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JETF DEA WRITo R 284k
X 7T E E FzH#

(# ZEIDEA F7 w2 A T 4B A R, 4R AT % 2F f £ & DEA 7 % 5 A
KA ZMARZ —, KX DEA FEAERT UV REMLERAFFNEFNRTHAR
HTTHREANG B FHNBEAEART AN BRELENR AFFHRN FHEEN
WHE MHREEMAETENLE, LRI T ETA G R PO E RANKERE T 0
# R EE W% DEA DEA B Bh ik 20 450 B 5 26 3O R AT b 77 T 89 B2 B A28 S H ey
DEA # A Bl e hxtcER4EFRHATT #ANLER, L FEHFF5 DEA .2 K DEA X
#1 DEA FF 4 R DEA fodk = o, &, % DEA T AW A KRR BRMEHTTRE,

KEEWR . RATH Y DEA

JELZ3%%5.C61 D24 G21

—.al 5

FURARTT M 32 252 F] L 2253 T (ratio analysis) 7 ik R PPAR B AT 19 G 2%, (B X Bk 7 a7 5 1 O
EAFAETREATAN Z 8 27 HARAT SRR BB, A I8 28 25 th A5 SR 7 & n A5 00, I8tk , 30 4y
BT (frontier analysis) 77 %4 H X (Paradi et al.,2004), Berger and Humphrey (1997 )i i iff 5% 130
T 38 30 53 1 5 06 VA 42 B LS S350 00 SRR, 0300 540 1 5 v (45 AE 2400 DEA (FDH J7 %
TS K SFA DFA TFA J5 1% ) A5 HEAT T P40 R A B

e F Farrell (1957) i BRIE 51 5, “ A 72 350K (productive efficiency )™ 9 HE A3 78 B8 F1 52 B 77 1H1
HRZ BNz A, B B AR P RCRIE S T | Farrell (1957 ) A A FH 2 58RI (80) 27 Hh 1Y
TTEBE IS TS5 EA4E R . Charnes et al. (1978) 78 ML H W A 2% (CRS, constant return to scale)
R B T T B A £ T A I AR 1 Zdls 60 2% 73 A (DEA, data envelopment analysis ) 88 Hl CCR
(Charnes,Cooper and Rhodes) 7 33X M J5 22 DEA J7 3k MG B8 T RS #EIS LAl . Banker et al.
(1984 ) W5 FRAR H5 B AN A5 5 Ji 2] BLASE 4R B 7T A% (VRS, various returns to scale), Bl BCC (Banker, Charnes
and Cooper) AL, M T DEA J5 i JF AN 2L AN A5 B, BT LA 0l ™02 0 0 T A s B | 2 A 4%
BRI P BTBOTAR D, 56T 3Bl 7 vk 1 58 MR i M, 22 5 DEA B4 1 31 £ AL |

BORT VB ATTERATA R LR B B R AT R AT RV BUR LA RN T A TR
LU GO R AT R U, AR SO s R AR BTl 55 2 e 0BT 4 (R R TR < 12INYHO002) 7 22 08 75 A A SR
T4 (NCET-110856) J™ 78 2 A SCAH A} H U WF 58 56 1 00 H (2012JDXM_0009) | 15 52 [ 48 B 24 L <6 (71473105 ) Al [ 52 B4 2 ik 4 I
H (CSC) e By, A3 I8 B 44 o i A6k A SCHRE s (9 /08, 29K, 303 7

@ BR T A 28 9 Bl 0 465 50 BT (DEA) D7 i 80  JEA Y 5 i 53 512 A 1 A 252 (FDHL, free disposal hull) J5 i WAL G I 53
BT (SFA, stochastic frontier analysis) /7% | [ B 43 #i J5 ¥ (DFA, distribution—free approach) F1J& 1 % J5 % (thick frontier approach),
TR A 447 2% Berger and Humphrey (1997)

@ i, AR (economic efficiency )= 5 RB 3K (technical efficiency )+ Bt # 20K (allocative efficiency) , i T R %I A
B AR PR Z T DL R <A PR T S A B R BRI T LA A3 i Ry Al B R AR RS S5 R BT L A R O < B R R A 2k
AR T RCR G 0 2 R d R AR AR SN BT LA AR S < A RCR T 5 20 DEA BB b sl DL 5 e 3 LA 1 R 2L
FFNEA R
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ARG H X AT 20, 24 it e NS RERLE 2 SR 5387 /1 B, DEA J7 Lk Z b
TG

Emrouznejad et al.(2008) %11 & ¥, H 1978 ~2007 4F 11 30 4[], & & £ 19 DEA SCHk 8 i
4000 f , HI I BE |, L HLAE 2004~2006 45, 15 B4R 300% , o HAT SUTAG & DEA J5 7k b
H i R W8 Z — ,European Journal of Operational Research,Omega,Journal of Banking &
Finance , Journal of Productivity Analysis 55 [ br ] Pl R F & 324 & DEA J7 1 (9 2% AR 18 3 (Fethi
and Pasiouras,2010)

M FRATE A= B9 SCHR K A, Sherman and Gold (1985) ¢ - DEA Jy % iz F B 4R 17 24 R M 55 7
T 10 ) A i 7 DEA O 6 X AR AT RO 0 AT 0 530 1) 2 4 2 1 45 (1999) , ML ATT A T 7™ 3 5 1 1Y
DEA B HE T 14 550 AL B ROCR BEAT 1 8 ) P85, JF X% T R AT RO RBCR3EAT T 9 m) A
Z e B N 22 TR G I ] DEA J7 060 v B ARAT L S A g AT E 5T, Hevb L A AR VE R AT 81
FE 1 T (2000) 5K 42 4 (2003 ) Bk £ 8 A 55 K (2007) | %€ BR 91 A0 564 72 (2009) SR FIUR T
(2011a,2011b) AT FLARANH 5% 58 (2013) 45, i Iz W F (R T ) (R BFHEIE)  CRUR R 3F 44
AREVFHFYF AR, BT A SCEZRE X DEA J7 i #0479 2538 | 9T DL, 1 Qn Wk 4 3 45
(2008) , sKAEAEFN F MG (2010,2011) Z5 (8 ] SFA J5 3 %8 v [ R AT Ml St RGH A7 DAl 19 0 58 51 B0A 9t
MR AEAS SO P 1 R T 2000~2014 4T DEA J7 3 BFARARAT AL S8 i b Scig Sck B Y,

TV N IT IR T J2 SR ST 9 FA KR, 21T DEA YK 2 5L T T CCR Al BCC
SFRER DEA BRI RT S, XF T DEA J5 ¥k 9 4 )i , Seiford and Thrall (1990) %} 5185 AT T
IH 40 K45, Cook and Seiford (2009) 7€ fif A4 24l I, X DEA 77 ¥& 19 5 £ bF 78 PR AL T 3¢ 40 19 25
W AHJE EEXF DEA J7 ¥ BT Ko ity BAR U ) SCHRZE AR HIIF AN Z UL . Zhou et al. (2008) % DEA J7
TEAEREVR AN BR B 7 I BB ST EAT 1 0 A, BRAE S5 (2011) JU X R85 S0V AR 7 R B AT T TRANZR A
Fethi and Pasiouras(2010) X} 196 ji A X AR 1741 8000 SCHk #E 17 T 1540, B I35 A 8 35 DEA J7 15 7E
BRAT 5 T A SRR B S R ot FRATT I T BT X R AT S AL (AR RCRE AR 77 %) T T DEA 5 4R
HE—AN BT I £EIR 2

