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Evaluating Operational Performance of City Bus Transit with
Considering Factors of Transfer Passenger Ridership and Air

Pollution : A Two-Stage DDF Approach
Student : Bo — Ruei Liao Advisors : Cheng — Min Feng

Chao — Chung Kang

Abstract

Bus transportation plays a pivotal part in public transportation system in Taipei. With
the expansion of MRT road network and integration of the electronic ticket, the fully-
equipped public transport system boosts up the passengers usability. Thus, bus
companies put more and more emphasis on operational performance between inputs
and outputs. Partially, the seamless convenience of Taipei MRT and the transfer
discount between bus and MRT by Easy Card, attract passengers by bus. The reason
above should also be considered as a factor of environmental sensitivity.

To distinguish passengers between bus ridership of transfer discount and
one-way bus ridership, the study applies Data Envelopment Analysis (DEA) and
Directional Distance Function (DDF), The methodologies categorized the operational
performance into two stages between productive efficiency and service effectiveness
in order to evaluate the relative efficiency of the Taipei bus companies. Also, the study
considers undesirable outputs with air pollution due to traveling bus. Furthermore,
production technology is being regarded as the assumption of weak disposability in
the assessment framework.

This study includes 12 bus operational performance in Taipei bus companies
from 2007 to 2010. Results show that the performance is significantly increasing from
the MRT ridership transferring to bus. Operational performance impact sensitivity
accounts for 6.7% and service effectiveness impact sensitivity accounts for 13.9%,

respectively.

Keywords : Performance Evaluation , Data Envelopment Analysis (DEA) ,

Directional Distance Function (DDF) , Bus , Transfer Passenger Ridership
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(1978)#% 1 A F T A BaR Y ™ A 4 1 CCR #i-5% > Banker,Coop and Cooper (1984)
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Chen ~ Wade D.Cook et al(2013)4*%f DEA & &7/ ;% i£/F » ehE 7t »

DEA #3] ¥ » ¥ & 5 %k #c ) ;“(Multiplier)éi’é %) ;¢ (Envelopment) » ¥
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4 »% (Performance) & & 3 1960 #4=X 3 5 ¥ & 2 » ¢ 4% Dajani (1978) »
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B I 3 (LS) & 54 A& 5535 (Econometric models)

BB A A4 4 R(TFP)

"EEE A 492 (SFA)

FAL e A 472 (DEA)
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CCR #i5; 3 DEA = ;2 ¢ & 3L 22 #5% » 4 Charnes~Cooper 4 2 Rhodes % 1978
#1345 S ¢ 4 $ Rl £ 8 % (Pareto optimality) 2. B4 #r#% 91 » CCR 5% 3k
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DI BEP A NERAA T A P ER 2 A R0 F S AR Y 2(CRS)
AARBE R AP i3 A NI L H S BIR Y > RIH S RBER YRR
(Decreasing Returns to Scale, DRS) » » if‘md;: *HEACPEE o A K At B g 0

35



FINE RN

F]p > Banker & A A 1984 & J1ig i oA o @ 1T N A 49 AR E AR Y
(Variable Returns to Scale, VRS) i3k ™ =g DMU 2_ 4p $t2x 5 - fi£ 5 BCC 3" o
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GEFRPAR HGERERAS AL LES S AN E - RS e
PR S B R B PR T e (RS #ic a——‘ﬁﬁ ¢ORY IR Rl BT ER A vken

P % Fielding et al.(1985)# 11 2. #£ 4 » & & = 4 & »TF B PRI 3Tic

PR s B P % - R G A A E 0 @ % Z FFE G RIS 0 B R P IR
STaed ol o FRA ATy P S PEE S B35 (Yu,2009) - fe 5T ERIL 4
»EREE Y %»s:ﬁvf’!éfg{‘ PR R R AR g RS - R FptE
Bt A BREEE L s 5 ARG K N A e

AT HEY 2 2 e RS B A R B e 2 )
%@1&%&&im’?ﬁﬁﬁiﬂ*?éM$»?%%@&’uiéﬂ%?%
I FAARR 0 E- I LIRS F L o

& P £ DDF HE5S # 0 4295 YU(2009)45 o > 2 8 22 § 3 7 45 g s
v % Seiford and Zhu (1999)#% &1 & PR gL P ¥ B DFR o FIUt AT T AR e
P RGBT o Hw RSl o PERPIEY AN Ee RSl AT P e

PR i g deT
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351 Model 1: - f¢f DDF(f& &3k )= #5c:d
- FFE DDF’E'I"?ﬁ‘—Fb.F;\I‘féﬁ:;\:’f LJfﬂ—}\“:’Tﬂéﬂ)‘% ’3/,&.\'
B¥c > ¥ BT - 4558 Model 2 vt #& - Model 1 4 B 3.7 #75% o

Ubad
Xp(Fuel) —> —> Yp(passenger)
X, (Labor) —> DDF —> Zyk(veh-km)
Xy(Vehicle) —> —> Yt
(transfer from Bus to MRT)

L 4

&
A 4

Operational effectiveness

B 3.7 : Model 1 - Ftfc DDF(& & 3% )3= 2 #2558

Model 1 3 & # T ¥ 2 fEdrdndic» LoAT P RFGRE ~ BHEA D > 7 H -
FEECR £ R iy o 3030 5 00 ()~ B3 A k(X)) 2 B dmidk(Xy) 0 A

2822 (Zy) anm(yp)a ISR ST ER S AONER %.@m/ﬁh
LA N (Upgq) > a2 2 8P Nch- 5 PR-RETCEF 55 VP - R
Wk B¢ 2R M—’fi“ PHF R R E Y kR T Y e
SNk R R A TR B APREE Yo F S R8N F n B DMU
7% K B DMU G 6] 0 B R R F heT A 5
Model 1 :
Max a (1)
Constraints :
] 1 ](XF)] A=a )X <0 (1.1)
j=1 A XD — (A —a )X <0 (1.2)
2i1 X)) — (A — )Xy <0 (1.3)
Z?=1 Aj(Uco)j — (1 -a)WUco)k =0 (1.4)
Z?=1 Aj(UHC)j — (1 —a)Uyc)k =0 (1.5)
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Z?=1 Aj(UNOx)j -1 - a)WUpnox)k =0 (1.6)

Z?=1 Aj(UPM)j — (1 —a)WUpmlk =0 (1.7)
2i=14iZvk); — 1+ a ) Zyg)k 2 0 (1.8)
2i=1A4(Yp)j — (1 + a)(Yp) =0 (1.9)
2i=14(Yr); — 1+ a)(Yr)e = 0 (1.10)
2 =1 (1.11)
420, j=1.,n (1.12)

234(1) % H - rf & DDF =5 05 oic i B ffedodic» o fR 4 1t 2 R4S &

TR T RSRE O CHERA DL o ap TE 5 RS SR (1—ak)?mx%d§
Boci B Fa FN R ER S - 0 RAR N BRELGF AN R
EHE > G- FARA IR F 2 ap P mk%’%ﬁ%”%ﬁ@ﬁ#@ A

