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Abstract: Police work contains many aspects, each of which was held to specific performance standards. Past literature has
investigated individual cases and made selective comparisons, yet is lacking in overall work analyses. Police authorities must be
able to assess the work performances of each police station to ensure the balance of investments and returns while investigating
overall work performance, rather than solely looking at individual cases. This study used objective analysis to evaluate the 2014
work performances of Kaohsiung City Police Department police stations (Taiwan) in 00 Precinct in order to determine the
quality of work performed so that the heads of each unit can improve any insufficiencies in accordance with objectives and
improve the competitiveness of police work. The Data Envelopment Analysis (DEA) was used to arrange these indicators
according to 00 Precinct’s police stations (DMU) relative work performance. Nine police stations (A-I) and seven indicators
were included in this study to assess the work performances of each station. The population in the area of jurisdiction were used
to a baseline for normalization of indicators. The results indicated that among the nine police stations, H,F, E and I stations had
the better relative performance in the 00 Precinct that analyzed by Deap version 2.1. If the performance management system
(PBM) still be used for Performance Evaluation in police organization to set performance goals. This proposal can be made a
number of assessment criteria to scheduling the degree of complexity of the police stations, than to order the stations of the set
target value should be reached so that units performance measurement benchmarks and more realistically.
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195 TFORE, ZREM, DIDEARPAL 453k 2 W

FIOZIR T e, Hy F, ERITERAZ0073 5 84T RCR AR B R IR B o 53 MK SE (Delphi) vA RS HIRE HIORE(E.,
At 4G R B AR SR R L DA P4 A SR R Wk o 5 MR IR 3 7 A8 2P Al ) 75 A B8 A5 P S48 P &R 41 (PBMD),
Ml e E B H AR, AR 1 M BORRFA Y ERIAR 1 CUATERTAS - 52RO O BNt I ARE, PHIR P ROE %
BV IS R F AR, R BT SRR B Y, AT R

REgw: EU, BMETHE, B3R (Delphi) . BRMIAR Mk (DEA)

.55

e ST T 5 TH T AR R SRIR 22, [N B e 7 B
TR AEELSE, b H R a8 {0 T e e AT A, (EBR
= B R T ARSI R, A S R
B LAData Envelopment Analysis (DEA) B 7 A5 5G4
R HE B3SO 1) 0 SR B 0 R i, L L I8 4 DL R AR AR
& NG, 2001) (A&LMKME, 2007) (SREIGE, 2013),
AT 2 (B R P2 HH o8 7 ), A SC DA A 8= i) T AR K
SEA, EAAEE . ATE . MR =T E, W ES
AL R A B BB s A, WO S LADEARI 4 BT
P W LAEIEJE H B R SRR A R M f (S dps 3 L AT 4G
1E, 2008) Yk Hi BT Z5DMU, 18 DL £ ¥ w5 e Tl U 22 %2 5500
43 SR AR 20154 % TH T AR SRR A JE i, 898 5 2R AZ,
3T IR TR R, R R 2R, IR NGE R A,
A R I T AR AR AR AT T RIRET, ki A g
MR 2 TARSERUE SR T R, [ RGETAZ B/ & 2t g B
PIAE TAE RS IR, 1E AR B AR MGTIZ T
MR sTE T HIEEN 2%, UIREEB TN ®F
1, WHERFF A HON B H 4T .

2. CRRRAET
2. 1. B TR R

BRNMETS ML HERE A LT, Rt g2 s, Bl
1—VIfasE, R ANREMN. EEFSENMS, RAZER
HMETEE (MEFFRRT) o« GERBIARE S B CUIR A T R B 1
SAEH (FE HB . ANHEBISE. R d) , ¥ e
EARSEEESI &, (B R RBUNARES), BEEME &
WL EEEE,

