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Abstract

This paper is part of a research program supported by the Health
Research Institute for Health Security, with the objectives to monitor
and evaluate the efficiency of health subdistrict offices in Thailand.
Cost efficiency was empirically investigated based on primary surveyed
data comprising 246 units operated in 12 provinces. First, descriptive
statistics related to outputs (4 variables) and cost (3 variables inclusive
of wages and salaries, compensation to officers, and operating expenses)
are presented and discussed. All revenue and expense figures refer to
fiscal year 2008. Two types of efficiency models (namely SCF and DEA)
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based an the input-orientation approach were applied to estimate the
efficiency scores. We found that 45 units lied on the cost frontier and
that represented 18 percent of the total units; in most cases, efficiency
scores (DEA, VRS assumption) ranged from 0.60 to 0.75 and averaged to
0.65—implying that there was an ample room for cost-saving, specifically
31 percent, if output slack or excess input were eliminated thus implying
the scope for management improvement. QOur estimates should be
considered preliminary and an in-depth investigation needs to be taken
in order further to understand the special circumstances and uncontrollable
factors that might have affected the higher cost to those units, but our
models failed to take note. The last section discusses policy implications
and the health decentralization program in Thailand, which is a topic of
policy interest. Improving the efficiency of public agencies and effective
public service delivery are among the goals of Thailand’s public sector
reform. Over the past decade, devolution of responsibilites from central
agencies to local government units have fairly succeeded in areas of
public infrastructure énd social welfare-but have been less su ccesstul in
primary education, public health, and environmental regulation. The transfer
of the health subdistrict office is high on the national agenda, and the
National Decentralization Committee strongly endorses this connection,
1t is important to disseminate information related to health subdistrict
management, budgeting, and financing to the public, especially local
administrators.

Keywords:  Health subdistrict office, Measurement of cost efficiency,
Stochastic cost frontier, Data envelopment analysis.
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sdanm dniwennsressnilowdauermyiatsyiviam (Widhudiom) laalduny
RDIEIIHGAG stochastic cost frontier WaYWUUAREY data envelopment analysis
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of resources Fannanaiy "anNaasLseAnSmw 1%@1’4134%34“!&114% n) & slack of output- NANAFNAT
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. A dl 234 ! né. 2/ 8 o8 ,::i
random variable) FhsWEPTIERIGEN u FsEeTuracRRLRRYBIW  Ioed u => 0
Tunatlfl u>0 ysnuen i Funnae LGN cost-frontier #aMN u=0
vanefvse i iiiumaseheiiUssBvEmwiRoatun cost-frontier
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s d} = gﬁ) A 1 2 1 = u
y = TOIINEpOREY Gﬁﬂi%‘l_l‘i‘]_l‘}’m‘ﬂ}l?‘EJUQﬂﬂ‘ﬁﬂ?&ﬁ’mﬁlmﬂm%ﬂ%TN&J

fnds x1, x2, ..., xn ‘Vm'lﬂﬁdéf’)LLﬁiﬁﬁ‘iSﬁg%ﬁj‘}%’hﬁﬂ??NgwﬁuéﬁUﬁﬂLLlei

M YILNYE YAl
~ A ¥ a P Qs o [~ &/ s 1 ) 7 &

HarEevEaMS W AM e liawndy Sumneandiu 4 shudmam liuddned
athalsfionn e launmsusmsamitawduaiaasianuduiusfusaniwuindan
wariladedu o Lt v'hmﬁéﬁ'ﬂmwmmﬁwﬂﬂaﬁwaﬁﬂﬁ’mwdmaxﬁﬂﬁﬁa

J A4 d’f A ;4 A e v e I3 v v 1 1
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e bAldemnmieasAie likelihood gefige lnermwuaiienamas likelihood function
7finuenifranndaiuiumainsfnm vanawe nsdibndufegmhmenssagy
2991 u WU half-normal distribution®

InL= 2 {%In()-In 05 +1n D(-se¢ A/ o5)- £2/2052}

4

William Greene. (2000). Econometric Analysis (4th ed.). Prentice-Hall.

5 dm%mﬂueimmwgﬁ&ﬁ'ﬂﬂ Y William Greene (2003)
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Samseim Gadhammesetniuddnmeen u uazemewniiees b
v. 1 fivnlmléen likelihood zjaﬁe;i@ dentiumUssnmims u ndmnwne et
seAnEam wafildasion inefficiency score %adﬁmmﬁwﬁu 1 (deriaud
WL’J&muﬁm’%m‘sé’wﬂé’asmﬁﬂsxﬁw%mw Tunusiien u>1 YiouiaNeoy
UseBvBnmw  amehaids u=13 Savsmsned wieami o Hianenueat
LsvAvEnmianay 30 v SenumwianlssveinTese (cost-saving) & kesaeaY
30 lonyszanm mﬁazﬂ%’uﬂgqﬂisﬁw%mwamﬁmﬁwLﬁumﬂ@mmwﬁqa@ﬂﬁa
shfiAunheasifiv (excess input) mefiaeRemaisSanusanaa (®@ output
slack) YRevsediR

NMFIAUsEANENWANLLLAES Data Envelopment Analysis (DEA)

