VoLUME No. 2 (2012), I ssue No. 7 (JuLY) I SSN 2231-4245

INTERNATIONAL JOURNAL OF RESEARCH IN
COMMERGE, ECONOMICS & MANAGEMENT

A Monthly Double-Blind Peer Reviewed Refereed Open Access International e-Journal - Included in the International Serial Directories

Indexed & Listed at:
Ulrich's Periodicals Directory ©, ProQuest, U.S.A., EBSCO Publishing, U.SAl, Cabell's Directories of Publishing Opportunities, U.S.A!
as well as inOpen J-Gage, India [link of the same is duly available at Inflibnet of University Grants Commission (U.G.C.)j

Registered & Listed at: Index Copernicus Publishers Panel, Poland
Circulated all over the world & Google has verified that scholars of more than 1500 Cities in 141 countries/territories are visiting our journal on regular basis.
Ground Floor, Building No. 1041-C-1, Devi Bhawan Bazar, JAGADHRI — 135 003, Yamunanagar, Haryana, INDIA

WWW.ijrcm.org.in



VoLUME No. 2 (2012), I ssue No. 7 (JuLY) I SSN 2231-4245

CONTENTS

Sr. Page No.

o, TITLE & NAME OF THE AUTHOR (S) #

1. RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN CAPITAL STRUCTURE AND OWNERSHIP STRUCTURE WITH CONSERVATIVE ACCOUNTING 1
MOHAMAD LASHKARI, MOHAMADREZA ABDOLI & KHDIJEH MOHAMMADI SIYAPRANI

2. PARADOX OF COMMUNITY REACTIONS TO CORPORATE SOCIAL RESPONSIBILITY AND IRRESPONSIBILITY IN KENYAN HOTELS 5

THOMAS KIMELI CHERUIYOT & DANIEL KIPKIRONG TARUS

3. | TOWARDS ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT: A CASE OF GREEN ADVERTISING FOR CONSUMER’S RESPONSIBLE ENVIRONMENTAL 11
BEHAVIOUR
AKPOGHIRAN, I. PATRICK

4. |STUDENTS SATISFACTION AND CHALLENGES IN PROBLEM BASED LEARNING IN COLLEGE OF SOCIAL SCIENCES AND LANGUAGES, MEKELLE 16
UNIVERSITY, ETHIOPIA

CHALACHEW WASSIE WOLLIE

5. |[ANEMPIRICAL INVESTIGATION INTO CAUSAL RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN SPOT AND FUTURE PRICES OF CRUDE OIL 24
DR.HARSH PUROHIT, HARTIKA CHHATWAL & HIMANSHU PURI

6. | EMERGING LIFESTYLE OF WOMEN AND ITS IMPACT ON THE FOOTWEAR PURCHASE 30
VRUMA & DR. M | SAIFILALI

7. |ACCOUNTING FOR WAGE INEQUALITY IN INFORMAL SECTOR 34
DR. NEERU GARG

8. | COMPLAINTS GIVING ATTITUDES OF MOTHERS ABOUT ADULTERATED FOOD IN INDIA 38
DR. S. RAMESHKUMAR, G. PADMA PARVATHY & DR. G. PAULRAJ

9. |[INDIA AND UNITED ARAB EMIRATES - TRADE DIMENSIONS AND GROWTH TRENDS 44
SHESHAGIRI.B, DR. G. G. HONKAN & DR. L. D. VAIKUNTHE

10. |PROBLEMS OF GRANITE INDUSTRY IN CHITTOOR DISTRICT 48
VASU JALARI, NALL BALA KALYAN KUMAR & M.DEVA RAJULU

11. | TOWARDS SUSTAINABLE TOURISM: ISSUES AND STRATEGIES 55
C.ARULIOTHI & DR. S. RAMASWAMY

12. |ROLE OF EMOTIONAL INTELLIGENCE FOR MANAGERIAL EFFECTIVENESS IN THE CORPORATE WORLD 59

DR. A. CHANDRA MOHAN & PREETHA LEENA .R

13. | A STUDY ON TEACHER’S OPINION ABOUT ORGANIZATIONAL CLIMATE AND INFRASTRUCTURAL FACILITIES IN MATRICULATION HIGHER 63
SECONDARY SCHOOLS IN VIRUDHUNAGAR DISTRICT
M.S. YASMEEN BEEVI & DR. M. JAYALAKSHMI

14. |INDIAN TEXTILE INDUSTRY GROWTH AND DEVELOPMENT OPPORTUNITIES AND CHALLENGES OF COIMBATORE REGION 67
K. N. MARIMUTHU & DR. MARY JESSICA

15. |PERSONALITY DEVELOPMENT 73
DR. HEMANDRI TIKAWALA, MUKESH R. GOYANI & JIGNESH VAGHELA

16. | MEASURING EDUCATIONAL EFFICIENCY AND THE DETERMINANTS OF EFFICIENCY OF THE STUDENTS IN SALEM DISTRICT, TAMILNADU 76
DR. R. KALIRAJAN & DR. A. SUGIRTHARANI

17. | EFFECTIVENESS OF QUALITY OF WORK LIFE POLICIES AND PRACTICES IN THE PUBLIC SECTOR ORGANIZATIONS —A STUDY 82
DR. MUNIVENKATAPPA & RAMANA REDDY. B

18. | THE LEVEL OF JOB SATISFACTION AND OPPURTUNITIES AMONG WOMEN ENTREPRENEURS IN TAMILNADU 87
DR. M. JAYASUDHA

19. | SUB-PRIME CRISIS: CONCEPT AND ORIGIN 90
DR. RAJESH PAL

20. | LABOUR MARKET DYNAMICS OF KERALA: A GENDER PERSPECTIVE 95
MALLIKA.M.G

21. | LIFE INSURANCE CORPORATION OF INDIA: AN OVERVIEW OF ITS PERFOMANCE 101
DR. H H BHARADI

22. | AGRITOURISM IN KARNATAKA — ISSUES CONSTRAINTS AND POSSIBILITIES 106
SHUSHMA HAMILPURKAR

23. | REACHING THE UNREACHABLE THROUGH MICROFINANCE: CHALLENGES BEFORE INDIA 112
MANISHA SAXENA

24. | PARTICIPATION OF WOMEN PEASANTS IN DECISION-MAKING PROCESS OF AGRICULTURAL ACTIVITIES IN KARNATAK STATE 118

DR. RAMESH.O.OLEKAR

25. | THE EFFECT OF OPEN INTEREST CHANGE IN THE FIRST 20 MINUTES ON INTRADAY INDEX MOVEMENT: AN EMPIRICAL STUDY BASED ON 122
NSE NIFTY OPTION
DR. BIMAL JAISWAL & ARUN KUMAR

