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Summary : This study extends the existing method of Technology Forecasting with
Data Envelopment Analysis (TFDEA) by incorporating a ranking method into the model
so that we can reduce the required number of DMUs (Decision Making Units). TFDEA
estimates technological rate of change with the set of observations identified by
DEA(Data Envelopment Analysis) model. It uses an excessive number of efficient
DMUs(Decision Making Units), when the number of inputs and outputs is large compare
to the number of observations. Hence, we investigated the possibility of incorporating
CCCA(Constrained Canonical Correlation Analysis) into TFDEA so that the ranking of
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DMUs can be made. Using the ranks developed by CCCA(Constrained Canonical
Correlation Analysis), we could limit the number of efficient DMUs that are to be used
in the technology forecasting process. The proposed hybrid model could establish
technology frontiers with the efficient DMUs for each generation of technology with the
help of CCCA that uses the common weights. We applied our hybrid model to forecast
the technological progress of main battle tank in order to demonstrate its forecasting
capability with practical application. It was found that our hybrid model generated
statistically more reliable forecasting results than both TFDEA and the regression model.

Key Words @ Technological forecasting, DEA, CCCA, Main battle tank

1A% 570l xamvm AoR QLI gk Tu 2 FHAA AGRHE AR
0119 o FRE FE5HFANE AAFA 71& AAEE /XL 5 31 AN o)
A ofol g & dvh wehy & AT Fo] ol AT FEo] WX

X

1960dth o} F 7lEFEdEE 9% e Wygo) A
and Makridakis, 1978; Martino, 1993). ¥¥t5 o2 71%#%&11%—91 ﬁ%@ﬂ W2 A aE
U, BT S, A WY oE FEE £ dvh AR Uy ARV X4 e g48)
o 71ETEE A5shHs WY o2 duto] 7] (delphi), B.# <12 E " (Brain-storming), T}
%8 &4 (Cross-Impact Analysis) $°] EAo|tiDelbecq et al., 1975; Beasley et al,
1983, Woundenberg, 1991). & 73 W& AAREH AA7A 2 nH2 d33te d%
A g AdFse wHoez AN (Trend Extrapolation), 3% 34%(Growth

Curves model), A=A (Substitution Curve model), A#AaAA 28 (Correlation
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Method) 5°] $ICHPorter et al, 1991). TFEA WP vlga e o7, &8, 71 &
Aste Ao AH 7l5AS BAse wHor dAUT7IH(Relevance Tree), He)shA
H-4(Morphology Analysis), Y453 & £ (Mission Flow Diagram) $°] thHMartin et al.,
1973; Yoon et al., 2005). °1 % 7|&€5FAZ9 712l Martino(1993)€ 7|eFEd5E 9
3 H423(Scoring Model)S A|talgitt, o] RS o 2ES BEHESARNE A%
dto] ZleFESAAE Adsls Byt
a3y olE e A RYEL2 A TEHE
FEEAS FYsIEE A $AHES FANE MK E 7}%"3 o] At °l 315} DV:-—J SE5S
A8 AIoE B B4 HQ o2& B4 N2 AP Eo At vk dEAY A=
20013 PICMET(Portland International Center for Management of Engineering and
Technology)ol Al %3 A¢td TFDEA7} 9ltH(Anderson et al., 2001). TFDEAE 7]<31 5
A4 Al DEASE E3) A 5283 DMUYE ooz 3t W o 2 7|Eo & 3E
%i?iﬂ 098, Od&d 82d o 7EFEdEE 4d8sA0 °lF Anderson et
al.(2002)2 Moore®] ¥ ¥ & TFDEAS v 3Q 2, Inman ef al.(2006)2 P15 AF714 7)
£5Eol% 5ol TFDEAS H&3te) $-543& &A% vk vk 28y TFDEAE WRH 2
Z DEAMNES A &s17] Wi 458 849 7 & A% AUAA &L 49 DMU7
Ao g eH AWE AAE ¢ A3, 2oz 7ledn g dEFFAAA A7t AR E
EA7E ot

