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DEA); Malmquist $540; KH AR BREFEACE

ABSTRACT: [Objectives] Calculate the carbon emission
efficiency of listed thermal power companies, compare and
analyze the reasons why the efficiency ranks at the bottom
and the top driving factors, group thermal power companies
according to different conditions, and explore the influencing
factors of efficiency differences. [Methods] Based on the
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improved three-stage undesirable-slack based measure (SBM)-
data envelopment analysis (DEA) model to more accurately
measure the total-factor carbon emission efficiency of China
listed thermal power companies during 2016-2022. [Results]
The carbon emission efficiency of listed thermal power
companies rises annually and lowers when the effects of the
external environment are taken into account. The increasing
environmental subsidies from government may lead to
excessive investment of capital, personnel and coal
consumption in the thermal power companies. The increasing
in regional R&D investment has a beneficial impact on
company assets, personnel, and coal consumption. The most
effective utilization of company assets and employees
management will be promoted by a better regional economic
level, but wasteful consumption of coal for power generation
will occur. [Conclusions] The listed thermal power companies
with central control, low coal consumption rate and carbon
emissions trading have higher technology gap rate and better

overall carbon emission efficiency.

KEY WORDS: improved three-stage undesirable-slack based
(DEA);

Malmquist index; listed thermal power company; carbon

measure (SBM) -data envelopment analysis
emission efficiency

=
0 35

202029 A, FEIEAX/ES “ = HALBAR K
142030 SE TR BIEEAE, 774 2060 £F Fif SE IR H
A7 B AR, X2 A B 2 B AR



HasE FIW

K B OB R 459

TIRERUEREIRAL N 2 4 . HESN AT Ak
R DL S A A BR A G BE AR I 0 el . DU
HL A 3 77 BV PR F AT Mo v L R I e v 1)
B0, PRSI R H BR M Re U A R B o
E=ION A

N T HE R A R, T EAE 2011 4F
WALRAE ik i, R HBAT ML BT A 4 A8 A
HEHOE £ 2.6 13 t S LA F AR PR 99 N\ ik B 2 F ik
Lok F, JFAE 2017 4 S AT A 3l 4 E T b g
W, T 2021 FFAE K HAT ML 258 8 3 ik HE R AL
Gyo PRIE, TEBUHR SIS LS| B EHES) T,
KT w0 AR R B R TR R S I
AR R,

B AR R N B R R M 2R K,
BB R R S R Bk HE TSR 8 O HE— 47k Bk
b X B A P A R AL ] N AR R U {E (gross domestic
product, GDP)WBRHAFIE, JF&AH KRS HAb
BRI RECR . ESLIRAE T, A
Ty BEAL REURSE RS AR T R S IR IL
TERP AT, BR—1NERNZERAN. £
RS, B, FEAT RG T E R AR
A A B e B REHE A Ak T B HEOK ST o i
BB RN T A S HU T
EZHNTTE. ESBUTTEAT LR Hix
PR BRI 22 B L U AN S 56 26 AR e, ] DA
S S BB F N . A2 B T T Al 4
R K 4E 2 B0 J7 1 2 S W) B Charnes
G0 HE M 4 B4 90 BT (data envelopment
analysis, DEA)BLA!. %% DEA A2 A4 B DR
AT RED RN GRAG IR AT RE 2 17~ Y, (H R AE A
Tl R A AR R 7 S (9 KT s eAn —
A B S5 AT ST R A PR 1 7 i), T AR AR S
7 R R B 3 B AT RE 2 3 BURCE AL E A 2 .
It o PRI I ) A A OGTE BE E T, LA DEA A2
PR BT FERAWIRAN, 5 &R i 2R AT
OB E LN 3. SCHR[6]RE 7= 4
TERBNAZBEAE . SCER[7]38 A JE 3 7=
IR AR AR . SCHR[8TRF AR 1™ H kAT —
SE AR MEAR M, A5 A EE ™ th B AL 5T
BIEBAEE P bk 22 iy . X e 738t B

