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Approach) ¥ Z E=§e1F (Non-Parametric Programming Approach)~ 7 >
YRRl R N RORTRE 2 2 R R R
B fE S R DR T - RN
SRR & 2 - AR (PR H B G
AR R TRy - [k G apAR o T BERV R P e R L
o & EErR] @Ak 57 M (Data Envelopment Analysis; DEA) e

Fortuin(1998)%* Kaufman(1988) ] [i|][#1% a\FJ‘ﬁ?FﬂFﬂif NN ES
AP A HF'JE'TE’?‘J%%_7W[ Ry BRSO R T E';H
RIS SO 1YW - AT AR ) g
Fope o I (e R L IITFI EPVEUR o FRH LI AR T B
VR EI H—Hﬂ“l *‘f?l‘ﬁ"ﬁ-i“u Rk °a=FJ§“TJiW RVED
forlE Rl [P S FOAFT T R R T TR R
SR <<1Fﬁrwr|ﬁ[ [{é I F‘ g YL (R0 ;Jr}*s”i F[%mﬁ I
ST ﬂgj:F =355 o, Tt‘L?P%iF— Iﬁlj\é: B — JEHE LSS é”p;fr’él*é’?
ﬁh‘fﬂﬁ‘ﬂﬁ RS EF’ ﬂl@kﬁ' %?lﬁﬁﬁﬁ RS o

AR Sf”’ [F‘IED*“]‘ FHore e 2 FRE e R | TV Y T Y
% 'fﬂ’?’r%i ’[*“F“ Jn\fzﬁ%? [~ F'JEW???FVFWP*IF‘[ o I RS

lﬁl VAR [ P (AR 3555 A R WHHEJW}}[@’ ==
s mﬂﬂlﬁfp@ R [T VR SARE] SRR S
*FJE;‘IHAE}W” Iﬁfﬁiﬁk (ORI AR e T - 2 R LA a’\FJ”S‘H IFL[—r
e JLFFU : ﬁqﬁﬂaﬁl%ﬁ&w AL AT BB &
& WS MUYAVENR 0 F F'LJE}E%* FiLSe=RN %%%ﬁﬁq s
Ty IERL - E2E E’.’rF%‘AHLJEﬁF (T (s FH-F 555" Shafer
& Byrd(2000) &3 LRI ~ wVF] o @) ~ AR ALER G - H
2 lﬁ;ifgﬂ A= ﬁi %347%% ﬂl“”’%}ﬂ?l%?g};{a[ N E}QJ«%’[I;{I%}E[ SN
23755 « Turban, Mclean, &Wetherbe(2001)ﬁ@ﬁ?r Eas ElJﬁlfﬁl?ﬂ .
E“r;[v[’g[ . ﬁj\FB 1%&%&?[ lﬁj%lfﬁ o E}%’%ﬂﬁp F‘iﬁjt'bﬁg*—,iﬁﬁﬁlﬁ S
lﬁ—’ Ak E T R ﬁﬁ'* IR SN Pua e i
PSR AR ) - 2 EC00F R FR YR

S

uli



158 T3k ¢ 27 5 (17)

ﬁ#ﬁ[’{fﬁ%ﬁﬁ (ﬁ{l’ﬁ%ﬁ) . ﬁ?l%ﬁﬁ [/T"?fé%—mﬁﬁ& N —m&'i(ﬁf«%‘ﬁ—‘) SRS E TR
[TV - "EJ%%E??FHE‘}'E}QJ«EJWH e F{Til FEEN P_Lﬁ’ﬂ

TR | CARNR R AR I UV ER 1Lt ;ﬂjﬁf«@?ﬁﬂr? Santhanam &
Hart0n0(2003)E'[JJ‘J?Yi@ﬂ@%’@ﬁiﬁﬁ ,ﬁg*fi[jfi’ﬁ ISR TFHJF]EE:J
FORRRE » e BV LB REARLD P o R YR BT Y S
w5 ARy o tlﬁy',%p@g%gﬁ#\pq E}éﬂ%[;riF TR YR

