"ﬂ’)"lNﬁ’]‘l’l’]ﬂ“ll’ﬂﬂﬂ']’i‘aLﬂ?ﬂ%ﬁLﬁHWﬁ‘N LAUNITHAB

dl Q ’L HT™
uLﬁﬁﬂgﬂ@ﬂﬂ B

=8 a a a o 1 1 dl o e‘d‘d a dl
N3ANEUsTANENINNTHARTNNIT UL esaLUed TRElaNnIATE AN ARTNAWWIAAT
IAALAL AR Farrell (1957 Quoted in G.E.Battese and T.J.Coelli, 2001) ¥1nn1s@n=1n1sindsc@nsnin
n7uanlALAATIZNITLLNNTUsrENnEA WY 2 Luannd nanaAe UszAnSninnianaiia (Technical
efficiency) kazis@nEN1WN1991A1 (Allocation efficiency) Iudaulsz@nsn1nn1amANA (TE) 1w

ANTANTINNG ANNANNITNURINUIEINITNARNRINITDLANNINARFRUNUNE Tasd N9 130N TTade

b

ANTHARANLAN MU AUIZANTNINNI9I1AN(AE)TTUNNIAN I DIANN AN TNUINUNTHART

anunsalddasanisuanldivunzan aneldidenla fununisudnisessiusandasanisuansigs
PRINNTHER TNTa09 5L RANENNATHER anaBen1ddn Usz@nan1nnaLAsgna (Economic
efficiency: EE) auNn194111 Technical efficiency(TE)+ Allocation efficiency(AE) = Economic efficiency
(EE) ﬁﬁlqn@mmmﬁmﬂnﬁm%mmmmmffmvlmmﬂﬁmﬂgqL‘ﬁfu Input-Oriented Measures tiung
Na130ANNAINNTRLRInaN TR lNNTandFundadansnan  InenandandenslatTunung
\Ain vsannsdndszansninlaaiinssaniu Output-Oriented Measures luN19RAITUIAMNAINNID
vasmiraniaudnlunafiviuinnisuanin Taanelddevlafasanisudnaain funuviessdy
ﬁmﬁﬁ%m

mﬁmﬂ@zaw%mwmqmegﬁ@ﬁm?ﬁmmm@ﬂwﬁimﬁm wmx%\iﬂ@ﬂgﬁummmﬁwum
LuanaN1dalsrnsnianniasegiasemdu 2 wuImanannanare 1.0139AUsTENEN NN
wsngnalaalduannisnislines (Parametric Approach) FalnaneAB U IUANNTILAT L 81
N193LAT A UN TN LAUNTHARAQ8TEN170 AN 8 e (Regression Approach) N133LATIZ WL LLEW
WINUAUNITNARLLLLAUAN (Stochastic frontier Analysis) L{1us1 2.1199AUsANBNINNNUATHFNA
Inelduanni1suauni1stmes (Non- Parametric Approach) Aa1835 ln19n1ULAN133LATIZ9EN

¥

1 uiY 819 35n1971AT129 UL Free Disposal Hull (FDH) 35n133tAsnyimaaiduiaia (Data

1 v
==&

4
Envelopment Analysis: DEA)Tluusiazdsvis 2 wuaniesinanfidqaisu qpaaunansaiu Tnasue)
v Y a o=l 3 o ' a 4‘ a <3 o
udayalunisdmmzianianisiinuanguilscainslunisiansundvazesuneluilssiaudnll
wanaNUEsinIsAne2e4 Luise R. Murillo-Zamorano (2004) té#iansauntlsz&nsnnmniapsegialy

NNTIATIZILT Bayesian techniques, Bootstrapping, duality theory wag Multiple output model

*3aA1ang1AnsemAns uiaednylng anadsuasegaans AnANEINMIAANIT AN AETTANLF N



a a a a ¥ (%4 a -4 .
m's":ﬂﬂisﬂ‘wﬁﬂ'\‘wwmLﬂiiﬂgnﬂiﬂﬂiﬁuann'\iwﬁﬂume‘ (Parametric Approach)
9 % a o a a a ?.// = an 1 ai % 1 v
nsldnannismisfimeslunisdnlss@nininniauasgnai AuaneaeeanlananINIuan
1 v QQIJ ] 1 Yo a = acl a e A a c a % ac
nawntinil daulvnlasuainafian § 2 351un199naed A 1. A efldunsuiaun 1IN naaeRanig
nAnag (Regression Approach) 2.3Lmqw‘1muLﬁummmummammmﬁu@:u (Stochastic frontier
Analysis) N133ATEFEUNINLAUNITHARALEATN1TDANe T UNNFANEIANNENA RS Tz UINeFauLs
%3 4‘ a s dild 1 A 1l a a % a ar % o &
aassulstslunszuauniminaziiiuuiiqasaune AN lifilss@ninnaesdulss s uduiug
annes duiiesanniasnenfwlsdassdnldlugaunisannes nldadudssdnionneslinsiuay
dl o 1 o/ 1 o o/ a o v a 6 v
wasuudasldauauipresaruaunguatinauazauautassanlsaase inlwinndaseiuuuidu
wanuAuNINARuLLBgN R aeuluEesAdul sz AnsANANuS AN aztiunnsdnlszAnnan
= i// = a