R T A AR S DL T (1 PR S T Rk
PR B IR, AH T A R R R
B, TESEBRNHHZE T —EMEE. GEdE
= TR At fE I = (slack based measure,
SBM) Y AT DUA RO e AR T EE 7= R B RICR PR
)@, SBM AR AR M1, B A Bk i g N\ FH
HH 38 5] B4 LA i sk, AT DA R K T R it
AN IR TS TS BhAh, SBM R IE A B
AT AR, B AT AT RE IR gt A
R, FEFEHbrDhRE P13 21E 45 /. Kt SBM-
DEA 5 1 1] LS A fff b 0 50 4 2 3 B HE USRS
SCHR 9118 F CO, A N AE 1 22 7 i ¥ SBM-DEA #
R 5 | 2003—2006 A H B 2 A0 1) R ik HE
UK . SCHR[10]8 F AR BR AR AR 2 7= Y )
SBM-DEA BRI T KITA G £ A T B R
PRRCRAE . SCRR[11]48 FH CO,ME N AE B 7=t 1)
SBM-DEA R E T 2010—2019 4EH [ i 6 44
IBRHETBORCR S X 2% 5 SCRR[12]8H COLTEN
JEHAEE = tH 1) SBM-DEA #2341 7 v [ 30 N4
B3I 15 FEIBRHEBOR o SRR HE RO % fe Ak
PR R PR, H AT RS 7 S BE AL AT
5 43 T (stochastic frontier approach, SFA)5 DEA
ZELI =M BEDEA A . SCRR[13])42 H T — A3
T ot B ) =y Bt SBM-DEA K7, {Z 4470 7] 1A
A B AR 5 B BT AR B P AT ROR AT
fii o SCHR[141R H =B B 0% SBM-DEA B4,
Xof DX 45 4 T 20 50 Ak PE 96 ZR Pk A o T ) e
Az R R BEAT TR . SCHER1S]E A =B Bt
SBM-DEA 58 Y%K VT A ik 7 4 P e 2k 2 kA7
SR, FEER TUBRBOR X I 22 5 DL A B 4R
T DEA J732 R B8 #8245 70 A IR — B A 4 6k 1] 5 41
BUBE, TCVEVES 2 B IRCR S AR R R
F ] . Fare %5742 o Malmquist #5405 DEA
JIiEMEE G, T AAR R 2 7 TH AR B0 B 2 A%
NP R IT R, HrT i — BB BB AR
RIGH. HARMCIRE. AiBRICR B IR
SRR AR TR S I B4 . Malmquist F5 4
454 DEA W B 70 iz v S 14 B A7l
BT AE P AR . SCHR[16]18 I DEA Al Malmquist
T Buthey 2 R0 o i v [ 5 20 B HE SO 1) FR 4% ¢
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R FEEERET . A EZR W E
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H] A AW v & SRt R ol =B B e
HEE P ¥ SBM-DEA B AL 4 3 K 3R AE 4R
AR AT T, K AN R AR N EE B B A
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MBI R ZEX PN S R 5, RN
HH AR 2 A st P ) R, A5 1 B A R ) B HE RO
ZRA T EUAIF 78 A A0 R 355 Al AN [F) R B2 ) 52
RN TTRENE 1, A vPAl B AT b4 B
HERR IS

1 BRI KRR

1.1 HE#IEEr=H SBM-DEA #&£7%!

R BT KRG n > ¥ K 5L 0 (decision
making unit, DMU), S MREHRITCH m MW
FRFERE R, o NI Y Y R R R 6,4
AR B Y Y R R R R

X=(x,,x,5,+,x,)E R"", X>0
YU=(.ys, -y JER, Y0 e)
Yi=(yhys ny)ERY Y0

A 77 Al AT 4E P ] L AR 4 Banker, Charnes,
Cooper #& tH 19" i #5 ! (data envelopment analysis
with Banker, Charnes, and Cooper model, DEA-
BCC)E/R N

I
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s 20,s%20,5">20,A=20

e sy sVl Al N SHEE P AR
P RAS AR H AR R A TS 2 0~1, 2
HAL M p=1,5=0,5"=0,s"=0 I}, DMU £ & A
R o
1.2 B =B SBM-DEA 155!

