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productivity index for multiple periods performance

evaluation

Student: Tsung-Hsien LIN Advisor: Fuh-Hwa F. LI1U, Ph.D.

Department of Industrial Engineering and Management
National Chiao Tung University

Hsinchu City, Taiwan, Republic of China

Abstract

The common weights analysis (CWA), derived from data envelopment analysis
(DEA), can help the performance assessor to measure the efficiencies of a group of
many units of assessment (UOASs) with multiple inputs and outputs. Phase | of this
research is to develop a method to measure the CWA-based Malmquist productivity
index for each UOA’s productivity change between two adjacent periods. The
productivity index further is decomposed into two sub-indices: Self Competitiveness
Shift (SCS), and Group Competitiveness Shift (GCS). In Phase Il, based on Phase |
and employ the concept of (Caves, Christensen, & Diewert, 1982) we develop a
CWA/CCD-based Malmquist productivity index for measuring each UOA’s
productivity change between any two periods. Most importantly the productivity
index satisfies Time-reversal test and Circular test so that the multilateral performance

analysis would avoid the bias from choosing the fixed comparison period. One could



measure the trend of productivity changes for each UOA directly. The productivity
changes of Fortune Global 500 Pharmaceuticals companies between 2005 and 2008

are analyzed with our procedure.

Keywords: Common Weights Analysis, Data Envelopment Analysis, CCD,

Malmquist productivity index.
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(Liu & Peng, 2008)#& ! 7 % e # £ #5-3% (Common Weights Analysis, CWA) > i¢

FrgERE T L) S UOA - i » @ & UOA At wff &7 4 %
FE Ao o
FRAEF N B UCARL G PR Fan=E > L3 mBE ~dpih s B A Y

:m%oxijfryrj 47 % ) B UOA (1=1,2,.., )% i B4~ 4l (i=1,2,...,
m) > % kA N B (= 1,2,..,5) « HoEE X T 158 CWA F5 0 b
TP gt EEE S Vi(i=1,2,...,m) > & & NAp it e E 5 U (r

=1,2,....,8) > @ #F5 UOA cnEFMF & Frcimdb =~ o 1T 5 CWA #5548 A

= (ES)
DXV,
i=1
Ye %57 475 UOA &% r i difpidiei® 2 4fc o Y, Zy”, Loys X
%\ T H"l‘}i UOA % EN |1E;}>~)‘#Fl*ﬂgtm~ 1\4')5‘7 ’ X lej’ =1 ey M0 ;ff,-{f,fé-é_ﬂ{

o bR Aok R R E 0 AN A ERARA D ER AR

For o HHMBEERA NG FWMERK > 20 BT L CWA B hE R & Hocid o

- 4 4 % (Liu & Peng, 2008) #74% 1 eh CWA #c8 #5827 (P3) 5 H #1
RPN Sk & A

(P3) CWA % #c7] fi-5¢

A =Min > (% +a!) (3.0)

j=1
Zyrjur_'_Ac;
st. =1 j=1.,n, 3.1)

Z X; Vi — A

AT AL 20, j=1..n, (3.2)
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U 2>2¢>0, r=1..,5, (3.3)

V.2e>0, i=1...,m (3.4)
WA (P) % - B I (BL) A 7 & UOA 5 A I 4 b A N2 £ 47 AT

BERE RS REE O 2 LA B RIS E L B 1 R4

il i Free 2 UOA L T R ¥2xdFIEF B o il pHRE B REALA D

;e«:

e

dREAELFA A @ P RNE0) 5 B st UOA #rg i I

B

LR RE AR B EE ) e L LFFE T B e Bl HP CWA 2

B 58 B S B #R45 ~ (Virtual input) qu o Eidh L 1 (Virtual output)
SyU, o £+ # UOA &%= » A5 AsB-C-D-E-F-
=1

Virtual output

ZS: 4 ) Slope = 1.0
yr'U
r=1 :
A D
E )
A2 ¢
F , E
E
AO B AIE
[=
F
Al
0 » Virtual input

qu .

Bl= : CWA 4 »ci =%

AR E2 o Y RBRIK O LY RREANLE H Y@ %2 1-B-C D~

E 375 A +AT " F n A3 3 AL +A7 » 2RI 5 274 mg



Lo FEEL A g R TRY o RS T A E 2 LRTORF 4

“r0d F ik g o d St iR B Ap e o 472 & UOA ¥ F B R e

SECUE SR
7 R B Rt (P) e 5 1T eSS (P4) -

(P4) CWA #1078 L1

A =Min Y (A°+A!) (4.0)

j=1

st. Zy”U qu : ( +A ) 0, j=L..n, (4.1)
AT, AL 20, j=1..n, (4.2)
U, 2e>0, r=1..,5, (4.3)
V,2e>0, i=1...,m (4.4)

£A =0 +A) s s (PAYE 5 5 (PS) -

(P5) CWA & #03¢ L2

A =Min Y A, (5.0)

j_

st. Zy”U Zx”v, +A, j=1..,n, (5.1)
A; >0, j=1.,n, (5.2)
U, 2e>0, r=1..,5, (5.3)
V,2e>0, i=1..,m (5.4)

TR (B.L) R 5

.——Zynu +qu - j=1..n (5.5)

#rr) pEN(5.0)F 2 T N3 (5.6)% T -

A" =Min Zn:Ajzzn:(—iyrj +qu ,j izn:yﬂu +ZZXU . (5.6)
=L\ r=1

j=1 r=1 j=1 i=1l j=1
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n

é\erzyrj’ Xi =%
j=1 j=1
ATV E e B 1S e p 58 (5.6) 0 fEdE 2 T N(5.7) -
A =Min DA, =->Y U +> XV, (5.7)
j=1 r=1 i=1
#7020 B fR38(5.0)F g4k = (5.7) 0 K,ért B (P5) ¢ ek X A, j=1..,n > =

= 134 (P6) -

(P6) CWA %t {+ H:5¢ L3

— A" = Max Z\(rur—invi (6.0)
ZyI’JU lejvl <0 j = ’ " n’ (61)
U >e>0 r=1..,s, (6.2)
V.2e>0, i=1...,m (6.3)

HoA (PE) ¥ 2 P 1 (6.0)% 7 KRR £ B2 494 X (6.1) & UOA :hi

EopA 1 PFRT o Bk R FRAE NN Z ilE 0 Tdo] P m BRI O~ 23Kk

o

B0 % Fla # 5 CWA 58 e Rl s & e o 0

FRBEN D EF R (PO) KR BN R F A Ao P K T 0P K
e AP AF HETR TR BN Tt Sk o LR AR e 2

3B (P6)® P45 (6.1)~(6.2)~(6.3) 4 W, (1=1,2,.., )P (r=1,2,...,s) ~
2 Q(i=1,2,...,m) 5 15 FHc > ¥ KA (PO)H 4 = 10T s 5N (P7) > T

gu 8—7;?;/&: ”—‘iFFE%EO

(P7) CWA %} i& 54 D1

Max E(Z P +iQij (7.0)

i=1

zy” J r : r? r =11---1 sl (71)
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7;20, j=1.,n, (7.3)
P >0, r=1..,s, (7.4)
Q =0, i=1...,m (7.5)

