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DEA-efficiency evaluation model for simple network production
systems
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Abstract Data Envelopment Analysis is an effective tool to measure the relative efficiencies of a group
of DMUs. However, the traditional DEA models ignore the internal structures of DMUs, and overrate the
DEA efficiencies of the evaluated systems. This paper sets up a DEA-efficiency evaluating model for one
type of simple network production systems. The results show that the advanced model can do more to find
inefficient DMUs and possible potential for performance improvement than the traditional approaches, and
help decision makers to detect the origination of inefficiency for those inefficient DMUs. The numerical

example approves the reasonability of our method.
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BiE n ANE 1 FrRfFE RIS ERIT, M TAE—REHRIT 7 () = 1,2,---,n), HYHRANCTEHRAH,
ARARERRHA X1, Xoj. HAF, X1; = (X115, X215, Xm1j) A DMU HHEILEMH, HABECHTT
SCRF; Xoj = (X125, Xo2j, -+ Xmaj) s — BB B JURHEIT j MERZATHA Yy, Yo, H
vy RERTH, Yo RHBWTH. EHSREIT § ME—BT, —4EE [ BEEE—BT i,
NREE BN BSRHIC j WE TR, & H W= AN, FEUSRIT j T
A X FESF—. ZEHHEL, HESRET RS 1 A3 B gy, B FJE b = yljfﬁlj B X1 &7
Kj,éﬁ%ga=ﬁ B X1 A I

3 —HEBEMBETRSE DEA BEIFMNIRE

TEXRIRHTC d B PEREE A S A A -0 5, ASSCRAA T 2 BRI IR ¥ d /Y
DEA %%

F—, BIFMIRETT d WE—BHBETREMECE.

PSRBT d B — B HETF ARG E— MR RIE AR BIREI Be A 7= R 5. A SCR A Sk (9] Bk
18, it T DEA BB R TT d S —RBIFIRT RAMEE:

max 1 Uy Lu Uy Yo
2V 4= X1 V' Xaa +Ud I
Nk §7) U L; <1,j=12-.,n
I Vi'Xy, (1)
% <1,j=12-,n
VIiXy; +UST — a

Uo,U2, V1 >0
A (1) R, ?F'Jﬂil Charnes-Cooper @iilﬁ B (1) Sy — Ll 4

T, To=—— Wy =T\Vi, Wy=TW,
1 VX1 2 VT Xou + U0 1 1 V1 2 2V1

Ko=T\Uy, Ki=TU, Ky=TU, Ks3=ToU,.
NFRR] (1) S0 T4 T et s
max Fig = %[K()T(Id + Y14) + K3 Yad]
st. WXy, —Ki(;+Yy,)>0,j=1,2,---,n
WrXg=1 ©)
Wi Xoj + K Ij = K§Ya; >0, j=1,2,---,n
Wk Xog + K?:rld =1
Wi, Wa, Ko, K2, K3 >0
Hrh B FRISREIT d M —BRCE.
T, TN URETT § R BT REMRCR.

FRIFIRT RGLH) DEA R AT LA Fﬁilﬂl\‘ééﬂii CCR BIELHAT AN
Ui Yia

T_Yi4
Vi Y1d+1dX1d

max

Ul'yy,

T Yij )
Vi Yi;+1; X1

Vi, Uy >0
[FFEZ Fan B 7R Charnes-Cooper 284, #L%1] (3) S8 T-40 F &AM R BAL:
max  Fag = K7 (Ig 4 Yia)

s.t. <1l,57=12,---,n

st WXy —Ki(Ij+Yi;) >0, j=1,2,---,n

WXy =1
Wi, K1 >0



% 334 Honie, & —RARMGET AL DEA BRI A 499

He Bog FARPSKEIT d WEZERE.
B2, TR RREIT d BIEIRER.
USRI d BRERSCRE R B, HRBEHETRAW DEA BCRAAH Eid, Foa. XH, Erq, E2q HEL
X (2) 5 (4) ISR RIESCH [12], REBFRIIN T 452
(I) & 0 < Erg, Eaqg <1, N
Eq=max{Fi4, F24} (5)
TR&, Ea < 1, BSKHIT d 2H9E DEA B3
(H) 7_'5‘ 0< Eld < 17E2d =1 Pj_(:%' 0< Egd < l,Eld = 17 D-TJJ
Eq=min{FEq, F2a} (6)