26. | ANALYSIS OF THE IMPACT OF GLOBAL FINANCIAL CRISES ON INDIAN ECONOMY 128
BHAVNA RANJAN & SAKSHI WALIA

27. | POPULATION AND REGIONAL INEQUALITY IN INDIA 133
DR. M. R. SINGARIYA

28. | SOCIOECONOMIC STATUS OF ELECTED WOMEN REPRESENTATIVES IN UTTAR PRADESH 140
BHAVANA SINGH

29. | A SEPARATE AGRICULTURE BUDGET FOR INDIA-NEED OF THE HOUR 145
HARSHAL A.SALUNKHE

30. | A STUDY ON THE IMPACT OF DIFFERENT METHODS OF HEALTH EDUCATION ON ‘HIV/AIDS’ AWARENESS AMONG ADOLESCENT STUDENTS 149
AT UTKAL BHARTI SCIENCE COLLEGE, PALASUNI
JANMEJAYA SAMAL

REQUEST FOR FEEDBACK 152

INTERNATIONAL JOURNAL OF RESEARCH IN COMMERCE, ECONOMICS & MANAGEMENT

A Monthly Double-Blind Peer Reviewed Refereed Open Access International e-Journal - Included in the International Serial Directories
WWWw.ijrcm.org.in




VoLuME No. 2 (2012), I ssue No. 7 (JuLY) I SSN 2231-4245

CHIEF PATRON

PROF. K. K. AGGARWAL
Chancellor, Lingaya’s University, Delhi
Founder Vice-Chancellor, Guru Gobind Singh Indraprastha University, Delhi
Ex. Pro Vice-Chancellor, Guru Jambheshwar University, Hisar

PATRON
SH. RAM BHAJAN AGGARWAL
Ex.State Minister for Home & Tourism, Government of Haryana
Vice-President, Dadri Education Society, Charkhi Dadri
President, Chinar Syntex Ltd. (Textile Mills), Bhiwani

CO-ORDINATOR.
DR. BHAVET
Faculty, M. M. Institute of Management, MaharishiMarkandeshwarUniversity, Mullana, Ambala, Haryana

ADVISORS
DR. PRIYA RANJAN TRIVEDI

Chancellor, The Global Open University, Nagaland

PROF. M. S. SENAM RAJU
Director A. C. D., School of Management Studies, I.G.N.O.U., New Delhi
PROF. M. N. SHARMA
Chairman, M.B.A., HaryanaCollege of Technology & Management, Kaithal

PROF. S. L. MAHANDRU

Principal (Retd.), MaharajaAgrasenCollege, Jagadhri

EDITOR
PROF. R. K. SHARMA
Professor, Bharti Vidyapeeth University Institute of Management & Research, New Delhi

CO-EDITOR,

DR. SAMBHAV GARG
Faculty, M. M. Institute of Management, MaharishiMarkandeshwarUniversity, Mullana, Ambala, Haryana

EDITORIAL ADVISORY BOARD
DR. RAJESH MODI
Faculty, Yanbu Industrial College, Kingdom of Saudi Arabia
PROF. SIKANDER KUMAR
Chairman, Department of Economics, HimachalPradeshUniversity, Shimla, Himachal Pradesh
PROF. SANJIV MITTAL
UniversitySchool of Management Studies, Guru Gobind Singh I. P. University, Delhi
PROF. RAJENDER GUPTA
Convener, Board of Studies in Economics, University of Jammu, Jammu
PROF. NAWAB ALI KHAN
Department of Commerce, Aligarh Muslim University, Aligarh, U.P.

INTERNATIONAL JOURNAL OF RESEARCH IN COMMERCE, ECONOMICS & MANAGEMENT

A Monthly Double-Blind Peer Reviewed Refereed Open Access International e-Journal - Included in the International Serial Directories
WWWw.ijrcm.org.in



VoLuME No. 2 (2012), I ssue No. 7 (JuLY) I SSN 2231-4245

PROF. S. P. TIWARI
Department of Economics & Rural Development, Dr. Ram Manohar Lohia Avadh University, Faizabad
DR. ANIL CHANDHOK
Professor, Faculty of Management, Maharishi Markandeshwar University, Mullana, Ambala, Haryana
DR. ASHOK KUMAR CHAUHAN
Reader, Department of Economics, KurukshetraUniversity, Kurukshetra
DR. SAMBHAVNA
Faculty, I.L.T.M., Delhi
DR. MOHENDER KUMAR GUPTA
Associate Professor, P.J.L.N.GovernmentCollege, Faridabad
DR. VIVEK CHAWLA
Associate Professor, Kurukshetra University, Kurukshetra
DR. SHIVAKUMAR DEENE
Asst. Professor, Dept. of Commerce, School of Business Studies, Central University of Karnataka, Gulbarga

ASSOCIATE EDITORS

PROF. ABHAY BANSAL
Head, Department of Information Technology, Amity School of Engineering & Technology, Amity University, Noida
PARVEEN KHURANA
Associate Professor, MukandLalNationalCollege, Yamuna Nagar
SHASHI KHURANA
Associate Professor, S.M.S.KhalsaLubanaGirlsCollege, Barara, Ambala
SUNIL KUMAR KARWASRA
Principal, AakashCollege of Education, ChanderKalan, Tohana, Fatehabad
DR. VIKAS CHOUDHARY
Asst. Professor, N.L.T. (University), Kurukshetra

TECHNICAL ADVISORS
MOHITA
Faculty, Yamuna Institute of Engineering & Technology, Village Gadholi, P. O. Gadhola, Yamunanagar
AMITA
Faculty, Government M. S., Mohali

FINANCIAL ADVISORS
DICKIN GOYAL
Advocate & Tax Adviser, Panchkula
NEENA
Investment Consultant, Chambaghat, Solan, Himachal Pradesh

LEGAL ADVISORS
JITENDER S. CHAHAL
Advocate, Punjab & Haryana High Court, Chandigarh U.T.
CHANDER BHUSHAN SHARMA
Advocate & Consultant, District Courts, Yamunanagar at Jagadhri

