AR - S L 1

Science Technology and Industry

Vol. 14, No. 7
July, 2014

Bt HTH
20144 7T H

M DA SHEANES
cyuk oA R

B2, W&’

(1. W E 4w A A5, A 4500525 2. R A¥ &5 5 FHEF I, KX 430072)

HUE, RER, 7

3N

WE AT ECRTRGAEZFZHARET B ARLE Y 0L, 40K T DEA 4 Malmquist £ & F 35 8 75 %,
A9 RERANN BB T LSRG E Rk ARG HEESHHARATTAL. & REN,2005—2010 4 7 #
AL 2T iAEFREFYHREA 2N FARET I TR THAZLEF O TR, RAKERRKATHA
WTSHMALLGERABL RAENBEZ MR LK, BiATRHZE LM S F &, TR 2 FEH 5

R T
KGRI R WAk B R R E
FE 4 HES F425 XHIRERE A

XEHS:1671—1807(2014)07—0103—06

VB —Fh AR R Re S E R &ETFE B
KRS AT KM B R g .
WA Sy H, g T 3 1) A R [ R 8 5 ) R A Rt 7R
A LA IR BT PR C Ty =X R A PR AIE [ 5K RE TR 2 4 A
R E R kR E AR . 1E R E R0 SE R
Pl AT T A R R AR AT AE T
2 b T g0, FORR B S R4 R BRI
IR KA A 7 H A DL D I B8R
PHESE M A TR G . B2 HL Al Y BOR E 25
B HORA A C R B R 6 AR 7 A8 K sk AR
JEE Qe 2 A AT A RO i s (R) L AT 2 — 20 R A Y
S8V,

AT STk 5 2SI AF ) Aol BB AS H ATl
18 # B2 Sk % HAH AR BCR S BOR 25 AT T 58 5 R AT
i A AN S [ o 1 40 42 22 2 AR 7 R (TFP) 56 43
%73 Kt (DEA) (Bl LA 5 20 T (SFA) DL Al ) —
B ZHOMAES BT R AG W AT R BCR S
F AR A, Pombo and Taborda SR T DEA 5 LA
BT DEA 1 Malmquist $8 83 , 8 4F 1985—2001
G2 GNENOEAE T TS DO (o | A% ENPA Y 77K oY & SN ]

i HEF:2014—04—03

Ja 12 i Al i AR 5 A P 2 AR 4K s Abbott
iz F1 7 2F DEA (1) Malmquist 3§ 805 %, % K #)
M HL Al 19691999 4R [A] Y 42 2L R A 7= ik 47
THFFES!; Arcos and Toledo X P4 BE 5 1% B8 7 k.
FE 1987 — 1997 4F 1 [i] (14 H5 4l D\ RIS 28 0 L 2 AR ik 2P
BN RN R 22 505 T E AT 58 s Reyes and Tovar
K 1996 —2006 4 1 [A] i B4 » 0 el 28 5 10 B 65 14
ZMC LAY A SR A A T AT E S . T
TIAT M B AR B 5 H R S5 B 9Y 32 B AR T AE R W
J AT TGO T SR R AR AT B A R N
P i ol 1 AR 853 S BOR P E IR A I TR
DEA #5884 , 345 6 852 53 H RIS 43 # X A2 b b
DX 0 H P ) B B R R AT T SRR g . B
TR A5 I Ml T AR OR A R

3 35 Sk 1] e, mT DL B AR E S HL ATk AR
i DEA BRI AS TR WA EH Rz 6. HiE
A DEA J7 2 % v [ 59 w0 Al 2F 47 B R 8508
W T A 5 R 6 A B A DG B 5 32 A X )2
TAT o 5 SO0 )23 18T DU & fE Al R B R A SR B F |
HJ2 O T H I A Ml 14 52 AR 2056 1 BIF 5 D0 A X T 55 L R

EEB A R IEAST ). B MaARMA. TEHEL AN, THEA LN ARFAARAKLAIZIRAIENT A
FRRBEE L EREFARAZEA8 ). k.S ARENARRKRFEFEFRFRFEAFSIRE L, AL4A FRF

B HARZRLRAE R BT ETE; F R 1985

). B EHGARRKRFEFLEERFREEMES I EAM LA, 5

RAG:FRAEE MELEBHFFH  BAEF MAEHABT ), B, IFREAARXKFEHFE4R SRy EASLS T2

FHRBEAFH AL A AAETEBRELSZFTH.

