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DEA-Based Nash Bargaining Approach for Merger Target Selection

Student : Ji-Gang Lin Advisor : Dr. Tsung-Sheng Chang
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National Chiao Tung University

ABSTRACT

Merger has been a popular tool of pursuing growth for companies for a long time.
Company expected the synergy comes from merger like efficiency enhance and cost saving;
however, many studies have shown that the failure rate of merger is extremely high. Hence,
conducting an effective analysis before merger is crucially important.

There are several studies that propose model using Data Envelopment Analysis (DEA) to
do ex-ante merger analysis already, but none of them consider in the price factor of a merger,
which is believed as a key factor for a successful merger. This thesis proposed two DEA-based
models that integrate the Nash Barraging Game theory into it; one is for horizontal merger, and
the other is for vertical merger. Through the model, a decision-making unit that want to conduct
a merger, i.e. the bidding company, can calculate the appraised net acquisition value (NAV) for
each candidate merger target to establish the ranking list and select the best one to acquire. The
proposed approaches are tested by numerical data in the thesis, and one of them is the real data

of 16 Security Companies in Taiwan.

Keywords: Data Envelopment Analysis (DEA), Nash Bargaining Game, Horizontal Mergers,
Vertical Mergers, Merger Target Selection.
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",%i AT 3 b > Wu, An, and Liang (2011)R] £3% 417 H @@ * File woqd2 T4
PSR ) % # i > L% E f S iF B 2 (greedy algorithm) i & 3 B B % B 050 o H
oA & %ﬁ d LR H s A H e H3E Yk A 2 2R 1025 (scale efficiency) kiE #
HPEEE  TEFREATEREIE I P ED BRI G

o E ézgkﬁm\%fr"s ERI . A S A ARE R e TR 4 R e
X BEH G AR ATE AR mngkt’ '3 Y - LK‘F'Q};J\‘EJ?}\FE B Rl e A TR sl e
BA AW E i 0 NP E 2 ATHEF RGBT A B AT A A i 2 i
BRI e M ?é;?@}g%ﬁxfr % Bogetoft and Wang (2005):& * F Al & & 4722 = 13

H

4 A & 5% (economic production model) » * 1 i B AR E = & H {8 A E

(potential gains) ; ** 15 7 5 ik F # & * %" 7 & 4 (Andersen & Bogetoft, 2007; Bogetoft



& Gammeltvedt, 2006; Bogetoft & Katona, 2008; Kristensen, Bogetoft, & Pedersen, 2010) -

Wanke, Maredza, and Gupta (2017) R :& - # #- Bogetoft and Wang (2005) -3¢ 2 W T 3
BT E & 472 (network DEA) > * 1 R B Tl g 3 e 2 b AR E 2 i
EEEAENE » T 2T EFTHITR B o

0t 3] 6972 g > Lozano and Villa (201001 &5 T4 % 5 T ik R H =, el
BEEE ) (TP R~ RETFEDSH FRBAE A X AL 2R D
Erffge whiFR TR Em A IS JIEBR 2 a2 E7 - Hi
BL TS 15 & S s H - e B el i o W, Zhu, Cook, and Zhu (2016)B] 5! » 7 T 5
w@?ﬁéyﬁﬁﬁJ@mmmmmmmuEM¢%ﬂ4ﬁW$mﬁw’éi?%ﬁﬁ
BRI AL fcE 0 Bt E A SEH G E R SR A B N LR A
% ¥ fl& (Shapleyvalue) » & > & (FAfE T 2L3 J& & & Fg(*‘"%ﬁ ) #IEEIES
fe 484 o Zhu, Wu, Chu, Amirteimoori, and Sun (2017)12 Bogetoft and Wang (2005) =74 47 #%
£ RS e FO-1 R B 2 5 R foff R ) S (mix integer programming) -
BEREO-1 RE S HR AL A PE ARG EE R A AP AU
P AR A ARG PR 2

SR ks VR RESNL R P Y DR H kg o Ar AR B i
SHEREYE AN A TEE G aupuifie & THPES T L HER i iy
fi k5 EH KRS AT i RFY cF Fl & (Gaughan, 2013; +£F,2016) » A5 # 2
BESEPFREFARTRERAR QALY i B- HRFFT R A2 EH
FE0 AN SRS T HE -

A

TR B AR K2R ECR AR AR I FX G2l 500
17 82 45 23 -k L & & (horizontal integration)=Hi-;% ; €8 & & (vertical integration)2_ 4p i <
FRBUR A 0 R St e o b Bk T RS AT o ST LA B RF T AT
ik T e EL ? i Bogetoft and Katona (2008) 3 #74£3f » #-#F 1 % = %
S EE N IS R R VIETE R R EERCE PR
B F7iE | P @}I%Je o

_|
v
|rmb
m
hed



23 REETTRREBNTHRE BLIT22ZPM Ilf’é
Ap gt 2L 4 :F% # (non-cooperative game theory) > & i® % E R el T

%% » BB F A (coalition games) ~ 2 * ¥ 4% 4 F /& (transferable ut1hty game, TU game)
iz $ 1° 4E (matching) # % i 1 4 (bargaining problem)i *% /b & TER b3 AT o Watson
QOOS)fE £ G F B 3 FE RS B (layen) B3 L 8 & negotiation
procedure)2. & 47 ;> @ E Fe M- B B AR RS Sk F 10T B & 785 (joint action);
A I E LTS e AT s ket s i% JF /o 23 - Lozano, Hinojosa,
Maérmol, and Borrero (2016) 45 ! » & 17 F k5L B3k 7 3% S K DI FAL § B
(social optimal) {7 &+ 3 F2EL T AT ? R FIHAJIE B R ’L“‘**?‘? ¥
iR R4 il Fiq(blndlng agreement) » g€ 4e 2 - (fairness) &2 = & (equity) sPPE & 7
NS, 4B | T N
(contract theory)\

-

e oo 372 n= 1,?% LR i% & & (8% kb 73 7%= 3 » Lozano etal. (2016) ¥+

®E }F*Je’ééu:’: TR A WA o @ Y R AT RGP M T 5 5 x £ TR
PRHEGHEAFRL R RS PFRBFRNTA S BRI 2 Y =

Mgt A I PR R O AE o 2HJIE AR SdR M 2 e Nakabayashi and
Tone (2006)#-F AL ¢ % iadrid e T A EHp  Bj fI2 B (weights) | PPEE A W 5B &
F1 & & fetd4l® 0% ¥ fl & (Shapley value) ~ % i= f#(Nucleolus)i > 7 ¥ T 5 - I.ﬁ] [ e
EERER S Bp BB EE A BG4 feicst DEA-game > 5 - & 383 2 R 4L
(consensus-building problem) ; @ 5 7% § % 5B F et - H05 At ¥ andR S & 0N e 2
(Jahanshahloo, Lotfi, & Sohraiee, 2006; Nakabayashi, Sahoo, & Tone, 2009; Watson, 2008) °
Lozano (2012)£2 Lozano (2013)FF % 34 T xR 5 b M3 - H = ) 2 PR e s @ & 1%
(odi7 ~ 47 R B)ehF (T W 5' TR ESP e T (t—Value)Aa\ ﬁof'_i‘*« ¥ 4p

