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DEA as a Performance Evaluation Method of
Bant Branches Test and Comparison
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BATEEE Y KREHEEHiEo e DEA(Data Envelopement Analysis) & o] £38to] & ¥
fEol Mg A Hobskd DEAZAF A AlFste &R E A (Reference set)ifti:
S ol gste] MelyEl S EEEBC KEE] BERY —HTE B 2 A4
EHgos Mg &g BIF EMAHEN AIEst e Adra] thadE o] &k fi
B ES AMeg oo, AlsbE SRR o St MMy FEM R DEA SE{E SR
o ERE hEafralach ¥ bR o] BESHKE ol gstel FEHE BXIES ¥ 1§
o2 UNn 5 2F9 DEARFEHEES T t-test H3:& o] &-3lo] ILEgst A i
o] EiE TS BYon, oA A5 A WAk MEHEX] (Rt 27
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de os 22H go, Mikgrolas gy Hoiﬂliﬁ—fi«omwx% "L MR G o)
OPAE A2F Ao wolgoAm 9l Aol Aldelrh ey MolrlAqi Heobrt BN
MUEE A AR she vl go] 2o 365%0) @aty du [@Eea, 1990], FFTolel g
g AAR Aoiulagiel BIMREEY U% S8 AL poshd, s go A o1
Ao AEMMES 2 o grgn ¥4% a7Hgn 3 4 g

°of Aol 53] #iol v AL RITBEE(EE FE)V0 ot A FEAEERE R ),
Ae7HA] BHAEEE ol &t TUdd Eime AN s RITEEES LEMS
Brhstn 2 ARE dEA 0 AgE7] daME Sale] Ao we = AHEA
°of Abg-=ofol & Folth BE Hul oM EHMAFAEIE 020w 1de) 13 o
2ol ZAH et BEE (Fx K S B NBSEFES Yt o o Wy
EF Aol Adss BgsAn o), FEME Mol fEste WEe o s
Apelwt HAR dAZon MEBEED Vg Sifakd =A% it 4 (accounting
ratios) & &3 HASH Hi(ratio analyes) ol Zhzhel W g Tyl mEHES 2
At HREMR] S WESUE B (index approch)d] X3 9lth. o] o] e Ry
Eol oldl7h &olsti Algo] @ealn] vEe GiHERA AWM A dojW 2 gu
Auste ol gle widel, Friadel Judn BHS HeAY Ko m
Ts FANOR AAste] FEHHES wole do BRF FuE ATHEN Taiu
A Gl Uh?

$ATS EHEIES shibel HIEH.LBi(responsibility center) o2 B ) JRAE .08 W&
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D ¥ ERdAE 9989 A1 B8k o
2) WA AT 7 WSS FEhdh B B RATR AL JBUs g3 gin po
&% (joint production) ¥} 12 SJo{oF & Theeh fXATHM MMM, &Ml HITAM
EHpo HARERS HAFHES AL v wyol Aow, ateb olejdt vaEe 72
§ o8 AFYUE YT BANL WEd Aot
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HOLEE, FIESGE B REDCE T U VA gH 3y shue 3RS S glou), o)
Me ATERIES Aud7bA #AWS o188 odej7tAe o EHEPYES 44 2
o st FlEyLGEBE(profit center) 0.2 B2 Sk FEh.LB o2 Ao 2yl Yo

kg WrbEE A% MEERC G FRA ANSAAL Qo MR G
Ao edel Gdyel AFsE ofeistA AEEE T AR BUR 2T (EH

F(price effects)7} 2A&sro 2 A, 7 A7} gEHERY B G2 A2 2o} Eg
28 HES wig, F By shE(allocative efficiency)ol]l 218 71912 359 whao
g AJAEZ FE87|7 oYk o] =Fo FHE FEfol & mHAmQ EMERE
A& UElFE AW MAERRTE F o RN MRS VS it oe #
f&(Miller, 1984) o] 7] W&o FIZAA R T}E FlEZes SN E LEBRY 2488 Soh

oleb Zol JHHe AL E HWrsty 11 AnE A B3] &8y dsiAE, @
=9t &Ethy LA 51 (accounting ratio analyses) ol Al Qoj 2= A olAte] [HHWMEZ A e
FE o ey BEES b Hobid e g9k Adddez AgEe wwel Data
Envelopment Analysis(DEA)YE 7} ddd e HAFE 2 EHWEL #&4 (input-
output mix)-& Lefdted I Elgol BT MEEEDN vindoss MEgLHe AgH
S Fohl i, xR FEol oldd sle=ste AHE Fo=A, At l-o Hisgy
d HEE A FEE Fog d8E BT ¢ UE Wolth o] X DEAg}
7V} JEAEST Be RS HhET o 2N, MRS RIS BEMsie ool
d B7kl DEA7Y 2d # e 754 € 8Hd Re 38 =80 Ax 2xog siu
AT

B #8% (economy of scale)w= 3§ shvte] Aoz Ry BHEKS A1sis
B V&Y dTEY T8 A F9 gutelth ey B Ao ME BA o) (Hikyy
GHEol oAAstA 1, DEAAIA A Fste MHEME ol &std MiEe Ko w&
REMERE ATHwo2M, d54d dds g8 Uz HEe {Fy rde
dAFste Aol o] =89 4 EHolet € & Uth

olgidt HHE5E TP Y o] =& tSH e £AME AYPHEG. 24 M=

Sl e 9 FERN G MBS 71&3t1, 3% = DEAM 7o He g Eiky
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3) DEAR o W #y $H9-S Migkolyt Ahn(1987) 3



74 g8 8 MR

I HAEF EE L gl tFo A Aoln, 4 M FEHSLS EES, 5%

A= DEAGEER R e sids 2 A5 o] &8 BiEel #i#% (economy of scale){k#
RIE, WASH T {5y S st DEA9 HHHE 2ASHL, 6% oAM=

K W RAEOE g Pon, REos DEARW g st do] npEoh

0. $i7e] B3E FRGEHERE S HiR

DEAo] ol 3 &%E REFEA I @A $2ivete digX 259 ddH F
ErlEmmd dafla ddE oy Ak 1 ol AdA ddH HohA EHERE e A
Fiole ojWl ZlEo] Aom RHEEES F-old7l? Hrbell A& A 4] #E gL
THe oW Es? BAT KW #istel DEAYE 212 A 4 e Ao ofd
Aol g F U AUAM? Foll dd dEs dFAelvnt & 5 Ay BEolvh

Y eqEL Ao JAMEY AAANAE #Hristrl A, BEEFFEEEC) G
ol &3le] oJelstA FFEHHES Welsti, ZF HEE MHES BE e NEES ¢
o] WELS A st AAAAEZE FHristn Y Aotk HAARE dAR F99
oA T nAR e AYde R @i don, JHEF A AR EE JEE
e A s 5 5 dud, A WEEEM, EadEMr, EeERNMN, BEEE Y K
fhEBre, shgdir o e FEE 5 Ja, 7 & go] 7ol FEdd Fofdts THECELT
AL B ASMWERM Ol 37.4%, KEFAFHN 265%, REEMEMA 9.1%, HAELE
#prel 18.1% 5 Bosly e o2 ey AT B, 1989).

o=
WA S FEED R FHRAYA R, 0B bR, EoldBte, 1

m

N

g ol E7hg, EALEol L, AW &gl ded, 2 ey G2y MNFAE B

HFISE, BRSNS E 27.7%, w0l Frkel ARyl 149%, =02l Fh 19.0
%, FAN w0l g 128%, 19T wolUF/he 17.0%, 2vl& 86% = ek vid
ARz wEFEHPIN S EEAEE D BT RBEE S RAFH sl nE, e
EA Mol T ¥ Z(56.8%)0] THE FE vl WFE xow, 1 g 14T AFE
A 8(95%), FAAADAE68%), MARFFENE@U8%) e Foz vk AEE

1) B o@ Fxols] W edvit ol Y& 5 Atk
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#rgel Hotel AMRHE FHEEEY #ATH EEHRE THIe duRw, AA46 &
(49.1%), W& T 2(245%), T271AHEEF0(18.6%)5 ©ME BEAoh
FEMMB FEEE S fEES K2 dEdY 959 4o