ASCHAR TR o3 2 AN 2 B 7w« 55 08 4 o B A B A0 4R B 7 R R I, SR
AR S
Iy AT ROCRM I AR R 800 4
BT T AR ST 25 18 XU sy
O ) % AT SR 5E, 3, |
K2 DEA B & JERITHT bootstrap
£ DEA 75 3 7 59 R FH K 75 W .
Z S AN I 1L
JE X R AT A R A R 04

500 4

3 {E

400

2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014

5 W BT S B M R et
18 80 (46 b7 ) % 43, Metafrontier 1 2000~2014 4 {5 Fi DEA 75 % 9 & 4R 47l S5 350 10
Az 7 AR RN A= 7 R AR B (48 hX R REE

O FATLA“DEA & 4RAT" R AR, ] Google AR R R EMATHRIFL I,
@ Mk I T R RS v AT AR P B A A 4
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bR ) o3t s e R 45 A PSR

Mol

i {E 2 A7
B P S X AT RO 1 SRR RRSHIIE T
2 | EE i AR (4 48 Hiif DEAZEH e

&, ﬁﬁn{\m %11\ [i] TR A E’Jﬁm’i‘ﬁﬂﬂj h__"“{ i e |
FH T Z 00T 0 Ak R0 B B L AR = =

LIV E S MESDEA
Ij;J E@Eﬁ%iﬁ(ﬁpg%%ﬂdo %iL ,Xﬂ‘ (s arin i Bootstrap DEA |
TN 7 A B Y R O SR A 4
% 432 D@%E% EI@ (Guarda et al. , 2012) , _| FARER T PR FE R A |
S (A 0 L AT RE 2 HH it S Y SR A
% (Fethl and Pasiouras ’2010) ’ ﬁ ﬁ /E % - _I B2 kP R (k) B9y |
i }ﬂ/f} IR DEA ﬁ{£ L] ﬁ i{i M (Silva »ﬁ\;,rlii}l H:(J ! AR RTEE A Metafrontier ™ S A Y ‘
Portela et al.,2004), AFE4¥ M ik = _| AR (R 4R l
A5 R AT BUOVEAS BY R T A E—— B2 LkEHE
Bl b PREAT 2558, X AT A SCHk 25
W T T 2 BB 4 o

(—) A 7 AR R R

Emrouznejad et al. (2008 ) (A58 45 F W |, 4RAT G REA 2 DEA J7 vk W H ok ) 1z 1 8l 2
— o HE R Y SR Y45 SR (BRATRORAE) I A B T LUk B O BF 98 N B 4% 1R [ 1Y
TN AR RO . AR B 7 R 1 2 b S [8) (9 B AR 2 53 | DT A5 i A 57 (3
ANATH) B ERATRCRAE . ST x b SCSCHR Hh OC TRAT ST ROPAR BB 7 AR B i R AR O W] 2%
ZEXRUR N 7 (2014) i RE P25 L

B A7 AR e B AR E R AR 77 3 (productive approach ) Fil H 4 i (intermediation
approach), A=k i 5 i Benston (1965) & Hi , Z & , Berger and Humphrey (1991) % Ib 47 T 5%
W o LR PPN R AT L AE IR 55 AT O 55 10 A 77 3 38 RO 2808 A A 55 Bl ) B A AR OC
FH RS SRR AR TR 7 35K K P 7 B8 0 B 0 55 B9 ORIV S = om0 DR AR AT 40 A7
AN FIBE RN Z 18] ' 45 Rl ) wh A 3 v /i v SORT AR 43 o %6 7 1 (asset approach) , ff ] BUAS 1
(user—cost approach) FI¥{E 7% (value—added approach) = Ff, Hirp ¢ = ik A Ry b Ak AR 36 47
ORI A 7T BF 5 6 S5 g # A T HE BE 68 81 3 Wi 45 19 5% 7 78 40 /E 77 th (Sealey and Lindley,
1977) , Hancock (1985 ) % F )3 bR KO0 il FH A i HEAT T 05T, QoSSR AT I A ofs 55 3 g\ Se e
AEEE A Wl A AL S A Rl R TR A TR X AR AT W AR A A DT BRAE O R T R bR,
— 2, Hancock (1991) KAy, FAA XFARAT A3 04 51 kB A HCAL 23 AR B0l 55 A WA SR B AT 1 7 s A2
o FOR T AR I X A 7 A R EA AR A 04RSP  ER  FHOME RUTE T A8 1 7 A AN A
FERESE S AR R SRR 55 S R S B AAE PR AR B T AE AR 5T
¥ Berger and Humphrey (1992) i 5F , Wheelock and Wilson (1995) W BE$E T 47 350 F1 62 31 AE S 7=
AR

B XL 58 0 Az 7= 3k FT A 5 Berger and Humphrey (1997 ) WA R, A 7= vk 19 41 #5 A8 T 550 53 =2
HLA PR T TR A 308 & TIPS B AR & Al WA 53K, Avkiran (2006 ) WAy, AR 77 3k = 2200 & 1
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ZERCRIIESE M A R TR B AT AT YRR R A . BT R P A O VA RS e o8 4 AR I 4
FATL A B U AR 1, BT AR 25 F 98 7 3 TR BT R G RS S 00T Ak A B8 7 Hh A8 i IO =
WAWATE

IO AR AT SR STk b A1 22000 AU PR 3R AR AT S8 S e, DT S B0 AR R B
i 2% (Berger and Humphrey,1991), Hughes et al.(1996,2000) %% 542 17 KU W %5 ¥ (risk—return
approach) , MATIA S ARAT BA A [F] A UK i 4, DT OF XU PR 3R AR AT B R EA T B S L 211
Chang(1999) Manlagiiit(2011) Fl Chen(2012) %W 5 #R L £ T & = 0 KBS A8 5, H A9 Sk, A
RGEHOE — A8 I KU A28 i, Chaffai et al. (2008 ) 58 IA S AR R BS 0 — A4~ T XUBS: 19 &
AR, TEXRAS RLGE ) ff 6 52 47 I, Drake and Hall (2003 )% A K B9 0 8 22 4% A S &80 A
DEA A rh #4715 Asmild and Matthews (2012) W4 728U AL #2732 . {H Fukuyama and
Weber (2008a )T\ Ay, A K G AE 2 68 3 B9 Bl 7= &, BOZAE R <387 7= A JE 8 A ZE i, Guarda
et al.(2012) P RF 5% AR 58 Z A IR R BT 301E SRy IR 7 7= H R b 3 245 B B A 245 SR, 8 U A8
SRl I, Frexias and Rochet (1997) 42 i 17— Frig (1) “ BLAL ¥ (modern approach)”, B itk — 2 2%
R ARAT Y IR 55 5 A A AR AE S AP A AR AT B AR T

BRIt Z 41, Berger and Mester(2003) & B8, 1 T ) ¥ A5 Y [] f 25 1 Bl A Dk 20> i 25 384 i i b
100, TG Bl T 2 48 — 2 J0 1k UL 3] (1) 547 IR 55 Jo2 & (19 22 31, T Drake et al. (2006 )44 3 F ] i1
77 ¥ (profit approach) 51 AR AESE DEA #E7 Al AT T B4 FH R S 0], JERRAS R AR A
A AL G55 B ) AR T AR R S R DR AR R A A, Frh DR R A S AR — RN
SE R OXURS: ) A HE B T A A i PR 2R A Dt 28 | A 45 VR A e B i AR Bl

