HET K (2026) FEMRGRI T F A - P AMBER 7O Y22 b
W4% 15 5-19 Wil
©2026 AT EINTZERT

ARG HED < ffER ST E = F V72
DEA %z L

i e
(Zf+ 202545 H29H ; EI s H26 H ; #RiIK9 A 2 H)

= =

#1172 Data Envelopment Analysis(DEA) € 7 IVIZHLEMRMNTH 0, Bll7— 7 12HllEiR
ERNEN ) A ADPHFAELBEWI L Z2HiIRE LTwa., L L, E7F—ZIIZERNERFAR
THETHY, ThEELT S ERREHEE ISR RBREPE LD REND S, O T— b
A b Z oy TEREFEM T 70— FimEt iR 2 O MICEALTWE 00, 7—F DA
S Z EEERITH D B AIEFE . ST Wi v, REFZE T, DEA IZBIT 2R EB L OE
X 2 HET S0, BEREEE T+ VA MRS T2 7)) v IV FEERET
5. WETHER, BT—2%227 A5 ICHEDHEL, &7 7 AFNTH Y AMI Y foE—
FIFUCED AR 2 A LT 2 2 & TR RS2 E T VLT 5. 2612, 7%
CINVEBIZE D ORESE LEEEEHERL, BT DIE0D0E R )4 X ML 7
BUTF—7 2ERT 4. TIZL D, DEA 2B BETRIAHESE M 2 28k 22 FEEEM I 5-l
TX5. BIBET—FZIZXBFEFSHITTIX, BT — 12RO DEA IR E, REFE
12 & BHEE RN A & O T Kolmogorov—Smirnov M & 1T - 7245 H, et E B oML
BOONLhoTz. ZORKRIL, REFESENT — 5 O5A N SUICHRL, ek
R ) A A BE LA MRS A28 7 T —FThHAI LA RBL TS,

FoU—FIEEAR, BETHLVAL, 7Y 07, EEKEAEE, ARHEFEE.

1. BLC®IC

Data Envelopment Analysis(DEA) 1%, X3 EZFHli§ 572007 Y85 XA MY v 7 T
HY, BEF, FEH, HE, ZAVF LSRG T/NT + —~ 7 AFHER BRI FRICIA <
WS NTE72. DEA BT 28 L1E, I, 2AT1 - LM EAT % EETE AL
(Decision Making Unit ; DMU) IZBWTC, /RO ATITRABOMITI #1425 L v ) Blanrs,
ATIBWINEEWM I N D RO LIRS, LaL, kO DEA €7 VIFAL7—
FIEPFIE L BV 2R E LTB Y, 7 — & AR E R AN ) 4 X7
EOMRMEH ZZRL TR, THHIIRFRUEHEE ORISR E 2B %2 RT3 720, &
AETIE DEA ISHREMMERR 2 BA L, LM Z ZRE L3t i o e25EE L Tw 5.

Simar and Wilson (1998) 1%, DEA 2B} 57— b A+ 5 v 7RE2 0D TREL, #FMED
TSI P 22 R AR FRE 2 W HEIC L7z, Z D%, Kneip et al. (2008) 25WiL Bl % A L CRiat
Hy2E8E 2 581k L, Moradi-Motlagh and Emrouznejad (2022) (387 20 £ DT =1 A T v 7

THRUBARLR Y B0 0 T 102-0071 W TAUHIX & 1/ 1-11-2; yu.zhao@rs.tus.ac.jp
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FHROMBHEEL BT L L LI, uNZ MEEKNTFE (Aragon et al., 2005; Cazals et al.,
2002) R 5t X #h MM E (Daraio and Simar, 2014; Daraio et al., 2020) D HE M2 354 L
72. ¥ 72, Diaet al. (2022), Kerstens et al. (2022), Walheer (2022), Ngo and Tsui (2022),
Michali et al. (2023), Lin and Lu (2024), Kang et al. (2024) % & EAED EE L BB ICALED
Fons., INHOHT, Simar and Wilson (1998) 13 b A IV N TV 275, AFHD 2.2
HITRTEBY, TOFHERIT—FICHTET 2R BEEL TR ok vni vy
RADH B, D720, BSNIZ AR MV EIERERE LTI, ZOMERMEEICHE
DWeEK LT 2T v 7B X OVEBEXEHEEFEORMEIRO S Tn b,

BN & LT, Kuosmanen and Kortelainen (2012) 12 & % Stochastic Nonparametric Envel-
opment of Data (StoNED) %3 4. StoNED X DEA & (Aigner et al., 1977, SFA) Zf& L, JE
WEMEL ) A X BB LBERE I ) VNG A MY v 2R REE Lz, 22 Tw)
L, ANOMFRLMOAR L Vo ePERBERTRETH ), ML REKO
METHE., TNICLDHERNERZZE L 23R EHEEIT R L % 57275, Mergoni et al.
(2025) 23643 % £ 912, EHRAMLKICOBI & v o 72 EDTR S .

