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S:QUA:LLUU AJIUKUIY

A1 B/C ¢hnd1 0.50

0.76 - . 4 A1 B/C uiandumau 0.50 - 0.75
1.00
101- 3 A1 B/C uinndiiAu 0.76 - 1.00
k 2 A1 B/C uinndiiAu 1.01-1.25
!
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O Gap
Target e Actual
(lUHLY) ' (950)

1A:uuu : Gap 0-14% 2A:uuu:Gap 15-29%  A:uuu 3 : Gap 30-44% 4 A:zuuu: Gap 45-59% 5 A:lUU : Gap 260%
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[s:o“un:'lméao = lona (L) x wans:nu (I)]

B/C value Level of risk

<0.50|5 AN

0.50 - 0.75 |4 ;M

0.75-1.00|3 Uhunany
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>1.25 [1 guuan

o
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B/C / Gap 1 INAVUYIN 2 INAVULoY 3 INAVUUN 4 NAVUEY 5 INAVUZIUIN

Impact/

Gap 0-14% Gap 15-29% Gap 30-44% Gap 45-59% Gap >=60%
Gap%
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Mag1vNMsUS:LTUAIUIAYVHANIAOS ATU:INeINISYaNS U 2567

StAUANIEDY dIuduKangas
s:quch 1 6.25
szauliunaiv 2 12.50
s:Augv 13 81.25
Sou 16 100.00

ssauAdWLdgvUDVRANgasndaaauludnsAnuyl 2567 ATU:INYINISHONS

adun Kangas s1olddakude | dunudakudg B/C
s:auusgyayras

MS 1 uf.u.OINAMAas 33,429 49,432 0.68

MS 2 US.U.NISIOU 26,580 68,576 0.39

MS 3 Us.u.mMsvan1s 31,616 42,925 0.74

MS 4 US.U.NMSYaMSNSWeIASUULE 27,003 70,580 0.38

MS 5 us.u.nmsaalq 31,002 44,838 0.69

MS 6 US.U.ADUWILOIDSSSAD 35,576 50,488 0.7

MS 7 uy.U.MsUyG 31,809 47,074 0.68

MS 8 AA.U.MsYamMslsvusuua: 29,053 49,328 059
ud0ASSUAISUSANS

MS 9 A.U.IASBTMAas 27,768 58,245 0.48

MS 10 us.u.msyamsladadndua:ls 20,754 39,403 053
aunmu

MS 11 ﬂﬂ.u.q%mmssudamﬁaa 29,560 56,222 0.53

MS 12 us.u.msvaMsssAvAsAElalKkU 50,697 64,606 0.78

MS 13 na.u.msvamsdayadsna 35,773 313,237 0.11
s=auUsayayiln

MS 14 US.U.USK1S8SAD 120,533 308,234 0.39

MS 15 Uy.U.UsyBurIeuna 39,173 142,928 0.27
s:quusayayiaa

MS 16 US.0.USK1SSSAD 188,852 210,716 0.9

B/C value

<0.50 | 5 dwnn

0.50 - 0.75 | 4 ch

0.75-1.00 | 3 Jhunav

s:aud staudiunaiv s:augv
: - - 1 5
_ - - MS9 MS2,MS4,MS13
- 1 5 2 -
i MS3 MSLMSS,MS6, | \1s10,Ms11 .
MS7,MS8
1 1 - - -
MS16 MS12 - - -

1.01-1.25 | 2av

>1.25 | 1 @ounn

B/C/ Gap

1 1Aadusnn

Gap 0-14%

2 (hatuliny

Gap 15-29%

3 1Aauuuv

Gap 30-44%

4 1nalugv

Gap 45-59%

5 1Aadugown

Gap >=60%

Impact/ Gap%
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