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A B A3 6% i (data envelopment analysis) Z %k » st3F 5 R R R a 2 oLl BF
BA&E} BPRYEARERAPIMEGT  HARENSRMERAEM - AMBRFREBE
BHRE o AHAMEEH  WREAA—KITHOEE  HREEHIRLEABFRLLH
S EFh SR E R - 5357 A — 684 AE (zeneralized linear programming) FAEAL
o EMALSARREARERERIETRIBEFR c hASREEAMBELRGFRT AT
FAE  BheRAaBENEEAFE  WEARBAARELIRF X - M RENE -
XF BRG] RARESER TRAPREMZHE -
BRSHER : WH ek — MR B ERE 0 RE -

Abstract

Based on the structure of the data envelopment analysis(DEA) approach, this paper
measures the relative efficiency of an organization via resource allocation. When the total
amount of a resource is fixed, it can be distributed to each unit within an organization in
a better way. This problem is formulated as a nonlinear program similar to the generalized
linear program{GLP). Consequently, the solution method of the GLP can be applied. Since
different units may have different ways of allocating the resource, the resource, the best one
in terms of aggregate efficiency is selected. A simple example is used to illustrate this idea
of resource allocation. The results show that the aggregate efficiency of an organization can
really be improved.

Keywords: Data Envelopment Analysis, Generalized Linear Programming, Pareto Opti-
mality, Efficiency.
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AEABZAERET BFRADE  dELARESERARALRE - £
AEH - BEEMNGES  FREES > FE-FHRER - RRAME > HALA
H—ElmE R EiE > ERABTHEXFEE 54 Forsund F A (1980) B
B3R > — R REERTREALERE X WERRE  HAFRYRX A
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RETEREH ) c ABRITRESEHZEN TR GEAER K LR ZHME
Frif o R4 B & 1 4 8% (Pareto optimal organization) Z #a4 » A # &k
% ¥4 (decision making unit, DMU) &AM 8T » 4L mH0RMH -
HIE AT A 1957 £ Farrell(1957) BpAR# 7B AN R LBENZ R ES
#E o HFLIBT =+ 4 4y Charnes ¥ A (1978) 424 2 &M\ E (fractional
progarmming) # R, > #FH E BRI S » BEE—BAMLE Gt EER
BRFELZ LA AE  AERLLAERA > BAFHSETRHLE
ZBGEHER 0 XA AT R AR KM > 07 % 29% Banker A (1984) 3
Byrnes $ A (1984) 98 %, » # AL T E 2 H 7% 5 Banker it Maindira-
tta (1986) - Kao(1986)  Petersen (1990) #i A7 M A B RBZHAFF - &L
CRXAS  BARRPNLEA  fdd EREIE (production forntier) 2 #
W BIARIET X 0 RARBEEF X EHEmF o AXATKA o5 & Banker A
(1984) wy#E » R ERBMAEMHAT — 5+ -

EAMBEANENF X 0 Charnes £ A (1978) R AL AH k2 H B
B BPE o T £ 245 K (reference set) 2428 » L A5l & &
BT A E - Kao (1994) 45 AhFAEBET > FLRTFESLY  #
o REEAZdm e FEREFTEHNERAR > R ELd 00T
MERLTIT MR E—FEF X o 759 Kao 2 Yang(1992) AR k@& KT
ey F X BEAME ANEAGAEBXAREB NG FRor R ARk -
ABRANS - BERMUMAE ) RRAEASEHB S E a8 HE—FRE
RELTENNRT  EHEFHFRT LT RLE A RA BEA 4K
ZHB A ERCLHTATRIENEH EAME  HEELA M R&
BZ &R LM ERERMEI - WRAT I A AL ERE] ( generalized
linear programming) # XA K% > B e 3 5 b 38R i AR AR 4T H 3 -

VAT & %443 Banker % A (1984) eyad &E3pa# X o HE 5 W o755 TR
ERQRARAERAEMB R ALEARKERIEAET > REARS—HH -
VABE B 4T B 2R K AR o

B - BERGBE

Charnes % A (1978) 2 i A 5 MMRE AP F A K BEH REZ F X, -
4 Banker ¥ A (1984) 2 » TR HABBMMESH BN R Xy - Vi 251
REFIARBLEAZ ] AHNANATARE Rk AR EF S ERup

