HY=ZE4A A3

AFFAAEALS) B Y

T =
................................................................ (B ;k)
I.ME
0. XSG YMgol st 88 HINE Y L4HEF 23
W XISBHHLAIS MY 2H ey
V. XU THNLAIA L] YA EFAR Y =2
V.Z 220 Y HUE A

2 AFqAE AwEgpdagie a3E Folu EeA A9E7t
AAE &8s A8 2570 ALAR7198 FIMEAE S 19958 F-H
20029744 HEAEE B3O 2 v]PAE (non-radial) o] 2 AEA FH
Q1 Malmgquist A A S5 AFE-8te] £ o284 WSt 0 7484
N&A 584 As 71eHs, 71ed a8 Wt Y nEEE WEE
2Qstn Z¥Y NAE S AA P

2 Ao 29 AHE gokstd AA, FYMEAGY Aol &
HF 13.5% F7he Ao g Jetgth €4, 71€3 A48 A% 2.6%
Z71% o B8 71E5SE S 10.6% JRE] PAgo] A& Adnche
#2 71350 93 F719 208 vegch A4, 7|3 cagde d
BF 3.5% 71 ol vjs] FEEEAHL 0.9% Z2® Aoz Yeht ¥F
MEAd el el gdat ag4o) W ik ot TN EAdo]l AT
22 $9HI YA ¢S A2 BT

ABA AL FANEAI ] B E Andy] AMME FIAE
Aol dg A&EHQ AN 720 ARG 9 FYMNLAAY AR}
9} 3 Ag e AEAH FAAEY] FEAE FolT FYMEAAE ohd
3k A7 dof gthe Aot

[FA04: A% FFNEAN, BPEAR Malmquist BAH3A] s, A2 22
¥4 (DEA), A4 B7h, &4 %71

r o] EEL 20034 #IHLATATY AL 45 AT YS (KRF-
2003-041-B00616).
v AL AS RS YYBARY 55
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1.AA &

19804 t) o] F FRBAF L AdNBEE 23] SARAE, 4
okt AYA YT A RAAGAY) ATRHA 502 oS 2o BF
A AL QA Sl AL E AALEA0) 2799 2 oh
2 FHEA AL BT ETAL FA 9 7122 ZYAWL o] Aol o]

i

o A9 FE7 T4 IJ 144 9] AP DA o o) Bt A7t S} g
< TARE oIt AR @Azt A pAy 3
ko]l & Ao 4317 Yste] 1989 B
FAEA o] FRHGTHIEA - 478, 2001: 152).

AR DA G GGl YdAA e FQF vF S A=
MRS B3] AdME TIMLA o dE A o)

B3
ol
off ol
o2

2 ARl QR HFA] ol wet BriAsl FRH oz Bl
T 71RRIPEH 2R o] R0 A AT IMEAGY BN

T 434 ALY} ol FolAok FAE BT TAALAYS B
@ ATES 22 FYNBNLY BALTH ANLE, TAABALY o
AT, YL ALTRIL 5 FANBARYY AR A
& ANSE U AFPS B ok} 37 AYAARAE A E} A
_l,ﬂ_
S|

o X
4]
e

d
il
d
2
ol

(efficiency) olvt BAH (productivity) & ARRF L A}Lste] wot o
Aol y AFAH o7 HIstE ol 2EAQ 3

= 22A 8% AUz U
et ANTIABAYel AFRT o F& FYHHE A
7] AAE 19979 Bol BT JB97] olF AR ALY ) 4
Aol ol AR MARMEAT BATOZA I/ LAIY o) 44T

Aol F& AXNTAY IS Aol ¥ A Do FGA e}
el A &2 AY S A8 FAAAS G At glon, £3+4
A B4} E SYARR Frstd A FMNER 48§ 9=
TS RS Fo7t Atk o] 8 AN E 71ed aeAdR oz )
SRR 38e F 24484 (total factor productivity: TFP)-& A}
&3t A HHE AAlsor dok 28y, AE g earg o oste
Malmquist 84 A4 (productivity index) E AF23te] AAEL B}
& A7E el dH o} A 71 W3 o) Fojx A L1 gt}
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B2t £ @79 522 Malmquist A AFE AHEsh] A 23
Natargl el A WstE ST O AT INLAIYRS] SdE A
A3 S Hrbske #9 BAAHE EUE A3 IMNLAIYG S Bl o
g A A AL AA S b i

=99 £AME i gk A2 AN ATTIMEALY o9 3l o
A, AT ANEA S B B BIHAESG ABATEES LF3 L, A

3= AL o8 AHR T ALFANEAY Y NS 54
317] 9% Malmquist AAAAAF 2 SHEHES AAS o, FY8AE
o A E AR A8 EA e dEstol A4 AEE G

3
ALl el A S S5t 1 2HE =9, AsFedME 723
2 Qoksty ANFTIAMNEAY Y BrAAA S Bt AI3H AR
A7 2 S,

0. AFPEAglel 28 89 57s 2 A+ 22

1. AY39M gAY oo & iy

Y Lol EABAEL EUE B4 folels BEey, BX)
A9 g2l WEL A5kl A%, ARANBA TE TTA W B
o8 EAE ASS TR ALRAL G, S5 YA A}

FA3E Ag A IAEA ol (kg4 - A7, 2001: 152).

AR GA o Qloix FHNEAY LS ARANEATE AYFINDE
3 AE B8 AHAF LA CE A YA AA DA 2] FAT|HE T8
AR A 02 AYstn ot AFHIVIAE FINEALLS A=
9 FAMEALIGH AT FINEALDLE T3 FH ] gkod, T
A7 AEA Y TIMEAIL AFAR] EANEFAE F3 FAHD
Atk 2= ARA LA FINEAAE B FHAA DA AN =
dRE SANLZAE AREAL, 7I2AADA M= AL Q7L &
GMNEAG A7 AAH L ARG FEI U 1AZ EIFHI U

20059 49 A vk AEide AP A (19970) R
DAAIAD (121D 3 FA A A3HE (3171) F 3517 o] 2
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T glom, ALFIMNEAGL G719 TIANLAY 40709 2t
AFEE Y EAANE AL 137 & AFH O BT 53707 $95 1 g},

AGEIMNEAL L BN, FhRA, THFANY, FUdd =
¥ § EA U G QAo HUY BofE FH0Z 95904
gh HZole AsA g 22489 299 dEo] 4T L 294}
A, BRANEA, SAZIEAAAR], AR (A FEA
s EXANE o] 3] AtF e EokE 1 g o] S 1 Qi)

AT RNEAA L] Folg Aund F7 A sk 28 & gt}
(82 - 473 2001: 169). AA), 19909t 24717 Algo] =715t
T 1990 ) Fubell S WA Algdo] rasty Yok 54, LT Y
LAY LS F2 BN FH8E T 909, A4 FIMLAIG 9] oF
O= FeEA4

o)
<

P

g AL Ak AR, 19909 2iolE TREYRTE Z2anl
Ahgdo] BShA g, 19909t Fubel: FHANNTIE FURYAIo]

B2 85§ 2A8 3

2. ¥ YO E & 2HFE

ARE7Ie Fdaede o7l A8l 19929 AME/Q 3%t
MEE T3 ALF71Gl e AGHAAZ £UF 0] 1993 RE A
FHYoH, A7 Asa AP BH ABFY AL B3
199958 AF71 el de BF B 77t A B3hE et

AREINEARI O dE FYBe FPAX R 24 ?‘l?ﬂ%ﬂrd kis
ARG He g3 ARG ARAEEE £ 10088 V|E0=
AR el Fa Al wet FAE Rojd F o PHL 7’“‘}0}01 A2
AE =AE Aot HY2R oJFoiA 1 A (FIFAAFYE
2004: 5).

