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Abstract

In order to ensure its military academies effectively use limited defense budgets
in higher education, the Ministry of Defense needs a managerial tool for monitoring
the performance of military academies. This purpose of this paper is to demonstrate
the use of Data Envelopment Analysis (DEA) in evaluating the performance of
academic departments at National Defense Management College over 1996-2001 in
conjunction with window analysis. Four inputs (number of teaching staff, personne!
salaries, operating expenditures, capital investments) and four outputs (number of
undergraduates and postgraduates graduated, number of journal paper published,
edited books, and research income) are used for this study. Results of this study show:
(1) the Graduate School of Resources Management has the highest mean pure
technical efficiency score of 99.07%; (2} the Department and Graduate School of
Accounting has the highest mean scale efficiency score of 99.71%; (3) thé
Départment and Graduate School of Accounting and the Department and Graduate
School of Information Management both have the same highest proportion
(91.67%)of DMUSs experienced constant returns to scale under four window ana-lyses
over six years; (4) the Department of and Graduate School of Information
Management has the highest mean cost-efficiency score of 99.90%:; (5) there are
rooms for inefficient DMUs to make improvements in reduction of the number of
teachers, personnel and operating expenditures, and in increase of the number of
student graduated and publications by teachers; {(6) a department that has high
technical efficiency doest not mean that it alsﬁ ha.s cost-efficiency; and (7) FDH
identified more efficient DMUs in comparison with DEA, this may imply thaf FDH
has a weak discrimination power of identifying efficient DMUs under a small
amount of samp]es Finally, managerial implications for the Mlmstry and the College

are also presented.

Keywords: Data Envelopment Analysis; Performance Measurement; Higher

Education; Military

~220~



v LR S
g |

EEER AR ERTIRE - IEERREES R RSN
BB A - E - FEAENESRE  WHIERNEERE - FFRK
HEEEHETAE L ERENRE  METHSBEWREAY  $HEERE
BIEFRTER - 247 ESHNERETE - EREHHEEEETS - B0
B E R AR ISR EE  LERSEIER NSRS B
E--EAETBEREE AR - (B2 - BE DR EE R EE R R
Yo BIRMETEARER VRS SE BRI ERE - BELRTRAE R

AEEHE AT RORE - BB R - (TEATZAETT -

AR E TR B A BN MIRER. SARLIS R BT
ERA  EHRAMENY - AEEBEHTEEN  AHELEERERR -
AR A EREMETIEENET L - AWCERS R T ESRE | K
FE - IR TRETER ) BRSREEAEIEER - HENESSE
— IR A SRS ITEDEA) R L H B < IR R S A
R ZRLIEBYCRIEE DEA BRI -

SH} FIRERTE EEY » A THERZCRE © — R IR AT EaeE ? 5
ERATERARE ? R RERRS NS E EFEREN AR R
M =B E RN AR AR ? NEAW R BN R ER R
BFEEMNEEEREM?

AT ¢ BRETIRETEBGT A0 - AR DEA (EROHTE
ANERE - EREEREFTLER DEA BT EREHEMEERIR 5
BETEE TR ERTRENTTE - BIRHENR - RAMEDIERE - #5
PREIES TR R SEREEHEBSREN - HOEIDEREES -

A~ SCRKER B

— R AR R

Colbert et al. (2000) BR#H SIBIRH 4 A FCEME M B EATERI 5% kb
ZR4HT (Ratio Analysis) ~ {EEF4347 (Regression Analysis ) FERMRAEITIE
( DEA ) = Davidson ( 1957 ) ~ Carpenter et al. { 1974 ) ~ Bazley & Nikolai ( 1975 )~

~221~



HER RN o 7 — DB E R 2 5

Lyall (1978 )+ Weber & Stevenson (1981 )~ Howard & Nikolai { 1983 ) -~ Groves &
Perks ( 1984 ) - Higgins ( 1989 ) Ei Johnes (]990) e N Eik e e R
FEEERAHTE KT G AN B R FTHFEET - Doyle & Lynch (1979) LUEEFSAR
HEIRELE A ZE RS - Tomkins & Green (1988 )~ Ahnetal. (1988 )~ Beasley
(1990) ~ Johnes & Johnes (1993 ) ~ Breau & Raab (1994 )~ Kao {1994 )~
Sinuany-Stern et al. ( 1994 )~ Johnes & Johnes ( 1995 ) - Burley ( 1995 ) - Scarrico et
al. (1997 )+ Colbert et al. {2000)~ Avkiran (2001 ) Ei Korhonen et'al. (2001 )
EF DEA SR ETIEERSAT -

k Sexton{ 1986 )~ Tomkins & Green( 1988 )~ Barrow & Wagstaff{ 1989 )~ Colbert
et al. (2000) §2 Avkiran (2001) SREME S AL ANEE BABRTHE
fERE » {HIREHE Eﬁ(ﬁ&ﬂj" it o Tk AT BE, - IREEE AR - ot
SRARAOF :
tﬂﬁ@ﬁﬁ%(mmAmmm)_

EESHTRRIGRE B A MR - SR
RN 4 BE R —TE AT, - BRSO AT RAI A S IELE
Xﬁﬁﬁﬁtti& ﬂﬂﬁfﬁé’:._l:t ?ﬁEﬂiE—@imu&ﬁEﬂ?mEﬁIi?#

L |

(LDEFERGHE - 04k - ZEvEE -

R
2.fEH

(ORAEA BRI A SRS - SR A RS HEHR

JF;E.% BRSO -

OB ERE B R R LR A SRR B

B Eﬁ[ﬂ?ﬂtﬁ‘fﬁﬁi’%ﬁ&x

3 EEE - iﬁrgi&sc)\ﬁﬁiﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁ’]ﬁé
(Z)EEF 5% (Regression Analysis )

FETRBEBFETON R AE LR B B R KB BRI
& ﬁfﬁﬁ{iﬂh@%ﬁﬁﬁﬁZﬁYﬁﬁ'ﬂEttﬁw?E’Jmﬁ:ﬁ

| RS

~222~



) LR R A
(HFH dﬂﬁl@%ﬂiﬁ%ﬁklﬁﬁiﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ AR R E REEREL
2. ‘
QA LIEBILEEREIRATE -
2. 55

(D%ﬁ‘ﬁﬁiéuﬁﬁfﬁﬁtﬂfﬁﬁiﬁﬁﬁ CEMMIIE  AREREHIEER
HER - EERRGSEEME LS - RESZERAIEEEE - |

| QEERATBEIR R TR ISR (contral tendency ) » T3
S ARSI - O T B B B
B » IR R - ”

