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Abstract

This study explores the operating performance of 30 Major League Baseball
(MLB) teams in 2009. Research methods include data envelopment analysis, which
uses the total team salary paid to players as an input, three output measures (team
record, ranking points, and average attendance per game), and the BCC and CCR
models to calculate the overall efficiency, technical efficiency, scale efficiency,
efficiency value, and the slack analysis to merit team performance for the 30 teams.
Results showed that four teams reached overall efficiency, 11 teams reached
technical efficiency, and six teams achieved scale efficiency. Additionally, winning
percentage and audience attendance were significant indicators of efficiencies based
on sensitive analysis. Salary was significantly correlated with team record, and was

the most common strategy used to improve MLB team records.

Keywords: major league baseball (MLB), data envelopment analysis (DEA),

performance evaluation, slack analysis
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=~ HEam

— FEFR

A FE SE AT B2 —(HBE R ZE ZE - fRIE 2002 4F Street il Smith [FI#fEET
EEEN ESEAE(EE 1,966.4 (H3E7T > 2010 FHEEE 4,140 {H3E7T (Plunkett
Research, 2010) » th{#i{5 RPAE#EE)EE IR E SFHZER AR 8.6% (Mullin,
Hardy, & Sutton, 2007) » Hr7 » S s bl £ 78 Bl A 56 rh f Ve R e HL 8 2 —
IR FEEEREARE B F A S EE A7 (AR 2001) o SEEEH
PIPY K g S 7 1) 72 S B B SE ek R IE S (Major League Baseball, MLB) ~ 32
B HZEEZEK (National Basketball Association, NBA) ~ E[R k3 £ Bk (National
Football League, NFL) Ll K ZEBIHkZE vk [ #if2EK (National Hockey League,
NHL) - Hrh ¥V PISEEHErE Rk RIS AR BN % - /& EBIP A IBEEE B
REIE N BUR 1Y (Stone & Pantuosco, 2009)  Hf S EH B AR AR UL A EZ AR EH 2
FIZEIA ~ AR RER < ~ IS B IIGE ~ FErahiREE (F24A15] » 2000)
TCH N LIFHEE I b BE R RR RE A5 5 £ B AR o Tk B Ak B R
Bk AR A O R E R BN A R R R R R <5 TR - BP0 BRRR A T 3R
FEERBRESAE - IS/ REEGEE 1R Bk B 2K IR S BkBRI#4Y o Zimbalist (2010)
WFFEfEH 1990-2007 o 35 [ ik 55 Ak A (R BRI E Bk B AR # & )7 % & -
b BRSOk B AR B G BRI &S IS 42%-67% » 1A 7 T ] B L ERFCET A ER B
PIEMRE ; &A% (2010) $H¥f 2002-2009 4 8 {[ERkZ= A EKE T
FH A R BLEK BRI 223 2 2 1EAHRRATY » 7€ AT & IR A EEERBARK B 2Bk R
HEME ZE - s BRI AT B BRI 55 o IS B SER R RIEEE (MLB) A
FEILERBR 451 » 7E 2009 FEKTEr » BREMEHTE R 208,097,414 E 7T » B2S
30 SCBRRR et > s AR R KT T E S FURER R o (Hthg — LBk AL 1
KRESGHE NI BEER R - (HEGEARRE BT & AR L - BE AN s the —LE
A% AL DFFRIHETE © AlREERPRIES A5 r0EkAR - LL 2008 S0t e=fR 1
BRERAEHTE £ 43,820,597 7T » BB EIRGS 2 (KA ERR#H EH84H » AlEE
Sl LIYETS 97 5 65 By paiihE - i H#& F 2008 F LR B (AL) BUEE » afL)
AT HE SR E R AR o EEIE KBRS 7RI AMEIE K8
KA GIFERE - (F 155K E 1A §E 7T EFER (uxury tax) > ixH
LI 2003 FEARFIERERR DIEKBR i E T E DA 1.17 (8 BB ER
22.5%Z %M (Ajilore & Hendrickson, 2005) o (/& FHREE SCEAZS IR » BRI FEMR (L A 5%
WEEKEN S > MIERBRAIKKRIIAE - (HRERREL DA BN
1 s NAEZWEE =+ SCBkB b - HRSEERBR A& & i A SRR » 3B @A ST
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5% LLERHMuE& i (data envelopment analysis) 2K 7 MTERBRAEETE ~ BRERER
DN~ HERIE ) BLERPR e TR R E - s s (i A BRI ERE T
HIFR -

