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Operational Efficiency and Technology Gap Ratio of Hotels under
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This paper applied data envelopment analysis with slacks-based measure and metafrontier
analysis to assess the operational efficiencies and technology gap ratios of the resorts and
boutique hotels of Thailand’s hotel chain in Chiang Mai and Phuket. Data were from 14 hotels
in Chiang Mai and 34 hotels in Phuket. It was found that hotels belonging to each type, in
Chiang Mai and Phuket, had no difference in efficiencies but had different technology gap
ratios; the environment caused the differences. Environment is associated with location.
These differences prompted the hotels to apply diverse innovations in their operations.
Hotels in Phuket had a higher operational technology than those in Chiang Mai. Increasing the
efficiency of room occupancy and enhancing labor productivity would improve efficiency
more than reducing operational cost. The findings suggest that approaches to promote
the efficiency of a hotel’s operation should vary in accordance to environment. The hotels

would also do well to develop and share innovations in operation based on their environment.
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nsuasduluszazeng (Untong & Kaosa-ard, 2009)

Untong et al. (2011a) wanaliviuin aeusuludszmalnaiimalulaginnsanifinany
WANANGTY NNINBNENNANNBANANAINET WTRFENIN heterogeneous problem 81410
Tilgnnslsviduilsy@nsnmiigandnaaauiiluase Mnliandse@nsninilssiiuldiinauens
(Assaf, Barros, & Josiassen, 2010; Lin, 2011; Lu & Chen, 2012; Untong et al., 2011a)
M3tszgnAldnoaAed  metafrontier  azvinliannsnlsziiuilszAnninaaslssusuia
walulagnisanfinnuiuansaiuled Tnauiingulssusumudnsoizanziunnseiu
NN IRLINT Auautie szAuAn Anmouznisaanziden s

nsAnUsyananinlsausnludsemalnefinunuandliviug - Tseusuiegluumas
VieadequanmnaiuisssuLlssAnsnmn1saluuLANs1eii (Kaosa-ard, Kruefoo, Untong,
& Nimitkiatkai, 2009; Untong, 2004) anawfluli/lddnTseusslunguipaniu wu laausnluase
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neluvizasnalszmanininsgiunisa s umleuiuusfieg luiuiuanseiu. aal
wAlLTAE1TaUIMNIINAIANTNULANANGTY NE19AB ANNBANANAIUNLANFIa1aN 13
Tpsusnimalulagneaniivanuusnsneiu - vsaddesdnenisldmalulatiszndnangulsausu
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wisanelutlszmandanuiag Untong et al. (2011a) Aisag ludwmdadasuduazgin lae
ﬂizﬂqﬂﬁﬂ% data envelopment analysis (DEA) Aduuuusanang slacks-based measure (SBM)
WaunIng Tone (2001) $ANFLN33AINTY metafrontier Miaualng Battese and Rao (2002)
uan13AanEaillullsslaminanisnrunulsunefmsnzanlunnsdaa s un 1w uIuI AN sy
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Ramos, & Rey-Maquieira, 2011b) daulunjifluanuilszifivilss@nsnmwnalsiuunmnaas Farrell
(1957) Tne/143% DEA wazAs stochastic frontier approach (SFA) Hadasasimn lfuFauuay
= o (o 1Ny A ady A 1 o o AX Vo w - ¥ o o % a
@eulraunu wideliidegRdnaglaandniu feliveyiudnglsrasduazdadninaasdagai
¥ Faveaesldifunsimnlfanunsaamsziialudeatin (static) waznadm (dynamic) whsl
\ v ado o A o o a P o ' ~

psaginelideannantivua Wimalulativizeudanssnluntsandivanumieniu seauiinig
Uszanaldn1s3iasnzif metafrontier Nawalng Battese and Rao (2002) Usziduilsz@ngnn
Trawsunneldmalulag lunisaiiuauiuansnsiuaeslsaussluusiazngy (Untong et al.,
2011a)

