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B
F ¥ AP R AT LY (data envelopment analysis, DEA) ﬁ%ﬁ IR St R A2
& ) (multi-inputs and multi-outputs) AUNZE V& F L IS 87 7 = 92 5.7 Il
Il ST f M ) SR | R I B St 2 2 BT
£ 3BER DEA ff A 58 & censoring Ft i{’i’ﬁﬁ?}t”'{l 7 Andersen and Petersen (1993)
¥k (super-efficiency) § & > I'| Bkl AL pUssat sk o NS > ') DEA 8¢ 4'?‘ ) FAl
SRS T AR g R ’ﬁIfJ“F"T VSR RO A S RS ;R
UH**«%W%$Wﬁﬁ#lw@*m U - 19 *?nw**%
ST AP S % (R < L S5 OLS SR
SRR BRI - GH N S - f fQ_E R ':J”YHFHI% [Jﬁ AR
b RS SRR PPN R ﬂmﬁ%ﬁ’l?& PSRRI RV B [ﬂi

—x M

Migird B Hoct o TR E 84T 0 AL

%(.ﬁg?ﬁ

PR W R Hfjm,l oL RIFT 1960 I*E‘ ’ ?%_—E’F?{
(Schultz, 1961; Becker, 1975) J[|I'] * Jrey4 238 H%@Fﬁﬁﬁl Tﬁ}'i‘
SRR E - 7 H PR e T e
B 27 f 'JTE‘FTJW@F“ S ﬁ’fg%‘fé PP A AU B (1]
gt > Jorgenson and Fraumeni, 1992; Lee et al., 1994; Meulemeester and Rochat,
1995; Ho and Jorgenson, 1999; Fi| ﬁ 7 5 2000) ° — Jﬂ&ﬁffﬁ J %‘3&[1[‘%' %*—':»"Sv?\p@??
lﬁ,gi\l;gﬁkjjg}jjaii » G )F K- J_§}:4: I/’:f’{@ﬁ*,jéﬁ ?Eﬂié J,' ﬁ:fﬁf\
R E I (Goldstein et al., 1995) -

OEHES 2 ERD 0 NP NS FReRTICES SRS SV AE > s R
SRR -
I EE PRSI R g‘ e RHE) *fmfr’;EvF NSC89-2415-H-163-001-) » * /852003
Eal ﬁ’i%ﬁﬂ**rﬁﬁf ”‘f SEEUR VTR -

! ﬁ#%‘{}”ﬂ? Iflf s ﬁ e Iép?ﬁﬂﬁ[fﬁ% gt B &gﬂbﬁrlzl“ﬂ?
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ISP R € SOMRL | E R A
U (R aﬁﬂj ST ~ 2T IR S SRR
ABFRPAA) 0 S ST [ RO AL ) 2
VRSB R11 VS S b R R g - ok
SR ‘/?* ~ 5P VSRR JF?:E&EM/EE‘J CPHYAHE S Pl 250 3
ML EEVHIE] - %"iﬁﬂ%}j@% P‘*“fﬁf [ ?ffj\ﬁiﬁ%@[ (centralization) ° +<
KIPRpOE (™ BT AR S R AT I REGE e T
o FEIFP BT (decentralization) - ~NEPFH S IO T EEII -

N S ER TR TS ST ) S R
AL SEVRRITT 2~ IR B~ P O - i BHAREI
U S R O gjx%[#ﬁﬁlggayﬁtﬂgk}%@gﬁg«% P SRR VR -
(R éﬁuﬁ;—iﬁrﬁ ﬁ AJfFT EIJF“%[ »E %EIT@[EIEJ{"B'"‘ F E;%PI R
o F o ) jﬁn PEHPVEG U S BhE NSRS =
EEBI) P ) bﬁg‘f;ﬁ? @ [PUREL  MAREACE H]sa:sz
T A ZaYf ?ﬁ%ﬁiﬂﬁ?ﬁrﬁk]% i f_Fmﬂ BRI - YA ﬁs /
HyelUggfs o lﬁﬁn[y-'@ ) IE[ tH &Tira ﬁnglﬁj\g\; FEFIEY ™ ?&%w; r:g
7 2 e - e o i JFJE%»E%F%?’%H VIR R s 9 g
PRI & 3T » RT3t

P RSV - S R wnﬁmwr #o o
AL (R R AR ﬁ»ﬁfﬂiﬁﬁw‘f EXVRl e T T e R AR
FIERAIA | [I{%‘?%ﬂﬁ’rﬁ\ﬁé'&%ﬁ%ﬁﬁ [%J‘%Z’ K erFJf?j [~ | (accountability)
FOPZIR [ 7 TR PRV BT R A L 5 R AL
FI2 (e T Y o A0 S U IR RS SR R e
SRR T [ S o SR KPR 12 A e A
BT PR 2 R A Y F’?éfﬁb\ﬁfji R

VL o S S B R R REOR e
SHE o SR RIFE - Uy E R fllﬁaffi—FF”T (Tomkins and Green,
1988; Beasley, 1990; Johnes and Johnes, 1993; Kao, 1994; Madden et al., 1997).)/

ER: 322 bﬁ?ﬁiﬁiﬁﬁ‘[‘ﬁﬁ %S (Rhodes and Southwick, 1986; Ahn et al.,
1989a, 1989b; Ahn and Seiford; 1993; Marinho et al., 1997; Athanassopoulos and
Shale, 1997; Glass et al., 1998) = v [I[*|¥ B - & ﬂ;g*Eu WﬁJHﬁﬂj' ENES
fﬁi[ﬂ% ~ BEE > 1996 ﬁ' 5{?} » 1998 5 SRl F ?%i‘ [[ J 1998) NS E_*F‘JS“} P E

Rl FHH (R 0 2004) 1 F Eﬁﬁ%u?nﬁ:ﬁ (T2 1998 5 [HEL -

Iﬂ\
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FIFIEE 2000 3 BEAS » 2000 5 FAE 2 2003 )+ (b) ) = AP S %
AEN [FilFs YRl 27 & % 27 % AU Y DEA f81=N (nonparametric
data envelopment analysis, DEA) %7 55 7 »

F7 DEA 81 il gk [;@ 17% % censoring % RE (A 2 B
qﬁg:%@ (&5 @t 1#) 5 j’rﬁ Itﬁ o K% EI%F.IF?,;%;/LEM j'ygm]gﬂ il
S0 A7 Andersen and Petersen (1993) %T’TEK (super-efficiency)
WG 1R SPRR ORISR o gt > R B ST B SIS PR
RO ALY 5 Pl A S I ~ IR SR
2 %:J;J};*J}zlrfﬁw[ FF" ) j«’,I%j,rFJI%ErT, B %};}éﬁ gn%ﬂ,wug%ﬁ,‘\ggwgg
(RN ﬁnjﬁ;‘fg%" REZ A=Al N F’:’?'# ErEsR Rl f\_ RN
I e e i ﬁi@ﬁﬁm@o

