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An HEmpirical Study on the Relationship between Local A dm nistrativeM onopoly
and R egional Energy E fficiency. Based on 2000—- 2006 Provincial Data
Y ang Q ian
(School ofE conam ics of Shandong University)
Abstract Ths paperbuilds a heoreticalmodel to prove that the ex stence of the local adn i strative monopoly reduces the regonal
energy efficiency Then on the bask of calcu bting energy efficiency of China s 28 reg bns during 2000— 2006 w ith the DFA m ethod te
paper takes the local adm inistrative m onopoly index as one of the facbs affecting energy efficiency and uses Tobitm odel to estim ate the
nfluence of local adn nistrative monopoly on energy efficiency The results show that bcal adn instrative monopoly hinders the
mprovan ent of reginal energy effciency and the effect has district differences that bcal adm nistrative monopoly has less effect on

energy efficiency n the regbn with hisher energy effciency than that n the regbnw ih lover energy effciency
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