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Abstract

DEA converts multiple inputs and outputs of a decision unit into a single measure of
performance, generally mentioned as relative efficiency. DEA has been applied successfully as a
performance evaluation tool in many fields including manufacturing, banks, pharmacies, and
hospitals to name a few. This paper applies the input-oriented DEA model, DEA/Window
analysis, and Malmquist indices to the 9 regions in Korea to measure the efficiency and
productivity. The empirical results show the following findings. First, the super efficiency
indicate that efficiency of Group 2 is greater than Group 1. Second, Malmquist indices show that
productivity of Group 2 is less than Group 1. Third, DEA/Window of Group2 show that
Chungnam is most stable, while Jeonnam is most unstable.
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<E 2> XA S2I7bxIY(S: 102 )

T [ A [ 9d [ A [ A9 [ A9 [ wE [ ew | 39
2000 32.0 37.6 25.7 91.8 27.7 38.2 175 224 24.7
2001 299 35.0 234 854 25.0 36.2 15.7 20.0 223
2002 323 38.6 264 98.7 26.3 38.7 16.7 222 245
2003 354 43.2 28.5 106.9 28.4 42.8 18.5 24.3 28.5
2004 37.2 48.1 30.7 121.3 30.6 45.8 19.7 26.6 33.1
2005 42.7 56.2 35.6 149.6 35.1 52.3 22.6 30.5 40.3
2006 47.2 61.0 40.6 1721 39.0 59.3 253 34.1 48.6
2007 51.0 68.2 44.8 188.0 421 64.2 27.2 36.7 54.0
2008 438 58.2 379 164.2 36.8 56.2 23.6 31.7 49.1
1 o] A 0.19 0.24 0.23 0.29 0.19 0.21 0.20 0.21 0.34
Z gursde ROAAY 419 AR¥3Y QDAY A= PG, A4 BED,
X%, A5, 43, S=F, dEY, AAEE-rE, §9%, W6, vxy, 19
BEPAY; 220, L4Y; FRNY, QA 2AT 4E
ZA5: BAA YAl E(www.nso.go.kr)
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1. CCR=&t BcC2 &

& AFelA= HlaH SAVE 7 FUA8AES VIS o2 DEAY VEAHR B
%l CCR(Charnes, Cooper, Rhodes)®. &7} BCC(Banker, Charnes, Cooper)= &<l 2 (1)<
o] 83ttt

im S
min O, = e | 2 7 + ﬂsj (1)
s.t Ooxp = 2 XN+ s7, i=12,....m,
. +
Vi = 2V N, — s/, r=12,....p

1) 9371 % 3, “DEA window ¥ Malmquist productivity indexE &3 U] #FosAle] FH)
2 BA7, T AA AT, #2048 A6s, 2007, p.2560.
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I

A, = 1, (BCCEFH Aok

0<A, s ,s Vi r,J.

71 A & F2FA(reference set) 52 7ISACGTAIIA)E, s; F sf v 44 2HEYF

(FUREY  cfupT s ZARIREREY  dfunE  Ugud en
x(i=1,2,...m St y,(i=1,2,..0)E DMU j € 79 F9 ras) 4Eens ek

2. Malmquist 44t 24
Fare et al.(1994)2 o} Zo] Malmquist A2Hd A 4+=5 A o315t
|

Dt(X t+ 1 Yt+1) DZ+I(X t+1 YH—I) 2
Dt(Xt Yt) * Dt+1(Xt Y[) ] (2)

M(X t+1, Yt+1,Xt, Yt):(

Malmquist A4 2|57} M= 191 BS-ole AL rdze} vHlasia ¢+ 1dxd
T de] fide AS vty a2l Mo 1ol rdko] MisiM i e SUtE,
M<leol®d ¢t dzo HaiA A dtehs gtk A ()AllA X Ye 42
I A2Ee] wWEolth agx DUXTTL YITHE JZF i+ 1AM AEED FUE
712 tolAe 7I&t ALFgolr, DL AoA = TFESFYEW (constant return to
scale)S ¢ 7| gt} 2)

ol

i
Ml

o)