nMadalsz@nsn nmaunuaAnaag Farrell (1957) douwlvnjfanldis DEA Wasannd
HalfuFaundnas SFA wiu aunalgldlunsainttladeinduasaan@nuanesia (multiple
. o @ W o = = o A ° -
inputs and outputs) azliANTuAeIATRsgLuLLTsTfnFauLLA AR ANERS
dsanunsn i lunsiinideyavisaanuiusaetneies (Barros & Athanassiou, 2004; Barros
& Dieke, 2008; Untong et al., 2011b) a1uaufaateiunn lun1sansesifiaeds DEA Aa s
WINUR9KATINT BN UIUNANART U WINTTAdENTHAR (Raab & Lichty, 2002) atnelafinu
aa =% o ' 1 Sl -‘—‘ll
38 DEA ARdesndavanetsznng i nsliNAIAaNAAReY (error term) INFIZAINARNA
waaulisanagluAndss@nsninilszdluld nsliddeansminaaiunisuanuasaesAiay
Tifdse@nsnm nislidinamaseunsatifuesailsz@ninmn uaznisaeuluisanigais
s (Barros, 2006; Barros & Dieke, 2008; Untong et al., 2011b; Untong, 2012)

tladetindinenld @y S uanksn auuiesin Anldane lunisandinenu
E’Tuﬂqumm il (Bo & Liping, 2004; Barros & Mascarenhas, 2005; Hwang & Chang, 2003;
Untong et al., 2011b) drunanannfianld wu selfsn sane aausuddnin fusiu

(Anderson, Fok, & Scott, 2000; Bo & Liping, 2004; Oniit & Soner, 2006; Untong et al., 2011b)

N5Us1duna838 DEA

3% DEA huiiflesdissfiutlsAnanwiGanBaniiey (relative efficiency) MW
WWIAALRY Farrell (1957) uaziinningueniausning Charnes, Cooper and Rhodes (1978)
el desund constant returns to scale (CRS) tngiiali@andn wUS1ane CCR lnsanyi
Timbaasndula (decision making unit, DMU) y)nuaeinniliunisu@n ol LA UTIMNN AN

(optimal scale)
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Charnes et al. (1978) AUALLLANANAAANRARSANUTLU s HU s @ANEn LR
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WUUANaea7 (2) Wugiluuunigas (multiplier form) Taetleynnaaug (dual problem)

dl 1 ] % o dal A
negflugtuuiuviaiu (envelop form) 189LLLAA84H AB

Min €
n
subject to Zx,jxi/:@x,o Fi=1,2,...,m
j=1
n
ny/’ ﬂ,j:yro r=1,2,...,8
—
A >0 j=1,2,...n (3)

A @ Wupnlszansnmaesusasutafnaula InaiaAnszmdng 0-1 innuasasndn
WRlafiAn @ wintu 1 ynneAnNdn wbasindularidilss@nsnmanuwnanees Farrell (1957)

wWUUANA897 (3) NreBanlaeialuduuuanass CCR WlLULUAN a9 &NNA e
nAulannuaaalunTuasn f seAUNIMNNZAaN AN DMU AEUNNINGRR D4 SAL
PR o eal o o oA A ~ o o
Allwnnzan Nadansnlsannuuuataed CCR A2NAANNUNTA DD LATANNNITENAT Fatil
Banker, Charnes and Cooper (1984) AnauanuLanaedluinelFdeanus variable returns
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6 =wmin@
n
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Jj=1
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Zyrjﬂj—y,o >0 r=1,2,...,8
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> A<t j=1,2,....n
j=1
A>0 (4)

nsdszdindsz@nsninnglfdeduns CRS (TE_) tszneaudag scale efficiency
(SE) waz pure technical efficiency (TE, ) snnuthednduladiiiunisuan o syl
wazan A TE_ uaz TE Anliwiiu uaz TE_ / TE  16An SE Tnedn TE_ TE
CRS VRS CRS VRS CRS VRS
WAaY SE #A17¥1dng 0-1 Ime?d TE. =TE X SE
CRS VRS
aeielsfimn DMU ARUSYANEAW (0 = 1) MINUUIAAI Farrell (1957) avFad
TififladunisuangdauLiu (excesses in inputs, ;) WavNaKAR4IUA (shortfalls in output:
+ . .z .
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n5ilseiluilssansn1wa83s Slacks-based Measure

