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Abstract

Countries around the world have welcomed Public Private Partnerships (PPPs) as an alternative to finance
infrastructure. The Thai government is also increasingly aware of the importance of infrastructure and the need to tap private
resources to help finance strategic infrastructure projects. However, in choosing PPP schemes over traditional project
procurement, it should be more about efficiency and value for money (VfM) in delivery of the project rather than the reason of
fiscal constraints. Accordingly, the detailed, quantitative analysis of the value for money of PPP projects is vital for the success
of the projects from the public sector's point of view. One of several methods used by many governments in determining
whether the private proposals offer better VfM to the public sector is a Public Sector Comparator (PSC). Essentially, the PSC
estimates the hypothetical risk-adjusted cost if a project were to be financed, owned and implemented by government. In
Thailand, as the new PPP law was signed into law in 2013, it is required by law for the responsible agency to compare the
public’s total cost between traditional public procurement and PPP models, but, as to how the cost of the project will be

compared, there is no definitive guideline on this. Therefore, this paper is to study how the PSC can be used for the evaluation
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of PPP infrastructure projects in Thailand. The main processes of the PSC will be reviewed, drawing from international

experience. Example of how the PSC can be applied in real practice will also be presented. The results of the study showed

that PPP project involved higher project life cycle cost to the government. However, in terms of risk, PPP project helped

substantially minimized the cost risk.

Keywords: PPP Projects, Public Sector Comparator (PSC), Value for Money (VM)

Paper type: Research

1. unin

Arwan dszmelnofnsuansdmsarsgiaadie
Masuazdatitas laganIzN1AgAFIRNITINLATNIANTT
vionfien Sedsmadenmavssdvaaiesiiiuduatimiaia
mlfiAnanudasmamediulassaiafuguisndwie
3893UN13BENBAINIEIRLATEgRe lagtawizlunnanis
anwanaudd ulidszinalnoazlafinaamululasssai
ﬁrug’mmar_hwiaLﬁauﬁiasaﬁumimmué”mwmmgﬁﬁ] uel
mnmiﬂs:Lﬁuqmmwmaa‘[mm%aﬁugmiw World
WEF) lusaudnisUsziin 2013-2014
aummaaslaniaisingulasmnsssmalnoagidud

Economic  Forum
61 va9lan vasidTzmaioutnuanifialusuazuniacde
agﬁé'uﬂ“u 5 LAz 25 28 LaNANE10Y AIuFadluaI19n 1
A o e v o A [
wWalhdszinalnoaansawdsiwnismsdnudszinadug la
(A977Y Aan, 2553) mﬂ%’gluﬂmqﬂ'uﬁu@Taamnﬁuﬂ?mmms

sanululasseinaiugiu

@151 1 matszdugunmlasasiaiugiusas WEF

auauwamMIlszidugunmlasaaianug

Uszine
Muy e sal swwdn vinse
faalus 5 7 10 1 2
anadis 25 23 18 21 24
ne 61 42 72 34 56

#A%1: World Economic Forum (www.weforum.org)

Tunrstanalassasrsnugiulasrialy nianau
1Y o A
Wiraslasinisazvasuszunmganyuainizdodu
. a da v @ = a ' a
sudszunmududuideldnananmaivasd wannd
Aa oA o
sdszindidldfisine sjuamaninszannulasnsaan
WUBLaT3FU8 (Government bond) ialglun1samuraaing
. = . X dopme o A a am

uazdfiunslassainsvugiu G93fasnaniadnduisnisg
ARINNATY (Public finance) WasaNlaiIunuiiiioinausa
%ummmﬁwaa“[mqmsﬁazﬁwmsﬂsz;&a (Auction) [NBIART
diumanlasgiumanfaueaidfgaszidugauenis
Uszya wazldsunishsnuannniignuidivadlasinsle