“zn

ImEpE réf#%tﬁffifr“ m%»zﬂ P FRAALOHE S A S fIERI K
B ;ﬁd AREpAADGTR R LA FHEEGWEET L Ry st
= F,E]J'f”‘q” sRAEFeRbAgER e AT & F & 2373 H > (joint venture)

roE s G IR RERNS S LA ‘E‘L*Jf#ﬂ»ﬁLF”v\ﬁoé" 1% i) o @ Ew

BE¥ % 2 Wuetal. 2016)R] H 02 & F JliE A fe il B o fad = kT Lo p o8 2 4
F 0 Bt 8 o An, Wen, Ding, and Li (2019)R| Z_%-3 § fliE 2 e L T4 » & Av\*q. .
(networkDEA)IF.f%—A‘ RS AR E s T R ARt B T TR

TR T 2 A1 E et e



IR e A2 EPFRY % T L e }I?e » Wu, Liang, Yang, and Yan
(2009)#-3p 373k B F o &2 F * K 1T X 3= H =P A (ranking) 2 R 225 (cross-efficiency) i
FFREE ARG ) P URARER R T PSS A Eri— ik gk o Wang and Li
(2014) R ot B3 TFi - M ehze 2 o RO 3 Wu, Du, Liang, and Zhou (2013) 2
Omrani, Beiragh, and Kaleibari (2015) » & &2 & &L H =5 S5 F > Sircs i L app
(payoff)> & & 37k 1 FF o AR 2 #0503 & 2ot — 4 48 - Du, Liang, Chen, Cook,
and Zhu (2011) ~» Zhou, Sun, Yang, Liu, and Ma (2013)%# Naini, Moini, and Rezaee (2013) R
A Tl e RAPZ I ARG EEFHEcE k) B M R 3 SERFR
BFAEZHG > BEHG R R F RSO SRS R F AR T
CHES FES TR AT TR

FRLLL 2Rk Y XAKE TR LY T ER B4R T EE AT ) 22
p\q:,%% v)‘k:’ SRUNT RERE S N ¥Fi§‘x%fg_‘\w*"‘i“imm@w AT R %&1 A”\ﬁc‘
Bl e feo ?w AFTSERTFREF RS S ALY L T pAATET R A

| E 2z SRR WAL A AR LG - RAPLRTR T
FR& R IRG FRE AT ;‘éé: BREm AP E  RFRFFPFTE RELET

51 kil SRR L ERY RS e S Rl
A2 Y o @ AF AT AR Y }?Jct’ Bogetoft and Wang (2005)
B3kl & RY S MET B8 TR ¢ e
¢ iERRA M R o
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PREBRAEIAFFTERIL LT 2B ERME A AT AT L

Lip N B A L“‘f?%ﬂ.—;\ 0 3.1 & k- A ?"} ¢ %4 47;% CCR 58 & BCC #-
;4 3.2 & 4 %2 Bogetoftand Wang (2005)# 74 21 2. & BB ha»cs: B 22 >33 R4 %
PEFRMB AR 34 FRPEANSAPFTERTEZ YL EE R /iﬁé‘-u’iﬁ%i i (net
acquisition value, NAV)e 2 4 5 @ >t A R RSP 25 22 5w k2 fi\ Bz

TR e A2

REN

9
7

e

Fokle %4772 B 5 5 Charnes et al. (1978)#74% ) » B R RF|= ﬁé;‘_ A
P GTEAI R ENTRB T LA A E Banip HE LS c BEEGN R FA AH
a1l A2 55 2% ?Av\fi';kﬂ»”%
w (input-oriented)£? & ! ¥ & (output-oriented)? #F » 3k » o GRIEFEL SR TR A

kT ORTFE AL ARGR A EARY A0 AN Ee RS ’,‘J#BPE%L/\’UFF ’

X
E

Ed

oA

MF 2L oAt 10 PR EES o Aok F Bt B

W EITE e A A NI 02 B F AR B F AT e @ 2
,ﬁw%m?#”%W%@ iF AR T AR E TR e i S A M R
s4 ¢ Charnes etal. (1978)#73% i F PP 7 & 51 Mo = A diandefile

E/A P~ et B e & | SRR A Arda B ) e Bics M4 4R (linear fractional programming) -
9o Bk H g L A (S ek B 4R (primal problem) 5 2 2 & fdk D KR > AE L BB
{5 A2 E & n R B R GUE i cn¥t 8 Y 48 (dual problem) o @ & —‘k FIH AL $#cs 2
PrBEANEATHRI L Folic o * AT R BB (DEAmult1phermodel) ;18 i 3|
B7 R REESHE]Y BRAA WG R T HBEOME 0 X Rfle B %:I(DEA
envelopment model) @ %] & AT F izt #ﬁﬂ?ﬁ.@i}é a4 AW oauE ﬁ s T A E gy

2% Fﬁ;}ig B 702 e Jz*g_-k °

\F‘

30 )& 4 % CCR #E58 » 3012 ) & /1 2 BCC #58 » 313 ) &R if 8 A 5T AL
¢ RAATIE PRPERP I T F o
3.1.1 CCR #5538

B ARKE = j(j=L..n&* 5i(i=L.mALr»E5x,>2A%5r(r=1..,s)7

ANELy

= i r ]

PI3E %28 = 0(0=1,..,n) > B TRBIRFYEK T 2 B0, chd Bt

11



g, =Min 6 (3-1)
s.t.
S Ax <O0x,  i=L12..m (3-2)
=
Enjxl,-yr,- >y, r=12..s (3-3)
=
4,20 j=12,.,n (3-4)

e S IN ,11.(j=1,...,n) AR RE Aur P B XFEE o2 K g o B

Wizd APATRET 04 2 ¥ it § £ (production possibility set, PPS o fi-5Vj& > F 1+ a2
%$ :& R g :" ’ i J‘—_%i it ‘ﬁ.i}f "'TF th Ié‘ﬁ yro(r— S) s m}d’. Ao, 15 o t"—‘—i é‘?

