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Crashing the completion time of the project management for evaluating the new motorcycle
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Crashing the completion time of the project management for evaluating
the new motorcycle

Student : Yu-Kaung Lin Advisor : Fuh-Hwa Franklin Liu, Ph.D.

Department of Industrial Engineering & Management
National Chiao Tung University

Abstract

A motorcycle manufacturing company in Taiwan needs to evaluate each new model
through a variety of engineering processes before mass production. The evaluation
process is a curtail project managements. The company usually the completion time to
increase their efficiency. The case showed there may have more than twenty alternatives
for crashing. Each alternative is a critical path on the network of project. We established
five measures, namely, critical path value ratio, slack time value, network sensitivity,
project duration, and project total cost;.to select the alternatives. A CCR model of
efficiency in Data Envelopment Analysis_was employed to evaluate each alternative. In
other words, the set of most favorable weights. for. the five measures were chosen. The
one with the highest comprehensive score would-have advantages in controlling and
executing the project.
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2.1 % % ¢ 2 (Project Management » PM)
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GERERES o FRERLOTR > TS LT EH

tr = Time required for activity k¢ (& 2Lk #rF T £ PFRF)

EST, = Earliest starting time for activity £ ( & 2 k & & B 4o PF /)

( k t EFT, = Earliest finish time for activity k¥ ( &2k & 5% % = pF R )
LST, = Latest starting time for activity & ( & 2 k S % B 4P )

LFT; = Latest finish time for activity & ( & 8 k &0t = & pF R )

EST« EFT«

LST« LFT«

He 2 gty
ESTk:max{EFTk_,} L8 kB S BASEET T B E Y kX R R R AR
EFT/=ESTit > T H B kB S B4R &R k75 (TEPFF o
LSTy=LFTi-t,> Tk bob 2 S PFR RSB L TE (FERT o
LFT, =min{EST,,,} > S Bk k Bt & PR T 954 = & 8L 9 chde] Boit B 4o P Y o
§BE kiR B PFE (Slack Time) > dp 2 d ken(T X R 27 R EEBE S
R R T AR R enpE R Al o B3R E S S

(Slack Time) , = LST ,—EST , = LFT ,—EFT (1)

2.1.3 A3 K AE2 MALRL] LR AT

RABAEL FRAR G SRR RS & bl 287 1AL P AR
Ao BRERE P AR R 2 Kl BEAD R T A SR R T R ]
2 441 & & (TCC), ~ B4spr I 2 481 < ey’ o

[Model 1]
K
Min (TCC), =) vi'N}® (2)
k=1
st Ty-T, =N/ —v{, k=1..K, vS(k), (3)
T, + Ny —vi <D, (4)
v <N -N{, k=1..K, (5)
vl T, >0,k =1,. (6)

He ot N, iR kk=l. K(&%9 4 13 K BiE),
T, 5t k B AR,

N LiEd koehn ¥ ¥ p gk,
N SE® k adt1 (F¥p 427 K,
N 2% # k ehi § v A,
NE s idd kedpd iTE & A,
vl R kbl % g,

NP 558 k 225 p4ka = &,



Ny = (g = v v - vy,
D, o) B %vwﬁ\%%*{ﬁg&rg,

S(k) swd k 2 5 TE£8 8,

! Aﬁ;l’ﬁ - BAEUF AR B R P AARGIE A L Haak R
TR SR ARIER L F 1 TR P AL AR S B R

5B
gL @ 1‘}5“" ERAT TP AR ZRGMT L P AE_ S ABEY M (Time _Cost

IS

Trade-off Curve ) - [Ragsdale, 2004]
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Tl %4 472 (Data Envelopment Analysis » DEA)
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DEA A #4535 CCR2 BCC A > - BH 7T A Bk » 4 3 NRETR
»z % o CCR #ic;% .4 Charnes ~ Cooper ~ Rhodes [1978]#% 1 » 33 3% B T4 HC3R Y i
% - BCC R|4_d Banker ~ Charnes ~ Cooper [1984]# ! » B~j)’ CCR F] = 3 #i-3F p¥ K
o BB RWAR R F o F 32 o DEA A A HN #_8-% = H = ( Decision Making
Unit>» DMU) EB-% F LR B {s W F R4 T 3 2cF = %4 3 (Frontier Curve) -
DMU 3 % »t & #:tx”riu:r« G LA GRS 0 BN H RS JRI T g R
Tl o T UARF WG E AP PBITL o d ik DMU scig 2 p R > * gL 9ok
i 13 O ié_ o e (Frontier) & aisfi B R e g4 7i2 [B & 0 2003]
ik {—"1 RHC3] 1% 303 Jpi S ons® o Hoghr2 3 B A # -

