2010-10
29(10)

Exagaw

Ordnance Industry Automation «25-

doi: 10.3969/j.issn.1006-1576.2010.10.008
E T DEA BIERPA Il SR 0 7

Wit L, TEE 2, R 2
(1. EHA MR LR, K 30016% 2. ZFEHATMA2E WIS E A, Kit 30016D

HE. ARJFREGELRF&D, KB4 0% N4 % (Date Envelopment AnalysisDEA) T 37 BA 91| 45 5
HATH ZOP., BB LEAEV L2 FE I FEIAFRA, KA DEA K CPRA= BCCHEA ML S8 5 ik, ART %
J b Fr A AR IR AT AR, ATIZ B ERI G E T 547, A “RAIRET AR T HbIRE. HREN,
BHFELMT AT EPHEINREZG A, FEFPNERENEN, ZHRRBIZANLGAEZTHEL, BEFEXE
HEMEAIE &, AR E O A6 TATHEFeFE b,

REIA: L% HK%; CRA BCCHEA

MESES: N945.12 XEkHRIRAD: A

Evaluation of Sea Field Training of Troop BasedBata Envelopment Analysis

Chen Boweh, Wang Jinggu§ Tong Changqing
(1. Dept. of Basic Theories, Academy of Militaryafisportation, Tianjin 300161, China;
2. Administrant Brigade of Postgraduate, Academdftary Transportation, Tianjin 300161, China)

Abstract: For improving our combat capacity on the sea, gaper uses the data envelopment analysis to ewathat
sea field training performance effectively. Accardito the factors of the sea field training of gineent, this paper sets a
evaluation index system which is practical and apienal, adopts the ® and BCC models to analyze the whole training
situation of the regiment, which provides theorisafor excellent-choosing. Results show that thiethod can overcome
subjective factors of traditional methods, makes ¢lvaluation results more objectively and reflgbes real situation of the
sea field training better. But it still needs tonsader other random factors, in order to ensurefélasibility and rationality.
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