
5.47e+01 | 6.29e 101 |4.37e+01 | 1.18e—04 |4.31e~04 | 4.88e —03 | 2.25¢+00 | 2.78¢ - 01 | 5.88¢ - 03
6.64e+01 | 8.21e+01 | 1.08e+01 | 2.56e—04 | 7.23¢—05 | 4.54e —(4 | 2.06e+00 | 8.33—02 | 1.25¢ — (2
0.00e+00 | 6.82e+01 |3.20e+01 | 1.44e—04 | 3.75¢ —04 | 1.63e —03 | 1.46e+00 | 1.81e —01 | 8.04e — 03
4.31e+01 |5.11e+01 | 3.51e+01 |9.16e —04 | 5.51e—04 |4.91e—03 |9.71e—01 | 1.06e —01 | 2.36e —02
0.00e+00 | 4.35e+01 |4.64e+01 | 7.47e —05 | 5.00e —04 | 1.29e —03 | 1.95e+00 | 2.34e—01 | 1.55e — 02
0.00e+00 | 6.64e+01 |3.28e+01 | 1.25¢ —04 | 5.64e ~04 | 9.50e —04 | 7.53e —01 | 2.29e—01 | 3.1le—02
4.31e+01 | 6.84e+01 [4.36e+01 |4.77e~04 |3.38e ~04 | 2.58¢ ~03 | 1.49% 01 | 1.35¢ —01 | 2.03e— 02
8.18e+01 | 7.97e+01 | 1.90e+01 |6.27e ~03 | 2.40e— 04 | 7.23e —04 [9.57e 01 | 1.08e —01 | 9.52¢ 03
5.91e+01 {8.17e401 | 1.68e+01 |3.52e —04 | 2.67e—04 | 5.90e —04 | 8.50e —01 | 9.91e — 02 | 1.24e — (2
6.80e+01 {9.10e+01 | 2.53e+01 |6.45% —03 | 4.24e—04 | 1.69e —03 } 4.15¢—01 | 1.51e—01 | 7.5%—03
7.47e+01 | 8.09+01 | 2.02e+01 | 7.9 —02 | 1.37e—04 | 2.07 ~03 | 6.38¢—01 | 1.5% 01 | 3.05¢ —03
4.97e+01 1 9.23e+01 | 1.61e+01 | 1.10e—02 |4.45¢—04 | 4.28¢ —03 | 1.04e+00 [ 1.23e —01 | 4.18e—03
3.15e+01 | 7.17e+01 | 3.96e+01 | 2.10e -03 {4.13e 04 | 1.16e—03 | 4.56e—01 | 1.36e ~01 | 3.11e (3
0.00e+00 | 7.18e+01 | 3.24e+01 |4.07e —03 5.37e —04 | 1.11e —03 | 1.61e+00 | 8.93e —02 | 2.90e —03
0.00e+00 | 6.86e+01 |1.17e+01 | 1.84e —03 | 3.96e—04 | 2.75¢ — 03 | 7.48¢ —01 | 3.10e—02 | 2.91e —03
0.00e+00 | 5.72e+01 | 3.98e+01 |0.00e+00 | 5.86e—04 | 1.27e —03 | 7.68e—01 { 2.88e —01 | 2.28e 03
5.74e-+01 | 7.01e+01 | 1.65e+01 | 1.02e —03 | 5.72e —04 | 2.06e —03 | 3.85e ~01 | 3.15¢ - 02 | 1.79%— 03
8.20e+01 | 1.00e+02 | 4.46e+01 |7.32e —03 | 3.25e—04 | 1.98e —03 | 1.75e+00 | 2.8% —01 | 4.24e - 03
6.90e+00 | 9.98e+01 | 2.75%H01 {3.70e —02 [ 6.67e—04 19.83e —(4 | 1.55e+00 | 1.99%e — 01 | 4.62e — 03

m
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AR 10 AR EAAL AU (F/F), 2T AR 197 FFELF 9
FAF (R /A), FAL $E2AF 107 FIF2F 2-0A/H), %371
A d&37t A4 (/)2 2tz Z =9l
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shledl @YY EUAA ANE SAstd & Holae} Eoloke 2
2 Thed o] REE MBS BAHE £ALEL ANSILA B
g,

EAA A ¥ FEA) (input-oriented envelopment problem)

—712AF (71 DMUS! (X,,Y,) 9 EAZA, X (FY8i]
F/)x(DMU9 #F 7/MF) 2712 49 T84 HEE 9n
39, Y& (&8 7)< (DMUY & A5) 2712 344
Edr 9EE )

min 6 with respect to 6, A
subject to

Yi>=2Y,

0X,— XA =0

0 free, 1 = 0

—A9] P a0 Fiol the F7HQA Aofe] =Y {7 WhE B
o] EF(19 e DEAgGS&A A= 7|% 7]&(reference
technology) A| %l &g
-2 [, A9 FA8A] FF] e 1A A oke] gl

[CCR-CRS]
- 2% [ :e" A <1 [hybrid-NIRS]
X2 L :e"A > 1 [hybrid-NDRS]
-2 L:e"2=1[BCC-VRS]

8) o] H7]1E5-L Seiford and Thrall(1990) oA Y& Aolr}.
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—E74 DMUQ! H(X,,Y,) ol tigt DEAMT $lo] X FAFH
AFshe ZX A (target) = (6X,,Y4)

—E4 DMU2 4 (X,.Y,)2] E&8AANR & =0

O ALHQl 2A 0] E7led FY8A7T de BN FYAFH
¥ 824 (input-oriented envelopment problem)
— 99 A TEEA Y 7|EAY F 2HA AkS tEH 7
o] A stedol FH(HA mY] FYLAL FiUA FI8i9] F
) AR 7sHol AR e AE 4R,

_0_

0

0X,—Xi = 0> 0] X—Xi>0
(A =2]) | 1

_0_

O Ah=)8kA ¥ 24 (output-oriented envelopment problem)
—712A8 (1E DMUS (X,, Y09 EAEAN, X (5849

Z7)x(DMU9 % 7)) 2712 F4E T84 HEE 9|3t
o, Y& (A2E9 £8)x(DMUY £ M) 7|2 FAE A
22 e g 9ng)

max ¢ with respect to ¢, A

subject to

Xl < X,

$Y,—YA <0

¢ free, L = 0
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—18 TR0 Fel tig FUHAQ Aok Y fFol g =
el BH(19 e DEAESA A9 71F 714 (reference
technology) |kl g35})

- B¥ 0,1 19 FAE8A0] FE o 71 A eko] gl
[CCR-CRS]

- 2% 0,:e" A <1 [hybrid-NIRS]

-%23 0,:¢"1 = 1 [hybrid-NDRS]

- 2% 0,:¢" 1 =1[BCC-VRS]

—E4 DMUS A (X,,Y,) ol thd DEAMA ol X FAPH
gk 2 XA (target) = (XA, gY,)

—EX DMUQ H(X,,Y,) ¢ ESAAE gt = %

O A4 2Heo] Brbsd A& ] e AN HEASA ¥
224 (output-oriented envelopment problem)
=99 FAAFH THEA] 712A Y F 29A A% e 2
o] #g3tedof FrH(HA s A& E F kA AE R H4F
ol FaiA U= A& FEH).

_¢_
¢
#Y—Yi=0= | Yi—YA20
(ks 22| 1
¢
_¢_

2ol 9)0) Zzke] EAFeo] the 7ere o] 4ol Slo.

AH 2ol BrHse FAas N B Yk A9 /44 &
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AR gt Z 74 gl
3. BE RS A TR

oF giollA] Qokel 38 7}x] DEARES 3t 7 ©Al2] 84X
EE A

theol AAR (& 3H~<(F oM 2z A9l e &8
AAE g skt EAMGY] #4 B 58F WA &3k
2RHL FAsE ARG TR A A BEe WS 2
ofsl7] $1ste] A=A, N EAwT F 40709 AR BT}
235o] e, Y8t 7, AoA 2F0] BT FH8L9
ZAAR, 712 71ed, AEARNE AZ NI 59 HellA ol
o= B7aty AR TS e duAd e o fARke T
A% 4 Sl

Z 40719 AFEE okl AU HAE Hotstr] sk, (&
Qo= 407he] BEAANEY SFFANE FEIULH, (& 10F
(F 1DAE 242 713 2839 A 7P ¥ asAd =AES
2k (& 100 29, Ad, 39, i 3%, 4, 4, A,
Z¥, 95, B3, X, AF, 37, oM, AF, F4, R, 55, 8
g, 35, Y7} ASE BE A$olA a8 Fe 3ol 12 Jepd
o224 71 B89 AR FEFAC v (& 1D 984, U5
(0.478), T2H0.600), 93(0.658), ENW(0.659), H<H(0.667), 43
(0.693), A12H(0.700), ¥3+(0.741), A (0.748), 45-(0.749), B
(0.754), 3<¥(0.792), #7(0.792), $%9(0.796), &4 (0.796) 8| A
2 ESAAESY FEYFHC) WA AZH /P vEEAH 1970 =
ANFo g2 HPHATh