WA EE AYAF D ( 5?‘*) 28 (20%), ALY (504), nAw
%(15%) T 4] 9922 T Utk AEAEE AWRE, A9

= e 3 %‘73&‘4"‘(3@) A9 3 2 AAd B

), BIAR AP (3A), F71ABA £ (6% T 47 A==,
#AFLE 23 9 QAR @A), AR ), AF L AT H

), At g AR (73), FIE BB (BR) S50 AR, AFY
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CE 1D XLUSENLAHS I B

EEES A YA E E
L CECEEEL

3 A9E e xd % A9 B
o A9AR Y 44

o 371944 2%

24 9 A

o A8

2. 4942 (208) | th A2 2 AR

& A 2 878

wh. 39y R e

72993 2 A9

o 284 Aned
EREREE R SRR

o SRR A3l EADY Fely
oh S AAY o 2247

o A2z U AAARY 234
A ATFAY B2

of §7 2% =9

7} 2AAANED 75

24 2 wdne 394
2AVEE Anxd 3 43

-0
14
ol
o
o
@

3. A4 &9 (503

4. 1ANF(15%)

U O |~ 00U UI DN W NS NAO W WW

W,
o,

AE45 L AR (63), 33 ALEEH (BH), AFIAA
T2 ARZAP (7)), FAAES EADY A G, AP F2A
o #2142 83), A5xe 2 FPARY AP (TH), ATA 2
=GR, $ARS =Y (7H) T 8 ARR, 181 1AVSRES
AAJANAED 75 4R, B4 2 19039 444 (63), LAVEE
Anxd € 43 6A) 5 34 ARR 47 F4H A @FIAANZY
B7he, 2004: 23).

HAZA RS B¢ DAY e =Uste] H8doz Hrte ¥4
e woluA ata Yot @AE B7He) BAH FoAHE ARLF o o
& GAE FEst] 24 DAEE HALS B, 59A B A 4
Azel] g BH d A AT (HHY 100%2 B30, %7}

=

k| r.‘o
o
-
&
flo

(TR

K
F
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o 1~2%% ¥8), B53 (39 80%% BAHs, AuHrt9 3~453F
T8), CoR 0N 60%2 FR3H, 2dHP719 5~65F £4), DS
TFONEY 40%2 B8k, Bt 7~85F £8) Y ESF (WA
20%% BAs, AdPrte] 957 €)% FRAM(AZAXNA IR
744, 2004: 5).

A Hrte) JrplEL 153, 259, 355, 457
H,85%, 99 ¢ 9N SECE FEHY TAH Y&e <E o 2
(=22 4 9274, 2004: 5-6).

a3y, ol2d B3hE e 2 7 AR S AUz Aok A, A9H
7t A S Aol diel FeEH T QitkE Holth(%3, 2001:
128). AR FA ] EAMNRFAIE did 7 AGAA G FrisE 5
NNAIRE, AQ719 ALZ G NI S AEH o7 HrgadTe] 2
YMEALY ol AR Q= 7BE AHFEE Hojgly] W&o ujd
5-107) A&vto] FPBE7HE Q7] wjEolghy

A, HIPEY BAAE AAE £ 9l 9 SFoR TRt 3

AE Foishe €Y B/PhEe B g 284 o) a7 A 7
ol gtk 1l 3 A FAAY o] 2R UH S FAAE B B
EEYYEUL BHE B 429 A9E FUske] Ao 2uE 2y
FEAE B ole o, FAAER 7HFA MREE A Holgn
2 & gt

AR, APAIEAE Hsn Qe ALTAALAAY AL AYaF
HtAFH AR aRFH R JFL vF £ Y= KA A
(incentive mechanism) 7} ¥ &F3lths Aotk A3 AQH/IAEE A
HEE AYG7148A AL NEAEL AUE7 g FHS 2% g
AANGAE CHE F3t YlE AT, FFLEY cARAAZ A
AE843E EUR JQAEHRE 29dAY FFAYE AEE 519 FY

D 2004950 = A, oMtA), AGEHO|AANYRE, BEXA] A EA) E 57) 244
@A, 200395 AR, SAF, FAA, LX), AAFAA = 57 AR @
A, 2002950l = ZAEA, AFA], $2A), 23], AWM, ARE 2L BN, A
71, A, AEE 5 1071 AXGA o] FAH S weth (32 A A g "}
9 2002/2003/2004).
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<g 2> BB BoD|E

5 8 377 &
— B7A B 27 F LS 283 wEaE A
152 | - o2 A9 AdA 44L& 08 202 BaE T AFRA 48
AEAR YA LI ABA A2 93t A ARHE A S
Txl—l%%ﬂﬁﬁ?ﬂ%ﬂ%%m¥%%%ﬂq EF 5z ga B
°E | dagz agsE A%
- HAREoN 275 B S AR BESE A
353 | - oYL 235 gAY QPSP FA0U AR 4A 7} AR
A= AL
ea - 3524 278 71FS YRR FEUY 35T SEAE A B
°F | mxgm AAHE AL
- AT 2= FAYEL thr BEE RS
553 | - #A o) nl8) AFo) FF AL o] AN B3] 7=
ARG BT A S
- AR BN QT8 AL u] & A9
653 | - AFIAA ng ojabdu] @A So) uiadE e RAXG S e BA 2
AAxego] v e A5
oo | - 65FNA 27eE 712 AL 65F $E tha % ¥Rt
TSE | qAge Ao
g — HA FM 2 F5H= ARE A A S
o | — AlJAHo) X 23] BFEAY FAA e A Y AY
w;l—S%Sﬂ%ﬂﬂ%é%%@qﬂ%ﬂ@-éﬁﬂmﬂﬂﬂﬂ%ﬁﬂ
W | gazT = ANAEYAI QT ARHE AS
NAE rdtels A9Ere 284 A9 & 2gslA] = oz
L A=

A, FIMNEAAY B Ao thate] haTh2ES} QAL F
AFAEL] AFARE AHLE AAZA F717t o F3H (25,
2001: 129; #4435, 1996: 6-27).