N1390 LATIFTIINR TN

WMS'

aghslafiany 330130891033 (Public finance) Lie
o & ~ o & o PN o
nmaasnululassafsiugiuludagtuiildadredne
4 [y " a { ' ' T
Wasnnimauas sz nududuifegatinsina 4e43
o o A o o A ' o
dassarrrsudszananiasih il lulassmsdudneg wu dw
awmimqma:miﬁnm iudn ﬂi:ﬂauﬁumifjﬁuﬁmwn
gotumsSunsludszinanazdnsdssinenatiinaltlunns
@ & & o [N o 4

sanululassmilassaienugin Avhldadsdne fesan
NORUNERARITIIIe (Public  debt) 289dszinelng Ald
o v s " Aa 6 & 3
fwuaiwarwnisgiuludaslaiiu 60 wefiduduas
naan e lulszne (Gross domestic product, GDP)
A { o g ' a o
SINHIUNT T2AUVBIRARITITUTFaNFaN T NIaTIN U

Usznavasdsznalnoduasusasluglf 1

wy o [ o (o7 B ) — Lot I 4] =t W o
= =t =t =t = o L Wy L Wy
L L L L L L L L
L o I B e e I e s

A g | A o ¢
ANA 1wl TsdenAanmrinlaTululszinanas
Usznelng

v
o o a =

NN SUNNULEMNTARENT IO (L), hito/mww.pdmo.go.h)

AHATAYNUIUL TN A M ITNAUAN AT
(Debt ceiling) a3 lenaan Lﬂuﬁ’]m@q]ﬁ’lﬂutyﬁﬁﬂﬁﬂ’]ﬂ{ilﬁ
Walamaldnmaenaudhandausulunssanmlasiaing
ﬁugﬂmmumﬂ%ﬁﬁumn“ﬁu ffﬁdmlmyﬁ]:ag;'lugmmuﬁtﬂu
Al ninesguaziontu wiafiSunin “Public Private
Partnerships (PPPs)”

Public Private Partnership %38 PPP WnisAtas
Tasuanufisuniludszinalnouazdrsdszina (Roehrich,
Lewis & George, 2014) Lﬁmmnmg}Nﬂﬁ%ﬂﬂ”ﬁyﬁmauﬂi:mm
vas3gifegessinna asftlananuud wananitud Gd

WMS Journal of Management
Walailak University
Vol.5 No.1 (Jan — Apr 2016)



The Analysis of Value-for-Money (VfM) for Public Private Partnership Infrastructure ...

Nuanan Kurakaew et al.

Ao A

WMANAN UM I AUMITBINAL N THAINTIBAL YL
wudrfuszAnsanannninlunsdiinieszdniunisies
(Grimsey & Lewis, 2002; Hodge & Greve, 2007) Snvaasny
PPP ldiumAarasmIusmsanuidssszninesgunany
LonTUARINzEN (IMF, 2004:4; IMF, 2006:1) fausadluzudi
2 wia mwnlsitnns PPp lunsdifsglaiduszaunisnily
AMIFAWINT 391N TN E AW BUNUUNIRIBRT B
Panua %ammaﬂmuﬁﬂﬁ]nﬁwﬂugﬂmeaw%ﬁwmww:ﬁa
(Special purpose vehicle, SPV) lagdiulngjusunianiziaa:
Lﬂumﬁmamumaw%ﬁ'ﬂmaa"me”uu%ﬁ'mhwwﬁﬁﬁ
dszaumsal 1w USHh mMesnszauaauidad e (WRITW)
%uﬂumﬁ'mnm:ij Diwidag (US¥NTULANNNB&TIU0d
1887%%) Delta Construction (USENTUWNNAaaiavading)
ez GMI
(Ogunlana, 2003) \uew

(USENIURINnaas e IlTItas) tduawn

100% [~< 100%

U

/

!
Private risk

/

ANULEBIVDINIASS
’
/

/
/
o

’
’
ANULFYIVDINALDNY'

Government
risk
7
’

>~ 0%
nsleufansvessy

o
X

S, asy Jni
3L vu% AN IBINUWILUUUNK PPPs

vievium  (Design/Bid/Build)

Fryayrduuniu

N

P
(Concessions) Wuveaanyu

(Privatization)