IR N N (S 1 B A

AR A3 A AL AP 2R 2R AA)L AR R AL A N2
RN 2R (18)3 (L10)5 A NI LA o Bts 0 AN (LID A 7 LR RT
BE T 2 MR 258 (L12) 5 1 BT e

EELL L AL A DS (LD (LT3 527 2R B8 L
HL Tagvde, e Tosvde ) fdar 228 40 & 14150 Asi 7 #(strong
disposability) i ™ -4 LR F AR HEANT A d FRAFH N ER R
PIANEF BT R 2 U807 LA S BN 5 F 2 #5557 e (weak
disposability) i » + 3 238 & i 5 ﬁﬁé%;@’xé_:ﬂ PSR R g
B AP AR A NS BT R B A S RIS 4 0
SEEEI RS F D e iE B RN i#ﬁ“ﬁ/‘“’ii e it ’E“Jﬁiﬁ%ﬁifﬁ’
HEE LBT Y A 2 B (Model 2-Model 3-Model 4)¢ 2z 23 5k &

Sl Y S ’ﬁ(i °

-

3.5.2 Model 2: - r¢f DDF(F #&%):=i #5%
4ol b Model 1+ £ 4 > SRHSCE 8- 4 R 0 ¥ HEA0T B 38 41

40



Ub ad

Xr(Fuel) —> ——> Y, (passenger)
X, (Labor) —>] DDF —> Zy(veh-km)
Xy(Vehicle) ——> BN )
(transfer from Bus to MRT)

T

er(transfer from MRT to Bus)

L 4
*

Operational effectiveness

% 3.8 : Model 2 - ptf. DDF(3 # %)= #5%

Model 2 4r e % i Model 1> % & 4% % 8% 2 R4 dodic o 35~ I8 A %) 5 %00 (X)
R Ag(x) 2 2 delic(xy) AN S8R 22 (Zy,) ~FEE(p)E 4 2B ERHE
B2 R EH(Yy) TG FEAELIEAE N (Upgg) » ¢ 02 FER TN - § 10
FANFEZ LSS ~F 5 s Bk A el 3 A Y b r 0 d HIFE R
NB 2 WEE MG - BRBAR é?é‘gt(eT) °

4+ Model 2 22 Model 1% % ¥ — r#f. DDF #0558 0 s 2 P 1858 2 v 58 4
R ER Eq}zjaiﬁf#‘amxérua.:;g;\}\,u,{g, )
% kB DMU 56 BEgrE 0 PN 2 S 250(2) 0 AR L 2 58(L)
1(1.12) > ¥ vhde » R BACR #H(er) " HI N & T AedeT 2 54(2.1) > Model 2 #

BN 4 A 4T

4,

Model 2 :

Max a (2)

Constraints :

2R ~ 23 (112)

Yj=1Aj(er); — (er)x =0 (2.1)
L35 N2 w78 Model 1> 258 (1)AI R £ 23 £33 &2 504k B

R % B0 139% Banker and Morey (1986)¥ 3 8 A % #icen e & > 1 %2 Yu(2009)

PR AR AR HHY A ENRLES TR FERR Y A A
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P Model 4 ¥ 2 TR B ATR SN o
353 Model 3: % Fe DDF(_ﬁ:ﬁ*);y_% ﬁi\:
2] F%b-F; DDF ]:5» ﬂ\ﬁﬂz'l_ﬁﬁ’:;\ s ,’g‘g\‘.ﬂaa é__llu. Model 3 if?‘:‘?;{f{i ﬁ’)i’v ‘#’_

%i;};‘)\ CREAD > R A D o e T Bl 3.9 A1 e

°
U/I]}\ad
X)L(:i:::; : Production Zyi(venickm) Service —> Yr(passenger)
Process Process N
Xy(Vehicle) —— (transfer from Bus to MRT)
o Production efficiency o Service eﬁectiveness o
@R e e 5 peratwna[eﬁectweness .................................................................................. .
® 3.9 : Model 3 7 Ff - DDF(j & % )3= & i3
Model 3 # % - Fffii 4 Arad - 4% 1 Eo pedrddc 50 30 3 20 (Xp) >
R A fi(x)m 2 8 iplc(xy) - HERANZED D2 (7,) » ¥hy g@Emzt
RATA N (Upar) > ¢ 4622 F BN eh- § R RE T EF T F 8 R
AR R Z PR A PRIAATA D 08 T L R D FREE O, 0 R D PPRETY A
NgEe RSl B M AN I RLEY) 2D 2B @ RE2Z HEEL() F
853 nBDMU> 1% K B DMU Z 5] > B S #0387 40 230057
Model 3 :
Max wiay, + w, S (3)
Constraints :
YicijXp)j — (1 — ) (Xp) < 0 (3.1)
2im1hj X)) — (= )(X) <0 (3.2)
Yj1 X)) — (A — ) (Xy) <0 (3.3)
Yi=1MjCZvk)j — Eyg)i = 0 (3.4)
Z?=1 A1j(Uco)j — (1—-a)WUcolk =0 (3.9)
Z?=1 Alj(UHC)j — (1= a)(Uyc)k =0 (3.6)
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Z?=1 A1j(Unox)j — (1 - a)Unox)k =0 (3.7)

Yi=1A;WUpn)j — (1 — a)Upy)i =0 (3.8)
Yi=12Zvi)j — Eyik)k < 0 (3.9)
2i=142j(Yp)j — (L + i) (Yp) = 0 (3.10)
2i=1A2;(Yr)j — (1 + B)(Yr)e = 0 (3.11)
Yi=1d; =1 (3.12)

" Ay =1 (3.13)
Mjdy, =0, j=1,..,n (3.14)

a;whﬁr5JmF#%ﬁ$ﬁﬁE9%&$@&Hﬁ%ﬂﬁ%&iﬁﬁ&ﬁ’
A NETRMRE O CHEADNIE o TR G RIS (1-a)™
RELARFE FapF W EFR o FER G- > R AE e B e B R

B RF LB F Lo S RE R AR b R A ARERER 5 Rk

1 P , [ SR £A s = oL
ff e B s o 2 NIERSI e R A RIBRI G R F R kiR
k

Rla- > RidAdMw R @2 R R S - Fran 2 FE I F 2o B bR
AN RN FHEZEF > S AR FEER o

BEAR AP NG wyrw, A8 5 % KB DMU 2 & Frf g E
PR E BT RS d B R e ’ﬁ{.ﬂ‘iﬁ’%’i‘éﬁélﬂf"'ﬁé (e e i B
FOFEEETR I AT - FEFCZHM w AL SRR A EE Y
L 05 F ~E 2 o

AR (BA)E (B3 E T B - FEH AP 2 IR A RGAR AT R - B
A NI > 2534(3.5)2 (3.8)] A AR A A 2 o 2 54(3.1) 2 (3.8)
BRI o 2NBORE F D K P 2 5 2 54(3.10)8
(B11) 5 & = FFE A MIE 458 > Lt 2392 (B % 5 % = P2 N
(6 23%(312)EBA) A 7 F HFEPHRET R FIRT 2 M 254 (3.14) 5
FE g s Bz 5 e
LA NLFINB5L(B8) Ad 0 d R R - B iE )I* € A

W A PREL AN AR LY - R X AR LB TR

TS

A&
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354 Model 4: 3 r& DDF(7 #& %)=k 50

MR AETAERS A ETE LR R F A R AN LA
MY RAHAEER L 28 O PR LR L RBAE ¥ F iAo B 3.10
,:11.7’[_ o PY
Ubad
Xp(Fuel) —>
Zyk (veh:km
Production v ) Service > Yp(passenger)
X;(Labor) ——>
Process Process S Y
Xy(Vehicle
v ) (transfer from Bus to MRT)
er(transfer from MRT to Bus)
° Production efficiency ! Service effectiveness .