3. DEA/Window &4

SH A £4°9% DEA/Window”|H& 2 (1)& ¢l&3t olsHdw e dg 2 DEA
BAE FYgozN Y DMU= 7 7|7t wel M2 o2 DMUZ 245 7] wid
FYES AEEY Fd vla] DMUY 571 S84 128 o fsim, FA9 H8A
TE AT F Ark AV T 999 Fo] ZHHHE 74 Axgo g #FA] 9
FE YA Hi 959 884 Hrte oleHTHAY £AFOE AxS 4]
P A ok of HolAM ke BA7IZE, pe 9% F, ne DMUY F, we =4
o 5 quigth B4 R WA =gl 12 1RH pAA Y DMUE tige
2) 89, "7 olF I LG W 47, TAFAHAT, , A19E A1Z, 2002,

pp-134-136.
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E$-olAM 712t 22 H p+ 172 pnle) DMUZ thiio s

W
0% @ 71 HE olEauA ppHY AR$X HrHRTE

=

o o

2 =%9 DMU= I AYFAL 2AE, A, 27, A, A, A&, &4 T9)olH,
o] G5 HAALEFUT, TIRZAEFAY, YUFEAS FULAZE, FHRIPIAA S 4
SEZ 433590

<¥E 3> CCRZHod <t =g8MH &4
2000 2001 2002 2003 2004

I8l | 282 | 281 | 282 | 2§81 | OIF 51 | 282 | 2181 | 2182

A 0.847 | 0.847 | 0.815 | 0.815 | 0.776 | 0.776 | 0.660 | 0.660 | 0.699 | 0.699
e 0.794 | 0.877 | 0918 | 0.988 | 0.689 | 0.888 | 0.624 | 0.887 | 0.664 | 0.923
okl 0.844 | 0.866 | 0.776 | 0.868 | 0.759 | 0.950 | 0.717 | 099 | 0.750 | 0.936
737 0578 | 1.871 | 0536 | 0977 | 0566 | 0875 | 0478 | 0863 | 0546 | 0.877
A 0.763 | 0.928 | 0.860 | 0.989 | 0.681 | 0.889 | 0.598 | 0.881 | 0.663 | 0.896
A 0967 | 1139 | 0.828 | 1.033 | 0.787 | 1.051 | 0.652 | 1.040 | 0.700 | 1.032
A5 0791 | 1237 | 0872 | 1492 | 0.736 | 1362 | 0.628 | 1190 | 0.738 | 1.243
24 1.801 | 1.801 | 1.699 | 1.699 | 1.675 | 1.675 | 1.646 | 1.646 | 1.532 | 1.532
i 0.642 | 1152 | 0.623 | 1.186 | 0.611 | 1254 | 0.621 | 1.540 | 0.668 | 1.797
Bt 0.892 | 1.191 | 0.881 | 1.117 | 0.809 | 1.080 | 0.736 | 1.078 | 0.773 | 1.104

<E 3>9 AZF
2005 2006 2007 2008

181 182 a1E1 182 151 182 1&1 182

FAk 0.798 0.798 0.849 0.849 0971 0.971 1.008 1.008
e 0.775 0.962 0.756 0.952 1.122 1.143 1.097 1.107
o1 0.773 0.905 0.785 0.958 0.870 0.885 0.974 0.994
77 0.576 0.932 0.594 0.936 0.738 1.011 0.809 1.207
A 0.698 0.868 0.698 0.854 0.819 0.851 0.836 0.847
ke 0.814 1.086 0.776 1.067 0.876 0.971 0.857 0.909
A 0.747 1.169 0.677 1.027 0.821 1.075 0.803 0.966
24k 1.464 1.464 1.453 1.453 1.316 1.316 1.180 1.180
Eai 0.705 1.518 0.732 1514 0.831 1.523 0.938 1.613
ks 0.817 1.078 0.813 1.068 0.929 1.083 0.945 1.092

3) AeE - ubEF - WA, ‘o EalRPs e 584 2 ZA 2<%l Uig Static and Dynamic
a7, TAZA AT, , #2538 A43, 2008, pp.189-191.
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TPl A7) 200007 2008 7EA]0lH, A Alme AR s|et T4 9
YAl EAAM et £ =i e Furads g & 4F(LF1) et Ik

