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Abstract

By using data e nvelopment analysis(DEA) this research measures the efficiency of Korea's
five seaports and their Malmquist productivity from 1997 to 2006. Under the assumption of
CRS(constant returns to scale) and VRS(various returns to scale), seaports’ rankings of efficiency
are measured. Busan port is confirmed as a best-performed port in the various measurements.
Important finding facts are as follows. 1)Busan, Incheon and Ulsan seaports are efficient ports
under the assumption of CRS and VRS. 2)Gwangyang port shows 4.3% lower efficiency level
compared with efficient ports. 3)Pohang port shows 27.3% lower efficiency level compared with
efficient ports. 4)Average total factor productivity of Korea’s five ports has been lower at the
rate of 31% during the period from 1997 to 2006. Main policy implications are 1)Busan port is
more efficient than Gwangyang port, which reflects the difference of economic activities between
two regional econmies. 2)During the period 1997-2006, Korea’s five largest ports has experienced
lower efficiency levels in the first half period because of the 1997 Korean Financial Crisis, but
higher efficiency levels in the second half period because of economic recovery. In future
research the more and better data will be expected to improve the understanding of Korean
seaports’ efficiency characteristics.
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19604t o2 A FAd B FFE AANME BERDIE AL °IF
gtk 53 19909 ol 2 FFo] olojN FI& TP FFAY IrtEL weE 3
ARFE FASAA oo Futstel AR IF] F/1E FEANAKT A2 FEHEA
G081 e AQUF D RF) okgade] Gio) w FFH FFY FIEFY
ol FFHR Atk 0T Ao W o] I FIY FuAdel F&HA VY
1 gom, 53 3 A 10%0149] AP At FFee Fve] BFIA
Bead Ay dstel e FR7Eze FFeted W& £T Yok oA I
Aol FUHAA FFH} FFY AHE P34 AGHADL YD IFTPRE FF
Fure] AAHL ZUAFI7) st ARAY T2aPL NPAKT AL FFEAT A
HAg HAsen FuebAEe FAFANIN T Yok =R P 584E FUA
s15te] gute] W1gsH(privatization) & AF FAs) ox Ytk oG Fure] A
Ansy) 9% xYol FuHVA Fwte AP L FrEE TGFd 2420 AAE
AThY oled AAHY 225L AAHY 225 FH 229 A 222 B
g o FHY ZWeAE Be4e 23S T gt FAHL wug F g
olth. Aol FFe HEHEA olo] Fre) AEAY T Bl AR FHHx
o 53] elolvge) agAd dE ATE AR FHET Yok 2P Ve &
4g 2A%7] Aol goo A4S FQsed A4d FHA ARV BFHY
2783 REe] WNekoz o Rore) Avt wl¢ A%ET Ye Ayl AT 3
53] Sgol AFNETe Pt U BAo] FHHT YLAE BT AR
RBEste] A9 AHo] vl AR Ae)olnt.
2 AFNe @29 50 Fue 33, FFY, AW, $4Y, PP ae4e
AslaA ity 71Ed £3] AHRHa ¢lE DEA(Data Envelopment Analysis: A58 X%
AAe ggat A2 5u) Pte N WD olg AP FHS AN

NS K ode e N A0 kb

e At

1) FoprolA e Fubfdo]l F&3A FPHE olfE °lF AGFrtEe] FEFEJLEE F
FEA FHEN ZAGUE 5T AALAE 7T Aotk o4 we FopAorEAY 4
FEL 02 AYRT A A Jedn T Frhge] obAUA Ad 20933k 20%°]
34 Zelol &8 Fol FU1ste oo i@ 4=-& Yap and Lam(2006) F=.

2) Yap and Lam(2006)ol w2 FolAjole] F8 Feoly gute AABAE F79 ZAY A
of we} o 7tdd Aol o] AANA A 303 Tl 7o) BAFYH FFFol NF
o2 o g d9¢ dn Jdokxn A ok o] AFeME 53 B ol B4
Yo EFPTa g Fsvguizie] ZARAA dvke S BAFD ok

3) 29 A7l wad v93e] FE7 e INAFE o xS ALY E Zede A7l
AN ek olo] & F2e] AT 2E Culliane, Ji, and T. F. Wang(2005)8 F=28 2.

4) Gi-Tae Yeo et al.(2008)ol] ]38} & 9+7 A2 (Port competitiveness)?] 242 387}x]9] 84 & Al
A3t Atk ol d a4EL diRE ALY #FE Aotk Y FHez FAHHI oY
+ 2280 BY] Wi A&4ERd AEE F gl 8480 B
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gt= 5o gfutel aEMof tiE vlwdF [ LtES$-0] £-0l1dH

3t AYAH o] E =&3uA o

B =E82 059 oAz A" 280 e dHagdSAn ddse V& Y
ZALE ANEL AZATY o|Z2AFE A/gTh 3-AgME FEA &AL A 9
g AFATY o284 wMAS AAGuAG g 4dXE St ¥ dFAR
E A& gt 58S wwsiy FAH Feojg Fded SHAME ZES AN
t}.

I 34

:

F5)

M

Fyuke] A 84E s WAHLRE FAJ AWHE AZEA Aol =YPHIL
Atk 2 e HEEA(ratio analysis)ol® T2 & WES AFAASAHI HAFA
(frontier estimation)¢] W4]o]1 t}Z& H}4]& DEA(data envelopment analysis)©]t}.