E/\f’IEH:T ‘.EISF_F'[—,”%’ "IFJ}&,SF °

AT SR ¢T}‘“?t'€‘rﬂﬁl@%‘ J [
AR l‘pt“w“”ﬂE?ﬁﬁ'ﬁmﬂwgﬁim~ A IR R
Fsgin ] % S5k~ AlEFE - Tt[FGﬁ?E*ﬁJE#@@ AT PR
FIFH] > T S‘EQE[ Es E?“F—Jj"y

(Z)~ FHe 20473

Farrell(1957)#¢11pY & &% 3% P (Production  Frontier) ¥ fi&! & & 3%
F o P T A EF R LR ) (Pareto Optimality)#! &. zmj‘@ﬁrll‘:h H
ORI R IR PR AT 0
[’F‘[ Ml R B g e Elﬁ' #|% ° Chrane ~ Cooper =
Rhodes = i Z757: 1978 & AUt i 38 PSS > 3 R Elﬁ%ﬁ T’ﬁi
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RS SAHE I S [ﬁ:EIjILMIJEJZi%BJ I REETIE R rgg:i}pﬁfﬁrq ;
B RSP SR I Y CCRASLET) *$@Fﬁﬁﬁﬁ$ﬁiif¥§f}
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Rousseau(1985)H¢ 1 [NE 51 (Additive Model) }H Fod R s A
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Hlo = R B LR O Y A R -
Sexton, Silkman, & Hogan(1986)f! 4 <" ¥ (Cross Efficiency)f i
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L1, Jahanshahloo, & Khodabakhshi, 2007) -

SR DEA 5L i g 2R 20 e o 48 Ff EE Eo PRSI
AR MR TR L TR OS] O R
Fj’#ﬁ&@*lﬁ[ CIROUS IR Faki~Io N rﬂ’i‘@ﬁlfﬁgﬁ/&ﬂ o Tt ]
F B B S e IS AR 35 p SE 'FL'WEH i~ ¥R E*%puggﬁ%
T SRR T AR IS pu T ﬁ“’“‘ﬁ“f} FUAS EY R ~ | IR
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(B T I fﬁ?ﬁiﬂnﬂ»'ff'ﬁﬁfﬁ’fr’ﬁﬁf 0o BT EUTHIRE O o B
A ﬁ B RS W & TR il [ETRURLT | '%, I+ - Jahanshahloo
& Khodabakhshi(2004) 5% " fol &34 g i [ R7Er T [l pOmsLE 5
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e E=ES JEI’,’ (At F B et R S R R B
DMU - Chen( 2003)$5f] 1115 = i EL e ¥ G > (=5 YF}§)EI 1966
F %= 1985 & pUEYE [EDEA 55 #7T [ﬁJEﬂj 04 &= @ malmquist
f812](radial and non-radial malmquist model) o ffli ™ [€¥# I K> 575 (=G
R S B M E S TS S
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D £ it 2 Rl i Elfl“ﬁéﬁifé?l?ﬁ%@i% o F=9F AT DEA jt =
EIUEE‘FSF% g1 L ATt S C A PUSL -1 SRl IR M SR S P TR TR E R L
PEde o T P2 [plde; 55 4 Sherman(1986) % |4 %EIU@%FTO E A pu
FLDEA TR =pl 200 R o F%WD B. Golany(1988)7rfi!, » DEA =I5%
BV E V= R Rl pu o pliEe 2= éﬁ?\cdfw‘a?ﬁﬁ@ NRE 1 ilil
FVER R i D'l E]GE
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[l | i [l (=
- e A St e (Erkut & atice,
=1 ] H 5 = FE=0
1 42 giﬁaéﬂmﬁﬁﬁ 'FL‘ SupSBM, DEA. 2007)
2 IRV ISR Efficiency models, DEA. (Necmi, 2006)
e e Environmental DEA (Zhou, Ang, &
U 354 R (EPT 0
3 %ﬁ?ﬁ“ﬁ TJ&FI@( ) tech, EPI measure. Poh, 2008)

4 W YVVELE L ARV Malmquist index, DEA.  (Barbara et al.
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Fuzzy DEA/AR,

FMS performance
evaluation.

Transit performance
measurement, Network
DEA and goal
programming in DEA.
Performance
measurement, DEA

DEA.

. Sensitivity tests,
Dimensionality tests,
DEA.