T4 Fama (1980) 2 H (1) 3 % 4 4 1 (profitability approach) , BUE 8247 ¥ B A A8 5 Ff% ¢
A WU RAE R 2 5E IR oA A 7 S R B R BRI TSR IE . Clement (2007 ) 1A 43 ¢ 4
VA T 7 AR I B S S Y eREC, R AT S (B 55 R () EAR B R BT IR A . Clement
(2007 ) 1 SE TR 5T A E e AAE Ry ME— 1 77 28 o [) IF B AL 7 P 20 AT e g A B e — A
15 B4 A M2 ER 51 T8GR RAT R B A R B B N ) — A AR AR T R i 55 A
B 55 MITEAS 42

Luo et al.(2012) 3T I 4 B II{E (cash value added, CVA)BIMES A A 75 H 28 5 1 ik 4%
I 327 N B 48 Bt A2 ), B A0 2R Ay TE RGO WS SR 7 L B Z WA R B o ABATTIA CVA 5
B W RS E B T AR E SO0 A R A E 14 KR ARAT R B X R T AT T
SR 5

AT AR DG SCHR R XA 77 7228 o I 8 3 32 AR A 7 vE SO A vk i BARSE & 00 1
ST 7 AR T BT IR A XU RN A (2014) B SR A% G0 i A8 7 s F A vk (B AT A=
T AT TR TR S T X T RO 7 AR R T B BE, 2D AT S ol
55 F0 BE MRS AR B AR AR B B T =P ERA T RCR R P AR AR R DRI R BT
ZERX P E 16 K LT RAT I AT TSGR T

@D  Scheel (2001) %7 Shephard I 2§ bR T 4b 305877 A BOR AT T S, A 78 DEA BER fp & & <307 7 Hh B T
S, — i B 5 1, BVOGE 18 1B R R B TR AR 2 JE G 7 B Sk 52 B T S — i R 1R 0 O k| R AL vk
¥ 76 7% (additive inverse) H& Ak (inputs) % 47 (translated ) F13€ 74 % 5T 7% (multiplication inverse) , 3 H X4 — A4~ YL 3¢ 57 £ Tfe 15 386
JUHE R IR A Y AR 53 A = F )5 Bk TR I A 1 45 R A R
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(=) 5 Ab 3

JCHAE 2 30 4 Rl Ol BRASTFE LA XU 1 oh i S5, B R B is AT 8l , ) 17t 5 2 0 &2 0
ARFRE MR 2 M TEARAT ML 2878 RS 1 W 7™ R 1 25 1, B A4 i o 3 nT B = B0 TR AR
T Iz 8 2 BB RS T3 BOLEE A 77 48 1 1 B H 908 I 1 O s 2 g 3, 33k gk mT
ML E ALY, T DEA J7 ik 01502 3 F A B i M2, 9T DA 50408 o e LA v ek
PE . S 1E (outlier) AUAFAE  AEAE S HH M B T 7 AT X 2% AR AT 19 B P4 32 7™ B 1) 52 0]
e, R ] DEA BER 2 00 57 o (B HEAT R 90 i AT 23 e 222, (EL2: [E N i) DEA BFFEAE 538 {7
T BT o3 AL AR AR FRATT T S 4R 1 Sk, B AT R RS SR B A (2011) th R BLHEAT TR T S
EAL 3

Z I8 E R (EXT DEA B2 |, Cazals et al.(2002) 3 H T —Fp U 4% A fie/NME 7 2 (expected
minimum input function) FT ™ i f KA J7 72 (expected maximum output function) , I B4 & m
31 7 (order—m frontier) AR UE T8 25 B a9 Fa fd bl . X B 2 09 JEFEZE T N n AN D38 B0 BE HIL
I m ADFEA BERE m R WG I AR B BORAEAT DR AN S AT LK PR SR BAAE ¢ H0h T A S
HAH . Simar(2003) WI7E B HE Al R A T — 0y BETEAH 0 “HAE T 540 o HOA TR BHE A
S 1o A S I ARG B S AR S s R VA (BN A RE A O B A

Johnson and McGinnis (2008 ) A 4 Simar (2003 ) B 5% AV J5y FR T %5 ¢ 55 5 8 6 3850 R 3 5 1) 5
M, i LA Al 17748 1 DA 8023 320 5 R0 T A58 4 300 S 19 5 T[] o 4 286 S (L A8 A A, 0025 7 T A 300 5 4G
0 45 SRR T TR S (R R SR B A Ay e AL

Bogetoft and Otto (2011) 3& T i %4 % (super—efficiency )DEA fHES , $2 1 1 — b 38 O &7 S 1
“BHE = (data cloud )"y B A 0 S {8 . 1 S A2 AT X A Bl 4 3 BUliE = "D (XY, HARTE S
B ok B @ 5, PR OCRA 3 T B “BUE = D (X, Y) B it RO=DDID SR AG 1tk 5 By § R N R
o 4 ROBZE/NT LI BEIBIBRIE AL i )5, Bl =D (X, Y) FIEARAH L 5 8l = D(X,Y)
ST AR A B U R SR AL i R E

(=) AR i b 3

BRAT A Ry FEAR 1 Aot 8 8 8 AL, Hoaz 8 2o A v SR 52 30 IKURS: PR 3R 19 52 T, 3k gk ] fE -
FURATRARA 7 AR R I AnAR R RO R S bR, 2 LB RS Ol . TR SE R DEA
AU ES A () B RO RUERE A ™ A8 2 A AR TPk SRR 6 B (AR B AT AL B R IR DEA U7 i
A RO

Charnes et al.(1985)#2 1 T DEA J7 ik 09 NyE ALY (additive model ) , - 3IE B 33 45 84 HLAT S8
AAE Y (translation invariance ) , T 1F F2& 36 T3 FpE B, T A DL T DEA B9 v 77 7 6 (5 A8
0 (R RE, B SE kb — A RS R A (A A AR I R R TR I IR G 4R
ST XL [ A DEA WSS b Ak B GUE R 9 D515 oAl and Seiford (1990) #-UCHESE T 1207 14 1)
AR, H IS XL TN e B 1 7 1 23 52 B A8 i BN R B R DN ITTE SE BRI Hh A7 AE — 22 1 PR
fiil . Lovell and Pastor(1995) X - AN LAY 47 1 eheadk | 46 0 —Fp BAT B A PE R DEA BALE
A PR A (R ) (X R 7 20T B 6B B R & 5T R RE

@ B BRI BA AR R E ATt TR IE A T ATl B B 0 e T A A 4 R R L AR AT 43 3 Rl AR
AT S A A 7= 28 S 000 A 304 00 1 T 2 B R 8 1) 0 2 5 24 %t S Rl ki 50 Bl | 4 10 A 1) B AE T