BB B LS DEA R, IRIEHRANS
77 H B I S A DMU [ RICRAR RT3 N A St AR

BB B: fd A SFA BEAEYN BN AR S AT 1A
H o AU — W BOIRAS IR AN A st B Rk B B
AR S Mg ) SFA A 5 #2,  BARE R TE BR M ER
5i BEALRZERI NS BRI R IG5 . RN

Sy =f(Z5 )+ Vit (5)
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o DL KA G SERRA . B AT
8 5 ) A 1 3R 0 AN [ T R R S B e N IR
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Xi=1, X, +[max (v, )=v,] ®)

o maxUf B Zf)
= (2 p)-minl 2]

Ao X NHEEHRNE: X, 2RI R
8 n, B A, BUEEE N 1~2, &H
325 1 5 N AL 8 B

FE B A5G TS R NEE Y86
hEdE, EEE M, AT RCRE.
1.3 Malmquist FEEHE R

#F DEA, Fare" ¥ Malmquist $5 505 H 214
PR R, FHHAEIR AR B B T SEIEfR
, AMEaT:

M (X, Y, X", Y Y=(M,-M,, )=
DL(X",Y") DXL YY)
oy el 00

e DUAIDE 435 ¢ 0 ¢+ 1B 3 1 B B R 4

(XLYO)FIX Y YA e F e+ I SRR 45 N

H & . Malmquist FEE0ER 7 7] LIS 0 i 81k 1

WA, S — AR RAE TR LAk ey i 4a bn, DA

— 2 2 SRR R EE A T I T A AR A A H

Bl ol, BHAR AR I E e MR D

FREL Tocneno 1T P93 10N A0 AR R AR A Fa %L

Py MRS ARAABRHL Spcye BTN

M, (XY, X, Y )=

DY (X", Y™ Dy(X™,Y*™) D(X*,Y*")

D (XY UDI(XLY) DE(XLYY)

DXL YT DTN (XL YY)

D (XY YD (X", Y")
P X Tycnen X Secn (11)
X D (X, V)M D, (X, Y) 73 53 9 FUBER AN A A
LRI T A8 %A1 IR R B R

1.4 ZEEFEIERIE

F IS BEAR P A R, ACRL30K

o K BT A m N IR SR BT, BT 2016—

2022 F A R B BEAT 2 A, b A B AR

TR R A A s X AR K HE -

AT o HlE R T 25 K BT A\ 4. Wind
Kt P R [ 2 2 B e

]1/2X

141 FNFIF= H bR

BT AL A IE 8 g5, Ak f K
HIRRGALE N 578 7). BARMBRIE =2 R4
PRI FIE o AR ST R Rk e X ] i B s
BRI 53 8808 73 AR K rR BT 2 ) ) R AN 57
B SIHE, R E SN I R LR Ay AR R K
Hi b T A B IR SE AT S A . S R I
PRIk B R F R B R B K BT A R AR R
W) — IRBEVRIEN, ik i E g N R
R bR . AR E LINE 1R .

£1 REREX
Tab. 1 Variable descriptive statistics
AR b E L
BABNML TG [i] 7 B S A
BN & A TIHNIN oL T A
AERRN/TT t R SRR
HIEE = /AL TG BN
P AR R HWIEP= HY/(kW-h) SR HLE
R /5 t W
BOR N/ T 5 BN RAMN
B R BIREH K% X5 R&D 5 GDP LA
2RI/ X35 A\ #5 GDP

142 MEEAE

TE 55 Wi B 8 AR PR B AR B0 B8 — B A
5t A B S5 SRAG I E LA, #4i& SFA [Bl A 5 F2
PRI BR AN R A5 5 G T 7 R 5

D BUFA . BUFHRAMISE —ERERE &
Ml LSS T A b 2 E (IR A JRE B T TR B2, 3 2
B T T4 e Al B A DR S RN AR 5
ek Al R R e Y

2) XERHEIKF . AR SCR A XSRS
GDP LA T & X IRFHEIK T B D B
AR AR SR, R R ATl % 0 R ) R
SRBN .

