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Tab. 1 Descriptive statistics on input and output in the Yangtze River Delta Urban Agglomeration

N 7
AL AL O (D EE %= #E Y gDl ar=E (2
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¥IE 13.21 72.95 1 223.66 5 458. 84 17 888.87
5 /ME 0.38 2.38 40. 31 51.57 1 065.10
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FrifEZE 16. 03 75.35 1 462.81 6 489.96 18 682. 14
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Tab. 2 Efficiency value of industrial water use in the Yangtze River Delta Urban Agglomeration with considering

undesirable output

i Fh 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014  FEME HEA

A

=] 0.256 0 0.270 4 0.314 6 0.331 7 0.339 7 0.380 4 0.460 5 0.520 7 0.571 1 0.668 8 0.411 4 23
TG 0.276 8 0.297 9 0.311 8 0.400 3 0.411 3 0.441 3 0.661 9 0.524 3 0.540 2 0.563 4 0.442 9 18
HN T 0.380 0 0.388 0 0.362 8 0.424 8 0.458 9 0.458 5 0.523 2 0.595 7 0.747 5 0.880 3 0.522 0 10
Jr N T 0.256 3 0.297 7 0.342 4 0.393 0 0.423 1 0.464 3 0.491 1 0.514 7 0.530 7 0.536 9 0.425 0 21
T 0.284 2 0.343 5 0.388 3 0.404 0 0.499 5 0.494 6 0.505 1 0.582 4 0.730 7 0.803 3 0.503 6 11
] 0.305 0 0.317 8 0.368 5 0.406 3 0.430 5 0.377 4 0.441 3 0.492 4 0.537 1 0.545 4 0.422 2 22
BT 0.283 6 0.321 6 0.311 2 0.372 1 0.447 0 0.456 8 0.501 6 0.535 9 1.000 0 1.000 0 0.492 3 12
T 0.339 10.400 8 0.384 5 0.408 3 0.459 7,0.493 8 0.545 5 0.720 1 1.000 0 1.000 0 0.575 2 8
BT 0.274 2 0.299 3 0.349 5 0.390 0 * 0.384 20.403 3 0.429 7 0.498 3 0.566 9 0.655 6 0.425 1 20
IRANI 0.303 00.345 7 0.389 9 0.387 5 0.396 2 0.430 5 0.489 1 0.533 5 0.544 7 0.598 6 0.441 9 19
T 0.432 7 0.450 6 0.536 9 0.567 1 0.516 9 0.645 3 0.723 3 0.754 3 0.844 7 1.000 0 0.647 2 5
FE24TH 0.237 4 0.250 7 0.299 5 0.345 0 0.326 7 0.372 7 0.410 2 0.447 1 0.525 4 0.571 6 0.378 6 24
M T 0.320 8 0.346 8 0.3°1 5 0.424 0 0.430 0 0.463 6 0.494 6 0.551 9 0.605 4 0.650 7 0.467 9 16
T 0.308 8 0.317 8 0.354 6 0.385 5 0.375 3 0.442 9 0.526 4 0.602 9 0.714 9 0.754 9 0.478 4 14
&AET 0.260 2 0.269 8 0.286 9 0.337 2 0.309 4 0.331 4 0.376 8 0.403 3 0.443 4 0.507 9 0.352 6 25
Frili T 1.000 0 1.000 0 1.000 0 1.000 0 0.823 3 1.000 0 0.904 9 0.961 4 0.969 0 1.000 0 0.965 9 1
a M 0.401 6 0.433 4 0.458 1 0.543 2 0.416 4 0.438 8 0.395 5 0.416 9 0.466 8 0.490 2 0.446 1 17
AT 0.311 3 0.360 8 0.398 5 0.807 9 1.000 0 0.730 7 0.653 1 0.742 9 1.000 0 1.000 0 0.700 5 4
Jewi 0.320 7 0.361 1 0.345 2 0.354 3 0.362 1 0.419 8 1.000 0 0.886 9 0.806 4 1.000 0 0.585 7 7
g L 0.190 6 0.239 2 0.248 0 0.267 1 0.217 6 0.256 7 0.270 5 0.289 9 0.311 7 0.329 5 0.262 1 26
R T 0.342 9 0.372 0 0.392 5 0.346 6 0.310 9 0.415 4 0.603 4 0.730 3 0.795 0 1.000 0 0.530 9 9
N 1.000 0 0.291 7 0.290 2 0.302 5 0.300 6 0.339 5 0.501 1 0.552 0 0.664 0 0.590 0 0.483 2 13
BRI 0.440 0 0.416 5 0.392 0 0.400 8 0.364 5 0.429 7 0.614 1 0.517 8 0.529 7 0.616 4 0.472 2 15
b T 1.000 0 1.000 0 0.494 3 1.000 0 0.559 2 0.569 6 0.715 7 0.778 8 0.613 7 0.620 6 0.735 2 2
=6 0.518 4 0.464 3 0.467 8 0.458 0 0.448 7 0.496 5 1.000 0 0.672 9 0.753 1 1.000 0 0.628 0 6
T 0.328 3 0.378 2 0.441 9 0.500 3 0.512 0 1.000 0 1.000 0 1.000 0 1.000 0 1.000 0 0.716 1 3
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Fig. 1 Average efficiency of industrial water use in the Yangtze River Delta Urban Agglomeration with/without

undesirable output
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Fig. 3 Average efficiency of industrial water use in the Yangtze River Delta Urban Agglomeration
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Tab. 3 Decomposition of the overall Theil index in the Yangtze River Delta Urban Agglomeration

IRIEH
Fy WX Z RIZEHRATHRE  HXNEERTRE L5 0RE  WiLotiE  ZRouiE  LigvukE
(%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%)
2005 20.10 79.90 1.63 31.44 15. 10 0
2006 9.95 90. 05 2.65 44.87 24. 34 0
2007 15. 89 84.11 2.18 68.61 23.92 0
2008 8.65 91.35 0.94 35.66 33.17 0
2009 1.26 98. 74 3.37 29.77 82. 34 0
2010 34.83 65. 17 2.65 39.77 32.28 0
2011 29. 14 70. 86 4.58 25.27 65. 71 0
2012 23.95 76. 05 5.93 34.47 52.14 0
2013 10. 83 89.17 29. 06 26.47 58.16 0
2014 8.42 91.58 18. 86 27.02 54. 50 0
T3 16. 30 83.70 7.18 36. 34 44.17 0
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Fig. 4 Changing trend of Theil index on industrial water use efficiency in the Yangtze River Delta Urban Agglomeration
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