SUPERINTENDENT

SURENDER KUMAR POONIA

INTERNATIONAL JOURNAL OF RESEARCH IN COMMERCE, ECONOMICS & MANAGEMENT

A Monthly Double-Blind Peer Reviewed Refereed Open Access International e-Journal - Included in the International Serial Directories
WWWw.ijrcm.org.in

iv



VoLUME No. 2 (2012), I ssue No. 7 (JuLY) I SSN 2231-4245

CALL FOR MANUSCRIPTS

Weinvite unpublished novel, original, empirical and high quality research work pertaining to recent developments & practices in the area of
Computer, Business, Finance, Marketing, Human Resource Management, General Management, Banking, Insurance, Corporate Governance
and emerging paradigms in allied subjects like Accounting Education; Accounting Information Systems; Accounting Theory & Practice; Auditing;
Behavioral Accounting; Behavioral Economics; Corporate Finance; Cost Accounting; Econometrics; Economic Development; Economic History;
Financial Institutions & Markets; Financial Services; Fiscal Policy; Government & Non Profit Accounting; Industrial Organization; International
Economics & Trade; International Finance; Macro Economics; Micro Economics; Monetary Policy; Portfolio & Security Analysis; Public Policy
Economics; Real Estate; Regional Economics; Tax Accounting; Advertising & Promotion Management; Business Education; Management
Information Systems (MIS); Business Law, Public Responsibility & Ethics; Communication; Direct Marketing; E-Commerce; Global Business;
Health Care Administration; Labor Relations & Human Resource Management; Marketing Research; Marketing Theory & Applications; Non-
Profit Organizations; Office Administration/Management; Operations Research/Statistics; Organizational Behavior & Theory; Organizational
Development; Production/Operations; Public Administration; Purchasing/Materials Management; Retailing; Sales/Selling; Services; Small
Business Entrepreneurship; Strategic Management Policy; Technology/Innovation; Tourism, Hospitality & Leisure; Transportation/Physical
Distribution; Algorithms; Artificial Intelligence; Compilers & Translation; Computer Aided Design (CAD); Computer Aided Manufacturing;
Computer Graphics; Computer Organization & Architecture; Database Structures & Systems; Digital Logic; Discrete Structures; Internet;
Management Information Systems; Modeling & Simulation; Multimedia; Neural Systems/Neural Networks; Numerical Analysis/Scientific
Computing; Object Oriented Programming; Operating Systems; Programming Languages; Robotics; Symbolic & Formal Logic and Web Design.
The above mentioned tracks are only indicative, and not exhaustive.

Anybody can submit the soft copy of his/her manuscript anytime in M.S. Word format after preparing the same as per our submission
guidelines duly available on our website under the heading guidelines for submission, at the email address: infoijrcm@gmail.com.

GUIDELINES FOR SUBMISSION OF MANUSCRIPT

1 COVERING LETTER FOR SUBMISSION:

DATED:
THE EDITOR
IJRCM

Subject: ~ SUBMISSION OF MANUSCRIPT IN THE AREA OF.

(e.g. Finance/Marketing/HRM/General Management/Economics/Psychology/Law/Computer/IT/Engineering/Mathematics/other, please specify)

DEAR SIR/MADAM

Please find my submission of manuscript entitled ‘ " for possible publication in your journals.

I hereby affirm that the contents of this manuscript are original. Furthermore, it has neither been published elsewhere in any language fully or partly, nor is it
under review for publication elsewhere.

| affirm that all the author (s) have seen and agreed to the submitted version of the manuscript and their inclusion of name (s) as co-author (s).

Also, if my/our manuscript is accepted, I/We agree to comply with the formalities as given on the website of the journal & you are free to publish our
contribution in any of your journals.

NAME OF CORRESPONDING AUTHOR:

Designation:

Affiliation with full address, contact numbers & Pin Code:
Residential address with Pin Code:

Mobile Number (s):

Landline Number (s):

E-mail Address:

Alternate E-mail Address:

NOTES:

a)  The whole manuscript is required to be in ONE MS WORD FILE only (pdf. version is liable to be rejected without any consideration), which will start from
the covering letter, inside the manuscript.

b)  The sender is required to mentionthe following in the SUBJECT COLUMN of the mail:
New Manuscript for Review in the area of (Finance/Marketing/HRM/General Management/Economics/Psychology/Law/Computer/IT/
Engineering/Mathematics/other, please specify)

c)  Thereis no need to give any text in the body of mail, except the cases where the author wishes to give any specific message w.r.t. to the manuscript.

d)  The total size of the file containing the manuscript is required to be below 500 KB.

e)  Abstract alone will not be considered for review, and the author is required to submit the complete manuscript in the first instance.

f) The journal gives acknowledgement w.r.t. the receipt of every email and in case of non-receipt of acknowledgment from the journal, w.r.t. the submission
of manuscript, within two days of submission, the corresponding author is required to demand for the same by sending separate mail to the journal.

2. MANUSCRIPT TITLE: The title of the paper should be in a 12 point Calibri Font. It should be bold typed, centered and fully capitalised.

3. AUTHOR NAME (S) & AFFILIATIONS: The author (s) full name, designation, affiliation (s), address, mobile/landline numbers, and email/alternate email
address should be in italic & 11-point Calibri Font. It must be centered underneath the title.

4, ABSTRACT: Abstract should be in fully italicized text, not exceeding 250 words. The abstract must be informative and explain the background, aims, methods,
results & conclusion in a single para. Abbreviations must be mentioned in full.

INTERNATIONAL JOURNAL OF RESEARCH IN COMMERCE, ECONOMICS & MANAGEMENT

A Monthly Double-Blind Peer Reviewed Refereed Open Access International e-Journal - Included in the International Serial Directories
WWWw.ijrcm.org.in

\"



VoLUME No. 2 (2012), I ssue No. 7 (JuLY) I SSN 2231-4245

5. _: Abstract must be followed by a list of keywords, subject to the maximum of five. These should be arranged in alphabetic order separated by
commas and full stops at the end.

6. _: Manuscript must be in BRITISH ENGLISH prepared on a standard A4 size PORTRAIT SETTING PAPER. It must be prepared on a single space and
single column with 1” margin set for top, bottom, left and right. It should be typed in 8 point Calibri Font with page numbers at the bottom and centre of every
page. It should be free from grammatical, spelling and punctuation errors and must be thoroughly edited.

