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Abstract

This paper aims to benchmark the performance and operational efficiency of spas by using
key performance indicators. Data Envelopment Analysis (DEA) method with a Slacks-Based
Measure (SBM) of super-efficiency has applied to evaluate the operational efficiency of
21 spas which consist of 7 day spas and 14 hotel and resort spas. The result of the study
found that spa with the best performance can use existing resources efficiently and encourage
therapists to have the best productivity in service. However, the efficient operations of day
spas and hotel and resort spas are not statistically significant difference. Cost reduction of
spa products is one of the key factors that induce the increase of operational efficiency of
spas. Moreover, the results of hypothesis testing found that spa with good performance will
also have good operational efficiency. This study suggests that the operators/entrepreneurs
should promote the development of service skills of therapists and encourage economy of
scale approach in reducing cost of spa products, as well as promote knowledge management
in Thailand spa industry to stimulate learning from those who have excellent practices the in

industry. These will enhance the competitiveness of Thailand spa industry in the future.
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ganaaL (spa) Whunilslugsiainnsinaiglipnuddty uaziidhmneiazdadss
Wilszmelne il “Capital Spa of Asia™ (Department of Trade Negotiations, 2011) gsiagineiad
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1.4 wiludnunnm Wil w2554 (Euromonitor, 2012) Iaendn3aeiaz 64.47 Wuselgannladia
wauFsaaaLn (hotel & resort spa) wazdndasar 21.25 Wuseldannmsialn (day spa)
zﬁ'quﬁmﬁfaLﬂui’miﬁmn@ﬂﬁnwmxﬁ'uj i1 destination spa, medical spa WAL LAZANAN
aziieliged 1.6 wiludnun Wl w.. 2556 (Department of Trade Negotiations, 2011)
Tl wa 2554 semalnefianiutlssnaunisat sumsideunassinunsiises
NIMTFIUANNNIENINABITUGLIUIMU 1,436 Wiie Taefeeas 22.35 uay 30.85 l%\‘i’aglﬂu
NIAUNN Lmﬁwﬁ’mﬁ'Lﬂul,l,u@'wiml,ﬁmz%ﬁcy AINANAL MnULsssinnaniulsznaunig
alNANTeNNYe9 International Spa Association (ISPA) wudn UszmalneflndainFeaas 68
wasantesny 28 Wulsfaueusisamain douiivaeaniesay 3 uay 1 11 medical spa
WAY destination spa MNATSL (Department of Trade Negotiations, 2011) @NTWUS&L el 72N
Tl we 2564 dszmalnefifliiznisain 66 dwau nedesar 60 aaeldisnig 1y
N ALLENE AT LL@z‘lufimfmﬂlﬂumﬂ%u??mmmﬁ‘mLLiNQﬁQ%’@ﬁm 60 m@atﬁ%ﬁmmm%\mm
doya2@e Euromonitor (2012) wanslsiiiugn seudall w.e. 25502564 sneildiann
139t aasngvenefeasianas 10.12 satl lnasaldannndalaeneasunnninlaga
Leuisgamai ansiauauaiins i AnnsathaenasBandine feaaiesay 1583 satl
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mnﬂml,ﬁiuluf"%'@wm@mmw NIMTFI YARINT LAZNsBMsRANNsATlen&nEnd
uansispmiulneiifiinenzeniviienifiau e nedhginlunineendu
atinalefinny gihInadinsdasvannuaz B aun e NI s funaALn  waznng
weiuifnayluenen  Tngenizantssmaieurinyg  sainnsimunetse fiedigag
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Ao - A P o a a
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Uszgndldmagdananisnifinveuresgsiaalln (Kelleher, 2003; Inteligent Spas, 2009; Ernst
& Young, 2010) wazilsziiudss@nininnisandluanusaeda data envelopment analysis (DEA)
= . =2 Ay ¥ @ R
Afly slacks-based measure of super-efficiency (Tone, 2002) NANTTANENT LA lEIun
anssouzrlunisuaeduesgsfaal wazdesdnanswmun lunisdiudganisanfineulii
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ANF (knowledge management) lugmannssuatlng nanisuanasuBauiiugnsnig
UfriRThudn (best practices) Teaziimngnisanszivanatnng lunsuteiuresgramnsss

