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A 1856927 571872 390972 42900 3110007 26417
B 857443 235287 171143 77386 1182016 -11780
C 532721 211202 114727 42050 845299 2708
D 359489 105930 90641 51500 526363 6339
E 738846 261228 172413 106613 1049335 -26213
F 843570 283437 170684 133872 1300599 10649
G 7199076 2487537 1280540 26473 16380820 262042
H 3547185 1070389 702040 44700 6271937 44302
I 3457978 1026027 713878 30000 5369149 35461
J 3407301 1102580 653979 35400 5677076 123101
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<E 5> 2EEAle A A J|x SAHE
(39w, 9nked)
2001 e e
T SEAE] 2H9 A7) A FARIR WA =3
2 o 3k 3816 16142 133872 5225559 1652219
A3k 712 1505 25000 334829 138929
¥ T 1942.6 5460.5 52289.4 1712133.2 512185
¥=Hxt 1016.25 4198.48 31425.92 1424186.79 437707.02
2002 FHR L
T SEAE) 2H A}7] A} FARFE WA =3
2 o 3k 3852 16383 232159 5944922 1986892
A3k 681 1195 26473 319223 103738
g 1 1887.1 5284.1 68725 1866993.4 579804
¥=Hat 971.82 4301.94 62075.49 1623956.29 534613.49
2003 Eolga AEQ A
T SRAE) 23 A}7] A} SRR WA &= 3
2 o gk 4006 18339 133872 6219738 2288195
A3k 651 1044 26473 360995 127236
¥ T 1858.7 6000 53542.6 1926123.7 669961.4
¥=Hat 1003.098 5040.89 30000.18 1705035.26 616911.03
2004 FAdaA AEQ A
T SEAE) 23 A}7] A} FARE R WA =3
2 o 3k 4075 17975 133872 6733718 2254812
A3k 667 1111 26473 335633 108118
¥ T 1885.1 6587.1 53792.6 2078946.5 659022
¥t 997.64 5279.63 29959.17 1880945.87 614995.47
2005 oA AEQ A
T SEAE) 23 A7 A} SRR WA =3
2 o 3k 5360 20358 133872 7199076 2487537
A3k 911 1095 26473 359489 105930
¥ T 2205.8 7176.3 59229.5 2280053.6 735548.9
¥=Hxt 1298.01 5806.86 33908.55 2045580.57 691264.55
< S>ollA AW B - AtEa o] Higk Fol HEHE JF9L 2001d ©]
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BH <F 6>3 gt}

<E 6> MA cHBEBA WY 52N Y FRAATHY

HJ

Z} dAdrdg g8A 9 fESFEY A4 ddE Vs s é(technical efficiency)& CCR Egol|A, ¢4

7] &84 (pure technical efficiency)2 BCC ZE&ol|A A3, 72 &84 (scale efficiency)=71E8&

*é/—é" l% SAZ AT agla R Foane) '&Ed ﬁ‘j 9 ""‘%ﬂ%(IRS), TR EH(CRS),
2] A 7

RS ARDRS)S SAE oleld A4S ekl Eangsael #8 tepa,
2 7% )% TR el e as
At = 284 a4 g4 IRS CRS DRS
2001 0.900 0.952 0.944 3 2 0
2002 0.834 0.930 0.893 6 4 0
2003 0.822 0.955 0.860 7 3 0
2004 0.822 0.952 0.865 7 3 0
2005 0.848 0.954 0.889 8 2 0
Hit, s 0.845 0.945 0.890 2% 28% 0%
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o] ¥ BMARY T84S 2FR T gt AL TR 2R 3% 9E V)Eo
2 329 oAl WEAl G, H, I Jo 470AFe} 3% ¢ mlnkel 28} 6 WALE TR St
T # Mk Ed TR TR FYaz
At A= a&4 a8 &4 IRS CRS DRS
A 0.830 0.948 0.875 5 0 0
- B 0.744 0.822 0.905 5 0 0
j C 0.642 0.952 0.679 5 0 0
; D 0.810 1.000 0.810 5 0 0
; E 0.968 0.981 0.986 2 3 0
b F 0.721 0.854 0.844 5 0 0
it vF 0.786 0.926 0.850 54% 6% 0%
G 1.000 1.000 1.000 0 5 0
o H 0.998 0.999 0.999 1 4 0
= I 0.891 1.000 0.891 3 2 0
A} i 0.849 0.931 0915 5 0 0
B, HF 0.935 0.983 0.951 18% 229% 0%
AA T, WS 0.845 0.945 0.890 72% 28% 0%
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7F 06792 A Hos e 1 99lo] gl Ao® Yehgth 1R £ FgHE 4
HEW GAbtrel A4 RS Jeha 9low, A B, C, D, F, JAH] B 4713 B
* *Ow S el 9o FYes FUE o 2 AES 94 T 5 IS ¢ &

At < DEA/Window @& &3 T4 2&4ds i

3) DEA/Window 23S °] &3 el &84

= 107 & s|AbEe] FEHA 284 45 959 DEA/Window RO
CCR Z&AS A9, 047%1 A 7 001l A 20053744 &) 5yl o]
AL F2 2 (30l o3f 302 AAsA, AEfo] 5= SolA] AFE <E 2>
of oA 37hela, ZF D=9 F DMUSE 3070, A4 9=$-2] DMUSE 907171 2
t}. DEA/Window E3-& AH&3te] CCR T Hl4 T84S 543 234E <> 4
gttt o] & QoFsd <i 8>3 Zth

)
rlo
Do

<E 8> CCR 224 &&EAN
LDS(Largest difference between scores in the same year) : 59 Jd=W &84 g Hd a3 4 #
o] #po] LDY(Largest difference between scores in the year) 2 7Zb % 5 LDS7F Hdidl A, LDP

(Largest difference between scores across the entire period) : A X717+ 5 &84 79 Ad 33
2 #e ZolE uBtH<HE-=> CCR &84 &Y #Ix).