3 R ¢ SUEA SIS R R R AR -
(ZYEHERAE (DEA)

(R A SR LR R s, R4 EE R (product frontier )
FEEEAEERNER  ETHEETM - BEMAFEHFERAAEE « £/
DEA 5{ Farrell { 1957) Fﬁﬁtﬂz#ﬁ 4 E R ST TR -

1R
(AT IR R 5 B A A IR SRR -

(2DEA ERSBERRIE © MFFE - HERE—IFSEE - TERT
&R FHURTMEELL (decision making unit » DMU ) Z3EK -

mmIEAﬁﬁ¢2ﬁﬁ&ﬂ$ﬁ'ﬂﬂﬁ%ﬂﬁ%ﬁﬁ%%%’%ﬁ
EHEHERER ST |

(R AT EREEEEES - REASTERE Y S B
DMU REFRFELTRRYER]

2.4

(AR 5=« AR AR AR E CT R - B
ol SR R R -

QVEFH R A BB DMUs + B ARREHEARER -
DR RGBT -

(3)DEA BAFSEIETERBIETCEE  JHEMNE « A& TEARE

~223~



BRI RN L < — A S 2 e B

FATE I EAEE - TRARKEERER -
(MHEERGRERRE T2 EEREEEERE -
3EAEE - SR AHEHBEBIEEME -
fr DRTH - LR REERRBE G EIE A R—EEY  EEEREE S
ABSEHLRME - A EEFENRZEE  BFREEEFRBLLR - 3
u@f#g {8 DMU £ EEHCE » (IESE DMU FiaE=RESEEEES
JTRERFIERL DMU B3K - BIRRSMTEEHIFRE DMU B9 3K
K SRR RS B R  ILEHETE DMU R B -
DEA FEFEBEAHELERE— iéﬁﬁﬁ%{? A [EIRF5 R 5% A B
EHZER ﬁT%fume%ﬁﬂ*E%u&E?&ia&EE% Avkiran
(2001) 5/ DEA REERBVEN—MRIFEWN SR » KR DEA
R EE T2 RRE

(NERIEA B — R AR A R L R R SR AR N -
BRI FIRRE S E R FG R AR A -
- OWLARRESEME B R AT R R SR -

(A THEARERABEHOES  RIEFZABTIHENERERE TR
NIEEE -

()Y RIEFRREEEME (qualitative ) BLFEBE ( quantitative ) »
(O T R B BN R S A BSHRT

FEEREOBIRARA - %}ﬁﬂ%&%ﬁ%% FHHAEEERN —BEF
BoE T &5 TS F RS RS AR (FRATAT) » DAEIR B e
S (EELE) IS E B RS AT/ A B e DS
BIERERATRE - DEA FEIL—FFY  BRELEIDIEEEES 4T -
AMEETR R I8 » BUAHFRIRA DEA JSEITAHR -

=~ DEA JEFSURRZ B8

%Jﬁ%}?ﬁ DEA ﬁri%%ﬂﬁ%%%i&ﬁ’]igiﬁﬁﬁ 13 58 = ZVINETER
fF& - BNy - RATERE - FiseiR - ERE > EREEsTE 1 -

~224~



o L/ETREFE

DEA £ &S50 BT 2 A S8

F1
£ & =] #/AEE ELEE |FEER| HEsER
Tomkins & |2M#1972-1976[1.HHE AL |1 A2BEBHE| CCR [EMA ¢ £TRE
Greens ( 1988)|3EI& A% 202 % L8 e s FEsA Al | Bec |AHEHNBESE
HEHER (FF) | & 2 A (R ot EHH
AR B HEXH FRRI I A - 5 EF (F7) &E
‘ HEWEK 1HE 1 Heg 15 )
EEH #(F7) ERECE
A g {8 » W3RE DEA i&
3.3{F ESFARBERAR
R B RERR
: : MR -
" Abnectal. (B 1984-198511 @t |1 ASBEEEE| CCR |[BBEBEMSE
(1988) |EERAFLAEREEE | B4 BCC | fgeiEE i
& 161 HRA3EELY [RWERFEE 7 R 5 [ 17 £
BB - L =25 AR -
RARLILE 3. gE et LEEBENER
B2 [ 2 5 A 4R BOEIAks (1)7E3R42 b FL3T
BIRR - W B RE Q)
AR TR R R EEEE A
HERE - BTIATINER -
: KR R A
¥ 7RI E ¢
(Y EBEE
1% 20% MR+ (2)
4 B R 5 ) R A
: - 35%IRMCE -
Beasley  |77471986-1987(1.—frseit (Hi|l KB E RS CCR |[1F 2 ELBER 5
(1990) |HE A 52| AKZH)D AB kb N =
FrBB R R SO2MME 2 EERSH BEEE BEX
B3 B L 21 TR A HEAL | R
TR IHEERE 275 4 BB RR 4
REIN EmEZ )RR
4TFFTA ﬁﬁﬁ B E
3, 10 {@r%“%ﬁi
o IR ERE
BT 2R
LB RO -
4, 10 {EEBE
B TR
HET - WEA
RIS R -
S.TERLEBET
PEHE LR
% ! @EJ%?@?

AYEEE: -

~D25 ~



E SRR AT S % — DA B SR £ 1

fE & HEBR | RAEH | EHEE (RS WEER
.2t E IR AESE
HBREEE
RIEXRFRRE
£ s
Ry DMLIREE R
_ EWEELH -
Johnes &  [FFdi 1986-19881. # ik 2w 58|1. B H FIZR| ccr [1.H 192 @ DMUs
Johnes  |SEERA & 36| HFHARYTHR | EERETE S ¥ B
(1993)  |F (Fi) BB EBENWEPRESE T FH 5o B
FRERFTERRL i : JIRE TIEN H-me-—-EE
IEBENE HE RE Y B 1R
# ‘ ImEEEYE
LB ETFE e HEARRE
R HH R Y B . WEBh SR E A
B ‘ EHE -
5. KEERHH R 2.4 3 {F DEA i
Fragae A B HoELSEH A
|6 R FEES - EEHHET 9 H
& He g RN EES
TEEEE 1o g& 27 {Aka
WEE - FAE
DEA FrEEmE
o mLlaGESE
EREFEFTEE
_ . BERERE -
Breu &  [FFfh 1992 2|18 & @ EF|esnEn CCR |LE—BEER : E#H
Raab (1994} |3/ 25 oA B8 FE|()BEgxR AT EEREE
DBWMEET | TIFEE QR —EiREE CBE e DUERET
A R A2 A R ot A
#EER B 1992 (DERFET QECRER R
BEfTIE R E = ‘ fEE# DEA A
b | (2)SAT/ACT % EA 4
FERE BARE | EES
L= Aesig: ) RGBS
()& FRE bl
TERT 10% 3P R B R
H DEA FE:FEEf;
HEHEE BREHELE
B s H &
3 HETETR - REVBEH AT
(DEEFEE
by A |
(T
(FEME
[t
OEERE
. BT
~226~