ﬁ ’T? FURS Fy AR o — ﬁ'ijff"‘f\ﬁ@@j'f?\*ﬁ#“ﬁﬁ ST AP
FFRE] DEA 30 5 SSRGS s I—fﬁlﬁl I EFFJ:%'HH”';T
SRS VAR R | - R N R PR T AR R R T
RLV R T4 Hﬁ sﬁg CISFEIEJ%;/E{LH[ » E J‘HL&‘[,\”}[ [/f' R Flf‘@ﬂ_”
AT BTER ARV R ¥X$H§ﬂ 2 YA R 5 4
BE 47 SR BRSSP Y AT -

B - W

DEA fSUERLF| P B SPasd g 0k » SR 0E | i BRREIPR 7~ B U]
FE T~ W W RETTE R Y DMU (decision makmg unit) FUAERHEE Sy
%% (production frontier » <74 % 38 ) » fﬁ[fﬁﬁ“ﬁi”liﬁzﬁgﬂji
@%ﬁ"ﬂﬁﬁﬁTﬂ?MW%?’%—w@%ié&v*%”“ﬂﬁﬁ
(convexity) ° ¥~ DMU A== & gt b o [l DMU fLE[I53pY S
TP DMU b e = b Fpisg ™ ([ Jf[ IS $%55 - Farrell (1957)
E ﬁ%'%&ﬁfﬁr‘ﬁﬂ ik %5 > Charnes et al. (1978) JFf Debreu-Farrell §%
F iRt Lt TR B 278 % U 1] Banker et al. (1984) 5l EAA5L
i@?""[’@?’%%gﬁm'%? &%J@%F"’Eifi‘[ﬁiH%@ fi %J[F'U DEA #5 E[RLELGE Fare
etal. (1994) -

f@%@‘ N FHTH > Xy 2 Yo ST DI FERET 0 F Ry sT kA *E'F’)J
kL lu Y™ = (YY) X = (KX ) ]ﬂ&jfhgu;ﬂf’? (activity analysis) °
E)= AR X = (X i) PR LT RED Y = (YY) TP D i SR 3E
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" _ Lym k N _
E"fé (input requirement set) £ @ LOO=X:YTw2yn, X =Xy, peR, m=1
K

M, k=1K,K}
Hily £~ (Nxl) V= [HJ ) F Wm I §F4 (activity intensity) °
ST Ry e -E%H'r[ﬂjﬁ HED (Xn, Yn) * FIIE Farrellf& * i fessak fifi f°
i -2

F(X,,Y, |CRS) =min @ 1)

st. Y >y ., m=1K,M
K, = X5y, k=1K,K
y e R}

() F»ﬂﬁﬁﬁl‘ FUEsffi g <1 (FJ,DMUn SFIFR e =1
Eﬁ‘DMUni EfF_T SR H0 < 1) o T I EHJFNF EﬁgFlyl—l:J_A NLE E| =
[F‘ Hﬁ‘ﬂ , |*%<t'a[a‘l'4—tﬂﬁj£&ﬁ”& EESFEaE FLer»%lﬁﬁLl'pJ}f'r}%*‘t mi'ﬁf"?ﬁ
o A FIEERIR PGy <T LRSI TR (N S

&h) > [IRZ EEEHIBEEPY (non-increasing returns to scale » I') FEE?"NIRS)
e > S ISR (constant returns to scale o ') ZiCRS) =&k

fi

B (decreasing returns to scale » I') ™™ fJHDRS) & Lo £ fFIF‘}JgF‘@
il E[]uﬁ”t Wy =1 > EI[J{SE_%FA[ SESHIEE P (variable returns to scale, '] ™ i
VRS) % e iy JFIFIVRS S B el [HE A puk (& 515 CRS
FONIRS™ [0k 1058 5 8% | i st S g The 1o [y ivfih@teny
PR FE AT (s o

[ b DEA = i {035k i () censoring FiRg 1% e - 1
IR I T ESe iiéI fﬁlf gy DMU V31 AL#g - 4 3 97| Andersen and
Petersen (1993) [iu DEA AT G ZEFPII ST (ST DEA 5L
i > 107 DEA ML T5 28 (f57 n POk Pk e RL ¥ A{ISEPFEE ) DMUs
(mﬁéﬁn%~DMUh]ﬁ$T i SEP R E |5k DMU ﬂif**ﬁﬂﬁﬁl’
GRS ji@;&%}mfl@ﬁkwmsa)HwﬁT}EJDMUEFi$H B iz
[0 DEA P19 7 5) n FROREASSsa ] - RL PAISEST S4587 n % DMU

PDEAE|Z B ¢ PSR« S ks > [1(1D)Z0 G ASE] o Gk KIDEAN Bl Farrelli s
fiflf IJH&[ifﬁ i B BHESE (input distance function) [V R

3 VRS fﬁ’:}}]@?ﬁﬂﬂﬁ & BRI R RS P (increasing returns to scale, |'] ™ F;Tf“ IRS) ~ [iil
IR PV IR (decreasing returns to scale, ') ™™ fij#5 DRS)AT 'F‘,ﬁj
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fomE 2L DMUSs y FrpTel s s Sk IR0 1 posgs) > #20 Aapl
?if:ff;?j ['FLIE\J]: » {1~ DEA ﬁi?cﬁfi‘if:%%ﬁ (reference set) Fr&y ﬁﬁfﬁf%ij[: i
TR i UK E iy DMU Bros 0] [P posss iz B

fE1- DEA SV, Féfﬁiq‘%ﬂ— * [l DMUs %ufﬁ A>B:C D E>
FoGo[iykfre: fIIEG B=2 E RURsdEas £ i C st s ifi ki oc'/oc >1
0y T 7 R S Y B AY D Bl A2 PST DEA B iRl AR s -
IS © oD'/OD <1 °

