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ABSTRACT

Data Envelopment Analysis(DEA) models can be used for performance evaluation on governmental funding
projects for IT small and medium-sized enterprises associated with multiple-outputs/multiple-inputs. In order to
enhance the accuracy of DEA efficiency scores, DEA models with exogenously fixed variables are required
where the corporate competency is taken into account. Additionally, it is necessary to use multiple DEA basic as

well as extended models so as to relax the restriction on the performance evaluation to relying on a single DEA
model.
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In this study; 1)a DEA data structure is designed including exogenously fixed variables representing corporate

asset, revenue and the number of employees at the point in time that the governmental funding project con-

cerned is initiated; 2)DEA basic as well as extended models are established according to the DEA data struc-

ture presented abovementioned; and 3)a case study is illustrated with an empirical testbed dataset. As for the
DEA basic models, CCR, BCC, Super-efficiency model are adopted. The DEA extended models are developed

based on the models associated with noncontrollable and nondiscretionary variables. In the case study, it is ex-

plained a comparison of DEA models and also major numerical outcomes such as efficiency scores, ranks de-

rived from each DEA model are integrated using Analytic Hierarchy Process(AHP) weights. Performance sig-

nificance with DEA efficiency scores between technical categories are tested based not only on parametric but

also nonparametric single-factor analysis of variance method.
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E 2. DEAAFHEA] testbed dataset

Abed T 7|ewok ARAEAY 7192 7]%99R&D 7197k 71 7190
=9 R&DFANY 13
(AxLB):2 EALAsk2 c02-03d c02-06W 02054 024 024 024
A M3 K54 (ks (s ™mY) Qi) Qi) 9
No. DMU ID T =x), Ty =ap, Ty=Tp o Ly STyp T =Typ o T =Ty
1 A 1 1 100 130 1.10 435 549 13
2 B 1 1 100 50 1.10 243 234 12
3 C 1 1 100 850 2.70 1121 716 11
4 D 1 3 100 150 2.50 3500 5090 39
5 E 1 4 150 50 1.20 100 202 2
6 F 1 1 150 250 1.40 170 692 11
7 G 2 2 200 30 3.30 7045 17415 19
8 H 2 3 150 200 5.55 4800 4600 40
9 I 2 3 90 470 10.00 335 929 14
10 J 2 3 160 9 12.45 200 300 12
11 K 2 3 102 100 2.40 600 3 9
12 L 2 4 130 430 4.40 170 430
13 M 2 3 166 263 15.15 446 364 3
14 N 2 3 600 1397 43.20 847 1393 38
15 (0] 2 2 150 29 4.80 787 1727 26
16 P 2 1 100 63 12.00 1635 746
17 Q 2 3 83 200 2.00 60 250
18 R 2 3 176 250 6.00 530 250 10
19 S 2 2 123 548 3.20 192 50 7
20 T 2 3 266 300 7.80 3386 2389 26
21 U 2 3 125 925 5.50 2100 5727 22
22 \' 2 4 335 200 9.20 4741 1070 21
E 2. DEAAFEA] testbed dataset(Fl<5)
E31522 AlAE-71EA Z14AE 7] eiE 71908 71gdsdele]
FriE
°02-"0611 °02-"064 206 206 206 *061
(G (G (G (ki) (&) Gk
No. DMU ID n Yo Ys Yy Ys Ys
1 A 2 60 780 950 18 90
2 B 0 50 912 1770 31 110
3 C 0 750 2340 2060 15 350
4 D 0 101 8200 9040 67 800
5 E 8 1405 420 423 7 40
6 F 0 50 2600 2100 20 200
7 G 4 727 20000 21596 27 500
8 H 0 600 5350 5055 39 250
9 I 0 1002 1260 2000 27 214
10 J 0 1837 300 340 7 50
11 K 0 150 6000 52 23 12
12 L 0 100 250 1000 10 30
13 M 0 271 500 581 5 100
14 N 0 110 8694 7200 89 1100
15 (0] 12 776 1426 3026 27 317
16 P 6 120 2012 1558 13 450
17 Q 4 300 300 700 10 150
18 R 2 290 790 1300 8 130
19 S 2 3030 1400 980 14 200
20 T 0 113 2969 1602 23 30
21 18] 0 7171 3500 4200 36 500
22 v 0 300 46482 44796 40 8318
A Akl A g E ) AR e Al y, (r=3,..,6)& "02ddn] 0617 WRkE
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5.1 Testbed dataset
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[0.725,0.944] *¢lell glo] 47§ DEA® 37} DEAR
ARG Altell dAGE AR g 5 9l
< ZoF o) 53], NDSC vs. BCC, NDSC
vs. NCN, NCN vs. BCC A7} A=
0.944, 0.879, 0.813°% 7P & s zZ=t}
(p—value=0.000). VRS(variable returns to scale)
7}4& uHleddl BCCR3e| NDSC, NCNRE3#e]
Aol wlg- & Al & o, r|gdgEes
(1END)E °]43F DEAZ R3]l NDSC, NCNXZ
] DEAFEAAITS] A W53 At
BCCEH o2 Fnd 7lsAdo] slas st ¢
3l ES, vs. ESgES, Al A A HR
0.936, 0.952(p—value=0.000)ZA4 v|-$ & 3to]
golgry 28 2% % 6.(a) 770 ESAIEZ AHA
T AAslet APd=alE (scatter diagram  matrix)
24, F200 A=) Ak

