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Abstract

This paper utilizes panel data from 30 provinces, municipalities, and autonomous regions in China
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(excluding Xizang, Hong Kong SAR, Macao, and Taiwan Region) from 2008 to 2022. With capital,
labor, and energy consumption as input indicators, and considering both desirable and undesirable
outputs, the study incorporates group technology heterogeneity into the analysis. Using the com-
mon frontier DDF model, it examines total factor energy efficiency under both the common frontier
and group frontiers. Additionally, the GML index is employed to decompose and further analyze en-
ergy efficiency. The research findings indicate: 1) China’s total energy consumption showed a steady
increasing trend from 2008 to 2022; 2) The overall total factor energy efficiency in China remains
at a relatively low level, displaying a slight decline followed by a steady rise; 3) There is regional
heterogeneity in total factor energy efficiency, exhibiting a decreasing distribution pattern of “East-
West-Central”, with regional heterogeneity significantly impacting energy efficiency. Based on
these findings, the study suggests promoting technological innovation and transfer, strengthening
regional coordinated development, and facilitating industrial structure transformation. It also rec-
ommends formulating differentiated measures based on energy inefficiency to enhance overall ef-
ficiency, as well as incentivizing energy conservation and continuously advancing energy structure
optimization.
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1. 518

HEBN SCIRROAIE . B A AR, T EY)SCig mRe iR . ek “ 0" TAE, B THIE L) R R
o, SEIURTRRSE R R IE D) R . PR RESU N GERE, WS H RN E, CEBUNR I
[ 2 G RR A B 1) 2 AT . AR CREREIRSTTE L) %, A 2000 4EF) 2019 4, FKEMRE
TR FER TN 14.10 {2 AR ARG K 3] 44.76 {2 MIARAERE, EIKRIAF] 6.27%; TEREIHALN 7, X
FE] 1) — X REVE ™ Bt A\ 2000 4E1) 13.24 AZMEFRAERIG N 2 35.71 AZmibRviEE, HLFs 2 AR5k 1M\ 0.86 124
AR AE ST K F] 9.05 AZMARTESE, 1X SEUT X RSV (1 R 8 .

WEMAER, FRE RN M AT A= E, oG D[] BESFEARTR, K
TR BRI 22 55 3 KA O M AR 2] 25 RS 21 R 25 A B 7l 7 ] 22 35 R vh oy T PR A T e
{14 £ €5 R R Y5 1 15 DR 7 SR LA B T I 1 e Y0t SR AR P85 e 1) 8, 44 v R 0 R B R %« DRI,
A P AERE X T A, I BRIEIE TR IR IR T Rk, fEMIRE T RE KM IR, SLIA K 5
TR M AL, B NEE.,

ASCAF I FEF AT HY DEA BB At T 2008~2022 45 [E 30 A4 (4 1t i 5 5 1 5 b X)) () REVR K
5 DA E BB IR AR AN, ARSCHE DL R LA T T otk %%, BRARME A, KA
BAR RN F SR, MRIEILE TS DDF BAY, Hdr St T A ar s F i Z R pIR AR
HK, 454 GML $RECTREIR R T RS 8T, 5 BEIRRCR I 1R AR L i 38 5 X e S e gk 47 T
ElAIE .

2. XERERAR
5 R 28 SR 244 IR S WD AR B ) AR 55 T 75 O R RSN o e A T
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REVR B0 O B R R A A IR S5 B M BT fR R AR ON . FESERR Y, ZBIZFhR R M52, BN 25E R
T IRZ T, WASEIIRLA X B8 AT T IR AN AT

TEDAE W FAEZE o, ARAE A R AN EE R, BB R 3 9 e — B R AR VR AR A A B R AR IR AR I .
RTEAE EERERAE NN R, MJEE R T REVRAL, IR T AN S5 2 JX S R R

BB R AR AR R R B, (B R RIR, TONTE M B AR R AT, EAOSE— R
e, RS TS E) SRS H AN B 5 RN R A BB A FIE 3] AHECZ R, AR
RERUREIE AL B 2 FhH N 57 th, S v S B R A FH AR S B o X A BRI AR B JE AN B AR &
Grrr, MRFESEAR. 7SS RS, LR H[4].

Hu & Wang (2006) &7 562 tH T A R AR FCR RS, FEIE T E 29 ME(IX . )4 ZE R
R, R IX IR AR R MK, HLBEE A1 GDP B4R A M K. B MR 1 A T 7T AR AR
fRSCHR = HANTS o Filippini & Hunt M55 1K) 1 B2 AN AR 1 465 & R YR AR 7K1 1) SRR HE SN SIEIE J7
%, R AR AR LA TR R IE TG A1 = fERL[5]. Pang & Deng JU W\ I B £ FE X 45 B & REVR AR
HAT R AT AN R 2R b, ML B AR R T, 520 R 2 G Bk 6]

W CEM AR R, ZHREN, T EERGERUK T BARBAK, HEM “FK-d - 7 3
e, RN 42 R REVR AR R I B B 25 R (7] BT Femtia) . B AR ik . SR R R &5 R 2%,
B H TR A R K225, B LR L0 TRP 230 AN T RR %, a7t & TFP £ AR
Wit mi[8]-[11]. PRI+ E A R AR RCRE 2Rk, BRE RSN E 4B R AR R K
BTG LAREH[12] [13].