‘vmmmgﬁ@‘imﬂ%’uﬁﬂmiwqmﬁLﬁ]@ﬁqﬁﬂmmnﬂdﬂ AN LU ARTLATIIZUN AT TR AR

49

b

prmsidedadlufieniuneada efnisafeuusnsedlugluannis fvuarunaIaLAReY
LATNIIMAARLANNA UL ITAIAY IumumiﬁwummmmmmLﬂ?}lﬂur:jmmw?@ﬁﬂ%ﬁﬂmmm
nuuAvsaILANesls Inauansdenanluillsz@nininnianaiia (Technical Inefficiency) dau
mmmmmﬂgﬂuﬁiu’mmimmu@uiﬁ’f annsarivuailuauaaaeReuaInTiasnEuen
nsaeaziluLdunsiuaunsRARLLLIUgN TATUA N TN TaadinnsAn e uasyineIuiat
@f;i']\wimﬁ@\i 11 MaA " ngeles D1’az and Rosario Sa'nchez (2011) vinn1s@n L?Immmmx
ﬁ@ﬁﬂﬁuﬂmmmﬁﬁwmeulmmuq%ﬂimmﬁLmﬁw‘l,muLé’ummmummamLLMULWuaju
Rangalol M.(2011) ﬁqmiﬁﬂ‘mma:rmmumﬂszﬁm%mwmqLﬁmgﬁ@iummamﬁﬁmaiuﬂ@xmﬁ
funsTnanimnsyiuuudunsuuaunisudsnuuuugy Mohammed Z. et al (2010) iNNN9ANEA
Usr@nininniamaianresrnFuinensnsluied Khulna Usema Bangladesh tnediasnesfuuyind
WINUAUNITHAR WU LA UGN 1uBNAN1U Anne-Kathrin Last and Heike Wetzel (2010) iINT9AN®A
Use@nsnmniamssgiazesinnnewdienauludszmaeeniuil Ingldudnnisdwesiidumnanti
FunaN1dRdsrAnEnannienisnanaelsnu gaunssusne)Ain1sAnsuasidelngldnis
AT VUUUEUNINUAUNIINAR LU UAN T 8171 Yapa M.W.Y Banadra and Neil D. Karunarate
(2010) 11n19ANE IABN13TATIZATIs AN TNsaA TRt D e Ad1891ls AN AINNN TN AR DY 19991 11
sz Sri Lanka $auEe Mahadevan R. (2001) ¥msnuniesdssidfiutlsz@nsnmuananainnis
Wiy ulaniauasegialunialsssugnainnssn dssinAn1iad@e waz Sriboonchitta s. and
Wiboonpongse A.(2001) lannnsanelaanisdssiiutlsz@ninninanisimameiuuidunsuuny

nsuasuULIiugNAuANmnnzanlunsdgndavennsdlul szimalng dountediunisAnen s



nastszyninesiinndssiludss@nsninniamsergiauwiReiy 19 Melville L.M. and Wing H.
Chan (2004) ﬁqﬂqiﬁﬂmﬂizam%mwwmLﬁmgﬁwmwﬁwmﬁﬂ Tpen1sulFa Ui UaNNN1IIATIZI
LULILAUN TN ULAUNSNAAL LA UGN Izadi, Johnes, Oskrochi and Crouchley (2002) ¥N13ANHINNG
dszannadunsuuaunisuanuesieiduaessiugy CES natiAnm TesBeudsandnsnluilszma Britain
wananiy Conroy and Arguea (2008) 11N18ANEINNTUT LN UUILRNTANNNIINATA NIEBANSEN
TaaBeuenaulussdulszondnen Wee Waaddn 3% Bifulco and Bretscheider (2001) AN®INN3T
szannudsz@nininaeslsaden lnenisilFauieulnanislduuuanass sauile Cooper and Cohn
(1997) Nn13AN = IAEN17U s N NI THAAT UL LEUNTNLAUNITHAR NTHUANEINTZUIUNNT
n13@Ane 1M South Carolina WA Johnes. G. and Johnes. J. (2008) 1n1sANE1UsE@NTn1nae9
A011UNN9ANEN: A uunuAazlsznn udu

