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Table 1, Efficiency measurements results

284 A%
TE (ATJEIA SE
HER | BER | plzass) | SO 224
™ ™ Flegsy) s24) (2 284)
SAY] (B AP [aleAr| AL alsArs
v | EEAARE | 064 | 054 | 066 | 058 | 097 | 093
S | m=psz | 075 | 068 | 078 | 068 | 097 | 1.00
el 9l el 066 | 048 | 066 | 049 | 099 | 098
sl
Sx | awaEol | 100 | 100 [ 100 | 100 | 100 | 100
#olx7|7] | 066 | 043 | 100 | 1.00 | 066 | 043
I'J?C(')iﬂl
a1 | BASS | g5 | 065 | 087 | 069 | 094 | 094
A5 . . . . . .
xy= 100 | 100 | 100 | 100 | 1.00 | 1.00
Haxy
maxp=ez | 064 | 057 | 065 | 061 | 098 | 093
Yyueise
zaw | “xmopy | 060 | 051 | 061 | 052 | 098 | 099
7171
oAlEA[7| | 088 | 064 | 100 | 1.00 | 088 | 064
zs | BSZAPIZI | 100 | 100 | 100 | 100 | 1.00 | 1.00
171 | spaoi=xpm | 082 | 062 | 084 | 066 | 097 | 093
7 079 | 068 | 084 | 077 | 095 | 090

E 2. FY 3 MERL0| HgEd (0104 7|1

Table 2, Inefficiency of inputs and output factors

solea =8
hER | ZER — RTS
HO|A o7 =oH
e el EZ A=
=
e | SUARE | 203% | 133% | 121% |6573% | RS
7| mEMmE | 168% | 55% | 95% |326% | IRS
Ze Y el 219% | 185% | 11.4% |519% | IRS
2
Ax | EEED| | 00% | 00% | 00% | 00% | CRS
ey | PO | 230% | 227% | 11.3% | 510% | IRS
e< Y]
7P AApp] | 243% | 34% | 72% |218% | RS
g W2 | 00% | 00% | 00% | 00% | CRS
4K
ZAMREE | 201% | 101% | 12.8% |554% | IRS
DM HolE=Eq
o Oj’(i;;ﬁlﬂ 182% | 221% | 134% |653% | IRS
717 —
SATEAD| | 39% | 238% | 84% |134% | DRS
s | BEAADPI | 00% | 00% | 00% | 00% | CRS
P | sai=mM | 17.6% | 148% | 60% |22.1% | IRS
o 184% | 112% | 77% |309% | -

F1: HlgAP SBM @8o] of3t ZHat Znjel,

Z2: RTS(returns to scale), IRS(Increasing returns to scale),

CRS(Constant returns to scale), DRS(Decreasing retumns to scale)
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