— - WRERN

AHHZE AL BIRSEE ER A ZEHEIE] - L 2009 oF SERIRICGEREEK 30 SCERERFs

FSEEIER > M ERBR A8 & B BREREARI B (% o AW ZE < B scH R T -
(—) J3Hr 2 B B A BRGE B AH Aok & BB
() FFME LB ISR BRI DR BR PR AR R

= ~ EBGT AR SRR

(—) AEGEH
TG S — M EH T H » fE—(ia ERAVAHBETE N E TSI
FEEFHMEPTIFIAS R > ] IR AR A a2 ny HAREBL H B » (I » 485K
AMETEEERIER C LA E (7715 > 2000) o A5 8GR0 5B RI7E 7R
DDA RESE R R W E L - B—FEGEEE > [EE BT
A (SR > 2009) - HE FAESGE T AT ER .2 > 178 M E 201
LIAHE - BIEM& FE AR 200 B LS R R RE SR e » K ERLVEA& /3% (Data
Envelopment Analysis, DEA) 2 H ##HI TR (MK ~ Pii—3E » 2005) o
(=) BRI ITE
DEA {#H] Charnes ~ Cooper Ei Rhodes A 1978 HEATieH] » HEH IR
Farrell fi> 1957 S HAVA FEREZS (productive efficiency) #iE: > FrtafsmE
EZMEEEN T BAT e HAEEE » v IEEEFHIE AT KEE » st
FHEM IR F 5} (Charnes, Cooper, & Thrall, 1991) o
(=) FESGERME A E ) SEAHRR T 5T
TSGR TE 1992 4L » EASEIZ i (s B E S 2 > Hh e S ik se
By~ KEET) - BGEET  EEIGEEQE - FHER o T RS
B EEN % » L HRKES WO FEEl AL BE5 T i B B AR GERIN > MU Eh
F 2 FESEME E S E By R S o MERRISE AR 1 R
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VLEH (1994) s BRSO ~ BEToM ~ Bl —t BLEE&2EK (2005 ) 5 Anderson

g 2 R ERER S Bl Sharp (1997) ; Howerd EZ Miller (1993); Sueyoshi, Ohnishi Ef
Kinase(1999)

HkzEvk _ERitRERER B Leibenstein Eil Maital (1992)

NCAA KE KRS Fizel 8 D’Itri (1997)

ERXEEKERKE Scully (1995)

&S B Cook, Doyle, Green, Ei Kress (1996)

W2 R BRER PR B Dawson, Dobson, Eil Gerrard (2000); Haas (2003)

R KRS Berri B Jewell (2004)

MR ERBR R A

GRS

SRR EE ~ (IRTIE B SRE (2008) 5 fEE T (2008) 5 &5 1o
16 (2010) 5 Sanderson Eil Siegfried (2003); Sexton Ed Lewis (2003)
)

PRIGHEELRIEY) (2005) 3 SR ~ My REEE (2006

LEEEHTTHE (2009)

BRI © AR

(V) BEMEERRRGETFG ZE H]

FRARE A 1 ST 37 > A RS ER Z5E T H 1993 B E R FehiiG
AT - EE ATy R EE) B S PRI R (R 77 » Al 2% 2 Fos » X
L S) BHIRESET b 0 B R BRZ - 1 CEEKBRA RS E Rl 70 LB TR » SR 1
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K2 HUEME e Z5E

Ay E#& A EA
1993  Howard Eil Miller MLB K & 3 & Bl ST 22 I e A e K BE %

. Chinese Professional Baseball League, CPBL £k &
1994 yLEHp s *

R
1997  Anderson Ei Sharp MLB §TZ N #RIH
1999  Sueyoshi ~ Ohnishi Ed Kinase Nippon Professional Baseball, NPB Bk 5 &R
2003 Sexton il Lewis MLB ERBRHS S HE ST 6
2003  Sanderson i Siegfried MLB B & 37 & B BRI R IR TG
2008 LRIEREE ~ ol IR B RE CPBL BRI e ol Bl e P At TRes
2008 hEEUCF CPBL KBRS RE A SE A ik