X 4+ 227 DMUW DEA<%l(rank original,
RO)E 89ksitl. % 3 DEARYEIAY ESy,ES,
A A SERF-S A|2|gt 47 DEAR3 T Z DEA
AR FRE AL ES,ES, S VIR AHE
RO, RO, S 7|59 % DEASS ‘1’312 zZH= DMU
ID B,D,EG,J,0,U,VS} SERH DEALS] ‘1'-8°
7kxe] & zZk= DMU  ID7F  SATE
IV,G,E,O,UDBEA] dA|eh= el 7]|%=& wj, SE
23°] DEAT$IANe- o] 7 HF8 (i€ ND)
£ o]83t DEA3PY®3<el NDSC, NCNZFH2
DEA%$]S 883 DEAR3 53 DEAS$IS} U5
g Ads gnd 5 ols ZleE g %
6.0y 771 ROAIE7ZY E217] AF#A|S(correlation
coefficient) ¢} A#AFL] p—value & ofellol] 2°F
g}l CCREH O ZHE A% SER3o]7]e] RO,
vs. RO, AFHAIG= 0.970(p—value=0.000)ZA =
2 A odakE vlelth RO, S X5 RO,
vs. RO,RO, A@AS7E £A9= 0938, 0.931
(p—value=0.000)24] &l¥cl, o3 32 %
6.(b) 771 ROAIGZ} AAIGE AlZslel A w3y
Holck

% 55 227 DMU¥ DEAY<:
(rank reversed-ties adjusted, RR)S QoFghc}*¥
RO®= 28] ES7| =25 9= vlds 2 3
= ke F59 DMUC i w91l
Folyl AogA E 3 ESE o|&slo] AAE) o

o)
B
o

3N
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E 3. DEARYY FoA14PAs} 2oF 9 v)w': DEAGSAA4ES)
DEA7| %3 DEA SR DEA 2 3E3}
CCR BCC SE NCN NDSC AHPw, AHPw,
Eq.(1) Eq.(1)+(2) Eq.(3) Eq.(4) Eq.(4)-(5)+(6) Eq.(9-1) Eq.(9-2)
No. DMU ID ES, ES, ES, ES, ES; ESg ES,
1 A 0.8059 1 0.8059 1 0.8059 09112 0.8839
2 B 1 1 1.3120 1 1 1 1
3 c 0.4232 0.9064 0.4232 0.9505 0.5578 0.7548 0.6961
4 D 1 1 2.4383 1 1 1 1
5 E 1 1 3.2340 1 1 1 1
6 F 0.5538 0.9402 0.5538 1 1 0.9602 0.9528
7 G 1 1 3.4310 1 1 1 1
8 H 0.5862 0.7163 0.5862 1 0.5862 0.7671 0.6955
9 I 0.5547 1 0.5547 1 1 0.9694 0.9649
10 ] 1 1 7.2618 1 1 1 1
11 K 0.5898 1 0.5898 1 1 0.9718 0.9676
12 L 0.1214 0.6432 0.1214 0.3966 0.2472 0.3574 0.3468
13 M 0.1145 0.5469 0.1145 0.1727 0.1218 0.2063 0.2169
14 N 0.2236 1 0.2236 1 1 0.9467 0.9388
15 o) 1 1 2.7073 1 1 1 1
16 P 0.8674 1 0.8674 1 1 0.9909 0.9895
17 Q 0.7370 1 0.7370 1 1 0.9819 0.9793
18 R 0.1935 0.5284 0.1935 0.5970 0.2734 0.4329 0.3833
19 S 0.7369 0.9194 0.7369 1 1 0.9696 0.9630
20 T 0.1660 0.3633 0.1660 0.6490 0.1660 0.3841 0.3027
21 U 1 1 2.4426 1 1 1 1
22 \4 1 1 57413 1 1 1 1
E 4. DEARHE FaAAAT 2oF 2 v’ DEATS(RO)
DEA7] &1 DEA 3413 DEA 23 £}