3) AUF R IR ARSCK X 3 A ) GDP
i B 2GR BMA TR RSt
HL G SRR REVR L 75 5 4, 32 1 il 1Y) R B A 558
AR o
1.5 Pearson fHICHAG L

K2 AHBNE = H K Pearson #H S, HEEK2
AR, ASCTE B KR BT A E P H B RN
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T bR A O RACHR Oy IE %, B8R T p<0.01 (1)
AKF, GERL SRR IEAE O . o 56 BH AL 32 (1 R U 2%
AT DEA AL [F] fmg v SR 00, B4 1 P4
g5 R AE

F2 HBASFHI Pearson fHR ML

Tab. 2 Pearson correlation coefficient test of input and

R3 BHrBEHERE

Tab.3 Carbon emission efficiency in the first stage

DMU

2016

2017

2018

2019

2020

2021

2022

I

output
A [ % 7 T AT HE R HL R
Bl 0.906™ 0.901" 0.948”
BRI 0.952" 0.949™ 0.978"
{35 36 0.885™ 0.954™ 0.996”

T THRIR p<0.01 KT R A

2 HRNHT

2.1 BB AT REE)

FoMBERME IR, vTLUEHKE L
A F R HOSCR AL R B34, T N 0.810;
EReE bR WIAEREVR . MR R WRERG .
RIS 7 FRLBCO A0 $52 R )  B B IR AR AE
1, RUXEKHE AR IRA S B8 &,
NG T AL s T AL FE e AR AL ) S
B AEERME LG, BHERCRE
BN 0.465. 0.544 F10.551; A 16 MARMK T
B, RN 53.3%.
2.2 B BU(SFA [EHZ5 84T

R 4NN E 7= H B Pearson AH I P A 56 45
R, ARy B L, BRI RIR TR BT .
BAMA5 22 R BL SR Ll (likelihood ratio , LR 64 KT
RARI7 Ak s (s S48, H3bmd 17 1% 1 &
EZERL, RUIMFEESINER 3N TG ZRE L

AL [ b
HAE 7]
ALy
HikE L
] H H )
i) A
T 77
KERH
B bR
LI EE
igELTy
Gt
KI5 7y
LRGSR
R
T
R
e B LT
e
US|
B
AL BB IR
IRYIGEIR
BREE R
& U
[ 5 H 7)
HHE
e AE A

0.684
0.701
0.406
0.882
0.651
0.611
0.632
0.390
0.696
1.000
0.592
0.797
0.518
0.551
1.000
1.000
1.000
1.000
0.763
0.462
0.589
0.699
1.000
0.662
1.000
0.521
1.000
1.000
0.751
0.987

0.760
0.726
0.429
0.851
0.659
0.648
0.644
0.412
0.703
1.000
0.562
0.852
0.533
0.578
1.000
1.000
1.000
1.000
0.773
0.430
0.638
0.715
1.000
0.686
0.868
0.631
1.000
1.000
0.758
0.782

0.784
0.668
0.499
0.825
0.691
0.651
0.739
0.449
0.757
1.000
0.599
0.886
0.543
0.600
1.000
1.000
1.000
1.000
0.776
0.472
0.713
0.753
1.000
0.704
0.770
0.737
1.000
1.000
0.769
0.647

