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PNKS by (1)
o 19 (F1) . (F2)
(F3) (F4) .
(F5) (Fo6)
’ DEA

F, =0.966X, +0.959X, —0. 852X,
F, = 0. 973X, + 0. 865X, + 0. 904X, +

0.967X,
o, F, = 0. 953X + 0. 919X, + 0. 928X, +
() 0. 886X,
( Principal Component Analysis F,=-0.611Y, +0.88Y, +0.945Y,
PCA) F;=0.662Y, +0.842Y, +0.918Y,
Fy =0.762Y, +0.906Y; +0.97Y,
o 2
2 25
F1 F2 F3 F4 F5 F6

DMU1 4082. 67 1585386. 87 6214939. 50 31063.13 4079.31 5877.19
bDMU2 4213.70 2903064. 78 11940493. 10 41985.37 3971.96 2730.36
DMU3 2192.76 948156.55 5413998. 28 25625.57 977.11 422.39
DMU4 3110.36 1635548.78 6533828. 32 31129.47 1946.98 19934. 10
DMUS5 4908. 88 1219320. 17 3170197. 31 12725.81 1768. 86 0.00
DMU6 861. 64 632053.32 1681848. 59 11001. 33 700.22 106.97
bMU7 1200. 34 762765.90 2423662. 98 14452.05 634.37 2381.94
DMUS 1814.79 1466008. 73 6485793. 14 33541.54 1110. 89 3099.79
DMU9 829.55 766182. 61 4057809. 83 20549.73 358.11 0.00
bDMU10 507.92 359019. 85 3312671.94 14400. 60 308. 06 186.11
DMU11 547.74 334004.76 3298186. 16 14104.92 285.35 79.41
DMU12 531.08 285598.28 2889384.90 10491. 83 232.18 78.51
DMU13 1491. 04 842024. 89 3879161. 95 19789. 49 925. 65 2226.13
bMU14 1414. 06 767255.89 3383409.97 17482.95 1065.29 6741.17
DMU15 1724.87 1361226.13 5529784.91 24017.92 1327.97 42622.68
DMU16 891.20 601735.28 3079942.88 13174.32 1046.76 911.92
bMU17 1402. 81 866371. 68 4033511. 49 18285.37 1160. 34 3101.74
DMU18 1309. 06 995881. 67 3929491. 35 17751. 64 1787.08 833.31
DMU19 837.76 385090. 60 3655574.56 14101. 40 285.69 196.72
DMU20 857.73 477788.57 3047072.58 13891.59 380. 68 68.81
DMU21 610.31 301055. 11 2807829. 83 11100. 60 415.35 0.00
DMU22 705.20 287754. 49 3226997. 54 12821.25 200.76 159.73
DMU23 1219.06 564166. 69 4250964 . 48 15854.74 318.47 2.72
DMU24 982.06 413026. 58 2991061. 49 12442. 60 267.57 59.11
DMU25 176.30 439080. 06 5087489. 06 16710. 88 69. 87 0.00
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3 DMU
DMU1 1.000 1.000 1.000 —
DMU2 0.762 1.000 0.762 drs
DMU3 0.970 1.000 0.970 drs
DMU4  0.934 1.000 0.934 drs
DMUS 0.850 0.983 0.865 irs
DMU6 1.000 1.000 1.000 —
DMU7 1.000 1.000 1.000 —
DMUS 0.979 1.000 0.979 drs
DMU9 1.000 1.000 1.000 —
bDMU10 1.000 1.000 1.000 —
DMUI11 1.000 1.000 1.000 —
DMUI2  0.882 1.000 0.882 irs
DMU13 0.981 0.990 0.991 drs
DMU14  1.000 1.000 1.000 —
DMUI15 1.000 1.000 1.000 —
DMUI6  1.000 1.000 1.000 —
DMU17  0.923 0.927 0.995 drs
DMU18 1.000 1.000 1.000 —
DMUI9  0.894 0.896 0.998 irs
DMU20  0.959 0.960 0.999 irs
DMU21 1.000 1.000 1.000 —
DMU22 1.000 1.000 1.000 —
DMU23 0.817 0.817 1.000 —
DMU24  0.903 0.934 0.967 irs
DMU25 1.000 1.000 1.000 —
0.954 0.980 0.974
irs: ; drs:
4 DMU
F1 F2

DMUS 2944. 006 264805. 504

DMU13 186.277 0.000

DMU19 197.773 0.000

DMU20 199. 864 0.000

DMU23 406. 000 0.000

DMU24 282.111 0.000
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The College’s Performance M easurement Based on the Method of
PCA and DEA
Huang Jianyuan' Chong Qinghua® Wang Jingmei’

(1. Nanjing University of Finance and Economics Nanjing 210023 China;
2. Nanjing University of Chinese Medicine Nanjing 210023 China)

Abstract: This paper first analyses the necessity of the relative effectiveness of the college’s performance measurement

and then explores the performance evaluation of Jiangsu province’s 25 provincial colleges based on the method of the principal

component analysis( PCA) and data envelopment analysis( DEA) . In the construction of the provincial collegess performance e—

valuation index system for empirical research the result shows the utilization rate of higher learning education resources in the

province and the education resources investment scale and so on.

Key words: performance evaluation; index system; DEA; PCA