9) Mg Bl did Az AxAA Y 4g 5 Arh



(R 3 HEMEE(]): 2

Rtolxol ZHO| THsE A

FHasAedddy, 35
AEE ATERFE, ATERFE, T2 8, EAFY A9 A3, 35 lF, AL

DI EEME BRI

= E
E R

o} AlE =0

33

EAANE $8U4Y, TTEAT YA, FIFAGe] A, AE37 Ag
FUAYH ZPolM] AAHNR(0) | HEAFH YA FEAAR(1/9)
DMU

Io II Iz 13 Oo 01 Oz 03
1 0.850 0.858 | 0.850 | 0.858 0.850 | 0.987 | 0.850 | 0.987
2 1.000 1.000 1.0060 |} 1.000 | 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
3 0.776 0.776 | 0.793 | 0.793 | 0.776 | 0.930 | 0.776 | 0.930
4 0.972 1.000 | 0.972 1.000 | 0.972 1.000 | 0.972 1.000
5 0.934 1.000 | 0.934 1.000 | 0.934 | 1.000 | 0.934 1.000
6 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 | 1.000 | 1.000 1.000
7 0.665 0.665 | 0.692 0.665 | 0.773 | 0.665 | 0.773
8 1.000 . 1.000 . 1.000 | 1.000 | 1.000 | 1.000
9 1.000 1.000 1.000 | 1.000 1.000 1.000 | 1.000 1.000
10 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
11 1.000 1.000 | 1.000 1.000 1.000 | 1.000 1.000 1.000
12 0.915 1.000 | 0.915 1.000 | 0.915 1.000 | 0.915 1.000
13 0.812 0.812 | 0.822 | 0.822 0.812 | 0.821 0.812 | 0.821
14 1.000 1.000 1.000 | 1.000 1.000 | 1.000 | 1.000 1.000
15 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
16 1.000 1.000 | 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 | 1.000 1.000
17 0.842 0.842 | 0.858 | 0.858 | 0.842 | 0.883 | 0.842 | 0.883
18 1.000 1.000 1.000 | 1.000 1.000 | 1.000 | 1.000 1.000
19 0.742 0.742 | 0.742 | 0.742 | 0.742 | 0.877 | 0.742 ! 0.877
20 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
21 0.798 0.836 | 0.798 | 0.836 | 0.798 | 0.917 | 0.798 | 0.917
22 1.000 1.000 | 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 | 1.000 1.000
23 0.511 0.590 : 0.511 0.590 | 0.511 0.987 | 0.511 0.987
24 1.000 1.000 | 1.000 | 1.000 1.000 | 1.000 1.000 1.000
25 0.525 0.552 | 0.525 | 0.552 | 0.525 | 0.977 | 0.525 | 0.977
26 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
27 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 | 1.000 1.000 | 1.300
28 0.881 . 0.881 . 0.881 1.000 | 0.881 1.000
29 0.616 0.616 | 0.670 | 0.670 | 0.616 | 0.747 | 0.616 | 0.747
30 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 | 1.000 1.000
31 0.825 0.843 | 0.825 | 0.843 | 0.825 | 0.954 | 0.825 | 0.954
32 1.000 1.000 | 1.000 1.000 1.000 | 1.000 1.000 1.000
33 0.633 0.633 | 0.692 | 0.692 | 0.633 | 0.641 | 0.633 | 0.541
34 1.000 1.000 | 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
35 0.482 0.482 | 0.510 0.482 | 0.862 | 0.482 | 0.362




54

(& 32| 4%
EAAFH 2yoM e AEIANE(G) | HEAFH 2HoM BLHAH(1/4)
DMU
I 0 I 1 Iz I 3 Oa 01 OZ OS

36 0.846 0.846 | 0.870 | 0.870 0.846 | 0.880 | 0.846 0.880
37 0.770 0.812 | 0.770 | 0.812 0.770 | 0.893 | 0.770 | 0.893
38 0.697 . 0.697 . 0.697 1.000 | 0.697 1.000
39 0.638 0.640 | 0.638 | 0.640 | 0.638 | 0.771 0.638 0.771
40 1.000 1.000 1.000 . 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
41 0.738 0.910 | 0.738 | 0.910 0.738 | 0.989 0.738 0.989
42 0.696 0.696 | 0.741 0.741 0.696 | 0.748 0.696 0.748
43 0.382 0.402 | 0.382 | 0.402 0.382 | 0.624 0.382 0.624
44 0.812 0.846 | 0.812 | 0.846 0.812 0.920 | 0.812 0.920
45 0.616 0.616 | 0.635 | 0.635 0.616 0.741 0.616 0.741
46 0.653 0.653 | 0.673 | 0.673 0.653 0.846 | 0.653 0.846
47 0.902 0.902 | 0.902 | 0.902 0.902 0.934 0.902 0.934
43 0.700 | 0.732 | 0.700 | 0.732 0.700 | 0.904 0.700 0.904
49 0.742 0.773 | 0.742 | 0.773 0.742 0.944 0.742 0.944
50 0.896 0.931 0.896 | 0.931 0.896 | 0.957 | 0.896 0.957
51 0.553 0.559 | 0.553 | 0.559 0.553 | 0.749 | 0.553 0.749
52 0.798 1.000 | 0.798 1.000 0.798 1.000 | 0.798 1.000
53 0.610 0.657 | 0.610 | 0.657 0.610 | 0.958 | 0.610 | 0.958
54 0.689 . 0.689 . 0.689 1.000 | 0.689 1.000
55 0.819 0.840 | 0.819 | 0.840 0.819 | 0.896 | 0.819 | 0.896
56 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
57 0.981 0.982 | 0.981 0.982 0.981 0.985 | 0.981 0.985
58 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
59 0.866 0.866 | 0.898 . 0.866 | 0.880 | 0.866 0.880
60 0.849 0.972 | 0.849 | 0.972 0.849 | 0.992 | 0.849 0.992
61 0.683 | 0.686 | 0.683 | 0.686 0.683 | 0.828 | 0.683 0.828
62 0.713 0.715 | 0.713 0.715 0.713 | 0.812 | 0.713 0.812
63 0.911 0.911 0.939 . 0.911 0.920 | 0.911 0.920
64 0.796 0.796 | 0.796 0.796 0.796 | 0.874 | 0.796 0.874
65 0.845 | 0.845 | 0.845 0.845 0.845 | 0.882 | 0.845 0.882
66 0.975 . 0.975 . 0.975 1.000 | 0.975 1.000
67 0.765 1.000 0.765 1.000 0.765 1.000 | 0.765 1.000
08 EAE 3 DEARYE F= HFAHAA 100049 H7HE F3M

% ghe 78 ARE A5l TR



LFERMIS) kM KB 55

(&) BEtHER(1) : 2E S0 SS9
elXel =Ho| 7HsEH AR
FUaL  A2ZN, duty, FEA 2 847, 547, 7159 ¢ 285

NBE HFERFE, SFEHFE, 528, SABY A4 WA, FEALY A% A}
32 $8209, TEEND YBAE, TAFAY B, A28} A%

FUAYH 2 oM EEPAE(0) | HEALH m A TLAAKR(/H)
DMU
Ip I, I, I Oo O 0, (o))

1 0.926 0.926 0.927 0.927 0.926 0.994 0.926 0.994
2 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
3 0.914 0.914 0.917 0.917 0.914 0.958 0.914 0.958
4 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
5 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
6 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
7 0.772 0.772 0.778 0.778 0.772 0.830 0.772 0.830
8 1.000 . 1.000 . 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
9 1.000 1,000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
10 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
11 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
12 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
13 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
14 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
15 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
16 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
17 0.980 0.980 0.986 0.986 0.980 0.980 0.982 0.982
18 1.000 . 1.000 . 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
19 0.805 1.000 0.805 1.000 0.805 1.000 0.805 1.000
20 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
21 0.985 1.000 0.985 1.000 0.985 1.000 0.985 1.000
22 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
23 0.560 0.703 0.560 0.703 0.560 0.987 0.560 0.987
24 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
25 0.687 0.746 0.687 0.746 0.687 0.977 0.687 0.977
26 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
27 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
28 . 1.000 . 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
29 0.629 0.629 0.703 0.703 0.629 0.747 0.629 0.747
30 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
31 1.000 . 1.000 . 1.000 . 1.000 .
32 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
33 0.720 0.720 0.793 0.793 0.720 0.720 0.723 0.723
M 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
3H 0.537 0.537 0.551 \ 0.951 0.537 0.862 0.537 0.862




36

(K 8)2| #iR
ol gA wEldAe] ASAAK(9) | A2AYH nYA 9] FSHAE(1/¢)
DMU
1, I I, Is Oy O O, O3

36 0.860 0.860 0.887 . 0.860 0.898 0.860 0.898
37 0.938 0.938 0.940 0.940 0.938 0.939 0.938 0.939
38 0.802 . 0.802 . 0.802 1.000 0.802 1.000
39 0.771 0.771 0.779 0.779 0.771 0.792 0.771 0.792
40 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
41 . . . . 0.932 0.932
42 0.889 0.889 0.892 0.892 0.889 . 0.889 .
43 0.493 0.493 0.493 0.493 0.493 0.624 0.493 0.624
44 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
45 0.875 1.000 0.875 1.000 0.875 1.000 0.875 1.000
46 0.759 0.759 0.771 0.771 0.759 0.872 0.759 0.872
47 0.922 0.930 0.922 0.930 0.922 0.961 0.922 0.961
48 0.879 0.888 0.879 0.888 0.879 0.918 0.879 0.918
49 0.841 0.892 0.841 0.892 0.841 0.944 0.841 0.944
50 0.923 0.993 0.923 0.993 0.923 0.995 0.923 0.995
51 0.697 0.713 0.697 0.713 0.697 0.790 0.697 0.790
52 0.798 1.000 0.798 1.000 0.798 1.000 0.798 1.000
53 0.731 0.825 0.731 0.825 0.731 0.958 0.731 0.958
54 0.729 R 0.729 . 0.729 1.000 0.729 1.000
55 0.998 1.000 0.998 | 1.000 0.998 1.000 0.998 1.000
56 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
57 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
58 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
59 1.000 1.000 : 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
60 1.000 . 1.000 . 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
6l 0.702 0.702 0.705 0.705 0.702 0.868 0.702 0.868
62 0.776 0.842 0.776 0.842 0.776 0.909 0.776 0.909
63 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
64 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
65 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
66 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
67 ¢ 0.887 0.887 0.887 1.000 0.887 1.000
#0002 BAE e DEARE S ¥ AEAYYelA 10002 H7HE FalA

= g 78 7 UNE Al A



(R 5 BHRMHEE(D) : 2

Rtejsiol ZHo| THsE 29

FHaL  AEZANY, 7Y 5, BYAH

LIPS AN BB 57

= E
yu— _l‘(l)zll-u—I—OA

o} tsEel

MEE SRR TE, AFEETE, E28, EATY A BA, ZEMie 4, A
I EAAA 78, FTEMT ABAE, TIFAEY A5, A7) AF
FAA Y ZYAM ZEAAR(0) | AEAFH 2Pl ALAAE(1/4)
DMU
Ly L I, I3 Oy O O, O,