WUUd1aa9 Data Envelopment Analysis (DEA) Hudnmanani
e WlumeSouseivrm Gatansndousnensy 1950 ‘]JﬂL‘UﬂI(ﬂEJ%ﬂL@T‘i%ﬂ']ﬁ@ﬁ
Joseph Farrell (1957) slwaﬂm‘:tﬂmwLﬁi&mm&mmwmmm L‘mmﬂmm
Whemussmir (fontier units) vanefls mhefidmhd fiiiode inandngaig
w%ammmﬁé’unmﬁq@mahﬁauhmawﬁmﬁﬁu NUAACINAITNIRE T mMUaiens
distance function® saanimidinadalusunsufiafiedunmrihsnuduusan
@ia'&nﬂﬁfﬁmmzﬁm?auLﬁ&mﬁwmmm‘émLLasawmmmmé’aaﬂ‘szﬁw%mw
maienlssBvEmmynidmasuuude wausnAansiadiumsnds (production frontier)
uwﬁ%‘mmﬁwé’mé’uwu (cost frontier) Tlaqihuitdnans DEA grvhanifathaunsvans
lumeenaas afitu msdems iiswgenaas Sennssu Mawwnd MsLimavasdsn
MILWNEl 18

Buanunde production frontier wwamwwu\%ﬂawmmmwmam x={x1,x2,. ,xk} devhms
WAGAWM (1Razime o duen) y=fy1,y2, ....,ym) Toesd Distance function D(y,x) wmams.,ummm
output-input space TBIHILHER Lﬁ%anmanﬂwmuwawmummm D(y,x)=1 mmwmmmamum
ﬂ?ﬁmﬁmuwmm ﬂmwmwa@w@aamvam D(y,x)>1 mmmwmmn wwa@mmim"a@ﬁma
ihdadliuasldnandaivuyiiunnUsuLssBvmwiiyhiusssuummin ‘luaﬂmwmmﬂmm
’)Lﬂi’l"‘iﬂﬂ&!&@dﬁﬂﬂ@’mﬁ% g n(input orientation) D(y,x) = sup {8: x/0 Vy)} Lﬁummnu D(y,x) = 1
wanefaviue wamwm"ﬁwﬁh?@mmwm D(y,x)> 1 Vaneith vmawa@umﬂivﬁwﬁwmﬁv@mmm
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dr “Ussvisnwe lditnanefamyinssBvanmmamediemanaa (technical
efficiency) TE(y,x) =1/D(y,x)=inf{ J:x/0 V(y)} #89 JsAvEmmiudinsnnang
(scale efﬁclency) SE(y,x) = TE_(¥,x) / TEVRS(y,x) SE(y,x) = 1 TPBERE
BT NAMAAIMINAULL “SATNARBLYUAT® (constant returns to scale)
SE(y,x) <1 %38 SE(y,x) > 1 NN TE N SN TN T HAR LY
“TOTWARDUULULISFW” (variable returns to scale) sl UsyAvBmwaaaeunm (cost
efficiency) 2esonludanEel e(y,x) = min x (w x : Dy,x)=> 13 1987 w = (w1, w2, ...,
wk) 9831012091298 NITNEA  CE(y,x) = w’ x* / W’ x Taad x* nanpda
maldtadeniudhluseugaunm ©
Charnes, Cooper, and Roberts (1978 871 CCR) L&@%a3an1senuin
UsshvmwidaBeudienlne e finadteSlusunsadis Toesie “‘wawdndausing” (siack
output) W3o¥e “thdeindrdamiu’ (excess input) Taqiiumeafiadgnily
Useendfoehaumsvans usmmainms YeulseBvimmleenReuifey dammbenm °

Qéwuﬁﬂmmaﬂamﬁ@mmﬂumu,azﬁeummwm DEA raussimiiofomisumansiat Handbook
of Data Envelopment Analysis, I@amﬁ?m%ﬂpmmm W.W. Cooper, L.M. Seiford, and Joe
Zue eds. (2004) FamaBesnanunaaulsenaudiel Since DEA in its present form was first
introduced in 1978, researchers in a number of fields have quickly recognized that it
is an excellent and easily used methodology for modeling operational processes for
performance evaluations.... DEA’s empirical orientation and the absence of a need
for the numerous a priori assumptions that accompany other approaches (such as
standard forms of statistical regression analysis) have resuited in its use in a number
of studies involving efficient frontier estimation in the governmental and nonprofit
sector, in the regulated sector, and in the private sector... p.2

@ﬁm%mmﬁm&ﬂuwmwmm Taewoo You and Hongmin Zi. (2007). The economic crisis
and efficiency change: evidence from the Korean construction industry, Applied
Economics, 39, 1833-42.

wemeas Seiford (1991) Tenwn Snamuisuni 500 Tuidivefie DEA Wiwedasila mslsudiv
UsvAvSnminamibanululsumesna o
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Y| [3 A:d 1 4 o & I = =
55ms  landluiiiée ANUWENLIAADIMILIMITAUMaE NIl TEaNEN W
FIVNEANNTIABIMSAY minimize “VaeHUNFIMAU" (excess input)

sgumathmangy - °

(1)———  Max -(u’s+v’e) w.r.t.A

Toeiltatadia
(2)—— YA-Y = s NARANELTIN (output slack)
(3)—— X-XA = ¢ {faReningna i (excess input)