BALAqRES  BEAD MAREEHEHE > AL 2AB@E
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E. = max k=1 -

(uo + D u;Xsy)

i=1
g
> Y
k=1

P
(’LL() + Z quij)

—
uj, Uk 2> € > 0, ug unrestricted (1)

XM EERAEEH A A S - BT H AT R EBLEHR
FToAAMARHERARA M Ay Ry MELRBEEEHREX 12
RAEE A PER LR REAE AR ERERE] AL BELIEN
AOR] Mg Lo dush MBEEIHBLARN ABLEEBEEHTH
A7FREEMHMEL0 AR 8B EAZTRAOERS - EAMRZTIRe 4T
# & 0 EH&E% > Charnes ¥ A (1979) - Charnes gt Cooper(1984) 34 % &
D R R AEX; R Y 2 BE  EEAMA 10100 2K BATReo
HAERA — 8 REERERARERZEEHBE > AAFRAREEL
P RHERE A HEE > NS ERRA T OB AR BT RIRBXTHE
SRFBLAZEERE > Tu < 00 AR AARERB BT
Fu =058 HAHEERMAE > $uo>0 8 ARBRBMER -

KK (1) AEBHRZIEAINEL > BATES QB IGERIRE - £
FREMRAGHZ S BEAHERFL LS ZHISEHUREIEL 1
ARG BREREERSTHG  HALSMLA P (Charnes
Cooper, 1962) = st M MBTE L L H#1 (dual) BHET !

E. = min. w—s[zq:s,;—l-isﬂ
=1

<Li=1l,...,n

st.

k=1 j
st. > uYu—sp =Y, k=1,...,q
i=1
doviXu+sf=wXyy,i=1,...,p (2)
i=1

Z v =w
i=1
v; 20,Z=0,,1
R sy #s] 5508 F— RS54 2 T4 (surplus) SRR E — @ R4
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x—  RAEH
% A E B
mu | REEL X3 X1 X2 Y1 Y2

60 18 45 18 12
33 59 98 17 58

206 28 27 38 26
20 41 26 1 200 48

G 340 173 247 | 277 158

6 231 10 64 | 260 381
7 34 92 49 | 420 600
z 8 65 17 68 | 413 566
9 34 54 59 | 257 602
10 17 17 46 14 17

B 381 210 286 | 1364 2566

etz 258 (slack) - X (1) HBX2) EHHEBME - AL B REE
A - AR (2) P BE PSR ar AEABUAREEELZ L (B
TuiXg) HER AEARFARGKERSE 2846 ( P yXn) BTHR ik
R r Mk KB AT 4 (envelop) » B sk Charnes % A (1978) #% sbAg 3¢
5 K & K4 6.4 % (data envelopment analysis) » §#% DEA -
BEREACENBIHERRAEL EARAS I HBE  EE—R
> 3t 42 W #AR4E » Thomas ¥ A (1986) - Bowlin(1987) .54 A 48 kb4t
AHLE HOR E 4 feo 2 J4E o Banker % A (1989) AIEHMAFAZ S AL » BB >
HAFBVEOLEIARARE N A A L HE - RBR—HHALALTH 4%
HEXHBEFETN c BET - CABRATEA EZMEREL > A ZHENE
FTAERMEES  HEHWE 2T PEFTRBRE AR AN EZIREA T

E, = max. 19y, + 12w,
st ug + 60?.1,1 + 18?.&2 + 45?1.3 =1

1991 4+ 1295 — ug — 60u; — 18uy —45u; <0
17?)1 4+ 58?)2 - Uy — 33?1.1 — 0dug — 98'&3 <0
3'1)1 + 14?)2 — Uy — 261.&1 - 31U2 - 51’&3 < 0
38v; + 26v9 — ug — 206u; — 28uy — 27u3 <0
2001)1 + 48?)2 — Ug — 2011;1 — 41'&2 — 26?1.3 S 0
260'[}1 + 381lys — Up — 231?1.1 — 10?1.2 — 64‘11-3 < 0
420v; + 600vs — ug — 34Uy — H2uy — 4%u; < 0
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413w + 966v2 — ug — 65u; — TTus — 68uy <0