103



BHEA L

B4 BTH

Bk B SSIE A FE AR 2 sk = o I Hw Y N A AR
Ak B2 Y A TR R S R A O 3k X i, IR R AR A Y
SRt H A B s B RCR R T R A EOK
I 6T FL O i Ml 1 A AR G A5 TR B HEA T VRN T2
BTEEBE,

BRLIG & SRy 1 SEEAIE 0 B HE I Al A9 g AR i 25 R R
RORRE FLAE 77 BRI A Y DT R AR B A SCR HAE S 8T
Wy oA 5 s (BT DEA ) Malmquist 4 7 3 45 3¢
) W05 ) ol 1 R A R S8R X AR
R OT AR BE L LA L D9 i Ml 9 5 AR 2 2D L ARCR B T
Pt — 7 BB SCHE
1 EF DEA §§ Malmquist 4 7= % j%

1.1 HIEE %KL (DEA)

B4 43 Bk (DEA) & — Ff A= 72 1 o v
PLiz 25 5 S Ol Bl s 2 T 4R MR AR X 2 4%
A Z 75 H o 38 B8 6 (Decision Making Unit, f&j FR
DMU) By A5 X e R AT HEM W AE S A it &
W0, Farrell 76 1957 4R 48 740 45 AR O 0 42
FPERTHS A (production frontier) 3 i & $5 AR & &,
RO IEFE TR A B 28 % 2K LA — 78 $5% A R A5 d K™
s DL /AN A —E P R AR T
S8 U SR S BRI 2 H 0 H AR PR R IR AR . AR
PRI BRECE Rl P — i 9 AR 7 R R
AEXF T At A Ml 9 A= 7 R RO 5 3 28 Al B 2B 7 R
BRETE 4 € AT R SR T oA

BOE AL 48 0 #r 12: (DEAD B 315 Malmquist 4 7=
PGB PRI LA
1.2 Malmquist &= ZRIEH R HE o @R

Malmquist 4= 7= S48 FOH LU 2 Z /A 277
B DMU TEAS [\ ) 3 28 2 R A8 4k, 2R R AR
1k 2§ Biti 25 BsF () (%) HE 0F . DMU Az 7= 250K 1 28 4k 1
Ul. DEA 235 Malmquist 4 7 2 48 % 296 Ak
fiiti .

XFF n 4> DMU, 2 A3 R # A m) 4, y' AR
Foo BHA W m i, DL s P RORER, PTo=
(' yD) s AT 3 ) o DASE TN Tk L3
R,

L'(y) = {a":(z2",y) € P'},t =1,2,T (1)

BA L (y) FoRTE  BHAREE A 7= " i A 4%
Al g HEES.

T 4% 3] Malmquist A2 77 S5 550 5 28K g
PR R, TR MU R B [ 7 B DL e BT AY
557 4> DMU SR g A P Ji i m (LA ¢ iRy 2R 77 HOR
R R WA B

104

Di(y"'.x2") = sup{A > 0:(z'/2) € L'(y)} (2)

[, HBRY S5 7 1 DMU B 6 A 7= i i 1 (LA
e 1 IS A 5 EOR Ry B B AR R D

D (v x') = sup{d > 0:(2'/2) € L™ ()}

(3)

[F] JHE AT A5 3] 5 7 A B o B
Di(y™ 2™ = supfa > 0: @7/0 €
L'y} D
Dy, = sup{a > 0. @D €
L™y (5)