2NN 2 NMIULIFETIANY Lﬁmlumiw”@u ‘H:’]Iﬂﬁdﬂ']{l,ugﬂ Uy

NE]

Taofiiuan Uszinalngldldisnms PPP lunann
Tasamsdaoru ondradragu lassmssalWioudsuaau
N3N wia BTS lasamsnssnizauganfiyy (aauifias
Tnasiag) Wudu Geroud wea. 2535 Usznelnodolad
ngwinslagassiiisaiumadrsinmsasmuluisnsvesis
gasmaenou Gerhlinmslaisnms PPP Tugnausng Sdgm
Iutéaaﬂawiﬂiﬂa‘lumsﬂ”@Lﬁamjﬁuﬂmu aunlul w.a. 2535
Uszinelngldoanngwuns PPPs  arfuusn Fa5und
“WiETTUR N Ad e TIdlanTwan s uRIad L inns
lufiamsaes3g wa. 2535 Tasuiuluilassmaidyaiaiud
1,000 srusniwll wddrsnaninmuaionslszmsilitaian
vaangwanaaina ildiAadymlunsfanuuaziduad
S‘fianmzJLﬂuqﬂmiﬂlumiw”@uuﬂﬂiamﬂugﬂLL‘U‘U PPP ¥inlw
mhmmﬂuaa%‘gﬁﬁ%ﬁwﬁ%’uﬁmaulumsﬁm"’u@,m Fafidio
fnnuanenssunulouieigiswia (sas) ladns
ﬂ‘%’uLLri”ﬂg%muﬁl,ﬁmﬁ’umi‘lﬁl,an“ﬁw:ﬁwmiwaanﬂmj uae

lddszmaldngnunaanailud wa. 2556 waziSonin

WMS"

npwinaainalndd ‘wiznaiyganldiensuiusamu
lufian1393g w.e. 2556 (fUNNgwuusIINia, 2558)
Taswitlumszidramsenodyaanslfiansuiu

anulufanisvessy w2556 szylil “wiasuiidu
Wwedlasamy dnslIoufsudunu AMALFDI UazAIA
fudnlumsdniumslunsdifiszduiumsiesiunsdiiiali
LANTUIINAINY udLFuade “anznIsunmulouonsld
LanTwIINAIUluAINITI0IY WeRsaneely

nsfingwune PPP avulwivesdszinalng
fwualdniisauidiveslasns@nsSoudiisudunu
AMALEDY Lm:ﬂ:nmj‘”mmfw,ﬂuﬁ'aﬁgnﬁaaLLa:mm:awmu
wanizns (Jizmeanensmiuloinenmsliiensuiiusamu
lufiansassy, 2558) 1999 N AR AN m@lmaﬁm‘"tya"m”u
du g vasmslfianaudiuniuamulunisdamilassaing
ﬁuﬁmmaﬁghgmmwaa PPP duunniinaindaiinasin
WwUITIN Az A TER RN T T D9 AANAAINETD CRTNEY
aneasianaly wufwaziiudinsgazlidesnuninis:
dlgdnolunisasnuneaiisuazdnfiunislasiniy ud
Tasans PPP wanslassnisfisnuazidunisozaanis
uiiusesniaiy lasldiansuamuldniouudrmoenin
Aniinas 1w iudus Wudn %%amaagj"lugml,uuﬁl,ﬂums
Iianfienrulunisfvdrsssuiioulunsldlasonsile
aanuluud S'fiaLﬂumma‘"ﬂms:ﬁunu"lﬂﬁﬂsrmmuﬁﬂu
dlFuInslasass

