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ABSTRACT

Data Envelopment Analysis(DEA) models can be used for performance evaluation on governmental funding
projects for IT small and medium-sized enterprises associated with multiple-outputs/multiple-inputs. In order to
enhance the accuracy of DEA efficiency scores, DEA models with exogenously fixed variables are required
where the corporate competency is taken into account. Additionally, it is necessary to use multiple DEA basic as
well as extended models so as to relax the restriction on the performance evaluation to relying on a single DEA

model.
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In this study; 1)a DEA data structure is designed including exogenously fixed variables representing corporate

asset, revenue and the number of employees at the point in time that the governmental funding project con-
cerned is initiated; 2)DEA basic as well as extended models are established according to the DEA data struc-
ture presented abovementioned; and 3)a case study is illustrated with an empirical testbed dataset. As for the
DEA basic models, CCR, BCC, Super-efficiency model are adopted. The DEA extended models are developed

based on the models associated with noncontrollable and nondiscretionary variables. In the case study, it is ex-

plained a comparison of DEA models and also major numerical outcomes such as efficiency scores, ranks de-
rived from each DEA model are integrated using Analytic Hierarchy Process(AHP) weights. Performance sig-

nificance with DEA efficiency scores between technical categories are tested based not only on parametric but

also nonparametric single-factor analysis of variance method.

[.M &

EE 98 ARBAAZIIFE A, ARE
A2 U MTA)S de|7jgez 73448 2

AhdAde] g AAFH-FH PS> HH7->F3
Wl 5 edst gl

ole} AAF}, AHHEFAF= 0437} 06 IT
FA-WA g QAR ZIGAEHA 23S 4%
‘IT  Small Medium-sized  Enterprises
Revitalization Program(SMERP) 2010 Al&& &
k-AE vl o =3h co4dF 061 IT839
AP S kA 1A 8iA{u] A3
et AlAFH S AT v} G =
W ITAN S 37 AA8E Adske FEARS
2 A= eizdsled; 1)'98-051 870 AW F AA
GDPZ7He 7.5%F A3|3h= ITAAS7HE 157%
£ 7185 2059 IT4Ed-L FT5N9Y 36.0%,
'05%d ITS R FALN -2 483.8%USEA] FFH A

and

e T 1T
A 2] 205 Ab3); 3)GDPHY] ITAR] & v 53
AA7|AEE SANZ 22 000 9.5%, 32.1%ll
A 05 15.0%, 46.5% =2 Z7}3ic

T AR EAY FHFZ AAIA2A, ITA
o) =y AARRH s so) ALErnT s
2, HAY ImFEarig Ae] 21 FaAdI
AF stz AR HAY mFELIY A
AL OF8AFA ALY, QrlE-A1A A
73, @EWAAEA Ao o] ik AR
AN ITE271d A RBAR S DAAATA| AL
d Gl Od, @54, @%3b;

2 NZARGFAN (D71€Ad, @3- AR,
QH=-sE AR AR 06 A
HEAR [TEA7|Q A Deihe AR A}
q 3.21199(70%), AAAALARE 1,36449 4(30%)
oln], Aoz F47igr|eNt £ 2609
d, 4 200994, &AF 2,7519 4, 71=A]4 901
9. 91H- AR Y 13694, "2 A B3
9 3279 %40 el

ab; DITAMY A A R&DFAFA A ITFA W
714 H]gol 8.1%(°01)—7.4%(°02)—6.4%(03) 2
Ay 3T ARFAREZTI|F R&DFAY0]
7,839 406 A 7,641 94072 198
A(2.53%) ZrA 37054919 ~8Y I A Fx}3]
Abe} Al ExlRgY] ITHok Fx|Fe] "04%F
71d8]  60.2%(2,0684 )4 45%(1,734H=
Zhastgeft BBl ), IT839A F 71FSR
= 25, 7| ZFFRAL A X EA17)S(Information
and Communication Technology, ICT) A}¥]Z=A1A}
o] wjEH AA ] wet Zras] el FE =id
7|z AFAe] OFLE AFE AeE Bl A
Z3k3 ok IFA71d AFASALA A &
AA7IR = vleky AFAE A59AE, 35 DA
AR AN Aok )FAAA 2 A7
71e8A- A AN Z| 7|23 AAYE b3 A
NNHere ZERAZLETIFAEE R wWE
ABAFA LAY TS 3 7|8 e
o) Za7FsAde] AR
‘IT SMERP 2010 A&’ A€ AAH; DIT
2dlx718] F3 ALAR AAFE AT
Az, A A5 AF el IAALS &
"o g wlisty, )R|HUAY R e IT
A A7 AR Als, B4 o Sle
saba- ek AR gL ARG}l A

o S o

8 o

365



2 A1 83 =52 °08-05 Vol.33 No. 5

SR B3 1mEAr g g 2 LAA
o] FEAL Fel-AAgezH, ARFE A2}
FAMARFE FAa014971608 FAAE S A%
Hoz Agsy] Y TAS Y Bayol
ik &Al, AREBAAFANZT™HAM= ALAA
BelaAe 2 dxd sedAs, AARAS,
BAA A ARFES 5L )99 A=A g}
A FA-zAbsba gl

1.2 AFFH|

T4 AFAFALAA g 71a],
HIAAE A FAFA LAY FEA S A
=A317] Y8l =, =3 (output)—Z FHoutcome)—
BT (impact)2 AAIE & g+ vdSEH e AR
oltjz}l 2| FH 58 EIF vedy AUt &
A 2= 7o) niskz sl eyl A als
7V AHA-AJH o2 [ X} (screening) T2 2 A4,
ARA 2x3Z(follow-up) AFAH7E A3}
XA Z(guideline)”’} {52 4 <t} Data
Envelopment Analysis(DEA, A} & ¥ =24+ ol
S/ S e ITFA7)9 AFAFA YA
A QAP &85 4 it} ¥, DEASSA
A (efficiency score, ES)] A3A A ziwt of
Yzl "AA AL AR FL2 oA A A =1}
Zt+ DEAE&A A, digh A= % S 93
A3k )DEAAISTZ A, 2)DEARY 2 &
444 AHgo] 244 4 3tk

