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1. 100FRESHE YA EFETEHBRR

£ BT
90,000 1800
80,000 1600
70,000 1400
60,000 1200
40,000 800
20,000 400
10,000 200
. L] .
T (BT % CRIEE T el T (LB T35 CEEE T T T3
BAERS sz | SEEEER pwmsnoo | | snxEws | emcHem REFSELR | mwaston
BSE 157,284 6.26 100.00 g S 41,450 2.2 100.00
RETH 31,079 0.85 19.76 RET% 554.2 8.79 13.37
ftBIT% 32,624 3.55 20.51 el s 819.4 6.96 19.77
BT 84,393 9.70 53.66 EMBTTE 1,115.2 5.77 26.91
HABFI® 9,548 4.80 6.07 HASTIT® 1,656.2 4.04 39.96
BRIRTHRESHRE
Fd AP RANEEACTEANFGT Fe A1 $AEE B ]
WS ERAEEF OFRRTF 1 L0 SAUSEAGL R KR
rri‘i;}i 2 féi' FL‘ P%;FT Ké‘: ‘4‘ o
P2 Sreve1$aer 8 i leipaane
B A £ = = P
%ﬁ%ﬁg{éﬁﬁ E I% {I:%I% %%#\% % éﬁﬂ%%l% Do
104 13,884 35,190 37,820 43,207 130,101
10.67% 27.05% 29.07% 33.21% 100.00%
105 13,095 32,600 36,020 41,846 124,116
10.95% 26.31% 29.02% 33.72% 100.00%
106 13,712 35,604 39,199 43,325 131,840
10.40% 27.01% 29.73% 32.86% 100.00%
107 14,184 40,14 41,706 44,328 140,392
10.11% 28.57% 29.74% 31.57% 100.00%
108 14,333 35,686 38,808 43,368 132,195
10.84% 26.99% 29.36% 32.81% 100.00%

BERRRATHBESHRE



VR L Q008 R BT BRI o AE
* 1997 & 3 2007 & B A fkﬁ?:‘,;z’éillm TEARE S S Y
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TR, 2 AEES A b Eﬁ.@i/ﬂﬁ
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PP RFEUR AP FRFEARAECRART S AEAFE
BE ¥ I REAMACE 2R 2 AREHRY
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iéﬁ@“”ﬁﬂﬁ*%ﬂﬁwwgﬁﬁ’ﬁ ﬁ%%&ﬁﬁ
FPpF OE R 2 YL RPFEPTRELE o
(= F g
ﬁcﬁdawgﬁ& R H B AR N ¥ e
Foengr# > g A0~ £ (input-oriented) F AL & % 4 4702
(Data Envelopment Analysis, DEA) 53X H s s @ > 38—
* Tobit i fF A 45 = % 77 W% i A2 R 40 B R B & £ 0 o

&
S0\
il
N ‘,
ﬁ
La
3\

Gy
"

DEA £ ~#3] & % Charnes et al. (1978) *74% ) 5 CCR #2358
% Banker et al. (1984) #73& &1 e BCC H#-5% » ot & A HNARIR 5 AL
DEA 453 @ $. & B384 & (Seiford, 1996) - e ehifr 7 jiak »
AANABERY A a‘y\»%‘rvnjﬁ& FOAdUKET o 0
PARGE R g s A A e AR RGO RET



ERANEAT A TSI URAP LFHE E R
(2018) 1235 » ¥ DEAJF 24 BME 1 22 41374 5 F 3 5 % i

P2 B A P~ e DEA BT o

BEF R OLS 2 Tobit 4 7 & 3t Hprse & W% (L 42
BARH RBT 2 R % AR E 2GRS B S E
2 AABEARR o pt b F] L DEA fg 32T engh s LA 0~ 2 %

lv

*TF AL (Censored data) » fi 2 OLS 3+ € 42 £ F »efd > 3 enz
/F}-‘Lid % ¥ ™2 Tobit & Logistic model 3+ » m Hoff (2007) %%E’ =
%] 12 Papke - Wooldridge approach - the unit beta model £ Tobit
model i& {7 i 0 T 1F P & F #iF iR T 12 Tobitmodel iF 5 % - FF