G sy iiieduide u235ms PPP a3
wanltlunsdilefsasinanzan

fapuiesdudwivdnoraudinsaiae Weitnis
PPP  fiannududarninninitnssanizasneiz deala
feasitns PPP fa nsuliaTsaadssfinunzaw
senigaygiszniniguaziansu laodunuinsena
WFoeszazonn 1w 20-30 049w lY (udu Taslouanadssly

o o

' a o val A < a o
ﬂd@jﬁmuiy,']ﬂUS%WS‘ﬂﬂﬂ'ﬁvlﬂﬂﬂigﬂ wiaa Iaumml,amvl,ﬂm

dayrfsuInuImtanslddpdununiesige

aaiunaufiaziimafanitmiamlasimsinaTee
thnualugiuule nihsnwsasiziidudiveslasinisaasi
ﬁ]:ﬁnmﬁaﬁunuﬁwaJmJaa‘[ﬂsqmsﬁmﬂugamﬂagﬁu

' . . A ~ )
anaaT1981y1ATINT (Project life cycle) Talutlagriuilizine
Inodilailarinue “Juuuy wis “nmsiunasgw Aldlu
miﬁnmtﬂ%’uuLﬁﬂumww@‘j&lFhmamiﬁmmsﬁm:udw
Tasamsfisganiiunsiaswsaliensugrandniinvms

AN o & A AR o =2

MR lanaNININInNe nIsahiidaintsdnm
WINWHMILNT ARG UNILAZANUGUAIMNIINMTTUN
158031 “Public Sector Comparator (PSCY’ tWasanlgiiu

A A o« a od A 0% ' A

wnsesdadsznaunsaadulavasiineatasinzifenguny
nisanilassaisiuginuunladassinunzauuazdudn

& o g o a ¢ 1 a
HANINBURILNAIMUBLILEFWANIIILAIIZALUTBULN YU

WMS Journal of Management
Walailak University
Vol.5 No.1 (Jan — Apr 2016)



uwanInIaianedanuguammaduaslasmslassaiioiugin. .

29

o &

Hauuy @5&':“77%) acae

“mml,émﬂuam"unulunﬁ@‘hLﬁumﬁ" 1ae143% Monte Carlo
simulation 1aUvzLiuinlasen1sMidnvaInt BN wERENA
swmanzaunialilunseniiunslasss Prp NYNNDY
maamwmﬁimLmzmm@fmﬂ'wmamsﬁu Foazidudye loml
Tavassdeniinnuvesizideinsldasns prp luns
wannlasamslanaisiuguseslszng uinSouiiou
mwL?uaLm:ﬂ’rmﬂ”mi’lmaﬂm,’iuLﬁmwim‘%iaaﬁa‘lumi
aafulainzfenlszduuy PPP niali Foldsunsntevan
anuinsaveslasensld e inans gdaselunsdeven
anudiFivedlasinsfiduanuinforzniesgiuensu
(Osei-Kyei & Chan, 2015)

a -

2. ¥2102a9 Public Sector Comparator (PSC)
Tagvirsguasansasfiunmsdamlassnslaseasng

& o @ ad a a e .

Wugnuldaronu 2 35 Aa 35nsuuudnd (Traditional public

procurement) Uaz A5nInlvmaianrwdnandainiinluns

fiunns w3afi3undn Public Private Partnership (PPP %38

& XX Lo o ' A o =
P3) Msfiduagnuiguainazidenlsydunyle Fsazimanzay

ue

2D

Aannlun139am lATsa IR U IRLAZ ISR BTN
@199 nihpunasgiiduidizedlasinsaisazdnsie
Lﬂ%‘mmﬁﬂuﬁunumaaL'Euamw,l,a:m“l“ﬁahmﬁnﬁummaa@
019709lATINTlULARTJULLY (Heald, 2003) niiftifa
'imﬁ:ﬁ@j”ummamﬂ’iu (Value for Money, VfM) Uag
dsznianlunisdniinlasinis lagnsdSoudiouit
o v v a = ad a
10130706 2 wuInIdan® Ae (1) 35n15dszifin
Wisuifisudigmnw uaz (2) msdssilwTouisuigs
a &< X A a_ A A a A A o
USinm nstiandnidsmadsafudagunw dawaftldann
a X @ .
MIATIEALasun Juag iUl szaumIniLazANUAREIL
UAARUBINILAN (Cruz & Marques, 2013) Wn3dBmanaYim
AH%UN (Grimsey & Lewis, 2005; Quiggin, 2004; Sarmento,
2010; Sun, Zhou & Fan, 2010) 34 lduuzthlwlsitnsdszidn
a a a a o s o A 1 A v
Wisuiou3adSanm mmummﬂau’lmn:maﬁl‘ngﬂLmu