7. _: All the headings should be in a 10 point Calibri Font. These must be bold-faced, aligned left and fully capitalised. Leave a blank line before each
heading.

8. _: All the sub-headings should be in a 8 point Calibri Font. These must be bold-faced, aligned left and fully capitalised.

9. _: The main text should follow the following sequence:
INTRODUCTION

REVIEW OF LITERATURE
NEED/IMPORTANCE OF THE STUDY
STATEMENT OF THE PROBLEM
OBJECTIVES

HYPOTHESES

RESEARCH METHODOLOGY
RESULTS & DISCUSSION

FINDINGS
RECOMMENDATIONS/SUGGESTIONS
CONCLUSIONS

SCOPE FOR FURTHER RESEARCH
ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

REFERENCES
APPENDIX/ANNEXURE

It should be in a 8 point Calibri Font, single spaced and justified. The manuscript should preferably not exceed 5000 WORDS.

10. _: These should be simple, crystal clear, centered, separately numbered & self explained, and titles must be above the table/figure. Sources
of data should be mentioned below the table/figure. It should be ensured that the tables/figures are referred to from the main text.

11. _:These should be consecutively numbered in parentheses, horizontally centered with equation number placed at the right.

12. _: The list of all references should be alphabetically arranged. The author (s) should mention only the actually utilised references in the preparation

of manuscript and they are supposed to follow Harvard Style of Referencing. The author (s) are supposed to follow the references as per the following:

. All works cited in the text (including sources for tables and figures) should be listed alphabetically.
4 Use (ed.) for one editor, and (ed.s) for multiple editors.
4 When listing two or more works by one author, use --- (20xx), such as after Kohl (1997), use --- (2001), etc, in chronologically ascending order.
4 Indicate (opening and closing) page numbers for articles in journals and for chapters in books.
o The title of books and journals should be in italics. Double quotation marks are used for titles of journal articles, book chapters, dissertations, reports, working
papers, unpublished material, etc.
4 For titles in a language other than English, provide an English translation in parentheses.
4 The location of endnotes within the text should be indicated by superscript numbers.
PLEASE USE THE FOLLOWING FOR STYLE AND PUNCTUATION IN REFERENCES:
BOOKS
4 Bowersox, Donald J., Closs, David J., (1996), "Logistical Management." Tata McGraw, Hill, New Delhi.
i Hunker, H.L. and A.J. Wright (1963), "Factors of Industrial Location in Ohio" Ohio State University, Nigeria.
CONTRIBUTIONS TO BOOKS
. Sharma T., Kwatra, G. (2008) Effectiveness of Social Advertising: A Study of Selected Campaigns, Corporate Social Responsibility, Edited by David Crowther &

Nicholas Capaldi, Ashgate Research Companion to Corporate Social Responsibility, Chapter 15, pp 287-303.
JOURNAL AND OTHER ARTICLES

4 Schemenner, R.W., Huber, J.C. and Cook, R.L. (1987), "Geographic Differences and the Location of New Manufacturing Facilities," Journal of Urban Economics,
Vol. 21, No. 1, pp. 83-104.

CONFERENCE PAPERS

4 Garg, Sambhav (2011): "Business Ethics" Paper presented at the Annual International Conference for the All India Management Association, New Delhi, India,
19-22 June.

UNPUBLISHED DISSERTATIONS AND THESES

4 Kumar S. (2011): "Customer Value: A Comparative Study of Rural and Urban Customers," Thesis, Kurukshetra University, Kurukshetra.

ONLINE RESOURCES

i Always indicate the date that the source was accessed, as online resources are frequently updated or removed.

WEBSITES

o Garg, Bhavet (2011): Towards a New Natural Gas Policy, Political Weekly, Viewed on January 01, 2012 http://epw.in/user/viewabstract.jsp

INTERNATIONAL JOURNAL OF RESEARCH IN COMMERCE, ECONOMICS & MANAGEMENT

A Monthly Double-Blind Peer Reviewed Refereed Open Access International e-Journal - Included in the International Serial Directories
WWWw.ijrcm.org.in

Vi



VoLUME No. 2 (2012), I ssue No. 7 (JuLY) I SSN 2231-4245

MEASURING EDUCATIONAL EFFICIENCY AND THE DETERMINANTS OF EFFICIENCY OF THE STUDENTS IN
SALEM DISTRICT, TAMILNADU

DR. R. KALIRAJAN
ASST. PROFESSOR
DEPARTMENT OF ECONOMICS
AYYA NADAR JANAKI AMMAL COLLEGE (AUTONOMOVUS)
SIVAKASI

DR. A. SUGIRTHARANI
ASST. PROFESSOR
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PERIYAR UNIVERSITY
SALEM

ABSTRACT
The present study intends to measure the educational efficiency among the college going students. For which, educational input fed to the students and the
outcome derived from the students were contemplated in this study. Many qualitative variables were also incorporated with the aim to scale accurately the
educational input and output. Further, the present study takes a modest attempt to determine the factors which are influencing the student’s educational
efficiency. In this connection, many requisite indicators were specified in the model. In this regard, the Ordinary Least Square (OLS) Regression model was
employed. It was found from the analysis that, quality of the college, sex of the student, father’s education, native of the student, expected rate of return were
emerged as significant variables affecting the efficiency of the students.

KEYWORDS

Educational Input, Educational Output and Efficiency.