2.2.1 DEA #:5%_CCR #:3]

1

CCR¥ AR FTRABEHEM g P w AN RETEHR N F 53 L5 5% n
# DMU shif i o i DEA REEF  DMU ek frR = 57 2 g d se 2 3t
(AN /x4 >) %7 B nBDMU® % o DMUZ $2 5 E, » & DMU § s
FANE Mm% rHAD G p 0¥ P4~ 5 ox, B CCR ™ % N e 03] 5

[Model 2]
Zyi'uur
Max E, ==—— (7)
Z'xl() l
DV,
s.t. =<1, j=1,. (8)

ny v

u,v,2e>0, r=>,1---;s, i=1---,m.

(9)



[Model 2]# *24]5¢ (8) #P iz fe— B DMU & 302 ¥ i * 303~ » 1|50
(D®EP S rBANEE u, 2% i BH B v,»@«’*“:eﬁ%g(,a— B2
Fe b AN Ak WG 10* & 10°) » » & %3 0 [Model 2]® &% u, &
Vie Adrlic R DEAMA A3 B E 1 €3 »FITMEREEE &L o

d > [Model 2] 5 +* 5 7 #F #0454 BB Gi 23 T»ﬁ’““ FIEL S > 7
éwﬁﬁﬁiﬁﬂﬁ¢ﬂ’ﬂwﬁﬂ(7»a44@ﬂi;1m%ﬁ;@ﬁ%a

( Linear Programming) #53% » = % R E* 48 (LP ;%) # % i3] ¢
[Model 3]
Max Zymur (10)
r=I
s.t. le.ovl. =1, (11)
i=1
Zyrj . le]vl <0, j=1..,n (12)
u,v,2e>0, r=>L,---5, i=L.m (13)

e - AR AR ARG = BR WA e B 3 A s B AL (Dual
Problem) - Bousso Fiane (1991 £ ) 05 e[Model 317 %8s stm B > T4 F
l+n+s+m B > F i 2 H B PSR -1+ntstm B > "TH3N 5 stm B > Foid 4%
(67 PR RN R 0 KA R 2R o [F A 5% 0 2005] o H ¥ e F )

[Model 4]

Max 6, —g(isi_ +2S:j (14)
i=1 r=1I

st le//ll —x,0, +s;, =0, i=0,..,m, (15)
Zyv/ij—s: =Y,, r=1..,s, (16)
=1

i}, 5,20, j=1.-- r=1---s i=1---,m, 0e free. (17)

[Model 4]# 6, 5 DMU, 2 4 » £ 82574 DMU 4 » £ 2 £ € +* &> 7 % DMU,
LHE SR AU RS BB s BA N PRFEE . § % - DMU =R
BEO=1 ¥ st F S OpE s Bl DMU ok i s VAL Bkl 0 B AL
sedkw b G 2 3 o
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Bk kR LE® 2 4 PFAEN, &~ [Model 5]m§%$:Nt‘f\f§;§x‘iL D, &
D" 5 vk E R 2 B A AR PR N &~ [Model 5]en & B Ny % £ ] 2. D, & D" o
[Model 5]
D" = Minimum T, + N} —T, (18)
st Tyy-T, 2N, k=1...K, vS(k), (19)

T,> 0,k=1,..K. (20)

2 D" 2 @ F] D™ 2 ik 4 &~ [Model 1]¢ 2 D, @4 ¥ 5P AT F 2 p

fepFadis BEF nB>%Rn= D" — D™ +1- (21)

@ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬂ?ﬁﬂ%ﬁ%@ﬁiﬁa NERLEB T EAHERT 7 %
J & F i (8 B o ) 0 R E 15'4‘?—1- % j 2 AP ETE kAT
AW dgd Am 2T A qﬂ%ﬂx.pﬁﬁv B LR GeER %ok