i

geby 2 dFoM= TFDEAS @& 7MAstmal 7ledrg Al 4A 584
DMUE A¥ste 3o CCCANES H&38te A3 284 98 deidt ¥ iddd
E&% DMUE 834 vdirles ]Z—'T‘%}E AxE Aget) o] UL AEY 249
U BAE DMUS 4o BAgl0] 94T 49 a4 DMUTE AEgo2H o F
9 NEeFEdS FAHNN AFHE Fole ¥ o] gt} B AFdAE At Y
TFEU(Technological Forecasting using Efficient Unit)&tx B33 o, A4 A8 A&
A7 TFDEAS 3|AEA 9 Aanc EAH R o A& &5 & 7 &g st

E a7 e &7 2o HWA 238 A TFDEAS CCCAl W& o] &4 w737 o]

g A= Wyl el d9stn 3dolM: TFEUY 2BxE Addch o 4dedM=
TFEUE =9 AAd FHAX 7&FEd5e A4d Ads d9sta 1 2#E
TFDEAS} 3|ARA S Ante nlndt) 580 E 28 2 35 A7 FAE AN
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d=& AT o]2H WA

M

I. 71&s

1. DEAE °| &% 7les

o =

FN

DEA= B9 94&4 248 71 DMUY 2&4¢ B7ksh7] 918 2302 19784 A
& 205 UK Cooper et al.,, 2000). DEAE £8 9] F71&o] g8 o] Z7hgd nldste

+%  CRS(Constant Returns to Scale)7]¥t¢] DEA-CCREXF ¥z @& 299
VRS(Variable Returns to Scale) 7] ¥+2] DEA-BCCE ¥ 2.2 FE¥t} DEAY thakdt R34
& 432 Cooper ef al(2000)& E3) 28] & & YomE ¥ @Fo)AE DEA-BCCE
FA <EY A>9 O Adid <E¥ B>E APt 74, A6 Frh4 DMU ke &
FHdjghshs S5 HolH, = A EA9 2@ dgdrh 283 2(4)= DMU k9
& Hlae] FUE jUA DMUS 7H5X(),)e] &4 12 $224 43 DMU
of ols) && ZHE]o(efficient frontier)E TABIES It 2BR ¢, & 5§ TAE
o) Aol sfF=Hm o] o] 0o CRSE v|gtt). 4(6)2 t}E DMUS H|ZE 3
DMU k¢ 2&4 A7} 1& 2287 T2 s Aol '

ol

Y

mio ot

T
3

mlo

oX,
Ao
o2

A

pu-Av)

<58 A>
Min 0, )
sit. Opx,— E% ;=20 i=1,2,...,m , @
Ey”. A=y r=1,2,...,s (3
i=1
N =1 X520 j=12,..n 4

&7 ;0 DMU jo iflA) 948849 3, y,, : DMU jo rdAl 8829 &
AR5 A, DMU jol A2
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<23 B>

Moz Zy= Y u,y— u (5)
r=1
s.t. Zur Yrj— sz ry—u < 0 =] n (6)
r=1 i=1 e
Zwi Ty =1 %
i=1
U, , w; =0 u, = free variable

ARZARRE w, i0A QB2 7}EX
u, THA £ 249 7}F 3

uy, : Indicator of RTS(Returns to Scale)

