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Abstract

This paper aims to evaluate the operation efficiency of banks in East Asia countries.
In order to meet the characteristics we include various outputs, different business policy
and specific production environments, in the three-stage DEA models. Be sides, we
apply the concept of Metafrontiers method to comparce the regional differences in
production technologe. The sample was divided into five subgroups as Taiwan, Hong
Kong, Chinese, Japan and Korea. The study shows the operation efficiency will be
underestimated if business policy variable and production environment variable are
ignored. The basic operation efficiency model finds that Korea and Japan are the most
efficient in operation. With the inclusion of environmental factors in three-stage model,
the relative operational performance of banks in China and Hong Kong does improve,
suggesting that business policy and environment variable is the cause of the efficiency
factor. Compared to the Metafrontier estimaties, pooled frontier estimaties tend to
underestimate efficiency scores for banks, and the group specific frontier is better in

efficiency estimation.
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PRIEE 7 e Bl chA d e £ 47 e B o 45 4S8 (group frontiers) ¢ v

\\\?{r

R R RIE ST

L¥tiE- B k> 4% (ny)el, > Bl(x,y)elT o

24c% (x,y)eT » HE L ko Pl (x,»)eT, -

3.7 ={T, UT,...UT,} -

44tiz- Bk > D,(x,y)2D(x,y) °

5.Metafrontiersn & 11 f & P(x) % 4 (convex) > & % % 7 r4 & Bl A 4§ & Ph(x)

A E g R R k=12, K

CF32MPd B - g - A DA dnd A i o % DMU A & = B
wuEE(k=123) § k&9 457 L KK 2 3 hid(convex) » PRA = (B E
SR A U ST 2278 33 R 2 AT R e b i
foo RAPERE LT A RSl o ) P Metafrontier § 7+ 2Ly ke
## J (non-convex piecewise frontier) > % & 4 1B3” o % ¢ B & $gW| ¥ > § iF D

5 %] B 49737 2 e Metafrontier 5 (43 08 B (convex frontier) ¥ £ MM’ 4o

Output y

Input x

] 3-2 Metafrontier -3
74 %k ¢ Rao(2006)
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(=) feibwses 2 5 4

B]3-23 ¥ Metatechnology £2 L % BE(x,y) e A ) o Popmsn S 2 B 14 o

]

BxDMKy)=0.6> p* BEDMU * 3 » » Ex*7B P ehA £ > REFlE L A

560% o 7% T §_# Metatechnologyz. & » & J) # w engijirrc s 5 ¢

TE(x,y) = D(x, y) (10)

B KA A D HeE S 28 (11) 0 & D (x,0) =08 » £ 7

DMU @& * o~ ¥w x 2 5 k2 irorif 5 mad £ » TEF &+ A& 580% -
TE*(x,y)=D'(x,y) * £ D*(x,») 2 D(x,y) (11)
F1D,(x,) 2D, (x,y) > » ¥ HEF kB R4k & 7 metafrontierz. p > 3

HEF A FHATLEE > P Shke? EDMUSA S8 & b s

(Meratechnology ratio MTR) T_3& 4 F

e(o . Dlxy) ~TE(x,y)
MIR V)= e ) T8 (s ) 12

4o % - ¥ s Metatechnology » (x,)) et iFsc 5 £.0.6 5 § ¥R % kegug f pF >
(x,y) e ek 0.8 #710 MTR=0.6/0.8=0.75 = 7% 3L » o £ % xPE » $ k¢
DMU*7i £ 3lend+~ 2 & 0 ¥ i I|# * Metatechnology ~ & & £1775% o

MR BP0 Bl Y PABEL T 2 ADMUH » A A e £ Aok g
DMU4 =3 % » P|Metafrontier 5 244 3% B (nonconvex frontier) » 71-B-3" > BJA
BLATEE R i A 5] 5 (1) % B Metatechnology 3t 22 % TE(A)=0C/OE ; Q)% &
¥ 2% B e TE,(A)=0C/0D ;5 (3)% I 3t MTR,(A)=0OD/OE -