R (PT)? 0P A A E rA AN ot UOA 50 2 EIES B 43
B REAL QA AHE i HH A fHh o 473 UOA 31 IR E @

TR L RERE o om0 (6.1) 5 R 2 (Shadow price) ¢ 7 45 )

l'v’"fqz, il e IEL’I‘JUOA°§7Z' >0 4 7 2] \‘(61)"1 OAJL’I‘J;l 34 B L

B2 B £30A; 3 B 2@ a3 RFE L o 7, =04 7 5

(6.1)¢ UOA; i »cd M h % w20 B4 490A, & &

g
i
Qb
&
|
\}\
_,;_

THRFEL
$#or s UOA a3 o 7, 47 R B oeE 0 50> T8 (6.1)¢ ch% N 48
(Right-hand side)#§ 4 1 B = > ¥ # Biffks¥oc L 7, » T > #73 UOA 25 &

LA BE L T 5B UOA MY s B 3015 5 1) 7 8- %0 per,

o

% UOA &% 62 L3 Afe2 B4 » F > 47 UOA 4+ il £

%F" ‘f 28)-7 '§-K4 Pk oo AP AP A R Y bR UOAjé‘f”f—-:'Er—‘g"v? UOA, -

z Zprj =Pk, Zqij =Q;
j=1 j=1

BN (PT) 48 4% 4555 (P8) -

(P8) CWA #} i 3% D2

Max ez(z Py + Zq”j (8.0)

=\ r=l
n

2o =20+ Py} Tl (8.1)

j=1
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;7 =% —ay ) =L, m, (82)
7;20, j=Ll.,n, (8.3)
p; 20, r=L..,s, j=L..,n (8.4)
g; 20, i=L...m j=Ll.,n (8.5)
AT L RN (8.0)F e thiE RS 1o AR TE ¢ B P Rz

%% o HN(P8)E AFT Y A B eNfRELHIG o

25. DEA 4~ CWA 2 % f

i

RET e rcE It o d xS N(EA)T FRE & DMU it 4 m g eh

DEA ¥ CCR#5;:V a4 3B & DMU s § 358 2 & > A2 2

A
A
T
Ik

%l:_

&

=

P

# i DMU ¢ -2 >t p & chdpdRfR € 4 €7 p ¢ ARG iR o
BEFMT o ARRL SRR E BRI ¢ A ERY DR
.]io

DEA it 5 3 #-475 DMU & 5 A4 FE SARFE S ¥ 0 S fLz 5 3 ey
LB LA H o FAHRBILEF G E Z AL s ForERpI VRO AET F o
ST TS E B 4 DMU eh@8 T 5 & 2538 2k DMU ST R T ek S T A 7
AR o STILS R G R R A A o Bl By ME - LB E s g
A N3 tRTE 5 Gl DEA @ CCR 5 st fadrid > £ R 0 HHE Y £0 1o i
Ao G- AN REZEE Y S E T F - AN IR L BE Yo 1

2 BDMU» A4 % A-B-C~D~E~Fo
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Yo a

G¥an) oo

A Yiar Y .

HEY E (e Vo)

O 5B (Yis. V2s)
°
/E (Yie: Yze) g
// 0
/// F D @)
oL > Y,

TR LANB RN APH ST R E o ARG Y L AL T
Bgonmatk T dpk  FRABZFRELEE R -ACB G RFE E
2t m bWz PHERABY BB EL L PR ABRSRTLEL

Fmg OB E2@Mz Hurl SOE2 sxd % E end & 130 scd - 20t b6,

P

e FEE S T LT S8 2 RN (E6) & (ET) £ iE 2 o

62 Yie = ylE‘ = /fAE Yia t+ /fI;E Yis (E6)
92 Yoe = 92E' = /f/lE Yoa t+ /fl;E Yog (E7)

VO T L Ezd2%iE» (YY) 2P BANF2Z P8 -HEDT » 1,

B e AR ABBHAELAB REBEZBELL  F A R % 0 F

FESY A ERBA B il * A7 ELT Bt £ A o
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Yo a

A
@]
oB
OE C (Yic: Yac)
@]
) ,/". F* (Ve Yar:)
o

) T F (ylF'yZF) ( Yip: D)

F 2z »x o k%
0 = > Yy

R F 2w vl Ble $R C DS Fasadnsg  dnms s
W1 CD R ILF AHARY B L F g L RS TR

R R AR o FHRERCODZFRIEZ VR -C-DE»2mFEF

2wt R bBe? P FRCDIF B F2 g pfh  CD T4 F2

OB F2 @Mz Hat ¥ 5 F2icd 2 aoFehd g Isfecd — 20 6| 6] 14

TEFE R T T S #F S e (E) & (E9) A E 2 -

9; Yie = ylF' = ZF Yic + /fI;F Yio (ES)
9; Yor = yZF' = ZF Yac +/7'T3F Yap (E9)

160,75 Fadgrct > (Yo Vo) 578 BANF 2 BB -$Fa2 o A,
B e AU E CEDHSFACD Y HEBF2ZEERs » £, KA, < 4

FFE4%Cant gD EA A, 47 F

S
ok
W)
73_
ah,
B
@]

ETS
ol
O
a
dor

d Bz ~BleBFRE2Z»Fn%i AB P F 2 ssw kg

=k

B AR ARl > W A 8 e B R Ag B AL 0 ST R R R D T
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i g T

(Andersen & Petersen, 1993)# 114z § e h 0 B FFE A A prsH v e
DMU #725 % e & & > W H v DMU #7385 cfmeFm s 5 A% - 22 5 H E 3
Bl o BB ET A R EFR AR B ADMU 2 FoxiEAgiE 1o £ 194k
FreEiE TS - (Doyle & Green, 1994)# »H L 0 % DMU 2 & DMU
PTASRAp IR L A AR P E S e onE  BpL AT ER R T 0T G
DMU 2. % = H»ciE o 345 21975 DMU e R »ef i » ¥ % DMU 2 2 & 3
i< 4 12 B0 (Adler, Friedman, & Sinuany-Stern, 2002)w £ 7 3F % 4ot #rif en
DEA #p B 2_ 5 st B BE 3 o

