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ABSTRACT

This research aimed at the following: (1) measuring of technical and
economic efficiency chickens fattening farms in Alexandria under constant and
variable returns to scale, (2) measuring the profitability indicators for chickens
fattening farms in Alexandria, (3) study the impact of technical and economic
efficiency on profitability indicators of chickens fattening farms in Alexandria year
2013. This research relied on Data Envelopment Analysis (DEA), and profitability
indicators, in addition to multiple regression analysis.

this research show that chicken fattening farms in Alexandria able to production
increase by 2% until it reaches scale efficiency to one at the optimal size of the output.
Under variable returns to scale chicken fattening farms can production increase by
3.2%, without increase in economic resources are used. the re-distribution of
economic resources will provide 31.1% of the cost production of chicken meat. also
chicken fattening farms to achieve the same level of production in light of lower
production costs by 32.8% of the current costs, and cost production of chicken meat
than the lowest point of the average cost, equivalent to 48.8%. they also show a
discrepancy between the amount of used resources and its counterpart achieved
economic efficiency, as there is a deficit in the number of chicks by 1.4%, while there
is a surplus in the amount of feed and labor was 0.86%, 34.35% respectively.

The most chicken fattening farms in Alexandria achieved profits amounted to
revenues and costs 6%, 8% respectively year 2013. It also shows that the increase
both allocative and cost efficiency by 10% leading to an increase in net profit for
chicken fattening farms in Alexandria by 24.1%, 21.7% respectively. Finally, this study
recommends the need to increase economic efficiency for chicken fattening farms in
Alexandria, through redistribution of resources (chicks, feed and farm labor) and use
them to the extent of efficiency investigator.

Keywords: Technical and Economic Efficiency, Chicken fattening farms, profitability,

Alexandria.
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