INTRODUCTION
ndia produces over three million graduates every year. Yet different sectors in the new economy face shortage of competent manpower. The reason
behind this is Indian higher education system is not producing the quality graduates in sufficient numbers needed for the top-end of the knowledge
economy. The educational outcomes are a key index of merit of a higher education system and students themselves. Apart from the innate ability there
are umpteen numbers of factors determining the student’s efficiency. It starts from the point of individual characteristics, family background to the college’s
quality.
A study in OECD countries on the role of deviations in students’ characteristics to their performance showed that students whose parents (especially mothers)
have high school certificates or higher qualifications perform better than their peers. Family affluence is also a very decisive factor, although students in less
affluent families in some OECD countries perform better than the OECD average. The study itself discussed many other differences in student characteristics and
background that may contribute to differences in student performance such as gender, family socioeconomic status, culture, language spoken at home and
family structure (OECD, 2001).
There are several studies that discussed peer effects on student achievement. The results indicate that peer achievements have a positive effect on achievement
growth. On the other hand, the variance in their achievements appears to have no effect (Hanushek et al., 2001). Another study (Hoxby, 2000) that used two
methods in looking at the effects of peers with different gender and racial groups in Texan primary schools also found that students are affected by the
performance of their peers. For instance, the study found evidence that both male and female test scores in math and reading improve by increasing the share
of females in a class. On the other hand, the effects of an increase in a racial group in a class are not as convincing as gender with only one or two race groups
being significant, and peers in the same racial group experience the effects highest. Moreover, this study also found that racial origin of peer achievement is not
important, except within racial groups.
The direct link between Information Communication Technology (ICT) use and students’ performance was in the heart of an extensive literature during the last
two decades. Several studies have tried to explain the role and the added value of those technologies on classrooms and on student’s performances. The first
body of the literature explored the impact of computers uses. Since the Internet revolution, there’s a shift in the literature that focuses more on the impact of
online activities: use of Internet, use of educative online platforms, digital devices, use of blogs and wikis. Fuchs and Woessman (2004), used international data
from the Programme for International Student Assessment (PISA). They show that while the bivariate correlation between the availability of ICTs and students’
performance is strongly and significantly positive, the correlation becomes small and insignificant when other student environment characteristics are taken into
consideration.
The effect of the rate of students framing is also subject of controversies. In certain studies, one finds that, when it is weak, it can have a positive effect on the
students’ performance. Thus, starting from the results in mathematics in 148 school institutions in England, Raudenbush and Willms (1995) showed that a
reduction in this ratio from 25 to 16 would increase the students’ performance. On the other hand, by using data collected in England between 1992 and 1996,
Bradley and Taylor (1998) found that the number of the students by teacher does not have an effect on the students’ performance. However, they obtained a
significant but weak impact when they studied the relationship between the variation of this number between 1992 and 1998 and the variation of the
performances on the examinations during the same period.
In recent empirical studies conducted in the United States, Rivkin et al. (2005) find that teachers in their first or second year of teaching are associated with
lower students’ performance in Texas, but teacher education and certification have no systematic relationship with performance. Jepsen and Rivkin (2002)
obtain similar results using grade-level data from California. Preliminary results from Clotfelter et al. (2003) suggest positive impacts of teacher experience and
teacher license test scores on student achievement in North Carolina. Betts et al. (2003) find mixed results for teacher characteristics using detailed individual-
level data in the San Diego Unified School District.
Other studies stated that teachers are the most important influence on student progress, even more important than socioeconomic status and school location
(Archer, 1999 and Armentano, 2003) that found that teacher qualifications are more important than class size. One study (Darling-Hammond, 2000) concluded
that measures of teacher preparation and certification are by far the strongest correlates of student achievement in reading and mathematics.
Students’ performance is a puzzling question in education science and economics. The general approach followed by economics is to suppose a model of added
value based on the educational production function. This methodology consists of evaluating the effect of the educational inputs (characteristics and attitudes of
the teachers, physical resources committed in the universities, the teaching organization, the rate of students framing, etc.) on the students’ performance by
controlling other inputs (socio-economic origin, characteristics and attitudes of the students) (Hanusek, 1996, Jaag, 2006; Lazear, 2001; Krueger, 1999, etc).
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Apart from these factors, there are ample of factors say educational expenditure, expected rate of return, demand for educated youth in the near future,
physique of the student, personal effort, consistent motivation, number of graduates in the family etc., also strongly influence the efficiency of the students.
Therefore, the present work has taken an attempt to measure the students’ efficiency and the determinants of efficiency of the students by incorporating the
above said factors.

EFFICIENCY IN EDUCATIONAL SYSTEM

The conventional economic approach to the study of education is as similar to economic production. In economic production, given production objectives,
prices, and technology, inputs are transformed into desired outputs. To describe an educational production function, it is therefore necessary to define and
measure the inputs, outputs and the process by which the inputs are transformed into outputs. In very general terms, it is commonly recognized that
educational outputs are functions of a number of types of inputs. The earliest frame works for educational production function with categories of inputs, which
include student ability, family background and peer and school inputs was proposed by Eric Hanushek (1979).

Y=(I, St F, Sc, P) )|

Where,

Y = Outputs of education (all outcome such as learning outcomes, desirable changes in student attitudes and behavior)
| = Student innate ability

St = Characteristics of the student

F = Family background inputs

Sc = School inputs including teachers

P = Characteristics of the peer group

The equation states that educational outputs are the results of interplay of many factors.

Efficiency is not the same thing as productivity. Efficiency refers to a comparison of inputs and their related outputs. A more efficient system obtains more
output for a given set of resource inputs, or achieves comparable levels of output for fewer inputs, other things being equal. Daniel Rogers, defined efficiency as
either achieving the greatest amount of output from a given set of inputs or achieving a specified amount of outputs utilizing a minimum quantity of inputs.
Productivity on the other hand, is the amount of output per unit of input. Blaug and Woodhall, Vaizey, et.al distinguished between internal measurement and
external measurement of productivity. Internal measurements are concerned with ratios and external measurements with real resources and costs measured by
units determined for the economy in general. Similarly, index of efficiency measures the ratio of educational outputs to the corresponding index of educational
expenditure in real terms. The index of educational variables, which are selected both from qualitative and quantitative aspects of all levels of education.
According to Blaug, the efficiency can be defined at one point in time, in the context of the existing level of technical knowledge, whereas productivity is almost
always measured between two calendar dates.

While using the educational production framework, it can be distinguished into several concepts of efficiency in education to which cost analysis can be applied.
These are internal efficiency external efficiency, technical efficiency and economic efficiency. The internal efficiency of education compares the costs of
education to the outputs or reflects within education, such as the acquisition of cognitive and non-cognitive skills. Education production is said to be more
internally efficient when it can produce more desired outputs given the same resources. The external efficiency of education compares the costs of education to
the benefits of education that are external to educational production, such as higher productivity and earnings in post schooling work. It provides a measure of
the profitability of investing in education. Whereas external and internal efficiency are defined with respect to the boundary of educational production, technical
efficiency and economic efficiency concern the very nature of educational production.

MEASURING EFFICIENCY

In the simplest case, where a process or organizational unit or decision making unit (DMU) has a single input and single output, the efficiency is defined, as in
engineering, as

Efficiency = Output / Input

However, more typically, processes, organizational units and even students have multiple incommensurable inputs and outputs, making it difficult to make
comparisons among units or to arrive at an overall measure or performance or efficiency of managerial and operating practices that can then be used for ranking
purposes. This feature leads to the problem of aggregation, particularly so in regard to organizations in the not — for — profit and social sectors, where it is
difficult to estimate or quantify in monetary terms the cost of inputs and the price of outputs.

