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AHBFF Tid, DEA(Data Envelopment Anaysis)
BT HEARNRET IV, $7/2PD5, Charnes biZ k-
TREB&NZ CCRET/V (2, 3], Banker HiZ & - T
AN BCC ET WV (1], T— % %A D Free Dispos-
able Hull # £ 7 REE S L R T FDHETV [5] &
&1 GDEA E7 V2Bt EMEL LTERLL, %
? GDEA €7 /MIZHIT 537 2 —F DRI L 5 RiE
fEL#k 4 72 DEA 7 NVOREME L ORBGEE LT 5.
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DMUj: 3Hst&R, j=1,---,n

z; = (T1j, " ,Tmj)! > 0: DMUj DAHT—%
Y; = (W15, »yp;)T > 0: DMUj O AT —#
X : ¥XTODMU DAAT—# (m x n) 175
Y : ¥_XTHDMU ODHAT—# (p x n) 1751

Z 2T, Charnes bMBERIL L7 CCR TNV E
ZFORXMEEERBNTS.
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Maximize Z HEYko
k=1

m
E ViTio = 1,
=1

P m
Zukykj —Zl/iwij g 07 .7 = ]-a » 1y
k=1 i=1

”k_>—.€, k=13"')p,

(CCR)

subject to

4 25, i=1,---,m,
€ > 0 is a small “non-Archimedean”,
Z ORBEICR T 5 B EBEIIRO L S icke D,
Minimize 6 —e(17s, +17s,)
subject to X\ — 6z, + 8, =0,
Y- Yo — 8y = 0,
A20, 8,20, 8,20,

ZEL1=(1,---,1)T,A e R", 8, € R™, 5, € RP.

EEWEEES
KIEK% * F7®%  YUN Yeboon
il 3% NAKAYAMA Hirotaka
A8 5= TANINO Tetsuzo

tofET, #xHX1TA=1%2M%x% & BCC*®
FARZRY, &bIZ, A\ €{0,1}, j=1,--- ,nEMZ
5 & FDH ETMCR 5.

EF 1. LRETNVEBWT, KO 2-50%HE%2TH-

T L&, DMUo I3 THB & H. £ Thnt

%, DMUo iX#EDHRNHTH D LS.

(i) ZEE* X1 THB.

(ii) XEETOTXTORT v 7 K8 sy L s, B30T
HB.

ENENDET NI T HEREZ LB T D720,
ROL D REEFEESEZERXD.

Po={(y;,%;), j=1,---,n},
P ={(yz)|YA2y, X A<=z, 120},
P={(y2)|YA2y, X2<z,1TA=1,120},
Pa={(y,x)|YA2y, X2<z,1TA =1,

2 €{0,1},i=1,---,n}.

#£4 P (1 =0123 2A\T, ‘DMUo OZH=R
W OEHE1EZBEERTS.

Eﬁ 2. (y’ _m) 2 (yoa '—il)o) A (ya —:B) 96 (yo’ “mo)

WY (y,2) B P (1=0,1,2,3) KHFEELRWE X,
DMUo 28 P (1 =0,1,2,3) L CHERMTHB L 5.

ZE. 1=0,1,2,3Zx95 B ETOMHEMEIR, £h
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6] T, RELEEF L%, EROMBECERTS
i, KOk D REHEHEREE S 5.

maximize A (GDEA)
(A, i, vi)
i P
subject to A S d; + <Z B (Yro — Ykj)
k=1

Vi(_xio +$ij)) ) .7= 17 )

i=1

M=
¥

+
™
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Il

vi—'

k=1 i=1
Kk Uigey k=1,,p,z=1,,m
a : constant, 0 < a < o0,

€ > 0 is a small “non-Archimedean”,

L, dj = Jmax {1k (yro — Yk;), vi(—Tio + zij) }-

i=1,--,m

B~ DEA 51V E a DfEIZ L 5 GDEA OF%
BEE OBRERERS.

2 1. DMUo 7% Py L CHEMTH B DDOLEFSY
R, +H/NSWERK o Xkt 5 GDEA OEEEN
0CHBETHS.

EE 2. DMUo # Py LTHHEMNTH S DO OLEN4
&M, +AKEVER o 28T 2 GDEA OEEEN
0THBZLThHSB.

SEE 3. GDEAKBVT, TP ko = Yom, Viio
RABHFEMAMT B L&, DMUo % P, L THERMT
HBTDOMELSYEEE, +HOKREVER o 12X
RO ME I GDEA OEEEN 0 THHZ ET
b5,

EE 4. DMUo /% P; L CHRMTH B dDOLE+SY
M, /N EWERK o i2xT 5 GDEA OFBEE
0CHBZLThHD.

FHE1ELEHE4 LY, DMUo B Py LTHEMT
HBHZLE P LTHRATHEIEN, ELNIEHRN
bhb.

4 FEH

a DfEIZ X 5 GDEA O EE &4k~ 7% DEA €7
NEeOBRERT D, MELEERE2HTTELE
7. R1DEIIZ, 1 AS-1HHDODMU A, 6 @R
5. HEOBRIIK 2 TRT.

£1:1-AH, 1-HAHDH

DMU A B C D E F
] 2 3 15 4 6 55
Figi] 1 3 35 2 5 4

K2LK1%RBE0N5M, GDEAETNLT
T, a DENNXL S L FDH $HEERELN, a®
EAKEL RNTBCCHEMELBFOND. EbiZ, #l
X (v =yTp) M2 5E CCREIFMLE LR
BT EBbONr5.

% 2. DEA ®FAIIHENT, BEAE

DMU A B C D FE F
CCR =7 /v 0.50 | 1.00 0.78 0.50 0.83 0.73
BCC &5 /v 1.00 | 1.00 0.83 0.63 | 1.00 0.75
FDH &5/ 1.00 | 1.00 | 1.00 0.75 | 1.00 | 1.00
(i) a=10 -12.00 | 0.00 | -3.47 | -12.67 | -1.64 | -4.16
(@Tv=yTp)
(ii) a=10 0.00 | 0.00 | -2.85 | -11.00 | 0.00 | -3.68
(iii) a=1 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 -2.00 | 0.00 | -0.08
(iv) a=0.1 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | -1.10 | 0.00 | 0.00
5 %

AR TIZ, BEAHZR DEA T LVEED, LV
—f%{k L7 GDEA E7FVvEER(LL, ZTOHEIZHW
TERL. CCRETNVENR LT CCWH ET Vv [4]
EOBRERRDLI LD, SHROBETH 5.
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