#/*'| Andersen and Petersen (1993) ppfed, > [Euifk DEA A1V Frfiifl %
fsgsck il g, S2ST-5 DEA RS Arig! vk skl o7 Fﬁ%ﬁeﬁy[ﬂ :
Fro, <1 0o, =0; (37 DMU n g 1 2185k) G H PR - 9, =1
(F7 DMUn % & 2135f) o - )] AP STy DEA B E S o5 Bk
MR e 1 e E@%T’Sﬁ* (super-efficiency) « [11I'] FFi* 41 » f£T~ DEA f$i=¢
Y HER G — 4 DEA A0 A Y censoring Fﬁjﬁg » (] DMU 14 &
H % EVEY%T © Andersen and Petersen (1993) =IREd[H]7: B fufgi=t b g
Puyenbroeck (1998) TET}[‘_»]' M85 2 [£]] FDH (Free Disposal Hull) 810 o

X,

2k L (dashed line) @ DEA it fF‘[;;H“,EI’U}F &% o
HEL (real line) : {31 DEA f&i=4 (F‘,g H S g o

Bl - iz + DEA #ic3¢
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2 - TR

SEE A @SBRI - T a;:ggrﬁ, =, % 93 ®iF L, Sk
EAYH 754 (47, 17%) ) %Bﬁa# 70 % (44.03%) - ;Jﬁc[ 145 (8.81%) » #f
fif 80 50 F [V 21 % 0 29 % > 73 % 0 THFRY RS 2.25% o BRI (EIJ
) T NERRAEEEE] 31,470 & (64.69%) FHEE| 15,777 * (32 43%)
pljgjl%;]??»?ﬁiﬂﬂ | 1,40 & (2.88%) Mk 80 55 A EREET ST | 16,824 *
Eﬁﬂ%’?@ﬁ[ﬁj 12,620 *~ - SR (B A"ngm IRy R AREE 5.02% o T2
Rt > 93 FE AR DS if (622,595 *) E‘?EJJ%:] 4 (26266 ) H
648,861 *~ (57.65%) > [k V4 4 (271,933 *) E‘?Ef%_[ff (167,958 *) #
439,891 * (39.09%) - Eﬁﬁ[E'HF 'f Efﬁ[i‘ H 36,714 * (3.26%) - #iEk 80 &=
[i/585,580 » » T HIE Ry R AT, 7.00% o Bk kgﬂ £ 93 S A
VP 4 148,165 & (92.37%) » FIEH 12,236~ (7.63%) - Eﬁﬁ[&!”ﬁ(g
(0%) » A1k 80 28 10 26,787 & » T HHF RS RAEE 38.37% o

BRI 87 2 92 Sir BUMHILE - G EHAFR OB - 1)
R e
i?%bf%%%(@T”vﬁrfW*ﬁD°I“*EW“’f;“Jpﬁéﬁ R P
AL HAREP LT D - 87 0 2 02 5 ——
F52 545555595 63~ 64 % ZBTAAOKEH 150 13212284235

P T'N} RS SRR LPSE - 2058 % B (Verry and Davies,
1976; Stern et al. 1994) ltt"l}* ALy o+ E 58 55578 (Nelson and Hevert,
1992; Stern et al., 1994) » F¥F A d Br=his5=F & il (Verry and Davies,
1976; de Groot et al.1991; Stern et al., 1994) - rifﬁm}[ti:*h[ hE 2l 3EHRpIY %1'[
Bepv LS IJ?}%‘F—T (Verry and Layard, 1975; Verry and Davies, 1976; de Groot et
al., 1991; Stern et al., 1994) » [ERL& A | F[ IEglige %ﬁﬁ‘}f@_ﬂ H&%‘%FFHI%
TUEJTJLH’Q (Brinkman, 1981; Cohn et al., 1989; Stern et al., 1994) » ﬁ‘/,ﬂ‘iﬁ&ﬁ
FEPE ALV ] (Verry and Layard, 1975; Verry and Davies, 1976; Nelson
and Hevert, 1992) » 5 F,H@HJ[F' leﬁgr,%iﬁ B Iﬁ:t“ﬁJIZIDFj:LI'%@r H
Bt AP OR BRIt L A B AR B B
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M T rﬁﬁ**?ﬁwﬂﬁ -
rﬁﬂfm =4 F’-’r?ﬁqﬂ ;giiuj RV S R g% ﬁ
T‘ T“ﬁ?ﬁ FL 755 TR 2l 2t 4 TJ“F f E
L['EJ /Hﬁi“f%\'(externahtles)f EE NIRRT S
'i”_m SRR FEYE L o Beasley (1995) 75
W%T B

T - I B Jﬁ?ﬂ;&? i

w (e H Ji_ﬁ' il £
P ‘Fﬁ - (Shattock 1991) « I Iii/‘
?a“m +§pu FIRTI T Fﬂ '
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N e
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Fo FLATEIVAGIE T R NSRS o 15 87 S % 9D BB AU 14
TRl o 2 SRR P R B qﬁlj'ﬁ’gﬁ%fw‘* HE ISR o S04 4,
% o R I5eRE PO FIRREICES FI150 IS 91 595522 02 51 B g ot

2GR 5 0y 2 o R R 4 PR SR A« fE R R
I e IR LA S L ISR AR Y e 2 e PR
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%0 FII|H = [ ARy e 2 T A o B AR 2 SRR
MR B el TR v 2D - IR R [ g HERIG T SR e
B PIDRL B TR A e 2= 2 s sy <5 - 1] Boi A Z‘tﬁiﬁﬁfj‘i
AT 87 S9F = 92 SR PSSR AL - E RS- WY hE

I *J‘JDEM»‘?L‘I‘Z“E%WJP&:PEH i e e s T
— ¥ (deterministic) V& & |E|r$ff§: ?ﬁﬁ[i@gﬁﬂiﬂ?ﬂﬁ' ;El = iriﬂ:
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ST AT E%L“Z'”J/E"rym 2T %Ui/\mi EJ/F‘Lﬁ:U Y VRN TR
5T 5 t\"é ) ﬁh Y AT AR 'FA T l'pﬂi
- A G T R (R [N p R R E ‘yﬂrgxf EyiESeATa ﬁ%‘r'j'ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁf
&EH TR R rﬂifpmﬁfgl'r‘.ﬂ'i Ty e L[ES“‘*[F 15 PE RS
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L E?*é’%é By~ e g E'i’ﬁpuﬂ@? bBﬂ[*IF 15 F PEE R
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T AP )T NG -