Fydnuoinlfioenavisnasio ik

Y = weindradwante (mx 1)

X = wednduesideidh @ x 1)

s = NARDSTDING Nﬁ@dmﬁm@ (output slack, m x 1)

e = nawastasiadenhingwii (excessive input, n x 1)
u,v = ﬁmﬁfﬂmmmwuﬁwﬁmaaé’aLLﬁ{Luﬂzmmﬂmma
A= ehdiseAvs

Wit (DMU, decision-making unit) Tuditisasnmentng 95 us

merildlndaas shagnanmsinieans output slack veneiNa
wanaaflssrumsasnanld—uaivnalld  Yrueadeniu excess input vaneis
HasehdlssmaomiheAemsiin q W—eamnniunhemsdidn

uvermdramaane DEA lussdnaifientiuqenwlae Chingerian and
Sherman (2004) 5191 David Sherman \iuewuan?ild DEA wieTaussaniam
Srugerwled el 1981 sloaniilud 1983 Nunamaker Winefleitlumsiions
U5Y VBN IMTLEMITILNENLNG e maieEed 1393999 Holingsworth et.al (1999)

1 aumsuﬂmumu ﬂ']NﬁﬂmH‘ﬂE}@BﬂﬂL‘IJM'}E?W@LWE]SLWNa’l%"t’l’l\tﬁh‘ﬂﬂ’%\l@ﬂ Lﬂmmma@\mm‘m

minimize loss (mﬂ@‘mﬂ excess input + output slack) mmaﬁmamm@m‘mn@ﬂmi‘nm Hughes
and Edwards (2000}
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serhludl @6 1997 fmvisuilfiefin DEA dugummanian 91 5aa” il
Andrew C. Worthington (2004) \lé’ﬁ,auamﬂmméﬁfmﬁmﬁﬂuﬁﬁa “Frontier
Efficiency Measurement in Health Care,” TENUWNNNGNWIRE 38 %u Lﬁ%ﬂ’i‘l@é‘d
Lﬂuﬂitﬁ?iﬂmﬁ@hLﬁumﬂuﬂigmﬂaw%fgm%m Tdminiitaray 68 dunsdidnmiAeni
e AvsedsmenLg Sasay 10 WunsdidnyaEm R NaReER Y (nursing
home) wardaeiay 5 TumsTemuitlvivimmwaasmheaauiviaulennegentw (health
management organizations)

Worthtington Teuiwefin DEA dSuamafiunsnni3sms Stochastic
frontier AMMAUNTIETNLUALELANNT DEA Wmeian s T s sunesng
(nonparametric approach) me@hﬂ’mﬂﬁ%ﬂﬁﬁaaa stochastic frontier %@Lﬂmmu
10096 HFTAULUNITUNGI N I@aﬁﬁfﬂﬁﬁaﬁmu@%é’uﬁ@mﬁmﬁué’wm::
Mt iewann  Inevhlufs i ienduin halfnormal distribution
w38 gamma distribution wia exponential distribution E]Ehdi@i)%hdﬁﬁd DEA
3‘3‘Qmﬁnmxwﬁﬁaﬂwﬂa5ﬁﬂﬁszﬂwwﬁqﬁﬂ%ﬁumﬁwawéwmmﬁm (multiple outputs)
mu%f?ﬁ’m%qﬂﬁzqﬂﬁm% DEA fumyietseAnimmwanslsanenina lunsditszne lne
whigidaunnuinanifenssumndnigama Bedfiounse Toolifayanes
Tsamennadiuam 68 Wi mumm%’agasluﬂ Wel. 2642 \uinenfinussesinBruanen

" anunenawad Chingerian and Sherman (2004) wih 484 umenaildalsfiu iwannT

slummmmﬂmww m‘mnmmms—mumumnwmamL@&Jﬂamm@ﬁszawﬁmwmswam YRNIBINNET?
Falsuiiuhiemaany DEA h@mmlmw ¢sli  Is DEA the right tool to motivate a general
model of performance (qualzty, access, and productive efficiency) in health care?
Clearly DEA is proving to be an effective approach for evaluate individual efficiency
as well as organizational efficiency; consequently, DEA could be used to evaluate
quality and efficiency at all four levels of the health care industry:

(1) the individual patient’s experience

2) individual physician level

3 the department or organizational level

4 the entire industry level

Chilingerian and Sherman (2004, p.532)
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FavAnendusaunay WO eSUN S RA TSI IS Health Services
Research December 2004 uar@iisn fmudsias (2550) dnmusedntan
fﬂaﬂ'ﬁdwmmasgwmuaz%qwmmaﬁ"ﬂﬂ
fvannmaBndnmitaAentulisunsuswauie A susanan Fmefin DEA
fumsLsvendlasszenn aINMLIULas Barr (2004)° Suungeninieaniudosngs
AN budowndle ¢hogaigi DEA-Solver-Pro, Frontier Analyst, Warwick DEA L&Y
OnFront iudu neafisaafiuganuaifiuiugndnms sweugneliinsussss
i/l loe iduen FevSaduenusmaiiasdniias 1 DEA Excel Solver uas DEAP

g

3. nsAnsdalssindannsoidns 12 9w

lusuilisnonsnusnamsdnmidalsying loldnsddnsanilowste
pwenadn 246 wis Tu 12 fovie ek lassuveasamitews
gaudesanaFmesnandsznauuasmyiensiFaufauiungs o (M3uanuag
smeiaSimilndsesy 1025507590 masndy dlasn nsRasonandiaae
Resfiidien anvazlideriautsnsmaniae)
il 1 usnsenatifidmesnantassnilawdy Ussnoudaednnudsens
ehidhems uasTeERwieued1e et uaseh aeuaze e ium i o
NANAALAEMIIALANTS muﬁ’aé’faaﬂwﬂmﬂﬂaaﬂmﬁamﬁa AL M T

