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I. Introduction

Based on past literature, efficiency estimations include both parameter estimation and
non-parameter estimation. The parameter estimation is represented by Data Envelopment Analysis
(DEA). Although DEA provides the basis for efficiency ranking for the decision-making unit, there are
two common problems with DEA. First, when traditional DEA is used for efficiency estimation and the
efficiency value for several decision-making units is one, it fails to adequately distinguish these
efficiency decision-making units and thus ultimately causes trouble in ranking. Moreover, the
production points falling into the systems frontier have different efficiency performance due to different
locations. Consequently, the original DEA will not be able to satisfy the needs. Second, in DEA the
systems frontier simulates the production possibility set for an industry. However under certain conditions,
an industry can have different production possibility sets. The decision-making units within an industry
can be in different systems frontiers. As a result, the decision-making units within the same industry also
have nonhomogeneity. Thus, when DEA is adopted, the decision-making units within an industry can be
in different systems frontiers and performance assessment is unable to be conducted for the whole industry.
Subsequently, we need to adopt some approaches for differentiation. Using domestic and foreign literature,
it is possible to locate studies on the two problems separately. Nevertheless, there is currently no study
which considers the two problems simultaneously. Therefore, this article explains the
system-ranking-efficiency model to be developed to handle the nonhomogeneity problem and
efficiency-ranking problem within the decision-making units in an industry.

This article uses Taiwan’s securities industry as research sample. According to Taiwanese
authorities, the business types for securities firms are versatile. Specifically, there are three business
types: securities broker, securities dealer and securities underwriter. Integrated securities firms run the
three types of business. Furthermore, those who only run one or two types of businesses are called
securities brokerage firms. Given that the capital for integrated securities firms is at least $1 billion NTD,

they usually have a much larger scale and broader business scope than securities brokerage firms.
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Integrated security firms differ in terms of business type, market position and niche. The integrated
securities firms and the securities brokerage firms also differ in relation to their business structures. Due
to these differences, it seems inappropriate to assess the performance for the two types of securities
firms at the same time. However, separate assessment of their performance seems to lack the ability to
allow construction of a holistic picture of the securities industry. Obviously, it is challenging to assess
the performance of different types of securities firms. Therefore, to resolve such a pragmatic issue, it is
necessary to take a feasible, modified approach to estimate the efficiency value. Using this approach, it
is possible to begin analyzing the efficiency ranking for Taiwan’s securities industry correctly and

effectively.
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R E AR ENEE , TD BB B ( parameter ) {EEHEEIEBH ( non-parameter ) fEEHE
—& , HhSEBEHEATIUEREMES 7 3% ( Data Envelopment Analysis ; DEA ) B &K, H#AE
BEEIERB T ERREVREHE2ER  BRENIBOTEEEAMERE : 5%, U
ERNENTEETTREE  EESERKENIREER | I, AIELHEERERREN
HWES SELHFSLNRHE RARKERETLEEERLNEER  REMVENTE , BHE
RALEEMER , KRFRRNENSREEEREER, £, TERSEI T+ , £EBR
BRE—EEENEETRES  BEEEERT , —BEEEVAEFEETRANEETRES B
ERHNRREN AR BRTEANEEESR , FHRE-EXAWRREVEGREEY , lILRAE
REEINER EXANRREVTRERBERTRNEESRR | BEHEEEE B HIESET
it , ERRMLXERNARLSEMAER ., FBRERAEREE B9 5IH I —RHENH , BX
B —EE—-REEE, FHit , "XEE system-ranking-efficiency B REE XN AKRENE
REMHENRERZBE,

EXUAEBLERATRELNAABRSHLEECERSE  KBABTEHBENESR &
FEIEXEBEIE  BHFRLEH. RFPALEBRBHAEN  DRRE-BXBERREES
P ( integrated securities firms ), MARB—ER-—BEKEBAESER LY, ANGERSEHE
FEELRTER , ARRARREXRNRR  BEGELUBREESTREANS , EHHER
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B MEFHERMETE , AT LNEZRNELTE, RESHRERSHERBEER L
BER  UFTEAEABMEXRHSHE - BGHEEEN , AME2 R EMEASFE X
R, UTFXPHETHEZIILX RN ZERE , EMBRTEEENSFHEN GISREER/N
RESHERF, AR -—BR LHBE K LAUAEMATZEESXNMEETRRE , HER
BERNEBRESRFER RIS D,

RBEANERNXE  ERLBRESHENRFRREEH _BENH , ERERL_HE
—RBEEE , A E#RE system-ranking-efficiency BE R EX AR KEMEHRE B ERY
BBl HEEEKER L  AREREXRAREERREEHENAEZARBRBENER

KB,
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