(% 2-1) FFERM, FEERE X iK%

watmn ] WA | weaier [ e | REWAEN | A%
ERrAedE C27.7% 0 AR 56.8% & AAW & 1 49.1%
ol vt gu | 149% | 1QwadEbE 95% | WETE | 245%
o]l F 1A ! 19.0% = FAARUYA S | 6.8% i =27l & f 18.6%
Z A araol el g 12.8% TP RS 48% & JE 779
1ol 5 7H& 17.0% 71 E} 22.1% ‘ (

Al g 86% | ; |
T s @ 100% Tu\ 4 T1o0%

olet 7to] EIMMATE LHGFEMIM FIe F e ¥ A BAHE FHIHW o
o3 2ok

A, REFE ASHE el chdshh B MR, ®EH
Yol A 4 oo, Iafkimel AdHes $a4 93 Uk Ae ¢+ Uk %
A, ol 7 wEel WrkE FENE BMA £SO HEME EHED Pl $49 99
A3 FulEel vEE sy wrhe AW Rl HEML FE AlENt BNESS 3
3 WrtE BomM HWHAEA © J7he AAL AT A, dREsbd AR

(effectiveneness) = HiE:gmE X ZF3oad, BxE G437 A& A8 A, F
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Aol gol ¥ 4 gltke otk B 120% ollBt

tijo

53 (efficiency) ol ™ &l &4
&, 190% REFE7E B3 ol ghke 1y EEEH] §fle A2 obdy, 1 &
A3 EFSFARAE, AFEAAD, dAugEY 2ol & HE2E AAsGE FHEEL W
B OEAE WES ZEdceE Holth vlA, diiRe AFFAX 7 Mk &(financial
ratios)ol] 213 Zol1 FEEMFHIHA AAL W EHEudkttd Bd FHX e BT JH
olth. thAlA, 99 AR ESo] AFAd A Jhrhedolvt Ak dAde RAdhE
&3 B YRg AFHA B Aok

w‘r

el
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oot & FYPHrFAF 5AHE Testau dPHrid v 9H S Hesty] YA

=, bl MERI] EH W obu g (HEAR T M

HE FAl n2stel A4grts @ & dojof T Aeolw, vgd Fhasrdd A&7

¢l #AE FAI mHEsto, 2 ddH ] M) AW (overall efficiency) B JEshaE <]
HWe oA = gle FRE AT 5 AoloF @ Zlojoh. B AqoA &3 DEAE

oo 2& #AelM TIEe] FEKE R AEL] MEMS #Ed & Jde £ Wy

! & g el

akt

. sRiTel Lt AWl R

71E9 edTFolME HATY XA Hek A7y Bol A grh ol A
Zolle BAEES ol &slo #iEe #i%(economy of scale) T i@ 2 #7%(economy
of scope) T& F+F =EEC] FHE olF 1 Jon, oleist Aol HEzlorg g
He Aol HAFEER ¥ Edtdl tid gl B FAAd, HAERY] ASde & A
7b flov Eipel ASode B BRS Eolx Atk o HdMiE #HAe] AFESd
ALSE B R OHRAEER 53 ENY #¥E HEStY DEAR I ol &3 w# s %
ch.

1Te) A 2 RAEZ Wis Hels #ifrel &Flel Wi EEkel we gd9d 4
A, 283 BHoE ¢S stute] SHE HAAE B BRFTEE(cost behavior) W 4
EATHES A& W MR BEE N, S8 S KEHIE S B iHEES st
Z1#o R Kol 239 & EF GNPole] #Ald #4E Fv HERM BIos o
ek ofn] AFE wpel o], o] Ao 28 E& A A HAME AlEstd YR
FEE Adeke shiel AEREME R O E848 HUeke MR B\EES 9Pk
AT

Fale 28 BEHo8 3ta 3

-{r rlr

t‘

Wik BB oAE ¥ 7€ &g 8A €2 F¥etd BWE, 239 EHY
of e A& 2A Aor v & Uk A=, HEHEERLEY #4 T Ky &
B, & AE Tt 6% BEdPE BE A8, SAc BHEHEEYS] F90] ofd ¥
HHRBAHE THo2 Be i, A HEtEE L] UEHBY F3& 25 2
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& Eo] Alhadeff(1954) %t Horvitz(1963)& Hif#HE Lo HEWHAY st 4
HiEE 2389 MdEE2 dHan e AA4Y A& Hrisksoh Murray & White
(1983) = WA KHE (earning assets) S SPAZB 2 BT YSIEES HEA xqgus
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HE#HS FHstdch olfell S3dEES ey e dEdA3 Frr5d %29

% e Hig shibelw, & g
I, BEERE LS Wim 2Tl
A AEES FEEY o] &3 Aol A dE Eo] Gilligan & Smirlock(1984) = &

puiifs

TEGFH HArldgd £ FUEFH /K15 E FEEE Kol MEBEXEM d8 [
sirstg o, Kim(1986)& itz f78oda, g, f715d 2 dEsg, A
AR AF), &F, ZFE AojulxE 2tz # 89 v};. Lawrence(1989) & A& E 24
ZdF 2HEZ, §NIEEAE, BUERE %, 2948, AFHAANE sy,
EWdA2 O35S BHEHE dtod A 2 &Rel 8BNS =48
o ol AT EHME SR HAVE ¥ dgold HEFAeR HE difm
AA G HarhyQ BIES FReted EFIRAHE Ee Ade Aok d &5 Bel &
Murphy(1986)= 7B, A71d3, AFUE, EFAMUE, 7IdUEE5oE Aoy
25 B#Fslm, olgd Aojn| 2ol thdt A S FEGIERS BWihfhgel €8 FEHE
mEor 2Astd HIEEWHS 3#A 72t Longbrake & Haslem(1975)% Bell &
Murphy e} #o] A& 2 A FALAESHE E3A17 o9, Benston, Hanweck & Humphrey
(1982)x &g AEEE oFzd, gE&dAR dqF3AF#zSs, dEdFE 2 AR
Sherman& Gold(1985) 2] A A 7] ke MEE U7/FAE EFsted Zb &7l
HFE e £XKY HE HEFEE Aotk
ol9ty WERAHo R, &3 AEEE o FHd, g EFHolvt AT obd MgE =
B 19 §413 Ade metd AFm Uk ol#gk dgtelA 2
Y ao A, e MEES AEsy] 943 HAmEA dEsd T+

ExpsferEm Zbzb oldfsl= Blolth oleh o]l 02 &g AEFER He e

o zhzbel EAKEEEC] F3tx, o7]d tEFeolde dFERE L FAE Y &E& 2
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ol HEEE Hste A9 Powers(1069) 9} #o] 230 MRS Axzag o
ofst=s HeiztA A7k Ao

of RO ol&T MNEEEE, AT VE mESAA AEEH NE2ES 1ostd
(1) TAEEE (2) HREE 3) EHIUkfd#e] s Ao, WEM T F S
fEfFs AdE2dsd 23714 stk 231> HASAHAAQ o)A w} MaEs @Eilst
EHE Pl WEol, fEEE £
Fehy wiAlet, #pEmgel 1 RISl AL

Zp golrh. o] AL AR {EET H (standard costing) o] 7 B 45747 (variance analyses) o] A {5
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U= fEASOl ol & KAl 4h %

= LEENS dHAeR Lxstn
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1% ¥ (price varlance) ¢} fg4 2 R (efficiency variance) & Rl sl A1 §4F8l =glo)

c}.(Horngren & Foster, 1991).

o Zo]th(Kolari & Zardkoohi, 1987). wheba] 3o N5 =4 -FfE53 BigEEs U

g2 AHE Su g A G]ldel A e dELe] vFe web Fe
B es F#ste BATEEC $A =, DEAS] H7ie o9k e EHime Als
(product mix)e] ZRE nefste] 1 fElgo] MY ddd7el H sy AR W&
&3ttt