llles o

FFEERY

te & CBRAER | EAVEE  |ERER] WRER
4B #EZix o :
EA8EH
Hxd '
Kao (1994) [DAES{LAY DEA| {28 ATE LEE B4R "CCR |1. LP fEs{EFHEER
: T TEE 1990 2 fE B HER RS I
¥ 11 AR | (R WHEE—H- |
TR T (2). B8R 2.f8{k DEA B3]
TIRERE R (3)EF BB T L&
135848 TR -
{ (DEf&LL
(O HEE
4
| (X
(2FFERE
538
| (WAL
IS
)R EE
: 2

Sinuany-  |[Frf 1988 fF|L{EHEEA  (LAFEERA CCR |1.ZAFRF &N » &

Sternetal. |BA €8 %) Ben-2#EfETE | 2ESCREM Fi DEA Z3478F -

- (19943 |Gurion K% 21 C pPMRsEE EEREERAE
{8 % AR 22 3 N HIEE - GELE
= - A% L RS IBEEEWNT

o B | EIRER -
: VEFSNE &
DEA EEEE|HA
FMER - EE
#8057 H= A0 Al
Bk BgERdZ

- i

lohnes & |&i & 1989 |1 7Fsesdf |12 8T8 CCcrR [LLLDEA HXFR
Johnes ~ |& 36 FRAKZ2AALEE | & : . R EETE
(1995) RORRTE 7 2 483 W eRERE (2 2R HE U —EETEER
% : : | e | mER e |
I EEHAIE L EEAEmMA|
| B ' | A9 ATE AR E|
4 —fEEETIE 36 AT KBS R|
& S AR AN R
5 B e :
6. & 5 fim 12 {E 3.DEA ERZIA|
# HLE B A A
PEsTEES oA Rl B9 E IE|
8 RIEER B EELE

~227 ~




FERRIREEIET L AR - SR S5 a

e # =) BAIEH ELEE  |ERER HHoERS R
Burley LLo#&  1986-1 8BRS (AETFERE | CCR LA TR AHR
(1995) (1987 mEE A2 JiEZH W E A

B R R A 3R A DEA #RE[FEE
BREHER 7.
R EHEL e 2EE23ER DEA &
£ HAFEAEES
BB HE R
18 K EHET
B - Bk
FELHEmER
BAERRHEE
. R Ry SR -
Sarricoetal. |FF& 1996 E|RFAZRE 4 - EE] ccr [LRE 10 IS
(1997) (B 90 Fr A% REyH -2 B 6 EAE
S EXELRSE - SHeEE L
HEFE - & DEA EFEHE
B - KEHIT » KB
BB EEMiEE -
Bl - FfEAYE 2DEA SATHEET
SEFiE - R o E S SR 4 BREY K
TR - B B2 BEREE -
o fEEZE A
_ 16 -
Colbert et al. (FF = BEIHETT|LEFEE: LEXZ4BRIBEOSLAHEER 5 8
(2000) E] 25 & KZ2.GMAT Fig| HA BCCHR | HERLLE: DEA &
MBA I 9% fiff| 8 224 HERE R N BB
FRIEHEIRE BT ERN TR BB AR
By WEE EEEEEHEM
SEHLETY EIEEE -
FREEICA 23R DEA #85(7]
4 FHE REHERS A
E MBA BfE—EK
FRIFEAR -

Karhonen [BAEFE A |EH LIf9nmE CCR |13 3t B 95 8§ 5

et al. MAFEEER 2HHFIES BCC ERHEER

(2001)  (FF A FEfb B0 AR R -

Helsinki & i 4.2{rigH 2.DEA FR{EIEE
BEE 18 {EF 5 RlIEE HE9WIRE - 7]
gL 2 s REREEILE
£EN B%E -
JEMRERFERE
FIAE R B SR Rl A
fEERE S E
EETHED
fd o
~228~




PUEER®

£ & RREmM #AEE EHEE  |(EAER HIERER
- Avkiran |7 E 1995 B[1#BAE  LEBEEN(E| CCR |LWREEHETS
(2001) (¥ 36 FTAZR[2ITEIAE EAREBEE| BCC HRTEME XS
mEREN A E R TE H i T B A
7oA TR AR F IR
A) BiF -
23mEiEa (R LIENE AZNE
EELER FRIB L AE
Ll {1 62 3 3 BRCGE
b R iR R 3EBRAERSE
ERLELLA - o AREH
SEMmER (R 7 45 5 3R 7 3L
T EE 8B RTIEREX
= N BOFHEERE
) AR -

fff5E : CCR : Charnes, Cooper & Rhodes (1978 ) 2z DEA %=, : BCC: Banker, Charnes & Cooper

(1984) Z DEA &= -

FEIRIRR EASTRRER > AR AT R -
- LHETRAGESS DEA IR R F ARG RO ET LA -
SRR R R A B H IR AT DAERIRY - SRR ABGE IR T 6E

1.

2,
%‘FEJE’\J?%E%T ARSI -
3.
RAFCER RSB RS -
4.
5.
s -
6.
A ZeE DMU -
FTEf LI SCBRFTAL -

ERBARFR "BARE HE S EREBET B IRA

R SRR R SRS B A O 2 R, -

[ Colbert et al. (2000 ) Z 554} » HERURISFRIRAET (15547 ( window
analysis ) + 2KECER [ FRME B (/LA R R P RO TS EhEF I AT B3R R

DEA TEME—HYRTHEARERRTE - DEA RREE R DMU T 38R HMAHE
4% (convex frontier ) #¢H4 » {8 Tulkens (1993 ) FEE{EFHIE MIET
#&4E (non-convex frontier) 7 Free Dlsposa] Hull (FDH ) bk DEA BEfE

FrE BN RERNEDERENEEERT A T

FIEVERIATT (2SR ) - IREHE ) IEEH I 8= (output-oriented non-
controllable model ; NCN model ) » SR{G& R T2 FHERRETER IR A EAE -