SO, BFEOERE D DEA MEICEE % 5.2 TWb. Zhu et al. (2021), Aparicio
et al. (2023), Boubaker et al. (2025), Esteve et al. (2023), Shi and Zhao (2024) i, DEA &
P %2 W E L7/ E - FRITFE2RE L CB Y, F 72 Valero-Carreras et al. (2021),
Aparicio and Esteve (2023), Guillen et al. (2023), Mergoni et al. (2025)1&7 0 ¥ 7 14 7H#EE
OEEMEEZHELTWA., LAL, TNHOMRIRWINOHEERER 72 T 1 THEED
BHICERZENTBY, BFREOGEHXHHEEICH T #EmIZITILEA RN,

U EZET 2, RUTZETIIMRNLE 2@ I1CEE L7z DEA REMFMF Lo % H
MeL, KMEEEERBIVOHEE 7+ VA NIZESSH RS T) I IT7TVIT) A L%
RET L. AFRE, BT 20 HEHEBZAHML L, Yy ARy o —F%
(Criminisi and Shotton, 2013) {2 & 2 {E AR R KL TRFIGESRMEEZ ET VLT 5. &5
2, Ty TVERICE ) HEEOREN SEEEE &, AT — & ORI & ROk
L7287 — 7 Al 2 3§ 5.

A SLOWBRIZLUTOLBY) THAH. 25T DEA OBEE & RIEFEERBE T TORYRM: M
OHEEBR, FIBETHEERIZESSTF YT O TFTNT) AL ERET L. F4BETHR
TDEEX MEREFLELRL, BsETEIMET—FICLLEIEGH ZITV, 6 B THW
LG ROBEERT.

2. DEA OHIE

2.1 REHRIUT77O0—F &L THDEA
PHWAIDPLELLOM N /LI ETELAT - 2235 DMU 205 L35. A
NBEIOCWIONRI V& v eRY = (z,y) € RT xRy LEFKT S, 72721, =z EAM], y &
MRS, TXTOo ICE-o THESNIES P, EHTREZARTIOMAGDbE LR
L, RETRESLIFEINSG. COEAFPOBFIEETO Y74 7T LTI, Z0 RICHE
T 5 DMU ZRIHRWTH D L ENB. —#IZ, EH TRV DMU Z2RRHICT 57201213,
FOAMIIKREREETO YT 4 7 LOKET THETLLENH L. XEOHIZITEEZD
BIEDSHEAT 505, AR TREBETELHOON TV ABTRIAEE F VIS S HilAh %
BHAT A, UTIIE, 2otz rRy.

AFETRESEA P IS LT, ANIRINMOMEEE 6 & Lz &, 255 6 1K OMILET R
AR ZETHONS (Banker et al., 1984) !



ARAEEEFED HER DA HEE & 72 DEA BhERERHI 7

(2.1) 6 :=min{é > 0| (6z,y) € P}.

ZZTH, FiGoMh y #MRFELTEE, AN 2 2ENPETHRNTELPERTRNETD
D, #EI7ZE DMU TIE 6 =1, FERIRNZ DMU TIdd<1 &4 5.
4, n il DMU 28l S N/- L9 5. DEA Tl&, OBl S/ DMU DA F—%
D&, NS 2EAET HRRNAEFETREES PPEA 2T 5 ¢

i)\hwhﬁw, i)\hyhzlh iAh=1, )\20}-
h=1 h—1

h=1

(2.2) PD&4::{@zy)ERT+S

T, wp eREBEIPy, eRY I, BAFHODMU IZB T BANBLTHORY Mvz
EZL, A=(01,.00) @B REOFAXRT PV THS. HlH Y m=12RTILT,
PPEAIZBIII S N7 DMU OMEB X 20N L Y REVAT] - AEW 2 O HOESE
L, Tk ZIHBITET 5 IV I T2 (Variable Returns to Scale, VRS) & 72 % (Banker,
1984) 2.

ARG & 7 B DMU,, 0 € {1,2,...,n} ID2WT, PPPAZIT &, DEA IZB 5 AN
RozhHEEE, KoKk TEAbT& % !

(2.3) 6o =min{d > 0 | (6z0,y,) € PPF4}.

Z DX BCC (Banker, Charnes and Cooper) € 7 )V (Banker, 1984) & ’:-Eh, % DMU Z &
AN fF S BED D B, LB, DEA IZBIF 2B BB I, BEOAELLBLhd %
WEEIZIE, DMU OF G2 R TIRFE 4L Tl 3 5.

2.2 FHEERETICH 2 DEA SIRMEFFMORE

HEK, DEA \ZED KRIRMITH L TR ZEAT S FHEE LT, Simar and Wilson
(1998) 12X 57— FA 5 v (LT, Simar—Wilson ) VA S A XN T & 7. Simar—
Wilson £ Tl&, Bl SNz ANB LI OHINTHIERERIERN ) 4 A& EN 5 TEELIZE
BENTBELY, T—FDEEDEIEITXTHE DMU ORFELEOENITERT L EKEEIN
T, ZOREND & TIE, WBRWAEETRES PPPA XEOLEVRES P OMWMSTESE
(PPEA C P) 72 B728, ZIHRME 5, IR ETNA TAENDEZ EPHMSN TS (Simar
and Wilson, 2004). §7%bbH, HRY Y FNVIZESE DEA 70y 574 7REDOT7O VT4 T
L DNINCAIE L, R L CRIERMEINERIEE SNAMEN2E T 5. Simar-Wilson #1137 —
FA DTy FIZX BN, T AMIEZRA B DS, 7 — & BB ISR 5l E s h A
A XFZHEHEETIMEL TV ARV, INS5OBELZTHICHIETES2DIITIE RV, X5
12, Simar-Wilson %133 XT?D DMU 25— DORIEEM A6 S ICHIH SN Tw b L4 5 H
BUMOREZTRE LTS, ZOREDD & T, EUEDIESDEIZT L L THRNLE
BENT 2D DEARINDHD, FERIITBMKERCKREREOR L 2ER/MNRIEL TS
WAL L, — OB AENET ST EIEBFENTIEZ V. Olesen and Petersen (2016)
FEZOEZHHA L, Simar-Wilson IETIIRIREDIZS O X 2 &R R MEIN E LTS 720, £
HAHRI R DMU ORGERIFE S EYICIRZ 5T, RAYLRFM%2 B wWiErd 5 L 1k
LT3,