ailnaluaunen

=
nalFaunguaNsTaus
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nsfFaueuanssaus (benchmarking) WuasnsidoalfesdnsauisnFauiiay
N19ANNRIULBIAWAY (performance) ﬁmmwmﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂummg’m (standard) VTBLLINT
UNUATMAA  (best  practices)  wazaNnsnliAuadadniuimunesdnslilszay
ANNANEA FanTensE AU lARRAN LA WAL NAGY (Fuchs & Weiermair, 2004)
aa X ~ = s Ao A o~ aa |
ABn1slaziiatsunAnEnueIuaresAnsiduInsg1uvteinainuangaetiaiussuy
snunstlszushssmtinin ludunFaumey edesdng (gap) anmstsziiuazasviouiaaui

1 dl = o & dl £ = = 3; = o
WAYAASAUIBIAULILH BN U UBIAN T IF Ty 99NN uAANIIN1sWauN Ty

= o P4 . .
auAR vIauuINIeNIsliulsenuesliaau (Kozak & Nield, 2001; Wober, 2002; Kozak, 2004a)
flaqiiuiinisdszynafldignistiegnandreaananisluniaiguazienay flesainisnisiliduy
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wrasiladAtydmiuldwmun A ulfiFanlunnsuagedis (Dorsch & Yasin, 1998; Kozak, 2002)
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benchmarking) 2) maFeuaunszuaunnslunNTA LY (process benchmarking) LAY



Akarapong Untong and Mingsarn Kaosa-ard 5

3) mauBsufiaunagms (strategic benchmarking)

MAUTULNELANTIOULS 3 AN A1N1Tanle 2 wWanne (Wober, 2002) Ag
1) internal benchmarking AdunnwaziBaudaunialuearns uay 2) external benchmarking
dl = o & dl d‘ o = o
MdunrafFeuisuiuesAnsianla TearunsannlalaenisilFauiauanssausiuuuanig
UNURATIMAA (best practice benchmarking) NsufFeLfiBLANIIOUENTULNdU (competitive
benchmarking) LL@?.:ﬂ’]‘A‘LLE‘EI‘LILﬁﬂu@m‘a‘ﬂum"lﬂuﬂém (sector benchmarking) (Wober, 2002; Lennon,
Smith, Cockerell, & Trew, 2006) @& lsfinnn HeniFaumeauanssauziuunIal ua
@ a A A ! . . PR - A v o
wida viseiEandn “generic benchmarking” HeIANeIANTANIInFEUIuATLFULTIAWeY
melsinedfiRnsueniiidudanisluseduaAuazununang (Kozak, 2004a)

nsdszgnaldnisnFauansssaus Tunnsvieanaafadlegatwanin  (Kozak, 2002,
2004b) dawlnajiddunnafnunluszAumiaggsia 1y Taguss (Morey & Dittman, 1995; Wober,
2002, Kaosa-ard & Untong, 2005; Untong, Kaosa-ard, Ramos, & Rey-Maquieira, 2011) F1uR1113
(Reynolds, 2003; Hadad, Friedman, & Hanani, 2007; Sanjeev, 2007) ‘n;iﬁ@mh (Kelleher, 2003;
Intelligent Spas, 2009; Ernst & Young, 2010) dusii naTeuie uansTauenTARLINT B

a Y o o

gonaglRuundunsFaunauing I EFTTANANITANTLNNY  AINNIINUNIWINUANEA
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o o

1/1N"]uuwm”l,u'wumiﬁﬂmﬁ'ﬂi:Lﬁuﬂi:aw'ﬁmwmié’]Lﬁu\‘i’mmmqiﬁ@mﬂ’] Tnedszenatld
Data Envelopment Analysis (DEA) La& Stochastic Frontier Approach (SFA)