CWA #-58ena &4 Sz - gt 95 UOA 2Z XL » & 17 A
T UCA chm # 4 I @ w4 » frie ¥ B L fr s & > 5E & UOA #pt
A0 ¥ e R 1% 15 R UOA hfE RIS Foxd ~ o BRI & 5o 38 (ED)
FUFRTELEFREEG YA UOA ¥ EER - P CWA # 7 % e
TH- 5 Ale— AR P RERLEL g2 DEA P sxd w i - R R

TR K A R e I K R RS A T e

26. $%4 44 H%
E ko B P a2 s $ 4 F 4 gy fe(Malmauist productivity
index, MPI) & & g X R £ 4> v ¥ 11 A 47 % UOA & B 7 b ek i p e & 4
8 cMPl BA S go] it 8 A LA gt » Hd 2 JERES B > 27 E A BT
A A N e 2 pEip Sl W RUOA T SAa st 24 £ 8 o
(Caves, Christensen, & Diewert, 1982) % (Malmquist, 1953)% # 7 $ » &2 &
AR S H (s > B E AL F e B o T L BR & UOA H p3n
B L H RS A DR E A § R $ 3 A SR o g
LA A R I - B AP AA BAREY L F LR B

fﬁjl;‘j{’l-‘ ) ?Nj@-_}i[@;% %’:‘?‘;I.Lbr;b KZ F\»"E‘ﬁ’é\? T_l-LFE'— B-ﬂfﬁfﬁ%’ E\‘TELZ P?'EE‘F?F—!‘?
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2 A4 LR o FTHe LR T NAIER EH L F Sl (Fére, Grosskopf,
Lindgren, & Roos, 1994) 7 - #- DEA & MPI % & > 3% ) DEA-based MPI > » # #:

THF SIS MAEY AT BANT 261 Fw R -

2.6.1. DEA# $ <2 & 4 jpidc2 ?

(Féare, Grosskopf, Lindgren, & Roos, 1994)% - #-DEA Ji * >t MPl st 7 7
3 & R EE DMU & 65 3 pocnd 24 g1 > FIF » A 47i¢ & DMU
4 A4 ek F o AT K DEA-based MPI % 78 4p iR ik ¥ 2 B eh2 &

r s T4 w2ty DMU shdt s 3 e % (Technical Efficiency Change, TEC,) ~

2
|

3 gEe % (Frontier Shift, FS;) » A 47 = 4 & 4 :x % 8k p > ek

ol

3L X
Fen o N AR F Mg TR b o

(Chen & Ali, 2004)J&s * DEA-based MPI 38 T "s & ¥ » £ iF » fRfgrc g
ST ofg b o 45 L R P AR AE IR v e TR R R R e
300 P ehd & 4§ 4 e F oo (Liu & Wang, 2008) 14 58 ehd SR 41 5 R R

L5 H R % > i DEA ¥ i SBMAES 27 Super-SBM Ho5¢ o #F 4 1 e

s

T4 A AR > T EE MPLFE 247 & 1 Breniing s % - (Chang, Choy, Cooper,
& Ruefli, 2009) 78 % B ¢ 3~ = & & 2002 # ) § i# % (Sarbanes-Oxley Act)#
* oA fé 4 A& 4 % o (Hashimoto, Sugita, & Haneda, 2009) & * DEA ¥ CCR
¢ Positive #5¢ 2¢ Negative $5% » 7 p 4 & 245 % 1975 1 2002 # f¥ e & 5
{EES

REA D BEBHRD > A Tt E | P EHTHE

AR NPT B GHE SR RGN Pl R R e

Ak

|

+

AP Ao T 2k (Fare, Grosskopf, Lindgren, & Roos, 1994):7 DEA-based

MPI -

26.2. DEA—CCR firsig&r ¢ <4 & 4 pk B*

T 3 42 38 (EL0) & (Fare, Grosskopf, Lindgren, & Roos, 1994) #1#% 41 end < 4
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24 M, (a.f) -

M G ) = 0 (2 )/ v T o (v oo (s v e

o''o o’'o0

~(R*R,)z. (E10)

B TR UCAO (2 i end A4 1t ¥ (o, f) = (L t+1)-

IR IDMU, t % 8 22 (t+ D)3 s Hdicdy & %) 5 (X, Y,) & (XY, ™) %

4 A4 R EM, (t+]) A% 20 (EL10)¢ F » BEER S B DO (X Y)) #EF -

D*(XLY/) #7384 & DMUo § S8 g b T30 11 § o 8 o o 55 5 4528

R R E SR

jud

Hwfde st DX Y, ™) DY(X,,Y,) » DU(X™ Y, o

o ' 'o

D™ (X5, )

AT Bl S A M(ELO)EER LA 4 ki e BEY MK

DUXZYS) - Bx P wj e DMU S22l 2 u i ANB-Cr ¥ D> 56

- BE A RE A BA N R(YLY) REF SR 4 F R dpRE Y F0 1o
L DMU ¥ F #i5a gehdg i > W DMUp 5 6] HE t2(t+ )P 23584

DE AR R E AR A A s s AYA™ e £ DMU 12 CCR KA 1

2 I

=
e

B3

D
=

>p B 4L
N @J:g_..:‘—;gt °
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- = = Bt+ P3 Ct+1
o (t+1)8 ¢ 25
P, A AR EETY
Dt+1 Dt
l I
) > Yy

B :3ix#z2 CCRA N E+ B
FHMAB-C- 2D &% t#henddf > » 55 A-B-C D {l* CCR

WA PYA 4@ B S C DAY t BB AR 2L L e BE e
BlI 7 cdple s -2 PEI S+ DI ehé 2a o 2P %57 DMUL % B

Ry o B e Ba b2 PR =8 (Projection point) © A BT ¢ ow BB

BAus P =PMY P =piY s Py p;”lv”l) 2 P, =P s w AL T @l
=% o RS HEDY(XLY) T ¢ 2 2N (EIDE 7o
DX/, Y/)=0A*/OP&” (E11)

BT ORTA* 2 42570 (EL0) 0 - A1 DMUa e b8 ) chd B 4 e o
R, =[D(x¢.Y)/D! (X, Y, ]]= (OA™/OR)/(OA/OR)) + # 7 s+ p DMUL 9% t
BEHC+ DB nFa o Ans AN EA™ S st ke L AT EE S H
Penp it B DMUA St E S+ 1D)Heh2 A4 c Z R > 27 ¥ tg 7 o
A" g sr kg AiE > A DMUL 5 (t+ 1) ehd 24 L35 4 o

5= 4 ¢ R =[DM(XI YD (XL Y, |= (OA™/OR,)/ (OA/OR) » #.
Al g A (D) e L AT HE S LR DMUL Bt 2 B (E+ 1)
it A4 o FR <1 A7 A%t + D > Al i mp A" 28