Simar-Wilson # 1, DEA ICHFHNHERELZEATH2EE LB O2 M LA—F 7T, Bl
F— FIZNFET B AN 2 T ON BV EWIBRREZET L. ChbDiE
ZRIRT 7200120, BElSh ABTRY PVERERERE LTV, FOMRREICHED
W KD FRARY V7)) v 7B LOEBEXEOHEE FROMESLETH L.
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3. KIE&EICEDIKYHL TS

3.1 % ! BE AR (Density Tree)

AMBRZ IV weR #E2 5. 22T, So:={vi,...,v,} & n O DMU(F— % )
DEEGTDHSH. RFFETHWEHEAR (Criminisi and Shotton, 2013) 1%, THE(/ —F)&ZFh
LEMEAPOBELINDIBEN R 0K THY, £/ —Fjef{o1,....J} KiETF—7H4E
S; C S AXIBT 5.

%) —F jTI&, 5EEE (v, 0) e {0,1} IXHEDE, F—2% 8, ZEAISETS. 2
THEST A= 0 :={d,t} &, de{l,....mm+1,...,m+ s} GFEITN) B LML ¢t e R
PO SN, ERRE T ={(d.t)|de{l,....mm+1,...,m+shteR} Thhb.

J—=FjICEELLT—% S EROL I ICZHESNS

(3.1) S; ={v €S; | hj(v,0) =0},
(3.2) SF={veS;|hj(v,0)=1}.

GEST A—=% 013, TV o ¥—EEIHED CERASERKRIET 5 X ) ISBRICHE
END. TEHAE 1(S;,0) IZUTTERENS !

ISil 7 i
(3.3) 1(5;,0) = H(S;) = ), [57HS),
i€{L,R}
CIT, || REAGOREEXKL, H() X2 IA5) Y ZTHWIIHWS Y brE—BHKT
»H5.
W ENT A= 0* IR THAONS :
(3.4) 0" = arg max 1(S;,0).

TORICE B RS R M 1ITRT. BRI 1(S;,0) BREWIITE, SENZLDB —F
DOARMEFENE H(S)) RIS L7z 2 L 2 EIRL, ZO5ENT— & ONIBEEE % BRI
ATCVBLNTE S, L7eds> T, HWERNIEERANGZRAMET 208 2 BZRXMICHEHT %
LT, BEBNIOMENIIERODH L7 5 AT EEEBRTE 5.

B, AWZE Tl Criminisi and Shotton (2013) 12V, &% 27 5 A% (J — K) & 7 A450A40
THPTEL LKEL, ¥ baE— HO IR ATY A5MAICEIL vy =2 Wb,
Thbb, S ICBRTIET—F v 25 ERIERGAIHE)ERER V OFEBfEL A%T .

(3.5) V ~ Na(pj, 25).

¥ /—F: 8§ CS

hj(v,8) =0

‘Sf ={veS;|h;(v,0) =0} SJR’:{VES_,' [ hj(v,0) =1}

M1 Ak 25— F S AR hy(v,0) 12D X A4 RS NS,



KRAERE N H D FESR A HEE 2 IV 72 DEA ZhE kARl 9

TIT, € RLEEHAY MV, 8, RIEREAHE AT CH . RIS 2 HEEREE N
BUILLFoO®BY TH5H !

1 1 _
(36) p('v“lj, 2]) = (27T)d/2 det(Ej)l/Q exp <_§(U - l'l'j)TEj 1(” - p‘])) .
ZOEEOTY PRE—IRNITL Y 5 2 515 (Cover and Thomas, 2012, p.256) :
3.7) H(S,) = %log((Zﬂe)ddet(Ej)).
PoT, XBEIEFXDELIITEXBEZ NG :
Si ;
(3.8) 1(S;,0) = log(det(X%;)) — ie{EL:R} }sj: log(det(X})).

COERAEERFKALT B 5HIT A =5 2 BRWIEET LI LT, So 2B EDOI TR
FIZHEITESL., K7 FTATIBEERDIE ) — FIizxtnl, 77 A5 ¥4 L EAMIFIC
X0, M7 92708 E2MHIT HEFTE > TW5.,

) —F DA VT 7 A% (v):RE =N E§2E, BERSKRIIBITLRA0MIXXT
#F &N % (Criminisi and Shotton, 2013) :

|Sl v ‘
(3.9) plw) =3 Sl Pl Sie):
U(v)

TIT Yy el =1 Bz, SHEH Y AREETVE LTRRTE 2.