* PEREFHAPIES JEH 08 15

* - For A M2 it st g
| g7 @& | gg | 9 s | 90 i | 91 51 | 92 sk |ﬁ@gu$
ot
s 246.8 242.1 241.2 227.2 227.3 2243 | 4 go0,
BT A (3095) | (2843) | (276.1) | (2142) | (211.9) | (207.5) e
T 558482.0 | 580270.0 | 532167.0 | 563632.0 | 563419.0 | 559120.0 | o 0.
EERae (609503.0) | (608234.0) | (575334.0) | (607835.0) | (609816.0) | (613354.0) | =~ "°
it 363.9 367.0 3713 373.1 379.4 384.6 | 1110
S (3144) | (311.7) | @07.4) | (307.00 | @065 | (3085 |
e 38.8 37.6 36.7 36.8 36.0 355 | 1 760
Qe (50.0) (51.3) (52.1) (56.0) (55.5) (57.3) 0%
—_ 330022.0 | 345269.0 | 366299.0 | 389966.0 | 411462.0 | 437502.0 | . g0
e (375228.0) | (379336.0) | (397256.0) | (408329.0) | (424126.0) | (505170.0)
FERU— 5236.0 | 51930 | 55040 | 5464.0 | 56210 | 58260 |, o0
s AL (3047.0) | (3001.0) | (3032.0) | (3265.0) | (3260.0) | (3293.0)
FERN— 1395.0 1741.0 2106.0 2515.0 3365.0 3283.0 |19 3704
A (2288.0) | (2601.0) | (2884.0) | (3155.0) | (4131.0) | (3939.0)
P — 514.0 567.0 659.0 782.0 906.0 1046.0 | c 500,
B g (823.0) | (871.0) | (965.0) | (1025.0) | (1117.0) | (1213.0)
P — 179.8 1985 283.4 2153 234.8 2430 | a0
PR E e | (2948) | (3220) | (439.4) | (325.7) | (335.4) | (342.9)
Pog — 124.5 144.4 215.7 181.2 207.6 2240 |1, 000,
kSIS TE | (239.6) | (277.1) | (389.4) | (327.7) | (367.3) | (395.0)
w
e 185.1 198.9 206.0 2148 2247 236.9 | & 570
Wy (1315) | (1354) | (351) | (133.4) | (135.9) | (143.2) | 7
P 2484730 | 257732.0 | 264090.0 | 273125.0 | 274080.0 | 292492.0 | 5 5,0,
Paprmg (227509.0) | (226058.0) | (235049.0) | (235385.0) | (235016.0) | (234911.0)
D 3255 347.4 360.2 3729 3833 397.7 | 4 1om
S (147.6) | (1447) | (145.6) | (147.1) | (452 | aos) |*10%
e 35.8 31.3 29.0 27.2 24.7 242 | 40
St @6.7) | 25 | 410 | 06 | @54 | @3B |
—_ 2425970 | 260759.0 | 286443.0 | 291443.0 | 321066.0 | 338444.0 | o oo0.
s (190705.0) | (195694.0) | (199208.0) | (197107.0) | (217090.0) | (223823.0)
PR~ 9563.0 | 103160 | 108730 | 113000 | 11506.0 | 11687.0 |, .
T (5915.0) | (6034.0) | (5990.0) | (6102.0) | (6058.0) | (6023.0)
PEEE I — 527.0 684.0 871.0 10830 | 13200 | 16250 |,z o,
Tk g (624.0) | (721.0) | (830.0) | (934.0) | (1062.0) | (1257.0)
(P — 208.4 234.0 297.4 369.1 463.1 537.9 |51 000
By i (235.7) | (246.7) | (292.1) | (310.3) | (362.0) | (382.9)
(P — 78.4 95.9 140.8 107.1 114.7 1233 |} g0
[P S | (59.7) (63.2) (89.6) (65.2) (68.0) (70.3)
[ — 37.0 47.4 73.0 63.1 70.2 769 |15 g
’]}iﬁﬂ U & e (31.9) (36.1) (53.7) (46.4) (50.1) (53.3)
o T - MY T ST Sl Y ST e
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277 ff FrHE > BT = B o A IFFJi B RS Sﬁmﬁ i’ﬁfﬁ
B ST B B B RIORERY B PR LR
= ?ﬁﬁ‘g FE AT Uﬁ:ﬁfﬁﬁﬁ’f’ “**l@fﬁlﬁyﬂd ERIFRIE “'ﬁ* > iy
AT R SR S ﬂﬁ fi= B E [ 757 f?fﬁﬁd“;ﬁr SRS M

TG T iR SIS o B IR AR BT RN IFT » 2 ol TUHAT 5
IFEJE‘E*JEIgEFIJ’F"JTJ R R RIS R
PR ARG ] A *P[Wﬁ”ﬂ S AR R O o
[P S T ’if“ﬁﬁ[ ﬁ U

Y FH P STEAT S VFJEJ DEA f6i=4 » lp‘[ﬁ**f‘%ﬁ I EER o R PR
I'l GAMS (General Algebraic Modeling System) gﬁ'{’ﬁﬁ‘ (2.2545) iy MINOS
5.3 FHETAPHENPVREHE ] -

i 4 U Rk AL sk 0
Ejj: FA TRk j[t]?ﬁ/i ) |H§J(ﬂ ﬁ[h‘ﬁf"J ¥ Flﬂgﬁp ~ » ELHET £ EJ}‘SF
SR 0.8 fif > T8 s 1 IR Eﬂrﬁj o @ RS

AP F = AP B4 CRS VRS‘E NIRS [ Vadil o fg
* 9% 7 CRS [’Eﬁr%“ » T féfﬁlj? ’ ﬁ?ﬁp’%’f RRUHFAEE ki A
LR 20 bl o TSR 3 4 F R AU b R Rt s
F o s = A ¥ CRS f@?ﬂ\ s 8T 89 HIE G H R f:;;f[g[qﬁ%ﬁ fFJ::
TSR S5 R R T et PR Y SRS o 9 -
R TR B (H 25 %) R CIORL T R (HL 8 ) - R
SRR (HO1S )~ [jERiEAE (HL 12 %) RESFEERE (H 7 %) YR PUET -
f§-CRS @?* A SRR 0 T 87 SR = 92 S Fﬁ%ﬁi‘éﬁ?%&fﬁuwﬁﬂ' [
MAE R ISEATEH PRI > BRI I 3 [l PR R SR
e o IR T S & O ﬁﬂsﬁﬁéla %'Tﬂﬁ%ﬂcﬁ”ﬁ‘ﬁ“ﬂ P FL‘ S o
DIF1 90 2257 Jﬁf‘ B [ A 7 ke R ey 'ﬂjﬁu i % CpuEL A o AL 0 91
SEIE N SFEH =T HEV B, -