Analytic hierarchy
process(AHP), DEA.

Efficiency measurement,

DEA.

2004)

(Liu, 2008)

(Sheth,
Triantis, &
Teodorovic,
2007)

(Shinn, 2004)

(Gregoriou,
Sedzro, & Zhu,
2005)
(Hughes &
Suthathip,
2004)

(Jukka, Antti,
& Jukka, 2007)

(Jill, 20006)
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DEA =0 Ul id 1% = (Golany & Roll, 1989)
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Vi Ui ERERPGHTC ke 1 31 ik L= 505 e Y s
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Banker, Charnes » Cooper . 1984 i [Z1~ CCR 1= » #if o7 [
1% (Convexity) I EET > &0 ' 4 & Fl" <& 2 ~ (Production Possibility Set)
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o (1 BCC st /'Jﬂjj’fgb—'ﬁhl%;tfjﬁiig{p\'\'—[/ﬁwj%% 5 fi@?'”[l %
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Zvjxjk =1
j=1

Bﬂﬁjﬂ?“ ZUiYik _Zvjxjk -U, <0
i=1 j:l
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Hilrk #a ;, IFLIF' Jﬂ\m?ﬂ b

hk : f‘u LR Iﬁlﬁﬁ Ik ARSI fil

Yik : F)J oY K Y EEEE VST el % i

Xijk = EbOTk [ HI D 5T [ i

Vi Ui ST k VST [l el o 27 j {8 il ARl

PUECIR L Uk it 2 T R T A SR P -
A.Uk=0 # FRGTH '*iriﬁﬁiﬁﬁ* ko P A
f"(Constant Return to Scale, CRS)

B.UK>0 [ffl[[#=- Fgﬁ*rh@ b ARSI s R
P&V (Decreasing Return to Scale, DRS)

C.UK<0 Fe FFHTHI | F R % & TP P
&7 (Increasing Return to Scale, IRS)
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A VRIS 35 e sk + 7 ] DEA 3R
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Efficiency) » x&~ W FHGGHI 00 VREFOAHSEES=R - (75 BCC8LE] -

S

uli



164 T g A7 (17)

I T leii DMU # (& 352 E| % Zop e PIAGHR P Sk (1 8 7 L) B
GopE I DMU i i P & & gy .

ﬁ%}' 1 I = 87 Sl & (FIPRR e ~ RO s
I U plrjﬁﬁf %EJ A~B-~C-D-E =i DMU > I'|- #{&
T R I ASB Y C B L ARSE R SR T P E
D%!,éﬁ % OF V& Y FD V0 7 £ o (f Hgﬁﬂﬁzi % OF
3 E'IF[ FURR!IFH V37 &l » PR FJL%D%!‘ J g, TE=FH /FD
PHRR HEIF D BEET OL4E™ 2% % ID B & 1 TBHFAEE
boor et Eﬁ 1% & 1 &5 U D R & ek e by
TE=ID/N - [AF ) OF ViE & > ¥ H Eﬁuj\_—ﬂ C i i
B PPV FG 487 B3R - N8 H %Wv D %J/%Jﬁiﬂ
£4(Scale Efficiency)SE=FG/FH o 3 it OF Vi) > Tl PR s 22
(agsgs W USSR P U FG V4™ > s DRV s )
AE =FG/FD(= ID/IK)=FH /FDxFG/FH =TExSE , | 451181951 £ (Scale
Indicator) SI =0G /OC X [ fiih | ISR - E”ﬁ‘?ﬂ' 32 VA A
ifj«'ﬁ‘}ﬁﬁ B 4 LIHF#T < gl!— I mﬁmg, tﬁ@;;},ﬁ
g R R R PR e Efktﬂﬁ il (FFsL OC) 7 BH
SR ST R 252 LU d%u [fFE‘.io[a“l'i—fﬁﬁi&?”(Eanker,1984,1989) o

