SE&5A AT (2009)
22(6), 1167-1176

tolstistn SHIstnt, *QI5tthstw SH St *olsttisty S A st
(2009 82 Z4, 20094 10 AHEH)

O Ok

a5
Frtolu} o] afrrxol tist B84 242 AF7HA AR QZEle dAHE ANGkL Utk &, B B
T3 A% BEA FWE AR Ex B4 W mebi dX"E BAE HAFA] ¢ vk B =2 S
o gguto] 23EH =A Ik wolguwo]AE 7Nk g Wo|| ¢t FEA ZHEY RS X*%ok@l Fere] A
%Lioﬂ w}% iv% J =

A BAE 3t &f F2E Tongzond} Heng (2005)9] WS wston AtdE 2 7142 &
o] vlwatgiet. wo] Ak F2o B2 3 MCMC {2 Griffin} Steel
(2007)oﬂxi i7H WinBUGS Z233& |83t T3]

&0]: Stochastic Frontier, Technical Inefficiency, Bayesian Inference, MCMC, ZCHHF &5,

1. O{o|e
EF, 2F 2ok WO Futol gt AR o] FilE = AN Ak 289 EEAT ARY
Fe T 299 digt A7 FaMA L Yot Y= A olv] Fek o thF AR5 R Frpd
T AZEE, 4=, v= SollA duke] a4 AAY Bl EHOH o8 dF AHES W 9oy
AFE &gt A771 o] R A1 gl AR visf fEvete] A U ko] AAY 2 284 ¥
Zhell thgh AlFa 24 Al 2 A A7t 2R ekol = 6‘”}-4 AAYE =o7] A 24 Bt
o] AxE F& Ao Fot & 4 Y}
Fuel BEAL ehie AZE A ool gt Fold AR 0 A ALlA Hrh Aelol
Y A FE 715AU FolX AHeRelA AR AEE Hather 4vshe d Ak §Y-AHE
o AAE E@3ehe ol QoA dvtH e g AREE = Coob-Douglas B4AETE 7|08 ot A
HE ZA3A Hed oled T4F AAE SH %= ol glo] FE A5 EFEA (Data Envelopment
Analysis:DEA) 3} -2 Z 3 E]o] 23 (Stochatic Frontier Model) & 7}A| 7} ARR-= 21 1Tt

v 584 240 @ A29) AT FA F ke Bue) 2§ xol U UL BEY Fo) T

2 =

ghatke] W3l date] AAHE Eole a7} =Ao &3 Aojtt. Tongzon¥} Heng (2005)2] =

oA, A2 FRE 29| wZE Fo] x| whE TE&4e] WE A7 253 ojAete] FHe
S Aok FASTh o8 S8 8 zdEol RYL Bl Fue) af TN WIH Ax

S QERAE W49 ol ATTE 1 EAT B3 WAES BARCE folsfehn 17 of2ls

o] A7 Astelaka AT AA% 3L
L AR 2L (402-751) A A FF 35 253, A& w EA ST, 24, E-mail: jshwang@inha.ac.kr

7%




1168 shalg, MEA 2bME

U 29 dEe] tigh 7hsxd 44 23S Edle ke & Zol| sl 57 8ol =Rt ok ¥
Bje] o] gkl 84S Utk B 5 Stk 28 141‘}15}

2 AFE voAt FEA 2iE o] Y-S o]Fote] Fuke] afy 72 ZE&Al el of] 2y ¥
2 HaEAe kol A5AQ B4 s vastuat vy By SPuS 9 af Fxof gk J
4 Tongzon¥} Heng (2005)9] =&ollA AHEH U E WS Ihe 983t wojAd 54 =1
Elo] 32 A= %‘94 Hlo| A<t g ALt 2z E Q] WinBUGS1.4.32 )8, 2P Z5E9
e AHEZ2RE AFEEE EFcte] 3N A5 S shglen, R I=+ Griffins}
Steel (2007)8] 2= o]&3tth. =3 HA 4.1c2] FRONTIER #7]x] Z2 1388 o] &3 AEA S

o
B3} AFH BB TALo| Y] FA T oA B4 S W Sck

2 © thgat Qe 340 24994 B4 SAE AT HEA o] 293 ol &
84 melo] =Yl i3] B 2/1F Atk 3B 257) 78 o U 4A AR wPow
9 A 24 45} 9 ol2] SHoln] 4NN olof T A2 B Aol choto] o § P