Q@ SEAEIA AT W9 E X (Davies and Gather, 1993) 38 % S P, 5 % (8 1T fe S I T 538 0w 22 , 0% SR T 55 4h— %L
7= A AL, Bt A (] — S B0 7 A AL R T RE Sk R T B MR SRS R AR AR
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N T EIR AL Portela et al.(2004) 75D 41 45 2 B ATV SR8, I %% ) B i AR Ak R A
7 AR BAUELE L, B X Cooper et al. (1999) 42 Hi i RAM (range adjusted measure ) f5 %Y
F1 Chambers et al.(1996 )&t 1) 77 [a] PR FE 25 pR B0 38 A A ATTHE T —Fh 58 S 3% 38 () RDM (range
directional measure ) 51 f A 2 7 48 B 1 [ BBV, A AT] 40 01 326 B8 S P 43 A 5 e /N BB 22 ]
(2285 R, =x,~Min {x,, | FlR K™ W65 S0PR ™ & 2 M 22 06 R, =Max | y,,,} —y, 10 75 1) 0] &2
(1),
Max B

K K
S.1. Z 7\'k Xkm = xk'm_BRm ’ Z }\'k ykn = yk'n_BRn ’ ( 1 )
k=1 k=1

K
N h=1, 4, B=0, k=1---K, m=1---M, n=1---N
k=1

Sharp et al.(2006) WX Portela et al.(2004) 1922455 , [FFEfE ) R, =x,~Min {x,,,} F1 R,=Max |y} -y,
VERER T H  #t— 0 T Tone(2001 )42 Hi # SBM (slacks—based measurement )15 A4 /85 K ) 1
AR (X 2),

M )
1- D, Snte

. =1

Min B=—"-—""— s L

_ +

V,Sa

n=1 Rn

K K K M N
S.1. 2 }\'lr ka+sr; =Xk'm s Z 7\'1»' :ylm_sr::yk'n ) 2 }\'kzl ’ 2 wmzl 9 Z Vu :1 ’ (2 )
k=1 k=1 k=1 n=1 n=1

Moy Wy Vs Smy 5, =0, k=1---K, m=1---M, n=1---N
Emrouznejad et al.(2010)Z 7% Scheel (2001 ) #9 S8 H , i 1o B 445 A FI 7™ AR 2 104 ff €5, RPHE 6
B AANE R 7 A AR AR S AR A B DA 32 T — o 56 2 3 1] A AR ) P (semi—
oriented radial \DEA 77 1 3 fiff e £ AR A2 1 (1) [0) &, ABATTHE m AP «,, THXTEL S T A AL 5
x if =0 ¥ 0 if =0

1+

1= o [FFERY
0 if x<0 ok if x<0

s
TE B = AR 5y, B R Ry =yl =y, B yi=
SRV yh yt =0 AH SR 33 Fh 5 v 18 S5k B 76 AR BR 1 B — S ) () il

1
Xh

AT f ==, o x = 0,00 =0, H 4350
A~

Ikl B TS fE R AR S
yi if =0 | [0 if 5=0
0 if <0 ’y:|—y,. if y<0
H3),

Max B

K

K K
1 1 2 2
s.1. Z }L;f kagxk'm, z }\'k Xrn = Xi'h , z 7% Kih = Xi'h , m#h ,
k=1 k=1 k

=1

K K K
Z}kaknsﬁyk’n, zkkﬁi =By, zkkyf»i <Byi, n#i, (3)
p o o

K
Y h=l, 4,B=0, k=1---K, m=1---M, n=1---N
k=1

@ Avkiran and Morita(2010) ,Avkiran and Goto(2011)%5 i Fi] RAM A5 5 X AR AT (9 30 e i 47 7 I 34
@ o x BRBEA Ly FaRETTE b ARE IR LR & R RS A U]
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Cheng et al.(2013) #2447 —Fh 54 77 {8 () VRM (variant of the radial measure )£ %Y | R i ] 4%
N R B 4 ) (K g DA% Tl P DEA i A 5 1) B (3 4) o Zhu et al. (2014) FEPPAL 25 5
o E RV R AT S 6 T AER B A AS T AR R UE T T R Ty kAT AR B
Max B

K K
S.1. Z 7\'1‘" Xkm g-%lf'm_B ‘ Xk'm ‘ ’ 2 7\4‘ ykn Byk’:f*‘ﬁ ‘ yk’n ‘ (4>
k=1 k=1

K
Y h=l, 4,820, k=1---K, m=1---M, n=1---N
k=1

= BRATRCRIN G

Fethi and Pasiouras (2010) 8 3£ 40 AU 25 IR T 36T DEA J5 3 X AR A1 b 453 51T A7 A9 Fae 87 WF 55
2 ,{H DEA J7 ¥k i S B2 i i ik 1 i AR B4 . e, AT I 7E Berger and Humphrey (1997) |
Fethi and Pasiouras (2010) %0 7% (%) 3L Al L, — 77 11 9% b I 58 35 5 A 52 A 9 ast I 3 40, o9 — 7 T
WX DEA 75 3% AEBAT M 14 foe o8 R 2EA T HUBE R 41

(— )R R T Hras o

TE AR DS PE Y (Rl | — A2 i i) RO R 22 5, et sr — s e e il 3
T 3 A SE B T Y W HE O AT A R AR R S AR R s e, [RIRE AR A R R T T X KR
AU T AN Bl BORT 9 77 85 e A BEAS R B2, B 2 38 ikl 57 25 L R R DY 3R 32 & i A Ak
PN BT AL — S5 AT S5 00 SR BE O TR AN RIES TE T A A UF B BREE T XA BTN 4 (1)
ARBUZ AT Y (HH T D RR RAGE KL 547 R iC R, if LA H BT FTE— D 8 B A R
BEINAE 7y th 5, T AR AR R AGE R 0 T S ks B — e MERE L Witk 52 M B4R Sy i S i
({2513 th L (Chaffai et al.,2008 ; Fukuyama and Weber,2008a,2008b %),

WETArE , A B S g 8 e 8 B ANZAE <R 7= 1 i E Drake and Hall(2003)
JIr Al i [ 2 4% A EA7WF 9T (Fukuyama and Weber,2008a) . “3R7 7 H (52 A& vl DAL 0 R A7
Ab T4 AR B XHARAT AT A B M (Fiire et al., 2005) , 3535 8% B A 0d /0 <307 7= HY R BIL 23
A (Fukuyama and Weber,2008a) . Hi T BUZ 34 Al (Pittman, 1981) , 8% J& i 4 (1936 /D (Fre et al.,
1993) , AHXF T HA T G4 b 5 <47 7 IR 77 Hh 852 50 RS 0l s S R0

XFF 5 F U A% 130 A 1T 7 15 | Aigner and Chu (1968 ) fiz - 12 H {5 118 52 M fe /NI 22 7 15 0%
TP A P2 AR Schmidt (1976 ) Al Greene (1980) 4 746 T S0 2ty @ T H A1 5, )3 1ot
ZAERANT7 REHEAT A OGS . Pitman (1983 ) 78 BiA i /MU 29 E A EE T IR 77 AR 1004

