A

4 2 a d a A o
‘ﬁ@!ﬁﬂ@?ﬂﬂﬂ—lwuﬁ ‘]Ji%ﬁ"ﬂ‘ﬁﬂTWﬂWi%ﬂﬂﬁ“l/l']\‘]ﬂ?iﬁﬂ‘]&!'lsll’t’N

AniugANANY U NTL

y .
Alue unariglsza Aouyn
Syan AT HFAAAT NN UNA
a g a a ¢ = = A
AazNIsNMsNY3nE AN HnuS IAATLEADOT ATYYITOI YseHUNTINMT
IA.A3.ANA IATHIADYT NIINMT

a [ J
Wﬁ.ﬂﬁ.‘ﬂﬂzaﬂ’ﬂﬂi NN WA NITUNIT
(%4 )
unneee

mMIAuadIdasziFeslszdninimmstaniinemsanyIvesan1iugauAn
Ao A o o = A 1 a
nyy Biagilszasandidy 3 dsznis as dsemausn iolszanamaumsmnanni

= Jas a J 9 1 9 b =
NITANHI Iﬂﬁﬂ%’lﬁﬂﬁ?&ﬂﬂ%ﬁlﬁﬂﬂﬂ?jh (Data Envelopment Analysis: DEA) sgmnaes

[

iotlFeuifieouseaudsz@nsnInsenianiugaudny1 $IUUNAINTIUZ VDI

a 1

Y = A aa.: 9 A A = v Aaa (=}
AOIUUYANANHULASADIUNGN Llagﬂizﬂ"liquﬂﬂTﬂ f19 LWfJf"fﬂH'l‘it'fﬂfﬂﬂﬂll’f)ﬂ‘ﬁwaﬂ’f)ﬂ?nﬂulilﬂ

Usz@nimmmsianisnemsaneivesdaiiugaudnyuensy lagordemaianisnanos

'
Y-

W1AN (Multiple Regression) Yoyaf 19 1unsany Usznou lide doyailgugin laninms

<3 =3

9 A Y] % = 9 a a I
LﬂUﬁ'J‘iJﬁ'JiJIﬂfJGlGD'LL‘U‘]Jﬁ'E)Uﬂn\l‘l’lﬁ'\illﬂflﬂﬁﬂ'I‘U‘IJQ@'JJﬁﬂ‘H"IL@ﬂG]fu Lmzﬂlemnmnumzﬂu

U U

¥ A

Foyaiisausanninendrs N33 vearsnuiinedes
HaMsANEITzALLsZaNEMUMTIAMINNMsAnIvesaa I ugANAN Y e NS
wuh sedulszansamindeneldeauuAgunane uimudevinanisHaansii (Constant
Return to Scale: CRS) szAuUszaAninmndsnelddosuuigunaneuunudevinamsnin
3inafl (Variable Return to Scale: VRS) nagszaulsziniammassuiilonnainunans
oA (Scale Efficiency: SE) 11101 0.633 0.731 uaz 0.859 awdwy Tasanniugaudnun

1 1 o [ 1 1 a 1 a Y 1 Ly %
Laﬂ%uaauiwmmmagiumqNawamamummmmaﬂuaﬂaaﬂm LR3I ﬂi]i]‘]J‘Ll



antugaudAnyuensuimildszauilaiomsndauininuseauimuzay 1nwanna1Iu
9 Y o = = [y 9) o 1Y a tﬂ' Yy 1Y 9) o [
194U da1tugANANYIeNFUIIAITaATE AN IFTaTensnanme lvlszaums luilade
MInan NN Y

o =2

wamslSeueudszansmnmssansnemsanyIveIaaiueauAnY D AYU

q

v Y
= 1 IS

wu WifianuuanaeiumugiuzvesaniugauAny e nyUIazaaUNAY 0g19ltisd ATy
aa = v AAa a 1 (=} a Aa [ =2
nada druwanisanyilateniionsnadonwlididsz@niamnisvanisnemsany,
YoIANITUYANANUONTY WU WU TZUTIMNALT IS VoIaD T UgANTN IO NYY 1]
anwasennu lutidszaniammstamsnunmsanyvesaoitiugauAnyuonau Tasfing
A g Y A J o Aq Y o o = o Y @ 1A
muszaums lgaudszmaiininnszaunldogluilagiu szlinaildszdunainlall
v 4
UszAnTa iy geu drugiuzvesanItugauAnIinanTNUIFIDINA0 AU

YszaninmmstamsnumsanyvesaniugauAnytenIU



Thesis Title Education Management Efficiency of Private Higher

Educational Institutes

Author Miss Phenprapha Piampook

Degree Master of Economics

Thesis Advisory Committee
Assoc. Prof. Dr. Satiean Sriboonruang  Chairperson
Assoc. Prof. Dr. Kanit Sethasathien Member

Asst. Prof. Dr. Piyaluk Buddhawongsa ~ Member

ABSTRACT

The independent study entitled education management efficiency of private higher
education institutes had 3 main objectives. Firstly, to estimated production function of education
using Data Envelopment Analysis (DEA). Secondly, to compare the efficiency between private
higher educational institutions classified according to institutional status and location. And lastly,
to examine factors affecting inefficiency of educational management of private higher educational
institutions by using multiple regression technique. Data used in this study were data that
collected using questionnaires sent to private higher educational institutes and secondary data that
collected from related documents from various offices.

The results educational efficiency management study found that the average level under
constant return to scale (CRS), variable return to scale (VRS) and scale efficiency (SE) were
0.633, 0.731, and 0.859, respectively. The majority of private educational institutions showed a
decreasing return to scale indicated that they are faces with the over utilization problem. As a
result, they should reduce the utilization of input quantity to overcome these over utilization

problem.



The comparison result of educational efficiency management of private higher education
institutes found that there were not significantly different in efficiency between institutional status
and location. In addition, the result of factors affecting inefficiency educational management
study found that total budget and institutional status were significant factors. The increasing total
budget view lead to higher level of inefficiency educational management. Meanwhile, the
institutional status had a positive effect on efficiency educational management of private higher

educational institutes