* A, DEAZEART AFY Axng s
AR FFrige) ridgses dHsasE 1w
[ A Y ook THdFLE EEAS
Zre= d2le] #=|#A|(F, Decision Making Unit,
DMU)ol| sdsE d¥ol Fol=Evals, |44
A g7 ZIggEd ael S 5Fo| o]
7} A = Qv &, JIddE HAHF] ukd
4 £¥ 7%, DEAZSAA4E AQYA-ge
sk Mgeddol gt 4HTE 2 AQYA
FUY ooz AdE FESEd o
A Aol A5k 4 olck BURL

=5, DEAE 83 A#7FA] oef3t DEA
B2HE oW S Ad-FLsof dAE HA
3= A2 fdx ¥tk A€9¥ DEARY | ule}
DEAZSAA 7 28 AAEoEZH, ITFAV)
H AFAZAK{AA ARG rrE @t

366

Alm 21l DEAZSAIRSe) digr AlZlErl A3}
s A7 AR e 2" S gleia At
"t

A3 DEARIETE AYSE A= 719y
F-S Hledglt o) A A (exogenously fixed vari-
ables)S DEAALE T3] BAHoz2 ¥3-AAS
£ Zlo] viA® 5= gt =3, b DEAV|E
233 $AnyS L9835 AHAHE AS
o 2, td DEARF R oEFo 2y o]
2 £ e AF"rle] e 438k, 54
S 2= DEARSAIA| G didt dAARAA TR Al
g A 8ot gloh

£ QFs DITFAVIYE AFAEAIAA A oA 2]
AAY, Eel, Z2USE ATARSE 2
DEAARTZEE ITFA7IY AFASAL98Y A3
A BA AN 7)Zst] AAZGH, 2)DEAALE TR
of 23 DEAV|ER¥y FHAndyPS sHIL
DEA7]2%3]-2 CCR, BCC, Super-efficiency(SE)
23]  DEAZAR3S  vlA|o]¥H<(noncontrollable
variables, NCN), Y]xHp*H<(nondiscretionary vari-
ables, NDSC) ®» 3o 2 $j=c}; 3)°02-°06% 59
ot ARAEE AREAY- AFRYASAY,
‘AFADAAB) A ASARE 043 ARHEA
413, Analytic Hierarchy Process(AHP) 71&5x|&
o]$3} DEARYER &84t =95t §2+3
2, $B3EARE, EHLY, §5ARIEA, §$65%
o] A<¥r}.

. Esina

781 CCREFBIG g2 -gpnd BCCE P
E33F FH = $Ho|3, DEAS 83 X
H7bt $ 93 Bopo] AL4Fc)h dixA &
S-FolE o AFh, FF7)HEed EEAAHIT @
4, 7z Ay ARt w Az
AR FAAE Zo] DEARZK HrFE T
DEAS] st AgFor2 A wSYL, a3
2 AE7 58 2 4 gL 8
49 DEARSAATE v|n3ly H|EETLs
e BAHY AT 9 WPeed ALY}
T, AAAE v)432 DEAREHZE v|udd
F7F A vt A R&D &EE&AIH 7l dIZE
DEA7}A, AT7AEHS &l 5 gl w3l
A7t 554 328% DEA/Window Analysis(WA)X.

ry
=
(=]

A

d
=]
L

O

N I:ol ol

]



[ 7199%E 2 AR S de TFA7 ArAEAL93A A397tE 9 DEARY 2 #4844

3Jo] Chames et al™l 2)3)] A4d o)F, I
ANE DEAWAS 83 FPU0 £84%
77t A b glek

A2 Aerols W, NTADLEY FeA
B7H 2)F-sA A = hedge fund), AEAUNA
7Hcommodity trading advisors) Z-&A3%7 P
71 FEEARHEFAN/F, HPFA-FENA
G S)yrF 2 T2 AESAY ZollA

DEA&-4-A}e7} Bwsc} 31, CCREFHO &

A ARy 205 L sk olule} Rt o]
X DEARZS];, 17|&NFE>3H )34 27
At gste] eyl gyzboky
{4,20,21,35,3?,41,44,45]. rl

; X 4)CCR, BCCR3 e od-pnty
%2-:1 7 ]0:]3[22’23’32] %—0] ;;l:}-j_}’_% _/F; 9\14

« A 7AW Banker and Morey ™= 9} A 314
HS Z+ DEARZS A’KgIch Cooper et
alPU e M uAHSE ZHe DEARSe] A
HEw, AT ETE 2= DEARYH S v]Al¢]
He, vAHEE SAHE Zk= NCN, NDSC
2y o7 FEFh Banker and Morey™ = ®WF
& W <(categorical variables)E &% S 9 &
A A & (Mixed-Integer programming) DEA 2.3
= THI 8 gl

«ZH/YH 84 715X (multiplier) A} DEAXE
3ol SY/88 N7 S8 4E, DEAES
AAlE 1 ZHE H3le= DMUMNSERE Z718ic)
ole} e F7rA}{i(space dimensionality) A+,
=Y/dH 844 98 FAHEe FALTH DMU
Na2te] AA =Z7ld gigd IAHA Atz
o]} g multiplier7} ‘0’ TAHIF Ft
e AR 2 S Hgo=zy, wasH
DMU7} &% DMUZE 3718 4 = ZAA
E AHRCGEIPA o)e} ke FAlsiAuby oz,
1)Cone  Ratio(CR)  model®");

Region(AR) method™®' 50| A=t}

2)Assurance

. =K

3.1 ITSL7[E7 =71 A MK FAA|

€ A7 AFAERAAAE 283 =
7IR&DAF] A7, FWelelx FEHo=w
ol8d = v AFARAA 2dAE H e,
Dd9-AA, A 2397 1eE A,

