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A Comparative Efficiency Study of Security Companies across the

Taiwan Strait: An Application of the Metafrontier Approach
Student: Kuo-Chang Huang Advisor: Dr. Jin-Li Hu

Institute of Business and Management
National Chiao Tung University

ABSTRACT

As the cross-strait Memorandum of Understanding was signed and entered into
force, the cross-strait financial cooperation and competition will further intensify.
The paper employs the process structured by Battese et al. (2004) using the data
envelopment analysis (DEA) and the metafrontier model to compare the technical
efficiencies and the technology gap ratios.in.mainland China and Taiwan from 2005 to
2008. The study finds that the technology efficiency scores and the technology level
of security industry in mainland China are higher and advanced than that in Taiwan.
The efficiency scores of security companies in both areas are improved as debt ratios,
degree of economic freedom and rate of change .in .the local market increase and
worsened as per capita income increases. | The technology gap ratios are improved as
assets, debt ratios, trading amounts, and degree of economic freedom increase and are

worsened as per capita income increases.

Keywords: Data envelopment analysis; Security industries; Technical efficiency;
Technology gap ratio; Metafrontier
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BTSRRI > A & £ e 5 P U H3R Ui cord B o
Fukuyama and Weber (1999) # * 3l e % 4 472 X % 1988 # 1 1993 £ p
AR ERD S AR E P ek A A4 RO A R BT AR

FrF G EARG T B F AN EA T A N R AT o

Wangetal. (2003) #:* FAl e & 452 > k3= 1991 # 3 1993 & - #4 &
BEF hd Ao o F A% Tobitw fFHCAIF R Foek SRR FF o B R 1
FEFATLE F A NEL Eiden o B F £ r R Eer B2

FRGREAD  BRMT SAGE X B AR RIS R & A

FARPOLF X ARFARPOTFHFRF ESFEREY AR LS
PP ~ 3 A FERFFFHFL T A A PR TELIFAAET RS 2
B S B ORE SRS RS S And A S R G RIMIE LT
BAACFHERECFEZRGITRESF SR ©

Zhang et al. (2006) fI* FaL e 4457 & & <48 (Malmquist Total Factor
Productivity Change Index) - %/ 47 1980 # % 2000 # % RFE ¥ F cnigy »cs 2
AAA CHEPO AL A IFFT T AERAEE=ZF ANAN P £ T
FREE R FTRE P EFTAFER e - 57 EFRESHF ARG

Haesk T {”‘F Pk H ) A 2R A iﬁi-\'r"‘;r s ﬂé_ﬂ?ﬁﬂf—?ﬁ’lfﬁgﬁﬁ v oMo E K-

2RI A AR BGHRE A ] RETRE ST R Z TR L ATERATHN
Huand Fang (2010) f1* % fo* 4]z Tl e %4 472 (Zero-sum Gains DEA)

g 2 ﬁﬁ & RAFH 2001 # 1 2005 & & R EFEE P £ 266 RenE Y F ok
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BT o FEFT AR 3 M BB B BF o Aph > F G- FEe fF2
A ts > BFREFPAGERFES L FLL LM

Fangand Hu (2009) & * @ scnfll & %A 492 8 R o3| T e w47
20 2 #-2006 & SR LRFoARNFEF AP RTLEELE
AEROTRARTZAIFESFEAIB LS

BHESYRFEELSN AT ESFFAF RGO DEAR N M1 S E %

Fr L FareFE PERDFTHOBRELIFILF E G e o 0 A
BREES AIFEEP AR RBEFT A

R e B R PR L
&

325 FALSBA IR LY ol v R

FH SR ARTE RO AN | PR

HAR | CBFERE | FTHERALETT ¥E Ao | Ly

(1998) AFHEE | Rui g | ¥ | HAYE | AR FELE
SRR A S X AEE | T~ EREE £33 1
(1991-1994) TFA i o
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BEoahiagk

16




AR5
3RV cpg
oo

)
%
R

e

Fukuyama

v

U o
‘é
&

N

i
v
by
R

>‘_—L

\4
v

-_

o

1.p A2+ X
PR e )
N

GTES R OE

§ 45 ehd Aok

E1

w

TR L

Y

)

;>\_ “¥

>l

=t s
%

(1991-1993) | Tobit it fF




Zang et
al.
(2006)

FRESR

(1980-2000)

ok e R
7% &2
Malmquist
SRS

Hu and
Fang
(2010)

FAELR

(2001-2005)

/ﬂ}
B )

]

1= T R
TmE S .
1%

v

T

L

Fang and
Hu
(2009)

CrAESH
(2006)

ﬂ}:r. £g] ﬁ?

e R
1738 22
Metafrontier

ﬂ
A

X
R
TmE -

1%
g
It

e

e

Ly

18




P AT Z
2 L o=

rIFEER

TR

4.4 FTRrTiE

ﬁﬁﬁﬁié
1 fFT R
#ESAEFNE
PSR F o

2.4.2 Metafrontier = j22_4p i < f’*

Metafrontier = ;= » 5 L d Hayami (1969) #% ) » 4R 2 5738 &7 e Hksk
BT g ¥k 4 & S8k (Meta-Production Function) » k¥E 4B R E % 4
& 4 <] o % {s Hayamiand Ruttan (1970, 1971) > #-+ 2 2 S8k q 2 - £ B W)
EAMEA A 32 & %4 AR o Ruttan-et al (1978) #-H 2 & 5 d o F G ornoen
B AT S oh 2 & S o 20 {8 Lau and” Yotopoulos (1989) 1* Hayami and
Ruttan (1970, 1971) 3] o @ * Kawagoe et al. (1985) & T4l > HiF+ b 2

