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DEA(data envelopment analysis) is a technique for evaluation of relative efficiency of decision making units (DMUs) that
have multiple input and output. A DEA model measures the efficiency of a DMU by the relative position of the DMU’s input
and output in the production possibility set defined by the input and output of the DMUs being compared. In this paper, we
proposed several DEA models measuring the multi-period efficiency of a DMU. First, we defined the input and output data
that make a production possibility set as the spanning set. We proposed several spanning sets containing input and output of
entire periods for measuring the multi-period efficiency of a DMU. We defined the production possibility sets with the proposed
spanning sets and gave DEA models under the production possibility sets. Some models measure the efficiency score of each
period of a DMU and others measure the integrated efficiency score of the DMU over the entire period. For the test, we applied
the models to the sample data set from a long term university student training project. The results show that the suggested
models may have the better discrimination power than CCR based results while the ranking of DMUs is not different.

Keywords : Data Envelopment Analysis, Multi-period Efficiency, Spanning Set, Production Possibility Set

IR 7= et 22 9 project TollA ddH o
ﬂﬁW[EAE”% #ﬂ%éﬁi%*%ﬁi
o et 4

o] CCR

(& B o thdt AFE FAHATHI, 3]
DEA MG 249 Al A#HH7HE 9§

pul

RS VR S R A R

S
1

Received 28 July 2022; Finally Revised 6 September 2022;
Accepted 7 September 2022
¥ Corresponding Author : myth0789@jbnu.ac.kr

a2 d8539le
wo] girh.
DEA =He] 7|2 el H7Hdd DMU &
2 A golHE Hto g - 4ot A= a4
27153 8 (Production  Possibility Set) S
39 frontierel]l $Xst= DMUE 12X %3 DMU
2 ste] DMUES A 2845
oltt. HlE&#<l DMUS A¢ &&%<9 DMUEH]
FUAR A el wep N Esirt 7
W2 DEA 292 Td7|he g k&S 7k
= DMU9| &&°] wiste] thaL 9l
of A* o]F{X|= project S



58 Kiseong Kim - Taehan Lee

N

B7W7E 89EE Al Bk ol A5 vere] V1l &
A AgEHE 79 B A= diolHE 7vhe s HA) 7|3k
of gk 7 DMU9| #3717} Fasi

ok 7|zke] AR TEE Qg oy 2 g AR A
S35 91t} Park and Park[16]& TF 717F 9] € Ak )
olHE Ai7Fs{ES Aosta vt 7|3ke] &4 Bt
RS AA SR A A g
R H838k worst e S84 AFE AAISH 2o
t}. Jablonsky[8, 9]3= Park[16]2] 2 d& 443} CCR &
g8 7R A gt s
per-efficiency =28 AJAISFaL Q1) Kao and Liu[12]+=
AA7Fs &S AoshA] FAN 7|3 £ 9 A
diofefel A 7]7e] 79 B A& 3 Frkete] A4
He A7 Al A AA 713 e B4
ot 8%l B&Ad A ool A 717 &
s 43t Fyo =S AASHTE Kao and
Hwang[10]< Kao and Hwang[11]olA] 7|2E 4421
Al Al=Ee] 584 =4S Kao and Liu[12]3 2
Hom trjzto s ettt Xu et al[18]2 + WA

AFstes 2d 2 su-

A|2do feedback 845 F7}8te] tir|7te g 43k
288 A A8tk Nicolaou and Dimitriou[15]%= CCR &
& 71 E Agste] 7 717k 584 AgE T §
2e4 ATE THEUSTE st 37 BYS ot FY
a4 584 AT AHRAAE gotstuat sl

(e}

Gazori-Nishabori et al.[6]< T 7]} network DEA =&
< o 71zke 2 st RS A A5G T Esmaeilzadeh
and Hadi-Vencheh[5]= Park and Park[16]°] A|A|S =&
o] BA3E 717 Ao o R vHE super effi-
ciency 225 A A5 tE Hajiagha el al.[7]S t 7]+
T 2 A diolg o] e xEAxE E8ete] AF
TFIHE ek FFE o] dlolEl s E83te] CCR BY
S et BdS AASFATE Lee et al[13]2 F49
FI7E A9 7Izbel AA Y A 1 23] 94
S 2y 884 Ut 2ES AAEETE Ma and
Ahn[14]= 77199 o 713 A% dloleE #9434