Song and Cullinane(2001)= o}Alole] ol dte] vl &E 4L AL3P: Roll and
Hayuth(1993)2 DEA®IY-S &43}7) A3t AFRuA A JDHEARE F23= 9]
239 4L ANt Atk Tongzon(2001) 339 ul /A& AAQ 127439 I
A2 S AHEste DEAZHXE AA18ha th Martinez et al(1999)& 2391e] & vhe]
&84S 43U Barros(2003a)= EFFZe) ute] 71&d A& WiEd 584
& EX3I9 1. Barros(2003b)= EFFZFTHe] FAMNAY ¥sE 29442 SRS
& 144N $A2E A¢Malmquist index)E FA8a o|ojA] 2dAdME EX

EEA4E vwsln Yo} Park and De(2004)= 11749 gd=Z3ute] &84 A4
gt

Y=o} gt

293 59 g D YA S dig A7E 2000 o) F FEEA o
FojAar gl EEjoly gere) S840 Uid AFEE Park(2002), ¥4 Rd F(2005), 2
4% 47 (2005), ¥HEQ1(2005), FE(2005), °)A4&-MA3-(2006)0] A VI Ak
ke Y FE&AC UF AFEE o]FF(1998), W=73(2005), AEIZ-A-8-5-(2005),
Park(2006), ®}:=7-912(2007) Fol Ux, sHAel ALHEAHdE o1FH-UVH
(2006)°] it

olH g 7|E Futy AEAL ESHIE =

AR, YA7 FooD ARYotEe) JBe A

5) o] REo] g AW FF Barros and Managi(2008)e] MHo) 2E3gn A d7E =
o A7 FUle AT wES FU8AT o] ANEL B T 58S FAT HEed
2 AA%e FHRaL(drivers)EL HARA S =448 AAED Ao
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thLiu(1995)). €4, e #FR29 Futo] & vt o aALHoln AEAAFE & ¥
o] glthE Ao]tHCoto Millan et al.(2000); Tongsan(2001)). AA), A= Fute] ¢
7t} 5 A overcapitalization) 7} ¢1theE A o|th(Bafios et al.( 1999)). YA, ZAEFHA 7|e
HAg 53 A4 Z7bh 8921 ke A o|th(Barros(2003b)). THAA, TR
AA, HEEd J1eAR5} wggdad 7193tn wdd &4 rledste B8-S
7l gtk Aolth(Barros(2005)). A, DEAW4 wHgoly FUdFdxe BAEF
(frontier model)= ®o] o]&5 3 the Aolth UFA, WHEE dHL vvdin T
g owyog wiEHo = ¢ e A7V} olFAL Urke Holo. AHA, A =4
H2E 3t AF7F BolA dos Heolth
ol AT AL e 7129 AT Wl o AFE Y AL e A
A FZoA 2AFE FHASA WNF A7E vy 2 7d 1d gA 54 ol
717tel giF ELA 2AAV F2 2AHD Jou B dFe HZY 10dF5¢9 &8
& ZR% vaFezy vud F/HQ FTHELAY FAE g3t FHE FAU
. EA, 7129 A7 FoiAd 108 ¢ Fwre] mgAde FFE A7 ded
(Park(2006)), 3}riel Fwhe PAo s 1097 E&AY AF¥E Hofstan o Y
o] AFMe @] 5t Fwre] FLAL unFo=N vlme tio] tgolr] HWEd
el 77 (frontier)E ZAsted Bth P FHARAE Foljd eoE AT
AR, 7122 §=e FUAFE Fu FRY o2 EFIA A3 Ao wHFI
2 & gtk st guke] FRe ojrt & it vime ANAA Y A5HY
BAZE @Eo] Yoy E&AY SAXNI dFFHoE ZAHHY of7] BEeIH o] =&
2o suigure s FE/ vimA M5 FHe gde s 104 FHZAE vad
A 23ZAF7} HnY GAHQ AR FojF F Y& AR AARAG U, F
Zo} gut o]l FZAAAZ WPt AAH o2 olFo|Au U3 53 WIF
¢ FHo 2 gL FA7} o]FojPox ole E&A tiE AT st ol
iehe mlEdte Aol AlFslt SATh olFF AHA o] d7e FF9 UIF
e 2R FAFAE =23tuA Q. dAA, o] dFANAME 53 74
3} Bgge] vuE Falo hrre /A Furee &40 did HE ¢ F
Ak AHolA a7 297t s Aot

= = = A T 1 4

o jn o B
oy

ol ox

tio

. Ay E

1. DEA HH E6)

6) Coelli, TJ., Rao, P. and Battese, G.E.(1998)o]= DEAS] i &d] thd AT dPo] Fo|Ax
Atk
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DEA(Data Envelopment Analysis)2&-& o] 719 EFdd 4&2 FAH ANAEA
(production frontier)E FAHIF}E vHIEFZF<e  WH(non-parametric  Method)o]th.
Farrel(1957)2] &8]l& #8835} Charnes et al. (1978) #3522 “Data Envelopment
Analysis'(1 R EBE Aol $o1& AEHPEY o) WHe oW JdANARBYS
(DMU: Decision-Making Units)] A4+ A (production frontier)& 743311 o|E DMUZH
8 Fdd 5848 ZQ3e Wolth o3 AN a&4E 487 Astd %
A ARAGYE o] &) E84L Foln 71t Hoo AdREdes Ho9
FEES AT 5 UE TYHOR Aot ek A48 FoAA V& dt M AT Y