Seual)
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Lo BERTLHfOSGHRY 4

[

R AL e Bk R

CRS VRS NIRS CRS VRS NIRS
87 F 87 Fi
Aot 0.807 1.112 0.925 P | 0.845 1.146 0.901
(N=38) | (0.420) | (0.589) | (0.621) (N=15) (0.468) | (0.601) | (0.596)
oS 1.140 1.299 1.216 EPEAT | 0.982 1.206 1.094
(N=29) | (0.496) | (0.545) | (0.564) (N=52) (0.484) | (0.571) | (0.613)
88 ¥ 88 F¥
o 0.803 1.159 0.948 ZppkAT | 0.902 1.542 1.285
(N=38) | (0.430) | (0.711) | (0.723) (N=13) (0.540) | (1.767) | (1.817)
Et 1.189 1.460 1.380 FPT | 0.986 1.228 1.099
(N=29) | (0.439) | (1.184) | (1.189) (N=54) (0.457) | (0.629) | (0.644)
o 0.854 1.193 0.998 ST | 1.143 1.209 0.955
(N=38) | (0.404) | (0.657) | (0.674) (N=12) (0.914) | (0.503) | (0.479)
Et 1.252 1.339 1.256 EpT | 1.001 1.267 1.143
(N=29) | (0.620) | (0.508) | (0.499) (N=55) (0.431) | (0.619) | (0.638)
b 0.885 1.257 1.052 T | 0.618 1.048 0.618
(N=38) | (0.401) | (0.654) | (0.709) (N=8) (0.198) | (0.441) | (0.198)
b 1.165 1.734 1.644 PR | 1.059 1.520 1.402
(N=29) | (0.491) | (2.016) | (2.034) (N=59) (0.461) | (1.499) | (1.529)
91 91 &
St 0.944 1.634 1.448 LT | 1.006 1.449 1.006
(N=38) | (0.492) | (1.964) | (2.024) (N=4) (0.411) | (0.365) | (0.411)
S 1.107 1.336 1.226 PR | 1.015 1.509 1.374
(N=29) (0.383) (0.553) (0.518) (N=63) (0.458) (1.567) (2.601)
92 i 92
ot 1.006 1.294 1.086 ERET | 0.854 1.729 0.854
(N=38) | (0.553) | (0.554) | (0.565) (N=3) (0.307) | (0.894) | (0.307)
oS 1.102 1.404 1.328 PR | 1.056 1.324 1.206
(N=29) | (0.390) | (0.675) | (0.715) (N=64) (0.495) | (0.594) | (0.649)

L R SV IR IS SY I R -
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e B ERT2ZH O —T iRy
B ek | R BRAL %ITU%:@ etk fiEmes | PR
(N=25) (N=8) h=15) (N=12) (N=7)
87 s
CRS 0.875 0.993 1.166 0.559 1.388
(0.396) (0.178) (0.419) (0.141) (0.869)
VRS 1.188 1.151 1.307 0.870 1.564
(0.650) (0.360) (0.531) (0.280) (0.758)
NIRS 1.041 1.151 1.230 0.584 1.388
(0.667) (0.360) (0.535) (0.215) (0.869)
88 L
CRS 0.853 1.014 1.254 0.581 1.395
(0.388) (0.246) (0.433) (0.231) (0.680)
VRS 1.224 1.144 1.617 0.932 1.595
(0.801) (0.383) (1.573) (0.361) (0.694)
NIRS 1.058 1.141 1.555 0.613 1.398
(0.787) (0.396) (1.591) (0.327) (0.683)
89 L
CRS 0.903 0.977 1.397 0.648 1.373
(0.378) (0.273) (0.716) (0.212) (0.678)
VRS 1.269 1.313 1.319 0.955 1.529
(0.742) (0.684) (0.329) (0.305) (0.685)
NIRS 1.104 1.319 1.225 0.685 1.373
(0.735) (0.692) (0.320) (0.328) (0.678)
90
CRS 0.894 0.895 1.303 0.774 1.294
(0.387) (0.143) (0.544) (0.296) (0.603)
VRS 1.314 1.369 2.052 1.075 1.508
(0.755) (0.754) (2.739) (0.314) (0.559)
NIRS 1.131 1.366 1.977 0.811 1.299
(0.800) (0.756) (2.761) (0.368) (0.600)
91
CRS 1.007 0.927 1.210 0.716 1.234
(0.506) (0.211) (0.412) (0.262) (0.561)
VRS 1.877 1.393 1.270 1.080 1537
(2.379) (0.744) (0.406) (0.350) (0.680)
NIRS 1.737 1.390 1.194 0.792 1.234
(2.434) (0.746) (0.402) (0.387) (0.561)
92 B
CRS 1.069 0.932 1.238 0.793 1.131
(0.611) (0.149) (0.448) (0.256) (0.510)
VRS 1.332 1.442 1.450 1.149 1.363
(0.586) (0.704) (0.788) (0.444) (0.413)
NIRS 1.151 1.439 1.404 0.875 1.131
(0.562) (0.708) (0.812) (0.502) (0.510)




174

WEHmTs o ¥ L2555 - A@S & 17

=9 » ZS [T FIR ] CRS ~ NIRS ~ VRS = FE¥saf iRl 520 » W
U AR ES (Fre etal., 1994)  F — & i F{[9 % % § f5b 0
IRS &R » H[i+ CRS =2 NIRS @1%m FrH L['EJ@E‘EH‘ ]ﬁ?n’?ﬁl [l s &~ 2 & Hp
& LGS DRS TS [l VRS NIRS @%ﬂ T Ll’pJfggrE%? ]@ﬁﬁl[ﬁj;
F- bR P AL Y CRS S o CRS NIRS %2 VRS IE;F%* At
H',EﬁstFE'I?ﬁfoﬁﬁWﬁJ o AR NEEA. 0 DEA BIZ0T: 87 595 = 92 52 S [|[E| 35
35~31~30~3330 % 4IRS 4 & EFE (51.47% ~ 51.47% ~ 45.59% ~ 44.12%
48.53% ~ 44.12%) » 23 ~ 27 ~ 27 ~ 23 ~ 24~ 27 F > CRS 4 & [ (33.82% ~
39.71% ~ 39.71% ~ 33.82% ~ 35.29% ~ 39.71%) > £ £ 9~5-9 1410~ 10 %
7 DRS 4 &% EEE (13.24% ~ 7.35% ~ 13.24% ~ 20.59% ~ 14.71% ~ 14.71%)
N T T O A liff e ERLEAUT 35k o I BRE Jrﬁ%,’?f;j I

F PRI 0 OIS F OV R R AR R T =
4o,

231 A B 2 ARSI R A A FR L AR T BT
87F7| IRS | CRS | DRS | 74| | 877 | IRS | CRS | DRS | /7774
b 29 5 4 38 =R |12 3 0 15
g 6 18 5 29 EPRAT | 23 20 9 52