Operational effectiveness

® 3.10 : Model 4 # Fi# £ DDF( % # 3 )% 3%

Model 4 4l 0 it Model 3> % — PR 5 24 Ak » % 0 Ew jE3Solic > 35

»IR e R () B A ()R 2 Rl(xy) R - PR AN S E 2 2(Z,) o

Vg YA R N (Upad)0 ¢ H 5D R § R B s

FE b BRSO PPER LRI D DB T LK - PR~ &
PR AN E Sl R A NI LR EH(Y,) U Ed 2B HF
BIEE(,) o # ehk 3 A3 T b4 n 1 d RiBHE LB 2 HFE L - RE
AR B¥c(er) BFFFERAS o

v

4 > Model 4 ¥2 Model 3 % 5 & F# & DDF #5558 » s p R0 20258 + 4
Ap e > E A5 2 E@i‘% £ F > m Erwm g o R ELL T o “”?J—Miﬁ"ﬁ n i DMU >
% k B DMU 5 &) > #7855 % PR3N 2 5 255(4) 4587 5 258(3.))
T (3.04) 0 ¥ b xR B AR B Hc(er) LA 4 7 drdeT 2 58 (4.1) - Model 4 #

BNEAT4oT
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Model 4

Max w1 + Wy S (4)

Constraints :

23431 ~ 254314

Z;'l=1 Ayj(er)j — (er)k =0 (4.1)
L35 273 w38 Model 30 258 (A1)RI R £ 28 3 & etk B At

BRI

Fabw o 5N A

% 3.2 H5C il S EGLP

\\\ﬁr

BT &2 B E AT 4 32

R N
o Xy B 2 ()
X, 2R S EA T S
Xy 2B R iRl
¢RI Zyk 2§21 IO ]
A Y S B VR A
Yy R S SRS S
LR A Uco NPz - § R
Unc NPz plE Ve
Unox R S R
Upm o8 P2 R
BB AR Rk er d BFR R D 2 e P
B S e a - B S K B DMU 2 gt S #ic (e
Br - % kB DMU 2 pEdg S B i@
EE wi % kB DMU 2. 2 2 % - PFE RS S dicig &
w2 ¥ ki DMU 2 28 5 - FFEESE SR £
% e A H-EE 2w E
Ay BIRFERE Y R -HERLBEDE
Az BIPERRAY SR wAEw R
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S i = WHI AR o

YRRt ST sk S PR SR E T S = ST #—‘ﬁ—%‘@ﬁ;s}%\’ B oAt
B EmE L LA i‘ii/%v’é?—’r—fiéfﬁ%])* oAt F B A F

1969 &2 v » d St FrfrgE F 0 2 F G Bl
T % P i 01969 £ 2 15 > St J}ifﬂ—ﬁ’r‘?%ié}ﬁﬁﬁé’ i
B R B ORY AT AP L AIEE G T
kET 1 Er FAFFF LR ERE A EELD & S CEREERGEL G E

FAFRE S A - R L FREAACC PR D BAT dp 2 B B 00 i 2 B A o WEF
WA g AT AR A RER L 02002 F ¢ 14 pad EEay
%2010 # Lk 2B A 30005 2 EH RO D LB E L6 RABA
B L AF & RGE gﬁjiﬁwﬂi o ‘*Lﬁ/i%’/‘}j%ﬂ:@—’;\;'&r—r%\‘4.1’—:%
T

A
= ’,5'3 ¢ % i& (Metropolitan Bus ; MP) F 3¢ % & (Capital Bus ; CP)

= 1 (Shin-shin Bus ; SS) ip# % 8 (Zhinan Bus ; ZN)

4 (Air Bus ; AB) ¢ @& = 1 (Chung-shing Bus ; CS)

+ @ % i#(Da-nan Bus ; DN) #7JE % 1@ (Xindian Bus ; XD)
% # = 1 (Kuang-hua Bus ; KH) % % i# (Southeast Bus ; SE)
& #* % & (Taipei Bus ; TP) 7 -k % 3@ (Tanshui Bus ; TS)
= & % 1#(San-chung Bus ; SC) 74 % 38 (New Taipei Bus ; NT)

4.2 B A 45
AR S B 1R 28 FE TR A LR GRS T 12
FEF 200723 2010 £ RFEFH R 12 FEF L2410 WU RESH
AR EBEEAT RER A 12 THE K

o



421 BETEA
AFG P 2B ER AR 2 Rl o iEd TS H OB Yo o ®
LRSS S RSN Y SEE T S - EIE ST SRR $ 3
IRFAGOY FAR D 225 b b g MRRT 2B P S F o
PRI R R B Rl R L R ERD DL E Y
Ao ¢ dp- O R(CO) BT I & 4 (HO) ~ § § i 4 (NOX) ~ R i#- ik (PML0)
w%ﬁé"%wﬁfé%*p g o

BREP G HERE LI 2L AT A mANE-T 28 @
FAH, U LTRSS T HIEE D A, Fd RASTRE #;'Exj:j\
%F%ﬂﬁr%%JMér@%%zgﬁkﬁyﬁw_%,, .
AL o FHmTE E WP AT & 4.2 99
%42 23 QT
i U # it

) ‘\—a#’ﬁ#—&fi“ ) E B HE
7h i (Xp)

o A (x)

\E#'g#ﬁ&dﬁ;%;z‘\—é N A
OB E A () i )
Z R BRI AT R Rk
SEEERERDGRARD 2 -
- F 8 (Yeo) B b
E R NS
> ~ DB EXEER D AT 2
R A BLE & P (Yuc) o
afg £

M
[l
Skt
-h_‘\
w

B R 2§
3’ 3’ i :}—;'(YNOx)

é"‘_:‘h‘ =k _\5‘: -.mk-
Pt

]

ey
=
¥
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SEEHFFERD GRS
& A (Upw)
T b 10 Mot TR Ak S B
giﬁgrﬁ)iﬂ%% A HIE R
AL B | BEHLD CH(e) | EERIFEELD AL ET

#

SRR~ 2 A B L et (isotonicity) B B 0 AFT L B AR R R L
j&-?ﬁ—"—@f’?#gﬁg’]\i%i’é\gjp 5 ]E;Fb_?)‘m;b\)\ g ’9'|'j}{f§',§géﬁ&)\‘}§_ﬂ=o
o T £ 434445 %57 o