~229~




H BRI 2 — DB B R e B

| AT T LI AR RS 48 AR B » S0
# DEA fSEE FDH SEEFTAZ AR IE b8t - AN DEA HAMA
SERAEE  HENENRREEERTUROBARAELRERE R
R Bk RSB RRR M R R ATI A S R

~ BEIE T ik

— - P
ZIKE}%LJ«}U%{IEI?FE (@Eﬂzﬁﬁ %ﬁ?r? EERA “éiﬂ””‘ﬁ’%ﬁﬁ Efi’

ﬁﬂ)’i‘m‘@)\? < Ali et al. (1995) %EEHH%E DMU %ﬁiﬁ’]ﬁ%ﬁ?ﬁfﬁﬂﬂ Bl DMU
LB HEDERR A BERTEERENN 4 - B - (FEES SRR
ERTHE DMU GRS - F5ARNICE F OO ATE R DA IS -
HiPE DMU EBE RS 16 {8 - fEH AEREFETFIE9 - Cooper et al. (2000 )
FEHATTABE ST (window analysis) » ZKI€H] DMU Z{E&; - DEA thagzsCl
2 ZHEF—E DMU AEEETES IR E/ERER DMU HRpREE - BR
4 BRSNS O FHS EI00AERIELL S » BGRAIS DMU ELFEHRSHE
SRR - FIE > AFHIRRAE 85 E 90 £EEER  LUERF=EESES
—#T > HATHEBEIET (85-87 - 86-38 - 87-89 £ 88-90 £ ) §—FO
18 (3x6=18) & DMUs + $£3f 72 {§ DMUs - BIFSUSEFZRTR I RE
87 £ - KRR B RIBE HARSEE /| - BSRiNA S ges -

= - BAHERE LB

DEA SCESMTREAAES DMU R ABIELIE | - £ BIUREH9HE A L
EHE > GRS IER - AWIRRREH AR E %iﬂ?néﬂ
RERTIE BEY § IRFI TSR -

L SHEERCHETE o WERSRE R -

2. FEHE I ERAR AT EE AN SRR SRR AT IR 2 1 A R
EEET - MR AR TS -

BRI R TR A B L TR .
4, BEEERIIHE  REERS R R EeD A A e

La

~230~



Gllleeis

R R SR B R P S R E A Bk
R E AR R S A RERTEI TR
@ AR o SR IOEG AER (HETAM - ATEA - FERER £
feete ) SR (B e A B REPIFSR - SAB TN ) -
% 2 RARAT 85 25 90 IS A SEHIROTAGE R - TSR A ST
HE BT
(A ER :

L BEAB (X,): (s R ERERE LTS -

2 ABEA (X)) SARETE SIS S BT EE BRI E
CO -

3. (FRERE (X)) DELEE - DEEEE | OEE A
B+ HER ) -

i TERE (X)) RERAKE TR RAELRCKEREE | i
TEEH - EE - - BB -

(DHEHIER , , |
I BEREA (V) MEAEE - BRRRCRERE (8) & -

2 HEURER () EATIRREIPIRTIRD SCI - SSCI AIEAETIAATSI

BT ESB -
3. EMEE (Y,): SESERLY - EERmes

4 HIREA (V) HEEREHREA (4—REEREETEE -
FHERZARSE) RESHIA (R - & Emn Lk
BFE B - -

£ WA/ ERERNLTEE

CIEfE e R ME A AE
® A E
A B 10.5 3.905 4 19
NSt | 334448500 0374830.33 4905325 15994235

~231~



BRI R EET i T — ARI E E R  R

fERHEE 227541.11 215315.95 30590 1033890
EERHE 814234.72 753672.33 316950 4530010
E B HE

2% AR 52.75 30.10 5 105
B R OB 5.58 5.33 ] 18
H fih ¥ F 17.69 17.22 2 76
3T A 995451.53 1242317.90 0 5000900

RIS A/ EHTR B FRIBRGF - TR - ARERBUNR 3 Aw -
&3 BWNEHEHEERRRER

THRRREL (X)) | X Xy | X)L oY) | | | (Y
REm A B(X,) [1.000  [0.936%%%[0.113  [0.140  [0.327** [0.393***0.484** [0.310*
ABHERFER (X,) 1.000  (0.134  [0.157  [0.349%% [0.404%%# |0 S84RRN ) 457H 4
FRMERTE (X,) 1.000 0215 [0.097 [0.135 - [0.294%* (0.272
& =12 (X)) 1000 L0101 [0.183  j0.233%%# |0 3694+
= E N B(Y) 1.000  }0.005 [0.003 }0.058
R I & By, 1.000  [0.590%* [0.331%*
EL il 3 fE (Y,) - 1.000  [0.821%#+
[BF 72 B A (Y,) ‘ 1.00

FfEt - *RTIEFETEE KR 0.10 HE& | “RTEHHEERER 005 HFER v %
EMETHEEKHES 0.01 HEE -

%3 | IR T 28R

I BAJERISECIEAER - ERBEn AR (X)) HABHRE (X,) [
TERARELRE (0.936)  BfFtAEREEE - BTHMAKES - A
EISBRR - LARAERNNY MERKHESHEE A9
BOARL (X)) s8It —E G EBFEERE (X)) EBHRE (X,)
o EREEERE (X)) B EESERRE (X,) 8 -

2. HUSEHERMERIESEE R | KA (v,) =R
WA (Y, ZEERFRERS (0.821)  ERHEETEFRS - EfE

~232~



PILERFH

ATREIEIN - FATURE (Y, ) BEHARE(FRL (V) HIFILA (Yo
A EHERT - ARRREBIES 0.590 ~ 0.331 » FRPBASEMRRIATIRE
% HAE PRI AT G RE 2 -

3 FEEAERSEHEMASEHEE R CRF C BEAE (X0
NEHEFFE (X,) HEIHEECSERSAEAER - ATZETABIRA
EHERFEIEIN - SEBRETEEAY - BETETIRE - HfZFFR
HIE AT G REC I8 - VESEMERFE (X, ) BEME(ER (V) BE
1ERE - GERTRER AT B RS OERMR R (RFHE - IE
B RE - BEEE)  RBMERSENEH  RERRAGER
BrEFREERZHM - BEERE (X,) BEAMZER (V)
FUA (Y,) BEEER - EURRSRR T REHEHBRELN
RN - RAKRER S  WEHITIHSBARERE - &
THEETE A SR (RS ERE A FeRT B -