DMUp % t#pend & 4 <35 (t+ 1) -
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(Fére, Grosskopf, Lindgren, & Roos, 1994):. /1 7% ¢ H fbi% iF Ry &¢ 2_Rp vt #iwn
e et 4% UM (Lt+]) B R &2 RyBATia, 38 DMUy & t
I+ DIpend g4 i o L0 DEA S A#HNE 2 44 Jpdicr A8 %

DMU = mifsa Fdpend 24 s ®pF > €3 A 22 P8 - 1T &7 444 DEA

T N

263 DEA#r$ <2 44 a2 2

(Pastor & Lovell, 2005)#% =1 global MP1» gt = ;% 1w 2¢ 5 DEA 2 24§ - & & &
Peng DMU S - B e % 0 238 aE DMU £ E450t & &5 it
AL A g RiE L et >  BER- ¢ LRGP 2L Fad 24
B2 F g MR- T LY E Ea o FEY LEYHE DMU R R in
PR A SR o b b F R H e DMUS }wé:f#— BRI che %m P % BK

b i A e A

ﬂv

rHER 2 LR %&ﬁ@

(Kao, 2010)# ' — % F # £ 4;% o 312 0 (Pastor & Lovell, 2005)¢~ global

\%\

MPI > * 1225 DEA & 5 k9 4 & 4 328 + 2 4 4 o (Kao, 2010):12 [
& 4] %3 2 2 i (Pastor & Lovell, 2005) s4-5% » P28 £ i3 8 & UOA - Fe 4] 2 -
BERFHE LR RELIE L3 L UOA 2 Frcil » - e L

UOA & ¥ #p 2 7 4

B e AMIFTEAGYT > 7 A2 ¢ (Pastor & Lovell, 2005)

chd A4 R4 0 ks QIR EEH DRI AR A

264. $ 3 4 pl AN T
(Fisher, 1922)#% 1 8 77 § M =& dp it L% M E FansE dplic - 1T #

L MPL G G0 P A e 2

P

(1) PR i dcke T(Time reversal test) ! — dp v o (6 3 FH Fehd A 4 -
FORILHEBERGFEY -2 A4 R 2 GHRE - Reho g
* 2N (EL) 4 T -
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M, (t,t+1) =1/M, (t+11) (E12)

(2) 7%tk T(Circulartest): & 35\ o % a ) &2 % fHP 2 B et & 4 it g%

BFRSEY T PUREZEEAE o S TAeS 278 (EL3) o

M, (e B) = M, (e, 7)x M, (7, ) (E13)

DEA-based MPI # & P5F 5| #cts 2> % 7 » SFHPBFPFE > 297182 8%
§_— Ikene ie § (Pastor & Lovell, 2005) ~ (Hashimoto & Haneda, 2008) £ (Kao, 2010)
Fp M E 2 R L VAR %0 #T2 DEA-based MPI &3= 8 S8 4 A 4 f 117
E-oRPHSIREBEVRIFYPT NI A S FL o

SO S Ep 2 4 A4 %1 (Hashimoto & Haneda, 2008)#% 1 % #% en & <
4 & 4 45 #(Cumulative DEA-based MPI) » 12 #5§ fLBE # en % - 4 5 38
(standard) > ¥/ is s T a7 FH A A 4p > 7 475 5 M Lt) »t=1
2, Teo e H =25 — & Fhp Rl ) s 5 {8 gé_i F = ReanFit 2% R F)
EHP2 B E AR T

FHEIAAS f—ﬂ:}ﬁﬁxﬁﬁﬂ, PERERER T F AT ;iﬁﬁx(Flsher index)
21§ X g #(Tornqvist index) - (Eltetd & Koves, 1964) £ (Szule, 1964) 4 & fib = % ]
- RS 0z iR 2 WAL EKS ) TR Dl A 8§ AR
12 3= 458 > ¢ (Caves, Christensen, & Diewert, 1982)~ 1% EKS = j* =& 7

e gl S L G R CCD dpdic e 12 MPI G 6] 0 3p CCD #3%

it B 2 (E14) -
ME (e, B) =M. (@ 7)x M, (7, B)] (E14)

MS(a, B) # 77 & fhoRiE2 $ X2 24 bl LR ¥ a PBEF fP2 Fen
AAFRUEGEF S RELSITDLANEERETHE=1,2,.., eFH2L E
ORGSR AR Rl o o YR E 1 hi S K RTRLT o ot

T ERPES - W R S MR A S BRI B A S B fps
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27 A ME(ph) @& 7 E- W A RED 2 1=1,2,.., T § BEH e gprs 7

&%

NN
o

_§I§

B

FR 2R ML Z P
AFE g #f* CCD e @2 A A P ordh 2 373 g 2 2 ¢ > R4

“~

AN BT 3 E Teh URI A CI S sy, s R R G B
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3. KAEH EE A 2

AETT Bt d & ¢ 447 DEA-based MPI 2 45 % 48 917 FEEITE S 2 > B

&

DARM R AG ZRAFRETERRIGH LA Rl TE S E o

3.1, B AR
DEA :ird|z =83 - BARER (27) T51 4 REAEE24p

Haow e FRAKE i TR &

&=
Y

rh- FE ¥
SRR A AR AE I - AT T R A A N R
AP ARE T BREEH P AR AL LB BAKE TR

£ > @m0l e

fu

T;z,. PLIEE A T e B (IR s A AR AL N P SARD
pRPEH 7 (UOCA) » b= ¢ - B M B dpihdr s B A Np iR 7 5%
’I—J%oxufry”%\, j B UOA (=12, n)tes tHh? (t=1,2,...,T) % i3
oA Rl = 1,2, m) > AR AN FHcE(r=1,2,..,5) - 4 & UOA

GEtHE=12..,T) Pi g R EFY (=1..,m) & &4 D i

(r=1,...,9) -

32. DEA g $ <3 &4 g™ + 284

DEA & MPl 2 Jg* » ¢ 618 5 328 § 2 2T e Ay gy

1N

Batriz? pCCR G 5 b > e T iflmbif g 4t 52 R F] e

EF A2 26282 0 X T MBI R OBERP wARTE A £ L DMUp>

[

iﬁ@ﬂDﬂ’&%ﬁw%ﬁDMUmﬁ¥tﬂﬁ?0+9$ﬁﬁﬁ%?ﬂ’gw

v t g t+1 . L v
AASBE AT F st Ba

\\\Xr

FHE S Hp a7 DMU ¥ t 3
AEE+DY 2 A R SR AT AN E AT S+ )P 2 LR

TH S LB DMUL % tH & 5 (t+ D) end 24 81 o

HESAT R F AR tYehe 2a 5 5 R

Jm
T
et
Sk
S
L
=k
AN
EIRS
o
)



