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( 2 )
China’s Regional Commerce Circulation Efficiency Measure

and Influencing Factors

Chen Yufeng Zhang Wubin
( School of Economics Zhejiang Gongshang University Hangzhou 310018  China)

Abstract: Using the super efficiency DEA method this paper estimates the circulation efficiency of China’s 29 prov—
inces thereby analyzes the trend and influences of its evolution. The result demonstrates that the circulation efficiency of
national s three major regions fluctuate but in a consistent way. It is indicated that the circulation efficiency of eastern region
is the highest while the central and western ones are relatively low and similar. Further empirical research reveals that the de—
gree of openness as well as the urbanization level have significantly positive effects on the efficiency while the capital stock
and the proportion of government spending negative.

Key words: commerce and trade circulation efficiency; super efficiency DEA; influencing factors; current demand; eco—
nomic structure
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( 1 )
The Explanation for the Low Energy Efficiency of China:

Allocation Inefficiency or Technology Inefficiency

Sheng Pengfei
( School of Economics Henan University Kaifeng 475004 China)

Abstract: As for the Low efficiency of energy input in China the paper builds the framework of totalfactor energy inef—
ficiency ( TFEI) including inputs’ shadow price and the panel tobit model is used to explain the very reason. The calcula—
tion of TFEI shows that: China’ s TFEI has been improving from 1998 to 2010 which mainly results from the declining of the
allocation inefficiency however the degradation of the technology inefficiency causes huge resistance for the improvement of
TFEL. Further the panel tobit model reveals that the improvement of TFEI are mainly from the strength of environmental reg—
ulation and the acceleration of marketization and the increasing economics but the heavier economic structure and the energy
endowment and the more proportion of the second industry have been stopping the declination of TFEI.

Key words: shadow price; energy efficiency; allocation inefficiency; technology inefficiency; decomposition of inefficiency



