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Efficiency analysis in the presence of network effect
with DEA method
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<Abstract>

This study takes an issue of efficiency analysis in the presence of network effect utilizing the DEA (Data En-
velopment Analysis) framework. Network effect has important policy implication for the regulation of local mono-
polies which undertake their business through physical network, such as electricity, natural gas, local telephony,
etc. If the difference in spatial condition between companies is not controlled properly, the performance com-
parison and associated incentive regulation bear significant bias. In this study, we propose a methodology to meas-
ure the true managerial or technical efficiency apart from efficiency difference accruing from the difference in spa-
tial condition. A series of modified DEA efficiency models are combined to investigate the extent of exogenous
and endogenous efficiency component in the Korean natural gas distribution companies. Empirical results show

that the network effect plays significant role in determining superficial performance difference.
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I. M E ol g B (bias)7} Bh A = of of Feh.
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AEHAUEHI UA A, 7h2, 22 n B AT Roke BT Azt mhe A4ty sl =
Fe A SHA HF02 U8l FFAPCE BF = 584 HEE 295 BB AQA B 2
so] R FAE wolsith 2 FALSe] AF st AV E= FLAL V@l BEoe g
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EEA, vorh 7k2Agle] e did BHel 1 oAz EEAS vlm EAg oM, Y EYA E
253 A oz Qs EAEE a4 AR Aol Y@

A Ao EHAAZ SPHEe AA72 Agu s
2AGel SloldE WA £3 Aol =Yl 27 waes Akshust ST
oF 8ei, Ath3 A (yardstick competition)e] EUCZ  AEHQ ADAATA TA H S| HE Y ES
58 Ansha, Boo] webds RPLX FAI% 2 2 849 20 Be 2ARL ZxA Q480 3l
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2 vk 2 AW EQekn Aha AAMBAGA 4 Hopde Jlde 908 K4S BAY Ao
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o] Al &AL =¥ FUHAIZIZ] AAE A EElE B ua yEY A E9E 235 9
o] FA & (relative efficiency)S S o] & AlgHEE dEF ALE HARA wwE
E TRICEN AL BAAE FEdte HWto] (multivariate ex post regression)?] T+%A 374 w &
A& 5 2 olth. Wetx B AfdxE VIEYD EFHES wjAF

HEZ U0l i G 4388 47 2% 238 714 584 ¥E5 2% 524 (managerial
A oA 7 A FlE A7 AR 38 8 efficiency)S 23 35}7] 98] 2EREo LA =4
A& Jehlls F0H S (spatial characteristics)9}) &= o] da AlLEHo] & umSE HAZHW

S ABBAE AL JSE AFs Yk o= (nonparametric frontier method)S A}8-3lgc}. o] &

AEAA A& AERJ =5, Y& Tl 8 F /1A 83 U EYT EMoE LA dE
EA 5o dFE 21 o], A A= T (customer density)9} AEE T A 4(output com-

dEvmaty] g &4 AB2EAME HAFEX] B position)S AR F /A MELA 23S 3
< ouigit}. webA vt e FAR e £ A a23l7] 3 B £4 2E e T on, ol
P2 A FEEE SulEA Jehl= X R 24 7t Ao 2N 3 7yl vl

DT A5 7199 84 29 8748 AH e HeR, B dFde dENZ S48 Jehils o ¥4E szl
o HER B4 HFRE 28 TR, &Y 2 74, 99 2HRE ot

2) Caves, Christensen, and Trethewat (1981), Hjalmarsson and Veiderpass (1992) 3z=.

3) Braeutigam, Daughety, and Turnquist (1982), Calle and Thomas (1992) 3=
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4) Kim and Lee (1996) sl & M EQZ 54 &
son (1981) Z3*.