2ejup ofeh ol Fefol o3 HAoRt A FI Aol YT ffgnvol A
(technical efficiency) & Fi#® + vz WHgttol lvh. webd Sdof dwbAql H3<l
G HEe Sk EMER] HENE FA FAE] Sl A MG ERRR
£ FRd AEde] stuR gtk 53 (2 4-2)dl Mgk Zol EBEEHS £
wggrote] MBI duldoR B Zle B 9 F vbA GEe WasE S0 1
3t

-0

AL AR TY oA FAL WA #51Er EEE At mgol ¥ Folth

fir

5) of7lel 4 MBI E a-tRelt, A lelEE e o Fuiel figol EHo] Jom, WHE L
M2 oE geiel Fitol £¥3ol wth
6) Rl v ol EHEMOAR 5o bHe] BHIE, 1988) = Fol @ WuE wEue
Aol waol%ont DEASL BAsl i 4Aeld AU e ol Heel
ol FAlol mAAUS S 5% wateh
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(B3-1)& o] A7l thde] He Ao ¥HIHREEEAAM, A He 978
< YErWZ) sl AAR Agste AxEe] 485 FAdRE GEE Ao (i 3-1)¢]
Ax @ B, © @A & 5 ARe], & A7 Yaos Ade oo Fgd, Wil

R E dEE dEEE Fan Jdegs fd4 4+ don, ojie
71Ee] Aot A At otk B ASteiM e FMlEeS AAdd Al e
Hrbel AR gk MiGaol AE ol fim, oln) MY niel do] Ffi(profit) & BirpE
el 4AS Ha o MEAAE 23U AS Mamie TA A dole speop
&7 ofgrh whebM Aol el ERoR s pRIAE M (intermediate

product), % T%E, Htld 2 HE&EY 23S 2EFo=za A vlggel 99

(E 3-1) BEEE £BHRREE

Q) %8 3 #) 3£(1989. 12. &,1)

B R e S S ¢ L
oA & XX X W
¢ ARl qlukvlely X XX
d AR1elw oj )it XX Xy
O L A B X X X v
T AR e A& XX X%
& WET AN A X X X%
W ARG XXX%
TN EE A AR S XX X
Todlest Hyt A gs XXX%
ot &5t ek MR XXX%
a4 & 214 XXX%
g kel A ae XX X%

9 BollAE FhEo g WEe Aol glovh, TTAE FEZEL "IAE BEHE
T TIAE A& 2 AfoA B 4 ARl MRS Bt o8 RAERRHNE
g

BFH s e d o Ao # Aol E AEhel o HAEKRS &
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o

BES #E Agstrlz o
BES H A 9 HAAM AFol B B Sy BATHRE —REEEoIT. AN
@M= MTAE —REFEE, 9 d5oz Jehd led Aldy MERH —RemE ©
FORAEZY 444 wE AonA, HAEHM HAESL UedE o Hge BeE
2o agx 483 JRE ATadAE £ € 5 vk =Y —BEEES S5
BRE vrolzled, =5dd digdyde Fd2ae olv KA =2 Az o
Foll, 471 HHERE B SEEDS T4 BlesE Bosr) 2 s,
SAERE A £8, AF 221 Ve M#ERSCOE Uyol Agu B oo sgHe
A w2, MEfks SR dodsdon, E4d lBHs SAERE BEFE F5%
o] Hiko 2 RS2 SUth EHEFS s £F BEEY F23 BAEHEZ 3
U2 del g o, 7t g dFEgR A HolA Ad Amet A 2
FEE BT FHE] sfuolth olet e FEaxol Mel-MEe #, FHIH HWK
o 2] 8= Aol k. DEAZEEO

=

o4
r

v

n

i

Hge 7Eo] SPAARZHANA AFET FUQ LGS
ol 8- EMMA HAEKE At uS et 2tk

(& 3-2) EHMY HAER

L AseE 1. Aele] =
T 2 uEgEd 2. ApEae] WA
4 ] 3. Ay AAES 3. Ayl

i i

V. FFEEREA

DEA2] &oj& ¥ DEA9 FHEH KR He DHE BRREHRLL(Decision Making
Unit-zx-3% DMU) & Hsted, DMUE &7t #tAEZE ol &35l otdd Edms

7) BE SHRE XML EM KMEMe RAEAZRE 94T s vk



AOEFEY] RRHEL o2 DEA I HZE9 vlu 8]

AEsfvie "ol dv BirE AHojEth of AFddAe] DMUs =Wl Agslo) &¥)E
B XEEEAM TAC "Hoh A2l F A Fe o 200079 @t 9o, A
<32 20004700 AHE 2 gRe mhek oA oz e a Utk o] Aol Abgd
ARE 2 F ALl X 49702 M, 1 Rl wpeh o8} Fgel St ok, I ¥
Bob W—3t7] wWiEo] DEAS] H7iard tHEETE Hds] 482 & Ade difolth
4978 Aol 1989d = P = FElimA HAERY gy HitEES (F4-1)#
ek o7l FEES T BB 19899 12F ke BHHEE L BHEHS veyes
Aolth. HREMEH = ATFHEIEES Yehll I MEHE W44, 34, 4845 7§
glol ¥ J9,E Jeld Jeon, miEe 19899 129 A AMRA FHAS YE
o EEYe TAder —REBRBEFTIAM FHEE AIT HE&EE dedes FAoE2A
1989d = HFtHEN JEY e eI

2EE A5 HEE, BHE 2 RN AR BREHS K& v o2 o
BREZ & g & 7 AT AE Eo] deud dERY A HAA7F HAXx] of
8~97/0 Ameld wral, sk Ao A= ok 3o AuA Fevh webr Ry
9 S AT HAEHRY Tl i Eiel Tt Blgel o ada & &
Atk F RES FE BAIGL 5 s JE otk 2w 3 DEAME S
Hgste A& MAEEE BEZE 2 Ao BEVE AL AR BlE o & 37l
et FAA BN tg Fog vR7E gk

l

f

(H 4-1) EEYY HAERS BHE fratE

l ) 4 miEfEE | min ‘ max.
a7 | 2427453 | 1202585 11,083 | 84,017
Bz 2761443 | 1551629 | 7,220 | 68,854
A5 271459 | 1,117.72 708 | 5590
2% ’ 4138 10.08 22 | 67
W 7 ! 78182 | 44559 260 | 2,308
739 { 218.67 | 60.99 | 108 J 342

8) Bkl MUY FHEL Kiss JUH A¢ FHEUHAE T¥so ou £38 AR
2t TR Bl AdstA YUt
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E Y BE s, dEd, dua e MHEGRE (E 4-2)9 2. 9744
B 7 e AL Bl BEF Jd5-Sd cdxel 3o HEBEEFG405) B g & oy
AE ) EMRBR(.268) 7 2A4E YE e HEd F o533 dE A3k G
BtR(.751) o vl HdiHor Prohe Aol

(X 4-2) Ei% 2¥E2| HEERERER

I EEEE T
T ) J]r 0.751 0.405
0oz o 1,000 0268
ax a4 | | | Lo00 |

SRR EHER AT dehlE WSl MG o F B A%
of HBAFIE 100 2AG A9)lE § Fol @ A WEYS tYow 5EARA
2 dele 2 BAZ e & At 1eld A9k 2ol MEMES B A, gine

AFE gol B Fo T A Gele AFwe Aeste] Y44 BAdE 4
o, eqel SHY MES LW oW FHIAE kbsdts SANS Wy
gtk 2 AFolME AgRRw=HE GEllE REEHS LHEMAEES e
B e FEpe] AT A, DEA E&47 4999 #6092 %ENE st A%

g wollt =dg stk

}..