BE4E FH%e YHolE ASEGEAN(DEA) &
2gAoln 442 2P Z Charnes 5 (1978)0] 2]3)
go 7 Aigner 5 (1977)3} Meeusen}

ZdA o] gJo] DEAE= H&E3) o

T o1 T

4 ZHElo] B3] ). AEFxHEEAHL2
A on, HE4 zedeo] ¥ 4w
Van den Broeck (1977)0] g8 EgA o2 SH319ct T JoHe
FHE7} gle A= FZo] 7Fs3ta AP AIE 2 Y (Linear Programming) 224 oj8] £¢ 84
9]r A 8AE A% BYPE AAIA FuAME =TT £ = FHo] JoLt By BYH 840
il F948 A 52 AAT & glo] s o] oA SHo] a1 FAH EYPolng ““]'1}7}
FAB7] o8 B2 3]
ole] vlsl &4 ZHElo] By T4 FEjr dA g7 k&
7t Qo EAA SO 5}
A& 23 £ o sd A5 gt EAE Jhseitt £

r
it

QiAo ATl WS BYelN A EE 42 F4 o) ANAES V., £ g 248
Xo2h e £qek g el BAE v 4 fo) iAo BAuE S5 o] o] e Alom B4
3 2~ 011:]_
2 T T

=
I
=
g
1@

;).

gel olEHOR A5 A AEF, F A xElolE ehdtkn T & Uk
} £ 2yt e Bobssith webd maE ol 29 Roke 2
B3 olef @ M AR S BPol EFHe] 9] BYL FHgetul

Yi = F(X B)mi
stk olm) 0 < <17 3APE 584 24 AT AL F, 7 = 1018 34} i BT EEAL
742 82k ojujoltt. ook 2 mas) FAde ZAEool A Rolus AL WA wELA

g3t Aojgke 7HFE 7oz sty gy AFH S AFAAY RPN H9 B WG S
A xS F71si.
Y = f(Xe; B)Tiks.
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99 24P 2712 Astel F87 mUEe] RPoleky e AurAo
Xi8) 5 f()F 2 AFTLE ABTE 9 49 el 202 A

yi = i + v —u (2.1)

B8E W y; = InYi, v = In&,u = —1 72 9uE In = log, & AFAEIE 9udit).
i+ X;o 22E F 3t 1“451 e B Yehdth o474 wie FFEE 7R E w
9% WAL Uehl: oxboln vt EHJ A 54 eA2A BE P N(0,0%) BEE
geon et oed 9 A dume 43 JARYe] exgel T pEoz o2l
ojt}. 7|4 A3k F REE AE Edolzta Pgdith vEeAE Yehle wd FER
BE At AFE 32 (truncated normal distribution), ZHWHE3Z (gamma distribution), T+ ¥4
* (half normal) 7} Bo] 291t}. Griffind} Steel (2007)0 A= vl E&A o] A FAH 2] A, o9&
2F TR TS B FHF RS 133t A A 7PN wi ~ N+(6/Zi,)\_1)7

l

|\
o°l’ o,

i :u d 093
o= A )

o] I, Blu) 7 AEAS) 549 B, zol i AR RS2 HAH W, ASRE 7HGol
—InE(u;)o] Ba5A12] 54, zofl i d¥d=2 xdd) o] Aelstd vha3t 2
A TEZ7H
E(w) =682
AeEE7H