Ra o EADMU7G 3#F % & > Metafrontier#¥- % 4 chif Ji (convex frontier) »
M-M’ 5 Bl ABL#T ¥ & chiE & 5] 5 (1) % & Metatechnology 3t iFs2 5 TE(A) =
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OC/OF ; Q) %22 % e is»c F TE,(A)=0C/0D 5 (3) * kb $jiF 3
MTR,(4)=OD/OF -

(= ) Metafrontier iz & = /2

5 vE

3 Metafrontier£ i %) % (group frontiers)sr= ;2 » DEA# SFAY # |
FRE A BT EANSHIMEAE FENEALI R AN RE D

Metafrontier 2 %2 %|:8 & » £ i& {7 4p M 2 ek A 45 5 2 £ DEAR i * *t

5
ANS S TR R EL SFAR P R R EE N E - A N S L R A
?f}:ﬂ_o
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FIE TRERALBERE

R

AEEF2006E S BB P RABE P A S HORFERFIATHE R
T kB4R * Bankscopee FRLE ¢ 2 AR BE T E RIR FALFTEF U FE R RA

£ ¢ (International Monetary Fund, IMF)h R % & g *t3* (International Financial
Statistics) 4% » 41{7 Tl B M P AL S AL PR R E o B A
AFTHRFAFEY LA EE A L2 AT U FRSPEL L ZERED
£ 3 249F R ARE > FIERAAFT e RAL DL P o AP AT R AT

F e 3-1947] o

A7 REF e R BFERERTIARITTZLA L8 AR A RFLY
FREASA S - S 2R T RZIFEREFF V- 5 U 24 (R)F E
PAREEREY o AT ER A4 A I IR AT I%  d R R A AT e
W2 AER ko a Y R RSt FEREFEBRI Y TR NRERTAAHET S A
T i 2 4] & Bankscope F L L R o

4 03-1 A7 A cndic

:‘;f'_‘;—,lj jé‘ 417 A i Lk\F' }-_{'Km ﬂklﬂimﬁ’*ﬁ’lm
o R ERET 42 35
{ ik AL - ik 23 20

B Pk 5 5

PR |RE ERs 12 11

B EEASF 113+ 39
Vo > R ¥ 427 (Nationwide Commercial Banks) 8 8
= FE

¥ = M7 ¥ 4277 (Local Banks) 8 8

#° 7 417 (City Banks) 6

¥ = 42{7 (Regional Banks) 64 64
p A % = ¥ 7 41 {7 (Menber bank of the Second 47 46

Association of Regional Banks)

13 3% 4% {7 (Trust Banks) 23 7

006 & 57 51t 5 T &ﬁﬂ;. 48 Fo B

FoKkY R A RS B AT E 2 TG 113 7o Bankscope FALE I 2 =
") > F)2 Bankscope FATE 5 B o ¢F R4LiT

o
BEAGTFEAR G Y A KR mﬂ Lo AT AFHREE
B S A A -
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S BB T

ARG ATER* e i ﬂf TDEAZ ST 2o A P~ Bt o # 5 % - FEETobit
3 ﬁr; /,,\ﬁc‘ IR B %Q{ﬁﬁm,—fz‘rw %3{, LT R R éﬁ%‘&mi&f,iim;

PES FX3 T P-EFItE 3 < SN Rt O S

(- ) Ahed g

VA RT AL R4 R

AT » A0 P T - R A3

(Intermediation Approach)¥ # # ;2 (Production Approach)= & % % = ;% (Miller and

Noulas > 1996) -

® /1 ;2 d Sealey and Lindley(1977)# &} » #4417 ZHF > T A~ FH 2 F 42
u&ﬁ%%ﬁﬁ?ﬁéﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁmé VR P R UEA R AR FTAR
FENFRLZNVI K APREANTE T E-FESAE LS AP rS
g o> WA RFT AR ADFEE A LT DR~ EZ D Berger and