[} 717ke] CCR B3-S 2483} malmquist A3
AATE B A Wt AFE T Son

o)

et al[17] AIZFE 2 W glsl= doJEE o2 Uiy
o] 717ko 2 Aostal Kao and Liu[12]9} #2 S8AA 4
AMES BT AR SR 28 4 A E FHE
b

g2 71E AFedA e At sAEe wed A4
o3kA] &3 @A 7|7ke] DEA E&o] t} 7])7ke] 7]z
dole 2 dA 713k F9) A= & & H85he
e Rds ggsta vk 2 =iolAe WA ALk
7FeAdhe Aolste AEATY MdS =dste] v 7]

oX,

)

f£ gz o
o

(R A AN
o ML do T
il
o
2
>
O
ol
fd
Y
=
o
ta
e

[ to to

g
9,
2,
~

>
Q
‘O,

ol
ot
=

fo

1ok
>

>~
>

o I

¢

K
il
)
Rl
_{

£
QL
R
b
e
K

[o
_l_IOE
lo
2 b

ox.
o

e
o

OFD{I_\‘L
o |o
ox KU
ﬁm}ﬂ
Ni
23
Ny 0
S
S
4w
w2
4 oz

>
igf_ﬂ\;
N ol
RuA. N}
N
Eﬁ
O}Lo}i

1o
<
£

do L8 ob ot [ i

2t DMU j9 7|7 t9] B9 84 9 <
i=1,2 -, m, j=1,2 - n
y'; DMU ;o] 717k 9] A& 84 ro] &

t t t t oy m
x,.—(xlj7 Top oo xmj) ER!

b (ot Y 5
Y= vhy - yy) ERLE

- — (7 . . ’ m
Xj_(wlﬁ Lojp s xmj) ER;

v, =y Bop - 1) ERS

R

N
0=

il

Qurs o2 DEA mdo] AAeks AAESNE

o
~— "o
7kebizt S DMUE E@ste} vla gabo] 5 2E



Multi—period DEA Models Using Spanning Set and A Case Example 59

(CCRY)
0 CCR

op = min 0

st 0xh— Z)\fo >0
j=1

DAY =¥
j=1
/\j >0, j=1,---,n, 0 is free

9 wdo 7|7k po] RE DMUEY F¢ 2 4= 4
olET cor={(x) y)). j=1.- n} 2 BPFeATE

{x y)lx= i)\jx?j’, y< é)\y;’ )\f >0} 9 2o] Al
Jj=1 j=1

DMU o9 ¢ % A& (x5 5) 9
el A o] ez 2l
Ldlojtt, 99} 2& Wie e 7Y 5
A dojxl= 4k JA FY9 Stel] MEF R
g F7hette EW RS9 (Constant return-to
scale: CRS)9| AyA7bsx grolct. ¥k Banker et al.[l]

7 AN BCC wele] AAASRTE {(x, y) x> DA,
Jj=1

].

of

0} Z convexity AFS F7}

y= E/\jyfw 2/\;: 1A=

o] EO]«] *7}2254 AhEe] FUbeol gk Qe
& =9 (Variable return-to scale: VRS)S] AJ4t7H&
= Aot aEAdS SHske Bdolth F A4
SRS R BA B A Azte] vk SHoA Z
ZF AR e 7HA D ok 2y, 7 B Aibrbs
doldhe 79 9 AE dolHe corr={(x y)),

= FYsirh o9k ol AiteH S

% AkE dHolE o] JICorM)E
spanning set(%d Fgholekal A efaat.
54 gHeA AuEd g 4
A Aol Hla diide] He FY B AES
A g Aok Ao ATl
JS ZA4staA &= DMUQ dlolHE EeA|7A
S AR R FoE e AT H A A
& o] shte] diolH o Aol AAE EEAS =
gty SA4stazt sk DMUS HolHE
A AL s H9-7) super-efficiency Z@[4]o]2t & 4

]

NN B

o 0% _I[m
roroh oXl ﬁ,

94 S = 6}5 ‘jdlﬂr o} 717ke] k=
AA 717kl 3k g
ol 7hsstth
WAzt DMU9| 717 384 34
= 9)&te] 7153 spanning setS A Z}a
o] 717t po] Y H AE (% y0) 9 EEAS SAT]