In the case of units in the education and health sectors, it becomes extremely difficult to agree on what the monetary value is corresponding to various kinds of
surgery or health care provided by a hospital or the outputs of an academic institution in terms of degrees or research papers or patents or student’s quality.
Moreover, in many situations, there is lack of knowledge of the exact relationship in terms of mathematical formulas among the various inputs and outputs. In
other words, the production function is not known. The Data Envelopment Analysis (DEA) approach aims to overcome these complexities the idea of aggregation
of inputs and outputs by using weightage.

AGGREGATION OF INPUTS AND OUTPUTS

Multiple inputs and outputs are to be linearly aggregated using weights. Hence the virtual input of a decision making unit (DMU) is defined as the weighted sum
of inputs and virtual output as the weighted sum of outputs. Given these virtual inputs and outputs, the efficiency of the DMU in converting the inputs to
outputs can be defined as the ratio of virtual output to virtual input. Hence,

Efficiency= V/rjtualo‘utput
Virtualinput

.(2)

In other words,
Weighted Sumof Outputs
Weighted Sumof inputs

Efficiency =

Using the usual notation, this can be written in algebraic terms as:
Uy Ry,

VX VX F o
Efficiency of unit G el —— (4)

Where,

u; = weight given to output 1

y;j = amount of output 1 from unit j

v; = weight given to input 1

xz; = amount of input 1 to unit

In this mode only, the current study follows to measure the efficiency of the students. It has been discussed briefly in the successive parts.
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OBJECTIVES OF THE STUDY

The present study intends to deal the following objectives.
»  To assess the level of efficiency and efficiency inequality among students.
»  To ascertain the determinants of efficiency difference among students.

METHODOLOGY OF THE STUDY

SAMPLING DESIGN

To accomplish the above said objectives, the present study depends on the primary data only. The primary sample study was restricted to Salem district, which
consists of six taluks. As far as the higher educational institutions are concerned, all type of colleges are available viz arts and science, engineering, medical,
nursing, management, catering and hotel management, dental, law and so on. As many as 40 colleges are running with various streams of education. Salem
district was selected for the present study, the rationale behind this is, this district is one of the emerging regions in education wise at Tamilnadu. Further, this is
the last resort to get quality higher education for the students residing in the nearby districts say Dharmapuri, Krishnagiri, Karur, Namakkal, etc. There are
umpteen students selecting this junction to pursue their higher education from the surrounding districts. Moreover, various types of colleges in terms of quality
can be found easily. For instance, world class institutions say Sona College of engineering are running and worst performing colleges which are crying for basic
amenities are also being operated. However, the students are demanding such type of colleges as well. Hence, the researcher selected this field to study the
objectives.

Sample size was restricted to 514 students due to the time and resource constraint. Sample colleges are Government Arts College, Salem; Government College
of Engineering, Salem; Mohan Kumaramangalam Government Medical College, Salem; Periyar University College of Arts and Science (PRUCAS), Mettur Dam; Sri
Sarada college for Women, Salem; Sona College of Technology, Salem; Vinayaka Mission’s Kirupananda Variyar Medical College, Salem; Vysya College, Salem and
The Central Law College, Salem. From the selection of sample colleges to the selection of sample students, multi stage sampling technique was adopted. Sample
students were divided proportionately by respective of their stream of education say General education and Professional education. Other kinds of education
were ignored in this study, due to the low strength in terms of colleges and students. This study has taken only under graduate students, as sample (i.e., those
who are studying colleges after completing the higher secondary school exam). More specifically, students those who are studying in the fall semester were only
included in the study. The reason behind this is, it is assumed that they only have good college experience and know well about the quality of their institutions
than other students. Moreover, they only the best opt to make study regarding the efficiency.

TECHNIQUES OF DATA COLLECTION

To collect the primary data, well structured and pre-tested interview schedule was framed and language Tamil was used. The schedule consists of information
on demographic and socio-economic profile as well as data on family size, wealth of the family, Student’s and parent’s educational aspiration, student’s studying
habit, previous course’s mark details, family’s investment behavior, accessibility and availability of colleges, educational loans and its interest rates loss of
income due to the present study, expected returns from the study, expected non-pecuniary benefits and so on. Apart from this, to assess the quality of higher
educational institution, students were asked umpteen questions under various categories viz., college’s standard, teachers’ ability and activities and other sort of
facilities provided in the college.

MEASUREMENT OF STUDENT’S EFFICIENCY

To avoid the aggregation problem in measuring the efficiency of the students, weightage system was used to the input and output variables. The below table
explains the educational inputs and outputs taken to measurement and its given weightage.

TABLE 1: INPUT AND OUTPUT PARAMETERS AND THEIR WEIGHTAGES
Input Parameters Weightage | Output Parameters Weightage
College Quality Marks obtained
Available time to study per day English Fluency
Daily studying hours Technical proficiency
Person in home to clear doubts Research publication
Extra coaching class Awards & honours
Advanced educational facilities Self-reliance
Investment behavior of the family Certificate / Diploma courses
Physique of the student Articulation skill
Living arrangement (Separated or grouped) Written skill
Parents education Creation & innovation
Number of graduates in the family Problem handling skill

RlR|RrRr(RrRrRrNNNININN NN w
[HY Y JE Y PN (S N IND ENE F R F T TR TSR F N R IOV

Parents aspiration Debate skill

Students aspiration Sports and culture

Constant motivation Discipline

Loan facility Leadership

Basic facilities Extra-curricular activities

Conducive climate 1 Participation in seminar / workshop | 1

While the weightage was assigned to the input and output variables, its educational importance and theoretical background were pondered carefully.
Weightages were given in the range between 1 and 3. The highly important factors on the student efficiency were assigned as 3, moderate influential factors
and low impact factors were given weightage by 2 and 1 respectively. In this connection, in the input side college quality was given as high weightage by 3.
Following this, availability of time to study, hours of studying daily, person in home to clear doubts, extra-coaching class, advanced educational facilities,
investment behaviour of the family, physique of the student and living style i.e., whether the student is separated or grouped were put under single category as
moderately useful factors and given weightage was 2. The remaining variables such as parents education, number of graduates in the family, parents and
students higher educational aspiration, constant motivation, loan facility, basic facilities to engage study and conducive climate to study were categorized as
least important factors and the weightage was 1.

