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Abstract

This thesis applied the VRS model and CRS model (different forms of DEA model) to statically ana-
lyze the efficiency of industrial wastewater control of China’s 35 key cities in 2010, and used the
Malmquist index to dynamically analyze these cities’ nominal total factor productivity (TFP) and
the actual total factor productivity from the year 2000 to 2010, after taking fixed-asset investment
price index into consideration. The result shows that in 2010 the 35 key cities’ average efficiency
of industrial wastewater control only comes to 0.508, only 13.8% among them reached the DEA
effective, and 63.9% are in a condition of reducing efficiency. The nominal TFP of the crucial cities’
industrial waste water remedy is 0.957 and the actual is 0.967. The main reason of this technolo-
gical change is the gap in the efficiency of industrial wastewater control between different cities
and technological backwardness.
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1. 518

WEAE JRE T sr i tod A e, Tl AR S & RlE EJF, A 1999 4F1) 1159 443275 KF] 2010 4E Y
1447 {251 5K, B 25% ( CKBEPEAR 20000 «  CKBEEAR 2011) ). 5 bR E Tl K HER
B BT, 2011 R E S X Tl R KHEBUS B A 231 {20, FFT 2001 4R n 1 28 4Zmi( (H EFR
BRAE % 2012) ). — 7 H T F /K &5 SR I0 7K SRR S, 59— 75 TR K HEFBOE 2 45 K15 e T 354 a8 ™
Ug, 7K YR ) 5 v R A R PR B AR S 0 s A, T K ) R B O S SRR G . B
[T A O 4 22 QR0 v =7 B | A e ) o VR | 42 £ P 5 <51 1 R B4 B L & X L e W T
REFLRIE AT FAK . WKRIE T —@ M, Bl R K G BACR 7T, AT ARA LN =
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BT 2003~2008 44 [E B U A 30 AN 43 0 Tk K IEELRCR , IR KR /K IR BRI A 3 R 2 4
RIEIG[4]; A1 XO6(2014) M4 A [ 4448 2012 41 TAlk/Kis Y FEARCR e, NN ZR BB IX Talk/K s Yeih
Rty T AL X AR [5] o 3) WL 72 st o PRI AN 7K B (2015) W H U £1.4% 43 HT (DEA)
T3 AN BENLHTIE 73 BT (SFA) J7 32 I R /K 3R I RT3 [6]. (R H T, B F DEA Bt SFA BEALPRAY Tk
JR KR B B FAT B

SEbR b, FRE A K SR B R B 2 2 DU T R A A . % AT R T A E AU,
A RARE S EAT X IR A K RS L. RIS K IE R . K R0 B AT g S B R . A Tk
A pE A SR TR BRI . 7 AARRIE. AR XA RBURECR IS R, S 74
AR, AFEFA KRR R RA R 2 R B . BT “RBURN” MAEE, R Tk ml
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AL M DEA FERLRT Malmquist TP $5%, #0377 45 [F 35 AN E 23 117 '2000~2010 4E Tk /K iE
BTN R, FERIAIZE RITERES, ZISRCRTL, AR E ST 0 TR KR B, NBURE
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2. BABRBSHIR

VERN—F R AES BT VETE Z BN 2 7= A B0 DI D 3R B0 oA X R R VA% 7572, DEA R FH 14
TR A B AR = HI, i 5 A P AT VE 0 P BCR IR R AR SR (A 5, 2015) [7]. DEA
TP ER SRR T, T A B ILRAE BB R RORARES AN FE 2 5 I R BFRAS B I [7)
AR I 2 . DEA BRL AT LU Tl R KR BRI HEN 7 tH e 5 AE R 58 SF 0 RSP ik Bl AR, JRimid
THREAHEARRR . FUE SR AR a5 B 34 5k 2 W B0 T4 B B R 1 JiR TR BT AE

SR — Tt i BE B R BOR AT 8 A (5] S A= 7 SR AR B 5 0 R P4l 735, Malmauist 85508 - H il it Ge it
FZF5 5% Sten Malmauist 32, 8 F Sk 20 A A [R1 3 00098 9 A8 4, Ja SR 2% 25 B FLF e A 7 e AR Ak (%
Tl ZEHE, 2011) [8]. JEH, 2EFK Malmquist F55UE A DEA BAIAHSE &, i@ Malmquist
A BRAR BN 2 G N R R B T TR