{EAE ] Shephard B 25 0 EORE <R 7 3 0 4700 B2 00 B B 7 T, 47 7t A0 R 7 R [ O 1]
P BN H ARG FE b Bl 7 G0 () IR BE A DR A [ BB 73X S R 22 BB
SE B WL I ARAF o ke, J7 1) PR BE B ek %, — ] LUAE 37 77 H 39 A0 A 15 0 T el 3R 7 Hi ) L
98 A0 1 B PR AN 32 T A2 . Chambers et al. (1998) 45 H 77 [n] 14 B 25 o8 20U Luenberger 8 Hit bR %L
(shortage function) ! Blackorby & Donaldson %% 46 R B — Mk o 07 1] M FE B oR %509 7 1) 1E 45
SRS T AR 20T, BT LA R O 1), B LAE SRR Shephard B B R ECT DLy H Ay
151] o TE A Ty Ta) P B o BRI ELAR X — M 20 AT ) MR R BSOS A A I8R5 08
W)z N
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WA HRE TR E W7k FE D WS EOREHES B I Horb il s S8 4E b T
i @ (determlnlstlc form ) 1 B LM (stochastic form ) #& A |11 J5 & W) 32 26 H AYJ& DEA 775 (Lee
et al.,2002 ; Kuosmanen et al.,2010 Z¢), {H Fire et al.(2005)IA K, 11 T DEA J7 5T (9 J7 18] 4 I =5
PRAICA AT 3, BT DL IR ANE 5 T A7 X5 0 4 A AR e 1 Al 3
T2 805 e AT B 3 5 2 B FR 2 BESR |, Chambers (1998) 32 8 T I AT =X A0 7 17
PRI B pR AR, RIVIE 2 M R O BOE U 2tk i) — ik BB 2 (B 5 & n] DU i 3 29 A5 1 ok
BT 1] P B R AR B 46 Vlk(translatlon property ) Do WACTE Ak B 7y e M B R 50 A DG SR 43 A rh s
J5 H AL T S AP, Fiire et al.(2005,2006) F1 Murty et al.(2007 ) % #B 32 5 (8 F — W B Qi A7
FHEWFR (2 5) o R T 55 (2014) 763K (5) W8 A i — 2025 18 T ORCRE, IR A T R 3E 2D R
Fr e A A 4,

D' (xf Vi s b g ,2)= a+2axk+ ZB ymA+27,b,k+

L

M M L
2 218 Yok Yok ;72 Z’Yzl’bﬁb/'/k+ (5)

=1 I'=1

Suirr Y, maribicr Y, Spuurichi

n=1[=1 m=1I=1

FETF Aigner and Chu (1968 ) HYBF 5T , i it ft /M S bR B RBORME D (xk L yi L bl 5g,,0) 530 FAE
D(x",y",b";g,,2,)=0 I8 I f 22 B 5 =2 M (X6) KD (xk Lyt , b s g, &) ML SHULE, FELAR K
PE(7)~ (12) 9, 3R (7) B R g3 Bz Al 87 vT A7 A A AE 5 2K (8) ~ (10) IR BB 1 | LABR AR 52 7
A5 B IE A, Hob 2 (8) FR BB A B, TBCRIED (- ) LTF, R (9) TR bl 4" 7= y
BN, JCRCRAED (- ) TR, 2 (10) FoR B “ 3R 77 b Hn, JERCR D (- ) EFF; 3 (9)RK(10)5
it(ll)121&%7‘7@‘@&@%@%&13@%}%@-ﬁ(lz)mumﬂ,ﬁﬂa‘%'r&n

M- Pl
. IM- 1
M-
R
=
=
o

3
IR
3

IR

K
=1 k=1
s.t D'(xi v, bhsg,g) =0, k=1-K, t=1-T (7)
aD' (xi ,yi ,bi ;g}.,gb) =0, n=1---N, k=1---K, 1=1--T (8)
ox,
dD' (xi ,yi ,bi58,8) =0, m=1---M, k=1--K, t=1---T (9)
aym
Dy bEign8) 2 popeng,) k=1K, 1=10T (10)
db,
ZIB g) Zylg] _1 Zﬁmmg) lefﬂgl
M
ZMng; ZW 20, 25 8y~ ngb— (11)

@ Al P JE T 1 VLR B eR LX) F Shaphard 25 B o6 BT REA ROVER
@ Fire et al.(2006 )3 H 8 HOGEOE 2O A 2 5300 bk 225K BT LLIR R R F 0t J 1o P B B 0280 6 5% 50 A
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=y NFEN", Buw =Bum, m#=m', yy=2yp, [Fl' (12)

AR BE T A B U R I R IR AR AT BRI AR T2, Chaffai et al. (2008) M
5 [ LL A RE (R M BB B R BCA T T 29 AN B R AR AT L I OR BB Y T M A
Fukuyama and Weber(2008a)iz H 5T DEA J7 vk RIS B2k M M0 5 19 7 1) 14 7 8 5 o K500 45 1
H AR 17k 2002~2004 4R KL GE 5K 0 5 F M 4% | A AF |, Fukuyama and Weber (2008b) 32 1 % T %
BOSMEFLR A T ) M RS R RN BE T H AR /NVERA T RIS IX AR AT 2001 ~2004 A R BE SR I 5
kg, B PV IR S U A AT ST ) AR T Tl s G W (TR IE #2009 5 B —,2010;
FMEAFLE, 2011), 10 HATE AR W5, 2R T 45 (2014) 7675 RS R G I T4 7, X 44 K
o R P AR AT BN RS ECGE TR AT TR DR BN B AR ECGY U AR TEAS [ PR SR AT I (4 A8
FRAEAE, BB E bt iy A i AT H A4S 32 20 BOR M ) B 52

() 7 Tl e P R 8O0 AR AT XU 19 1

I T XL SCHER BT 5T, Berger and Humphrey (1997) 1A A Z A0 XU PR 28 85 IR A BR A7 14 25058
B R, i 22 2 UG XU R 3R FARA T R AT 3

HTN A 55 22 v 7 55 DRV (4 Y R B ] 356 486 45 3 ) XU 28 dt  Meester (1996 ) FELA R B Rl
GEA G A Ry AU A8 B A AR BRI, Chang (1999) 75 FE& 1 — i XUBS A% A0 5 A R 53R 3K, BE kit 2k
1E £ 4 F1XUBS: 557 . Chiu and Chen (2009 ) & #M 8 I 1 iy A0 36 P4 58 1 B9 XUES: 22 . Manlagiit
(2011) A T ARG MBEHAN KUEL 4 . Sun and Chang (2011 )3l i {5 BE XU 32 5 XU F1 1T 373 K
Iz oA 78 S XU A8 HE A N 2 . Chen (2012) #4381 — 1100 56 15 OF XU | Tl 3 XU Tz 78 AU 7 9 114 B
AT R AR RO 2 UK AE B Juo (2014) MISFAS BT IEAT TIRAFRTT . B4R 1T XU 8 2 A
KPR BRI T (2000) | 3K fEEAE (2003 ) B 9 5 B 248 TR B XU PR 28 X AR A T B s i i i, {H
H A5 GE EZREE 2006 ; M FLAKFND 52 58, 2008 ; B 2 125 2% %, 2009) 74 3% #7 T 46 10 743 B K
W 2 (B B R 3 2 R B TR R B S XURS: 3R B F Y (E IS R T ,2011a,201 1h ; 22 2
LI ,2013)