1 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
2 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
3 0.800 0.800 0.821 0.821 0.800 0.930 0.800 0.930
4 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
5 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
6 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
7 0.674 0.674 0.693 . 0.674 0.773 0.674 0.773
8 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
9 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
10 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
11 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
12 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 £.000
13 0.823 0.823 0.824 0.824 0.823 0.840 0.823 0.840
14 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
15 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
16 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
17 0.842 0.842 0.859 0.859 0.842 0.883 0.842 0.883
18 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
19 0.742 0.742 0.742 0.742 0.742 0.877 0.742 0.877
20 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
21 0.798 0.836 0.798 0.836 0.798 0.917 0.798 0.917
22 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 . 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
23 0.511 0.590 0.511 0.590 0.511 0.987 0.511 0.987
24 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
25 0.525 0.552 0.525 0.552 0.525 0.977 0.525 .977
26 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
27 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
28 0.881 . 0.881 R 0.881 1.000 0.881 1.000
29 0.616 0.616 0.670 0.670 0.616 0.747 0.616 0.747
30 1.000 . 1.000 . 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
31 0.825 0.849 0.825 0.849 0.825 0.954 0.825 0.954
32 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
33 0.636 0.636 0.692 0.692 0.636 0.642 0.636 0.642
34 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
35 0.482 0.482 : 0.518 0.482 0.862 0.482 0.862




38

(% 52| ¥

=AY YoM ARG | HEAYH ZFolM ] RLYAR(1/4)

DMU
Iy I I, I3 O O O, Os

36 0.846 0.846 0.870 0.870 0.846 0.830 0.846 0.880
37 0.770 0.812 0.770 0.812 0.770 0.89 0.770 0.8%

38 0.727 . 0.727 . 0.727 1.000 0.727 1.000
39 0.652 0.674 0.652 0.674 0.652 0.814 0.652 0.814
40 1.000 1.000 1.000 . 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
41 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
42 0.696 0.696 0.741 0.741 0.696 0.748 0.696 0.748
43 0.382 0.402 0.382 0.402 0.382 0.624 0.382 0.624
4 0.812 0.846 0.812 0.846 0.812 0.920 0.812 0.920
45 0.616 0.616 0.63 0.635 0.616 0.741 0.616 0.741
46 0.653 0.653 0.673 0.673 0.653 0.846 0.653 0.846

47 0.902 0.902 0.902 0.902 0.902 0.934 0.902 0.934
48 0.700 0.732 0.700 0.732 0.700 0.904 0.700 0.904
49 0.742 0.773 0.742 0.773 0.742 0.944 0.742 0.944
50 0.896 0.931 0.896 0.931 0.896 0.957 0.896 0.957
51 0.553 0.559 0.553 0.559 0.553 0.749 0.553 0.749
52 0.798 1.000 0.798 1.000 0.798 1.000 0.798 1.000
53 0.610 0.657 0.610 0.657 0.610 0.958 0.610 0.958
54 0.689 . 0.689 . 0.689 1.000 0.689 1.000
55 0.819 0.840 0.819 0.840 0.819 0.896 0.819 0.396
56 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
57 0.981 0.982 0.981 0.982 0.981 0.985 0.981 0.985
58 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
59 0.866 0.866 0.898 . 0.866 0.880 0.866 0.880
60 0.906 0.972 0.906 0.972 0.906 0.992 0.906 0.992
61 0.761 0.787 0.761 0.787 0.761 0.836 0.761 0.836
62 0.717 0.740 0.717 0.740 0.717 0.812 0.717 0.812
63 0.911 0.911 0.939 . 0.911 0.920 0.911 0.920
64 0.796 0.796 0.796 0.796 0.796 0.874 0.796 0.874
65 0.845 0.845 0.845 0.845 0.845 0.882 0.845 0.882
66 0.975 . 0.975 . 0.975 1.000 0.975 1.000
67 0.813 . 0.813 . 0.813 1.000 0.813 1.000

B 0002 BAE Ze DEARYE Fi= AYAYAA 10009 B7He FiA
E 3% 78 & AR A9l g



DI BN  REMT 59

(X 6) BEMEM(N) : DS 52249} AEE20
Rel=ol =Ho| 7Hs5H AR
Thas  AFANY, Gy, AR 2 w4, 597, /15 3 w87, 2wy

AEE AFERFE, FFERFE, T2E, TATY A Uy, FFH2e S, A
BN 28904, TTEAT JBAE, TIFAR) W5, AE7 A5

FUAEH mgo M) ELAAE(0) | AEAPH RFlA Y AL E(1/4)
DMU
Iy L I, Is Op O o O3

1 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
2 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
3 0.949 0.949 0.960 0.960 0.949 0.958 0.949 0.958
4 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
5 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
6 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
7 0.815 0.815 0.823 0.823 0.815 0.836 0.815 0.836
8 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
9 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
10 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
11 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
12 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
13 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
14 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
15 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
16 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
17 0.999 0.999 1.000 1.000 0.999 0.999 1.000 1.000
18 1.000 . 1.000 R 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
19 0.805 1.000 0.805 1.000 0.805 1.000 0.805 1.000
20 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
21 0.985 1.000 0.985 1.000 0.985 1.000 0.985 1.000
22 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
23 0.562 0.703 0.562 0.703 0.562 0.987 0.562 0.987
24 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
25 0.687 0.746 0.687 0.746 0.687 0.977 0.687 0.977
26 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1,000
27 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
28 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
29 0.629 0.629 0.703 0.703 0.629 0.747 0.629 0.747
30 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
31 1.000 . 1.000 . 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
32 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
33 0.738 0.738 0.793 0.793 0.738 0.738 0.741 0.741
34 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
35 0.574 0.574 0.605 0.605 0.574 0.862 0.574 0.862
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(£ 62| R
EQA YA w2 FLAAR(G) | AEAFH LYo TEAANE(1/9)
DMU
I, I, I, Is Op O, 07} O3

36 0.862 0.862 0.892 i 0.862 0.898 0.862 0.898
37 0.975 0.987 0.975 0.987 0.975 0.990 0.975 0.990
38 0.903 1.000 0.903 1.000 0.903 1.000 0.903 1.000
39 0.857 0.857 0.860 0.860 0.857 0.877 0.857 0.877
40 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
41 . . . . 1.000 1.000
42 0.889 0.889 0.892 0.892 0.889 . 0.889 .
43 0.493 0.493 0.493 0.493 0.493 0.624 0.493 0.624
44 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
45 0.875 1.000 0.875 1.000 0.875 1.000 0.875 1.000
46 0.759 0.759 0.771 0.771 0.759 0.872 0.759 0.872
47 0.922 0.930 0.922 0.930 0.922 0.961 0.922 0.961
48 0.879 0.888 0.879 0.888 0.879 0.918 0.879 0.918
49 0.841 0.892 0.841 0.892 0.841 0.944 0.841 0.944
50 0.923 0.993 0.923 0.993 0.923 0.995 0.923 0.995
51 0.697 0.713 0.697 0.713 0.697 0.790 0.697 0.790
52 0.798 1.000 0.798 1.000 0.798 1.000 0.798 1.000
53 0.731 0.825 0.731 0.825 0.731 0.958 0.731 0.958
54 0.729 . 0.729 . 0.729 1.000 0.729 1.000
55 0.998 1.000 0.998 1.000 0.998 1.000 0.998 1.000
56 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
57 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
58 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
59 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
60 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
61 0.840 0.975 0.840 0.975 0.840 0.988 0.840 0.988
62 0.802 0.988 0.802 0.988 0.802 0.993 0.802 0.993
63 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
64  1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
65 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
66 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 © 1.000 1.000 1.000
67 0.899 0.899 0.899 J 1.000 0.899 1.000
% ‘’o® ¥AE Fe DEARES F& AAY Yol 100042 HF7He T34

T3 7Y & UAAD Aol AR




(& 7> BEMIE(V) | LA =Xlo|xio|

FYatAEANY, 35Y 5, BEEY
A2 E PR AE, FTFERSE, E28, BAFTY A4 B4, 334 A,

ZIERRIS) EEY KB 6l

ZHo| B I58 Feles

At

HEANE 58U, FEEAD BAE, FIFALE B, AFe7} A5
FUAFH YoM ] &R H(H)
DMU

I, I; I, I;
1 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
2 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
3 0.776 0.776 0.794 0.794
4 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
5 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
6 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
7 0.665 0.665 0.692 .
8 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
9 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
10 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
11 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
12 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
13 0.812 0.812 0.822 0.822
14 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
15 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
16 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
17 0.842 0.842 0.859 0.859
18 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
19 0.742 0.742 0.742 0.742
20 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
21 0.798 0.836 0.798 0.836
22 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
23 0.511 0.590 0.511 0.590
24 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
25 0.525 0.552 0.525 0.552
26 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
27 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
28 0.881 . 0.881 .
29 0.616 0.616 0.670 0.670
30 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
31 0.825 0.843 0.825 0.843
32 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
33 0.633 0.633 0.692 0.692
34 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
35 0.482 0.482 0.510




(& 19 K

FUAGH 2Yolx o] A4 R(0)
DMU
I, I, I, I
36 0.846 0.846 0.870 0.870
37 0.770 0.812 0.770 0.812
38 0.698 . 0.698 .
39 0.638 0.644 0.638 0.644
40 1.000 1.000 1.000 .
41 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
42 0.696 0.696 0.741 0.741
43 0.382 0.402 0.382 0.402
44 0.812 0.846 0.812 0.846
45 0.616 0.616 0.635 0.635
46 0.653 0.653 0.673 0.673
47 0.902 0.902 0.902 0.902
48 0.700 0.732 0.700 0.732
49 0.742 0.773 0.742 0.773
50 0.896 0.931 0.896 0.931
51 0.553 0.559 0.553 0.559
52 0.798 1.000 0.798 1.000
53 0.610 0.657 0.610 0.657
54 0.689 . 0.689 .
55 0.819 0.840 0.819 0.840
56 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
57 0.981 0.982 0.981 0.982
58 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
59 0.866 0.866 0.898 .
60 0.891 0.972 0.891 0.972
61 0.739 0.764 0.739 0.764
62 0.713 0.717 0.713 0.717
63 0.911 0.911 0.939 .
64 0.796 0.796 0.796 0.796
65 0.845 0.845 0.845 0.845
66 0.975 . 0.975
67 0.793 . 0.793 i

Fotew FAE 3& DEARZE ¥ J3AYWAA 100089 H7HE F3A
= g3E 78 AL B fol A
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(F 8 HEFEHEHR(V) | HEHX =X|e|lol TFo| EVIs8 Foles