T A B C D E F G H I J
ETFEHEA 0040 0042 0020 0092 0113 0038 0037 0052 0115 0.060

LDY 0003 0.023 0012 0021 0016 001 0035 0013 0022 0.025

LDP 0134 0121 0051 0231 0361 0097 0109 0159 0280 0.170

% 8> CCR &84 ZwA Ax 2471 &k xe84 LDY, LDP s &4
goz A 5d 107 EslRsAbEe] el s S shetet o 9l
WA BEEAE AvRY Rt gho] s 2 kg asdde] A4
< & F e, BAAN xEdA7 002002 7P A2 ghs ekl CAF 24 9
=9o meAel 7 A & g glan, whdel AL 01158 T 2 i
& UEhd hs 7F g9 28] 7P 2<hde Zlo® YERTh LDY kel 4
T2 000382 ZHE AL e WER AME QiR g8 TP A o
9l whdel 0.0359] gh& WEhd GAE AERE B8] 7 wokARh S
@3 HERATE LDP ko] - 00519 7Hd 22 s e EslR sk C
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% ey A EE
PRV 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 AEA o5 = LDY LDP
08% 0828 0.783 0.824
0828 0.787  0.768 0.794

0787 0771 0721 0760 0793  0.040 0.003 0.134
LDS 0.000  0.000 0.001  0.003  0.000
A+ 085 0828 0787 0770 0.721

0678  0.711  0.650 0.679
B 0.711 0650  0.596 0.652
0659 0619 0717 0665 0666 0042 0023 0121
LDS 0.000  0.000  0.009  0.023  0.000
A"k 0678 0711 0653 0607  0.717
0572 0569  0.587 0.576
C 0569 0575  0.536 0.560
057 0536 0536 0549 0562 0020 0012 0.051
LDS 0.000  0.000  0.012 0.000  0.000
A"E 0572 0569 0579 0536 0536
0606 0628  0.819 0.684
D 0628 0.819 0.710 0.719
0837 0731 0794 0787 0730 0092 0021 0.231
LDS 0.000  0.000  0.018 0.021  0.000
A" 0606 0628 0825 0720 0.794
0639  0.898  1.000 0.846
E 0.898  1.000  0.900 0.932
1.000 0916 0833 0916 0898 0113 0016 0.361
LDS 0.000  0.000  0.000 0.016  0.000
A"+ 0639 0898  1.000 0908  0.833
0614 0647  0.706 0.656
F 0638 0696  0.711 0.682
0696 0.716 0648 0687 0675 0038 001  0.097
LDS 0.000  0.009  0.010  0.005  0.000
A"t 0614 0643 0699 0714 0.648
0.891  1.000  1.000 0.964
G 0965  1.000  1.000 0.988
1.000 1000  1.000 1000 098 0037 0035  0.109
LDS 0.000  0.035  0.000 0.000 0.000
A"+ 0891 0983  1.000 1.000  1.000
0.841  1.000  1.000 0.947
H 1.000  1.000  0.956 0.985
1.000 0969 098 098 0972 0.052 0.013 0.159
LDS 0.000  0.000  0.000 0.013  0.000
AxgdE 0841 1.000  1.000 0963  0.986
0893  1.000  0.760 0.885
I 1.000 0.738  0.720 0.819

0.741 0,720 0819 0760 0821 0115 0.022  0.280
LDS 0.000  0.000  0.022  0.000  0.000
A"+ 0893 1000 0.746 0803 0.819
0.716  0.833 0.834 0.794
J 0.808  0.814  0.886 0.836
0814 088 0726 0809 0813 0060 0025 0170
LDS 0.000 0025 0.020 0.000  0.000
AxgdE 0716 0820 0821 0886 0.726
Average 0.731 0808 0811 0.782  0.778
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abstract

The purpose of this paper is to analyze the efficiency change and determinants of the
korean non-life insurance companies. we use DEA (Data Envelopment Analysis) model to
measure company efficiency change and use GLS, Tobit model, Flixed effect model, Random
effect model, GMM to measure efficiency determinants. we utilize ten non-life insurance
companies in korea and the panel data for five from 2001 to 2005.

The empirical results show the following findings. First, technical efficiency shows that
approximately 155% of inefficiency exists on the non-life insurance companies and it reveals
that the cause for technical inefficiency is due to scale inefficiency. Second, Dea Window
results show that the stable dissimilarity by standard deviation, LDP of CCR. Third, the
results of efficiency determinants show that increase efficiency is depend on the premium

income and real estates.
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