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DPARBEIG AL e E 20 B AFA L4 E RGP 4
TR FALZ ESE 12522% 0 232918 B H P EEG
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Sweden1992-1993 111.9%

Zairel1992 112.0%

Canadal993 ] 18.0%

UK1995-1996 ]18.8%

France1993 119.5%

India1993-1994 121.8%

USA1999 122.0%

Country

Chinal988-1993 122.5%

Pakistan1985-1996 124.1%

India1998-1999 125.4%

Rwanda1997-2000 ] 26.0%

Taiwan2000 ‘ ] 34.5%
Brazil1996 ‘ ‘ 1 36.0%
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ERHEFRTE S RLERE FIRE R
if;‘ S o TP REE ?grmmpf’»ll‘rr'?ﬁ » 1LY g ﬁfw’%%ﬁ@éé
BlAp g ek L FRAEERE TV RALFEY R BT
o3t % F 1 [23]
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HEEY cfeRB FrR LLBFFR Aokt - s P
%Ea,ﬁiﬂﬁﬁé$ﬁ%§ﬁ%&ﬁi\ﬁ&%%~w@~£
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EP% i o wPa3 A (Previous Cesarean Section) ~ ¥ &
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1.3.2

[9,30] ~ 7 Fr 5 W] i3y # ¥ EF  (Provider Distribution) [34]% -
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BEORAFLORERANFREFELLRFEATR R E RS
t.&)Lmﬁ’rgﬁ?ﬂ PEAZ TR 3 BLZE 2 RES G A1 ATIE

F2FFE o A L2 v)f;%iz K o

T e %% (Data Envelopment Analysis ; DEA) 7 1At
KAt Y F 22 [36-43,54-55] » BB AT F BT RT  A
B oo 4 5 BRERIE A 5 A AT A g o
FEma s wF R0 AR 07 LT 5 - E RS ARG
- 54 @ RETERD T BT & L S N B

#L (Panel Data) » %-FFERANFHe 22> FEhiTt e
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Farrell (1957 ) [44]F £+ % ! m L & 2 &5 %
(Deterministic Non-Parametric Frontier) :FpL& » "/ @it | &g 7
7 &7 DMU  (Decision-Making Unit, 3p f¢f * *# g FFe)
AR PR ET o Bk e and AW o a2 R LR
AR S S #,aié.mxﬁﬂww AT LIFR > B
BT HRSGE 2 A e R mAH S SRR T
mggdmgk;q :

) A, jﬁ’” :

Farrell #-2 # »z%  (Productive Efficiency ) & & A
( Economic Efficiency ; EE) - @ & 5 ##»c%F  ( Technical
Efficiency ; TE) % fe® »x3  (Allocative Efficiency ; AE) 3k
F R BT S g ARG PR ET o G oY 4 A &
7% o R ko A0 A e Rk 2 AW PR BRT
d 4 AR Z 2§ A REBRMOP A o

Farrell o fH > & %2 ~ - A D4 4 5 bl RWP > L H
2-1 ¢ >SS’ 2 -5 A Fd s (Isoquant) » % 7w4c® 4 F - H
[had TR RONZLXE X, BT e s s Fprd AV R é
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( Production Possibility Set ; PPS) & &H 4. + =

 Flax AR
%

B & - g DMU #8285 sad e 4o Q Bhfe QB gk jiec ]

?Kél’ﬂ'JS’é_’iﬁwﬁ;‘;‘ﬁ P BT 0 QBRIH G P%m:,&
28k (Projection) ; H*® AA 5 %= A% (IsocostLine) - X,
X, &5 B & F m#ﬁﬁ%*}é“‘)jﬁk—,ﬁ x4 A AR SS

L AP B QT ] A

XY

S’

HHEBENZ B G e

AE;= OR/OQ
A

TEXAE,= (OQ/OP) x (OR/OQ) =OR/OP = EE;
g
EEi = TEiXAEi

X/Y

(1)