As far as the outcome side is considered, average marks obtained so far in the course was given more weightage (3) rather than other things. Next to this,
English fluency, technical proficiency, awards and honours received, publication in journals, self-reliance certificate, Diploma courses studied during the course,
articulation skill, written skill and creative and innovative skills were taken as moderately influencing factor and the weightage given was 2. And problem
handling skill, debating skill, sports and cultural activities, discipline, leadership quality, extra-curricular activities and participation in seminar / workshop /
conference were taken as least important variables and the given weightage was 1.

By using above given weightage to the input and output factors, the student’s efficiency formula was framed.

Weighted sum of educational outputs

Weighted sum of educational inputs 5)

Student's Efficiency (SE) =
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3(Marks) + 2 (English Fluency) + 2(Technical proficiency) +2 (Research publication + 2(Awards&honours) +
2(Self-reliance) + 2(Certificate / Diploma courses) +2 (Articulation skill) + 2(Written skill) +
2 (Creation & innovation) + 1(Problem handling) + 1(Debate skill) + 1 (Sports and culture) + 1(Discipline) +

1(Leadership) + 1(Extra-curricular) +1 (Participation in seminar workship).

Specifically, Student's Efficiency = - - - - -
3(College quality) + 2(Available time to study per day) + 2 (Daily studying hours) +

2(Person in home to clear doubts) +2(Extra coaching class) + 2(Advanced educational facilities) +
2(Investment behaviour of the family) + 2(Physique of the student) + 2(Living style) +

1 (Parents education) + 1(Number of graduates in the family) + 1(Parents aspiration)+ 1(Students aspiration) +
1(Constant motivation) +1 (Loan facility) + 1(Basic facilities) + 1 (Conducive climate).

EDUCATIONAL EFFICIENCY INEQUALITY AMONG STUDENTS
With the aim to check whether there is any difference in the educational efficiency among students studying in colleges which have various status in terms of its
quality. In this connection, the statistical tool one sample ‘t’ statistic was employed and the result is given below.

TABLE 2: ‘t’ — STATISTICS

Variable Mean Standard Deviation | Standard Error Mean
Students’ Efficiency | 24.34 5.00 0.22

Variable t-Value | Mean Difference Significance (Two tailed)
Students’ Efficiency | 110.34 24.34 0.000

Source: computed from the primary data.
The above table elucidates the result of one sample ‘t’ statistic. It was an attempt taken to check whether there is any significant difference in the mean of
students’ efficiency. Hence it was hypothesized that there is no mean difference in the efficiency of students and the one sample ‘t’ test was employed to check.
It is revealed from the result that, there is a significant mean difference in the efficiency of the students. The mean difference is 24.34, standard deviation is
5.00, the ‘t’ value is 110.34, the standard error of the mean is 0.22 and the result is significant at 1 per cent level of significance. Hence it can be interpreted from
the result that there is a difference in the mean of students’ efficiency, and it is proved through the statistical test.
SPECIFICATION OF MODEL — DETERMINANTS OF STUDENT’S EFFICIENCY
Further, an attempt was taken to find out the determinants of efficiency inequality among the students. The endogenous factor used to run the regression
analysis was student’s efficiency which was derived by employing the above framed equation. The exogenous variables were selected with the help of
theoretical support and the previous works. The student’s efficiency function was erected as following.
SE =Bo+ B1X1i+ B2 Xai + cevevrererenne + B Xii + Ui rereeeereeesesssesessseesnnnens (7)
Where,
SE = Students’ efficiency,
Bo= Constant,
X1 to Xii explains the explanatory variables used in the study,
B1to Brexplains the co-efficient value of respective exogenous variables.
Ui = error term
The exogenous variables selected for analyzing the students efficiency is listed in the below table with the expected sign and the explanatory variables
mentioned in the above equation has been elucidated in the same.
FACTORS INFLUENCING THE STUDENT EFFICIENCY
In the present study, it is intend to explore the factors which are responsible for efficiency difference among the students. The model covered the independent
variables such as quality of the college where the students pursuing, sex of the student, parental education, number of graduates in the family, educational
aspiration of parents and student, motivation, native of the respondent, previous course achievement, educational expenditure per year, employability in
future, expected rate of return from the higher educational investment, conducive climate to study, physique of the student, living arrangements of the
students, family source to clear subject doubts, extra coaching class and advanced educational facilities available to the student. The dependent variable is the
student’s efficiency which was measured by the aforementioned formula.

TABLE 3: FACTORS DETERMINING THE STUDENTS EFFICIENCY

Code of the Variable | Expansion of the code Coefficient t value Expected sign
Variable Type

Constant 27.819 +

cQ Q Weighted College Quality (Calculated through the students’ perception) -0.793 -23.929* +
SX D Sex of the student - Male = 1; Female =0 -0.059 -1.812%** +
FE Q Fathers education in years 0.120 2.790* +
ME Q Mothers education in years -0.012 -0.290 +
NG Q Number of graduates in the family -0.03 -0.094 +
PEA D Parent’s educational aspiration on student’s higher education - High = 1; Low=0 -0.045 -1.436 +
SEA D Student’s educational aspiration on higher education High = 1; Low=0 0.012 0.377 +
MT D Continuous motivation - Yes = 1; No=0 0.034 1.121 +
SH Q Studying hours daily 0.062 1.894 +
CcM D Community of the student - Forward Caste = 1; Otherwise = 0 +
NT D Native of the respondent - Town / City = 1; Village = 0 0.068 2.167** +
PA D Previous course achievement - Yes = 1; No=0 0.144 4.815* +
EXP Q Educational Expenditure per year 0.136 4.159 -
DEF D Demand for graduates in future - High = 1; Low = 0 0.049 1.644 +
MEC Q Expected rate of return from Higher educational investment 0.117 3.514* +
CCS D Having conducive climate to study - Yes=1; No=0 -0.017 -0.489 +
PHY D Physique of the student - Normal = 1; Handicapped = 0 0.019 0.635 +
SEP D Living arrangements - With family support = 1; Seperated = 0 0.028 0.888 +
DBT D Family source to clear subject - Yes =1; No =0 0.012 0.366 -
EXC D Extra Coaching class - Yes=1; No=0 0.008 0.256 +
AF D Advanced educational facilities - Yes = 1; No=0 0.000 -0.004 +
R? value = 0.58

