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0.798132 0.868736

ABSTRACT

Thissudy aimsto estimate the effidencies of theinternational tourigt hotesin
Taiwan in 2001 by the sochadtic frontier approach. Three modds are enployed
under different assunptions of error term digributed induding half normel,
exponential and truncated digribution. The effects of busness type, hote location
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and hotd scale on the effidency are also invedtigated. The resuilt of the Sudy shows
that theaverageefficiency 0.798132 s thelowest edtimated by half normal modd
whilethehighes  0.868736 by truncated modd. High corrdation isfound among
the effidendies from various modds. In addition, the efficiency of the indegpendent
hotes is higher than the chain hatels. The efficiency of the hotdsin Kaohsung and
inthe* Other’ area revealsthe highest and the lowest respectively. The efficiency of
midde-scale and large-scale hotels reveals the highest and lowest respectively.
However, the difference analyssunder location and scale reveals inggnificant.

Keywords Sochedic frontier approach, international tourigt hotd, efficiency
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