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Efficiency Evaluation of Industrial Sectors in China A ccounting for the
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2 Developmen tResearch Center W uhan Econan © and Technobgical Deve bpment Zone)
Abstract It is a severe challenge faced by the whole worll o mamtan a high efficiency whik lessen its burden on the resource and
environment ( R& E) for sake of aw n— win development Applying the Slacks— based M easure (SBM ) and linear programm g the
thesis stud ies the mdustrial efficiency of China from 1998 to 2008 It finds that (1) on the whole China sSBM efficiency has slightly
declined due to the can bined m pact of R&E restricton and technobgical mprovenent (2) the static analys s figures out the obvious
efficiency difference of the burmapr regions (3) the dynam ic analysis shows that the SBM efficency of both the Northeast and the
westhas decreased n stages Furthemorg it ind kates that a high omganic compositon of capital in economic stucture and an
unreasonab ke enterprise scale have negatve effects on SBV efficency And upturn of lving standards ndependent innovaton and
technological m port and FDI bring benefits to a balanced developm ent of ndustry resources and the enviromm ent
KeyWords Data EnvebpmentAnalysgy SBM Environmental Effeency E fficency Evaliation
JEL Chssificatiom C61 Q43

(T SRtk A )

65



