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Evaluation of Cost Efficiency and Influencing Factors of Construction Firms
Using Stochastic Frontier Approach

Student : Jih-Shong Wu Advisors : Dr. Ren-Jye Dzeng

Department of Civil Engineering, College of Engineering

National Chiao Tung University

ABSTRACT

Construction firms require a large cash flow, thereby creating a significant financial
leverage. Therefore, identifying a highly effective cost efficiency model is essential for
construction firms, especially under the pressure of competition in today's global market. In
this study, 26 Taiwan listed construction companies are examined using the Stochastic
Frontier Analysis (SFA). By using the regression model and the translog cost function to
evaluate the cost inefficiency, equipment cost, and firm scale. The main findings include: (1)
the cost efficiency showed that there was still a room for improvement, (2) appropriate
financial leverage increases cost efficiency and capital, (3) subcontracting reduces labour
costs, (4) larger firms can be more cost efficient, (5) reducing equipment costs increases cost
efficiency, and (6) real estate developers are more cost efficiency. It is hoped that through the
findings of this study, we can help construction firms to strategically adjust the management

of their firm and improve cost efficiency.

Keywords: cost efficiency; stochastic frontier analysis; measurement; construction firm
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o F RRALD FORIS AR T e 2 2 P RE NI ARRER 2 F o 4o

FoRIZRA B EF RIS AEFEEZT 82 QGRS &3 7S
1RAER 2 P SR EPM e R RRIR T EE D P ek o e g R LT

KGN L e R T ES FIRD Frok 2 LARBRER & 9 B RiEs] ¥ 37

BEAR S N1 B RER S PTE RS A PRt 2 S FHE "}@i“,fé,#

ZRERSEEF ) AR L RARED T 4 0 g ST EE A4 2 ik

hi

WA A AT o

) &
=@

FPEAFARMEALR -G 7AFE L PHAE2 3B ERFLHL
BEBATL o RA o By E AL SR A EE S AN Z AR

FEZ G oo d G PATERE FEE U W A AR < F) e

T4

SR SN
g gEA s Sl e H R R ERE LM E A pT RS

EAEAE 2 & 7&?5@%’4\3@5 TP b7 Fes 4 o
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P E AP ic E H A AseF S N H PEFS > ng A s A FaEL 4 o £
B E RIS P e AR 2 R e b BRI S BT R e R
WS o

AR EAFTF BT R LA JURGE R A AT RPN
Fit e A

R TE R R T D R Tt TRTEY

@}%F?E%V%’Wwﬂ‘pif"ﬁf ﬁ&c’

3.1 %F g T &

4 & 4 (productivity) # »z 5 (efficiency) ‘e @ B L3 % AR L ki o 7 & o
AN R - F AR T LAY LA RA R R LSk Aon

(Griliches, 1979) :
P=0/I 1)

SN P R4 A4 O EA A bR -

PF R A b A NS Bl FADPRT O FER A N2 SRS R AL

Farrell (1957) & &% B 4odf3d»cF 78 - s 3251 Debreu (1951)#2 Koopmans (1951)
GET Y o AN - B E SRR 2 BT RJL S P DR o L R P

g e § 2 B L - 5 ke (Technical Efficiency) » & & R p - 24~ 28
ToEME LA a4 ¥ - 5 pe s (Allocative Efficiency) 0 F B R R tedp

f%"ﬁ:{']f%%—f7&@5’}7&)\LL_§\,¢L:_§€A&X’?|J% j{%}r }Air\ﬁmluq- _\/I

L
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(Total Economic Efficiency) - Farrell (1957) # i »x & ehifs € 7 g % 24 2 3

(Non-parametric) &% % #ic(Parametric) > /£ (v C-D 4 & &) > @ H #7df I ag»eF fr g
SR A LR o470 2. L 4(Coellietal., 2005 ; £ #&EF2 m4p 1 > 2009) -

pteh o 3% Farrell (1957) cha g 0 - o @ gy id B BIA 2 L (D
e (Technical Efficiency, TE) 4 & @ e drfi » B £ T BT % A& diehit 4

(2)pe & »< 5 (Allocative Efficiency, AE) » 45 e 42 » § 82 2 & HFF T2 ™ » 2

)

PR RIS DR A A B HEAEL T E DA (Total
Economic Efficiency) :
TEE = TE x AE (2

> f254(2)¢ TEE &G A»ed ; TE & e ; AE & el s o

FHUABHE R FSHE-ANd &S 60 2K 31 P SSEFAETY M

(isoquant) » # 74 A HE Y22 X1 2 Xohd [ Vi es » %A 2wt b
H4¥F3 o Fimb= - B 5 F R AT 4o Q B Q' BRenB T B (B 4

51>l S§'R S 4 A A o ﬁh Pakm % » QBLAL = P Bl sd(projection) »
AR AN T QB W5 P Een OQ/OP v & # * OQ/OP fig P Bhendijiv

a7

/,;;;535 s V7

_l"'_")\ “\

MEGEE SN E RES S éa"imﬁﬁf&wf MR BEE TR 2 AN E
(Decision Making Unit, DMU)rjedt o 2 44’5 &= A5 > 3 BHR > 8B F X1 2 Xpen
#Efrrwwfaﬂ Bk, 4R pE AL SS'eip - BE Q'F o) R A o TERIR Q B
frQ'Ehind = 2 0k QB4 2 2 AL Q2 OR/OQ 0 » ,Th{ﬂ S
P o d g DMU i@ % el » R Z W AR B PF 0 €5 - tRepip R o Aru P EE
i frx g v 5 OR/OQ - x F] 5 Farrell (1957)#-2 4 »< & (productive efficiency) Z_

& = H e (technical efficiency) 2 # 22 (price efficiency)shakf o 2 ¢ > Hjis
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Mg wIG PET 0 FoRE 2 AR FREE A D A G RTF S ARG P
2R %ﬂ 4 AR FehE g A RE BRI A F R AT L ¥ o
(allocative efficiency) o #71 P Bheh2 & 2 5 OR/OP > 4 77 # tedoitr{o iy 42 1 ?."Ss‘é

2 F BB AR F P w e OR/OP & (Coellietal, 2005; £ #EZ2 wip it >

2009) -

W 3-1 a8 i Hox ¥ ]

(F#L kR : Coelli et al., 2005)
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Fr A MR BT R S > VA LA 2 R RS T
* 0 B¢ F e 4472 (Data Envelopment Analysis, DEA) 53+ 2 & :# % 5 &%
BAEP R R xR EA 72 Pl g s A 2 (Stochastic Frontier

|

Analysis, SFA) 534 A A B E N A P ogeRieA A2 2 iRy &2 Fetoamtin ¥

»L

B - H3nE DEA 3 2Bt o A A T d AR AT L Bl &
sy > P R Y LA 0 m 3 BB AEAT OV A 0 MDA M EaE
i (Mercedes, 1998)e pt ¢ » DEA # ¥ gL 3 el el & » 2 ddkii 73 &
PR R FER o F] b DEA R AR L Epr TR 2R 4 B 2 (Deterministic

non-parametric frontier) ; @ SFA BB -8 2 » (277 £ Bk S8 1 o f Y,

MiFd BN 4R 2 S AL AT TR PR R A g
32 %I MY
A kSR A X REFEAR e TR AT L R R L B ek £ 4
(Eling and Luhnen, 2010) - & ¢t Thore et al. (1994) ] * ! e %4 47,2 (DEA)Z 2
A4 FFRIF 1981~1990 # B> £ 44 35 MR M E 2 SH g2 4 34 %