257y + 60205 — ug — 34u; — 54uy; — 59%us < 0

14v; + 17wy — ug — 17Tuy — 17uy — 46u3 <0

Uy, Ug, Us, U1, U2 > 107>, g unrestricted 3)

HE MR ERCZ M FEN 0 R B ARAHRRE — AR HEE R
SR EPT » b1  UB R BEBEAM > RARBREHAL
max. 17v, + 58vy

A — ARG S
Ugp -+ 33'&1 + 55?.&2 + 98’&3 =1

ABFORBX (3) BoAR - AR HAREBEEARLZ SR > FTHER
SRR BAZNE  UTFARGT » BEkEAFEZHEMH 5504675 - 0.1022 ~
0.0549 ~ 1.0000 > RA REMERAEGCEATLKE -

FHOBERANFEEEHRBLIBE  AARFSELAEALREE
B e Ak iy Ak AR BB 497 45 (Kao £ Yang 1991 - Kao % 1993) » &4
HER R B XN ERRHT R 4EAH (Kao 1994) % - Z8AHM - 2
FABBRRGEETIRE B EHE -

2 BRIRER

HEFGEER LA B ARED O AR LR RITA » LA
0 ARAME - AR (2) P AR SR RAFETRL ME—E KK
hosk- 9% H—fA RS L ME MRHEHAFERTERSRE > @i
BhBELr BAHTLHHE - gD Charnes FA (1978) AR AL TH e
HIFE SRS > 2ATEAA L - Kao(1994) EAH LA #k - £ 2R A EAA L
HFrGaE  FRAFTTRENEEAR  Ffl—RARAF =+ b~ REFA
MERREBBEF  AshFATRES 5] T BXAR—FWAT > &
A& sy IR T 0 BRI 100% M EF 0 R AR T RE N R TR,
FREERA  BF T

AFRUS ~AREHRFRANAE  ARFASY - F—BEBE—-&
PR AL RS TS MG > G AT ATRET IS — LR ARG
CRBAH mAAZ MR ARG 0 ARF R A T =
n ERFEEL - RE—EoHEETT > KM EE N ERREAEMA n AR
%ﬁﬁ?r%ﬂﬂihEmnqﬂuW@mﬁimjﬁﬁﬁﬁn4&&&%&%%
T AN ERR BB TEHREME AVE, = T8 Bi/n; » B Z@ BT
FRM - BEEAETROEREN S RLITELARTES  AREWEATH
Yotk ABRSEARE RAREAFNS HEE ATRE - AFRET
FRE AR BEEEL GRS AR FE g EAFEH AT
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By 2 Jo RARIIANE FHRIEFTE Bk & E ot ey » A —gg
BAMEERZ AR  HAGRE MRS TRFTARLEF

g
ny Z 'UrkY';k

max. . k=1 .

r=t (UTU + Up1Tr1 + Z urjer)

Jj=2
g
E 'vrkY;'k
st. = <li=1,...,n,r=1,....m
(Urg + Ur1Zs + Z Urj Xij)
=2
g
> Yo
k=1p <lji=mn;+1,...,n,r=1,...,m (4)
(Uro -+ Z u'r‘inj)
Jj=1

n1
Z T =Ry
i=1

Ly €z SUn,i=1,...,m
Ui, Vik = €, Uy unrestricted

BER&EEn AARELA B2 8 SR AECALREZHYE » Bk (7
Bog FRETHE s0,0=1,...,n BRIBET  RARALREH > 7R
REGFE > N B R RS —FEAL HEFR Ty 0 0B S EA I e
REBAT ABREREERRKX » 1 ifiﬁfif%%*éﬁ A2 TR A 45 B oF 3k
2 EEX (1) THREXAELA L TRUy # Ly - $—aRME47S 48 -
BATZEARENS B L@EMRY X, S8 %_@R%%#%ﬂﬂﬁ%
BB R A B (1) PR
KBHER(4) EREH > FABI R GldT

ny, g
E, = max. Y > vYn

r=] k=1

q
st Upg + Up1Lp1 + Zurjer =1,i=1,...,m

=2
g :
Z — Up1Tf1 — ZﬁrinjSO,?:zl,...,ﬂ]_,T:1,..'.,711
k=1 j=2
g
Z Ui Yip — ZUTJX23<DZ_”'1+]- LT =1,