2.1. DEA #=28gE

2.2.1. DEA &z CRS &8
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Table 1. The input-output table of decision-making units in DEA model
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Fh E E Fh
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2.2. WHEHKIR

ASCAE A 35 A EZI T HHRRIE T 2000~2010 4F (PESGTHES) A CPEREESHHELS) %
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3. SLIEER S
3.1. DEA BB SHEER S

3.1.1. 2010 4F DEA 3 EHHLER
2010 4 [E = EI T I DEA RCRAE L4 2,

3.1.2. 2010 £ DEA ¥ RLER S

FH 92 2 W] 0 2020 4 r ] 32 BT Tl R K YA BRI T35 45 A 3R AR 0.508 , BT B HE A 2K 1) 50.8%,
FEX R AR o A AR SR R R MAmAR, 37 R A 0.720 F110.753,

O MNGEMERE, RAKE. WO, fpE TS EARFXEAINTTIAS DEA H3, AT
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TR R, A 16.7%; K. KESLMNRTT USRS, 1B XS 1 T DS
B S N IGE R Midbnts REESE 23 AR s ok 1) 3 7 D) 08 1o 5 P v B ASE
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3.2.1. HX TFP 53LkR TFP HEER

1E TFP $550zhas b, BT AR B A [FAFE 03 (4 /K v BRI AT 2l FH AN T 7K v BR A% Bt 56 i
B, DR 75 B IR A AR HON TRP Fe sz, DU IR TFP E. AL, BA 2005 47 9 %E 1% f& 2000~2010
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Table 2. The efficiency of industrial wastewater control of key cities in 2010

%% 2. 2010 S E T Tl EKAIEHR

W GERE AERAE BEACE ] GENE AEORME O PURRE
Jbxt 0.294 0.576 0.511 drs H 0.235 0.235 1.000 crs
K 0.231 1.000 0.231 drs H 0.341 0.427 0.799 drs
HERE 0.269 0571 0.471 drs I 0.934 1.000 0.934 drs
KR 0.165 0.167 0.987 irs Kb 0.497 0.499 0.995 irs
IV 0.512 1.000 0.512 drs T 0.430 0.822 0.523 drs
TLBH 0.322 0.423 0.762 drs I 0.084 0.098 0.855 drs
Kk 1.000 1.000 1.000 crs BT 0.452 0.454 0.995 irs
K& 0.617 0.623 0.990 irs tisan| 1.000 1.000 1.000 crs
W 7RI 0.399 1.000 0.399 drs R 0.263 1.000 0.263 drs
i 0.291 1.000 0.291 drs G 0.400 0.598 0.669 drs
2Py 0.698 1.000 0.698 drs SR 0.254 0.260 0.977 irs
Bl 0.815 1.000 0.815 drs B 0.198 1.000 0.198 drs
T 0.341 0.484 0.704 drs FipE 1.000 1.000 1.000 crs
A 0.569 1.000 0.569 drs [ 0.428 0.453 0.947 drs
AR M 0.486 0.494 0.983 irs =Pl 0.577 1.000 0.577 drs
&7 0.518 1.000 0.518 drs [y 1.000 1.000 1.000 crs
e 0.685 0.691 0.990 irs | 0.718 0.738 0.972 drs
G 0.284 0.295 0.963 drs  BEASE 1.000 1.000 1.000 crs

MO 0.508 0.720 0.753

T drs SRR B irs SRIUBIC AT ENT: ors SRR S AN .

3.2.2. Malmquist TFP & 8Zh7SE R o4

MIEARIKT-HKF, 2000~2010 4 FF [ 3 3k 117 Tk R /K VA BE R Malmaquist TFP 44 SU{E A 0.957, B
A G P R AR RS R RS, 1y TRP Sehrfiith U 0.967, X2 8] b [F 32 B0 17 0 Tk
PRI BRI R 218 .