A
T CES Front

/{r//ﬁ_ VRS Front
Q|

L J

X

B 1 SR~ B RS 2 L 7 LW

uli



J «u%{:b'}-% ﬁ" k‘l :Zi“ ’I‘Ip’fﬂ_

165
REF R B AT AT I B A A
A BEEV
YRR G555 P LS ;ﬂ b U RIS > P ?’fl'ﬁl

STay 3:1;,[ Il NS S RR: l? il ﬂ“ 3:%1 ffﬁjmﬁﬁﬁj E

0 g “Tffrrj P E T ﬁwﬁ' oz e

z A"'éﬁﬁfr’ﬂ*érﬁ'(ﬁ T IR =

i

%@m*W%@www“@w%PWW

SR e A F A el P
PRV 45 R

&t

oS
FEF%’ : Eﬁﬂg“t‘w —r
Hi b = J)T;EE'HQ CEER NIRRT |‘ﬁ v r _F(Golany & Roll
1989) - §J91 - IR VR LA ORI - 1
gjfﬁ%%@éf‘ FEh e

Fabn it
BV /i

Ll’

TR AE ST T’ﬂsﬁﬁ JWE%FJHI T U EICE FIF“ _Lﬁl’ghél
Bl o D LRI - YRR R 1
ﬁl%%p\@—jﬁ o

op PJ F "ﬂ@lf/“
C. el [l [ 1%

D DEA f41%

DEA #5i=VpusE 5 §=E,I}[ﬁj’ SIPTY TRV S

e T Y
BfE ~ ARy Y(Prior Informatlon) % f/ff =TI

J£_'l °
E S fBTE

DEA 7 ﬂé?’ﬂj}@ﬁla W[Pﬁlﬁrgﬁum Mgﬁggjﬁg@%lﬁl?&
Tl H;ffl' F pjgjl I : DEA-Solver ~ EMS ~ LINDO
IDEAS -~ DEAP ¥ Frontier Analysis 3~ °

F. S 53 P ey

AP B S T R 4y S RS T H [
+ > j\zﬁ'lji;mclsf_r.ﬂflgj ) éfﬂij}&F—; IIEFIJ/ FIEY o

b

—

S

uli



166 Ak g e (17)
TR A 47 834,
(=) PEIHEH%ERH%K

AP B L] ()RR
F'fj?fﬁ@pﬁu?%ﬁ%& SRR JEI 2005 5 1 F] 1 [1%
E 31 pHAFF 2 &

8 F N

RN

» 20 F T F
R ﬂwumww@ﬁrﬁ%’ WL T A
(ERE SR SN SR T e EHQE‘IHIEF R A o

CECEE T
- 2006 F 12
R 2 -

2ETHLE AR
Fe8f 2 Tl A PO oy @%IHU RS U T AR
Cl = 2427  TSE =I5 1976/12/09  2000/09/11
C2  Jififr 2447  TSE ‘%+>F' 1982/04/02  2001/04/09
C3 R 2453 TSE wREEE 197507/17  2001/05/22
c4 EAE 2468  TSE 'ﬁZFI 1977/04/11 ~ 2001/09/17
Cs5 FTHE[ 2480 TSE ARECH F' 1993/03/24  2001/09/17
C6 W 3021 TSE AR F' 1993/05/25  2002/08/26
C7 HF 3029 TSE '\%+ F11980/06/27  2002/08/26
cg <~ 3085 OTC \%ﬂﬁfl 1994/09/01  2004/03/01
co 'R 5201 OTC <FAkiEf F' 1985/05/22  2000/10/12
Clo  HEL 5204  OTC =I5 1993/02/16  2000/12/21
Cll 5 5205 OTC x%{qu 1989/12/13  2001/05/14
Cl2 A% 5206 OTC =%IF 1975/10/06  2001/10/08
C13  #oifi 5209 OTC 'ﬁZFI 1987/8/03  2002/02/25
Cl4 #ff 5210 OTC \%ﬂﬁfl 1988/11/23  2002/04/25
Cl5s W 5212 OTC FAkiEf F' 1998/07/03  2003/03/24
Cl6 #3% 5213 OTC 's%+ F' 1995/01/16  2003/04/24
Cl7 —~H] 5310 OTC I F' 1989/12/28  1996/04/09
c1s  fliFE 5403  OTC %ﬁ~£+ F1 198111721 1999/10/15
Cl9 YE 6110 OTC ‘?ﬁJrﬁ 1994/05/10  2001/07/24
C20 6112 TSE AREEL 1998/04/16  2003/08/04
C21 % 6140  OTC RS 1982/11/08  2002/02/04