dutH o2 DEAS AL trlE A EZA A 7Hdste 84 A5 F524e] A
e I 3, O 48 28 139 284 FFE AMEE Aotk E
Hl2EAQ DMUS Al 284 F4S 98 a9 ARE AT + dvhe oA &
&3 ol g€t 53] F(estimation)TANE FL A% Roled|, Chames and
Cooper(1985)JJr Thanassoulis(1993)& 4 EAo] d3 DEAS] #&23} 7L EY T
T 237t 2E2E F dFol 9FHA ol FARA 0] v A& F ] DMUZA 2§38
X*Xﬂ dole g ez st ¥, DEAE &8 E‘“dE]Oi% ol AR oz e 7
AolA Fug W 747} dE F4-& 371 W& o|tHCharnes
and Cooper, 1985). TFDEAE DEAS®] ©]2j3 §4& 7|eFEdSd 283 ol 3,
NeFEdE Al A 848 198ty £64 DMUTHS 83024 vErlesEd o
g AFe] FAEEE FHAE F Utk

7(
=5

%
m[o
e
‘i."i.’
2
)ll
)J
ﬂll
ol

2. DMUS &4 <9 BE 7|9

S O A FHAE BEsln A 2849 e 12 PR F
zb= DMUE | b £3835l7, DMUEZE A2 & 715X E 4o 22X 1)
_/;:

[=]
_%
A% 44% DMUE “Joj5oz xeqolsn B7bd + Qi wdol qlrh of
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CCA(Canonical Correlation Analysis)$} CCCAE o] &3 #9A4A HHﬁ(Tofalhs 2001)&
< DMUY F&€ & e T8 75X E Zof dEH 22 ALFo 24 [ DMU
F oHE A BRY 5 e dYPeE {FEsith

2.1 CCA¢} CCCA

CCAE F 7l o139 F&WFe F /) o) SPHF Aloje] Fz@Ae g thd
=471 o] tH(Thompson, 1951). CCAE t53ARNH 2 Aol Hlxdd, dF3AEY
o] shte] F&EHLE AFste A 2] CCAANME e FEHUFTE 88 F 3
o= AFedlA Aozt gtk &, CCAE el g8aiet v 288409 AadAE
71 AR F Ae BEAT, F FEY S E 7T F do FARA Y §AE Ho
A g gtk 2y CCAE A F A5 (canonical coefficient)7} &< @& 712
o] oE & &3l FA7F \tH(Tabachnick et al,, 1996). |23 o8 &<
g Wi o2 CCCAZF AAIE A tHTofallis, 2001). CCCAE CCAS2 ATATE
o2 33 o].}_—‘: 3= oz 1 FAH el e o].a]]g]. pAawy

A mle dYEE 2, (=1, -, m} sAY EHAF 4, r=1, -, 9)°] Yot 714

gt 2w oo WE a0, 3B x, y ol B3] H(@), O 22 AFEFET X,V

X=a,2, tayxy+---t+a,z, (8)

Y= by, + byyy +---+ by, )

agx H(10)& o839 X, Yo FaAAE U= v=e AFxFE FET 410
AM ZRHE Corr(X,Y)9 7ol 19 7WHEFE x yol ARBAY 2
th 2102 EA3 T AFFerE delds v A8 2o x5 Kuhn-Tucker Lagrangian
olgo2 A EA7t T EHTofallis, 1999).

Max Corr{X,7)= M-
"~°>° Var(X)War(Y)
Subject to Var(X)y=Var(¥)=1 (10)
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2.2 DEA$} CCCAY A%

284 Wrhel HEAQ H DEAS HAARHG) ojg H3E A

Y 5 YA, 99
Aoz YAl e DEAE, 1903 ABZAGN AL HARNS A5se A%l Aot
(Cubbin et af, 1999). Te]ut A2ole 2 Be AGGo2H 22e) BYE BASHE A
=7} gtk 53] SARNS) PRl CCAS DEAS] et A77F #23) olfeinn