< 271 93t FYHE FYE] HA4FE FYt= FHE &G0 =23ATL b9
EEFTYY FAFES AL AN Y BAFE QXS dol= FA AgA =edAT @
) A& AHET o Be F4Ee] FYHAAY o F& A& Tl AAHAL W o B
HE v g8 ol gt Farrell(1957)2 £Y4ES F7MA71A @1 A849 58 T4
Aoz dEEo] F7HE 4 de HE AFIAT & AU w4 e vhELEA
FEAY FFol F/HE F Ude S AFHT Rolth10) E&F i dEH = A9 713 H
drxe FHE HH 9 Feletn & 5= ok FHEH A Fe & t5e FAERF FE=A EA
e AgoAA FUEY +ES T AASAAM FAO B FRHY o AEES FaA
1A giie | BT HEES U o) Z7ME F e AEHE 2T o8 A =
23 AEAGHDMUYE E&3 71geletn & 5 Utk w2 of| DMU9] 3ol A
08 FUEL FYsHA F A el ofH EYES A2AA FEGANES S F 3
€ t& DMU7L EA3tHd o] DMUE Bl g olgta & 4 ot 281 S EH Y=
A28 A we A2 71E0] 292 Y 28 Aot & S EA G dstdy
€ Aolt}. o] F¢ olHET O] £ &N TEdA Bt o] Af-olle Azte] B me
= B8N SUHE AEE 5 AU

olH3 JAHE HAGe o FHst 24 DMUS 2849 FF

o

27 A% Py s

7) AT B2 d7AE o3 4A HAEE A 2ZESAE AN Ath =R FHIE
tekst 233 o & 59 MathematicagbE X MatlabolZtE x| GamsgtEX] &R olut
okl =YL o] &3ty AL e AFAERE HA FUMsln A

8) o83 &P FHIIWUEL FUANEH whf(input-oriented method)e}sr B-Et}

9) ol FE&HY AIWHE NHSAFF Wy (output-oriented method)ehil B2t} AFA ) o
2 FUXEHQ yeg A AUr) ohidE AEAFHoz HIF AWte FYY 54
oju} Axzle] AEe st AFA HIolE oY TR @AY Aol FEEHY] AT
dFE0] ol SRS Uk oA 84 FAXNE FAHA HE&A A HE(Luenberger
Efficiency Indicator)2}il Rt} o] ¥F2]& Luenberger(1992)8] ¢t ale} o] wlwis] AR
He A SA2lelt, o] Wale BN ASATNS AT Feio AAAFe}
2 g F A

10) o1& w4 Z& A9 H3}(allocative efficiency change)eli ¥Et}

11) o} 7)€% & &9 W3 {technical efficiency change)dtil F&t}.
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}2Z A DEAE Hl R4 3¢ (non-parametric) WY& E43t] Ao TEAE FAHsI=
uralo] Farrell(1957)e] o} Hgoz AGHJUT 2 o]F Charnes, Cooper and
Rhodes(1978)F 5 $1&H(input oriented)dl X E&AE ZA37) 93 #=2 Ag 59
B (constant returns to scale: CRS)S 7138t (F, RE 71g¢] HFAFRAAM &S
& 37) W2 F71gaulgFAe] 8 i Fo A& e ole] HFE DEA
23& Mt

o ghef, AAe] BaAsAY, AR AFRA Tol EAY Al ME VgL
AFAFRA AT &= JE A$ES 125113 Banker, Charnes and Cooper(1984)+=
TR v $Yshi(variable returns to scale: VRS)E 7133l 7]E9] DEARY S k-3 3
ZNZTHY old thd FAHQ o3 WAL AHEE UIH 2

1) 713 884 F4 9@ DEA SHTHB)

DEAW ) &84 ZAXNE =53k #4& A¥Ed ohga 2ok 4 ofF A
A9} (Decision Making Unit: DMU)E R 433 & 71€S 8319 ol 47158 T4
Q28 AHEZ WA EY, o] W FE P840 ANY FESES HAFLEN
713 584E F3E & Ik |

ol3g 71&d E44S AT W S o DMUY FUEFH AEES Y wH
ol5o ZHL TUXNLETY FEZ HAGI, o] AEY IARLR olFoAE ESAY
(convex combination)g B4 & Utk vl o] BE2AFP RUS HEH YUFAR
+F3t3 zt DMUEY 8848 &334 o

o]Z )3} Coelli et. al(2005)7} A|A13 W2lo] we} N/) DMU7F KAje] A8 dd F
AsA M AEES Addgn 7HFsa, idA DMUE AdesdE x(3A is i
A4 7192 AuE olgste AEEHE y (A 719 dEE HEE gu)E
Aaggn H4sta. agn ZE DMUES 584% 3337 93K ZE 54 W
v RE A2E9) H&L T, o HEe wil AEFE JIEXNA M x 19 ¥ H
I, v7F BYE HEAQ K x 19 G9EQ ZeA uy,/vxel Bk F, 40l He
N7ie) DMU % i 94 DMU9] 71€&84e 083 Zo] d¥Agrgez 73

12) CRSE 7}4 % DEAR S AR o]§& ma CCREFolga &t

13) olgg A%ol CRSE 7H3% mPlAE MALH DMUZ AFIAD 21893
27402 He ALE n2dd o/E DMUE &839 7|ges 53w 5§
A7) 93t VRSE 7H¥3le 28 £9% RY.

14) VRSE 713 % DEAR Y S AAA e o)§¢ WA BCCRPolgn Pt

15) o] o] thg o283 ujAo] Yl Coelli $(2005)¢] A 3% 41-83¢ #Z3 3 DEAY 7
A Hg3gd] dslHE Coelli(199%)S FZ3AS

oX
L
4 lo
HN
fijo
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Max, ,(uy; /v'x), (1)
s.t. u’yj /v’x3_<_ 1, j=1,2,...., N.
u, v> 0.