TR, Fa <1, JUR¥IT d A9 DEA HEX.
(IIT) # E1q = Eaq = 1, M| Eq = 1, FRYESRHEIC d i DEA FHAXL

4 7Bl

AT — A R R BIAREUR E 1 BRER & TS BRCR PN T, A BRIk 1 PR, it
HERIITR 2. R 2, BFEHA (2) Bt BER, BMUSRRA (4) WitHEEER, 51 DMU
BRABCRE. 3R 2 PIEHSRE M COR BAISRIHTH LR

x® 1 HEKE
DMU WEB X1 X I Y1 Y, || DMU BE X1 X I Y1 Y.
11 14 4 7 7 17 21 8 8 9
1 1 8 9 7T - 9 1 12 15 - 8
2 3 5 2 5 7 8 9
8 7 3 6 17 18 10 12 12
2 1 5 4 10 1 13 14 - 12 -
2 3 3 - 2 4 4 10 - 12
12 14 5 6 8 8 9 4 5 4
3 1 7 10 - 6 - 11 1 5 - 5 -
2 5 4 5 - 8 2 3 4 4 - 4
15 14 7 8 13 0 7 5 5 4
4 1 10 9 -8 - 12 1 7 5 5 -
2 5 5 7 - 13 2 2 5 - 4
15 15 6 9 11 4 12 8 9 7
5 1 8 9 -9 - 13 1 7 7T - 9
7 6 6 - 11 2 7 5 8 -
27 26 15 20 21 15 18 10 12
6 1 17 17 - 20 - 14 1 1 12 - 12 -
0 9 15 - 21 2 4 6 10 - 8
16 21 9 11 12 18 16 9 11 11
7 1 0 14 - 11 - 15 1 12 10 - 11 -
2 6 79 - 12 2 6 6 9 - 11
5 15 6 7 7
8 1 1 1w - 7 -
2 4 5 6 - 7
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AT DABE HE— 2D B AR, TR, ASSCHR A Y0k, RTPSRBATTH) MR AE T BRAEA T4, RBRE HuesRaa it

WEZHPRER.
5 4B

DEA AR F B DMU #AHXTA R

x®2 HEER

Tk f4iH DEA BUBRIIIT, HELRE. B e
M, BT EFEEARRZA, Bl ek sk oo 5 08705 08705  0.7410 10000
Ky AT, A RBPUREITHISNRA AR, 20 307724 07724 07027 0.8125
HWNHBI T4, A% BN & Ab Ak i 1, 4 08585 08585  0.7171 1.0000
T PP 80R H g SR BT AN AR, ANREELIE 5 08582 08582  0.7998  0.9043
PRIRHLIR BT ELSERCR, W ICHEHE Bh U R B 3T ek 6 09570 0.9237  0.9570 1.0000
BASERHERETE SR L ELSE A T, LA, f55 DEA & 709263 08161 09263  0.9938
VAR LS 2 TT T T RGN S B TR 8 05998  0.5998  0.5909  0.6733
M, W ICEE ERFIPOR BoTIE AR TE. M4 9 06550 06178  0.6550  0.7824
L DEA BCRIFORRm B e 0 T 0
BRI, BREAIORAGUMR, B RE T 12 0:7112 0:7112 0:6990 1:0000
TRAMHCK, FAFRIHYEOETREFRIE, S0 13 0.8386  0.8386  1.0000 1.0000
W, AWEAAL ARSCHR — S 50 M4 7 ARG 14 07519  0.7519  1.0000 1.0000
DEA BCRPHT AT TBESE, BT Es R 1M 15 07968  0.7758  0.7968  0.9217
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