5) Fare et al. (1994) 2=

6) Weyman-Jones (1991), Hjalmarsson and Veiderpass (1992) Az,
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At 7oz 35E ¢ ol 71l wAE A&
3% olelg &4 zo|7}t Al B £E F Al 7
oA 2A3] Ats ojof & o}
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A Bolgten, oiA] Afellx el 7t27} 2R 8t
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& By FESUESAD 5E4& 584 BHdA 1
Hole Zo] BlaA olgE AA = JdYHI U=
NS s% ok HArkE ]l A 71E AT
Z Callan®} Aivazian et al. 5-& vj=2 AA7tA $4
Al A AL AF 848 BAdte A7E 53
Atk aY o]E2 YT NS
(translog production function)& 3733l A FA A g}
A J2HZ ol&ste A Aol FEHA A
A Fdel g B4 Fdsted oz 23
olg2 Ay MENT 54& I¥ s &g
Ax<s 7R Utk 718 YA FEoA Y 7]E
A& Robert= Al FAATA HAIH L o] &3k A
g W AARG Y A F2E BT vk 9o, Wey-
man-Johnes©} Hjalmarsson & Veiderpass= 7FeHh H]
22 24 e A8t Ay mjAAg e 2

A & 84 (comparative efficiency)2 &% 3t} 18

g ut

1} o] E9) AdPAME YEN A §EAE meleA £
kit

m. O|& ZJH

Bl 24 A3 Y2 Farell] 93] 2HEHAoH,
ol2{g e Edle tF FU(multiple inputs)7}

% AbZ(multiple outputs)®] HFL AHHEAD
Charnes, Cooper, & Rhodes, 712] 31 Fare et al. 59
AFelA AFHATH

WA H RSP ARFPEE o] &St MIEHZ &
4g WY e BFAY 71 T4 (rechnical
efficiency)& =&3t= WY& da] duRux} 3
o 71dE dslle HMFER kE AE3Hd
(k=1,---,K), K7H¢] 71q}o] vlm X =& A= 7}
Bt on, #35E e £FAS A%y, x 2 U
el mAhsl A& el o] U o 4
etk k 7199 A2 FY4L y,eR) 7 xeR]
Z Uehdis, A4 E4d2 719 AA Kol gs) 4
2 ¥HE MmxKE Moz, 29 WHE xK<
NeZ EAIoIth R AA+2E(agregated output)F
Y, = iy 2 FAISH, ie (Ixm) ¢ 12 o] Fo7
glojt}. 3 A 719 HA Kol o & o
B (1xKyE UZ EA)g)

JALNE dE Yo 2A%A, VIEHZ 538 2
HER &2 A7 F & (production possibility set)
Py = 053 o] REdET

Py (X) = {Y Y < U, N, < X, zeRf} )
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o714 z& (Kx1)Q! 7}5 ¥ (intensity variables)
HEjojt. Dy (Y, Xk)=min{03 : (Y—;] ePB(Xk)] )
719 kel lojA 4719 Ak el 483t .
= Ag §<4(distance function)e Farrell®] 4+&37
g4 9 FHE A HFAY o8 5d 714 65 U(positive)2] H]#| < <(scaling factor)
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(38 1) Mils HA AH2Es

(28 1Je1Me o] PyX) AFYL BEYH F Jl}i(eference fim)e] L¥|2 = FEU
(convexity)®} 34 B ZHminimum extrapolation)e] 7}  Pi (p; > p)st vlwetA ok vtk vindi Y B5 1§
Fo IAsL Yom, ole AArts A WAL (peer group)e] MR BET} pp FEO|IAY 0BT &
Bgd A =3 (piece-wise linear surface)2 2 o]F & BLde Hlw)FE 7199 AF EAl7} gl |t
oJx gle], AX WANME IA WAt (marginal o]t U= EFHE 125l7] 91814 Bankers}t Morey2
productivity)e] S ouidct. #F3 B Azl  AFoIA A& JHEE T8I B8R o8
e A s WA e A Ao AXATIe vl AFeME A BVFsd JAHAFE et gl
ST2 FoHY, Ye/YAZ EHE & Ut ol 0z} 12 o]Fo7l o] b (discrete variables)o]t}.

olgjgt B FxalolA kA 719 AR EE B dFdME d5H 2 o wE AWsd
(customer density)Z p, 2 33 ©] 2 ¥ tiAQ) Blwr]  Fproduction possibility set), Pp& 3t

7) Fare et al. (1994) Z=.