B 4 ()& ZE 58AA AT “URY FAY Lojopth Az sl
A A 7199 Bgdol AdsHE LA ush v HENE FIE g HAFD 2
A olel@ 2A9 sl(oluion)s FE FHFAN shte goE FolAe ¥EE FHs
e dold BAGE o] He Tad A5 ke AU, oF Askr] ANA vx
= 1012k Aleke F/bskn, AEAGR Boigeld meh EW g3 gL CRS Y
2 £3% & 9o o9 A4S AA =29: 549 Z3NE S35 DEARY
o] vlg CCRR ot}

Min, ,0, @
s.t. ¥, + YA= 0,
Ox, - XA= 0,
A= 0.

A @M A Ag4e N x 1 FpuEoly, & gt §& i WA DMUS &
SAAARE YepTh o] NFe 0 < <18 458 B opy e}, v 1 oghe] “17Y
735 ZEEo] el YA Hol DMUY 7j¢&E &40 Hulgte AHE S E3jEt

ey, o] CRSEY o)A whe} ojW DMUYF X ReA 7HEsta AA &8 o F9)
o] Ho}atAY 4tEo] R F9E v E8AQY Aoy FELS T & oy Y F
A(scalar)E ZAEA] FE3le oHd&S 22 U A olT A4 a4 FZF
g A3yl dste wxd 3 s (variable returns to scale)?] 71E-E =Y 3HA
gk ojHg B9 FAYEAE FRA U FAEHY sHAste] 449 A¥A
Ao BEA2] AoFZA(convexity constraints), NU)\ = (7oA 1& &2} 12 74
d 9 EE ouidta s o] HHE FIAANE f8 I3 P& vk AL guHS
FHgogA R oy FAPR(VR)EF o2 wHFHh oz DEARZS RF
BCCRFPolgtn HEt)

Min, ,0 @)
st. -y, + YA >0
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axz'xAZO

NI'A =1
A=0

4 @)olH 12 N x 19 @slugolrt. mapr FRo g F£7bie) AAs =
29 DEARFAA 733 7124 5849 FANE FESAEH DEARY doH 7
A BeA 2N =79 2AY 2 e 24 "k

2) DEAR4o] 9|3 2o 584 37

FRo) td 497t /1AL DEARF ] =¢3te Aol 4yt FAQld, #& a7

5o FEA @ $oEue) DEARYo2RE T 71&¢d ALAAFE TRESN
o] A9 #5% 71ed 584 AFY F REeg pysin It 2 olHE WY
07 FEAAEE ZAY W TR ELAYAFVNLEE T DMUZ 7R i +9
Z71A = £974 £E FYEHARAE TR 7 {lth B4 o] EAl= DEA
2o FRo| tlF 49 ulZ7}Hnon-increasing returns to scale: NIRS)S] 71316 =4
gogn, & NI'A< 19 AJzAL roggo =y 2T F Utk
Mine,)ﬂ 4)
st -y, + YA>0
fx. - XA>0
NI'A<1

A=0

aa R @ £Y7hde M 4L V1€ BEAAFe TR W@
S8y 2989 348 718 184 FYXY Roj2Rd FRe) AEYEEE 77
g & ok B ope FEo| fE Fyztuel By ed EEASFS T
W FAuSt 2P J1€d AEAASFS FolzRE HYIIA] FEFY I
(F TR BA) F& F2F, FEY BAAEL B F o= A Fesle 7t
g 7EY F A

2%, DMUY ‘713 2 wiEd G284 240 A3 42 @9 @)l ‘F2e &

16) 249 H]Z7Hnon-increasing returns to scale: NIRS)= 7PA3 2497} (variable returns
to scale: VRS)&1 R 275 jit}. AF AT = VRSY £ol& A&t
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AT R AA L R uAA AL d8 A" 4L @)old.
2. P AE MMM $(Malmquist Productivity Index)1?)

FA2E AMPAFE 2vjo)89 B Qo)A AT (distance function) ] ¥ &R F
ARAFE AT AL AL Malmquistel 2s)A 22 ALHAG. 2 F od Ae
g g Aol ““@rf’ﬂ/ﬂ 73211@}@‘{1 g A HJYx, o AFE
Malmquist 32+ A 52451 A F9ch 1 F Malmquist A A o] 5= A
EREFE FUHI o] X]-r4 =&AL s gk

ol® DMU9Y A4tAlol Azke] Aol wat oA WssdeAe TALEYLY A
4*(Malmquist Productivity Index)& o]-&38to] A&ttt 7445kt o)y t719] FUd4&
FEL (2(t), y())E, t+17]19 FANEFS (2t + 1), yt + 1) ozt T o T4 A3
A(TFP)9 Z7H& Age detd oz o A(5)9 Zo] ved ¢

r
oX ML

ATFP = {y(t + 1)/z(t + 1)} {yt)/z(£)} (5)

»

ol H¢REYE UFAEES g A A2 sl dstd g
(distance function)® Al&st=dl AdgsE DEARAAA 7lzadAde FHshe
Farrell @59 d<olt)y, & FUAF Al d5( Di(t)(z(t), y(DIC,S )< Ferrell A&
T 9 BAE v Fo] x@HEH

rlr

)L

Di(z(t), y(IC, S ) = 1/Fil{z(t) y()IC, S ) (6)

Di(z(t), y(OIC, 8 )olA  t& t7]19 7I& (s E Aristy a3 ic FA4A
&g dguistn (x(t), yt)He 719 FYE (@) AEE(E))E AV, 2232 &
T Qe Ce #FRo vt $EENL, St A& dig BAHEA (strong disposability)
7Hol AHEE ondd.