mﬁmmw‘uuuLz%’uwmlmummamLLUULWu@:uﬁu arunsnlszunnuenla uaneis e
Corrected Ordinary Least Square (COLS), Maximum Likelihood Estimation (MLE) 1me G.E. Battese
and T. J. Coelli (2001) lavinnsAnsiariduntsnanuuudunsuuauuuuiiugy : uuuanaasauly
UseBnEn1nnianAiaaNnadsn17Useu ALY Maximum Likelihood Estimation (MLE) &
ﬂizam'ﬁmwuﬁﬂﬁqm Fuilasann Corrected Ordinary Least Square (COLS) dlavnuntlazanuaning

= s 1 dl ¥ 1 dl dl ' o o o = ' dl [
AN UANIAIN AL ANDALTAIATNARIALARDY WL [mLLﬂ?UWQW]QﬂQﬂQNQ@UﬂW?ﬂQLﬂ?;lrlﬂ‘]_l

1 1 2

= o

FsReuN R RAR e Huusnsierann s inannaesnistssin At faABnnsUsTansIAnLLL
Maximum Likelihood Estimation (MLE) la3unistansuuazinldldlunisilszunnidn daugiuu
axnN19lUN19AT LU TIAUNIHLAUNITHAA LU UEN H1aned5 819@u Transcendental
Logarithmic (Translog), Cobb-Douglas Lilusiuluusazuuuiqasy aasasuansd1eiu nanme guluiiw
aun13 Transcendental Logarithmic (Translog) ﬁ@Tﬂwmzﬁﬁmuﬂ;ummmﬂ?ﬂﬁmﬁ fautlesinee tadne
n41 Cobb-Douglas s Cobb-Douglas Tdtanilyynaes Multicollinearity Iagianna1uiae 54 a1aaniis
na(2545) 1aM1N1sMAaaUglLULIMNIZANTENINe 2 ANNIFAINET9 WU JUULL Cobb-Douglas

winnzanlun1ldNdnsLazazaanngn

n1sindssAnsninniaasegialaelailduanniswisifivaas (Non-Parametric
Approach)
N129AUsTANTNINNUATHEN alaeldlduann1snisnfmes (Non-Parametric Approach)

aunsndalszansnanles a1y 3N saesziisaaiduniau (Data Envelopment Analysis: DEA) a5



Free Disposal Hull (FDH) Taaiiada9dg tasuadnfanlunisninuanannisdndsc@nsninmnig
a 1 ad ca 1 1 1 1% 1 dl Y o L7 £ 1 1 gl
\ATEITAUAATITANAALAUKATAAUNNFRIUANFAU daui tiinunldreudenindaulueyl43ans

Apsziinoaiduniaiy (Data Envelopment Analysis: DEA) duiiiadann lduuaAanisatinAansina sl

ANEULTTUANNNNTIAW MUUA ITNANRFAINVTONANAAGIQA WTANMUANITHART IFTadtN INAR

a o

teeign InangusnatnaliandufasdanuannIniaza18n903AIe i tTaden1snan AT NaNA R

waEHA (Multiple Input and Output) F9qALNNIBNT8435 Free Disposal Hull (FDH) NlasuAdniies

|
' [

90941N75 DEA Aa sauluinedAgegn Arrgauazlinnunislddayaiuaiuounnn uhqamun

&"ATYTRNAE Free Disposal Hull (FDH) n15atAsnziinandiaa DEA

a o

UITTTN9TLAINTR2 L4 uMaN (Data Envelopment Analysis: DEA) lai1ina4 laiin
33nMsunAnEetinesielies anfidu Katharaki and Katharakis (2010) ian1sAnsl3euifiey
srAndnmaesuminendelulssimanin: Aiaseiidaliunn anva Banker, Janakiraman and
Natarajan (2004) inn13An=13As i ldudse@nsninnianaiiauazlss@nsn1nnisanass
nefANEN e euianay Texas 39071 Johnes J, (2004) 1NN ANEINTALATITITUIZ AN AW IReNNT
14 DEA nedlszsusiaanfnm uaz Norabajra Asava-Vallobh (2009) iasfanusifaary unaulag

NIUATTHLIILENBNMNNAUATIHENA L1151

o

nszuaun1siadszd@naninineldnwislmas (Parametric Approach)kazn1sinLlsz@nsnn

v
& o

Taeladldn197mas (Non-Parametric Approach) 1 a1NNANIIANEI9G 2 FTRTARALALTALNNID
pp