0.795
0.732
0.495
0.824
0.763
0.686
0.728
0.443
0.775
1.000
0.614
0.899
0.565
0.656
1.000
0.982
1.000
1.000
0.832
0.484
0.834
0.716
1.000
0.718
1.000
0.782
1.000
1.000
0.777
1.000

0.870
0.825
0.669
0.826
0.830
1.000
0.766
0.434
0.772
1.000
0.724
0.902
0.595
0.580
1.000
1.000
1.000
1.000
0.86

0.569
0.834
0.598
1.000
0.739
0.670
0.755
1.000
1.000
0.815
0.670

0.971
0.854
1.000
0.835
1.000
1.000
0.799
0.503
0.841
1.000
0.791
0.916
0.535
0.663
1.000
0.879
1.000
1.000
1.000
0.673
0.835
0.825
1.000
0.894
1.000
0.739
1.000
1.000
0.855
0.974

1.000
1.000
0.666
0.841
1.000
0.998
0.905
0.622
0.902
1.000
0.765
0.959
0.571
0.696
1.000
0.898
1.000
1.000
1.000
0.718
0.837
1.000
1.000
1.000
1.000
0.803
1.000
1.000
0.871
1.000

0.838
0.787
0.595
0.841
0.799
0.799
0.745
0.465
0.778
1.000
0.664
0.887
0.551
0.618
1.000
0.966
1.000
1.000
0.858
0.544
0.754
0.758
1.000
0.772
0.901
0.710
1.000
1.000
0.799
0.866

gl

0.752

0.755

0.768

0.803

0.810

0.879

0.902

0.810

(] 4745 55 1R 53 14

SR, JFHER A R rRaErt.

K4 BINBAMIMATE SFA FIRHTER

Tab. 4 Regression results of stochastic frontier analysis of relaxation variables in the second stage

=74
5

W ¢ %, A5 et = B B AR
7 H SBM-DEA #5185k v b P4 55 48 &= 11

=/ =]
FAPS

A [ 5 % 7 AT A O3 LA A A R AR A A
B ~266.712%%%(=30.421) -2 192.879%*%(-2 203.248) ~139.253%%*(-43.160)
BURF B 45.367*%%(79.275) 37.152%%%(16.454) 12.873%%%(18.735)
X IR ~18.517%%%(=29.656) -0.064***(-6.512) ~41.091%%*(~17.725)
LR K ~12.134%#%(~16.493) ~0.065%*%(~39.055) 83.909%*%(16.227)
7 101 786.566 7 247 774.202 153 059.385
y 1.000 1.000 1.000
XTEAUSR R E -202.056 ~263.788 -204.654
LR Lk 5 12.535 11.208 20.001

T $5 5 WA tratio B ** AR S5 RAE 1% KT L& 2%
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1 BUR Mo BOUR P R AN XS 5E 527 5
W G R AN R B R st {E 1 R E N E
HiEE 1 1% KR ZKF, R BRI E &
SURHE AT BEA . N AR LN - BUR
ORI 2 2 3 BOKCE o mRBR BT 2R B
RO, AT FEARBR HE IR A 2020 4 “ XUk " H
PRI, K BT 2 F] AROK E e H bR AR
ol W D] [ 5 o) 5 B AT L AD IR RIBUR IO AL R A T
R R %, Aok i BAR B ORI S 8
SR R, AT MAN T TN Z . B
BNBUR A DRAMU I B U H B8 A DR RIS
HERISE . KA m /& EOT R 2 4 AR i
AW DL A2 S ORI B R, 3 AR T H 1)
BEAMBFERI TR BEAh, BURF 2 2 4L Rab
W2 5 B box BE A BAE FHBON R, & R st
ABNIRFIITE DL o