M LK, Chung et al. (1997) B U B 77 1) P 5 2 bR A5 53 1 A5 “ IR 7™ 3 18 DR 3 B A6
4 AR CEY, IE SR T Chung et al. (1997) (1 2, FEARAT SR 73 75 T, JER RT3, DRkt 2 o
B A A R IR XU AR i Y A DG 5% T3 £ (Chang, 1999 ; A FLAK FITE 5% 56 , 2008 ; i
F MZE24 K ,2009; FEEFIA T ,2011a,2011b; 42 @ BLAIFLE L , 20135 Juo, 2014 ) , {HALSE 1 7 1] 14
I B bR B R e T A BE Y (oriented ) [A] A3, Tone (2001) 3 F #4428 1 32 H 19 SBM (slack —based
measure )45 7Y M) i Bk T 4% ) M (radial ) [A) /80, ARAR )P A0 AR A BE P A SBM A B 7 N B9 4R 47 M0 1T
FEHR B2 N B /N (2007) 254 Fried et al. (1999) (1) DU 45 5 A Tone (2001) i SBM #5578 %t [
P16 FFDIARTT I RCR A TIN5 5138 2% R 28 2% % (2009 ) I 25 B8 T 387 7= H 1) SBM B 81 X} 38
[ A A5 AL B SO IR AT T PR 145 (2012) i FI & 1E 59 = By Bt SBM A5 R4 o [ i ol 4R 47
MR IEAT T WIS s 20 B AL B (2013 ) 56 F 1 25 A OC W0 A, 1 F SBML S 780 X 25 p& < 3R
IR RCE AT TIE , #F—25  Fukuyama and Weber(2009)% 4 T Chambers et al.(1996) 177
[ri) P 5 25 pRUESORT Tone (2001 ) 19 SBM A AL £ 17— Fh B3z AR £ B2 AEAR ) (9 SBM 5[] 7
BRA, B D o i i B P AR R TERCRAE . E AR T (201 La) R AP O7 S5 VEAN T rp
B 11 FE AR T B RCR M A B R A 723 | Barros et al. (2012) 3 — 45 % 28 B 5 CRCR AR T T

@D  Chambers et al.(1996) fz -4 J7 [ P FE 25 b8 K00 ] T % A2 7 Bk 9 SR 5%
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L IEX H AR ARCR AT T SUENE5Y

AR ZWFFE N 8 — ELOR TR X T 1) M BE 2 oR B8 ) A Ak, R X6 1) ) 6 16 B 76 AR ATl 1
FEHIEA LY, AT 55 (2014) R 7 1) 1] 5 9 1 ) pl B AR | BE— 200 XU B i 25 PR AR A T 54K
PEAR (R ok A8 o (EA AT T 15 5 A U B A A Ak

MNERA SCHROR T, Wnn] 35 4 i &3 19 7 0] 1) & %A — D451, Bogetoft and Hougaard (1999)
RIAE G Farrell 18 E0O0CHE M & LA RET) , A RIS A6 ), TN LG T
— PR A&, B 2l 3% 38 7 (improvement potential ) | 11 7E 2035 8 148 5 T i £ 00 B 7 ) K 2
bifi % 2 AR AR B9 22 A2 50, Asmild et al. (2003 )42 B8 <ol s 38 0 " a9 B, RS T H
A WA J5 11 1) MEA (multi-direction efficiency analysis) J5 7% . #f—25, Asmild and Pastor(2010)
& MEA #5#1H0 Portela et al.(2004) 2 #F #) RDM B8 JE 1T T FL G & B0, 76 00 5 B O 7 1a) ) & 7
T, RDM X B A3 45 A7 A8 S K7 58— By ) i, T MIEA T2 1 X6 > A8 1 - 3R e 0 Y [ 3 5 7 57
FES XG5 1H , RDM H B AL i J5 P RCR A, 11T MEA AT DL A P 55 L7 7y 6 485 I A2 5 7 AAS 4R
TR 152 77 T, RDM HU3E & T FUAREH I AT A8 19 M 1%, 5 MR BB AR R - AN A8 1 IF 32 21 6 (B A 1)
SR T MEA U3 & AT fo) 82X MU B 5 . Asmild and Matthews (2012 ) i 1T A #4522 4 )
MEA #5836 i [ B ML AR AT 1997~2008 4R R HEFT T T4,

BT MEA J53% 28 7 S #m 1977 1) 1) 5, Fiire et al. (2013)7E Fire and Lovell (1978) 4 i1 19
Russell #2784 (3L 6tk [ 38 2 S I — S IE AR 29 BS54, DT & Ji Hh — i i =l e M 70 Ok )9 AR PR 1
B e J7 1 1)k (5 13) o #E—28  Hampf (2013 ) X EDRF I8 8 ) 254k, HL H i 6% 2 Ji R 745 225 [
TAE™ AR B AT AL

Max B
K K K K K K

s.1. z Nk X = X3 z O X s Z MY Z Vit B Z O Yns Z o+ Z o=1 (13)
e P P P e k=1

K
Y =1, B, a, 8, A=0, k=1-K, m=1---M, n=1--N
k=1

(=) % DEA J75 0 M

Seiford and Zhu (1999) 7 T S A 84T Ml 19 4 A1 BE 0 AT 37 5 4 g i Bt 17— B Bt
DEA (two-stage DEA) B HY | RIFESE — [ BL AT B AR UG T B8 MBE AR SR B0 S8 s A I
5977 IR IE B AT B4 s I RE 0, T A 56 — B B, Wicas AR SCRAE R $e AR A 7 i 0 (L 4258
WA AR BN A 2 B T 7 3 4 0 B 7 2 AR AR I A DA — k< e ] A R 3 4y
BAMBES T34 11, Seiford and Zhu (1999) Y HIF ST 455 %, KHAT 16 22 R BE 1 77 If & B 5%
h M/NRATE T A 5a 4y T R LF . Bk Z R B DEA #2RY AT DL g oAy > 2 57 1) 1 B Be
fE B 5EH) CCR B BCC AR R AT L i ke | ELR X o 6 1 7 B BE A% 20 i JE B, 0 R 4% DEA 7Y
ik R B B R T

DEA 7735 T B A 7= e R — B o < JR A, BRIV BE LI 21 5 ) B B A R 28 1 7= 1 A0k

@ Fiire et al.(2008) 2 HE T/ F T 47 9 77 i i 42, HrT, (20,80 =(x,0) 3 (g0,2,)=(0,y) BT 80— f 45 A i =l 7 1 5 i
BCIE B Shephard B1 15 R 3O J5 17 M 30 5 oA AT IR 015 (.0 = (oo, ) ED UL BB B 17 A0 B2 M TR0 DK B — 9 BE A 1) =
H S S G — B AT I S ) ph TR ) ) ek R SR B R RO D BT LT AR — R P R A (g, g)=(2,y)
A (gergy)=(1, 1) WIS A5 PR3 A7 19 7 i il ek O 55— B0, R AT B R A B 7 0 9P {61, i 5 3 LB nT e ; (g, g,) LT
PP 2 A 20830 7 e P 14 5 1) 1) A R i — O T T (g, ) WU 58 TR A BOR 1 AL S AR A R
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TSR HEA A P2 i B 2 B BE A 5 L, 1T Fiire and Grosskopf (1996 ) # Hi (132 K (sub—technology ) 1
BT IR RAE IR AL T R AR BRI SRR