% 43: FEEIR ~ & AP BE Thiic
Zz 4
—FURE O RICES| FF P Redior. | #8232
FINDN
B 0.92 0.92 0.92 0.93 0.84
B i 0.97 0.97 0.97 0.97 0.92
i) 0.99 0.99 0.99 0.99 0.96
% 4.4 : PR~ A A B Bl
A
*Z AN ¥ $] HaEg D
FINDN
b5 B | 0.99 0.88 0.88
A5 P~ 2 AR TRk
A
*zE iR E HFEE D
FINDN
A2 0.85 0.96 0.96
@ i@ 0.92 0.95 0.95
agl 0.97 0.96 0.96
EOAPMMREIH T O NP OBAINTEETRRALAAMN T AEFLE
001 chffF e T/ » B3 BFxeafp M |d» woiry 8% ﬁ\ﬁﬁ%ﬂ% °
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4.2.3 st st
grL42mﬁ+,ﬂxﬁﬂigkr%ﬁ,}zfj—;; @?J B R "5"\\3'1"#—_—“13& ;}:i,gg
PR E 12 RE 02007 £ 3 2010 & R ¥ EFAL 0 i E G 48 B DMU - 5
o i H R EE AT LR
- ~H~
Lo % D @R 2 R g o bS5 ARG BB 2007 E A%
24,626 + o2 et ;B BRI G L s i 2010 & 4260 2,598 F o
o 4p£3710 7 o
2. Rt laERELIOIFRA DT FEAR BB HGEA | DA o
TR AT o g0 g RE N 1 A i RS o % 02010 £ R EF - Py
1419 ¢ A1 ik +x @ A 28R 1 A8 & ] @5 2007 & B

PR o Bt 5 A ANE B IE 2010 &4
%18 2009 & P ¢ 165 47 -

1 wd 22 @ wLeirg 8 3%“ R (T2 2L HRr o Bod B AR
¢ 2007 & #c¥f % i 47,706,814 2 2 » %) ER| 5 k& % 3iF 2010 # #icdp
5,614,994 > 2 o

=~ READ

1 FZ:A4m¢ 2008 & 28 5 iE £ 110541431 « 5 L 5 23 2010
&% £ W7,083593 5 k]

2. 2P RPERLLRAFEFF A F LR ELER oM RE 2w oo
1% 3% & 2010 £ 2. 16,486,633 % LA F 5 2 A s 2009 # 2. 1,048,142 «

1. -5 ivp - F PR %EE~ELHF 25000 5| @55 & 59w o
2. I LPp It LR ELIFE 1145 ¥ &) B iR E

13.5 & o
3. FEMP I FFIPERERABELFEY 2409 B BEFEY
28.4 wf o

4, BEMk R IR AT - A AR Par P L B
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% £ 0237 k| 5 & & 0,015 o -
T RBAR ¥
1L RER2D R BB R ERER S LR e kg

2010 &2 17,381,835 * & % ; 1 L = 2009 & 2. 1,078,523 4 . > o

J—

%46 23 Sl

WA IE D R bk s h] (s Tl BB LT R LT 4 46

o3 B Max. Min. Average Std. Dev
Xp 24,626 2,598 9,637.6 6,216.5
X 1,419 81 535.6 363.6
Xy 800 165 334 183
Zyk 47,706,814 5,614,994 23,393,264 13,953,184.7
Yp 110,541,431 7,083,593 46,622,284 30,391,292
Yr 16,486,633 1,048,142 6,223,380 3,998,015
Uco 500.9 59.0 215.9 132.2
Uye 114.5 135 494 30.2
Unox 240.9 28.4 103.9 63.6
Uppy 0.237 0.015 0.089 0.06

er 17,381,835 1,078,523 6,504,529 4,179,581

4.3 8% A4

A7 2 LINGO 7.0 #jzw i gocid - Nt #4725 - DMU
g4 A T JRIRN & E i 0 7 v 1§ 2007 & 3 2010

TR HEE SR BT EA AT o

431 H- B DDF(R BB R RE)FTFe 5%

AN - PR B FREE A P E i 0 & DMU BEHE S BB 22 2y
T3 k| R AT R AT B - FHENE2 FA A RFEAOP L

fo R HF A AE R ADT R A A 2P 2007 # R R) AT o
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% 4.7 : Model 1 %% %

DMU FEHE & Hic(a) R B
A07 0 1 1
BO7 0.078 0.922 48
Cco7 0 1 1
D07 0 1
EO7 0.053 0.947 43
FO7 0 1 1
GO7 0.052 0.948 42
HO7 0 1

107 0 1
Jo7 0.043 0.957 40
K07 0 1
LO7 0 1
A08 0 1
BO8 0.068 0.932 45
C08 0 1
D08 0 1
EO08 0.037 0.963 39
FO8 0 1
GO08 0 1
HO08 0.005 0.995 35
108 0 1 1
Jo8 0.071 0.929 46
K08 0.004 0.996 34
L08 0 1
A09 0 1
B09 0.063 0.937 44
C09 0 1 1
D09 0.011 0.989 37
E09 0.026 0.974 38
F09 0 1
G09 0 1
HO09 0 1
109 0 1
J09 0.073 0.927 47
K09 0.006 0.994 36
L09 0 1 1
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Al0
B10
C10
D10
E10
F10
G10
H10
110
J10
K10
L10

o
oogooooooooo
N e e

N
o

I—\I—\gl—\l—\l—\l—\l—\l—\l—\l—\l—\
o)}
o
[HEN

o

T35 0.013 0.987 -
Bk - 33 -

%= Model 1 h28 457 > DMU »25 § #h i % 48 1 DMU # 5 33 B 2zic B
1> T3oscd 5 0987 ~ Rt ddics 0013 g1 @

BEFw ER2RFUTIOPE AL 2P hipe EREY ARIT R F R
LentgR o T AT & 48

% 4.8 : Model 1 z_ 12 o @ %gfxz;; L i

a8 b # 7
A 1 1
B 0.948 11
C 1 1
D 0.997 8
E 0.971 10
F 1 1
G 0.987 9
H 0.999 6
I 1 1
J 0.942 12
K 0.998 7
L 1 1
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432 ¥ - [} £ DDF 325 #:55 % %
AR - R e RS R R RH G R T R S 4
§ 8 reit > & DMU SEd 3B 8 5 2eit T 397030 A 7] > 2 lcdpde™ £ 4.9 -

% 4.9 : Model 2 & %

DMU FEAE 3 (o) Y 3E A iy Bz
AQ7 0 1 1
BO7 0.021 0.979 47
Cco7 0 1
D07 0 1
EQ7 0.021 0.979 48
FO7 0 1
GO07 0 1
HO7 0 1
107 0 1
Jo7 0.016 0.984 45
K07 0 1
LO7 0 1
A08 0 1
B08 0.013 0.987 43
Co8 0 1
D08 0 1
EO8 0.012 0.988 42
FO08 0 1 1
GO08 0 1 1
HO8 0.002 0.998 41
108 0 1 1
Jo8 0.013 0.987 44
K08 0 1 1
LO8 0 1 1
AQ09 0 1 1
B09 0 1 1
C09 0 1 1
D09 0 1 1
EO9 0 1 1
F09 0 1 1
GO09 0 1 1
HO09 0 1 1
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109 0 1 1