ASfadriz o R FHREEAF AL REEE S TR ABHR I AT

ROBEELEEFT R ZHR O ORFEIREBBEFTERR IR AL ZHX 0 E A
NEEERET - TR ERAALER LB FRY EERATHERRI A
%% & B F 2 &4 - Sharmaand Leung (2000) 4 » 7 REfsif oA o

7 NE % Metafrontier 4 & & e o

Battese et al. (2002) % &% #% Metafrontier 2 & S d] A 5 # b HMRH
SRS > T RE BT R R R JEd BRI S AR B
Metafrontier 1% & Si#chl B3N » 7 BB F 5 A 1K E L 125 Bpees
Porak T BAEAR IR T o

Rao etal. (2003) & =t #& &1 7 124 * Metafrontier pLgl > k345 2 F 2 &

R R SRR T R R LR LR B
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e i (Frontier) » &2 Birg - RAFEP B2 s FF

4y
S
e
i
3
E=)
p

Higrek mend i > @Iy ki o B RF o

Battese et al. (2004) 4| * Metafrontier s 8L > & & S8 :F B 0 7)
(Stochastic Frontier Analysis, SFA) it (FsxF®m » # P 2 W AR T BHE
B 20 %o TR RN FLTRFEM2ZTF F3 bl Blv i
LR RO RBEMT SoLE > ¥ 2T ¥ HsE £ (Technology Gap)
KrE H - Fe2 WERAENBFEATF 2 LR -

O’Donnell et al. (2008) {1* Rao etal. (2003) =#t# | LB 5 % > o PF
PREME R A TR o kA2 R s AT o my i
1986 # 3 1990 # 97 B R A F-d v } 2 2 o T BB BRI FL 5w FH (ZE
Mo E R L EEOY) i 7 Metafrontier s 41 o A D135 5 185 AR A K2 4
BB P AL I SR A ez m T % IR > & Metafrontier

2.

s LE S BB Al s 0.861(DEA) £ 0.615 (SFA) » @t

L
=N

TG oo % TR AR L LN 0.925 B A o @ % AL Rk R
222 0.752 5 e -

A2 3T k- * Battese etal (2004) z Az o 1 * Tl e R A 472
k4 Metafrontier spL 4 » %3 FR S £ 4 2 ¥ (SHE 1K) EF%FE

BT LA Fant BN ST e
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F=F B
AP TER R LT RE R3O T REOB6FES LT A BF
* Battese etal (2004) # fieh= 2 Frad A 470 F A AP H - FFE A N
T2 PR AT E L AH D KA BEELRE > ABEHE RS (Regional

Frontier) » # & M2 » #75 A K H = (Decision Making Unit, DMU) 2_#z 5

B R FFRE R AN el THE LR B BEELE B E
Metafrontier » & & 2} %73 - X 8 =0 Metafrontier »c 3 & ; % = pF A P8 0

& DMUS hjt e £00 % 5 &5 » £ % Tobit i f i) R 4F § B0k i fh

SRR R -

ELAEEY e aE R R A s A kB E TR
R )iy ke if«‘b\?\b&’ﬁr R Z 2 Tl Ga

1 A
TOOREFTARG K- B FIZEEAE DGR For; Ra ok

T A frl A
ERAT S A ARRPR KR T o R S AL R s AR

Charnes et al. (1978) %’T} L IR A BEI NG 2 A DG A P )]*#z»
»mm g 0 F- DMUZ s fgie- HpR "5 - K rmhig* 208 2 nHE B
Por 2 H A S A A MA DR B DMU P A et g agikn 1*;3
e dm g F%k- DMU 2 acie- H a4l Fr- ANAHEE A 3 LH @
AN EA G AEE AR A~ R R DMU B o5 Rl afe o gt -
ATEAEY K2 2 g BE 8 f (Pareto Optimality) - d Pt g otz it di &k

2ok B A AR T A DMU et fl2 % 0 TR 5 - R
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S FHE LR
FTAle %2 A% Rhp Farrell (1957) # /4 2 S#icenplsd > s ™ AP

Farrell (1957) & #r3 iz A A@m4A » 5 1 E R/ 4 & & ¥ (Frontier Production

Function) shpLhd » Rfgr8 4 A s k% o Himh L RF 1% R ook
e RN Rt 22 ALFHABFALDER A AN RES R LB G F2 4 F