LA N R S AR 4+ 4 )\ .
LR B A

R

P A B EET  OLS 0 A A
B~ X Tobit model iF 5 % = P i eh
(Z ) F =ik ip

U

EA w3+ 3¢ o

A FRRGRE D OBFEL L OBRBEBI T A2
PP EERABREE TR ¢ 7P R ENATAD
AR FHR T T MEINRT I RGRTHEL AR

Fo P ERLER TR PR AELR

o0

R Fo P RIFIFRIYUE LT FTEEFL 104 £33 10

5 # pFR > %3t 445 5 Balanced Panel Data -

Hh o A @ HeRF Bk §FR & ¥ e o DEA
T

W2 e B F 2T Coelil s (1996) Data Envelopment
Analysis Computer Program (DEAP) version 2.1 %3+ & Hjiesed & »
WA %A, 5 3 BHE(EEMeTEs v F%F £
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LAYFRER2FE ) TR A 15 1043 108 & F 2 pppere
& (TE: technical efficiency) = #-H jivsx 5 i@ (PTE: pure technical
efficiency ) o TE 5 & RH P H L (CRS) T HFE 25K E » @
PTE % % & B4R (VRS) ™ §Fg 2 »af iE o
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B4 3 7 HREEERIMTNECTE: technical efficiency) RIS TR

(PTE: pure technical efficiency)BUFRETE @ BRi2MIED Bl RIRIER

BRI RRBEEERS - HP¥FRESHR FERBE T

TECO.86))% PTECO.92)19/ \IREIMEHE » PTE BILIA SR EEMEF

ERe o N BRERTBRREERRECSEBATERERHE

AREREEE 0 RS FIEERESHEERRRSEESEBA

PRAFSER » HERMNIBERIE - INREHE BA R AL inB B8R o
SNMEZ RN N EREME T EHHAI TR BRI AR

RIS AN REAPSER - DIREF RN RS RIMT AR THABT R

HE) TP IRZR RABE -

EEEHA o DEA Obs Mean | St. Dev. Min RS | DRS
104 TE 31 0.898 0.103 0.594 . 16
PTE 31 0.932 0.092 0.596
105 TE 31 0.909 0.098 0.638 o s
ESCE PTE 31 0.949 0.089 0.638
& 106 TE 31 0.848 0.119 0.511 4 .
ShRE PTE 31 0.919 | 0.101 | 0.617
-GS 07 TE 31 0810 | 0140 | 0470 | |
PTE 31 0.884 0.127 0.605
108 TE 31 0.838 0.125 0.465 . s
PTE 31 0.918 0.097 0.687
loa TE 26 0.868 0.109 0.642 s )
PTE 26 0.927 0.089 0.728
105 TE 26 0.896 0.099 0.670 3 s
JeEE PTE 26 0.942 0.079 0.757
& 106 TE 26 0.887 0.099 0.658 6 A
HthE ¥ PTE 26 0.941 0.082 0.749
E 107 TE 26 0.878 0.112 0.563 6 5
PTE 26 0.943 0.077 0.737
108 TE 26 0.890 0.111 0.601 8 5
PTE 26 0.957 0.060 0.822
Lo TE 32 0.922 0.071 0.696 s "
PTE 32 0.968 0.046 0.859
105 TE 32 0.915 0.095 0.600 . 1"
PTE 32 0.958 0.075 0.693
EIER 106 TE 32 0.901 0.098 0.598 s ;
7 PTE 32 0.942 0.075 0.682
07 TE 32 0.833 0.121 0.536 55 A
PTE 32 0.885 0.101 0.580
TE 32 0.929 0.079 0.665
108
PTE 32 0.943 0.079 0.669 12 .
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%ﬂﬂaww%&
Vernon # ) 2

4 &I | % Dunning % e T4
EEFUBEREN L E I B iR o F
=R (2008)2 Tia b E

% F A & (Foreign

Investment to Total Assets ) » 1 5 B i f2 B 2. N2 Hhe > T A 7

R L 2R 9T &
F g TP RA
Ko ARTER 0 LI BEL
Kk rc%k > A2 F oo w
Mz R THY R E
AR PR o

Btk 4

BF LM R L A

& F TP ¥V FY R L PP
2 SRR 2R S A
LR FPRERFTHE R F
Hitwmia PR F O R T INA
S HEEFRRFET 7 AR

Fo FE A

R

2R FEA Y LR AR AN R B

v 1% 43 A H Ak s E e

"V

% o BERTE
T =%

BNIELE | BARE I EEBEYEEENLE -

Year Dummy N R 1Ehel o
ememg, | PEESBR 107 R 108 R Dunmy B
BPIABRELR | R AERES RN BEENLE -

RPEARRERDE | PRl AERESENSTEC B 1 RN -
BEWNGEEK Return on Assets » X BB EQIRENEERIEK » ARGEZENE
(ROAD EFBIS SRIBIIEE » IVERIEA £ BER E T EENL,
g °
%ﬁ%? Earring Per Shere » EIEIRETITE » 18RI BRRABBILE -
R = CERFEENCRTEREERENOLE -