[F B 7E A B R BRI AR M B e R IR I b, HATE#H M C& R T ECAVER RS, 2, KTk
WP R FR A 1) B3, K 5 R BRI [13] [14]« BB 20 WF 708 COL M ANTS B4 H (1) B2 [10] [15]:
UK SO AT S [7] [16]; A W 70K 2 Fhis Jedn & F i — I Fa bk B B AN B2 17
=[17] [18].

FEA VAL A E R RIS A b, BT USRS EG AT DR RS 5 T . 240k
JiikH s BENLETHS 04T (SFA) 2 AR . SFA JET2ei8 R BB MRS, & 7E AL AR 2 FEPER T BEAF
TEA—E1% . Ferrier & Lovell [FF G PR 7 A 42 (R FH BE LT VR SR AR THE R R R [19]. J54E, 24
BHRH T SFABERLRN T 1 BeIR R B R K 3R [20]-[22] . AR SFA o T HR i vEdR 41 1 Jo T
WO, ABHEA R REE T A B p—H s, FEHEZHHIAE NI TR E . bA
AW FCAE SR N A4 R IR T 3AE 7 Y, 2% AR iR BRI ORI B, X — 0 T R i AN 1
LTFRI . F I Sl 5] N Shephard ()% H EE B9 eR E AN B tH N A 3K AR IR R (TFEE)
MR, (HIX—VEARAE A 7 2% IS YeH i S A, TS 3 T eI AR I = R 2

SR TES, BdE 45 50 HT(DEA) LLH TE 75 1l vk ek O 210 HF BRI e Chung et al 7 1997
TP R T Shephard BREL, FEE T ARSI AR RPEH, JRAR T AR U7 PR B R £ [23]. 2T DEA A
Malmquist $5307%,  BRIGERN AN R XIRFEAT T BEIE SR Ak [24]. R SC %555 T SBM-DEA #5244, FIH
2010 4EF| 2015 4ERE RN 5 REJR P H BIAH S B, % oh EURIRR B3 16 S0 25 ia i 4k A J50R 175 1o 3k
Ty BIREE[25] . Xk 312k A& 52 F1 ] SBM-Undesirable F 3058 1 2012~2021 48 o [ 1 X REVE AR, I
SN T S HX TR JI[7]. A DEA, B Res o R AE ARG OL, X RERGEAT AN I, T4
BRA RS, —LRRLEEHIE T HA. 5l IAMRRIEIRN, DURERAE R HAUREAE = Y, R
DDF K/ & TFEE [26] [27]. DDF fE5 REARHAEE ™ I, 4L T —Fh S04 r e ROl 7 X, —Les
HETIXMOVEE T 2N N, B E T TFEE.

ST ANA XIRAE B AR EEZR | BER SR A DA SBUR IR EE B e T, BO® 48— I A 72 2R A ANV SEBR 1)

SN
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DA, E PPl T 10 BRIR SRR I, A = R 1 DX 38 e i PR 04 25 SR AE A o i T i pRax —$kiik, O’Donnell
et al. & T HulE 2% 77 (DEA) I T 3L [ T #5[28]. Oh. Oh & Lee ¥4 RffA S i P4 & BIL S5 (1) TFEE
B, ARG T IR e EE[29] [30].

AT T —AHHI D HTHESE, S56 7 J7 n)BE 25 pR ZU(DDF #% 20) A1 4L [F] i #5 #E18 (Meta-Frontier 155
), HRGUR T ARG R BCRVEAS P R IR AR i 2 s S ER R AR R 2, @l shEs
ShE XIS T R AE 5 2 4R 2R R (GML TR 093 iR 5 REVRTC RO ), R T HOR R 20 N 1B
TR R, NIX I IR B AL T 757k T R 59k .

3. REgE
3.1. HEEERH

MR WX (BB TT) I MR X= (X, X, %, )€ R 5 AT RLP 28 N 28 48 7 1y
Y=(Yu YooYy ) € RE AL j A AR H AR 7 HE b=(byb,, b, ) e Ry o T 2R R ) B R AT RE4E R
T={(xy.b):x G877 (y.b)} » RIS ATRESEA: Ry ={(xV.b): X REAE(y,b))

R T R EAR R HUR AR AR P AR P, Fare (2005) 550 1245 7 1] AEAE 1 4 R B 1)
(y.b)eP. HO<9<1, N(9y,90) e, . FUIMAL = A SAR S 100 B T AL B4, /b T 48
H U A P L AR AR B R IR AT AT . 2) BRI T, %5 (y.b)eRy, » W
(y-s.b)eP, >0 BB th LA ST Bk, 3) %5 (y.b)e Py, Hb=0, W y=0, HIABL4E" th 1y
DA AR SHETBC R AR BT AR P o BRATTHS T 07 140 B B B B S

B (X, Yo 0ni—0a) =SUp{B:(y + B9, ,b— g, ) € P(x)} 1)

Hrn FoRvsgoT, REZME g Z-Mb 8T, T g=(g,,-g,), BRI
HH 3 3o ] B A5 9 gk 2 A BT L ) e K T AT B

3.2. Meta-Frontier %54

4 PSR AT (DMUS)FHARAR A PE B PRI 43 25 7 75, R R e A 7 i v 1 2 P R
HiT ¥+ (Group Frontier) n] s BRAL A B 45 AR IL 7. LRI AT (Meta-Frontier) U & B 74 fX) DMUSs #4724
JRAEFE RV, ARFABIRMIE AT, B w8 TR T