JO09 0.001 0.999 40

K09 0 1 1

L09 0 1 1

Al0 0 1 1

B10 0 1 1

C10 0 1 1

D10 0 1 1

E10 0 1 1

F10 0 1 1

G10 0 1 1

H10 0 1 1

110 0 1 1

J10 0.017 0.983 46

K10 0 1 1

L10 0 1 1

= 0.002 0.998 -
ESNIEE - 39 -
% Model 2 eh7 ™ > DMU »2 5 iz 225 % - 2 % *% Model 1 % % - 48 i# DMU
P39 Bakar B 1o Tiosed i 0,998~ S i 0.002 0 ¥R IR 5N

ORI F 2B EFERRE T L 0D Ef e ER 2L TP E
BALE 2P fipr ERGY AUk 2 R IFR T AT £ 410-

% 410 : Model 2 z. 12 > @ %Jﬁ LESTLE 28

a8 R AT i
A 1 1
B 0.996 11
C 1 1
D 1 1
E 0.992 10
F 1 1
G 1 1
H 0.999 9
I 1 1
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J 0.988 12

433 % P35 DDF(R R R AR R&K)FRHA RS

AP LS AR EERE > B ALY ARFEREE Ewll e wiy
w205 RKFIEFEY > RHREINT L ALl FHE s Lo n 4 d 4
ZdF > & DMU 382 4 sk Bap| 54 il - 7] o

# 4.11 : Model 3 & %

R S SE
DMU 4 APE 1 JRIRPTi EHE T EE4
(«) (55
A07 0 1 0.022 0.978 0.989 7
BO7 0.299 0.701 0.248 0.752 0.727 47
Co7 0 1 0.417 0.583 0.792 41
D07 0.049 0.951 0.109 0.891 0.921 21
EQ7 0.197 0.803 0.324 0.676 0.74 43
FO7 0 1 0.215 0.785 0.892 29
GO07 0.123 0.877 0.093 0.907 0.892 30
HO7 0 1 0.232 0.768 0.884 32
107 0 1 0.214 0.786 0.893 28
Jo7 0.086 0.914 0.105 0.895 0.905 26
K07 0 1 0.062 0.938 0.969 11
LO7 0 1 0.319 0.681 0.84 38
A08 0 1 0 1 1 1
B08 0.291 0.709 0.236 0.764 0.736 45
Cos8 0 1 0.015 0.985 0.992 5
D08 0.157 0.843 0 1 0.921 20
E08 0.245 0.755 0.316 0.684 0.719 48
F08 0 1 0.159 0.841 0.920 22
GO08 0 1 0.077 0.923 0.962 13
HO8 0.167 0.833 0.17 0.83 0.831 40
108 0 1 0.192 0.808 0.904 27
Jo8 0.127 0.873 0.105 0.895 0.884 31
K08 0.008 0.992 0.022 0.978 0.985 8

LO8 0 1 0.142 0.858 0.929 17
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A09 0.121 0.879 0.021 0.979 0.929 16

B09 0.295 0.705 0.188 0.812 0.759 42
C09 0 1 0 1 1 1
D09 0.174 0.826 0.083 0.917 0.871 35
EO09 0.241 0.759 0.3 0.7 0.73 46
F09 0 1 0.188 0.812 0.906 25
G09 0 1 0.101 0.899 0.949 14
HO9 0.176 0.824 0.145 0.855 0.839 39
109 0 1 0.175 0.825 0.913 24
J09 0.136 0.864 0.127 0.873 0.868 36
K09 0.023 0.977 0.03 0.97 0.974 10
LO9 0 1 0.018 0.982 0.991 6
Al10 0.065 0.935 0 1 0.967 12
B10 0.159 0.841 0.079 0.921 0.881 33
C10 0 1 0 1 1 1
D10 0.178 0.822 0.06 0.94 0.881 34
E10 0.206 0.794 0.32 0.68 0.737 44
F10 0 1 0.152 0.848 0.924 19
G10 0.014 0.986 0.127 0.873 0.93 15
H10 0.203 0.797 0.098 0.902 0.849 37
110 0 1 0.148 0.852 0.926 18
J10 0.083 0.917 0.086 0.914 0.915 23
K10 0 1 0.041 0.959 0.979

L10 0 1 0 1 1 1
= 0.08 0.92 0.131 0.869 0.895 -
o iy

# e - 22 - 6 4 -

% Model 3 chZE 57T » 2 A 225§ i hig % > @ PRIFPTN i iL - 48 B DMU 7
3 22 DMU 2 AreF i i 10 T32pes 4 0923 » jEZ S8 0.08: @ 5
6 B DMU jRizx»zie & 5 10 Tz 2 0.869 ~ & N g e 01315 gy

ErRii PG 4% DMU 2 5 1> Ty Bokii 5 0895 F 11 22 £ 4 R
BoTHLND A ER2RF TP LA D P hige £ RS SR
o B ZRALFRE VAT 4 4120
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% 4.12 : Model 3 z_ 12 > @ iﬁ*mb WL i

o 2 ERE PRAX 5T A E T # 7
A 0.953 0.989 0.971 2
B 0.739 0.812 0.776 11
C 1 0.892 0.946 3
D 0.86 0.937 0.899 8
E 0.778 0.685 0.731 12
F 1 0.821 0.911 6
G 0.966 0.9 0.933 5
H 0.863 0.839 0.851 10
I 1 0.818 0.909 7
J 0.892 0.894 0.893 9
K 0.992 0.961 0.977 1
L 1 0.88 0.94 4

4343 3B DDF = '8 %

AP AR AN T

F_L
A\

Lo AR Y ATFEREE BwplEwiiey

(<

w05 FIEFEE > BN R LR T £ 413 BRI i g LA w1t 4
"L & DMU L3524 ek BER)F3E S - P e o
% 4.13 : Model 4 % %

BE 3 fc EH
DMU 4 A RF 1 JRIRPTae M P
(o) (p)
A07 0 1 0.006 0.994 0.997 14
B0O7 0.299 0.701 0.024 0.976 0.839 48
Co7 0 1 0.024 0.976 0.988 22
D07 0.049 0.951 0.024 0.976 0.963 28
E07 0.197 0.803 0.024 0.976 0.89 41
FO7 0 1 0 1 1 1
GO07 0.123 0.877 0.018 0.982 0.929 33
HO7 0 1 0.024 0.976 0.988 21
107 0 1 0.024 0.976 0.988 24
Jo7 0.086 0.914 0.024 0.976 0.945 30
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K07 0 1 0 1 1 1
LO7 0 1 0.024 0.976 0.988 23
A08 0 1 0 1 1 1
BO8 0.291 0.709 0.015 0.985 0.847 47
C08 0 1 0.008 0.992 0.996 15
D08 0.157 0.843 0 1 0.921 35
EO08 0.245 0.755 0.015 0.985 0.87 45
FO8 0 1 0 1 1