Antls=AMBNNR IEaNnULLI1a8e CCR WAz BCC 38N ratio or radial efficiency
Tnemilunugaedtydneal @ (Du, Liang, & Zhu, 2010; Tone, 2001, 2002) Tng DMU 71l
Ardananawintu 1 (@ = 1) flu DMU ﬁﬁﬂixaw%quqqm WreagUuAUNINLAL (fron-
tier) NTERAINANT DMU azliifitladen1suamndqiiny (excesses in inputs) WATHANARAILNA
(shortfalls in output) yisa l1H slacks

agalsfimuuuLd1asy CCR uaz BCC Lﬂumi"immxﬁuuﬁuﬁmmmﬁm@'quﬁ@m
a4 (M?mﬁlu%u) gatfadeunsuan (virenanan) WlAAa1Tn slacks 189TladENIHARLAL
HANARIAEIATS Aa Tone (2001) AdEUELLLIANeTITARIALLY slacks-based meas-
ure (SBM) fidannsU slacks 1eefladunstARATHanARTALRY ARgananasansliian
1Js2ANBNINITNINN 0-1 WLULANA89 SBM 284 Tone (2001) § ”ﬂwmzﬁqﬁ

QAUNA N DMU QU9 1 1198 WasuARE e NanNanan (Y) s 13in Tagldilads
U (X) m 1tin Lﬁ@ﬁmumiﬁuﬂfmmamﬁj Teuunudn DMU (j=1.....n) Iladevingn i,
i=1,..., m) WNIHRANAKAR ry;r=1..,s) FathumsBnTIesHANAR Ao Y =(y, € Q?Sx”)
uwariladndn Aia X =(x; € %an) %qﬁmmnndﬂ@uﬂ“ (Y>0, X > 0) lnggmueenig
rammulle (p) Sanmou il

P={(x.y)lx=XAy<YAd A>0) (6)
e A dunnmefressuauasaiaaduuan (de %Z)

HRRANINNNINARTD DMU (x, y) TR UtRSENNINGR (X, ) WATHANRR (Yo ) el

x,=XA+s uwpr  y,=vA-s A>0s >05s >0 (7)

i | & { @ o a | — m o a a
e s Whioneed slacks Nifuduousssdiantuuan s € I L Ao Tadanisaangdaun

+ S a | J i o 1% ) % -
uar s’ €I Ao nandndauana aneulaiidmual x> ouar 4 > 04 x>

o

vz - + - . P ¥
fatiuaTn s war s @nansaflenusail o A wsudszfudsz@nsniwans DMU, el

A= (1/m)T s X,

_|_
T+(1/8) 518, /Vp)

ANUULANAaH (8) aunsnilszdfivdlsc@nnnaas DMU, Taauftloymuuuanans

;0< p<1 8)

& o

AMIAANARTAIN (Tone, 2001)
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1—(1/m)> " s / X

Minimize p =
14175558 /vy
subject to X, =X A+s
Yo = Y/I—s+
A>0s >0s >0 (9)

ANULLINADIN (9) ﬂizﬂqﬂmﬁﬁ Charnes-Cooper transformation (Charnes et al.,
1978) ulasliag/lugtluuniloymn linear programming WaudtlymiiamAme LNz as