#5735 (Performance) A& ¥+ AH 4% H 2L i FE FE 1 1 &
HRAAA R E (1], (HAFHFIRR AR & A
JRs, AREEH RSB R . AT M s A S R
FPAL R R S 1 R 4% (PBM) ,  RIJGE e A H AR
eI, FEERCR A, MASERGTE T BEGT
i THERASHNE . RAWHMEE. BALGEAM. B
JmE R, RSN Ll PR AR (2] . O FR B RS AR
AREE (KPTs) Zfk 4, EMIBEA ZTE R, R
R A %42 (3], BB ZB NS SEHL TR,
K2 BIHN . (B R MTR, BR20145 5 & 18 N EGT

TR 5 A, B TARH H A InsR LR A, - e ,
DRAEIR AN 2z, oo o I EE AR, oo » I
TEHERRE; - » RTHAZAEERE /15, THEIRZ . &

Ph—/INER Gy TAR SRR BRAE RZ B I TAR AL, kA3
. AERANE, L2016 % TARTHE 2 = KM %
e ERAE: 1A % (ML i S8R . 2 B0 SRk
RO 2. 30 (DA R 9 AL B S0IEE A AR O

3. MR (BAT10AZ B S0 15 DUAH B B9 4 IE LA 7> B

REE, RyatAi R BRI LVE T8 i iR S
FRFAS MR, CUERMEAR 7 Hrik (DEA) . ARETE % B4 T
PRSI 15 BB R B S 1R AR, A0 BB SRR 2 B4,
SO Ty, DAY SO, SRR T TR

2.2.Data Envelopment Analysis (DEA)

AR SRR T DL 38 Ay — A YR Eh AR A BT A A B
MEAE R ERE . FOREE R, AR BALER B
PR R, R B 7 T B B 4 {T . DEA YR jiAFarrell

(1957) $EHLL [HETHRE A sk ) B [ THER R
B RN BCRAR PO, R FH 0B A 4 T R H s
S, TRRISCR AR E R, A B ARG BT (decision
making unit, DMUBKIRZRELAL) 2y f3{0 HLAL I 2 B JE 00,
Data Envelopment Analysis (DEA) f{14 %8 /5 Charnes,
Cooper, and Rhodes (1978) FEEm M T EF, M)
RES TRNTTELIES VA (€ Skl Rl SRy - S RE
EEERH CCR M BCC WiffFEABIA, & —Maso gtk
(qualitative) K &M (quantitative) HI&E GG 71
H R BRE DEA HEAY, 7EHE e nflil R 38 B T an ] SR B 4
(R4t R, 0 A A E bR BB BT Y T B AR THT o aP A %
SRR LA THI (1) 2% 11 ) B e A 4 8 R B LA, R
H5THI LN REAL, R B AH S 5% . DEABL ALl $ 4t 2 {1
PN T 2 2 AR A B A= R DMU A 35 R50%
BTV SR AR B 2 B8, 252 54k 9 DMU B AH b i,
SRAR I T BB 22 B B s S AR A B R AR, SR B
% (technical efficiency, TE) . BHEEHRANERE
W EE, ARIASERRCE (price efficiency) BUREZYZM T
% (Allocative Efficiency, AE) ; #8%i% (overall
efficiency, OE) HIZt =2 3l . Bk pTRER M
RAERAHEN L, FRFHAEEER, DAEERKERZ
B MR RCRE R 2 BE R BRI 8CR S R AR R,
ERNNE R MG Z AR BAR A E T (BIEY],
1998) . DEA #RE=CAHHE FIRCR M mB &, 2 BT 1 AH B R
# (relative efficiency), ¢ ETAS EEAL (DMU) & 5> AH
2 (efficiency) BLAERG K (inefficiency) Wifd. BIZE &
P52 AL BT B A I L AR FRI 4%, % B 2 R AE
R 0B 1 2 [], T B B RCR IR BLAL (DMU) LR
A1 WEiga, CORBEA A AL & KM (CRS) T
B DMU ) 350548 B /NA BREE IR LB L T, T3 —DMUSR
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AR 2 BERMEAL, FERAZMUZR(E . Bankerds
NIAT98A4E K CCRIE S, & 1E A5 BN HIAE TR (VRS) MR
T, i ERE AL 2 B RCER, BPBCCHE 20 ADEASE 2 Ffi AR
Ko

DEA ] FH 2R &ty S 22 AR A Sl BURT HE A 1) 2 S 00K o
FHINBERT . B, L IR e , HB R IEAT R A
(BReE . AER) .