TR

uli



KALEC S ¥ o m areT i ol 167
C22 ATy 6148  OTC <FAkEEf F' 1991/12/27  2002/02/01
C23  Ji%Y 6149  OTC kI F' 1993/04/19  2002/01/25
C24 EFME 6163  OTC i F' 1994/05/04  2002/03/19
€25  fE@ 6214 OTC FAREE F' 1997/01/07  2003/01/06
C26 HiW 6218 OTC ﬁﬁJr F' 1979/04/26 ~ 2003/01/14
€27  Fiy 6221 OTC #REEE 1994/06/24  2003/01/06
C28 NHEL 8099  OTC =R 2000/05/05  2004/03/29
ORI AP
(=)~ E>ANF2LEH

)27 | DEA THERHFRIR - = 2487 et - BEUE

b [ﬁ'ﬁ'z g(Pareto Optimality)¥=E[UHE 4. - 5‘ DMU I/ ¥ |E}[ﬁj’*:* EY
1> pjﬂafﬁrg;r%l}*”f} ﬁ[Jj?:[LO”"ﬁ/\FE:’J[EIJ FIEIEVE%B{W HII# 5 %] DEA
fOR P 2 REES DMU fiOfe ™ ZHE e (TR VAL fie ek
S - DMU - FESHE I o+ fE et | 6 AERURCR A i 7 S o
DMU » RS2 & D21 > % L ) RIS HlRale of
Thumb) » S[J:57 0 DMU (7% DIRKGE™ e Fpopy s - 4
TR £ PRI BD ()
YOS A (13) ~ FRH AR (I4> e SN KL RS ARN( R I FaRRIE Y
A AGEOD B (02) Gt 7 WG i P 28
[l DMU - ] £ k@i ) - *V%EWE“TW SRS ﬁﬁ%ﬁ'ﬁﬁﬁ
e g = wﬁf#@@gm W R S
Z 30 AR - REE 8- }FJj‘F:’Bak ?5595 A2 Ry
U S frfj[%,l}‘F[)[@ SO F@:ﬁf BT 4T
O H ﬁ‘F'F%'HI * AEMpR] 5T~ »ﬁ@%ﬁﬂ U R
B BB S ISR Ry
N T ISl 4 1) ORI 8 R AR [ 2 Rk
B S 2B BT 0 ) DBA 28 LRk F BT i
[ 2R 1) ¥ A (03) M B q& 6% (O4) 7 7% {1145 42 1 PITI
(Brynjolfsson & Hitt, 1996; Mahmood & Mann, 1993; Santhanam &
Hartono, 2003; Sircar, Turnbow, & Bordoloi, 2000) - J[[#& * FihEr T *

S

uli



168 T 5 (1)

B~ BUERYE ~ RO E  RTR  RROHS R AR Rl
FYHOHIE ™ RS~ AT o ) T [

LIS EELEE

E"@ fel sk £ H b

I A IS (A1) .
1Y (12) ALk
B (13) ATk
e SRR P
BN AR AS) P R 7

B A O i

I R F5E(02) ;9%“ |I7w
ORI T AP

FISETE T B elpAR o U 4 K] DEA V[t 20 % o1V

g;:l'—fﬁlr,ﬁmﬁ, E}[J[S%é“ﬁl%g UL R NG R Jal IS
&7 DEA S5 fli] BCC » CCR L BT s ~ . 550
IR S S BT $k il O

3% DEA MV RIS T TR L R [’?ﬁl%@j}ﬁ : ;ﬁgﬁ
$ PR LY R ARSI R AR ATEY T R B P
FUFEAE T [l PR RO RIS ™ AR (= i f S T 12
314 -15> »EIE Ol ~ 02 @YyE ™~ Pearson ﬁlffﬁﬁﬁi o iz 4
p tHA1» DEA Aol * e HE U Fuﬁl%gl B B O