B~ e 7 24§ A~ (Cost of goods sold) ~ - 4 % * (Selling general and
administrative expenditures) ~ 3 * % * (Capital expenditures) ~ % % * (Expenditure
onR&D)% ; 2 M %¥ce 7 ¢ 24 & 1] Z (Gross sales revenue) ~ f&a 4 » (Income
before tax) ~ # #F A (Marker capitalization) ; 2# 7 S % x> BT &5
SR T e BAp R e > Seagate ¥ p fRE RS o k- MR F AL R T i
FHH L2 FEFEFH Y - HRFI g T Ra @i P nda &

LA R 4 o
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Tong and Chan (2003) :& * Battese and Coelli (1995) #r4% 2z Mgi%:f % & 472
(SFA) » ~ 47 1 1988~1993 &2 ' P R« [£ L3545 F S Hd Ao 7 B g A
AR B A R ACTFERP AR R

Karlaftis (2004) & * DEA 3=z 317 & 35%],1% Sy T 1990~1994 £

% 256 1 £ W) o BB k2 TR BT R T FIe g R U g L
2R R kgt ol KM BT e E N SR g T
N o R & @ﬁ;*]’gﬂ,ﬁ B2 fRiE o

Yoshidaa and Fujimoto (2004) & * DEA %4531 67 B P #4835k 0|2 »cF » H
AR R TR B M RS o

Tahir et al. (2009) & * DEA #3145 X & I & 2000~2006 & fF [ A ¢k 78 #4247

PRS2 gl PEET T R R AT 0 B Rk d B AT e 5
73.3% > v& 3 3% b AL enfk s S 70.9% o £ - BT F IR E A FEL(T i
PR B S R RS 0 @ A BUORHEE pR S S ARd T o h LR O
SAHEE T B 3 A PE T 0 fe & 2005 2 2006 E ATy kAT 5 kT
I AEEAE @ B et B o

Eling and Luhnen (2010) i& * DEA % SFA & 482 jZ X 78 R % &'k ¥ oS o

EEw 38 £ RBFIR (1) Atk &8 F(2002~2006 # )% % B H s 2 A s

B A F R K (QF B e o P e § MR G iR o 7 5 (3) %
NP FA 27 (4)E* DEAZ SFA A fa = 2 2wl krEseg > H B %

o

ﬁ*ﬂ

FA

—=
-n¥

Eken and Kale (2011) i& * DEA#£34 2 B H 47 4 (704 A 2 Ei 4 o
T B SR 0 AFEA LB ] 2 BN EF A R R
FRFME ) HRBAS S PUEJARE o L EREF RIS Honk s pET

| &4

Fo s 3 R E BRI BARE A L BEORICS L 0 kB RS -
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TERFPFA S EE M LRSS B P e o 2R (2000)
J* DEA ¢ Tobit #3] 445 » 0 TR 2 4 i~ LM 5L - T 5~ ¥ 2 fedtdic

g\%’i%-@% V) FT%?‘;J‘_;,&; ’f"ﬁ{‘?;é%‘i(JZIET%%é_ﬂ’,Q% ‘}r'/? B

Iz

EMF 20 FLEFTE 4 1991~1999 & B2 F > @7y Hrrlk o 2
BEFR ()48 g 8 2 TR A ko 3 79.5% 0 B 0 iF 20%ec ¥ %

F@A T BATAHD EL S R E L Q)T G AR Y

F BT o BP0 T F LN X 4 LR RS - R
PERR AT EEREF S fgcE o

Li and Hu (2002) & * SFA 43t & /e @ Bl Baci? Al g & » H3 2 Hc
Ffod A BLER2Z Tl ia; BT 58T 0 B3 R hk S Bea g ok T E
SN RRF R TS RIF R I e B S kA (B

Li et al. (2004) i&* SFA k4Fd o B2 F 47~ R E (F7 22 LA F A7)
fol § BT 2 gpoe i fosc fds § L2 Benll 5> W # 1997-1999 # 2 43 fuh

CBRTL T A RRB S b oS Y RE R R L SR e

gkl % (2004) & * DEA %5 & A4 T 23 RBE LA G Y » g 0
FEER SR AP R RS TR X 0 i - R A 2 B anh i
BEET o SME R EE Rk T Y ek 18 fokbpzonk B L 1 gy 2
G T F k22 57%; A E R AR ORFIL R LS Bl S oy o

PRI EAR G EIIEY N j\—fF’—l » AR ER gab,!cm,f.ﬁ»;7 4w »u S BV

F57 B (2006) 122004 & H e L azkw LT A2 ICKPF P FAATH

Fp L 2000 # 3 2004 £ 0 ¥i5iEA FEH 6 BCC RN A 4 4E e 2ok L

I X ICEP P H Y FE S B E i 2 By o LR B A 717 5L oy
2 Hd g e b B R AT R LT R AR L ¢ ¥
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SRR Y Jeih S S L R O ES REBHF R RE & @*ﬁ%gﬁ_,qﬁi
BALE ~ A U E AR B LR A A R ke HRmRE T (1)
2k T A NC K 2 P A (it dpiR) A R 2 B & SRR B Mot

RV Raa TSR T FiFad F FET £ L RAR 2B B Bk
o b EE G RAR 2 A NREG ()R RE TR LS P H FR Y Eaa A i
@ﬁﬂﬁﬁéﬁizﬁﬁé SARE R F o B W ICHERL ICH 2 7 8§ iE s

# Wb & @ FPGA 27 £ AL ff*zéﬂ e K5 0 Multi-Media Ics 473 2 IC
Hw ﬁﬁfzﬂ$mﬁ&uw@gm%ﬁiéﬁim&ixwﬁaﬁwké’
EAYPRFE 5 (2000~2004 %) - E T2 ICmh o @304 Fra X B flrai 2
AIF EE B RO K@i

% (2011) % DEAHE o P RSy 3 EHFBARFZLEGT
AFEF AL HRABE CBFERREFTHL 0 A3 P 2007~2009 &4 31 7L
o H AR A ()il A R K RRA R F A 8% 0 (T 6.5%:4
{715 8% 5 (2) £ iy i A A T I05 i T Al BF M2 £ B AP > A FRE
Boif A A A 274217 5 (3) 4 95 11.8%42 17 Boif SLHCiK T 10.5% » F] 2+ Basel
MGEP © ® ZEAFETERE 2 2010 & #4 & F £ U (Basel 1) - § 2013
£ iR E B AT AR R FEet A 2019 £ 5 A i B #E 7] 10.5%) 05
T g PR RERA YT PR

AT EER RPN MFE S R MY R Ao 3100 £ 31z
B3R HEaFaRTy 2 iE & F A DEA2 2 > 35 10 K » @ SFA 2 2 plfi
Bk d AK(H - B DEA 2 SFA G 7 2 > i EAH2) A F i §

Ple § o @a s LUAFERGEFT SR HE RS - 1 F 1 38%; 2
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hod ApMAT Y 2 RN B Y A B fi % DEA G REFH AP L H B e i

7&3::?‘7 15 ﬁi; o

% 3-1 »x2

A
-l.x&

FEAMEL REA

L FirE Fife | P

m
Thore et al.|fl* DEA % 2 & 4 = & X 3¢ | 2 KT "ol | DEA

(1994) 1081~1990 & [ » £ 44 7% W7 "6k | &
B @ysetzd4 g e 2%

R Y R TN

—
B -

"o ~ Seagate w3 & i cisn o (e - i

s g R Bl A4l 2

Tong and Chan | ¥ * SFA A 45 1988~1993 # 2 ¢ ] | » B+ 1 % | SFA
(2003) A EEWA G ERL Ao A2 R | WAL R

CRVN ok S SRR Ry o

AT BRI NS
Karlaftis % DEA3®{z 1990~1994 = f¥ £ W2 | 2 W= 92 | DEA

(2009 CEEE PR R T R R
SB R MM BTG kg E i
PRI R R B BT L T

B9 %]? RSN ¥
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FH DEA k3E 67 B p A83-% b
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DEA

Tahir et al.