AZIA 2= ALt FAG 5SS Ul 2, & 72)2 U = S 20k HlEEA
[e]

FEE (wilvi +wi)E =
AR A 29 7=F
Tongzon¥} Heng (2005)2] 2L vjg&A4 F&Eo] Aot 23,-}—5—}?_—3— gu:] 28 Z2 59 g/\g% g
Weko = AL

2.1. Stochastic Frontier Model2| H|0|X|C FZ2H

57 e o] 2y tig Wo]x ¢k AZHL van den Broek 5 (1994)914 22 &=L 18
= Ho] A ¢F W 9] o] g Aol 7]WEl FEE (exact) FE 7He, AR E B 2dl A A
o

Speglol B £41¢ 4T 5& ARyl ol A5AY LA e ol A<k 249 QuAel =
Aolekal & 4 ATk B B4o] AREES] Agel e AnA A5 Akke] B wol A ekl

al
mae] FQuso] hdt B4 5,50 ANRES} 34 AR FE v ~ N(0,0%)0lHe] B4 029
z
Bi ~ N(Ov 2)7 0'72 ~ Ga(a07 al)
a3 v &S B AR E Pl I BeES AR EE Griffin} Steel (2007) 014 A

e )\~ Ga(5,5Inr*), d7)A B4 r* = 0.875(prior®] median E&4)2 =t}
o 0; = i/VA A7 4 ~ N(0,10)S w231 A= A2 =7 olt)



1170 shalg, MEA 2bME

o} Zom MEEAN B Fo] ASEEE BEGD Fu) 2o H BH5Y AAEE

rlr

e Ind; ~ Exp(—1Inr™)

2 A3ty ol w A2 E A= 2R (hyperparameter) 9] g2 HF APHEES] Y2 Ha
Iete s Aot S APREE 7Hsshd 7 HE (non-informative) APAR O] 7PEES Fit) o7
A APARES] 2R ZHELS Griffind} Steel (2007)0ll4 B3 ghe o] &3tk A H 7L S48}

O O ARE Z85= AT AR EE o] &3H Hrt
Griffina} Steel (2007)-2 ZRE] BP9 EF wlZo] $X4 o] B,AAZ XA sHHA, W]
|91 28| 7}& 2 (Markov Chain Monte Carlo; MCMC) "} o] o

74 @k A Sk Mol 2ES she o] o] Agl BAolzty B 4 P MCMCE
FAsE WS AH C, Fortran, R 58] Ao} o, Z212)0 e 1 T A% 22E0lE
ARgshe W ol Stk AR A%, ZF A Z2 YL MR o k=t ol WA
E¥ dojnz MOMCE g4 792 ¢ 2le AT £ZES|E 5 W] A3t

3t B2 o) gh= AZEY o] BlZ WinBUGS(Bayesian inference Using Gibbs Sampling) 7} 9)
. WinBUGS+E F5.0|0, A&} 54 (user-friendly) #4202 WAl 2 e o) tisk 22 %
Aol glol= Wol ¢t RS ¢A 7T 4 QUtt. o] 222 v} FH oA FEE 7T
At} (http://www.mre-bsu.cam.ac.uk/bugs/).

3

d

L

o2,
oo

=2

E)

iuk

3. &Al X222 ol8¢t 24 Hi}

3.1. Al A9

S
HE dlolE etk 2006 FWre] & ZElolY 3lE] AW AP co= 237 Ik 5y Pkl
T 7R A6 =fdele AT 24 BY T Fe TN F 2570 ko] AH oY AF
, BREe] R o], WA, HFof| gle AH oY ZAdd o AFE AR ST o] AkRClA
2 SAT el Aelge de¥or st ol 9% vAe FaHsE £FY 4
; , Aoy 2l #& ARSI HlaeA e RdYo] AHe FHHeRs Uy
Fe] 71Ee] He Wwk TEU AHelojfto] &3 AA e} izt Fojeo that A4S 233l
%= (ownership)®] A%, Baird (1995, 1997)9] 7|&& 283t 7= (Regulator), 273
B (Landowner), &% 2K Operator) 7} 25 33 7|44 3% 0, 3247 914 A9 1/3, A= 3
F 71N A Bt A B G VTN she A 2/3, 2E7HA] BF uTke] 2] A 12 o
Aok 7 Fgubd 2§ Feo] st Xk8+& Tongzond Heng (2005)9] A+ 23S =23t