OAA, @8 Br7HAEe A973 Y, 398, A9, 2Au=
BFINEANA Y AL AE TR H
U 7] g&ol ABFARE AHEste] agiolu e s
FAQ 43R A o) vl FeH
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3. MY HE

FTEMEAL N B HYATEL T2 FINLAN Y FAH T )
A (9, 1989; 471, 1991; AR A9 H 3], 1992; 34484 -
e, 1995; AAZ, 1996; ZEF, 1996) & HIE, TIALALY o
S A (R 4, 1989), FYNLY AAGH P (0|4 H, 1989) F F
FNLAG S A= AAELE A b AF Y,

2 ATl s ATTINLAG S A& Fohe] o Eo) AT
NTAIYS BEYS B AYATES THOR AWRIE
ol A AYATERZE AYTIMNIAAY 584 A el B
& AT (E7H, 1995) ¢ 58 <, 2

E38 B4 A7 (5L, 20007 &
ol
°J'_TL§1(1995)4 ATE AR V198 259 587 AQAYRy
AAsE7) F8 FEEA, AFHEEH, MEXNE E8 T2
(frequency analysis) ¥ L AHE4 (cross—tabulation analysis), 291

4, S8, B 52 Agstel ABFGALA S AA B AHE 3
2090, AIYANLENIAH 2L, AL AFHez

A, AA, &2 HYHYG7Ie] AZE FEEH A
A SelA AFD Y T A E FHAQ o w3
T FEHQ AAt ddFer 22 A07 Yyt
A, ARA G D2HAFIEHRYD o B EARNES AU Y,
AR ILAE G5t Qv AR TA N = 2 YR L9 dA oA
2o] go] Yehta Qi uha e 7|24 gR o) = AFY
9 Z7|dAY 2H9F FdA TAH) AUFHORE & Ao Z Ve
BTt A, ALITINLAG L E&F AYBARY S AFGe) g8 &
o TS JUZ FASHA nEE AR E AAsE W
T ALFTIANEAL Y 23S FEAAT 719 Y 23, AEA O QI
Agr|aste o8, A94AFY] #u, g4 B 5L FHH o 37
o] A2 TFTFERE AEtE e AP
L5&(2001) 9] @7+ 19943 % 1998W7HA] A= 617] A3

|

o}-,l
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MEAG Y 587 HEARE dFoE FEYURNAFITEY
(stochastic production frontier function model) & AFg3to] A3
AEAde] Vs3] 284S 545t vlaSA (inefficiency) & 2482
Ag BAFPY, o] A7 FYULAZE L (FEEGAI}, At
u], FEAn], Gkday], 7)) 3 Fd g (R gela % 7]
AAFHATAN Z, AZEEE TTYS AEste dE BE 84 2A L
Ag A7) f3 AP (LA e AN ANTE 5
HAFZE AR

A7ATE Hd FEHEGL7E ddAde 2 A8 59
A Y 9FgE A b bE) dvrdey], o], a3 A gl
22 Z1gAAT AN = Fred S ()9 dFS A, o] v gLt
Hog BEHI e ALE YRt Ed I NEAgel vE g
ol A A, A IFY TAMNLFALY] vlagAdo] FF3F7)
AL AT INLAIG Y R E SR o & A2 et ol e
AARE 473(1995) 9 72 34e} Anran) w3 At S5 o
2t vl Z&4 0] St AL E YEH

¥, Malmquist A A F= 719 (FF5F, 2002; Zaim &
Taskin, 1997), ¥ (F2%, 2003; Burgess, Jr. & Wilson, 1995;
Tambour, 1997), <= (Fare 9, 1992), 2 & (Giuffrida, 1999), &
(Cantos 9, 1999), AHAIA (Finn & Sverre, 1998), Ax% (Fire 9,
2001), ¥4 Millan & Aldaz, 1998), &3 (Alam, 2001), R E3IA}
(Fukuyama & Weber, 2001), 37}7F A4 8] &2 (Chang & Luh,
2000) 5 thoFst Rofof H&= 3 gigh.?

9= 3¢ AF7HA Malmquist A AFE Thdst 2ofoll 243
AT-E0] wi¢ @ol £ AFolA olo] B3 HYAFEL EF
RS B AT HAE Yol dEel A BAG T3RE 8
FQAHES FHoR 1A R 3

Zaim & Taskin(1997)2 H7] Az 287) F4F-E2 19749
B 19917H4 Y AR5 E A2 2 B 27 (nonparametric) Malmquist

o
.1

N
>
z
k)
il

2) o} ute) thEA AF5d Ba|M= Fire 9(1998: 151-174) 2 #:23}7) vjaic),
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AHgst] 37199 A A E

=3 3L
o =2 [e)
OBS RULLEE AARATS QAR - AR - WYY A,

A= Ao Ve
Burgess, Jr. & Wilson(1995)< v]= ¥4 E
2], 0 e, F 2 ARAR, 283y AFFA BFEH
Malmquist A A FE AFE-3t] A Wi
QARLE p_:l-/é Bi/\]-/‘_q} 7&7] \:ﬂ "* %'_%7

)
JL
12
ox f
X,
o
o, A
_g:
3
3_’,
n
_‘3
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ozi
i
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o
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I
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=
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I
AU
W R job rlo
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g
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rL el
11_,
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X
A
(o,
ne,
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O
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L
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X
A,
d_o‘ Ol
~
Bl
02‘.4 -
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AL e
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ok
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4
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il
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¥
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s
o
m{> riet
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N
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Q) ]' iéﬁdﬁ_ A——i L}E}‘qu’
Tambour (1997)+= 19883 %¥ 19933719 A9 d FZHd 4
A58 W22 ¥ B F Malmquist AV A FE A8t BAMA ®
ﬂg— SAYPY. 2= FUeAE AEY W JE -4/\]'4 TRE59 A

g, 2181 AFEEE UZ A5 5UR iS5 AR £

=37, QA JAFATE AT ATEHE B PAAo) £
of 42X S7IRAT, AEHZE {08 o= EAQ8A] Y= Ao U
335 4= 3

AFFMNEA A Bk AYATFEL WA (productivity) & Al
EHE AHESt Bt o] ARFoln AFH 07 Hrlste tos 22F
A FAE AYL Ytk L78(1995)9 A7 EEAS A= ) Q)
olA MHER AE AUz glen, 252(2001)9 dFE AwEY
MEAAY 84S P S ¥ 7|&88 (technical change) & £4]
2 XPE Bt ol RFYLAE 9&3] dUui £ vdYn|go
TRt A2 FYQAE AR vryskA gtk

%3 Malmquist AR FE A AYATFET A YBRE A
A EA6 YA Tl AEES F (slacks) & WHIstA &

a

¢

-

>

J

s
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=%
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A+ (radial) Malmquist 843 A 5o &3 Ao}, spAT P44
32 o o JgeA S35 d3liMe FUAG AZESY e N
48 v]¢AH (non—radial) Malmquist B AFE AHEat= Zo] vt