2.1.2

Fit (1) 8¢ TENAEZ2 EE &R a0 fc 1 2 FE ¥4 &
H 1

EOA 129 fiehi 254 A (Gived) L
% fe B oon g hgfg 0 T P Bhend A oonk (gAveE ) & OR/OP »
HELFF affope 2 REF o fang  RIEE A A AR F P
a0 e17 OR/OP & -

B Pt 2 L

S %3 ER S LA C A VR ( Non-Profit
Organization) - Lewin (1982,1986) [45-46]4p 24 Jle L 3CY
RS > HooriE 3 hiEcA| ﬁ’t&”ﬁ TR AT E Rt L'

. VU REEIE S B Bt AN FHc-

2. %ﬁﬂ%iﬁﬁ%i,é&é'ﬁﬂéazgo
3. WEHOREZ AN 2 X R EE @ E (Units

Invariance ) ¢
4. T 0L RR e M7k TR B R
U e P R TR R EPIES e

6. TH»waF2 2% LH- ‘e%i‘#ﬁ#%’?,"l 2N FIRATE 3 2
& "}'Fv/i-ﬁ\ﬂiij”o
Tl e %2 (Data Envelopment Analysis ; DEA) %]# & it

B AR AR o (LR Frokd 2§ o (3643 -

H « T B I LT Rk
ié£%%$&?ﬁ%&mﬁ’{é%@&§ ( Health
i & A8 5 (Health Sector) #7& i = (he
TP AR[47] 0 AT it R RE Y *if?‘”f‘?r‘%?ffﬂ;T R A - A
+ B %4 2% (World Health Organization) (1997) [1]3r%
AREREBESAE N Z BT o d N FIRT LA sldeamrik 2 B
AR > 2 Poavend BGEEE - Flpt 2 ?% (R m%}%*ﬁ v %
TAFEY - PR REDNFR TR RFHEY > ¥ -2
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2.1.3

BOAFRAERY S R EREFRRBSTE LR R

’;/\)_:]’:E\fé‘}é‘: “é}mﬁ%&,f}%?w%z,#ﬂ# {_“!\ :;:3
ﬁ“?’ﬂﬁﬁ%ﬂﬁxﬁﬁiéﬁﬁﬁﬁ’ﬂﬁipxi‘#
HFITE 2. AT o

AL
%5

FAL e Bk hApRA

Tl e %2 (Data Envelopment Analysis ; DEA) # % d
Charnes, Cooper and Rhodes (1978) [48] #7i& ) » B2t 4 ¥c iz
ROV BRI EEE FRANEFAYT R FIERL A
&&ﬁ%ﬁ’ﬁﬁ%%&&ﬂﬁéﬁﬁﬁ’L%%%?m%ﬁﬁﬁ
( Decision-Making Unit ; DMU ) & S# T+
B o FEe AR 2 4657 4l s TR k=R DMU
ABAGIGPERZLEAL T EER Y ¢ RM2 W42 Farrell
2R RN E FEGEETE BEAen- A R .@g :'117}&1 %
LF B LR A & BUHT O b
B OARE W AR Q:mDMU@#z:-LX . lgﬁ,a\'-— 3
32 DMU ¢ 242Kk o

DMU £ 7 S8 5DMU » j=1,2,3,...n8 ¥ n# 7m 3 4p3%1t 0
DMU‘,E,ﬁ;: A s ADMU, ~ ... ~DMU, ; #niB 3 4p3= coDMU >

S E G mAE P R B A N RH & - BDMUE L R
E’ﬁét"%ﬁi iE G Ao /?“JJ-”‘ (X XojsXgjomns Xy ) &
(VijsV2jsVijoen V) %7 5 - BDMUG I s 3244
% (Object) PEFAZDMU,» ¥ o pEd g 3| 5 Bengf » &2 & )
Eo HE# (Virtual) > B2 E#HEA D EA BT A3 f20 4
oo HYy (i=1,2,3,....m) u (r=1,2,3,...,5) & AFen
#E (Weights) -