2. 2. 1. B R A AR AR 5

CRSt gl &t — AL RE L BREEN, Ag
PR AR /)~ T SO DUMK K 6 5 S R

n u’.cY.k

=1 . .
E, === xkyk>0,i=1,..,mj=1,..,n
k m .k yk 007

i=1 Vi X;

viuf20,i=1,..,mj=1.,n (1

DEAZR % 151 B A5 )52 LA — {IE R 55 B AL DMUFR) BR B
AR HARN, FHREDMUSA M RN IR RS,
PARE MTAREEA G, MEEJERNE » FrADMUAIR
HE=1. IRHEEH: RS wf BRUE R EIE

n kyk
=1 Y]

Max By = o
i=1V; X{

LBy Z vk xk =1
i=1

n kyr
=Y

t=—<1r=12..,R
m ok ykr — = ey wey
i=1 Vi X

u}‘2£>0,j=1,2,...,n
vE>e>0i=12,..,m (2)

Horpry[ 25 GEDMU () 565 1] 2 i E

XK© 22 55 FDMUEK) 565 1 1 5 A E

uj R 5 JEIDMUIK) 565 rfif 2 H TE I D iE (.

VIR JEIDMU I 55 1 (BN TE R n FE £

HURIER (1) R Bt B, &R
(nonlinear) Bist, FRHINR, vi XE=1E L2 — AR VR
B, JCRICCREER.

2. 2. 2. BCCRER,

BCCH 3K DMUS 15332 21| A R0 A 28 7 AU th A N R A
AR T R A R A R SR AR R R

n
Max t, = Zuj’-‘}’ik —uk
j=1

m
s.t va‘Xik =1

i=1

n m

Zu]"‘Yir - Zv{‘X{—u’g <0,r=12,..,R

i=1
u}‘ >e>0,j=12,..,n
vE>e>0i=12,..,m (3)

HE R B T R B R DMUARIZEA B A SR W e
AT HEBOR B R U R00%, CORARE S 5 I DMU AR /28 #i
LB B 2 BB R, TR AR 2 A B RUCR hy A HERUCR
(overall efficiency); BCCHREZAR X, H & {lHDMU R AR 15 %4
RAA—FL, RIGZAABRCR G BAF TR, HAERR
Thre HR RR BRI R % 7 afefE, CORMSE = BEBCCHR 45 R
[ B ] 2 BE, btz megikasEgc
AN HEBEMHE, & DMUZ A RCRER 1, 288
ZLRZDMUHE oAt S R DMU S 25 [ IR B, #2225 IR B0 %2
Forgevhibkmy, Kok, wlAg A5 A 0% [F] 2 1 DMUIE —

2.3.Delphi Technique¥:sKiEE

WEH 7152 —HEE RS 8T, fER e BN K&
JE HITH B 7R A0 A M TR RIR B R 5K
BB ER I, A&BEZERSE. EfESER,
DAZATHI BRI SR IR BT I i A5 2 PR R FR ], 17 FL
SRR 2 HEE TR IR E R TR 2, R E
()73 b T B BRI AE A A B A i 2 (BRI 46, sRZ58) o
DEA 73 AT & 3 45 52 17 5 F0 51 DMU -2 56 N 78 HA TH 8 ) e 5
A A FE RO RESL, - DMU 2 TH 2 HH i pEARE PR DL 2
THFEN I REABAE 2 L hm ok, H DA b 26 30 e 38 %1l
DMUZ FH 3 R, (ERE B8 140 %1 7328 5 187 ] B 0 Al sz DMU &% A
AR (BIFY], 2004), MAZE Y, BEELEH
PAH A RESE ik LME IE . SREREERX LA 2, Fl:
R RETE . AHP. ${ P18y, BB EEE., X9 FE
R 2 v B RE R v [10] & B RE 25 3R R VA I R AR B8
A B A BTARL K R 0 B R s, DT S I 2R YR, R
B R R TR R, (R AE7E v R B E B AR 1
BRI o Delphi J7VAe 4 R BIREE VL Z —FE, The RAND Corp.
BIBA S, VEATRRIBLTERIAR 1 —fE . C&H
EREAREHE .. LR R 8. e iR,
P, HEWERLER[5], & h B B E 5
Z N, SR TER e AR, A
KBRELENEE, BRGNS, EARREZE.
o H 7R A ST R E B R B AR AR T, SRR R B
R HEERETHARIER 2 E&MT.