22

¢

B A3E ANTINEAe @8 FrAEY ABATEY #AE
Zratstol Ot 2 koA AT AA, B A7 FFAAT
g rtgdo] ARs T Qe Y FriA TS} 2ol AT YAEALE A o
sto) A o7 P god, FIAMEAYY aedd 7edst
%ﬁﬁi ’%"}_“é H3lE 139 AR S ARS8t BT
A7EAd ol Ui BEEEY FAABEAN FAA
g &t 73"8‘%;5&% AN = AEE JdAAsg AAGAEE T8
H Y2 (panel data) E AHE3H ARFYNLAIGY FLaMY ¥
3}H(TFP change) & £33t} ©]& A4 Malmquist BAEAFE A
gat0] 2o AN Wstel 7 P e 71EH 584 W3t (technical
efficiency change) 9 7)< 3} (technical change) & 5733t Al
71ed 584 W3 FALAYU Ved &84 M3 (pure technical
efficiency change) 8} T2 &84 W3l(scale efficiency change) & %
APt B3] PEAREE o] 43 Aol Malmquist FAHIA & A
ZMEAY S A GAE ZE&A WEe 7EWsE 2 A
H3E 53 & e AL A4z Ao

AR, B A7oAs BAd HstE o o AgsA S350 A8 F
de i AZE Qg ¥tgddtE ¥¥AH (non—radial) Malmquist
B AGLE AR o] WH L A Malmquist BAEAFE AL
FAYATEY FAE FES F Q7] Wi FFFEY AT
oM Fo3 WAL 7ot £ & o

YA, FLA804 3o FPAE 7817] A8 AEEHEA (data
envelopment analysis: DEA) ol &3 W7 3% (frontier estimation
methods) & AHEt} o] ¥ A¥ A TorngvistA4 E& Fisher
A ol vl 8 74 FAEE AY Yo B] 242 Malmquist 44
AXAFE AR E R 3R gon, BE GAEo] &9
(100%) E&8Q Aoz 7HgsHA] gon, H]%ﬂii}‘/} TAH 3o}

il
%
o\-_l
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2 e S MY Fort Q7] gEe TERE 9 njedyzAs
& THE A% 53] F4310 sl o] 2FE Q] Ao v L3
43 8 gAY 7HFo) B1gata] ¢ Avke] Q7] WlEolt}, mul
obuz}t B2 Malmquist JAFAFE 2 AL 7]au s (3
BAA G o]F) o A& M (AR g THA T B 4 Qo
ol F& Ztx Qi)

PR E AFeldE TAMNEAGY AL 1T A=
dAYE A7) Aste] 19953 8E 20029744 ZEHOT ZA8

257) ARA 714 AAZIABAAE B4

0. A5 dNEAL ] B Sy

1. 449 o)

AEH o AL wF, AR 5 BAQ A9 EAE (inputs) 7 A
AR E F3 doIAE A2 E (outputs) S BT AoTA YulH o2
FUE A B2 v &2 FYHH(0]d4 - ]2 Y, 2000: 57). A
T4 9u]9 BAFL &E&A (efficiency) T GAFS AE o2 o] A} e
53t

2, AdE uo] AL A 7R SEA =oE 3 gtk A=
EEARET oty sl s TdY, SAL 28T aHAY
(effectiveness) & X3}, ARE 4259 ¢ ZE A (quality) &
22 #h(Swan, 1983; 844, 2002/2003a/2003b). & ATNN &3
dtel 1 3he AL A 84T V|edstE o oy 7|
ZleTEY WIEA FYMNTANE FHstE FAHA Q2L By
Holu 7leg /dstn 3o st 89 W3le onjsin)
7131 B (technological progress)7} o] %ol A7) gJaM = T LA}
A& BE FTTLEY AEAYL Fol1 AYrATE B33 5 9

T AHFH] AEHOEF o]FA & Q& FE5 24 (learning
el
=

o}i O

o
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A% (frontier shift) E+ kYA # (paradigm shift) 02 F3&
T U2

A7 E4 (frontier analysis) & #9543 (best practices) & 73 9
A 44 (decision— making units: DMUs) & 7]F22 a7
(production frontier) o]\t 8] & W7 (cost frontier) 3} & A&W7
(efficient frontier) & £&3% t3, 54 @99 43 &4 (relative
analysis) & 71€3d &84 T+ vl 8§ A8 (cost efficiency) 8.2 3
stn, F2 A5 X ZE4 (DEA) E& §E517 4 (stochastic frontier
analysis: SFA) & A&t}

2. Malmquist &9 x| 4

2 AT e ALY Aty e g% YA E
#83to] AZEE HUstets 0T B  JOoERE NI AYNLAY
o] A wiskel 0 FA_AQ Ved a8 A3, 7leds Jled &
284 ¥3l @ #REEA HEE AEAFH (output—oriented)
Malmquist FAHIA 2 S},

Malmquist B2 5E %59 7I€ diste] 2+ 57 (data point)
g AYEY vl && AVTOER F AR B HEtE S A
olt}, #2495 (constant returns to scale: CRS) 71&& 7|1F2 8 ¢t
711X & t+171 (M RALA) Ato] 2] A& 2] 84 Malmquist BAH
A7E 4 (1)F 2o Yetd 5 Atk (Coelli 9, 1998; Fire o,
1994a/1994b/1998).

3) IR S £ 7 A& AP Adhe] SN &= o)d-$(2004) & F=3V)
ulgic},

4) A8 XAEML Charnes 9(1978) &, 2elx HEAFEY LS Aigner 9
(1977) 2 Meeusen & van den Broeck (1977) ¢ 2J3] 3¢kl o]% ofz] Ho}oj
FAASA AEH vk AR XA A YL - E Seiford &
Thrall(1990), Ali & Seiford(1993), Charnes £}(1994), Seiford(1996) ¥
Soteriou & Zenois(1998) &, 281 FEWZ ¥ disiA: Lovell(1993) 2
Kumbhakar & Lovell (2000) & #z3}7] ulgt}.
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Dt(X:+1,.Vt+1 l CRS) % Di+) (Xt+1,_Vt+1 | CRS)]UZ
D,(x,y, | CRS) Di+1(x,y, | CRS) (1)

M(Xt,Yt,XtH,ytﬂ) = [

°q7]}"1 X[“E‘ t7]-°’] ’IIE‘%]Q._}I\_’EE.?‘, }’t"\:_" t7]94 )&%%%, Dz(Xt+1,Yz+1)"’C‘ t+1
7] BRAERY 7] 7Zle7A Y AGE 747 Jedd 180 & Mgk
tZ71o4A t+1717421 8 F A8 S7HE YeERE v, 180 &2
@ TR AAE Ve A (1) F AR+ 7813
T (geometric mean) 1 Hl, 3 AA F2& t7]19] 7)o diste] gk
Aolil 7 HA R t+17]9) 71&d thste] Fr13 Fol