;E%é\.ﬂ ’ﬁy\%?I}%g?ﬁ%;ﬁﬂ)\igpo}dﬁﬁﬁ,Jigf%oﬁ%é‘iéﬁ%jﬁj/#a‘\
HrnZ2RrHORE r»BAPERET - Fehg Jk8E o AR iES ] L %k

O TR N E A B, o @ = - A NSRS b BT EET F

Y
N
[k

AKX H = B2 CCR»&FiE:

Vi ——h—? ) XiB
O, =—
X1g

A 4
%
v
ek

B 3-1 -3 ~—- &4 CCR ¥ 7 % B
‘f';\/)}i,'l ﬂ\fﬂ ffl‘l'
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Bl 3-1%6¢ 237 BAKET> & CCREPHITRBIFMBERT » B3 &K
B Cpbidengir 2 g > Flpt @8 = CHR S § 2eF A

i,a
S
F_&

AREEBRo B2 oG Rk r X2 Ay, 8 mhi i

[
iy
7=
4%
A
=
fa

B N AEGE R R E e R T EE R X, (T R
EBAAMG EaS o A E g gmE T FARE R BRI RFILAD
Bk BH BTG A BT S W AT X =6 Xy,

3.1.2 BCC #:3"

Banker et al. (1984)i&— # f2*% 7 CCR $ic3\ # & RIp 5 B T 2RFERF P 4] » % 4

-—h

T BCCHN i ot B E 7Rt oL Ba B4 AT

A BB TS R g A W R T 5 % 6 R HCAR Y (variable return to scale, VRS) @R s o 15 4

BRARE = j(j=L..n)k* Fi(i=L. mAEL 23 x,>2A%r(r=1..,s)%
ANE R YR ERTE 2o(0=1,...,n) R REREIRFPEK T oaF B O e L

s
g, = Min 6 (3-3)
s.t.
DAy < 0%, i=12,..,m (3-6)
j=1
zij yrj Z yro r :1’2""'8 (3_7)
j=1

Z/Ij _1 (3-8)

4,20 j=12..n (-9

2 CCR #55Y @ BHAl - R #5589 2 0~ 4;(J=L...,n) 2 AR gl » 5% uP g
R3PH o2 2 F B a4 AT s oA BCC #58 ¢ CCR #5824

i A2 S 5T (-8)M LI FE e fend A T 0 S 0 AR
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Bk o %7 B 3-1 1 B FALEReN% 6] & BCC ¢ VRS 2 A % 4 pl4c™ B 3-2 #77

A1

A

I

A H = B2 BCC»&FiE:

"
Yo f———= _H G-VRS _ X1g

’ | | ’ Xig
. I I
| |
N L ' o Tk
Xip X
Bl 3-2 — 3 r - &4 BCC #5472 B
TR KR AET ER
3.1.3 B FR VX 2

t BOC 42015 » @ BT e A2 HUrk L H morbdf ik i & 5 @
it o %R BCC fic3t ¥ en(3-8) Lt 4 5V e &

31 <1 (3-10)
j=1

5

451 (3-11)

PIF T Al e o 4702 R P ik { s i T A R HE3R pYyRi | (non-increasing RTS,
NIRS)#-5%((3-10)5%) " & R 4id fr v£R | (non-decreasing RTS, NDRS)#-5¢ (3-11)5%) ;
—%%—éJPMWT’FﬁH@3J¢wd71%L§EWAﬂ§Pﬂ?ﬁm4ﬁw%Ah
4o [ 3-3 ~ 34 9557 o

14



e

(%

-

@)
4
e
>,
|l

Bl 3-3 - 45~ &3 NIRS 2 2 % %
FH KR AFgER

l

[

L

- g

HiE R AT R ARPER YK T AT

g
It
3
A
La
o

SRR E S ]
FARFR AL - 2 G~ gVF ~ 9N VPR ] L 2= 8 2.0 & CRS ~ VRS ~ NIRS ##

NDRS B3k T #7328 41 k 2% & » Cook and Zhu (2013)#-5¢ 38 i+ e 048 f ik Ak 2]
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TP B IR 4o
1. GV =0 Frrerx A E =0 FTRHIRMP(CRS) ML - ZR)MT 2.3
5. R B | Er2 o

2. GV =6 F st {H 0 A AR PR (RS K
3. GV £ F e E AR H 0 A AR UL R (DRSS

4. GV =GN v O 0 A R BEHR PYEH (DRS) B

5. 6, #0," ¥ ik R 0 RS RAHR LA (IRS)K § -

P I AR R SRR R T 2R SRR PR 0 R
ié%mié#MZk-ir%ﬂ F A FHLE Y R PRk 2 B 0T R
AT A MPEIT R E IR o

32 &M A HAL

Bogetoft and Wang (2005)#% 41 7 M File g airiz G BRI EE L HER L T
%%z | (potential gains)e32 34 o Bogetoft and Wang (2005)4 5k » & & 23 78 - 71t
REERF A BEI2E 0GB 3-5%7 ABigmésdaas A QBT 3
MAREEZAL GHR TR MR A TR SRy A AR L AT i B
EoFTHBAIB Z ABBARAFTHEDPEp Y @ PIRBIT L EF S NFLEN T
o zmg

24
G
2 F______\\\__\_-—-.
20 T
E
) PI
16
A+B
14 % o
12 D/
B
10 L]
8
6
A
4 & o
-
2 L
Q.
o 2 4 8 8 10 12 14 18 18 20 22 24 26 28 30 a2 34 36 38 40

<
)/
]

Bl 3-5 kT gL
TR kR AR
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Bogetoft and Wang (2005) { i& -  #-pt »x % j24E 5 § ¥ »< % (learning effect) ~ L Hi7%
% (size effect)£2 fo3# »x % (harmony effect)fr & #73k o 10T b = s % i ff H o0/ ¢

1. By sk

ARE A s E S %ﬁﬂ% BenprA oI BY @ ufaih A £%
HAR AL o PIRA S R FIFL LB Yk S eR -6 0 A RE A
B ¥ 7 rlﬂﬁﬂ"7ﬁ“$é‘_)§_;@.éx:_ﬁﬂf’/w\bjﬁ?Ehﬁ,_L;nz‘_LA*pta_‘LB*-r—]
PLE S d BEAB i T BE AR BR 0 BB TALL D BV okk @ ko

AR E l’iﬁ.él Bfs o d SR g ;E_k%?%%is‘ﬁﬁ”’# L gk =
g A4 o TG A G Ay economy of scale) iy v 4t KA & H R FIR| AL
AT B 3-6 ¢ d BEARBREH T A Ao e M B

AMNE )
24
G
22 F
20
E
18
16
A*+B* A+B
14 )t e e o
12 D/
B
1w PE=me————- L
8
]
A
L R 2 i bl Rt L ]
2
o}
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 22 24 26 28 30 32 34 36 r")\ ‘E-
Bl 3-6 & ¥ sk 2 R HC S
TR kR AL R
3. friprx