=« DR

Roll et al. (1989) $EH : 7EHEsH - DEA T{ %48 A\ IS EE % 5 HH TG 3 HE
TTHEESHT - AR AIEEZE IR RTRESEFRTE - HETAME
HIEEAS - EERAESEY DMU BiR% - AHREREGLZER - REHRE
BRIWE - AEAHAEE S - BREEHEFTEES (B) £RAHEE
ROUEH + BIA - S TSR BOR SAERREL AT - EEREEER
BHERMEY BRI A REEIRARSHEFNEL - tBFRFERIRS -
Y ~ DEA #=Ei FDH

AFHFCIRA DEA JEEHIES « FDH HpCAESE RSB ER TR -
ZNETEREATE TS, AR EMRIEIR B - B DEA HERFEM GG - AR
Z:Bf Cooper et al. (2000) -

(—)EA DEA 3t
Charnes ~ Cooper & Rhodes (1978 ) 23% Farrell {1957 ) ZXCRES: -
P CCR 18 » sKEMEFE 4R (technical efficiency ) » CCR &2zl Z &R
B3R B3 [E E AR ( constant returns to scale » CRS ) » BE—E 4L ASEAD -

GRS -SRI ELIEM - HREFFE n {8 DMUs » (8 DMU EM
T m B AIEE - A s EEL - EHEAER CCR HAHREHREIR
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HEERRER AN (G FFE— LR E R 2 5

I
Max hju.+ e[ﬁis{+i5ﬁ] (H

Hrh DMU j, Z@Hﬂ%r‘]&fﬁ?&?ﬁﬁ Un, XY BARATEHE
nﬂzﬁ PYX LY, 20 0 AFSHEE - s, %?KJ\IEE@EEHIEZ%%%ﬁ= £
RIEFAEAMKIERL -

Banker et al. (1984 )} ERIEEHHITSERETEIEENER (scale efficiency ) »
WKEHAF TR (pure technical efficiency ) » &2 BCC &=L - #H{E
AAERES BB RIEEER ( variable returns to scale * VRS ) » Eﬁ—ﬁﬁﬁ;‘rfﬁ N
me RUEES—EMIELE *H%‘iﬂﬁf@ﬂﬂ & AE M BCC BEICHIMRMER
#IATT - |

Max z; +5[§5[+sz:) f (2)
" i=l r=1 : ;
Sy, =S X, 4, +s .i=1...m
=
'J,Ym,=’ZlY,J/11—s r=1 5
A =1 S,-,S:,EIZO

Helt DMU j, 7 EEHIBFIHAREE 1/ 2, & 35 BOC Mt
&DMU J, CERBRRIENRE = &ﬁ?ﬁjﬂﬁ[{ﬁrﬁﬁ&x o

Banker (1984) $EHEEAZEAIE A/ (MPSS ) - Zﬁffﬁﬁﬂﬂzﬂu
B94 EELRAE (returns to scale + RTS ) o Banker & Thrall (1992 ) (RIS

T HEM B DMU HBS AT LIRS | T Z P

R RTRA— R EEER - TRl RS IR
iy “‘Zi < 1B RARTR BRI S REE A
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PUEIETS

—EAMEERR - §EL-BALUERVES - RILTEEF AR » 10k
)\E*L}{EE&E%E’\JE&’ﬁiﬁ%ﬁ‘ﬂﬁ%’iﬂ%ﬁ@%fi&%;Jiz **‘Zﬁ > 1

FORHIRRMEER, - A BUNAEETESR ‘%“FEEM\EA*E,H&‘ME‘JEW '
IEJLI:J?E;UE&’}‘?R)\E R AN L,l:%ﬁ—:@_ﬁaixiﬁ#%

( )DEA 3!5?’“%“&‘@

CCR £ BCC fEz\I9MRaTH A B H i B R ERTH) - 5
RWEBEETEARR  FILEE LR ASEEN S RE R EE L
HIRF » ETNEEE R CCR 3¢ BCC ##%, - Banker & Morey (1986 ) {24 CCR
B BEHIEEHIEBEE (NCN model) - ZREEEESLEEE (exogenously
fixed ) BBYHIRIRE - EHE A NCN-CRS RS ©

Max h, +&(Ts]+ sy ' 3)

el reld

SL X, =3 X,4, +57,ieC

1=1

X, = ZA A,.le NC

Hehs RIEMEAER - ABEE S (5.5, BEREH A5
CBAJE - YBEHE - i,r e CRETEEHGA/EHRSEE ~ [,j e NC &
IR A/ELHE - |

FEHIEA NCN-VRS AR R R0 T
Max b, +&(Xs] + 5s]) . 4)

iel) ref)

St X, =¥ XA +s/,ieC
=2 X,

X, =3 X,A,.ieNC
z X,

=l

K
=|.u‘f

h, Y, = Zn)’./?..—s:,reC"
i
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H BRI % — DI B E B S

I b

Y, =D Y, A.reNC
J':

Z_;Aj =1 - §.,5,4,20

FIHFCER H B BRI RN(ESS ( variable returns to scale » VRS ) #6HETT
7 ERAEMEERERR - WEELEY - HHBEF R A SIS
HIER - TR Sl T B SR B RS A R S S B R
AT - RUBEHE RPN E SATHEis] » SuehniRads ATErSL
£ RUOCGEFSELNENEESHEIEENEN - & VRS 3R - SRS
AR HR - BREREZMELSEARITHRATER  LUEHE
R HEELKEE - ARHFREREE LS DEA NCN-VRS TR
Hr + AfERER & RATEER F S\ IR M -

(=)FDH
Deprins, Simar & Tulkens (1984 ) FEE5EH FDH » £ Tulkens
(1993) fEE—HI A LR EHERRE  FERURRFEEN ST

TEARELE - ,\/%ﬁﬁaﬁﬁ%?ﬁmﬁﬁﬂé’é‘iéﬁﬁg DMU - fFEEEEm AT

#H 8 N E B DMU - BE & E T EE £ & 8
‘PI-'UH ={(X,Y)}|X2XI,YSYJ,X,Y20,Jml,,n} ° EEEE?&%H’T%

BERLBEHANAIRAR TR DEA HAFESAIEEEHE
R RERATIE DMUs BRANE - FLSMEERLTESEE
BHE » HIGARESREE S T

Ming, o ®)

s 34,50,
i=l

ZY'A' Ua
A=1- 4 €{0,1}

(EDAAER

Cooper et al. (2000) 5[FHFIEHERESMRLBAES » L DMU #Y
RERBORE SR AARLL AR SEE - AR EREI AT ¢
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chll/EE T
Min Z Cu ) , (6)