(2009)

i#* DEAF3 8 ko & & 2000~2006

EF RPN HE LRGSR 2
RHEE o H S SR A R E e
MR @ o F LT 0 oA AR

e 3 5§ ﬁ? 3 s e 0 A&
A& P

b F ALAANE TS

E

"ﬁ\

K7 %

DEA

Eling and

Luhnen (2010)

% DEA 2 SFA & fa° i# % 78 B
g ¥ ared > Ay 2 ad (1)
& 2002~2006 &4k A W BE 5%

BHAHME & AsE S g Ao

=

e A ) IR N gL E
(@) & P eh
s )2 P5(4)i * DEA 20 SFA
AR A

fg_r'_%_ BT

EONE

$hLR

[ S

DEA 2 SFA

Eken and Kale

(2011)

i DEA #3132 R HAGFA TR

it AR N 4 ajpdten g o H %
SRT AT A LB S ) 2

2

Flac 4 SEF 3 ey %G ¥ 4 M
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24714 (2000)

v DEA ¢ Tobit {445 347 £ 5 29
By EE 2 SRR Ak

B ()T ke i 79.5% 0 B

DEA

Li and Hu

(2002)

" SFA RS - AP F{ A ey o) A
£ ¥ e S P i ded 2 3 BLE
ekt HEEHTE G RS D
B2 e ok T T s {0 B R

RS LR

e IR o

SFA

Li et al. (2004)

i SFA k#5354 1997~1999 & =
A3 peha g aFE RS (§F 2%
VHALE) e ¥ B2 e e

R R B o Bk

=9

o AT R FE R s g

<
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#r DEA TR 54 23 REIMEL L %

G e HERNA 0 SR
Rk AR Y et 13 ok
Lk s 1o Tk ddn
4 A 2 W 5T% 5 % I E ek
CEIER TS S SURI-E & SRS

ZIMF ETIR o

DEA

35§ (2006)

1/ DEA4F# kw1 7.4 2

Fand 5 (Q)Ff e 7 2 & 7 H

oo B b A

5 1R IC 4R

LA BUEEOl W /ngﬂi;:;; *
» Mu

Iti-Media les Af 3 2 &4
L4

HAD T (2000~2004 £) HEH E

'Jé

Bt a FEICHSZ 27

2 IC w3 F 1L

= P s
O E A T F

= e AN B
REWE B ROF A E

DEA

% (2011)

F* DEA W8 5P £8F5 8%

Fo R RREE (DR T R LY

DEA
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Fi BN G FiRE | P

AR BT 8L > T 6.5%
GRLIT T 8% 1 (2) & R AT
hoi oA R M2l & ik
Foom R ELT R T A RS MONAT

£07 5 (3)* 93 11.8%42 17 B i A0

%+ 10.5% o

(FH kiR AA2g fETD)

33 & kS ia A g

Farrell #1957 # & L2 E 11 DEA &9 j# k53¢ = & sz & e & (Camanho and
Dyson, 2005) > % fs = A3 kT 7 EFHE B o & 3 Vennet (1996) T1# %E4s =
~i8 B S dic(stochastic cost frontier function) » 4533 1988~1992 & [ gt & - 48 17 *
P 492 B E pbk R > HE g B R0 AT § heiT £ & § § A ¥ s Aok
FoAAFEMT € A2 R

Cummins and Zi (1998) & * - 7 Fh> 2 kfFr€ % & 7 gmed > - &

translog & & & Hc(SFA)» T @it B 2 228 2 RE % O P s 0 ¥ - 3

~

iRl * DEA S 2 o ™ 445 R&% 2 9 f 1988-1092 £ chi 4t k r B A% 2 7 ¢h

A B

SR el R P R IRRBEEIRER o a A RS TR ER

it

HBERE PYRR o
Puig-Junoy (2000) & * DEA % fim# & 517 R RdF2 Rird B} S F 994 7%
PBEEF R hong o FREFRFLRFEAY 2 PRI A IRk

%5 [EREIN E o
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Camanho and Dyson (2005) i& * DEA X §fr& 47 » (e A5 [ 7 B %

-

B o % DEA Rfpitaisc TR AGEFRFTAT ELOFERT > PRT IR R
g3t A Rk o
Hernandez-Sancho and Sala-Garrido (2009) 4] * DEA = ;2 % & 4773 -K @ Fy €

*oAE o e L Bk w e s L BT BETAR P E RO ALEER

-t

TG 0 TN B TR IE R S 2 el B oo
Manlagnit (2011) $# #* SFA k¥ ‘}:tEf*i;}’ LRGeS A2 > T RER %I
e

A

lﬁb
s

BB RE R A RE R ST A BT B e 0 K

o
-
"ﬁ\
-L,a

Das and Drine (2011) i& * SFA k:E PR & F L b Aok | B3 $ 3
L ER R 4T L F Aot TALF IR @ (T O KM T ip s E R e
BGAEBT R o BRI 3 0 B R B 2 H 2O ALE ~ O ALF A 0 AT kT
oo R T AT R E o R o ArrFaHT Y 2 G rE B REGEET AP R
higdk B 7 S5 F M 2ENMP el FE G s F U7 B4 ERP Y
ok BT o
RPN dfzd S Arekaip AT 7 37 10 5 & kx < B i g b0 F oo (1997)
B AR RRFOHEE R E xR S22 RAAGFAETH Y KA
% 1981~1992 # - 38 * AgAkt B~ & 5B Al (SFA) R A7 5 & 4217 2 R4 4o [
S Pl @t B G AR BAEHS (DY A RES
FABEAE PREH FBRFTATLTAM B QRF BTG AT
B0 g oe i pe i g5 Bl S Q)N AFHMTFRAYEEE 2y TR
IS & fe B sk o
% %3 (2000) :&* DEA # ¥ BP T 378 TEE 4
ERA A TR RF T E B, SANE R LN TS 1998 £ 2

1999 # - H %A > AR EA T 25 > 1998 F L2 TR RE S B L L Ap
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$3E% 0 R TG AAGRRAES EAK £ 19909 ELEARE R TG

tRim 2 (2001) W f 1997~1999 & fF LAk ®w L = RF FAF R Yo 2 pF
BRI & T4 &+ Battese fe Coelli #-3] (1992) 4 & < Cobb-Douglas & #ic

WAl (7 3 6 & RAUTHINE S s ok BoaF B2 & kg ok

YA _—

_L,s
=
_J
i

bR R R A - B SR RALE £ R R SRR B A
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G EF R B BLEEBIR DR RRAGFRFAIRFLEHEFTE RV

g
L3

HARFNATE A R T R T R R e G o
A 4rE (2003)  Battese and Coelli (1995) &% 4éd 4L % SFA & 3t 2
Fho BE F 33 RLETF oL A P R MR 0 E 2 ATAR RS B G RS
= AR A 0 R AEFE-1998~2000 £ 0 Bt A TS A O REREZE RF B
HETE -~ BRI BRP)FLHERF ~ 22525 BFT 8% 5 P (DL HRF
A

] &5 QR e

SRR L g AR E R ARM > TEF LAG S g5

MR E AP o Fd R AL R R A 0 AL it A hod; Q)R

BERB LAY EREGFIRAME S Ok LB ER AT -
#

3P4 % (2005) 1 DEA #*f & %» R i o iz %

EH R 2005 # LAY FERFFTHR e EY THELACHTFTA - JRIY
AR JE L S SN TUP R SO &uﬁﬁdCCRﬁ]

