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ATV ) TSR DEA BERSPEAR LR m RN R T WRER SR =W DEA BB T TE A5 s A SRR ™
s " RS AR AE  F F A S DEA BERY 5 HTRF SO 25 T RS R R RN AR o S5 AE W FUTL 7548 v ORI A SR I 3 BRI
DEA 57, 73y $5cdfs J A« AR T el o

AL HZEE W R RFERE b, RIS E0ES 7B 08T (Stochastic Frentier Analysis, SFA) EAY, HyaEf}
HAFIH R R, %17 LB @mie CRE) 2013—2017 FRHSG GIHr N IR R R AT - pr e e, BAA BUREES: —

FEETH: EBREABRBELETH—— “2EBMARN F oSS 0 DEA SRV 58 B H br i A 5T SR~ (9 E 4
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BEMLETYS 24T (Stochastic Frontier Analysis, fiiFk “SFA” ) 20 {40 70 448 H1 Meesuen 26" " R4 12 TP+
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RS R B, R BT SEP B AR AR R . SFA 5 DEA MIEL, BRI SR AE DML R AU JE T HAR T
BRI, [F] B2 R B B B AR SR BN LIR 22100, SFA B Z R BT AL, Meeusen %54 i1y SFA K%Yy

Y, = f(x;,B)exp(v,)exp(-y;),i =1,2,---,N (1)

Hep, VWRET AR, x AAREAZE, BARMSECHNSEEZE, vi M u M HCREEILREMAE IR E, P LRI
BB € HEARMER TE Fortn

Y;
f(x;,B) exp(V;)

TE: zcexpl =l .=

1]

(2)

Meeusen B AR EHE L, MR HAEMFEAR SERBER MR, 53T SUBOR R
TE, = expl - E(-U, | &,) ] (3)

AR Battese SR FLH H B4 7 B #CN Cobb-Douglas f) SFA #7Y, AT

InY, = Blnx, +V, - U, (4)

Horp i RoRFEARN B, 0, FRTE ¢ B [ AEAS 12
Al i, Y, RRTE ¢ B EAEA ™ H ) i B R
SR i, AR LR A M B Z 1,5 X B, A
BRI, AR B 1) i R EUE R R BT  V, 2R ¢ i
[ AREAS A = it A v P A AT 48 DR 3R 36 A B AL R 22
AT E A, BV, ~ N2y s Uy 2% ]
BEAA P R AR R 22, o A IR A E IE 2S5
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S o E AT EFR TR T 220
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2. 1 R RH AUHT R P

ASCOPHTHY 1T LIS R i R B QT R A e TR AT R 0 45 R AR 2 IR 3, RHL B R T2k LK

1.
o 12
08
0.6
04
0.2
0
Ko S Ul.u U\,g Um Ulgl L"\H U‘,: Um Ur)l Um U‘rz Ul,ﬂ U/hl U[,;« Um: Un.\ Ulg(» U,;..:
MW T
------ FHIPT Fl TE - e BHE S LT - - e 5L TE
e [ S TE e HHPHLTE
B1 IHAEERER(KXE)HEAHFURTEE
F2ILHAREER CR%) B RIEBES T
1%{5%%%& By B, B, §° Y
FRRST=| EX 0. 375 x 10° 0. 748 0.813 0.531 x10" 0. 703
brUEZ 1.053 34. 392 0. 064 1. 000 0. 049
AL AE 0. 356 x10° 0.217 12. 715 0.531 x10" 0. 141 x10°
R EX 0. 130 x 10’ 0. 758 0. 0019 0. 221 x 10° 0. 554
P2 0. 109 x 10° 0. 267 0. 00048 1.003 0. 082
AL E 1. 188 2. 831 4. 124 0.221 x 10° 6. 905
B 32 2 0. 169 x10° -0. 155 0. 073 0. 465 x10’° 0.712
P2 1. 005 10. 389 0. 021 1. 000 0. 054
AL E 0. 168 x 10° -1.494 3. 557 0. 465 x 10’ 13. 221
R R 3R A EX 0.174 x10° 0.011 0.201 x10° 0. 238 x 10 0. 738
P2 6. 263 0. 008 0. 138 x10-' 0.117 x10° 0. 156
AL E 2. 1785 1. 355 0. 145 2. 034 4. 729
FHRFEAL EY 0. 228 x 10° -0. 102 0. 148 x10™ 0. 845 x 10° 0.812
P2 0. 595 x10° 0. 113 0. 235 x 10 ™ 1. 059 0. 325 x10"
AL E 3. 832 -0. 905 6. 302 0. 798 x 10° 24. 969

2. 2 TR BHT R o

M 3R TR, VL5 17 Frg @i COR5) BHE B RCR Z AL LI, JUH R AR SRR AN AR B i
b, BHEBIH R IR IS Fpdt— P g MR SAARE, BITITH ZCR ARG SO B, X5 B AT ReR
BRIH UK LAY &, BRI RIARHEEEL . BARRVEE SFBOR T 17, BONRIERMI H AR SCRHRPR I s R
G, XEIEHEREZFRME LT H ot AR R AR DI, R T BCRFA A3 — PR T2 ) R



SRR MAR B BB, RN R R .

