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2.1 GDP 2
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( SFA)

1 2010—2014
2010 2011 2012 2013 2014

TE PTE Sl; Tl: PTE SE Tl: PTE Sl‘, Tl: PTE SE Tl: PTE SE
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
0.98 0.98 1.00 0.99 0.99 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
0.44 0.44 0.98 0.43 0.47 0.92 0.41 0.46 0.88 0.40 0.48 0.85 0.38 0.44 0.87
0.46 0.50 0.91 0.41 0.48 0.87 0.38 0.43 0.88 0.40 0.45 0.90 0.37 0.42 0.89
0.66 0.69 0.95 0.67 0.71 0.95 0.67 0.71 0.95 0.70 0.70 1.00 0.65 0.66 0.98
0.53 0.57 0.93 0.55 0.62 0.88 0.57 0.67 0.86 0.63 0.73 0.87 0.61 0.69 0.88
0.53 0.55 0.97 0.55 0.57 0.97 0.58 0.60 0.97 0.57 0.59 0.96 0.55 0.58 0.96
0.53 0.53 0.99 0.52 0.53 0.98 0.48 0.49 0.98 0.44 0.47 0.95 0.49 0.52 0.94
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
0.70 1.00 0.70 0.68 1.00 0.68 0.75 1.00 0.75 0.73 1.00 0.73 0.74 1.00 0.74
0.82 0.91 0.90 0.76 0.92 0.83 0.75 0.91 0.82 0.64 0.86 0.75 0.63 0.85 0.74
0.58 0.59 1.00 0.57 0.57 1.00 0.58 0.61 0.95 0.53 0.53 1.00 0.49 0.49 1.00
0.70 0.71 0.98 0.65 0.68 0.96 0.69 0.73 0.94 0.61 0.65 0.93 0.56 0.61 0.92
0.68 0.68 1.00 0.72 0.72 1.00 0.68 0.72 0.95 0.63 0.63 1.00 0.18 0.20 0.88
0.59 0.72 0.82 0.54 0.71 0.76 0.53 0.71 0.75 0.51 0.73 0.70 0.49 0.72 0.68
0.51 0.55 0.92 0.49 0.54 0.91 0.50 0.59 0.85 0.47 0.60 0.79 0.45 0.58 0.77
0.54 0.54 1.00 0.51 0.52 0.98 0.51 0.56 0.92 0.51 0.58 0.88 0.48 0.56 0.86
0.58 0.58 1.00 0.53 0.54 0.98 0.54 0.59 0.92 0.54 0.61 0.88 0.51 0.59 0.86
0.98 1.00 0.98 0.92 1.00 0.92 0.91 1.00 0.91 0.87 1.00 0.87 0.79 1.00 0.79
0.58 0.59 0.99 0.54 0.54 1.00 0.56 0.56 0.99 0.49 0.49 1.00 0.49 0.49 1.00
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
0.49 0.49 1.00 0.50 0.50 1.00 0.50 0.51 0.99 0.51 0.51 0.99 0.52 0.53 0.98
0.48 0.48 1.00 0.47 0.49 0.97 0.47 0.52 0.92 0.45 0.50 0.89 0.42 0.50 0.84
0.57 0.60 0.96 0.50 0.53 0.94 0.46 0.49 0.94 0.44 0.47 0.93 0.41 0.44 0.95
0.49 0.50 0.99 0.49 0.49 0.98 0.47 0.47 0.98 0.44 0.45 0.97 0.41 0.43 0.96
0.54 0.54 1.00 0.51 0.52 1.00 0.56 0.56 0.99 0.49 0.49 1.00 0.46 0.49 0.96
0.55 0.57 0.98 0.52 0.54 0.97 0.48 0.50 0.96 0.46 0.48 0.96 0.43 0.45 0.95
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
0.97 1.00 0.97 0.94 0.97 0.97 0.93 0.96 0.97 0.92 0.96 0.97 0.90 0.94 0.95
0.59 0.61 0.98 0.54 0.56 0.96 0.53 0.55 0.96 0.53 0.55 0.95 0.52 0.55 0.95
0.67 0.70 0.96 0.65 0.69 0.95 0.65 0.70 0.93 0.63 0.68 0.92 0.60 0.66 0.91

3.2 2 SFA 0.871.0.955 0.933 1%
2 ( SFA) 3
2010—2014
1 DEA 2010—2014 '
N N |
Frontier4. 1 1
2. 2 T v >%
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2 2010—2014 SFA

T T T
-1 134.287 -2.014** 544.917 2.117** -0.121  -3.84***
31.867 2.299** -15.208 -2.389** -0.001 —1.84%
-5.513 -1.688" 0.297 4,03%** 0. 000 0. 100
-217.228 -1.024 101.139 2.197%* -0.042  -3.69%**
o 3827 707.000 2 195 137.800* ** 224 494.670 216 332.070* ** 2.823  3.884***
¥ 0.871 54.240* % 0.955 168.228 "~ 0.933  48.960" **

