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Analysis of Technical Effidency in China Based on the DEA Model
GUI Bin— wei', CHEN Yu- feng’

(1. Center for Law ard Economics, China University of Political Science and Law, Bejing 100088, China;
2. Schod ¢ Economics, Zhgiang Gongshang University, H angzhou 310018, China)

Abstract: This paper measures the technical efficiency n 30 provinces in China from 1978 to 2005 with DEA method. There are two
aspects of innovation in this paper. Firstly, it ntroduces the heterogeneous production possibility set and decomposes the technical efficiency
into the resource utilized efficiency and the technical level efficiency. Secondly, i constmcts the efficiency difference index number to analyze
the catching up effect between areas. As a whole, the technical efficiency has increased rapidly, and the catching up effect was distinct. The
declining tendency of technical efficiency and negative fluctuation of catching up effect have appeared since 2001.
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Empirical Research on the Spatio- Temporal Evolution of the Regional
Investment Environment Disparity in China
WEN Yu- yuan"?

(1. Insitute  Regional and Uban Economics, Renmin University o China, Beying 100872, China;
2. Regiond Economics Applications Laboratory, Unwersity  Illinois, Urbana 61801, [llinois [5A)

Abstract: Based on the comprehensive evaluation of the provincial investment envionment for the period 1992— 2006 n China, the
spatial disparity of the investment environment is measured and decomposed by employing a generalized entropy index, MLD. The resuk
shows, the regional disparty or inequality of the investment environment in China is very obvious, whose main source is from the intra—
regions. However, temporally, eiher the interregional or the intraregional disparity decreases gradually as a whole. The dynamic decomposiion
of MLD index shows that the change of the ntrareginal dsparity is the dominant factor to cut down the whole regional disparity, but the
interregional dispariy also is an important force to lessen the whole regional disparity and has a trend to increase. The economic growth is a
factor to increase the whole regbnal disparty but its effect is very limited. The findings above have important policy implications to perfect the
regional investment environment in China.
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