HF I, A% O’Donnell [28]#E T 1T DEA J7iA MBFALRT I AL A AT #T . %)F DEA BRI 4%
DMUs, []_E3C7 PSR B R A0E S GBI BEA x(x e Ry ) ATRUBEI=HH y(y e RY ), ALEHTA BN Hif3L [
BOREET: T™ ={(x,y)|x20,y >0, x FEAL)™ v} » 15 ZRIRIEF-ATRES s BT = {y 1(x,y) eTme‘a} ,
Poy™ ¥ EFREIA IR o FEFEHOR M (MTE) S0 T34 [ B 2 6 £ D™ -

0< D =inf, {9>0|{%}e P(T;ta}z MTE <1 @

9 x BB . KRR FRARES T A raRAT T2, TO)HR, Bk
PSRBT AT AN T™ = (THOT? UT U T

BRHBAREGATIP ={(x,y)|x20,y20, F4 g b x AE2E> y) o 152027 W RESE N -
RO ={yI(x y)eT"™}, HLEAMK(GTE)FH T RHALIE % DI, B

rou H y rou,
0< DI =inf, {9 > 0|{§} eRY P} ~GTE<1 @3)
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D" F1 DY 43 S LRI TR AL AT S5 AR T R B R B iR T DR BT (DMUS) 5 AR AR 7
W2 (B B R ZE R, SRR R . AL RTRHES T, I8 — D EE Wi BOoRE ZE T
(TGR), iZAE bR LA HAE L A S 7 R ATV AL R AT AR ACT (228 . TGR G (R A 4L B 25 p MR
VAL

Dmeta
(xy) MTE <

DI " GTE ~

TGR BT 1, TR A P2 /KPR SE A AR PR R AR KT, e 22 W R 7 BEAEL ) A 77 /K TRz 125
FL[E A PR AR K.
3.3. BEIRFI A XD

TEXTBEVR BRI TR, SR HARVE Z LU (TGR) 8 A5 1] LA AT 2548 T X BEJR R 578 1 S R 2 1]
MR, N T PR AAFMX GEFE AR ZE RN IER R, K CSHERAEBLIPEIL TS &8
X BEVEFI FH R (E) o N H AR Z FE R HCR(TIE) 5 E MR (MIE), HEARUITF:

0<TGR = 1 4

IE=1-MTE =TIE+MTE (5)
TIE=GTEx(1-TGR) (6)
MIE =1-GTE (7

Hrp, TIE BARE X BT AEZHEARKEERSEIITLIE, MIE ARG THIX T A KK
SEHTCREE . LI TT LAk — 20 I 293 AN [R] X BRI AR IR 2, D TSR ) A
S,
3.4. GML ¥
R T R ML AR P2 248 5 — R A 43 ML fa B0 LIP3 e, ARG IE It afE
IBYE, TCIRWER A P RCR K K. Oh 7ESb At FAEIAEE = Hin N, W T GML 4= R4 5)
B3 IR AR D IR AR A F)[29]
A Z7% Oh BHY[30], 115 GML #54, HAMAAX T
GMLI'M(XI, yt,bl , Xt+1, yt+l’bt+l)
L+ DG(xt,y‘,b‘)
- 1+ D® (Xt+1, yt+1,bt+l)
1+ DX vt bt Gt’t]t t(xt vt bt
_ +D(x,y,b) y (1+D(x yb))/(1+D(x yb))
1+ Dt+1(Xt+1, yt+1’bt+1) (1+ DG (X”l, yt+l’bt+1))/(1+ Dt+l(xt+l’ y“l,b‘“))
_TE™ y BPG!*
- TE' | BPG'*?
— ECt,t+1 x BPCt,H—l
Horp, TE' 248 t WIAEARYCR e R BRI EC AN N HAR R 121k, kit T DMU
TE t+ 1 XS T t 3 R R AR Bl I B RIS 25 (1 2R),  ECH™ > (<)L R nilE B (%5 T)IF
HABEMER AR AT . BPGY™ & I (B AR AT 5 ARk AR R Z A i s g 220 . BPCY 2 Hi4> BPG
PILCAE, T (R AR R BTV M A BREOR BRI A R R, R B 22 33AR ™= H A B /DA BRAR = HH (1)

®)
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RS IORRRE . BPCY™ > (<)L FHARIE S (B ).
3.5. TEIXENSHIEIRAA

35.1. TEIEMW

R R I A EAS B, AR SRR AN K, RN B, AN L, AR
AEER: R Y, JERIA B, SRR T 1) WK K BAHON AR BT A 2R
%, RIS K, = 1, + (1= 8, ) Ky AT EE, IR B SEA Y 0 A A7 B AT
it o BOR AR 1, ARSI A B i 78 PR AL HE B R SR OEAT PO 7 EI 2% 6, L 10.96%:
PHEHALER K« Ky =1,/(9+68) . o RAFRESIREVE MUK, 2) BRI E: ARURMA LU HEBLEE
BRI RERR T o ACTI 440 B4F S TERE VR R (B 7. TR S8 P T S0 P10 A
FRAEBLA B CTMBRAERD), SKF E = (6 <o) EAFHEEL, 3UF n AR SR, & MR SR

i=1

miHAEE o URRHERLR AL, 3) ZBh L. Al IBRA LTS TR, BIEA Ik NS 4) 2
FAH Y RS ISR A AR EME R R, MR B P AR S TR R G S, 12 1998 SEANAR AR THER
5) AR~ B: T SRR B E PR SR b ) SRS G AN B B, BRI, ARSI AR
TR SO, M HEBCE A AR S ™ thighr,  LLAMON AL HEAT SEit