P,X| p) = {Y:Y < U, N,sx,p,.s,‘),zeRf} 3)

A7l pe EAUE 71 452 Jehly, $£3& 71Edh olgd AR E Pyol 2438
p; & Y7 & (reference facet)ol] &3k 7199 ¥ & o Ag4s Jeh)d oo 2o}

Y,
Dy (Y, X | py)=minq86, : [%JGPD(Xk | py) 4

A7|7A o] 2] AN 7Ide] @Y AEE 3 AEE FA A (composition effectyS =]}
2 7Hgstg e, ol Y & 7] 93iA 3 4l (multiple outputs)e] A7 3
AFZ A28 5 TS 5 UL ongtt. F P ARES D& TS Zo] XA
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DcOr> Xi | pp)=min{ 6, : [%)E PeXi | py) (6)
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A A BALR]e] Tl E(primary inputs)S A&}
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Zo)(pipeline length, km)& 343ty =3 =F
& #A B, 72 FF3te 94

£ 3le Aoz d7 =593 9] $(annual number

Heg 7lx ujgd
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o
rlo
=
)
filo

of employees)Z EAIIY T W EYA EJO 2 4]
A Arel A8 7L AP LA e
(customer densityye &9 #l & Aol AH|AFE F
o] 1 AHZ&E A (output composition) 713 & &

v 2=} B]71E & Ad|AbRY] vlE R Yeldg. F

2| £3iztgol] A AT 4AHE et

2. HF g4 BA

TAI7IA FALE o2 E84 AF BAL S
sPal7] sl WA 1670 B4 o SjAte] HaHA &
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A A3E JeERIYT <F 150 wad| A A

B o4 Bake] e FAE 2 4Y Mol o
2 s Wzt Ao Yehdth VEAD E9E

8) Zu) Fhaztele] A4 2R o] f2 AN TYLAE 1E & YL AR §
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71de] E&A FFol MAHAH, FH ;e
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DvE 0.96914 0.99 AtolellA &A= A,

EQlako] MBHA ¢ Aol A 2

& A3t} sid etz 1%9A4 4% F=] & S
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9] 714Ee] 71 Z&H QN A 7Hs AR T}7te]
AxE DS vt ole 7k AU EAN &
71&o] ¥ wA @esta 524 o] o} A (homogeneous)
7199 wahgoll xtolrt Ao gl&S A8k Aok

BorEch

ft %

-[o
_I

S

Egjol £ 8 8tA Hol £ 8ielA Ast

Qon], BLF WA 53 71383 v/bg & AE B0l AuEE Aoz Mgtk Ak FAbe] Ahtel RS v

#o] A eta gled, 718 g, EX, 7|4l AA Fo v|F
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(E 1) O35 284 &

H U 4 2@ Hy

_ L _ - No.of is No. of is
g o | ® 2 | EEREx A 2 |8 Y| O
= < B ! o for Ds for Dv
Ds 0.4674 0.2800 0.1731 1.0000
1987 Do 0.6103 0.3009 0.1984 1.0000 1 "’
(N=16) Do 1.9599 0.1103 0.6424 1.0000
* Dv 0.9841 0.0535 0.7873 1.0000
Ds 0.5482 0.2835 0.1637 1.0000
1988 Db 1.7809 0.2705 0.2930 1.0000 5 "
(N=16) Do 0.9672 0.0791 0.7171 1.0000
Dv 0.9840 0.0570 0.7719 1.0000
Ds 0.5027 0.2904 0.1239 1.0000
1989 Do 0.6972 0.3023 0.2437 1.0000 5 .
(N=16) Dc 0.9430 0.1068 0.6938 1.0000
Dv 0.9717 0.0707 0.7373 1.0000
D 0.5732 0.3156 0.1776 1.0000
1890 Db 0.6980 0.2978 0.2524 1.0000 5 3
(N=16) Dc 0.9615 0.0885 0.7324 1.0000
Dv 0.9758 0.0832 0.7633 1.0000
Ds 0.5490 0.2883 0.1884 1.0000
1991 Do 0.7797 0.2614 0.3045 1,0000 5 3
(N=16) Dc 0.9304 0.1280 0.6000 1.0000
Dv 0.9665 0.0863 0.6719 1.0000
Ds 0.5835 0.2956 0.1902 1.0000
1992 Db 0.8079 0.2221 0.3745 1.0000 0 1
(N-16) Dc 0.9242 0.1146 0.6870 1.0000
Dv 0.9603 0.0856 0.6880 1.0000
Ds 0.6351 0.2875 0.2511 1.0000
1993 Db 0.8966 0.1673 0.4878 1.0000 3 o
(N=16) Dc 0.9628 0.0564 0.8254 1.0000
Dv 0.9839 0.0370 0.8796 1.0000
Ds 0.6493 0.2673 0.3064 1.0000
1994 Db 0.8853 0.1704 0.5059 1.0000 3 .
N=16) Dc 0.9609 0.0640 0.7890 1.0000
Dv 0.9878 0.0308 0.8837 1.0000
Ag = Jrh0ols A (H] mAlEgo] B
3. A AH HgA AR BA o i
QT A=y} B}l 23 849 X9A o7} A&
7t 22 = Aol 27 A9 x|z A IS F F Ul W otk ojg ZE QAP
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10) +=dz Bl$EAe] &4 AR WENZ 89 ol x Ay 49y
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&4 A#7} Dyold, ol @ A 87t AT A
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2l