@ A aa £ A v A =
lalunmswamlasens $93snianlasuanuionlunmsdnms

wWisuisudeUSunm Ae 31150158031 “Public Sector
Comparator (PSC)”
Public Sector Comparator %38 PSC 1du3%n1s

ﬂ”]mmﬁﬂ"ﬁﬁhf_muﬁ‘lﬁummmuw"@uuﬂmami (Capital
expenditure)  wazanldanslun1sdfiniwvaslasinis
(Operation  expenditure) lun3difiniiagana GEREISIAN
;ﬁuﬁmauﬁé’ﬂ“l,um‘samuriaa%"wLLa:ﬁWLﬁumﬂmamiﬁqtl
Fyadniiuiaguiugn’ (Net Present Value, NPV) 4435 NPV
fﬂ::afywuaum:LLaL‘EuaﬂiuamﬂmlﬁLﬂuyjamL’Euﬂ?ﬁgﬂu (Esty,

Narasimhan & Tufano, 1999; Ezzell & Miles, 1983) sfiﬂ‘f

WMST

§A3maNaw (Discount rate) LYNALSATINAABLUNUALIIVEY
lasamsdaans

2.1 a9d/sznavvas PSC

aaUsznaunanas PSC fidhurin 4 adnsasaaluii(sun,
et al., 2010)

' o &
2.1.1 1791wz 14 (Raw PSC)
' @ & A
A1ldd1uAugIm (Raw PSC 3o Base PSC) lunis
duinlazimstsznauee

o alelumsnesss

o dlfiwlunmsdufiunuuaninpinmanse
olasinis
o dunulumIvims ussnu waziadasile
msﬂi:mmmﬂ’iumnumaaﬂ'lw‘i'nﬁuimaﬂﬁ
sluuulnd wazdt  PPP Tasnaldazinualwenldsne
vanuamniantu snudnldsslunsdiniaenldss PPP as
sauenlFinoRaL (Premium) Fodudrmaimsanuiiesi
masgladnsislanlugsmaiansn

2.1.2 anundesfigansnlawls (Transfer Risk)

Ha@hmnm?mﬁmmmiaﬂéf Ao aawiFwei
mmmiaﬂﬂ“lﬁmmaﬂmuﬁtﬂu;ﬁwLﬁumﬁwﬂmméﬁa
AUz 15w AnuEssfipaTuan e uiaslasinis
(Site condition risk) m’]&ll,ﬁlr_ldﬁ’mﬁm’mayam (Environmental
risk) enuagrlunsnaasralasanns (Construction delay
risk)  wazauFsansilasusdasutlruuuvaslasinis

(Modification and design change risk) (et

21.3 msdsuguaawlaidioulunisugsruvas
measzlviidunats (Competitive neutrality)
Adoe o A A v 1A o
ns@nszdiiunisiasdaineldiSounanadin
v o do o a ' AN e a a
Munuwndashuinsandszney 1w luwinlddasdon s
° A a o a A a & 1 a
gasi lAanmMIs v SalumsTiensiilSouiou
dunulumidnfiulasanslasis PSC  dasiyadiainu
v a A A % o
ldiSoulusasnmisnounsiudie Wudu

2.1.4 anuiFzanania (Retained Risk)

ANUEFEIALNED (Retained risk) Wanufie A
fimesglimansnlewluligdyanld 1w anudesisge:
Anstatisznit (Government default risks) ﬂ’JWNLéUdyjaﬂ'ﬁ
Imamsﬁdﬂﬁmn“ﬁuﬁyjaﬁw‘imiwﬂs:mmﬂﬁ (Residual
value risks) WRZAIMUFEITILABINLNTANNIITAWUDTINGE Y
916 (Khadaroo, 2008) tueiw

Uszinedulng Aildasdamlasanslasnslwianau

1A INEINY (PPPs) "L(ﬂ”ﬁﬂgﬂLmufi%'mﬁl,ﬂﬂ:ﬁﬁunml,a:

WMS Journal of Management
Walailak University
Vol.5 No.1 (Jan — Apr 2016)



The Analysis of Value-for-Money (VfM) for Public Private Partnership Infrastructure ...