2) XERHOK . BES 8. 5 TR
AR FL ARG R IR st B R B v o, HOEIE T 1%
R 2 KT, R Alk Bl £ DX R BN o LE
s, AV T e H E WA AR . FEfRIEE 2
DRI 47 gk FAN O i S A=t 2SIV N S B 0
P BSH 718, BP AR DY, XK
MAT I NES, FHE. AEr=. B & 1A
k], T ROR IR Al AR BORBE Ty, Al
AR BE 77 RENE it — b 5t v IR B 5 A FH AR
AT S BNFF AR TS0 7. BeAh, Ak
X HARBR SR FE R, 2 KT A BRI &
LA, (R REIR LA K e b LR T, Al
BEAEE

3) P RIEKT o XN GDP X [f 5 52
AN A TR R e R EON T, HIEE T 1%
R 25 PR KF-, 3R B 2 U 48 B BT R A 3 X
KA 2 RIS B R 55 Bl 7 AT S8R P R 2 B
B A AR R RS I i R B N IE, HiEd 1
1% FR 2 35 PE KT, TR 2R 5 ST 1 42
eI InAL o HT R A REYR oK, BETT K
LA ROEESR, GO AR TIR
23 B BERANZRRFEBE IR

BN BRI R 2R 5 fros . Al BAH]
H: @ HBERALE, B =BT HEAN

0.723, KRR TMERE. HRES Y.
fBe s URYIBEYR L 7 B4 A 5 H 70 2 w] B HE T
BERAEN T A 8K AR PEIME, SHA
60%.

®5 BErBAEEE
Tab.5 Carbon emission efficiency in the third stage
Fr
DMU f RRLiEl

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022
L ERE 0.678 0.680 0.709 0.718 0.731 0.742 0.743 0.714
HAER ST 0.434 0465 0482 0.547 0.589 0.640 0.747 0.558
AR )] 0384 0.390 0.493 0.500 0.586 1.000 0.653 0.572
Wik /) 0.699 0.775 0.813 0.813 0.872 0.877 0.902 0.822
EHHE ) 0551 0.556 0.589 0.664 0.701 0.722 0.762  0.649
HWHEJA 0571 0.620 0.653 0.694 0.755 0.843 0.888 0.718
FEILAEIR 0.442 0450 0.608 0.622 0.643 0.649 0.700 0.588
Tl 0362 0368 0412 0438 0425 0.506 0.622 0.448
KJFERAE 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
IERERERR 0.836 0.818 0.864 0.868 0.898 0.946 1.000 0.890
THEE 0383 0385 0397 0416 0.437 0.507 0.575 0.443
FHEE )T 0.535 0.540 0.602 0.624 0.663 0.723 0.746 0.633
Sl 0366 0376 0442 0.505 0.516 0.509 0.505  0.460
K] 0419 0393 0.537 0.641 0.559 0.661 0.68 0.556
WIALAES 0.851 1.000 0.819 0.669 0.742 0.913 0.774 0.824
ERREMEAY 0.599  0.591 0.635 0.659 0.666 0.679 0.686 0.645
JUMIRE 1,000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
AR 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
BEAEHL /T 0.584 0.603 0.645 0.751 0.786 0.975 0.905 0.750
MR 0392 0406 0.466 0.494 0.579 0.690 0.711 0.534
JEEAEP 0.544 0.567 0572 0.619 0.652 0.662 0.696 0.616
IR 0.690 0706 0.748 0.713 0.595 0.652 0.702  0.687
FFELEB 1,000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
HEHBEIE 0415 0393 0432 0480 0.491 0.650 0.666 0.504
VEYIEER 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
BAEEME 0.525 0.535 0.548 0.616 0.721 0.781 0.802 0.647
A 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
FE#HE /7 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
FEE 0502 0584 0.593 0.607 0.615 0.728 0.77  0.628
WA 0.872 0.763 0.646 0.777 0.677 0.823 0.984 0.792
TEIME 0.654 0.665 0.690 0.715 0.730 0.796 0.807 0.723

2.4 Malmquist IS ESTER

T RN K b T A mR R B R
AR, A4 AT 20 A 70 #r, X 2016—
2022 4F filk HE i %% % {6 Malmquist 8 5317 20 i#
SRR 6 s