BRI 2% DEA BRI A BB 58— 1 854 (B 38 5 0] LA Sk #B R 45 44 (series structure ) Fl1FF
IR 2544 (parallel structure) , Fire and Grosskopf(2000) 6145 T = M 4% DEA B8 | §ij AR 8 T i &
OIHT, — TR L TR HE s [ E AT L F 1 2 (Fare et al.,1996) , 75 —Fh U R GE 1148 1% i [a]
At (AL B (Fiire and Whittaker, 1995) ; 1fii ¢ J5 —FJ@ T XT M 45 DEA 1) 8 251k (Fiire and Grosskopf,
1997) ., Kao(2009) % B Fi A (1) M 4 DEA # %! (Fire and Grosskopf, 2000 ) &t/ %} 32 F N 78 5% 2 (1)
W5 RIS AP 5 3 5 A B B 2 b ST P DA ITTRE AN (] B B 11 e ] A2 1t T 7 S [ ) A
H 3% IF N AR BL 1 8808 T R SRR Z 8] (9 56 22, 1T Kao (2009) FIT i+ 3 1 A 7E O & I 22 5K A 3 AH
[f, 5940, b # M4 DEA W55 5 ¥ T A, Liang et al. (2006) 8 2% DEA () &L 5% 51 F 2 4t 1 5% 45
B Cook et al.(2010) WPK: Liang et al. (2006 ) YA B4 € 21| VRS Rk, I 5k T 5 5 [ DU 4 19 2%
DEA B B RS b, VPGS (2014) 1 NSRRI AR AT B £ | X5 9 B Be kA 1 32 DR 1 19
% DEA R & B 50 2T TR

AT AR TR K 22 I T 4% 1) 1 (radial ) , BP 4§ HE ) 28 £k £ A 5l (A1) 7 H3 28 55 Tone and Tsutsui
(2009) 46 Hy T — A LR 3K T Pt A8 B A9 4% DEA , Avkiran (2009 ) 5 F SJE £ 5 #4 5th A8 1 (%) 9 4%
DEA ARG Bl 7 A7 3K 5 94 1< B B9 R AT b R 3R 4T T3 Fukuyama and Weber (2009) #1450 % 18 T
“OR7 B TEO, A 20 SEIEITSE |, Fukuyama and Weber (2010) 7655 — B Be 4855 8 ) SE9 9% 7=
A S RBENZ® WEEFSAE b E 7 A TR0 BB R S E R A& 1F
ACESE B 55 AR S a7 e AR AN BAE RN S IR e i AR i #F— 25 Fukuyama and
Mirdehghan (2012) %A # #E 47 TAEIE, VA 1 X6F v (] 48 5 (9 - 22 b ot A2 152 1) 5

BR T ATH“BAG 0 STHRAN , 2% DEA W T84T ST R0 A b S B 5 A AR R TE T X A7 02
B B e, Fi R AR P2 1R 0 28 S, A7 3R N A A 7= AR B (Devaney and Weber,2002;Glass et al.,
2010 55) , M7E A v A7 30U B 0 4 #5% A8 4 (Banker et al.,2010; Hsiao et al.,2010 %), A,
Holod and Lewis (2011) #1413 55 77 3R 42 4 Ay 0 09 PME [R) ATk A7 1 F 5, Al A7 2% 7 9 2% DEA
AR RE B, HEAF I Sy o B) A8 S R A A B S FE AR AT 1 St RO Ak AR R 23 Sl 41 28808 (organizational
efficiency ) Fll 155 % 2% (inverse efficiency ), AHLIIAEST , Yang and Liu(2012) A A E 17N 1% B A 4=
772 R A 35 1R 3 B 7, 3 2SR AE PPAG AR AT Gt 80t A8 v I 2% DA A 7 2553 R AR i 280 A A
FE . TEATEB B, A ANNAS B B AR TR R BUAAE B TR B B, R 2 T AR
5% 4 B W WSO A DRy = Y T A O A 3 4 P B B ) v ) 2

FEXT i AR AT A BT, B 45 (2009 ) 5 T B K 9 9 26 DEA BEAIXT 14 5 [ R b AR 47 1
SURHEAT T VPG . 3 R A (2010) F8 A7 S R A7 IR AR Z FIAE ) AE i 9F 2 % Kao and
Hwang (2008) I BF 78 7Y X B 15 Kb 4R AT 0 45 7 B BE BCR AT TIN5, Wang et al.(2014)
[ FE 25 SR A A A B) AR & R Ty 45 DEA BER XS [ 16 KD AR T I RCR AT 177
fli o 5340 ,Matthews (2013) {1 T =B B (9 2% DEA Xt i E AR ATk 9 # AR B8ORS T T 98, A
AN 18 8 A AR R — B By ) AR RSB A AT B B AR AR =
B B e () A5 £ BRI 2 A1, S 1 2 R XU DR 28 TR A T 2508 1 52 M), Matthews (2013 ) 1% 7€ 1 XU 20
ZELT XG5 3 A 4 B, T XU L2 5 — = i B e ) A i i XU 4 B 0 R 5 = By
Bty — OB AAS

110




ERRIFIC 0158221

(P9)DEA H Bl i i JH

T2 5 DEA 75 s BoA i P R AR AR TE SR 22 00, X S 3O AN RE HEAT AR vfE 18 | A IX 1] 4
SR IY, Efron(1979 )% 42 H H Bk (bootstrap ) B #£ & , Simar and Wilson (1998, 2000) 7 K £
GLHKE A Bk T DEA J5 75 BRI Bt f2 | Kneip et al. (2003) WP 645 T DEA A
Bk iy £ R, i —20 | Simar et al.(2012) # A Bk @ 2 7 m PR 2 sR %, %5 4F, Simar and
Wilson (2007 )i 45 F B4 3] DEA R A 25 — K Bt , B0k PR35 A2 B 69 0] )1 4656

KT DEA B BE AR TR M A A i L, i T AR X R AR A 43 A1 e LUOULEE , o 1 R AL
P 7= HE WL |, Tortosa—Ausina et al.(2008)2 % Simar and Wilson (1998) I8 5% , #] il bootstrap J7 1%
XF 1992~ 1998 4F ik 48 il Je 19 V8 BE A 8R4 7 Mk 8% R 247 PF i ; Maghyereh and Awartani (2012) £ %
VS G AFEZ 23 (GCC) M AR AT Ml 280 2 fdt F V-5 19 bootstrap 5 & HEAT A, OF 2% 28 1 W Sk
Halkos and Tzeremes(2013) M$E bootstrap 75 ¥ N F = o1 847 3 5 r iy >k 19 J 932 28 A50CR 09 5
M7%%¢ DEA H BIEETE P 0 I 00 % B, 5 R 28005 2 )12 0 1 383 (£ 4245 ,2008) |
Ak 4 (FREE,2008) AR Bl (B AL AN 3N AL 2013 ) BRI (FEPHRIE 4 6, 2013) S G, A G
BAT AL BTSN 22 (4 XA, 2012 BRI R R, 2014)