BolFa gtk 20009 7717
057801]}\1 1.871%, 200230 AXo] 0736914 1.362%, 200430l o] 0.668°014 1.797

2, 200613 ol 73401 0.7761 4 1.067=, 20083l ZF'do] 093894 1.6130.2 &&Ao| F
HEASS & F vk 2P FHAgs AHEY, 25 19 A< 2003970 = A&
o 3gsltrl 20049 FEE Eg*é ghol S7kstaL 9lom, OfF 29 Aee 2884
o] grol AM o 2000 olHE FFF| 1 gho] FrelA|al Ut

0_1_4 _LIN.,

V. AA2ZEQIAY £43 DEA/WINDOW +4

DMU® MalmquistX| 5ol 9J3F F QoA ] HelsE A3 ETE, TF144 200192
2000l ®I& 7.0%7}, 2003 d-2 20021 Bl 5.1%7F, 2006112 2005l HI3] 0.6%7F
At om, 20083 20070 Ml 1.2%7F stEtslAach 28 A AF7 152 3t
33 AGe Ay AEo=w Jehgth IE204 20013-& 20003 B 0.2%7F 3HE
o, 20039 20020 BIE) 2.9%7F A Th 20061 2005 HIE 1.2%7} &4
Fom, 20083 20070 wIs] 7.7%7} s Tk el AR A7 15 A3 A Y
< A AE, FEeE Uyt

off

(o0

<E 4> Malmquist 4 &tA H 3l 20034-2006H (2 & 1)

2000- 2001- 2002- 2003- 2004- 2005- 2006- 2007-
2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008

o
=t

1.042 0.970 1.008 0.965 1.070 1.046 0.972 1.003 1.009

1.252 0.765 1.037 1.074 1.122 0.960 1.123 0.944 1.035

0.995 0.997 1.119 0.954 0.965 0.999 0.942 1.087 1.007

1.004 1.077 1.001 1.041 0.991 1.014 1.055 1.052 1.029

1.222 0.807 1.041 1.047 1.021 0.991 0.982 0.947 1.007

0.927 0.969 0.981 0.979 1.090 0.937 0.959 0.931 0.972

1.193 0.861 1.011 1.071 0.948 0.892 1.030 0.948 0.994

0.975 1.041 1.130 0.985 1.032 1.050 0914 0.885 1.001

1.023 1.000 1.131 1.144 1.200 1.163 1.044 1.042 1.093

1.070 0.943 1.051 1.029 1.049 1.006 1.002 0.982 1.017

FN [ | ofe o |24 | ot | 24 | ot | O, | ot [
L) | | | | | | e |

‘
-

f

0.119 0.107 0.060 0.063 0.081 0.078 0.066 0.067 0.034
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<E 5> Malmquist 4 &tA H 3l 2000:4-2008H (2 & 2)

2000- 2001- 2002- 2003- 2004- 2005- 2006- 2007-
2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008

o
=

1.042 0.970 1.008 0.965 1.070 1.046 0972 1.003 1.009

1.106 0.890 1.056 1.005 1.098 0.998 1.079 0.935 1.021

0.997 1.033 1.079 0.927 0.954 0.990 0.932 1.054 0.996

0.733 1.052 0.996 1.004 1.048 1.006 1.057 0.866 0.970

1.017 0.903 1.040 0.985 1.022 0.993 0.992 0.918 0.984

0.929 1.015 1.025 0.994 1.071 0.956 0.963 0.830 0.979

1.077 1.088 0.879 0.967 0.986 0.922 1.029 0.945 0.987

0.975 1.037 1.112 0.964 1.032 1.043 0.914 0.874 0.994

0.943 1.169 1.065 1.011 1.064 0.934 0.995 0.834 1.002

0.980 1.018 1.029 0.980 1.038 0.988 0.993 0.923 0.994

FIN || of\e o |24 | ot | 24 | ot | 1O | ot [
L) A | | B | N e | e |

A+ | 0.109 0.088 0.067 0.027 0.045 0.043 0.055 0.070 0.016

fd

2. DEA/Window &4

9)3te] DEA/Window 28 o2 CCR &&
2000391 4 20083712 ¢ 9do|n], 9x$ Eo 5
ANAHRT} <F 6><E 7> <1E 1><19Y

