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ABSTRACT 

Measurement of Administrative and Economic Efficiency of Dates  

Factories in Kingdom Saudi Arabia 
Raga Manahi El-Marzoki El-Bakmi 

small factories, and the whole sample has been used to 

measure the efficiency. The study concluded that 

economic and technical efficiency of plants dates are 

efficiency of the problem and the problem lies in 

marketing and advertising. 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The paper examines the reality of factories in Saudi 

dates to determine the extent of economic and 

administrative efficiency using Data Envelopment 

Analysis (DEA). The data were collected from 45 

factory. Data sample was divided into large factories and  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