%2 AR AR R 2 LA

5L w2 (¢ %) B Bt TE M
CPVR Critical Path Value Ratio ( &j&if ) =iks B k9 0§ B k5 FRG Eant i
N4 Slack Time Value (# % P& % &) = A LAY PR AL
NS Network Sensitivity ( B acg B ) ---mm- L&Y BT AR
PD Project Duration ( & %34 (7P ) R BEREFBLREINGELT AR
TC Project Total Cost ( & % & & + ) FA REEBFLPAFINELATEE SRS A

3.1.1 &= e (Critical Path Value Ratio - CPVR (Y1) ]

SN *mg* % g w27 & j (Critical Path) » #1 4 B E$ & /&
Betvdp g Pl P ARUF BARL AT B k- T A ERBEH b4
ATACH R R E R L X 2 F R EREP B AT A AT AT R
TEOBFERBLY GETHEFI0R o FESAS L RFH 6000 0 T
BiEE50% >R AH30F ~ kBAREL REY FakEpd o B HiEE
Frif M LR T HRE Eh o s R SRR E T F SRR Dy B
CPVR fp#cshsh it * £ athrt 104 B @deot b2 PR 2 725 % o o
CPVREEHAFEL T E b FBRERERE 0 R ERFTRHE WL L
P ARE L hER AR iE T CPVR Gl B AR A Bk R wan

2 H T

Wi
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Glg R At o (CPVR ¥ A L)

5 (i)

keR;
V=% (22)
time cost
Z(Nkj x Ny )
k=1
Be DN Rk P ER kL TERT,
Net 5% P Ed kLA A
R, A3 %j¢ &gt igd 2 k&

3.1.2 W% PR & (Slack Time Value » SV () ]

By R f’iﬁ:}ﬁi%%*‘ﬁ%?u*ﬂ R ERR 3 ¢ B BT L FhB R o

SVip i - BB SR FAER S PFR Y EFaE 2 pe g | UH
FENT fEF R HEEFRLOER o F SVHEAIF 277 B R ELR hEH A
BT F oo %”%@F‘% XERPE A Z SV ERF A B R SV ER
RlA7F A2 53 EF TR ARG2ESHF I FE oL 542401 Rl g
HE R %mﬁamm (A %) feda B0 A S § Bz Ed (B3 %)
BEALT 53 % AT FERRBTESRA S S RE] %Svipﬂtq_“%’ﬁ*—"
ol 2 DI SV 4 i & BB SRR RLEEA TR AER > SR
P RTFEBTIGEY TR AR e NER R B EEE A TR 3R L (E
Borg A chg o fr ot SR ilemgdenig g > L H B SRR ER T
BAIAETG HBFRE R (SVHEE»E A BT)

COS‘t

slack
Yaj = ZNk/

time ( 23)
k=1 N

Hoe DN Rk PR k2R R

3.1.3 prarg B [ Network Sensitivity » NS (Xi) )

AL (Crashmg) BV RAIE S paapr ¢ AHL TR FREL
FAAI R AR P 22 CEREREFERF SRAF TA2 L ERARE 4

e A B XY PR ERPFNM2EN BT a B IR TEROTIIRE o R
&%@&”%{@% R SRR gk &%’w%uN&ﬁ%%ﬁow%%«%%
(X% /TF 2% 3 15 BEs (Node) » Rl & kel st Rip 8T 5 150 §

R EER R E BRI G F R o(M&ﬁ%@%ﬁ@wﬁ?)
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%, =7, (24)
Bty RGP RN BRI

3.14 % % # & (Project Duration » PD (Xz) )

FREHEARGE S E- REL2NTE 23 RFRE ST & LN o+ 4 hm
MT o bR {ERTHEhgE P& PDIphin b AOET - PD & @
AR _A AN L ESEE LR AR R A (PDRHERD T LBT)

Xy =Ty +Ng* (25)
H o :T,:j ARV R - BERK2ZBAER,
Ng“ 52 %)% his- BEd K2 b (£,

3.15 & %% = & [Project Total Cost » TC (X3) )

R BB - Qg Ramhdiy AR Fl 2 8- BY ,J‘E’—jfy;}%ﬁl‘,;&ﬁ_‘iq%
YRR RN A GG R B TCA R Fe T B R P S A < g g
F_* At rngpRinffhlame (ICHEH>*Y ] Jvifgr)

Xy = ) NG (26)