CCR BCC SE NCN NDSC AHPw, AHPw,
Eq.(1) Eq.(D+(2) Eq.3) Eq.4) _ Eq.4)-(5)+(6) Eq.(9-1) Eq.(9-2)
No. DMU ID RO, RO, RO, RO, RO RO RO,
1 A 10 1 10 1 16 16 16
2 B 1 1 8 1 1 1 1
3 c 17 17 17 18 18 18 17
4 D 1 1 7 1 1 1 1
5 E 1 1 4 1 1 1 1
6 F 16 15 16 1 1 14 14
7 G 1 1 3 1 1 1 1
8 H 14 18 14 1 17 17 18
9 I 15 1 15 1 1 13 12
10 J 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
11 K 13 1 13 1 1 11 11
12 L 21 19 21 21 20 21 20
13 M 2 20 22 2 22 22 2
14 N 18 1 18 1 1 15 15
15 o) 1 1 5 1 1 1 1
16 P 9 1 9 1 1 9 9
17 Q 11 1 11 1 1 10 10
18 R 19 21 19 20 19 19 19
19 S 12 16 12 1 1 12 13
20 T 20 22 20 19 21 20 21
21 U 1 1 6 1 1 1 1
22 % 1 1 2 1 1 1 1
2 62> DMU ID" RR< RR 7| 5xkeAddt RRAIG-S 1% yFx Sl ko] 2pdElcl. spA|nt
a#zolrt. 28 59} AR RRyE ZHE o o] Zgoli= 77} RRAYE EF U3 HEE 2
25 yHusel wie) AE Aolw, uix )tk IR 560 YANE HR F ded, RR,,
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=R EE ATANSE e TE47|Q ASASA9AA 4953718 $13 DEARE 2 &84}
E 5. DEAREY FoAxMs} 8oF 9 v]a’ DEAYES-5$124(RR)
DEA7]E-13 DEA &3 DEA ®3 %3}
CCR BCC SE NCN NDSC AHPw, AHPw,
Eq.(1) Eq.(D+(2) Eq.(3) Eq.(4)  Eq.(4)-(5)*(6) Eq.(9-1) Eq.(9-2)
No. DMU ID RR, RR, RR, RR, RR; RR, RR,
1 A 13 15.5 13 14 7 7 7
2 B 18.5 15.5 15 14 15 18.5 18.5
3 C 6 6 6 5 5 5 6
4 D 18.5 15.5 16 14 15 18.5 18.5
5 E 18.5 15.5 19 14 15 18.5 18.5
6 F 7 8 7 14 15 9 9
7 G 18.5 15.5 20 14 15 18.5 18.5
8 H 9 5 9 14 6 6 5
9 1 8 15.5 8 14 15 10 11
10 J 18.5 15.5 22 14 15 18.5 18.5
11 K 10 15.5 10 14 15 12 12
12 L 2 4 2 2 3 2 3
13 M 1 3 1 1 1 1
14 N 5 15.5 5 14 15 8 8
15 (0] 18.5 15.5 18 14 15 18.5 18.5
16 P 14 15.5 14 14 15 14 14
17 Q 12 15.5 12 14 15 13 13
18 R 4 2 4 3 4 4 4
19 S 11 7 11 14 15 11 10
20 T 3 1 3 4 2 3 2
21 U 18.5 15.5 17 14 15 18.5 18.5
22 v 18.5 15.5 21 14 15 18.5 18.5
o dA] ] 57 AHled Alo
RR 7 A4 i) 57 RRAIA]el AR sk NDSC NON BCC CCR
7438 Holv, 53| RR,RRgol A7 ofulS 2 NDSC | 3 3 s
ol # 6.(0) 94 £ 6 (b)i} AR A A NN 31 1 3
A= f
sz} gl a3 45 % 6.(c) 770 RRAGZE 2 BCC 13 1 1 3
AATE AERE Abd =it CCR| 15 13 13 1
5.3 AHPE 223t DEAE@%?; (7-2)
A5 U4 DEARES FeAAATE E3 DEA7|E-E2 3] n|s] DEAZARH| Aia]o
DEARSAATE B3sl7] 918 23l 71EAE =2 FAES Pofshs sl Ao 3k §52
sl 918 oA, Aw' = AwTE wEs} DEAR3ZY AHAlTE Fwsled, A, NDSC,