7~ 3. BRESH I RULIRETE

fehey Unit Mean St. Dew. Min Meax
TE TThR O~1 0.882 0.111 0.465 1.000
PTE T8 O~1 0.933 0.089 0.580 1.000
BNRELLE Percentage 0.468 0.461 -0.032 2.707
INER[ETPN 2= {n R Percentage 0.124 0.161 0.000 1.523
HNPEAPEISEREIE | TWD thousand 245,223 | 3,159,102 | -6,839,415 | 57,900,000
BEIWEER
(ROA) Fercentage 4.959 7644 |  -23.620 53.360
SRR
TWD n
(EPS) per share 3.168 5.523 -5.140 80.300
MBS HBE Percentage 3.37% 10.87% 0.01% 95.81%
- FERESR

-\N

* 2 12 DEA #2735 3t 2. Hppesa 5 &8 g e 5 L AR R
Pl A A EEN TN RO R T L2
Mg S A wrs OLS 2 Tobit i ff A 47 B % i %8t & ¥ $iiw
PR A T Al G AR A v R T stata 4 W)Y OLS 2

Tobit & {7 17 3+
Efficiencyi.= Po+ f» FRi+ B2 FRy * Div+ B3 CFiyu+ 4 CD iy + Ps ROA i + P EPS s+ frMS i+ Uiy

T2 gEe S FR A FF D & dummy
variable(**® % 7 5 #z2 107 #2 108 # 5 1104 3 106 & 3
F)CCF ZA Y REFT " F~CD 24P K F LIERFE > ¥
gl e W G ROA(E A4t E &) ~ EPS(= % Z4)%2 MS( 34
§ %)

ﬁﬁﬁ?’fﬁ_ A E3EEde™ & 45 F AP F W F 20 OLS 2 Tobit
AR T AEXNTEZ PTEFR G BF L wApb > & ALY K
< BT 53 OLS 2 Tobit #3] w3+ ¥ TE 2 PTE #rj ¥ ¥

9




oM PR IURAEHRALYRMG FTRT BAE ST B
By par L2 Ao 0 VRS WA F s B Ps
BERB CHNLAEREZ LI AP > SBEG BR
L3 A1 FME RFEO Y THEEZEM n TS HE A E A
VB2 FEFMEFERNL LG AP G AR BE Y R
FLRFTREL G B ER HES R 2B WFRY BT
ABEFcie ~ E R PRI DT E o A LIRS B
ﬂ?al’&ﬂﬁ%’ﬁéé@%ﬁofwﬁﬁﬂﬁﬂﬁwﬁ

E¥7 a*%%m& ARG AP TR
HF - FH TE eni v §2 0% (0.043)% 0 4 PTE 982 8(0.019) »
LR HATCE B ARG £ ERW BT A S

ﬁt?Mi%%ﬁﬁt&ﬁ%$oﬁJ 1% tH4LF O K 2 Dummy #
BeAp T M GIFEF A EFIRD S AT I L R

- YSETE T RERBRBESES G
E% PTE ¥ % f # % 55(-0.029 2 -0.024) » ¥ F kR

PR e 30 B R I ook ke A TE RT3 Sk
w2k (1-0.024>0.019) » B3¢ £ FART I d A 4
AT L REdA Rk rkpd A1 Tt ARE 0 Fla AL A
PeF o 2 L EAFZ PP FTNEDFIEF TR A RS
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& 4. BIF¥ 2R TEAI FTEHRE

TERABIZCIZESSE TeE(technical efficlency)F PTE(pure technical efficiency)B)iBERISER -

OEHERI:

Eﬁqdencyir = ﬁo+ ﬂl FRi+ ,62 FRi * Dy + ﬁ_} CFy+ ﬂ4 CD i+ ﬂEROA i+ ﬁéEPS it ﬁ?MSiﬁ' D
ALTEES TR ITRE  TE(EEI SR TOR PTECERSERENTIARI% OLS B Tt
mode! (PHRARIZES] - WIS BU RIS RIET S ERTERERIMVEETSHEBUER - *,
R0 R DBIRERTE 10%, 5%, F 196HIERB KA -

Dependent veriebie OLS (N=445) Tobit model (N=445)
§ o | v | G | e
intercept 0.843 0.000 0.844 0.000
BARBLEFRER 0.043*** 0.000 0.045%** 0.002
BNRELE+Dummy(FR*D) -0.029** 0.034 -0.032% 0.059
PR A PEIR B L E(CH) -0.098** 0.002 -0.093** 0.014
DB K PER EEE)E (COD 0.000 0.512 0.000 0.761
EEWERFE(ROA) 0.007%** 0.000 0.008%** 0.000
ZREBIREPS) 0.000 0.792 0.002 0.428
MBS BEWMS) 0.145%* 0.003 0.204** 0.011
adj R2 0.2984
R2/F 0.3094/ 27.97
Dependent. variabie OLS (N=445) Tobit model (N=445)
i Crtmae | P21 | Do | Pl
Intercept 0.917 0.000 0.931 0.000
BNSELEFER 0.019* 0.068 0.018* 0.078
BNRELLZFE*Dummy(FR*D) -0.024* 0.047 -0.033* 0.087
FNPE APER B LR CH) -0.081*** 0.003 -0.072% 0.093
FPEI A PER B S8 (COD 0.000 0.297 0.000 0.106
BEEWmMEROA) 0.004%** 0.000 0.006%*** 0.000
FREIREPS) 0.000 0.816 0.002 0.393
MBS BEWNMS) 0.120%** 0.004 0.729%** 0.000
adj R2 0.1812
R2/F 0.1941/ 15.04
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45