AAAAH, AA AR ES, GP)ATIe
A, A7 QA4R, AFALASF T2 TAE
gl w3 mEArIg ARASALAHA
AR ZAA AAA, ARFAATAETLANA 7]
A3 AR ZAA L AAHA #A" < Se
AHAEE A¥ste 2ol vpiAsitta #ed

P1%91F AWAA FAFARA 7| $H4, 7
ARAHA g AAA A E2 B

3.2 SHEA AMEHZT|

A 2ol W2 QlE 8 A FYAIHFEH =Y
84 A¥FI)E 723 SH/Ee 4 2AAA-
A 717k AdAe] Haslch ol A= c02-°061
HZ 537 FeAA gL, AEALARA), AN
2 AA(B)e] EFEY-TEAT, S
3t Al ZAM AT} 7128, EH/UHLA EA
A -A717e]) AAE A=Y F3)s)d;
DEIEY-S24HNE= AAFe 2350 A
S Zt3, 4dzER| Y R AT <f
90% o1 AS A3, 2)FH 2 v]E -8 I Aol F
3t 23, adxRR e THAATE Y
°¥g5% 0| A2 Ab3]sl= Zlo| FelEch

N

c S EY-SEAINE FAERFERE 1IHAR
g, DAFARARA) #HEFAE 1234
Wxalel| 29 3395693%, 52 123722—
25%7F B4 HAFALAAEB) F=HAE 12
—3—d Aol S 2856—12-2%, 5= 1027
—26—22%7} MARE= Aog ZxEC 4d A7)
219l E3EFddin] S35n]&2 AFALAEA)
= 46%, AFARMAB)= 53%% Aoz &l
e}

« ARA LA (A), AFRLAAIB) e FA=
FARpAz2E 1GAZ b, 333l HEAE
Hubgo] 712 gho] bAlshA | 21d 2p—4rd 2} A
2 FHxoEAugo] ulisltl 243X Alo]e
AR AA(A) 86%, AF-ALAIMB) 85%
A7 Hz:oEdLAde 2 ugct

3.3 DEAXIET1=
O 1€ ITEAUIEV|ENE SdFAE

367



=248 3] =5A] 0805 Vol.33 No. 5

1. ARALARIA) 2 APRA(ARIB) AR 2 AA

15HA| 2¢HA] A3 & ZAFSAE
At 71exd3t £33 5545 AT
XA =EpB7IA
_________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ SHADBAY
2 2) 2 A =} AN E- 7| E A E o) Fl AIFALR
S 2ol ITAZ | &85 F-AZARLE
A &3} 7| s 5-E | -
...................... A s
73 A b8 )t A sk R bRy A HEARE
AlTF eSS
A QAR
7R 3% 37274 5% 71 & Al T8 A=A T
’ ’ 7| IITA Te] 4 2 255 713 2
| Ak e i
peET A B o e /-M&A}E
.................. IPOZ KOSDAQS-S7|4DBHY
T I_M ] e G

NEER

DMUZ A2} DEAAETZE A A} DMU
dH LA+ DAYLAHA-Be|Alete) AAHAR{S
AD); DARXA A T3 A FAA 7l°d‘51
28 A(ND) 272 33t} 3834 %
of Aeld AAHAAIYAEZF, 1)_331_&7%(7]3
AAAID; yATA AAE- 7AW EH (7 A
24 A} 3:.].); 3)x—1 AFG7LEFAA Z1GAF A gy o g e
&, AF243E55 AA-ARBRASFET) 7} 28
et

23 194 AAARL (i€ D={1,2,3HE
A, QAFAEAREA(2, =2p), @Fd7]49
7] A A R&DFALH (A = B F =z,), Q7]
FBAARKD FANHAAZEF 2, =2 ), @714
R&DIH(z; =z,; manyear, MY)< A=h-ig=
§52H EAo O EE /iy oA A8
~f“<“l?<é TR 717 e] olefell WriHct &, A

AFAA C02971FE, 2,2 002-°039 23] A
B AFaAEAdsdez HA=G z,°02-°03
d, z,°04-°06d, z,°02-°053%k %ﬁl%dr. 714

2}
A QA(x,,iEND={4,56H2H, D7z
(T4 =2pp), OIHNEN (25 =2,,), O7IHLH
(26 = yp ) LHTeh P 79 ete A
A Z1dEEe edsAlE, AAFFAA
02 HA g2 AR

48424, yeddTe 5355 (y);
)73, QAAFHNEAEAETALY,), @71
EAFNZA(HEA,y, ), 3)7AA A A FEAS
= Q7192 Hy,), @71d9iEd(yy), Orldds

368

(y5), @719l (ye)el ZE§=H} "HRIAE,
FAZFAA C2A7NE, y,yy,Y, = "02-°06'37H
5937F AR FAEE, Y] A 2SR5
FEHE Ul g (r=3,.,6)2 *06:dEAA
A5 5 o]83hct.