Lo BTt ARG AER cFRF L AANEINE LD
B2 AR PG 2 A @S2 Ay s o

@ Farrell 3% &) € s e 42 {2 > Charnesetal (1978) &= =5 H #rik )
%en CCR #3] » 2 41* Pareto S i 8 e s hFEsaF o h » A L%
Farrell (1957 ) H - & diewaF g7 v 5 5 A DS > 1% PR32 2 ¢
% %32 (Duality Theory) » R diz=p H fxehd Aok > M35 LK H =2 4py

o

=

PR

Mmoo CCR #A] LB 4 A 842 5 B Rk » ~ i]%{ﬂ» »ELE B
B4 (R°) o A7 R E W IR (R°) s L amg F o B A F -
B DMU H 24 242 ¢ st B iR T 0 > 2_Banker et al. (1984) #-
CCR #7417 Bk —H TR AF eI i 2%y > A AV R Lo B2
72 fv Shphard HpEZr 0o g > H 0 - B a3 8 S S (Pure Technical
Efficiency) % iir»x 3 (Scale Efficiency) - * 3t %8 A3 Y2 BBC #:3)] -

BCC #4] 5 - s d 4 > 2 #3414 L HE = (DMU) > f1* &t

AHWL AR AN TR LY FH N UL R AT bt A

RNELEANT bR TR m St R TR W R e
A S pgmgt O E o RAFLASTAE TS AT AL
ANMAPE G aFeho fE2 G Pareto B HE o ¥ FH AL EH gt
o I M AITe Bd M2 pend 8 R E > PIEHS BraF H o gt o e

T E AT > ¥ A B~ e (Input-Oriented) fe & &1 %  (Output-Oriented)

oo A2 - A D 5 e BCC-DEA oA 45 )3_‘:3_” ‘ié’ BT Av A A
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3.2 Metafrontier = ;2

~

TR ¥ ¥ B PR R AR ahe R o e e 2

—

e

EROPELL G A Rhd AEA AR 7 - e BRE S TR A

g2 it feig AR R T AL o LAY BRI 0 T AR

Ve R 0 £ kTR B B A % o W3 5 41T - fh4
*

IR B B e EM A RS B R OREER

BRSO ML T A SRR T T A AR - B
A5 B3 2% e Metafrontier.e

Metafrontier

FrontierG2

FrontierG1

B 3.1 - & &~ T 9 Metafrontier = /2

33 E AR

AR AL KR Battese et al. (2004) s diis gL R R TR &

piiE RER NG PHEEORFER XD M fpt e nlg R oo
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B DMU s g » 2 F#43 7 e sHDMUs e te— 420 L 5 & * T4

¢ R EE f;:", - % Metafrontier » ¥ 3+ 5 J) 2 B DMU 4p 44>+ Metafrontier =

7L
B ©

EE

331 5-B&

FoREY A PRERLBEEOEWER  BERBFIHELS S KB
Faeopw i g A2 AR L F K BE R 1 DMUs 4p4t 5 K
i wui§ B aned @ (TE) -

4ok % KB ®BEEF LB DMU> Rl A DS Eo o DEA B3] s R 3

Al 4eT

maxy, 5 [0)
s.t. -dy; + WA= 0
X; - XgA=> 0
XA =1
A=>0 (1)

FI# o P ARPRLNQ)H S K B RF LB DMU A Wi 738 ¢ 731,
Bo2As £ (A-Vector) > H ¥ diEET % 1B DMU engbjmscf 2 T > ¢ i
- A EN L E oA L Hpered @ (Technical Efficiency, TE) » @ gt
L BA0, 1l R FEE w1 273 DMUZ 2 >
Bopered o @ e o] 2t L pF > DMU £ & Boese F anfia) 0 23 1 ety

B (-TE) » 47 $#H »BnEHEF §T > DMU 2 FH e 5 2R (%)
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ANEARETANES > TREBEFROBRE S Ae EREHKRET EF3% DMU

T EATF 2k ik > 2 DMU & ZEE Y e B (Peers) (g £ E o
332 ¥ HE

BEIIFE ARG RES F 2T P RE T o AT ki
ki3 DMU > 9 L= L S » e Metafrontier > & R 3 4p ¥ cndpissc 5 (@

(TE®) ; iz #++4 9 DMUs> ®Y, L, > & £ & # % ¢ BCC-DEA #7] chat |24

AT

MaX - ¢
sit. 'y + YA >0

X - X\V=> 0

2= 0 (2)
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~=i

DMU # » e NxLERE s AL Edlxl v & > ORI E 5 - ¥ E -
FI* AR Q)A W LB DMU & Bl 738 0 JEut o
DMU & p » 2823~ T > g d &< g— i & %3 > 7 Metafrontier ; ¥ 7 ¥ 1/

F 8 4o 27 Metafrontier 2 2 B R 97 fcnZ JE2 H s @ o

333 %MK
ez £ v 5 (Technology Gap Ratio, TGR) 5 - &7 Bl 5 B4 E =
BAD F R 20 A5 BB AP RE-TREZRRER T LK

wers (TE) & rEE = o7 318 2 Metafrontier = 2. Fjpese s @ (TE) » 275 F
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HAERP PHITE L F 2355 0 B B DMU Z B A 0T At S

TE!
TGR, = — ®3)

d Q) Taro ¥ i P DMU e T A it &

TE;=TE,xTGR, (4)

3.4 Tobit i& fF#-3)

Tobit i b |8 % d Tobin (1958) # J!->Tobin (1958) #A= 7 3+ H iy
AN B S HRRSE R AR - ka4 (] ok
B ) W AR AL D FIE R g IS E e R ELPIE 0 A AR R
1AM EERZR 0 RN B S TR 3 37t 2 UL o 2t g Tobin k%
mEL D EE A E e