Ag C'D' 1 A2 - HFBPy o e AT S thehe g LSRR

wn
Nhid
v
“
Ly
=
PN
i<
@
O
Ry
+‘-
W@
O
! -
[
$*-

BEEPy o BB s 4T o

VSN + v, AA o2 . - v 2 3 o hos B o2
I["&Ef}—\\ At ~ At 1 :ﬁb 1l t?FrJ’JE “%'Uﬁl ;ﬂ %}{ ‘fg’\—_}g y {L’ IFE E—rj,_;{_,:’i\‘ 70 &7;:] }?, y

Pood pABBEREEAGLAS R

T kAT Rye F AN E(t + D ehe 2o L AL EERE Hanka g
CH—lDH—l , At g é_Ct+1Dt+l__!' }'g—i _ #}t,ﬁ’%?ﬁ—.&v P4 o }F’%ilfﬁ s é At+1 J‘»{ a’;(t_'_ 1);!};\27/’15’
%@;%%%ﬁ’—ﬁf&’ﬁ i-—-%ﬁ_""/’;; Bt+lct+1 , gl’:"_BHlCHl_!'é_i ;}_/\ ;/

A P\—:”]‘i? YLB IR s BEAR At N At+1 ol E,:(t + 1);[;;?;—,[;—: S % %’/‘Q £ zg {

ek i b oo BT 0 Ry @BV IRA A A4 B o

5 fRA%Y B & Rl AT 11 A8 51 ik (Liu & Peng, 2008) % I
TR ETH S KRR REE -G - B E R AR kS #

B2 BAL S RATE R N d N B4 ] T oL g E

ml.
—

¢

5 k)
Bend A4 0 o F Larg UOA &t (t=1,2.., T)dp i Finie i &5 » 12
TR (PE) A AR nE R E WSS 0 BB hE B (Hillier &

Lieberman, 2008) » Fd1=# — ﬁpﬁv@;};ﬁ)\iﬁs}%e}ggvit (i=1..,m &40

EREU (r=1,...,9)-

(P9)

Max gi(ipiﬁiq@ (9.0)
=1\ r=1 i-L
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st Dyyri =2 (v + oy} r=los 9.1)

i i
Sxia =204 i) i< m ©2)
7,20, j=1..n, (9.3)
py =0, r=1...s, j=1...n, (9.4)
q; 20, i=L..,m, j=L..n (9.5)

331 ME- —*HREIRFPFHF L2 2 ik
PEIE -Gt pEd UV, t=1.,T & » 2 i k(Fare, Grosskopf,
Lindgren, & Roos, 1994)#73% 12 & X 2 & 4 jpfcz HF BHlcy - A1k F
BERS 5 ArnE <2 24 BEM(Lt+]) o 2T S A (ELS) B S AL
(E10) -
M (e, £) = e (H2 )@ (e Ix[QUHE YR e e (EL5)
Ak i A4 GRS & UOA L5 UOA, » = 42 5% (E15) ¥
HY =[XJ7 Y12 %55 UOA te % 8 ¢ &35k » 23 Mg e e £ £ 57 32
Forda e B X =G X0l 0 AN e £ A Y =YL v Vel
Q“(HY) & #reatic » #3- 5 = 5 4c(ELB) 7
Q“(H)) =S Uyl [ Ve (E16)
= =
= 2 8(E16)¢ > Q (HS) 27 UOA, 11§ o 92 £ k€ 5 1R1E » 3=t
FLW P g N E L GoxiE o F (0 f) S(Ht+1) NPT Lk
B3t 3o 250 (E15) ¢ s s oea QY (H)) 1 QU(HY) ~ QU (HI) ~ Q™ (HY) ~

s N ot s s 24 vy sl 5 | = gy oz
QU (HI™) » A B dfisfrciats » 7 35 A M(Lt+1) » g UOA, & %
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{6 FPHend g4 FiL o
# #-> 4238 (EL5) > P& > 475\ (Fére, Grosskopf, Lindgren, & Roos, 1994)

chip BATHES 340 M2 2N (ELD)E 5LV s B 2 2 2N (ELT) » I F 2 A4 4
#(CWA-based sub-MPIs) : 1. i 4 & 4 % it (Self Competitiveness Shift, SCS) ;

2. ERFES 4 ) & (Group Competitiveness Shift, GCS) -

M) = [gg ﬂ@ﬁ“;ﬁ%;ﬁ“?ﬂz:scs;m,mxecs;(a,m €

MG H-B LT o w2 % CWA-based sub-MPIs -

3.3.1.1. B X s 4 %1 (Self Competitiveness Shift, SCS)
F B pEARET 5A Y T(a,f) =(Lt+1)o

SCS!(t,t+1) = [Qt+1 H“l /Q ] =R, (E18)
SCS,(t,t+1) % 77 UOA, 1 % tdlp g (t+ 1) endg - 730 > BE L2 2 fe ) o0&

FREEFEE > FIF (PR DI o 4 AR LI (DY
&

> _Fr\_ﬂ% O}Ig-g;é;m, r’pLLﬁ*UOAO &b 3 Hp A g.;ﬁpmg z fp, ﬂpmg Z
2 i 0 ST EAE G TR SR A A LG T - RE A

SARTE F A T80T B SCS (tt+1) EF ALk AT LagRd 4 g1 o

SCS!(tt+1) £ 4 = 4hfim» A u[2>1 =1 ~81<1ls A A7 Hod & fFT |
TR o
3.3.1.2. ¥ 4 ) & (Group Competitiveness Shift, GCS)
FoBLEMMBES Y (o, f) =(tt+1)e
1
oes(tt+0 = o (H s R (H e M e =R #R): (E29)

L UOAGH 3 v e — M7 o AR P e iR A e

&
BRI o S 4 FeE dh 78 UOAG T 1 8 FIIRE chif i B
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REAPHY P & g 4 E G 7] e @ 17 UOA, 18 3| el 2 [ g 1K o 34 i - 5]
1 UOAG# 163 enp & 5458 1t i UOA, & 130 (53 ) I » g 40 H 4l
2_F 3R o

GCS,(t,t+1) ¥ » Ry # 77 UOA; 1 % (t + 1) ehdg RT3 5 AEH > & v
FEFHPEA+ D) gL = TV, UD)e (V" UM )R s 8
PR Ry Z AR AR A>T =18<] & UOA AR ¥ ¥ 4m = >

Hped 4 %35 T 1A R &7 UOA ¥t ardpie T i A8 H, >

SRS R LD D R LR TV, UT)E (VY UNT )R

r

gyt cRe g Z AR A E> 1 =1 2< 1 &7 UOA, 1 >4l

e AP a5 Hjpd Rys Rkl T Ap¥dst UOA 3t chi s 4 £ -2 H

Wit 3L MEEYEFR TR E ST DY D UOA (S » %Ry 22 Rs B %
Lo, @I EMEL 4 ) £ 3 BGCS, (1,141) - GCS,(t,t+1) § = fafiin » &

