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Searching an Efficient Frontier in the DEA Model based
on the Reference Point Method
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Abstract DEA is a newly developed analyzing tool to measure efficiency evaluation of decision making units
(DMU). 1t compares DMU by radial projection on the ellicient frontier. The purpose of this study is to show
relerence point approach used for searching solution in multiple objective linear programming can be usefully used
to determine flexible efficlent [rontier of each DMU. In reference point approach, the minimization of ASF produces
an eflicient points in [rontier and enhances the usefulness of DEA by providing flexibility in DEA and optimally
allocating resources to DMU. Various DEA models can be supported by vefercnce point method by changing the
projection direction in order to choose the targets units, standards costs and management benching-marking.
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