1 o dgl (% 1 aca o ¥ XK Yy o a A 1 ¥ a s
LLﬁlﬂmqﬁﬂuﬂu@%ﬂUﬂ‘ﬂH@LL@ZZ'Jﬁﬂ’W?H’]T]JI‘IJ "]’N?J‘ﬂG’W.I‘ﬂ\‘m’]ﬁ")ﬂﬂ?%@‘ﬂﬁﬂ’?WIﬂﬂiNI‘ﬁW’]?’]NlF]L[ﬂ‘ﬂﬁ‘

nszuaunIsaA e ievenuazainisnndayasantnlinan dountsdnisc@nsnining 14

a

| v
4 A 1 ¥ = o

wisdwmesiqanulunsmiaonid@etenvatnAaudnage anisnuuaudnnislaenisaing

u

WULA1A89 41N TURBUNIIIATIL waResldanuudayasiatnauinlunszuaunisdnlss@nanin

Tum19799 1 muﬁ@”mLﬁmﬁumﬁmﬂizaw?ﬁmwmqLmt@ﬁ@



NTALUUIANNING 1]
1N uUsEANENNMALATHINA

dszAnininnianisiase giadunisdneasinainim lunisuandudiwazuinig Ine il

a a ¥

Buruning nraldReunlalaaldrladani17uanan 13aan TULUANNNIIAN I N TN NANAUATLA Y

1
o

UimsluinamnAnviesanay melddeulalaaldnaiasanisuanviedununisudasmiign
AINNFANEIITTONTTNTRS Farrell (1957 Quoted in Coelli and Battese, 2001) wudnn lannnisansm
n139mLsz@nsnannisuanlaediasneinssuaunistss@nsnindu 2 wane nanaAe Use@nsnn
NIUNARA (Technical efficiency) wazlss@nEN1WN1991AN (Allocation efficiency) N TN

UseANBNINNNUATEFNA memminffmﬂi:awaﬁmwmqLﬁmgﬁ%@ﬂLﬂu 2 WWAARA  AB 1. 1390

ﬂ@z'ﬁw%mwmumwgﬁ@ﬁmLfiummam (Output-Oriented Measures) 2.n199a Us£@NTNINNIS

q

b

| ¥
a 1 v XK A

iAsgRanyaiuadenisn@s (Input-Oriented Measures) IqisngazidenAssia Ll

3

1.1n193nseANBN NN AT NANWUUKANARA (Output-Oriented Measures)

'
a A

N3iAdseANBNINNIAUATHINIANHUUIUNANER JaduAINa T luNINAREUAULATLENNS

b4
=S

Tnagnnsniiunisudn luFunomdnnau Inaldladantnanaain agnialdneuly seausaniade

| '
o Al

NINARVFARUYNUNITNAAANAA tnsaunsnasUne1adn

Fly, )<C (1)

ANANNTT (1) WAANDNANANAUTIZNINALU IFUALAILLIANN NA19AY Y MUNETNHARKE
2DIRUAIAZLIN9THANT UL x Y8De TAdEnIINARTHANT UAT C MHNHTIFAUNUNTHAATIA

Adl dl dl Qi ¥ a a o 1= A 1R ar
Ngn Teanniai 1 iWuannisn flsyansnandsladimnutianeuasliuauniaii
Fly.x)=C (2)

ANNANNITN 1LATH 2 mmmﬁmummmgmmammmmauﬁ”ﬂLm:u?mﬂm:ﬁ@@”mmmamImﬂ

= o o % I~ ~ o o
ANNNTDANHANNANAUS IALTUaNNTT 3uash 4 ANaIAL

LAY Y = F(x) (4)



auyA nMuualinannadudAuaz3nisil 2 48 Ae Y1 uar Y2 Tngldifadanisnananuomu 1
afin Aa X1 AaldNaula Ae UscAnsninnisnansanalaaunnmed (Constant Return to scale) 1as
Widw NN iduduaanuiulllaluntsudm (Production Possibility Curve : PPC) wazninuuaLdi EE’

\udusunuminiu (Isocost) AsginIw

¥2,/%1

¥1,/%1

Nr

NN 1 Output — Oriented Measures

A1NgUNN waneDelsrAnEnmnIaATE g RANYuuNanEn IneaNNAIINITNERAUATLAL

Usnseg os an A annigldifadanisudn wudn iWuanlilss@nsninnienisnan suliesainaniem

D

A

1 v 1
NAMANIRIA UL TW AR An B d1u1NAANTu1aIndndau AB @ NN uNTNaRlAan W

q

atglain N ludngausananfaalanenanin 15UsL A NENINANTNARNINIMATIA NAIAA AB/OB Aatiy