MR 6 I ABERATRFIEN1.277,
i B KRR 2 ] R SR e B AR Bk 8 5L R BB 11
BRI 30 K K A ] E 20162022 4F
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6 2016—20224F K i BT A B BRHBGRE K
Malmquist ¥§ ¥ & Ho-#
Tab. 6 Malmquist index of carbon emission efficiency for

listed thermal power companies and its decomposition

from 2016 to 2022

A PR EARMED AR MR STRAE
2016—2017  0.922 1.103 0.979 0.945 1.010
20172018 0.942 1226 0.942 1.010 1.143
2018—2019  1.154 0.947 1.118 1.036 1.067
2019—2020 0999 1.028 0.997 1.002 1.022
2020—2021  1.012 1.117 0.999 1.014 1.144
2021—2022  1.010 1.811 1.006 1.002 2280

¥iE 1.007 1.205 1.007 1.001 1277

AR A E R R AR E EF MBS,
2019—2020 455 2018 4F 19 K g 52 )i /b, (B4 4k
TR, IR E K BT A A BB
KPR T 2016—2022 4 45 B &K A 7 R AN
ARSI HIE N7 B sh Ak, FRME
FaHUTE 2019 452 I 15.4% (1364, 17 Fo AR i ] 2
R I HOIRAS, AH A TR AT R R B AR A
b FAEA AT, X R R O R R B D e A
K, FHEK 20.5%, #HE T HARZCREIER
BT ) o

MR 7 FioR, FEAKH BT AR 5 = B
TRHEBO R ) — BRI, 76.67% 4l 4 2
RA P FYMELE 1~1.1, 2333% MM aERAE
PERMMERT 11, R REAR a1 A R i
B AR R Ly, R BT A AR
WK RAE T

R BHBSCERSE RS ARG T

Tab.7 Proportion distribution of the mean carbon

emission efficiency and its decomposition index

Eiztan <1 1~1.1 >1.1
P e 43.33% 56.67% 0
HR 0 66.67% 33.33%
ATRAETR 0 76.67% 23.33%
3 W

3.1 FHrEMB = BRRAEAE LB ST
311 —fEER

T HE OB T3 E S — B B9 0.810 TR %
=M B 0.723, BEIKT 10.74%, XK PSR

BRHERRNTHSEBEE B &G T K B A F
WHEBO R . BB b, KRR NG 12
2 EFRNE =BS54, BEE Mg
J1HEA BT S 7, IR sk A F B A
BRI BRI, AH AR 55 35 1AM R 858 5 5
LSRR ARAG

FAh, ERHBEAIEREG, Rk A —
MBS 2 44 R IR 28 =B 1244, ULl 4k
FRER B0 LR HE O R TTR I K . ERAE A TE A
TLVE 48 B K A8 @ e A e — — 5 i g BTl
Mk, TCEELERN IR 1ZA WA N T TR A 55 R
HEEEH, MTAEH—E 0 CREER O RE,
BRSNS T2 75 X . Bl Beelmir
ZHAEIRIH BRI (ILPEE “HIUE” BER A
JERLRIDY HESTH @ % 2021 4% A B HE
T B NRBUFZIT (T #6E T 2 ae IR A
HLIT H RIS SV EREZE ), T TH BN IT
Je AR G5B R IR A FRL T H BT . BUR N R A I
U R BT AR R LA T 78 o SCRE AR B, N
HAR GO L BBUR, XWENIE T BURFBUR IS
% PR TE B2 TH A M B HE 0% A B 35 2 1A e o
RIEHEBRKMEINMER . Bae 5 H AL A FAH
BRI /N, 3% 2 5 B A 5% R 2R 5 B 2805 K i
R EERRK . LR, SRR, RAEH
J1~ VLR E I E L HEAS B R R
3.1.2 KHL BT R RCERAA S AT o A