V. 288

4.1 DEAZ|22%: CCR, BCC, SEZ¥

A1) B ¢ DEA7|ER3FHl CCRE3Ho]
t}l. n7} DMUA A DMULS] DEARE&AA| T
0,5 Aisls Yo 2A, 199 DMUjE 715
AN, MEHR g, "YH8RE z; X DMUkK
9] P2 a4rE FHQAYE slack variable
st, i"4]¥847|F ¥ 84% slack variable

s; 2 A"t A9 BAMTFE 0,5, :A,°]
o} Aol Ak AR)E F7FbH BCCR3o|

[23,28,32,34,35,37,41,45])
%.D]— .

min

—E(Es +Y s

A=N)

B1r5, 15, )\ (9"”’ Sy ’S

i=1

01k — Zijij_Si_ =0 VieD
j=1

Gk free in sign
T,s )\ >0Vra€ED;g
€1in fmzteszmal positive number

(1)
D=1 2)

j=1



A AFAFALAAA ARG 1% DEARY B &AL

|
X4=XND4 *5~XNDp X6~ IND3 .
7| AL ‘ 7| B0HE Y 7|81 |
|
(023 | 002 (023 ‘
\/_
- N EC T
-034
("02-°039) ( SMAT » EFIERHA
‘ i' T —lo'lc:uﬂi..-.l‘r‘ W
(02-"06)
X' =xp,” | 7IBXINRADTEAIY !
Tt = LA
HeBsteeoed BHHEN > AHEIE o) ’
DMU o —10. (A = =it Yo
(02-°06') X
x" =xp,” | 7IUXIHRIDEAIY 7|ENSHERchymm | y,”
HHEEF(04-065) - " K ii
- BH-ARIMIg gLt > 7| "R i V3
| (061 IR
xg=x, | 7IRRDYIE | ~ St iz
MYBIC02-058) | J -**PI?Q?_'%% Ys
> 7| HEH0Y Vs

38| 1. DEAREFZ

CCRE¥S DEAZEAAT7F ‘I'®E AAE
DMUZol &, Aol Ewal frontierel]l &)1
7t weakly efficientd}71}, frontierel] =23} ef-
ficient3]X] %}t extreme point”’} °obd DMU”} &
V=3t o]et & 271K 749 DMUE extreme
point DMU%} 53] +£¢E Fo4d o 9l= SE
2R 2HT 5 Utk AB) SERFo|w,
frontier§ X &3l 71AFE-3H(hypothetical compo-

72 I

Site) Z )\jy?‘j’ E AJ'T%} ;L]\é}]’

j=l=k j=1#k

DMUEE #9132 24 DMUKL7} super-efficient3]
A S sl DEA”|#2 3l CCR, BCC, SE
28 37) &5 AHATLAGED) RS 283}

mmek,sf,s;,szk(ek’ .18 _E(ZS —I—Es )

r=1 =¥

37H73

n

s.t. | E )\jyrj—sf =Y VT
J

=1.=k

12
0,2~ Z A —8; =0 ViED
j=1L#=k
8, free in sign

+ —_ ‘ .
$,18;,A; =2 0 Vi€ Dj
e infinitesimal positive number

3)

4.2 DEAEIRIZE: NCN, NDSCE3
Ald)e 2 A7 DEAZAREIHQ NCNEHOZ,

Akl A5)E Amel el 7)siedsEad
((END)E CCREo| EFAL Al Z, %7
A} DMUESH $245 7]deiebs 2 7PEs
o] PHHES majo] Alekg Aol

mmap_.s-f,s;‘g)\ (Qk,sr,s _6(28 -I-Zs)

r=1 1=D

t

e ol

1—"

s.t. Z)\jy?,.j—s: =Y VT

=1

0.2, — Z)\x —s; =0 Vi€ED

j=1
9;, free in sign

57,8, A, 20 Vri€ly
€1in fzmteszmal positive number

4)
EA:::U—O Y iEND )
4, NDSCES? -%, el AR A6y F7t

) BlSAIA 7 =0 ViED
2 57 >0 Viz ¥iA %}04 THEE F, NDSCR

e At DMUES FUGE0l3) 7idg9=ds
2= 7PFERRS S| DEARSAIR|VE ALk
t}. g8l NCN, NDSCRHELR] FHLZ 7

369



&}3)=F=2] "08-05 Vol.33 No. 5

T 2. DEAAFEAT testbed dataset

AR ZlEel ANApEAY 7|19 A 713IR&D Zidzkte - 7S 719
9 R&D-FAHY kel
(A):1,(B):2. EAl1,Awk2: '02-°03d '02-°06%3 "02-°05% 024l 02 024l
g A3 (W) (ed) MY). (R (k) (")
No. DMU ID T =z, T,TT, T, =7 D Ty=Typ Ty =Lyp Ty =Ty
1 Al I i 100 130 1.10: 435 549 13
2 B 1 I 100 50 1.10: 243 234 12
3 C 1 L 100 850 2.70 1121 716 11
4 D 1 3 100 150 2,50 3500 5090 39
5 E. 1 4 150 50 120 100 202 2
6 F 1 1 150 250 1.40: 170 692 11
7 G 2 2 200 30 3.30° 7045 17415 19
8 H 2. 3 150 200 5.55 4800 4600 40
9 I 2 3. 90 470 10.00: 335 929 14
10 I 2. 3 160 9 12,45 200 300 12
11 K 2 3 102 100 2.40. 600 3 9
12 L 2. 4 130 430 4.40 170 430 6
13 M| 2! 3. 166 263 15.15. 446 364 3
14 N 2: 3! 600 1397 43.20 847 1393 38
15 o 2 2 150 29 4.80 787 1727 26
16 P 2. 1 100 63 12.00 1635 746 9
17 Q 2 3 83 200 2.00° 60 250 5
8 R 2. 3 176 250 6.00 530 250 10
19 S 2 2 123 548 3.20 192 50 7
20 T 2 3 266 300 7.80! 3386 2389 26
21 U 2 3 125 925 5.50. 2100 5727 22
22 \4 2. 4 335 200 9.20: 4741 1070 21
E 2. DEAAFH#A testbed dataset(H] %)
55550 AAE- 7|24 Z1547HE TR 71999 - 7159 4e1d]
FujEol
02-06% T °02-06% 06+ 061 061 | ‘061
(). (D). (W) (=) (%) ()
No. DMU ID Yy Yo Y Yy s Yo
1 A 2! 60 780 950 18 90
2 B 0 50, 912 1770 31 110
3 C 0 750 2340 2060 15 350
4 D 0 101 8200 9040 67 800
5 E 8 1405: 420 423 7 40
6 F 0 50 2600 2100 20 200
7 Gi 4 727, 20000 21596 27 500
8 H 0 600 5350 5055 39. 250
9 I 0 1002 1260 2000 27 214
10 I 0 1837 300 340 7. 50
11 K 0 150 6000 52 23 12
12 L 0 100 250 1000 10! 30
13 Mi 0! 271 500 581 5 100
14 N 0 110: 8694 7200 89 1100
15 o 12 776 1426 3026 27, 317
16 P! 6 120, 2012 1558 13, 450
17 Q 4 300 300 700 10! 150
18 R. 2! 290 790 1300 8 130
19 S 2. 3030 1400 980 14. 200
20 T 0 113 2969 1602 23 30
21 U 0 7171 3500 4200 36 500
22 \4 0 300, 46482 44796 40 8318

