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ABSTRACT

Over the past years, driven by the government and all sectors of government and academic research efforts, Taiwan's biotech

industry flourished until the end of 2011 had 58 biotech companies listed or OTC registration of these biotech companies including

pharmaceutical, medical equipment and emerging biotechnology fields. Operating profit biotech key is whether to make the most

efficient allocation of resources and utilization in order to further get good business performance. R&D activities is the biotech

industry to earn profits and gain a competitive advantage of the main factors, each biotech inject money into R&D activities, hoping

to improve business performance to achieve an operating advantage. However, each company has invested R&D activities in varying

degrees, and its R&D investment can really play a benefit for an interesting and worthy of further exploration of the issue. In this

study, the development of the biotechnology industry for the current situation and characteristics to data envelopment analysis as a

tool for research and development and business performance discussed in Taiwan 2011 58 listed or OTC biotechnology for the

study. The results showed that different areas of biotech business performance there are differences, but in the field of medical

devices better operating performance, excellent performance with the use of biotechnology in the most efficient allocation of

resources. However, the performance of R&D and operating performance and not much relevance, R&D costs are not the more the

better performance, look at this study biotechnology industry developed at birth and operating performance showed no significant

correlation exists.
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