5.t. Z)(Uijs)'{, (i=1,..,m)

4=l

S YA, zY¥,  (r=1...s)
i=1
LY A, sU

i=)

A, 20 V),

HepC, - DMU | 89551 TG ARRIEAKA (unit cost) o EFE
HOTHEH—BER (X, A) - DMU, BRI TEER :

i c, X'

Cosr __i=l
g, = ‘ M

Z CU}. X iy
i=l

DMU, & CRS RASEAEERAG)F @ 4 L=0,U = oo FRHE :
DMU , i VRS BASERRIFEEEF 4L =U = 1 fEfEE -

B>~ HRRES

— AT

REARCER R R GERR - ARG AR AT HERB e D PR
FEIMEIRS - & 4 BERFHIBONNERER © £ 5 RERFTRECEER
R 6 BERAEHRMOMRET SR - R 7 BRERTRAREESR K8 EER
Ff FDH 3RER < HERETHRARELUTHFE - ARG ERFAEZEER

B O R R IR - 5% 4 R RATHETNCRER | £ 5 BERAR

BBHERER % 6 BERRTRIERBIAMRTR ] 7 SRR RERES

7 8 FIEFFT FDH 3R - HERPAWILELI TR

B RATFISEHTRERS RS © B5HRFT 95.51% - Hizt% 48.94% - F
FAT 98.67% ~ BIAFRET 92.07% ~ HEERAT 81.54%WEIRFT 99.07% - BIRFT
Eﬁi/\#’*ﬁﬁﬂi’ﬁmﬁx& T A SRR EEE - BNERIE RTINS RT - &
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FERE NSRRI — LR E 25 I

EEMEICERNETE - MARTEHEEEEASRMBTN - BnERAN
ERIE - BFEHMBLCERNNEE -

ERMFTREEESFIE - GFHRAT 99.71% ~ METHR 9021% - BER
A 87.67% ~ WFAFART 97.91% ~ IHEFRFT 75.60%FLEIEAT 95.08% - B = -
HREAFTHERRRRRE  WEAEEE I EEEARNEEER
90% » T = EFRTANEREMA R - EBRIE - RETEEERHHREZRI -
TR —HHIERE -

FEEEREEL S RAFMES|REEERK (MPSS/CRS) HEFISFIS
HETRFT 91.67% - FETHR 83.33% - RERFAT 50.00% - EAZFT 91.67% ~ &
BERAT 3333%EEIERT 58.33% < HERFTTER = M E R R RS - &
EIRARERRE | LRAERIERE S MPSS -

BREAPERABESFE © A 90.66% - MiETH 64.86% - 2EFR
Fii 89.46% - BEARAT 99.90% - BT 69.61%HEIERT 99.50% - HiEHRAE
BARSRAEIREE - HRBEER - B 7 DTEL - AR RERE
LA REREFEEAARESE (FZEED 87 FERN) s - g
=i %’ﬁu‘f?’*%ﬁfﬁ’]@ﬁiﬁi’“mf‘)k %ﬂ?ﬁﬂzzﬁkfcuﬁéﬁiﬁ@$ﬁﬁffﬁﬂiﬁi{ifxﬁ

T+ BATTRD B A RIEATE A BRI R B L - Ao ERER
#=.

[=]

7£ FDH 8T » (S5 R E ARSI - K499 FDH 3K
fEES 98.33%EE 98.20% - FR(EBE/] - HEAVIEAFECEBERT e E
2 FDH RIS 100% S iE Vo {E R AT 4 eeiF - 42 FDH 1 NCN-VRS
MRS RILBS  AIE DR 65.27%DMUs HHE - HERE 91.67%DMUs 5
S < SEELIHE RERAE AT FDH BOR 338 - 5 A .Y DMUs -

~ BEER T

%}%Eﬁ%ﬁ*ﬁﬂ%Lﬂﬁfﬁmﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ’ﬂﬁK%ﬁﬁ?&ﬁﬁ&%ﬂ@ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬂ’?ﬁﬂ&%
ﬁfﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁéﬁﬁﬂ ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁf%%ﬁ?&iﬁzi?FEPE_H’EEJ%F&%EE*@
: % 9 BINEREED Elﬂﬂ?fﬁﬁﬁﬁxﬂtéﬁimzﬁx&%%ﬁﬁ%%éﬁi%}ﬁﬁ% KRB
‘f#‘i‘i% F—E S EECERFASBERBETIIARE o o - RIpSsE
ME > SRS EEREES (24 R)> ERESTREF (21 ) BEx
ECRATIEEIRE T R AR S BRI S EREREER (1 )
SUMEERAT I ER R AES « ERSBIEO T St AFEE—BEEER
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HRIEE R

IFRURRATERRE  FESEREE 1 GREFERS IR R RS R

& EHUGE c HRATUEZENER - BIR - iR HHEERERERS RKIFW
E | FRA2EERR - BRAREERRT R ANER IR R (U ¢
F:4 fRENRER
DMU 85 86 87 88 89 90 | gy | #EE | Bl
100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0
) 100.0 | 86.80 | 100.0
R R ; - 9551 |73.693 [N
. 7466 | 100.0 | 100.0
' 100.0 | 1000 | 84.62
81.77 | 54.39 | 32.76
B 79.35 | 4545 | 32.06 |
fit B # . 48.94 1598281 |1V
100.0 | 32.31 | 3231 .
3231 | 3231 | 32.31
100.0 | 97.39 | 1000
86.61 | 100.0 | 100.0
EERA 98.67 |14.980 |l
100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0
100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0
100.0 | 100.0 |- 100.0
i 100.0 | 69.01 1§ 93.47 o
HWIRZAT 92.07 [123.324 |1V
80.10 | 81.13 | 100.0
21.13 | 100.0 | 10G.0
100.0 | 69.40 | 58.02
» 73.14 | 57.29 | 100.0 :
R 81.52  [|377.939 [IV
: 48.99 | 85.71 | 100.0 : '
85.71 | 100.0 | 100.0
100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0
o 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0
T IR AT = = — ——199.07 (10286 |l
88.89 | 100.0 | 100.0
100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0

FieE « BRAE L FRNVERER © BHRE L ANMEE  BHE I GBS C BHE IV KBE

~239~



FECAR IR EREET (b 7 — LA R S e 1 B

®S HBEYRER

DMU 85 26 37 38 89 90 | Figg | BB [ EA

1000 | 100.0 | 100.0

) 100.0 | 9843 | 100.0 '
GEP R | ‘ — 9971 | 0458 | I

98.11 100.0 100.0

1000 | 1000 | 1000
78.66 | 98.60 | 96.01 '