2010  FHCAELLER,

By
o5

MLB  ERB5Hr & SRR ke < AHRR I 72

5
BRI © AR EE

A SRS

— ~ M HE SRR

AWSERRLL 2009 5 SEBIRGEPEEKORIRTE 30 SCERIR 5 2P B (Decision
Making Units, DMUs) » B[l DMU Y #5 A B 7 H P 15 5 B mr 22 fal e » LA
SRR A SR RE HERE T - G AT LI BERIR A UN + 2 21
VEBIBEHETT 0 B L2 IUHRBH SRR » LABKBREE R & i A B0 > DUBKBRIG 28 ~
HERR ) BB N B e (S0 SRR 2009 o SE[B{ M SE PR BT 30 SCEK
PRIEZEE 2,430 S5 LLE - AR 162 B3I TEERC R » 4% SR HERSE M BROKIh B ERIR
ZRERL
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TESCIR Bt o 52 BRI BRI AR R 7 2 BRI FE » A5 E A SURR 77
ik o B s2 B Rk Aa S 0 FE1E - IR (LT XLLE BHEA& i -
it L BB CE R BRERBR IR RN © BERBIR SR )76 0038 T -
(—) Xhkoriris
375 308 L B B RE P AT B 5 B ik SE AR BRAE AR BRI N 5 - A58 Sexton
Bl Lewis (2003) 5@ —FEEXAUDEA » EHGE T 857 & (total player salaries,
TPS) ~ #A & E (total bases gained, TBG) ~ #EZCEHE] (total bases surrendered,
TBS) ~ Bk 5558 (games won, GW) TEIHH B AZE HfEHE » 77 Ed=s K BRBRAH
FIZ(E B Ajilore Eil Hendrickson (2005) Ffr#i i DIEKBRA#E# &7+ EERBRHY
i J1P8EL (competitive balance) ~ ERf5 1528 (winning percentage) ~ ERFK 1547
B273 (team batting average) SEKBRF I TFFIEA (team ERA) [1U#5IR - Hilk
FAARTFeET BT ERPR A AU IR » 5845 LIBR IR 8 3 s 5% ARIFEHE » DABRFRITY
W525 ~ JEFE 0 P Y 8 A N B s 2 FE S AR e A B ISR -
(=) #ratmriris
3% E B A& 7> Mtk (Data Envelopment Analysis, DEA) J fHRER 77 #
(correlation analysis) » &7 35 BB S A BRERBR AR R

EZN

A

=~ T H S

AH5EERA Cooper, Seiford Eil Tone (1999) FirfitinY) DEA #E: » to7hk
CCR Ei BCC MiffifE= » CCR f& L\ H A [E € AR ERMI (constant return scale,
CRS) » a]F7MLHEZ={E (overall efficiency, OE) ; BCC {2z HI;&/iF CCR & 2
7E IR | (constant return scale, CRS) Y i i% /it 52 £ 5 Bl K 15 i I
(variable return to scale, VRS) &5 » Fragst @il - F5002 =% A
I > G Dt JE R — (5] 0 ELIBEER - BAE AR R RS s B A e s
Kt » BCC X a] LR B fin 5828 (technical efficiency) BdFRfEZZS (scale
efficiency) » JoH —{EMESERIITR IR B » HIESER 2 [ K ] REIR B AN [l R
Pl &5 T o PRI > 375 R e {18 R R BEAVL T e o KRS ERHAR RE > mTHR L B 25 2t
BRZRYE -
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Y~ BERHRE

FRABEANIT ST 2 7 H A BLpfEFEaRE » LLEMSL.3 JRAS i8R S SR 70 ks -
RC i H A B RERFIE - R ERER P fR (AR & BRI A - BRIRBI T
IR ~ e e sy Bosliet NS e H A T ISR SSRGS PRBRORIBAER 30 SCBKER
IR

2 R

AWSCIEISCAS RO - RBIRECEREGEENHBHTE ~ B Blin Ay
Hr ~ SREIRCE GBI Ao & BB M ~ SSBIRERSEME IO IR BRIAAR s 3%
Bl ~ VRSHRZU N FRAERBR I B 28 22 B BT ~ VRS (T GREERBRAUEL
PSRRI P B o A ~ VRSEZ T BUREE o A RS i Tar ]