I

TA¥ RS E ad A el dREETRA - E T
R~ )J-*{‘*b 7 Probit -3 A5 s fFHCA) 2 X U R TR R BT 0 8 %
F A2 & % e FHcal (Censored Regression Model) - » £z 5 Tobit #-3] -
PR R AL TR B EEL @5 ¢ (Censored) iR b
£ =iz (Ordinary Least Squares, OLS) e 7 i & * 3 i3+ 3 i fF fhdic
@ ec* g+ fwi;z (Method of Maximum Likelihood, MLE) &~ Tobit %74 -

-+
£

g R e R ATR TR N AR F B 08 12 o L 23

N,

FERERBGEY TR ¢ AR Y TR L oS B A
b 551 A7 aARB Ll Fr Bb ] T3 2 REERFRY > ERFAERE
i“ﬁ‘_ﬁu?‘ Ao BERBIHEDEL o

AEL R TR BAFE AN RRER N LR ER £ LY

o

& DMU 2 »cf B Lpess £ F 2 15 > #4117 Tobit i fFHC & A 47 R
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ReHL WP AP 89 ¢ 2 pzsi Nt a0ddy HEARTES
MUFE AP 2005 £ ES 12 EHEERGF LD L2006 £ F KGR
g E R EF TR Y ARS AR T2 P & 2007 &2 2008 £ 2 T

EEPE > B E 150 BARE =

42 REEFHTE
YN AN RELEF R RARE Y ER T RO R 5
EEBC REET Y EDBE 2 A N Rl WL R E R

4T

BELT TR P B LEF R QL EHE LR T A @
T F AR L% P42 e 7 Berger and Mester (1997) -~ Fukuyama and
Webber (1999) -Zangetal. (2006). ~Huand Fang (2010) £ Fangand Hu (2009) "
B FAENEILNE R P DI FT RS B B o AT AT

FrEaiBRe B L BT AR FRF IR 53R % 4o
BES Ao T @S AAES L 03 LREE A A2 44 Zangetal (2006)
SR AR EIED C RIFLEAIFELhE P - BRI o

b AEFERAE TG E SR EI LA R R ET R G

B AR AFTRL - RYEFPARIECTFE I HZ SV LD
mERFTELFEFhH Y - ¥ 5 Drake and Hall (2003) ~ Huand Fang

(2010) ¢ Fangand Hu (2009) i % H3# » 352 - » ke (7 4 BE T AL ¢ 2445
E2 Y 2 AE A RE ROELIELP AMBFELABE S F VAT S

PEFRY B S AEAT U - 0 ARERFT 0 AF TR
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RETE O] AP RET L ORI & B R T I0RMAT LA R

A BN SR A
Bl L PR B L

43 %5 Agp o~ A 4

VI8 it st

2. GDP T jgt iy #4012 2005 # 5 A2 7 F

AL EP TR E A NIB T R E £ 42

BALF 2R D REARD
A H > W
A NIEp
Gk R +ia WEdd g 283 for
Kol F i~ +i= FEA? D r’uﬁ’%zz»v]z)\ ]
Py ERTE + £ = FEAP e Th e BEHIEMHL ~ B
FREG L4 SRTREGD),
PP
AR S VAR LIRS S
E, %8P
%‘#%‘«w + £ = ;}Fégﬁaﬁjr%???Jﬁg
LT A BEIUA T 5 % 20064 PR A A S EH L U g 3R] & 2005

Ei 2006-&?“1“11’-712‘1{‘{,;'&%5 FB%«,%— % ;,]()\J ,2007_&——?_ 2008-&?"]
L5 %)‘PPI(JLJ:EB9_L‘ Aem PRIl g FENE - B EEEL ) o

L2

o ol 3 % 12 2005 5 KB 2§

b H 3202 2005 # L KB o agRR L A Ear A TARE L2 B
EFAHI A HEA L T ETE BRI EA T 5
= ?‘r%“&, un/\,i#,,,% i

Mz GDP T g

R
75 8K
®E e

%42 LB REFEZEROZ A NI 2R A At st
el RO B B B < (B T ok L
AN EhEi+ 68 19307.18 283520.43 69409.79 44788.68
o r
RH i+ 68 0 27990.16 3589.08 4001.98
T r
p ¥ ¥7+ 68 -64809.09 86304.01 6547.16 30695.25
T &
Fr KA ESR 68 160626.79 1938594.17 608265.11 380767.58
¥ F ?.’ * 68 35737.47 324995.66 90848.20 49060.36
R E L FE A 132 2005 & S AEEFSF G AR -



% 43 A MR RFEEHZ F NIE 2 HR A SRt

g RELH B R E Eel pRi
A& Kk FEH 150 4437.51 2615591.38 199542.06 301661.58
fer
K EF 150 -160.21 223531.25 17198.31 34579.43
fer
pgEir 150 -75207.83 888476.16 76754.37  142960.59
e
#~ A EE 150 -1015812.32 6303764.33 535940.82  942923.22
¥ a;{’ * 150 1262.24 581631.69  108294.36  113425.65

o
¥
I RE RS FE A 22005 F L AHEEFSFEAE

ANFHe BAir2 2 BT LR EHEAM (Isotonicity) &R~ an\
BB FERANFS L TA K TAPM OB i o Flt e f AR
FIRr ANT RO Rl e s8R » B A N 2 AR s 47