Virtual Input = v, x,, +v,x,, + Vx5, +..+V, X, (2)
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Virtual Output = u,y,, +U,¥,, +UsV;, +.ct UV, (3)
TBEAP S AT

Virtual Output / Virtual Input = Relative Efficiency Score (4)

&3m%éﬁujtﬁT?ééf’ﬁaﬁb
AT a2 D PIAR 2 4Pt 3 2o > HoxF @ s 1om @
Kk AT A -ﬁfgﬂ«&;}p ¥aseF o Hagk @ | > 1, d v oo
Tl e i 5 - s s s §78  (Radial Efficiency Measure )
%f-uﬂ@@dﬁéﬁﬁﬁ?l,*ﬁﬁwiéﬁﬁ@$’a% # 7 DMU »

& FFAI* 03z DMU #rigip endo » > @ Jk

1 Fe el s o FrF R RGZIDMU {5 ehg d e

et T E R F[46546] CH =7 ¥ (Units Invariance )
[49] ~ B 2 AT A RA 5 ARF R B 1

)i—;.\;},'; WE B R )i?\ﬁi s Wy =R R 11 &

v
Edathr 4 VL B A S DB .

-

T e widefld) > ¥ 2w (Oriented) %4 5 = 80 3%
» %%  (Input Oriented) ~ T fApk & J-RET > L wP» Tk
SR * A5 R IR~ A T ,’;,Jmﬂﬂ,ﬁk » 18 {7 & 2% e DMU
R L oA A F g e F 2 0 23 % % (Output
Oriented) = AP 3 > KET > b g g Iemd &k w 77 4 1
FBEA I BT WA > D ApR A D PR i g
HDMU JEF el > a AsnF a B d o d 30 ’%%ﬂ;‘bgpgh% GO
B R R RP v R FRIRIEE e {2 R
fﬂﬂﬂ“’ﬁpi ek * P~ F e CCR &2 BCC HOR] 5 e o
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BFoR e %2 2 5 2 (Parametric Approaches) ¥ 2 1P fF
VAR > 5 - T AR DMU hd 2 b
Ao T FEGEFLOIBEAN > - IS o] T2k
kil FAHEFALAR  BRELIHZE Rp AR OF EA
o o XA A RFTFEFAHIBL SRR > d BT
& - DMU 2. §»cfrg » v @B n DMU 2 k% » ¥ 7 7 i
4

I DMU 2 W i > o AT e e e L gk S 4 .

FUE-Fr2Z2H-F D54 g REP > 4B 2-2 P17 0 X &
B Y A D #rd Bt Fleh DMU i dide k> TS - if

PR AT R S, VI B E MK B E %

F e DMU o

Y . s UE_ . .
L] » l . . L]

X

Bl 22 FAe Bk g Rl R

FooomwEhcal o
FE M ki k)T R FE R ( Least Square Linear
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2.15

Regression Line ) H_ T35 @ i & ¢ & 48% 8 %2 ( Central
Tendency ) ; Falé iz & Ii 35 DMU FF e 45 3% > 2@ b 13l
AT mDMU*KLL‘?&p: ST A g ¥T 5% DMU &

09::_-?“ SEY 4 23T “-r £ [50]

j

CCR -7

d Charnes, Cooper and Rhodes (1978) [48] #7#4% 41> K 3
nip 3 pFF=t eiDMU » & B 2 DMU, ~ ... ~DMU,, ; ¢ nip 3 fpi=t
DMU > 42 %5 mIg 3~ e B &2 D ¥ BF - BDMUS
X g (Object) PFEHEDMU, > ¥ ¥ g5 5 Beh
PFrEFEZNE S T RAT
i - ¢ ADMUA S E R NE - j=1,2, ., ni=1,2, .., m
Vi i@ DMU % A Lo j=1,2, .. nr=1,2,.., s
vi - DMU, ¥t % i3 » g £
u, - DMU ¥ %3t g 1efgE e o