A A(6)F A(5)Y At wakg Aol digdstd A(7)e] Hi ofE A(8)
o t7] FHA2E AN AFMi(p)2 BT 5 Ao

ATFP = (y(t)/z())/(y(t + D/z(t + 1))

17) A2 FANGAS] AT P& Coelli S2005)9) 6781 F2T 7
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= (Di(t)(z(t), y()IC ,SH/(Di(t+1)(x(t + 1), y(t + 1)IC ,S) (7
Mi(t) = (Di(e)( =(t), y(OIC ,S))/ (Di(t)(z(t + 1), y(t + 1)|C ,S) (8)
A(IDE t718 7122 & FH2E AAE AFMi(r)YH t+17]19] 71&& 71§e
2 3 HH2AE A (LMt + 1))E 299 2ol yeEld ¢ 9.

Mi(t + 1) = (Di(¢ + 1)(z(@) , y@®)IC ,8)/ (Di(+ + )zt + 1), y(t + DIC ,S ))
€))

7180l He Zlzdl Folwx Fe AN AFE Fi] A FHA2E YA A7

(Mi)= 2(10)3} Zo] of B8 713187 oz Yerdoh
Mi (z(t + 1), y(t + 1), z(¢), y(t))
=(Mi(t) Mi(t + 1))} (10)

o] AL AA3| WyPstd AH2AE YAAHEIASF(M, ;TFPC)E 71&d &4 WA
F(TTEC)9} 7I&¥MIAAF(TO)Z BT F Utk & Fo2A443wse HHA2E A
FEAX M; (TFPC)E 71€3 a84WaASF(TTEC)S 7&d3dAF(TC)7E F3tdd
FHZE F 242 £¥8E F dvhes AL 9ujgi

TFPC= TTEC x TC (11)

ol8)g AXA-L Aw d4(distance function)e TR g BFEW(CRS)E 7HAS
ot} =3 Ao gRd g $=27bA (variacble returns to scale)S Y3t 7=
A AR SAXN(TTEC)E 729 agAWd=A(SEC)S «Fd 7Iedag
Auste] EHX(TEC)E B & gt wetd o9 48 48 & drh

TFPC= TEC x SEC x TC (12)

B AFdaEe  TTECY TC 8ln TEC® SECO FALAEF TFPCE A5
a AFE AA g
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V1. AFE-A

1. AizdY
B A7 Me @5 5U) 3 F 2 3G, A, 3, 3% 09 aEdER6 F
2% AsE NG AEEe Z gz BEFFS JYEF WIIHEY FFRF
g 2

2 o] ARSI FHeczE g%, CYHE, Fedydol, AUdwy 9 v
A9 BEQAe s AL&s) & Al7)E 19973 2E 2006371 9] (858 A&t
o] AREL AFFATY INAEE AHEIAT A A5 dHE UeH Ao dE
& s EN AAE] BEFH FES AEFAL ¥ ADTEU, FFHolE m
2 EAHL, CYAH S HAFWEHE, 358 EGAM/TE FAHHAUT AHEFZE
I3 DEAPE ©]|§351th. DEAPOIA AH&E w2l BAXFA 44E AHsH 1)

38
off &
B

2. 58&Y
1) 59 e Ee&Ae A3 AH

FEE CRS(FRA i FAEW)d B¢
EEAE S35k CRSY A9dlle iz G824 BHEHA 1.000)9} vlg&4
A4 B0 HxhE Ve ok VRS Afde BF asdez yeva gt &
TR FAZE MEbeEttn Mg Aede 2E ol Aie] AAl(production
Ao g ol Fuke] 47} 5ioln FukdE Ay ol Xolst ¥

£
<
o
By
Ell
b
o,
£
E
4
J2
)
&
o
S
ol
ok
N2

g
4
g
S
off
2
s
)
i

18) DEAPEZZ L Coelli T. J.7} AFste Zzadgoz vLe HFidAa d4& & As
http:/ /www.uq.edu.au/economics/cepa/softwarehtm. 18] o] TPl Alge] e
o] fF4olx A FEE Coelli TJ, A Guide to DEAP Version 21: A Data Envelopment
Analysis (Computer)& FZ3}7] upgt

19) BN ANE FYAEY BEe UeLEPTAS SN YV T BE HERE
= ous} QA dEeetl ea) 1 go] HeEE AFE 24 2 Rojk 1t S
FUAE 2429 GAARADMUE SAHQ A ANARBAZ AR o|F & ANAA
9 E T5H vFoE SASE AL v} Y& ASE Hth DEAPY Z2IaYAE ©
YRS AN AN Yotk dedEB T hEREe 429 AdAe) e AL
2 AZ4En.
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<E 1> 83 50 gote] §E42 YA

et A A EE X 243 M4 (2008. 12)

T+ ¥ 3 BEY HER 3% 23y B
1997 CRS 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.600 0.920
VRS 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
CRS 1.000 0.832 1.000 1.000 0.675 0.901

1998
VRS 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
CRS 1.000 0.887 1.000 1.000 0.636 0.905

1999
VRS 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
CRS 1.000 0.849 1.000 1.000 0.646 0.899

2000
VRS 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
CRS 1.000 0.937 1.000 1.000 0.602 0.908

2001
VRS 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
CRS 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.582 0916

2002
VRS 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
CRS 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.861 0972

2003
VRS 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
CRS 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000

2004
VRS 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
CRS 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.975 0.995

2005
VRS 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
CRS 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.697 0.939

2006
VRS 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
CRS 1.000 0.951 1.000 1.000 0.727 0.936

¥ &
VRS 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
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1) #4343, A¥F, 4P A€ CRSY} VRS BE A9 £&4QY Fnroz =34
=1

@ BFFe Aeole 19979014 20067421¢] CRSS) &E&A =X HFA7}
09572 Yeh} &8 Fute] ud) o 43% A% HLA0l 2L A

(B) X3P B9 CRS9 7HHNN ZAX7E 07272 YEy &
o 273% A= &40 BojAe Rog ZHHAL

4) BFF B2 20014 oldo) F2 wEgHoz Yehlm 20024 o|F2E &

&
kv
Su)
i
K
pacs
=

322 vehty oy £33 ALdE 19979 3E 200613 Alolo)] 200438 A 93
TE HELHoR YUY Aoz HESHS HaE ).