FeA  AEANY, AvtE), 7 gl dY A, 543, 7|54 € 247, #THF
A2 E AFEEFE, FTERFEE, £28, EATY A4 B3, 5L Mg, A
HEAANE 894, FTFEAME YA, FIFARY A5, A2 AP

FUA G myY X e ALHAH(0)
DMU

Ip L Iy I3
1 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
2 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
3 0.944 0.944 0.956 0.95€
4 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
5 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.00C
6 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.00C
7 0.784 0.784 0.793 0.793
8 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.00G
9 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
10 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
11 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
12 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
13 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
14 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
15 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
16 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
17 0.999 0.999 1.000 1.000
18 1.000 . 1.000 .
19 0.805 1.000 0.805 1.000
20 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
21 0.985 1.000 0.985 1.000
22 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
23 0.560 0.703 0.560 0.703
24 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
25 0.687 0.746 0.687 0.746
26 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
27 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
28 . 1.000 . 1.000
29 0.629 0.629 0.703 0.703
30 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
31 1.000 . 1.000 .
32 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
33 0.720 0.720 0.793 0.793
34 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
35 0.537 0.537 0.551 0.551




(& 82| #8H

FYA P RN A (D)
DMU

I, I, I, I3
36 0.860 0.860 0.887 .
37 0.970 0.983 0.970 0.983
38 0.872 . 0.872 .
39 0.814 0.814 0.817 0.817
40 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
41 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
42 0.889 0.889 0.892 0.892
43 0.493 0.493 0.493 0.493
44 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
45 0.875 1.000 0.875 1.000
46 0.759 0.759 0.771 0.771
47 0.922 0.930 0.922 0.930
48 0.879 0.888 0.879 0.888
49 0.841 0.892 0.841 0.892
50 0.923 0.993 0.923 0.993
51 0.697 0.713 0.697 0.713
52 0.798 1.000 0.798 1.000
53 0.731 0.825 0.731 0.825
54 0.729 . 0.729 .
55 0.998 1.000 0.998 1.000
56 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
57 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
58 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
59 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
60 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
61 0.815 0.948 0.815 0.948
62 0.776 0.977 0.776 0.977
63 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
64 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
65 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
66 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
67 0.890 . 0.890

iE: o2 BAYE & DEARE S Fe AFAHAN 1000012 HrtE FalA

T ge 7 F AN F e e
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(& 9 BEMISRS| EHEHE

REHYA BEEELA  FHAX H2z)  AREA &L A5 5

& AR EPD

I 0.832 0.162 0.382 1.000 0
I 0.852 0.163 0.402 1.000 5
I 0.837 0.158 0.382 1.000 0
L 0.863 0.154 0.402 1.000 10
O 0.832 0.162 0.382 1.000 0
0, 0.930 0.095 0.624 1.000 0
0, 0.832 0.162 0.382 1.000 0
0, 0.930 0.095 0.624 1.000 0

I 0.904 0.135 0.493 1.000 2
5L 0.922 0.128 0.493 1.000 8
L 0.908 0.131 0.493 1.000 2
I 0.927 0.123 0.493 1.000 9
(o 0.906 0.134 0.493 1.000 0
O, 0.961 0.079 0.624 1.000 3
0, 0.906 0.134 0.493 1.000 0
0; i{ 0.961 0.079 0.624 1.000 3
& 22498 <& 5

I 0.845 0.164 0.382 1.000 0
bl 0.857 0.162 0.402 1.000 6
I 0.850 0.159 0.382 1.000 0
A 0.868 0.154 0.402 1.000 11
0Oy 0.845 0.164 0.382 1.000 0
0, 0.931 0.094 0.624 1.000 0
0, 0.845 0.164 0.382 1.000 0
0; 0.931 0.094 0.624 1.000 0




66

(& 92| @
EEWF FEEELA HAH H3A  ALEA Fe Bfe F

& Z2AE(NV)<(E 6

I 0.915 0.129 0.493 1.000 1
I 0.939 0.118 0.493 1.000 5
L 0.919 0.124 0.493 1.000 1
I 0.943 0.113 0.493 1.000 6
o 0.917 0.128 0.493 1.000 0
0, 0.968 0.074 0.624 1.000 2
0, 0.917 0.128 0.493 1.000 0
0, 0.968 0.074 0.624 1.000 2
@ SEAR(VIED

I 0.842 0.165 0.382 1.000 0
5L 0.857 0.163 0.402 1.000 5
I 0.848 0.161 0.382 1.000 0
I 0.868 0.155 0.402 1.000 10
& 224N RV) &8

I 0.912 0.132 0.493 1.000 1
I 0.936 0.122 0.493 1.000 5
L 0.915 0.128 0.493 1.000 1
4 0.940 0.116 0.493 1.000 6
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(& 100 712 ¥=epyOl #Mrid

(% 4070 E84RAR o] BF 12 AZE 44 : £¢9 vd]

A, R, G, 1Y A, 08, AT, 2E, 97, Fa, £z, 3F, 27,
ob, A7, 34, vh

(Azs2) 28 A4S Adst2 AZE A84ARY go] BF 19 A$: 7
=H HE(ZE AL ASZHA BT A4 )]

T, 3 (6), 3F(2), 2X(3)

(R 11) 7HE FEEERAIQ| 1518 #Wrie

(A28 5 84AEES) FAgE 71F02 FHELAY EA9 VI (B3 ¢
de A&d BEYAEE] Haud AZHA £ A9 8 £58)]

5-(0.478,0), +4+(0.600,3), F5-(0.658,0), eA9(0.659,0), H<H(0.667,0),
4121 (0.693,0), A14H(0.700,0), E3H0.741,0), A1 (0.748,0), 43=(0.749,0),
e (0.754,3), F40.792,0), £74(0.792,12), £9(0.796,0), <4 (0.796,4)

4. W /BT O] Mt BERE AT

£ dolMe 5 FAEAY 584 2 8UE EAE] Ak A
29 4009 FE8AE F (& 12)9e (& 42 CCR-CRSY 333}
= L% 0,9 2AT BEPARE JHPHEFE st A, 7Y
=, Al“l 107 (FF-9 AAHE A3 AEZ4td, A9l 1903 7
A, FFY 199 FEEF, A9 4099 o]Ate] A] ©in), A9l 15%}
3 OV:} 409H wigke] Al tiu|§ HAPHSE e AR A 7
2E Yeille tulE AT SARE S F3S 4945 23140

HAEHTA EEHA K] BH#3-E DEAZ Y] Ao wa) 120
2 %S 7= Ro] ¥HF 2= wiA Ho gt} wekr B4 3]H
Ty 9% E42 HIAS 7 495 B HEE, 189 £ 3
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2 12 ANHE FNENREH L 3 ste]o} FrHO),

(F 13l (& 6)9] CCR-CRSd siFsle= L9 0,91 243 &
A EE FAHEFE s Ao AN F R TFHe AEHsE
AHEshs FAEARE Y] A3E FEIAT

B (R 100 E 259 199 HEEA S 2AEES FYS
22 FFshe (& DF (& & +58 FYAFH CCR-CRS?
of 2AF TEAARTE AUYUFE ke ANERIARYE S FH S
A5 AL Ut

AR, (F 12)~(F 140 A 409HF o]de] Al Bju| g I+ 15
ohg o4t 409H vighe] Al Hnjrl BE 3 elA foldol gle A
o2 Jeh} QIFE 71FEeE 3 RAFRE A8AA R 2R 9
gL uAA] ge Ao BYHT Aok AR 11T (FF-49 A7H]
2 A3 A2Adsds 359 199 FEURAT BE oA 79
Aol gl Aog Yehta sk

AR 1919 5L 5 12709 3AY F 10dA T ofF 43t &9
Aol e Aoz, 79 AN F &9 folHde] e A
oz, oA 9 AN freddol gl A2 eyt w2
A, AR 1207 F5Y 57 BE5E A9 E8AAEE WolAE e
2 PAH o2 XL F Ut

ArUEE 12709 A4 F 67HolA F240] e B9 WS, 2
e Aol Fet Fof foio] e A=, UmA fldMe e
Aol gle Aoz yehkth F, A7LEst 52 AlYFE A8AAE
 EolAE Aog B 4 e 7FeAel g szl
FEY £ A2 QLRI 22 ALY TA7}

% Q
Aol & Aoz Ueht ARl &, 37U 5, aTERS A

¢
4

10) AAENRRE AgaA % BAA HARYE 483l 2R B 2k 59
Kol Sl WaEo] s Tl Yekith & BAH AARIL FAsE 3
$ 24 Belsh 2YA Yol slsted FRE AF A7 o] 27 Ak,
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DFERPYO] EEYE KBS 69

59 AR (threshold) 7} 24 74

HoF3 Slrh,
(T 12) Bt REBERMI( 1) : Ay
FHus &0AL &9 00 ETVEN (&0 0
ki FA04 =149
CAR 1.339(8.46) 1.360(8.64) 1.243(10.85) 1.238(10.98)
drEE 0.255E-04(1.09)  0.208E-04(099)  0.24E-04(L08)  0.203E-04(1.00)
Qg 4228 | 0107(0.30) 0.67E—01(0.20)  0.258(0.82) 0.268(0.85)
1% 3944 —48839(-269)  -48861(-270)  —48816(-2.69)  —49.444(-2.72)
FRUIREY | -0.BE-01(-02D) 05BE-020.0)  -0842(-055)  -0.8IE-01(-0.39)
A q0eg o} | —0INE-01(-0.13) 0.974E~02(0.10)
A 15~402 | ~0.636E—01(-0.87) —0.862E-01(~119)
0 0.180(7.18) 0.181(7.28) 0.182(7.19) 0.182(7.29)
#3AY A= 6 67 65 67
EALEFFE | 888 -9.718 -9.2% -10.441
(F13) Mo REFRES(1D) : MUY
F4us &6 by (&6)9 0y &6 I (#6)9 0,
Rk FAE -3
5y 1.257(7.59) 1.250(7.58) 1.160(9.20) 1.156(9.19)
J7eE 0633E-04(156)  069E—04(168)  0.689E-04(L61)  0.719E-04(L70)
1% 4324 | 02040.58) 0.209(0.59) 0.359(1.13) 0.360(1.13)
19% 3745 —48713(-270)  —48.683(-260)  —49.237(-272)  -49.1s6(-271,