BE>1~=1-8<l 47 UOA AR 3idm = » Hd 4 %33 4T « & 1

ﬂ o

M, (t,t+1) ¢ SCS)(t,t+1) 82 GCS (t,t+1) 2 o & i & o a4 BF it chie &
¢ i e BT IR ER AR AL AL 2RI AU (L5
L<D(<L,>D)aEL<)-ghrmles 1ol 2,0y 40 UOA, & 7%

o pies 19 0 GOS(tt+1]) >1 %7 UOA, & chig i | 2t a2 i 4 4

oo tims 29 5 GCSU(t,t+1) <1 %7 UOA:EH chtg i < *+ 342 £ 30» #

PTG eA RS RF RS 3HEE 40 TP E A7 UOA B il -
et 1¢ 5 GCS| o(tt+1) >1 £ 7 UOAiZH entg it < >0z 2> B3 #
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LA NITH o AL 29 5 GCS (tt+1) <1 %7 UOA, T g B -] »+ %%

TERLE RS

332 MEZ —EHEBRPL$IE ik
57 7 #-4]* (Caves, Christensen, & Diewert, 1982) =7 CCD & # #icie > /= >

3 P .- CWA-based MPI 5 CWA/CCD-based MPI- ## 4% = ;% 40— 47 34 (E20) -

MY @ 5) = [ TMite < Mi )] (E20)

G E MM, f) 2w 0 FEES N (ELS) 5 F a2 YR g
LA A REM(a ) y=l. T BE B HE MG FHE A F S ik
MG By =00 T o BB AR E 30 M(a,B) %7 7 % a & B
P2 Bt A4 S @ gPERBIL YBELELETHG=1,2..,T)
IR A R RS R R i o d B 1 g el
BT Ea P2 B 2 REEES = Pl v o B rE 2%
P PP FERPEE - L IFDETE G R S 2R R
AAAE AT A M et) pFiE- P LRSS 112, T § B«
RELT GRFFRL R R AMN P )T IR RGP WL 44 g1

G- ¢ Mo(a, ) e+ 38 48 SCS) (a, B) & GCS (o, f) # ¥ it - # it

T HcE R Ao f7 N o

SCs! (e, ) =  1[5CS1(er,1)x €81, )] (E21)
603!/ (e, p) = [ [[6CS. (e,7) <GS 7, )] (E22)

hept - % SCS)'(a, f) &2 GCS,'(a, B) ¢ % i itik &> #7107 & 22
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ST L A R oo iT- P L HEEY > SCS) (o) 22 GCS ) (p,t) ot =1,

2,..,Te

333 MR EEE A FEREB LRI RS L $ 224 Kk

FEgi- ¢ > Mi(a, B) ~ SCS)(a, B) ~ GCS)(ar, B) % i% P& ¥ isldgcth %> 1z
M (o, B) & 7 &% LRI T F15 GCSy(a, B) » # % Xikitik & o 247
TR TP O E AR M (@, f) & sub-MPIs 8 T pE I s
RS VA
(1) PR itk T8 Mo/ (e, B) ~ SCS(a,p) ~ GCS'(a, B)

%% M (a, ) xM N (B,a) TF £ 1o

M, (e, B)x M;' (B, @)

=TT ) x ML ) < MLt )] E23)

¢ odw My(a,f) % X PR o Bt % - 4T 2 o4E 3% (E23) ¢
Mo(a,7)xMg(r,a)=1 > 2 M(y, B)xMy(B,y) =1 « * 4255 (E23) i f§f 14 ¥ @ 4

M) (@, B)x M (Ba) =1-

5 423 (E23) 7 14 (E17)ie— # s 8 5 = f2.% (E24) -

[T )% MG Dx ML ML)

N {[SCSA (@.7)xGCS (@, )< [sCS! (7. /) <GCS! (7. p)] ]}
L1 |x[sCs!(8.7)xGCS! (8,7)]x[SCS! (7,2) xGCS. (7.,a)

1

~TTISCS 1) % SCSL 7, ) x SCSL (B, 7) x SCSL 7. ) |
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1

< [1[GCS e, ) < GCS (1, A) % GCS (8, 1) < GCS. ()|

7=l

=[scsi'(a, )% SCS} (B, @) x[6CS) (@, ) < GCS; (B,0)] =1 (E24)
d > 42 ;4 (E24) ¥ 7+ CWA/CCD sub-MPIs ¢ & X_pF B 5| ficie 2o

(@) A M (@, ) + SCS!'(@, f) ~ GCS!' (e, )
Wk M (o, f) L3 25 M (2, 1) x My (7, B) ©

Mg (ar, 7)x M (z, B)

1

T <M o) Mie)xMi )] (€25)

¢ e Mia,f) % PR B Bk R o o f Az S (E25) ¢

M (7, 7)x M(z,7) =1 o = 4255 (E2B)+ 1 147 18 = 42 5% (E26) -

M (e, ) x MU (2, B) = [ ] Ml ) MJ(%ﬁ)]? =M,'(a,B) (E26)

4 (E26)7 % 3. CWA/CCD MPI % i 5% 12 & %o

5 4238 (E25) 7 194 (E17)ie— # s 8 5 = 42.% (E27) -

1

TTM @) <M G )< M @ )< MG B

y=1

7=l

. {[scs; (a,7)xGCS!(a, 7)]>< [SCS,! (7,7)xGCS, (%T)] ]}Tl
x[scsy(z. ) xGes!(z, 1) |x[scs! (7, /) <GS} (7. )

~ [T[5CS! (@, 7)% SCS\(7,2) % SCS\ (7, 7) % SCS\ (7, B)]

1

AT TI6CS! (@)% GCS. (7, 7)x GCS (e, 1) <GCS L (7, )]

=1
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=ﬁ[scs;<a,y)xscs;<y,ﬂ)]Txﬁ[ecs;(a,y)xecs;(y,ﬂ)]T

=5CS(a, B)xGCS" (o, B) (E27)

d = 4238 (E27)7 # CWA/CCD sub-MPIs 5 7% & a8t € -
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4, B+ L7

FE A LA DGRBS L > 2L A2 ¥ SARS B g
ATAER AR BB i 2 H 2 ¥ o AT IR BATORE Y
B2 BFURES o F A ERE RS §RFRROBLART L > e A L

FERG  PLARGIPEFA LAY R RTf o

* 7 5 & (Chen & Ali, 2004) 22 (Seiford & Zhu, 1999) e s =it itk T

j¢_Fortune Global 500 # - $¥i% 2005 % 2008 # jEf|'% 5 I @ h% g - & Fortune

Global 500 # e 4L % 2006 & 2009 # > £ 7% ipd B R o HP T 4 > )Y
FRAPEFR Y A4 A 4T e L F A DR Eldc A - Tn o

el i

No. 4ptk &4t EERER o
1 Assets ($ millions) L
2 Stockholder’s equity ($ millions) X
3 Employees (persons) )
4 Revenues ($ millions) A
5 Profits ($ millions) ¥