—-

Humphrey(1992)~ #-g* ;2 £ 5 75 & /2 (Assets Approach) e

- A =
EENAE

“

2
o
=

AAFRRERLIPE AT RO L ERL
MIE P RUE - PR e bR S P (FL R o AIE P B Y
FHRFIAIFE a2 FHLF AT RZFA AR~ FENNT A

TR RS HD TR R B gk R VR TSP B AT AR R

%*Mﬁmaaaﬂiﬁﬂﬁi’ﬂﬁﬁﬁpﬁip B r
L Aoy REEF R YES AL L S AR T & i (Fries and
Taci, 2005) » it % B ARz $F X A » A FEQEHL 4 DR o AT HEY D
A 9 % ?g{# FAN MEEFE FTAETE M Sl TR
ek

£l

“ >
ROTIES

bl

Fritt

N
3)
=

LIF BT A E
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(e dm(y) REREFT ELS g ared Ala g4 for s s @
- i

2 e o

=

LRI EH G K BRRR S L BE G e

QBRFRFO)  REARTF 20 A2 for g i ¢ g BEPRT - #7

el
R X RS A PE A PR P E AL G ORGR F R

% 3-2 5 27 RAoPoor A gl g “f TV RE RN 2 RAs o~ A

D P E oy RALFRE 4ﬁ£$ RO R > BA L ~FEFRES
FTALIE AT I RGE M R o LS B nR R T el i)
FHRFEERF B P R AP A BRSSO RS RARE
)3

H‘

BT
(
FOr®) an2T R TR T O RBhEHHS

PAFiE i 0F d AN RET 5008 En TR T EIEG

MAEA VR EEA NV ER . S8 Y B BB e 2P RFEA D <0

AERFAEE P APERFREFAN AN OFRET AR FIEL? B R
FRETE]FLFAE PR S A e <R REZRFHE ERE
A RO o FREFED LK R A AR T AR

47 o

=

Sl
R
FERFANBSANIRE T S 2ERRE PN ERAD ¥

it

L
o

240~ R

(DF S50~ ()7 B3 2 AT § ERFERT RS Ay
UATAELFoHR Bt mgs’.
ShFT % * Grigorian and Manole(2006)ihiai > f 1990 & 2§45 & * '—"ﬁﬁ 7 & 5 ATHIT o

SRt B 1 Ag(&hpxé}'i'— P FERETG R FRE

v

B M(2006)£ﬂ AMATASR 1 BAp M
1% 5 8- BRI IE%@:» AR R L AR BB 'ﬁ‘f«nr#phgﬂ&ﬁ{, AR B

oy d\— Bl e s? AARO{FTASA T AP Gdkcs 0810 25 078 p
R 09450 BEMALTASRL AHAMER AR T FL R 14 Heehi S Rl T F B
FrB2PE S AEL RTATI R RN EH
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SIE o S AR NN KK N g

( =
PEFEMER AUBR R RET AR S KL R

A2 BHY E B R0 TN RAE ST ARN ) B A
AP BA s P AR BEH Y o a5 P8E RIEEY G 1670
TIoF A RHAP AP Ao T rrd fE gL L A )2 B R e
Fade  d BB PEcET P RS RSP APSUERBCE B AE < 0 ¥ oA AL

&3
Bohdck ¢ R PEE § R FIEALT R S R AL R

FAB O BERLZLAFTARA DR > RAEEBRILZEHE PPREL L
BRIEAE O FIM O N RAIFTARA T > A UG E - REFTAHEE R
Fhgor B (FARIE) ol SH1L82% 4 41.25% » ¢ B H1.22% i
133% B & 51.26% » 7 S FLRERTAKXRFR > ¢ B X a0t b
o ART R TG (D)EE RRNEEY R pe §H TREas gk
B H W on o Y FHCKE NEFAAF A E L wn] (bldeyea 3 & A
APEORF A H TGN ARG E ) QFIAE R Rawc L FE
HEFAY = B Q)P w? R~BRAFERHTAXRTR KT E

FTER > »BREAFIHEFT &4l P WA P r 265 0 B 5 0

X T & r R R § R RFT £

3

B BB R E A D REApR c Y B BREs a0 T
ZHPE RO ANAFRE D B E P A ERAFEEFE O 2P T
FREAEHR AR B BE AERT Fahib g FEEITATERE
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et o a —
S SR g S e d 4 BT AT R T AR R g g D gk