3.5.2. BIEA

R HHE Ay F 1, SE T 2008 4FE A 2022 4R E 30 AN T IR X TR B DA R 4 [ A (]
IR T AR BYG, TP SR AT, BT DUAER, J0IER T 450 i EAS LS4
Ko =ZAHNFPIA G AR EEZORE (R ESGHEE) (PEASESIHES) DB RGFE, i
BARBCREA (P NRIOME E K brdE) 50 SRR B 8 R R sk Ml EVA A 5

3.5.3. PHKIE

VP R TTHEAT > ALY UL IR R, 784978 B8 DX 3R] () 22 S 1k, 38 T ) DA 58 A [ X 338 5 Ak (a1 )
25 o AU LA B BR VU LA 30 N T VA X RIS AR R EIR . REAE 12 M AR
REE Wb, 7. B VLA WL, B fEE. LR TR ), A s s ML, W
ST, EA. BORVT. VOPG. R, WAk, WIEE), PEEEE 10 NME(TPE. EER. PUIL HIR. SR
THE. il BRI, FriE. =),
4. GRS
4.1. RS

1Al e T 4 E R RE IR 2 R AR S 1B D5 AE K 3L %, [ 2008 4R DASK 43 [ REJRTH 7%
SMERE ETE, M 2008 (1) 320,611 J5 Ml hnF| 2022 £E () 541,000 30

ER KR RPN E MK a3, 7F 2010 4EAN 2011 4E, K EIARIEME, /B2 7.30%F1 7.32%.
Z K E R N B, 7E 2015 FEIRFIRAK AT 1.35%, ARG FREEh BT . 2009 4R K AR AT REH T4
BR &Rl AL G - S 10 22 5 RO SRS T REVR T SRIEIN. 2010 4RI 2011 4F, REIEIE PRI H]
WA, IR T E MBI, R TR SR ik . M 2012 FEFFLE, KR
GRRFE, FTREZFCAZUTHEN TR, AR AR B PR, DL REVR R R0 T AR BR IR (1 FH 2
He 2016 2 5, HKER/ANMERETE, X ARG 2 AR (S 5 AR TR SR T A G, BT 2021 4F, 1Y
KRG 2 554%, X 5LF/E COVID-19 KFAT /G MRS A R EKR. T 2022 FHIKERFS
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Figure 1. Trend of China’s total energy consumption and annual growth rate from 2008 to 2022
1.2008~2022 FFhEREIRIH R 2 B S FIG KR TR

B2 JRILT TR E B0 BT RETRTE T . SR L REVRW T EAEANE B 2 B AR A Yy, T
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Figure 2. Average energy consumption of Chinese provinces (10,000 tons of standard coal)
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H 1R T AN AR N ERA, ARAZAFAEREER. REBXPEAFE L ST
TSI E AR K, e T ARIBAEA TR R ) 2 AL R, ZRESHL XS 3 GDP L RERE 455G T 8
PG, Hrh RSB IX i K GDP LA F] 1 i it X i K GDP Pt s fE57 80 IR TJT I,
IRER L DX AR AL T4 ST A, X Yz, 1 P R DA T AT, SRR T P X 5 R R A
AT R B ARSI IX A REVRH P AL B —, HME Dy 18284.47 JimibRAERE, T b
1) 15226.62 J3MibRAEIE, 1= TP i1 9937.75 JImiAr ki, Som B Rt 22 s ZERHHEE =
S B RAE IR R ARG, AE e s i [X )l e SR I 1 AR R PG B X

Table 1. Descriptive statistics of the input-output variables

1 AR EERE ST

B3 axil ONITEAE YA it 2% Be/MA N

R 180 102175.42 74399.56 12138.90 337385.91

wATR K il 120 78409.71 54129.42 16977.40 280816.41
(fz7%) il 150 48926.76 42825.83 2262.90 205708.41
4 450 78088.34 64098.45 2262.90 337385.91

R 180 3138.53 1976.67 408.40 7150.25

sl A% L el 120 2780.39 1557.20 1103.30 6766.86
(IN) (i 150 1911.41 1266.70 256.00 4889.00
e 450 2633.98 1736.38 256.00 7150.25

% 180 18284.47 11401.98 1135.33 48166.90

BEVE I E H 120 15226.62 5582.26 5383.00 30708.95
(JIMERRAERR) 7 150 9937.75 4895.58 2497.74 23952.88
4 450 14686.80 8991.21 1135.33 48166.90

R 180 42750.82 35644.04 1474.70 190919.80

T Y el 120 26269.26 18561.74 4834.70 92254.70
(1z7%) it 150 15170.61 15407.61 896.90 91364.20
4 450 29162.34 28605.18 896.90 190919.80

% 180 42.17 45.68 0.11 182.74

JEIE R B H 120 53.27 4373 5.51 145.20
(J3E) i 150 41.47 32.58 4.01 123.50
] 450 44.90 41.43 0.11 182.74

4.2. HBRREFRBESLIESH

ZeIL[A] AT DEA BTN SAG R 1 b AN & 3 LR AT SO R AT R, TR g R ], A
e R, MEHEEAT g g, WA 2.