2 fhamenadieusiaiulagfidusanaviu fo Vivian Valdmanis, Lilani Kumanaranyake uat

Jongkol Lertiendumrong

VNSNS Barr (2004) uanamsiFeu AeulUsunsunmsdiwios DEA mmmﬂﬂwﬁmmu 'a‘mmﬂ@wwm
ot BT SNTes e wSandu Sy msmﬂmﬁwwﬂmammwnmmmﬂw%mammavlﬂ‘sLan T
mgmmnﬂsﬁ@mmaﬂmmmm%amrm ﬁwmamwLﬂumwﬂwgﬂuﬂﬂﬂ‘svaﬂ@%awmwmm
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5,491 A1s N 1L IMRRY 1.96 A (6ot SumneanifiuedeSfaumnieyiy

837,068 uwndall Aimauunuiaruliyaainsiafuviiiy 358,526 un

Laven lFnedaguazensifiumasnenrassmitowmdulenadowhiy 762,727 Uw

mIWAMITasamitawse (EonanEs) R wENSIMIRTIRsnm e
i i xa’\ 1’ 2: 1 A ai a @ a } 24 ;:; o 4

WUNA LAWY 11,698 asveinll huafuiladushian (Mddyaayaaing)

FiondumnanaeinIseNLIa WASWRNY 1.3 au (Aasdayniy 4 au)

Y 9

TNHTIEWENLNG (Finde 0.88 AW upslamehfiatiuayy (Finky 1.4 aw)

el 1: ehedifngsoan fldny Kandn wavynaNIYaETiawNE 246 U

Fuly m sady @1SD . #wh LI
Pop 246 5,491 3,743 1,187 32,785  Uwmnm
Teost 246 1,958,320 997,693 823,053 9,984,683 YT
lcl 246 837,068 296,051 111,150 1,701,900  ehde
le2 246 35852 385,169 3,800 2925170 @I
Mc 246 762,727 835,132 86,004 9,356,041  ide
output! 246 6,242 5,896 579 32,38  nB@NAinm
output2 246 1,21 1,154 46 9504  muemaduamelu
output3 246 4,186 4,133 50 27088 aemafmeman
outputd 246 49 51 10 396 AT
Outputsum 246 11,698 9,583 831 64,404 TR
45 1 246 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00  uwmd
452 246 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00  Viuauvmd
453 246 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00  vdans
C4.54 246 1.29 0.56 1.00 400  wWumna
C455 246 0.22 0.43 0.00 200  Yumfna
C4.56 246 0.88 LI 0.00 800  Hwmemw

C4.5.7 246 141 0.84 0.00 400  Wwthiidu ¢
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ol 2 uewrtden Fhelaeduneanaalssnvmee esiees 246
soflawndpdyamyaniuii 481.7 Suuw dmnneeniiiudiadanese
smilowsieiiu 196 Snanm ediegyiiu 176 Snam e iduemamainvane
o nemassmiiowdi|fuansehadifiofiauwlnd (uswdushen@a 10, 25, 75, uae
%) Foyalunaied 3 usnsieu (Goay) semene Fweqlldhdaduneae
Tuguasufaumiranii 47.9% sasasnfomeee iaguaeneiiun e <) 35.0%
uwasHiueaeUWLAMNIT 17.1%

M7 2 : M lEerasEmiausus uunenuLsTnY wassyeueasimuing

Stats tco~1000 let k2 me magin
N 246 246 246 246 fwau
Sum 481,746.80 206,000.0 $8,200.0 188,000.0 Wuum
Mean 1,958.3 837,067.5 358,526.0 762,726.8 um

plo 1,150.4 474,175.0 57,794.0 233,741.0 um

p25 1,352.3 637,420.0 110,300.0 360,992.3 um

pso 1.741.7 804,160.0 255.819.5 517,270.6 um

p75 22146 1,013,603.0 400,370.0 864,292.6 um

p%0 3,033.8 1,221,183.0 882,009.0 1,444,829.0 um

maefl 3: dashuenlieassmilowndbu Beufeuiudimr

declousinl Frwsserendlawndiy (wiSudey fuduyuea)

A J k3 J 3 = L)
#uth s Auady LG L fip WL
sheost1 246 0.4789 0.1940 0.0590 0.8794 Budau
sheost2 246 0.1714 0.1357 0.0030 0.6158 AWRLLYIU