£ vF"F T%TEIEJ% & E 02 /7 2005 &2 12 :'ggzrg,ﬁl%g » 2006
FEI 12013 E*%E%ﬁll%ﬁ » [H] M‘pkﬂﬁlgﬁ'ﬁg@ﬁﬁﬁ;gg@q 2K
RIS IR 02 MIRR > EIRIER AR T R IR R 0.01 [ o H
MR Tﬁlﬁfé%ﬁ? ARG T LY ROy P
[l 2 U CEE S DEA RS AT o

uli



GRS E 2 S BT s 169
Fo AP BE A N2 PR A AT
= ;@: T,SF 01 02 11 12 13 14 I5
1.000  0.456 * 0.695 ** 0.573 ** 0.982 ** 0.839 ** -0.091
o1 0.015 0.000 0.001 0.000 0.000 0.645
1.000  0.447* 0239 0.402* 0.545** 0.138
02 0.017 0220 0.034 0.003 0.483
1.000  0.802 ** 0.574 ** 0.896 ** -0.150
1 0.000  0.001  0.000 0.447
2005 1.000  0.485 ** 0.754 ** 0.086
. 0.009  0.000  0.665
1.000  0.741 ** -0.059
P 0.000  0.766
1.000  0.062
14
0.756
15 1.000
1.000 0291  0.617 ** 0.484 ** 0.981 ** 0.779 ** 0.140
o1 0.133  0.000 0.009 0.000 0.000 0.477
1.000 0374 0214 0211 0.484** -0.144
02 0.050 0275 0281 0.009 0.464
1.000  0.743 ** 0.471* 0.919 ** 0.030
1 0.000  0.011  0.000 0.879
2006 1.000  0.398 * 0.671 ** 0.126
. 0.036  0.000  0.522
1.000  0.649 ** 0.154
P 0.000  0.435
1.000  0.074
14
0.707
15 1.000

ok TR EEE YEET, 0.01 Eﬁ (57=) > MRHEEE -
* TLHECRYERL 005 [ () o ARGRE -



170 T3k ¢ 27 5 (17)

SRR H RS i P S AR

2S5GER 2P A NEZ
e pkerm @i
HOUE BT B :

IR () B R

FEWEW) B

A (14)  Fr TR

RUEE SRS (D) Fr
SRR AP

E)FHeEIrFFRES

ffija%vzpmjﬁﬂiﬁﬁi I H A AE N R AR A
IH&APﬁj?E r12005-*—2006¢¥pJéI§§;fET’/» SRR AR
PISHR S Fi g COR MY 5 il it FIJ'J BOC s
R P I RO R P ST 53 ) R
Tt [—{H[ q(?‘g, N “i’sﬁ} N _' ??“UF[FJ}‘T} 1@?‘1& S o

1 »x& L0 47

*EE DEA RISkt fhi o [ W G TR puATEIS
ﬁﬂﬁﬁ.ﬁ#ﬁﬁﬁiﬁﬁw’ﬁ%ﬁﬁ»ﬁﬁiﬁﬁ | FERRY
Eﬁkr *Tﬁﬁﬁ?}[@Jﬁ“l’Em*%fﬁﬁa P O R LA S py o
BRI 28 g i o 7 =5 A - 3 Frontier Analysis fiffRiZifT
%o IR COR M0 b osaf e se i & & VB #7128 [ DMU
VHU#th14mwmmnw%ﬂwﬂhl’mHHDMUp§f$@d%*10
—F%’ﬁ;ﬂﬁi?} 2005 F=2 2006 F EZFE}}VS@Fj‘ féil"}[l? 0.9035 » &= =7k
WA B R T AR -

F 5 Banker et al. (1984 R{AfRUF i 1535t TPt b
o S APERE P RU PR 1 P g g R AP e [
UL 15 P S S Py BT+ LA Sk - BT

S

uli



AR S E 2w T N 171

PSR 5 AT ZRE A ) o AN | BRI R PSFSSES(TE) ~ A0
FL 53554 (PTE) ~ LIS (SE) V8= > lﬁ,ﬁ = 3E+FEZF,§}W TS
S fifl o AU 2~ 3~ 4 T A1 2005 5 FEISER(TE) T #4457 0.936 - %’ ER
Passas T B9EL(PTE) Y 0.966 ~ I35 (SE) T 191] 0.968 » 14 % il
SEAFEESER(TE=1) » 18 F 3 2[R fE L 35 ak (PTE=1) » 14 43FE E4L
#53(SE=1)°2006 F F53(TE) T H4£7, 0.871 7Tk fodsk T {555(PTE)
£L 0.957 I (SE) T #4957 0.912 F] 4 % 7 FiEZ[RfI5 (TE=1) -
15 FE ZRefE L ek (PTE=1) » 4%ﬁ$ 2SS (SE=1) -