—

4.2.7{(Sengupta, 1990; Friedman et al., 1997), 2 Tofallis(2001)& CCAY} 74X g B3
CCCAE DEASH 2%d FelE Attt olo dig =4 Aate ofefis} 2t
+4, DEAS %3] &< DMUE A¥3th 28x o9 dx), HWAE 32
2 AYARESE @), 4O 2 P wED, 10 o3t AFAS wE
= (a;)% p=(p)E Tt ©l=- DEAE 53 Add 5849 DMUY 4, £8 ¥459
FAAAE VG AR TF IEAE 9 F.
e AEAFY A8 o= (o)) b=(b,)E AV H&3e] 7th £ ZAEo)
E T M v, v 2 X, Y o BAE Auste J3AH AFold, of #XE
DEASIN &&Ho2 A4 t4e DMUY ts) £98 Agske 7o) gt

<

Y. =vn+mX

=+ (a2, +ayz, ++a,z,,) 11)

thee (2% 2ol DEASIA 78 E8% yo AADIA 78 70 B T
v, o834 ZINagd pyE AN of go] 1uch 29 s} 18 ZeEo] Aol
e Ao YWHOE /U + dE $ES WE WS LEH'Y DMUZ 358 5 ek

2

Q

EY=Y,]Y; (12)
ol 4¢] k= DEASH 93] 7 DMUS| tig 83 918 Fokg 4 A 9t olo] &

A= TFDEA] CCCASl #AS Z#ste 7} Aoz 953 DMUE JEFoZA
oS EUE VeFEAdE A4S Foluat ik

_89_



M. £&% DMU Ad¥& £3 7|lsFF45 : TFEU

2 HoAMe MdE ‘244 DMUE 883 7|&5E435 71‘:" 22 TFEUE &7%t.
TFEUY TFDEA7} ZE @S B 93l Ao 24 DEACA &85 o2 XA%E DMUe ol
3 CCCAE A&FozH “Br} 87" DMUE H¥stn °l—§— EYE JgFTdSs
3 ol

1. TFEU¢ A=zt

[1%] 1]-°— TFEU9 ﬂiﬂ“*"] ZgAatoltt, A WA GAAME DEA 28& 33l &8
g AA% 4Edes AL o AP AF wel &
%*é @7 A7} %EV‘ T AE WS T EAT E£¥ DEAY EAF UF B2 9%

208 49 A S XY B4 B 0157 5 Aok olof B Cooper(2000

ox,
l
M
i
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o
ol
)
o
=
1A
e
B o
fo
B

n > max{mxs,3(m+s)} 13)
o] W, n=DMU®} 7, m=¥EL49] /F, s=&8g 849 /MF

T HA gAY e DEA 28 #883lo AVEE 238Y A8 F 28802 Jrid
DMUE A3lth. DEA 23 FTd = dde] 544 uel CCR, BCC, 48354,
g T t2A AR n, A3 A7|E FES ¢ Yt o] W B HYE AA
AAARA TR BE DMUE tidoz gt ol 7+ Adiztz 7idd =& DMUE Ul

£
4 &

o0
e

> i

A

e

o2 &4 Ze&d DMUS E4o] wtg® 7] 74]46}71 CEED=Y

i zx—;loﬂﬁ AF3 H}Q} 7ol DEAR 3 9 = DMU7} th5 w249 & Qloh
__iu,aw;fm A7+ 2
T} Welq DEAZTA 28 ‘e’
DMUS 7|1&5Zd29) gigoz & Agos 2tk A& olx| 23 DMUZA E s
AUAA B 59 DMUS tigog 71e52d2e st ZA7t Yot weby A 9 ¢
AN E A o seste] 84 FrHdch CCCA
=gy 28w E 713X 8 AFHEE o] B4
A DMUS| W@ «9448 & 5 3o
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vl A dAN M= 71EA1d 9] DMUS 71#A1A ol 2% 72d DMUE H2ste] 7]
< ZYEof(technology frontier)®} S H-& #83c} 71& ZUES= DEAY] 58 =
dEloj #Feti 7lgo] LA HA o TeE= A Aot e FEh ok
te] 5o wE X&H oz WA ER v|e ZTHE ] o] nf A
F Atk 2y 7ise] Ald Wyt 5438 ol FARAY & 7139
€ 7le ZHE Y &7 o5 & GAA ddsor d.