A AR A} AR ERE AR RERA

719NN eE, ATLSRETE el

370

y(r=3,.,6)L ’02dum] 06 dZ/}EE HIF
HEA] S Qe ()FTHE

Z87t gl7lel,



i 7] eSS 1E g A AHSLE e R4 ARAEA YA A7 ¢3 DEARY 2 e x)

A5l WE 2SS Y 4 9l AP A
Ax 9oty dokxic)

T, — Z:l)\ja:ij—s; =0 ViEND (6)

J

V. AlEA

5.1 Testbed dataset

A BFAATR o] ARIAAFA ) Ha, AR
AEA7IEH A22x AHREASTEd g A
Holl A3 96 dNE AP gl FAANY
A AFARAIE (A} A18F cadte] == o
AEI 99 dHE] AFE 1 9l Zoixldl AE
A AKB)YF (02 FAERE 2270 ((A) 671,
B) 1671y A2 AAE hrkoz A AHeH testbed
datasetS- ©] 83t DEAAEAE GAgc) 18
DEAA}ET12E 7= DEAAE|EA] testbed dataset
¥ 2014 )T =2y, =2, TT, 7]GAAR&DF
AN, )Y =y, Ty, HARAl AAE 7| 2A| Eel
FHo= ks BAI=)

5.2 DEARSY FA At QoF gl d|1p

% 345% 570 DEARZY ZFgAxAz 7
853014 A= AHPE #4843 DEARFE3 27
AF Qokw|agt} B A7l ) 1)Microsoft,
Office Excel 2003; 2)Frontline Systems, Premium
Solver Platform v7.1; 3)DEA-SolverZ# AlAk=lch
{34,36]‘ |

3£ 32 227) DMU™ DEARSAR|S (ES)E &
okglcl. DEAR3vIt} DEAESAIR|G7) <] AL
= x|t 77) ESAIES ES,,ES, ol 7)%3}4H, efficient
gk DMU ID+= BD,EG,J,0,UV 7718 Aoz =
A€k 1% 5= DMU ID¥ ESE ES,7|& L&
AeAEd gl Lo|n, ES, = T Z 98K yAR
Sl 23 IR Aola, x| 67] ESAG-e
HZ yHF o) Do) A}t T3 Sollx] &)
e AAE ESES, Alde] Fd yxEEE 0)43
< YR 4] ESAIDY FAelA AE
(oscillation) 3} 2 DEA X3 E3le] 73y} uledsl
AR o]l

£ 6.()+ 771 ESHEZE Z:]017) Al
(correlation coefficient)?} Ar&ATE] p—value &
ofefjel] QoFgict. 217 79 HFellx] oK+)el A
#Ae]l FA|EE Aol izt DEAZRSAIAS

AA| Hels DEATHAN #Ho| BA9l SEX-S
A% 47l DEARYZ AFASs 6707}
[0.725,0.944] H4$loll 3le] 47} DEAX 37t DEAS
AR Akl dAE AR grE 5 3l
+ Ao #dH) £3], NDSC vs. BCC, NDSC
vs. NCN, NCN vs. BCC A#A7 €AY =
0.944, 0879, 081322 71 & e zZer)
(p—value=0.000). VRS(variable returns to scale)
73S wiedgl BCCHE3e] NDSC, NCN X33}k
Aol w5 Z Hell 7|2 o, rigdYgHss
((END)E ©]83 DEAZA RS NDSC, NCNX
o] DEAZEARAGE AFA dis3t At
BCCRIHoxH &rnE 7IsAlo] S I +
9tk ES, vs. ESg,ES, A¥AT 94 SAdZ
0.936, 0.952(p—value=0.000)ZA4] =-$ & Zto]
golsict 23 2= X 6.(a) 770 ESAIGZ A
TE A3let AP =8 (scatter diagram  matrix)
24, 2204 AR =7 A=)

3 4= 22’ DMU'Y DEA<$l(rank original,
RO)E g9gh}l ¥ 3 DEARHERMAY ES,,ES,
ARIA) SER¥H-S A|9)3F 47 DEAR 39S E DEA
AEARA ) S/E L, ES,ES, = 7|FSE A
RO, RO, & 71522 DEATY ‘1I'3E Z+ DMU
ID B,D,E,G,J,0,U Ve SEX32| DEASS “1'-8
742e]  ZHe ZE= DMU  ID7F &Y=
J,V,G,E,O,UDB=EA U3}z el 712% wl, SE
23o] DEATHA 3bHo] 7|dH= (i€ ND)
2 o0]83 DEAZAE3F NDSC, NCNE3H]
DEA<E 243 DEARSEE DEATYS) d5
g AAE FEE ¢ JF AE ¥t R
6.(0)= 77 ROAIE7Z 32178 AgAI9(correlation
coefficient) ¢} AAA2] p—value S ool Kok
gt} CCRE3FHOoZRE SA1El SERdolr]e] RO,
vs. RO, A=Al 0.970(p — value= 0.000)2A4 £
< AL dAde wleloh. RO,& A5-3EE RO,
vs. RO, RO, AFAAST7E €Az 0938, 0.931
(p—value=0.000)ZA] 3Zeigct 29 3& %
6.(b) 771 ROAIG7Zt AHAITE A3zt A =d)
Folc}.