=1



ni
Zﬂiﬂ = R

i=1
Lj <za <Up,i=1,...,m (5)
Uij, Vit 2 €, Uid unrestricted

EX VBT unrg 2 EARF AR > LA BRI o LR ABR
o 3h— fz b4 12 3712 (Generalized Linear Programming » GLP) i > # # GLP
W R 3 % Sk A 3L (Dantzig 1963) » BT HH BEARESTHER
=, (5) & i v, BB AE% U SR AT

Sz =Ry, Lo <za S Un

i=1
PR AR o RIS — AR PR A AT R AR R R R AL AR AT AR
2 %4 8 # (shadow price) % » BHREREH L BM un BRIANRE 2oy i =
1L,...,m A aREEEAEEZHEES mi=1. . n &R MRE
SRR EAES M Uy Z s Ak (reduced cost) TRTH :

ny n
Co =002 — 9 miTa — »_ TiXa
i=1 i=ni+1

Jo kA A0 0 B BB u FIAREM TIRE BABRBE L RL > A EHM un
SIS o mAh T, R Bk EXSHBES - REAIAFREC RA
FlZ zn BAE

[i31 1
min G, = 0:Tp1 — D, Rillis — S mX;
i=1 i=m 41
1
st. Z i1 = R]_
i=1 )
Li <y €Up,i=1,...,m (6)

S48 b 40 2] B AL T 8 M (subprogram) » AT & B un RRAR Ty
S8 P TR R A B P 7 A2 40 0 2L B0 R A6 & £ 4 5] 1A (master program) ©
B (6) FEE ]l ZREEANER (5) HFEEART B3 AR SRR
i# %k (Dantzig 1963) -

B (5) ST GLP ik KA1 A K HAA LR EM BN > 2 2RH
Ay, BRAXEREEL 2y REETR - ZAH ut] BRFRFERE
Ao BEEE TREAEEAr ERMEBZIMNSEF LR —ZLRA
AT L ZRAEEZESSERFTRNE - ARFR T KRR T LA R
BiE N, RAELEERATEAAMSRFN  FAREAHRALT —HS
BrR o HEREBGRT  HEIRAHME -
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= .

AR—ZFMES BB ELREE —BRAATF X, - 20K T7 (=
M) ZMEA 35 Fli o REZ BT A RE— %60 33~ 26 206 -
200 A BAR R R B2 R 5 5 A& 0.4675 ~ 0.1022 ~ 0.0549 ~ 1.0000 ~ 1.0000 -
METRHEMN IS B2 F—HARENPERRALMEET A G HEEE
WBE - BRAARRERASRIZBELALEAR I REUTIZ AN - AER
RARERRZEZET » @B FTHEHLFRIRMBETATXET (S LHK
(5)) : ‘

E, = max (19v1 + 12v15) + (17va; + 58vs2) + (3uz; + 14vsy)

-|-(38'U41 - 26’042) + (2001)51 + 48'[)52)

st. Uio 4+ 21Uy 4 18uqgs + 45113 =1
Usg + To1Ua1 + 55?1,22 + 98?.!.23 =1
Uap + TarUa) + 50uze + Bugy = 1
Ugg + T41%41 + 55Uga + 98uys = 1
Usg + Tsrls + 55’&.52 + 98?1;53 =1
19v7 + 12'1)12 — U0 — F11U11 — 18'11,12 — 45?1,13 <0
17'011 + 58’012 — Uip — To1lU11 — 55?1.12 - 98%13 < 0
3v11 + 14vy — u1p — Ty — 31upe — 5lugg <0
38u13 + 26015 — Uyp — TaqUpr — 28112 — 2Tu13 <0
20_0'!)11 + 48’()12 — U0 — Tx1U11 — 41?112 — 26?1.13 S 0
260'011 + 381'1)12 — U1p — 231?1.11 - 10'&12 - 64’11113 < 0
420?)11 + 600’012 — U9 — 34'&11 — 52’&12 - 49’&13 < 0
413v11 + 966u;5 — U1g — 65U — TTu1s — 68u;3 <0
257"1]11 -+ 602’!)12 — Uypg — 34u11 - 54?,[.12 — 59'{1;13 S 0
14?)11 + 17?)12 — Uip — ].7'11,11 — 17?1.12 — 461&13 <0