- 97.13 | 99.99 | 94.21
Rt B - 90,21 | 143.098 | III
: 5623 | 9233 | 9233 |

9233 | 9233 | 9233

98.92 | 61.73 | 73.57

: 6720 | 1000 | 1000 |- ' '
TERE 87.67 |299.655| IV
56.82 | 97.19 | 100.0

97.19 100.0 | 99.41

100.0 | 100.0 | 87.65 "

- 9102 | 97.70 | 99.81
HIRA 9791 | 17057 | 1
98.72 | 100.0 | 100.0

100.0 100.6 | 100.0

100.0 | 99.62 | 96.02

95.81 | 98.88 | 45.60

AR 7560 |570.915| 1v

92.89 | 46.87 | 39.87

46.78 | 59.87 | 61.01

1000 | 97.78 | 100.0°

ny 95.74 | 1000 | 8395 | - ' |
E R A 9508 | 46920 | 1I-
_ : 9568 | 8443 | 1000 '

83.73 100.0 | 9%.65
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+£6 FBIEHMAMHER
DMU 85 86 87 88 89 90 | IRS | CRS DRS
CRS | CRS | CRS
) ‘CRS | IRS | CRS . -
EETRAT 1 11
CRS | CRS | CRS
CRS | CRS | CRS
CRS | CRS | CRS
) CRS | CRS | IRS .
ft &t F 2 10
IRS | CRS | CRS
CRS | CRS | CRS
IRS | DRS-| DRS .
' CRS | DRS | CRS _
ERMN I 6 3
DRS | DRS | CRS
CRS | CRS | CRS |
CRS | CRS | DRS
. CRS | CRS | CRS
EIAKAT 11 1
CRS | CRS ! CRS |, :
| crs | crs | crs
CRS | CRS | DRS
‘ CRS | CRS | IRS _
BEERAT 7 4 1
IRS | IRS | IRS :
IRS | IRS | IRS
CRS | IRS | CRS
o IRS | CRS | IRS
‘| AT 5 7
CRS | IRS | CRS
IRS | CRS | CRS
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HRGERIBRREIEE 5 — LR S B2 ha

R/T HEWRER

DMU | 85 | 86 87 88 89 | 90 | i | BEE | HF
82.11 | 97.00 | 82.91 '
. 100.0 | 91.76 | 100.0.
R FRAR ‘ : 90.66 | 72.479 | 1II
7859 | 82.78 | 100.0 -
8255 | 1000 | 90.21
67.90 | 66.84 | 64.89
) 66.84 | 64.89 | 59.13
by 64.86 [141.017] HI
1000 | 57.56 | 57.56
57.56 | 57.56 | 57.56
4159 | 66.61 | 100.0
6528 | 100.0 { 100.0 , :
TERA —— 89.46 |399.832| IV’
100.0 | 1000 | 100.0
100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0
100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0
_ 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 - : !
BARM - : 99.90 | 0.054 | I
100.0 | 99.55 | 100.0
9929 | 100.0 | 100.0
100.0 | 100.0 | 66.50
) 100.0 { 7412 | 59.73
HERAT : - 69.61 |402.278 | IV
67.16. | 50.15 | 50.15
_ 67.16 | 50.15 | 50.15
100.0 | 97.06 | 100.0 ' ‘
o 1000 | 1000 | 96.96
' B P 99.50 | 1355 | 1I
1000 | 1000 | 1000
100.0 | 1000 | 100.0
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o

- %8 FDH{&{ER

DMU 85 | 86 87 38 89 | 90 | TFigEg | BRE| AHE

100.0 [100.01 100.0

= 100.01 100.0 | 100.0 _ 7
GETRM 100.0 0, 1

100.0 100.0 100.0

100.0 100.0 | 100.0

100.0 [90.00| 90.00

) © 1100.0| 1000 | 99.98 _ _ :
R #& 9833 | 15145 | I
100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0

100.0 100.0 | 100.0

100.0° |100.0% 100.0

100.0| 100.0 | 100.0
ERMR 100.0 0 I
100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0

100.0 100.0 | 100.0 |

100.0 [100.0| 100.0

100.0( 100.0 100.0

BHRAFFT 100.0 0 1
: ‘ 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 o
100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0
100.0 |100.0| 92.81 .
_ |100.0] 92.81-| -100.0 :
FERE . : : 9820 | 10574 | I
92.81 | 100.0 | 100.0 , :
100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0
100.0 [100.0| 100.0
o 100.0| "100.0 | 100.0 , ‘ o _
BEM 100.0 0o | I

- 100.0 100.0 100.0

100.0 | “100.0 | 100.0
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HEb R RIS ME L IR — LB e R b S

&Y WEUERMBERREE Y

SEHR

oA GEFM | HER | TR | AR | HERER | TEH
EQEST 3(5) m |1 ®) 3(9)
#;EF R 5 11(H) (5) 8(14)
1 RFY H(1) 2(3) 3) 1(5) (1
BIRRFT 2 (1) 3 A42) 1 I(1) |
| EERRAT 6(1) 2 3(3) 41) 2(3)
B R A (1 (3) (- 3(3)
?ﬁ;;ﬁ;gu o24(8) | (D) 12(5) 21040 | 617 17(31)

R RPEFRITIEREBRENES S XY BFTERESRARESS N -

= -~ BEdES

EEERBEAN > THRGENERERATEE MPSS - AERDBAR
SEMELEE - HIEREARAT BEE B « ERIEWREE DMUs Z23
THEE R - RN ELEA RSB S RS 2R - HhERR

ISR (AR ) R EBRETREIGIERIES - & 10 SR
RERFER - RPETEESBERSHER (4) SEFRS  ME=T
HERSEERE T =2TRE - 1 ELEE ERE-EEEEM < (1/8%
) +ZER2E0E - AN A8 85.34=Tx (1/0.3206) +63.51 « 2| AEHEE
BUE-RAFREE IR AT S48 8E - AERENTE A AR 9=9-0 - HEETRE
TEOF 88 FEMIRITAEE ERREES | L EHIESSSEARE 7 8
2E 85.34 A (/0 1119.14% ) ; EAS/EBIr 4 19F 12.48 (i‘f’a}j][l 212% ) 2.3%
ANTRHERST HYETHE FABGHER 9 A (0% )5 ABHERFERER 7,982,820 JE 7,944,715
(D 0.477% ) VESERERFERHERE 73,240.00 TE(0% ) B SIS B HER: 428,680.00
7o (0%) » HERAE RS FREMNEREHEBANE S WENMT - TSER
10 FURAEERAA - '