Nuanan Kurakaew et al.

ﬂmwj”whmamsﬁuﬁﬁmdﬂ “Public Sector Comparator
scy unlglunisdsznaunisdadule tgu lusqing
g5y losuaud waWInnld Lusasuaud snsgalaing
JNIITANTMNANT wAMIALAzaaFaTIas udu laoudas
Uszimandinaimuagduunnisdiwin PSC Auaneari uea
ﬁL%ﬁauﬁuﬁﬁaﬂa‘"ﬂmﬂumsﬂinﬁumﬂ'nmj”uﬂ'wadmi
FufiumsvelasinIszninedtmsienuuudnduazitnig
PPP

2.2 yafguAIM19N3L3% (Value for Money, ViM)

AWANAINIINITIT (VM) EERLGE ﬁunuﬁ%’g
Usznialdnnnsamlasimslassaisiugin (Khadaroo,
2008; Williamson, 2010) fwaneldanmadSouifisudunu
Lm:@iﬂ’ﬁﬁhm’mq‘n%ﬁﬂLﬂuyjaﬂ"]ﬂ%a;u”mw'j'mfj%mﬁ@m
wwuin@vainiaiguss 35 PPP lasyadianudueinig
mﬂ?uﬂs:mmvlﬁﬁ]’mwamwaaﬁunuﬂwﬁlqﬁquﬁ (Net
present cost) 3x1i19ITMITANIMULUNAVEINATIUAIT

PPP (Grimsey & Lewis, 2005) ﬁdLLﬁ@dluEﬂﬁl 3

PSC PPP
Transferred } VIM
Risk
Competive
Neutrality
®
o
9 Cost of
c
g Service
f'_', Raw PSC payments
2
Retained Risk Retained Risk

i 3 ManlIsuifisudunaiuanT (Net present cost)

Lﬁa@‘hmmgaﬂ"wjmhmdmiﬁu (Value for Money, VM)

ag
3.95n3dnm
3.1 gumaulunisdnm
& o @ = a T =
Tuasndaylunisfnsinisiiensfilseuiay
anuguaImIdInnTIIuIzndnTliszduiunises

PIRYUALRZNNT LA NT NI NG RWINTRINITALEAS laanw

WHWNIWGIZLN 4

INPUT VARIABLES
Foyanisneasng Foyanisaniiuau

base case

PSC PPP

l

probability density function

‘ ~f (X,11,0) [ ~f X,L.0)

ARV

PSC PPP

]

Ansgrinavesioya

N B

( ayunanisAne )
(a3 e )

2NN 4 LHUAINLERSIBAB UM TANE LS HULABUAINY

dudrzaslasinislasds Psc

T,cﬂm‘%umn“ﬁ’ayjamﬂaaumda"ﬁagaimr;l“ﬁ’aylame"ﬂu
Tayadunudlsinsvaslasinilunsdifisgdniumes lay
Isayaluadafisgiasyhlulasansdszinnidednu uazdaya

' A % A A o

gaungasldnnmaensuwlunmsdsadulasensdadudas
Wulaswsmatmnnidoanu Weddayadnldialuswinazas
Imammé“aﬁa:ﬁaav‘hmﬁﬁwmmﬂ%‘uml,ﬁ'aslﬁl,ﬂugammaa

duluilagiiis (Present Value) :ngasluaunisf 1

FV
PV=>—t )
@+r)
PV fa gamfiuﬂu@]qﬁu
FV, o wasnTuluawae o 97 t

t U

r fia 8AAAaA (Discount rate)
t fain t
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FuULdaaInInaNiLaas (Computer simulation)
' O % & '
anlgdaluaninaldannisdszuimnis Saiudn