4 (1) 22 Malmquist AT 4 (2) 8 Zo] 71&4d a8

Hatel 71sRist s Fad o

M (X, Y, Xee1,¥e41)

- D[+1(Xt+1,)’z+1 | CRS) % D[(Xt+1,y1+1 ] CRS) % Dt(xt,y[ | CRS) ]1/2
D(x,y. | CRS) D1 (Xe+1,¥e41 | CRS)  Diti(x,y: | CRS)

=713 284 W3 x Jledst (2)

o714 2% W] vl &L 1719} t+17] Atol9 Farrell(1957) &) A& A&
d 71&€d a&4 WU3le £33 & 584 ¥3E t7]9A Farrelld)
e B84 g t+17]9A4 Farrelld 71€3 2849 v$3 59
steh 2] () oA A Y] B2 7|3 A Holg, o] AL x4,
T xollA 7R F 71 Atold] Zlewiste] v|Etgdoltt 1RT £ &
4 W3 Cleash g2 )M t+12174x Q) 718 284 Oleddh
o] 7MY AL e ¥ 180 &AL g2 84 (V1edsh o] o3
g A& 9w i

34, 713 584 ¥Hste 7259 7PA (variable returns to scale:
VRS) 7l&€ 7I1€28 & 584 W3, 5 71¢3 €584 ¥sldy #=8
T84 ¥sY F08 2B U4 HREEY WEE 7RSSV}

5 TEF7PR(VRS) AZEHEH o] thaA = Banker 9}(1984) & #Z3}7] v}
gt
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B (VRS) ¥4 7EFAEH(CRS) B3 Aolor g WstE WY
gch meEA 7led 584 WS Vel cE84 Wste 7EAEA
W3tz ZA5HE 4 (3)F 2o

Div1(Xer1,y141 | CRS)
Di(x,y: | CRS)
_ DutXesn,ywr | VRS) [Dt+1(Xt+1,.Vt+1 | CRS)/Div1(Xer1,y141 | VRS)]
D(x,y: | VRS) Di(x,y: | CRS)/Di(x,y: | VRS)
Zled ¢agd M3 x TRAE U3 (3

A71H 18 2 7&
t+17174x18) 71& 4 —cr
A 18T &S L S8 (TERESA)

3. BA7IE EEHXE(SBM) 2t TO7|E 25X B (Super—SBM)

271 F 84 A E (slacks—based measure of efficiency: SBM) &=
F84 9 AEE Ao (slacks)E 2UsHq A& AS (efficiency
score) & Al A0® 7 B0 A% AEEY YT Eust=
49 £94 (units invariant) & 22 om, =3 7} FYoi9d AEE
Zojof QojA Bz o7 7HAsE T4 (monotone) 8 EAE AU
At (Cooper &, 2000: 97; Tone, 2001).

3, Zod7]F XEEA A E (slacks—based measure of super—
efficiency: Super—SBM) & #97]& & A X (SBM) & AH&-8te %
A (radial) A2 EZEA 23 CCR(Charnes, Cooper & Rhodes) &
oA A&3Q ALE yetd b 283 JAEA G E Alold] &
&4 Aol & WE T

4, YA - AEXEH Malmquist YAHEX 42 Y

A Msts 48] Aste] 71Ee] AHEE WA Malmquist 2
AgATFE Fhoie A2 EY F9E LA e TEHA £AF
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=AY 7] Wi} B AT E FYU2A D AEEY B E ug
e FHE AYL e vHAY - A2 A %3 (non-radial and
output—oriented) Malmquist BAHI A5 AHE o

HEAEE ol &t Avol AExFRAYP] NPAY g9
ALg-8F9) A2 34 (distance functions) & A4S 4 Qioh, A A 2w
FNLAG Ol tE F 717 Atol] QA WEH(TFP change)
5387 A3l 4 AREFE Aadsiol ) o) RS FEF
W (CRS) 7l 7H3tn 4 (4)-(DF 2L 4709 AFA 2 (linear
programming: LP)Z A8} s} & F3}= o]t}

£ AT+ wErd WA (exclusive scheme) 8t o) 71&E &
BARE(SBM)E AHE-3st & () — ()T 2L v]¥AE - A2 &
Malmquist A5 47) Q48 B7Hgch? whek o)) gk MY A
A€ 7t A8 £715 ¢ (infeasible) Z2Z UERE 9ol 2oy 7]
28 &4 A & (Super—SBM) & F &3t}

A ARG kO AR & Dr(xu,ye) & AAHE ©) AHg-3b7] 938
Z71E AEYABE S ENFATE EASHE B (9 E EY38H9 EA

e 4 (9 2L NYALRAZ BN,

me ft of mo

N oHE X

Duvi (i) = mins /(2 3)6.)
r=1 4
st . T Xtﬂ/‘ 20,
- ¢r.Vrk,t + ZYU',H-I/‘j 20;

j=ér21)
L<eld<U, 4)
A=0,

A7 Dai (KXo yid © t+171 (B ZAIA) 71&e A3 t7] O12A3) B2
A8 (observed data)E B71ets AESFE, ¢ S&AHASF

6) H1¥AH Malmquist AR G0l df$ 24 AP L Chen(2003)F Tone
(2001/2002/2004) & &z3}7) npghe},
7) ofefl #& A3 ML Tone (2001/2002) & #z3}7) ulzic},
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(efficiency score) &, Xu1= X1, =, Xmer) = t+171914 9] F<
4 (input matrices) &, Yiur= (e, =, ysr) © t+17]1914 8] 222
4 (output matrices) <, xu= t719 FULAE y = t7]19 AFE QA4

et EE 94471 19 3¥9E (row vector) &, A2 nahd AE T HR) °1]
A 9] LB E (semipositive vector) E,° L3} Ue JAHZH G}
) EAZ B 4,G=1, -, g Tl tist &}t A L 333 A (lower
and upper bounds) & ZtZt gu| @t FUE A og yrA 3719 A
8L E A7) Y3 F71E AR EY AYAREA = 4 (5) -
(7)3} Zo] AAstanh

B
ES

f%‘

l:o ko

Dl(Xk,H-I;.Vk,zH) = ming, 1/(%Z¢’)
r=1 ’
st Xier1— Xed 20,
- ¢rYrk,t+1 +ZYrj,t/1j 20:

421
L<eA<U, 5)
A=0,

Di(Xky,yk) = mings 1/ (%— 2 ¢r)
r=1 ’
st XA =0,
¢rYrkt + ZYH[AJ 2O

¢r21
L<er<l, (6)
A=0,

Di+i (Xk,tﬂ,.Vk,zH) = ming, 1/(%Z¢f)
r=1 ?
st Xier1— Xer1d 20,

= B Vrierr + 2 Veer1di 20,

=1

8) éiﬁl‘%ﬁ‘%(semipositive)\’& £ A87} JEK (nonnegative) 8.2 7HAEH A R E
FYUo4vg 9 A “""EMW Hx2 3 3hte] 947} B (positive) Q! 2L 9]