2) 7} g9l P 2E Malmquis) J AR5 = A5

1 = %
2 yehda ok 370d = (1997-1998, 2004-2005, 2005-2006)d =S A9 s e 7|S A B}
ARYE Aoz Yehdz Ju PYFHozE AYF 1.6%9 71EARI} JUd AeE Y}
Bta gtk ole] wat TN WEE dhEez B u uid 1.6%4 ZF7iso] &
Aoz ZAHAY
<E 2> Fitee g4 i AFHAE X5 ZHF
2w aedWE | Ve W | 58 5284 TEY AN
= (TTEC) (TC) WEHTEC) | &-&4%3HSEC) (TFPC)
1997-1998 1.000 0.876 1,000 1.000 0.876
1998-1999 1.000 1121 1.000 1.000 1121
1999-2000 1.000 1.089 1.000 1.000 1.089
2000-2001 1.000 1.187 1.000 1.000 1.187
2001-2002 1.000 1.09 1.000 1.000 1.099
2002-2003 1.000 1.097 1.000 1.000 1.097
2003-2004 1.000 1.072 1.000 1.000 1.072
2004-2005 1.000 0.732 1.000 1.000 0.732
2005-2006 1.000 0.962 1.000 1.000 0.962
37 1.000 1.016 1.000 1.000 1.016
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S enrdAstEx) M242 H4S (2008. 12)

(2 F¥Fge] 5&44 HF HA2E AF $A

FFFe] e AAA WM <EB AAHR ok FHY TAXEAFE U ¢
g4 W3, 7R WE, gAY Wale #Wile YFor HY ¥Fo] ey Agd
EEEE @%o] Bol itz k. a2gm Zjgdste dFol B2 e yevn
Atk 7IEARI YYD S Jledsy 3EHE 7 A9A e Aok 1083
BFE 09772 JeRtT Qo] mid B 23% A= 71eEdyt FEH AeZ e
Aot metA FAAAE wid 23%0aH L Aeg FHHAUGD

S g | BEREN [ U8 | ewe Bed | 7R 284 | S44AdEs
i (TTEC) (10) WSHTEC) |  WB(SEQ) (TFPC)
1997-1998 0.832 0.955 1.000 0.832 0.794
1998-1999 1.066 1.041 1.000 1.066 1.110
1999-2000 0.958 0.965 0.876 1.094 0.924
2000-2001 1.103 0.850 1117 0.987 0.937
2001-2002 1.068 1.014 1.022 1.045 1.083
2002-2003 1.000 1.065 1.000 1.000 1.065
2003-2004 1.000 0.920 1.000 1.000 0.920
2004-2005 1.000 0.987 1.000 1.000 0.987
2005-2006 1.000 1.018 1.000 1.000 1.018
9 i 1.000 0.977 1.000 1.000 0977

o
Wt <¥4>o] ANFHT Yok BAGH HLEA 38 B
3 a8, Fre W, 5g4e Wit Wt glov Jledse
o Ao Att. 5AAEE 71EAR7 dehdan vdEE V1EFE
7b dehta gtk WFeg B ) 094002 o 6%FE 1EHst FHH o2 Yehtn
dF: k. olo] uwat FAAHY WIE FHANAZ ARF HFEH

4
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<¥E 4> AHeel gEMo e UHLE X+ ZHXA

- agAHE | Jewsl E o la TR 884 | FAME

TE (TTEC) (TC) &AW 3HTECQ) 4 3}(SEC) (TFPC)
1997-1998 1.000 1223 1.000 1.000 1223
1998-1999 1.000 0.577 1.000 1.000 0577
1999-2000 1.000 1.093 1.000 1.000 1.093
2000-2001 1.000 1.006 1.000 1.000 1.006
2001-2002 1.000 0.885 1.000 1.000 0.885
2002-2003 1.000 1.229 1.000 1.000 1.229
2003-2004 1.000 0.729 1.000 1.000 0.729
2004-2005 1.000 1.024 1.000 1.000 1.024
2005-2006 1.000 0912 1.000 1.000 0912

3T 1.000 0.940 1.000 1.000 0.940

(4 £2F) B U FALE A5 23
4

e A A Wste <850 AAHR ok Ragn QG wssiA @
HALEAFE BY &5 884 W3, 29 asdHs, A8 HASFA AN &
g dsrl e ReE JeEidn Jdod Zedsts wEel B2e Aoz vehta gl
o idER MRS degn 7A9EE 3 E Jehda Qo Hdeg B
o 091922 o 8%AE e FEAoR2 Yeun e A& Y51 Jdoh F
Aol ¥l vV ABHE 8% AEN FAT AR SAHI gRE I F
Aol A e E Yeda g

<¥ 5> SHEo M dist YHAE X5 EHA
2w a&4ds | 7lews) =5 T2 FAAAN
= (TTEC) (TC) ESAHUSHTEC) | A& AHS}HSEC) (TFPC)

1997-1998 1.000 0.901 1.000 1.000 0.901

1998-1999 1.000 0977 1.000 1.000 0.977

1999-2000 1.000 0.946 1.000 1.000 0.946

2000-2001 1.000 0.823 1.000 1.000 0823

2001-2002 1.000 1.110 1.000 1.000 1.110

2002-2003 1.000 0.792 1.000 1.000 0.792

2003-2004 1.000 0.999 1.000 1.000 0.999

2004-2005 1.000 0.772 1.000 1.000 0.772

2005-2006 1.000 1.007 1.000 1.000 1.007

9 7 1.000 0919 1.000 1.000 0.919
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G) X&) a&40 3 FHA2E A5 FAH