ANANI9 (Expected value, #) udisnhianansuladngn
o X A ' A o oA %
manivitdlanmsasnaianlduinnimistasnindnnia la
Uszanamsianld 1nfedaaniuindiaiandsiinisnszang
@1 (Standard deviation, o) \duzduvvla n3aiFunnis
NITABAIVBIAUN AT “Yad11IAMUEL (Risk)” oy
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AUNIUTENNL 50 §1UUIN wallaman N uIue 40 a7
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Expected Valued = u

HEE N
I
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Mnn 5 miuﬁﬂwﬁagalﬁlﬁuﬁ’awaamwu’muﬂu

1Wanyuiiteyaradd1n1anis (Expected  Value)
> . 0 o A '
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R ' Y @ A, 4 a
muldhdfiuiaisfarinls inlsdasmedoyafiindaia
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o ] ' .
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U

Iaglugniswanuasainusiraziidu (Probability distribution)
a ' ' a A a a a

wnufiazaglugunurasdafiiieananuanainiondiie
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wuudnaasnandanila (Monte Carlo simulation) lag
1538 s3aaslunsuiiaes uaziinuaanaidvesan
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niranuarasfaudsauiliniuan (Uncertain  inputs) i
RINIDFTHANMUFUNUTIZAI9AUUTA (Input variables)
wazaudIa 1y (Output  variables) LAZARINITARII
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Wwltlewassutsdiauls Taglunsdnuiiezldlsunsa
MATLAB lunsasisuuusnass Lﬁaamﬂﬁﬂszﬁﬂ%mwgﬁa

o Y o gd . o A X
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OUTPUT VARIABLES

[

Monte Carlo ‘
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\
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2NH 6 LraITTuaudanila (Monte Carlo Method)

3.2 Zﬂ?dﬂ’]iﬂdﬂﬂ’l(ﬁﬁad’w
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YUI1Q 8 TBINI9AI19T WIzuziIabunsdunasine 3 4

uazilgaadiiuauuaziingsinm 30 1 (Bain, 2010)

a I3 = = v I‘
4. Naﬂ'\i')lﬂi"gﬂﬂqilﬂiﬂﬂL‘nﬂ'ﬂ(ﬂ%n% (283]
aa [ = . . .
38n151%A1aAY (Single point estimate)
a IS v A da X
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' ad A o Yo a & ad
sening nadifl 17 Sepduddifiunisiemivan usz nadif
2 o A o = ¥
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a A o o A a
operate-transfer w38 BOT Galuadiailazidunisianzilay
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PSC = Raw PSC + Transfer risk

+ Competitive neutrality + Retained risk 2)

4.1.1 miﬁvmmmﬁiﬂqf"ﬁwﬁujm (Raw PSC)

Tgu@la%sLuﬂ’liﬁ'l%'JMﬁ’]ﬁ’ll’ﬁ’EhF;I“ﬁuj’m (Raw PSC)
Taglddadn L’%'umﬂmiﬂs:mmmiﬁunmmﬁwmmaa
TA39MINITIIR 08I IUAZTIIF AU udafaduyadn
ﬂ%ﬁlﬁu #wsulasanisadatng dnualidszoziialunisdn
nuieaine 3 O uasltwduininunaziingeines 30 4
mmfuﬁwmmmyjamﬂ%gﬂ"madﬁunmmﬁwmmaamw
01yla1ens laslddanAaaa (Discount rate, r) vy 6
Wedidudaad Felanadudsil
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a & ' ' o a d
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R .
A15197 2 enlgislunsnessns

R RIBUIN

il fldane y amﬂ%’qgﬂ"u
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ﬁmﬂuﬂamﬂﬁﬁu l@anaunisn 3

NPV[C]=S O @
= @+

e w A X -
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t uaz r da sanmendenlslunmsfayadidagiu (gt

e

)
v '

sanaanidoiufuasdisuatantszanm 6% dai) andoys

U

a
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o o o ' P =S ' oy A a X
#113ulassnisaregenttluniséne drldirunifadn
Tuwaransdinanulundasdialginoyszunmns aduaas
laauanen 3 sz 8