G08 0 1 0 1 1

HO8 0.167 0.833 0.015 0.985 0.909 39
108 0 1 0.015 0.985 0.993 17
Jo8 0.127 0.873 0.015 0.985 0.929 34
K08 0.008 0.992 0 1 0.996 16
LO8 0 1 0.015 0.985 0.993 18
A09 0.121 0.879 0 1 0.94 31
B09 0.295 0.705 0 1 0.853 46
C09 0 1 0 1 1 1
D09 0.174 0.826 0 1 0.913 36
E09 0.241 0.759 0 1 0.88 44
FO9 0 1 0 1 1

G09 0 1 0 1 1

HO09 0.176 0.824 0 1 0.912 37
109 0 1 0 1 1 13
J09 0.136 0.864 0 1 0.932 32
K09 0.023 0.977 0 1 0.988 20
L09 0 1 0 1 1 1
Al10 0.065 0.935 0 1 0.967 27
B10 0.159 0.841 0.02 0.98 0.911 38
C10 0 1 0 1 1 1
D10 0.178 0.822 0.016 0.984 0.903 40
E10 0.206 0.794 0.025 0.975 0.885 43
F10 0 1 0 1 1 1
G10 0.014 0.986 0.025 0.975 0.981 26
H10 0.203 0.797 0.024 0.976 0.886 42
110 0 1 0.025 0.975 0.988 25
J10 0.083 0.917 0.025 0.975 0.946 29
K10 0 1 0.017 0.983 0.991 19
L10 0 1 0 1 1 1
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Tia 0.08 0.92 0.01 0.989 0.955 -

EE

- 22 - 2 12 -
i ¥ 0

& Model 4 =z fﬁf » 4 & 2% 4ok Model 3 e % 5 @ PR7222a & Model 3 3 -
48 i DMU ¥ 5 22 3 DMU 2 g @ 5 10 T3osed 5 0.92 - £ » i diikc
% 0.08; @ 75 20 & DMU PRi%»zas B 5 10 T#oca 5 0989 ~ & 1 pEat S #ic 5
cRIE3 12 % DMU 2 & 5 1> T35 @sca & 0.955 0 14
PRS- 3 —‘F*{ ERBR T HRL S E ERZF T E S KA L O P A
T ERGEE RN 2 R L entgR o T AT A 414

% 4.14 : Model 4 2 12 e & % 4 25q 1t i

o
o
[
**??%
ndz
’L\
Pt

o 4 A F FRAR AT AL BERE 2Ty B2
A 0.953 0.999 0.976 7
B 0.739 0.985 0.862 12
C 1 0.992 0.996 2
D 0.86 0.99 0.925 9
E 0.778 0.984 0.881 11
F 1 1 1 1
G 0.966 0.989 0.978 6
H 0.863 0.984 0.924 10
I 1 0.984 0.992 5
J 0.892 0.984 0.938 8
K 0.992 0.996 0.994 4
L 1 0.99 0.995 3

4.4 HIN v i

441 LR ARBEHEF

EEe BRSNS 2 BN PAEYE O BRSO MZE 2 R EREFRT DMU
FoxighZ & o d T4 4157 g R > Model 122 Model 2 4 %] 5 33 &2 39
DMU #_E § »c ch j]-‘.Ji,{ﬁL BN A w15 B 9k DMU $axiE | »t 1,
Model 3 ¥z Model 4 p|E_ 4 %5 4 B2 12 B DMU £ 5 »c% > @ & W5 44 &
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36 i DMU S 2xciE | »t 1> F RiE{7eedened b7 25 7 P\?'E"ﬁﬁf;‘#’}]&wf%j‘l
e
#4415 v 5 L #E RS B R

£ R Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4
2007 8 9 0 2
2008 7 8 1 3
2009 7 11 1 4
2010 11 11 2 3
Total 33 39 4 12

Model 1 ~ Model 2 z_ B e X %] > 12 % Model3 ~ Model 4 z_ e &) » % 4308

SR % o 1995 Ball etal.(2004)# o) 7k 5 50 B o 47 R(EM) 0 2 B 2 % 5
%?&ﬁzf%&%\*%?ﬁ%ﬁ%@%&w$¢%7“m’%T%¢@°
Ef = ( z %85 ¥4 DDF | &E{ 7R %% DDF ) 5)

=k
o

B RSO P FEN R 7 R AR R S S AT EE
BBACR BN 2% REY > 15 F 2 FHRBAR SRS E 2
»BRBAR SN 2R ke R < 1

PPN R SRR R T Y E

23

WOROR B AR R SRR S E L R Rt SRy
Efpfz m 3 2t 0 F ol - BENERE S " TERESE REE - I E
DDF(Model 1)¢f % k5 ¢ % # ¥ - 4 £ DDF(Model 2)i& 7 > @ 5 TR B¢
B %87 rF & DDF(Model 3)¢ & 7 5 3¢ % 8™ 1§ £ DDF(Model 4) i (71 i o

i

P
EHStEH % 4 5 0 ad {2 RS @ram 2 F 8 B8 1 % o2 k2

e

Model 4 .,

B = Vodas < PR F AR B R 2T a5k - ERRATR S A R
PR ERAR AR 0 2 A RN PTRF T R AR P e~ TRERRE R FF p
G5 Z PFE > %A T £ # Model 3 2 Model 4 iR is 3t 8 3 R AR A

Bk %k SEL
T4 416 5k A 4749411 % 413 - H FfFd e 50 2007 #
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3 2010 # & # Bz Torkay o dty M HER .

% 416 54 RE RS AR 4k

- PR w P EH index
1
Tk B AT P 4}3 p $ E{'I — Eé" = E;'IE =
A & o v
NS Model2 Model 4  Model 4 SE

R Model1 Model2 Model3 Model4 Modell  Model3  Model 3 SE

2007 0.981 0.995 0.87 0.96 1.014 1.103 1.223
2008 0.985 0.997 0.899 0.955 1.012 1.062 1.127
2009 0.985 1.00 0.894 0.951 1.015 1.064 1.130
2010 0.996 0.999 0.916 0.955 1.002 1.042 1.086
Average 0.987 0.998 0.895 0.955 1.011 1.067 1.139

1945 + 4 4.16 ¥ &~ > Model 1 = Model 4 % 2007 & 3 2010 # eh-% 35/ sk & 5
0.987 ~0.998 ~0.895~0.955 > &g oA =@ &% —*F,zliﬂi wAEIFF e
Bt A w| T 3ay 5 1.3% -~ 0.2% ~ 10.5% ~ 45% efe i § & xd o

Model 2 e »c% it 0.998 » 1tde e 451 % — PFE > (2 & 5 » R AR % e
e Model 1 0% »z i 0.987 k% ; Model 4 s »ch] 2 0955 it Aotk * &
P62 28 H.60 Model 3 e »2 (8 0.895 % end > 477 § it 5 » TRA TR Rk
Poo B RE NP IGAA MG oL FIRESHFERBRD haveg - F5
BEAR REAACHF B BA TGN E o RB AR R » R T E
%ochgz A o

¥ ¢t > Model 1~ Model 2 & Model 3 & & & ey i@scac ff 7+ 72 4% -
Model 4 frff 4 T% » Lo N A E R A 2 % dF 5 085 11 » BHE T LB K
41 % B 4.4