Anunsndsulsrdnsninnisuanlelag 1-AB/OB = OA/OB

Gwab‘L| o

nensziulss@nEnanmiaAsgnia o 9a B AdaildszAusAnTadenisnanvize AU NGy

|
o a v o

o a - ) = , o aa a a o A &
m’]‘ﬂ@‘@ Iﬂﬂ'ﬂLﬂ?q:ﬁﬁqqﬂ?:ﬁﬂg‘ﬂ’]ﬂ?gﬁﬁqqﬁ BC LL@@\?Q\TE\?NI%?@?@UT‘IQ’]VIN u‘numwﬂm%qum A

o

v 1
o o = a

AZNUUa9 BC/OC aaqlilsz@nsninnian1inam azduwine linaneanalsc@nsninniaidsssnan

49



Houdunanannianumuizan avsliunisiansunludadoulua 1891 1-BC/OC = OB/OC anxnsn
mé‘jﬁmﬁzaw%ﬂ’]wwmLﬁﬁ“i:rgﬁ@im”@’m Technical efficiency(TE)+ Allocation efficiency(AE) = Economic

efficiency (EE) lasail (OA/OB)*(OB/OC) = (OA/OC)

1.2 NM9InUsERNENWMNLATHGNATYUTadan1sHAR (Input-Oriented Measures)
o =) =) = dl 1 v o/ = dl o/ £ 1 %3
nsdntsz@nsnmnisasegianyaiuiadenisuaningsiuatiuainisalunislduisefady
a o £ dld dl v 1 Y oa a v a a = [ %3 o
N3RARNUE N NN e acLA AN AN ARNATRIRLAWAZLINNTANAN Tunsinns RAN TRl
WULHANNNTDANNR b Na1nAe NFldTadsn1TuARNaAY 2 9Tin Ae X1 ez X2 Tnalduanuaviady 1
wiin Aa Y TauatnialiReulend) dnsmdanasinalasiaaunnasi (Constant Return to Scale) way

Usznaumeidunandnyinii (Isoquant) A SS' uazidusiunuviniu (Isocost) An BB AgLlnw

X2/Y

o X1/Y

'
a a0 v

MW 2 N3dndsE@naninniadsEgnanyaduladen1suan (Input-Oriented Measures)

q



1
a A v

ANNNLAATNNIRdsERnBnnniaAsgRanyaiutiadantnan Tnsaunidn Nezduqn L

q
I

Aaqeifinsldiladenisudnithifussdnanm suilasmindunnununislddasamenandifuno
NINNNIEALA M LLGI'{T\?ﬂ\‘i@Qﬂﬁﬂiﬁlﬂ@uhﬁi’]u’mﬂ?mﬁmmﬂNa[ﬂﬂ\‘]Lall azfilunsdfuiladenisudn
TiunnzananmnanlFuinnladenisuanls aan KM/OK aunsnadeilss@nsnimmiamaiingega
winu 1 Teannsantadanian@s e 1- KM/OK = OM/OK

winszriuadnelafinnu o szauqe M lunnsdndss@nsninmnameaiiafdadldlssansninmng

| '
o A

s gRaat1quiage duiilesann sedusiadadunisuanusesununisnandeliningn
d‘ ¥ a a a a o o 1= a a
WeliinlsrdnsnmniAsegiagegaainisadiuseiuqnain MU/OM duadnliddl Usrdnsnan

va a a dl [ v o a a a
199 I ST ENEAINgeqalalag 1- ML/OM = OL/OM Fevinlinsdadse@nsainniaesugna
91N Technical efficiency(TE)+ Allocation efficiency(AE) = Economic efficiency (EE) 1amatl

OM/OK * OL/OM = OL/OK az¥inliagjszndngsn 0-1 uanstanslitlsz@nsninmiaiAssgnia

a a

ann1edndse@nsnanniaase giangaiunanan (Output-Oriented Measures) fiun193m

v

ﬂiz?ﬁm%mwmqmmgﬁ@ﬁa{qLuuﬂ@ﬂ-‘{ﬂmwﬁm (Input-Oriented Measures) 1 Hdad9nnuadsznns

|
o A

TunsdntlsrAnsnmmniaiAsegia suitinsannnadinnaivuenieldteulasansoinuueld 2 nadide
| SAIHARDLILNUABIUIAAST (Constant Return To Scale: CRTS) 2.8ATHARBLILNLABIUIARAAS
(Decreasing Return to Scale: DRTS) Fansdldnne g SenlesnauanaLun LA U AR T Tunis
TorlazAnsnmiigaiuasanisudnuaznisdaslssdnanmdisjadunandn aadnslunisfundien