V. DEA 2] #%
5.1 DEA it

4970 ZRE(Ee BEE)Y 309 &S 379 FPo i il 19890 BiF¥K
¥, HEHEE 2 e EFRRGEESA Rid ¢S DEARYC A E3te] tHEHY
MAEMS 2% AdE (F 5-1)7F 2ok DMUSIe $xts ddde Wsoln, 83
o] UEIYF Sxt= sl A "o DEAd 98 wkzkfEolct. &E DMU % & (reference
DMU set)ol & st A 3o Hrtoll ALg € fikEES] £as Do
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(F 5-1) 4974 XES| MefEet S DMU %5

DMU | && | HEDMUAH DMU | &® | #gxDMUMs [DMU  a# | #EDMUAR
(1 o0 | - T Tomia | 30,3748 ?3570%6 B "21 30 '
2 10.752 | 24,3036 19 | 0018 | 30,3644 ‘ 36 1000 | -
3 0642 | 30363744 20 0678 a7 oo -
4 0645 | 364 210975 | 24,3036 38 0894 | 24,3036
5 | 0697 | 223036 |22 1000 ' - |30 losos  30.36.37.44
6 0902 | 303744 % 0703 3036 1‘ 10 0677 | 30364
70612 | 3037.44 C 24 1000 | — 41 10678 | 30,3644
B 0741 \ 30,3744 25 | 0.972 136 a2 ' 0.938 RS
9 0481 | 303644 260948 30363744 130721 303737
16 o721 | 22,3036 27 losoo | 36.37.44 a4 | 1.000
110677 30363744 | 28 | 0643 / 30,37.44 450703 243036
‘ r ; | ;
12 0798 | 2436 29 10794 | 30,36 46 0930 36
13 0988 | 3036 30 1000 - 47 10806 22.30,36
14 losoz 3036 ‘ 31 0911 | 22243036 48 | 0725 243036
15 0724 ‘ 22243036 32 10892 | 3036 490660 136
16 | 0887 | 22243036 | 33 0856 | 3036 ‘
17 0.887 | 303744 34 0720 | 30,36 B

¢] DEAd oj& F&x(tho)d2E Qotstd, 497 2 o] shafEl £ 0.81ow, 1
Z 7/Mel A "ol A& Ao, 0.90<ha(1.002] A7 1070, 0.80<ho(0.9074 -7} 77, 0
70<ho{0.809] 7 %7} 127, 0.60<ho{0.70¢] 7% 127}, 0.609|uto]l 1= viepr} 9lch
499 AHE T/ kel FEHOR HWutE e, FWAHoR B v & Ao
8208 YU 7)1E29 DEAX &1 ek= HEpyele o & Uth o732 74 Ay
o] 24¥ WiE Byi(outler)e] EA7Is Al i, HIEMS [H'HE M (homogeneity)
o] 7+slo] #H¥GY HEZE foldt i, wEtA G&H1 A He Frb A on Astvie
Ag onl g F Y. 53 Fob el wHr K- del Ao 71 st
M, 4979) A Aol agel AR 81% Hxel WFan g on, 80%olste] AHw 25

9) DEA7IEol ol& ™ 3 AWH Filisnd ox- 3 Wam b Add vla] g8l T &%)
2 wlg 2= 9ly] w o)), HIEo) B (heterogeneity)o] el ¢} A Fo] uAFMO R FER

o] A er AH 5 e Hojrh

0;;.
,,.
ﬂﬂrh

it
Ax
o
ﬁ



AR e e, HEHRIES g8 AUdon drke: AL AAEZT 9
v Zeold. &3] DEAZ& X7} ofF & % DMU9Y Wl&4 =, DEAV} A 3 a5 = &)
A FAHA AHABOE ol &5t Al FKHT ] s Aol @A
# (management audit) & &3 E g7} gly= 7 olth(Sherman & Gold, 1985) ™.

DEA #o7bwyel Fod S54F9 stuy, ddAde] 282 418 o gy
e ARFE-FE LY BlA (nput-output mix)o]l M AHES Mdsln, 1 £ JgE 2
i#i (Pareto optimality) H'doll 94ztate] HAFwoes HNE HESS olfsd Irlses
Roltt. olep ol Zhzhel JERARYQ HIKel Hrbol AL& ¥ ANy HIESS bk
o] (35-2)9] &H DMU # 3 (reforence DMU set) gl Zolth o 7)o+ E7]3F algfe
ZH DMU %40 238 MO Zugoler, AER-FEliwme] Bibo] Ml 9lzre
AolAl, AZgolMel (e 15)d Aol A& HtEel HMlEol 718 zo] o}y
gt Holoh d& 49, DMULTe) ZA$ Avrd 2848 088701, DMU179 & 7)o
ALgH &2 DMUel= DMU22, DMU24, DMU30, DMU36%0] 9o, o] A= o

N

DMU173} 4o 4-4&5E widol A [HfF 1§ (peer group) O & 4], DMU179] &
Al 2B Holof & AFER] Aot o] 2 DMU %4 JYeUs Ad5e 2% i«
ARl EEEYW FAET Tevh &30 AFFAME g8 - Hrlo zE
AbgE e AR el A kel Hulol Aol AlREA e AHoz m 4

itk BEAY AMel i AHel Fel g HUEHS e Zo) (GE 5-2)0lch

(E5-2) DMU2| 2RESHIAEL

%1 (DMU) I S O T
- ( I S
22 | 7
24 9
30 ' 35
36 | 33
37 [ 13
44 | 19

10) DEA Ao gt FA Q) M2 (3 5-Tyell vheb 9k



BATEFE S REHEFFoE e DEA HAE9 vl 85

of HA & 4 SlEol DMU30¥ DMU36L, Aol Hrtel] A1&¥ Hlmrt 24z}
353, 33324 DMUL, DMU22 % DMU24¢} wvl&f €353 @Wch ojze DMU33#
DMU360] DMULleltt DMU22¢] Hl&l E} A&t [a@fho] @rbe slolm weprd &8
¢l DMU ZFollMe 2§ AAE Wi 5 s "HEgEEE ele & 5 A& Zol
t}h £35] o] ¥ HEE L ALse] fE8EAAE L agdie] 9y a glom, DEA4
o} wmamEHe U= DEAC #Eo {EHMS BoZ:E o dot 3 5 9
DMU19] ZAS& H& zg2er Hrisdout fukfie FEEol AF&H HUgst 28
kA vk R e, DMULSY e ABE-AEdiye] flael HEstel fAkeh DMUe| #
b Ao Aokal, wiie] DMUlel Juia g&AdH7 Al el #7b dhobA
A aegHoRe HrpEdovt EELES 2 S glue 2E onvh upobA
DMU303+ DMU369 -1 &&4el sl ol = 48 4= 9% uby, DMUlo|u}
b lont, 1 Aakg B AEetA golol &

Aotk DMU3S0OT DMU363 & HigidiE & NAshs REaiiiol A4l ol frol o

Ary)

i

DMU22e] 2 $4= v® E840 % ¥

of

g FAAQ] BAL &3, dEREMS Lk ltEd o= R4 HiEEe] 84
YWigol AR FTL& HEEL ol ¥ g Aol

5.2 3R] & (Economy of scale)

oo shvte =¢yE 4EEsE By o] RHEHE HAste o A d4EF
= HFEo] % (economy of scale)o] W& AtES &3] & 4 Sk oleld AT ELS

dutd oz EXE HHIHFES BEST DEETHrik(regression analysis)oll ojsf
HHel NREgSFE FRHEE WHS AEsted, 1eld AFEdA] AHEEE el A
A e derAel e ggah #ol HelE ¢ Adk H EHHe Windgkol AR
o} 2o ASE #ikgel #Es Ealsta, wrdle] B = MRSl JEEFE SASTHY. o

2 Zo] Horvitz(1963)= fH4HMSer FHEA el BHE £45o Rtk EHE 54

el

_a(InC) _ Y 3C _RAEEW 8 .10 - o s = D Mo
11) EC—'a(lnC) T av - T A oz Aoy (12 A= #HiEe #FEsr 283 el Ao