£ 5 227} DMU¥ DEAYSY-THZA
(rank reversed-ties adjusted, RR)E Qokgh}**>l
ROS= 98] ES7} 2% X vlHs] 2 3
= Fo3ke T DMUe W= ool
Fo3¥l AoZA F 3 ESE o83l AAHck o

371
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¥ 3. DEAREYE FoAMA 2oF 9 v|w': DEAEEAAISES)

=4
DEA7|E-23 DEA 2.8 DEA =¥ 53
| CCR BCC SE' NCN NDSC! AHPw, AHPw,
_ Eq.(1) Eq.(1)+(2) Eq.(3) Eq.4) __Eq.4)-(5)+(6) Eq.(9-1) Eq.(9-2)
No. DMU ID. ES, ES, ES, ES, ES; ES, ES,
1 Al 0.8059 1 0.8059: 1 0.8059: 09112 0.8839
2 B! i 1 1.3120. 1 1 1 1
3 C 0.4232 0.9064 0.4232! 0.9505 0.5578; 0.7548 0.6961
4 D 1 1 2.4383 1 1 1 1
5 E 1 l 3.2340 1 1 1 1
6 F. 0.5538 0.9402 0.5538. 1 1 0.9602 0.9528
7 G 1 1 3.4310 1 1 1 1
8 H: 0.5862 0.7163 0.5862. 1 0.5862! 0.7671 0.6955
9 I 0.5547 1 0.5547 1 1 0.9694 0.9649
10 J 1 1 7.2618 1 1 1 1
11 K 0.5898 1 0.5898 1 1 0.9718 0.9676
12 L 0.1214 0.6432 0.1214 0.3966 0.2472. 0.3574 0.3468
13 M. 0.1145 0.5469 0.1145: 0.1727 0.1218. 0.2063 0.2169
14 N 0.2236 1 0.2236. 1 1 0.9467 0.9388
15 o 1 1 2.7073; 1 1 1 1
16 P 0.8674 1 0.8674. 1 1 0.9909 0.9895
17 Q 0.7370 1 0.7370 1 1 0.9819 0.9793
18 R 0.1935 0.5284 0.1935. 0.5970 0.2734 0.4329 0.3833
19 S 0.7369 0.9194 0.7369' 1 1 0.9696 © 0.9630
20 T 0.1660 0.3633 0.1660: 0.6490 0.1660: 0.3841 0.3027
21 U ! 1 2.4426 1 i 1 1
22 V. 1 1 57413 1 1 ] 1
E 4. DEARZE FaAAER QoF 4 vl DEATH(RO)
‘DEA7] 223 DEAZ R 8 DEA 2353
CCR BCC SE! NCN NDSC AHPw, AHPw,
Eq.(1) Eq.(D+(2) Eq.(3) Eq.(4)  Eq.(4)-(5)+(6) Eq.(9-1) Eq.(9-2)
No. DMU ID RO, RO, RO, RO, RO, RO RO,
1 A 10 1 10 1 16 16 16
2 B 1 1 8 1 1 1 1
3 C 17 17 17 18 18 18 17
4 D 1 1 7 1 1 1 1
5 E: 1 1 4 1 1 1 | 1
6 F 16 15 16 1 1 14 14
7 G 1 1 3 1 1 ] 1
8 H 14 18 14 1 17 17 18
9 I 15 1 15 1 1 13 12
10 ] 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
11 K 13 1 13 1 1 11 1
12 L 21 19 21! 21 20 21 20
13 M 22 20 2! 22 22 22 22
14 N 18 1 18 1 1 15 15
15 o) 1 1 5 1 1 1 1
16 P 9 1 9 1 1 9 9
17 Q 11 1 11 1 1 10 10
18 R 19 21 19 20 19 19 19
19 S 12 16 12 1 1 12 13
20 T 20 22 20 19 21 20 21
21 U 1 1 6 1 1 1 1
22 \% 1 1 2 1 1 1 1
W 62 DMU ID'¥ RRE RRy7IF 23AeAET RRAGE 9% yRiESe] L3o] AAHLh A
Rzt 29 59 "RYIAR RRyvw 2HE & °] 7%= 77h RRAG EF 9% H3=F 2=
BZ yHA R3] P2o] AXE Aoz, =] 670 ok 2% 569 dAdS HUF < sled, RR,
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o}

571500 ele S TANSE 2E T5471Y A3A2A0YA J37HE 913 DEARY 2 9433

=

kot

¥ 5. DEARH FaARbds} goF 9 W) DEAYES-S5HEA(RR)

DEA7|2%.3 DEA%A 23 DEASE
CCR BCC SE. NCN NDSC| AHPw, AHPw,
Eq.(1) Eq.(D)+(2) Eq.(3) Eq.4) _ Eq.(4)-(5)+(©6). Eq.(5-1) Eq.(9-2)
No. DMU ID RR, RR, RR, RR, RR, RR; RR,
1 A 13 15.5 13; 14 U 7 7
2 B 18.5 15.5 15 14 15! 18.5 18.5
3 C 6 6 6 5 5 5 6
4 D 18.5 15.5 16 14 15 18.5 18.5
5 E 18.5 15.5 19: 14 15 185 18.5
6 Fi 7 8 7 14 15 9 9
7 G 18.5 15.5 20 14 15 18.5 18.5
8 H 9 5 9 14 6 6 5
9 I 8 15.5 8 14 15 10 11
10 J 18.5 15.5 22 14 15 18.5 18.5
11 K 10 15.5 10 14 15 12 12
12 L 2 4 2 2 3 2 3
13 M 1 3 1 1 1 1 1
14 N 5 15.5 5 14 15 8 8
15 0 18.5 15.5 18 14 15 18.5 18.5
16 P 14 15.5 14 14 15 14 14
17 Q 12 15.5 12 14 15 13 13
18 R 4 2 4 3 4 4 4
19 S 11 7 11 14 15 11 10
20 T 3 1 3 4 2. 3 2
21 U 18.5 5.5 17 14 15 18.5 18.5
22 \4 18.5 15.5 21 14 15 18.5 18.5