EgYge By AAY wste <B6e>o) AANHD vk X Aede dE Ptz
E Uz 549 U3 E Addsine £849 W, riewsd, FR9 ¥, AN
o] HErt vig WFol AstA vetdn A 7R Wde JFAUF 10172 vEyg
TR A BV A9 17%Y vdehtn J3 EAESE fRsiA2 dA9dE 1.7%
A Vel gt Jleddte YEX7 09782 vEhY A¥F 22% A= JeWsit &
HE Aoz vehtn At @A FAMAEY HEXE 09%2 Yehd 05% =4 9%
T F4380 a9 Aoz Jeyx o

<# 6> xeggo gEHol i UHLE X FHA

2 agAds | Jews Sl TR A4
- (TTEC) (TO) 2&4HAHTEC) &4 " 3}(SEC) (TFPC)
1997-1998 1.124 0.895 1.000 1124 1.006
1998-1999 0.942 1.085 1.000 0.942 1.022
1999-2000 1.016 1.020 1.000 1.016 1.037
2000-2001 0.931 1.074 1.000 0.931 1.000
2001-2002 0.968 1.039 1.000 0.968 1.006
2002-2003 1478 1.016 1.000 1478 1,501
2003-2004 1.162 0.848 1.000 1162 0.985
2004-2005 0.975 0.960 1.000 0.975 0.936
2005-2006 0.715 0.898 1.000 0.715 0.642
37 1.017 0.978 1.000 1.017 0.995

3) 5uj@vte] a-&Auste] Ui A FAZEAST FAHX (1997-2006)

<E7>ole 57 Pite] £AHA9 WAL A=W ANG Aotk YEAE B o
g4 WstE W0l Qo HgAe W 100302 wid 03% Y=Y E&A
dE Ao Urhin Ytk 18n 7ledshEs 096602 el stk gEoes
W 7l¢wshs Q97 36%Y FHY Aoz eyt 183 248449 WaE 09692
Ueht 31%% 4440 Za® Aoz vehtm gk

te o #x
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<E 7> 33 508 GeMUsl 0g A5 UAXE XIS FF SHA

(1997-2006)

28 g&4wst | 71edg . %ff& ﬁEf’J aeq | FAMEwE
(TTEC) (TQ) # &4 W8HTEQ) ¥ 3}(SEC) (TFPC)
1997-1998 0.987 0.962 1.000 0.987 0.949
1998-1999 1.001 0.935 1.000 1.000 0.936
1999-2000 0.995 1.021 0.974 1.021 1.015
2000-2001 1.005 0979 1.022 0.983 0.984
2001-2002 1.007 1.026 1.004 1.002 1.033
2002-2003 1.081 1.029 1.000 1.081 1113
2003-2004 1.030 0.906 1.000 1.030 0.933
2004-2005 0.995 0.887 1.000 0.995 0.882
2005-2006 0.935 0.958 1.000 0.935 0.896
g 1.003 0.966 1.000 1.003 0.969

1) @7 5ugte] ELAWUSG] UF FA2E 59 FF 34X (1997-2006)

<#E8>o= 57) Wt Z4Zbe] AW s FHAE AANGE Aol oA7]A
BAge FAMNAFOl 16%AEN ZU o] o} Unx

Aoz vepda ok FAG9NEY 98 BY »aY, 239, 34, A4,
o A2 Yehda o 7R Wale Tyt oy 7R At de A
el sl

<E 8> ot stistel FEAMWsiol dif UAAE Aol AHF XH*|(1997-2006)

28 a&4ws | Jlews Sl HE 584 | FAMEES
" (TTEC) (TQ) &5 A SHTEC) ¥ SHSEC) (TFPC)
FAkg) 1.000 1.016 1.000 1.000 1.016
BFg 1.000 0977 1.000 1.000 0.977
AAF 1.000 0.940 1.000 1.000 0.940
4 1.000 0919 1.000 1.000 0919
¥3s 1.017 0.978 1.000 1.017 0.995
2:E) 1.000 0.966 1.000 1.003 0.969
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#IFAR ST A4 H4Z (208, 12)
V. é %

AEHA B AFAE @2 50 ute] viste] 199737 E 200687448 BEE F
A3ty wmstAck B AFAA oA 2 /A FLE AHES FYsE 95 2o

A, 23}, g, 248kl A= CRSS VRS RE 7ZA$d &4 IJvtezg &
AU B4, FFF] ALole 1997964 20068742) CRSS) HEA FAAY H
FX 7} 09572 JeEl} &8 Q &ute) vlE] oF 43% AE BE&AC ¥ Ao Y
2 ok AA, £33 A$E CRSY 7oA ZAA7 07272 veht 585U ¢
of vlE o 273%AE ELAo FoAE Ao ZFHAG WA, BIFF EEHLS
20019 o)A F2 HlALFHOoE Vel 200249 o]z E A&FHeE Yehda ot
¥33te] RASoE 19979 HE 2006:d Alojo] 2004dLA e vAEEFHLE YEY
A&HoZ BESANS RAFD Utk A4, Stidvte] HEoz £ v £a&49 W
= WEo] glov EgAe Wi E wWd 03%AEY ZgAol FUE RAoE vea
A3 71edste ARYT 3.6%H FEHF Aoz velgm wEA FALAAY WA=
31%% FANAFl FAid 7A4°i Vel itk oA, 2aEe FALAE0 Le%AE
2 Zdge] gou UmA Fure QM) #aHAL AoE yeva 1 I
sty £4& B9 H*hz} T3, F4g, AHg, 2439 A2 Yea Aok
FRo Wale TP Ite] FrO AA de Aoz Vet itk

olgl g wAY AHHNERE YojAE AHHQY Fo(implications)e T3 2T

AR, 909 o)F sjwr® FFaFo] niste Ragto] Bk HEAHA Bt Boe R
& Bokgel A4S AMFR uis EFF Fort ¥ Wi ez dddn. I
10d7te] 23 AFNA B o) A A AN Frhgo]l dBWT Le%koluent
FFFLe oF 43%9 7A2 Yed Aotk weEtA B INEEA —% Axnstrl &
o8 7} Wete] Ao & Aoz AdHETH