K

L

Tk

Yy
S84 WG 28 AEs He MY
¥
DEA R2HE S5t 83 DMU &It M3
v
84 =% Wyt

CCCAE 0|28t

[stevauaz me o g |

<
) 4 I

TF 837 C}2 DMUR 0|8
Y
DMUZt 7|&ZIEE Al

(22 1] TFEUS| MA Ml ZI¥E X

O A AN E 7le THE S &0 AT BF A(1E ol e R
= AR o] W EARS TlgaEe] goln AR o) F VlerEe] ot F

o
&
d, g7t 71e0E &S 99 gch(Anderson et al, 2001). 5% 0,5 4 Uelgr 7HAstn 4

AL pof o]F9 T|EFEE AT

&= g, (14)
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NERu e BYWS T JUH FREE JHT F, AR
Aw7t ol FoixA) gatrhs AL ofvlain 1 2

L2 T84 AY, O Ve Bz s oA Fade] F4

V. 24t FHARe ZlesEdS

PEHLA ARSI AFAT wel 584 FAEH) 2 2 £ Qe i F8
g datolry, old gia] B AP E g2d 2L xS LA A4 FEAA A%
Hrto| 3 AT (Gupta et al, 1996)ZHE FH Az AEHrt 248 A} AY
H A5H7} 848 72H, 4%H SN BRI /R AR Aol v d9F

A1,

FEa48 ARG 1 2% dYLARE WEFY,
gobd, AndE, ¥o7e, FER ARHAAY. S

AE AAYY 847 AAHA) BE o) ARG L Aol

o
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<E 1> AN FAYME BAS A 2B Az
: R ﬂ%aaﬁ el
RS —— 97 | 9% | 5% A

