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Abstract

The purpose of this paper are to measure technical efficiency in joint public-private
venture railways and private sector by using Stochastic Frontier Analysis (SFA) and to
compare four groups by using Mann-Whitney test (Gruopl: joint public-private venture
railways that belong to the local railway, Gruop2: private sector that belong to the local
railway, Group 3: joint public-private venture railways that belong to rapid transit,
Group 4: private sector that belong to rapid transit). We obtain the following result:

1. The null hypothesis that the efficiencies of Group 1 and 2 have the same
distribution is rejected.

2. The null hypothesis that the efficiencies of Group 1 and 2 have the same

distribution is rejected.



