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1980t FRHEEH BAEXT Ae HAT LMY By 8 FF o
& O gold BlShY] AR J2)1 29 FFAHZ A3 HifE KBS $
2 7oAl BAL AN AFL A KiERRe] ¥EHe 278y Atk

RFERRe] EHold 7Y RFMEES #5317 A3 #FFKR Z7E o
ol3hs Zolgtal B & &Y, ol %Ak FHEES Fold vagHd ¥EE
Fohfa o] AATSEN B4E & Ut 2¥H ol& %ty Yr-FHe= 8
THE SRBHS HEMES NAHoz FAFA FAHY & Us ERY HF
ojtt,

AL HASHTEE (ratio analysis) o) U [E]E%ﬁ‘*ﬁii&(regression approach) 3}

< B TR KRS dstd A & A e HEASHEE
2 BRe B FEHA F3E o] 83t HILE 3] WE) AA HAF EH
Atole) BAE AEtA R, MY T R F23 840 HE F
I o]E Z3zte] Hlago gy, RAGsL AFde] 24dE HUlE & F UG
T 9de JWEsa dem, mEoifEe dE&ie] FH HEOTEES
multiomial, linear, log-linear) o] &3t 7}AE & F3l1, B2 Ao Qo £ED
EH0je] FHo FART HIH /gy FHXNE AT Do) Uk HF
SHES ARATES o2 BHE o= Jupmmel Bt Bato) ojme
AR AT & As AV Ao shzkn FHEES T3 KAk 75 BN
de HgA Foh

o|H3t M-8 T3l B AF A= A, Charnes, W, W, Cooper 2831 E, Rhodes
(CCR) 7} AAIZ shasite FERETIQ) Data Envelopment Analysis (DEA) & B4
St AR-FA 7| Hell o] A& T3t 284 MNAE A% BIAFRY =22 HA
< AWEN ol Mm%k EHS 9T RES A T
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I. DEAERIC] PEEGHy EEL

1. DEAMEIC| E

DEAE T FEEE A8 A5t g EUES AMEste AH
o] JALE AR A E (Decision Making Units:DMU-s) & Ath2 Z&A4S o
#std CCR (1979, 1981) o] 7WL3} MREGHEMER o] T,

DEA= Z&A FA tre B4l g4 &S EF 188 5 A,
719E°] Fhdhe FYF date] FaEBme BAsle ZIdd g 41d
o 284S AMSe AYAYH viFe £ 7Igolth 53] DEAE FYUEO)
U A2Eo]l T4 B REE 148 Re 873A o svges
B 5 gle ddelyd FHltde] HA%E AYET 2L o gl JE EA
& HEY Figo] AUk

DEAw AF7tA] AYso]e & MFEMHE HEHEIAs 28 7IeHeE §
43 JIGEC] UE QP ZEE o) Uste AYErIHY FeA8L SR
A3t A1 g EE P Holn JEAQ Mot wElAM DEA ZFE A
of Aoix Thg Algtel] folgteio g}

A, DEA ZIe Ade Aar)ee AFTy) Boe AErdely 7]
9 2gd T FAYHFRE AT 93ty VS0 A

4, DEA A= Yustse *34‘;}"3 2E 71950 old HmIyYPE F
Adste 7IdEd AT AdEe 23X e} ggatA vehdo

—_—

2. DEAS| #&h &

AR B AFEL 27) 2Fo2 WroiRe B (parametric) F&
HEZRHY R gk (stochastic frontier function) & Al83te AF7 2 shuo),
PR WEE AMEt 3842 2AsE AU ® sfueld)

FEEEEY HE ANt B 8AS 2Ass AL Farrell (1957) ) AF o)A
AHHE, CCRE Farrells) B84 AEA 48k, o2 tre 243t
9] A& o] 3 ratio model (CCR ratio) 2 &3] DEAT 3tQth
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7199 AAAFE BE SHEISET FEVEE B2 U9 2dE0)
FagAle S PXn o FHAA AAeS Z FUET AFE
ke Z19EY e Y7199 7 FUAEEANE 2A g 397 2
o, olel AeFe] WFL VY KEEEd Jexhdite] EAYE rdke
Hl Farrell2 ©]& Hgoz 43t /ME AdddEy T3 A& 43 &
< BEXE FEH Z&FH AT FA [T WEE MERch