DEAJH SLVELE > Hras R v gy B B S BN S E i TEH H
M THESE, JYRBIREEIEN M, AW AR ESE T AR
R B S S BUR IR AR, SCHA SRS 1R
W, WSRO - R E R, BTG
RIMEE, HLCLESALSTHEE, ZADEARTAL 3L,
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3. A ik
3. 1.DEAP 2. 1A4 T E

DEAPHK % ZRolf Fare, Shawna Grosskopf DA A [
[ [ BT 58 %5 28 4T DEA 73 M 110 T L, 1 R[5 e 150 45k T
(constant return to scale, CRS) CCREEAEik; 5%
FUBERH (VRS) BIZBCCRE .

3. 2. BNE H B

] DEA VA EE —DERAN A BN T Z 3R HL,
AR TCNTH H B A ERR 2 87, T2 HH O R AR
Al B, WO\ IR H a8 TR E LR E R
WR 2 IERENE, 208 FDEARI B S . AHT FUAE I HUE 22 77
RSB, SPENRRTHE. MAKLE i
WAEERAR R, 84349 22 BRI R — 2 0 BB A P R F ik
SEECRARNIH ;128 th R DA sk 2 TAE = TR il 42 4F
BB (CETER AT, BETERL

R RBIHBNEHIE,

BN/EH THERRH wEG N
a LN ¢ A o PR A IE FR A [ Jk e
b HBA BB 20 144F - IT i

b, BN IR (Too) & e A ERR /1000

o o . 1-20 144 25 T 6 [ 4 A JF) 52 5 AR 80
o EH ERMEEER JHEE 19
2014 4F - T 2% [af TH) 2 5 08 B/ 4=
TH R AW
1-20 144 55 T 6 [ 4 s FEL A 5 A 8
JHER N 8
20144 & FT 2818 15 5/ F 15
2014 AT 2 B R AR/ R N
mp

e EH ABUHEBIER
¢ EH EfEmIEeE
e EH SCEIERHAEL
e EH ZEEMTHH

JER 2 AU 18 T iR S o] A ST A ) EE R SRR
BRI BATHRT I, KR 1L ey con o5 THZ T BRI ) 22
HIH, WMoy caJHA TR E HIH. R1ISZIAE R R E

SEWHF B G 57 JRi201 658 FEE I8 KL B LA B TR 2

LA R (R2) s NHEARZY RS IR EFEZN
FUBCAORL; ATIR AP I 8 IR, 0 4 RO 5 95 AE e Bl 4
FRC AR S AR AR A B AR, B IR s TR TAR &R

AT, S TEIRE R RE, M DEA JRGEIAR 2 [F]
MMESR TR BN, EHAERK] 2R, M
B E AN 2 SRR g fE, WAk niiE, Fikk
AIFF 5 545 S0 58 2R J B AR AR EL A9 53 B /N B FE P 1 25 (R
AARAME) , A IETREE, BPARBGE/N, RREH
A, (HEF, 2002)