— ~ XEMEENRESEEEHE - BRRET AR

RI% 2009 £ MLB ‘B /7#@ubArie St &R » 12 EUBGE BB 30 X2
ERBAHE R & Hh LU PR B PR AH & B » 2 208,097,414 35T » ELRFRAERIAAR
i) 145,367,987 & T ke o = L2 NINAF A #ERAY 134,058,500 37T 3 ERERAEH &
e (AR (S VL 2k BR M R 25,197,000 SETT - (I3 — AR S (b HL 2 15
PREaRRSL 35,774,000 3£t » MEIRES = HY B3 oF & 2R3 37,800,800 5T »
HRIEHEA T BB SR > SEBIRESE BRI 30 SCERBRIY LT3 & RS 88,267,551
Fot e FHA 12 ARSI E 18 KBRS R 5% & 5 BRILZ 9% > 2009
B S HCE AR RS P BURS 30,295 A M 14 {EERERF
PRGBS N\ BS 2R F A Be B 16 (HERBP I REGHIER
R 2 BRI B Hrh 2R i S R BRI RS AR RERRRY 636 » R 155
SRR NBGE 39,923 N » A AR HE R IEE IR 364 » 2RI B\ BL
% 26,993 N 5 FERGEBIRNBIRZ BB CHETIRE 39,987 A R
5 586 » P4 NS (R B B EN FRIRAY 22,995 A » 2SI 463 » FE41
RIS -
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X3 2009 SEEIGEEERE B A 2 BB AR A BTt 3%

o Hiz s W e B
30 SIPERE 208,097,414 0.636 39,923 1
29 Y2 INEY 118,964,000 0.599 33,261 6
28 U AT 122,435,399 0.586 35,840 4
27 VRIS Y 100,008,592 0.586 39,987 1
26 ERE IR 111,209,046 0.574 37,773 8
25 R % 1 T 72,428,000 0.568 31,853 21
24 B SRl 87,703,409 0.562 36,545 13
23 ELINEA 82,616,450 0.543 33,683 14
22 o ey 73,439,238 0.537 27,441 19
21 {8 L 33 A 35,774,000 0.537 24,567 29
20 B e k5 eI 67,634,766 0.534 28,815 23
19 GHET PN 94,313,666 0.531 30,458 12
18 R 119,160,145 0.528 30,840 5
17 75 e[ K F 112,053,666 0.525 27,449 7
16 SHEE 68,230,934 0.519 25,895 22
15 ZhNERNAE 134,058,500 0.516 37,026 3
14 2 FLEERET A 80,182,502 0.494 33,956 16
13 ShE 100,598,500 0.488 28,608 10
12 SEERALA 73,558,500 0.481 26,535 17
11 LS EE 72,563,200 0.463 25,154 20
10 B o B 5 56,089,250 0.463 22,995 27
9 S RS 37,800,800 0.463 27,631 28
8 IR BERZE A 102,996,414 0.457 30,895 9
7 i o~ 145,367,987 0.432 35,375 2
6 CEVAIE=Sii% =1 73,516,666 0.432 28,270 18
3 S T 2 R 81,384,553 0.401 25,145 15
4 TEEKHHENZ A 66,757,366 0.401 25,140 24
3 R E S 61,885,566 0.395 25,826 26
2 USSR TS24 25,197,000 0.385 24,971 30
1 HERKIAR R 62,001,000 0.364 26,993 25

58 88,267,551 0.500 30,295 15

BRI « A TeEE
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— ~ RBCRERE B E AR