21, BEATHAWLEBEEBROKREZRL TS, 22 Tid, X ~ Uniform(0,1) B &
O U ~Exp(1/p),p=1/5 ) FEREFICHEDE, BB Y = X Pexp(—U) ICL D AEK S
72200 O RIET—F 2 REL TS, L0055 TTEERICE 20 %@ L7
B, BIOTRET—F52 22007 FAF7IIHHEL, %75 AFIZBIT5EHRAFI 078 T

Depth=2

1.0 1.0

0.8 08

0.6 0.6
> >
0.4 0.4

02 024 9

0.0 0.0
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

x
Depth=4
1.0 1.0

0.8 0.8

0.6 0.6
> >
0.4 0.4

02 02{ %P

0.0 0.0

2. BERIZELZZIAZY V7.
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Hole, WEMNMTITLIZZ FAZKIIHML, BHHRAGOTHIBEIND A, B 2 DI
W EREEDYZE L, HRAEORIML AT 5. COREXD, BEARIE LI PO
ROV IAY RRKT AN D D LDHERTE .

B, MMEE LTV ~ Na(p, ;) ZIEVTWED, M2oflicRons E)iz, &
RGIAGDSA T R34 2 H BB L T THORERITAMCHEET 5. 3oL
A AGKEHIRE LTBY, %27 T A7 BRI ZAEM s EICRERNT 5. %
%, COEBEETIVIZBWTE, X =2 OFHTTY BATF—VENTZXR—=F5HITHE,
Y| X=x~2"%2Z Z~Beta(5,1) B Y VDI LIIHASLHNTH 5.

3.2 ABEEIIEIKHLTYLITPLTY XL

AHiTIE, Simar-Wilson D X 5 124 DMU IZR—OREMUSH 2 RET B L2 <, Bl
F—FIZHEDEAMNINY MVOERY T — % 2 HEET B 720 DOKREER—ADY > TS v T F
ERIRET L. AT, BFERBLIUZOT VSV TVTHLEE 7+ LA MIAETSKX, F
IR A2HEEL, 2L CERUT— 24874530 THA. BRI NIT—
7%, Bk ARRMEOFHEOMEE HEMOSAREFR I % &) OFMIC V5 N5.
ST, BOEETU VT A TE—RBICHFETLEREL, AN Mg 2HFLER X O
FHMEE LT, T30 6 2MRLEE D 0FEBMEE LTHK). Tk &, UT2RETS !

(3.10) ED)=p>0, Var(D) < occ.

ZOMHADT T, Fr50M) y 1283 5 AJ] X ORMEEER R 54 OGO E % #
BT 5D, UWFTOH Yy 77T ) ALAEEAT S,

Algorithm 1 BERICEDSLS TV TY) 77T XL (F 7 ZREGHA)
Require: Bl N7z AMTIXZ PVES {(zh, yn) )iy
Ensure: £ SN7ZBPATIRT PVES {287, b=1,...,B

1. BEARDIEBE .

2: for %/ —FK j=0,1,...,J do

3. THEFBEZRKILT H0ERT XA —F 2 e .

0" = argrglea;_cf(Sj,O)
SrEIBEL Ry (-, 07) 1ZHD &, F— ¥ A0

SJ'L:{’UES]'|hj(’U,9*):O},
St ={veS;|h(v,0") =1}

s

end for

B/ —NIBUII2RAPHEE -

for £%E /) —F S, do
SPHNRY PV o B X OERSEATY B, 2HEE
) — FORFRER T FHE

10: end for
11 ZEMEYTUCT
12: for %7 — % M (1, yn) do



ARAERE T HL D HER A2 7 FI\V 72 DEA Rk SRAl 11

132 RNAZDEBRIZE VKT AT BT HHEEMREZFE

_ . plyn | L=0p(L=1)
ML*HY*W}fEm@HL=MML=M

14: FRELRpL=1|Y =yp) CESEIFAY 1" Z2H TV V7
15: 7T RY P IIBT LM &P B L Ui E R
pl,) = pd 30D @0 yn — ),
E;l;j — 2%) _ E;ZJ)(ESJZ>)712§,Z;)

16: GtEAE &5 A N (pl) Eg‘?) P b BT UT

x|y’
17: end for

THITY) AL 1 TIE, HRARICESEHRNICHEZITIZLICEY, BEAREHES .
2O, I — FICRIIMARZERIERS A H#EE L, Iho2HafRICE I TERS
bbb lT, &BRELTHTYAREETFNVERMET A, 512, B gy, 123 L
TRAXDERERNTT A5 OFRBMEEZFEL, BUAT 2, 2307 V755,

COLE, FIAREGEFTNVIZBIFLY =y ST D504 X 5MITRATEENS ¢

S,
(3.11) P(X|Y=y)=Z%P(X|Y=y;NuEz)~
l

UL, RG-S THASY ¥ 7)) ¥ 72479 Bifr, 7 7 A5 B FRiHESR [5 0H
WKGFT 5. 0720, Y=yl T2 EEpy | L=1) PIEFIENY T2 053 X H4
WENDZEND DD, FR, F—FEHD 0 5 A7 BRI E T 2548, EBRICEEEOR
I ONEEZTHETTHLIC0hhb5T, -2 I A5 LM ETHiDAE
Ansl, BES I A5 OERPEHRINLER, FEREY Y I VPER I NS TREEDD
5. COMEE BT 2720, RTINS ZOEHIIEOWTHEEE p(L=1|Y =y)
AL, y W CHAT L2 I AY ZEEMISERNT LS. ZhICX Y, RNE T — gz X
BLoo, SRt B2 FERMAZHRERY Y 7)) Y ke 2 5.