= AHP pairwise comparison matrix AZA] 2](7)
ALA, 275 TR

NDSC

NDSC 1 1 3 5
NCN 1 1 3 5
BCC| 13 13 1 3
CCR| 15 15 13 1

NCN BCC CCR

(7-1)

NCN—BCC—CCR, A,—= NDSC—NCN, BCC—

CCR +A YR F8%7} Hoi¥ich AHPZ W E

wa F43}7] $18] A°| normalized matrix A
S AP, AB) A, Lo As norm 2T

NDSC NCN BCC CCR

NDSC| 0.3947 0.3947 0.4091 0.3571
NCN| 0.3947 0.3947 0.4091 0.3571
BCC| 0.1316 0.1316 0.1364 0.2143
CCR| 0.0789 0.0789 0.0455 0.0714

norm

Al norm

8-1)
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E 6. 44, (a)DEAZSAASHES); (b)DEAT$I(RO); (c)DEAYSS

- 5591 24(RR)

(a)ES
CCR BCC SE NCN NDSC AHPw,
ES, ES, ES, ES, ES; ES;
BCC ES, 0.763
0.000
SE ES; 0.687 0.426
0.000 0.048
NCN ES, 0.725 0.813 0.353
0.000 0.000 0.107
NDSC ES; 0.792 0.944 0.447 0.879
0.000 0.000 0.037 0.000
AHPw, ES4 0.824 0.936 0.456 0.945 0.983
0.000 0.000 0.033 0.000 0.000
AHPw, ES; 0.831 0.952 0471 0913 0.993 0.996
0.000 0.000 0.027 0.000 0.000 0.000
(b)RO
CCR BCC SE NCN NDSC AHPw,
RO, RO, RO, RO, RO, RO,
BCC RO, 0.748
0.000
SE RO, 0.970 0.756
0.000 0.000
NCN RO, 0.682 0.790 0.717
0.000 0.000 0.000
NDsC ROy 0.684 0.796 0.692 0.853
0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
AHPw,; ROg 0.974 0.775 0.938 0.694 0.792
0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
AHPw, RO; 0.968 0.788 0.931 0.680 0.792 0.998
0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
©RR
CCR BCC SE NCN NDSC AHPw,
RR, RR, RR, RR, RR, RRg
BCC RR, 0.781
0.000
SE RR, 0.976 0.762
0.000 0.000
NCN RR, 0.737 0.820 0.719
0.000 0.000 0.000
NDSC RRs 0.727 0.842 0.709 0.882
0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
AHPw, RRg4 0.960 0.815 0.937 0.751 0.846
0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
AHPw, RR; 0.951 0.832 0.929 0.733 0.846 0.996
0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
NDSC NCN BCC CCR Ao Az o HEFHE wE S 40O)
NDSC| 0.5357 0.5625 0.5625 0.4167 b ATk OIF wiw,E AHPZREAME SAAE
NCN| 0.1786 0.1875 0.1875 0.2500 FAE A XA AKconsistency  checking) &
Aznorn = poc] 0.1786 0.1875 01875 02500 AASHL - DALA,  ARHH|F(consistency - index,
CCR| 0.1071 0.0625 0.0625 0.0833 ChE SAYE CL =0.0146,CL = 0.0145; 2)2s]
82) A]4 (random index, RI)+= RIL,_,=0.90; 3)
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R 03
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MLTRCHANTFI SKQPBDEGIJOUV
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2| 2. A xsiE!. DEA S84 AS(ES) T2 5. DEAESAA|SES) vs. DMU ID(ES; S5
<=2 %‘3‘)
7 14 2 7 14 21 7 4 2 7 14 2 7 14 21 7 14 2 25 25
o e & 2 ’_p 21
o i I S AT A )
oo -t 3 . - - -
el -~ o "’ " fl 2
3 ] &
03 | I . ! >~ | PO ;" 15
” 4 2
,A
el — — 0
~ w1
o5 !
e -l -
»
RO6 /’w " °