33 DEA uaz SFA hueiesiledalSunniiiruuuuunAnes Farell (1957) uas
LﬂuLLuqmqmiLﬂ?ﬂuLﬁﬂummmu:ﬁuL.mewmﬁéhLﬁuq’mﬁﬁﬂa‘:ﬁm%mwzgmm TneiAn
UsgavanmildifunenBandeumehaeietne  uazaansasaddemniissananmla
yatlumamadananadeuansdefinntesaanudentss@ninm &usuldulgavesnseiu
Uszananinlunisaniinemu

Farsunuseteiites uazdadnin NI MUALLILIATARIN AT T A ARTATN
WLAN9TeGIE SFA (Untong et al, 2011) unpaifaeLlszena1478 DEA sziduilszananm
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anduiusuuug e funs (Spearman’s rank correlation coefficient)

a aa =
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druuwsnifhunsuBauisunanisaniivnuing i e wazdiunaeadiinislszifiul sy @nanw
fneA8 Data Envelopment Analysis (DEA) fluusua1ae9 Slacks-Based Measure of super-efficiency

(SBM of super-efficiency)

AdTIANANITANEUIIUIBIgTNAFLN

o o

o Jo o A = = X | X
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aualne Kelleher (2003) Intelligent Spas (2009) wa¥ Emst & Young (2010) T4tlsznaufae

N o do 4 v e ea . L4

FaTdpvanaa 13 FTTR (AN9197 1) Hellidlesannfadiausazslnnnsdauasmiie NuanFnaiis
v o 2

=< 1 o = ' o =< U o d’lo/ vl U
"‘NVLN@’WNW?DLHN’]Lﬂ?‘ﬂULV]EI‘]_Iﬁ‘ZV’]’Nﬂ‘LAVLm AetuatilatANAZILLaIARTI A IR ANTE99

1-10 ARaIgAIAWINY ASl 9% (ANATLUW-ANANER)/(ANGIQA-AIAER)+10]

o Ao

A9NA 1 FBAU warAeBLNERNTTAANIATiLLeegNaaL

FTTANANITATLY AU A1eBLNY

1. selfanisnsalsedldiEsng - seldannai + squaudldsnns melfdssevinreddiEnsar
N
(Mot Un/Aw/msa)
2. maldainitnsatredalueies  meldainay =+ swindalusrasiedidldninne wilewdu REVPAR 2a4lsausn

AlsENg (RevPATH) (Mg mw%‘l?m/ﬁm) %mﬂuﬁﬂuﬁaLﬁ@’l%qmmumamﬂ

3. meldaniBnsatviedaliadios  meldainath + swoudhlasadeeiilly Tanalunnsugsavnmelfann
ALENNg W30 (Msiae: U/ Tua/Ren) FenfiTliEnng

4. melEanuinnsaredalue sefldannaih + aunudalusasainiindafiifls HARNW (productivity) 189
ntinTafilEnng 13017 (Mdas: mw/ﬂfq‘ﬂmlﬂu) 1in1indn

5. meldanisnsalderningn  seldainat + suauintndadiilissnie ANaNnen lunsaieelsans
AR WBne (Widagl: UW/AAREL) sIntiniTm

6. daluannsliinsresintinin Saudalueiiang1d + Sumuintnge Auaunnaesiningalunig

(Widne: %‘Euq/mmﬁﬂu) 93nng

7. seldiefereninsaliseiud  melfanmh + aunefiuiitesa AnausnlunslFi
¥fiFnng (W9 LN/AIUNRS/ARE)

8. Spa Utilization Ratio (SUR) [ﬁﬂuqu%‘im‘nmﬁmﬁma’[ﬁ + §nudaluses AMNANNTa TUNNTNLINTaLn

ﬁmﬁﬁﬁﬁmiv?wum)]ﬂoo (Ve Faeiaz)