log -1 233.820 -955. 863 -127.808

LR 122.963*** 225,344 %% 175.912***
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3 2010—2014
2010 2011 2012 2013 2014
TE P TE SE TE P TE SE TE P TE SE TE P TE SE TE P TE SE
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
0.82 0.83 0.99 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
0.49 0.53 0.93 0.62 0.79 0.78 0.61 0.74 0.82 0.58 0.73 0.79 0.54 0.76 0.71
0.49 0.60 0.82 0.52 0.80 0.65 0.56 0.81 0.69 0.55 0.83 0.67 0.51 0.82 0.62
0.69 0.75 0.93 0.89 1.00 0.89 0.91 1.00 0.91 0.81 1.00 0.81 0.76 1.00 0.76
0.64 0.71 0.91 0.87 1.00 0.87 0.93 1.00 0.93 0.92 1.00 0.92 0.84 1.00 0.84
0.58 0.61 0.95 0.82 0.88 0.93 0.97 1.00 0.97 0.93 0.99 0.9%4 0.93 1.00 0.93
0.58 0.59 0.98 0.76 0.83 0.92 0.77 0.85 0.91 0.77 0.87 0.89 0.75 0.86 0.86
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
0.83 1.00 0.83 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
0.91 0.92 0.99 0.99 1.00 0.99 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
0.63 0.63 0.99 0.95 0.99 0.96 0.99 1.00 0.99 0.98 1.00 0.98 0.98 1.00 0.98
0.78 0.78 1.00 0.95 0.96 0.99 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
0.75 0.75 1.00 0.98 1.00 0.98 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.86 0.87 0.98
0.66 0.75 0.87 0.85 0.94 0.91 0.88 0.94 0.94 0.88 0.94 0.94 0.87 0.93 0.94
0.58 0.59 0.99 0.76 0.87 0.87 0.80 0.91 0.88 0.86 0.96 0.90 0.83 0.99 0.84
0.60 0.61 0.99 0.78 0.81 0.96 0.85 0.87 0.98 0.90 0.92 0.98 0.88 0.92 0.95
0.62 0.63 0.99 0.83 0.84 0.98 0.92 0.93 0.99 0.99 1.00 0.99 0.98 0.99 0.99
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
0.60 0.65 0.92 0.83 0.84 1.00 0.90 0.91 0.99 0.88 0.88 0.99 0.89 0.8 1.00
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
0.58 0.59 0.99 0.83 0.86 0.96 0.89 0.90 0.99 0.91 0.92 0.99 0.95 0.96 0.99
0.53 0.53 0.99 0.77 0.78 0.98 0.79 0.80 0.99 0.80 0.82 0.98 0.81 0.83 0.98
0.61 0.66 0.92 0.72 0.80 0.91 0.80 0.85 0.95 0.80 0.87 0.92 0.80 0.8 0.93
0.54 0.56 0.96 0.75 0.80 0.94 0.80 0.84 0.9 0.80 0.85 0.94 0.81 0.85 0.95
0.59 0.61 0.98 0.77 0.82 0.94 0.85 0.92 0.92 0.83 0.92 0.91 0.81 0.93 0.87
0.63 0.66 0.96 0.84 0.88 0.96 0.89 0.91 0.97 0.90 0.93 0.97 0.89 0.92 0.96
1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
0.93 0.97 0.97 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.98 1.00 0.98
0.72 0.75 0.95 0.70 0.75 0.93 0.75 0.79 0.95 0.71 0.79 0.90 0.82 0.91 0.90
0.71 0.74 0.92 0.86 0.91 0.91 0.89 0.93 0.93 0.89 0.94 0.90 0.88 0.95 0.93
4 (GDP)  Spearman
TE] TE3 PTE1 PTE3 SEI SE3
CDP 0.470* " 0.541*** 0.568 " 0.627" " 0. 160 0.247***
(0.000) (0.000) (0.000) (0.000) (0.058) (0.000)
* K % 1% P
3.4 15.4%
3
3
1) 3 >
2010—2014 10.8%

0. 846
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2) N
Al 5
S 2010—2014 3
TE PII' SI' TE Plli SE TI' PTE SE
2010 0.830 1 0.8654  0.9561 0.6044 0.6259  0.964 9 0.675 1 0.7016  0.9615
2011 0.934 8 0.971 7 0.958 4 0.799 6 0.8779 0.906 9 0.826 8 0.865 5 0.954 5
2012 0.946 3 0.970 4 0.9713 0.8570 0.920 3 0.9259 0.8702  0.900 3 0.966 5
2013 0.9439 0.970 1 0.968 5 0.8730 0.9445 0.9189 0.8582 0.9062  0.946 6
2014 0.931 8 0.972 3 0.9529 0.8390 0.9328 0.894 5 0.864 3 0.9230 0.9371
0.917 4 0.9500  0.961 4 0.794 6 0.860 3 0.922 2 0.818 9 0.859 3 0.953 3
5
“« > ”»
3
4
2
DEA
1 . 3 N N
N 1) 2
1 3
GDP Spearman
GDP
5 3 DEA
0.950 0 0. 860 3 ;
0.8593 2)
2010—2014
3)
“« > > »

0.9
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The Evaluation of Development Performance of
Chinese Regional Low-Carbon Economy Based on Three-Stage DEA Model

LIU Jian' TU Jian' > CHENG Huibing’
(1. School of Information Management Jiangxi University o f Finance and Economics Nanchang Jiangxi 330013 China;
2. Business School Jiangxi Institute of Fashion Technology Nanchang Jiangxi 330201 China;
3. School of Management Jinan University Guangzhou Guangdong 510632 China)

Abstract: From the perspective of economic efficiency CO, emissions are regarded as undesired outputs linear data
transfer function methods are used to convert into bigger and better expected outputs and three-phase DEA method
is used to evaluate the performance of low-earbon economic development in provinces and cities in China. The re—
sults show that after eliminating environmental and random factors the average technical efficiency and pure techni—
cal efficiency of low-carbon economic development in provinces and cities are underestimated while the average—
scale efficiency is overestimated. The overall level of low-carbon economic development is not high but the develo—
ment persormance of low-earbon economy in 20102014 is on the rise. The study finds that the regional differences
are obvious. Eastern China is the highest and central China is the lowest which is different slightly from the tradi-
tional economic situation.

Key words: low—arbon economic development performance; three-phase DEA model; evaluation
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