3.3.Delphi TechniquesRE ¥R

AP IS 2 Sl YE R R T R S F A, A0 DA 1-102 %%
BIHZ M UE, 30 NLAN B K INLARE Sy, Siat &
HIRTS S Kyep, TR LASRAS 7y (B IHGED) 2900 B, ¢ 2590 T
FHHARHEERIC, €y, ..., C 2 HEH e, FORAH ) HERIZ
SrBUE, TEULAE S BUE 29 0 BEAHBR 2 Zswy, F AT CRw (L
NTROFN 12 i o

e =Yit1x ,i=12,..,m, 4)
B RTAG HE R 2 R

W = (wy,w, wy), w; = ¢/Yj-1€, j=12,.,n (5

4. WHEOH

AT R AR R H AR AR 2 AL, MURSUANTETR K
Tt 57 L 2 DMUBCART R0 S AR, MEDEA IR0 1T T /2
9 S — B B[] ) A 10 At BT A — R b, G AE
WAEEIE T, RS REA, EHBE/ETZH, B
% Ay BEL A BRMG BEAT LU, 433 —(H BRI B 2 HE (SR 55
Mg, G, 1992), FFE B TS B R R SR K
B, MOAE 50 FHDEAP R HE 18 50 H 75 [FIRR I N6 1 (2
JE IR EE) , ghlEHERZ At HEL
Delphi TechniqueiZisR EEIMEE, FHHraiat HAREERCR
B, #aZorm &Ikt i AR, WHEETIERF .

4. 1. 004 JRI20 1 44E F A )

B 5 DAL I8 R 2 E v R BB, PR T (2014)
SEMAR B BRI A R, W LA2. 1. 2T FUIHEOE R
Cir Cp» €3 Cqr CsAYEEHS

£2 004220144 A L K}

BEANS SAIRRAR WNRUER SMERRLE CLBALGH TERETEN T S0
20 (A) 32636 689 438 1265 3370 5290 22 486867
EE®B) 48162 656 366 1589 1742 7391 25 476588
KA () 34390 548 288 1327 2662 5012 25 422348
23 D) 16402 172 120 497 1044 1990 14 263767
S (B) 14724 364 262 556 1698 2564 16 226920
K¥#E(F) 11515 256 181 817 2539 3590 15 272558
Juth (G) 20883 214 185 329 1550 1553 19 282079
K 13241 113 89 203 1263 881 13 216846
B (D 9080 114 68 239 598 1225 13 247247
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4. 2. ElFPE (Isotonicity) HiE

[F) 17 14 7 ERIDEA BT A 0 2 R 556 BEL AL (DMU) R AH 3 R0
HDMU ) 338 45 75 HoA MO H A ] 51521 (measurable) ,
[ [ YL SE R A Pearson AHBAZM T, N IHELZ
27 Rk HIER 2 B1R, 2007 LU, DLERRE 2
R aEmE AR, TR, ZEHAERIK] (0
B G, 2002) o FIRSIHFEA B R LLSPSSHA 18
S PearsonfHBAMREL, N B2 M o L EEAH B (n
%£3) .

3 Pearson Correlations.

a C1 Cz C3 Cy Cs b, b
a 1
[ 880" 1
[ 808™ 975" 1
Cs 889™ 938" 863" 1
Cs 472 746 786" 698" 1
Cs 896" 929" 861" 988" 638 1
b, 940™ 896" 839~ 884" 620 862" 1
b, 918™ 930" 870" 923" 671" 907"  906™ 1

4. 3. IE#H 4k (Normalization)
A UL B B R 1RREA I CLIESAL, 0 (GR4) .
F4 005 A20 4R G B IERHL B L.

C1 Cz Cs Cq Cs b, b,
A 0.9789 0.6357 0.9612 153.2 0.1621 22  486.9
B 0.9864 0.5579 0.9670 69.7 0.1535 25  476.6
C 0.9841 0.5255 0.9614 106.5 0.1457 25  422.3
D 0.9895 0.6977 0.9697 74.6 0.1213 14  263.8
B} 0.9753 0.7198 0.9622 106.1 0.1741 16 226.9
B 0.9778 0.7070 0.9290 169.3 0.3118 15 272.6
G 0.9898 0.8645 0.9842 81.6 0.0744 19 282.1
H 0.9915 0.7876 0.9847 97.2 0.0665 13  216.8
1 0.9874 0.5965 0.9737 46.0 0.1349 13  247.2