2 A RIS AT

51 PRI i o 2 AR AT L DEA M1 o
B ?Fﬂqﬂﬁ'%f,miﬂ« ' DMU [OFElH o onpsE s | st
[FEEAF VIR Al A A I - 2 R 172 folRlst
S EATRPEERIURT T L el LIS P e i
[ﬂajz%@ 6 1% I % gﬁ?@gwﬁﬁ% » AT S O S 5
/Eé]f ’%J%qh’a& IR BV LI'EIOIJJ?Z’EE‘ / 73 FT 1 2005
%2006 £ > C1~C3~Cl4~C20 X [aﬁliﬁ‘»ﬁ: Sy > €3~ €9~ C18
FAZ Blefpj > 2005 = Fffs R DREEED 2 RIfARe 2 n
‘FJ SRR E Hrtﬁ [FUERIR G o Rl |l pest i
2/ fif IH#%&[J{;[;J o
bIgt > A ﬁ%ﬁ*"%ﬂﬁﬁ;ﬁﬁ}kﬂ« s RN
il (e CUPIREES - s %IJ?F“'TT} ErEeft & L R
EFJL‘TEIF—TJ léﬁ'%ﬁ%mjﬁj*ﬂ fé[ o MRS SRR e P AV
Fo v [ EAT R 5 S PSR PO ARG T O, (U TR L
F'@?Fﬁ%ﬁtiﬂf\fﬁ ’ JEHF"TT} R REo el it IR UR Te U Lt
O GRE TR (P ZErse i (DRI YEAT AT (X5) BT g [l A1
PR o

uli



172 Ak € 5 (17)
% 62005 ~ 2006 # 5 ~ 37 £ 37 ¥ ¥
2005F 2006 #

> Rl FIFAFE 37 |2 B FALFA g%~ ¥i7
7 A #Kc RN SRS < * *
Cl1 0.000408,822.138 0.000 0.000{C1 0.000203,588.212  0.000 0.000
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C6  0.000125,098.414 0.00075,097.836|C6  0.000 55,940.342  0.000 0.000
C7 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000[C7  0.000 148,303.607 1,484.923 0.000
C8 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000[C8  0.000 0.000  0.000 0.000
C9 20.560 56,861.479 0.000 0.000[{C9  0.000 0.000  0.000 0.000
C10 0.000 20,736.267 0.00022,274.002 [C10  0.000 0.000  0.000 0.000
C11 0.000 15,028.676 0.00012,591.903 [C11 0.000 0.000  0.000 0.000
C12 0.000131,130.436 0.000 0.000|C12 0.000169,273.688  0.000 0.000
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ABSTRACT

This study applies the method of Data Envelopment Analysis (DEA).
We conduct a positivistic analysis of the performances of companies of
System-Integration industry listed OTC between 2005 and 2006. The
multi-stage investment-oriented model of CCR and BCC are used to
discussed the merits of other operating performance. The differences
between variables of the company's performance are considered as a basis
for improvement; In addition, the use of sensitivity analysis to explore
different inputs and outputs of the combination of variables; to explore
whether or not its produces bring out a major change; to understand all
the variables affecting the performance. The results showed: 1. Overall,
28 of the System Integration and operational efficiency of poor earnings,
the majority of companies need to adjust business strategy through and to
improve the investment ratio to increase the capacity of profit. 2. Through
the analysis of variables differences we realized that, among many
companies’ operation achievement, the variable of fixed assets requires
urgent improvement. 3. Through the sensitivity analysis, we found that
the operation cost is the most sensitive input variables. 4. Productivity
analysis revealed that, 15 companies showed improvement, and the
remaining 13 are in the state of recession.

KEYWORDS: System Integration, business performance,
Data Envelopment Analysis (DEA)