4ia K 3 53 2, @M 2008~2022 FEIL[EI T AVEEALAT AT T H E 4 B RS RCRAE X L DL o
FEILFRIE T, AR s PHARHE X A REE AR T 4B 70 51 04 0.620. 0.479 A1 0.535, HEHZFIER . R
PR IX BEPRIA R R 2 T . TOEEIX, R EEH X e YA R I R4, X 5 2R B M X AE 22 35F
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Table 2. Statistical description of inter provincial common frontier efficiency and group frontier efficiency
2 2. HIREFRGEYE. BAREYERNGITH#ER

HLFFH MTE AT GTE

Hh[X A (1) S S
PEE beEE S BONME O RAME CPBIE BRSO BRE BME
Jbxt 0.787 0.166 1.000 0.628 0.877 0.115 1.000 0.735
K 0.552 0.199 1.000 0.395 0.719 0.163 1.000 0.512
Ak 0.340 0.072 0.527 0.269 0.468 0.179 1.000 0.292
L 0.488 0.219 1.000 0.301 0.726 0.196 1.000 0.443
g 0.725 0.198 1.000 0.486 0.868 0.097 1.000 0.744
T 0.642 0.157 1.000 0.509 0.712 0.119 1.000 0.599
K WL 0.558 0.112 0.887 0.484 0.613 0.104 0.887 0.488
2R 0.426 0.104 0.671 0.333 0.572 0.142 1.000 0.435
Gizye: 0.529 0.110 0.788 0.415 0.632 0.156 1.000 0.467
R 0.627 0.187 1.000 0.389 0.708 0.200 1.000 0.416
AR 0.879 0.063 1.000 0.794 0.880 0.063 1.000 0.795
e 0.888 0.115 1.000 0.714 0.906 0.099 1.000 0.749
R 0.620 0.221 1.000 0.269 0.723 0.192 1.000 0.292
Ll 75 0.585 0.177 1.000 0.338 0.806 0.145 1.000 0.602
MNEE 0.546 0.178 1.000 0.331 0.829 0.109 1.000 0.668
AR 0.380 0.134 0.672 0.251 0.942 0.082 1.000 0.754
T 0.404 0.088 0.620 0.326 0.871 0.126 1.000 0.683
i AN 0.475 0.064 0.610 0.401 0.830 0.077 1.000 0.740
TR 0.454 0.093 0.678 0.374 0.855 0.147 1.000 0.614
Ik 0.495 0.120 0.762 0.375 0.784 0.120 1.000 0.641
e 1] 0.491 0.102 0.723 0.393 0.797 0.103 1.000 0.673
HEF 0.479 0.137 1.000 0.251 0.839 0.122 1.000 0.602
P 0.426 0.114 0.729 0.328 0.632 0.089 0.868 0.555
EXN 0.693 0.185 1.000 0.498 0.792 0.127 1.000 0.676
i 0.435 0.114 0.688 0.333 0.752 0.098 1.000 0.673
o0l 0.439 0.268 1.000 0.248 0.601 0.232 1.000 0.402
=M 0.365 0.076 0.559 0.296 0.624 0.138 0.932 0.499
[ S| 0.431 0.069 0.573 0.322 0.668 0.084 0.859 0.563
HR 0.423 0.130 0.775 0.303 0.655 0.157 1.000 0.465
Hig 0.932 0.066 1.000 0.797 0.953 0.068 1.000 0.797
TH 0.806 0.138 1.000 0.610 0.845 0.131 1.000 0.632
B 0.402 0.154 0.755 0.258 0.708 0.233 1.000 0.446
g 0.535 0.235 1.000 0.248 0.723 0.178 1.000 0.402
4 H 0.554 0.215 1.000 0.248 0.754 0.178 1.000 0.292
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RIEREARBIH 7 WL HAG; PU X AR 5 e K, Wi ZE ik 0.235, R I 4 [ P ik 71k
WA s T b X N 2 R BUINBRHEZE 0.137), (HACRMEE S, St X OR [F e 5 gk
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Figure 3. Comparison chart of China’s inter-provincial energy efficiency values under the common
Frontier and the Group Frontier from 2008 to 2022

[& 3. 2008~2022 S EIFHAFELLEFHE T P E A PREERSERENT L E

FORVEZ HU(TGR) St 145 i€ BF AL B KT S FE S LB Z IRk 11, SRR, R B s o
TERIEARICT B B IEE I B LB AR o 2R s PEARHE D8RV 22 L TGR 735179 0.856. 0.572,
0.716. ZREBHLIX BORVE ZE Lt i, YA AR AR XA ¥ A I el s 0 A P B, TTREJR AL AR Bt X Y
ZHCE (AT, WA R, XIS R, A EQUFTAVE B B St Pa X
BORIEZZLCAR N, BEURA FH BRI ACTAR TR B, T IR T HARVE 5 A2 2 RESR AR R 2
R R 2R o T P S X BOR K 22 FUARAIR, Ui B 5 AR (1 3K R AT (R AT b X R B AR AT ) AR LA AR
FNBARZER . T IRERCR, XX HELETERGH . WP FReRT MAREER, BLR
EHORZEHIF AR A . BTSSR AR SR I EORVE Z G T 1, B
O 20 A PR AE 1) B DU AR KT, 0 T 2 BT 6 4t [X A RE IR FHABOR QU 5 T A 17 S 25 0t e o T 35 AR
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SR AR TE 22 LLACA 0400, 0.465, SHARFANRMIZER K, HERAFEARE, 20,