Timmer (1971 ) 5 -5 3 7E 55 Z B BOW A Al #2 i) 1) PR A2 1 AT 9T . Aly et al. (1990) B 4%
FH A3 /N e vk ok [T U 55 B B2, McCarty and Yaisawarng (1993 ) 221 Fl| H 25 — B B 1 5% 22 ok
B TE 55— B B BOR AR, Fried et al. (1993) WU 32E 4% (7 F X6 25 1] A R0 AL A G 81 05 >k 56 38 % 565 —
M BE KL, J5 2252, Isik and Hassan (2003) i F 77 e/ 7, i Ataullah and Lee(2006)
DU 0 ) SCRRLAG ok A B — i B PR A R TR A 9 L BRI E [0, 122 16, Tobit
PR R Ry B H B9 T {2 Hoff(2007) A1 McDonald (2009 ) F- < 5% 8 35 3 fz /N — e bk Xf b o B A
S TR T IR AR 2L T — A T e AR —— 3 S A DM 1 AEHE (Xue and Harker,1999) , Casu
and Molyneux (2003 ) FH i J5 4 A Bl vk - RE AV JEC i U 28 — B B2 199 17 910 AH 2 1 |, Simar and Wilson
(2007 ) I\ A 1E Z2 W6 O R A5 BT 42 T, A AR Al T R 0 —Fh 5 3& 9 5 ¥5 , T2 Simar and
Wilson (2007 ) 5& T XUH [ BivkXF 4 1 80 56 38 M o O 28, AR S A 06 1 A 80tk | 16 322
REEBRATVENREAR AT T IUERFSE , A 7255 (2014) i 1] A BA K56 1T 72 U2t B I 3 0 R R 53K
AR BB 52

() % W 28 5% L R 52 )

T 2R % R AR 22 40 1 IXUIS: 1) R T T 52 i) B AR A 72508, 2 R A X AR A T mT AR Y 4 A L
e B A8 5 HEVE T (Baum et al.,2009) , 55 4, Schinasi (2005 ) A~ 72 WL28 55 R & 3 A B X3RS 7
A HAT BB, XS R R AR 22 2 05 R B R 36, X AR AT RICR (1 A 2 06 ZE () b
Foo H/NFE(2007) K BE AL 58 SCHR HL, U2 [ P SRR v AR 20 2% 1 38 7 0L PR 3R AR A T 2GR VR T
773 2 DR 3R X R0 38 i S 4 3 25 7 AR LA 52

T 72 W4 55 IR 25 9 3 BT 1T, Rinaldi and Sanchis—Arellano (2006) SE0E & 56 T 285 PR A 2
b G T R X R AT S AL 5 5 Berge and Boye (2007 ) & P15 Br Al 38 A1 2 b 2 5% A B G¥ 31
0 G2 . %340, Baum et al.(2009) E1E T CPI;Pesola(2011) JLH:5% 8 GDP X 44T &3 800 4= i i
ZHE s Louzis et al. (2012) MZEHE GDP Jlk 3 B¥ M) A F0 2 I 451 55 15 Jy gt e A ik

@O UL, FRATXT DEA 45 5 019 2 3 48 1 4 23155 (calculate ) B 3 (measure ) |, 1M A 24 i1 (estimate ) .
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i 58 7 0 22 5 DR 3% b v AR A 7l 23 55 T A Sk e Sk fE 4 (2003) T T GDP & K
SRR 22 5 2547 % (2005 ) DI T 4 il 2B A5 RS A B 1 %, BRI T A G 4R B SE Atk | 4 iR 1] ST 1 45
JURZEFE bR ; H/NE (2007) % 58 5 22 WK Z AL GDP .GDP K R M, 8K 5% Gl 02 i ik % F6Y
R R R BEFS RI5K 52111 (2009) L T GDP B4R Axgh 2 [ 22 WE 7= v 0 K B a4k iy it i
KR CPL A48 E A SR L Al A Tk Al 45 B R R 3 K% AR % e (2009) ] GDP
LR CPL A G ™= % 48 BT R 9% 5 £ RIZR T (201 1) W $E T GDP 34 K 5% A oe 4R 1T
BE S = AR BT T A 2 R R SR S A, AR AR T (2011b) A AN T E B R
LR CPL AN 4 5 AR T 45 (2014 ) BEEL T 32 FR GDP 34K R CPL 5% ik 45 48 K & S BR B 30R] %
N 2 5% 7 4% 8 A 4 4E GDP I R

ZE BRI, B E TG B2 7 R 2 M2 U IR 2 AR AT SR i A (sl T R 8 vh GDP
el % SEBRFIEA CPL K 5 00 R B s &

DU BRAT AR AR RN

DI T 1R YRGBT BT A 7 A WE T IR T 30 A 3, 5 TR A 2 T A A [ s 3 i) 1 80
AR S BN Z ) Malmquist 42 22 A2 72 R 45 B - B Caves et al. (1982) 2 iH
Nishimizu and Page (1982)# W3 T 805 ol 22 3 A 77 300 i R 0% 120 AR &R 84 15
WA DEA 75 ¥6 0 50 0 4 B8R A2 77 R A T Malmquist 25 77 38 58 850 (58 BRI AN S84 72
2009) . Luenberger /£ 7= 3 5 5 ( £ 5= M4 77,201 1a) fl Malmquist—Luenberger £ 7= 52 5 B (4] L AR
FI 55,2008 ) , FRATTHE I AT 4 BRI 25 R A 08 — A 28 ELAAR 14 2 7= R 48 B (P8 ) @ T 2
BTN 27 B S A B S SO AR A 7 25 03 Mk 1) R X 2 7 SR AR AR (R bR ) A T R AN 3 A

(—) BT SH LR A R 508 X 7

FLG 5 4 2 R A 7 3 DEA AL ALE S B DEA (contemporary DEA) 7577 , {H # T 7£ VRS &
W MIR G NG 237 E R Al AT i, NI S BOR AR B B8 oo 1 kS A AT AT ) th B8 BR 17
Charnes et al.(1985) 1] 1 % 1 DEA (window DEA)4N? | J¥ %1 DEA (sequential DEA ) (Tulkens and
Vanden Eeckaut, 1995 ;Shestalova,2003) Fl1 4> J&) DEA (global DEA) (Pastor and Lovell ,2005) #f i £
Eff XA, J7 4 DEA B4 1Tk 0905 8 DABTA UL A R Al b 8 1 AR 320 5L, DA e G
REEAR T 24 DEA, 42 J5 DEA AUkE S 7 AT A7 fige (9 30 07 EL e 1 R B R AR P R R L
FRAEAE B AR A5 33 M (non—circularity ) , Asmild and Tam (2007 )%f 4 i) DEA T ()4x B % Az 7= 53 fifg ik
17 T PRI IESY , 2 —2 ,0h(2010) 3" & H 4 )5 1) Malmquist—Luenberger A= 7= 3848 B & Hooy i . #]
FUMRAINL 5% 58 (2013) i I 1 iR 4 B0t v AR ATl i B2 3R AR 77 38 E AT 1 SE Uk 4B o (H R H 1Y
BRBATE T HRE 5 JIEHORGE L | N 28 W Jay BR T[4 2 B9 4803, 5 W00 25 40 722 gl I dgh 75 8 0 1153 45
Ao AL, Pastor et al. (2011) $ Hi T— 7 ) 4 283 A4 7 R AR, B XUY] DEA (biennial DEA) , AT
ffp e T B, F S (2013) M EIRXUN DEA A 7= S48 HO6 Hh [ Tk BB IR a4 T T 55 0F
W5,

@ IR T H I XA FR R 45 5L (index) ”, LA, Malmquist ZE 7 2548 0 Malmquist—Luenberger ZE 7= F 45 5 ; 1iii 48
e F 2250 B A FR R “H8 5 (indicator) ™, LU, Luenberge /= 7= FF5 41
@ B 1 DEA fc it H T /INREAR Yo B (1 SIS
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*1 ETTRASZRWEFRER ()M A

1 % 54 & B R A &
Asmild et al.(2004) # 0 DEA e K5 KRAT
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