3t} (Cooper 9, 2000: 42).
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L<ed<U, (7

3, AA7E 2ESAARY HFALEA= FJ7|Z REHAE
o AYARZAA 4 (4) - (MAH ALZA 218 0< <12 B}
A% 2

FULAG AEES APYAT M 2D T2 AEE] T4
.1

(B 3D ANYSTNLAYS] £Fa4 Y MES
+ ¢ 247 277 £ (99))
= 5 | 39%®)
TR = Q1A (F AL G A
FAes| | VO A=EAN - G FAAN

AAZA) - (RL AT +0 AT )2 FH g+
5ol ER) (1)
ANEF+F AR IT A+ AT o+
BA 5 (2 9)

9 EE4S ZHT AUT AYATY 0L
g ded) I g3 ugYugoE T8

2 WS dsich P BARE AA
&

E TS AEE AIRYY, =52

D)
o
of4
o
=
=3
N
ol
e
Ao,
r_gl:
2

>,
0,
i

D2 SRt ATALLY AR
2 837 Astel RYQAE QNS ASSAT BAL, A2

U2 A2 H (missing data) 7} YH ZolA B50] AAdFE ALL3
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o}

AEL ERAE (invested capital) & AFEFTH? AFHA Y F
AR 3L FAPAbelA v G AR vl oj AR RN E 2hzheke]
SR AZF, 2003: 211-212; FAAF - A E4, 2003: 349-366). &
ATANNE ERAA 8] A QA (FF A+ F AR+ A A7)
vlo] 2P AR A (YA F+ 0 A FF+oAFH S+l T +ATET S
& et} R

A2 = greoldst FAF R7E7HA (economic value added:
EVA)E 2128 F gAT, BriEolds AAF BIM7A7 5 (-) A &
KA 7t thgo)7) WEe B dFoE ALTIMNTAL L & A (Y
JdFd) S AEEZ AFERG?

B AL AZ2ES FALAEE 42 FEIY BHE £ A
ol 20l g A0 A2 E ] 7} JAtAA G 9 Sl v AUF SR YF
AR A 8 &84 9 ¥4 (discriminating power)©] A3EE A&

9) Ao} FxpAE ERFGY7L AdolatA T, E AT oA AHEtT Sl AR

ZgEA 0 AL EFA7L Aol FULAY AEES AT & Atk Ao
. o] 3 AZXFEA Y B o] SALAT Fol# B47F B FIFE
o) E&A BN ARTIEA ] AF AHEHAS B ohE} TN E
FdA8A 8451 ok

100 AREFEAE AL 2RSS T s FY229 gol onng
Fok SR, FxpAHEO] 0 0]5Q] R4, AXA], YA, A, A7)E, At
BT, FAA F 7 AADAE BN AR

11) F9M2AI0] 47 wigalolols 27)of @2 dito]l RFAHT olF ¥4
B8 3eahe A9 B2, olEw Ate B3] FAA R LEH, v I
At £342] gheth hukabd vlggAAtel 8 2 AL AR F
AMEAAA AR FRAEA G ARATE T8 AT AL, FARMS
2 AZ FAL FH o2 4F Bop FAE S, 7ML IAE T
Aitg 22t oulety) gEoloh

12) ASEFRAS AHE3 84T E TV e A2 E 9 glol 0RG A
of E, WjZ o] 0 o3t UEhd SAMA], TEAl, FEFAL, oA, 24T,
ohbA], A F 7 AAGAE B Ul Al o
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18] dol 4L AEAWL TRAG dFAlE $4ES5
o, FeRYrel, AL S Bt S o] T

3) A7
2 A7oAM AHEE AgE 1995EFEH 200297H2 9] 870d AA)
& 24 % (panel data) 0104 P AFEAY A3 A5 9B &
28}7) 5t 199597 E 2002¢7HA] FER O Z EA) 3 A M A QuA
2578 APFFANEAY S T8
AR TAYEIA 24 D AGEY R, B4 R) 02 2E

S8,

V. AT GALAYS) B 252} =

13) 19955 £4% o]+ 19973 WA IMF A 9)7) Ao YA w3}
ol JEANE FRa] e MF AAN] OF Aol BABEAE 4
7] 918 Role},

14) FAAH0) 0 ol3tel 770 AXBAS W&o 0 ol3}2 vekd T AN VA 5
1470 AA WA Bh A 1217 $Y kst M B 71257

& A9 BAR Ay,

15) Z7RAIIE 19959 7E] 2002674 BEA02 EAe A9FAN 250
S} AR 470 5 290 FNBARAS o= A W L 1 e
25 2R, AAAIAT 2PN ARzl olaHal ok
7HEARTHE WIS AFo) YoM 2HAYAII S AT BA R
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<(H 4> Malmquist MAH X O 2 RA0 HELS

2| 4wy | 7%’ | Aeus | e3 [ #=
A M8 | Esgoas | cxsyun | 9 | med
1995/1996 0.933 0.724 1.288 0.759 0.954
1996/1997 0.991 1.403 0.706 1.177 1.192
1997/1998 1.122 0.403 2.787 0.676 0.596
1998/1999 0.838 0.736 1.140 0.879 0.837
1999/2000 1.774 1.905 0.931 1.072 1.777
2000/2001 0.994 1.468 0.677 1.769 0.830
2001/2002 1.583 1.423 1.113 1.265 1.125

3 1.135 1.026 1.106 1.035 0.991

& Malmquist AR L F3 249 HFL 783 7 (geometric means) 9.

AL 8d Bt AF T 13.5% 713 Zlo2 YehgEd, dxds
AEEE 1995/1996d3 1996/19974, 1998/1999d, 2000/2001d
o 247t 6.7%, 0.9%, 16.2%, 0.6% ZFA% ®¥d, 1997/1998d 3}
1999/2000, 2001/20023° 47+ 12.2%, 77.4%, 58.3% Z7}3 A
° 2 Jehth

Aard o] 1999/2000d 9 77.4%, 2001/2002d 9 58.3%Y thE A
o2 SIS AL FEE Wstth o]A L APAIEA LS AYslL U=
TNl FEMEAIG A7 ARAY AL A3 Fx2

= FAFE BW oty gRNEALY, FEAAA, TSR
INEAIAE A FAF do 7]1Q% Reg BT, E3)
20014 37158 20029 2714 AL AFAQA FE47) 9 5831
AP+ A & LY A7MESo 2 ALdx| g Bofo] &2
w7 AgEo Aol 473 St Aol FIHA HUyo
(FHFAXFHF 714, 2004: 11). 3H, 1998/1999d o] BAHA <] 16%
o] A% 2o F Yehd AL 19973 o LABF QY] ol By
A 7719 AR AR QA3 G5 Fhe dqFS B HAow
welt