B 10 FuEY - ST RTEMERE \BRITEERE - SEHY
ANEEF - Bt - AR TSR I R AR | RS
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PUIEEAR

SETHEHAL > BUARETF MR ZEIRHE - DB BCTRIE - B
ST B SR SR B A S ] - 0 U BB R e A
ST EHE A R E R IR | SR BETIEE SR -
ZIERE - TER I EARRERRENIES -

& 10 BEUEKARATRERR

EHIE /A BHEE ERERE HEBRE
LIS
FHRAH . 7.00 63.51 . 85.34
EfE rE 4.00 12.48
e ATE
- AS 9.00 9.00
ANEBH 7082820.00 38104.14 7944715.86
ERMEREHR 73240.00 73240.00
EENHEEN 428680.00 428680.00

ENERRARRT | # 4 FTEE T 88 FEZMETR - HHRER 32.06% -

9 ~ R RREL AR AR

RE—SRE 72 ERARFAIFEBRERABRZ MR - RETHMR
B - AR ORI AR BRI AHRE » HAERRECR: 0.404 -
AR RE D - AR TS B — SR
FFIRFINE AR - (8] 1 e R B AR GRS

1 RS SR - MENS AR - BEUBERAEEE
(90% ) FE(EELS » TIEE | BABSNEE 21 2R | SSycRmumAs
HE N RE  (EIRESCRERRARER 5 U 2R ¢ EPEESCRRERE
TR IV RIR ARSI ERARER - T2 AR B A T
TREER » R :

. B15E 32 BARFOBIEERILER  SRIBEE#AT(4DMUs ) -

EFRFT (9DMUs ) « BIARFT (7DMUs ) » FE{ZFFT (1DMU) BHE
JEAT (11DMUs ) = SEEER AT SR B AR IR RIFIRIR
HPUBERTRAE - [EBEE R 9DMUs 2R RET L AR SR
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BRI R EBETME < IR — DB e BB

58 100% -

2. IR N ERAMSVEENILSE S5S g5 RR(2DMUs ) -
BEHR (IDMU) - FEFRAT (SDMUs) ~ HEAFT (2DMUs) HIER
Ff (1DMUs) » SEERARAN T A R A SR BEAPR AR - HE ot
BYEATYE - 1IDMUs ot DUiET AUEMEB RN ERIRA (4
HKER 32.06%) e , _

3. B ORRE 19 BARFABNEERESE  SRISEHRA
(3DMUs ) ~ S5+ (10DMUs ) ~ 2B HFF (1DMU) BIiEREZET
(SDMUSs ) « 35 EEHE 7% i [F B 7E AR B B e it o B0
BETHFT (3DMUs) FERA R MBS R EGE - EASEBIE N
R REAFT (1IDMU) BIEERAT (2DMUs ) 7EHHBRR FaFR
o AR AR | EERAT (IDMUs) RISEERASE -
TEIEIE » (A7EVECE FIENRTE © ME3t% (10DMUs) SEE:fE:
FRFT (2DMUs ) o B S SR R A A R AR

4. B IV SR 10 AR EIEEER ISR  ARIEEHART (3DMUs) -
AT (1IDMU) ~ DEFRFR (2DMUs) SEEERET (4DMUs) - 5t
RARATE ARENRARE > RS TA =0 « @5 RAT
(3DMUs) {EEERARR FHFRE » (FIeREENE » MR
(1DMU ) ~ EHAFF (2DMUs ) BIEEFRAT (4DMUs) BIZERA S
A RARIYEEM -

A

0 010203040506070809 1

1 AR Pl AR R (RE
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{i ~ G LR R

AHFFEEREA DEA QAT Al AEERIBSER AR S AT B E B K B &
BB AT ETIE R E MAE T TR AR s R B E R SR AT
AwisemEss DEA ZIEAME - ENBIEEAR f;xﬁﬁj"%ﬁ?%ﬁ@l?ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂg%ﬁ
B BTSRRI BB R e R -

FEFLABBLEHEEERA] - LA DEA (S IR GRS AT
85-90 FEREMIEERAR - BRESITEIR @ WIRFTEBHEMEITAER (99.07% ) &
SFREERBAER (99.71% ) G RFEEFRFASELEERELIIRS

- (91.67%) | EFRRMEBERAYE (99.90%) st RAREMEIHRE

(99.07% ) BIHASK (64.36% ) ERRFABERBEE (75.60% ) F
EREERREILH (3333%) - CNEEREENEN TR TRRHVE
FEHTAR - ABHESE - (FRMERRIUE IS R\ BT (R
ERNERAFARENNER - EUHEERARTRIE - SRR TSE
R T EERRRER - LR AR TSR AR L ABRA T - &
IR A IRE T © SR — BV A SRR AR TR A B
%% « 4246 DEA 8 FDH {F—Lblis  AHISRE | MEABEIR - 4 FDH
BEE  MSHARMIEREE Bk FOH SRR - RERAEER
SRR -

SEERAENEEEENER  BEERERES A RRERERE
i LRI SR B - AR TSR IR - RRIE G
PSR FELA - TURRRATIAIT | L IREENT—EEHE
BPESEI ] TRV E SRRSO R - SNSRI
HEREEAEARARNE 2 BT SRR AT AT B RS A NS
S E RS AT RROGEINEE 3 BB E RS E S e R EABA
MOESHEREES » SEFTE PRI 4 S E R RV ER R
EREATLALSY | U EETBTRRAE R BRI - Wit
HEE R RORS AL T -

SIS - AW SR | | ARG R A S
HE CIEREE - SRR - BRERBR - HEAEER) - RER
FETIMS T ¢ S BRI - YL BERSENANE  RREE
BAGUEES - BTAHT | 2 ARG RA RS AL T A B RS
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HEbR SRR < T — LU B R 6

% JIA DEA HErh » DRSS EEA SISty 28 | 3 BEHTeR
ASTEHEEEAT SR - IS ST B %
EIHEMSTRRE - AR - SEERRE -

R

ARWMXBFOETE  FERHERF NEVTEEEMEHCERR
R - ERSHRPIUEREFRGRTIRECETRL - (FEMELERHE -
AL ERREE LB ARSERICLTIR  BlEEATAR -
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