lo o

—

10000 X3

InY; =0+ iInXy+Beln| Xosg x —— | +031n & +U;+V; (3.1)
Xli X2i

Us = 80 + 6121 + 8272 + 8375, + Wi (3.2)
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I 3.1, ZRE0 2HoIM B0l Tig QOF SHE

% kg 90 Hag EEE: R
Y 8,638,821 7,068,000 259,965 24,792,400 6,722,315.40
X1 5,822 5,213 240 15,060 3858.10
X2 269 205 10 657 201.05
X3 48 51 3 143 30.97
Z1 0.92 1 0 1 0.28
Zo 0.43 0.67 0 0.67 0.30

HEEA R e FEREZEAM gud Aok AgEEet AFRETY F9¢E £33 WinBUGS
IE= vt 2
o AUAFEE 71 uy ~ N (62, A1) olA] FES F2238= WinBUGS =9 7= 23}
7H;}
zet.

for (4 in 1:N) {
mul[i] <-delta0 + inprod(delta[1:p2],data2[i,1:p2])
uli] ~ djl.dnorm.trunc(mul[i], lambda, O, 1000)
eff[i] <- exp(-ulil)
}

o AFRE 7 1 wi ~ Exp(exp{d’zi})ollA S FE5= 2= A& vt 2k

for (i in 1:N) {
mul[i] <- exp(deltaO+delta[l]*data2[i,1]+deltal[2]*data2[i,2]
+deltal[3]*data2[i,3])
uli]l = dexp(muil[il)
eff[i] <- exp(-ulil)
¥

F 329} 3.39) A= A4Exe) Ad AFEEZ 7FAEE 40,0009 FEA] AL 20,0009 RS

A €] (burn-in) 3+ 235 v 2 3k AR R B4 Ae] FA ot

£ 349X FHFE 23eA] g 7|12 EH (Basic Model) T} v]E&Aol st

= (Covariates) oA Z+ Bpol AR} AFFS 73 Aolty. AeExe 43 =
u; ~ Exp(e*)oln] Aok AFRZ 71 BRHL y; ~ N (5o, A1) JeERTE 25 5,500 B3 A

T7He B BE A 08 23k 238 RS oA ZF gz A3t oS
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f

3.2. A$R2XZ Jt™0l e WinBUGS &3 Al AT R2Z SAHAY

Node Mean SD MC Error 2.5% Median 97.5% Start Sample
alpha —1.7310 4.035 0.258800 —9.57800 —1.6920 6.3110 20001 20000
beta[l] 0.9400 0.142 0.004265 0.63460 0.9489 1.1990 20001 20000
beta[2] 1.4610 0.423 0.007428 0.60300 1.4700 2.2690 20001 20000
beta[3] 1.3900 0.382 0.004704 0.62660 1.3950 2.1270 20001 20000
deltal[1] 1.1280 0.952 0.040409 —1.13500 1.2410 2.6300 20001 20000
deltal[2] 0.2858 1.452 0.068420 —3.06300 0.5144 2.4530 20001 20000
delta[3] 0.4643 1.350 0.038260 —2.79000 0.6861 2.4620 20001 20000
delta0 2.9680 2.479 0.202900 0.09728 2.2050 8.5440 20001 20000
sigmasq 0.2921 0.107 0.002094 0.13180 0.2751 0.5498 20001 20000
¥ 3.3. MCHAHREZ I W2 WinBUGS £ Al AIS2YE SH