*

) v ' * * - + { a a 1
(optimal solution) fl¥mswen 2, A.s  uars qa¥l DMU, Hilsg@nsnaw e

p* — 1 pneldfieuladl s = 0 waz sT = 0 vnEAdNd iTliTadannsuAngAY ke
NANARAIUAA (Tone, 2001)

wmmﬁﬂ?zﬂqﬂmﬂ%uuuﬁmm SBM #ifiansaunisz@ninmdnuilade (input-
oriented) Fuflunnsdaniady weighted distance N9AULIARN1IHAR Tneadlitanananly
szALIAL (status quo) FaannuLLS1aesH (9) aunsaliudsuundnaee SBM dwmduld
Tunsdidanana g s (Tone, 2001)

g = . wn+1—(1/m)2§”:1s,_/x
S .8

io

subjectto x, = X A+s
Yo <Y A
A.>0s >0 (10)
LU A0 (10) agjnelsidaauui constant returns to scale %I\‘imifmﬁmau%nﬂ
WintdaasuNNINER 0 sEFUTImINTaL (optimal scale) ﬁqﬁwmumﬂﬁmaﬂ@ﬁﬂum
FatamIunNEn ol seFuRllvananasdesiindasiinaiannlds (convexity con-
straint) 27271:7 il usndnansd (10) WeliiladilunsuBeudayslss@nanm
gashednArlatnaReaiueg ey Faruusians SBM nnelddeaund variable

returns to scale HANWUAIL
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A= ) Wn+1—(1/m)z,.m:13,_ / x
S S

io

subjectto x, = X A+s

Yo <Y A
2y A=
A>0s >0 (11

nssziduilse@nsn1nmag Meta-frontier

3 sBM fuauedreduanalidnlsrannwligndes wn DMU Aidugasaadned
waluladlun1saiiunuuansneiy (Battese & Rao, 2002) VieTdnELn G nden
WANFNNAY  (O'Donnell, Rao, & Battese, 2008) iesannidunsuuaunelFanuuansing
saamalulafuaysiadns e aunedenildmilaut (heterogeneous) g laiifludu
WILUAWRENAY Aavial Battese and Rao (2002) A4LAUBUUIAANITAAIIZS metafrontier e

%

uilatloymsanan Taenlszannudis metafrontier et (envelop) LEWNWINLALTBILARS

q

o

ngx (individual frontiers) N@NmouzlmHewiU wazaNUANFNIENINgdl metafrontier
fiu individual frontiers Aa technology gap ratio (TGR) &MN130LAAIANANRUS IRV

ve A
HAanIng 1

A
>
5
[oX
5 Meta-frontier
O
Individual frontiers
T— Technology gap ratio
0 Input X "

WA 1 Metafrontier WaLEUNTNULAUNGN (individual frontiers)

fun: Aruasann Battese, Rao and O’Donnell (2004, p.93)
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o e‘d‘ 2 a Y . a o dal 1 a a

HAANST IAaNNN93IzIisiae metafrontier HAWH 1) AauuANsNTaslsc@nBA W
nmelunguidunsuunumsaiuisansungundmatulag lunsadunumieuii 2) A
wansingaeglse@ninanssudnenguidunsuununzaszndnangunimaiulaglunisadiu
uuanAeiuneld metafrontier waz 3) technology gap ratio (TGR) AudASDNERTE21
AMLaNFNNszIamaTulatiaasusaznguiu metafrontier Tne TGR wansliifiuiagasdng
nawmalulativasnisnaaioglunguiisean nuwandeunuansaiy Adss@nsniniléann

. Ny oA P e a a AN o ' . L .
metafrontier HAntiaendnisawihiiuAntlssAvsnmaliannidunsuuaungs (individual frontiers)

unAnutilszendld SBM  danduuuaAnnisiingizd  metafrontier szannuen
Use@ninnuazdnindoutdesdramiamaluladlunisanfiveusasisswsuineg lungu
R v o dT v o :
wenms wisivag luaninuandennansuwanseiy nelduuuaiaeen (10) Uszunuen
Use@nsnmnisaniiveiuaesusazlsausunsag luaniwwondaui e R s nuan s