9. Therapist Utilization Ratio (TUR) [@“wuau‘mmﬂnmﬁnﬁﬂﬁmﬁﬂmﬂﬁ + dmuaudalires  Aomantnnlunsne et
ﬁﬂﬁqﬁmﬁﬁﬁﬁmiﬁﬁ”’mm)]ﬂ00 (midog: Feeay)  weadndnds

10. Average Treatment Rate (ATR) se/lEannath = suaurEnusaneld Lﬂuﬁﬂgaéﬂﬁmx,ﬁ'@ﬁmmﬂ%
MY LAY FaW) NAgNFIINATAIFIUIIAT

11. selfaniEnsadsesiugu meldainal + suueaindnsinaiad) 100 HARBLUNUWANKARWTIAL

(
(
ANNARA TN (Midag: Faeay)
12. dndaunsldantidnisalise (elFanat + mﬂiﬁﬁ”’wum)ﬂoo NARALILNUTBINNT WLENTa1n
el danun (e Seeas)
13. dndouneldanandndenmelsd  (:eldainaun@n + seldannadn)*100 ausfupsareldaintsnsati
Bnnsatvian (e Saeay) Tuudastl

vinnewie: WNinda 81ANANYT therapist, YIININUET H1ANANYN treatment

7A11: Kelleher (2003), Intelligent Spas (2009), Ernst & Young (2010)
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Slacks-based measure of super-efficiency

Antls=ANBNRA1Ean33 DEA neilddaauaid constant returns to scale 11387 38NN
WLILIRNa8Y CCR (Charnes, Cooper, & Rhodes, 1978) wazng lsidaausf variable returns to scale
viefi3undn WUANae BCC (Banker, Chames, & Cooper, 1984) Geinlnesialidn ratio v
radial efficiency (0 ) Tnemtiaeiia@wla (decision making unit, DMU) Aiitls=@n3nnw SAnsanann
Wiy 1 FelifitladenisnAngatAin (excesses in inputs) LAZKANARAILATNA (shortfalls in
output) vi3@l8i slack (Tone, 2001, 2002; Du, Liang, & Zhu, 2010}

atdlsfinuuLdnaemsse AnmuiLdngauiianag (M’?@Lﬁ'ﬁw IANTIARNITHAR

A a

Virananan) WIARAI0u0 slack 19TIARNIHARUAZNANARIALATY Tone (2001) RILAUD

A9AULY slacks-based (Slacks-Based Measure: SBM) N4ANT9AY slack 109TIad8NTSHARNUAY
NANARIAEMT waveapd liEANls @nEnIngzuang 0-1
WaanuAlFN DMU a1191 n Mg wiasuinananuanas (V) s aiia Ingldilade
o % a o £ 1 a dl = 1 . 173 o o ¥ .
T (X) m 9Ha LN LA WUUILNARN | @8I DMU (j=1,...n) diladasindgn i x;
J 1
i=1,.... m) WNVIHARNANRR 1 (y ; r=1,..., s) AWIUNFTNTURIHALAR An Y = (yrj e R¥")
1

uazladaringr A X = (x; € R™) Galldwnndrgud (v > 0, X > 0) Taeinves
nsuanidulUls (P Adnmousasil
P:{(x,y)\xZXﬂ,ySYi,ﬂ,ZO} (1)

Toed A Wlunnimefaesauiuasanidaduuan (4 € RY)

Flofiarsannisndnues DMU (x, y ) fiiilagunswan (x,) avuanan (v, ) 2ol
Xo=XA+5 waz y,=YA—s5"; 4,20,57 20,5 20 2)
el s Sunnmeses siacks Adusuuaiaiaaniuoan e s~ € R Ao dadunisuan
@A (input excess) waY ST € R: Aa nandngdauan (output shortfall
anieulaismnld x>0 waz A >0 sinly Xy =S~ Fethann s~ uaz s
anunsoliendail o dwiutlseidiulsz@vanmaes DMU (F!
=1/ m)Y s X,
14(1/8)> s /v,