Ay £ EORE B AT AR R E ~ PER i ~ FOEUR A BR
AR ZBRARIBA TR - SEA LR (Pearson) FEZEAHRBRAZA I #7 & B ERERDEA G ST >
W78 B R B N B2 [RIRFHRBRARE © Horn » TEERBRHEAER 7 - BT & R EE
Blfa[ il (2008) Frfiedt DEA [ HLZE g A Bl AR IR B A R [ sk
Pt (isotonicity) » [RIE » AHFFER|FHERBHE RG89 752K - SREATRR ALY 30 (2K
PR+ DL 31 I B ERERIERZ R S 2 4 K BB S 2 HE G0 - LUHERY
PRI » 2009 RGBT TR R Z B 1 HAr SRR IS 30 -
R AFERBUT - BRI R R PR Ry ~ 528 B P BUR B AR B A
BRFFAE (p<.01) TER A Bl tHIVI AR 77 » LUk & Bl P 8P N\ BRI MHBRTE R 636
fie i R A S PERRE A MHBIREL 473 fRfK - FRdE (2004) fiEi - BB 2RI
AHBRTEFEA @ S SE T - AR AT - 8E 2R G BV F
£ > REORE UL 4 {lessre - R BIHA E NSRS B S EKA - & nl LUE
[ BEFHERBRABGHE (Berri & Jewell, 2004) > fHBA M MTHIRE - 7 7K 4 AR

R4 SRRV RKGE B rH kT & S EAT AR o T S 3R

W Heatasy ARzl RN 2R
Hrata sy A473%
RSl TN 636% 649%
iZES 525%* 986%* 658%
*p<.01
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ERIEEI R, 11 (4), 317-33%
= ~ EBIBSE BB BRI R

a4 s Bl 4% 6 fin o SRE(RRSEVEER AR ERPR AR R » K Norman &4
Stocker (1991) #§HcflusiZ=y@mfE KN (TEfE) 43R E(TE=1),F (. 90<TE<1),
G (TE< .90) 3 3 o MR AMERS 1 3 4 SCERER - 0 BIRSHERIEES: ~ 1812
B ET ~ e HE O K PR S LR L BRI B RS iR/ N R R T 52 5K
) .36 3 RIRSES I GRS 1> oAl Feved ~ 8@ ~ AL ~ B Mg
6 SRR > I(RAERS 38 s B SR i KA FS 1 oI HEEE ~ R~ ay
L ~ LA~ R A~ YR ~ 0 A MR Rl i 5 11 SRR > (R 460

RS FREIHSEEHCRBR 30 SCERIRASERI A E &

AR BRI B e B AR a8 o H
NI 1 1 1
B/ IME 0.36 0.38 0.46 11E’s (TE= 1)
Fi{H 0.66 0.76 0.81 4F’s (.90< TE< 1)
fE 7 0.20 0.19 0.18 15G’s (TE< .90)
LRI 0.04 0.03 0.03
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K 62009 SERBEGEAEERERER

BT 5
b

AP BRRx SEVES e Fedisirs
! AR 2 1 1 1
2 I RE e 0.52 0.56 0.60
3 2 ek |\ee 0.63 0.68 0.74
4 W IEAL 0.72 0.78 0.81
3 R 0.48 0.54 0.61
6 e YN 0.82 0.92 |
7 P HElE K T 0.40 0.51 0.60
8 BIREIA 0.82 0.86 0.89
9 pRtdiE A 22 A 0.52 0.61 0.70
10 LINEF A 0.4 0.56 0.67
11 ISR E AT 1 1 1
12 GHESST PN 0.60 0.67 0.76
13 B ST e 0.95 1 1
14 EEINEA 0.86 1 |
15 HETEHT S 5% 0.36 0.38 0.46
16 B BUIERE A 0.86 0.95 1
17 SEEIIRALA 0.49 0.82 0.91
18 SRS R g 0.55 0.78 0.92
19 e 3bs8% 0.63 0.86 0.98
20 S ML ES 0.43 0.49 0.52
21 TR VS T 0.85 0.96 |
22 SHEE 0.56 0.92 0.99
23 B FE ko ik 0.75 0.86 |
24 GBS AN 0.41 0.49 0.56
25 HE IR R 0.56 0.59 0.61
26 AR R 4 0.47 0.58 0.61
27 B EE) R 0.54 0.59 0.63
28 it oF BF A 0.87 0.97 1
29 ffhkeE B2 b 1 1 1
30 UNSARERIERA 1 1 1
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P9 ~ VRS #220  F REBRERH BT R = R B s i