Ql Aol E = Utk b2 <& >N F=dAH}
vl do o] AE&A X E 2ol & MR

<E 2>oA HESZ Adol T 227t fle 7
2 ol d TA7A ALY E&A AR HT
vsed X G| TAZbA A HIEURES £
itk olg & &4 A E Apol7t BA

Aoz 893 A E AHE7| s Wilcoxon-Mann-

Whitney®] Z5-g dA18IAT. A5 128749 £&
A4 AR g A A s A5 23 9.
9% A= FEAA BHFEA A EA7EEALE
Dp7t = A G gET A dvte 7H & 717
& & k. ol2ig A= HEAD Wt FE
A AR dFe PIATE & 479 4

= T 232 AN

P

Ao

w3

(E 2) == =z 884 HX M o

N 7| ot
z 8 4
3 2 EEH 3 2 R
Ds 0.6812 0.3252 0.3788 0.2180
1987 Do 0.6858 0.3184 0.5515 0.2913
De 0.9595 0.1071 0.9603 0.1192
Dv 0.9040 0.0158 0.9764 0.0709
Ds 0.7646 0.2608 0.3799 0.1639
1988 Do 0.8628 0.2604 0.7172 0.2755
Dc 0.9596 0.1069 0.9731 0.0553
Dv 0.9674 0.0862 0.9968 0.0095
Ds 0.7740 0.2110 0.2816 0.1009
1989 Do 0.8525 0.1847 0.5763 0.3290
Dc 0.9563 0. 1157 0.9326 0.1053
Dv 0.9625 0.0993 0.9788 0.0429
Ds 0.8905 0.1448 0.3264 0.1196
1990 Do 0.9144 0.1368 0.5297 0.2818
Dc 0.9845 0.0410 0.9436 0. 1122
Dv 0.9849 0.0401 0.9688 0.0784
DB 0.8400 0.1434 0.3227 0.0933
1991 Do 0.9490 0.1039 0.6480 0.2747
Dc 0.9814 0.0492 0.9067 0.1618
Dv 0.9835 0.0437 0.9532 0.1099
De 0.8875 0.1202 0.3471 0.0965
1992 Do 0.9647 0.0818 0.6859 0.2219
Dc 0.9872 0.0339 0.8752 0.1327
Dv 0.9873 0.0335 0.9392 0.1085
Ds 0.9273 0.0940 0.4079 0.1247
1093 Do 0.9711 0.0764 0.8386 0.1986
Dc 0.9900 0.0265 0.9417 0.0655
Dv 0.9948 0.0137 0.9755 0.0473
De 0.9180 0.1054 0.4403 0.1183
1904 Do 0.9683 0.0179 0.8208 0.1996
Dc 0.9828 0.0456 0.9440 0.0733
Dv 0.9943 0.0150 0.9828 0.0393
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?l(homogeneous) 7] o] &0} Z& o] g}