BT — 7 D OME SN E—DBERIE, F—F7DIX50 X MR BRI ARET
. TO0, BlENTORWESICK LT T — 7 5 & BT 286, H—Ko5EHE
EITHIR T B HE IR RN T ADHF SN, RSN DREE L &k DML DH
5. HRZ, Ty EEMRCERR, ST T 2T, BEAORITN AR AAHK
LY TIVEREFISREI LTV, ZoOMEY T 5720, KR TIIHEEO T >~ 7 2 1{L
SNTZEEREH T o T VERIZLY, S0t zn a8 s, LTIORT
TNT) XA 21, HHOBERPOLDE T+ VANGEEZ+ LA MNIZESSYF Y TY v
FHETH 5.

Algorithm 2 %E7 4+ LA MZEDSKHF YT v 7Z 7V T X4
Require: Il 27z A7 PVES {(zh,yn)}re, KOKT
Ensure: £ SNBPATIRS PVES {287, b=1,...,B
1. BET+ LR NOWEE .

2: fort=1to T do

3 T—FALTy RS 2K

4 TV AR D S EA A
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#H—F SV, I pY BLUSH B0 2
end for
BERICHT 2EBFEHRHTE -
ZRIZKHLT, TVIY XA 1%
T4 LR MREOBEEHTE !
10: EARDPLHEONEOMAFEFEEL L, 71 VA NEROBEMEEHEE .

© ® 3 2 @

T
1
pforest(X | Y = y) = f ;p(t>(x | Y = y)
11 FEHFEHTUCT
12: for &7 — % M4 (zh,yn) do
13 IS NI proest (X | Y = yn) KHDE, 2} 242 7) 7
14: end for

BB, TVI)AXA2IIBT5T V5 AFEERIUL, Breiman (2000 IZBWTIRE SN
Random Forest OfEFILIZIDONWTWAE, Thbh, £/ —NZBWT, &fFEEs F O
FoHA Xk OFSEEF, cF 2—MKI AL, 2o TR EHRAE 1(S;,0)
ERKALT B 058 T A =5 0* BEIRNT S !

(3.12) F; ~ Uniform(Px(F)),
(3.13) 0" = argeer%z});j) 1(S;,0),

ZIT, Pu(F)EF 2ok MEBERTIEISEGOEERELEL, T(F) & F IHIET 55
FNTA—=FRETHL. k OFPRUIOWTIE, FIZIE k= |/]|F]] DL, FEEEOF
FARICILH] X ¢ % R DRI TH S (Breiman, 2001). TD XD % T ¥ ¥ L 45EEERIC X
D, EEEROGBHEICSHEZEATE, FEQRKMERIRIN % T — & HIIKE S %
VA7 LK TESL. THICXY, H—-OBERITGERT 2HERECNA T AEREAL, T
YWY TNEROGAHEE DR EE &L PLTERE R ) LS € ARSI NG,

4. KBEICEDILHY L TY L JICL % DEA ERMEDEEXEHE

AHTIE, BEARTLZEIBET7+ LA MIESEERINBPASF—% 2T, DEA
FEEOHEE R L OEEX M 2T 2 H BTV TR,

9, ANRMEI DEA E7V .0, v 7)) v ZFENANRZ ML {ab)r #HWT
UTFoLHicksns .

(4.1) #_mm{#>o

§3Nﬂ235%ﬁ, iihﬂhzy, ﬁiAh:1, A>0}.
h=1 h=1

h=1

22T, b=1,..., BRI YTV T Ty s ARERL, {23 TV TY XA 1 F720E
TIWTY AN 2IZE o THEBEENTBPANT—5Th 5.

FNEROH Y F VK LTHE LN S B IO EM 6 120\ T, ZOFHELTIC
IDELTS !

B
(4.2) S:IE:ﬁ
b=1

ol
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BT _7z58 ), ANKIAE DEA EF NV QDICELT, ANNRZ MV X ZHERER,
J59 % DEA IR MEZ MERER D &A% L, E(D)=p>0, Var(D) < co DVEIMNT 5 EET
b, COREDS T, REOBEAHNZEY, ¥ 7TV B — co DWIRIZBWT, § I3ERFY
EMD)I2—3& L, $2bbEOMBRMICIWHET L RSN E. CoME2MHTL L
T, {°}E, ORBHATICIED X, HEE SN/ DEA BRI 2 EHX B 2 HET 5 2 Lt
THREE 72 5.

AWFZETlE, § OEBHEXMARET 572012, /853X M) vy - T— ATy TH:%
BT 5. BARIICIE, RMEOES (0, »5, HoHbick) KMoO7— AT v
THER VB | k=1,...,K ZEKT 5. BRI L CEYME

B
(4.3) ymzézﬁm
b=1

ZERL, FORBOATICEK DOV TREEKEZMHET 5. BEXBOMEICE, 7—FX
Ty TEHON—Ly Z A NVEEHCL. Thbb, {0 #HIEICIER, Z0 25 /83—
LU IANMEBI Y975 83—t F A Ml ENENEFEXBEOFRB X O ERE L THRA
T 5.