=
A
Mo AP rBEFNE 2 T GAFEIAAM R BEP B2 F AR08

~

DE 2 B AR N AR B B R A B o 1 A I RIRT  n

ARH R R H M2 s DRSO R R RS T R AP 2
g RE e & 44 S 3o 2 A NIk etk sk
%44 Por 2 g NE 2 AR R G les 7
SrERo RS ERR O pF EE RAEE F¥ER

=k i3~ | 1.0000
Wh E i~ | 0.3050 1.0000
P EE| 04933 0.5431 1.0000

R 0.3892 0.5760 0.6938 1.0000

¥ER 0.7006 0.5740 0.7143 0.6770  1.0000
E)ERE P&



£ %% Friedetal. (2002) f s 4741725 P> B > EA| AR B k> ¥ 75
He4redd BERP AP ¥t 32 U r RSl 7 & 2 2

HERFZFERFL A2 EREL 4o oBaldwin (1996) 325 = @ Rfc> T F A LEE
7§ ERPENSPFenFl R 2 - > @ Esho (2001) 1 * = fgbﬁ;:i&fﬁ;“ kx4

ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁrﬁ 2ER SRR E-FT AR 5 (Capital-Asset Ratio) ~ = & 245067 ¢

(\x
il
g
7

LR PR BB REC R RELTALFAY TR

-
A4 » BB ¥ B2 7 oA Fangand Hu (2009) » “dF3t o S foocF o
#* 2% £%F (Tradingamount) T 5 #FHBFZ2 T EFIE £HEHES
FETRHFRD GAFL» #FEILEHHPFERE2LY AT S BT
B o % (2007) ¥ AALE Rt G R ARG P SR o B A Bk

B#fcz ¢ (drdk 45) o d3ta BenA B EHA AT 4D FehiEk o F - &

'+

AR OPE ATy A BRI N B Y B AT
LT BRI RRE 0 TG SN F RS SR TR JE R o 0 &

EF R i P O R AFE Y R - Bk

EAFERLFFRE QD rRE - PR R A T AR S A
TRz 38 LP R EE S F % 2005 & 3 AW Y L AFT S F A
REL BL8Fifid fHEALRIETH HHIE A, 2% 242 4
P2 GDP Tty dicib g 11 2005 3 A2 F Fdo g4 p i B2 B

By REDFRE D G B p cBES LA i Al < R
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3045 3 A d R4

E3 o ~

EAp 4 R A B B2 S d B A K # ¢
2005 71.3 20 53.7 113
2006 69.7 30 53.6 117
2007 69.4 29 52.0 133
2008 70.3 28 53.1 124

FOR kR A 4 RdpdR hitpi//www.heritage.org/index/

431 FH# e %472 &2 Metafrontier 2 R #5% %

- “F-NERESS

1:

Ji

BREAPERIL A RABEZ2FFRY) 2240700 (B
MG ET B2 g Eirey) 8 DEAP2L B HEF AN S K o
B0 PR pv 2. BCC #-73) 400 44 2005# & 2008 & 5t b i W) 8 = (17

B39 B) wiFH T RGn Y B s u UL 468 47 &7
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4 4.6 2005 # 1 2008 # A~ # T 5% X ¥ BBC-DEA 2 »c&k i@

oF L 2005 & 2006 & 2007 & 2008 &
AABEELZF AP 1.000 1.000  1.000  1.000
BEL ERENG AT 0981 1.000 0.985  0.985
ALK AP 1.000 1.000 1.000  1.000
SREFL ARG AP 1.000 1.000 1.000  1.000
FhpEming rand 0940 0947 1000 0.819
PEBES RGP 1.000 1.000 1.000  1.000
HERSIRFF AP 1.000 0.980 0947 0.971

e AN B A 0930 1.000 1.000 0.830
AL G AP 1.000 0953 0.841  1.000

M- FEBEELGF AP 1.000 0932 0.850 0.784
LG AP 0795 1.000 0964  0.884
EaABFEATKFF AAF 1.000 1.000  1.000  1.000
ERFEFEF KRG LD 1.000 0.982 0.857  0.861
XEFLLGG AP 1.000 1.000  0.747  1.000

R A SR IS 1.000 1.000 1.000  1.000
BLFEaLimimng Aae 1.000- 1.000 1.000  0.910

B &S 30808 1.000 ~ 1.000 0.898  1.000
T35 0.979 - 0.988 0946  0.944
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# 4.7 2005 & 3 2008 & &~ # T + 1£%F X ¥ BBC-DEA 2 »c & &