TARNAFEY) ~ BCC (R R 4rpY) i gk ~Ho kit (716 B F FH g
BERCR B B K1 2 MELE S H - FrRIEY o 3B xR
BB o R Bc kR R Y E AL H 2 o

W # % (2008) i * sgs A A f R S(SFA)EERT 19 R B % RALIT 2 A Aok
Fo AP L 2002~2006 £ c HAm g 2% (D) MR RBEHF4E ¢ FEL £
BHaFE? el r AF AP E 3B THE2 22530 1~5 2/ &

BRT FERF P REF Y MEEAF P 1 FAF ¢ RERAFTER
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HAFHRFELHE2Z LW RE C2F HARNPH P ERGFLAFET

Boma et oL (U R R L R TS o A I e % £ad
R A R S AR 2 P | MY T g e F A f1ang

s

J:J, gt b2 A R4 (T eha j\».*;:::«w}s B Eenl 4phl o (240 g:lf%—g\_i;;g *
Fepb A 3 R M AT Ny R A s AT S Y S Q) 2 AN AR
AT LB F LA > T 2 EIUAR A S g RS FAR G S 0 F T A ALY
o E AR A b’%f‘%ﬁrﬁv’ﬂé#ﬁ,ﬁ%:&‘_ e S WM U PP rgiﬂ’ + ’—j‘grsq\lgél
BEAEFSAERFOFF DAY TR ERETR LI ERF AN 2T R
7;53{—? :,W‘?gi X o

F 7% (2008) & * SFA 7% 1997~2006 = [ 2 8% % 66 7l 'Zp L »z452
SRS B RIES T Tt S RSN ¥ ST SR SR N SN
FE R B B RcEENAER  FFL pr T ARE R 3k R
Tl RSP HC S Ao N BAATE K B2 HECE S s 54 g TR FIR S ke
FEEZE 3| § 22 FR Bah ey o H R E S R AT ¢ (1) o Bk R RITRELL AT
PP E s A e 5 91.15% 5 (2)4r » M4 ACTE & AL~ M 4 2% A o ARIT RS
WH o PARERE gL R AT EGAFE e N R X2 P

H

B o

2/ 8 (2010) E* SFA4F:T 23 R M P S RALT R Y HE 2 R
Gy Pw s ehE RS o fR A 4 1997~2009 £ £ 3+ 13 & 5 FRLE F 299 &
FRAFTBEEA (DF BRRE RHEA NG AT AHFIAAMN Qb
LR FTANE S AT EFLAAM Q) BRI RFAN S L BIRT A
NI S AF SFL AN @) H P A E Rord L BN ()
St ehd Aae LA F AN B)MEE R Ak R REF R Ap M (T)REE 2

?
AP RI Y N AT R EFDLARM -
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Rk (2012) i@+ DEA#H - B8 Y Rap F8 T 2SO o RAPF 5
2005~2009 # » H 2%kt (DY AT A2aF ¥ 33 2% X 207 K
REFEHAfE S mAE s o P3N 08RFEgcS B 07 B

FEZEF TR L Q) e B FHERE D AF B MY g £
A

i ens A3 F g ; ()¢ Reag & PX W TREE RS B T g &F"E‘m_l— A0 B S
OREEF KR 50 FRAE RS Lo 2 oBE 6 a0 A9

foo B (B) p R B ARE e~ BB E R AR B 0 F Y BRI G A op
TApR  (6)AF AR LA AN T AR o Ry BEG RS -

ARG ERm EE PN R S AR S AP R ek 320 dEd TR B R
Fenlb Ay kg o hfrl d Ao aw 3 2 2% S84 SFAS 2016 {77
dakg 11 F E4E% SFASE @it DEA S Eptat s 24 6 K Y - B
* SFA%Z DEAR fE= 2 kEAF 7 B2 )P st e P Rl UALF 2 g ER S
#1052 % 0 E60% ¥ B - SAFEL A R @ o By TR
Faofas s REIFEND T - IRAGFIORZ BT E IREEY DM
FLEOPF TR AL FTRF Y RGP RIS FTESFFGRE S
1HE ORI ETERAT > e AL ERPHIL 2 A NI EZ NS

RAFRI 0 P EAATHE RE G - REZHMEEFFRZHHR LTS
P~z A NECL T NI Fogn ) ¢ A S BRI BT F G S AT F R
¥ (F 5 &7 1997)

Brbo d AR AT R 32 SR N F ¢ T U A0 i DEA S R
FREFATH T pE s ArcF o £3F% SFA 2 2 Pl 4533 8 ik » 7] F &2
FARFF2ZAAIMG T P RFETREILZTFEE S o o ket g &

RA L E gy 2 d kot
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FiH FIrE Pk | By
Vennet (1996) 1] * SFA % $£341988~1992 # ¥ geiv' | 4217 % SFA

£ e A AL R 492 B B REE

PSR AR 8T

Cummins and Zi|#&* SFA 2 DEA - 7 F ™ 2 R | g ¥ SFA 24
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AAE 2 el #EAARRE AR URIEEE T O R dred o AN R

PHEFRT O EE - AFE PP E N EF TR RN RIS A2 F o

TERTE RS SR ST S ST RN N

_1,&
3;
)

(\x
M
,dm

FEEA L EARE R AT RSB R @S e (Th5 0

Fpt >  DEA 22> & Tp = W& 5 % (Pareto optimality ) sse g gL+ >

Al R E R AT EE AR B A2 T oA X WG R A

F_‘-

PP S A G BB o MR- RS EEE ) RE R ZAR s - 2

(s
Wi

lenp 2 AR 2528 ARXE m“@ﬂﬁ—%’*fﬂdﬂ#@&ﬁﬁ'“
(Pareto optimum unit) - ¥ 2 * K fFg H fs K B 2 gr & 2 dl e 82 4p i (F

ME - 2010) e Mzt > F H - BARE T A2 ASER P PF s A PRE S 4p
BlEf it > v o B A H -t e -ﬁﬂ%ﬁ%%ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%
R RlEGE > EoeFE Pl AR0E 12 F -» 7‘—«‘?\;& R T

EPRFES L ApF o FHARL G EoaF H o Rfpsraf @ L] Lo

54



4.2 g8 %2 (Stochastic Frontier Analysis)

Py MR e h > REARF AR Y AR Lkt E_Koopmans & 1951
EOTE AN 0 BRI T R ARG T A TOHEGEIERET o Aok 3 F T
)]}7 Ebiﬂé\t EFRag d E\‘jﬁ’g—\? i"ﬂét—,ﬁ T ek ’ji‘.*-lﬂr ViRt iERen

P o RIS~ A0 S B 2 a0 o Farrell (1957) F =c 4% 41 e anid

Borpl el @A SHRER PR IERE LT oaaFpE gk

N

i

P @R 2 & F R (Product Frontier) 5.3 & st & ko H g B

EARFRMA - BEEY PR AR ASR S H R R AP G Er

TAAGR S F B ERL AR CHHI Y R E A A Sl
LA > P aupl B A - =i R o

Peh s R R eTEE ehd A Solica B > F % éhd A Sy Cobb-Douglas
4 & diffc s Translog 2 A & fic® o 282 e B i o BIEE  maE g i
ferg 8428 B30 o Aigner 2 Chu (1968) %7 % g T Fl& BB ™ - &

TR T HEA) 0 & Cobb-Douglas # & 18 & #c (Coelli et al., 2005) :
Ingi = Xif — i i =12..1 3)

SEAQ)Y G RATI R P PAE D X ES S Bln(Kx Do R 5 f A

%
Advdice £ Sy AN A FFEsa S aZb f B S RE -
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e B R E R 1 Vo A L IR F R R IE L e o
KEFPR T R EFHEMITFRTEEFEF BaveS REG - Tk L o 503
%;g T WA e - A Kee s o d Aigner 2 Chu (1968) ~ Afriat (1972) #
B egr T st i B #E7) (Deterministic Statistical Frontier Approach) endd fis o #