4.4.Delphi TechniqueRE#EE

198

ZDelphi TechniquesGi&atfd, ILAI-10AFK RS
B TEE M 0 UE, LA HIEE B AR % (RNTE
FE IR, NINHEE) , AEHNR A R 226080 R E,
6fr AR, 2fiBdR, IALEAE, RHUIAN, REEEREH
354, H/b#F204E, YRGS UL, B T {E AR
FAAGE, BV LEREN, WA BERGMER; KL
BHEAR @ . AR G)HEHE, &R
Cy, Cpp e, CuZIEHEAHW; (WK 5), 15:

w;=(0.2068,0.2165,0.1971,0.2117,0.1679)

5 R LA RN E SR

Cl C2 CS C{ C5
B 9 10 9 10 9
E:C-0) 6 8 9 8 6
HR3 8 10 7 9 5
HR4 8 7 9 10 5
HR5 9 10 6 9 5
BR6 7 8 5 6 8
BT 3 7 2 8 5
RS 10 10 10 10 5
HR9 9 3 8 4 7
HE10 9 9 8 6 7
BHE11 7 7 8 7 7
e 85 89 81 87 69
w 0. 2068 0.2165 0.1971  0.2117 0.1679

ASR AR 7 AR TR R B A B A 0 2 LR, AR
R E BRI, S LSRR B,
LAY H IE S DL B HE B 7% (De1phi) 3 7 HH I MO HE
& (ko) R HAALE Ty, HUMAEZE I REZ BALA
o EE, SRSDMUZAHBIRCR, WHEFPA T (k7)) , if 5
HoAt s S L8R (An s ) -

6 BE M THEEINHER BB

DMU Ci Cz C3 Cy Cs b: b.

A 0. 2024 0.1377 0. 1894 32.4292 0.0272 22.000 486. 900
B 0. 2040 0.1208 0. 1906 14. 7540 0.0258 25.000 476. 600
© 0. 2035 0.1138 0. 1895 22.5438 0. 0245 25.000 422. 300
D 0. 2046 0. 1511 0. 1911 15. 7912 0. 0204 14. 000 263. 800
B} 0.2017 0. 1559 0. 1896 22. 4591 0.0292 16. 000 226. 900
F 0. 2022 0. 1531 0. 1831 35. 8372 0. 0523 15. 000 272. 600
G 0. 2047 0. 1872 0. 1940 17. 2730 0.0125 19. 000 282. 100
H 0. 2051 0. 1706 0. 1941 20. 5752 0.0112 13. 000 216. 800
1 0. 2042 0.1292 0.1919 9. 7372 0. 0226 13. 000 247. 200

R ULz HTHE BUINREDR 152 AR 78 0% BRDEAVH SR B BCR LU
Delphi & DEAYREL e EREER

DMU B EESEES Hrp BATRE BeERE  HFF FME Hrp
A 0. 0648 0.5117 4 0. 67 0 7 0. 5909 7

B 0. 0305 0. 2407 9 0.532 0 9 0. 3864 9

© 0.0516 0. 4073 7 0. 553 0 8 0. 4801 8

D 0. 0589 0. 4649 6 0. 946 0 B 0. 7055 4

B 0. 0948 0. 7487 2 1 2 3 0. 8744 2




FH

199 TRE, #F

WH: DADEARHAL B BT FL

=
Delphi fifE DEARSL REEREIER
DMU A& iEESEIES R Do B2ERB HF THIE R
F 0. 1267 1. 0000 1 1 1 2 1. 0000 1
G 0. 0594 0. 4686 5 0.846 0 6 0.6573 5
H 0. 0921 0.7268 3 1 5 1 0. 8634 3
I 0. 0395 0.3121 8 1 2 4 0. 6560 6

4. 5. ADEAP2. I E TR A R

i R IERIR 2 Gk BAb . by A NTH, 3 ll5 Ik
U\Cl\ Cy~ C3~ Cyn Cs%/ﬁjﬁéﬂjlﬁiﬂ U\DEAP@(%@ﬁﬂj*H
BICR Bl scal e 25 FI B 122