BRI AR, SEBREARID KT 1 I A ISR & G0, Kb, TS & AR5.
PR IR T BRSO 1.006, FFFEA_ETF 0.6%, ~FIEIHAREAD N 0.961, FHETFE 3.9%,
X5 B0 AR AR By 1) 1 KON AR AR By ) £ RS A BRI T LR AR D e 2R SRR TP, (R,
WREEBARRE D R A B R AT R ETHRAT 2/ IriE

P A M A ER A R A L IR 3 BT S2BR TFP B4k E R EREN E T3 . 2002~2005 4 jH]
E FEIR TR TRP A — MG E T HFEE A, I AE 2005~2006 4 (8] £ ILRAC 0.709, IR
H KGR i G . M 2006 GG, FRIESEPR TRP E 2 EFH&S, Fr 2007~2008 4 (A1 4h,
FG =AN IR T 1. 2009~2010 4= [R]ff52Fx TFP $850Ch 1.139, K BHLE MR IR E sehr 4 B R A=K
FFT 13.9%.
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Table 3. The Malmquist TFP index and its decomposition of key cities’ industrial wastewater control from 2000 to 2010
5% 3. 2000~2010 £ =2 Tl 57k A8 Malmquist TFP 358 K HL 45 R

Ykt
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FEET
AFHE
NG}
IR A T
by ls)
KT
KA
W& IR VEE T
b
(Bt
B e
T
EE T
M T
JE T
=N
e
&
M
W]
Kb
i
YN
T
pisamNi]
FHR T
R T
AT
=i
P2z
E=yinn
[
)T
Bg A
T

4 Y TFP SR TFP
FR FR EESZN FUE SR ESN ESN EIESZN U BER
1.008 0.952 1.078 0.935 0.960 1.008 0.953 1.005 1.003 0.961
1.008 0.939 1.153 0.874 0.947 1.008 0.946 1.001 1.007 0.954
0.964 0.913 1.039 0.928 0.880 0.964 0.927 1.051 0.917 0.894
0.994 0.967 0.994 1.000 0.961 0.994 0.970 1.029 0.966 0.964
1.041 1.239 1.084 0.961 1.290 1.041 1.258 1.054 0.988 1.310
0.997 0.899 1.021 0.977 0.897 0.997 0.922 1.022 0.976 0.920
1.000 1.028 1.000 1.000 1.028 1.000 1.043 1.000 1.000 1.043
1.064 0.927 1.061 1.003 0.986 1.064 0.933 1.009 1.055 0.993
1.104 0.942 1.100 1.004 1.040 1.104 0.948 1.017 1.085 1.047
0.993 0.931 1.000 0.993 0.925 0.993 0.940 1.000 0.993 0.934
0.965 0.945 1.000 0.965 0.911 0.965 0.948 1.000 0.965 0.914
1.050 0.965 1.068 0.983 1.013 1.050 0.972 1.007 1.043 1.021
1.051 0.911 1.087 0.967 0.957 1.051 0.914 1.004 1.047 0.961
0.946 0.994 1.000 0.946 0.941 0.946 1.005 1.000 0.946 0.951
1.044 0.965 1.040 1.003 1.007 1.044 0.977 1.027 1.016 1.019
1.105 0.933 1.178 0.937 1.031 1.105 0.945 1.000 1.104 1.044
0.999 0.936 0.993 1.006 0.935 0.999 0.943 1.029 0.970 0.942
1.022 0.959 1.024 0.998 0.980 1.022 0.964 1.010 1.012 0.985
1.023 0.953 1.023 1.000 0.975 1.023 0.960 1.001 1.021 0.982
0.977 0.956 0.994 0.983 0.934 0.977 0.978 1.021 0.957 0.956
0.994 0.976 1.000 0.994 0971 0.994 0.978 1.000 0.994 0.973
0.998 1.155 0.992 1.006 1.153 0.998 1.166 1.018 0.980 1.164
1.031 1.054 1.090 0.946 1.086 1.031 1.063 1.010 1.021 1.096
0.974 0.914 0.974 1.001 0.891 0.974 0.928 0.998 0.976 0.905
0.946 0.928 0.943 1.004 0.878 0.946 0.943 1.020 0.928 0.893
1.000 0.681 1.000 1.000 0.681 1.000 0.690 1.000 1.000 0.690
0.971 0.941 1.109 0.875 0.913 0971 0.961 1.024 0.948 0.933
0.912 0.911 0.950 0.961 0.831 0912 0.921 0.996 0.916 0.840
0.992 0.919 0.986 1.006 0911 0.992 0.936 1.039 0.954 0.928
0.946 0.964 1.108 0.853 0912 0.945 0971 1.029 0.919 0.918
0.969 0.916 0.969 1.000 0.887 0.969 0.934 1.034 0.937 0.905
1.059 0.623 1.052 1.007 0.660 1.059 0.624 1.016 1.042 0.661
1.000 0.906 1.000 1.000 0.906 1.000 0.920 1.000 1.000 0.920
0.967 0.924 0.970 0.997 0.894 0.967 0.928 1.000 0.968 0.898
1121 1.560 1.116 1.004 1.748 1.121 1.576 1.019 1.100 1.766
1.006 0.951 1.033 0.974 0.957 1.006 0.961 1.014 0.992 0.967
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Table 4. The average annual Malmquist TFP index and its decomposition of key cities’ industrial wastewater control
= 4. EEWHEEFH T EKAIE Malmquist TFP $5 8% H 5> ##
4 3 TFP SR TFP