Aigner et al. (1977) » Meeusen % van den Broeck (1977) & p #& {4858 R 24 A Sdic

#-A] (Battese and Coelli, 1995; Coelli et al., 2005) :
Ingi = X'B + vi — Ui 4)
S AR (4) 8 > AR () A B H D A7 (A)H e - BEA P ERIFEL Y 0 KR
A+ 3EN(@)? gidr A D XikTdhro f5H3 58e ot

AR Q)RR IR A 5B IRA - B v KA T BRI A X AL MR

23 ;85— % U RE g FEEEERFFE X ?f'}’t%ﬁ—; EN WA IE o

a2 e 2N (4) PR e A Bk = - B 2§ 975 7R (cross-sectional data) 12

A e, BRG - BIEE S A PP L BN E S A f e aRE L o
dREZATLUEL LR PHA T s fRER g FlR L A

F g E o o 2 Sty BAsE Y GiGE 4 (panel data) 0 B REE L 2 F HH

e R R ) 0 e A TR AR ARG L A R diR o
&g %#ﬁ%ﬁv‘ﬁj&'}f‘ LA TR R R B VR B YR

&
BT ey £ 8 (Coellietal, 2005 ; £ &2 g > 2009) °
S RN E B 20 E AR LAY 0 XN SR G e TR

NEPR T e e ere S Bt B o B {5 o Battese and Coelli (1995)#% 1 kg R 4 &
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St B RER RS R 4o B b A BB CGR RIS U B e R

(Coellietal., 2005 ; £ /#&#2 m4p 1 > 2009) :

Yie = Xt f + ( Vie — Uit ) )
FARNG)Y Vi MR R 0w td 2 ABEPIE C X ARF 1T E Ik
*»3E 0 A(Ax K)e R 5 pEATEIA(KX D) £ 5 Vil 1 2% tH 25
A RFEAR SiidN006?) A8 Rd AT HEFE A dop KU T S
AFFERE U RS UL R A 0 AR A ETF PR 0 S

2§ e #7% A fie(truncated normal distribution) » % B #:% o -

> A28 (5) Y endirE xS Fl & ui v F 2 A28 (6) kP (Coelli et al., 2005 ; =
ANEEZ R4 0 2009) :

Uit = Zito. + Wi (6)

A2 (6) P Wi b e i d i A pe B Hed o Zn k- (ILx myw £ iz

2 % #c(explanatory variables) - H % 2 Hjis@E o Wi I g hom o o

AV

poek o SERTP SRR R el B E A F VR % Ao~ vz (The
Method of Maximum Likelihood, ML) % &5 $*#i25% > #73 & {0 i e LR+ 4 20
ppest B oSy 5o o BRI MRS RO 0 T R R - i H AR R AR
3 e 2 (likelinood) e f = PEi i = 2 B ch R dicd & & 5 chh rodice Ao 15 -

BHMESEADEBEL S o a TA NP R T AR SR 8 fdchddic o
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Aigner et al. (1977) #-3#cir iy S 12 Sdcit > gt A3 e ¥ R HESY (the
half-normal method)ch %8s o’ =0+ o & A=00f>0 > £ 1=0 » 4

R GAHTR K R R > 2B R PIEHLL B H0IR 3T ST 4 o BIFHIE L

~.

%5 (Coellietal., 2005 ; £ #%2 feip i > 2009) :

InL(y|8,0,4)= ——In( J+ZInCD( ) 2; Izll:g,z (7

et
Bl

y ¥ A 2 4t#c+ £ (vector of log-outputs) s & = v —U; = Ingi- X' H3F% 7 0
2L 5m D) Tk § A ST ES % #i(the standard normal random variable) %3

X ¥ &0 % f# 4 fie ndie(the cumulative distribution function, edf) -

43 kSl

BAE o~ A D pE > - LA E e E Y B r e s o 1T
d A AR o A REESE R R T B BT E s AR i B O i

3]- 43 4 A S¥e(production function)£? = 4 S #c(cost function)= &7 - 2 & 3

XN

TGN Y RO LAY W F O BE2Z Bl r N F AHERLSTHEH S
AP BEFEL R R RRE AR FTRARLE A N AS ik A - Tl
BERErR R R RAFEET O B XAEANE R G RZF AT MG

B FIRE R FRRA R NE F SR 2 A SR F AR
AP A AP FERTETEEE TR DA E S 2P 2 AME) I BEX

Ricbmens B4 R GRS T 0T A AR A
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Ci > C ( Wi, Waj,....Wni, Q1i, O2i,---Omi ) (8)

> fEN8)F CiEF = A s Whi 5_% nﬁ:};’:»iﬁf@:qmi{?ﬁ misE A3 ;C ()

BN TR H f%’ ﬁ_i.fl ;**li__ilfuj},;\: 1~ %E!\:k{_ﬁz;& =X :}igﬁ' ponn o

Bt A A Sl & AR E (1) A il £ 2 RabER S (2%
ASB- AR EZFRRIEB)F A IR Z GRS B A)EFHR R
B A NEAA 0 (5)> A d B & F YR 7R - ks @i (Coelli et al,
2005 ; & AEZ Pip 20095 § o< 0 1997) o

Mester (1966) - Cebenoyan et al. (1993) % Allen and Rai (1996) & & 5 i& * “F%
S AF R (L LR A AF R 2 T A 8] 5 PTF A et o B T
Schmidt and Lovell (1979) 4 1 * Cobb-Douglas & #cj& F Hitmsc 5 82 & fe s 2. &
5 o Altunbas et al. (2000) #%& /5% = AF Sl d) 5 < A ez Ao M E 2 E
B AER Ak Sl BAF AT BV B A AL T 0 ST 2 e gh A A i

AT

TC=TC(Q,,P)+¢ )

2 A 9) TC A= 25 QAN »E (Bl4e - 3 F o r ) P~ i

% & (b]4e ‘“frvl%’})‘_&.PL_, ’F'.’”‘iﬂ;/ﬁj_ LK) o

$b ek ik gy Aigner et al. (1997) 2 Altunbas et al. (2000) #7 3k = & o ficergi- £ 7

4T
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e=u+Vv (10)

S EN0)P U EBREEA B ARV ABXEE B2 F A RS

R Tkl 00 R oo

Battese and Coelli (1995) SF B A e B N T AR TR

BT AR RA - : 005 ; & #% % f# 45 I > 2009) :

(11)

ac(w,Y)

=X W,Y )= 12
aWi I( 1 ) 0 ( )
SAER(I2)Y W AH AR ARV ZAN XS H IME LG RE
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2. FhmBE AR AR - AN GER L
1 YA =1 (13)
Z?”klzo (14)

3 ijk =0 (15)

44 DEA#&2SFAZ2 £ B

DEA ¢ SFA SRE > 0 2 Kfrd ¥ ens 2 > v Py B fp 2 A3 o %
!"_ﬁi}j:,ffﬂ’ﬂ:—-p ° SFA E )‘Lﬁ ﬁ;/g,{\’aﬁ mﬂi’ Efp:ln\‘)ﬁ'/z’ l/‘:" 2 Gl j\ﬂﬂﬁﬁl \:hgt ’ «ﬂ jZ,_/:l_

REFHEEP R E S EF R R RE ~h% H2c% 5 DEA Bl 178

ZARE o R ARE A gk A N e L (B A 3 s B )Tt g o
TR AL ARB) RApE g o Bl GRS AT 6 0 SFA T A dT e S - R