Node Mean SD MC Error 2.5% Median 97.5% Start Sample
alpha 0.4140 2.140 0.01483 —3.8280 0.4260 4.6370 20001 20000
betal[l] 0.9825 0.112 8.03E-04 0.7587 0.9823 1.2050 20001 20000
beta[2] 1.5110 0.377 0.00255 0.7722 1.5110 2.2580 20001 20000
beta[3] 1.4180 0.352 0.00239 0.7295 1.4190 2.1230 20001 20000
delta[1] 0.0068 0.477 0.00354 —0.9520 0.0090 0.9486 20001 20000
delta[2] —0.0030 0.484 0.00307 —0.9680 —0.0020 0.9581 20001 20000
delta[3] —0.0080 0.483 0.00353 —0.9630 —0.0070 0.9548 20001 20000
delta0 0.0828 0.128 0.00102 —0.1480 0.0746 0.3539 20001 20000
sigmasq 0.2746 0.092 8.14E-04 0.1456 0.2581 0.5013 20001 20000

&}

3.4. Bt HG2E U ALE2E JHEUAM v 24 ol tiet L54gH(EA3tnt 95% 4l2(2h

AAFEE AFEE
Basic Model Covariates Basic Model Covariates

A 51.53(16.44,114.4) 50.54(16.05, 112.1) 4.7660(1.5810, 15.6300) -

dp 0.0766(—0.1353, 0.3881) 0.09443(—0.1366, 0.4428) - 2.2050( 0.0973, 8.5440)
o1 - 0.00180(—0.9523, 0.9624) - 1.2410(—1.1350, 2.6300)
o2 - —0.00010(—0.9439, 0.9442) - 0.5144(—3.0630, 2.4530)
o3 - —0.00500(—0.9745, 0.9459) - 0.6861(—2.7900, 2.4620)
o?  0.2699( 0.1449,0.2699) 0.27450( 0.1522, 0.5583) 0.247(0.1026, 0.5242)  0.2751( 0.1318, 0.5498)

3.4. HIOIX|2k2t MEXQI Lol 2lst RH| 24

7120 §54 ZHE| o] oelli (1996)7} 7&%k FRONTIER 7|4 & &

sl o] Fo et ool wt wlo] x|k vpgell ek £ A3} Froniter& &3 A3} ghes Hluwste] 1

AtolE Bzl Fck. wjo] At W& el Fael tigt o Apeist A A4dEd

R e R R =

AE o83 AEAA FANA HlagAo] tieh 229 7ML A AR E 2w AFH vk m

e 74 2 P Bee] FAA F pis TLT S 7Y 6is B2 7Pl mEkA on) 7t o
2 17}

o
oflt
ok
Ae
X
rlo
u)
4o
Ae
Q «

lo
r-|11

r
M
H o
NE
P
Callly
4
[t
rlo
Ko
=
>
o
1o
ol
2
fu
?z
o
32
:;
F%
o
!
=5
o
Z
!
3!
=
H
N

_ir_
288 2 ZAAE ¥2EE AL 9|7t gtk
59 A 324 29E Was) BW 45 WinBUGSE o] g3 lolxek BAolA wasA
5101] et Bx7} xRz o ) ok AFEZolL ¥ Fo|rt x| =tk a2 A=A v
W (FRONTIER 4.1914¢] A A2x)o] Aol 2 ghol wloA|t Al oFgF zpol7} &
.El_ 2 /}D]— laul' 7]%E§3(%@%¥°] %']/\‘15 E"__J)% 0]%—’6]—?]; ']% 4«:3_] tg ]1/]_ H]]O]X]?_ ‘E‘J'E'joﬂ/\il%—