R e a
A15197 3 enlrislugraduiiunng

1 U U
algone (3

4 A%AVDI O&M

17N)

1) Bowti39dINg 32

2) Usufiamalenal 0

1 3) ulasaaine 0

4) szuvWdasaing 8

5) zUUFeENS 4

1) BoN AN 12

2 2) Ysufivmalnd 0

3) Mulaseaine 0

____________ 1) geuthysfioms 16
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30 3) nulasizsne 36

4) szuulngasaineg 8

5) srUURamT 4

WMS Journal of Management
Walailak University
Vol.5 No.1 (Jan — Apr 2016)



uwanImIaenedanuguam M aiueslarnslassaiiiug. .

o &

Hauuy @5&':“77%) acae

W TauigIEINg O szuudams

O szuu'lvdasaing [ swlasiass

dfuianialed
400
350
300
250
200
150
100
50
0 _

w

FIUIUTU (FULIN)
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q U

(NPV[OM]) duamleiin

=33
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S @ery @

mn”ﬁagaml‘ﬁﬁim‘lwﬁuﬁﬂLﬁumsﬁuamlugﬂﬁ' 832
&1 enldsesuninuaaasatisszaziadniuvms 30 J
54lF t=4 gwsunsdniiuenuluda 1 desanlasems
1t1a1lun1snessne 3 9) ﬁmﬂugaﬁwﬂw’a}ﬁgﬂuvlﬁm’m”u
1,080.85 81%UN

a) dunusanlunireasiouazdniiuns (Total Raw
PSC)

AnEamMIAIWIMIY () war (1) ®IWITAEIUIT
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m‘iﬂmuéau"l,mmmﬁmguuaza“mmmiﬁmm
Discount rate (5.6%) B4 Discount rate (5.4%)
B cost (+10%) B cost - 10%)

N

BE20.8 \\\V% B967.5
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ﬁnﬂgﬂﬁ' 9 ugadbanMTiaTzRaNdanlnIveIn
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4.1.2 anubsenimwnsalaule (Transfer Risk)
yadanudssfiaannlawld (Transfer Risk) Tu
NITNSFAUARNIILEI BINI0UENNIIIAIZRBENANTI

@

srozawadlasemslaasi
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gmsulasenisaiadns anudseanltsrslunns
ﬂ'aa‘i”waﬁmgaﬂdﬂﬁvl@?ﬂs:mmnﬁ INNIANBIVBY Bain
(2010) enFnafildnsnandaahanidszanm 22 wasidud
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dragefaladn
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yad1nay oevasanltinslunisdiinnisuas
ﬂﬂﬁ;ﬁnm NNMIANBIVEY Bain (2010) dedszanm 25
WMS Journal of Management
Walailak University
Vol.5 No.1 (Jan — Apr 2016)



The Analysis of Value-for-Money (VfM) for Public Private Partnership Infrastructure ...

Nuanan Kurakaew et al.

¢ & & o & ' a o A
taTiaua ﬂﬂ%%ﬁaﬂqﬂl’]NLﬁUG‘luﬂjiﬂ’]Luuﬂji ( ROM )

gunTafmwImlaanaunsadda LU

Row = E{PV[OM]}x oy, (6)

Tas E{PV[OM]} fa smaniiwiadadvzes

munulumsﬁwLﬁmmumgm%’ﬂmﬁﬂLﬂuyjamﬂagﬂ"u ale

yad1auEsIfg usalawld (Transfer  Risk) lugas

U

o Aa

guiiwnsddwrinny 270.21 auun (R, =270.218%
1)

nnuamIswImly (5) uaz (6) azldyadivainim
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vdu 1,525.46 aauuin (Faranasdiuam ba
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maszlidunats (Competitive neutrality)
Ade o a a v 1 AN e a
nytifsgdniiunsiesdenaladsouluuinlddesde
a ° a a ° a A a 4
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5
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o
o
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Monte Carlo simulation (Range estimation)
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5.1 Simulated PSC
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