PRESE AR ERTE S RA R AR VR F A gl d
RFEFHFLE  Ti- Hhal4 4167 % = f PIRB AR »cd 4p H(EY)

EY 53 24 e03 o7 £ A ZEf 2 B A P 5B = (Model 2/ Model 1);

= (Model 4 / Model 3) « 12 % % i #r3 ik 3 fe P Eim A d12 B o EF 352007
# 3 2010 # 1 £ % 1.014-1.012~1.015+1.002 > » # T 2% 1.011; EF 1% 2007
# 1 2010 & a‘ﬁ £ % 1103~ 1.062 ~ 1.064 ~ 1.042 » » & T 325 1.067 ; @ ELp| iz
B % 1.223~1.127-~1.130-1.086 > = & L3555 1.139 - A i ¥ 12 —Fﬁ » 12 PRFEAT

piu)
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ﬁ‘;%"’;@; :“,.LI%\? I}’é#ﬁ*ﬁﬁﬁiﬂmﬁilﬁom1?ﬂ;é-&}iE

R B =R

1> 57 & 876G 13&’[’ P BB AR RSP D 5 e
Model 1 Model
+000 o 000 T o555 0097 1
0.950 0.950
0.900 0.900
0.850 : : : .|| 0.850 : : : .
2007 2008 2009 2010 2007 2008 2009 2010
Bl 4.1 : Model 1 & & »ta: 483 B 4.2 : Model 2 & & s 4830
Model 3 Model
1.000 1.000
0.960 .955 0.955
0.950 0.950 o—_—00 0551
0.900 0-918 11 900
’ 0.899 0.894 ’
0.850 0.870 : : || 0.850 : : : :
2007 2008 2009 2010 2007 2008 2009 2010

B] 4.3 : Model 3 # & »ti; 4%

Zhou, Ang, and Poh(2006)# !
;\: ’ E:'I"g\— f;é_ EHU/”F "é’#f,,’a ) ’T‘
I U

/Q,E"é_"—},"}l,ﬂﬂ,b

& o BT

R g

BATR S o d L4,
(1—EH)*L Ba @ i R
G e R AR Y T TR BACR HiEH R R
Ak (B - 14 7%

B 4.4 : Model 4 & & »z i 454

(Eff — 1) #&E ¢ 2007 & 1 2010 # % 0.014-0.012-0.015-02 T35 % 0.011 ;

(X — 1) #&E 42007 & & 2010 # 5 0.103-0.062~0.064~0.042 T 355
(EE — 1) #% @& 2007 # % 2010 # 5 0.223-0.127-0.13-0.086> T 3253

0.067 ;
0.139 -

BT Xtk RR A gd A4 hBRHE T Lo A REER
EHY BB ORER 00670 < H - [FEEE EHY RE S PR 0011 -
BFRARERFHIEEEVERAE QT £ 417
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2417 RBAE PRI H B EFF P TRA

R (EF —1) (Ef — 1) (ES —1)
2007 0.014 0.103 0.223
2008 0.012 0.062 0.127
2009 0.015 0.064 0.13
2010 02 0.042 0.086
Average 0.011 0.067 0.139
T AEAFENTAL T A REERERART T’ﬁ J178.2007 & 3 2010 & = & i@

Foafl G 2 A ARR o d GERBATR S AR A irA b 1 R S HERE
LR PR fRE PR RS R RO R BRI B F g g e

PR - RS R T YRR A R E R YL RS

e
-
3

F I BT s s JRIR A F Y@ A R A T F O FE-HhuaER
Btk T2 o
442 B3 W7

G A3 T BT P 0 AP S Ee BHSC 48 B DMU g % 0 2
%48 1 DMU % 3 12 320 # %4 2007 & I 2010 & chf i 55 Flot » 3 F

ERpRFDHET G %%’ﬁw¢ﬁ;?%mgﬂ%@¢%ﬂa¢%&%’
TR B gtk 0 o0 Kruskal — Wallis & 24 0 &5 > 2 9 m & sk (Null
Hypothesis ; Hy) & = & f;t LERYESE LR H 2 BEK (Alternative

Hypothesis ; H;)R| * 2.

Kruskal — Wallis # Z_% % 4-# 4.18 #7517 > Model 1  Model 4 = B #3¢ & 5
-+ 2 AN T 2007 2 2000 E A A B R o HA 2 @A w5 3.706 ~
3.587+2.445-0.161 > A Hbrie kg F @R~ % 5 0.295-0.31 04850984 > #
Tk E ko = 005 LR TT P REESH) > 27 F WA T
2007 # 1 2010 £t £ R 2 FEH T LT HEFLR o
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418 B3N E R A TR Bk T

Samples Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4
Years 2007-2010  x2=3.706 ¥?=3.587 ¥?=2.445 ¥2=0.161
Df 3 3 3 3
Asymp. Sig. 0.295 0.31 0.485 0.984

x:Df 5+ 2 pd &R Asymp. Sig. 5 g kg F M o

A% 448 TR ¢ > RN PPl H s Bl THEDE RS
d EHgr (EH — 1)t g » SR sc Rlcis e 18 £ w0 10 2 BRI 2 5 PR P
BReoe 2R gL R A TEFHFE AP T7EEAD e T? D
Wilcoxon Signed-Rank # 2:&- % 8 > @ L L W HH072 B REE 2%
- F#Eie Model 1 3 @ »xic 22 Model 2 § @ »xic B 5 EFHR T @ 3 [FfR o
Model 3 2 Model 4 z_ $ s ~ PRI ~ F B rka %L A Bl4e Ui 2o 4
PR R BERLAEA T )R R LR #2 BEEXBF 2 o Wilcoxon
Signed-Rank # % % £ 7|>> T 4 4.19 -
#2419 SR A R a2 kg T

Model 1 OE Model 3TE Model 3 SE Model 3 OE

Comparison Vs S S Vs

Model 2 OE Model 4 TE Model 4 SE Model 4 OE

Wilcoxon
) Z = —3.408* Z=0 Z = -5.645* 7= -5.699*
Signed-Rank Test
Asymp. Sig. 01 1 00 00

3L Asymp. Sig. i e BE F P oZ * A T ha =005 HEE BT T EHEFLL -

% Model 1 ¥ Model 2 % i@ »zit chig 2.7 » Z & 5 —3.408 bt g ¥ 5 5 01 &
o =0.05hEF k& T PFIES Hy % o Model 122 Model 2 2 i@ »cae L8 ¥ £ &
Model 3 2 Model 4 #jitFseF gz ® »ZE 50> 2ESH, P 2> 4L 8 &
I RTINS DRI E O EAN R 2R EREITTF R 2R L
Model 3 £ Model 4 JR7%7ci; chZ B R 5 —5.645 5 fa =0.05 (hif & # T PF4E 3
Hy > % 5+ Model 3 2 Model 4 z_ PRixszic 28 F £ B 5 & {4 > Model 3 &2 Model 4
¥iEreiehZ @R 5 —5.699 0 fra = 0.05 ikt TEIES Hy > %+ Model 3
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¢ Model 4 2. % B>ci; ERE LR o

s F uJ;;‘IfL’“ﬁE DB AR IR A ey T2 b B AR e B E M R
o % fa =0.05 m%&%ﬁ&%#&.ﬁ;]—[o, L) R OKET AT A SR
REFTHEFLAROHEMa T2 AP EVE D e » R AR ¥l THE
w2 F ) 4kt (Model 2, Model 4)4 scfi A 40 » TR B ATR & B chficst
(Model 1, Model 3) % cds o & 7 3 @ 4e » TR TR B 8cis Fred d chfk 2 2 ¢
RE -