20 2005 # 2006 &# 2007 # 2008 &
¢ORALF R G L P 1.000  1.000 1.000  0.869
RER A R AR 1.000  1.000 1.000 1.000
VRFRELS RN AP 0.858  0.763 1.000  0.407
AUBE LG AP 0.675  0.864 0.847  0.474
Bz mmg sy 1.000  1.000 1.000  0.590
RE#ELLGT AP 0.886  0.875 1.000  0.635
PRERELT T ELP — 0.664 1.000  0.559
REBELGF LD P 1.000  1.000 1.000  0.485
ERELLGF AP 0.745  0.794 1.000  0.494
e & SINPR R P 0.958  1.000 1.000 1.000
A FERHFG AP 0.863  0.949 1.000  0.594
PR AR LT 1.000  1.000 — —
R r@ss igaEas — 0.484 0.945 1.000
T EBELGF LD — — 1.000  0.607
A G@EG AP 0.938  0.500 0.905  0.509
LRI R AP 0.857. - 0.867 1.000  0.680
L LIt o 0.930. ~1.000 0981  0.604
WAL G UF EA R 0.934' | -0.525 1.000 1.000
BEH LI ANR 0.905 /. 0.668 0.949  0.456
PR AL RFESR 0.935 . 0.562 1.000  0.800
PRRERS T L Es P 1.000  0.558 1.000 1.000
TE LG AFELF 0.885  0.611 1.000 1.000
S st aEa? 0.956  0.582 1.000 1.000
Bl Az s mimg rans 0.676  0.753 1.000  0.885
Fopsgltaay 1.000  0.767 0974  0.481
TREBE LG LA 0.852  0.569 1.000  0.459
ME@Edge IgEad 1.000  1.000 1.000  0.553
LEILfIFaEay 0.884  0.607 0.870  0.458
HEEEFAFEL P 1.000  0.644 1.000  0.645
HpHEL G L EL P 1.000  1.000 0991  0.579
EBgttigaEas 0.902  0.877 1.000  0.812
PRSIt EaP 0.966  0.622 0.859 1.000
PAEERGF LD P 0913  0.623 0.713  0.473
LA LI AP 0.938  0.591 0.945  0.604
Liasgigaay 0.993  0.719 1.000  0.579
FAEEFAFE AP 0.795  0.620 1.000  0.764
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REEwmELSTAFEa? 0941 0.616  0.942  1.000
IS SIS = 0.946 0.648 0920  0.524
P S IR RN 1.000 1.000  1.000  1.000

TioE 0920 0.761 0.970 0.699

T A TETFERTH F RS R e

T 3mve s 5 0979~ 0.988 ~ 0.946 &7 0.944 0 7 11 F N L AE K 2 A0 S 5
LR PR G L L T ART B 02 P SR A2 72 LpE E b

=~ fﬁ%\%‘boﬁ* P % 020054 % 2008 F ek wh ot F ARG R A ES
WGP FRE AR AT ERMEE SRR G LT A e &

EEERF TS E s 0920~ 0.716 ~0.970 ¥ 0.699 > # mdwip] - F2 # 2008
&

-

33

SEUE L BTSSR et

S

FHRAOZECFIFTRY ST AR Y o
IR IRRETERES

Afppoked g 2005 # 3 2008 #£4 fES EArF DMU B & 0 24— 0

Metafrontier » & #4175 DMU 2-»x 5 B35 > B B % 4ok 4.8 2 49 #7577 ¢
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2008 =
0.244
0.213
0.216
0.227
0.111
0.242
0.170
0.171
0.129
0.171

L
B

2007 #
0.362
0.393
0.488
0.383
0.496
0.423
0.400
0.463
0.356
0.370

2006 #
0.634
0.493
0.554
0.388
0.524
0.495
0.407
0.666
0.486
0.530

2005 #
1.000
0.922
0.905
1.000
0.936
0.971
0.891
0.879
0.959
0.941

# 4.8 2005 & % 2008 & Metafrontier = 5 %% X ¥ 2 »x 5§
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0.535 0.472 0.296

0.899
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% 4.9 2005 & % 2008 & Metafrontier = + [£#% & £ 2_»c %k @

SR LR 2005 £ 2006 £ 2007 & 2008 &
¢OREALF LG L P 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.869
DR A LN R 0.967 1.000 1.000 1.000
¢ fuz e I A 0.809  0.763 1.000 0.407
AUBE LG AP 0.651  0.864  0.847 0.474
R '@i% Wi d 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.590
o A I I R 0.853  0.875 1.000 0.635
PRERES T AT EL P — 0.664 1.000 0.559
REREWBFF AL P 0.988 1.000 1.000 0.485
FLR@EAIusG s 0718 0794  1.000  0.494
PREESRRG AP 0.887 1.000 1.000 1.000
kA FERHG AP 0.784  0.949 1.000 0.594

PREREERT U 1.000 1.000 — —
REspFass gz as — 0.484  0.945 1.000
FEHEELHF AP L — 1.000 0.607
BEEEF AP 0.938 0.500 0.905 0.509
EIHEEBRG AR 0.856 — 0.867 1.000 0.680
L2 BLmirg a e 0.922 1.000  0.981 0.604
WMEHEET UFE AR 0:934/ . 0525 1.000 1.000
BEZLEFF AT 0.905 0.668  0.949 0.456
PRAgdEYpREELP 0935  0.562 1.000 0.795
YRS ES G AFE P 1.000  0.558 1.000 1.000
TxEgRAFELF 0.885  0.611 1.000 1.000
Lt RFaEaP 0.956  0.582 1.000 1.000
R A R P IR 0.676  0.753 1.000 0.885
Eo it itaEa 1.000 0767 0974 0481
TIRES RGP 0.852 0.569 1.000 0.459
MgEsged igEas 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.553
LI LT AFEad 0.884  0.607  0.870 0.458
HEEEFAFEL P 1.000  0.644 1.000 0.645
FMEE L Ea P 1.000 1.000  0.991 0.579
EBELsiRtaad 0.902 0.877 1.000 0.812
PREFUESTAFELF 0.966  0.622  0.859 1.000
PABEMGF AP 0913 0623  0.713 0.473
LABE LG LD 0938 0591  0.945 0.603
A% AFEad 0.993  0.719 1.000 0.579
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RAESTFRFELP 0.795 0.620 1.000 0.764
RBERELF LI 0.941 0.616 0.942 1.000
rARESFRFELT 0.946 0.648 0.920 0.524
REFRFEEFy AP 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000