CEEIMEETERRE s 712
DMUES 9 % 459 98e 424 & 9uk o 4

{(x], y]) j=1, -, n, t=1, -
MPE'={(x},y) j=1,
MPAY={(x, y,), j =1, n}U (xLy’)

MPAEY={(x,y,). =1, n, j=o}U(xl y")

)naj¢oat:17 ) T}U(XZ7 yf:)

MPE BE DMUS AA 7|7 9 2 A=
o] Fgroln], MPE'= DMU o0 & 713t po] &84
skl MPAlA E&4 574 ) DMU 0 9 4% =
g 717k pe] T 2 AFETS ¥ 7| 11 9 7
TR AES A9l Jolth. MpAr= DMURE ZA|
717ke] 91 2 AEe] Hito] DMU 09 717t po] 4
2 AFES 743 Agtolv, MPAEPE MPAYOlA DMU
0] HtE A Hedolth AR stel A DMU o 9]

& to g XHQL *ﬁ**ﬂbé

A =
o

N ol
0 o o T

o~

DMU®| = 7]k 79f B AbEat vugls w(xy))
of A BE&AE Vst mpEr A% 57 WY
DMU o9 45 54 713 pol 99| 7|35 vl o

10 ox

Aol MPA?, MPAEP®

A tH] aeAds SHsk= A

.

et

919l Zk7te] spanning setO 2 EHFESQ 31| b
g A7 A e ofEe o] Ao = gtk 28 W
FTESTY st AT A9 convexity AloFS
F7¥ete] Aol 4



o Kiseong Kim
T n I n
pMP_ {(x,y) EEDN D IPIP IR O}
t= 1] 1 t=1j=1"""
\ZPE"

/\t ¢ FRavE

oo

P 7y|X>ZE

t=1j=1,j#0

Y= 20 Ay A4y

t= 1] L.j#o
a3
xy) | > Z)\x +AxP y< Zl/\jijr/\ﬁyf)’}
j=

> E Az AN ys Y A_,.yjﬂgyg}

j=Llj=o

= AA 713

of g shte] B4 SHAE b=ty AT of et
22 spanning set52S 4] 5At

A/[P { ‘/A, ,X ’yj’y/’“ ,yJ) j_l,...,n}
MPS= {xs,,ys Lo, n}
MPA={(x, n}

OMPL: 7]— DMUQ] 7]2_].']:‘23 E“O]E17]- o L qu‘“ 7]2_]_'

o] F4 9 AtE HolHE shue HolH 2 Aot
ol], MPsE ZF DMUS| A 717ke] 7+ %91 & A}
829 3, MPAT ZF DMUS] AA 717t 7F §9
AE aae] Hetold

919l Z+7+e] spanning set O 2 EHFESQ §lo] 7hE
b ANTFE S ofdlleh 2ol Ao 4 vk

g

W
w2

Sl Al Ael¥l DMU o 9] 717t po] T84 545 9
& 2 AAFE AT Sl A DEA 29L olalsl ol %
91 4 9l

(IMPP?)
O%PP—mmH
T
s.t.0xb> ZZ)\le
t=1j=1
T
EEAJYJ =y
t=1j=
Aj >0, j=1,---nt=1,---,7,0 is free

- Taehan Lee

P 0}01]*1 DMU o] 7|3t p
dojt}. o]= 7} DMU &
Holg 2 &85/ 5
DMU«] T7} ZIZve] Rk ke g

a8

717J
= 4

713k

mzlﬂﬁi&
}-E]_HJHJEO_)L

(IMPEP?)

el’lﬂ’EP_ min 6

7

T
s 0%0> NxP+Y Y

t=1 j=1lj#o0

0y0+2 Z Ny = y!

t=1j=1j+o0
t L - —
/\jZ 07]717"'7”7.7#0775717"'7]—’
A > 0,0is free

tt
A

(MPEPY) = PP So) o] mdlE DMU 9] 7|7t
W odolelE 7217t =9E delg2 $85% w1
goll Al pole]e] 7]kl DMU o9l HIolEE Aled &
Joltt, whebx] (IPEP!) GA (IMPP) 9 wh A 2
DMU®] 7} S7hd @el7]t BElat g sttt

@

(IMPAP?)