4.5. 1. [ HAEIRIN (CRS) B F 2 #r

SR [ 5 HUE IR (CRS) AE 70 #r (i), DAL F. E. T
SEDUMREYR H T A A A R B, A DK (H) AH 34
SHEHRSIR, BB RE, KEEF) QRER. M
BRI AL ADy 6. AL C. Bo

K8 M MU I T o

DMU R TR Hep 2EHR 2EHEER

=3 (A) 0.670 0 7 H,F 0. 264, 0. 753

VB (B) 0.532 0 9 HI,F 0.746, 0. 148, 0. 106
Ktk (©) 0.553 0 8 F,H,E 0. 285, 0. 086, 0. 628
123 (D) 0. 946 0 5 I,HF 0. 447, 0. 462, 0. 095
B (B) 1.000 2 3 E 1. 000

K (F) 1. 000 4 2 F 1. 000

JUH (G) 0. 846 0 6 E,H 0. 003, 1. 098

K8t (H) 1. 000 5 1 H 1. 000

B3I (1) 1. 000 2 4 I 1. 000

4.5. 2. ZEESBHT (SUMARY OF OUTPUT SLACKS)

HETRI AL, DEABEUAERE, TR T R DNU SR

BIAh, AETE B g (BRSGE R, ZERB BT EE
FLC, R SR PEAR B R /N LRIDMU H i A 1 7
PRI B A LN R S R AP AE 2 D HeE 2, DA
TEREHE 2488 AIRROE M2 . MBI ACRZ I B AL
JrBTAEDMU-ATI &, AEFCNTT T AT ORI S, T
H 7 T 9B A AT S 9 AR R KN A AR SR B AR [ 110
SERRGAF I R B ST, TEDMU-BIf &, FEFCNJ5 T W]
D SHURHRI SCHY , 1 HE 5T 40 e T S BB 1E R 25 D75 1

FEDMU-CTI &5 » AERRANTT AN TGS 8), T 7 i, 39n
BT SERBRE R | YD 4 i B 5 2R A R BN S 3 A
AEEEEJT I . AEDMU-DIM 5, FESEN TS Al b i R 52
WA T, PR R EAR A R L ST S E
A B 5T T o AEDMU-GTI 5 » AESBCANTT I W] i 1%,
[0z WP W oot ol L2 36 5 SNIDRY Uk 3P e B e
H G N AT IR A AR O T (AR 9) o T % BT I i
B TAPCNBUE I 2 LE AR B (F) B FFanEk10. K11
Figl) . A DMUEIR BRI I 2%, he R B