1

Shcostmat 246 0.3498 0.1573 0.0735 0.9370 f77e0)
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MmN 4 WEeNNanAavsamILANITasEmtawmey slm'hmuamﬂamﬁa 246

whsiilsynnsfienfiawmselimequarisin 1.35 Smen dmamthiunsess

Sl agdua 1 1.54 Suet SImsamadasuansmud 1.03 Amass

sl 4 : wanAnzasEmTawtuaruLsEns sEduwladiuindens o

Statistics Outputt Output2 Output3 Outputd outpitsum pop
N 246 246 246 246 246 246
Sum 1,535,574 300,278 1,029,825 12,031 2,877,708 1,350,753
Mean 6,242 1,221 4,186 49 11,698 5,491
pl0 1,486 245 458 13 2,757 2,075
p25 2,244 489 1.504 17 5,268 3,173
p50 4,059 885 2,998 29 9,357 4,794
p75 9222 1,575 5,513 62 15412 6,681
p90 13.064 2,632 8,253 108 22,103 9,016

Pop = SwnlssnnsTiaemadewiusmiiewse
Ouptputl,..... outputd NAWA (M3 WAAMI) Fassmitammni
p25,.... p.90 vaneds ehilofimlng

Whe 1 andin N menedewuamiiowsde
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MW 5 UEAMRYANETUTRIEMHWTY MNFUANUIAIIUIEIUD U]
° zglj ) =) o ' dl Yo m J di a o
Tudwnuiiwuhiiamilownsiy 116 wishldSuGugemyu suafenesuwiniy 158,822
Umetouts Toedumnaonidu 104 uie lSSuGugemuMaNIMeLTaYED Dua. Fidt
102,286 1171 LAYMIATLUAUMIINNDINUFIMWAUATINU 46 Wi Auady 165,277
UweeEmiowds M 6 uanINaIBRIiugamTism o lugdoyagai
Idummmbenishs 7 Taaflyaenamsrfuriiy 18.4 S

AINA 5 LRI AN R IBIIEN S

-

Fnuls nu mioRy  Adewnd Avn AR Rugewnpilk
Wk Wi 1m aoiawiitine

cl2_1 104 102,286 127,541 3,600 981,500 - WFILNA 3D U4,

cl2 2 45 165,277 146013 5,500 692,025 - NMBMUFIMWG LA

cl2 3 10 71,684 93456 2,000 280,000 - B1A,

cl2_4 14 45,198 82383 1,000 305,000 - NEBVUINTY

cl2_S 25 73.060 91991 2,400 280,000 - iy

cl2_6 116 158,822 172,100 3,600 981,500 - TIIUGAMIM

d' o ti‘ =3 U ! %Y 1 di 2/ Azl} z:il
AMINN 6 : Lmaq@mmamuamw (246 1) \l@‘mmﬂwmmmau 7 GL%“ES@]‘UW%%

Gugavmmitanilovndlalésy e
IMVUREITUAN (Wunm)
- WFILNA 38 g, 10,600.0
- NANYUEIMNGR 74315
- BUA. 716.8
- NAYUNTY 632.8
- VBUAL 1,826.5

- TIRUGaTII 18,400.0
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799 7 usnaramsAnduymsalenlfiuuIaes stochastic cost frontier
Toarmua eusmamsneiendanvasen daiess (log of tcost) Tasamitamsie
FaulsBaselsEnanmy A1aanuIndIeaIng nandaredlusuian (A1aan)

£ 2/ @ i 1 Y -~ 4::
mﬁsuﬂszﬁmﬁzm%a@mmmﬁ@megmn%amaﬂixﬂumaé’fuxxu@mm@wama@maammm
HANNUEAIHNALSAN M WMAFELAMENTTR constant-cost ($ Inx = 1) MNHARTSANN
Enéhuhn mashifinnuaassnilowdm o jsonndasiudnun decreasing cost NEMAR

% a XY o & 1 Y A
AUYULLIAUINNANRTUA S MTANEURDUNIIMAEDY duymadel (unit cost)
LanasmnaEmiawndaenufanssunsans Wusmadisan - manldawindiens
wuianansafiennld Sammsvinennsuasamilowsiedmlinfalaiding Svmmadia

a a I Ay A X ﬁl o P A o A Y P
UBN0aNanas (MILAM3) loefiduyuismnune udanfianas antemitshoseeumande
LM INTEALaaNMN

w & ~ . e = e . = At

ANBUIAININAILIM I mTastlu (under-utilization) 2asamfiannge
aaaufendaoiu n) nmeaspsesenuuuamiiownsuemarimnalnfiunhenamed
4 (% d‘ 1 gj = (% g dld! = o 2 o
antiemila supply > demand Wi MIGIENTRRWINY lAUATIUSy R wnurpefin
9) mIlsmsfanssurasamilawndetiunasasnmdulngfeatumstiasiulse
uardaENgunw Saenidiudmsesuiiensaniu sonflewdsmivefalenumanm
favsasfuma Al Alaeisnanae veaLSUaaTRs v iRaaae ae (output

slack , excess input)