T i9E 0.912 0.761 0.970 0.699

el — TGO D G ERTOHEY XK > A R

24881492 FEERAA 12005 & 1 2008 &4 A LEkk - 5%

:‘:

WHERGREFR O BES I FME YRS MO BmE IR AT o RS

BRZ RO AR AR - RS R D R Y D E DMU 2 3y e
w2 A B 975 DMU Pr - w’h’réﬁﬁﬂ: & 2= Metafroniter T g% @2

TALE TR A F 238 o £ 410 2 411 » %) 5 2005 £ 3 2008 & A AL
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% 410 2005 & % 2008 & 5 #w X E2 Pz A F

2P LH 2005 # 2006 £ 2007 & 2008 &
AAFELGHF AP 1.000 0634 0362  0.244
BEES ERRG AP 0.940 0493 0399 0216
AYEFLR GNP 0.905 0554 0488  0.216
SIEFLBEE RN AP 1.000 0388 0383  0.227
FhELRFF AL 0.996 0.553 0.496 0.136
PEBES R AP 0971 0495 0423  0.242
HEBRERRFGF AP 0.891 0415 0422  0.175
i & I PN 0.945 0666 0463  0.206
AHBELPF AP 0959 0510 0423  0.129

G- FABE LG ANP 0941 0569 0435  0.218
L4 RPN 0.834 0631 0484  0.192

Ea AL FEAES UG AINF 0.858 0505 0442  0.464
SEFEBE MGG AP 0.874 0541 0439  0.240

L EHE MGG AP 1.000 0727  0.38  0.144

R 44 SIPR I 0876  0.492  0.710 1.000
FESFERERLRGG AL 0739~ 0.474 1.000  0.546
BicsF @ s iy Aas 0.869 ~ 0561 0671 0673
T3S 0918 - 0542 0495 0311
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# 411 2005 & % 2008 & « pEgE % ¥ 2 ez £

= L 2005 # 2006 # 2007 & 2008 #
PRSP R L P 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
M3 3 EX@ES R AP 0.967 1.000 1.000 1.000
¢ {f‘lg RES Ry e 0.943 1.000 1.000 1.000
AUFEI LG AP 0.964 1.000 1.000 1.000
RERILFF AP 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
TRRERILFF AP 0.963 1.000 1.000 1.000
PRRRESFRFgEaP — 1.000 1.000 1.000
RBERZ LG AP 0.988 1.000 1.000 1.000
EREIBFG AP 0.964 1.000 1.000 1.000
PREERREF ISP 0.926 1.000 1.000 1.000
KAFEFKF AP 0.908 1.000 1.000 1.000
PRRAR AR ISP 1.000  1.000 — —
R TRy IgaEasd — 1.000 1.000 1.000
FEEERGF ANA J7 — 1.000 1.000
BEFEEF LA 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
RLEF KGR 0.999 1.000 1.000 1.000
AP EX WG AP 0.991 1.000 1.000 1.000
HERS G T EDE 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
BERFILGFG AP 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
PRAUESFRFELSP 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.994
PRREES I EaP 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
TxHEFAFaEad 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
CrEFFRFELD 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
HA@Zskizy o 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
FoERFFRFELP 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
ZREX LG AP 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
MEES L3 AgEad 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
LEFESFAgEad 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
FRERISFAFED 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
MRS g Ea? 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
EEERFFAFELD 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
PRBHESFIFESD 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
FARIEEF AP 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
AArAESRRFG AP 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.998
KARESFAgEas 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
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RAEEFFUFE AP 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
REERELF AFEod 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
tAELF g Ea P 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
BEFES WM ANF 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
Ti9E 0.989 1.000 1.000 1.000

T — AT E PR ERTH RE & g

d £ 4102 411 2 F 3 %587 0 o8 ROE X B 2 HEE L0 TP A
WA R RAEEE RO Y A5 w0 2 2005 £ 1 2008 &£ 2 T ¥aggeir £t
F % 0918 0542049 ¢ 0311 £77 S BEEXF w2 EN o Brbrin 4
Metafrontier » % 7 2 H i3 2 Metafrontier + 2 Hprendg & 3 4 ~ a4 - %}u

> H 2005 & 3 2008 & 2. L 3apgeis £ v 5 L 0.989+1.000+1.000

_‘

%
3
=
EN
&

2 1.000 # 7 g £ & PEE S AR RS & Metafrontier € 4p > @ 4p it
AL 0 BT IR A T - BB R P o
% 412 %5 A X Eom u3t B T 2 e @ - Metafrontier T 2 et