252 - WH=ZER4HBH H23)

2. Yud 1o 2

B 5748 29 (sources) S AHRA A Tt 71€¢d &
4 WS TE FE 7ledstd 71Qlshe 2R BT, dusid At
A F7HE 78R Edetd Ved 58498 A% 2.6% 73
b w8 7lErES 98 10.6% JREF Ao Yey] gEo, §
ARt 71ed a8 J1edste A9 J15S Rojx Sk asAe
1995/1996 3 1997/1998d, 1998/19994d 4 z+z} 27.6%, 59.7%,
26.4% 7FAS ¥, 1996/19973d 3 1999/2000, 2000/20014,
2001/20023° 212} 40.3%, 90.5%, 46.8%, 42.3% S7}3t Zic g Y
ettt ol 3 FAxb 1994d%E 1998WA7HA A A Al b

—

gt ol 2 HAEY S FINEAYE ERcte 27 LEY A

BN
oX
tle
o
%
ot
of
g
(
1o
to[r
o)
S
2
ok
ol
of,
=
k2
R
2
lo
=)
ich
o
of
o
}x){u
o

z
dS ATAF)E ° A 1 PTHE AR

3HH, ZleW3teE 1996/1997¥8 3 1999/20009, 2000/2001d o 2z
Z} 29.4%, 6.9%, 32.3% A3 ¥d, 1995/1996W@ 3 1997/1998,
1998/19994, 2001/20023 | Z}7} 28.8%, 178.7%, 14.0%, 11.3%
718 A2 yeistth, 53] 93847 A3 1997/1998 3 7%l
gERo7 AR Aoz Yehd AL Iz AR B 5 gt} oA
& 7R o2 A AA A o2 w9 of2fE IMF ZA T Al A%
A gA g0l M2 FEolu 1&g MEety FYMNLAG A
e HHAE AN F e 7eTT S UL EZA AIYY &
43 (effectiveness) & Xt AL 9v]dit},

NNed E848E Ve ¢HEENT TRE80E TS AR
d 7l&d A dAol d¥F 3.5% 713 d vje) FEESAL d¥F
0.9% #ad 72z Yepgt} o] FRAEA] A8 A ¥
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2 7193kx] 231 Joke AE et B dRY erd aeds
oju)shE= =a-&4dol 1995/1996: 3 1997/19984, 1998/1999d of
Z+z} 24.1%, 32.4%, 12.1% 743 ¥bd, 1996/1997:d 2 1999/2000
d, 2000/20014, 2001/2002dl 42 17.7%, 7.2%, 76.9%, 26.5%
748 Ao g Yehgt ol g Zo] ¢agAo] A AL 713, AARE
A, ALY 2 A8 5 FIBEsgol At dol 7AstH,
19999@%E ¢agA0] aA F718 AL FEARE7I sF3=H0E A
] Pk opyel Zh AX A7 FANEA Y

B9 stE FA FAQ AoR BT
TREEAL 1995/1996¥ 3 1997/1998, 1998/19994,
2000/2001del 22t 4.6%, 60.4%, 16.3%, 17.0% A4 ¥4,
1996/1997d 3 1999/2000d, 2001/2002d ) 242+ 19.2%, 77.7%,
12.5% S7te A2 vepstth 3] IMF A A197] 0] %<1 1997/1998
ol A9l ns) Aot TR o] A A2 (optimal scale) &
SHHA g Ao Yyt st % P AY AR 199997 H 7R
Zgd0) AXHE e FAS 2FFo|ga & 5 Ut 0|8 Zo] 7EE
&40l A% AL AADAF A5 W] disf A9 FA4a
2g HAAFE O 2= FHo] Azt ol 7118y, HFo TR A
g7do] F71e AL E Yt AL R A DA A FINEAY
o] FEF FAHE ANAQ FA SoA FERIT I EHGI] GEU

ra
Al

Aoz BVt Aol FolAt 4YF AADANA FIABAY
27 AAH D B £49 142 £993 Ak

3. Rpx|BAY dad W

Aad Wzt 0 78 ey AE4 W Vv, Jled €
284 W3 @ TRAEEY H3Y AXGAE WSS <E 5H>9 g

16) ARTEE FESLEACRS) ¥AT FE57H4 (VRS) ¥A37) Aol7t 9l
B £FM AYHY FREEYLS 12 Yepdoh FESEE ¥4 % FESF
o)7hA WAz jol7t ZASE AL FE vEEA ) MYt} AAF
2o wigst 2300 Uik FRASA] 10T FoW @A TEZ s
ol 5™, 120} 39 AR FEE 2o} Hr}.
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AL Z 257} A GA = 187) @7} 27}t vl
g Zo7 YeRt. BG F7tEc] Mg & AXdAE 2

g b 77 ©A7F A

T 97.2% S7HR2H, A Zagol 7MY & dAlE FANE A% T

64.3% Fae A2 Z JEINT
(B 5 XXM Malmquist MMMEX s Y 2HAQ HElE
72| A4 | Aed | A& | 1EA | #Raed
X G A 3} 284 A3l W3 | aeA W ko
Q1 A) 1.682 1.510 1.114 1.803 0.837
FgA 0.776 0.781 0.994 0.755 1.034
Al 1.221 1.047 1.166 1.077 0.972
YA 0.613 0.536 1.142 0.538 0.996
QHARA] 0.618 0.568 1.088 1.000 0.568
HEA 1.507 1.292 1.166 1.229 1.051
Al ZA| 1.163 1.027 1.132 1.041 0.987
QA 1.609 1.410 1.141 1.207 1.168
A 1.322 1.205 1.097 1.195 1.008
AFA 0.989 0.893 1.107 0.865 1.032
A 1.405 1.243 1.130 1.213 1.025
&z 1.747 1.558 1.121 1.053 1.480
ZAET 1.300 1.220 1.066 1.290 0.946
AFA 0.891 0.835 1.068 1.015 0.823
57 1.582 1.425 1.110 1.292 1.103
FAEE 1.200 1.072 1.120 1.068 1.004
AZEZE 1.367 1.208 1.132 1.202 1.005
A 1.328 1.296 1.025 1.191 1.088
BHA 1.399 1.247 1.122 0.916 1.361
Q] atAl 1.048 0.922 1.136 0.925 0.997
XA 1.157 0.998 1.159 1.050 0.950
R A 0.870 0.822 1.058 0.796 1.033
FXA 1.049 0.938 1.117 0.921 1.018
24 0.357 0.355 1.006 0.531 0.669
A Al 1.972 1.696 1.163 1.650 1.028
3 7 1.135 1.026 1.106 1.035 0.991
3 Malmquist MRS 2 743 249 HH-2 713818 & (geometric means) Y.
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718 EEAL £ 257 AXGA F 157 @7 F74E vk, 1070
GA7E ZAad Ao g yegth ag&Adel M IA F718 AAGAE
fos]

