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1. [ZC&HIC
AEHT —ZIZESEEESTFIEL LT DEA
(Data Envelopment Analysis) B3A< BVWHi b L 51T
2o BAE, TOBEAREAOIERIIFE-T, & EIFh
JEESHED BTV D, TOPTHRIC, T —FIZHTE
MCHFETDREEEZR D Z L 0EEERVDILT
59 (Seiford, 1996). HEEHIBH BV \IIFERA2 DEA O
RREMTOR TV 5, ZNbITH, BbniF—2 LY
T BB R L TR T o T A T RHEL
TWBT—Y R T 7k (Simar, 1992) REESHIK%E
% Z X 7= ZhEME (Olesen b, 1995) & HIZi%, %h&EMH
FHIBORERMNEBNI T DERERCHRN L 1R DR
EOERMRE (Morita 5) 72 X DR H 5,
FRTILY a—REFOMERAERE L L TDEA
EERILL. #YVIRLT—4F % -2 DMU BEDhRMSy
~DOBERAEZRALD,

2. )3—RzAW-FEENFTEE
R T — Z 2 X 2 EESTTIIRERNREERE
LV EXILTE 5, —ARICHERNRE HERIREIL.
A(w),b(w), c(w) ITFERER. T,h IIREEN 25 E T
L&, :
Minimize c(w)'z
SLP | subject to A(w)z = b(w),
Tr=h >0

EREND, BEEEEEAEFMEGEIIRIITEH
EINLRERNERY ., FIRREORILIZETIEXS
DEVT & D BEHI#%MEF )V (chance constrained
model) & Y 2 —REF/V (recource model) {2453 b
B, AIEILHHORGIEE SNDHEREY HEERL L
allEIZLE D LWV I b DT, BERNLGINEANER

Pr(A(w)z = b(w)) > «

LBEXBZ B, BEIIHOERE»LRE LB~
TAELTREIEWIBHLODT, —fKIZY 2—=2}3, &

A ¥ MORITA Hiroshi
JEM FEHE MICHIDA Hideo
B FUJII Susumu

HFERFE

EY W(w)z = A(w)z - b(w) £ BL L EDBKq(w)2
BERAERBEIITRDBND,

Qz,w) = inf {9w)'z|W(w)z = Alw)z - b(w) }

ZD Q(z,w) DEFHE Q(z) IXY 27— a X M EFHTI,
~_FNVT 4 L LTERBSICEEENS,

BAUBIEIC H ARERERIT L, TOMFEELR- Y,
SR LEERILRITo7 0 53R, WAWAR
ERALBZZ N TVWB A, KIEHA T BRI
FERTENEENLRVEHERREL 2 50T, FHITERE
15,

ZIZTHL. YV a—A05H3HERMERMBEE LT

Minimize Jdz+ Q(z)
subject to Tz =h, >0

EEZXBHIELILTD, 2EL, Q=) ik
Qe,w) = inf {¢'z [T, ~T]z = A(w)z — b(w)}

MHHERDTVWS,

3. LBk

Y a—ZBEIC BT SHERERPBERARESITII L B
#5 (L-shaped method) & FHIN 52N RAVLARENERE
SNTWD, FERETH A(w),b(w) 25 L BEDBEHRA 2
B {(A1,bY), (42,02), ..., (AL,bL)} ZHY . ERERD
ERT HHERY {p1,p2,...,0L} £TB, TDLE, Y
a—2aR b Q(z) X

L
Q) =3 mQ(z, o)

=1

LExbh3, 7'?_7’51/\
Qz,of) = z+,i-?_on {q+z;" +g-z_ |z —z- = Az ¥ }

ThD,



L AEIC K BEIT. 2 F8R D v b (feasibility cut
& optimality cut) ZIELXNMX TV YIRERETHY .
ABREIOER VIR LDEK, R@EMiBEondZ ENIERE
nNTW3, 7Y XLDFML (Birge b, 1997) #5
Bankiy,

4. BYRLT—RIZKBFESHT

THEEMDS A7 —F BV THRMESIT T HE5%
EZx L5, 1ERY ORIEEN ST —FDITb & &
ETAHEIRETH B, II62EDKE EERBITIL.
F—E BBV IBRLAIET A ENEHTHD, BIELRE
ENT-7EEXTHLRV, 7 BHOF—4 2B Y7

DOF—F LT AL TEOBRVELT—F LRD
ZELTES,

A, FHEMOHZAHAEBICELT L B8N
fTormb LE Y. ZNOEERNEHZE AL A HE
. BOLBEOERETHDEEXD, D%, AHADE
RBAE (XL YYD, l=1,... L KERp = 1/L TR
TARERARERER L 70T, b L OAHSEB MM
SNOMERDMITIE ) ERERTHA LTI Zhb
OBEANEILE OFERSHIZWED L EOBIEAERTH
HEbEIBNS,

Y a—2% AV RESIT OO DEA DER(L
PUTIORTMA, T TREEDED, AN X1EER
B, A YIIREERIE LT3, EBICIE. AEICEE
RERH O LFEENL L OMBBE L TH#EbR2, B
}ERE CCR ET VOB TE X TS, Ja—2R
ax b QoA sz) I

Q(ev ’\3 SJ::wl) =
; . — vl !
1nf>o{z++4._ |24 —2- = 0Xg ~ X'A = s, }

zy,z_

DIHE

L
QA 52) = 7 50, 52,0
=1

LB, £oT, Va—2%4->DEA EFMET

R-CCR-D
Minimize 64 rQ(0, A, s;) — €(sz + sy)
subject to Y, —YA+s, =0
6>0,A>0,s,>0,5,20

1B, ZIZT ridY a—RaX MIIDBERET,
DIERLY) 2 —RATRE T IEEDPEECETIND L DI
BINCE X 2T Ae Hr2vy,
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2 r SF
C
1 F : @F
O L 1 )
0 4 g Input-1qp
I #YVELF—&% b DMU B
%1 E@ELY3—2aR}
A B C D E F
gv=-% .852 .598 1 1 1 .815
Q@ .0265 .0685 — — — .1380
6% 857 632 1 1 1 1

5. EEZEEG]

2ODANE 1 OB A% 25 2D DMU %%
., TNENIEZRVRERLEAIL, H10XHiZis72
ET5, ZDEEDEDMU OHHFRE 2L Y a—=R
AR MIRI1DL D27, 3 OOEAHEDFEHEIZ
Lo TRDADF(EIEHERDB L, Va—REEX
& EOPEEITMN LN RoTVD, ZhidiEb
EREBIIANZZDT, AL L D2FEITAKET
2o TLE D ZERBIIEL TS, ZOMORER
IXRE O S LERET 5,
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