1) Je A 7 [ 5 2 S i ok L BT A R A
SN i

e s K BT A P RME AR S — Y B
0.871, %5 =P Bt~ 0.687. HbJj[E ¥ Zgziz ki
A EEIMELEE Y BN 0.963, BB = BCA
0.966. TEAIBRIMER R G, HiJ7SLis 58 =pr B r
PHEMG LT, A desedm FIE T4 21.12%. X
TR R SR R AR AN IR S R AR, R R 2
Hh g I ) K L BT A R R [ R D AR I A
F, AEBTREIR T R A AR R B A R 32 3 )
&, ATUAE M FEE SRS T, Pk
2 18 8 U FI T A v 3R AT 10 T R A R R RN G
K%,

N TSR R, R H SBM-Meta-
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frontier J7v%, RIVFH 3L [F H A5 T 0 HEOSCR B R
P H RS T RBRHEBOACR A, 15541 DMU ()
BRZE R, [BANHEARZRR. AFSHEK
BERPEMEWE 1R, ATLGE M, s ds 1)
BRZI R, BARBRHAEICR KT AL

1.0 N 410
09+ i ] GlE F1 409
08 || o E e oo ER o8
I i - HE: e 2l
RS ity S H RN B il ST
¥ 06 m!;f/ma\u/y(éﬂ s
ShediEl BRE BH B EE B A
§ lnt B mni B mni i ALk
ESEV i B S SRl RN SRt S
= os L :j Hed (e | '23.031‘2(
M ] - HE] o[ i .
(PRSH: Sl B S i: Bl 02
(SWEIE B S H S S SH S
0 i s k] i JEE e 0
2 & g %
& &
R PF K R
HE I 1= . -
w7 watoo R

1 NRSHKSEFEESRREESR
Fig. 1 Average efficiency values and technological gap

rate for different groups

2) ANRMEFE AR K L bl A W 4 SR LA #

I HE FEFE A 0 O b T A R BRI 0% P
BIMEESE — BN 0.960, 25 = B~ 0.928. &
At R BRERE 22 A R B TR T B AE B8 — i B
0.862, BN 0.826. {RIEFER A F T
BIEE m, SMTH SRR, 3 2R | A G
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(CE U AR NP ITE G 5 2
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Xof LT 7 A B e HRTEC (n — A TR AR R B2
H 2 AT A S A R R AE A K

3) AEBHERCE 5B ) K BT AR 4R
XF A #

A 5SS Sy 1K L T A R HETSR ST 5 AE 2
—Br By 0928, B =KrBN0.954. Tk S )
KOHL BT A F B R T S ME AR — I BN
0.812, FH=FBIN0.764. BiKTT ST, HWELS
A TR ME T, HERZ: w5
Iy () R VAR AT K HL A W) B s D B R R L, 3RS
VR, kBT HARERE, REE
Grakass Siab, BUR 20 R S ik 20 SRR A

AR AEBRIALS] . R 1AL, RS 5 A F 1)
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R EWONH B R ASOK R R AE v DEA-
BCC LA (1 e N & M ok HE i e %, i+ 5
SBM-DEA #5284 1 25 L AT LR, AT AL 46 SBM-
DEA 18 filfE 4t DEA B TE AL B AR A 28 7 AR
BRI . B2 WoR 722 R &N A
A RHERCSCRE, WTLAEH, DEA-BCC ARt
B4R T SBM-DEA B8 (11152 45

e [ b

o mmn FE)
LT TSN et gy
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/ B o . 7\
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Fig. 2 Efficiency differences between SBM-DEA model
and DEA-BCC model

1) AR S 2500 4 2 Pl b 200 ) e 455 S )
BT . AR S R AUAEAE e i 2 4 348 A ) 1 B8
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B, HA RGP A, b it
FEFR A, IO SE N 7=4.286, P<0.001, 7F 1%
BEKF LI T R AR, X3 8 DEA-BCC
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B, SBM-DEA #& 8 %% T % 40 B B4 e % B3 1 1
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