Bl % o < 324 % DMU, 2 »c 5 =t #503] 5

s
Zuryro
r=1

max L=—— (5)

u,y
Z Vixio
i=l1
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BvYu=[w,...,u]> v=[v,..., > d (5) ;¥4 n
B DMU A& xgjg %%ﬂlféﬁ'@_a gg_ ﬁf—frﬁaﬁéc ‘ff'i i %1
L

Sk

A @ T ZDMU:

sedehs K2 1Pl h ks

m;‘J*“DMUﬁEPB}i%iP% STE LS Y EELE F A il
Flob or i 2 pn S B RaE 24 e AR IET 0 Bt U R e B TR

@2oet BAAPHE PR T

d 3 (5) V5~ #1358 (Fractional Program) > %
Ao Fp - (5) SRS ARMERLIAY (Linear Program ) -

max Zu,ym (6)

Blu=(w...,u)>v="»_vy...,va] > d > (6) ¢ 4]
PR TR R S H® (Duality) 350 ¢ R
SR FI N nBlea A R E R B o v B (6) 2 RAE
(Prime Problem) P~H %ti% 48 (Dual Problem) :£{7:+ % » £ O
A ST~ STE ¥ R

min 0, — & (;s;+gsi;) (7)

st. Z_:‘ﬂjx"j +8,=0,x i=1,.,m

io >

15



(7) 287 ~8 5 A& Ny 4 » xz slack variables ; 0,% 0>
F AT BT LE &ljéfﬁ';ﬁ“; HehA ek 5 A % slack variablesz.
Hiup A =[ Ape Anl > A;7# 0 R 29782 DMU; 5 £ 355
¥ *DMU,2 %% & & » *DMU,2 »<% UDMU; 5 4% A% 4 0 =
1°8"=S/=0p > **DMU: } x5 e TR 5 &S cho gt pFv
AP E AT DMUZ 3~ 22 & 3138 B 2
Xio =0, Xig—S ,  i=1,...m (8)
Vio = Vot Sto' 5 7= Laus (9)

FE&EE) a (8) &> (9) bz zw,& » Fo 7 Bk T
Z giDMU, > ii';},t/\;;h")S,-o'*év’ﬂ% s m A P'i‘aﬂSm g ElAE
i Bl R ek DMU, ETR % 4 %% hDMU, » 2 ¥ #73) e 4 3
% #c s 47 (Slack Analysis) fﬁt“? B fEDMUZ £~ TRz A 1 #c

B ST Lz B nd g s F g oo

2.1.6 BCC #-%

CCR #3]3 A 2 R#3Rf (Constant Returns to Scale ; CRS)
K 0 HA R grE DMU & #»cd & (Overall Technical
Efficiency ; OTE) > ® BFlZ R HIFVERPE HAEE BT F S 1Y

i itom 3 * *7 7 ¥ 2 4 Banker, Charnes and Cooper (1984) [51]
16



#- CCR 3] ¥ 2 B RRAMEAR Y Bk 4 7f > e L R 8 AR Y B
o g B & BCC #-3] » 7 9 #73} VRS (Variable Returns to Scale )
¥ i B EFEFE DMU ek jiesc % i@ (Pure Technical Efficiency ;
PTE) % #fit»c% @ (Scale Efficiency ; SE) -

DMU 4 7 %% 5iDMU > j=1,2,3,..,n > B ¥ nd 77 3 4p3=it
FDMU B> A %) 2 DMU, ~...~DMU, s $niE 3 4a3Et caDMU >
RGBT mIB Y R BsIE A DRl EEF - BDMURRI X 3=
% (Object) PFFHZDMU, & ¥ By g7 Bl » 24
NI > T KRACT G
xj e DMUsh%R P~ E o j=1,2,..,mi=1,2,..,m
vy e wDMUE R R AN E o j=1,2, .., mr=1,2,..,5;

v, DMU ¥t % (38 3 » (g &
u, - DMU$ % 738 & 3 chfg . o

BCC #5\ ek 42 ( PrimeProblem )~ 3 :

max >uy, —u, (10)

u,v
’ r=l1

vu.= 0, i=1,....m; r=1,.,s,
u, +%.A*TZ_ (Freein Sign)