Al 15~409H4

a

%H e
13585 %

0.137E - 01(0.08)
0.351E-01(0.31)

0.169E-01(0.10)
0.316E—01(0.28)

-0.350E01(-0.22)  —0.316E-0L(~0.20)

—0.68E-01{-0.99) —0.680E-01(-0.97)

0173(7.11) 0.173(7.11) 0.174(7.13) 0.174(7.13)
66 67 66 67

~6.319 —6.400 —6.838 —6.891
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(& 14 B REZFEM(M) : AAEEIDH

F33(2t-24%)

&Y L

A5g

d+9E

199 42738
1919 R4y
374 1919 9E
A7 4029 o}y
Alul 15~4029
g

#ZAY A%

2a4edr g

-0.54E-01(-0.32) =0.704E01( - 0.45)

-0.313E-01(-048) —-0.580E—01(-0.81)

1.159(9.12)
0.748E-04(1.74)
0.3170.99)
—48.250(-2.65)
~0.263E-01(~0.16)

0.176(7.14)

66
-6.649




¥ W 7l

. #% &

#F oA = ARFRM ) BB ZF o 783 DEAZYS 2.9 -
B3t AAEAT, GAUSSZZ 8 o] DEARA =2y
< S st KB =319t

KEFrAN e TREEHEE 19969 T2 73] B4 24 &
BT B E Al 677) £=A12] A8AHARE o8] Fe o DEAY
HE ol&3td FAQ onie] 7ed F84E s A, 3
B, M, g, HA, 24 AF, 22X, 9F, 5, £&, IF, 23,
optt, AF, B4, vk FFA, 3, TF, EXASE RE A9
A AEAQA RS 3hol 12 e o 2M 73 A83Q EAZ JdEY
ok wbd U(0.478), +4H0.600), 9F(0.658), BN (0.659), A<t
(0.667), 4+ (0.693), A4+(0.700), E3H0.741), A (0.748), A3
(0.749), 39(0.754), 3¥(0.792), £7(0.792), £9(0.796), A
(0.796) o] A2 EEHAEY BEAHF L] A AZHo 714 vE
&3 15 =AZeE wEEAY

UolZb ASd A84ARE HAYHFE 3 HAEHARY
(censored Tobit regression model) & AM-3le] BB /Y &
&4 A4 820& YT duuso] ¥dd d7ds, A9 1903
(37 QAU AQ) AEFY, A9 199 2574 5, 354
191% #FEA, A7 E 7|F02 3 TAFR ] (A9l 409+ o]Ate]
Al Gu], A9 15918 o] 4093 wlwte] A] gin)) F AR 109 F
Y e B2 A5 A F94 e &(—) 9 L mx)= v
TEEE 50% AEY 7oA foA de F(+)9 93 13
Ao g eyt &, A9 199 &% E Ul 23 Q7w r} B2

1o

oo 2
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THAY EA VL A ENC] & AR e R B, %R B B

Efae AdetA Adsle TEAu|A 239 HATE (threshold) 7}
EQE 7FsA S BoFT o
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2 % X R

Z37, "DEAE o]-&3 fmbr ] st FHMEC &3 #1% , BRAEK
AR, 1993,

AR, TEB#TH 44 1996, 1996a.

TSR My BYEGRIS R, T BEESE 1996, 1996b.

AR A N EAL, TH2 - AH KA FEFHEH, 1997.

gl29 MData Envelopment AnalysisE o]-23F BAA EZ %2k

T FHME ), AER8R TSR, 1993.

<o, TEIRNEAITS) SEMEN i), BB, 1993.

5], Tadkan] 2] 2 - R0 BRASHT ), WEIMHMEBRFTRE, 1994,

L2FY, TARIF 239 AAH7LE $1% DEAR S A8 o

gk A BAET UEY RRFHEE PLoE ), MR

E8EE =, 1991,

THETEORE Av) 29 o)A szt digel 33 e, ek

B AR, 1995.

—, "DEAS B3 2020) MK Al ), TRRECREEW ), $5

% 815k, 1996, pp. 80~109.

- AT, THUAME B oA M FE Bl LK

&%) gt Data Envelopment Analysis , F@&BR4TER

725, 1996, pp. 119~139.

ol¥, Miuy Eiarsftoll o] A Fada e uotea | Mag
BATECEER 5, F31% #F3%%, 1997, pp. 89~105.

o] - vl 8, TERHATEA Bl =] S B g B, TEBST
B, 8308 #45%, 1996, pp. 121~137.
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ABUSTERE o+, TP 10% o1 Fol7] #ifE HER ), LEBOR HREK
#, 1996.

HBURARFZEEE, TEIREP T L E T AERPTS AN 125, &
BIARATZCEE Bt 44 e A A (%K 96-08), 199.
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Mgk : DEA 7S 93 GAUSS &1

1. GAUSS =219
7 7|12 =238 7=

ogprog.lcg : GAUSS library file

o gprog.ext

o gprog.dec

o gprog.src : GAUSS procedure file
odea.lcg : GAUSS library file
odea.ext

odea.dec

odea.src : GAUSS procedure file

Lt Z=7} =224 2= : nondiscretionary inputs?} nondiscretion-
ary outputsE 7P F 112{g.

ond-dea.lcg : GAUSS library file
o nd-dea.src : GAUSS procedure file

C}. == glof| Z& = DEAREHSY

o Model I, : input-oriented CCR (CRS technology)
Model O, : output-oriented CCR (CRS technology)

o Model 1, : input-oriented BCC (VRS technology)
Model O; : output-oriented BCC (VRS technology)
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oModel I, : input-oriented hybrid model with NIRS technology
Model O, : output-oriented hybrid model with NIRS technology

o Model I, : input-oriented hybrid model with NDRS technology
Model O, : output-oriented hybrid model with NDRS technology

o X2 IPM 7 AEAHS AMehe 53 Hol AXE (X, ¥V E B71%
3, 5E ASE (X,Y)E E7)€ 4, the projection point of (X,,Y,) on
the input-oriented DEA frontiere (8X,, Y4i)7} ©t}. (input excesses
¢} output slacks® Z&® §F) 54 A9l 71&4 849 F== 671
"o}

o7l&d &4 E Ahe 53 A FXE (X,, V)2 7|31, RE AR
g (X,Y)2 ¥7)% 1, the projection point of (X,,Y,) on the out-
put-oriented DEA frontiere (XA,4Y,)7F 9t} (input excesses®} out-

put slacks® 7H® ¥) 54 FoXe] 7128 A4 2xE %OI 21N

2. qprog.lcg
d:\dea\prog2\gprog.dec
_gprog_maxit ! matrix

d:\dea\prog2\qprog.src
Qprog : proc

Ot. gprog.ext

external matrix -gprog.-maxit;

11) Seiford and Thrall(1990) 9] ¥71& welA RY L A3, T2 oy 7|A€
RHE ool FakL Ut
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H}l. gprog.dec

declare matrix -qprog-maxit = 1000; /#*maximum number of iter-

ations =/

AL gprog.src

/*

=% ) QProg - Quadratic Programming

.

** (C) Copyright 1996 Aptech Systems, Inc.

=* All Rights Reserved.

ok

** This Software Product is PROPRIETARY SOURCE CODE OF
APTECH

*x SYSTEMS, INC. This File Header must accompany all files using
** any portion, in whole or in part, of this Source Code. In

=* addition, the right to create such files is strictly limited by

** Section 2. A. of the GAUSS Applications License Agreement

** accompanying this Software Product.

o

*+ If you wish to distribute any portion of the proprietary Source

** Code, in whole or in part, you must first obtain written

** permission from Aptech Systems.

*/

/%
** » QProg

* %k

** Purpose: solves the quadratic programming problem
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* %

** Format :

* ¥ { x,ul,u2,u3,ud,ret } = QProg( start,q,r,a,b,c,d,bnds )
* %k

* %k

** [nput: start Kx1 vector, starting values

*x
*x q KxK matrix, model coefficient matrix

* kK

*% r Kx1 vector, model constant vector

* %

*% a MxK matrix, equality constraint coefficient matrix
*x if no equality constraints in model, set to zero

%

*% b Mx1 vector, equality constraint constant vector

> if set to zero and M ) 1, b is set to Mx1 vector

*% of zeros

* K

*% ¢ NxK matrix, inequality constraint coefficient matrix
*k if no inequality constraints in model, set to zero

*x

*x d Nx1 vector, inequality constraint constant vector
*k if set to zero and N ) 1, d is set to Mx1 vector

ok of zeros

*%

*k bnds Kx2 vector, bounds on x, the first column contains
** the lower bounds on x, and the second column the
*k upper bounds, if zero bounds for all elements of x
*k are set to the plus and minus-gpbgnum

* %k



*x Qutput :

tion

* ¥

* ¥k
straints
% %k

% %k
nstraints
*k

ok

&k

* %k

* ok

* %

* %k

* %k

% %k

* %

* %k

%* %k

ul

u2

u3

ud

ret
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Kx1 vector, coefficients at the minimum of the func-

Mx1 vector, Lagrangian coefficients of equality con-

Nx1 vector, Lagrangian coefficients of inequality co-

Kx1 vector, Lagrangian coefficients of lower bounds

Kx1 vector, Lagrangian coefficients of upper bounds

return code: 0, successful termination
1, max iterations exceeded
2, machine accuracy is insufficient to
maintain decreasing function values
3, model matrices not conformable

<0, active constraints inconsistent

** Globals: -gprog-maxit -scalar, maximum number of iterations,

* %

ok %k

default = 1000

** Remarks: QProg solves the standard quadratic programming prob-

lem:
%%k
* %k
* kK
* ¥k

* ¥

minimize 0.5 * x'Qx—x'R

subject to constraints,
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* %
* %k
*%
* %k
* %
* %