Wi 4, FR T 2008~2022 45 XOFI 4 7K R TGR BHK . BAACSKE, R X H AR
7 HL(TGR)TE 2008~2022 “E (] R b1 TE, HAE 2010 5= LA JG e b T4 sy, X R AR X FE R AR
PRI R AR KRR, — AT AR DX A B G SRR T R 2 B Ah R DA KB SRR, X AT AR
BT PUE R A BRI T AE =2 . X ) TGR BARBAEI K, (Hl R AR X 18, HEm T
—ERIRRAR, X ATREAE T I X AR TRl B AR NN GHT 7 AR AR 5S, X BHAT T EAT
FARFBERIFEL . PEAHLIX F) TR AR R, (HFEE I T FRE&ES, R “THERITR” GRIg T ae
TR T — 52 IR SR AN, (LG50 1 DX ] ) b B 2 () R A2 2% PR b T T 6 S 350 T BRI
RIS S . BEE R RS, B HhIX 1) TGR & pirde s, X 3% B vp 7R A [ VG 1 9 AR R IE
TR . IXFPE S T RE R T 4 — A SR P8R, I R R S A AR AT R AR 4
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Figure 4. CTrend chart of TGR of technical gap ratio in each region from 2008 to 2022
4.2008~2022 £FiE] Z M X FATEZELL TGR ZLHEHE

4.3. HFERNERBEEH S #

R AKG) (6) (7)IFESFBNGEIE I NE, FH4r AT B AR T IUTIE)E H LA I(TIE).
FERAKE[3L], S ()M AR TCRCGEFTCR) & LI 4008 3tk e B A 5 oo 12 T i

e 3, HHEEIERTIEIME R 0.446, WREEIER, A 6 NMEAX. 1)L ReIEIA SRR ST H 2
NEAR, HAER(TIE=0562). BT (TIE =0.466 ) F AR LRI . H 14 NME (X W)HI L BEEIA
BRI R N E B, HAimlb(MIE=0.532). ZE(MIE = 0.428)E H/K- = HE K. H5b,
Jb v, PSR 10 44 () it R B RIS & BEAAL T Jo kX, DR A 3 A 5O 5 HE A 0 11 [ B 3
ARSI, HATHEPHAR R .

BB ZERRE, R P PEMHX BRI TC RO A BA B R, RIEATT R, A
T AN AR ANAR 78 A2, AR B AT e Ry s R i AR AR B 78 70 i, KA i MIE (5 Ll
40%. HRERHLIX AT RE T RS DI SR BRI T R, BT AR TIE & ERERHEE T 40%, iX
BRI X E AR KR G, NS TR R . 1 PE L X BT A 8 K MIE (5 LG i 50%,
Wi B HE T T A 1R KR T 25 18], X n] REVE T PR X BUR T BT B e - AT AN BRI & 5

EAEVEE N, SIS MIE 1 &5y 55.1%, 5 AR TER0 TIE 1 44.9% & Eeflm, X EHIM
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FMAER, P B AR T B AR ST BRI 5 2 — T il HOGBE ) SRS o 7E AR 1
HBIX,  BOARTC RGNV BETC RITT) EE B A B, T T BE S B 17 AR 38 [X A AR P AN B S B 77 T
(IR R e o A LEZ T, F R G 3 b DX PR AR T AU e BTG R0 L AR B i, s X 24
DX AT e T e 352 AR T 20 i ANV B A 28 AN 5 38 S5k 3 285 8 3 A< St X FR) REETC 240 1E #4419 0.380,
AR T P BRI X Y 0.521 1P A [X 1) 0.465, S AR B X AR B B 5 A BRI A A, (EUXT rh R
M DXORAE, A T ik B A )

Table 3. Decomposition of energy inefficiency items in Chinese provinces

3. PESEHERTYERTN SR

FARTEH(TIE) EETH(MIE) BT 1A
ol Hu X REVETE R (IE)
] 124 L IE L EF N i
b= 0.213 0.090 42.3% 0.123 57.7% v v
R 0.448 0.166 37.2% 0.281 62.8% J
B 0.660 0.128 19.4% 0.532 80.6% v
Uy 0.512 0.238 46.5% 0.274 53.5% N N
g 0.275 0.143 52.1% 0.132 47.9% v N
T 0.358 0.069 19.3% 0.288 80.7% N
AR WL 0.442 0.054 12.3% 0.387 87.7% v
T 0.574 0.146 25.5% 0.428 74.5% v
fa g 0.471 0.103 21.9% 0.368 78.1% v
AR 0.373 0.081 21.7% 0.292 78.3% v
I 0.121 0.000 0.2% 0.120 99.8% v
pisae] 0.112 0.018 15.7% 0.094 84.3% v
B 0.380 0.103 27.2% 0.277 72.8%
Ll 78 0.415 0.221 53.2% 0.194 46.8% J v
e 0.454 0.283 62.3% 0.171 37.7% v
Tk 0.620 0.562 90.7% 0.058 9.3% v
BRI 0.596 0.466 78.3% 0.129 21.7% v
s S| 0.525 0.355 67.7% 0.170 32.3% v
FIE 0.546 0.401 73.5% 0.145 26.5% v
Wik 0.505 0.289 57.2% 0.216 42.8% v v
b 0.509 0.306 60.1% 0.203 39.9% v
P 1 0.521 0.360 69.1% 0.161 30.9%
]V 0.574 0.206 36.0% 0.368 64.0% v
HIK 0.307 0.098 32.0% 0.208 68.0% v
iy vy 1| 0.565 0.317 56.1% 0.248 43.9% N J
=0l 0.561 0.163 29.0% 0.399 71.0% v
=T 0.635 0.260 40.9% 0.376 59.1% v N
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(O] 0.569 0.237 41.7% 0.332 58.3% v v
Hil 0.577 0.232 40.3% 0.345 59.7% v v
il 0.068 0.021 30.8% 0.047 69.2% v
TE 0.194 0.039 20.1% 0.155 79.9% v
i 0.598 0.306 51.2% 0.292 48.8% J J
LIS S5 0.465 0.188 40.4% 0.277 59.6%
42 [E RS Y 0.446 0.200 44.9% 0.246 55.1%