A4, 3= 5OFdre At 1085 FEF o 31%9 FAL
2 FEF 93 Hojuh. R} AYsn ynA fe
2 A2 B u R3S AT UWA 4] Fvte} A4S
golo} & Aoz AztEch A2 AYAANGAEE FAHE Fbo] T AoF FA
2 AY3n AAFRY AT Fute] 7R gE ATE F YUt Y& Ae=
o gute] g HoF FAE S FLuE vasy R urEM A3
H4E 74X Aotk B3] Futd hy FxAE HEFHQY Fd9 vl go] FYHE T
Z e e] ELA0 et AFsA AESHor & Aoz AA4dEn

A, 19973 2E 200637k 9] 5tHEgute] B4 FAGNA & W FEFAERS 7
A wf A¥E7)(1997'3-2001d)0) )3t Fu7](2002-2006)d ol = o] &&Adol FUHet

T ke Aotk ol T e FIAA IMFES719 A7) 1997d 78 722

-
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B3t 50 spte) 4o tf st vinAT [ LS50 f-oldS

718 AXNEA ¢ Ftags Hgoy 200213 o]F A& 7oA vloju AA7t B

HEA g5 Suigvre] F&AE FUEHAE RAolth wepA #vre] seAdx HAF
A BrIeEHS HIATE Aol BAARRAEC] L& Alde U9 FEAHE wo}
Agde A& ¢ F Uk gfA $guet AAY AFFAGE T AL e
&8¢ 7M7Y 7148 £ At 8 4 e Aotk

A, £33e] a8 W A veEyan Jded A 1047 FAH Fd 53
19973 2R 53] B FAMEIVIE RAEGE FHoldh olEd AL IMFHY)
A Tl dRFR A ZAid BEd ez B AAEFY A% Az
HANG T AU AREFFC 228 R BPE A2 RAAY. wpy F
A8 3Eo] o]Fojz 2000 ol wMwd A FAIAH] F d 2e A

Abdhe H7h ata dH A

AR, Ee4e) Wstele dxFez FAMEY Wste 20029 olF 23] HolA
I ged o 9]le] F2 Vlewse] A3tz At vehta gltks RAeolth F 20004
o So)AuA 5T gute] A rlewgrt 23y Fase wEes yEdge AeR
olZig AR V1€ gtd FYE FHa(FVAM 5)F EE&AH FUEd oA

is = = Voo U
A AAEdke ez sfdo] ool wiHe @A Fol FRAN JegA(F P
TFEANGIY e GHA)E Fato] ARt opHES sted £F3A & Aol
e 4ol shsdtth F Ve8NS 5 Fuke) YIRS oFdE WekE FHolol &
e AAH Aol AAE F Sle Aotk 53] Zlewste] 3¢ el WA ve
T @4 WP 998 Foproler ¥ Rog nAT oHT I oivtx 4T A
T 7Y FEAFEY AR # FAFY FEFL E3UF JUE GETF F IFS
A FFHA Zlewsyl 4A U4 Aoz B o A7]e A% ¥uy riegal

o] x¥o] £&38A 8 o2 %xé%ﬂa Fr A& Heolth
2 A7e 99 A Agde] Aok $4 A4Eeas FAR FFdeH olE I4E
THEE Urol FAHse Wyes 2}*‘3}” A= ZEY a7t it FdaidXE

Adese A4 viud F wgdHT gov Adeste] FHHE AR emg o]

g FEA deuA ¥e Fdalre Aol oy zes B I =FFY

A E= 7)i‘: Pesdtth otge VPR ofxaAde] A= WE A= 1H

o2 HAh ¢to g o] AFE i & WA dAFEUE B

& %3’%% 2e F Y& Aor AAHAL RS I WS 2

A BHE 83 WIS FAYE ot dok o)k ok HIZ ol A e

2} g (distance function)E ]88 QS AWHEE 24T Fo71 sidh 4= It

wake dFE o ¥ Ao AZHR 53 Foo Uit dEo INERe] 58
4& viaske A7 B9 Ao AxdEnh
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<8 <>

@3 59 P TgA A WaAT
54 - o ¥ -0l A5

o] @7+ DEAWA S AHE3td 19974 7E 2006139 7]3toll W3] F=¢] 5o Fuhe]
&84S A8 o} FAXE AMYASFE FAsA vindch. FRo U 59
EA(CRY) T} FRA g FA7FH(VRS)S 7Hg8te] gite] a845-Ee FA8T. *4
ol 7k &&/e]l & ¥wog ZAHJG #AE UEL S gk HFAY, A
&, 24 FE CRSSF VRSAA 583 oz eyt 2)FEFL 588 I
Hlete] 43% Q5 W2 B&4E B FUh )T FEL ALY Fte] HlF 273% @
< HE42 Ho AT 9T 5d &) F2AMIAEL 19970 X 200613 Apo] ol
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