82 MsdamsMASYiaMAIONLU

MINA 7 : WAL AT Y

wund198dAsARA Stochastic cost frontier

Number of obs = 246

Wald chi2(4) = 91.76

Prob > chi2 = 0

Log likelihood -70.780

Lncost Coef. Std. Err. b4 P>z Log cost
Lnx1 0.1148 0.0319 3.600 0.000 Log outputl
Lnx2 0.0805 0.0276 2.920 0.004 Log output2
Lnx3 0.0749 0.0221 3.390 0.001 Log output3
Lnx4 -0.0383 0.0225 -1.700 0.089 Log outputd
_cons 12.1962 0.2211 55.150 0.000 Constant
/Insig2v -2.6792 0.2226 -12.030 0.000

/Insig2u -2.3012 0.4337 -5.310 0.000

Sigma_v 0.2620 0.0292

Sigma_u 0.3165 0.0686

Sigma2 0.1688 0.0324

Lambda 1.2081 0.0837

Likelihood-ratio Test 3.28

Prob>=chibar2 = 0.035

NANALAMANLIA constant cost: : Inx1 + Inx2 + Inx3 + Inxd = 1; reject

chi2( 1) = 469.7

Prob > chi2 = 0
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LUUNALTENIMT LUSa8Y. F1anTnaysnwmeeaGaesEAnam
Fousmafuesiun  ezuun = 1 vanaenam mhonuieudums wsrduuamh

fomauAwaduyuataistAninmwgege natifisuu > 1 sefeufisrmdan
UseanTnIn émmmmﬁwﬁwma5@1%%%15@3’%@%@amﬁamﬁaLm&ﬁu
GousyAVEMW  Azuuw 1.25 mnHmwdmu’ammﬁmﬁﬁﬂamwﬁ%ﬂ‘zmé’@w
Sumialddanay 25 — mndldTinmsUsien e s lERviUmha s
TN 6 LARIMSUANKAsTYIAS RS AYER ™

PITIA 8 ANBIUSTINTA Y AIALLUULITE RN

10 - 1.009 4 163 1.63
110 - 1149 19 7.72 9.35
115 - 1.199 3g 15.85 25.2
120 - 1.299 81 32,93 58.13
1.30 - 1.399 55 22.36 80.49
140 - 1.499 25 10.16 90.65
150 - 1.999 22 8.94 99.59
2.0 - 3.999 1 0.41 100
Poey 246 100

VeI Asiu = 1 nanefuliissantmmgariae
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et 9 HilwhazuuulsrAninmansusiasimiaaniBudieyuty
Hoifadunnd Seminduteusiariiiauansaiu @hmgmaﬁm%’@mwgwﬁ
uazdaniafiunlandaudisn-tesuduaisasasaseufiodoyadgmnn
eemasaumpLBnASmils

d' =} sooAa 24 LV~ o g
TN 9: LIEEJ‘UL‘MEJU@%LL%%ﬂ‘i&‘ﬁﬂWﬁ‘mW?JE]dﬁm%a‘m&lﬂLﬂ%ﬁ?&lﬂ\‘m’m

1100 1.344 0.136 10 ayvsUnnm
2600 1.292 0.393 23 UATWIEN
3200 1.190 0.078 20 s

3300 1.279 0.097 36 GEETY
3900 1.255 0.148 23 eIy
4600 1.446 0.209 31 Maug
5700 1.302 0.098 27 TN
6100 1.261 0.099 4 aviemi
6500 1.442 0.251 9 fsnglan
7500 1.376 0120 33 AaVIATIN
8400 1.231 0.097 16 gyl
9000 1.261 0.159 14 GARE

Total 1.312 0.191 246




mssomsMASTiaMmAoNsU 85

Kernel density estimate

m.—
N—
Farg
@
c
@
()
o.—
T =T T T T
1 1.5 2 25 3

inefficiency score, typehs=4
kemel = epanechnikov, bandwidth = .04

AT 1 : MINSEAERIRLUULISE AV S mMnwTsa ol

NAMSANFIN WWLA1889 Data envelopment analysis (DEA) lae/l 35 input-
orientation(minimize cost) FUYULITENOUGILANNTURDU MADLUNUYANINT
WassuUeNA LT dutladefiaerounanantssnaudne outputl-outputd
sazahadi mashunlédiaaumd variable retums to scale (VRS) UaY constant refums

to scale (CRS) snuNaIeL




86 msvomsmMASHIiaMAILNSU

o [ a A = % o
NAMTAATVUTERNTMWAAIEMUDINNG eNNLLLUEad DEA

VRS
o fhinde 0.687
o endlougu 0.663
o @ Standard deviation 0.2090
0  Dominated unit 101
o Efficient frontier 45
CRS
ehinde) 0.516
MBI 0469
@ standard deviation 0.271

3 3/

nWamsens g uiiaeriont Svhanusuine 45 e aadudadin
whifu 18.3% enfiawdediufiviadenueaelssansnm usseuuane o anadeang
arwsaeLlsavsn™ (eelHanag VRS) snunstiishacg 246 whs whity 31.3% asevion
Fnumwanimalseméinduyu (cost-saving) visnEwe @1 iota = 0.687 NNLANNT
vinsmiawnfeSuLselssinSnwliviawhfussduumwmi mansnldhealsyann