(Ojgo

*

v
o

) warilszanuendss@aninimnisanitunuresisazisawsunialAngusaasinaiaug

(6p) AMNANSLANBNINTRABIANIIOAUIUMIAT TGR TUAANTNERIIAIUAMUUANFN
. oA o . o N S A
seudnamalulagvizaudnnssulunisaniiuanurewiazngulsausuinsiag luanwiansan

WANANGFS F9Tl
S
TGR ), = 1 (11)

o

jo

AN TGR;, ApnuansldtANgzndng 0-1 (Battese & Rao, 2002; Battese, Rao, &

|
' o

O’Donnell, 2004) n3tid#iAn TGR, HAWINTL 1 uamedn DMU Hsziumalulatvizauinnssu
]

o

Tunsanfiuaussauimaaiudu  metafrontier  AetiuAnlsc@nsnmaas DMU - #9pnnn
]

A e Y

o) WoldAn TGR uda Az

NAABLIAHNUANGNTDIANRAY TGR 3¥nINNguIsausua uan wiauanseiugogds

1#1&u metafrontier viseldunssuAUNANElAINAY (5, =&
NINNEDA

aa =
AENITAN TN
TuntiAnsnsfilaausnlseinvizanim visaye viselsausnluesanielulsema (resort

or boutique or Thai's chain hotel) daulugjidulsausuiianisinaauniszAUTAIHINNGS
A A d

N1 900 uWsleAY faegNanuNvieTiaNacenTe lwlied gy waziuEnnsfusinge

MR ILANazANATLASY TellmaTuladlunisaniinumidaniu (Untong et al.,

2011a) whisegluaninuandeninaisanuansieiu Tnadiladeindn 3 o6in A a1uou
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Poein Suanusesan wazAn e lunssniuey dwiunanan 1 9iin fe meldiome
vealsaus veisaulsildAnndnedearnamuaes Anderson, Fish, Xia and Michello (1999);
Hwang and Chang (2003); Morey and Dittman (1995); Untong et al. (2011a) W& Untong et al.
(2011b)

TR uiadesing (input-orientated) Ne/lidaauNG variable return
to scale LﬁmmnimLLiuﬁmaLLﬂﬁu‘ﬁ'Mmummﬁ Foulseususazusidanniiney o szay
mu'mmmu (Kaosa-ard, Kruefoo, & Untong, 2005; Untong et al., 2011b) ufaﬂmr]‘ﬁlﬁ@
uilzandeuidasniseerlmsergalieds DEA Aulanugdeya (transform data) fae
natural logarithm (Untong, 2012; Untong & Kaosa-ard, 2009)
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mmﬂ;mrﬁT@@ﬂmﬁﬁmmmfﬁmfauﬁfmmﬂmﬁﬂﬁu luﬁﬁﬂsxﬂﬂmﬁl% Levene’s test for equality of
variances #ffansananAana F lunmmegaupumifuaespauilnlin devfiazld
a0 t VAgRUANNUANANITEIAIRAY
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INLL?N?]ILﬂuﬂ@jmﬁq@ﬂwﬂ%\mmLﬂmﬁ%ﬁumnmmmmlﬂﬂuqmﬁ’fmmmgumﬂ Y

¥ 1 a 1

£ o < v ¥ LA 1 !
Julnwnanassmgenanaaneg  laelausuluginaiunsnaieldgeananndasluingn

a

v 1 _alo 4

aaain  uddndearuaudiasinsialssusuunnssiuieadnteayinui - dauniiaunainnigd
TssusnluniiedsnAviasineaeganddesudndr 3 Wi wenainiilaausslugindsiinng

Y 4 oo o - Ca . o
Avnuaatsialsausy wazAnldanglunisandivanugananlumeslud (@13199 1)



49 1lsE@nEnmnIsANEue T

¥
P

= > A T o a a =
AN 1 ﬂﬂNﬂﬂWHﬁ’]u‘ﬂ’ﬂ\ﬂNLLiNWLﬂuﬂfﬁﬂm’]’ﬂﬁl’NV}ﬂﬂ‘ﬂ’] 7AUNN9ANHNAANNT T W.A. 2550
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78013 Widae GHNH Bl

