238314
Foisodneniinug msnngidugunskanlunszuiunsdaesgiidonly

) o ‘ =
st lagldszuudunyuinssu

o YR 4 P4
drue wanmiay eyt
3yan IAINTTURMAATURIIUNAGAINT TUYATIVNT)
:.‘:i. o ) J 4 v o =
prwEmlEnninniinus  emsdas. Juias augoulum
s
UnAALs

o

- r_:’ ar S A a o = ° a  w L4
aiteiiifagilszasdiedimsiwidununmsnda Mt nnuduUAdat s Te

=% - . . 9 g/ =y . . . R
nszuIUMsAnegitiiou(Die-Casting) 1AglF32BUAUNUAINT TU(Activity-based Costing)

ax
Y =

=t a @ o delo Y e a
!,L’d:5L‘IJ5EI‘IJLﬂﬂuﬂuﬂuﬂuwﬂﬂﬂmﬁnﬂmujﬂm')El’)‘ﬁtﬂn

Q

LUAMEMS AR ASUIINAITTIVI T n1sm 19 elunisHaavsInszuIunIIRa

A e P | o d' A d' © Y a9 o a = d! a dy

ﬂzqmummsemwmﬂsmﬂuﬁwmﬂmnmuuu ATAIMUANINTTUNITHARTININT TV
] [

g a L5 a LY o o ] [ s
Audshliminnnivsedunumsnan vimiuszsmuamaat lumsiludauniweins lulds
AINTTUMIHAANST BFINANAUNTNEINT(Resource Cost Driver) NIATUINAUNUAINTIY A3
o o v oo . N 4 o ' v 1 s e J q’/’
fMUARIHANAUAINTTN(Activity Cost Driver) tie Idfadunudenviaondanus 910y
LY Y o oA w ¢ o 9/ o oo I'4 g) a e ¢ qet = o
winassAunu lilfmdadua suoaduyuriadusiuazajldununaaduanlSoumeud

EY a

s ddo . 3 Aas -
AUNUATANUNNATUIUNIYITIAY

hoid =

o 1 a
nnmziudeyanuilassadwduyumsedalszaeudis dunuiagauniase

q

(Direct Material Cost) AUYUNTIIUNIATY(Direct Labour Cost) tazAunue1 lasnsnd

(Overhead Cost) Tasmwizdunua1 lajentsninludouliguieu w.a. 2552 Tdadaugada
1 1 Y g 1 a o d A L 1 = o
81.19% lumsiludrumlaqudrgnandusssiitnusnlumsiluaig aes S1umams sy
a a ot 1 [}
Maasa(Gui) uazar 1 50UMIHAA(Cycle Timeyna lumsiluaudnedulildaz oy

amslimswensisanldduyundasasiisas 1dhidu hlawmsldniwnnseieszu



238314

aunuivnissaziiuradunua ladunisnaaanlsznnminonsneu udedmuads

wanauanlszinvesduua Tadomsnda mslédwdaduninensimnzaudy
o ] o 3 o Y o e et o = @ 3w

niweinsudazlszsansgildnsdnunadugurdasasiianulndifisetums ldmswens

9349

- Yo 9 - w o a w o ot 3 oot
Hams 38 I nadununiaiusivesndadas luununmsiatug ez giidionlu
o At )
u

1aa o o 9 s W ~ v 1
HUAUAISMUIUAUNUATANUNN
4

. o o ¢=§ 4 = =
goAnegIga 5 Sudunsn FullenfFsuiisudunua

= o 37 1

TETTY = 1 o 9 a ow re ad A
Tademsnaaisrndsssuudunuisnssufuduyum ladondasasiisuiad o356y
- - 4 -8 1 9 (- a w  d oS oYy T yé'uq
NUN HaAdUa 2 silaldunua Tajsgenindy waadu 3 yiadidunuai ladediniudy
4 o ar = ] T a ow L4 -
pazfiosmuAiudunuingAunias wazdunuus uneaswdmuimaasus 2 ¥iiadl
a o w o 1 a a o Id = a  w oo oo
Aunundafuaganinay uazwledmel 3 sflalidunurdasusidiniuay dulszaouns
o ¥ dy @ A o’;l 9 dy o v
awsatiideyail hllszneumsdadulslunsdssmuelduenaniinsfuadlesszuy
9 a o o q VY 1 a ﬁ a ety &
aunuinssudaildgdseneumansuhfnssuladufnssunliduyugs Feezarunse

a oS A Y 1 Y
asﬂiwﬂmamsuuamﬂumiaﬂﬁu‘vgum”lﬂ"lﬂ



238314

Thesis Title ~ Manufacturing Cost Analysis in Die-casting Process Using

Activity-based Costing System

Author Miss Dararat  Pankan

Degree Master of Engineering (Industrial Engineering)

Thesis Advisor Lect. Dr. Rungchat Chompu-inwai
ABSTRACT

The objectives of this research are to analyze tﬁe production costs at the Department of
Pressure, Die-casting by using an Activity-Based Costing System, and to compare these against
the production costs calculated using the traditional method.

According to the collected data, it was found that the production overheads of the Department of
Pressure Die-casting in June 2009 made up 81.19% out of total costs. At present the criteria for
distributing the overhead costs include the amount of direct labor used (second) as well as the
cycle time, both of which do not indicate what level of resources has actually been used during
the process. The researcher calculated the production costs of the top five selling products at the
Department of Pressure Die-casting using an Acti\;ity-Based Costing System. When compared
with the overhead costs calculated using the traditional method, it was found that the overhead
cost calculated using the Activity-Based Costing System were higher than those calculated using
the traditional method in two products, and lower than those calculated using the traditional
method in three products. In terms of the accretion of direct material costs and direct labor, it was
shown that thgsproduction cost calculated using the Activity-Based Costing System were higher
than those célculated using the traditional method for two products and lower than those
calculated by using the traditional method for three products. These research findings could be
used by the entrepreneurs as data to determine the best ways to calculate production costs in the
future, and the researcher recommends that the principles of this analysis can help to identify high

costs, as well as ways to reduce costs.