Farrell& %7]o Zh&M-S HMisha % (technical efficiency) 3 {BA&%hES 1 (price
efficiency) 02 FESI AFHQY HELEERHE T8 NIV Sl
S WHS A3 h Farrell #igzhadte S0 @t b3 2
27k ¥EE A
RAA, BAWe] EAETRES EHEC Fo4A4 2w reHoz HadY 4
A HFA S

A4, FHol ZAHY HA reFoz BAY F UE BAEHILE
ojA te] FUF AEQ AUA e o)3lE 5] A%t 2719 Fdas e
149 AEEE HAste ALY G dE AASE (¥ DI 2o
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(2" DM AAE 58 X1 X29] O d¥E Bole FEHMROE
TR 3 B47t dAs e AASY) ¥ = (X, X2)2 TdHE & 199
& Adste ¢Hs 2839 VIQEY AEdKReE AYAZEE O (production
frontier) o] ¢},
om v1del BATAEE AW A PR EAIEGYE o] Vel SulmAEsS
0Q/OPZ AHH olg A P7t A&Holr] e dA BAFS OP/0QH
g F7MA AL Tk
2718 &}k o] DEAY #B¥HHY hEsikol] ©]& &=t Charnes$} Cooper (1985)
T “100% AE¥E) hFEL ol® DMU~ZF & DMUSH Hlste ojm g £ Yol
U Ak Abgol o) JEphAiEe] Rigrt led 2AEd I Fosta, o
£9) 27}A) 74w DMUE 100%%hZ4ES 4T 9 33t
(1) DMUY] EHHE FAA o shte BAERES 9 84 &2
ol HAEREC) F715HA AU OE BEHME T 457 2AHA @
Y 371E ¢ L

@) DMUS #ABEHRE 79 o= Ax 239 BEHME FAM 487 d&
3tA AV a9 BT T IR7F ZAEA AU HE HAWE
59 X7t 1A gedd AE § fith

3. DEAMEZEIS| 34k

1) DEAS] B{FERfERY

DEAE fAIE O BARR (RF) EE AHE3td fANR o B (RR)
E @7 A3t 54& 71&S AH4-s= DMUE B3I §AE 2AEZ 4
4 g4 Fse PEeE e 2ol 4 DMUY 7158 T4 e o
75 E AEY Fe) H&g Hrigo2 A DMUY #E&MEE S

e 2L (s+m) /N M9 nAe] #I#ES ZH= nonlinear (nonconvex)
programming EAZ DMU. & X3 H= 229 #ha&M (he) & EAstels Ao
t}. ®7]4 €& non-Archimedean 4<5& Urd} Vizt %9 gol HEE Urd} Vi
g Ak 2 go) ofF Xy) WEe] Rl fol Uebe oJug %ol A
Fdd FFE 71XA X T
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2UY
max, ho = —
S Vi X
=]
subject to s
2 Ur Yrj
=l <
E Vi Xij
=1
i=12,..., n
U, i
0 >e>0 —w =>€2>0
3 Vi X E} Vi X
=1 i=

AR X,=jHA DMUZ} ALE-3 A kAHe] &
Y,=jHs DMUZ} A3 ri A EHe &

Urs} Vie %37}=Eo}d DMU(DMU.) 8 A7} 7453 Jos grpe
T 7 UEF 3= /AP eE DMU7F 12 H71E o o5
Rliffs 23" 281 9 2y BiEfge B2 DMUsL Aok
ol X5 0} A7) Y& ol maximum ho=h*= 02} 1A}0]o] ZA)5}m, DMU
o7} T8 DMU$} w3t g8 o)t n*=10) "},

A 2¥L HM¥oln HEEZ (nonconvex) o|BE CCR(1978) o] Ajgt
T BMRERe whe HEme R gey) A KUHIMES Wee £
ATk #F  Clhernes}t Cooper(1961, 1962, 1973) 7} A X3 gt
(fractional programwing) o] Bizhol] ostad The @ 2 FEAEO) IR
BRER B8E A A R BAHS MED A (weighted sum) ©]
o] HAE ##st. 18)2 I EHH) mED 22 BALIE 2
o2 (& 2o
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(1)
max, i U Yo
r=1

subject to é U Yy — i_il Vi Xy £ O
2V Xe = 1
—U <L —e¢
V. < —¢
7)ol M r=1,2,...s
i=1,2,..,m
i=L2..,n

o MES &Y (weighted output) &) &8 12 Hl#3L AHE

S5 4
HE #AY MEY 48 B/MLite Aoz Q% 2o
@)
min, % Vi X
subject o — 2 U, Ya + IVi Xy 2 0
_il U Yo=1
U > ¢
V> €
A7l r=1,2,...8
i=1,2,..,m
i=1,2,..,n
(1)Ae AFAQ LP EAo]7] wEo] (3)3} o] HHRER e
T Ajis (1) olMd DMUJE Yelde #il#ed Bd8 €