H%k s e s BFREZ BB 2434 @ DEAK,!rtéﬁ'ssiLf’f » 3 SFA 5 7 7
& FeFore s (FmE 0 2010) o
Bk AR 0 SFA B AR E ot e Heon kB R RS R T Y

BUEME A0 o dep R T A F T EE o R HH KR @ DEA Plin i s if

BoAd A oy B KE A o o @R 2 L BRI & m TS
Fl et s Am e g R o
7 B DEA £ SFA ehifdl BEA WP 4ris > 3 fA > 2V RA TR B A
4-1(Coellietal., 2005 ; £ #&&E2 w4 i+ > 2009 ; & 5 > 1997 5 =i & > 2010 ; ¥
=85 > 2004) :
1. DEA hif 2k

DEAmIﬁ.%pJﬂ./E IF,\‘)W}:Svﬁ';: ,ﬂ\gj\lt‘r{, o I N J—ﬁ\_ﬁf]*ﬁ'{17 NS
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(3

R PV R RJIL SR SR

Rt
W
>\_
I
7
X!
gl
5
-
ﬂt
S
A
L

2. DEA a8t

DEA chax g4 g 2 ¥ £ A3t P gL Fl R o b X ie 2 A =
Wi sz AR E g 2@ o PSR e 5 1 o%agi2 ey
FEE s 1l A RECE RN FE iRy ARR o L0 AR E AR
B o~ A idn M iR T PR DEA #n @ cndk e 2 R R T A s e

3. SFA i gk
SFA g8 L K- AEWBRARE F R nmELFZ Fp > T2 T H

TR T 71:\41;&1?,\?{;1??3{7; R R &
B g Wi Aog IR Aok DEA 4 sc X Apke s 5 Lol @ 1w
P T 4E o o o SFA T (T BINEPE RS I el e ae S g TR
BB R AR T e L8 o

4. SFA =3t 2k

Y
%_f\g
AN
|

RlR-¢ HEE R 4oad® § A hfi 3 4o DEA 222 > 3

% 4-1 DEA 2 SFA # Z ' @i d74

%P DEA SFA
U SUENEES = SE DR S5

“iifﬁgi:" ;}g ?Uiifﬁ&:" ;}g Kﬁ#&;; %

7 1 ﬁ%éﬂ/fj\g—‘:ii Foehs L %ﬁyﬁﬂlfj\iﬁ?i“”m%
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#p DEA SFA

FovirmiEgl AER 2ov PRt A ER 6
PRI e g R e

B AR E mera ek < & o3t Mg gk £
e & ( hdk x g ) iE vk ARE oA GFT R EAET

R Lo A0 g B R e LR

H
WH AR ety R oL | R AR R Y LR
%~ B

BRI AR & BT e Ao dep LT R F R E
CEERET

1. ke 1. Fjsres
2. Ak 2. Rpircsk
3. feid 3. feE

o

3. VRMRILIARL »E IRA |4 HEBELFALIEZ B EDR

iy
3
lal
L
e
I}
a1
o
2
B
=1

i ST TS
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#p DEA SFA

L4 e

5. ¥ @ I|"ERF R R chi i a ok

J=r
o

_::’i:

1 iz d B L 740 |1 RPABERIEIYL T wRE
A b R AR 2B . SRS

2. ¥y ez AL H s it

Irs
N

BoABE 5% o B RIHEBE

3
i

{7 e AR

[

3 PRE mpEHA AR (8 R AL A G W

S PRI 9 (B endk e MAEHA - BELAD T
bl:’"a 55'( L/Q]ﬁ-’i_j?{‘\ [ 'E'_;E_; o

T

(A= g E=p Coellietal., 2005 ; £ #EZ f@ipit » 2009 ; & o > 1997 ; =M E > 2010 ;

#7 1% §> » 2004)

SIREE S S e+ E R A T Sy SR W o o
Arm EEEEE BN R AEFERE S AR S ke T E LR R
Ak Rt g R A

1. ﬂxzﬂ;‘gb’%ﬁ%ﬁ@-ﬁ&&f%giﬁ/\ 2 A Dz Ak

e
Sk
i
=
i

4

>
o
Tdh
e
T+

EFHM R USFAR AR K2 FE > VELPELR o

2. 2 4 DEA B L BR EMF e A LG e F enm J TR G AT

3. :8* SFA v * wfEa s hfair L ARE (E AL HR)E S AT 2 8 HHY
GO PR @A iEr DEAR S @2 B R a3 et K H v @i




M

rH RN gy AR o
4. SFAR SR RFAM 2 @ 5] P RV B2 vt id 7 )
BDEA H cdmiple # 5 12 i o

5. % SFARNFHIEF S L AR AnT M 4 o

2
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IR FLEHEZRERT

51 # 42 FH %k

AETE A B PR R 2002 EF ST 1 R 2P £ 54 Fo ot
AR (20022011 ) ¢ EP -~ FERrARLSHARFRFE o PEAY
BPRFLADRFE O EPFSETHRANEG 206 FTFE T 05 15 RER S

UGFE A0 65 bRy

»

=
s
3
s
ndg
R
G
'34'1\5
he S
i
|
ey
She
4
o
3
B
T

AEE TR BB A

(\x.

AR Er 10 EEAD T nTaE T 97.6% T 1§ 2

ferd Ao B AH AP 2002 & 5 2011 # £ 10 & A AL F 26 Rk

UFE AR pAlen ] 2608 o A TR RREABG oS L 2B
PRI (SRS T B 2012) 0 B AL S AP AR M 3HF 4

ZFH AR GTRCEE A FRELARRABIFIELR §EEYf

<
!
}‘
.
N

SRRH > fed PR L TR FRen A RSN AR
g Y R s R FA Y B
FLE rﬂgﬂ AP FLEE L0 E %--&)imff;'f% KEZ o g 2006'&"‘){%’7

R ETE S5 CURE SRS R SR NS E T E R A

66



251 RFA*FTH

S ® 2 iié%éﬁfimﬁﬁw acapes B
(F ~#&/7) * k(%)
1 A 1974/7 89.8% =% EH
2 B 1964/9 100% % EH
3 C 1972/12 91.8% e EH
4 D 1950/9 97.0% o i RPN
5 E 1967/12 99.2% ¥ i PN
6 F 1986/3 100% H i RPN
7 G 1960/12 89.7% 53 * 5
8 H 1967/3 100% ¥ 3 Az
9 | 1988/10 99.7% #30 i §
10 J 1980/1 99.6% % e}
11 K 1981/1 100% ¥ BN
12 L 1982/4 100% o 3 Az ER
13 M 1980/3 100% T3 &= 5
14 N 1960/11 90.9% L 2Rz 23
15 0 1978/8 100% = &5
16 P 1987/11 96.4% = e
17 Q 1991/4 99.6% e E 5
18 R 1975/12 98.8% ey = 5
19 S 1987/10 85.9% =4 EH
20 T 1987/1 100% g i 1Az R
21 U 1987/4 100% hE 2 = 5
22 \Y 1986/1 99.6% o 3 ARER
23 W 1982/1 100% Y i 1 AzEH
24 X 1947/2 100% Y i RPN
25 Y 1984/4 100% e =5
26 Z 1970/11 100% % &3
26 FHP T 35 97.6%

o\

LTI e § ot S 2002~2011 & kB 10 & 2 T30 -

2.5 kiR

AELERD SRR

#(2012) -
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252 R EF Rk (34 : 2006 + =100)