FOE LR PRTIE AL S B TALE
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% 412 2005 & 3 2008 & 5 48 L X E M2 Ty B P L ¥
Tys I BB bt

o 0.979 0.051 0.800 1.000
2005 X 0.921 0.086 0.680 1.000
o 2006 o 0.988 0.023 0.930 1.000
P B a3 0.761 0.181 0.480 1.000
(Group) 2007 et 0.947 0.078 0.750 1.000
e 0.970 0.060 0.710 1.000
o 0.944 0.078 0.780 1.000
2008 e 0.699 0.214 0.410 1.000
2005 o 0.918 0.072 0.740 1.000
X 0.989 0.023 0.910 1.000
o 0.542 0.087 0.390 0.730
N 2006

PR A * 1.000 0.000 1.000 1.000
A o 0.495 0.160 0.360 1.000
2007 e 1.000 0.000 1.000 1.000
2008 o 0.311 0.232 0.130 1.000
X B 1.000 0.002 0.990 1.000
2005 1 0.899 0.090 0.660 1.000
< 0.912 0.094 0.650 1.000
oo 0.535 0.088 0.390 0.730

[ 2006 ,
P B X 0.761 0.181 0.480 1.000
(Meta) 2007 o 0.472 0.168 0.290 1.000
X 0.970 0.060 0.710 1.000
2003 o 0.296 0.235 0.110 1.000
S 0.699 0.214 0.410 1.000

4.3.2 Tobit i& fF#-3] 2 FEES

BEF LI oA WA K G AT R F] o A

o

1%

A=

*?\g.

$3

A

4y

g
5%

e 7 Tobiti® [ B3] kA 45 R SR Y R B - AEGE 2 dp M FIE A oL
B LN G R AR LR RS $ 2 E U FART A
YR AIEEAE D B AR RO L S SR H 2% ded 413 % 4.14

7
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% 413 3 g % F e S Tobit i §F 4 47

FIRBE T E (meta)

pRK hE  HEL ZE P&
LES -2.169 0.753  -2.881  0.004***
X E Y -0.002 0.002 -0.854 0.393
AR 0.013 0.013 1.033  0.302
BRITA 0.202 0.072 2.800  0.005***
R 1] 0.012 0.036 0.341  0.733
FAAd R 0.056 0.015 3.812 <0.001***
SE=Lbatd -0.082 0.018  -4.602 <0.001***
FEORED SR e 5 0.042 0.020 2.038  0.042**
R-squared 0.395
Adjusted R-squared 0.371
Log likelihood 46.521

LA P g ]2 1% X85 P e/ 22 58% > *& 1 P /] >t 10% -

d 4 413 v iEm fRNIANIFIRFEFREFL» DR T AT ES S
NF R BRI EET a Fla AR AR PRk R EF P RT G F

g M e s RRMEFRDE G O SMRAY EHS ARSI EEF I BT A5

RS ETRFLAPRE G ERE SRS I AR T e B
R R LT RS S B BRI RS E NG Hore 0 A2 BT R

RIFEE EFRNIAAB IR EFLE -
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% 414 B gE X FPTE A0 5 Tobit i fF 4 41

Fl¥#: TGR
IS ¥ i3 Bl VANI:A P&
W Beh -1.386 0.514 -2.696  0.007***
X E Y -0.001 0.001 -0.783  0.434
A RIE 0.024 0.009 2.822  0.005***
ERIT A 0.151 0.049 3.065  0.002***
ERIEE T 0.042 0.025 -1.707  0.088*
SR d R 0.046 0.010 4545 <0.001***
A yads g -0.082 0.012 -6.753  <0.001***
FEORET S E 0.003 0.014 0.222 0.824
R-squared 0.712
Adjusted R-squared 0.701
Log likelihood 129.588

LA P o] ot 1% 0 ¥ on P 3 5% 0 ¥4 or P /] 2 10% o

Fohd 4 414 Fir d ABEE LD ST AR HENE L F LT Y

Lo B WM 27 RS BT ¢ 48337 Metafrontier » BaFE £ 4% )
FRVWFREREIEE LV FEFHF IR AP RS RESP
KB R AHNHEAVF L EF L B A adaws

EoP Rk EFARR o R H PR o AXRELT Metafrontier b ehdi 5 A g A
Pd R e HEIEL v F e R EERNEEFE G BT RP T F R LA
AP D ARG R P HARE S AT IR A SR S Y e B

Pt A ERE R RL SR ERE S IR TR
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Foag i ARG ARG UL FEMERS NPT U7 A AFTRED Y
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Metafrontier + 2 Fjis» SFp d B> 5 Pl E P 7 F ZREAARD J o A& i

B o A B B A L F R RN EF ) 6 BB A A

AN

Aot ARF M B F S E AP A EY E - oA FARFEE R

o AR SEREGE AR RS ST PR UK 0 B TR B SR SR D
BEFE o AR o vEG GRE d ARR S R 0 L A8 Tobit i G A

BT S mpE o

HFEMEREFFISI N A 20 LA e FOESFHRERT G
de B [ R B FER SFaE RS AR AL LR R RE Y

shitd 3 = A2 1% 9 2 DEA G A #sh Metafrontier = j= 2 Tobit i §F #-3] 4
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