¥ ] »
vesesnsnunTuwudasy Aunuuazesudoadivesms IiuSamsiuanssy

Tulsawennadunsie fadiado vy

A wa a_ .

- variveu adn1 auITONY

HTHMaAsHIITNTa

AAIENTTUNTAGUNAUATILILIAS:  SAL.AT.IAY NQIUNNT sgmunssuns
we.Aya puimend ATTUAS
HALEAYY YeITR ATTNATT

o ¥

HNNEIED

1 4 . o

asfnmAuuuazsiesuaeafsussms IS nsdiuanssuluTseweunadunsio
o e A ' - o ) = g @ 1 & a Y a
fwdadmln  Singussasdmefoufedunuuasseiudensausnisvesnis Idusns

v ¥ i
uanssy 8 Ussan msAnumisiiiuiuy Retrospective — Descriptive Study Taslddoya
3 [
ounds Aauauhl 1 9any w./.2543 - 30 fuyiew w.H.2544
' ¥ ¥ [

dauitldlumsfineadell Yizneudan dunuacil 18un dunusiuss uazdun
1 q ar é T 1 o T Q) =
Audlousinveamsamu  uazAuuulsiy deldus Aunuaiian dausesy exfaen
ORTIFUTNINNTENTINTIT UG Ui mUA

= 1 Y o o a = 9 5
Han AN ML M3 IUTmsiuensTulu Tsameunadunse Tdunusiulagnse
1 -4 r ol
wag 145.68 v maenis Taousailludumuadh 100.11 vmdensaasduyueriag 3657
) 1 o = )
UmABAT Laziis 18U MNTe 40,49 VndpATY
| 3
dmivAunuuazseiudenswesns IHuTmvuanssuis 8 Ussian funaldn

g
Uu



Lamas193nsey nymaassesthauazanuiiawia Tdunusiumie 80.11 1m
Aonss Tasdhuduyumyan 7.31 v mrenss uaziinetueSunde 5.15 vmdonde

2. wdtiafasnss ( aeuily ) Sdumusiumie 13222 wmeends Taodluduny
Adan 36.12 1mdends uasfisoiuriunie 35.87 vmdenss

3. uTUANsSTUHRnMs ( gady) ﬁﬁunmmmﬁa 235.60 1MNAEATS Taodiudy
Y18 90.00 1mABAs Lmzﬁﬁﬂ%’m%’amﬁa 62.92 1MAiBAss

4. sunliusing Sdunusaundes 175.67 vmdends Taeiludunusiiag 30.07
wmdeads uasiisefueTuni 103,78 umdends

5. euiuanssulssAng ( 1dit ) Sdunusaumde 631.67 wmdends Taafhudy
nusiag 98.78 umAenda uazfiswsueiunio 1449 1meiense

6. Mufaenssigeshn IRumusaumiy 327.52 vndense Taodludunuariog
36.33 1msieAda unsfineusIundo 85.71 yndende

7. aufnmnanesnity Sdunusande 644.57 wmeiense Taenludunuarian
330,07 ymdends uniisedusiunie s24.89 1 mAonss

8. yuuanssuflosiu Sduyusaunds 12596 vmdende Taadudunuariag

4 1 14
29.86 UINABA T Laziis BT UITUNTRY 19.00 LINAOASS

vnmsnweh auuSmsiuanssugnlszon SiesuTuniedsnidugusy
{ o A é [ Ll 1 r
wasdhdnounn  Feumguileadhuws zaoumennavessy lilswihsaadions
3 & var ar 3 =2 v ¥ a ¥ A w ar o 4 n’; © v
Mlshiudsy danuSe o ldfosduyumasiuneiumasmmiulunssmuasnm
= tar 9 o 2 <4 w & Ed M o =
usns uadsdeeiilsdedledobun d2e 1wy arudlusssuludny ulsuewosfieniens

Rannanuiuanssy dluduy



Independent Study Title Unit Cost and Revenue of Dental Services in San Sai

Hospital , Chiang Mai Province

Author Miss Slila Smattavet

M.Econ.

Examining Committee Assoc.Prof.Dr.Decha Karnjanangkura Chairperson
Asst. Prof. Kanya Kuntikan Member
Asst.Prof Thongchai Shusuwan Member
ABSTRACT

The study aimed at finding the unit cost and revenue of dental services. By using the
retrospective-descriptive methodology, the data being used were those for the 2001 fiscal year
budget for dental services ( October 1, 2000 — September 30, 2001 ) of San Sai Hospital,
including the patient visit records during the same period.

Direct costs used for this study would cover the fixed costs and variable costs. The fixed
costs included labor cost and investment deprecia;ion cost, whereas the variable costs were only
the material costs. The revenue would be based on the service rates set by the Ministry of Public
Health.

One of the study findings was that on the average of all § dental service categories, the
unit dental cost was 145.68 Baht whereas its revenue was only 40.49 Baht. By dental service
category, the finding details could be summarized as follows:

1. Unit cost of oral examination and other dental services was 80.11 Baht whereas its
revenue was 5.15 Baht.

- 2. Unit cost of tooth extraction was 132.22 Baht whereas its revenue was 35.87 Baht.



3. Unit cost of tooth filling was 235.60 Baht whereas its revenue was 62.92 Baht.

4. Unit cost of oral peridontal treatment was 175.67 Baht whereas its revenue was
103.78 Baht, -

5. Unit cost of prostheses was 631.67 Baht whereas its reifenue was 194.49 Baht.

6. Unit cost of oral surgery was 327.52 Baht whereas its revenue was 85.71 Baht.

7. Unit cost of oral root canal treatment was 644.57 Baht whereas its revenue was
542,98 Baht.

8. Unit cost of pit-fissure sealant and topical fluoride services was 125.96 Baht whereas

its revenue was 19.09 Baht.

In running any business, profit is the major key issue. The revenue should be
economically, at least, slightly higher than it’s cost. From all these findings, the unit revenue of
each dental service category was much lower than that of the cost. One of the reasons is that
public service is a nonprofit sector. Its revenue is thus not able to be based only on the direct
cost. Other factors, such as social equity, policy and its direction in dental development, have to

be taken into account.