Por Bl? UFBP R T ER éi’%W?é%ﬁ$ﬁiﬂﬁ*’ﬂﬁ;f
2R BT AP EO A B R F T 5k T A TR 4T
TIOF AR -
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3-2 Hor A g g 5%~
o e R (X8 B i B

Tioge &4 | Tiof B L | T ok R | Tiog R A | Tiog R
eI | 2884 1687] 1035 925 7730 809] 1924 1356] 1299 1223
4 RTIE| 6455 13056 401 428|270 310| 2448 7309 1266 4983
Ml dan o~ | 4505 2904 1752 1539 1278 1285 3175 2220 2145 1992
FA#~ | 99 88 29 25 19 15| 63 58 39 46
FA# | 4055 2599 1574 1389 1161 1140| 2841 2024 1929 1793

A i 5 30 19 16 35
IR | 1596) 1947] 1687 3285  777) 1218] 1826) 3236] 1669 3020
HFAIE| 1197 2024) 1411 3522) 607  950| 1502 3488 1368 3232
£ [¥® 400 | 3843 5305 4328 9920] 1820 2780 4655 9764| 4231 9065
ElgEamr | 71 122 49 92| 16] 22| 60 103| 53] 96
FA# O~ | 3347 4650| 3791 8680 1634 2506| 4067 8544 3702 7933

A 4 16 3 17 20
SE AT | 19840 19612 1117 2289 587  1313] 14354) 16776| 3841 9935
LT g | 13220 14741 473) 978 231)  401| 9100 12546 2327, 7040
B % 45~ | 39511 39748) 1980 4074 1013 2091| 28197 34080| 7439 19931
; FA#~ | 515 534 200 52| 9 16| 358 463 92 265
15 240 | 36124 36193 1835 3823| 925 1990| 25878 31005 6823 18196

A 8 47 42 13 55
AT | 12250 5237 8743 4959 1153 - | 5072 5245 4827 516l
HFAIE| 2816 1050| 1933 1249) 435 - | 1327 1202| 1271 1182
4 [¥#4n | 16390 7076 11733 6586| 1779 - | 7203 7142| 6864 7032
BFagma| 174 80| 127 66 27 - 9% 94 92 93
FA# ~ | 14472 5879 10175 6076| 1287 - | 6253 6223 5943 6139

A 2 14 1 15 16
GEIE | 1165 149 3028 8121 1769 1947 3181 8598 2997 8057
BFAI| 825 7| 1779 5881 929 995 1889 6238 1764 5834
polF®aR 0 | 2141 221 5225 15606| 2938 3171| 5510 16541 5175 15483
Meragor | 21 3| 66| 170 46 52| 68 180, 65 169
FAH | 1960 204] 4776 13292 2835 2978 5014 14081 4731 13188

A i 2 121 16 107 123
G AT | 9826] 14523 2323 6227]  878] 1409] 3958 8966 2956 7541
ClEFmaE| 7148 11775 1258 4445] 394 623 2411 6778 1755 5653
e [¥ 804~ | 18621 29276 4053 11980 1495 2290 7108 17588 5282 14729
; FAa#o~ | 252 387 sl 132) 19 30| 92| 2100 68 176
FA# ~ | 16930 26712| 3676 10256| 1388 2165 6436 15430| 4794 12940

A 21 228 81 168 249
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(Z) BB Ri#2 iEHFE

O = 3 0% R T Ao 4L RS TR B 4 B PR
PR RRFEI A FREAEIFEZRE SR EFERRFaOLS R Bk

SFA7: ~ DA % 04 5 [f B 2 35 6iDEAGE » 300453 AR S % 4e » 4 714

~

Rlfco AP AR e YR m%ﬁt’ms@Toblt*‘?ﬁﬁk\#‘?ﬁ SIE A i
FlE o PUE N IR B Hlcs W3 ¢ T 35E L GDP(per capita GDP) ~ A T B R