* %k

*/

and bounds,

bnds[.,1] {= x {= bndsl[.,2]

proc{6) = QProg{x,q,r,a,b,c,d,bnds);

local m, n, ret, u, w, lw, iact, cl, maxit, numeq,

isa, isc, eps, X1, xu, lql;

if rows(bnds) == 1 and cols(bnds) == 1;
xl = —1e200*ones{rows(x),1):
xu = le200*ones(rows(x),1):
elseif rows(bnds) == 1 and cols(bnds) === 2;
xl = bnds[1,1]*ones(rows(x),1):
xu = bnds[1,2]*ones(rows(x),1);
else;
if rows(bnds) /= rows(R):
errorlog “QProg: bounds not conformable”;
retp(error(0),error(0),error(0),error (0),error{0),3) ;

endif;

xl = bnds[.,1];
xu = bnds[.,2]:
endif.:

isa = rows(a) /=1orcols{a) /=1ora /=0;
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isc = rows{c) /=1lorcols{c) /=1lorc /=0;
if isa and isc;
numeq = rows(a);
if cols(c) /= cols(a);
if not trapchk(1):
errorlog “QProg: constraints not conformable”;
end:
endif;
retp(error (0),error(0),error(0),error(0),error (0),3) :
else;
a=alc;
endif;
if rows(c) /= rows(d);
if rows(b) == 1 and cols(b) == 1and b == 0;
b =b | zeros(rows(c),1):
else;
if not trapchk(1);
errorlog “QProg: equality constraint matrices not™
“consistent”;
end;
endif;
retp(error (0),error{0),error (0),error(0),error(0),3) ;
endif;
else:
b="bld;
d=0;
endif;
elseif isa and not isc;
numeq = rows{a);

if rows(a) /= rows(b);
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if rows(b) == 1 and cols(b) == 1 and b == 0;
b == zeros(rows(a),1):
else;
if not trapchk(1):
errorlog “QProg: equality constraint matrices not™
“consistent”;
end;
endif;
retp(error(0),error(0),error{0),error(0),error(0),3) ;

endif;

endif;

elseif isc and not isa;
numeq = (;
a=c;

if rows(c) /= rows(d);
if rows(b) == 1 and cols(b) == 1 and b == 0;
= zeros{rows(c),1);
else;
if not trapchk(1):
errorlog “QProg: equality constraint matrices not™
“consistent”;
end;
endif:
retp(error{0),error(0),error (0),error(0),error(0),3) ;
endif;
else:
b=d:
endif;
else;

numeq = 1;



a = zeros(1,rows(x));

endif;
c=20;
d =0;

if rows(q) /= cols(q):
if not trapchk(1):
errorlog “QProg: model matrix not square”;
end;
endif:
retp(error(0),error(0),error(0),error(0),error(0),3) ;
endif:
if rows(q) /= rows(r);
if not trapchk(1);
errorlog “QProg: model matrices not consistent”;
end;
endif:
retp(error(0),error(0),error (0),error (0),error(0),3) ;
endif:
if rows(x) /= rows(q);

if not trapchk(1):

errorlog “QProg: starting vector not conformable to model matrix”:

end;
endif;
retp(error(0),error(0),error(0),error(0),error(0),3);

endif;

maxit = -qprog-maxit;

{ b,xl,xu,x,ret } =

#
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-intqpsolvfcn01(q,r,a,b,xl, xu,x,numeq, maxit,1) ;

local ul, u2;

if isa and not isc;
ul = b;
uz = 0;

elseif not isa and isc;

ul = 0;
u2 = b;
elseif not isa and not isc;
ul = 0;
u2 = 0;
else;

ul = b[1:numeq];
u2 = blnumeq+1:rows(b)];
endif;

retp(x,ul,u2,xl,xuret);

endp;

O}. dea.lcg

d:\dea\prog2\dea.dec

-dea : matrix

d:\dea\prog2\dea.src
linearp-rogramming . proc
input-oriented . proc

-input -oriented . proc



output -oriented ! proc
-output-oriented I proc
Al dea.ext

/*

=+ DEA ext-Data Envelopment Analysis

* %

*/

external matrix-DEA;

A} dea.dec

/*
++ DEA dec-Data Envelopment Analysis

* %

*/

declare matrix -DEA = 0;

7}. dea.src

/%

»x DEA src-Data Envelopment Analysis
%

*=* Format Purpose

* %

*x* z = Linear-Programming(c, A,B,sv);

B % &9

Line



90

% Linear Programming 21

*x
» {theta,lambda} = Input-Oriented(X,Y,i);

** Envelopment problem: Input-oriented 70
ok

** {phi lambda} = Output -Oriented(X,Y,i);

*ox Envelopment problem: Output-oriented 218

* %k

*/

/*

** Linear-Programming

%%k

** Purpose: Solves the linear programming problem
*

*x Format : z = Linear -programming(c, A,B,sv);

*x

+* Input: ¢ - N*1 vector, coefficients of the linear function

** A - M*N matrix, the A matrix
xk B - M*1 matrix, the B matrix
*k sv - N*1 vector, starting values
* %

++ Qutput: z - N*1 vector, the solution

* %

** Remark: Linear-Programming solves the standard linear program-
ming problem:

* %

*% maximize ¢’z

%* %k

* ok subject to constraints
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**
** Az{(=B

**

** with

*x

o z[i] >=0, fori = 1,...,N

* %k

*/

proc (1) = Linear-Programming(c,A,B,sv);
local N,Q,bnds;

local z,ul,u2,u3,u4,retcode;

N = rows(sv);

Q = zeros(N,N);

bnds = {0 1e200};
{z,ul,u2,u3,u4,retcode; = Qprog(sv,Q,c,0,0,-A,-B,bnds) ;
if retcode /= 0:
retp(miss(zeros(N,1),0)):
endif;

retp(z);
endp;

/*

** Input-Oriented

* %

#* Purpose: Solves the input-oriented envelopment problem

* ¥k
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+x Format: {theta,lambda} = Input-Oriented(X,Y,i);

* %

#* Input: X - m#n matrix, input

*k Y - s*n matrix, output

** i - scalar, decision market unit (DMU)

** if 1 is equal to 0, then all the DMUs are considered
*%

*x Qutput: theta - scalar, value of theta

*x i = 0 ---) n*l vector

*x lambda - n*1 vector, values of lambda
* % i = 0 ---) n*n matrix

* %

#* Globals: -dea-scalar 0 (default), problem PI-0

% 1, problem PI-1
*% 2, problem PI-2
% 3, problem PI-3
*

** Remark : Input-oriented solves the following envelopment problem:
*x

* minimize theta

*x

*x subject to constraints

*

*h Y+lambda >= Yo
*% theta*Xo - X+lambda >= 0

*x

*x with

* ok

*x lambdali] >=0, fori = 1,...,n
*% 0 {=theta (=1
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ok
** _dea = 0 ---) nothing

** _dea = 1 ---) 'lambda {= 1

** -dea = 2 ---) 'lambda )= 1

** dea = 3 ---) 1lambda =1

*%

*x

** References:

++  Seiford, L. M. and R.M. Thrall [1990], Recent Developments in
DEA,

*% The mathematical Programming Approach to Frontier Analysis,
*x Journal of Econometrics, 46, 7-38

*x

% %k

*/

proc (2) = Input-Oriented(X,Y,i):

local theta,lambda,n,)j,theta-j,lambda-j ;

theta = {}:
lambda = {};

ifi==0;
n=cols(Y): /*n DMUs */
=1

do until j » n;

{theta-j,lambda-j} = -Input-Oriented(X,Y,j);
theta = theta|theta-j:
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lambda = lambda~lambda-j;

j=j+1;

endo;

else:

{theta-j,lambda-j} = -Input-Oriented(X,Y,i);
theta = thetaltheta-j;

lambda = lambda~lambda-j;

endif;

retp(theta,lambda) ;
endp:

proc (2) = -Input-Oriented(X,Y,i):
local m,n,s;
local ¢,Xo,Yo;
local Al1,A12,A21,A22,A3,A4, A5 A;
local B1,B2,B3,B4,B5,B:

local sv,z,theta,lambda;

n = cols(Y): /#+n DMUs */
m = rows(X); /* m inputs */
s = rows(Y): /*s outputs */

¢ = —1|zeros(n,1);

Xo = X[.,i];



Yo = Y[.,il;

All = zeros(s,1);
Al2 = -Y;

A21 = —Xo;
A2 =X;

A3 = 1~zeros(1,n);

A = (A11~A12) | (A21~A22) | A3:

Bl = —Yo.
B2 = zeros(m,1):
B3=1;
B = B1|B2|B3:
if -dea==1;
A4 = 0~ones(1,n);
B4=1:
A= A|Ad;
B = BIB4;

elseif -dea ==

A4 = 0~ —ones(1,n);

B4 = —1;
A= AJA4:
B = B|B4:

elseif -dea ==

i)
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A4 = 0~ones(1,n);

B4=1;

A5 = — A4

B5 = —B4;

A = A|A4|A5;

B = B|B4|B5;
endif;

sv = zeros(n+1,1); sv[1] = 1; sv[i+1] = 1;

z = Linear-Programming(c,A,B,sv)

z = dotfne(z,0) *z;

theta = z[1]:

lambda = trimr(z,1,0);

retp(theta,lambda) ;
endp;

/*

** Qutput-Oriented

**

** Purpose: Solves the output-oriented envelopment problem
* ¥

** Format : {phi,lambda} = Qutput-Oriented(X,Y,i):

%%

*=x [nput: X - m*n matrix, input

*% Y - s*xn matrix, output



*k i - scalar, decision market unit (DMU)
*% if 1 is equal to 0, then all the DMUs are considered
% %k

** Qutput: phi - scalar, value of phi

*x i =0 --) n«l vector

** lambda - n*1 vector, values of lambda
** 1 = 0 ---) n*n matrix

*x

** Globals: -dea-scalar 0 (default), problem PO-0
*% 1, problem PO-1

** 2, problem PO-2

*k 3, problem PO- 3

*%

** Remark: Qutput-oriented solves the following envelopment prob-

lem:

*%

*k maximize phi

% Xk

* % subject to constraints

* %k

*x X#lambda <{= Xo
** phi*Yo - Ys«lambda {= 0
*x

** with

* %

o lambdali] >=0, fori = 1,...,n
xx phi >=1

* %

*x -dea = 0 ---) nothing

** -dea =1 ---) 1'lambda {=1

* -dea = 2 ---) 1'lambda >=1
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% -dea = 3 ---) 1lambda = 1

*x
*%

** References:

*+x  Seiford, L. M. and R.M. Thrall [1990], Recent Developments in
DEA,

* The mathematical Programming Approach to Frontier Analysis,
** Journal of Econometrics, 46, 7-38

*x

* %

*/

proc (2) = Output-Oriented(X,Y,i);

local phi,lambda,n,j,phi-j,lambda-j;

phi = {}:
lambda = {}:
ifi==0

n = cols(Y); /*n DMUs */
j=1:
do until j ) n;

{phi-j,lambda-j} = -Output-Oriented(X,Y,j):

phi = philphi-j;

lambda = lambda~lambda-j:

j=3+1;
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endo;

else:

{phi-j,lambda-j} = -Output-Oriented(X,Y,i);
phi = philphi-j;

lambda = lambda~lambda-j;

endif’;
retp(phi,lambda) ;
endp;

proc (2) = -Output-Oriented(X,Y,1):
local m,n,s;
local ¢,Xo,Yo:
local All,A12,A21,A22,A3,A4,A5,A:
local B1,B2,B3,B4,B5,B:
local sv,z,phi,lambda ;

n = cols(Y); /#*n DMUs */
m = rows(X): /*minputs */

s = rows(Y): /#*soutputs */

c = 1|zeros(n,1):

Xo = X[.,i];
Yo =Y[.,i]:

All = zeros(m,1):
Al2 =X
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A21 = Yo,

A22 = -Y.