ERPFEEY EINREFEF 2 EFFE e b 3 RGP 2R R
*dc (NS (X)) LE#&%QE‘.E’?’?% @ (CPVR (Y;) ) FPE#-€ & 1 (%
PR oo W (SV (Vo) ) Aot b AR FAHERE LS E T o
P g AR o B Rge g B (CPYR (Y) ] -
EEYE (SV (Y,) ] a%”?%"‘ipﬁ—; PRAER (NS (X)) ) ~BRREFER
(PD (X;) ) ~ & %%+ (TC (X3) ) RIER»E ik 773 % ) ahiFt
AU PES R E 027 0 BT T RNE o Wy xp Eoxy iiE gl &y
yy O A R O i g %

L+ .
PES, = M THaY, j=1,...,n. (27)

ViXp; F VX, + VaXy,

B wuy,v, v,y AEEAT Y YX XX gt EE

14



~ BT 238 W

41TI5 348324 £ %481 FRA ¥

Y BB FER R Y AL T RS R AR T uE
éﬁ%ﬁvﬁ—éAigﬁWV’ﬁﬁimﬁ Frz2EE v - ;
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42 TIS #B782H &+ 2441 2 2 T

TIS;FH & %P 2 B4r iiFA2 1 PARCFEHF 2 7 FALT FTiAok 32 P F o

% 3 TI5 A8 4d J’—x%%%%&l FogViE EF - %z\
p 422 F(Time Required) . X »
=R A ) LFFALD AR = A fé 1 4%
i % Normal 423 Crash - -

Activity P —l &F v (=) (~/p) Successor
N NF Ny AN EWRR NN N S(k)
N; 3871.2 3 6427.2 2 1 2556.0 N,
N, 3871.2 3 64272 2 1 2556.0 N3
N; 3871.2 3 5913:6 1 2 1021.2 N4
Ny 5161.6 2 7407.2 1 1 2245.6 Ns
Ns 7742.4 3 12854.4 2 1 5112.0  Ng Ni» Nig Ny7 Nog
Ng 3871.2 3 5173.6 1 2 651.2 N-
N, 3871.2 3 5173.6 1 2 651.2 Ng
Ny 2580.8 2 5173.6 1 1 2592.8 Ng
Ny 3871.2 3 4253.6 1 2 191.2 N1g
N 5161.6 4 8788.8 2 2 1813.6 N1q
Ny 12904.0 5 17160.0 4 1 4256.0 N1g
N 12904.0 5 27081.6 3 2 7088.8 N3
N3 3871.2 3 6427.2 2 1 2556.0 N4
Ny 5161.6 4 8788.8 2 2 1813.6 N5
Nis 15484.8 6 26780.0 5 1 11295.2 N1
Nis 10323.2 4 17674.8 3 1 7351.6 N7
N7 12904.0 5 19120.0 4 1 6216.0 Nig
Nig 5161.6 2 7407.2 1 1 2245.6 Noy4
Ny 3871.2 3 6427.2 2 1 2556.0 Nog
N 5161.6 4 8837.4 3 1 3675.8 N1
N3 5161.6 4 8837.4 3 1 3675.8 N,
Ny 7742.4 3 12854.4 2 1 5112.0 Nj3
Ny 7742.4 3 12854.4 2 1 5112.0 Nos
Ny 5161.6 2 7407.2 1 1 2245.6 N5
Nys 38712.0 30 64807.6 22 8 3262.0 Nog
Nos 30969.6 24 59987.2 14 10 2901.8 Nog
Ny, 7742.4 3 12854.4 2 1 5112.0 Nz
N 5161.6 4 13177.2 2 2 4007.8 N3g
N 12904.0 5 17160.0 4 1 4256.0 N3g
N3 7742.4 3 12854.4 2 1 5112.0 ---
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43 41 p 2+ ABd R (Time_Cost Trade-off Curve)

44 3 F B T15 3= & % 2 Time_Cost Trade-off Curves s &% & [Model
1]1% [Model 5]z #< % #i-7] 12 Project Crashing & 1+ 237 = 2 Kz 2 7 7 p 27 %
2P AEERE A AT o
431 &% ¥ 1 e p 4% 2 & (Normal Time)

"2 Microsoft Excel 2 #c 412 Solver 484 » 4p B T AL L 4] &2 p 1 p

Fe3 S AR e 245 FPRF (A1 FAE0R) TZPpEE S AT

%4 TISAT =R &S ¥ F (NT) p KD

Nodes Start Amount Arcs Actual Time Minimum Time
7% # 85 Activity Normal Time Time Crashed From To Between Starts Between Starts