(Population density)fr 5 % % & (Deposits per square kilometer) ; 42 {7 |+ % #ic > W

4 I EAD %$~ﬂiﬁ»%@i»w‘ﬁﬂﬁ%$%ﬁﬁﬁaﬁJg%&o;

G RP RS REERFEEREER ~ LR J;;S TR RO 2 0 I
ZFRFINANI3 0 Bp L RO E - B AFOREN G R Rk
BRF R SR A 340

%33 BB RE S REFEEH O L2 FHH G

RS S B %

% ¥ GDP g

AR :

AR i

FTAD BF ? FE T

FLE T~ by > 2 g

AR A R e B
[ 358 3 38

(1) 4+ 35GDP @ A 35GDP 3 - WgAE A4 chd B> » 7 17 5 §FE 2 WG A B
A2 & % #e(Grigorian and Manole, 2006 ; Brown and Skully, 2006 ; Santiago et
al., 2007) > FpHp B 78 R RenEARE L R B RIBod ZHgE> 3 A FE
$ oA BT S R R P A B R B engpE s §

BgaRs > ¥ W< A ISGDP 5 2034F ~ > B gk

-i."‘"‘l,} s & q—/k

R R EP ] R

38



Q4 R FEERET R AT R R B 4
CRBEFFALFIEERES - RERERFRTO AT RARRE
T 8P 4217 ;5§ »c 5 » $ i (Brown and Skully, 2006 ; Santiago et al., 2007) » %
Ao ¥ BRAFTEFFAACRREF I G d 2337 v A0 R

BB 4k H5 08 s p A2 @A

CRFLRYEER L T AR EEY TP > T B TG
? VER - GHARARANERGHFUF LS 2L 5 f1F
% 7% (Fries and Taci, 2005 ; Grigorian and Manole, 2006 ; Santiago et al.,
2007) 0 FURFR = iz ko F T A RE S A CHD [ EERDREAR
SEMAFERESE BRI RME A FR AR AR R R AR &4
GHEEERS AR REBRELF LB SEE A BRT AL
PR P ALY ARG .

“\’4\

DA B

(DFAD BF I APFTUFTAD GFELFEFTARY PRAE > XFL LR
VERER I o # 2 v+ i (Weill, 2004 ; Fries and Taci, 2005 ; Bonin, Hasan and
Wachtel, 2005 ; Brown and Skully, 2006 ; Santiago et al., 2007 ; Barros, Ferreira
and William, 2007) > F & % ¥ A2/ 9% X > ik JpiE 2 ?)?erﬁﬂi‘ I 5
M BT R - RESE AN FTAD B A F T LR R
AR FREGEATF R ¥ A FEL BT TR AT AR
AL RIS mF Y BERFT AT B 4% 417 0 N RS 5 R
AR FeBAFFTADEY ANEEE s GRB T ERE SRS
Gt GIERE A P AP R R 3 BT RIRR S M T BAET A
i R o

Q) F e > bl ~ vt D T e ﬁi\q P3RBT FCET B Y 'g W L R0 €
B E A A P JRA% & F (Fries and Taci, 2005 ; Santiago et al., 2007 ; Barros,

Ferreira and William, 2007) o & 307 i5 42 {7 £ 2 & Ui 1L 5 4

RFABERP DAL AR AEMRAINT L F EREFEBA P FEN
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FooORFIRRARS S A0 SR L ENAFEY K2 el R A8
T LA T T b 2 BECTT LR o P A r BT v et
BLZ o LB F gy AR E ARG S AR 0 @ P AR R ]

S r (ST 1t B BT BAIRTE R S E IR 1R E

Q)4 B I RHFAEF LA HEI PR 2 kIR G B K
BH- 2 F AR Etami ) i fif 2 B E s A4 F A
SR AR DR SR ARR ¥ EARR & P IR H T F 2 it (Santiago
etal,,2007) » A7 3 Bk atdp 2 Bl P r LM 5 F e B Tk o JLE

EERFFARE NIRRT oS TIHEEERF CHRE Y B
Ak~ P AESHE

AHARFeSIGE REHEHANE L 2P T - PyRELPTRE «
o % enbf 7% (Sturm and Williams, 2002 ; Casu and Molyneux, 2003 ; Fries and