Wiy Inefgy 3. nedndsrAnsninniaiAsgianyauiundnug = GI/GH daunisindss@nsninmis

'
a ¥

e gRanyafuladen1snan = EF/EI we lurnuznnsldnta lFNanlad R HA R LN UARIUIAAAAS

3

1 1 v a

HaANluNsAUINAFNaTL ASgU 4. na9Ae N1edRLsEAnEA nnIATERANYQuNARNS =

q

1 v

GI/GH Tuanigiiniedntse@nininmiaisegnansariutiadenisudntiy = EF/El mNaay A



; @ Y =f{x) ; @ Y =f{x)
I

G
I

2N 3 NN 4

melfAdaula: SnsNaRaLUNUARUUIAAI nalataula: SRR LN UARIUIAAARS

2. MFINUTEANTMNMALATHFNA

Jaquiulunisdndszdnsnmniaasegialautaaonisdndu 2 uwuy Re 1.udnnedauuy
WN19INLART (Parametric Approach) 2. MANNTIALLLUAUNIIINLAES (Non-Parametric Approach) 4
TuusiazuEvdnnnssasielii

aa o

1. UANNIFIALLLNISINLARS (Parametric Approach) LHIUUANNNINNEDANNINTANEILAY
ApnziissAnsnanniaasegialae s gia undmsilnesryaunigiuduiuudiasaive
Usznnnirdulscansaonudunusrasdunsuuaunisngs Insaiuisolddeyalunisamszivuy
AYNTHIIAN (Panel Data)ﬁ%ﬂ?@g@mmﬁmmq (Cross sectional data) lun133LATIZia LA TUN1336
wuuwAwasiasuAuioNunn duilesannifinainnisiiuuauiuanassinanisiinuaglannis
819 AN191T9L4% 41N19 Cobb-Douglas WWAU wadtlszainuniIsaANdNAusat uuannisvnlw

1 di =~ 'Y v a -2 a < a di 1 [
wnmananin wetndayalunisimsmyiilesiiulilfatafinnauaaiseaeuld uasluilagiiunig
a 'R a o‘d‘ Yar a 1 ada A
Ansziuuuniaieeiuautonaiuisoutiadu 2 35 Ae

1.1139ANZAEUNTNLAUNNTRARAREREN1T0ANeY (Regression Approach)

2. MIATIIAUNTHUABNINERLULLAUEN (Stochastic Frontier Analysis)



10

1.1 N15IATILALAUNTNUARNISNANRIEATNISOMDAE (Regression Approach)
m:ﬁLmﬂw‘l,ﬁuwmLLmummﬁmm”qsﬁ%mmﬁm@ﬂLﬂumﬁmﬂizaw%mwmqLﬁiﬁgﬁ@%ﬂLm'u
dl dl v %3 a & o o v v 1
PRANLLUNANWININLVAIRAT FUNITATNUALLLANAS 1IN1945194519818N17 Taein19seannsAn
Ause@nsAnuduius ldtn19Aiuuuiainimn ldTusanlsaass laauauuINGIga1N

Warsaundaya a1 amnsaneaeLtidAnyn1ania Ftest, T-test vinlidiumdnuunnsnglupzes R?

v
= o

ANN9a 181701 NN I lunNAN A AL WA R A uAfN Ll st uaaesaul AN e netin19a AT I u
a U aal g £ = o Bzdl 1
NIULAUNNTHARFALATNID AN UARINN TN MuAN e e el sduuunisuaniagAINttaziiy
dl = a v a o 1 dl dl £ a 1 [ %4 '
TINNITHANLAILNAUAZNITUANLAIUTATI TAEATUUAAIANNARIALAREY | LRALATABINANNTLALE]

A1ANLLTLUIULe p FiasAsaed E(pY) = O TagWAn p Au y idudaszreiy A1 #jidungy

o o o o

AR uazdaulsdaszynsaliilaouduiusiv wiatnglsfinunidmamsiidunsuuaunisnansae

-
a o o oA

aal | o a 1 dl o dl dl

”Jﬁﬂf]ﬁ'ﬂﬂﬂ'ﬂﬂﬂ]@ﬂﬂqﬂmﬂﬁ'zﬁ‘Wﬁﬂqf]N@NWHﬁNﬂ’]’]NVLNL‘V]?_N @uLu'ﬂ\TNquﬂLﬂ@ﬂuuﬂ@\ﬂﬂmqﬂsﬂuqﬂﬂlﬂﬂ
P e ' A o a a4 oA A o v o o A A