N1 1 3 0 0 1 2 3 3
N, 2 3 3 0 2 3 3 3
Ns 3 2 6 0 3 4 2 2
N4 4 4 8 0 4 5 4 4
Ns 5 4 12 0 5 6 4 4
Ns 6 3 16 0 5 C 4 4
N~ 7 3 19 0 5 J 4 4
Ng 8 3 24 0 5 R 23 4
Ng 9 3 27 0 5 S 17 4
N1g A 2 30 0 6 7 3 3
N1p B 3 32 0 ! 8 5 3
N1, C 2 16 0 8 9 3 3
N13 D 3 18 0 9 A 3 3
N14 E 3 21 0 A B 2 2
N1s F 3 24 0 B | 3 3
N G 3 27 0 C D 2 2
N7 H 5 30 0 D E 3 3
Nig | 5 35 0 E F 3 3
N1g J 2 16 0 F G 3 3
N K 4 32 0 G H 3 3
N, L 3 36 0 H | 5 5
N,, M 3 39 0 | 0] 5 5
NP N 4 42 0 J K 16 2
N>y 0] 6 40 0 K L 4 4
N5 P 4 46 0 L M 3 3
N.g Q 5 50 0 M N 3 3
N,; R 24 35 0 N P 4 4
Nyg S 30 29 0 0 P 6 6
Nyg T 4 55 0 P Q 4 4
N3 U 5 59 0 Q T 5 5

Finish Time 64 R ] 24 24

Crash Cost 0 S ] 30 30

Total Cost 260660.8 T ] 4 4

432 B % &4 vF{1p Az 2 A (CrashTime)
FfEb <A1 pARZ P HIFEREFPRLEURFET NS A LR 21 F
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PABFFARAED 23 %8 I RPHCL RFd S vF4d1 pAaEz 420 B4
% 357778.2 ~ -

4.3.3 % @ Trade-off Curve

d #ﬂil],f‘:‘«"—-‘% 2ep 2 13‘\12]\?"#5@'&17‘ VTP AR %fﬁﬁl%@é 64 % 2 42 = >
TR 3B pAE_ A (BRPATEL 1) o B2pf XA ALFdawr
5 Trade-off Curve o fpt 4 & 38 B3k (1) 421 p 42 5 /2 214 > (2) Trade-off Curve

SN

B ARG AR 3] Trade-off Curve pF oz p 2 2 % 4 Total Cost i & -

34 ()
380000

360000
340000
320000
300000
280000
260000

240000

220000

200000
42 43 44 45 46-47 48 49 50+/51 52 53 5455 56 57 58 59 60 61 62 63 64

pA(<)
Bl5 TI5:=% % %+ A P47 % Time_Cost Trade-off Curve

44 SRR pRGE R

&P~ 17 Trade-off Curve 2 4p B F3n e » = - H 23 ;f*—%:}ﬁﬁ—i FE o FH 2
FdptRy I B Fdptk B R p A2 R 4 (Time Table) 3+ & - 12 P~ Trade-off
Curve } N0.92 50 x ¥ 7 p 42> X F M 5 bIRP g;s’-.;;chﬁ-,_ig%i °
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%5 TI5 % %481 % 50 x 7 7 p 42> % Time Table

Activity Description Successor Time EST EFT LST LFT Slack
N, 78k (2 R) N, 3 13 16 13 16 0
N, Rob e PR (2 R) N 3 16 19 16 19 0
N3 IR iﬂ’— (= R) Ny 1 19 20 19 20 0
N4 78 A fE 5 4 RETR Ns 1 13 14 13 14 0
Ns 78 ] 5\5 Ly B3R Ng Nia Nig Na7 Nag 3 14 17 14 17 0
Ne Bimd T N 1 20 21 20 21 0
N L ‘g*f‘ﬂ ¥ Ng 1 17 18 17 18 0
Ng B gm b AR Nog 2 21 23 21 23 0
Nog 4k 48 A 7= Nio 1 18 19 18 19 0
N1o KTy Ny 2 37 39 37 39 0
Niy ATH Nig 5 39 44 39 44 0
N1, L0 I e Nis 5 26 31 26 31 0
Nis 2L E T N4 2 19 21 19 21 0
Ni4 EERIRRFY Nis 2 44 46 44 46 0
Nis PR T R Nis 6 31 37 31 37 0
Nis T EBRTR N7 4 25 29 33 37 8
Ni7 gk % & S} Nig 5 21 26 21 26 0
Nig B gmiE R = N24 2 13 15 21 23 8
Nig K 3 N2o 3 19 22 27 30 8
N, i ey Nog 3 10 13 10 13 0
Njq B 4 M % N>, 3 7 10 7 10 0
N22 3 i % £ FEIR o f%’ N23 3 0 3 0 3 0
N3 HIgEA 2= N2s 3 3 6 3 6 0
N4 € gL 5 ?{*;J’—I%, Naos 1 6 7 6 7 0
Nas A 3 T R N6 30 13 43 16 46 3
Nos BRT R R Nzg 24 13 37 22 46 9
No; 31 & mt A Rk N30 3 22 25 30 33 8
Ng OB WA R SR N30 4 15 19 23 27 8
Na2g B REE 4T N30 4 46 50 46 50 0
N30 LN 3 23 26 23 26 0