CTHIZE Y, DEA RIERMHEEISHD RHEFEMEE 2 28T X MY v 7 Pl T i IIZET
fli$sZ EAWREE 22 5. AWFFEE BAF T CTH 5 Simar-Wilson 1 & OARE W 2 HEIZ DT
DEIZH D, 22HTHRI2 X 912, Simar—Wilson FEEH 7 — 7 125 F A I E w4
M A X HRNICET VLSS, 7= AEBOBRICNET 2EMELY T ICflET 550
TlEZw, 2L, RETIIBMNT— 5 o), ISHERERCHEN ) 4 A3E N5 HE
W2 PRICERT S, ZOR4A, PPEA L P 0@ &K (PPPA c P)3S$ LT,
PERDNA T ARIE L ZR L LT 70 —F 0B E b, BRI, BHllT—20iXso%
R)A R LR AETVEFEEL, TOETNVIZESDVWTEROBYT—7 v
FMEEET S, BT -5y MCDEA Z#M L CRIRME BT TS 2 LT, R
M T LB oM iE L, BRXBLZIEETS. Co7 7 u—FI12k, BREE
ZZEEL7-9 2T, DEA #E M) MET A MEFE M % ik 2D AL IZEHi 3 5 & & 25 6
L 5.

5. Y32l —3 FER

AT, CHR Fare et al. (1989) THWOHNAEBENI&HT—7 (E D 2HWT, #ETEOR
MEERAET 5. ZOF—=F €y M, 19 OBEDEEOMOICH L, 320 AFTEE (Labor,
Fuel, Capital) & 1 2D HIIZEE (Output) % & Ts.

TUVTYRALIZIDBELBERE, ZIh6B5NE7 5 A5 TL 0O DMU OED YK
THEREZ, TNENR3BIVR2ITRT. £2X0, 77 A5 1IZAMNEEDOKEDPL N
MEBEDMU, 7 7 A% 2 3R REOKEZ R HHE DMU, 7 7 A% 313 Fuel ® Capital
O Output 2SBHF IR E VKB DMU TR SN TWAE Z 13905, 3561, RN
TEIIZ, &2 FAFIIBITHFEHRY PIVE X OO EATINC M R =R SHD b, %
FERIZE B 580 T — 5 OBAREE IS Z TWAE Z EPMERTE S,

KRIZ, £ 312, BT — 71230 DEARERMEG), 7VT) XA 1B L0212 & BHEER)
K (FNZFN S BLUES?), ZO5TICT— A NS v 7 (B =2000) I &% 95% EHHX [ % 7R
. B, BEITAVAMIT—=FRAMNT v TERDNPS 10 KOBERZ AR L THEELZ.

B 7 — #1230 DEA R%fl (6) &, BWEARICE Y AR L 72807 — 71230 CHEER)
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#1. AhT—%.

DMU O %5 ‘ Labor Fuel Capital Output

1 179.0 3969.1 1005.5 3531.4

2 96.0 896.32 194.6 841.3

3 94.0 803.17 200.0 690.5

4 141.0 1629.9 564.1 1498.1

5 147.0 3264.4 617.4 3347.7

6 261.0 1427.5 347.1  1263.2

7 448.0 6365.3 1680.4 5734.0

8 223.0 4911.0 1319.4 4107.7

9 279.0 7779.3 1785.6 6964.2
10 214.0 2307.5 690.0 1961.0
11 367.0 4334.7 1268.9 4207.2
12 97.0 1870.7 416.5 1752.7
13 143.0 2730.6 779.8 2667.6
14 95.0 540.61 305.0 457.2
15 241.0 9509.2 1892.1 9539.9
16 147.0 1561.1 718.5 1360.6
17 306.0 1699.0 306.3 1689.7
18 182.0 881.16 182.3 750.3
19 500.0 2548.9 650.1  2439.5

Depth: 0
Split dim: 1
Split val: 4.02
False
Leaf
Depth: 1 Depth: 1
Split dim: 0 Mean: [0.31 6.58 1.59 6.11]
Split val: 0.15 Variance: [0.01 4.47 0.08 5.07]
Dataset %: 26.32%
Leaf Leaf
Depth: 2 Depth: 2
Mean: [0.12 1.66 0.47 1.58] Mean: [0.27 2.14 0.53 1.94]
Variance: [0. 0.91 0.051. ] Variance: [0.01 1.17 0.09 0.94]
Dataset %: 42.11% Dataset %: 31.58%

X 3. 7T XA 1 THELLEER

#£2.7FATDE D KT,

79 2% | DMU O+

1 2,3,4,5,12, 13, 14, 16
2 1, 6, 10, 17, 18, 19
3 7,8,9,11, 15




ARAERE T HL D HER A2 7 FI\V 72 DEA Rk SRAl 15

F#3 TAITYZALBLIOTNITY XA 212 L D502 5.