RR,AD 94 UlR] 57 RRADA]S] $13]8ke

NDSC NCN BCC CCR
74%& Helw, 53] RR,RR.l 2AY Hwe 7

NDSC| 1 3 3 5

£ E 6(0) 94 E 6bysh AR RS 2 NN 31 13

7} geldcl O3 4= # 6.(c) 771 RRAEZH Ay = BCC 13 1 1 3

AdAsE Az A s el CCR| 513131
5.3 AHPE &£83% DEARYES! (7-2)
A¢E o DEARYSY FeAKRMARE 53 DEA7| 22 3o| u]s] DEASARH] Ao
DEAEEAATE S3sh7] A =3y 7i5AE 2 FAEE Fodle e 93z 3 §52
AEE] AR e BN, Aw' =Aw' § W53 DEARYZE A Harsted, A= NDSC,
+ AHP pairwise comparison matrix A Z4] 2|(7) NCN—BCC—CCR, A,= NDSC—NCN, BCC—
ALA, VRS aHIP, CCR AYE Fo57t Hoi=ich AHPZ[52|HE
wE $487] $13 A9 normalized matrix A,

NDSC NCN BCC CCR % ﬂ]ﬂ-ﬁ}u‘i’ /}J'(S) Al norm’AQ normil- %ﬁl’

NDSC 1 1 3 5 NDSC NCN BCC  CCR

A= NN Lo b3S NDSC| 03947 03947 0.4091 0.3571

BCC 13 13 3 A _ NCN| 03947 03947 04091 03571

CR 15 15 13 1 Lnorm BCC| 0.1316 0.1316 0.1364 0.2143

- o I) CCR| 0.0789 0.0789 0.0455 0.0714

(8-1)
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¥ 6. AT, (@DEAZSAASES); (BDEAFH(RO); ()DEAGFH-5$ZA(RR)

@)ES
CCR BCC SE NCN NDSC AHPw,
ES, ES, ES, ES, ES; ES,
BCC ES, 0.763
0.000
SE ES, 0.687 0.426
0.000 0.048
NCN ES, 0.725 0.813 0.353
0.000 0.000 0.107
NDSC ES; 0.792 0.944 0.447 0.879
0.000 0.000 0.037 0.000
AHPw, ES; 0.824 0.936 0.456 0.945 0.983
0.000 0.000 0.033 0.000 0.000
AHPw, ES, 0.831 0.952 0.471 0.913 0.993 0.996
0.000 0.000 0.027 0.000 0.000 0.000
RO
CCR BCC SE NCN NDSC AHPw,
RO, RO, RO, RO, RO, RO,
BCC RO, 0.748
0.000
SE RO, 0.970 0.756
0.000 0.000
NCN RO, 0.682 0.790 0.717
0.000 0.000 0.000
NDSC RO; 0.684 0.796 0.692 0.853
0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
AHPw, ROq 0.974 0.775 0.938 0.694 0.792
0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
AHPw, RO, 0.968 0.788 0.931 0.680 0.792 0.998
0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
{c)RR
CCR BCC SE NCN NDSC AHPw,
RR, RR, RR, RR, RR; RR,
BCC RR, 0.781
0.000
SE RR; 0.976 0.762
0.000 0.000 ‘
NCN RR, 0.737 0.820 0.719
0.000 0.000 0.000
NDSC RR; 0.727 0.842 0.709 0.882
0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
AHPw; RRg 0.960 0.815 0.937 0.751 0.846
0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
AHPw, RR, 0.951 0.832 0.929 0.733 0.846 0.996
0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
NDSC NCN BCC CCR A1 ,mrm,Ag norm °ﬂ Eﬂ%ﬁ"t—" wE —’f‘—"a‘ﬂ‘%‘i )5'](9)
NDSC| 0.5357 0.5625 0.5625 0.4167 st 2ok olF wy,w,E AHPZFEAME SIS
A _ NON|0.1786 0.875 0.1875 02500 FARE A 434 ZAKconsistency  checking)=

314

2 norm

BCC
CCR

0.1786 0.1875 0.1875 0.2500
0.1071 0.0625 0.0625 0.0833

(8-2)

AAE; DA,A, Y3dA|(consistency index,
Che A& CI, =0.0146,CL, = 0.0145; 2)3
A4 (random index, RI)= RI _,=090; 3)
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CL/RI _,=00163, CL/RI _,
T 0.108c} 2l 270 A

2 gdsict
W, = (Wnpscr Wyone Weoes Weer) (9-1)
= (0.3889, 0.3889, 0.1535, 0.0687)
W, = (Wypser Wnens Wpeor Weer) 9-2)
= (0.5193, 0.2009, 0.2009, 0.0789)
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JE 8. DEA°3"°] ErYFARR) vs. DMU ID

(RR4-S-EXHrA &
$2, AH3, —‘?‘—%‘49} 7ol 47) Fobr EErt 3
H, B At 27) A2 BF 1‘*’37‘]'37‘ | L&
Al e g TdAA Al E ZHE g e
S 71498la, DEAZEAATENS] 7lsiopd A
Bgol3t BAe) 24 Frh E 7S £ 3 77 ES
A Q% SE ES,, NDSC ES;, AHPw, ES; 37 ES
A% B 1SR A B A
UL (smgle-factor analysis of variance) 72
Z] ﬂ 2tc}t. 3 7 370 panel E5ollA ERlE=
A FAREAZ] p—valueZ} AR 0.398,
0.630, 056SE»H B 010080 % AFSs] 2 32
Ao, 71&rops daaolts g AeR @
g 5 9ok DEAE‘E’HZ]TQ] 2 Kl gt
7o) Felad 7%, H|E<(nonparametric) UHE-
AbELA el Kryskal-Wallis Test2A] A2 2= 2
A= Ao) npEAY 4= glrh & 8 E 7o) o]
43} 37) ESA|G gk Kruskal-Wallis Test 43}
5 A o, 47 7IERoKSF, a=4>3) EE
=7l tHU..} 7 n, =5,i=1,2,..,a4
n, =n, =322 HEHI AL AEEA testbed
dataset®] 7% AA= 5 3lrk