IMPAP _
0,,  =min 0

n

P Dy P x

5.t 0xP > NxP+ ) AX;
i=1

n
AﬁYff + Z )‘jyj = yff
j=1

/\70’,)\‘7-2‘ 0,7=1,---,n,0is free

(IMPAPY) = ZF DMU E9] AA| 717+ Hit A E H]
ez s9S W (xhyt) 9 B 5}
a2 7 DMU9 7]7F

(IMPAEP?)

elﬂﬂ’AEf'_ min 6

n
stOXI= A x4+ Y AX;
j=Llj=o
ISR VP E
j=LlLj#o

Ajz 0,j=1,---,n,0 is free

(IMPAEP?) = ¥ ol thA DMUE S AA| 7|7ke] 4
2 Fold &84 =4 A DMUS Hit S Al9e =



Multi—period DEA Models Using Spanning Set and A Case Example 61

9 BIER dojAE= DMU 09 71zt po] £84 A
FE Aol = olge} e AL At
Lemma 1.

1) GD\JPP < GLWPEI’ < QC'CR

11) eéjllfPP < OIAZPAP < 91 'MPAEP

proof.
i) 72 4o vt 79 2 Ak dloly e gl
BARZ] CCR'C MPE'C MPo) & A8},
i) (0" A A ) 7 (IMPAPY) €] o)) s
st okell (0,N) = (pr?) o] A3 7bs s ot
0=0"
:/\;/T forj # oandt # p
M=\ T+ A
wheba] oM < gIMPAPO|T), HERE MPAEPC MPA! ©
i i 9[11PAP < elllPAEPO]E]_ D

o0,p 0,p

(omrp,)
OMPP — min 0
s.t.0x >Z)\j t=1,---,T
ZAJYJ ya, t=1,--,T
)\>O j=1,--,n,0is free
(omPP)= PP SlolAl DMU o9l A 7|3ke] &
4 ASE Z2AsE wd= 7 DMUEY AA 7719
R Y 45 M gHeE HBE 4 /e R
Qn W AE 44E T A2 02 94% gFE A
QeI Hol A7 FY 2L AE 829 A5 7]
e u vk S4E Belv)7t B FAsthn
2 5 g
(MPSP,)
GéUPSP:min@
st.0xs, > EA]xsj
ZA;ySO— ¥s,
)\>O j=1,---,n,01is free

3

N

s

N

N

w)]

=

c

~ Lo

&
N

()

lo,

ﬂ110 _1m
o

P

>

N

Z&y, >y,

)\>0 j=1,---,n, 0 is free

3 7}7} 8
(MPSP,), (MPAP,)= AA 7]
Agei= vl (PP, (IMPEP?) (IMPAP?

= 7z} DMU Y 71704

A
T&Fal 1 F A Fk(input oriented EH‘«] VR )E
AA &4 AFE AMEse RdS AAISHAL slack B2
48 53to] 717HE efficiency score 2 referent DMUS

A F3F T Jablonsky[8]+= Park and Park[16]2] ZdS
T8 CCR Bd& 7P E A 83t g &8
A AR AEste 2ds AAEH

I-IRAI.E“

TuS HAAYG L tigte Fetus HAMEE A
Aste] TS A A% T4 dgF g At
T4 3 Ftusrz o] 44 jds S 3EA4E
W - 53Y =2 39 e A HEH A
A Fske frestaat s ARAY Aotk &g A
A 201258 202283714 100l A3 A7) Ale



62 Kiseong Kim - Taehan Lee

2 A4E gty FuSEHAME g E YrEYA A T 84 F diAR 474 bEeaE gosta
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REQ Aoy P 9 AT 9 FEH I7F FgE ¢ 35 dolgl tate] 38 AAlE ths DEA
St et 23S 9tk el AAE vl BES A gste] 84 AFE 4SS LP solvere
g Bdls Fetas SAlARg]el A&d Bzt CPLEX 1298 AM&staith WA 77t §84 A58

S 443}

ol 9 AFY S E 3UAR o) FojFHoen 1 F 2016~ AbEStE 29 F IMPP, IMPEP, CCR A RE<
SAAE ] HolHE & o 9 584 X5 A7} <Table 2>9F 2}

<Table 1> Input and Output Data for the Test

95}e] <Table 1>3} 7o) 27} A3k vl o] IMpP 2 IMPEP= A 717+¢] H)