Fare 2 A\ (1994) 7 B £ pR R S 0E B g LT
Malmquist 4= 7= Z& 5 55

DLt I3 B R O R v F 315 ¢ B -1 Y
A RAR F ) Malmquist 427 248 80E O

M; = Dy 2" /Dy ) (6)

[ DL e+ 1 A R Sy B e B i 5 ¢ 3 o
1 W AR 7 R AR ) ) Malmquist A 77 R 45 508
XAy

M= Dy (e /D () (7

T S WL S W A 7 AR ) A Sl O G DL B
R T A5 R TUART - 5 e e A 77 R A8 A

M, (x',y' 2™y = /MM
DG e DG DG ) 4T
DG, [D;H ) T DY (y’,x’)]
= TEC X TC (8
EREESH RS- ET ) 1 R Z AR
BORB ARG, B & T o B 1 RIS S
HI I T Y AR G BE ) A8 Ak, B R RO R L
(Technical Efficiency Change, fajfik TEC) ; 55 —. 35l
Bt TR SR AR B O BRI A R T
1% Sl O FR O $ AR 28 4k (Technical Change, i} )
TO),

TERAL IR B 0] A (VRS (R L AR SR AL
Ak — 2 43 il Ry Al £ R %% % A (Pure Technical
Efficiency Change., faj #& PTEC) 1 #i # 8 & 28 1k
( Scale Efficiency Change, fij #% SEC), M 1
Malmquist 4z 7 Z 48 K] LAy iy = A0 0 s8R
R AL B (PTEC)  BUBLRCR A2 ) (SEC) A A ik
FK(TCO) LB,

M, (2,3 v y") = PTEC X SEC X TC (9)
2 BAFHIERREREE

bR 18 O, A B 2% P AT M L IS L AT AT
PEFRE TS KRN . B2 B PR $8 A A & AT LA




HL R ol 5 AR 3 25 5 R R A ™ S R I ) B

S5 e v T i ol 2 2 B R G AR L D WL D
0 i Ml 119 2 A G 25 T AR 3R B0 o DT PRI T 57 45
PR NS UR P IR X G

SRR TR B A T8 A — R BE AR 2R
R A (KD L 95 8 (L) VREVR (B L JsURHS A (MD iRk 55
(S) 77t — M Al T 52 55 7 s sl A B0 45 (LA ) 11 2
AT AR bR R RS

A 7 Bl i R A R T8 A R 97 B ) R
AR5 HL ) i ol A 2 G et L B SR S Bl RN B AR AR
HBEANFEIR . U5 sl I E N & AR IR A
B 97 Bt a) B TS BAERUE AN W) 97 3l ) Z ) 2
AZERE OB AR 5AEHARTF S Iy, B 51T EA
01 55 8 1 B CE KA R TR 45 L B 25 8 30 B0 1)
A ARAG M A SO 55 A R AT 4 43 T R T AR OR
T B NBUE AR bR . X F A8 A ] Lk
BT 7 % 77 R I 2l W6 7 B R AR R SR AR SCf
AER B AR bR . T AT ARAR 09 H I Al 0 55 e
B T LAAS SOl T i A S e AR B

TR LT E LAWK — DR R — A7
W FRE W — DV B G R — i AT RE I PN A%
A — BB B A PR R B T TS ).
BT BB MR S — R e B A RE Sk
I U R DR A 2 R BT DA Y B T
BN ke 38 B JG ( Decision Making Units, faj fK
DMU)H

AR SCIEFEAECrp B g ) 4R 8 ) (2006—2011) ( (]
FHL R 2N 7] AF %) (2006 — 2010) H % 42 45 52 T A
2005 4F 2 2010 44 R BE 7 G A0 A0 R R N Eony
(R AR N R e 7 Nl SN /AN I W <l DA B/ N
A ] )T AR A A R R T HL 2 F) L
BN GRIBILAA B A AL AR R
TR SAE 9 FKHE M A, KAt st f ) A F
()R 23 B s ok B (b BT ) 2 A AR 5D (2006 —
2009)., M 2005 4EZ R E W AR A A
W 2 ) 8 R 1 BCHE 4 bR 5 TR I 2 e B ROl 45 A 22
R, HL4 K 22 500 98 7 R R TN B0 T ) )
PR PE T 2005 F 2010 4 Y I A] BX
3 KIESHER