ﬂzgllmfﬂm\‘]m‘ﬂmuﬂiﬂm: @ﬂmﬂuﬂmww]LﬂﬂfJﬂ‘]_lﬂﬂislﬂﬂﬂsgu@ﬂ?zLﬂVllﬂmn’N ATMNANUARALANDUN

INAAINTRYABUNTHIIAN

1.2 n'l‘a‘%Lﬂ’iﬂ:ﬁﬁlﬁuwsuLLﬂuﬂ'ls‘Nammmﬂu’&jN (Stochastic Frontier Analysis)

snenrnsansiidunsuuaunisnaniuuifugudnuunwisisndiAesiuannsannes
nannAe fnnsaauunsnaes @519aunslun1sAAIztl s E NN INER T9duNT01sTaN AN
Fuils=@Na A NALIUS a1nn1TAAI LT Aigner, Lovell and Schmidt (1976) AT LLAUN LA
mimamLm‘uLﬁuziuﬁ’]mumﬂﬂiuﬁumwﬂmmmﬁ@mﬂu 2 uuanne A ArupaaLAReuTlldiAn

a dl 1 2 1 o A e/ ¥ £ al dl
mnm‘zmumimmwiummmmuauim b ANTWAINA NEIWLIF 1‘1/\]11)]&] Husiu anAuARIALARaL

a a Y a dl v aa =X v a a a a
NAINNTTLIUNNTHARURE AR wmumﬂ,m Tunfitauannemnlflsr@anininlunisuanniaumnaia
d‘ a o 1 a o o dal
FINITAATIZUAINANINBLLANADS A9
Inly) = xiB V-

=12, N Aa  U3u10e9ninanisuany |

y, = HAMNA (output)

x = 1asENINAR

B =wisdimas (Parametric)
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v = Aennuaananaeui idaiunsnrauan s Tnaaiunsausnls 2 s (Two-Sided;

v) ; v~N(0,02v)

b = ANNARIALARSUNAINIIDALANTA (One-sided; p); p~N(0,0%)

2. UANNITIALULUBUNIFINLADS (Non-Parametric Approach) H1N13ANEILAZILATIEI

1 o

Usz@nBnmniaasmgia nasdnszilidesiinisairsuuuanassuargduuuannislunisdszunn

1 £
| aadadca a

ANANU L ANTANAUNUF NN A UNTNULAUNITNAR TINDRARAINRLN T WA WIUNIT AN HLAD T

1
=

= v o & 1 o © Y o a ¥ ¥ ' v a dl
LW?’]zLﬂuﬂ”lﬁ‘ﬂﬂ‘H’]ﬂ'ﬂ’\N’&NWHﬁ?gﬂfJ’]\‘lﬂ@@ﬂuWLﬂWﬂUN@mN@VIVLG'W’mﬂW?sIﬂJ NIENTZLIUNNTAAAULAT

a a =

(781191 Decision Making Unit (DMU) AUNTEUIUNNINART T2 ANE AT BaN97 Best Practice i
nefaLLLLaUNITAeUAINNNIATIAde LINANT AUFFYFA] WUl sTAnTAINASE
AnnsanaziiiuLLduied (Data Envelopment Analysis: DEA) lasuaaufianlunisainszififludu
ann fadulunnsfauuuueunsfline fluii Aada2005U1838N199AT sk LLdWaiu (Data
Envelopment Analysis: DEA) L‘lfi’wﬁu

A8n1573LATISRULLLAUWANN (Data Envelopment Analysis: DEA) LiunnsAnusiuaz
TAseuuu lEna e f tne wuaAndnE s uu U unasa el sunsuidadu (Linear
Programming) Lﬁ'@ﬁmqmﬂixam%mwmqLmiﬂgﬁ@Imﬂﬁlﬁ’fmmﬁmﬁuﬁi:udwﬁﬂ%ﬁ’]LﬂTﬁ (Input)fiu
naRNAYTRilaseinaen (output) ANELEAINA1UNN TR aUTUNTEUuA2E AR LI luNNTHAR

[ 1

(Decision Making Unit (DMU)) iunusen1suanniidss&@nsninmiadsw gianga (Best Practice)

'
a a4 o

naldRaulangn winan AN RANHULIALARLAL g Tad N TNAMIUNBUAY NIIN1TLATIZ
1 a A a a A |:’/ o a 1 | a [ % 1 v Y o A 1
PeNITHANIN N U AN NYTe tiTl WnN TNl wdaansuansanadn lnaniy 1 vizalu
v k% Y o A 1 o A a a a dl dd‘ a I 1 a
ddnndriy 1 Wsawiniu 1 wanedlsy@nin nnisnannInyga Tunsunnisnsziuaenisua

A ¥ v =® 1 a a a ;/ a I | v v
i o wizadnlng o LL’&E’NENﬂQWNiﬁJNﬂ?SQWﬁﬂWWﬂq?N@Iﬂuul,’ﬂﬂ ﬂ’]?"JLﬂ?WZMLLUULﬁuMﬂHNVLﬂNﬂ’]?