S0t ART X0 M2 584 28 HlRA? 1173

E 3.5. F JbX| JbEOl W2 24 A0t 9 FRONTIER 19| X|2 0|25 21} Ul
Hl o] A ¢ 24 A=A B

FRAT A FEE AGAFEE FRONTIER 23}
37 EEAA A7 B A7 E2EBA

a —1.7310 3.825 0.4383 2.1240 4.9681 2.1133

B1 0.9400 0.142 0.9808 0.1146 0.7245 0.1261
B2 1.4610 0.423 1.5090 0.3749 1.0444 0.3175
B3 1.3900 0.382 1.4120 0.3567 1.0935 0.2859

5o 2.9680 2.479 0.0820 0.1233 0.7073 0.5556

51 1.1280 0.952 0.0027 0.4774 —1.1546 0.6162

52 0.2858 1.452 0.00005 0.4728 0.5280 0.1828

53 0.4643 1.350 —0.0044 0.4815 0.1900 0.2499
o? 0.2921 0.107 0.2943 0.1048 0.1501 0.0457

S

T
4 A% 7= exp o FAAE ol P B ABAL AL B AN 5 Aok
R 03 1 Aelolu] 1o APhR4 S ol ALt 2NN A 4ES v Al £84
S

3.5. V& Hlasd ol ther Pia HEiD) H]Ww

¥ FAAIS EdE vEeA ol gt B /M2 fAEA &f F2E vUshlie ¥sEs
= %2 7K FEE HIE Fo 4 By F HHY BIYS FuA 6]—931;]- 2y 23 Folx
FHFANA T 7] b BYE AESen 2y A9 JEogEs WinBUGSHA Algshe
DIC(Deviance Information Criterion)& ARE3IATE WA M Eﬁé% r}H AFsN=z FEko] ¢l
+= Basic Modelo]® M; &L Tongzon} Heng (2005)9] Wz T2} U3 Yol myoly,

My 5L Mo Y Fute] AAWS 22 W Yotk M; BYe A} 2Y M olA By P
o AAASG} 2572 D5 FAFA 28 U Fol R T e Bat AN AT WS A2
ARG wyolth M, RS Y G AN WL £FT7EY ABFS AL £57% 25 T
ke YT BYo|W, BOE My RS £F TR e Bk AAWST TP YL AHS
2ol wEeA] e BEE /124 of w3

= 2

Moy —InE(u;) = o

M : —1InE(u;) = 8o+ 6121 + 222 + 8323

My : —InE(u;) = 8o + 0222 + 0325

Mz : —InE(u;) =00+ 0121 + 0424, 2a= { (1): Z i 8:
My : —InE(u;) = do + 0222

Ms: —InE(u;) =80+ 8424

DICE Ho]x|¢t Ao By AMEA] 7lsEu]o] 71Ukt 7]&2] AIC(Akaike Information Crite-
rion)¥ BIC(Bayesian Information Criterion)$} F-AFSE AR Zho] FE4E 2 gof st o
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I 3.6. H|E2 o0l tist ¥ 2% 9 DIC Fdg ()= Z&HA
2 My My Mo Ms My Ms
« 0.872(2.3870) —1.731(3.825) 0.538(2.273) 1.090(2.555) 0.529(2.251) 0.647(2.302)
B1 0.966(0.1263) 0.940(0.142) 0.980(0.119) 0.949(0.135) 0.982(0.119) 0.978(0.121)
B2 1.522(0.4081) 1.461(0.423) 1.522(0.394) 1.467(0.412) 1.519(0.393) 1.508(0.398)
B3 1.438(0.3804) 1.390(0.382) 1.426(0.367) 1.389(0.377) 1.424(0.369) 1.420(0.371)
do 5.789(3.7310) 2.968(2.479) 6.161(4.195) 5.128(4.739) 6.597(3.826) 7.741(5 735)
o1 - 1.128(0.952) - 1.709(1.016) -
o2 - 0.286(1.452) 1.277(1.409) - 1.325(1.318) -
o3 - 0.464(1.350) 1.273(1.386) - - -
N - - - 0.813(1.619) - 0.930(1.589)
o? 0.264(0.1080) 0.292(0.107) 0.303(0.107) 0.291(0.107) 0.304(0.105) 0.298(0.108)
DIC 44.765 44.478 45.355 44.645 45.290 45.163
I 3.7. FRONTIERE Soff & 28 dlw. ()= 2&UA
e My My Mo M3 My M
e’ 0.566(1.673) 0.497(2.113) 0.714(0.964) 5.398(2.097) 3.746(1.094) 2.288(1.995)
1 0.981(0.094) 0.725(1.261) 0.950(0.594) 0.738(0.123)  0.935(0.074) 0.943(0.096)
B2 1.510(0.239) 1.044(0.318) 1.593(0.795) 1.027(0.316)  1.134(0.172) 1.301(0.321)
B3 1.418(0.268) 1.094(0.286) 1.652(0.891) 1.087(0.293)  1.149(0.217) 1.261(0.298)
do —0. 061(0 944) 0.707(0.556) —0.647(0.290) —0.387(0.618) 0.565(0.704) —0.944(9.892)
o1 —1.155(0.616) - —1. 070(0 441) - -
o2 - 0.528(1.828) 0.903(0.680) 0.908(0.250) -
43 - 0.190(2.499) 0.451(0.858) - - -
o - - - 1.958(0.590) - 1.149(9.483)