A3 = —1~zeros(l,n);

A= (Al1~A12) | (A21~A22) | A3;
Bl = Xo;

B2 = zeros(s,1);

B3 = —1;

B = B1/B2|B3:

if -dea == 1;

A4 = 0~ones(1,n);

B4=1;

A= Al|A4;

B = BI|B4;
elseif -dea == 2.

A4 = 0~ —ones(1,n);

B4 = —1;
A= A|A;
B = B|B4;
elseif -dea ==

A4 = 0~ones(1,n);
B4 =1;
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A5 = —A4;
B5 = —B4;
A = A|A4|A5;
B = B|B4|B5;
endif;
sv = zeros(n+1,1); svl1] = 1; sv[i+1] = 1;
z = Linear-Programming(c,A,B,sv);

z = dotfne(z,0) .*z;

phi = z[1];

lambda = trimr(z,1,0):

retp(phi,lambda) ;
endp;

El. nd-dea.lcg

d:\dea\prog2\nd-dea.src

ndinput-oriented . proc
-ndinput -oriented . proc
ndoutput-oriented . proc
-ndoutput-oriented : proc
I} nd-dea.src

/*
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** ND-DEA. src-Data Envelopment Analysis either with nondiscre-

tionary inputs

* ok or with nondiscretionary outputs

** Format Purpose Line

* %

»* {theta,lambda} = NDInput-Oriented(X,Y,i,nd-idx) ;

** Envelopment problem with nondiscretionary inputs:

Input-oriented 70
%* Xk

** {phi,lambda} = NDOutput-Oriented(X,Y,i,nd-idx) ;

»*» Envelopment problem with nondiscretionary outputs:
Qutput-oriented 218
*ok

*/

/%

** NDInput -Oriented

* ¥

«* Purpose: Solves the input-oriented envelopment problem
* with nondiscretionary inputs

* %

+% Format : {theta,lambda} = NDInput-Oriented(X,Y,i,nd-idx) ;
%

«x Input: X - m#n matrix, input

** Y - s*n matrix, output

*% i - scalar, decision market unit (DMU)

** if i is equal to 0, then all the DMUs are considered
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*% nd-idx - k*1, the row indices of X matrix whose correspon-
ding

* inputs are non-discretionary

* %

*=* Qutput: theta - scalar, value of theta

% 1= 0 ---) n¥l vector

** lambda - n*] vector, values of lambda
. i = 0 ---» n*n matrix

* %

*x Globals: -dea - scalar 0 (default), problem PI-0

** ], problem PI-1

**x 2 problem PI-2

**x 3, problem PI-3

* %

** Remark: NDInput-oriented solves the following envelopment prob-
lem:

*%

** minimize theta

*x

*x subject to constraints

ok

*% Y+lambda >= Yo

ok thetaxXo[except rows nd-idx] - X[except rows nd-idx J*
lambda > = 0

** Xo[rows nd-idx] - X[rows nd-idx J#*lambda )= 0
**

ok with

*x

- lambdali] >=0, fori =1,...,n

** 0<{(=theta{=1
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* ¥

>k -dea = 0 ---) nothing

. -dea = 1 ---) 1'lambda (=1
** -dea = 2 ---> 1'lambda >=1
e -dea = 3 ---) 1'lambda =1

**

%

** References:

**x  Seiford, L. M. and R.M. Thrall [1990], Recent Developments in
DEA,

*k The mathematical Programming Approach to Frontier Analysis,
> Journal of Econometrics, 46, 7-38

**

** Charnes, Abraham, William W. Cooper, Arie Y. Lewin and Lawr-
ence M. Seiford,

** Data Envelopment Analysis: Theory, Methodology, and Application,
** Kluwer Academic Press: Boston, 1994, 50--52.

* %k

*x/

proc (2) = NDInput-Oriented(X,Y,i,nd-idx);

local theta,lambda,n,j,theta-j,lambda-j ;

theta = {}:
lambda = {};

if1==0;

n = cols(Y): /*n DMUs */
j=1:
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do until j > n;

{theta-j,lambda-j} = -NDInput-Oriented(X,Y,j,nd-idx) ;
theta = theta|theta-j;

lambda = lambda~lambda-j;

j=j+1

endo:

else;

{theta-j,lambda-j} = -NDInput-Oriented(X,Y,i,nd-idx) ;
theta = theta|theta-j;
lambda = lambda—~lambda-j;

endif;

retp(theta,lambda) ;

endp;

proc (2) = -NDInput-Oriented(X,Y,i,nd-idx) ;
local m,n,s;
local ¢,Xo,Yo;
local All,Al12,A21,A22,A3,A4,A5,A:
local B1,B2,B3,B4,B5,B:
local sv,z,theta,lambda;

local tidx,ml,m2;

n=cols(Y); /*n DMUs */



106

m = rows(X): /*minputs */

s = rows(Y); /s outputs */

tidx=setdif(seqa(1,1,m),nd-idx,1) ;
ml=rows(tidx):
m2=rows(nd-idx):

c = —1lzeros(n,1);
Xo = X[.,i1;
Yo = YL[.,il;

All = zeros(s,1);

Al2 =Y,

A21 = —Xol[tidx,. ]izeros(m2,1);
A22 = X[tidx,.]1X[nd-idx,.];
A3 = 1~zeros(1,n);

A = (Al1~Al2) | (A21~A22) | A3;

Bl = —Yo.

B2 = zeros(ml,1) | Xo[nd-idx]:
B3=1:

B = B1|B2|B3;

if -dea ==
A4 = 0~ones(1,n);

B4=1:
A= A|A4;
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B = BI|B4;

elseif -dea ==
A4 = 0~ —ones(1,n);
B4 = —1;
A= A|A4;
B = B|B4:

elseif -dea ==

A4 = 0~ones(1,n);

B4=1:

A5 = —A4;

B5 = —B4;

A = A|A4|A5;

B = BI|B4|B5:
endif;

sv = zeros(n+1,1): sv[1] = 1; sv[i+1] = 1:

z = Linear -Programming(c, A,B,sv);

z = dotfne(z,0).%z;

theta = z[1];

lambda = trimr(z,1,0):

retp(theta,lambda) ;
endp:
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/%

** NDOutput-Oriented

*x

«» Purpose: Solves the output-oriented envelopment problem
% with nondiscretionary inputs
*x

+* Format : {phi,lambda} = Output-Oriented(X,Y,i,nd-idx) ;
* %

#* [nput: X - m*n matrix, input

% Y - s*n matrix, output

* % i - scalar, decision market unit (DMU)

*% if i is equal to 0, then all the DMUs are considered

*k nd-idx-k#1, the row indices of Y matrix whose correspond-
ing

*x outputs are non-discretionary

* ok

** Qutput: phi - scalar, value of phi

*x i = 0 ---) nx1 vector

* lambda - n*1 vector, values of lambda
3 i = 0 ---) nsn matrix

*x

** Globals: -dea-scalar 0 (default), problem PO-0
** 1, problem PO-1

*k 2, problem PO-2

*% 3, problem PO-3

*x

++ Remark : NDOutput-oriented solves the following envelopment pro-

blem:

* %k

** maximize phi
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**
-k subject to constraints

-

> X#lambda {= Xo

*x phixYolexcept rows nd-idx] - Y[except rows nd-idx ]+
lambda {= 0

** Yo[rows nd-idx] - Y[rows nd-idxJ*lambda (= 0

-k

*% with

-

*k lambda[i] >=0, fori = 1,...,n

*% phi )=1

*¥

or -dea = 0 ---) nothing

** -dea = 1---) I'lambda {=1

> -dea = 2 ---) 1'lambda )= 1

% -dea = 3 ---) 1'lambda =1

**

**

** References:

*ok Seiford, L. M. and R.M., Thrall [1990], Recent Developments in
DEA,

** The mathematical Programming Approach to Frontier Analysis,
*ok Journal of Econometrics, 46, 7-38

*x

** (Charnes, Abraham, William W. Cooper, Arie Y. Lewin and
Lawrence M. Seiford,

*+ Data Envelopment Analysis: Theory, Methodology, and Appli-
cation,

»* Kluwer Academic Press: Boston, 1994, 50--52.
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* ¥

%* %k

*/

proc (2) = NDOutput -Oriented(X,Y,i,nd-idx) ;
local phi,lambda,n,j,phi-j,lambda-j;

phi = {};
lambda = {}:
if1 == 0;

n = cols(Y); /*n DMUs */
1=1;
do until j ) n;

{phi-j,lambda-j} = -NDOutput-Oriented(X,Y,j,nd-idx)
phi = philphi-j;
lambda = lambda~lambda-j;

j=i+1;

endo;

else:
{phi-j,lambda-j} = -NDOQutput-Oriented(X,Y,i,nd-idx} ;

phi = phi|phi-j;
lambda = lambda~lambda-j;

endif;
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retp(phi,lambda) ;
endp;

proc (2) = -NDOQutput-Oriented(X,Y,i,nd-idx) ;
local m,n,s;
local ¢,Xo,Yo:
local All,A12,A21,A22,A3,A4,A5A;
local B1,B2,B3,B4,B5,B;
local sv,z,phi,lambda;
local tidx,sl,s2;

n=cols(Y); /*n DMUs */

m = rows(X); /*minputs */

s = rows(Y): /*s outputs */
tidx=setdif (seqa(1,1,s),nd-idx,1);
sl=rows(tidx);

s2=rows(nd-idx);