4 %“’*5ﬂ%ﬁﬁ%ﬁ1’Qﬁ%féiéﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ
5l

£33
¥
& ;% By mf% T &ﬁ;nﬁa—\ 5 fr;“ﬂ:% Bogetoft # H ¥ i Bogetoft (2012)
g aa»—g 4§wii§ 25 ﬂ%ﬁ—ﬁ%;%ﬁ&ﬁ%ﬁ’@ﬁuw
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B AP rBEREDATEC I NSECRARY A FBP O F R B AT
B2k A ATHECEA @R AT RFFR G997 o BFEH 3 LR H
A RFTRESRRERFE B TEE O EERAOT R 0 eRlPd B
(A+B)/2 & L(y)inA e > T 5 itk d kerig H 3 7 o

FrB 123 8

(A+By2

L(y)

FrF22H 08

rﬁ‘] 3 7 ,1:‘:,,»5;
T kR : Bogetoft (2012)

Bogetoft and Wang (2005) 2k - 5 = 4. & & ;‘“ﬁ Mz ik q g EHI AR
# 2 Pm?n»faﬂ%ﬁwéﬂ»ﬁmu&%%%éﬁ AT B EBEAAT G
& B B A g ?EV CEFREMEE o a AT KT EER AT RN - 2§
FERFRREFER ?ﬁﬁﬁ%iﬁﬂ’*uaﬁﬁﬁﬁ%m%%E&’Jﬁ{rﬂ

Bad o AfreE a‘&ﬁ»u\rmﬁ@ :

33 pEHRFEE

Nash (1950)z& f? 7 Ak X8> Fink 28 % % & T ag =2k b | (Pareto
efficiency, PAR) ~ ¥t fL 1% (symmetry, SYM) -~ % % |4 (invariance to equivalent payoff
representation, INV)¥2 7 4p+ E i 2_j = |4 (independence of irrelevant alternatives, ITA):h

m 2R (axiom) T B FEEe ] - B RS §RE - AR R B2 T g R
Ff22 o Nash (1950)74& &) e '8 7 7 B2 & % 4 (bargaining power) % (HiEK >
Harsanyi and Selten (1972) #t#% 11 2. B & %3k B AR T - Y EH R ¥4
FIR e IR A AR AR F chd A KB R & PR B o
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Fh¥a s A G EET F2 A FHh 5 S FFI(=12) &7 & Fanfim
TR EE 2 &AL 5 B 2 AL Bh(disagreement point) ; Sl & B4 H G S K
Lo g 2 ankif 2 (0<af<lia+f=1); BHeu 5 $FFi(=12) b2 T 7

2T A e o PR AE LS B N 5 N Bt > TP S rE— R R B
[ER P S e SEE u U

a B 3-12
M (v, <b,)"-(u, ~b,) 12
S.t.
u>b =12 (3-13)
u +u,<rm (3-14)
u>=0 i=12 (3-15)
m

NSRS AT PR R S S TP
PrEEAFTZP o (A& P IMAe N E ST B Osborne (2004) ~ Dixit, Skeath, and Reiley
(2009) ~ % % & and £ % 4% (1993))

34 ZRERE

AFIESEH? A WG o ER LR P RIS TSR TR LAY
. & & erE pEE 1§ (net acquisition value, NAV);a MG AR DMEELF 0 T ST
Gaughan (2013) %> /= HE& W B B g @ -
AP g H 2 BE T H4oT
Vy A AR A S
Vg 4 i 2 @ (Bidding Company) 7 i (& ©
vy p A& 2 & (Target Company)mb%7 % o
P D P A S PRSP FNE § (premium) o
E . qIQEi/n ﬁi LT')’Q—)’I'F’FJ;z JE q"’ft"O
T BRI P BT 2R ER BT r=(v+P) -
Ao BAEEEIE S P AEREE R ERT T AN LR
NAV =[V,, - (Vs +V;)]-P-E (3-16)

(3-16);% 4L ¥ FEavp - 5 en 5 F] & SFaei & (synergistic effect) 77 & e @ 0§
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ISR ELELEES AT S RN ARE ST L SN R EEE S
FREDEE A A T LEETE LA R EREFR AR 2P AR
@@&2?gmm@&ﬁ%ﬁ’j%&ﬁﬁgﬁm&%ow4’ééw pat SN
CRUE AP AR A T2 BRI BT RB16)F T
NAV = V,, - (V; +P)—E-v, (3-17)
NAV =V, —7—E—v, (3-18)

(3-18)5% T % h F7 5 22 0% 2 P B 3R B 5L e

7 ¥ s L .
j\ﬁgi %‘z.\bl:}_h‘;“:__g

! LA B H

R R E R B E R
ji_ﬂ:_'r
k

Z
I =

Bk R R XL L R R ST
TP ASEHE RS F T NG AP P IR AT AL E AN (s

pave

méi*ﬁ%%Jﬁrmgm%%%fﬁ@?ﬁﬁﬁé?ﬁgﬁ%ﬁirﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁy
B R R EH ek T ZREGE ) SRR E2FHE TG AN ERLE
¥t % pF 2 %E ,;;;}j%ou’r%l#b%fﬁlf_ggjipa,kigg

BHFFRXT BT PO ERFE S

20



R TFEE RN EARE

BREBALAFTL ZOH P RT L i 2 2 RS PTHG O BBk
FHSNP I e A v bR I A L R ETRAE (FLEH

WaEHNEY RIp 41 FELALHENOREBEF FR 2 309 BIP HSN ap B L
FIBEBEX 42 & 5 R g E RN Ep o

"

41 BRET R K

AP R F TR A ELE ST AES - AR
Booog M-S H PR AR TR N~ At £ 4 Tt ARV ARE O TR 24
Fritap PR derr W 2 T TARE R RBRIEI S5 3P B2 8P Bk
foehd B mik S B E 4 ﬁ TARECRALFRR TR, $5 5 0 &g air
4 7 #KT Bogetoft and Wang (2005)>t3c 7 s B pF > AR & E (8- K H kg B H

dAMG T DER o AP FRIT I T A I RTERBRR 0 FL AR FEHEDA

?{:

=
=k
R

P13
4

1 2 A& % %03 P iBsR
Bogetoftand Otto (2011) 2 dF3t M Tl ¢ B A 472 78 & H g & % ¢
gt — s AT R 8 R BT L ¢ F ihii(bias)hA 4 o
REFIK g Tl e a2 frE R chm SAp § RS o 00 R O TR (TR
TR Gl g R ERAERE S Ae ad FY o AR k- H
- B A A FI R B ik A R S A2 AR L oh

viﬁf’ﬁi&”ﬁ fe IR K GREEL s on iFEG A B E B AR H 4 H s

N

E
N

ol

¥

Bor ALF BT At T o F o B AR R E R HHARPY(VRS) i R
P E R F TGN SRR S B 4 L(A)HT 0 R A RE R AEC

Rl

Mo d Rde TR Edpte e RF AL ARG AWZ AT R ET DL E

—~

‘%).
i

" st g
¢ H é\- 3 37 P

AR o @k R A G R g S R s

A S BRI U AF L E T L p et AR FlEEH A

H
=k
™
3 <
=
i
2
F

= E (TR 0 % B 4- 1(A)? > 518 VRS 5 4 287 A &2 C

SHRAE 0 b R E

N
®
[
e
(B4
.
Ny

R Aot nBHT 2 2 RETE o A g Ar B 4-1(B)¢ 0

FT
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kA0 FALRFETRT R FH AR E L R GE S § A
17 3 ASTRB TR > A REGERE B AR A K YA