Mige) SR EA Sk




86 45 B 4 B %

3t 1, Murray & White(1983)+ ojel71x o) IWBEES EHWE su Ediz 19
BHEHE #HEst BB HiEs 48t ol9olx Schweitzer(1972), Nelson
(1985), Kim(1986) & w]#sto] HfHo) iFo] gk A= Bo] alx gon, gy
ol A7t HEE fke] E2AE AAGAAN, HEE il dlel —HMUE ol
T 2EstA 23d

olsp ol HMed Agolre, HiEY HiFE EAsteul Cobb—Douglas &, CES
(Constant Elasticity of Substitution) &, ER 205 oJelstx] el &H mErol
oj st EAMEteE ol ol whebd AR £ EEE BHERKS FiEd
gt 2ok = de Aotk Zyu DEAE 53X Id5du s N4sets ko, A
TE Edime 94AE BREHSS #EH0PES AMSA 2, EH M (regularity
conditions)oll ol 78 Eo] 2= 4 E aJHEHE & (production possibility set) & fiEshe] =
d #A3e 2ol Aol

DEAS] £42 HHEH AE3HA &7 ool HiEe £FE/) o Wygor Ho

:Ll

7b slojol @ olth HE TEl FUT Uol RULLE Aged o Be 4EES
BasEE EE FUW 4EBS A4ssd o 48 G Bless Agacy,

DEAd] osf doizoz of a&4o8 HFrt o Zlolth ulebr] il st =4 8ok
HoatRzE & A Aol TEMEY O 2 (on average) 7 U] A& A Zlog HrtE Aotk u}
g BRATHIES MR wel J3A v LEo R i, FOCLEe] A ERE g
s MKk fFe FEE 39 5+ AL Zlolth @ a8 TS vAE £ s}
o glo 2 #iE e MiE(economy of scope)&E & 4 Sk 1ejvt &89 AL s
of FiE we} A HTb oFte] Aol= HY o, MR¥ERI AXste v Fo)
obF Ax; 1 el HR-F AMojulX FHe AT A2 Holrh qlv] "R, %4
fbel f2fE v ¥FHEY ERo W& g8 ole vty Rolw ud Folth g
&4 AolE B 7 Ue T ite] UAR AHA FEKFoIY 2y A H e
#HYAAFHI HEAHJD Aelg EYFe Ao, KEEe A™¥AIEH hFiE A A
2EY #YA el R ERIL qlojor & 5WHE o] §r) glE 3, FHEH R LE

rir
o

12) o] <Aool BEel Lo /'Y Banker(1984)9) il 4: & HHi(Most Productive Scale Size) 9}
EOE Adez AL
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& TR wek £ IFoE uyol §842 v HrigoaM, HiEe BF HEs

FehaL Al ohe EREEMRER(H BERERER) &

E71S
nﬁ‘,ﬁ
e
4
¥2
o
Y
L
2
=)
At
R
S,
2
_114
}Z
o'\l
Ofr

ol MBUY & IFe shads MRV A2 259 ke BRI ¢

(Ho D Hi#7F & “Le2 RABUL 22 T EY ®zkayolth)

of 7)ol A g AMES el E HiEEE DEA o3 MEREE ol fatr e Fo) HMEE
HHEshE ol MBREH MENE RAEE EAEARRSS #Hol d47x7t de
7o, B A7 aFEE Rl He AS¥AAME AT MIRE FH 5] S8 wrE
BT MEHES T2, W e A8 gy of dyeldn FAdg wye A
gate], FR7F & FAR 497 AP ERTe. 49709 APE & e 24709 A

L

B2 7TAE I2FA A2 gt A 2479 AHER FAYE IEBE &Y, 7
%9 " A&, Maok Mpihe] ol & t-testd o] &-&to] HZ3ith o #HFo dad
RS AR 24 5o REECl ERomE JHE A A 7 A el §Y
atofof gk’ =oyt)E 7hAolTh HE DEAR S A7 ERGHE o]y AL oy,
IET 248 AR 19 HE 4 obyy] wiFel AR fES ol Aw wEAZ
g Feg BAd. & bl tal e, F 1Ee kel $#E sdEA d(
g 247)) 02X (Ff(vias) o] TEEMS 29 5 AS 2ol th(Heyes, 1981).

Aot @o A st T e t-#855 (Mean comparison t-test) & 3 A3 (G 5-3)3 7o}

1&

ﬂ-“N

¥ 5-3)
FHIER t4a5F R
(RREBHI (BRHBHE+TREMEI/20 42)

-1 & N ¥ P G T qtaustnc Prob) | T |
_— »;« N
0.860 0.125 2.7204 0.0092
L ( k 1 o ) * o o
TE |
T B) 0.756 0.139

13) 259l QAL 1F I viatel A A9t

14) o] A+ el = DEA9 sha{ael EEC Mo ME olFEA S Mt g sty oy
158747 #5 (exponential distribution), & #.4r A7 (hall-normal distribution) % t}& 713 o] we} fE3H
Hiathy thegol ol Fold 4 glrh.(Banker, 1989).

15) F 189 grHge) vEve sl E FU e A&l Uit (Prob. ) T=0.0092).



88 # & @R

e 198 o)) o]} o] F A HikHe ¥EE Holx: T 189 DEA

Aed HiE NEM 23t 49 24712 FHEEE 32490] 1, 519 24709 Ty

]

!,'91’
tio
oXx
4

o

TEA7} 0.860, TEB7L 0.7560] 4 t-Hme] AR 1 ol= FHES
(p=0.0092). o] Zu}ol] st Hifio] wiz Ao HRV o BEEE
T dow meba]l Hiike] FFERSS KIS VE oY AFE s
o) of.

vl BT HEE HMESHS BEHRES 2,2 Ui g2 AT F¢ s
W B EHEBEE AFHEAY] g rRvt & A Ho) a8 HE se

>>4
| lo
ku
L
hu)
)
£

re

:ﬂr
&
o
i
iy
i)

itlo
i
o

‘
LL
B

i
P

ol QATHY. @ebd ST WY S M MAEGES To HAREN BE
2oy, AAlw FRIY olgH Wi Ul WEAS NEOE T 1EO
2 BRSe] (% $HS AESPon, 1 i (F 5-0)9 2

(% 5-4)

TR I R
(RO} mAEE B9)

1 B2 | I #y PE ok g = T-statistic |  Prob) | T |
T ;lf;, i § —_ 7 S i o
0.8790 0.116 3.7045 k 0.0006
ke o
2%
_B 0.7450 0.133
(/N1F) ;

o] AL 1% A FHzhAfEr 0.8790, 1F B FHmhAfEE 074508 HEoH
1 Aol fizttye R FED Z1og JEdthp=0.0006). ohelr RESHE WMTETE
I mEpsEe] §S ol A M- BRI mE:E oM, HEY kel —
BHEIA HHAAY. 55 B4 gy 2o gRAMAA] TN AR U, &
FHE AASAY, B—EBWS 1A deees oS e E R AzE 4
Sl ohE dollA obF FolEg Aojd ¥ 4 9l

At g Aae FR7 & Adel HEIF e Aol vE TEHmo R, HEH o

16) H B 5 (self-selection bias) &) 4]



fﬁﬁ sEINe] REFERHES =42 DEA H2E9 Hw 89

G Ae oulse RolMTENIS Tkl W FEAoE AgHE AL ohirh o
Ao 0 BEL RESC Am 497 27 HEe] B Eol:

defde FRE molop @k FAL A5dol gl slolth vz DMU27H gl

5.3 k349 iR (ratio analyses) 3 3§BiEiTi%(index approach) 2t LL#;

3t M x AFH uheh Pol (F 3-L)olA Wb 5155 HHEEy &%) & A 5@
518 U5 Hg(ratio) 9] FHHE FHslhal clvh of 7o vhebd w5 DEAS At ¥
H Aol E%E, BWlie, APEI&Eelch A Ao $EHY AL HE
aAEA e A ol AR FIAE, o2 ndHAGE A, F WA #E HHE

RS HATEHRZ Fn JSS PAlEE Ae Helvh webA (K 5-5)eliM e #

om
.L.4

f

2 4ol DEAo| o1& Faxlel 4 4 Ade] MTAFEFLE, "TAGHEILE, TTAE S
=g e FAEE o, Zb AEY ¥ EEE 1 A EAstd. dE 5o

DMU362 DEAE &
89, ¢ 19, 19F 5= 64, &9 210th

DEA®] £Fay fEets Gel, Wasie Bl Ne - AsEe] A
& vEhgE Zol7l wiikol, DMU249} o] 1919 Hxye e au(69), 1<