4.4. GML &5

ALH(E@) I HAE] GML #5310, @i Xt GML FREEAT 4 ikt — B 8 BRI R P B R T
RGN, 2% Fare et al. (1994)%F GML #5403 T FGNZ 43f#[32]. GML 8502 T2 RffA, S
AR BT A () RS2 — AL R RTHS T, 20 H A R4 A AS ) L X1 22 A0 AR 3

4 ]RBLT 2008~2022 4[] REVR R R I AR @R . N ER TR ERATAT LR 2, AEASFI A
B, XIARCRARI 1% B . R (effeh) ek 7 Abia E BRI B 455 5
W, FAK AR L AW, UATESB LA B, ORISR E, (H7E 2015~2016 A1 2019~2020
AL T BE TR, TR 5SS AR S B AT 7. AR (techeh)il i 5H AN D . QIHEZN I
WERFENRISE I VIS, 7F 2008~2017 4F 2 A — B R A SEHELE, AR M 1 BoRIIAIXS G, (H
M 2017~2018 FETF4R R ETHESS, X TR B EACKRAN IS5 R . AR B AR b (pech) W T ik
H/KSF . AFe AR O i AR, 58 B ST PR B A G, B B AR AR, &
WM AR A SR, &R — 5 MUBIRCR AR (b (sech) 5 A A 5Kk . P2 RERI R AT 75 4+ 1A
R, BEOR RIU/NEBE BN BRI IE L, Ui IS E U AR R RS E o A AR R AR (tfpch) (E
— NGRS, GG T EARBAERAN, R T — N H X B AR A R J17KF, 2008~2016 4[]
SPGB T IR T IR ROA T ] B AR A% R 4 T B REVR AR I R SR . T
E 2016~2022 RIFLE R KEHARPKIAN, =S8R MEARKFIERR T, JUHAE 2021~2022 4 1) 0. %
KA R 5 LR IR AT %

Table 4. Trend of FGNZ decomposition terms of GML index from 2008 to 2022
3 4.2008~2022 5 GML #5¥1 FGNZ S R LSS

period effch techch pech sech tfpch
2008~2009 0.9965 0.9783 0.9920 1.0045 0.9747
2009~2010 1.0011 0.9753 1.0023 0.9990 0.9761
2010~2011 1.0027 0.9875 1.0139 0.9898 0.9896
2011~2012 0.9938 0.9887 0.9948 0.9990 0.9825
2012~2013 1.0022 0.9799 1.0015 1.0007 0.9819
2013~2014 0.9973 0.9908 0.9990 0.9984 0.9881
2014~2015 1.0061 0.9924 1.0102 0.9960 0.9978
2015~2016 0.9803 0.9840 0.9855 0.9956 0.9622
2016~2017 1.0123 0.9902 1.0064 1.0064 1.0010
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2017~2018 1.0013 1.0072 1.0033 0.9981 1.0083
2018~2019 1.0071 1.0021 1.0066 1.0006 1.0083
2019~2020 1.0193 0.9923 1.0199 1.0008 1.0086
2020~2021 1.0127 1.0042 1.0048 1.0079 1.0149
2021~2022 0.9782 1.0317 0.9839 0.9942 1.0085

Ty 1.0008 0.9932 1.0017 0.9994 0.9930

75 Rl TANFEMLX GML 580 iR I 22 AR B AOE X bty b, YIRS, TSI
it Aal . LR R e A A B, RCRACRILRAF o 1 P XA H R . Brae, TRl
LUt R SRR AN Ak 2 FEEAS R TR IA . BOR QB R TS b 2R I T A5 Rr X, X 2t X At
RAFBHENA GIEFE R, RUILERR RN BRIt 52 A0, BHEALHE X B HE A 55 (K 9 5231
PEIH X AEREAR D F T RETE 5 o — 2RI T AN — LR IR I 2RI T K P, PTRBEAEOR AR |
SIS AR X H T2 A R B SR E B, W RER U . A BRI S 5K
AT RKHIX, WMER=Fh K=, PBRACRRLEE . AT, ANDBD s TR B
MIPEERAE 0, ERURACRIETE BRI TR . STFIRASR . BURTRRRHLIX, andbsifnoRid, 4%
R FARNE T LT, R SES A P R R