HESA &
FRolc},

(E 3) HEQ3 &1} 2 2}

HEST B8 b 7 EFH A E 4 x oof
1087 DE 0.7461 0.1451 0.5892 1.0000
N CE 0.6232 0.2847 0.2769 1.0000
(N=16) SE 0.9727 0.0755 0.7478 1.0000
1088 DE 0.7145 0.2387 0.1701 1.0000
i CE 0.7979 0.2516 0.3804 1.0000
(N=16) SE 0.9820 0.0400 0.8755 1.0000
1989 DE 0.7766 0.2875 0.1239 1.0000
- CE 0.7258 0.2774 0.2761 1.0000
(N=16) SE 0.9692 0.0685 0.7454 1.0000
1990 DE 0.8535 0.2633 0.1776 1.0000
i CE 0.7168 0.2814 0.3323 1.0000
(N=16) SE 0.9844 0.0517 0.7944 1.0000
1991 DE 0.7219 0. 2542 0.1884 1.0000
CE 0.8239 0.2262 0.3045 1.0000
(N=16) SE 0.9723 0.0995 0.6000 1,0000
1990 DE 0.7008 0.2280 0.2605 1.0000
CE 0.8648 0.1795 0.4183 1.0000
(N=16) SE 0.9635 0.0903 0.7265 1.0000
DE 0.2533 0.2517 1.0000
1993 CE 0.6978 0.1414 0.5636 1.0000
(N=16) SE 0.9256 0.0476 0.8254 1.0000
1904 DE 0.7212 0.2263 0.2472 1.0000
CE 0.9250 0.1370 0.6338 1.0000
(N=16) SE 0.9728 0.0562 0.7890 1.0000
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A59 3)Ake] 1990 100% v E&S 9.8%7F Be  HFHoE Fdiord ¥EE UL & A Eot.
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Bl 1, 67.6%7F 74 AToIH, 054%7F FE & clE Sol 719 89l A%, WE EIF M AAR
2}, 183 veA] 21.9%7 719 A vl g0 Ao HES 249 Ao BAgo], o] & ZH4AA1717] 9
2 gehdth o] 3= 719 A i A4AHA 3 =& A old Aoz wadnh!)
(E 4) 719Y HESM 28 24 24 Al (% 2Y)
s o of T | wEsm (%) | TMEN (%) | TRED (%) n
i - - 0 - 0 - 7| v=8Y (%)
1087 78.703 21.297 0.000 0.000
1088 100.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
1989 76.767 23 233 0.000 0.000
Jied 3 1990 100.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
= 1991 100.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
1992 100.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
1993 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
1994 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
1987 0.000 79.394 17.966 2 641
1088 0.000 72.916 5.997 21.087
1089 16.790 42,284 6.811 34.115
Jted 5 1990 9.795 67.698 0.540 21 967
= 1991 38 607 35.519 3.046 22 828
1092 30. 598 43.058 0.344 26.000
1093 10.773 60. 469 14.163 14.595
1004 0.000 39.976 41.157 18.867
1087 57 242 42 758 0.000 0.000
1088 47 277 32 016 17.017 3.690
1089 12.0470 11.971
14,151 61.831
1990 4212 27 529
718 8 1991 4.479 63.780 0. 456 39,167
1992 18.073 40.305 0.174 45 007
1993 39.807 16.311 0.003 18 726
1994 77.508 3.763 0,488 0.017
1987 26.765 73.235 0.000 0.000
1088 25 103 74.897 0.000 0.000
2 161 97.840 0.000 0.000
J1ot 10 1989 9.814 90. 186 0.000 0.000
= 1990 31,805 68.195 0.000 0.000
1991 72.669 27.331 0.000 0.000
89.308 10.692 0.000 0.000
1992 77.797 22 203 0.000 0.000
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<E 5> maH Aztel wt 1678 ¥4 A 71
o] HFAQl A4S &4 10,012,000 meol| A} 70,623,000
m2 Jepgdch 22y & 44HE P &4 SuEd
2 W=7 o]FolA F A&
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(E 5) UEST &30 UIE &4F &4
(1,000 )
Year 1987 1988 1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994

Firm 1 8756 3687 0 0 0 0 26818 48006
Firm 2 27494 13533 0 4660 | 25888 | 51798 64290 | 130437
Firm 3 15526 9881 29402 3697 | 45854 4132 0 0
Firm 4 10752 8895 14113 8114 17131 18575 4543 0
Firm 5 5860 12940 18337 10042 | 34945 32879 32407 21384
Firm 6 4201 0 21803 19579 39931 26525 0 21505
Firm 7 0 0 6563 0 0 0 0 0
Firm 8 19774 24572 52023 | 66917 85065 | 85677 | 130269 | 159760
Firm 9 23362 28690 53801 74610 | 143473 | 182689 | 214372 | 209370
Firm 10 13795 14860 00832 | 42517 57254 | 72681 57690 54456
Firm 11 4052 8955 18165 17921 29021 28292 | 42679 36803
Firm 12 9687 12045 22287 30038 | 41621 54111 46225 65357
Firm 13 2412 4592 10207 16055 | 23441 28231 29136 30128
Firm 14 4236 6100 10427 17700 15869 | 27910 23908 28934
Firm 15 5813 9721 38433 | 36021 | 118698 | 123398 | 182166 | 218578
Firm 16 4470 12479 38188 | 56603 74356 | 105098 | 101925 | 105251
m  # | 10011.9 | 106845 | 22780.1 | 25892.1 | 47034.2 | 52624.2 | 59776.7 | 70623 1
A8 (%) 84.5 53. 1 63.2 44.6 53.9 42.4 35.0 311
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52 WEYT &S D28t MoizjAaMe9