MESFA AT HEEXFTR h 2 HTE R e Rk
&> Rt E T % Trade-off Curve ¥ 23 B ¥ 7 p 423 Z 8L (L BTk 25
J Jj=1,..23) 2% Hodp ik @ B Ao deTF £ 6577 o

P
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26 TISERvHFpAE> R _ THSxHhikE- T4

I TRtk

N 7Y PD (X,) TC(X,)  CPVR (Y,) SV (T:)
™ ERAR B Lk kA A EEGEY FERBTRE
H i B e o
PES; ey X2, Y3 Y Va;
1 24 42 358 0.702 35
2 24 43 343 0.693 46
3 24 44 331 0.686 58
4 24 45 320 0.679 70
5 23 46 313 0.241 83
6 23 47 306 0.236 95
7 23 48 301 0.235 95
8 23 49 296 0.235 95
9 23 50 292 0.233 98
10 23 51 287 0.232 98
11 23 52 284 0.231 98
12 23 53 280 0.229 98
13 23 54 276 0.230 111
14 23 55 273 0.231 124
15 23 56 271 0.232 124
16 23 57 269 0.233 126
17 23 58 267 0.233 129
18 23 59 265 0.234 132
19 23 60 264 0.234 134
20 23 61 262 0.236 147
21 23 62 261 0.237 160
22 17 63 261 0.210 182
23 17 64 261 0.211 204

45T15 3778374 & % PES & 3 &M= A %

AR BARFOEI TRERENLTEPRS FL TR HE TP
LR L A B PES 2 KfE o ik DEASRLIMHAM » 7 7P RS %600 p &k
‘ﬂi%%ﬁéﬁﬁfwsmgﬁoﬁw[EAsmyax%$ﬁﬂﬁw,ag[EAﬁ§
® & DUM 2 o » F#ondg o8 (A% 050 ) & PES; BRI S 4 07
Y PES-Ao\'ElL 35 (CPVR ‘SV#F’}%) P L F P~ I8 5 PES; >+ 3 (PD ~TC ~ NS
ia#%) - & DEA-SOLVER 32 » Wi » e & AR f2 23 B 7 (7 p /2= % ¢ 7 5
5 ;}F’ﬁ_“\ LRREL LR k2. 2@ PES; (& 0 i {7 vc2 370 2 -
Kea P eb- I DBERHTR AN AT E 2 PES}:}%&J‘J. T A i
M7 o bl4e PES; et 5 1.0 8% > Bl 100 & % 7 > Hoc® 5 0.9 pFRl 5 90 4 o

# DEA-SOLVER *.%|# % 2 T15 7  p 42> % PES;» £ ¥ & # Slack s
Weighted Data ~ Weight - Projection ~ Graph2 ~ Graphl ~ Score ~ Summary % 8 3¢ % >
# ¥ “Score” AR T NEE > WL TIS =B H %2 23 BV (7> k2 & PES; >