7} 1o]w, 191Gl =32 1,527.58, &9 19, Id &=+ 1,251

ar

G dsge 690 HEs 4 vk ol ol oe kA &g ol ekl Wrhshe Ut
gopiikol QolH, BAA AL AMSA ety ¥ vk HAS FREA el
4 A, Eemel FHEE s oW AN Aikel EASA hEtHU(Ahn el al,

1989 2 Lewin, Morey & Cook, 1982). wpi}x ojelsh teadm#iihs B s 44
o) J)&o) wal MmEMES FoisAY zhztel AR T2 EHWO d& HEAE
o dted Bt AR S =Esbe] vl bk feEdEiLik(index approach)ol
A EsE Aoth ot H &L shuhe) f5#i(index) 2 WEE7] A e zhzpe] A

17) DEAS) 2o MAlee) kol sl Fol 2 i F91 8 2ol ekl 2lo14) MHkel 1@ (Retuns
o Scale) ] B& AT glom T (ESTH wol foigkel Fol o3 gk

18) of EAIE W jtAsl HHA o A HFR AEAL A5 T owdel 4% 0g 44 2
% sl
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o W3 mEE Foislolof & Aojrt. et} DMU36e o & £W, 103 o FFo
1,627.58(d 9 Amrel), 1909 Axwf 57t 648 UEb lov, 1909 o g Teinted o
ek 107 Axvlg Tabrbyol ol 3 ¥R KREE 5 B nEESE Fste Aol

oAd e A¢ dude AFE EHs7Ivr ofdh
(¥ 5-5) DEAMEHEES} L& X Reiggelel k&
; e 1ol ' 1919 1915
2117&1 : E’J'X] i %’%}A] r ~
1 | of =% EH'L&."UL A3k
r"_”‘ — Tt T T T 77T77" NI I S, T l
36 1.000 4240 | 1| 1527.58 | 1 | 125189 | 1 64.00 | 21
37 1000 4239 | 2 107187 2 72157 | 18 10179 3
30 1000 | 4027 3 57737 | 16 82156 | 11 10812 2
{1000 | 3201 8 637.60 = 7 | 119349 | 2 48102 | 45
22 | 1.000 3078 9 637.15 & . 107316 ; 4 4671 |46
44 | 1.000 2618 | 19 472.18 | 39 502.15 | 31 13754 | 1
24 1000 2149 | 32 43407 | 16 44893 | 34 8979 | 5
13 0.988 2400 | 29 | 54196 26 44756 35 66.73 | 17
21 0.975 2589 | 20 | 49576 . 35 52943 28 8343 | 9
25 0.972 1992 | 39 © 47309 | 38 | 104957 | 5 1598 | 47
35 0.966 2551 | 23 | 47876 | 37 501.84 | 32 | 9322 | 4
26 | 0948 3500 | 5 58089 | 15 63247 | 22 | 8462 8
12 0938 1658 | 44 | 15122 | 42 87717 | 9 1 1721 . 49
46 | 0930 3578 | 4 97038 | 3| 116388 3 . 5505 37
19 | 0918 1857 41 15254 41 31934 | 47 | 8794 | 6
31 | 0012 2491 | 26 | 50382 34 69688 | 19 . 6250 22
6 | 0902 2004 | 16 | 57670 17 41562 = 39 | 8595 | 7
38 0.894 2126 | 33 | 48595 36 | 41112 40 7505 10
32 0.892 3471 | 6| 61253 11 | 939382 7 5989 . 28
16 0887 2537 25 56086 21 | 81841 | 12 . 5273 I
17 | 0886 | 2959 14 52300 28 | 65887 21 | 7696 12
33 | 08%6 | 2560 22 51755 © 31 | 84855 | 10 | 5925 32
17 0.807 2097 13 55918 23 | 81353 | 13 5179 . 24
14 0.802 3242 7, 63533 9 . 94062 | 6 | 5472 | 38
12 | 0797 2419 | 27 | 46782 40 | 53568 | 26 7715 11
29 | 0795 3067 @ 10 | 57260 19 88565 | 8 | 5942 3l
5> | 0752 0 1907 | 40 | 558580 24 32402 ' 46 . 6193 = 23
8 0,741 2561 | 21 | 51759 . 30 | 50813 30 7556 13
48 0.725 1338 | 45 50500 | 32 | 35777 | 44 | 5664 34
15 0724 2412 | 28 | 58438 14 | 68374 | 20 1859 44
431 072l 2546 ' 24 60068 | 12 43457 | 37 | 612l 25
10 | o721 | 2067 37 52250 | 29 61536 | 23 5519 36
34 | 0719 3043 11 61546 | 10 | 802.13 | 14 56.09 | 35
18 | 0714 , l7sd | 42 43620 45 | 44433 | 36 6682 | 16
23 | 0703 | 2764 | 17 542044 | 25 73423 | 15 | 5992 | 27
45 0703 | 2045 | 38 | 57578 | 18 38185 | 42 | 5970 | 29
5 0.698 2015 | 15 | 66000 | 6 72564 17 5316 | 40
39 0698 | 2173 | 31 56059 | 22 18564 33 5951 | 30
20 0.678 2102 | 36 53983 @ 27 531.00 | 27 5856 | 33
41 | 0678 | 1667 | 43 | 50443 | 33 54209 | 25 5214 42
£ | 0677 2104 | 35 41900 | 48 55058 | 24 6707 14
11 0677 . 1323 | 46 | 43362 | 47 31388 | 18 66.88 = 15
49 0.660 2752 | 18 69140 | 4 72707 | 16 2276 | 48
1 0.645 2208 | 30 | 56216 = 20 32492 | 45 | 6513 | 19
28 0643 | 1222 | 48 | 37643 49 13280 | 38 0086 | 26
3| 0642 3007 | 12 58582 | 13 | 52909 29 6582 | 18
7 0813 | 1227 | 47 14332 | 44 288.80 | 49 | 6444 | 20
27 0601 2124 | 34 687.23 | 5 37254 43 5342 | 39
g | oa81 | Té6 | 48 144365 | 43 10741 | 41 50.03 | 143

* 034x (50-191Fell 9] $=91)+033x (B0-11FH S o] $=91)+033x (50-1%1F0] 72| &)




AT ER S BRI ko e DEA CH2E9 vlu 9]

uEta] B Aol A e DEAS shafEe} faErtiEd e hEd Sxor, tga ¢
A5 Agste] shibel fEBESE(simulated index) & &8 Th A zhztel taE &
LAE fasd, LAY BiME, LAY EERK b8l s 73 s, #9471 w82
T zh 9o el B BEHE it 98 S0 199 A9 497, 49912 A
£ 50-49=18% Fogdd. AA, 7o Ao Fol¥ ANA Hgol [ hEAE,
= AR, Axge] Had 0.34, B/ A{e Hpol 033, AAAHe] Ao 0.339 71%E
A5 Foste] BEGEATRES Aok Byl A HEEG EEE Fostd F

ot HAZ kol L EEG A

)

A58 E&sle de HmEMA R A
B =E&ste] MHE0 NAfCtEATY A 88 A Sde Bge EAMe #adE F UE
Zoit.