B R ET o BV AT - BRK T AP H R K

Output Output
.E
(A) Input (B) Input
Bl 4-1 KT AL BN AR T R |
TR KR AF T T
FORBRAZ DI UTHR e AR L AP GNGT L EREF R

Ag\J ? J_ﬁ\_gt 2 rE %%~%ﬁ_§;ﬁju uiﬁl’ ,EAJ\/J_%{\E
=& B pF o i fFE H 4o Bogetoft and Wang (2005) ¥ i % ¢h= + 22 AR 2 & &

SRRl g WSS A PSR T R AT e A 4T

TR 2
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DMU, * 4 B {22

U 93 PRI HARER LR F2974FFu B R
U={12..u} i {DMU;}e{DMU, .}

D THMAREELZEE ARG TR AE 0 FRAAT R FE 2
DMU #2 2 Z % 5% T3 > FpLP| T M2 TR 220 8 > Fpt ) & & p
3 DMU, » ¥ » *D={B} ;

| 1 2 7%(DMU, )2 e + T a5k & 2 DMU (DMU )55 * 2 T i di » oF
B Edme o Rll={12..m} ;

K i +#%(DMU; o )#72 A8 = #(DMU; o )58 * 2 T BALHR |0 %5
hig > B K={12,..h};

R F#(DMU, )%+ T 42 DMU (DMU i ) #i¢ # 2 Mt & 4157
Py %% s B RIR={12..s};

in S L

Xi DMU; jqyo; T % %038 T~ 58 2 8E » iel, jeUud ;

Z; DMU; jyop *f * 5 k3 T? BA 4 | 2 8kE » keK, jeUUD ;

Yej DMU; jop; T2 A% r3f TR A9 ; 282 > reR, jeDU] ;

Zs * DMUg#ri#¢ * 5ksf ¢ Badsmp | 2 4% > keK ;

Y.s DMU_ 2 2% r3f "& % 2 138 | 2 8E > reR ;

X DMU, #7i¢ * % i35 TS A~ »3 | 2 8E »iel ;

Zi+ DMU, 74 2 % k3 T¢ FFa$38p | 288  keK;

0 DMU, #74 g T e @A |} DMUg#rig * ch ¢ B g4 | 2 Tt o)
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R

=

o WP I ESEeht £4 -3 TP WAKIEE | B(K={1})" Bl

(2,22, p=1(2 PDMU, 2 #2587 % L7 % DMU, 2 § &),

Zir

L%«am,w_ (1 #%DMU, 2 %8 7 L7 % DMU, 2 § £).

o
d et haE T AR B R Tl A T E 2 o AT

- mi w1/ Zeerl
Zklmm(ﬁ /Z ) (5-2)

¢:

%038 T A=k » 78 2 HiE®R iel
kA TP BAFHD  2H=HH > keK

Fraf TE s g diog, 2 x> reR;

N

R TR et EAR: S Y

DTl AP SEFE L g0 RIS d o Blg=(1+9)/A+d) ;

_ B,
L aares DMUB}’%(;% ) Vg = (z pryrB_szZkBJ-C]j|.(1 q j ;

1-q

reR k eK

1-q

keK iel

. - 1-q'
s 52 DMUL R E 0 v = [ZwkzkT D¢ 'TJ } ( q ] ;

DA AT AL AT R Y e

DMU, % DMU, 7k + > 0<a<1;

DMU, ¥ DMU, 3 % + » 0< <1, f=1-a °

0. DMU, & 4 2 %23 fd o

0, EESI PRV AP 22T @ o

T HERP

vV DEEHBATA P R EAR B VeR

T DMU,, i 22 DMU, sh#& B &

o sEa R A Z TEREAEN At 2 R0 TR A | 2T
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XL AEBARTAP Y w2 Z TR FAS | R Y 2509 TEhA R 208 2

AptHEAIY o oraEpe L TR 8 DMUH(DMU | 2 PPS iR £ ik
jeld

ny ot OBEAIY r g 5DMUE [DMU, | L2~ PPS chig f %8> jeU

5.3.2 &F#3
Ao ERRE DSR2 PR R LA L AR T R

A2 FEEREEHA A SN EP L o

1 #EFH3
Max (V—r—E—vB)a-(r—vT)ﬁ (5-3)

G-l g2
V,7,%, %4517

Sk

V{(Z P Yrs + 2 W (2r =25 )= 2.6, (W?”?)jﬂMLJ (5-4)

reR keK iel 1_q

A% S %Oy Viel (5-5)
jed
2 A2 Ye s vreR (5-6)
jed

A =1
;l (5-7)
ZUJ.X“- <6, Viel (5-8)
jed
anzkj Z(ZkT_ZkB)v vkeK (5-9)
jed
V—7-E—v, >0 (5-10)
v, >0 (5-11)
v, 7, )??,)?iz,/lj,anO Viel, Vjel (5-12)
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2. iEFRp

PR (S-3) 8k T AR P FR@3AAR 0 2 SR LR B PR
A2 B R eTEE

LI (5-4) * I E B H S ATO P endEAg o B Y B A T E
531 &P STRP A RERAE D S BY B AF O R L EFL B Y
B 2B W SR s A ’}3 BT o T B é}gqp{irz}@:gﬁ,ﬂ? LEL U P RO = L al U

S
CERa N

FING-5)IGDEEHALY ¢ ALE FE L2 DMURi2 A7 ik B &

(48 5PPSY)»# g3tz ads ggﬁéﬁﬁﬁﬁivﬁ*ﬁ%(ﬁmymmﬂe
PPSY o st ¢k 5 (5-5)58 ® 0, % & B {4 si;i Zrrd E o @ yil'iagmg B d g R (5-7)

SO A fRoan & il 2. HLHCER B3k 8 * VRS T Shendy i ;h L BSE R T R
EE & L L X

LN (5-8)1 (5-9) 2 Z it % DMU #¥eh2 37 it § &(4 # 5 PPS?) 21 i

(Reie (27 ~Zun) oy JEPPS? 3 B 230§ 49T B AR ¥ 1 55342 A deyp ¥

p

WA TG LT 57 @

l‘*r‘*

ERFEARE 0 P B o

Wi

B (5 (5-10) ~ (5-11):8 Bk T FEE AR - L0 2 i e Rl e iE? B Y
WS AL L B BB SR F T A S

(5-12)3¢ 5 & ®dcen2h g Ll o

S EHC B RS SRR e & RRATD P e B8 TR R 2
EPER 2 A AR RTRESES o d P FRE NG AT E AP AR P e
BESEHE D AP AR - AR B GE P RS P

ER TSR Y- %gﬁ“f;Eé :l:;%' N wﬁb Hp

Ujﬁﬁgﬁzugﬁéﬁéjﬁﬁﬁﬁa’ﬂ@??éTﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁéﬁﬁé

£ £ (forward integration) ; f§ & 4% e 8 B & (backward integration) =4 45 » B & 12 P

1‘?%—’ Penh M ANEITL EEBAT P A N E M Raa 0 £ B HE Y ALK

S8 "(54),,_(5 0)F REANMB AP H LA HTHEBE T i ¥ w3 YR
PSRV, SV R RS ETT .

sl

ME WL AR AR NG R TFEEE T EEH R EREES BT AR 2P
FR B BRI o
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Ao Rfrs 2

AT A N ehd BB R FIH P RN 5 Mg § - 2Lk
AL 7 5 ff3 o 07 f -0 1N Hlicit > 30T S e e e s e 5
B S AR AT A (S E E B AR (T GUROBI £ 2 dc 8 43 0™ 5 R 4EE 5
S EE AL o

AFE Y AN LB S (@) (53)0)E T Al - s s
Max (V—z—E~Vvg) (7 -V, )’ (6-1)

M ok-p R B 0 X W R BfR AR N T TP R LT (6-
)5t F = H i 5(6-3)50

Max In (V—z—E—vg )" (r -V, )’ (6-2)
Max - In(V—7—E—-vg )+ B-In(7-v;) (6-3)

WP B RN R RE S (R L 3 F R ko=(V-7-E-Vvy) > 0=(r-V;)
FHH6-3)7 i B 5 (6-4)5

Max - Ino+ 8- Inw, (6-4)

e 5 (6-4)3N {8 0 17 AR H RS A iy o fe B iE 0 R S i) 3T I 2 AP S B
EEARR L i E o H e, 1137 1 H S (0,—1) B 18 B2 (0,~1) 2% Inw, -
#H6-4)58 14 5 HM(6-5)5¢ ¢

Max a~(a)1—1)+,8-(a)2—1) (6-5)

bt iAo B 6-1 #7570 B 6-1 (0,0, ) = iz B2 B £ 0=03 =07
o g 308 GeoGebra 3D calculator #r g ® 2 ¢ 2 & & T 5 ¢=03-INw+0.7-INw, ;
Ao (6-4) 4 5 (6-5) T L d A T G [(=03(0-1)+07(w,~1)] B & ¥ &
[¢=03-INw+07-Inw,] ;
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Bl 6-11 2Pz #®%ivT LB I

R oo Bp N IT WS N B A ZER M G AN T G ,P,L«;l%#fg ) B RN AT

LHRALEL o ARERRY LR gk LD U

33 &% HE U b AR %%%iiﬂféé\ﬁ’b%ﬁiﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁtﬁ%’ aB i 2
O O;

# 1§ 4 )(Dixit et al., 2009) » A 4 alzf DI o AT 02 AT G A

£ A S 4o~ SIS (6:6) 0 PLRE AL TR R R F b sk -

po=aw, (6-6)

RSB 6-1 B o] > il iER T LB 6-2 FR2 o

0.70)1 = 0.3(‘)2
6

Bl 6-2 i 5 &2 3 ivr LR 2
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d AR R AL

Max «a-(o,-1)+p-(w,~1)

V,7.%.9r Aj @@ (6‘7)
s.t.
o=V-1-E-Vv, (6-8)
W,=T—V; (6-9)
po=aw, (6-10)
~ h, s 1
V:{[Z pryr_zcixij'qj|'( _J (6-11)
reR icl 1-q
Zﬂjxij S)~(| y V|€ I (6-12)
jed
Zﬂ,j yrj > yr ; VreR (6—13)
jed
2421 (6-14)
jed
X <X +X1, Viel, (6-15)
X=X;+X:, Viel, (6-16)
yrzyrB+er ' erR (6_17)
V—7—E-v >0 (6-18)
-V, >0 (6-19)
V,7, X, ¥, 4;,@,,0,20 Viel, VreR, Vjel (6-20)
8 F e —MmpEn
1l\/ZIaX a-(o-1)+ - (w,~1) (6-21)
V.7, %0,%0 0 Aj 01,10
st.
w=0—-7—E—Vv, (6-22)
w2=T_VT (6-23)
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Po=aw, (6-24)

v :KZ P Yes+ 2 Wi (Zer =25 )= D¢ (0% +>~<f)]-inj (6-25)

reR keK iel 1_q

DA% <K Oy, Viel (6-26)
jed
Zﬂj Yii =Yg vreR (6-27)
jed
2 A=1 (6-28)
jed
2% sX 6, Vi€l (6-29)
jed
Zﬂjzkj 2(ZkT_ZkB)v vkeK (6-30)
jed
V-7—E-v; =0 (6-31)
. S0 (6-32)
v, 7, )??,)?iz,/lj,nj,a)l,a)zzo Viel, Vjel (6-33)

W BB S Aot R RARHS TR S T - MRS LL R AT T R AR
BIRFEICME B A f22 o F = F & W5 B TOREHHCES BURIGE 0 0 AT 2 B0 KR
7 3R * 423 % 5 C++>% Visual Studio 2017 %:¥mk 8 ¢ @ * £f2 2 2 GUROBI % ; »
‘b FoRLRIGEY 0 CCR &2 BCC § o8 4 4@ % % # Scheel #7 [ 2 ehgi it & &4 47
i % »3m 12 £ % 504 EMS (Scheel, 2000) ffz 2 o
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be

MR R

FAe e TEFREEAEY LARE Cn T LA ol R RPTR
R ?i ’ WL“?‘V ¢ % \*‘T% RPORPE e KA - BELFROGAL 0 AT Y 20K
él "’”?X‘f ERlRE v gz oh > B%E o B
# ?F‘ﬂlflp’»«FJFévmi'_ﬂ.ﬁfbﬁ—'“"@’
J«fy’\bk’ Bogetoft and Katona (2008)}’6 # @ '?’ wo (R BE o Bt R i L

FRP S B T AH REES T

=T

o

S g ) REGR R A BRI MR B R TR T A e

fjl‘-—"i 'I% 4‘ HLi_Z }F‘ ) ka ]q Exidd, i mlﬂé;i,/i};j\ﬁﬁi“iﬁgé I}‘]LL%,\%U'J/?JFéé “./L»
%gaﬁ”%%ﬁm4giﬂwﬂm’”WE=amn’%ﬁﬁwﬁoufll%éﬁl
FEEF L DIRIGE > 72 &8 B AN 2 BRI