T &9 a9 BMR 6 & mMbste Aol
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2Ad A9 gol FFolA Ajgh BAE DMUY RS TEA A
EEEL 090 Kil#%ER o] Hojof 3,

o] A& DMUj7} FHEE DMU.9 ZMHEA (reference set) o] &3+
AL dnEe, 1j9) g FMEIE IEMERQ DMUS %hEtE kel
o] BAe ovldtE DMUjS mEMEE Uehdch & a9 gl
242 DMU;jY 9&Ho] ade AL dgugd 283 = ZE @
FE BAY Xio, i=1,2.... mol] BEEHE “scale” L “intensity’
#EA HA"ded RE HAEEY $ES HIMKEC] dEste &b
HoE BT

Min, 6 — €[ 2S + I87]

subject to

n

(3) 0% — § Xu’ A — S = ¢

i=L2,..,m
i=L2..,n

2) DEAR Y9 54

7}, B 3hEEME (Relative Efficiency)
oj¥ DMUS 100% #H#EY &S ofd F{lolu A& o) A4go]
Ao}l 2 DMUS} Bluste vlE&3< AV ¢led 2490

u. InEfE (Weights)
DEAE 2 ALE AY ojuld AL o) mEM 2738¢ 273
¥eth

o}, #hAAEHE (Efficiency Rating)
A WAL AT ERYY ST EIA Fe
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g} 2B A (Reference Set)
DEAE ZUiFoz vaga GASdA §AE T3t 2
e 7t doiFeE a&A dAEY JEE A

v}l AFEEFE (Production Process)
DEAKERIS Z} EQQ A7) 3 & 1 ojAte] A& g A9 ofu
BAE Ze Aoz /MRS o5 HFHIRE BEIHA Yed
Zazt glnh

4, DEARRZEIC| ERH

DEAE o8] 5ollA HEEo 1 Ry} dx=HU=, AS7HA Rrud o
2R @A, (1) & 2 IEEey REBAIE] DEAE ol&3std EHE
4 te AL Boly] A% By, (2 AT Ehiol KEEEY R T
TashAsiR g Jug 7iXe Aoz FHE & JSL Ho] % HHL
2 ojFHY. olAd WHAEFIES FESE A2 DEAY KRE B Lol of
d HRMEC Jol 81T £ ke AT K @A 3o DEAS] RF L #
B\ A2 HAES JF THENe 248 & dde HAM BV A2
ZAolt), ol g et NIFAA HuE FHE FAM o8I A
2 zAog Av3tnx

4

Rkl SEA

Sherman (1981) & Massachusettsol] Q& 227) #{kxS A S E Teaching medical
surgical BAIE 9] FAFEIAMES] R B35t DEASH T8 MEHEES ¥
319329, Banker, Conrad ZL2]1 Strauss(1986)+ 11470 North Carolina®} ¥
S 9] AFEMEREY (production correspondence) & HE3SEY] $18te] DEAE &
239t 19 Morey, Capettini 2232 Dittman (1985)) ] %= (KTEREE
WHERERAN Y 284 Wrlo] DEAE &3 ev] DEAY Pareto FolEfE
Wee EEOR 3e v FE HEES vIAIFIh
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B2l EH

RS A o) DEAS 283 22 Bessent and Bessent(1980) 9}
Bessent, Bessent, Kennington and Reagan(1982) & W77} ok BiE= 5570
RENE U2 HEMS FHESNIcY, ZFEREEN REERESE o|F9
Ae 2709 EHERS HEE, e iy 2 e 8K 838 RiE
23 BN MEFEER B3 13/ HAERY HES A%t AR Y FHE
BHEIUY, KE HREE fiEds UE £ BREKS 1EKE dA
o2 MAS FENAcY HAR2 Bud Re EREK BT #R Btk
olt5te] E&YL DEAY Algo] HEEAFY R4 FHE ATIHY] Bos
2d] o2 Kk HRE B3 R BMe FRTIND Res a%F U
Aot