AR CAHF ] Deap2. 1 #AF, X 2005 — 2010 4F 3 [H
9 MWL) ) R R AT RIS DL AT IO,
4 M, = TEC X TC = PTEC X SEC x TC, H
Malmquist $5 8053 i S 42 AR A8 16 $ 8RR F AR 3% 5848
LR R GIE 2 % N €S EE R R A L E N &
A8 BOR AR A2 A8 48 Bony e . fl ] N 45

PR i ol 5 AR A 2 S AR AR RS 3 1 i g ot
PETR A SRR BE . T A IR LB S A G 23 A A
T
# 1 Malmquist % = ZIEHRHH MR
BAKRTF | HRKETE

F TEC>1| TC>1 |PTEC>1| SEC>1 |TFPC>1
2005—2006 2 9 6 2 8
2006 —2007 3 9 9 2 7
2007—2008 2 9 7 3 4
2008—2009 7 3 5 9 5
2009—2010 8 3 9 7 7

AR (TO FRBEARBAAZZ G, Y TC>
L(=1, <D FRRFEARIKE# L T OREGB L 1),
H# 1 A & H, 78 2005 — 2006, 2006 — 2007 4F Al
2007 —2008 AEHA], Ir A5 19 TR SR T #F R AE T HER
A {HAE 2008—2009 F1 2009 — 2010 4F 1 [8] H1 5 A
HEAL AW A3 HIAA 3 YR BTG R AT HOR
¥

ali 5 Rk R A5 fk (PTEC) 3 /1% o 58 BT 78 £ R
AR S PETR A 0 A T AR AR 1 AR R O
#, M PTEC>1(=1,<<D}. 55 0 hy ol £
AR TR IR T, NERTALESE, K
ZHPR IO T A AR MR RT 11,
Ut B 45 45 B B SR BT I A UK A BT R T

FRRLRCRAE AL (SEC) F ok i 1 9 5% B 0T 1) 55 B
PR 5 e P R 22 8] 1) s 22 o 24 R 3 A2 fl SEC
>1(=1<<D) W}, 13 B 52 bR RS 55 A A S (1) 1 vt 2
BT ORAE I 7). R LVEH, KB
FALTT Y AR A 5 e A RS 2 (] 1) i 2 TE 3B AR 46 /)
£ 2005 — 2008 4 [H] AL 2 A =8 = A P 3K F s FEA
ROREAF RN BT, (HRXFE L AE 2008 —2009 4[] 15
PN T SIS R W AN O R S (AN
F 1,

Malmquist P2 RIEEH M>1(=1.<<1)FE/R4H
PR T ORE BRI T . A R R A B AR
BORAFAL ORI R LA 25 R .
FAT A BR 2007 —2008 44, KHB 4 H 3 BT PR R
[CEIESIN
3.1 &HTH Malmquist &= RTRIEH R H SR

MF 2 ) Malmquist 4 77 R 45 % (TFPC) il 4
ARERAF (TEC) FHEARMBFRE(TO (Ll Ry HE
) (PTEC) LA 3R AR 8l (SEC) £ ml %0, B A
K& 20052010 AF [H) T [ AL 90 A ol 4> 22 R Az 77
FE R HGBR 2008 —2009 A [A1 A 7 R BE A N

105



BHEA L

B4k T

R Z A0 AR AR R TR I K T K Ry 3. 2%,
SERAEPORM K BB ARA SRS, G & T
KRN 7.8% ., KRigHE RIS FE L EALE 2006
—2007,2007 — 2008 4[] . {H [a] IR H 9 £ b f) 2 AR %5
REEANIE X 2 SR AR PR K DTk Ry 17