7.1 -REJE £ BRI

AP RS TR LRI EER AR % - S Lo et al. (2001)%7 5%
fos BT 27 2 BRA EERDE A NFTH > Loetal 2001 TR * 7
o 2N AT REREHZ ML o @ 15 Wuetal (2011)2 Zhuetal. (2017)5
i ER e otz £ A R ERE OF A TSR RE
Zhuetal. (2017) 5 RI:#47% » F A B TR PEE T A NFE X T PH IS F o
AR KT RN - llﬁi@w | B Bt > T Fe b Zhuetal. (2017) 97 m R0 P E B
P FRESREL A KRS AR M {E Zhuetal. (2017)503% % Bt i o

BB OITARAS G o BEARTE AL SR RTR O LR 16 By ad
é’ﬁE’HR FLEB 2 D2 ek » & 41X,},p’f3_} RAFE PR LT 711 & 7120
& 5] LA g b SRR A 4T o
7.1.1 #5]- : Zhuetal. (2017) 2 75

fobl- 2 TP A Zhuetal (2017)> £ 22 BA-KE > A RE =L@ * b Fenl B
BB A BAEANE SR ANTHRE LD T RAR T-1 977 e
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071 kT L - T

DMU &> 1 > 2 >0 3 L »H4 Kr2HS HEl AME?2
1 30993 1084 9068 4777 1285960 300169 2268
2 55791 2433 22979 8524 4380319 584884 7987
3 48712 2219 20335 13295 3668196 680003 15666
4 31807 1340 14193 8203 1431969 316002 7889
5 75147 3147 25908 21569 5864270 1063917 10609
6 51372 1905 14937 17994 1959879 659072 6059
7 41273 1438 9618 16464 1576976 409362 2665
8 50915 2082 17168 16050 3313708 703789 8086
9 58153 2276 19323 13285 3603381 734310 10072
10 44331 1511 10124 17920 1583251 464729 2954
11 17376 527 3510 4758 308496 96949 592
12 22218 725 5984 6061 479660 139633 1498
13 26980 878 6616 5837 745277 206291 2662
14 17004 397 2652 1626 104181 36218 220
15 45894 1996 18901 6682 3686447 725917 5734
16 33197 1292 12458 5967 2409244 393068 3625
17 41985 1813 17074 7693 4554469 608018 7742
18 32925 1204 10383 11214 1207182 302673 2282
19 44150 1634 12733 10605 2120539 518447 10405
20 37609 1365 9401 17000 1429529 417632 2455
21 24680 784 5680 7423 658903 197725 2422
22 26577 1031 9495 10180 797733 240866 4316

Hi§# 8 14 12 18 4 32 46

A0 T 4 7-2 % & DMU ¢ CCR ~ BCC % »ciz &

T kiR © Zhu et al. (2017)
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F07-2 KT AN - — ok
DMU  CCR BCC RTS

1 1.000 1.000 CRS
2 0.906 0.921 IRS
3 1.000 1.000 CRS
4 1.000 1.000 CRS
5 1.000 1.000 CRS
6 1.000 1.000 CRS
7 0.931 0.957 IRS
8 1.000 1.000 CRS
9 0.952 0.997 DRS
10 1.000 1.000 CRS
11 0.928 1.000 IRS
12 0.883 0.933 IRS
13 0.920 0.963 IRS
14 1.000 1.000 CRS
15 1.000 1.000 CRS
16 0.850 0.955 IRS
17 0.997 1.000 IRS
18 0.745 0.878 IRS
19 0.100 1.000 CRS
20 0.983 1.000 IRS
21 0.944 1.000 IRS
22 1.000 1.000 CRS

ALKk - Zhu et al. (2017)

Wu et al. 2011)# Zhu et al. 2017) ¢ - ‘% ) DMU 16 % % £ & CCR & BCC 4 »c
Y S ERFAPAAIN L A BRERAGBEEHREREH B L FPETY
éﬁﬁ%@’ﬁ%uDMmé%ﬂ@é?’aﬁ%DMUza&gﬁﬂﬁzﬁﬁﬁbﬁo
A oAR g R 2 gt R DMULG 5 A 73 g 0 & TEHRB AN A BE(a=B=
0.5) » 1% A%Hfiiiuaﬁirnﬂmmuleony&w@y

a&%&ai,mg dole K 5 PG e 2 2 - (B= owh) Tk Lt
FTNFEMREE2% MR L F AL AITRFEE E 8% PN i ST 2 T

!
N
&=
i
DU
3

39T o
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FOT-3 RTEEHGNFEN- 8% (H:iFER)
D[\{IU B R ESR $#fsiﬁiﬂu;:f_ﬁ_ éiménﬁf_ﬁ_iqi SR 2§ EEH R ENAY  BA
RirRG E(wr) (vp+vr) @) @ — (vp +vr) €9)
1 6.984 11.348 17.610 6.262 10.109 3.126
2 1.110 5.474 26.640 21.166 11.687 10.577 1
3 11.737 16.101 23.620 7.519 15.488 3.752
4 7.065 11.430 20.480 9.051 11.585 4.519
5 16.544 20.909 38.552 17.643 25.353 8.809 2
6 21.401 25.765 31.399 5.633 24.205 2.805
7 10.459 14.823 28.143 13.320 17.110 6.651 4
8 14.802 19.166 30.011 10.845 20.214 5.412
9 14.585 18.950 28.780 9.830 19.491 4.905
10 13.352 17.717 29.577 11.860 19.273 5.920
11 2.756 7.121 15.584 8.463 6.984 4.228
12 3.825 8.189 17.326 9.137 8.389 4.565
13 5.661 10.026 17.594 7.568 9.440 3.779
14 0.934 5.299 12.195 6.896 4.380 3.446
15 13.609 17.973 23.607 5.633 16.417 2.808
16 4.365 - - - - - -
17 1.513 5.878 22913 17.035 10.026 8.512 3
18 7.404 11.768 23.409 11.641 13.217 5.814
19 13.374 17.738 23.418 5.679 16.206 2.832
20 11.934 16.299 28.306 12.007 17.929 5.995 5
21 5.768 10.132 18.818 8.686 10.106 4.338
22 7.125 11.489 21.670 10.180 12.209 5.084
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Zhu et al. (2017)e8 i & B 4+ % EH{HH5N » 22 AN 2 ¥ Bogetoft and Wang
(2005)e& 55 70 & FEA 2 H0; Zhuetal (2017) st 4e » 1 0-1 B> # A+
EREAEAELEH T > &0 &2F e 4 E (efficiency perspective) ~ = A& & 4 £ (cost
perspective)~ § 4z & 4 £ (revenue perspective)~ £ 57 & 3 4 £ comprehensive perspective)
AuE R ETESEEA B FETER L R E MR P A EE IR
BEEPBF AR T RAH A AEFETR T E RN EEHE R BES 1 i
EE 2B EEEER S DMUS & AN R % AT S W SEH f_ﬁ_(v)J
kg RG-Sk T EDMUS EHEREFE S PEHE P HE S
ERFRFFA T8 EEE Ry 0 A8 Zhuetal. (2017)R]F 7
hi % o LR DMU ] = 2B S H 4 % > DMUS Pl & 5 1 =% @ens B4 % o