R ITTTENIEE WS 14 34
T R T 6N 2,275 6,070
Sawsesiniadesialausy N 163 179
melgamnnasselsaus AL 59,313,278 147,106,617
spTfesinieds STRVOEIN 1,601 5,347
SauALRALselsLs AL 131 217
Anldanelunssilunueasselsausy AL 35,676,487 66,786,245
Suaugdniniedssialasusy AL 42,924 44,987

-9 lne AU 13,533 9,112

- TIVFWNTIR AL 29,392 35,875

Ann: TasannsdnsaanistseneufanifsausiiazinafEN e N Uat A UWANTR WA, 2551

NANIFANE
nan1UszifiuLlss@ninniazensdiutasdnannamatuladlunnsanifiuealsuss

Tudsdn@ennduazgindaauuuanass BCC 7y ratio or radial efficiency WATWLIL

§1009 SBM #3aPN319R 2 Wudn AnUssAnnndildannuundnans SBM flAnsandnuu

31889 BCC Wasanidunsuunuil#anids SBM aggendn BCC uaznnT anuudunsuua

'
=

Mszannusing SBM Hen slacks Wiy 0 auziinne) qauudunsuuay BCC Hlanafien
slacks ®1alwinL 0 (Du et al., 2010; Sun & Lu, 2005; Tone, 2001, 2002) atinalsfinns
NARNEA IFannuLLANaasiedasdanndadtaviiullluwuaniadeniy  nannfe  Teausnlu

@ A a a o ] ] ' = ' = 1
pnddssaninmuaransdiutesinamiamatulatgendnlssusnluaeslng

R399 2 HannsUssiiuANUsr@nsninuazdnadautesdnaniamalulad

el in F-statistic ~ t-statistic
(n=14) (n=34) (P-value)  (P-value)

778N17

1. Ussiludaenuuanaes BCC

= = o = Py ) 0.8782 0.7324
- dsz@ninnwnizaiiveunideann group frontier - -
(0.2048) (0.1941)
0.6887 0.7138 0.1365 -0.3800
(0.2276) (0.1996) (0.7134) (0.7057)
0.7835 0.9723 34.8716 -4.1016

(0.1688)  (0.0531)  (0.0000)  (0.0011)

- dsr@nsarnnisandinanuiléiann metafrontier

- dnsdoudesdnanianalulai (TGR)
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A13197 2 (i)

weraload vim F-statistic ~ t-statistic
(n=14) (n=34) (P-value)  (P-value)

718N1T

9. Yszilumenuusnaes SBM
- = o . .
- ﬂixﬂ‘ﬂﬁﬂ’]‘Wﬂﬂi‘m’iLuu\i’]uwim’ﬁ’m group frontier 0.8235 0.6132 - -

(0.2382)  (0.2650)

0.5553 0.6037 0.2170 -0.5969
(0.2467)  (0.2591)  (0.6435)  (0.5535)
0.6859 0.9873 68.9452 -4.6921
(0.2383)  (0.0485)  (0.0000)  (0.0004)

wanee: foatlusady Ae daudeuuNIAsgIY (standard deviation)

- dsrAnsannnisaniinanuiiléiann metafrontier

- dnsdoudesdnaniamnalulai (TGR)
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A I
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ANusazdqe AU ANEAINNN AT LBIANT NN aR AN TEAN e AT

R399 3 e9ALENELURIANNARELIILANEAINNNIANEINU

fladenanan Feslud (n=14)  ifin (1=34) F-statistic (P-value) t-statistic (P-value)
1szAninmnisaniiineu 55.53 60.37

. . Lo 0.2170 (0.6435)  -0.5969 (0.5535)
ANNARAUTZANTNINNNIATNY 44.47 39.63

- RuIUERNn 18.28 15.11 0.9470 (0.3356)  1.0266 (0.3100)
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