) Input Output ) Input Output
DMU Period DMU Period
I 2 | O1 | 02 | 03 | 04 I 2 | O1 | 02 | O3 | 04
2016 164740 4 8 71 25 13 2016 263335 5 27 | 64 | 128 | 48
2017 214000 4 22 64 19 12 2017 295800 5 34 57 12 11
vl 2018 224580 4 3 58 23 8 u6 2018 279580 5 6 44 39 5
2019 217100 4 7 47 33 8 2019 280100 5 7 44 48 18
2016 284081 5 57 | 50 55 23 2016 134550 7 2 21 7 11
2017 260000 5 48 | 91 70 28 2017 220000 7 3 26 7 12
v 2018 250360 5 3 86 55 29 V7 2018 256092 7 4 22 7 7
2019 252200 5 3 68 56 27 2019 197657 7 4 21 4 8
2016 270000 5 8 136 14 19 2016 122682 6 7 243 14 14
2017 250000 5 8 149 15 22 2017 153786 6 7 233 15 14
U3 2018 238580 5 3 71 5 3 U8 2018 205822 6 11 |23 | 5 12
2019 238100 5 3 72 6 3 2019 205822 6 17 1289 | 14 | 34
2016 77855 5 77 | 28 29 5 2016 455442 6 60 | 18 | 16 | 18
2017 82802 5 70 | 32 30 8 2017 455442 6 52 |19 | 13 | 15
us 2018 246580 5 3 25 70 19 v 2018 302360 6 12 21 19 19
2019 242100 5 4 25 70 15 2019 334200 6 13 27 17 19
2016 137415 6 16 | 65 13 13 2016 280720 3 22 | 24 | 23 | 10
2017 208806 6 17 | 7 17 7 2017 220000 3 18 | 27 | 22 | 13
v 2018 169776 6 6 41 7 3 u1o 2018 218580 3 5 20 6 6
2019 214827 6 6 41 10 13 2019 223100 3 5 15 6 4
<Table 2> Period Efficiency Scores
IMPP IMPEP CCR
DMU 2016 2017 2018 2019 2016 2017 2018 2019 2016 2017 2018 2019
Ul 0.530 0.637 0.449 0.470 0.530 0.637 0.449 0.470 0.621 0.707 0.695 0.984
U2 1 1 0.700 0.627 1 1 0.700 0.627 1 1 1 1
U3 0.619 0.700 0.304 0.314 0.619 0.700 0.304 0.314 0.844 1 0.398 0.332
U4 1 1 0.584 0.595 1 | 0.584 0.595 1 1 1 1
Us 0.584 0.395 0.204 0.341 0.584 0.395 0.204 0.341 0.630 0.452 0.731 0.415
U6 1 0.623 0.399 0.452 1 0.623 0.557 0.686 1 0.674 0.942 0.949
U7 0.452 0.303 0.154 0.226 0.452 0.303 0.154 0.226 0.458 0.506 0.370 0.255
U8 1 0.912 0.817 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
U9 0.808 0.693 0.347 0.353 0.808 0.693 0.347 0.353 0.808 0.724 1 0.821
U10 0.675 0.669 0.276 0.216 0.675 0.669 0.276 0.216 0.694 0.774 0.842 0.622
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<Table 3> Aggregated Efficiency Scores

DMU| IMPP CCR IMPAP OMP APA
Ul 05226 |0752 |6 |0778 | 6 1 110682 |6
U2 | 08322 1 1 1 2 1 1 1 1
U3 [ 0484 | 710643 | 8 | 0.664 | 7 1 1 ]0.630 | 8
U4 10795 | 3 1 1 1 3 1 1 1 1
US [ 0381 |9 ]0557 91059 |9 0943 |2 05069
U6 | 0619 | 4 | 0891 | 4 | 0869 | 4 1 110962 | 4
U7 [0.284 | 10| 0397 |10 | 0477 |10 | 0.81 | 3 | 0438 | 10
U8 | 0932 | 1 1 110991 |1 1 1 1 1
U9 | 0550 | 5 | 0.838 0.801 | 5 1 11083 |5
U10 | 0.459 | 8 [ 0.733 | 7 | 0.666 | 8 1 1 ]0.654 |7
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<Table 4> The Results of M-W Test

models CCR IMPAP OMP APA
IMPP Accept H, Reject #, Reject #, Reject
CCR Accept H, Reject #, Accept H,
IMPAP Reject Accept H,
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