L

~
J
EAR
v

TP A IR o d MEWAE AT 0 > % 1234237 BELenF kB 5 1.0
(12 PES;BLBET 45 100 A ) » 2t T4 77 hp 22 T enrcid m3t e % a o
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Hupd3dygpne AR E A R E DY PES TG A e dod T 4T o
7 TS &% 47 7p 42> %5 DEAR| Rz x84
g PDEEEE TC: %@ &+ NSHEIRER CPVRETH B SV E PTG @ %giF Rank
- % No. T BA
ANe o WP TC wTC NS WS CPVR  wVR sy WSV e
1 42 0.0283 357778 0 24 0 0.7023 1.4239 34841 0 100.0 1
2 43 1.0104 343221 1.6x10° 24 0 0.6933 1.4424 46454 0 100.0 1
3 44 0.0187 331187 5.4x107 24 0 0.6862 1.2975 58068 1.9x10°  100.0 1
4 45 0.0094 320257 1.8x10° 24 0 0.6791 1.4724 69682 0 100.0 1
5 46 0.0314 313168 0 23 0 0.2406 1.1970 82586 8.6x10° 69.2 21
6 47 0.0284 306080 0 23 0 0.2361 1.0824 95490 7.8x10° 74.9 15
7 48 0.0284 300968 0 23 0 0.2354 1.0832 95490 7.8x10° 73.3 16
8 49 0.0285 295856 0 23 0 0.2347 1.0841 95490 7.8x10° 71.7 18
9 50 0.0279 291600 0 23 0 0.2335 1.0640 98070 7.7x10° 71.6 19
10 51 0.0280 287344 0 23 0 0.2323 1.0654 98070 7.7x10° 70.1 20
11 52 0.0280 283668 0 23 0 0.2306 1.0674 98070 7.76x10°  68.7 22
12 53 0.0281 279992 0 23 0 0.2288 1.0693 98070 7.7x10° 67.2 23
13 54 0.0255 276415 0 23 0 0.2296 0.9719 110974 7.0x10° 72.6 17
14 55 0.0234 273148 0 23 0 0.2310 0.8903 123878 6.4x10° 77.8 10
15 56 0.0233 270902 0 23 0 0.2319 0.8896 123878 6.4x10° 76.5 12
16 57 0.0229 269089 0 23 0 0.2328 0.8744 126459 6.3x10° 76.4 13
17 58 0.0226 267275 0 23 0 0.2328 0.8605 129040 6.2x10° 76.3 14
18 59 0 265462 4.9x10° 23 0 0.2337 1.8546 131621 4.3x10° 77.4 11
19 60 0 263648 4.8x10° 23 0 0.2336 1.8345 134202 4.3x10° 78.7 9
20 61 0 262346 4.6x10° .23 0 0.2359 1.7322 147106 4.0x10° 83.8 8
21 62 0 261043 4.3x10°% 723 0 0.2374 1.6428 160010 3.8x10° 88.8 7
22 63 0 260852 o} 1777170:06321-0.2102 1.8943 181946 3.3x10° 93.1 6
23 64 0 260661 0 17 =|.0.05882 02112 1.7629 203883 3.1x10°  100.0 1
46PES & 5L %=k A AARE
= d DEA*\EJ%'J:T‘\)?GF’%QE;%T:F?JEL& ﬁ? WBELRBY AP AR R PES]'J;%’A,\
B R BB LER AR KT L ARG R Fi e L Eadls
HETEFTHFIFNREESE T RDEET A AL dn> 2 TR EE LFE i
Heo 2 T15 % PESj gzt ¥ R SN Al % X R ehg 8o %ﬁ— d *g WLz 34
BEA YT 0 T fE PES; B Dl & AT o
46.1 FEE%TH L E L K35 11 DEA & B
FiE- V72 DEARZEFEFHRP > VP ﬁi.ﬁﬁ?igﬂlfé.ﬁé%gjﬁa% °
" PESq &~ B 5 716 & »»cid 52 0716 2 50 = 2. ¥ (7 p #2°3 % 5 %&IJ v 3% K2
REEF T A0 8 #ron o & ¢ “Score Data” W 5 2V (72 k& Bipik HorE
“Projection” R4 1 & 3Zdp k2 B 5 oxie ; “Difference” Bl G p o g iR X
f%*ii AR5 V% R E AR LT A % Tl A 8pF o REFRIAAET
MEERT T RZGREE PHRBEEFLI DT 2R HF o 2B Tayl | o
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%8 TIGHEZ &7 (AP 42> % PES) $ 7%=k &% 5

No. DMU 1/0 Score Data Projection Difference %
9 0.7161967
PD % % p& i 50 50 0 0.00%
9 TC % % 3= & 291599.6 245198.98  -46400.6236 -15.91%
NS FRATR R 23 16.936093  -6.06390651 -26.36%
CPVR & &% i@t 0.2334801 0.326 9.25x1072 39.63%