Taci, 2005 ; Bonin et al., 2005 ; Brown and Skully, 2006 ; Barros et al., 2007) -
PR RFLE FRERLYEG FE BRI TRD 2 RHILD
S FAERPY SEE A Ao RESE 1 X2 ENRR AT

PREARRALI ALY REL T IERE T

DH AR P S SRR 0 R S A B A o blhe P BA

~
o RAVREE S F > SFRFEFF AR MR Y AT -

?ﬂ?%‘“rﬁéi G ERE R R EF D LA E PREH R
$ & RIRTHNG Fod p FH 4o F o 3 5OV F g 24 T £
HE AT S 2 o

O)ARFRZPFRF AL MAFERZ PFRF %A 537407 2 47 ((Sturm and
Williams, 2002 ; Grigorian and Manole, 2006 ; Brown and Skully, 2006 ; Barros
et al., 2007) o B »> 374177 ehE & > 4% Grigorian and Manole(2006) 722 »
Fli 1990 & 5 3F 5 R RS GAE et 2 @ % > bldel p A& 1998
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J&E’v’ﬂﬁﬁﬁziﬁ
Y A B

Koo R AR

VR ERFOR IRBESRE > A BRFTORE Lk

PR B R
1990 £ z_ i

W AT L AT - 8l K B8

RS 0 R s RATETELE > e £ B S

PEAF SBERITREFRDE; F

7 2 PR R

CF A

-J\)J_"" L
¥orm

jé,{élf‘?ﬁ?%"ﬁ%*ﬂ\rﬁ*"“frﬁﬁ’mu\Q}]?c‘?“@gv’ P AT RTALT i S
FORMNERFT FI > AT BRRITRFER LA GIRF 2w o
34 LRBERELAFHFEREL AR
o Bk (PR~ s p oA

XS
Tk 4 GDP (+ % =) 15987 27.114 2.034 18.437 34.015
AvgR (Ard/T o) 640 6356 129 496 337
FHRAE (BT 22) 27.696] 106.682 2.823| 8519 48.992
747 R
AT k(%) 2.857 5 1.818] 6251  0.862
AT~ BT~ 20 (%) 81.8 79.9 924  90.8 72.1
A A R (FE ) 0.37 0.48 0.8 143 0.4

i
FH kR kTR
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Fr i FHERAN

AFF R 1 Z FFEADEAZ > % & Metafrontierte | e AT RE S RS F 3
¥ - FEE B % = FEEfhMetafrontier ' H s & 8 (MF-PTE) » & e w|enfs Fjse s @
(K-PTE) » £ I 3£t 5 (MTR) » ™1 2 § = PR ehh » X354 45 0 11T 3P & PFEch

NG o

y
|
47

»
~

)
oF
T
a30s
b
\_.
4k
o+

~ ~ s Bpeas @ (MF-PTEL)Z A ff

F4-1e0 % — FFER B2 F & A F E_012 BCCH 3] ™ #7:= & Metafrontier £
ME-PTE] » & 11 pb Bt oo (64 (5 chff-i » 3 BERDT 4081 & fo w] Pk KO8 » o 4
4-17 Fvo % - FFER S 47 2249 B AP > 5 8 A% LT E § = 22y >
$ 21 P e (B 5 15 HRCT A A0.604 T 3 8% » %70.6% 0.82 F
37.8% » A #370.810.92 B 135 32.9% > 091 0.952 fF ch5 12.9% » 370.68% % 3% ]