;0<p<l1 (3)
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AnuULAaesd (3) &ansadsziiulsyAnsninees DMU_ TaeuAdymuuusIans
ASIAANARSASE (Tone, 2001)
=1 m)Y s X,
/Y s

Minimize

subject o X, = XA+s~
=YA-s*
4,20,5">0,s" >0 (4
anuuusaes (4) dszensfld ChamesCooper transformation (Chames et al., 1978)
utaslviog/lugtuuutloymn linear programming (LP) Lsd\li@LLﬁﬁﬂ&IW}Lﬁ'ﬂﬂ’]ﬁ’]m'ﬂuﬁmm’]‘mw (optimal
solution) ¥nlimswar O LA 857 uar st 9 o ﬂ-gmﬁ' DMU_ flilsz@vanm e o =1
melddeulad s =0 uwar s =0 wwneacudn lifdadenimandiuiy e
uanandau1m (Tone, 2001)
SBM Miauednaiuiinsdiandeuluiaseinisinasures DMU lunsdlnds o
DMU 7itls=@MBA1nannndn 1 viise sasn Tone (2002) I§iaun SBM of super-efficiency it
uAlaToymsenann uazlaifiioymn infeasible (infeasible problem) Wilauriu radial super-efficiency
uazlAnsrananniianunsntin dsnandu oMU 1§ (Du et al., 2010) Tng SBM of super-
efficiency 184 Tone (2002) HénmRIZAE
andeguuftes SBM At wualil DMU 41uam n viog LATUAAYVLNLHAR
wandn s giin aeldtadeindn m oiia Warivuelsy DMU 1 X Tun1sunuandn ),
FethugnanantlssifiualasAvanimaes DMU. fael SBM of super-efficiency Aflunnsfansnn
lse@nsnindnuilade (input-oriented) InaidaNaL weighted distance NMIATUTIAREINNIHAR LA
AelFTaaRARSYALAN (status quo) é’wmmﬁﬂm&mnLmuﬁmmmﬁmmmm%ﬂﬁ (Tone, 2002)
ino=— Zx /X,
mi=
/1

subject to X 2

(5)
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anuuusaedi (6) Tadziduaznandnsesdasnnningud (x; >0,, > 0)
uaza1:190ld Charnes-Cooper transformation uilaglviag/lugtluuuiloyun linear programming

(LP) ‘loisratd

subject to 1== Z -

,y=20,1>0 6)
T (txo,lyo) Lﬂuamﬁ' DMU_ ansnaniladuriduazifunananldunnndn (xo,yo)
fahu £ <1 dowdy X, way £ 21 dwiu y, yailAndszAnnmaldain SBM of super
efficiency 184 (txo,lyo) A9NNNIN (xo,yo)

SleufioymifemAnmeufivanzas (optimal solution) T8euLLAGeT (6] Tl
NILAN T*,J?*,)’;*,A* uay ¢ ﬁ\‘i{iummmméwmuﬁmmmmm SBM of super-efficiency
Tuunusaedt 6) 166 5% =2 A =AY/ T =51 wee Y =/t

1 a a dl v ° I a 1 A 1 o 1 a a ay v

Anse@ninandildannuuuanassil (6) HArsinndvzawindudidsy@nianildainuuy
° i * | ° i ' 1 | v ¥ o o
4188991 (5) (5, = 07) Wesanuuudiaesd (6) egnaldnuifdulllfvesdadadin
UDIULUURNABT (5) (Tone, 2002) ¥3aD1ANANIHINAUNINUAUIBIULLIANADIT (6) BE91TD

Ell

WINATLLAUN TN LAV BIULILANART (5)

) aaa o
LU
o - = o a a o Ho
unanuiRdngUszasdine Beuieuanssnuznsnfivainuaesgiiaai Taeldsamin
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