MLTRCHANTFI SKQPBDEGIJOUV

| ] sl =0
a8 3. AH == DEATSI(RO) J2! 6. DEAC -’F—C’r]-of—ﬂ}]i(RR) vs. DMU ID

(R, £

CCTOFCTOTIEES o dum o 20 o0 woie 70 @
N [T i Hra ’..-. e . A, 2 QA7 20 Algle B AalEA 9Ee
B i R L AHLE_H FU Bilen 150 & Sle
o e < 7Hsta, DEAE%*W#@M ZlEwepd A
S P Pl she)4 Dol 24L Fok E 7€ £ 3 770 ES
“ e e 1 A% SE ES,, NDSC ES;, AHPw, ES; 37} ES
e Adel i slsiobd Askgeld} BAe %
w U] B4R (single-factor analysis of variance) 2
H5 Aejghek 3% 7 370 panel EFellA] EelE=
a2 4. APE’ DEASES-E91 24 (RR) A FAREAZS] p—value7} 24t 0398,
0.630, 0.56524] B 0.1008THE Ads] 2 ghe
CL/RI,_, =0.0163, CL/RI,_,=0016124 % Fstew, 71Etopd A Ak Sl i o2 g
F0.100c} 2le] 2 A QWA usl Ao e oleh DEAZEAA el dih Aqtire]
= gebEic) 7ol Feld 7 H]-:—"r(nonparametnc) SIER-S
AR 9] Kruskal-Wallis Test 24 A2 212 2
= (wxpser Wyen: Wpoer Weer) ©O-1) Aoz Aol A3 = glrh &£ 82 £ 7¢] o]
= (0.3889, 0.3889, 01535, 0.0687) 43 37) BSAdell T3} Kruskal-Wallis Test 23}
= (wxpser Wnens Wpoes Wocr) 9-2) = At} & 47) 71ERoKF a=4>3) TE

= (0.5193, 0.2009, 0.2009, 0.0789)

a71el Wg 24 n, =5,i=1,2, a°4]

5.4 7|&2okH MiutRolx} mHE n,=n, =352 F53 AL & ARIEA testbed
E 20 2] DMUS| lsRobl A1, sk dataset®] A4 AHg 4 9lek
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E 7. Aléiops Aohielt ' dliahid
(a)SE SV SS DF MS F P
7)o} 11.3300 3 3.7800 1.0400 0.3980
22k 65.2200 18 3.6200

3 765500 21
$=1.9040 R’=0.1480

(b)NDSC SV SS DF MS F P
7l48ek 01920 3 0.0640 0.5900 0.6300
2k 1.9560 18 0.1090
A 21480 21
$=0.3297 R’=0.0893

(©)AHPw, sV SS DF MS F P
71%3oF 01408 3 0.0469 0.7000 0.5650
©2} 12086 18 0.0671
A 1.3494 21
$=0.2591 R’=0.1044

F 8. 7|&iobd Ao P |l
Kruskal-Wallis Test(DEA9<=$] ©]-8)

(a)SE 718K n; FYUF R, Z;
1 5 0806 11.0 -0.20
2 3 2707 16.3 1.39
3 11 0586 9.7 -1.28
4 3 3234 14.0 0.72
AAN) 22 11.5
H=2.96 DF=3 P=0.398
(bNDSC TRk n, F9I5 R, Z
1 5 1.000 11.4 -0.04
2 3 1000 15.0 1.00
3 11 1.000 10.7 -0.56
4 3 1000 11.0 0.14
AAN) 22 11.5
H=1.05 DF=3 P=0.790
H=1.53 DF=3 P=0.675 (E9xA)
(©AHPw,  7|&Eok) n, 9% R, Z
1 5 0960 10.7 -0.31
2 3 1000 16.0 1.29
3 11 0969 10.2 -0.92
4 3 1000 13.0 0.43
AN 22 115
H=2.10 DF=3 P=0.552
H=2.20 DF=3 P=0.531 (E9xA)

% 8 3/ panel F9ERA HAAEARRC
p—value7} A HZ 0.398, 0.675, 0.53124 7]
SRop ARSI Sl ez 99 5 3
o E 8.() SEXE Fw¢lEAgel dasde glvk
% 8 N=22 HEAA FAw4 Rol Wiy 71eE
obd el RO XEIRE ZE 210)2 o)
& 3 Aeghe)

376

P (R—R)
i ¢(N+1ﬂﬁﬂm—l) (10)

12
3% 8 37N panel 77+ 471 Zo] AHuigt ZF
FRATEE 95%WMELG 1.6455 AF3)slo], &
Fol| 7|Z8] AEIE p—valueel 23 AF-2]3}
FAATe} e U = Uk & 7,804
2R e viAl wE 4] B oA
A el 3 ESAS} fARE Bl et

A A3E Z= Zlo] Felsich
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9 A9 A7 EE 913 DEARY 9 2843}

2|3 DMU 2278FllA 284S 2313 87)

benchmark DMUE Hd3lolch  ulA],  AbeliA]
testbed datasetol] thEF RSn|mpRARRX o] 2]k
ZlEwe P AR AbE §les AoE Aot

5, testbed dataset R7;S T3 Al AT
o] e A5, AHPZFEAHE] Abge] AlAA A
Al dAd 5 ook 5el, ARH e
(implication) & ZH= HiSFR AREEA 3& Az
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