[ P~ a; 2 =S F- ~ £ a 2

68.7% ﬂwammmzﬂmaﬁmwmwamamslmz@uﬁaagwi@

4. andsrung

b 4
A

FenwItethdudindarasnruudaamuls s iunarasamung1a1as
NILNTNATITUFY 6‘?}\3ma‘u@@Nmﬂﬂ'jmﬁ%f@ﬂﬁg%w%mwmﬂ%mwaaﬂmﬁamﬁﬂ
Lﬁﬂﬁﬁ@mmﬁﬂa’mmmmmaq%fgi%a’wmuﬁ‘ssmmasmé’jmh AWMU
JRTGTR B dusnusdmiimibamidy o uanidafafuimiuminmiido
Useantawisedfulgs  angdduassnindinnunainwalaaasnisuims
Somsbasiasud eradpedsdrBmmihddifatuldihidemang avenesve
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o n) mslathderhdanniiull gy mehasdedudion Maeuuvuemng
Furrhemadniu 2) maliAmvienarAeshnhfimssiu fosmmemaoveiowde
mﬁmmﬁs‘%mﬁwmm&ﬁmmyu aehalsfimnn AusitsonSiremafnmleeLusaes
arazamandewiiomnasasdaulsiug Wu “dnsnedesuuufiens” mah
ﬁmﬁama?a%@agjmmz m%a%uﬁ@w%aagﬂuﬁwﬁ%ﬁwwﬁwﬂm Uszrmalaimnusin e
SobimamRanssumasmilowdlusmunadesfiswinsassnhamilawsiin g
ﬁmwmﬁum‘m%']mmLaﬂm——ﬁmngﬂﬁw%agﬂmmwﬁwm&m‘%msﬁ"u f
uramiewdly pusfumihAnmraimedy  dhmanezasmsvhovasaunquem
HeouagTaunsaudae fadhesuumlsrdrsmmaanudh ushanesdsasufin
Fasnssmilewstowiniuatly

suURemsalsziiunanas Talsydvimnsammbanumedy agluanuanula
yasmheruszdlammeniamhenuiiy nanda wenanlfifinesnadann fo
matndaie meTaurimiamdmmmh vie Wil WMWY e
wamsdnmitomauiudofedmivduimasmiawsieh inumwideinemie
muluwiazfiuwamad$ulgelsedninmasamiionusssanatels  w
MR BANTuHaHER (output targeting) vapaemeEdiAunanadis vam ot
mafiamitowdumiefiaTien (unit of analysis) iltwednnasiiosa (yemnafies
35w Renldmemsuims 2-10 ) Sfummatsufeteuiifanw Mty
mﬁmsjamﬁﬁé’s’dmndau,am@L%am'"rLf}aLﬁ%amﬁzmﬁuaaﬁmmm@img (1% NIN)

‘mmmmﬁﬁaﬁwudwmnﬂ@;ﬂixmiéﬁmﬁwﬁwaammé’amﬂizﬁw%mw
Aentfums BAmsndses (under-utilization) Fwsnuemsd amilewiduasnn
sisBanaums i Amslaefidusomiiisnsaens eailaridudum @fldneae U-
shaped MMNEAG QILMW scatter diagram 1s¢nay) GLuﬂa;mmﬁamﬁaﬁmmu
Usedvimweiawiiah Hlauraisuaunrh mssissuuenadoalasausions
Jsdlunaiiofunamauassusaiiv s Binnmandetondiuly wiorFhegufiul)
nfnmesdifefadiwinlomy  nende mesms mseawTIsEn oSy’
(conglomeration) WaaaWInE WS whonfuiaiauetodunaranlssnaudiit




88 mMstomsmAsTliamAoNBu
Tnafia—mansznuamiiowndieliaelndGanin srnmudlenadndiu wu semalsifiunh
5 Alaes WEnmIaNmaNNELmn DuiueATRevEaam e NG  Usenau
dlng) Lifsneudvianainasled wav udluanmwisaaiiagii manusdsnumias
Faniu  madumenntinfsamilowndoarenin nad fiGumeduss
sasrnsufiemmsdusamuasnnty. memusissmitowsie ifuegud
1Bmsrwia gy VLSMW“L@%@ﬂﬂ‘ﬁ‘iﬂﬁ?‘w%ﬁmn@%ﬂﬁ&nﬂﬁﬂ

Adenduiingwn mAengilssanimmanssmiowdy shasfiselonmt
WAEFDAeN ﬂmaaﬂummﬂﬂwmwmmadmmﬂmmmmmm fasnnifhilenne
mamgmawmmwmemamuauwamﬂaﬂﬂﬁaﬂmmmﬂﬂmaaﬁ’mwmm
(emqsgwuﬂgmﬂ75ﬂmummamﬁmsmzfammimmmmmﬂﬂmmmuwmm am
2961 2551") Shasannifiu wettng aue. way aua. vnosluiing éLﬂﬂ"If(ﬂﬂ‘U‘lJS 1
ms@LLaLLazaﬁmwauﬂimmﬁa@auﬂuaa contingent demand ZIUANFIITL
Tuaendi—vnldhe wenanimeldssuumaismsiamslaevasin—tszrm
LRy wmmma@mﬂamﬂm1zuma‘fmmﬂu@m”mmm‘msmiamuaumEJ
mMsuSmsawingasnimadefansenau/nn ol Taisualtuiaanadasiy
WILLGUNTWUNTIR W.61.2550 sna71 47 Tyefdin Sydecdaduasivauul ain.
ﬁé’namwwiums%’uﬁmaumﬁ@u‘%miﬂmmam Toensnzachofislusy vouLgand
‘mmm‘smaTauamummimmmﬁmMLm . Gﬁﬂmmnammmﬂmﬂmmw
selouamilowndeswannile (35 wie) loudusematsuduanamiasees ot
lumssumelon Tull 2562 Sgu1a (eRFNS LTy s mncaunssans
wwgfadumsmelongmidowdeliun aUv.  (wieefsnyg Iﬂw Jlefu
Oulsyruanizaunssuma) Clefimeselivanaudy wienfudevindaisuamaden
eegiiy Foiiaidosduddmon 5 stluny) loefiustordminemandanstuan
Fifuumanan