A

\ ‘Q\
34

%62 Zhuetal. (2017) et i 4 gk AR5 el ARl 0 77 BT Al A RO 2
FHR LB a AT L ES L BRI B R A8 Ak w;

ﬁi}\‘ 'F”LF ik e é
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702 #5z 0 SR 16 FEEXPTR

SR 1960 £ R SAE X L B LR 1980 £ R ERATRES 2P o
FAVHEAPFEGERL AL AT A B 2o MR EE 2P 8 - B 486 300 Fo

&%&ﬁiﬁ%ﬁﬁ;?%%ﬁﬁﬁT’x SRR ﬁ{ﬂ%ﬁﬁﬁ%k
ME R P AA B ERELS LB E N /‘?E&]P\ A ¥ R & g,g%mf{,z, T3

2011 #e BT 67 Fo 2wt A XFd b He QBAA2LT L (L4 T-4)amifE ks
ARAPESFEENRGARE > CA S F HFRE R e EH? P AEF L AEF
AR EELS ERAD § o T p 2011 E D4t B B s EEEA o (&
BEMAN R T A E%E (2017) HRE AR (2018))

L

£ 7-4 2011 & SR L AXFE AL L

PN

l.~= 10.516
2. ¥4 7.764
3. % =8 5.936
4. REE 4.724
5. ~ & 4.056
6. F % 3.846
1.3 4 3.768
8. k- 3.763
9. ¥ & 3.343
10. v g 3.261
&3 50.976

TAKR S AES AT

i ﬁ;fﬁ%%ﬁéiﬁﬁﬁﬁw*w’%?ﬂééiﬁ%%@ﬁ%%ﬁ%ﬂ&
"’}’&i-@éﬁ}ﬁl'ﬂ”{r/?pﬂnipg’c']‘ﬂlm’:é%""xﬁ»'“a,i e RB RAPM ¥

BFriengyFe BRI LH FHALEH 3 BPFPOI Ly e 53 3 IR o
A Aot A SRR W i\m;\%‘aﬁ#@@ﬁwﬁli’%? SRt 8 ol e L
?ﬁé$4+zmé%QiP’#jéﬁ@bﬁéﬁj%ﬁﬁﬁ$£#%giﬁﬁli
Twe AL ARG OMEL AT 2K o b ORI X K2
IR T e kR G RO m%% &1%% DR BB R L F B o AN
I RF REAA R o BES R L s E AT e B ER S AL
HEFCiRIGE P B o

—!%r

|

C

c!'

¥
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Mo RNFTHERET e AR EENREOFMBRLA S
BRSO E IS 2P 2 THAGF LI THIE 5B EAATIF T E (TET Database) %
16 7G5 2 & 2 2017 & 4R T flem Ztk%?'gj;ii ¢ %4 A7 2 05 % = P (rule of thumb)»
A Bl H fifﬁﬁzﬁﬁi CEAEAIFE A NIEE P fohs B o JEV S B ER R
(Golany & Roll, 1989) ; F]pt A FAL? » F MM W, s FLX EFhi & Eaer T8

AL F R B r}iéﬁ»]u GRIE AR AR o RIEAS G EEE G BET D
(discretionary) " # 4 & ) (e T H e d 3 38 > 27 £ & {4 & 2 4 "% vh(non-discretionary)

TR F A E AR A AN

I E R H Rt o FIS AR A T T TR AR e 2 v enag
EhErAAoREA A TRAREAT JRENTES ARG HE =

7

i 4
MO A ARG Sharpe Lintner £ Mossin ¥ * i Markowitz (1952) #& ! 2 4L F

& riE 2 el B AT A % #05 (Capital Asset Pricing Model, CAPM) (Bodie, Kane,
& Marcus, 2014)3* & Fy_%,\ o AL B R R T AS A D e
s

E(r)=r,+ (beta),-[ E(r,)-1, | (7-1)

BY D E()+BEIFTAIOPLFPSF i TERGES )~ (beta), 2 EX T
AP HR% G E(n) 53 FRFRE(x8) 5 7 ﬁﬁi; %fw N APEGy
T EQ013 &% 2017 &)z T aRAFE- 2 FHRBLIF T oEE 5 E(r )E‘J p
PR B R2 o8 o ffdpdic s RAFPIS T 308c @ E 5 23 3 ‘6 Gdep| £
PHULIZEAEENPREFEIT L - ERZ I HR KRB B UERD B4 )

ETRS \a&

B plia, RAFZERZEL LD FL'G Bl DRI & T30 Ao ¥
A R Rt elice W TR Y RHREG SBREARTRTPEE(L S ) S
FEILES ViwﬁﬁwﬁmPT%B%&%%%::a6%%’$%w%uwm

RISE F 5 N LNES Sl E SR ORI S 7 B LRI R S R

AEGlZ P ANFTRE LA ZH R ok T-5977 o
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%'75L1§A#\#w TR (=)

DMU URAEERIE v AL0 At d g2 YTk Hepir
l.p BE# 2259790  20.5591  18.0808 26.8435 23.0209
2. %% K% 1220240  14.8025 14.6322 20.4545 15.0175
3. & @ 339.0838  36.1715  36.9212 41.1008 56.2653
4.~ 1048.0186  129.1790 153.8320 136.0950 233.5158
5. A® &% 258.0002  39.1662  52.3483 44.7614 55.3310
6. - % 2543496  24.5268  27.2520 23.3317 53.8695
T~ 5% 215.0539  21.2241  20.1575 23.1259 27.6615
8. k&% 30.9751 12119 0.9928 1.7123 1.9825
9. ¥iuw 3347800  29.0113  41.2076 39.3285 60.6415
10. k% 614.6087  81.1488  82.7256 84.6038 150.7464
11. 2% 44.2000 5.9429  4.0019 4.2706 6.2497
12. & e 75.5565 13.6858  12.8189 13.3567 17.9395
13. ~ E# 38.8979 0.7843  0.7442 0.4359 3.6218
14, ~ & % 46.7767 3.1321  2.0790 4.1399 2.6543
15. 4B 2n s 35.5171 24907  1.0282 0.4402 8.8813
16. 46 1% 13.9478 1.6622  0.9192 1.3039 1.3208
H 0.0603 1 1 1 1

FTHRKR AFTHEREEE SRR TEE
% 7- 6 % & DMU 1 CCR » BCC  »x e &2 Tl & & 472 975 B2 97 iR
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i

# 7-6 KT EEH 0= —DEA X & i
DMU CCR BCC RTS

l.pgE#E 0.993 1.000 DRS
2. 3 X4 1.000 1.000 CRS
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