DMU TIITY XL 1EEAR) TIVTY) XL 2(8ET + VA )
g o 8t SD(SY) 25% 97.5% 62 SD(6%) 2.5% 97.5%

0.8691 0.9151 0.0760 0.9119 0.9183 0.9180 0.0674 0.9149 0.9209
1.0000 0.9505 0.0777 0.9470 0.9537 0.9869 0.0339 0.9853 0.9883
1.0000 0.9635 0.0715 0.9603 0.9667 0.9914 0.0261 0.9903 0.9925
0.9307 0.9425 0.0615 0.9398 0.9453 0.9228 0.0510 0.9206 0.9249
0.9193 0.0752 0.9160 0.9226 0.9519 0.0606 0.9493 0.9546
0.9071 0.9410 0.0663 0.9380 0.9438 0.9206 0.0505 0.9185 0.9228
0.8909 0.9321 0.0544 0.9298 0.9345 0.9080 0.0558 0.9056 0.9104
0.8208 0.8971 0.0711 0.8940 0.9001 0.9224 0.0654 0.9195 0.9252
0.8885 0.9629 0.0421 0.9611 0.9646 0.9185 0.0435 0.9167 0.9205

© 00 N O Ot A W N
—
o
o
=)
=)

10  0.8469 0.9377 0.0658 0.9347 0.9405 0.9287 0.0549 0.9263 0.9311
11 0.9531 0.8972 0.0696 0.8942 0.9003 0.9258 0.0643 0.9230 0.9286
12 1.0000 0.9373 0.0636 0.9346 0.9402 0.9424 0.0437 0.9406 0.9442
13 0.9602 0.9346 0.0664 0.9316 0.9374 0.9362 0.0642 0.9334 0.9390
14 1.0000 0.9953 0.0443 0.9931 0.9970 1.0000 0.0006 1.0000 1.0000
15 1.0000 1.0000 0.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 0.0000 1.0000 1.0000

—
=)
o
o
o
o
&

0.9416 0.0628 0.9388 0.9444 0.9149 0.0569 0.9124 0.9173

17 1.0000 0.9403 0.0626 0.9375 0.9430 0.9275 0.0508 0.9251 0.9298
18  1.0000 0.9566 0.0762 0.9530 0.9599 0.9859 0.0368 0.9843 0.9874
19  0.9441 0.9346 0.0652 0.9316 0.9375 0.9487 0.0502 0.9466 0.9508
EH) 09421 0.9420 0.0617 0.9393  0.9447 0.9448 0.0461 0.9428 0.9468

AL (61) & D44 % LB 5 728, Kolmogorov—Smirnov AWM E % @ L72. Kolmogorov—
Smirnov MEL, O OMVIERNFE DA ICHKT 2 0E2HET S/ 23T X M) v 7 Fik
TH VY, DEA MO SAIIRIAEZ BNV TASHIE L TW 5D, MEDHE, #
i D =0.3684, p=0.1532 2% 6N, FEKE 5% TG (W54 A F—CTdh %) &3
HTERhotz., TOTLEND, BERLZEMNT— & 1387 — 71230 R4 &
MAICHEH L TWwE L v 5.

SHIT, BET7+ VA MIOWTHRRICHMEZIT o 7288, D =0.3684, p=0.1532 & 7%
D, FARRERGUIEN SN o7 bbb, BET7+ VA MIX L2507 —% b #H
F— % LIRS ORESA Z R LT A 2 E DR SN2, BRI, BET 4+ L X b
BRI S v S AMEEAT BI20 2 0b 5§, MRS 2 545 L 72 LT oA R
FVEE L L 22387 — & R AT RETH B Z L AURE .

WIS, BEREEE7 + LA NZKT S &, M e il o MR 2 0 FIH 3B EAR
T0.0617, BET+ VA DNT0.0461 &0, 7 ¥ ¥ 7 MUIC X 5 5 HURBRA R ATFER S T
7o 72, 95% BEX M OIEOF b %A (10.9447 — 0.9393] = 0.0054) IZHARBEE 7 + L A
I (|0.9468 — 0.9428| = 0.004) TR FE Y, XV LZEL7HEP R OND Z Aoz, Db X
D, BET+ VA MEHWSEZET, HBERIHEA LEEI124 UL HEOAR ENE%
ML, XYHEETEBEEDOE Y DEA R ES R TH 5 2 & B3FIEE 7.

6. TEER

AHFFETIE, DEA IZBT B3R UEHE S L OEBX IS SMT T, BEAB XUOEE T +
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VAMIERDSSHF YT 7TV AL ERE L. REFEL, BT —5ICHET 2E
LD &R/ A X WRIIZHLY A, R R ERMBE I ESWTT -y Elzfr) 2 & T
DEA HEE 2P 9 Bt RATE I & R A D FLAER I FHIETTREE T b DTH 5.

AFREO T EHIRIE, LTO=MICHRHETE 5.

(a) TER D Simar-Wilson & X840, BRISNZATIRZ MV EfEREHE L THRY, HIE
FRARVEN) ) A R e WAL L7287 — 2 TREE L7z Th 5B, Itk D, 8Bl
WF— & OMFENET % ZBTE S LR, REEDERERE LT) 2 L2k
D, NATAMEZELET 7= A b7y FHRICL D EBEEKBOHEEIRELE 7o 7.
EHIT, BISINZMIIRT PV ERERERE TSI LT, REFHEIILIIRAE DEA
ETFTVICHEZICIRTE 5.