F #A

EEHM DEAES AHE3 MFE Lewin and Morey(1981), Clark(1983),
Bessent, Bessent, Clark, and Elam (1984), Bowlin (1984) 5°] %1t} Lewin and
Moreye #H HEAFHEIRY MEHS FHES7] 8t DEAE AL on,
Clark % Bessent et al®) i STRATHS MAEHS FE7) f1stod DEA
£ F&319=d, o9 WEE DEA HEY AFSZ XA “Constrained Facet
Analysis (CFA)" $i:8 2703190, Bowln® %ZSEe) M, My %o X
BEHRFMISEE ) MRS FHESHY] 93t DEAEZ FHE3Hed, Bowlnd %
BArEe FHEETRES E8F o) ote 3o o8 A kMo R Hojzkest
of HY RE #HE) HHEEZ A 29 HAKEES ALY RE Austy Y

HEbroll i

Lewin, Morey, and Cook(1982) & North Carolina$] 30M@ HuigolA 100 |
Wikbiel ATEY Ah5 M2 FESHY) 915tel DEAS A AEd), 59 BAE
T 2B EMEHXRE < 3t ‘“ratio analysis’ #HED HESHTRITOA K&
% FHEES SIATh Thomas(1985) & WA &t FEo) DEAS 43
£, Texas® AREHEES) WIS DI U= 75\ THERS B0 MM
S 3E EHERS 1A MAERS olgste FHESA
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471% DEA #EA FHIES ZF REBEAY BH 52 T3 KENRMGEY =
&7t 23 0] =4 o]o 8]5} Bessent, Charnes, Cooper, and Thorogood (1982)
o] e it#E BERRE DEA #RE ol&dteie Al=ECITh
5 kB9 MEHmaR Y AYY ‘program’ 9 BERES FHHAIN=H,
B T2 M2 TS B, AR HH T2aYe] ¥A I8x
MY Z2IRS By 2R REES BoRdE 53 2L Jhed
BLEo] 2AWse gr T2 KRS FHEE T AU

I, BOFREHER S &R

1. ERES FR

feluete] BUFRRRETS 19513 RBLANEARES FIS AFo = 3fo] 1988
d @A) 257) #EMACl JQow, ME BIHYEREMY SV TE7) AR
Ae AL A Aol olol whE) BFREHMS] EEXEM A I BR
g BA=E EF FolAsla ded, BREES #RolgE KoM ¥t ofy
o BURFREHRM AN 434S Haxes BUFRsime S£ENEE 28
L3EGT & otk i KEFENEE ol:¥ Bue st A¥=HY &
out BFREM e Emizd glo} oW He] JpahEme s $IHY e
A FAH o= AHEA RIohs REZF A

F HRANE Y 257 ARFAV|E FolM vnF REHECS & 5 U
TR NBAERY I SV T2, 2HAL A
gL A71FATAL BAAZTAL AFALETAL FAHALGJMF A AL 5
AL ERNEEAL R2EAL FAAFTAL FIATTAL HFIAHE B
AR s

a3 DEAKEL! 2 93t 571 mREHRS 3/l AERE dAdRLH,
Zt g TAHY P HFRERM a2 T8 S5
AZEe) s 5w zh FA7| T phA BE)S £ 5] fske] 19853 KB 1987
d 7t 3/ Azt A e E o] §sHt



88 RWEBHRE (HFE3%)

19879 2ZHL F4og FREANB mhA&EM-S HrIg AR EFDE WY
8

8
o) MEg R IR AgeHol /3 WAL

X
N
)
o,
fol

to
i)
2o
oA
K

0
=
N
i

2 Aoz Yehgth

198639 BA$E BE 97 7l#o] g&H0IUN &4 °
2 yriglen, 19858 e A&, wagd sgel 47 77,10/ 718 %
7+ e,

3dzte] &4 HrteA A&FHoz HriE 71Ee FHYAFTFTAL A/ALE
AL 2R HMFAZA} EXNEFTAL T2FAL FALETAIOIRAE, RN EF
At FEFALE 884 ghol #E3) MAE rgez Yeigd 19 7@ &
&4 Fol /A 23l AL 25 Holn Y 53] 198739 F-EAl0) 1986
del 2R wigte] A3tg ez Jepgdh ol DEA AN 2#HE F3hd
158802 H7E V&Y HEsE ES A% FEER =2 3F & 243
B od(&E Do 2