B u={u,...,u) v=_[v,..., ] 238> » ¥ g
(10) %z %48 (Dual Problem) 3 :
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rgfl}? 60_8 (;Sro+[zlsio> (11)

jio?

s.t. z/”tj.x” +S,=0x i=1,...,m;
=
DAy, =S =v,, r=L..,s;
=1

Zn;ij =1, j=1,..,n;
J=1

+ Q- .
/zj:Sro aSio = 0, ]:1,...,}’[
e A& | eh B0 i ¥ R 2 100

s > (11) 8228 S 5 & Sy 4L » x2 slack variables ; 6
0% 0> % 77 "Lr)a For B E Vllﬂ”ﬁ/)é? H AR 5 A & slack
variables2_ ¥ # B .5 4 = LA, A,] 0 A; #F 0 2 T8 E2
DMUJ-]‘% 2 3Fie H =DMU,2 %% & £ » *DMU,2Z 7% ‘JXDMUJ-E«
SRR E O =1, ST =8 =0p> »DMUS 4 sk E RS

/
HITF o

BCC #-3] CCR#A 5 41 (11) 3¢ Y 4, =1 4|50 » 7
FERA ARG e REL T 7 R HEaeed” (PTE) 2 25k
¥ (SE)-
b

2.1.6.1 ¥ s chk f& (Decomposition of Technical Efficiency)

CCR#A|IBXRAL AT & (PPS) efifisppys Hle» H
1B R E DMU e 48 H jssc % & ( Overall Technical
Efficiency ; OTE) > BCC #-3|d ** 373 'A% ed = 1 77

2" DMU endh e & R i® 5 # PPS> Flm PPS 3 »x % B35 7 » i
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F_CRS #A) emgna & &> 4 & (7 BCC -3 e & < 2t &% %% CRS
A e B 0 it RS DMU e Hopssc % i@ (Pure Technical
Efficiency ; PTE) % #L#i»x% & (Scale Efficiency ; SE) - =

OTE “,/f " PTE %73t SE > #c B & fE;8 F 407

OTE = PTExSE (12)

L 32 N ErE- g v g s DMU A G (=) »
% p v gaees (PTE) o =) ~RpEARfoE (SE)
3% pﬂgj\g*«wa&[ﬁ] FMF LR R A & S e DMU
ERFLRE P2 arﬁfDMU*Juv%wﬂwi (7 g2
¥ ) g+ ? &8 DMU & B e RAHH ey jn T H (7 orid
& ?

2.1.6.2 #.4ic3F ¥ (Returns to.Scale)

m (10) 3% 9o, v £ BCC #3] ¢ RBER YRR - LR
T2 55 dp ik RAACTR
up =0 %\» T B2 R (Constant Returns to Scale ; CRS)
ul >0 o7 R ARHERFP (Decreasing Returns to Scale ; DRS)
ul <0 For R ARAER P (Increasing Returns to Scale ; IRS)
(4B i)

\ﬁr

ST E i BT AR A AT RO P R f R
A R RS GRY) 2 BEETEARY EA L E R
 FIRARBAR A 2 A e BRSOV dp R A S R R
WA 5 R 2 BIAL hRHER Y S b i b m e
5 AR

\‘“
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BRSO FEARPEEY 0 MRS R E SR F e
IR ARHAR Y o TR o FhG i Y mﬁ%’@ﬁﬁ%muéﬁ
A AP Bl R BEE Y 0 W “F%ﬁ:%ﬂ%jé Fil N B R
k= A E by 2 A RHC o

217 B FE A A4 LT

Fire et al. (1994) [53]#% *t Malmquist 3 # > % & 11 DEA
Malmquist = j# » 7 4] % DEA #3375 %p| £ — BRI E 27 F 2
v 4 24 g a4 ,T&—EL— f8.% & DEA ¥ Malmquist 77
i % % DEA+ 8% aig Yot g oo

A R DI, ) D! () D)
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