45 LIFREA I

d A HPEE AT v B ¥ iwﬁﬁ{ﬁw@4ﬁ,agﬁ%&ﬁﬁm?ﬁ?%
® R o E A A s R o Bon I g 2 DMU el e 2 g R o T
W e DMU e 44w S8 0 3 R s SR A IR R S i S
Pl o LR E TR R - o

PP AE T e A AP AHA PR A5 R TRBR RS R
;Ui (7 447 » 77 7 Model 3 22 Model 4 ch% 38 $8cA 45 > 40 4.20 22 £ 4.21 #7
o

4 4.20 : Model 3 £ 37 % #icA 17

e gz FEE. .
DMU  B2(4) S0 O M( | ¥
AO07 0 0 0 0 558345 0.989
BO7 37 0 425.04 0 0 0.727
Cco7 0 0 0 0 499009 0.792
D07 72 0 0 0 0 0.921
EQ7 11 21 0 0 0 0.740
FO7 0 0 0 0 5793509 0.892
GO07 0 0 0 0 2736319 0.892
HO7 0 0 0 0 0 0.884
107 0 0 0 0 2452585 0.893
JO7 0 0 0 0 2149363 0.905
K07 0 0 0 0 3116742 0.969
LO7 0 0 0 0 101929 0.840
A08 0 0 0 0 0 1
BO08 50 0 0 0 0 0.736
Co8 0 0 0 0 112691 0.992
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D08 0 11 0 0 0 0.921
EO08 0 22 0 0 0 0.719
FO8 0 0 0 0 5288205 0.920
G08 0 0 0 0 3248214 0.962
HO8 262 0 0 0 0 0.831
108 0 0 0 2099057 0.904
Jo8 1 0 0 2087851 0.884
K08 0 0 0 2990029 0.985
LO8 0 0 732784 0 0.929
A09 155 17 457.36 0 0 0.929
BO9 38 0 0 0 0 0.759
C09 0 0 0 0 0 1
D09 0 6 0 0 0 0.871
EO09 0 24 18.65 0 0 0.730
FO9 0 0 0 0 5268994 0.906
G09 0 0 0 0 3059139 0.949
HO9 250 0 27.69 0 0 0.839
109 0 0 0 0 2207421 0.913
JO9 0 2 13.20 0 2013821 0.868
K09 0 0 56.61 0 2923181 0.974
L09 0 0 0 0 63015 0.991
Al0 127 22 198.31 0 0 0.967
B10 174 7 0 1458888 0 0.881
C10 0 0 0 0 0 1
D10 0 4 0 780984 0 0.881
E10 11 34 0 0 0 0.737
F10 0 0 0 0 4914119 0.924
G10 48 0 191.04 0 2398856 0.930
H10 233 0 0 0 0 0.849
110 0 0 0 0 2305009 0.926
J10 0 19 0 0 1746076 0.915
K10 0 0 0 0 2772168 0.979
L10 0 0 0 0 0 1

Model 3 ¥ & DMU 2. » L3~ # e s T325 ¥ 5

P SRV WAERE A0

ANAFFoF I B A DNFW kg R
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% 48 # DMU # &5 HO7~A08~C09-C10-L10 ¥ 5% DMU &4 » &2 2 )
3o H Y G HO7 z_ > 4 4 3 DMU ¥ 5 7 »cF H = Tt AF7 7 305 HO7
BELHORG P AP H S LA N Rk o om E2ER A R e
% 4.21 : Model 4 % 57 % 8~ 47

b T EEPYY T
owu e e (ST S e
A07 0 0 0 0 36213 0.997
BO7 37 0 425.04 0 0 0.839
Co7 0 0 0 0 0 0.988
Do7 72 0 0 0 0 0.963
EO7 11 21 0 0 0 0.890
FO7 0 0 0 0 0 1
GO7 0 0 0 0 0 0.929
HO7 0 0 0 0 0 0.988
107 0 0 0 0 0 0.988
Jo7 0 0 0 0 0 0.945
K07 0 0 0 0 0 1
LO7 0 0 0 279864 0 0.988
A08 0 0 0 0 0 1
BO8 50 0 0 0 0 0.847
C08 0 0 0 0 25390 0.996
D08 0 11 0 0 0 0.921
EO08 0 22 0 0 0 0.870
FO8 0 0 0 0 0 1
G08 0 0 0 0 0 1
HO8 262 0 0 0 0 0.909
108 0 0 0 0 0 0.993
Jo8 1 0 0 0 0.929
K08 0 0 0 0 0.996
LO8 0 0 745775 0 0.993
A09 155 17 457.36 0 0 0.940
BO9 38 0 0 0 0 0.853
C09 0 0 0 0 0 1
D09 0 6 0 0 0 0.913
E09 0 24 18.65 0 0 0.880
F09 0 0 0 0 0 1
G09 0 0 0 0 0 1
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HO9 250 0 27.69 0 0 0.912
109 0 0 0 0 1
J09 2 13.20 0 0 0.932
K09 0 56.61 0 0 0.988
L09 0 0 0 0 1
Al0 127 22 198.31 0 0 0.967
B10 174 7 0 4690340 0 0.911
C10 0 0 0 0 0 1
D10 0 4 0 1478731 0 0.903
E10 11 34 0 0 0 0.885
F10 0 0 0 0 0 1
G10 48 0 191.04 0 0 0.981
H10 233 0 0 5826689 0 0.886
110 0 0 0 0 0 0.988
J10 0 19 0 0 0 0.946
K10 0 0 0 0 0 0.991
L10 0 0 0 0 0 1
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ERTEEIAFNEE 19554 422 ARSNGB AT H0 R ¥
-

AR TRELTRAS

Acke B AR e S Ay AT 4 L - RS 3 e DDF o %
NRBACR M TRk R B - PR A PR 2 R B AT
Boefdp s nl s 1011 & 1067 47 HEH KL 28 ik TR M %G L 5

BE T ARPLRP RSN E LL% 2 67% £ F 44289 33 A2

Wilcoxon Signed-Rank # = %% S A F L8 > 7 “%Pi“;@; dﬁﬁ“{}é%ﬁc
HW 2B e P AR S A RERH LI 2 R

1945 4.4.2 & ¢ Kruskal — Wallis & 2 i % > = B¢ > 28 53¢ 2007

£33 2010 e BERDFFEFCF L FHEFOALE > Fp o ApmEne e

RS L F R R R R B R BHC bw B E R G

it 35> Model 3w & B P o d7H P B A HeZ BN RlE > Of 5 B m g
4o @) 4.6 7T o

# 422 1w F05N T Bty

DMU Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4
A 1 1 0.971 0.976
B 0.948 0.996 0.776 0.862
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