(T =LY 19873 B84 B/HAHE QAT Ao 784 g2 069731
21 FRI|HL EZVH”‘—LA} E2FAL AL FAOIAEY 53 EAAL
FTAE AL e 584 Hrle /1A Be Jgae 7xn Qe AoE U
ok

ALy F3 24% 71RFo] 2-HQ £33 Hlaty ofF AxE Ao
2 Ueisted, shaddtke] MAEHE A Bl kBT o & 4FE 2L
T A= FHH Ok FAY FAY BAKIEY HES AT = =]
o & Aotk

870 71gol BlEE A A

w

i)
2
2L
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ED A FHE S  DEA
BURFI R HRAR 19854F 19864F 19874
B R E X & 1T 0, 58514 0, 72926 0, 69731
B R # 17 0, 72613 0, 84963 0, 82140
o f ¥ B AT 0, 70256 0, 78747 0. 73905
B HEExE $f 7 0. 68660 0, 81058 0, 77808
% EEY S 0, 77432 1, 00000 0, 81499
B ERE SN 0, 87416 1, 00000 0. 90147
kX B AR 2 Gt 0, 54767 0, 80953 1, 00000
RETERAGELW 0, 74173 0, 82024 0, 74190
KBFEERROR 1, 00000 1, 00000 1, 00000
BEAWHmEBRLR 1, 00000 1, 00000 1. 00000
EHHEHRX|R 1, 00000 1, 60000 1, 00000
X @ & 20 0. 60832 0, 76202 0, 76348
BRI BOR 1. 00000 1, 00000 1. 00000
B E % o 0 1, 00000 1, 00000 1. 00000
R AkKEELR 1, 00000 1, 00000 1, 00000
AARKSIRRDH 1, 00000 1, 60000 1, 60000
[ n¥x o it 0, 76475 0,93913 0, 92906
(% 2) 19874 FEXRAT DEA &% FE/RR BOX
DMU : #EIZE 84T
#AHE = 069731
6 VALUE = 0, 697327
SHEEM = DMU 13 , DMU 14 , DMU 16
AVALUE = 2, 400014, 0,082139, 0, 338542
L VALUE MEASURED VALUE IF EFFICIENT SLACK
VARI 9413 9413 0
VAR2 1, 02529 2,97134 1, 94605
VAR3 0. 08837 18, 70516 18, 61679
VAR4 1,02130 3, 21674 2, 05898
VAR5 0, 07412 2, 18328 2, 10914
VARG 234 163, 17 0
VAR7 8951 6241, 77 0

VARS 790 559,5 0
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NV, &

Tuj

BRAFEHFIE T3t DEAS b} e Ho] 53] £4HJed A, AL3F
QA BT} HE LA 7B FRE JMeEA T B4, WELEHN BEL
HEA AAEA o AR, EQG A& BAE EBHATY B ojuF A}
A Figo)] ot BAY Pav) glon Eog FHEM N AEHS FXT
F e Ao},

ol ¥ MM FELRS Mol DEAE 29| st Wrld ¥ vyo
E J4EYI E F loy AEd Elo] #EE HPASES gho] MtyEr
EEAE F UE O 9 32E 584 2 oA g3E 227 Uk

221 DEAE ZE H|A&3<Q DMUS WA &3, o/" DMU7} ¥&
39 Zeos WHE 9 FL3I £ EHHE B ARG BARS
zojokgthe Ae Uehiu ofd DMUZ} 714 AYsA BAHES TURE
7t B2 | HARS ] /M Ee B2 9014 NuAE AN £ eV}
o #F FAE AHIAE EIch

ol21¥ BT 5502 DEAS M&AM FES #YE FFuhdoldy] Boe
el REL2ZAM 188 F Je Wi AXNE & YA ¢ 28Y 58
4 Bt 8 SFo) HlELHY BEY AAE B3 584 MMolgH =3
NSRS A% EEEKS #HEC] HPAH M 1 Ay} §8T HHE
M8 7FAE AUA ZIH DEAE HA4e oz ¥ 4 g Aol
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