88 27| |IRS | CRS | DRS ﬁ;ﬁ(f 88 &1iF IRS | CRS | DRS ﬁﬁﬁ{f

S 28 9 1 38 ZPAT |10 3 0 13
S 7 18 4 29 EPRAT |25 24 5 54

89#7| IRS | CRS | DRS | /4| | 89## | IRS | CRS | DRS |74

b 26 9 3 38 =R 8 4 0 12
S 5 18 6 29 ?prmt’fl’? 23 23 9 55

90 7 IRS CRS DRS ﬁ‘ﬁﬁ{f 90 &7 IRS | CRS | DRS ﬁ‘fzfﬁﬁ

n 24 8 6 38 E"WZFI’? 8 0 0 8
Su 6 15 8 29 JEJ’FUIZITLEI’? 22 23 14 59

91 ##| |IRS | CRS | DRS ﬁﬁﬁ{r 91 &7 IRS | CRS | DRS ﬁ?fﬁﬁ

I 23 10 5 38 mpEr |2 2 0 4
St 10 14 5 29 AT |31 22 10 63

92 27| |IRS | CRS | DRS ﬁ;ﬁ(f 92 & IRS | CRS | DRS ﬁﬁﬁ{f

RS 22 12 4 38 L T 2 1 0 3

S 8 15 6 29 EPRAT | 28 26 10 64
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A= R Bf 4 AR RI-T sty
87 &= IRS |CRS|DRS| #7Hf |90 IRS |CRS|DRS| 78
B A 18 | 4 | 3 25 |Bi AL 14 | 5| 6 25
E b fefs 0 4 | 4 8 &bt 1 1| 6 8
PrdE o A 3 [11] 1 15 [Pt ett 3 |11 1 15
AL 1o |1 12 |ffjEErktt 02]o0 12
ey 3 4 |0 7 |BREFRAE 2 4 |1 7
88 ¥ IRS |CRS|DRS| §i7HE |91 4+ IRS |CRS|DRS| 7
B At 17 | 7 | 1 25 | AL 13 | 8 | 4 25
E etk 0 4 | 4 8 |FBER 1 2|5 8
Frl il o etk 4 [11] 0 15 [P ot etk 6 9 0 15
F T A% 11 [ 1| o0 12 |fjEErtt 011 12
b 3 4|0 7 |BEREA 3 4 |10 7
89 i IRS |CRS|DRS| fiFH |92 5 IRS |CRS|DRS| #FH
B At 15| 7 | 3 25 | AL 12 | 9 | 4 25
[ul 7z 1 2 |5 8 |F - BER 1 2|5 8
Frbll R b et 2 |12 |1 15 [Pl R b et 4 10| 1 15
AT EeTE AL 1 | 1|0 12 |fEaest 10 0 12
el y 2 5| 0 7 |AEHER 3 4|10 7

)R ﬁq‘ﬂ% T SR f STAT o A s R R
R R R BRL Y S AT T TN s
%ﬁ#ﬁﬁi’€%m#iﬂo?%@?’i%%W%$£1 m*@z%ﬁ
R BRI B S R 87 2 02 Jﬁaﬁ zlpmm;gpm
F%ﬁ RIS, > T CRS 22 NIRS |E§F% VR B SRR
145 [y 87 2 92 205 T3 T [FIKAHIFOZAL (B Ak ~ TRRpll I < oR = edd -
Frfilpe®. 2 At ~ faliett b EPIRA) JasaR Al B ST AE R Y -

=t > % Mo F P A Y Mann-Whitney U At };krﬁ DEA f8i=0F F’?[F‘]
ﬁL['F]J?ﬁrtﬂﬁ%F”lg%ﬂ\ I B {éj]'E[i_ PR R o S BUS A
Ju o FHN AT DEA 81707 CRS = VRS [iu¥ssk |jajr ,f:' » &7k NIRS %= VRS
VISR R 95%[F P P T AT I

» aIERE T A

— HEF|H ] HGRDEAML L %AIEI RS s P RS Lo 4
R E'JEUE!%@?“}I%FIJE%F/LIDEA Ifﬁ PR AN censormgf% [T sk i
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WS L5 H- W  AR9SE 1

PRI RS 1 I/Biffﬂ (il aar A 3=?[JFl |censored Tobit [t 55 ##7 » |}
OLS:ER » FEFIEPHE 355’y “[ﬂf‘ﬁ WARIBH YT 5 5 87 22 9
BT e
eatil g et i PRI TR PR
e ’E’zﬁ?é TH B 1 (| BETES) -7

IV 5o ];gj o T [f—ﬂﬂ%k*]‘ﬁu y/% = b S AN e n@%ﬁp}‘ﬁ

S

\,ﬁu-

f

7 EPSARLY T2 Y Johnes and Johnes (1995) ; McMillan and Datta (1998) ; #f{57&
ﬁlrﬁgw IR

SravsEa N o RITRAL R
waktel | oy [ watge | o [ HEGHE | o

87 Z 92 %5 (N=402)

CRS 36514.0 (0.000) 72618.0 (0.001) 117.4 (0.000)

VRS 40866.0 (0.000) 70976.0 (0.188) 38.9 (0.000)

NIRS 375435 (0.000) 73109.0 | (0.000) 92.9 (0.000)
87 & (N=67)

CRS 973.0 (0.000) 1864.0 (0.151) 27.3 (0.000)

VRS 1102.0 (0.017) 1819.0 (0.448) 10.9 (0.028)

NIRS 1014.0 (0.000) 1875.0 (0.109) 22.6 (0.000)
88 &E (N=67)

CRS 939.0 (0.000) 1919.0 (0.191) 29.2 (0.000)

VRS 1098.0 (0.014) 1876.0 (0.531) 10.3 (0.035)

NIRS 987.0 (0.000) 1923.0 (0.170) 23.9 (0.000)
89 &5 (N=67)

CRS 988.0 (0.000) 1902.0 (0.607) 25.9 (0.000)

VRS 1103.0 (0.017) 1884.0 (0.825) 10.3 (0.035)

NIRS 1029.0 (0.001) 1934.0 (0.299) 19.9 (0.001)
90 8% (N=67)

CRS 1066.0 (0.004) 2167.0 (0.002) 14.5 (0.006)

VRS 1162.0 (0.101) 2090.0 (0.106) 5.2 (0.267)

