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Analysis of Operational Efficiency of Military Department of University Using
Data Envelopment Analysis Method

Young-Min Bae *, Sweng-Kyu Lee

ABSTRACT

The purpose of this paper was to confirm the operational level of the military department of universities, which plays a
key role in the officer training process, through empirical research and confirm meaningful results for improvement. There
are 11 university military departments operated through the Army, agreements, and semi-agreement, and the Data
Envelopment Analysis (DEA) was applied from the perspective of resource input and performance for each university's
military department operation to analyze relative efficiency and confirm specific directions for improvement. As a result of
operational efficiency analysis, 6 DMUs (Decsision Making Unit) were found to be efficient in the BCC model out of 11
DMUSs, and the evaluation results could be confirmed through classification of efficient and inefficient groups through data
capture analysis. This paper may be of practical value in that it checks the efficiency of the comparative university
military departments and confirms specific information for development through the DEA-Additive model that reflects
several evaluation factors at once. Through this, the operators of each university’s military department are admitted.
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