o? 0.233(0.081)  0.150(0.046)  0.151(0.057)  0.160(0.055) 0.222(0.033) -

S % Aol & @ Aer & 4 gk DICE ¥ WS wf M9 ghol 7P A3 I o'
Ms, Mo, Ms, My, My <=0t} I} 2+ 237k DIC 7o) Xbo]7F Y& ola] 23 A& 7Es=
ol foleta] £S5 Uk & ohA Dot FWo] gl Rl 9K BHSS TR B
Polu} Hut Aol 7k vkl & 4~ Stk & 3.7 % 3.6904 £43% 23& FRONTIER 4.1 53 A
B BANE olgsle] 7t By B4E 243 Aolth. RYAE dAR 40 AT Fole
et 59 B B8 MiolA 5 ALshae wlolx ek wely A W ol B4TE fol 8

A A e ek

B =22 Tongzond} Heng (2005)8] ATLATAE nlgto 2 &to] 3Fuk 48 Txo) W vk FEA4°
7 adtol s WinBUGSE O]—&‘ﬁPCﬂ XH-?&W}I’— 01% Soto] 7129 FE4 ZyE o] 40 Hlo]
A ? S35kt skt

v
r‘l—l‘
g
2
iz
_TL
=z
fo
o
o,
4z nqo
A o
2
R
rsh
_|
—Ll
f
2
=
o
2
2
ir:)
3
v
=
>,
B
K
N
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T Afm HA AEA AEE AL R A £ T2 WS Bl tha 24 ATAE 7 =Y
7ke] Fpol7k M2 UbA) hgkeh ol @ RAlO] the) g 4 G o F B SFRA SA 4§ P
T3 Aol 7k A Gk A0 2 Aol /LA BTk B 5 Y E FEE B 2H O
24 B84 ZHFE ALE 4B AP JoE Fu 2go] BE $0]9 § TR /FL 48T 5
E Qo] AfTE BE TH7 )5 ghrkn B ofHrke e gtk J1EAd RRomy
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Abstract
Few studies have investigated the quantitative relationship between port ownership structure and port
efficiency with mixed results. This paper therefore contributes to the empirical literature by investigating
the impact of port privatization on port efficiency using sample data drawn from the world’s major ports.
Moreover, this study applies the Bayesian approach to estimate the impact of port ownership on port
efficiency. We fit Bayesian stochastic frontier model which is introduced by Griffin and Steel (2007) by
WinBUGS. World’s 25 main ports data are used for analysis. Based on MCMC sampling, we estimate
parameters of the model and efficiency index of each ports. Moreover, we add estimates from package

Frontier 4.1c in order to compare them with Bayesian results.
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