NIRS 1068.0 (0.005) 2171.0 (0.002) 11.7 (0.020)
91 %5 (N=67

CRS 1085.0 (0.009) 2135.0 (0.863) 16.3 (0.003)

VRS 1218.0 (0.352) 2097.0 (0.239) 3.3 (0.506)

NIRS 1118.0 (0.028) 2149.0 (0.863) 11.0 (0.027)
92 8% (N=67

CRS 1122.0 (0.032) 2207.0 (0.355) 11.9 (0.018)

VRS 1197.0 (0.232) 2135.0 (0.220) 3.4 (0.489)

NIRS 1122.0 (0.032) 2213.0 (0.269) 10.1 (0.038)
= ' « 5 [Mann-Whitney Test » ~ [;7#& "' |Kruskal-Wallis Test -

(2000) =
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#14  #&* ik Mann-Whitney U # 2 % %

CRS vs NIRS CRS vs VRS NIRS vs VRS
87 & (N=67)
W test 4397.5 3835.5 5042.5
p-value (0.580) (0.002) (0.021)
88 £&F (N=67)
W test 4418.5 3864.0 5042.5
p-value (0.645) (0.003) (0.021)
89 & (N=67)
W test 4369.5 3838.0 5014.0
p-value (0.497) (0.002) (0.029)
90 8F (N=67)
W test 4346.5 3772.0 5038.0
p-value (0.435) (0.001) (0.022)
91 ¥ (N=67)
W test 4306.0 3703.0 5051.5
p-value (0.337) (0.000) (0.019)
92 &5 (N=67)
W test 4305.5 3692.0 5047.0
p-value (0.335) (0.000) (0.020)

(— Y| @8 (OWNER)

ST ] OWNER=1 e 250 [k » OWNER=0 £5 20 [eAg o — 4 A
‘ﬁ?\%ﬁﬁf[l ; +:;§th,qm9 B f%%ik i35 o 1) AR E R R S E
F_ﬁéﬁjﬂ (nonproprietary) F¥ = (public) fﬁ\%ﬁﬂﬂﬁ“g,’{% o EEARS= FURLE Py 2
TRV = ELE L s ﬁ"ikgi‘[’%‘fﬁgﬁjﬂm ) Ffjﬁﬁ[gﬁmﬁﬁjuﬂ ~ s RS B
Bi}*{;?%?‘ﬂ?;‘ﬁd%*%'%} R E E'ﬁ%fﬁl (proprietary) FY%-“l (private) fﬁ*ﬁ*?f‘ﬁ?kr
R - 2.2 TSR (99 RS
SRR - SRR R o
(government-owned) ﬁF LR QE‘T B [“[F“F* A5 AN Al

T Ekﬁﬁtﬁﬁ% o e E 4 X Zk (X-inefficiency) (Niskanen,
1971) o [F=5f > 5@?? [%'Tu (neoclasswal theory) gi EVZEFTFRS % (non-profit
corporation) guﬁﬁgﬂc“‘ *J “ _p:fﬁ PF[[ @TF[J%B)h EElIE %*qu i R
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WEHmTs o ¥ L2555 - A@S & 17

= PP R R SIS o N ST RN RS PR }Iﬁj’ﬁif}f"f} +
& o I FRL %@Tﬂ* ?3'5]‘7 IR Pty > LR epu st B A e ) ! L_I:IU
E’!ﬂ'ﬁ F[ LS *’“?[J&Mﬁ (busmess corporation) it | ¥ o gRyhy o E T [ﬁ 13“ aucs
e EE > > Starr (1988) ekt » T 0K IR e B - 2 AR
T SLAEL 2 0 A E 355k Llndsay (1982) » Rhodes and Southwick (1986)
FEEEIET A 22 B SIS EITEG - R SEH o R A E i
#E?FELﬁ/%[fE DS Py B SR T rﬂff o T IERpUE R o b)) Caves
and Chirstensen (1980) H[[fLIEE 747 4% > FB]F‘EJ%E VAR e RS
o Tui_fﬁ B A A ?ﬂ - BE 75“3‘ F’]ff_u% f/%‘ﬁﬁg":"g
HpvEE . b f‘?’kﬁﬁﬁ* o [eAE o i o W ) (50 BEE R Ppag - WP
P S B R RSP SER O RR  LORERUESRLA A
e R ([ EL 0 1996 5 FIPREE 5 2000) > SRy o ) FEE R *ﬁ!ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ

ﬁ%fﬁﬁfi%’»n LT SR RS AR ’4“?&.\:9[5 > P TR R

it \_Tu °

(2R KA (GRAD)

EJ F'ﬁ%’w TP o PSRRI AP RL i - T o AT
%I %@gr GRAD=1 » 3 55 4 i o PR 5 GRAD=0 > (3525
F/m SV PR o A YT+ e R s -

(= YT

ﬁﬁﬂ%Jﬁif{{E}'J ,\\\?—i‘?’[u 7] E@Tﬁ:ﬁﬁ%“]ﬁi 'F‘f S FU[ E’J_’ t};]ﬁii}:ﬂr}i
TR T L AR O 4 IVERE 05 S fl (LSTUD)
ZELSTUD V2 47fi (LSTUDR) [EShifidi » ' i S8 e SIS0 4
F ROy -

(PP LT (GPT)
A P VE] A (B fﬁjﬂp‘ﬁz&@ L['ﬁ@? AL

S if B B S E RS SRR e L DT FIFRE s
Rl Sl i R E S e i v

-

F AR SRS YR VO [ R 5 e -
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(SR ERFRL (HIST)

BB Bl ok SRR S5 %’TJJ%“ (B9 4
(Hilton, 1999) » [ZHFL#%FF” » F ;@&T’?alg’j{ o I“Eiﬂyfgr(;;}f'svigﬂﬂ SCEAE A

(P

FATIEHE (ST rgiri%zgﬁgu%%ﬁﬁﬁ AT —J'gﬂ&ﬁ ﬁﬂi
(epR= G SR

(+ )FPA T T e 1

dYF R AL TR NSRB[RI T Y B
(LOCAL) - $ s J%;Mﬁ%ﬁ Vo Tl T g ) PSSR A

()i (D1-D5)

Face b AU i (7 20 & 5T IR [ﬂwﬁzﬂq SF ISR [
AR} 3 AR o O IR ST ISR P RS - DI=1 R ARE 87 5
5 D2=1 [YALT 88 FH 5. D5= 1|J~§aa 91 525 i D1=D2=D3=D4=D5=0-