HE) 384 24 5 XE: XGuiRAIHo| 38

ey 7HEE BZIEE | HiRE0] | =&Y L =l ol
1987
o = | 11855.16| 5696.96| 6158.20 131.19 97.44 251.06| 4951.50| -623.75
EZHX | 10815.13| 8170.44| 6780.26 139.59 54.85 269.56| 4091.03 926. 12
7 o gt 1003.77 164.33 420.36 14.30 22.00 44.02 724,00 -2390.00
x of gt | 32012.08| 28373.16| 23882.00 587.53 183.00| 1111.72| 12151.00] 1640.00
1988
= o | 2011222 8790.37| 11321.84 160.38 101.56 260 46| 7103.19| -105.63
ZFZ&@® X | 17381.10] 10638.03| 11094.42 155.60 53.26 235.36| 5363.38 754 .91
ES e 1752.46 324.43 931.47 20.64 32.00 52.05 865.00f -1026.00
| i gh| 49806 49| 36172.43| 35059.46 670.05 184.00 856.97| 17618.00| 1688.00
1989
= | 36035.02| 14264.92( 21770.10 200.07 107.94 263.66] 11101.94 243.50
T EMAL | 33131.06] 14222.15| 23778.34 182.67 55.73 198 .35 9211.32 789.07
2 A g 2270.19 730.93| 1161.06 29.28 33.00 50.24| 1093.00| -745.00
| of ZF| 98799 79| 48177.75| 84016.64 794.55 200.00 731.02| 28107.00{ 2588.00
1990
= o | 58014.19| 25963.23| 32050.95 245.43 115.38 278.13| 16928.81 772.94
EZH X | 52459 31| 25242.44| 33978.39 210.02 61.83 170.93| 14449.91| 1322.15
SR 3251.941 1449.50| 1513.26 35.57 29.00 110.151 1444.00{ -348.00
x| of 2t |156587.42| 86514.08|114276.54 904.33 210.00 591.00| 45464.00| 4592.00
1991
= o | 87197.43| 45670.31| 41527.12 294.68 123.75 300.78| 24271.25 914.75
T HXF | 78812 82| 45505.75| 40847 .31 246.37 64.92 158.99| 1967523 1120.72
7 o gt 5440.28| 3364.26| 2076.02 43.67 30.00 135.16| 2151.00 -187.00
x| of Zt|237617.91]|142101.94|133028.46| 1040.02 229.00 677.94| 68324.00f 4570.00
1992 '
= o | 124216.55| 73315.47| 50801.08 356. 17 132.19 345 29| 346690.69| 1181.75
TZ MR [115696.95] 72108.32| 50521.40 291.89 70.49 160.68| 28778.30 884.59
= A gt 7229.13| 4986.26| 2220.61 48.01 25.00 168.79] 2740.00 -9.00
% of 2t |366181.05(|248977.28|142650.02| 1183.44 242.00 763.891104203.00| 2778.00
1993
o | 170909 84|105498.961645410.89 443 95 138.13 352.92| 53691.381 1817.63
Xt | 160699. 15| 99974.48| 65759.59 384.07 76.03 137.38| 51716.46| 1338.33
2| 10514.08| 7700.09| 2542.61 58.18 31.00 168.26| 4133.00| -574.00
2+ |537082.87 [351012.47 | 186070.40| 1518.71 249.00 613.24174460.00| 3867.00
o |227237.79(145871.75| 81366.04 530.10 160.56 376.60| 70201.441 2776.75
X 1224515.00(151188.35| 80806.17 48518 100.34 133.65| 68287 03| 1876.63
Zt | 14398.63| 10478.97| 3273.80 60.44 30.00 199.88| 5506.00 38.00
7t |776336.221561507.19|237618.82| 1896.42 355.00 611.89|218433.00| 5955.00