wnssun sqlena “iledugnetl 2552 dwmnmsoelausmidowsiali ove. InduSabisuduns
thelauli a1

w‘nﬁﬂmﬂmmmmﬁhm Iﬂmﬁumnaﬂmsﬁsmaumm‘suﬁmawm.,auﬂ?mmﬁmwwvﬂamimﬂau
gofionde uay Laﬂm’ﬁ‘ﬁa Wﬁmﬂmﬂl L\‘]EJH‘L‘H waEMILTY LN%@Y’NN‘W?QN@Jﬂﬂﬁﬁﬂﬂ‘ﬁ'ﬂﬂﬁ’é%ﬂ@dﬂ%L%
msa@ﬂﬁ@'mm'mm&jm
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MY AT R e UM alseAvE mwaasamitowsly
Fuswmitapamafisenssmsiume (%amam’quL‘%mm@h\aﬂmﬂﬂdwmﬁ,@mﬁmzm'wa—
matimadu wenduidefianivifandndssiuguamunilianusla wu
ADAMNBIMILAMIIUEUNN ANNWALALY 18) unemsiiiteRefitaludas
MITAFTIINEINTUAEMILIIISILY ST MasE ey (Wasvihaaumeiy)
@L‘ﬂmmmmmmwmig,wm’mguaz:ﬂ’mwn%ﬁmuamuﬂmﬂurﬁuwma@mﬁmﬂﬂmm
dwrstasiuon shanfudenens  wnmstaloumsfefesy ssdnsineses
dawasivardiasinamnutsvannatiuauan o %’@L@%wqmmmﬁﬁﬁu@mug
G IWLEYAN TN MasiRemILuLpmaessmilownsfeviodamaUnaniney
whasiowias s iionnil suweda i Amaunval (gu 1w Susumme
snlsghamtemdtlungy  ofs lufidnmstimeia  shasfimaesuamslid
AENIINMIMAUAFMIKaENIILIIIEmitawmniy I@m%zy&gma@m’g@hﬁaf;u
sifunssamsshuih faafuhunishum o SinusasinaUnasas ot
snesmaaEimaiiesumashelawyeanadusnmangaandsteamilawdives et
vRaanaIMI TN neRsE TSR AN VIANEIVE NN
mamhmmw 5-6 ﬁmamﬂmmuﬁmuamum\l@'ﬁumm‘s’amau@vmNu‘awumm
WFNA DU, DLA. LATRIRasuEIAMELA" Sl Saudynnudenn
PéurssmsawLLeSets mndaasulfeurasduianudnlauseasmin
ﬁaﬁﬁaﬂﬂmwE‘Jﬁu—m@'jmuéﬂé’%ﬁmwm’wﬁaﬁmﬁﬁmméwé’u ok AT
G{Mﬂﬂ‘mmiﬂuﬁ’lﬁmw}mmEJ‘?E%LLWM%TJ@‘mﬂmﬂ%ﬁﬁ/}‘ﬁmwLL@”ﬂWiﬂi“L&J%&J@IﬂM?W
maaﬂammagmmﬂwmw,masﬁm:m@mu mmuﬁmuamumm%muﬂivammwm
(flasanannzinadonfiemen mummxmammm fums waeUsernItat
nwnasgu’) frinaufiunsdignwmihsulaguientiu

NEYUFINMWNLS Lﬂmﬁi'mgmm"lm mm@a\l@mm@@mammmmﬁ 2549 (Thuean I@amwmﬁm
wazAMNIIHaramarhe ﬂaﬁmmmwanﬁavﬂummwmeﬂ@ (Fa7) meLng aUe. uay umawum
B UTNTWERTILERN6E D4 e 2552 mmunaawummwﬁu 5,484 LW wwmﬂamwm GG
qummimmmﬂfﬁmaa . Lmvmmumifmﬂ@aﬂuammwmma @m"mmmam WATIVENSY
FITNENERS @tﬁﬂ i@ Tant Wuussensms 2552)

unsdisneshat, wmwamuamuﬂ 52 uwiha fusennaviaend 3 Wuew Gawse 21.1 Weufus o 246 Ui
WhRLWeuiy fuady 5491 e
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5. d9u

msidufofinmansiunatssArEmmaasEmiionsl (Suromhomdn 6
13mady) unsy U’J%ﬂﬁ%%\‘mﬁmmiﬁ@iﬁmL‘H‘Hmi LALEAAARITUNANMS
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