12| 2% 3% 4*| 5*| 6% 72| 81| 910" | 11| 12| RT3
2
2002| 95.51| 96.67| 95.07| 96.04| 95.57| 95.86| 95.87| 95.84| 95.78| 96.31| 96.28| 95.86 95.89
2003| 96.55| 95.20{ 94.90| 95.94| 95.88| 95.33| 94.93| 95.28| 95.57| 96.26| 95.83| 95.81 95.62
2004| 96.56| 95.81| 95.75| 96.85| 96.76| 96.99| 98.10| 97.71| 98.24| 98.56| 97.30| 97.36 97.17
2005| 97.03| 97.67| 97.95| 98.44| 98.99| 99.30(100.45/101.20/101.34|101.26 99.73| 99.51 99.41
2006| 99.62| 98.63| 98.35| 99.65/100.56|101.02|101.24|100.63/100.09|100.06{ 99.97|100.18 100.00
2007| 99.97|100.36| 99.19/100.33|100.54/101.15/100.91|102.25|103.20| 105.39{104.77|103.52 101.80
2008(102.91]104.23|103.10{104.22|104.27|106.18|106.77|107.04| 106.40{ 107.91| 106.80{ 104.83 105.39
2009(104.43|102.84|102.95/103.74|104.18/ 104.08|104.28|106.16| 105.46| 105.87| 105.07| 104.57 104.47
2010|104.70{105.25|104.25|105.13(104.97| 105.32| 105.65|105.66|105.77| 106.46| 106.67| 105.87 105.48
2011(105.85|106.65|105.71106.51|106.71|107.37| 107.05| 107.08|107.22| 107.80({107.77|108.01 106.98
(FAL kiR 7 Fere A 35 e b hitpi//www.dgbas.gov.tw/point.asp?index=2, 2012)
5.2 RET AR R

FEFL AR d s R TSR F MR AL T gy %
R A AR ATE AN A IF B A RITAS A B F LA A 5L FA

Ble ZRTFTAWI HZRFAAE  FRaie 7HEFTLIE IWABFTE -

1
LRA D AR MR L A At BT R (DA T RA
(5 Eqer Z3) 5 QI Tt B A FTASAFIL) FAME - ¥R E
VARWER AT EFE D 0 Mo i F RS RN I SR o LT R

B T ARFP 4ol o B AT HFEL L 53
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%53 RiAARIRP

PE(E #rdk | Tiok wEL | E B
Y%L A (NT$+ =) 260| 3,630,754|  3,524,805|  2,979| 17,655,221
¥ %4 (NT$+ =) 260| 4,319,702  4,319,642| 5564/ 26,088,825
B LF A NT$* ~) 260 779,172 922,965 621| 7,570,361

1 E(NTS* <) 260, 158,685 245,520 321| 1,379,979
FI4 £ 2 (NT$+ =) 260, 62,748 282,539 5| 4,464,065
FF 4 A(NT$H =) 260, 176,989 194,862 10,534 853,122

1 Adic(t) 260 210 262 12 1,532
X H A A (NTSF =) 260/ 125,238 262,639 1| 1,325,166

(FA %R AR F AR

LT~ 2 A A RECOR S P

A N(Q):

BAATO: HAFER P R FEX R P Y L2 A2 5 F &34 -

BOHERT O Y E W

$hAA T AL RE o

FARK): HeF A A
ZpREE 7 @2 ()T EE
PERREE A FREZATET -
FoRE(L)FF ML Y 2 TE A8 o
FABHREP: AT ER P E A AL R T AR(ART A
) e M A TE E CFXFT ARSI ESRALL D T L F
A o B 24T

PPREETEHILL )T AE -
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O HEBHRE)IHETHET Y TABETANB UL Ao RA TR
HEERIDFEFTAN TIFEGR L 2N T IPL=FF AN
A H o

® WHFAE): ¢ FPHRA 2 EHAAE

® G RIE(D): RARF ARYFEMP 2o > RRFLBRFEA A H

3

TR UnHERE @QDi=0ag@ P FEAPAP e 72 AHEH

3

ﬁ

EWF A1 O)D=1 32K HF AP s EAF 21w

53 R#E#Z

A F 7 %95 Battese-and Coelli (1995)#7 3% ! ang 4 = & 38  #4] = 4258 (11) - %
Er APy PR R S A B RS RE R S AR RO R BiE M

SR 2 T AR R WP RET U T A2 R

[TPEJ ﬂ“ﬂl'”(ﬁ"}ﬁz'”‘?“* /”{ [pﬂ LIS +ﬂ{ (;ﬂﬂ[mqn]wﬁun (16)

it Lit Lit Lit
U, =0+ INE; +9,InQ, +,D, +&, a7

S AENE) I A AR Sl S RN R R RE SRR FE o

NP ERF AR I=12.0; tAER o t=12,..T;
TCH P | et & 5 P R 50T A48~ & 3 4§ PLo AR
¥ B &R QuARE IR A N > AERF A R AR

Jﬂ»ﬁ— En'«kﬁ{f@lm‘y‘lﬂgg\'?‘\’é“ﬁﬁ;‘/{pﬁ 1*}&;*& ,;E;\,j\,
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Vie AR 1%t 2 N8R A R

Ut ERF I 5t d2m»aFFE > i A@sadafer » 528
foend STl R A e s

Di¥ R Rt Di=0:2¥@ 2  HYEgpezliifpdd Az

EAS I AR K Y 2P 0 D=1 £

s
N
=i

-

»}

i
e

>
3

¥t

cit TMEMIE A 0 AZbf R T R A B -
,L

BT ES g i 3 ep(-u,) 2 7 TR AR (y, )4?55‘—,’&!

A i 5 - R e ug) B 0 BT L B e g R

F b 3z (16) 5 0% B A ez E2 > TR E GG - B B
FHL SR TC 2 Tk Pt » & F B RS I EELE S Puiir 83 B0 i

£ g IR

54 RS * Kt

AELETEPERERGEL oB 26 FL T IR AAFE ST L hons s
PEFF TR B PR R A2 A 8§ 2002 | 2011 & 5 5 Frontier 4.1
(Coelli et al., 2005) i& FHEHs = A8 F Sl A5 82445 » £ 417 % 022 ki
el > MRERY S ird S4- L4 FUWEP A2 AP LR REFHEN

dris o
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%54 SreFRPEi

%541 ‘P 2R I KBRS
Coefficient Estimate Standard Error
PP t-ratio
$# 73 E TEL
¥ BeIm Bo -17.4607 1.4442 -12.0900***
of | i -0.6359 0.1606 -3.9500%**
InQ, B2 2.2443 0.1734 12.9415***
of B Bs 10,0506 0.0162 3.1254%%
In Qg B4 -0.0721 0.0127 -5.6650***
ln(%i‘t‘]x InQ; Bs 0.0304 0.0122 2.4865**
%542 PEIIRRF/RLFFRIEE
Coefficient Estimate Standard Error
FHEEP t-ratio
P S i E a8
£ S F Bl do 6.7732 2.2251 3.0439***
InE; 01 0.2886 0.1118 2.5814***
InQ, 02 -0.7667 0.2746 -2.7916***
D 03 -1.8014 0.4119 -4.3735***

or ] RRR kR 4 1042 5%%@‘%‘7J\L§—rf_$ f;bg_l_%ﬁ."gzﬂri;

2. Log likelihood function = -115.7889 ;

3FH KR AR A
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Lo % Lddish @ & Ao

=& 1

s

LAY R D P A ks £ T ik R

AFG 26 B AL R Y 0P Atk A F(2002~2011 &)
chl o hreF £ 074> %04 550 4 55 en% 2 =5 % 1
Bew g e 26 7 ® PR A& 2P p 2002 # g 2011 # £

FendArxF > 54 55 % 127§ AR AP 10 £ T35

ey
b

HHZ R F A WARFE BL 091 /i O5 08 R l:
0.87.5 b A = FUk P A~ B Ef@ W 5 061 i K 5 063~