FAA LT ERAEA TR BB v, U2, Uig, Uy, Uiy Upa D5 KB Upr, Urs,
UrQy Urls Up2, Urz, 1=2,3,4,5

Ty + Tar + Ta1 + Tay + Tsn = 345

64 < 1, <66

29.7 < z9; < 36.3

23.4 < 24 < 28.6

185.4 < z47 < 226.6 B

18 S T51 S 226
Vi, Vi = 10_5_, Ugp unrestricted

SHE X P B2 B RIA RITR w1y, Uay, Us1, Uar, Uy B BB Mz FRA
R Pr R AINE > KRR TIEERR e R4
%+ 4R B %((0.393062,0.074944, 0.034167,1,1} (0,0,0,0.066518,0,0.048377,0,0,0,
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22 MHZAMTERAENRYBEME

RESS |3 AN B | % 2 A | B ANE (B FE
1 60 0.4675 54.0 0.5148

2 . 33 0.1022 29.7 0. 1277

3 26 | 0.0548 23.4 0. 0590

4 206 1. 0000 219.9 1. 0000

5 20 1.0000 18. 0 1.0000

" Ao 345 2. 6245 345 2.7016

0.278167) (0,0,0,0,0,0.024609,0,0.05036,0,0,) (0,0,0,0.006147,0,0.013571, 0.014449,
0,0,0) (0,0,0,1,0,0,0,0,0,0)(0,0,0,0,1,0,0,0,0,0)) » A4 # ikl = GLP ik - &% /&
Fiaug B BAAHBAZTFRINAEAS
min 0.393062z;, — 0.066518z4 — 0.048377(231) — 0.278167(34)
st. 11+ T2y + Zs1 + Ty + Tsn = 345
o4 < zq3 < 66
20.7 < 91 S 36.3
23.4 < 14, < 28.6
18 < z5; < 22

B4 B AR R B4 5 -0.305861 » B A0 MAERFI A un B 0 x:[54,29.7,23.4,
219.9,18]  BEE L L2 HH > RETRRAEL TR BF XA x*=(54,20.7,23.4,
219.9,18] o HEFEF BTN Uy HKug > vg - us FEE O LAHBZ C, BIE
B BTEEAREEERAE  BLOEABREAZTRIEIR  ZARR
Bz BBk T REHRERET  RERE 1 RERARK > #£24.85
0 o BB FE » EEREREGKETHEY 05249 #2904 0.5403 - RIBA
52.91% c AR BYRE Lot R EEA L 2 3 HREBAFETES
B AR R A TR REARA4 5 RS AEMESE L Aitd 158
B 5 AR EREE TR 2R 2SRRI R4 MEFERBYRE -
B Y Bk ERAATREZEHRAENEREL10% » FhEER
T R ERENELLELEG AAFAET  REFLHREIRTLAR
FWTIHZIHREE > HEIRERTWER .

¥ W

g Farrell(1957) B F iE3rfk REA LB AERE > #FRHRA
FH MR, £ R3] AR &R Charnes FA (1978) MR AH OB E
PR ST EAARE ) A EEEREENZHEFTN  BELTH
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# & Shephard (1970) #4 & B EA AR A ELZEH LY - BARETEL
Z WM ARAL Ak E & FREZ 0 Seiford (1990) XA A2 EH Ty
SRE AR O&EFEMNCERRAEERE Y — W LG4 -

AXBEANGBIA T OSEFFRRESZIAHAE TR ALENT
Bl R B R E AW gE - AT L FHRTAEIEAE TS
RESH AAH L EZRAIE BRI REIMBA R E NG
FERBAE AR RLERERAZIFTRIBEFTR - A EWEALFELHRERE
REZEFRIBEFALEMNR  ALEATHARZSERFT AT  BEZTAEE
M REAE B BHESHRIRIAREARm T #HELERFRE
FAE  BEEZUARBCOARPEANTR  HARBLSERTR KF
A EEAREHKEE  NTHEHRILTRERNE » AHREI L RE -

EfT— > R LT EEBZLM - HHFELREATRE  AEZZH/AET
RELES - S ABRAMHABLALHERAR AT RBHERNFES > ETHIBE
IR FRIENBLY  EAERARLTELEAEARAEZI T RERE
IEERAMEE RSMBEEHE -
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