¢ = 1l|zeros(n,1):

Xo = X[,,il;
Yo = Y[.,il;

All = zeros(m,1);

Al2 = X;

A21 = Yol[tidx,.]lzeros(s2,1);
A22 = —Y/[tidx,.]| —Y([nd-idx,.];
A3 = —1~zeros(1,n);
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A = (Al11~-A12)| (A21~A22) | A3:
Bl = Xo;
B2 = zeros(sl,1) | —Yolnd-idx];
B3 = —1;
B = B1IB2|B3:
if -dea == 1;
A4 = Q0~ones(1,n):
B4=1:
A = A|A4;
B = B|B4;
elseif -dea ==
A4 = 0~ —ones(1,n);
B4 = —1;
A= AlA4;
B = B|B4;

elseif -dea == 3;

A4 = 0~ones{1,n);

B4=1;

A5 = —A4;
B5 = —B4:

A = A|A4|A5;

B = B|B4|B5;




B 8% 113

endif;

sv = zeros(n+1,1); sv(1] = 1: sv[i+1] = 1;

z = Linear-Programming(c, A,B,sv);

z = dotfne(z,0).*z;

phi = z[1]:

lambda = trimr(z,1,0);

retp(phi,lambda) ;
endp;

2. TEST &1f7

7} testprg

/*

** Charnes, Abraham, William W, Cooper, Arie Y. Lewin and Law-
rence M. Seiford,

** Data Envelopment Analysis: Theory, Methodology, and Appli-
cation,

** Kluwer Academic Press: Boston, 1994.

%%k

** This example tests the numerical case in

** Charnes, Cooper, Lewin and Seiford [1994] page 25--40.
*/

new;
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library d:\dea\prog2\dea, d:\dea\prog2\gprog, d:\dea\prog2\nd-dea;

let X[1,7] =23695410:
let Y[1,7] =1257831 7;

format 6,3:

output file = d:\dea\test.out reset.

1=0;
do untili » 3;

-dea = 1;

{theta,lambda} = Input-Oriented(x,y,0):

34 6 e
print ftos(i, “Model 1%1£”,1,0) ; print:

print “Theta”;

print theta; print:

print “Lambda”;

print lambda;

i=1+1;

endo;

print ¥ e e e e e e e e e e e s e et
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1=0;
do until i > 3;

-dea =1;

{phi,lambda} = Output-Oriented(x,y,0) ;

print ftos(i, “Model 0%lf",1,0) ; print;
print “Phi 1/Phi”;

print phi~ (1. /phi); print;

print “Lambda”;

print lambda;

i=1-+1:

endo:

sutput off;

L} test.out

0.600
1.00

0.700
0.533
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0.360
0.150
0.420

Lambda

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
0.400 1.00 1.40 1.60 0.600 0.200 1.40
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00  0.00 0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00 0.00 .00 0.00 0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00  0.00 0.00 0.00

Model 11

Theta

0.600
1.00
1.00
1.00
0.360
0.150
0.600

Lambda

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
0.400  1.00 0.00 0.00 0.600 0.200 0.00
0.00 0.00 1.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.00
0.00 0.00 0.00 1.00  0.00 0.00 0.00



0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00

B %
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Model 12

Theta

1.00

1.00

0.700
0.533
0.467
0.500
0.420

Lambda

0.00
1.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
1.40
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
1.60
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

0.667
0.333
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

1.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
1.40
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
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1.00
1.00
0.467
0.500
0.600

Lambda

OUTPUT-ORIENTED
Model O0

Phi 1/Phi
1.67  0.600
1.00 1.00

1.43  0.700
1.88  0.533
2.78  0.360
6.67  0.150

2.38  0.420



Lambda

0.00
0.667
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
1.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
2.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
3.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
1.67
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
1.33
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
3.33
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.60
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Model O1

Phi

1.67
1.00
1.00
1.00
2.11
5.67
1.14

Lambda

0.00
0.667
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

1/Phi

0.600
1.00
1.00
1.00
0.474
0.176
0.875

0.00
1.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
1.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00
1.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.333
0.667
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.667
0.333
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00
1.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
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Model O2
Phi 1/Phi
1.00 1.00
1.00 1.00
1.43 0.700
1.88 0.533
2.78 0.360
6.67 0.150
2.38 0.420

Lambda

1.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
0.00 1.00 2.00 3.00 1.67 1.33 3.33
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Model 03
Phi  1/Phi
.00 1.00
1.00  1.00
100 1.00
.00 1.00
211 0.474
567  0.176

1.14  0.875



Lambda

1.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
1.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

B 8 12

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00 0333 0.667 0.00
1.00 0.00 0667 0.333 0.00
0.00 1.00  0.00 0.00 1.00
0.00 0.00  0.00 0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Ch 23 3 test ZA1fe| Mo

o Charnes,

Abraham, Willlam W. Cooper, Arie Y. Lewin and

Lawrence M. Seiford, Data Envelopment Analysis: Theory, Meth-

odology, and Application, Kluwer Academic Press: Boston, 1994,

(the numerical case in page 25--40)

o %=X)t&.: [Figure 2-1] of Charnes, Cooper, Lewin and Seiford (1994)
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e P5(5.3)
*P1(2.2)
e P6(4.1)
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2 4 6 8 10 12
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o Model 13¢] 23} : input-oriented BCC model (with VRS technology)
[Figure 2-5] of Charnes, Cooper, Lewin and Seiford (1994)

[f+E 2] DEA-VRS frontier(input-oriented BCC model)

Y
10

= &0 o3t Mg -
P=(X,,Y,)=(4,1) = &&A A 7123 1 (0X,,Y)=(2,2) =P
(output slacke] & 5o} AUL)
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oModel 039 A3} : output-oriented BCC model (with VRS techno-

logy)
[Figure 2-6] of Charnes, Cooper, Lewin and Seiford (1994)

(fFE 3] DEA-VRS frontier(output-oriented BCC model)

Y
101

1/3y —2/9x—1=0

éP7

PR
U
o

i
74 6 8 10 12

esho] the 47 :
P=(X,, ¥)=(10,7) = &84 AN /24 : (Xi.g¥,)=(9,8) =P,

(input excess7} 22& o] YL )
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o Model 10¢] 23} : input-oriented CCR model (with CRS technology)
(Figure 2-7] of Charnes, Cooper, Lewin and Seiford (1994)

[F4@ 4] DEA-CRS frontier(input-oriented CCR model)

Y
101

8 --------—--e P4

R AR o P7
6k P3
P2
4}
________ < P5
2F /Pl
---------- + P6
0 . . . . \ , X

2 4 6 8 10 12

o Vodel 00¢] A3} : output-oriented CCR model (with CRS techno-

‘ogy)
[Figure 2-8] of Charnes, Cooper, Lewin and Seiford (1994)

[Fit® 5] DEA-CRS frontier(output-oriented CCR model)
20 g
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3. BEMR] ko] FuREd A v Eo] e HB
DEA 5347

7t Rpelxel =Ho| 87158 FRIRAI U= B9
oolz] 2y VER input requirement sete] WRHS FE F422 XE
Tl 847} discretionary@ 7399l 713 2849 279 ¥ FF T

827} non-discretionary%t %9} 7|13 a849 H71& B2 A}

(6@ 6] technical efficiency measurement with
a non-discretionary input

sz

> X
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0E9la A x,9] non-discretionary3dly. x,7} discretionarydt ¢ H F2
7l&d 284
ot
peer group ={ D, E}

; _ HE .. _ HE
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oF ALY 7|&H AL A7 ¥R 1§ = Oy
Lt Xlejxol xHo| BV AHE20| /U= R
oolg] @l Ueld output possibility sete] WA FE FAlog RE

ARZEo| discretionarydt 7-9-2] 71&3& 8439 79} & 79 AEE

o] non-discretionaryd 7-9-9] 7142 &g 2718 o2 &,

[+l 7] technical efficiency measurement with
a non-discretionary output
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{Abstract)

Measuring Public Sector Productivity
through DEA and Its Modification:
Productivity Analysis
of Korea’s Small- and Medium-Sized Cities

Moon, Choon-Geol

International organizations keep on pointing out that Korea’s
national competitiveness is low in the public sector among many
others and Korean people generally seem to agree with this obser-
vation. However, we do not have reliable efficiency index numbers
for the public sectors, which enable us to draw policy implications to
improve Korea’s public sector productivity and international
competitiveness.

This study summarizes and compares various forms of data envel-
opment analysis(DEA), and then applies them to 67 Korean small-
and medium-sized cities, which were compiled from Municipal
Yearbook of Korea 1996 (Ministry of Home Affairs) and Financial
Yearbook of Local Government 1996 (Bureau of Local Finance and
Economy, Ministry of Home Affairs) after removing 6 largest metro-
politan cities from the 73 Korean cities.

The input variables include the number of (municipal) government
employees per resident, the composition of the 4 categorized groups
of government employees, the per-resident settled budget net of
wages and salaries for government employees, and the size of the
city per government employee. The output variables include the

sewage coverage rate, the water coverage rate, the ratio of the total




area of the roads to that of the city, the per-resident size of the city
parks, the per-resident number of public lavatories, the per-resident
number of persons living in the social welfare institutions, the
per-resident number of users of public libraries, the ratio of the
number of pieces in the public parking lots to that of registered
vehicles, and the ratio of the number of building permits to that of
households. For each city, we come up with 40 efficiency numbers
by varying the set of inputs, the assumed technology and the direc-
tion of efficiency measurement.

Noting that the efficiency numbers are censored at 1 from the
above, we construct a censored Tobit regression model to analyze
the determinants of efficiency levels. Among many independent
variables, we find that the per-resident number of government
employees exerts significantly negative effect on efficiency while the
population density exerts positive effect. This leads to the policy im-
plication that there may be the minimum threshold level of the local
public service in terms of appropriate combination of the area, the

number of residents and the number of government employees.
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