No-l DMU- | oo g5 —(T;iT i; &% | Az | 4 L‘:'f T2
=) 5 b | k) | o) | D

1 M4 35.00 270 5.00 12.80 2500 | 25000 | 75.00 | 1941

2 M26 35.00 343 5.00 12.70 40.00 | 160.00 | 100.00 | 1941 | Al AR}

3 T-34 28.00 2.60 5.00 15.90 51.00 | 280.00 | 76.20 | 1942 Al

4 T34/86 32.00 274 5.00 15.60 55.00 | 300.00 | 8.00 | 1943

5 M47 46.20 3.3 5.00 14.00 4800 | 130.00 | 90.00 | 1952

6 M103 55.30 293 5.00 14.00 37.00 | 483.00 | 120.00 || 1952

7 M48A1 47.00 313 400 1870 4200 | 160.00 | 90.00 | 1956

8 T-34 35.40 240 4.00 14.10 43.00 | 400.00 | 100.00 | 1957 14

9 T-55 36.50 2.22 4.00 15.30 4500 | 400.00 | 100.00 || 1958

10 Centurion 51.00 3.00 4.00 12.50 3500 | 196.00 | 8340 | 1959

11 M48A3 46.00 312 4.00 16.00 4800 | 387.00 | 90.00 | 1960

12 M60 40.00 327 4.00 16.20 4800 | 400.00 | 105.00 | 1961

13 PZ61 39.70 2.88 4.00 17.00 50.00 | 300.00 | 105.00 | 1961

14 Chieftain 35.00 2.89 400 13.60 4800 | 300.00 | 105.00 | 1962

15 T-62 41.00 333 400 1450 50.00 | 450.00 | 115.00 || 1962 o2t

16 M60A1 49.00 321 4.00 15.30 4800 | 400.00 | 105.00 | 1965

17 Leopardl 40.00 2.76 4.00 19.70 64.00 | 600.00 | 105.00 | 1965

18 AMX30 36.00 310 400 20.00 64.00 | 500.00 | 105.00 | 1966

19 Strv103 30.00 243 3.00 1870 50.00 | 390.00 | 105.00 || 1967

20 | Merkava 1 60.00 275 4.00 16.00 46.00 | 400.00 | 105.00 | 1972

21 | LeopardlA4 || 40.00 276 4.00 19.70 64.00 | 600.00 | 105.00 | 1972

22 T-72 41.00 2.19 3.00 19.00 80.00 | 480.00 | 125.00 || 1973

23 M60A2 52.60 3.27 400 14.40 4830 | 500.00 | 105.00 || 1974 254

24 P768 39.70 2.88 400 1890 55.00 | 300.00 | 105.00 || 1974 ’

25 AMX32 39.00 2.29 4.00 18.00 65.00 | 520.00 | 105.00 || 1975

26 M60A3 52.00 3.27 4.00 15.30 48,00 | 500.00 | 105.00 | 1977

27 T-80 4200 2.22 3.00 23.50 75.00 | 500.00 | 125.00 | 1978

28 Leopard2 | 55.20 264 4.00 27.00 72.00 | 550.00 | 120.00 || 1980

29 M1 54.50 244 4.00 27.00 7240 | 498.00 | 105.00 | 1980

30 | Challenger? | 62.00 295 4.00 19.40 56.00 | 400.00 | 120.00 || 1984

31 AMX40 4370 2.38 4.00 30.00 70.00 | 550.00 | 120.00 || 1985

32 MI1A1 57.00 238 4.00 26.20 66.80 | 465.00 | 120.00 || 1985

33 M1A2 63.00 2.88 4.00 24.00 7200 | 42400 | 120.00 | 1986 3A

A K1 51.00 224 4.00 2350 65.00 | 500.00 | 105.00 | 1986

35 | Merkava 3 62.00 2.76 4.00 20.00 55.00 | 500.00 | 120.00 | 1989

36 Leclerc 54.00 246 3.00 27.00 71.00 | 550.00 | 120.00 || 1992

37 T-90 4650 2.20 3.00 17.00 60.00 | 500.00 | 125.00 || 1993

33 T-84 46.00 2.20 3.00 26.00 70.00 | 600.00 | 125.00 | 1994
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FHAA e A28 T v thik Aolrt Joy A doly -’F%‘% ko
713 B e TARRFE H (Christopher, 1995; Army-Technology, 2007)9l +&4¥ o6&
olgstgith. EF FHAAY R 24 A7} 1919 Ase Lt 01'11?}, %37
Axpel A E8MFelv Mg FHo] Aot A o F& nHA B BT JH
g 2] AFE 23 AAYA T olF o] FHAAZ JEFRAZ HAE FA:
<E D>E & Gl AR FEAY d4EY 248 RHF Aot

E A7odA F LR St FEHAAGY 284 H BAE YHEY St mE £8€E
9 %7}1:1] g o] egxgs}xl oz VRS 7|yte] DEA-BCCE¥S A143lt). DEARE S B
¢ EEA Hte 7EE AUE 422 F 53 Sy AdiEzE HAHE £&F5

DMU ZA#E <& 2>9} Zt. DEARE S =327 832 DMUY F& AAXZA N7t
2 478 Z 370, 1A Z7EA 1178 & 870, 2741742 1970 & 970, 254t 7kA] 2770 F 1070, 3
Ai7EA] 3878 F 1570tk o] X8 &-& X< DMUZ} th AAHE o] f& 2™ 4
Hiel Zo] A &4 AT E 12 2R AA v]@AHA 7SR A4 Wit 48
o 247 JEE FHAXRE AR DEAS 53 284 HItE 3 23 194249
NgE T-34DMU No.3)7} £ &% o2 Hridch 18v} T—344 7heAe dgea F A
FZ% 0036, 884 5 EZvIE 2 00639 7HEXE st YA gh4ee A
0l 717 FEXE FAgh o]y 3 sMEA= HEdA A 7}TX1EW g g 3leng 2
Aol S4e] FElH oz wdd AMEE FHFEXE T-348 AR/ davt gl