'
a o

Waunateraliaslne FuAnduann Chames, Cooper and Rhoodes N71NN13AAAUAINNITATIY
LUA1a89 CCR Tagfnvunnialdldeuls dnunisdnsuanauunuseaunnnsh (Constant Return to
Scale) WAAINNNTASIRULANABINAUNLIN HIaaNAANaN8s1L a1 é’ﬁuﬁmﬂa‘ﬁﬂqmmmzeﬁusﬁ@u
wsiaeinalsfimu Banker, Charnes and Cooper 147Ny sieannii Tnanisadnauiy S1anatuiy
LL&iLﬂ?ﬂlﬂuﬁﬂth@QmMﬁ AneULERIHARa LA At AT (Variable Return to Scale) Waz

v
o

wiluwdusuulunisdmeziuuuiduriesiy (Data Envelopment Analysis: DEA) anvistfaqiiule

nala
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quLﬁumﬁLmﬁ:u‘rﬁm‘fﬂﬁﬁLﬁﬂﬁuﬂ@ﬁﬂm@@ﬂﬁ@mamm WAZANNITDUINNTAATIZUAINAIINIAN
WULARTINANDLLNLAUA AN LALE NI A NDLILNLAUNA b A9 Lo1
aal a I's | v o dl 1 ¥ 3’/ di ¥ v QI d?j = aaca

anasnisaeeiiuuduieinamnanliudatiuinaidnlalaazaanisaiu AseauumnonIg
WAINTHMAZATLNaUTENAL AT

e WRas IdSununaanaindu fe Y Taanldiadanisu@e 2 9in 7, uas z, 39lunngld
ladtnsuandndaulivingu lunil z, = fadeddaeFaamu, z, = fadadisaaussnu daleidu (Z,,
Z,,Y) naidiinlaase uanatendnuainnuy AA" Mdudunsuuaun1sw@n (Production frontier) 64

NN

Z, A

ZCI

L]

Z;

NN 5 Use@nsninniainaiia

UULAU AA" LaRITNNITRARTNNU 72 ANENINgegR NIt SunuNaRNe Z' atuwdi AA’ Usuen

U q

A |a : Lo AN A

iz Ansningege suitlasainldifadaunisnanndlsuauenge widnstlagumiiadu AA lilag)

o qn Z° uansdannsldifadanisnann Bunusnusnduldnannamngy duwanstansldifadanig
nanaenalflsz@ninm  Inedsnisinsziidosidureiu (Data Envelopment Analysis: DEA) 418130
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o
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F.(y.x)=min{i: Ax e L(y)}
L(y) A® anlunnseanvesladeionun ufe L(y) = {x: x can product y}

F.(x, y) A8 Distance Function 9@ 1u130A WUz @nsnind usunudaan1suani

1 3 [ a 4
yauiladenisnanls

N9 14950193 AsziLuULI&uMaN (Data Envelopment Analysis: DEA) Husiaslunnsdn
dsz@nsninaesiladunisudn Inawludndauninislddununisuannangauazldlsunmass
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vy a
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UBANNTTIA LLUUL&M%@HNuLﬂUﬂW?Q LATIEUNATAIN LL@ZQ’]EILN@Lﬂ?‘ﬂULWﬂUWWQLﬁ?Hﬁﬂ@@U“’I Tnelunng

v
v v

Apnzilianiluasafeiuuanass gUuiuannis aniadayaluniiminsziifilksasl auauniniile
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WraLWeUN1sdARLY stochastic frontier analysis
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1. UANNITNIFITLADS

Parametric Approach

Regression Approach »| Stochastic frontier Analysis
LesuaeuAT SFA B > LrEHRAT
I E‘LI.I.LLEHJFHE‘
v v
Corrected Ordinary least Square Maximum Likelihood Estimation
{coLs) (MLE)
I i
Cobb-Douglas Transcendental Logarithmic translog

AN 6 AMNANNUSUDINANNITNITIRLADT
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2. UANNITUBUNIFIHLADS

MNon-Parametric Approach

¥
Free Disposal Hull B ™ Data Envelopment Analysis
(FDH) (DEA)
wWrauey
Parametric Approach |— «—  Non-Parametric
. SWOT
¢ g Approach
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