AR T M 8 fr £ VRS #5220 » TE HATAS 90 Fl 1 Z[RIHA 4
ERESC 5l LA P02 ey P B i Fl S B FEME AR AIMGR B o B (b By S B
ERAE S E A 73,439,238 [ 51 69,106,322 ST S FHE R\ B U4 Y 27,441
NZE 31,282 Ao HIEREE) TE Em g <2 1 > e Bl f 0 G 1 - 1
MISVERSEAR 7y - (X TE (850 - L » FEERBRHE & G /7 Il 22.82
BURN\ B R TT 18% » A geffiEkpRE TE (HAS 1

R T (8N S BRER B S = FE O I R

Bl NER P Hrata sy RPN g
[ 73,439,238 11 27,441 0.537
be e A 69,106,322 11 31,282 0.537

AR L A5 -5.90% - 14%

K8 naFlISAVE R BRER s = S U T 3%

b (TR ES T RGP Hrata sy RPN IES
[ 73,516,666 24 28,270 0.432
AR 56,740,162 24 33,358 0.449

AR L A5 -22.82% - 18% 4%

Fi ~ VRS HIVT G REBRBREY SIS R IR iR 15+ AT fiE

IR 9 Fm » 78 VRS 18T G REERBRTE RTS8 IA 15 B 38 8 L 151
ROPGHA » B ER SR 89 » HEKBRBEIWREIRAL - H&X 10 Fr > &
BB I ER R A8 & > R4y 111,209,046 SEoTaRkEE] 107,750,444 35
e REFBIR B AR 37,773 A\ 4e 7% 39,283 A - QIR LU ERIGE 2% (2
Wz (TE=1) s B(BMERS 46 » HERBEIERENT 25K » 3k 11 o » 562
Hi7 52 SRR B BRIGE I R0 - R BB R B Rk (K 41.71% - [RIIF e T4
Al s 20.07% B \BURE T 15.02% KA i@ It 21% 0 A ReE 2 TE (@552 1-

=
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&9 VRS AT G HAERBAE S SR IE S ik i 5 AR L Il h 2236

FetmrE SR B AL L A5 (%)
et e gy & (el Bk # & HetE sy YN IGES
PN 0.89 -41.71 20.07 15.02 21
i/ MH 0.46 2.13 1.16 4.00 0
P 0.65 -18.18 8.27 6.71
fRuE 0.08 2.60 1.36 0.70 1.56

K 10 BRE WK EISERIRS AR i 2=

Bz~ iE IR AEH & BEatan AN s 2R
A HE 111,209,046 25 37,773 0.574
be 107,750,444 25 39,283 0.574

SR L A5 3.11% - 4% .

x 11 BhpE i SRR B SRR S IS b 3%

SRV ENER P Hrata sy RN S
EEER (e 81,384,553 4 25,145 0.401
A 47,439,055 10 28,921 0.485

AR L5 -41.71% 20.07% 15.02% 21%

7N ~ VRS B MR 7R

UKL e i 1 Helsesse A3 {8 BB 2 B~ Sz B A7 ([ B
B P N Bz H T S OB BRI AR Z i B R - AR TR B S I A B
EHEA T et BRERRIZ A KIE > R 12 {55 B EfE i
W E TR B BB > PO LI f55-5.84% - il eas 2 I
B 30 SCERBRE AR - (65 .82 » H PRI A BT 2E H i - BriHAg R
SRR EEN TR 77 » B £5-5.84% o
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2 12 VRS B FRUEE TR
{RFF SR e

FAMEE(ELES i L B11% AR
PEvfE Y -0.03 SO (I ER BRI A A » . el i A B PE SRR
[ERIN -5.84 iR B DL LA ERIR AR > T LS 8 S S - 6k

I e K P 2RI E-26.78% -

iR B DL ERYERBRSCR(E - 1 L& B A i H

Y A -2.32 o Lt el s s 57 B 4
B e e T

B~ Blam

AT SEAE SRA1SH] » MLB 2 30 SZERRR AT » 2RISR ERRRE 4 B o HL2s(E
£ 13% s BN 11K 0 AR 37% s ERUESERE S B AR 17% »
o UBCEHEEIS B A M S » HAs SRR E S IR ZEE] 5 2RI - (EE AR
PIERBR LA 4 B > 3R B EE AR ~ JERTRR ~ BRI SR EE - IR AR &
HEat B AR B 2B A E U R 1 AUERB O a1 AR
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