FIIFO A£G 92 525 o

ﬂ%%g\[ﬁ%gﬁxgiﬁ[ o PS4 (1487 1Y DEA SV 3E 5 5547 f!’sf
F VISR o R I SRS ERER T (F1) 0 :ﬂj’i
FARBYSEISS LR E | F] (T FI) PUsyST o fIFS CRS LV fepy~ WYdst gl + @FE“FQ
pu@?ﬂ Frd ENAURSf > PP PN [Efi CRS [E%F%* FVEs s fill £ Wl e R ARGl
s I P otk VT 3R 0 OWNER [V (R EL I [ IR FHEE, - B
TR BRI S S o SR 50 ) GRAD (TR E1 > B
12 EJ?ﬂ’ﬁEJuE’? VSRR T E I o [P SN TR E R I *Ti’iﬂ@
(LSTUD) [FRPELL- > B IS - SPEsspugy i e 7)) > 5P Sl 215K
T REE T SRR AL g T AL AR RO P
I E (LSTUD) V(e IEL g ’Fﬁﬁ’fﬁ GHRETRER I S P ATVEY
THGEYY (GPT) B[RRI ARFHREF [ B S5l % > PSR A
FE - L REL (HIST) I'TEJ#"FI B Zliffiﬁjﬁféﬂﬁ"in‘ﬁﬁﬁﬁl ﬁ%%‘&?‘ﬁl’% :
PEI= Al PR IR 2R (SPT) P RRREERE- - R 2
]ﬁ#ﬁﬁ}ﬁl AoZeA - [l J}f”sr} = ;’,ﬁﬁxg%,ﬁ,f’Fil[i*‘jﬁu%?mgtglr (LOCAL)
TRLTA FURETRETE & RO R S0 % T R - B
[RiN7%
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WS L5 S- W  ARISE 17

# - Hioecg 2 OLS it jF~ 47 —CRS

ERe T RS E!
HiGp -9.2244 -3.5052 ***
Ll 0.3464 6.7447 ***
}\_?\,F%H A ET -0.2128 -3.2945 ***
20 HrsiEr 5.1545 3.7380 ***
FAYERT -0.6845 -3.8053 ***
?ﬁﬁ:é[“ & 'Ff[! 0.9324 10.1320 ***
ﬁﬂ‘i?ﬁll -0.0010 -0.5606
ES E[[r,'i 0.0104 3.0102 ***
’5,, 2y 0.0142 45371 ***
D1 0.0615 0.8687
D2 0.0335 0.4794
D3 -0.0387 -0.5618
D4 0.0023 0.0342
D5 -0.0261 -0.3821
N 402
R-squared 0.3496
Adjusted R-squared 0.3278
F-statistic (zero slopes) 16.0400

ﬁé‘} Dk, Rk, R H%%T%ﬁfﬁét@ a/2=0.05 ¢/2=0.025, ¢/2=0.005 -

POy BRI SRR AOESE - S SRR e =l

RS o T ITER L 1) A R SRR B E A | 'm'lw
- ’ﬁlﬁgﬁﬁﬁ'[@?i'ﬁfjﬁ’?ﬁ\?m@ﬁ@[ o TR AS IRV B &ff;me ),
B R SRR <t o R ol fURERLY P E SR R E J[HH—T? TR R
; E :;r —"J}f"y} ° [l—‘* %l IE ,‘J‘Jiﬁr& E =) ,—;‘ éﬁ%lﬂ J;]\: ;‘[Eﬁgﬂ FE‘@VF\LE?FJE
ERESTINETE S qVE SRS oo “?“?E%Llrmei  I') DEA Fi=4 g1
FIALY 0595 20 G SR AT BV RN -

[l4 DEA 81V Aiis U3k lﬂgﬁﬁ censoring ﬁj@v@ HE R
PRy OSTRIRED 1) VAT (S - 80 O et oT E e o g
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BlIJe > Y1 Andersen and Petersen (1993) V&35l g > 1) il P4
REETISS o S URE. o KL SRR IR O S SR E Ik JF%“j PRI A (R
HoH %ﬂfJIZIu TRNE i @%ﬁ%ﬁ?%&ﬁruggﬂ <t {%pﬂigﬂﬁliﬁ. W
Z‘TF'E‘EW Fu\?%’ﬁﬁ«‘ﬂﬁﬁ%ﬁ% o =9t - 5T O SPRRAAS T T SR P
FA R (RERLABLT IR o s o Y PTFM ] OLS APl 55 frﬂ%&rﬁ F[**Tﬂ
F I BRI '“%F# I AR~ L %ﬂ P t;vrg:« T~ B
A 4 IF'*‘*WF%%EJ**%%F R B R ek
%IT [f' F[Jﬂ %[ MEL o
VR R TSRS PR R
SELAEe iR f*%ﬁf*fﬁ I B ST > 1
ﬁﬁl\g&ﬁaﬂ‘ U AR S TIFJ:IE-EfVﬁt' AR N EIJ?F[L_?‘ ’
%Ei ﬁf@kk%ﬂﬁgﬁg;jﬁigﬂ I/fﬂfkl o P9} » ¢¢:gf:[ Tk EfF]T'F”TFl F‘J
l’ﬁ[ A R AP R PR R

ﬁ@‘*’:ﬁ b raj., rﬁ7%§1§q4g§,&gﬁlﬂ B AL THET T gk ﬂﬁf ?Z 5 &t

L, IR SR T AT 89 ~ 90 & M bl B[R NSRRIk o BT S
#0575 > 2003 F (a) > FI 373-396 ¢

IR TSR e S LD ST SR GRS IR O] B AR T (B
FLEIFE) » 5T9 % > 2003 5 (b) » F1 179-205 -
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Efficiency of Higher Education in Taiwan
— An Application of Data Envelopment

Analysis

Yuan-Hwel WANG, Wen-Fu LEE”

ABSTRACT

To investigate production performance of universities (including colleges) in Taiwan, we apply the data
envelopment analysis (DEA) method to construct multi-input multi-output production frontier of universities in
Taiwan from 1998 to 2003 academic years. In addition, regressions are used in the second stage to pinpoint
factors that contribute to inefficiency among universities.

To avoid the censoring problem of the DEA efficiency scores, we employ the concept of “super-efficiency”
in Anderson and Petersen (1993) in our evaluation. The results show that, on average, private universities
perform significantly better than public universities; universities with graduate schools perform significantly
better than universities without graduate schools; medical schools and newly established private universities
perform significant better than others. In addition, we also find that most universities operate inefficiently in
scales. Finally, OLS regressions show that ownership structure, with or without graduate schools, scale,
research grant per teacher, student-teacher ratio, and competition, are significant determinants of technical

efficiency.
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