(b) —DEERIMAT 5BICE LA EOARZERZ MM T 5720, BHEDOT v ¥ ALs
NIFEEARPORLZEE T VA NZEALLZETHS. ZNICLY, BEERFEOEIXSD
ERFBHEXMBOIES D XIS, 7 % 2 7RI X 5 55U R & w22
O LS FERERN R S 7.

() FETF—F 2 HOIMAEDORE, Kolmogorov—Smirnov MEIZBWT, Bll7— 71235
DEA #h# 4l L -EFHIC L 2B R L D5 ICHEEZIMERIN o7z, ZDZ
Lid, WREFEEBE T — 5 \CNIET AR E 2 EHICREE L T 2 TR 2 RIE
T5LDTH5.

EHIL, BEROMEIIBWTIE, £E/ — FEMATREITICT Y AEMZIKELTWASED
DD, ERGAWH I AGHTHS L EREL TRV EIERLTET 5. FEE, K 21K
L7292, &RE LCIA Y AML0Ai (728 ZIEN—FBGA) ThoTD, BFMRA Y
AEPNCED W TR LT V7)) YRR TH A EARINT. Lizdo
T, WETHEE, &RGABF T AW SBBLL TWAIGETHOAEMHERET L2 FZMEEL AL
TwWhb.

¥ 72, AW CHBHENS L LZkd 572 StoNED % SFA &\ 7= [alJa Bl S v 3 i T3
LT, LTORTREFEIEMNEZETSLEZONS. StoNED % SFA TiE,
R & ST B O L 72 S E ISR D E R 2 MHEE T B 720, BN 8T A b
Voo ZGENLEE 2D, REREHEEEOKE S ARICEBNERE 2S5 2 L3 L.
— T, BRTPBEIHFEEZODOOERSMGICED L, S22 8 U2l 7%
EHEEMETSZTEE LTBY, EBLOMRMICELS.

bobkd, ARICIZBADEAET S, RETHEL Simar-Wilson #:12 360 S HHX [ &
FEDWBIIET—Z IOV TEBLTELT, TOMAIE, WFREFHRETL,T—F 4
BOBRSAREMIIR L, BEXUEF— Y TIIEOEAR - BEHEIAETH S Z LI
WY 5. T/, BEOEENEESZMREICERT 2720DOFMIA T THLI LD, K
ZHREEICLTWA., TOREMETA20121E, ANLF—% 2 HW %% 28%aHc o<
AWML S B LETH 5.

LS OWFEIEEE LTk, £8:7% DEA EFVAOIE, H X546 DAL O 20k 7 R T 54
EFVOEA, BW—BERIZIESL Y V7)) » 2B AR O ERIVEEM, %50
BEARYE - ¥ 7)) v FNEOEREN: LSRR O S SR 5 ESBIFON 5.

.
DRI HEOH I ICE o TEEEERETUMPIIRTETH 5 (HHVE, 2024) 25, Afa
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OR-EFFIIRIMMEIRAAETEHAWRETH 5720, Z 2 TREMD -0 AJIRIN % Hiie
Wik D 5.

D—J, Sr_ =1 2kRET DL, BB % IU# — % (Constant Returns to Scale,
CRS) FTOREI A EWVEREAVTEON, COBAEIANZ LETLIERND kEER
A, oB, HBIZET AIUHEICIE VRS R CRS @32, Increase Return to Scale(IRS),
Decrease Return to Scale(DRS), 3 & UF General Return to Scale (GRS) 72 &% 5 (FH
i 2024). AROREFHL, HBICET 2 IO E IS TEATEETH 5720,
DUFCIEfifEi o729 VRS Z il ikimz 0 5.
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Tree-based Distribution Estimation for DEA Efficiency Evaluation

Yu Zhao

School of Management, Tokyo University of Science

Standard Data Envelopment Analysis (DEA) models are deterministic, assuming that
the observed data are free from measurement errors and exogenous noise. However, in
real-world data, stochastic variations are inevitable, and ignoring them can lead to sub-
stantial errors in efficiency estimation. Although bootstrap-based and regression-based
approaches have been proposed to partially introduce statistical inference into DEA, a
framework that directly addresses data uncertainty has not yet been established. In this
study, we propose a novel sampling method based on density trees and density forests to
estimate efficiency and confidence intervals in DEA. The proposed method automatically
clusters the observed data and models local probabilistic structures by maximizing infor-
mation gain based on a Gaussian entropy function within each cluster. Furthermore, by
employing an ensemble learning framework, it ensures estimation stability and robustness
while generating pseudo-datasets that reflect the variability and noise inherent in the ob-
served data. This enables a flexible and empirical assessment of statistical uncertainty in
DEA. An empirical analysis using data from electric utility companies demonstrated the
effectiveness of the proposed method. Specifically, a Kolmogorov-Smirnov test comparing
the efficiency scores derived from observed data with those estimated by the proposed
method revealed no statistically significant differences in their distributions. This result
suggests that the proposed approach can appropriately reproduce the distributional char-
acteristics of the observed data and provide an effective means of efficiency evaluation
that accounts for measurement errors and noise.

Key words: Density tree, density forest, sampling, confidence interval estimation, uncertainty.