<# 3> CCCAE A& €& Huida ]TQ} A3 AY Aol 714 Ao &
BAFE AY 2% 4 80 AVVAS AUz e Rolw, ¥ AN A%
(yp v)= AQDZH Zo) 7o) &8 Ev’dﬂoi% REETE <E £+ 40D, 412)9 <& 3>
AN L& AP 3AFE A5t A2 284 Hrt Aol &8 AFEHAE & At
He22 54%Q DMUZ ¢9%ee 71&¢ ABstel o 2859 DMUE 44 + gl

B QAR AE oA Addr AAE DMUE A9 UHx] DMU = &84 A47F 49



20%%! DMUE 7|¢52d3S 93 F DMU=E Addth <E 494 CCCAE 3] &
4 AUz @499 DMUE ‘%' FA8t2. DEARENAN Z&Ho2 NAHJUAT
CCCA%AM nlEed o #de DMUE 'O'2 BAgTE T3 ¢902 FAE REL 3
3 Althe] DEARHAA vl a&H o2 A3d DMUE Yeldth <X 4>9 2, 25, 3A9E
AR A7 ANE JlEes edd AA FHAAY 49 DEAZIAE 584 DMU

RRHAAT CCCAE FalME giE Yoz B A4/t Rogy, dggoz
284 DMUR 4497 £an 2o ¢ & ok

o

<% 2> DEA 2g¥2= g2 §235¢ DMU

A DMU No. Al DMU No.
A A A Y A 2,3, 4
3,9, 14, 17, 18
A
2549 19, 21, 22, %5, 27
2.3 467
1*1 'y y t] bl
= 8911
39,14, 17, 18
X 340 19, 21, 22, 25, 27
L] 6,89, 14 98, 31, 36, 37, 38
15 17, 18, 19

<E 3> CCCA =& Al & zltfataAset 48 sl A5

TR A A A 1A ch 2A4H 254 34|

Hoj g 0.99 089 085 0.96 085
% 113 473 005 —17x107 153

Y, 573 150 201488 5 5x]0 ¢ 437
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4> CCCA =¥z g84 Xt

=

MEE DMU

DMU No AARA A 149 24 254t 349
2 * 449 127 : e
3(Q) 3.34 1.21 2.65 0.70 2.21
4 (Q) 421 1.27 . .
6 * 147 419 V
7 * 142 - .
8 (Q) 1.32 3.49 a
9 (@) 1.37 _ 094 0.96
11 (&) 132 . .
14 (Q) 0.89 7528
17 1.14 75.95
18 (&) 1.05 * 33.10
19 (&) 096 73.81
21 (Q) 1.14 75.95
22 * 116 30.82
25 () 1.07 .07
27 * 1.17 83.20
28 () 64.53
31 * 84.10
36 (Q) 65.97
37 () 69.89
38 * 79.27
* : 3F HAAE DMU
B : DEA 2304 wEgd ez AYY DMU
O  DEA 28 g &g AALD CCCAAAM vE&Aes AAHE DMU
<E 5 TFEUZ &4 J7|27EE AL 21
Azl Nedng A A7
71eX R .
T4y A& &7 g FX77 )
DMU No2 — 6 1.01 0.99 1.11 1.02 11
DMU No6 — 7 108 103 0.76 093 4
DMU No.7 — 15 0.96 1.03 1.19 1.04 6
DMU No.l5 — 17 1.12 1.09 1.10 097 3
DMU No.17 — 18 1.02 1.00 0.83 1.00 1
DMU No.18 — 22 0.99 1.03 0.99 1.03 7
DMU No.22 — 27 1.04 0.99 1.01 1.00 5
DMU No.27 — 31 1.04 0.99 101 0.99 7
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