R FE M LINZERI T

DMU (Output Slacks) fE H =48 (Input Slacks) ¥\ Z%5H
Ci1 Cz C3 Cq Cs b, b
=30 (A) 0.003 0.019 0. 000 0. 000 0.231 0. 000 63. 456
L (B) 0. 000 0.013 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 5. 747
K (C) 0. 000 0. 041 0.001 2. 080 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000
=3 (D) 0. 000 0. 000 0. 002 1.213 0. 000 0. 000 12.952
Sa (B) 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000
K (F) 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000
Juh (G) 0.017 0. 000 0.016 4. 423 0. 000 1.756 0. 000
KAt (H) 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000
23 (1) 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000
R10 EHEBNEEST.
DMU (Output Targets) £ H B (Input Targets) A HE
Ci1 C2 Cs Cq Cs b, b2
= () 0.170 0. 132 0. 156 26.710 0. 253 14. 732 262. 599
L (B) 0. 168 0.113 0. 157 12.152 0. 154 13.299 247. 789
Kt (C) 0. 168 0.135 0. 157 20. 648 0.146 13.815 233. 362
=36 (D) 0. 169 0. 124 0. 159 14. 220 0.121 13.240 236. 523
Sa (B) 0. 166 0.128 0. 156 18. 499 0.174 16. 000 226. 900
K (F) 0. 167 0. 126 0. 151 29.517 0.312 15. 000 272. 600
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DMU (Output Targets) £ H H1& (Input Targets) A BHE
Ci1 Ca C3 Cs Cs b1 bz
Juh (@) 0. 186 0. 154 0.176 18. 650 0.074 14. 311 238. 556
Kot (H) 0. 169 0. 140 0. 160 16. 947 0. 067 13. 000 216. 800
B3 (D) 0. 168 0. 106 0. 158 8. 020 0. 135 13. 000 247. 200
F11 HDMUZ M1
Ci1 Ca C3 Cs Cs bl bz
20 0.513 0.471 0.473 75. 371 0.214 0. 000 -94. 839
L (B) 0. 869 0. 633 0. 854 61.376 0. 136 0. 000 -10. 917
K (C) 0. 798 0. 846 0. 786 107. 874 0.118 0. 000 0. 000
{22 (D) 0. 059 0. 041 0. 063 12. 861 0. 007 0. 000 -13.976
S (B) 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000
K (F) 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000
Juh (@) 0. 299 0. 159 0. 296 44. 941 0.014 -2.049 0. 000
KAt (H) -0. 001 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 -0. 001 0. 000 0. 000
23 (1) 0. 000 -0. 001 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000
F12 LAVRSH T ERIEE %K.
BB ER GEE) AT ER R E FRREER EE2EHRE
R @) 0.670 1. 000 0. 670 drs
TR (B) 0.532 0.534 0.996 drs H, I, F
Ktk (©) 0.553 0. 553 0. 999 - E, H, F
{23 (D) 0. 946 1. 000 0. 946 drs
B (B) 1.000 1. 000 1. 000 -
K (F) 1. 000 1. 000 1. 000 -
Juit (6 0. 846 1. 000 0. 846 drs
K8t (H) 1. 000 1. 000 1. 000 -
B (D 1.000 1. 000 1. 000 -

AT R L [ BRI | (variable return to
scale, VRS)BCCHE 741 #H B ¥ hE , 153 4142447 250% 5 1
FRB, CEF2HLAL4N, HRAHEIA 2, MB, CEE25A7 nl HH,
I, FXE, H, FEEELALELE, i AR BB 2 AH 0% B
£, AR ERIME R (drs) L%, R340 —11 B4 1)
BN, HE AR —H AL, MOLE TAEWE T, A
TR KRS 7S i (InFR12) .

5. AL E R

AT FE LADEAZ) #7125 3 S B R A AR S, PG %
IR I AT TARRCR 2 B 55 e vl (R IR o 8 Jr e
B IR FT AT SO BARBAT AR o [ADEAGT AR HE
AEELE R AATROE, REBIEEL L, EA R
EAFT, #hLiDelphi EEIMERE L S RS, DAL, 9
BURAT S oEAL . Sfa T RIREEHEY, Hh DL B S8
R (wy) I, MFEEH LBEAENIR, 110ZHE
PP EI8 (wg) e/l e EHIERTRIT, SR SRR 2R (wy) 3
JAREEPAG 2 IR H T AR SoR A L B4R AR, thid Bl
i B R A S A0 20 SR R Al 1

FEN, 201AFERRASYR e, DA IBORE HA i DL 5
W HEFPA IR, AR Ry (R BT, BRI B2 Bz 53 DADEA
HEVEHT, RIE. Py Hy TR Z8E808 1 2 SEIRH AT,
BRI 2 R, RIDIHA AR, (EAHE R R, 1)
ABIR T, 4508 3 2 BN AT 28 AU HE e 46 L DAF A B (R B
fr, BAYEIEGBAHBRE . IR, SREEEA 2

BN, BAME 225 EE. ERMHEERRE A
W SOEE 2, $ETHCRE T4, SETRR ], AR,
TR B T SRR ) I A SRR AR
e (PBW) , BOFTAGZ HEEREHL, ReSe g BEE, FHb
BERCR UL A% I Y, A SO s v B BORRT A YERIAR
FRUAAVEHEE & AP AR SRR AL, PRy g &% LA
JEEIEE R ) F AR, 4625 B O B P AR A v, BE AT 5 TP
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