Source: computed from the primary data.
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Q = Quantitative variable and D = Dummy variable

* Significant at 1 per cent level, ** Significant at 5 per cent level, *** Significant at 10 per cent level

The regression results reveal that the variables say quality of the college, sex of the student, native, fathers’ education, studying hours daily, previous course
achievement, educational expenditure and expected rate of return are having statistically significant relationship with the dependent variable named the
student’s efficiency. The R’ value states that, the 58 per cent of the explanatory variables explained the dependent variable. While consider the relationship
between the endogenous and exogenous variables, it is found that native of the student, fathers education, students higher educational aspiration, continuous
motivation, studying hours daily, previous course achievements, educational expenditure, employability in future expected rate of return, physique of the
student, living arrangements, having person to explain the subject doubts and special coaching class, are directly related. It is also inferred from this result that,
independent variables such as quality of the college, sex, mothers’ education, number of graduate in the family, parent’s educational aspiration and the
conducive climate to study are negatively connected to the dependent variable. The justification for some factors influencing the student’s efficiency is given
below.

DISCUSSION OF RESULT

Whether the quality of the college affects the efficiency of the students is an important query taken into account for studying the determinants of student’s
efficiency. It is often expected that the students who are studying in a high quality college would be more efficient when compared to the others. Therefore, an
attempt was made to test the impact of the quality of the college on the student’s efficiency. As expected, quality of the college affected the efficiency of the
students at 1 per cent level of significance. But unexpectedly, it had emerged as negatively related significant factor in affecting the student’s efficiency. This
was due to the reason that the term used here was not educational production but educational efficiency. Hence, those who gave larger amount of output by
utilizing limited input could be said to be efficient. In this study, the efficiency concept was only explored. It could be interpreted from the table that those who
studied in a less quality college were more efficient rather than the students who pursued their study in high quality colleges. The rationale behind this was, less
quality college students met only scarce resources from their colleges and home; hence they were urged to expose hard work so that they were producing
output as much as they could do by eating limited input. On the contrary, students who studied quality colleges enjoyed many resources both from their
colleges and from their family side. But, they could not give output as much as they get input. Hence, as far as the efficiency is concerned, less quality college
students were highly efficient than the ones in the high quality colleges. For this reason, it could not be concluded that the students who were studying in quality
colleges were not producing anything, but it should be interpreted that they needed more input to transform the large amount of output.

Sex of the student emerged as a significant variable at 10 per cent level of significance. This variable was selected to construct the model, since a father, think
tank of a family, much preferred his son to study in a quality college and investing much on his son for the sake of getting efficiency rather than concentrating on
their daughters. Hence, it was expected that male students would be more efficient than the female students. As expected, it came out as a significant variable,
but the result revealed that female students are more efficient than the male students. It was due to the reason that because of some prejudices, girls used to
meet only scarce resources, but they were ready to work hard and the girls were not vulnerable to time wasting habits when compared to the boys. Due to
these reasons, girl students have been achieving more than the boys in the public examinations. It was evident that the position of state first in school
education and University first rank were got by girls in the recent past. Therefore, it is proved from this study that girl students are more efficient than the boys.
It was found from the result that father’s education emerged as positively influencing factor on the student’s efficiency at 1 per cent level of significance. It was
unforeseen that mother’s education did not influence on the student’s efficiency. It could be interpreted that father, the think tank of a family, he took all
decisions regarding the child what to do and how to do and led by proper guidance to become efficient than the mother in a family. It is noted that most of the
households are male headed households and always the decision taken by the head is the final one.

Daily studying hours did not play a significant role on the student’s efficiency in the present study. Though the result showed the positive relationship between
the studying hours and efficiency, it could not come out as significant. It might be interpreted that how long the student was studying daily did not matter, but
how depth he was studying mattered. It is noted that some students study for a short time, but they could understand well. And some spend many hours to
study, their efficiency is low and this may be due to low concentration on the studies or their low capacity. It indicates that the students need not spend more
time on studying; it is enough to take less time with much concentration.

It was hypothesized that student’s previous course achievement would influence the student’s efficiency. In order to test this hypothesis, the researcher also
introduced the previous course’s achievement as one of the factors which might determine the efficiency of the student. The regression result supported the
hypothesis and it positively emerged at 1 per cent level of significance on the efficiency of the student. It might be due to the reason of two way causal
relationships. However, it was proved that previous course’s achievement was one of the dominant factors affecting the student’s efficiency. Since it made the
student to be a self-inspirator and induces more to do further achievement.

It was expected that expenditure made on education would influence more on the efficiency of the students. Since higher education students need to purchase
costly books, and learn computer courses and other things, they require large amount of money. Therefore, educational expenditure per year incurred by the
student was added as an important variable affecting the student’s efficiency. On the contrary to the expectation, this variable could not emerge as a significant
one. It was due to the reason that getting knowledge and becoming efficient was not a matter of spending large amount, but a matter of capacity and innate
ability. It is worthy to mention that some efficient students are getting knowledge from the experts at free of cost, experts are also not reluctant to transfer
knowledge to the students for money matters. Further, Government college students are studying with the subsidy given by Government and in many places
free education is available to the students who had scored high marks in the previous course. Hence, educational expenditure was not a determining factor for
the student’s efficiency.

Expected rate of return from the higher educational investment influenced positively at 1 per cent level of significance on student’s efficiency. This might be
interpreted as those who would expect more return from the investment, they tried hard and took pain to enhance their efficiency. It was due to the reason
that some students were pursuing their higher education by borrowing loans or credit from local money lenders. So automatically they would expect more.
Keeping the borrowings in mind, they expected more return and worked more efficiently than others.

CONCLUSION

It is observed from the above analysis that, many industrial needs from the higher education students are not fulfilled satisfactorily. It is noted that, efficiency of
the students are self-evaluated. Some of the total sample students themselves are confessing that they are lack in English fluency, technical proficiency,
articulation skill, written sills, self-reliance, problem handling capacity, debating power, leadership quality and so on. It is hard to find that where the mistakes
happen whether in the supply side or demand side. It cannot be said that, all the students are being lack in these skills. Hence the difference of efficiency arises
between the students. It is resulted from the analysis that, factors such as quality of the college, gender, location, father’s education, studying hours daily,
previous course achievement, educational expenditure and expected rate of return from the educational investment are influencing more the student’s
efficiency rather than other variables.
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