% 7 j4_Fortune Global 500 # 3% ) 11 & gy - & % i & 2005 T 2008 &
i R E o t=1 %7 2005 & > t=2 4 7 2006 & - t=3 %7 2007 & > t=4
%7 2008 & o &3 ndclE TR0k - A

RicihsF n=11 1% UOA > #F m=3 B4k » 451k Zr=2 B & N ik
SE T=4BEY o 8-E tP(t=1.,4)F UOA irdp -7 #hin it » #5% (P9)>

B

W
%

g1 & UL A RIS R B 0 T RN Wy sl e R E o A e

?ﬁ%

E4rk = 9 o A8 % 1% Microsoft Office # = Excel 24+ & 35 iy

58 Lingo T E 0 Bt L S Excel BRI E L A4 sk
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%= 111 R R 2005- 2008 2 A

L dp ik A g
UOAJ Firms t & tjﬂ * T t #ﬂ* t
- Xii Xoi X3i Yii Yoi
t=
1 Johnson & Johnson 58,025 37,871 115,600 50,514 10,411
2 Pfizer 117,565 65,627 106,000 51,353 8,085
3 GlaxoSmithKline 46,692 12,551 100,728 39,366 8,753
4 Roche Group 52,631 26,497 68,218 28,496 4,644
5 Sanofi-Aventis 102,219 55,012 97,181 35,429 2,806
6 Novartis 57,732 32,990 90,924 32,212 6,130
7 AstraZeneca 24,840 13,597 64,900 23,950 4,706
8 Abbott Laboratories 29,141 14,415 59,735 22,338 3,372
9 Merck 44,846 17,917 61,500 22,012 4,631
10 Wyeth 35,841 11,994 49,732 18,756 3,656
11 Bristol-Myers Squibb 28,138 11,208 43,000 20,222 3,000
Sum. 597,670 299,679 857,518 344,648 60,194
t=2
1 Johnson & Johnson 70,556 39,318 122,200 53,324 11,053
2 Pfizer 114,837 71,358 98,000 52,415 19,337
3 GlaxoSmithKline 50,011 18,370 102,695 42,731 9,915
4 Roche Group 60,961 32,723 74,372 34,703 6,285
5 Sanofi-Aventis 102,542 60,130 100,000 36,998 5,026
6 Novartis 68,008 41,111 100,735 37,020 7,175
7 AstraZeneca 29,932 15,304 66,000 26,475 6,043
8 Abbott Laboratories 36,178 14,054 66,663 22,476 1,717
9 Merck 44,570 17,560 60,000 22,636 4,434
10 Wyeth 36,479 14,653 50,060 20,351 4,197
11 Bristol-Myers Squibb 25,575 9,991 43,000 17,914 1,585
Sum. 639,649 334,572 883,725 367,043 76,767
t=3
1 Johnson & Johnson 80,954 43,319 119,200 61,095 10,576
2 Pfizer 115,268 65,010 86,600 48,418 8,144
3 GlaxoSmithKline 61,714 19,116 103,483 45,447 10,432
4 Roche Group 69,058 40,055 78,604 40,315 8,135
5 Sanofi-Aventis 105,143 65,123 99,495 39,977 7,204
6 Novartis 75,452 49,223 98,200 39,800 11,946
7 AstraZeneca 47,957 14,778 67,400 29,559 5,595
8 Abbott Laboratories 39,714 17,779 68,697 25,914 3,606
9 Merck 48,351 18,185 58,900 24,198 3,275
10 Wyeth 42,717 18,211 50,527 22,400 4,616
11 Bristol-Myers Squibb 26,172 10,562 42,000 19,977 2,165
Sum. 712,500 361,361 873,106 397,100 75,694
t=4
1 Johnson & Johnson 84,912 42,511 118,700 63,747 12,949
2 Pfizer 111,148 57,556 81,800 48,296 8,104
3 GlaxoSmithKline 56,637 11,403 99,003 44,654 8,439
4 Roche Group 71,487 41,789 80,080 44,268 8,288
5 Sanofi-Aventis 100,062 62,364 98,213 42,179 5,637
6 Novartis 78,299 50,288 96,717 41,459 8,195
7 AstraZeneca 46,784 15,912 65,000 31,601 6,101
8 Abbott Laboratories 42,419 17,480 68,838 29,528 4,881
9 Merck 47,196 18,758 55,200 23,850 7,808
10 Wyeth 44,032 19,174 47,426 22,834 4,418
11 Bristol-Myers Squibb 29,552 12,241 35,000 21,366 5,247
Sum. 712,528 349,476 845,977 413,782 80,067
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¢ PrFEE A NIEfEE
Al v Vo ur ut
1 1.00 1.00 1.19 4.33 1.00
2 1.00 1.00 1.00 3.77 1.00
3 1.00 1.00 1.00 3.77 1.25
4 1.00 1.00 1.00 3.35 1.00

4.1. CWA-based MPI 3+ &

2

L E - e RREEE  F 58 258 (EL7)3 Y & UOA & #7314
SRS RN EEY B I NASIEER Y- TS5 SRS S
L SCS,(t,t+1) ~ #=4gsL 4 ) £ GCS (t,t+1) »t=1,..., 3 & 5 (53 T e

$UA Al A2 A ARk e R
AR L I L RES SR T TEES LT

MPI Sub-MPIs
UOA M. (t,t+1) SCSL(t,t+1) GCS/!(t, t+1)
t=1 2 3 1 2 3 1 2 3
1 0.964 1.082 1.041 0:.932 1.094 0.920 1.034 0.989 1.132
2 1.093 0.931 1.063 1.025 0.945 0.939 1.066 0985 1.131
3 1.020 0.987 1.071 1.000-—-1.000 0.946 1.020 0.987 1.133
4 1.074 1.046 1.061 1.022 1.058 0.937 1.051 0.989 1.132
5 1.026 1.065 1.077 0.962 1.075 0.952 1.066 0991 1.131
6 0.997 1.043 1.000 0.956 1.058 0.882 1.043 0986 1.134
7 1.038 0.944 1.091 1.016 0.956 0.963 1.021 0988 1.132
8 0.874 1.088 1.126 0.848 1.094 0.995 1.031 0994 1131
9 1.043 1.023 1.080 1.001 1.033 0.953 1.042 0990 1.133
10 1.050 0.999 1.023 1.009 1.012 0.903 1.041 0988 1.132
11 0.913 1.119 1.142 0.880 1.126 1.009 1.038 0.994 1.132