0 HERYe Vg ddMe dged S8R MiEZ Kike £ 7)Eb HEg
899l ZE7E B mEMEZ dEHolor it auu oM e DEARWR Y fEdkiEEY
Fgikel g FAMOZE i i, HA AL AgstE Age foM ¢
AgRy B thfsted, 9o Aot —H— HiEol oy WE EA deEss 9
& mEES W—% Ao etk % DEAS % ElW ¥ % AEHERMS k&
of olg F&Ae, oJeiviAe] B-FElit B Bk ATH B &S ol &3 dE#(index) S}
o) Wlwel] ZHE %E Zolth. BE 7} M Folxle mEMEe AAEEC My
7V el geEgy LEol whel Aol b gk Ao

DEA¢S] shsfiiol] ol sl MEALE il B $oF #Ha4ascl 28 Mg A% 398 9
s B, (-8 el disl F ko]l FS MEME Fodste e BARE, dold
98 Fddis 24 BE 3e ¢ 7 dnk FAHL vaE FHoz DEA o8
71 agHoR WrtE bfrad 7o DEAZEMMEMES fednigol o3 pik
HAetEHe £9, DEAC o8 st vlaexoi Hrtd THE 770e] DEAZARE
st fagiEn kel @ BBHESHEHS £9E EFactetd o§ (% 5-6)3 2o



92 # & 2 W R

(E 5-6) DEA 3hE(ES} RS a8 thE

1% DMU DEAZ &R |F8A+EH| 1H ! DMU DEAR & | £8A4a9
A 36 1 1 st | 9 0.481 49
9 37 1 2 9) : 27 0.601 34
a 30 1 3 o7 0.612 47
S 1 1 8 % 3 0.642 12
22 1 9 28 0.643 28
44 1 19 4 O 0.645 30
24 1 32 49 0660 18

Efrrgel 8 ®W DEAC o8 m&Aezr Hrie AHE, 45 Lo DMUS3S,
DMU37, DMU30, DMU1, DMU22, DMU44%= o8 24 A & $58Eirikol] i A A
2 5g3 Aoz #HrisEdch wepA o o] osiA #E] agAHoFT Hriw
DMUE2 1 &4 B AIEE K948 5 UAg Zolvh 53] ik o EsuEsr ol
Aol 1, 2, 3912 Hrig DMU36, DMU37,DMU30E DEAC] oM E 100% §& % o2
HrE g Wk obe}, (H5-2)d A% LpERG nbeb o] fpiEe]l e zF Al&E
EEiREOR vERRET] wj@ell, sk W] oEiA] 1 g&Ael AEHUGnE &
4= 3l Aot ¥rdo] DMU24%= DEAC olair = g8 oz #HrlE ot $5ssr
ol o8ty 32%lol 2 cch o] ER FRHES oeivtAR AW F dWort A
7V5a dw-e, DEAg b= AM& ¥ #golvt hdgATolu fREGHE FHEA &2
"AEE & BEE AT 8% A7 A Ao ElmEEe Ve HAERGR E s
froly st es 28 E 4 g7 Wt & 4 9l& Zlojrh

Fra2Es a@sbA R, TEagolMds DMU3s DMU49E Al9stine diiie
DMU7} % el ols) 3] Jeigdkass] Aoz #H7rEAdY. 538 DMUYY A $&=
DEA©] 9l8lA 04812 KT #hAEHEE Holx doH, HAHKS +HdME KT
g Holi o], T HE&AA FErF o7 Kkl oA mEHAT F 5 Ak ol
3 DMUE = o] A3 K48 % (management audit) 9] #¥% 0] ¥ojok & ZHo|m, DEA
E olgt 72 JERkzkayel DMUE S#Ehlsid ® obdel, I Je&k&Faye) REd daiyx
(B 5-T)3% 2 FAH) 435 3 &% g As) &0

r
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(E 5-7) DMU9O| CHEH DEA #32

Efficiency = 0.4812951

Facet : 30 36 44
Lambda: 0.0382919 0.1244868 0.2037768
' Value Value If :
AT ‘ L3 )i l o Slack | Dual
I Measured Efficient ‘ ;
ogipzel 15118 15.118 | 0 | 7.92486E(-6)
o & 2oy 13,852 13.852 0 1.288192E( —4)
HEL R 1,751 1,751 0 1.4270690E( — 3)
g0l 4 34 16.36 1764  2.647087E(~2)
rEelg & AL LA A 378 422.58 455.42 ; 0
ol e s Z : 190 91.45 98,55 0

T3 Aol  Efficiency =0.4812951¢] wtz DMU99]  4#5ihQ) %z E (overall
efficiency) & UER &  Aolsl DMU9e #Hriel Atgx® DMUES S B#HEd o
(Lambda) gt& 7} DMU30, DMU36, DMU44%! Zoldh 2tzhe] DMUe| oIk hnEfl
= z+zb 0.0382919, 0.1244868, 02037768<}w DMU30, DMU36, DMU44¢e] +&83 %
Ao sYgHE Grigke el fshAD Value If Efficlentgdd o] gt s =it}
Value Measured®} Value If EfficientE dH|wWgro 4 Z+ #F ol JpidftE s gotg =
e Aolth o2 5o Av 19 9Hude e gL DMUES #isol osfA o
2ozl sz daejol4de] M dvlas] 2 w 9H8ME4A5WHE (slack) T ¥ E&EA A

olth. ThAWatE WAl Egkel 525% AL Fook EAY & sl Aotk

)

ol¢} o] DEACIAM AFste ARF vz A, oqejrta FHas 2 4EE9
88 Are AP RHEER o= Q4 o= Fxo BERKES KNY
Q7lel WE FREkES ZebE 7 Ao, FEDMUHG N A X
de fEIE & FEEE (peer group) S AR Foe ovldlA B =Fo] € Aotk
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1) 0.382919 x DMU30+0.1244868 x DMU36 + 0.2037768 x DMU44
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BAMITY (F0uQ] FEHES 2R TEF WA, EeIE E4ER, Hihsen
Flo s uiro], zb F & oejrbA ok T HIES AT mEHS Fodsio] vy

4 A E Abeta, EfH BEE mEsted WIS ArEste ook olelet sy
frolvh fegd: & Abgo] etstn ofs)rl doke Aol oy o8] HAERI 4

T
Hfemstel 263 el #5464 (oint production) 1= & o] LEME W lol w)
3 Aol Bk wetA o] Aol Aol u fsBike Hobdel RS s
7l #13] DEAS= #HH6) FHE RS AHEsteldhe] Aol A 8o 4 == BET
ot FAZ T AA AyEoA dERE S By HAEZE HES L,
Fgx (profit) o 2h= AR RIE7F S ohe= A 8batol A, 48 (production process) 3 4]
of R EMM, BAMEHRE dYee], Ao LENFENFEO 2] DEAS HH
ol B3t ZARF o2 dA A s Ao
DEA+ @B/ A Ae7tx] FYP8 s % 2428 S SA nad £ glo], 2
Aol e EEGHY BEKS Zol HEMS] &H(physical data) & BHiFayQl &kt
(financial data) 9t FAloll Ab&-3te] BAFFAY poRWT olulE} Hfffay Mmool M o stk
245 st 58 HAe AFEo] EWEE oA e TE HHE oW
atlEe] B v #HXK BT 7HA ol s Fo] o, I HAREY
& o] ZAHGLTL Aold o AEFEo] TAA &

£
N

1= 4%s Ao FelE & 9

©. 22 DEAS A% ZHUASL Yold HEE

19

TE FA AbRstel g 84 A
< T 4 da, oleld AEXV) HAGHTG HHEId hEHe FANA hEgsolY
gl A AEetr] ol eMa9 Al JExhAy EE, JEMEnd BEE Sl o
§ AEE ATHFTo2A, gUTAIES FERSHET £E2HEAY HE ol 208 A4
S g4 #ENE = sl SFAH] BEBEEAN o= M EXEES dddez ¢
Fold AQ7be] e HRE 25 + 3

&4 AFTAA 5] FHEAN 2AF AHEE AHES BEliEEHoR HA s
T OMRE SR EEY] HBEES AN PN OEN FANY WES T WEHES
ot 4 Aok DEAC] ojair dele 1Hei/EEEC] FITHEEEY ERA —HE Y
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N A DEA AR EFHEMEES R E3 FAd, DEA BB TE(field studies) o}
o EMAHEES el T= £22 dd ¥ 5 .

olsh ol ANl Kl Mgl MAT i AW opal, B A polnE 4
191 BATEE Lol Hie] £UBHE (economy of scale)el x| ali=sto] e AZe Qs
Atk A2 mEHHTE 8 FAH BMEHKES ol &sht thal, IEEEH (non-
parametric) 1 #AFEMBIMGS] 78 DEA Mdft MIAEE o Sobo] MpRRIS) HobM:
EREEE 2AD 29, WS BB EATE RadTdod, 1 Ad MES e
W ofe] #gge] delo] A#Egle]l ST, 53] A9 Mgy (parametric) kS &
E9 mHE e BESL BE EHPEN Q7o BA® Ao/ g, 4
b ARE EEEEC wel HEsA KET £ 92 Zolu, DEA: Sdaswne
Fol WE HRe ERE HRDT ¢ 9/ 9Rd 92 oln7l ok Aol