AANE ABEF 69,6% FARCH, TN 1 ol Fo¥ BAL
FUA 2 AB T 64. 5%"} AR Lo
olsh Zo] AMNY AN B0l T BS RO Lkt AL
AN e AT Wa FIABAYY T1EARG AGHAS B
FINBAYS EAYOE T Yok R AT BN E )
7} 124 A (20034 29 ol RelE BANEA)NH FRABAL L

ol o

A 3
Fat3 e, 1996 @FE 20009 B7HA] 28 B7 @ 7pEALY
ol 4FAHoR 8o} o 3799 A —.—0101%
AFE 199549 49”"01]1\1 20029+ 8o Folx Ay B A Y
3-4d A& SFHEF 5o & Z}ZIDWM] ]611 Z‘i%‘é% =4 7

%Tﬂ‘&166% 7}6“004 7] 4°lilﬁ'. Y3 A=

A FYALAASE A

o) = 224, 7143, 2717
o) Fobol] o] $5:8 FFAE0] $4H o2 MjAH o] 4-5d X
TozH A AAAEE Fole Ao Uehch® M, +UA Y
7\&%5F0] A o}sa & 20020748 BAATF BAAIAAE FARL
U, ¢0l9o] 2Rl THE Bk ohEt FYNLALY BB AEY
QUAfo] Fol Msm o] oA Aol Bt AEAAL £ J|F} 2
Al Aok He v 711sHe Ro2 Bl

17) AHAE FEZTAL ARTAE TPt S0l FFE Eole 4 HAF
¥ F337) A8 4% TR A S 43S Fol dANLAGo 4
S AFHLH, YO8 AR EANEE FULE FIMBAIE AT AY

S 2t ok ol W& Al FYNIAY EeAtele AzdEAE 3
3‘%‘{‘5]311:}.

18) o2& ARLE A Feg 3R] BRAbeke] AgEA oA FA= )

19) old# AFIE IYNLAL S §l¢ﬂ BRI = AL ERYA @
3ol Azt s Fal FAHU.
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e caEALE F 257 A GA F 167) SRt Z71e ukd, 8o
SAZF FAEI 1) DAlE Mol Y= Ao Ytk <5840 7}
& ol F7e DAl A™A R 80.3% FUHg o, 713 wo)

Ae ZLNZ 46.9% Z2P,

AHAG caEYol AA T AL 994 0] 199569 919 4
A 2002490 4,570% 4o & FIH37] gFo|th LAY ¢&
&40l 3A #2 A& 457} 199699 161 oﬂxi 2000 & 28
FoE T i, d94o] 199599 6369 dolA 200290 11
9 doE UF 2P E ¥ ohe 19749 %Y 238 & AP
A 7ol 1990 t) 2ol A9 T2 F, o]FHx LA o] A2
kA X vo] 718k o7 Bl ®

TEEEAS ¥ 257 AXGA F 1570 @A 7} 718 vid| 107 &
AZd ey Ao YrRth #RASYC) M ol F1% dals &
ZANE 48.0% SV o, 713 o] A% Dl RAI R 43.29% 7
2% A

o g yehsttt

A= 1995€¢] 49 5% dd5do] 99 do EPoy
200299= 44 29 99Fo] 2079 902 JAFE g v

FHTF] tF F7HATE ol HlF A= 1995d <] A 109,
A9 109 deljA] 200291 A9 59, 4Y5d 439 908 7
o gadd v dPsol tiFFHor Fay,

i

rjz of ri

200 BUAS 3% 1996874 TYABAAN BAALAILGE 2 Fout,
A BANLE Lol e FUUAE 2 QTS BIHE BN
AL, 0 F A, B, Aol B2l 9 Avjolote AUS s
FeOln YT FOR G RARO A QT BENS AL 2
Qo2 gk R 2ok
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V.2E: oW A4 A4

b -

B AFME A TIMNEALY S Foln FAAA FI%
AANAE FHe7) S8 2570 ALAR7IAE FINLAA S 19958
B 2002474 A 9AEE QLR v WALH o1 AEAFHA

A

A
Malmquist A A5E AHgate] FAMAMY Wge 1 7484
N1&d 584 A3 719 713 £aeA A3t 2 FERaEEA ¥

ZAska AAA AAEE AR
B Afelq 2H8 A7 gostd A, FIMNLALY Bl
P 13.5% F7H 2o deith B4, 71ed 584 997
6% 743 ] w8 71EFES 10.6% R3] Ao A&
the F2 7lednd] 98 F7bd Aoz vebdo AA, Vled €
&4 ABF 35% T4 O HH FREEYL 0.9% FaT Ao
Leh ﬁ°47HW}°é«l #e At BEA0] WE B ofuE T9
Atdo] AHFEE 2992 A 2 Aoz Hln v R R FI
LA o] A 2 ?"éﬁi%ol dxd 4 AAGALE 2 Ae]E Kol
£ AR et

FTANEAGY 24 2 HIAAC i FHH AAEE e 2
T AA, Aol AR 13.5% F7Hete] A S B A w2

£ Bolx YA, AXNTAL A F7HE] A E AAE Holn
QA7) R Patgo] A dAE & ATl el 2A FIHE
Aoz yehd A dAe] @ At ATE S8 AT st S
A st v 43E Folok & Aot

A4, 7168 gAY ABT F7HE0] 2.6%°) EFE VT ok &
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Abstract

Evaluating the Productivity of Local Public Development
Projects

Keum-Rok Yoo

Using the non-radial and output-oriented Malmquist productivity index over the
panel data from 1995 through 2002 of the twenty five local public development projects
in Korea, this study measured total factor productivity change and its components,
which are composed of technical efficiency change, technological change, pure
technical efficiency change and scale efficiency change, and suggested policy
implications for enhancing the productivity of local public development projects and
establishing performance evaluation systems for their efficient management.

The empirical results are as follows. First, an annual productivity showed an
increase of 13.5%. Second, an annual technical efficiency increased by 2.6%, while an
annual technological change showed a progress of 10.6%, which implies that the
productivity improvements are mainly caused by technological advances rather than
the betterment of operational efficiency. Third, pure technical efficiency increased at an
annual rate of 3.5%, whereas scale efficiency decreased by 0.9%. This indicates that the
managerial efficiency of local public development projects is not only low, but they do
not also operate on an optimal scale.

Policy implications of these results are that to improve the productivity of local
public development projects requires the persistent managerial innovations and sale
optimization of local public development projects, the build-up of local public
development projects information system, the specialization of administrative
personnels, the efficient operation of invested capital, and the self-help effort to

diversify local public development projects.

[Key words : Local Public Development Projects, Non-radial Malmquist
Productivity Index, Data Envelopment Analysis(DEA), Productivity Evaluation,
Efficiency Evaluation]}