£ 2 2005—2010 £ F 5 Malmquist 4 7= R

TUIEHRE SR
F 4y TEC TC PTEC SEC TEPC
2005—2006 | 0.960 1.006 | 0.984 | 0.976 1.078
2006—2007 | 0.934 | 1.124 1.067 | 0.875 1. 049
2007—2008 | 0.855 1.176 | 0.935 | 0.914 | 1.005
2008—2009 | 1.005 | 0.978 | 0.962 1.045 | 0.983
2009—2010 | 1.046 1. 001 1.097 | 0.954 | 1.047
Mean 0.958 1.078 1.007 | 0.951 1.032

A S0 9 A Al Pl [ B R Y [
A AR AE - RIV2 5 3 Bk = R 1 e T3 M3 T K
ARG E A Ll Al i TR R AR
ZEWTRE L I IR 32 B3 R 22 T R A ATl R
Aol DA b 2 B A 8 T R AT T 0 22 A BRORLI
ZTF R BA S8 B HL R 1 2k i B A B A 2 )
A BRI AR BEAT T ) AR R R 94T R S
JF s Sy 7 i) i o, {H R 3 4 o 24 Hp 7 o O
5 P A o THT s P 5 4 B30+ R 2 4R BOR BRI )
715

2005 4F 2 2010 447348 & A0 T H S (I 5Kk &S
B D R g R O 0 R DT TR DA A T RE T S O U
JEE B /0437 )RR o L O ol o e R 2 A B o
HLRE 1 s 45 R X AR [0 5 45 A » 7 R A [ K s 1T 5
T Je e g T i L T S AR BURF T R DhAilk o AR
AR 3 g W45 A T R TE RG] E SN
PECARAMES & IR S5 5 Bt 0 T Sk - B e v
s Ay Pl B B A T s 4 ) L T — DR Sl B 4
AR IR A R He L [m) BE WUIm] | 22 [ 2 jif A 5 8 A 28
6 o 5 FH 2R AU i v BOR B e T ATk A SR Bt
$.
3.2 ZERMEUVKAR#TERRLELEHR

3 AN A AR A E 50 A i 19 Al AE 2005 —
2010 A a] 1 4 B3R A 7 AR K H I3 il 3 9 B2 AR 3K
HOBHOR AR BCR A S SR BB oL 7]
PAF 2 ol R4S 57

A2 3 M B ARRCR A A8 BORHOAR 455
AT LA H P Aol 3 23S 2 A

DRI HEARBCRET, RR KBy TEC

106

=1, TC=1, B BB H R Aol 2005 — 2010 [y 4F ok
HRAL T B T A U b BOR AR Bl R T L
ARG RR AR B . FF G X FE B Al AL
ST I A

£ 3 9 BRI TFEY Malmquist 4 7= 2

THEHRESE
4k TEC TC PTEC SEC TFPC
4 | 0.950 | 1.070 | 1.042 0.912 1.016
LA | 1.108 | 1.081 | 1.001 1.017 1. 100
Zdg | 0.956 | 1.070 | 0.980 0. 975 1. 022
S & | 0.926 | 1.050 | 1.000 0.926 0.972
& | 0.956 | 1.070 | 1.018 0.939 1.023
#rix | 1.000 | 1.087 | 1.000 1. 000 1. 087
Z | 0.938 | 1.070 | 1.023 0.917 1. 003
£ | 0.995 | 1.104 | 1.000 0. 995 1. 099
X#& | 0.887 | 1.098 | 1.000 0. 887 0. 974
Mean | 0.958 | 1.078 | 1.007 0. 951 1. 032