DEA e2#%m A Farrel B> TrEads 28Rz ohgrg iz 29
% p Farrel #% i¥ T The measurement of production efficiency ;’ # 2! 7
- P FRIAFAKRTSE A A RPERGIR A 2R A il B
Tt B2 AHE Adgrefdpth o B FRBARG AR E o f d Hgesn sy
(technical and scale efficiency)# fie % »x3 (allocative efficiency) =
o o P A RE U EEHR N EET o A Tk S A
it SERERFAAFHEBRAT A AR AEF o ALE 2R Ay
Frlegdid o e A F¥ FRAHS (overall efficiency) s f5 3573

sz % (total economic efficiency) °

Farrel #\2 ZRHEFEZLATHRESZAESR

- /\\
i
e
¥

~m
=

® 3| Charnes, Cooper, Rhodes (1978) 4 B 4s# * File % 4 472 (Data
Envelopment Analyses DEA)iztken &3 » ¥ 4% 00 CCR #-7¢ o CCR #H-i\ F &

> A RAIR Y3 % (constant returns to scale)shiEX T o 27 3t Farrel

B A A M e s A AN A KE A N ER O FF
gt @Mme £ 2 MR LA E
min @,

2 Ap ¥t o ko~ ’ 2. CCR HC5% &id
st —y; + YA 20,

3 KA <
S B — XA >0,
A 20,

13



Charnes, Cooper, Rhodes (1978) #% 1 CCR #i& ;% {¢ - Banker,
Charnes, Cooper (1984):& - # & 31 B A3p oo H 2 'L B~) e BCC #-5¢ -
dNRF Y RFTAFGEERFE U] A AT R 2RLIFERTA AL
Tt FERE A AT N g S > B EE 2 % E R A0SR Y (variable
returns to scale: VRS) » BCC #£5Vi&— o) B o 3t 5 B B
(pure technical efficiency )£ *tir»x3 (scale efficiency ° SE) & * 124k
Mg 2R RS A T N RTRATE o A 2L E s g 2 et s e BCC
BosU T A ARG AT

min 6,
0
Bz, — X\ >0,

N'A=1,

A20,
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TERAAN PRENGHUBEIR AME DB - LUPABEENREFENERMN
BLEEEERA » WS - BRI  WASEHARANAEXNEE
SEIRMRRAZAL - RURINES  SXBERAIREEIDESXEHEE I EER
(TIRFEM - ELElDAILINKRATEXNEBHM < ERWA  LLAHEESEER
NRIEEREXDPHIEIE -

EH

FERBEE
BA BERA
=xEH
EH ZFRMA
D=L

~

72 DEA i FsaF grE pF > o~ B2 A D BB EJE OIS B B F R
Be A1 PR 22N RREBELRE > 7T R0 20708

BB F L E RPN H A NI TR AN R e A2 -

F A2, I AHEEDEEG) Pearson 18EREU DT

BAEEBSSERSEFAM (sotonicty) {858 » TMENIR A SN AZEHE
HEVRAD - Tk A2 ABREREEIE DT 2B TR AEELSRKSERH U
(isotonicity) 21&% + BIFE 1%00EBE K E -

SEIA hiBoHEER
| oy | o
s | 020 | o5
e | o2 | o
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& A3. RUNHETE
TRBRAEELSHHONHETE B 89 K 104 T2 108 FRFTILH
ERIER - FIIZFEWA 666 571 ZeERREAT 53T 48
ZETT  HRRES 5300 BITTHRAER » A 511,000 ZAE -
SXNAERDHERMEXMABEFL - ZHHOERESE/N
RISBAT) 95.81% » /2 0.01%EERR * BlRsH) 10.87%F
ZE - BFTILMZEMBHERENEPRAAT -

b Unit Mean St. Dev. Min Max
E SIS TWO million 60,600 478,000 35 5,030,000
EXER TWD million 3,468 18.9 38 201,000

FEmENEE TWD million 14 70,400 73 747,000
EEREA TWO milion 66,600 511,000 53 5,340,000
(RS RS Percentage 3.37% 10.87% 0.01% 95.81%
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