<
|l

375
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T 7. 7)sRopd Aafolal B dURAREA

(a)SE Y SS DF MS F P
7)4-FoF 113300 3 3.7800 1.0400 0.3980

] 652200 18 3.6200

A 765500 21
$=1.9040 R’=0.1480

T

g

(b)NDSC SV SS DF MS F P
7)&Fok 0.1920 3 0.0640 0.5900 0.6300

2.2} 1.9560 18 0.1090
A 2.1480 21
$=0.3297 R*=0.0893

(c)AHPw, SV SS DF MS F p

7l Ho} 0.1408 3 0.0469 0.7000 0.5650
2.3} 1.2086 18 0.0671

& 1.3494 21
$=0.2591 R’=0.1044

E 8. 7leteopd Aafoat @3 wlm4ld ke
Kruskal-Wallis Test(DEA®=$] ©[-§)

(@)SE 7ol ny SR R, Z,
1 5 0806 11.0 -0.20
23 2707 16.3 1.39
3 11 0.586 9.7 -1.28
4 3 3234 14.0 0.72
AN 22 11.5
H=2.96 DF=3 P=0.398
(b)NDSC 7o) n, FYU5 R Z,
- 1 5§ 1.000 11.4 -0.04
2 3 1.000 15.0 1.00
3 11 1.000 10.7 -0.56
4 3 1.000 11.0 -0.14
AN 22 11.5
H=1.05 DF=3 P=0.790
H=1.53 DF=3 P=0.675 (=4%3)
©AHPw;  7)EEok) n, =94 R Z
15 0960 10.7 -0.31
2 3 1.000 16.0 1.29
3 11  0.969 10.2 -0.92
4 3 1.000 13.0 0.43
ANy 22 11.5
H=2.10 DF=3 P=0.552
H=2.20 DF=3 P=0.531 (E59x3A)

¥ 8 370 panel F=HERA HAREARY
p—value”} SATE 0.398, 0.675, 053124 7
FRopy AR gl ACE BHY 5 9l
t} ¥ 8.(a) SEX3 E9xAe] "aAle gich
¥ 88 N=22 ZEAA HFE9] Rl Wig r|eE
okl AFwY R BFEIF ZF A(10)E o)
3 A AP,

376

(R—R)
4= \/(Nﬂ)(zv]m = (10)

12

% 8 370 panel 22t 47 Z9 Azt BT X
FATEE 5% WESF 1.6455 A3Isl, &
Fol| 7128 A3 p—valueol] 23 Adz{olx}
# Al dREE FIF 4 glck E 7,844
AR k2 Jex] ZE 470 ESAE A, &
A-Aeldl 37] ESAEH AR Ean| 2eiat
A AE Z= Ao] el

[T

V. & &
T U ARFAFoR] g AF- =7
o] A28 = AN, & AFAFTAHNAA
of tgt AFA-AE Zhe= sl 23 28
Gzate]l FoAe AAstl DEAE ITF4AVIE A
BalFA (A Aolel=  wldejaldEol ATl
AR ARFRA7HOE, AU TG rte) A
33t DEARY -ZF8HAE Ao En, AN-ulit
Al 998 vk ko2 {fx¥ 4 Qloix
7| W= ot
Bt ITFA7|Y AFAEREAA A3
712 913 DEAXRETRE AdAEy, AAE Als
Tzl 23 37 DEA7IEEY3} 27 DEASAR
3& 493l AHPE 83} DEARHEHS Al
wapgivk =3l Axb-AHelE ASREE o]83E AL
HEAo] o A= SLA-RE At
AR DEAAS TR AAA e F2]zdA] DMU
W DYELAE Axddese) JYYgEsaw
TRl A TAHSER J|dH9gesE 23]
gk, 2)E3H o4t HAdiMe EHIA YT
7] AQzAET| 7]xsl] HeA: YA
2717+ A9t AFAFALA AL AR A
Aol 7lxsl] EH A4S AR B4, T
%l 57 DEA®R3 Z3Z AHPE 83 DEARF
23 Zsje} vl ZE38E vl DEAV|EEFHX =
BCCE3 DEAESAAIG¢} SEE3¥ DEATH7}
DEAEA R3S 483} DEARHE’S A9 di%
g ARE Zke= Zleg #EIHHI AA, AHPE
383 DEAR 353 23}, DEAREAAGe} o]e
7123} DEASS] ¥ DEAYSEY-TFYFRA M=
Fdolxle ZAAE, 2 DEARZAl] F$X| )
EAsh= AFEAAE Z2xE Ak Frat



7 [ 7149 3s 783 JATAEFE = A7 ARAEAGAA A9 71S 98 DEARY 3 834

2|34 DMU 22703old E-84S 233 87)
benchmark DMUE #A3iict WA AleEA
testbed datasetol] THEF B4-8]mpEAIE M| o))
7o e als gle Aeg s

gk%. testbed dataset H7}S E3F Al|EAAs)
o] 1A 7%, AHPZEESAE AR AAA A
Aol dAAE 4+ gt ARA o
(implication) & Zr+= tifE AREA] 22 AEz
AZE Hadtcly f5scl w3l DEARSAA|TE
o] 43t vl ARIR-EZ) u|n-whE, DEAREY 2
AHTE A= vl DEARE gdxr A
7V AT} DEAY VAR v|w 7% So)] =9
T 3tk
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