R4 2005—2009 £ B M 1A F 3 Malmquist 4 7= 2R

EH S5 R B R E R i

ECE TEC TC PTEC SEC TFPC
KN 0.958 1.078 1. 007 0.951 1.032
RARE| 1.108 1. 104 1. 042 1. 017 1. 100
RAME | 0.887 1,050 0. 980 0. 887 0.972
b AL 4| 0.956 1. 070 1. 000 0. 939 1. 022
AR Z| 0.059 0.016 0.017 0. 043 0. 048
FURIIE" 3 9 9 9 9 9

2)H AR i A (5 R R MM Bk R 8L TEC
SUTC 1L B K il B8k R A8 30 7 0 K L
R ARBCRE R B T PR IR VLSRR T4
J325 T A H A o Il R i K

SPRT 3 H IR 4 7E 2005 — 2010 45 15 ]
PR BT B TR T AR S . WTLE
3ot A3 R R HOR P T R TS B 1 B L 2
SR SR T ] v 10 i ol 4 AR R P A 4T
Bl A LK P-4 15 (L2 15520 IR 52 B BB
5 RS2 1110 60 22 73 8 B K
4 TEZERREY

AR 9 5 A I fll 7 2005— 2010 4R [ {4 A&
HE A 15 AR 7 3 SR AT B
E LT LA S

1)2005—2010 4E TG 9 5 oL B0 ol 1) 4 B 2%
e R R R TR R N 3. 2%, AR
A 1 SR K T AR BRI TR

DRI TR K Y 7.8% I EE R



HL R ol 5 AR 3 25 5 R R A ™ S R I ) B

£ 2006 —2008 4., 7E W 1 18] T A7 9 e 3 B o0 #8 & A= 2k S 8 5% 3G A PN TR SOAS L B B B
THARER RO i 5% T BNRLAS A48 T B, AT B g 5T Bl AR

DFARBCRE M ALARMOR G BRI E . &,
FORBCR G BR DA LR th T I HE 73 U 5 5T 110 52

8 — AEd = a4
B B 5 B MRS 2 D 002 e 3 5 B A P45 A& 200572010 £RE S REFEALEF
Malmquist 4 F= R I8 K& H 5o f#

B2t .
I)7E 2005 — 2010 45 W [A] » 7 A7 HhL 0 4l 6 2 24 FN 439 | TEC | TC |PTEC| SEC |TFPC
. e o e e s 1 | o0. 953 ] 1.114 | 1.028 | 0.928 |1. 062
T AR AE SR AAT VT 95 R T4 H 28 ) B AR %%

i : N N i 2 0.961 | 1.114 | 1.005 | 0.956 [1.070
ARG OOy T8 A S SR T AR G 3 0.897 | 1.114 | 0.902 | 0.994 |0. 999
. 4 0.903 | 1.115 | 1.000 | 0.903 [1.007