L =
FFAAS & F e, BHESL %
A Ao, ¥idoel 0.0900.2 713
A A FE Yeiyth LDPE &4
A7t 28449 Wt g 2
HALO] gro] A5 7 9
17} 003002 7H¢ #e g
#s Ul AES A7 7 B
9dzt E&49 Wt M A%

b},

[o

N g g Lo
[0 of o HN
Woag oy,

kv

= oA o
o to o m E oo mr X

AN

o

Lo
N

o] ¥slrh 7t

e 2 b 8 ooab 2

P

<E 6> 524 Mol thE oEM EM: O51

DMU HAF A5 Skl 737 A k1 A5 24 =
AA 0682 | 0.680 | 0681 | 0511 | 0637 | 0.681 | 0645 | 0960 | 0.610
XFHA} 0.042 | 0076 | 0.035 | 0.047 | 0.043 | 0.034 | 0042 | 0.056 | 0.090

LDP 0145 | 0241 | 0110 | 0172 | 0138 | 0125 | 0156 | 0151 | 0.255

T LDP= A £4717F & &84 gke] HAART HEgke] Aols ovleh
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o

=eaEH sts| x| M26% M3 (2010. 9)

<E 7> 24 =240l gt oY M OF

o

DMU A | AE | AW | A7 | R | A | RS | =it | S
AAEd | 0682 | 0876 | 0871 | 0871 | 0.829 | 0957 | 0979 | 0974 | 0.983
EFHA | 0042 | 0050 | 0045 | 0050 | 0.044 | 0039 | 0031 | 0.039 | 0.030

LDP 0145 | 0189 | 0169 | 0216 | 0227 | 0190 | 0111 | 0.149 | 0.104

F: LDP= A £4717 & &84 ge] HAART HEge] Aolg oveh

<38 1> X9H gFEX F0 <38 2> X|9¥ LDP Fo0l

B =89 DMUE 90 AYF4 AE, A, 471, A, 4, A5, 21holH, o]
A5 AALEIT, FIAALIA, VPSS FYUY/AE, FHIPIAAS EE
2 A3 a8y B =79 53 duFEds x93 4 A1 s1) gt
FEAS XTI AH(LE)Y S84 ANALS v - A= Aot

TRAHE gofely vt Aok A, BIHE VISR, OF 19 B 20039 A=
A&Z o= steEteltirt 20049 FHE 884 @rol kst JoH, IF 29 B¢ 28E4
ol Ax ey 2000 o2 3] 2 gho] FopA|al Stk oL &EA3S 100% FAIsH]
A FALAEE A =Y AR7E sl & A& ovigith =4, 1F1eA4 200132 2000

ol wis] 7.0%7} 200392 2002130l Hlal 51%7F 20061d-E 200500 HIs) 0.6%7}F 3L
7, 2008'A-2 20073l Hla) 1.2%7} stetebdinh. 8o Ak A7t 15 8kl A9 d
I AFog vehgth 52004 20019 20009l HS 02%7) herglom, 20031d-E 2002
o Hlsl 29%7} “ds ek 20062 20051l Hls) 1.2%7} stehdl o, 2008'd-L 20073 1]
77%7F sty el A Asrh 15 3SR Ade B4, AR, SHoE yehhth Al
A, 2F114 LDPZ B9t wie Qo] 9|zt a&4de] Wsll 7 Agka, el 97t
agde) M7t 7 & A0 JENTh B3 252004 LDPE HokE v o] 9dkt
&9 s} 7P Agkal, Al A9t a8 st 7 & o2 YERETh

=X
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S

T3 1 ko] oA Atk o] AL &S 100% FAISH7]
59 ARf7F A & AE gugt 24, 1F1A AL A5

G AEoE UeEt 252404 A AT 15 F3e
B, AR 2oz Ueigth AR, 18104 LDPE 243 BH <13o] 9
o W37t 71 A%a, S A9t a849 WUt Mg & AeZ yE
529014 LDPE EdeS wWe Fe] 99zt a4 Wt 7 sk,
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