R PR BR 2R HAE AR PR BR 2R HAE AR
BE iz LiES e Aepeaz e iz LiES e Aepeaz

2000~2001 1.256 0.761 1.278 0.983 0.956 1.256 0.761 1.087 1.156 0.956

2001~2002 0.757 1.183 0.806 0.939 0.895 0.757 1.185 1.008 0.750 0.896
2002~2003 1.188 0.758 1.278 0.930 0.901 1.188 0.769 0.999 1.189 0.913
2003~2004 0.975 1.093 0.797 1.223 1.067 0.966 1.113 1.024 0.943 1.075
2004~2005 0.876 1.064 1.221 0.717 0.932 0.885 1.070 1.009 0.878 0.947
2005~2006 1.093 0.644 1.050 1.040 0.704 1.093 0.648 0.980 1.115 0.709
2006~2007 0.892 1.276 0.759 1.174 1.138 0.892 1.299 1.013 0.880 1.159
2007~2008 1.109 0.825 1.177 0.942 0.914 1.109 0.860 0.997 1.112 0.954
2008~2009 0.892 1.135 0.899 0.993 1.013 0.892 1.124 1.016 0.878 1.003
2009~2010 1.137 0.992 1.274 0.893 1.128 1.137 1.002 1.011 1.125 1.139

T 1.006 0.951 1.033 0.974 0.957 1.006 0.961 1.014 0.992 0.967

4, 4Eig

AN FH DEA HALFN Malmquist TFP 555, 0058 4 [ 3= B30T 16 Tolk /K VR BB S BN R, JF
FEE FRANARAGEON TRP ML )5, 15 T 4 X TFP [ ANSEPR TRP (. WFgtss BEw], FRE 2 i i
TR KRB RAR ERT, RRIETH S K. 2010 4 35 ANFEEI T A TR /K IG5 82
AWM 0.508, Bk A AZ 1) 50.8%. HH HIEHIBR [ & 5 7= $ B A% P 5055 K 32 52 i, 2000~2010
FEIX LI T TV R KR ER Y TRP {H R f 0.967, RISFIRRAE T4 4.3%.

MEEE B RT AN RIR T 1R 7K A B 2 i KO S B R BRI 2 R o R KI%E . W
FigE. TR SR AN 4 5205 N 1.000, 5] DEA B2, (A 60% I M 48 & 3R T
0.5 LU R, JHBFrMEYIMESE 0.165 Al 0.084. FTLA, 7E#Em 4 E ST R A ER SR, %
ZO MR DR M ) B SO0, DR DHEST v AR I T B T AN, B AR /NI TR ) 2

TSR A R RN B AR R AR 515 H 4518, HAR DA 2 SRR B 218 1 1A
TS PR AR KT 1 R O PR RIS K. AR Kby TR &R, 22 MR
AR R 0.6 2. FE, 1RZ3H AR BER PSR RO MARZ), JEHIRYIAEE R %%
1% 0.098 ML RHIE 0.855, EHIALEIAR R H v 1.000 MR 0.198. Kk, b4iHE— Skl
RER AR R R, J7 R B I B3R s iy TR K iR EACR .

e, AER. RIERSE 23 AR H IR K VA BRI R, X R AT R K IR B N A
FUARL, G BRAREC TR 7K 6 R HEN T I 147 S0 5 57 T v B A AR A Ak Sk T et v B8 3 () A S 3

FIRASCIE F IRE AR A 2010 45, H 0 3 B = ZEIR T H a7 Tl R KA BEE L B A L E e &
B RARBIE: —. KEFEREEN DMK TR, =R WIEET RS M. MESER
HOIX S 2R, INARBAR R R % A & i T 1 AR /K B UEVR BE T Al = BURRET TR ZEMN E—Fr B
M R PAT R A 5

B
RIS SRR R 0 < JRIE T TR RIS B (0 F S 12A0Y003) FIRT A A2 A i
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