Sl BIERY 0 T g D2 R AT 2 B amn SR B EGT 0 T 2 B g g s e o

AR EHE N L) ERE R T LS vt A > 75 21
feng dokE2 T4 AR B

rE G H Lo A B Ak A 4T AP
1k I e LT 3R

L
PR ENER AL RFFHEE FAF R gt and T RF; 4w

o
=
-

b E s R A L o IR AT T RO R R ERE T AR o

AT AR B R NP 3 B R 2K iE B Y 0 e gk
FR25% ¢ GlE 5o P RS A Bl S55% 0 P AR = 2o F gl R S Ro
1 BEWY RS T Ga S R G 6.5% Ao s A ERA AT A
0.6 T 12 F L B EA B RRGEE B P 30.6108L F 0 XL IR
- FEUFAF E081 0952 F » @ B = 2 F {7 g 3F0 2k B l5%
T ELSFRTIE 06T I1I2ZFY 3 0 B¢ 3061082 Bt blE B G
40% > B = 2 g ensiT e F 3Re ik 5 B e8.6% o
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3o4-1 % - BPERBEITCE B2 A

p & 7 T

Ll

(MF-PTEL) | % |73k % |78 % |7 % |7dc % |7d %

0.6 117 1 29 7 350, 9 164 0 0.0 3 24| 20 8.0
0.6<TE<0.8 14 40.0f 10 50.0, 24 436 2 12.5| 44 358 94 378
0.8<TE<0.9 13 371 0 0.0y 11 20.0f 5 313 53 43.1] 82 329
0.9<TE<0.99 4 114] 0 0.0 8 145/ 5 313 15 122} 32 129

TE=1.0 3 86/ 3 15.00 3 55| 4 250/ 8 6.5| 21 8.4

A~ K 35 20 55 16 123 249

» Metafrontier ¥7 % ‘e %GB e BV fi

AR HRIBEALTA LT BlEu o AU E S4B RSP AZS
fE AR F L R FamEEE AL g IE R TR~ d X FFEELE
R A2 AHHF EF & coeF R 0 @ Metafrontier B 8- 304k & 4217

Wi l- ®REFSERER ey B2 AR g e 3oy TS g R e

FEERHIFEF 20 AR L 2N ERFELTFHFLE A
B4t T Blen oS Eeed B TR T 50 FW L B o % Mann-Whitney
BE (AU RE) h 2 ch2eh s SBHpARTFELRREAEF > 5
Ae? WA F EL R TS 10%8 F K B & g 2030 1% ¥k

B L wu|2 AR G ek Beni B oo

s

% 4-2e0% — 7|8 % = 7|4 B 5 Metafrontier % e % @ (MF-PTE1) % ‘e %] % 3
#ereF E(K-PTEL) » % w 7] 5 & o Hfpet F(MTRI) » & ek s - § 5 7 e T30
o7 2L35H K-PTEL L3535 0942 %% MF-PTEl T35:20.853 > = ¥ £ & i/
10.45% » B om 2 b T 417 35 F FAFALBE o

:T‘!t Lmulaisdrit i by 2 e w g K-PTE] 353 *t Metafrontier <7 MF-PTEI » #
? » & K-PTEl ¥2 MF-PTEl enZ 2t » WA penZ R x » B3 28.71% > &= &
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2 2
ek i f g2 iE

PRABEP A S L REAB] 2 TT6% BT A Y RS
HEFE2 BE peud sisra B* o2 2 ik iE

Metafrontier i - @ % K-PTEl % HjesaF ens 470 0 p A 5 &)

by

s p & K-PTEL

®
50936 mEadEderamd AraF o DR AR R ZF 9 93.6% 0 I E_

PG 6.4%:ik ~ LR LY - &7

X o

% 4-2 % — ¥ Metafrontier £2 & ‘e W) 2_ ' Hphere im0 i

o Bk PR B pa |7 eTH

0.813 0.673 0.763 0.916 0.821 0.801

MF-PTE1
(0.110) | (0.161) | (0.140) | (0.083) | (0.107) | (0.129)
0.914 0.944 0.933 0.993 0.936 0.936

K-PTEI
(0.095) | (0.090) | (0.114) | (0.016) | (0.051) | (0.079)

MF-PTE! & K-PTEl

) 11.08% | 28.71% | 18.20% | 7.76% | 12.29% | 14.43%

By R
0.890 0.712 0.820 0.922 0.875 0.855

MTR1

0.079) | (0.147) | (0.114) | (0.083) | (0.091) | (0.112)
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A g 3 iF ~
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