MRS s TURIORE, AREIIX, JCHZREE G, BT HEF R s, PR s, S
Wi TE ¥ FEMBAKF L m, PIUERERA BRI, X X R R, F AR
RN BB A S AN BT BCR A SCRF . B BRI T RE I 58 . BURFBCRA RO 57
BN R . U AR A AL P AR T RGN R 25 L 7 37 ORI A Ml AR 22 5 2550 4 2 4l X B Jin 2R
t, Bk =AMK = RERAE RN ZRGIANLF . GUFTRE A BE KPR R X o
&, WdbEARAE.

o RS X (K 20 5 5 R R AT L T A TR R B, R AR R AR RIS . XL X AE
BRBRNAEEARBARA A LT REA AR A X B35, X5 a0 I B R AR N P Jm . s Boa A
BHITHLA D S BARANA Rk Ko DB AR RESZ PR TP MU e AT s K A e 1y 4
FRA SRR TT BE SR T IR L b XA 28 U AR U A i A v O Bk ik

VHERHBIX, Rp) R B U A N B4 1y, 22 5F A SR AT I A, it Vit S W AT M A R AR K i
Ja o IXLEEPR R IR TG FS L X AR AN EOAR BT . AERORRERAR M AT RE K gk Z A R B S A
HE G R MRCRARAE N DD L TARAERR A b DX T I Pl X et X n] ek = 45 2K
{1 T 7 AT US4 o P A b DX PR 2 B AR A 7 AR AR A T BE AN R B AT Fh S L X, K Sk 1 7 st X A
7o T+ AR B 7 7 T A7 A

Table 5. GML Index FGNZ decomposition in 2022 in 2008 (by region)
2 5.2008~2022 ££ GML &% FGNZ 7> ## (47 b [X)

X B () effch techch pech sech
Jext 1.0000 1.0044 1.0000 1.0000
ARE K 1.0146 1.0073 1.0070 1.0073
b 0.9980 0.9973 1.0033 0.9949
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gk

L 1.0074 0.9827 1.0002 1.0077
ki 1.0002 0.9849 1.0000 1.0002
L5 1.0098 0.9916 1.0096 1.0003
WHT 1.0146 0.9929 1.0189 0.9959
2 1.0209 0.9817 1.0204 1.0005
Gy 1.0000 1.0091 1.0000 1.0000
IER 0.9997 1.0021 1.0002 0.9995
IS 0.9926 1.0009 1.0047 0.9881
At 1.0025 0.9958 1.0029 0.9997
BT 1.0050 0.9959 1.0056 0.9995
11 75 1.0007 0.9947 1.0032 0.9977
e 1.0051 0.9911 1.0014 1.0038
K 0.9999 0.9988 1.0010 1.0009
ORI 1.0008 0.9974 1.0092 0.9949
s VNI 0.9928 0.9943 0.9974 0.9955
TR 0.9924 0.9956 0.9971 0.9954
Wk 0.9938 0.9955 1.0000 0.9938
T 0.9840 0.9954 0.9827 1.0012
T 0.9962 0.9953 0.9990 0.9979
VG 0.9872 1.0161 1.0000 0.9872
K 0.9965 0.9914 0.9981 0.9982
ya)i 1.0022 0.9938 1.0079 0.9946
B 0.9915 0.9812 0.9929 0.9981
= 1.0155 0.9746 1.0134 1.0022
[ (] 0.9905 0.9990 0.9922 0.9986
Hf 1.0105 0.9730 1.0064 1.0046
Hilg 1.0183 0.9783 1.0000 1.0183
TH 1.0000 0.9800 1.0000 1.0000
Wi 0.9816 0.9945 0.9818 1.0016
PEHE 1) 0.9994 0.9882 0.9993 1.0003

5. XREIW

ARG T REAATHT AL R ATV T REURA I RCR, X REIRTC R BT 70 it 5 O B AR e, R
I GML 45 HGHAT BEVRRBCR I 73 i 5t — P WETE, JFRYE LR S R 4R HH DU R 2

1) HEBSNHORQUH SHA2 . hiu i X RPN 58 5 AR S X R S A 5580, 51t et BRI B 22
%, DAZE/NSASHR X AR ZE o [ A A S X3 4 T XA 7 5 B R AR HE N T TR, B f A
AR, DABTREIREOAR Z R AN K
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2) SEAIX ISP A S BUR LR X I A e dliies, e it X SR 4 B 2 S8y, Rl B A v it
B HE BHEBNAPL TR A, AR M X 1] -~ A

3) PTHEBRCR: AFMIX NAZARYE B & BEIRTICRIR 1E (7 DR € ot T3 170 o AR B IX 7
TEEEHEE S AIIRTE, P DR B R SR R ORRCR 1 e DO 7 AR B RE ) A ik, R
AN BAREAR RN FETE o 10 DX PR SR R RO LB, LA 8 B0 M (R B SR AN i R S T R A A e

4) WRBEIRTTL): WU ROE S BORE A 25 B B . AUESE, SR A AN AR A
REBOAR, (RREREIRRCRMRTT o 4 [E 53t X B 4k SRRt REIRES M IO DAk, 1R il REVRLE L, DARIXTR
KBS BB B A R PR

E&UH
S ALRHE G0 H S0 o 45 T 10 b PR SEEOR T RIEFE 5V IF 5L (19BGL19S).
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