DEAS| ol A2 Ho] MEIRARESE 27 Slalas WEA 2 9842 & g
& Ztolth B8 AR BEN AES AT SalHE, Lol M UAE B
Wi Gl M@ B89 NETol APEHE ALHUS Fom M, RREE ol
ANE el BB AT FAEAde] BEYES SR £ U Aold.
DEAMW A e iy 4E2o] dole] %38 Mot gn 47 de voe 2ya
of % Subsbs] wlEol, fEATHEY Ede) B (standard setting) ol 1014 o
A olde AR E & 9

ey 2 odTe Be RRAS WEsty bW, oS 59 RA osA Asd
DEAR Y 2 #Hiray Yd(statistical model) o] old r%E#H AT =9 (deterministic model) o]
o welA fA-EHERO] BEEHE BB (statistical error) 7F S84 927] wWso) 2
2 Hatey B/ EAsE A9 DEARS A Hibhy Mavl Tew = oo s,
27be) A MEES] @

£ ATl 2g" DEARYOANE Faiit B A&
HHt FARA e AdEfolA mdol ofsl byl wiel, Rl AAbE FHELY

20) 2EA2AE DEAL 9 (Sengupta,1988)o] A sl o} of Ayore AL WA &gty wklel #
ol W3t DEAR &R o] Bukpee) @stel Absh Ay G832 DMUe 49 DEAZA M/} %A% &
Fol o) 2 Jge WA FeE RAFoRAM iR HBRELEE vH g nFe A
418} 4 tk.(Thompson, Dharmapalma, & Thrall, 1990).



9 EE WM R

MEE BENOE REX U2 Ao DEAd o&fjx dgHos i zHo] A2
srty ME A I F7h 2 (allocatively inefficient) ) A&, ¥ ATE Sl M
WS UeERd= Haol el .8 37 sk W8 5 Aok V)M AL Al
ol disiA ZIEEAE Fusle dvte]l WHMEHEFE ol&dd ot Ahn & Seiford
(1991) ¢ Zo| & 7bA] #MEELS ol &t FEEE EAste 4 8% Jug A

Dol 1dre] ARE ol §ko] 49/ 2 MIbe] MM HM7 (cross-sectional
analysis) & ol &3t ol RISl wHES ol Bdlo wzikel M FAY 4 2

5 oWl E <17 (event studies)ol Al 3] AL&EE WA TS HAL B KA
FIBERT 2o B olMEd wE M HBE ZAR 5 % Aot wP B o
Fol 4 AbgE DEAE D& CCRIbA wlo] @#aalgiont, of2j7hxle] DEAR DS o] &

Am

sl Rl g R (Ahn & Seiford, 1991)& B A& 45 o @@ oo
AbE3ET Qe fEEEFE L o AbdE fFieyh DEAdA Al Febe EaEE HEGTEE

g 4 or oleis BEHEE g ool wReM tRold 3 93 Aol

21) o]8]& H& retsl7] 98] Cone-ratio(Charnes, Cooper, Huang & Sun, 1989) 2 o] o}t HA 2
TR MEey mMEE W AR A5 L@Ee] AN A e AFRsEA Fekdh



BATERIE Y BRI ESO 29 DEA HAES wa 97

R %

DEA(Data Envelopment Analysis)< # i1 &) (Linear Programming)o] 243 §&
A4 Brr Welch #EHENS mEEairdd e de] BES aBFPRE JMAEsSA dx
Ueb Al A HE% 4 (production possibility set)oll &5 & 3 7bAlo] i Fol A H 7}
el fKLEREYS) HAZES B JEE ol &8l #EkaY hEZ 2 E o (empirical
efficiency frontier)& E=&3ith $19 Zol =&H AL ZAHE Y HARAYTE v s}
o Fridigde Z&2E FHste ol

o 7lof A Hrithtel He o
DMUE o2i7a BU8AE o &3t ttddt &S st AdS A3 e o
A5 LIt ojs DMUR Al& 5ol dejos B, g, ¥, +5d, 528 &
o A AA7E A& & e, o] A e #iTel LEel AdEATE ol#ig DMU7E 7}
Hop & EAF9 shihe DMUTMA] Ao Kflstojol Hrie Zolw, 2312 DEAd] ¢
3 g #Ub7h B DMUZRS W2, & ey SFHCl7) dWE:) Aot E3 4

_L

& B kg 847 (Decision Making Unit) 2} & sle=d 7t

H g4 Wbt Hds 5] s $38 ¢ e (degrees of freedom) & 7 F 9

i
Al T 2da s olEl vlE) #EF(a priorl) MEMEE 282 s Yon =9
S0 AFE BT B HEEEE JHFsA Kethe Hol EMelth

7}7 # %9 DEAR9¢ CCRY¥| & 29 (Charnes, Cooper, and Rhodes, 1978) & &%/

Bd8a, & TRMA Fwke ZeNdE SERMY-FHATRSZ 260 dg2
ERE 1 uge) FAHA FHe ogw gol ey & Atk

S

2 URYro

r=1

Max ho = —g———
- Vi Xm

=1
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subject to
5
20 MYy
r=1 .
<1l; 1=1,..,n
m
> viXy
i=1
— £ <1; j=1,... s
2 V.X,,
=1
- ;’ <—&; 1=1, , m
2 lell
=1
Xithjv & > 0
g7l M X9t Yui= Zzbel DMUjd i3 E e BYar 79 @ 4&2E Y'Y #HE

[

e Zold bl #lolth €S FiolslE it ojd drunE e WK
olt}. i7lo] A Wrid el W DMUo B @so] et gon o Tz ade] o
B MZA et 07t ARHW 7 el HEBI EURY Fe FFo2M DMUoe] 4
WA 584 = hosb ANEC HEEAD 2 deht Aol el A2E(Y.) ¥ %
Qas(Xioyol 7435 Hetust v TS VS 18T LAY Zolop AT o] mAL
= DMUs| o HE&5E 2707 Wio] BoyE#e & ho =9 180 27U Zojo}
s Aotk wehA BEEES @ ho= 07 14lo]o] ZA)shE golth o 7]elA golr}
o ge K REAVEA HoEHK = DMUos) Z8&X8 Fusishe ol A
dxl= Aol

Aol (1)o] Bi@Re AH DAY= HHEr i (Linear Programming) 3 H 2 vl o]

S
o

>,\l

AT wHol7 Pefel @ (Dua): T3 Lol tehlo] A & 3
min fo = § — E(ESHZSr

subject to
m

0X1o—ST1( 22Xk = 0;1=,...,m
=1

—S*r + (%Yri}j = Yroir = 1. ..., S (2)
i=1
S S =0
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wherei=1,...m;r=1,...8i=L .. .n,

Data Envelopment Analysis o] 4 Envelopment#ls &0l w2 9o FHejolA S €
Aolw 1A HAd 7 DMUosl £4R 48 otel %8 AL (6xi0=(2Xia) DMUo
o] NHEES YoM FE Zat (TYnkzYro)E ouleltt. o7ldA vt F5 A%
£ DMUs7} DMUoE s7isted A& Aths A& onlstn] ofehzto]l fiDMU2| #H7}
of ole¥ DMUE %% &8 ZdAeoj4d ZAsE DMU ol 9o FejolA
DMUos} &&#ol7] 948 2712 (1) 6o'=13 (2) sr#i#H (slack variables) =08 FA[°ll
g E A Aok sk Zlolth

o7l ] DEA2] 71'd & o] &3t Rd 24 CCREUIERUE A& olgox o
4% mdoel olow z mdEol ojnel wdite] ey BAfRe Abn, Charnes &

B

Cooper(1988) & X =%3}7] ulgith.
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