SVRERFRF§ E 98070.4 136932.22 38861.8176 39.63%

PD A% % %2 pA23 50 % » F AP A e 51 iR s p 42 (Projection) 7
550% > g3 % a3 PDAUcE B Mol 0 5 BB s BRY

AREL 00 FREF S -

TC : o & 5% %5 » pt = %éia‘g%’i%?é BRz2 TraFAE 1.0 WL 2EF o B
B kR 2 B 4 JE 5 46400.6236 ~ > £ B 5 -1591% > & 5 gt p
ﬁ¢%¢£$iimp%£ﬁiﬁiﬁ°

NS : g;;ﬂi ,_a_] -26.36% 0 HEE ¢ FRHEPBHREZLRF N6 BRITER o AR

EHE CF ARSI ERFRLO0 T P LY FRBER

ﬁ%i:@_@ ’éitiﬁi“‘i—éééii‘%ﬁ;)é‘)fﬁqj"?ﬁ o dpdcd 5 FEL e 2 NS 4 7

' il 0 7 R S 22 BRySEREE o

%#;}%,E?’f&,l'zé_ A B W R AN A ) 39.63%N% T B B EH

Iﬁfilﬂr’% m?‘éﬁ?%,s}i)\-ﬁﬁli_ o

FR ;=5 %% No. 9 p 422 % Score % 0.7162 > PESy 3 71.62 &~ > f i
B G230 %19 i éﬁﬁf:’:fﬁ.%xm L CEAN A I S S L
T EAEY 50X PR ko A M R AL BB LI HNGFE T

462 FEHNTHEFRAMRIT_NERFRER

TS5 % & %2 DEA PESHR}| %% B R g4 - B € & a7 o B
Bk FRAFEY 04 SR HhE A FRT ST AL TR AL FF LA

ﬁ?iii%’f‘ﬁ{%‘i%%— S5 %ﬂﬁﬂfﬁ’&wiu TF¥LIEER Y FRE xR

je i — A 95 o Time_Cost Trade-off Curve 473 7 § 74 ¢ #> i {7 & 47 b =
1PpARE EF AP AR R X% DEA 2 J’—t;.;fﬁﬁ’—m g NE - pAES k2
PES; 57257 £ 3% & B o 1 3% 0o 4 dcd 0 AR AR 5 ﬁhfﬂ* FET AR K
FA R R EE R R IR @RS AL D e B E B
m o R EE R

p\a

il

A

(1) B&RFH2LR4]
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TS B A EGIA 0 AR FREDORGBETT RGP A R
7~ H) —g;ﬂ’ BEEPp ARG L Aoy P> T RS L ER RO R
A UK A AR EE FRRA PGS A I NF AR F R 0
PES 3 iz /& Hcenid@ # ’%:Ij‘J_A AVEREFELY 7P A sciE o H n‘l—/ﬁ"iﬁ%

R B

B MEF A HRP AR A T TR R GREFARNGET
E A R EET 900% o p AR AR TR IR €3 { i
R

V- IR T Fp e F e ¥ FERETT PES A ¥ F o ppE
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AL PRESZEFLE AEBAA LY I - B ¥ oy arg il S o

T15 e % % .3 Bﬁigpvm LW U pF xrﬁg&%i|JBﬁE{644 Tyl
¥Heze %%*? PAESEES 50X o F G AR NPFE IR 2
VL P R TS AP E > do PESy =R A B h 7162 4 0 Bt o
S kY EakERER S 1923 P TokB pAgS koI T LA PP ARF P
BRI ERRARARZBERFF AR E T RLA DA R ot R P D
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(2) RRfFRBLEL
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ﬁﬁ&ﬂiiiﬂ%ﬁhébbamwﬁéuw“i%ﬁxﬂéﬁ%azfﬂ;g,uﬁz
AP0 A A P ARSERE R F Y %’Eé@upﬁi)ﬁj P B A A ﬁiﬁﬁr >
NEHREFARL TP AR ARET o LEEEREFAR T AESERO E TS
HAREEFHEGERFERF A FRAAI R S XN 2ck R Fl p A5
(i d AR ERE2ZE o

% Time_Cost Trade-off Curve 2 PES R 12 = » j2&7 P i 38 § R3¢
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