Mg e B ENm . 2005— 5 1.061 | 1.114 | 0.949 | 1. 118 |1. 182
4.1 HEEDIERHRS 2006 6 | 1. 000 |1.142 | 1.000 | 1.000 [1. 142
7‘7?@@1&@%2}:{%%?*7%%%#$aEEM?? 7 0.942 | 1.114 | 0.980 | 0.962 |1.050
- . . e e 8 965 | 1.170 | 1. 965 |1.12
EURLE IS HOR A S IR L PR T R AR R Rl L2
e s B R R T B 3 A3 9 0.968 | 1.114 | 1.000 | 0.968 |1.079
L 72 i Ve iR 1 e Mean | 0.960 | 1.006 | 0.984 | 0. 976 |1.078
% 7ﬁu§ix‘j‘f§%£ﬁ»ﬁg\%ﬁ}\éﬁg%ﬁ% Eg%—ﬁg—lﬁ% 1 0. 953 1.128 1.196 0.797 |1.075
BB HE E AR R N 1 5 45T E I Al e B — 2 0.961 | 1.128 | 1.000 | 0.961 |1.083
W B A A TR 3 1.039 | 1.128 [ 1.158 | 0.897 [1.172
Fe AR I B SC R RE A [ 4 L 1 W i A FH 2 Fh 4 0.979 | 1.123 | 1.000 | 0. 979 |1. 099
T 2 1 e R RS i 42 142 25 3T A5 2 [ 4 2 ik R 2222; Z fg;j ﬁj 15; j;gz ?f‘l’;’
IR : X ‘ . . . } } }
AR s WA RE R E 5| JF [ S Al [ 8 AR 58 4 ; ootz 1128 1ot 11 o 800 11 029
i E AT B EE N ER R EAINLS . A g 1000 1 1.106 I 1.000 | 1.000 11. 105
WA AR5 E T Ak R0 R A A R B e R L 7 R 9 0.769 | 1.128 | 1.000 | 0.796 |0. 898
 BHTRE 7 L s X 5 0k B R VEAT FRE B RE 1. A Mean | 0.934 | 1.124 | 1.067 | 0.875 |1.049
ﬁﬁifﬂﬂﬁﬁ%%ﬂ@ﬁ%%%%ﬁmo 1 0.791 | 1.235 | 1.000 | 0. 791 |0.977
12 EERANE BRSO E 2 1.183 | 1.211 | 1.000 | 1.183 |1.433
3 0.691 | 1.235 | 0.829 | 0.834 |0. 854
EIT‘F':T/\ Pazesy \/,?:EIIEI‘E}‘¥
B 5 ol B SHACY R R BEA AR 4 | 0.831 | 1.130 | 0.638 | 1.301 |0. 939
WY = e
TR B AR IR AL BRI . 2007 — 5 0.820 | 1.235 | 1.027 | 0.799 |1.013
2R N N S e | i - Sl sy N =i 2008 6 1.000 | 1.058 | 1.000 | 1.000 |1.058
G2 T NN BRI SE  37 ABKR0 B T ) B A e I A 7 0.804 | 1.235 | 1.003 | 0.801 |0.993
RE AT 5 B £ EE T R R R S R R R R R R A R 8 0.941 | 1.087 | 1.000 | 0.941 |1.023
328 T LB G 0 R ke o o R S R P 3 A TR 9 9 | 0729 |1.178 | 1,000 0.729 |0. 855
PR SRl I e ) 98] R 3 AT TR 5 ARG #fE 5y i 0 ) 4 24 Mean | 0.855 | 1.176 | 0.935 | 0.914 | 1. 005

Crn MDXL‘T o g 1| 1.077 [0.962 | 1.000 | 1.077 [1.036

b A E I MELNLIZE . 2 1.000 | 0.983 | 1.000 | 1.000 | 0. 983
W N A . AR B L e S 3 1.078 | 0.962 | 0.956 | 1.128 |1. 037

B (S I VA = M = I T 5 e o A . R A 4 0.834 | 0.962 | 0.831 | 1.003 |0. 802
T KA B WA B 4 (8 0 & LY 29 0 L XU I & 2008 — 5 1.005 ] 0.962 ] 0.935 | 1.075 | 0. 967
A A 0k A B IR B A U 6 5 B 7 38 ok A 2009 6 1.000 | 1.003 | 1.000 | 1.000 | 1. 003
. ) . 973 | 0.962 | 0. 1.024 |0.9:

B 1A AN TR 1 2 4 B IR AN B VE AR 35 £ 097 10.96210.950 | 1024 |, 959

B 8 1.073 | 1.006 | 1.000 | 1.073 | 1. 079
H . 9 1.030 | 1.003 | 1.000 | 1.030 | 1. 003

1l 7 4 0 BB LA AN LA DA B R T 22 Mean | 1.005 | 0.978 | 0.962 | 1.045 |0. 983

B ARl A BEBE A B St B B RRA ™
i RS BLGR e E R

107



B A LB BTH

PsdinE S [4] ARCOS A, TOLEDO P. An Analysis of the Spanish electrical
PN s TEC TC PTEC | SEC |TFPC utility industry: Economies of scale, technological progress
1 1.000 | 0.938 | 1.000 | 1. 000 |0. 938 and efficiency[ J]. Energy Economics,2009,31:473—481.
2 1.000 | 0.989 | 1.000 | 1. 000 0. 989 [5] REYES R, TOVAR B. Measuring efficiency and productivity
3 1.147 1 0.938 | 1.090 | 1.052 |1. 076 change (PTF) in the Peruvian electricity distribution compa-
1 1.113 | 0.938 | 1.884 | 0.590 |1. 044 nies after reforms[ ] ]. Energy Economics, 2009, 37; 2249 —
2009 — 5 1.144 | 0.938 | 1.059 | 1. 080 |1.074 2261
2010 6 1.000 | 1.122 | 1. 000 | 1. 000 1. 122 [6] ETL. KT DEA BB e 24 B B AR BRI M5 (D] b
7| 1081 [ 0.938 | 1.053 | 1.023 |1.014 AR IR 2011,
8 1.001 | 1.159 | 1.000 | 1. 001 |1.161 7 BB LRI A B R 2001,
9 0.929 | 1030 1 .00o | 0.949 |1 024 [8] FARELL J. The Measurement of Productive Efficiency [J].
Mean L o016 | 1.oo1 I 1.097 | 0.954 1. 047 Journal of the Royal Statistical Society, 1957, 120. 252 —

290.

Sl 1—9RRAERE L AN L HEEL ARG F
LR RV A R N S R R ek A R trial countries[]J]. The American Economic Review, 1994, 84
R AIL K A A LR TR AN RAT AN, ) 665,

[10] b5 S0, BRF. BiAR #E2 B AE IR 58 LM, db ut: 7 i ikl

%%iﬁk #k.2008.
LI1] far B, fi i 2%, 6. 0 W A Mk R GO ke [T ). $8R

[9] FARE R, et al. Production growth, technical growth in indus-

[0 ARB 7R oot DR AR FF. DG Rz 4 8 3 09 5 3% 1 vl 9 /A &) 2% .2011,30(1) . 78— 84.
BCHLT . Bk 5 5 XK 2003(15) 165 167, C12] 245 4. 3 [ o 190 47 o 9 B0 % BRI LD, K 28 75 bR 2%
[2] PROBO C, TABORDA R. Performance and efficiency in Co- 2011.
lombia’s power distribution system: effects of the 1994 re- (137 ka2 BRI A AR 2B W[ ], K& Bl T k2 2
form[J]. Energy Economics,2006,28(3) :339—369. 7 ,2002,23(4) :52—55.
[3] ABBOTT M. The productivity and efficiency of the Austral- (4] 4HmE. E7. B A RS8R 5w A Z 080, £t
ian electricity supply industry[ J]. Energy Economics, 2006, H J7 k222247, 2009,36(2) : 100— 105.

28(4) . 444—454,

Empirical Analysis on Technical Change and Technical Efficiency’s

Contribution to Productivity Improvement of Chinese Grid Enterprise

HUANG Wen-feng', XIONG Bi-ying”?, WAN Kun’, LIU Riu-yu®
(1. Henan Electric Power Corporation,Zhengzhou 450052, Chinaj
2. Economics and Management School, Wuhan University, Wuhan 430072, China)

Abstract: In order to conduct an empirical analysis of the technical progress and technical efficiency’s influence on total factor productivity im-
provement in Chinese Grid Enterprises, the Malmquist productivity index is calculated by means of Data Envelopment Analysis (DEA) by using 9
provincial electricity distribution companies’ data. The result shows that for the period of 2005—2010, the total factor productivity index of the
sample companies increases with 3. 2% average growth rate, in which technical progress plays a greater part than technical efficiency change. The
poor performance of technical efficiency is mainly caused by the gap between real scale and best scale of the sample companies. Therefore, the key
to increase the productivity of Chinese grid enterprise is to improve technical efficiency especially the scale efficiency.
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