X 5068° tod ¥ 2852 d R 5-1 %5 dix10 &L E$ Ak

il

B4 % 2003 105 & kond Bod 82009 & < 0.83 » i 10
ERNTIaA At 2 0740 7 0 AEE G E RS ek Aok

428 05 Gl i oed B0 BT {2 40 FHT IO Aok E

S A FIE - A R RS Bk S W ik L 5 b
B M f 2003 # 2 rcdi 4R 4 00,05 5 i #-is & 2008 & BEH T 350k
ZFigd 076 %5 05 SR EB2 Fi2 27 & BT ad A redd
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sk L 26% (LM 1-74%=26%) o 3 f3E 0 4 3B g 26%:% A L

W e

% 55 §2 27 ehd ko

R[] 2002 2003 | 2004 | 2005 | 2006 | 2007 2008 | 2009 | 2010 | 2011 LR
& & o # X35
AR & Kok
A 0.74 0.70, 0.86] 0.78 0.79 0.83 0.87, 088 089 091 0.83
B 0.89 090/ 091 090 0.92 0.90 092 092| 094 091 091
C 0.82 0.77| 082 082 085 0.86 091/ 089 0.76/ 0.90 0.84
D 0.82 0.84| 0.76 ~0:69/ 0.73 0.75 0.75| 074 064 062 0.73
E 0.84 082|080, 0.82 082 045  0.27* 083 083 079 0.73
F 0.74 0.72| 078 052 065 0.78 062| 082 083 088 0.73
G 0.84 0.84) 079 084/ 081 0.85 063 091 092 093 0.84
H 0.73 0.69] 073 073 076 0.79 0.78| 077 074/ 078 0.75
I 0.81 0.70| 089 089 0.88 0.86 092 093 090 092 0.87
J 0.72 0.75 084 083 084 0.85 0.89| 093 093 094 0.85
K 0.40% 055 073 073 057 0.64 0.69| 068 059 0.71 0.63
L 0.80 0.78| 077 082 076 0.78 0.84 086 085 073 0.80
M 0.87 0.05*| 090/ 0.86] 0.87 0.49*% 061 093 092 093 0.74
N 0.76 077| 078 079/ 078 0.77 0.79| 081 080 086 0.79
o) 0.87 0.85 081 087 087 0.88 0.92| 092 092 093 0.88
P 0.85 085 092 092 088 0.81 0.76| 0.0 0.89 081 0.86
Q 0.89 0.84 088 081 086 0.86 0.90| 088 087 0.84 0.86
R 0.75 0.79| 082 083 0.86 0.89 0.92| 001 092 093 0.86
S 0.78 0.69| 086 092 082 0.88 0.80| 0.77] 092 0.89 0.83
T 0.72 0.88| 0.85 0.74| 0.72 0.69 0.74] 082 079 0.83 0.78
U 0.82 0.87| 087 086 085 0.88 0.86| 0.85 085 0.88 0.86
Y 0.81 0.80| 078 075 0.79 0.77 0.78| 083 082 087 0.80
w 0.63 058/ 050 058 0.63 0.63 0.45* 0.60| 0.69 0.77 0.61
X 0.70 068/ 070 075 062 0.61 069 071 066 070 0.68
Y 0.85 0.86| 085 085 085 0.86 0.84 074 084 071 0.83
z 0.79 0.86| 082 090 078 0.82 0.90| 090 068 073 0.82
& T3o4 ks 0.76(0.79)% 05(0.76)% 0.80 0.79| 0.780.75(0.79)*|0.72(0.79)*| 0.83| 0.81 0.82
10 # T 3o &k 0.74 (0.80)*

LB FRP R A S K3 050 £ ER TG > B 10 # Tk @5 R RG> 10
ko A qu;rjz ArEI > B 2003 & Tiad A d 05 2 L (0.76)%;
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256 YE2ATAEGRIA

=R 2002/ 2003] 2004| 2005 2006/ 2007| 2008 2009| 2010 2011 Average

FALRE

(D/E)

78 Mk

A 40%| 41%| 24%  45%| 41% 58%| 41%| 45%| 61%| 54% 45%
B 11% 3% 4% 10% 14%| 26%| 27% 16%| 24%| 38% 17%
Cc 46%| 52%| 54%  52%| 57%| 54%| 45%| 48%| 51%| 48% 51%
D 61%| 59%|  58%| 52%| 49%| 45%| 46%| 46% < 47%| 49% 51%
E 66%|  64%| 62%| - 69%| 70%| 71%| 68%| 70%  66% 67% 67%
F 49%| 52%| 53% 83% - = - 3 - - 59%
G 68%| 68%| 64%| 71%| 68%| 47%| . 56%|  43% 36%| 46% 57%
H 53% -l 53%  59%| 59% 48%| 51%| 51%| 54%| 51% 53%
| 4% 15%|  37%| 40%| 53%| 51%| 50%| 26%| 43%| 51% 37%
J -l 51%  61%| 67% « 72%| 70%| 74%| T77%| < 72%| 69% 68%
K 71%|  69%| 69%| 75%| 74%| 72%|  63%| 61% 66%| 63% 68%
L - -l 62% 69%| 51% 53%| 57%| 63%| 53%| 57% 58%
M 59%| 67%| 71%| 66%| 35%| 33%| 40%| 43% 52%| 64% 53%
N 60%| 43%| 38%| 35%| 35%| 31%| 46%| 40% = 38%| 43% 41%
(0] 71%| 65%| 68%| 60%| 52%| 52%| 61%| 53% = 40%| 48% 57%
P 23%|  31%|  36%| - 36%| 52%| 47%| 54% 60%  63%| 62% 46%
Q 51%| 51%| 55%| 63%| 50%| 51%| 64%| 66% 51%| 52% 55%
R 51%| 61%| 69%| 73%| 73%| 67%| 61%| 57%  43%| 53% 61%
S 91%|  90% - -l 48%  64%| 58%| 62%| 65% 2% 69%
T 86%|  76%| 43%| 55%| 58%| 66% 79%| 80% = 68% 67% 68%
U 40%| 47%|  44% 47%| 40%| 35%| 40%| 31%| 33%| 38% 39%
\Y 59%|  58%| 52%|  47%| 48%| 59%| 66%| 60% = 65% 62% 58%
w 74%| 64%| @ 78%| 76%| 72%| 58%| 60%| 64% < 73% 72% 69%
X 65%| 68%| 57%| 56%| @ 59%| 49%| 47%| 52% = 49%| 43% 54%
Y 47%| 49%| 56%| 59%| 66% 62%| 40%| 46%| 38% 24% 49%
z 93%| 83% - 61%| 70%| 73%| 62%| 44%| 68% 74% 70%
] 56%| 55%| 53%| 57%| 55%| 54%| 54%| 52%  53%| 55% 54%

(FR AR 2T EL 5w s

2 % %5 2012)
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257 2RAPAYEIP LA AnF I RE

(?iﬁ?) % % B RSB | 10 £ T8 ke sk R
1 A 0.83 11
2 B 0.91 1
3 C 0.84 9
4 G 0.84 9
5 | 0.87 3
" 6 J 0.85 8
. 7 M 0.74 20
&
" 8 o) 0.88 2
; 9 p 0.86 4
y 10 Q 0.86 4
11 R 0.86 4
12 S 0.83 11
13 U 0.86 4
14 Y 0.83 11
15 z 0.82 14
T oA A 0.85
1 D 0.73 21
2 E 0.73 21
3 F 0.73 21
, 4 H 0.75 19
¥ 5 K 0.63 25
< 6 L 0.80 15
i 7 N 0.79 17
¥ 8 T 0.78 18
9 v 0.80 15
10 W 0.61 26
11 X 0.68 24
T 3o Aok 0.73
(FH K : AFTg L)
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