# % = » 12 UOA; (Johnson & Johnson) 3 | » j&_ 2005 % 2006 -+

M:(1,2)=0.964 <1 > % 7 UOAL % 2005 T 2006 & 4 & 4 T » @ st 3
% B sub-MPIs : B 4 $£% 4 &1 SCS!(1,2) ~ #H L 4 jJ £ GCS!(L 2) » 47
UOA; # &+ T 2 %k - SCS!(1,2)=0.932 <1 > ¥2GCS!(1,2)=1.034 >1 % 7

UOA; % »ci@4 » ¥ & % GCS!(1,2) =1.034 >1 » % 7 % UOA; @ = » UOA, ¥
et R A HML A R4 T A L AT
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4.2. CWA/CCD-based MPI 3+ &

%4 4235 (E20) ~ (E21)%2 (E22):7 CCD #icim 4% = ;¢ > @ Wik (s hd A

IS

PR BT IRTRLERDIEN LA R P EFEAPIE 1 B LR

Y

BH L > Fag=1FELFH2 2 424 Hi-f=1,., 4> CWA-based MPI ¢
SUb-MPIs 4r& T #7771 o a7 TR xR BFE 8% % 8- R BHl kR

MR w BG4S 5 10,966 1.042 %7 1.089 0 %% % 2 0.966 0 H = B %
£ M'2,p) » Ta=2-

27 5L AA 2 ERYR

MPI Sub-MPIs
OUA, M;(LP SCS)'(LP) GCS"(1, )
p1 2 3 4 =1 2 3 4 p=1 2 3 4
1 1 0.966 1.046 1.089 1 0.932 1.019 0.938 1 1.036 1.026 1.161
2 1 1.098 1.026 1.090 1 1.025 0.969 0.910 1 1.071 1.058 1.198
3 1 1.021 1.009 1.081 1 1.000..1.000 0.946 1 1.021 1.009 1.143
4 1 1.076 1.126 1.195 1 1.022 1.082 1.014 1 1.052 1.041 1.179
5 1 1.026 1.094 1.179 1 0.962 -1.034 0.985 1 1.067 1.058 1.197
6 1 0.999 1.042 1.044 1 0.956 1.011 0.892 1 1.045 1.031 1.170
7 1 1.042 0.986 1.075 1 1.016.. 0971 0.936 1 1.025 1.015 1.149
8 1 0.874 0.950 1.068 1 0.848 .0.928 0.924 1 1.031 1.023 1.157
9 1 1.044 1.067 1.149 1 1.001 " '1.034 0.985 1 1.043 1.032 1.167
10 1 1.063 1.053 1.079 1 1.009 1.021 0.922 1 1.043 1.032 1.169
11 1 0.914 1.022 1.166 1 0.880 0.991 1.000 1 1.039 1.031 1.166

#0 UOAL A % 8 1 7 @ UOA in2 & 4 H#ieM,'(LB) 22 24 7

B3 #cSCS|'(LB) ~ GCSI'(LB) % F “rikde o 2 A4 A fdndc? - A & i) £ 4B

%

$ 40 % dpF 44 12005 1 2006 & > M)'(1,2)=0.966<1% 7 2 & 4 T35 o

d 3+ SCS'(1,2) =0.932 <12 GCS'(1,2) =1.036>1 » % 7= UOA; 4 »ciZ4 » » Hi3

WHoentg B A FEM2 AR > F oo B R - 2006 T 2007 &

M(13)=1.046>1 % 7 # & + 1+ 2 o 4 3 SCS'(1,3)=1.019>1 + = -

GCS,"(1,3) =1.026 > 1 % 77 UOA % »cit# » fe e 15 & | > 3 4 2 % 102005

3 2008 £ 5 M'(1,4)=1.089>1% 7 4 & 4 + = o d * 5CS"(1,4)=0.938 <1 £
GCS'(1,4)=1.161>1 > % 7t UOA; i »ciT4 » ¥ 54 4 L RRBFML o
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FETE UOA A X tr(t+ 1)ehd A4 seg > P AT 38 W

Fo T4t £ 2 o Bl 5 CWA/CCD-based MPI % & ok 44 %> #7r4 M ! (t,t+1)
xS MIALt+)/MIL) o 4ok M'(t,t+1) » CWA/CCD-based sub-MPIs # % 5%
iR 2 w72 SCS (L, +1) %+ SCS)'(L,t+1)/SCS,' (L t) » GCS,'(t,t+1) %
*+GCS)(Lt+1)/GCS)(Lt) - bHE-FHP » 2 A4 LA ALK d AT T
@xeM"(12) ~ SCS;'(L) 22 GCS, (L) # i+ % 1+ &&= % %2 UOAL 3 & -

ERNE: A S N B

B ¥ G o & 4 o2 Boi A1 e dp s 5 A bk 7 BER A A ¢
2005 % 2006 & » M|'(1,2)=0.966<14 7 4 & 4 =% o d >+ SCS'(1,2) =0.932 <1

P GCS'(1,l2) =1.036 > 17 % 77 UOA; €235, ¥ H i34 chtg & < > 3402 £ 1

-

g(

e & - 2006 3 2007 » M{(23)=1.083>14 =4 g4+ + = - 4

Wk
5:8CS"(2,3) =1.094>1 £ GCS,"(28). =0.990< 1+ % 7= UOA; % »ciesh » @ =

e bR B E A2 AL - 2007 £ 2008 # - M)'(34)=1.041>1% 72 & 4 ¢
4 o d 4+ SCS!'(3,4)=0.920 <127 GCS)'(L4)=1.132 >1 » 4 = UOA,; ehif »ci?# >

F2 L4 A REHGL -

39



Bt L EREL AR GBS 4 A Bk

MPI Sub-MPlIs
UOA, M,'(t,t+12) SCS!(t,t+1) GCS'(t,t +1)
t=1 2 3 1 2 3 1 2 3
1 0966  1.083  1.041 0932 1.094 0.920 1.036 0990 1.132
2 1.098 0934  1.063 1.025 0945 0939 1071 0988 1132
3 1.021 0988  1.071 1.000 1.000 0.946 1021 0988 1133
4 1076 1.047  1.062 1.022 1.058 0937 1052 0989 1132
5 1.026  1.066  1.077 0962 1075 0952 1.067 0991 1131
6 0999  1.043  1.001 0956 1.058  0.882 1.045 0986 1.136
7 1.042 0946  1.091 1.016 0956  0.963 1.025 0990 1.133
8 0874 1087  1.125 0848 1.094 0.995 1.031 0993 1.130
9 1.044 1023  1.077 1.001  1.033 0953 1.043 0990 1.130
10 1.053 1.000 1.024 1.009 1.012 0903 1.043 0989 1.133
11 0914 1118 1141 0880 1.126  1.009 1.039 0993 1131
1.20
1.15 T
GCS,
1.10 /}\
1.05 sy
X\ 1
1.00 r LN :
w \
0.95 "~ - -
GIv N )
® SCS,
0.90
0.85
0.80
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