R3O EEREE CRYD) BHLGIHRR a8 R

BT H BH8 HUR AL BRER A HRF=AL
PR T HH TE TE T8 TE TE
Ut TR 0.98 0. 87 0. 85 0. 69 0. 65
Unee T RS 0.91 0.88 0.75 0. 45 0. 68
Uiy Mol Besz 0.84 0.72 0.63 0.53 0. 69
Ues TR 0. 66 0.91 0.71 0.38 0. 85
Upn AL 0. 87 0. 96 0.75 0.91 0.47
Upye AL 0. 60 0. 66 0.51 0.16 0.32
Usn IREN S 0. 84 0.89 0.48 0.50 0.25
Uein 0 2B s 0.41 0.57 0. 37 0.76 0.12
Ups A REA 0. 56 0.69 0.83 0.18 0.15
Usrz IREN S 0. 41 0.80 0. 84 0.10 0.32
Ut T BEAE 0.83 0.69 0.93 0. 46 0. 88
Usmn SN 0.98 0.97 0. 67 0.91 0. 86
Unes T BEAE 0. 66 0.58 0.79 0.31 0. 68
Ushe SN 0. 62 0.85 0.92 0.23 0.70
Ushs SN 0.72 0.91 0.97 0.65 0.45
Unes T BEAE 0. 84 0.65 0. 58 0. 89 0.72
Ushi SN 0.94 0. 96 0. 66 0.95 0.98
SEHIR 0.75 0. 80 0.72 0. 54 0.57

2.2. 1 NAE S

IR 2 o, RSN ERACR AT  [, AT BT SR T SRR QR R BRI 1% N SN, BHIEIUH 7 R
FREETE 74. 8%, BHEIRSC HMBERIETE 75. 8%, MURILHERIETE 1. 1%; REEIIN BB, BHITITH 7™ AR 42T 81. 3%,
AR ARTE 7. 3%, X BCRFEACRR AR BRI E, N RBNCAETCR RN 6N B8N, SRR %
IR 15. 5%, R BUSA FEAR 10. 2%, X W ARHR B3 23K R AC B QNN T [ 5 1k — B s e A A, DR 1A
Rt — 5 B AU BRI B AT 17, R B R T 2%

2.2.2 AL

FHITTH o BHIFIH A8 — B KA B B A A BB B S TR K o Uiy Uiy U 1 U S5 BRI T H R85 B 1
90%, LAY 4 4, I TIX 4 P BOLSERAERH QU N A SHEARSR T IS TR ERCR Uy Uiy Ui A Ui 55 4 T
FORHIT I H 2R EAE 80%~90%; Hofth 9 Fr i BHIFI H ALHRAANRT 80%, U M Uey 55 2 P RBHIEINH RLR ALy 41%, HFHELAY
B RIRE R BNTT AR T i — P 54T ).

B BRSO — T RS e DR EERREZ — o Ui Ui Upis Usos 1 U SRR BHIS OB BB 5
YJlat 90%, ALFIHT 5 4, PRI TIX 5 AT BT AR KRR GIHTBE JIAWIRETE Uy Uies Ui Uno M1 Ui 25 5 BT BERHE B SCRCER
HAE 80% 90%; FLAth 7 A BT UKL T 80%, U BHE IS SCRRAE A 51%.



BRI . RSO T — TR IR SS # J7 B A 2 R R AN BHEAT ML BTN BE TT e Unon Ui B U S5 RER IR
PLBIRT 3 4, R 90%; Ui Use A1 U, 5 3 FT s B BUR AL RCRAEAE 80%~90%; HoAt 11 Frisi i e R A A R A
IRT 80%, Uos BURFALRRAE T 37%o

JRARBETT . R IR DUICH R B X B ORRAE DUABL T — P KRR BB R L E S T BRAIR e Usay U AT Uy S5 RIRECR
RIALBIHT 3 44, RRAEIGERL 90%; Ulgb MR TMARA Ny 89%, Hofth 13 Frs B R LA T 80%, HAFZHIHIK
S &SR L PN

FR B AR RAAIL T — BrRA R AR S AT . BT AN e . 17 BRI BT AR R AR AN 14l - Uzhd S0
WP BRI, B 98%; Ur, U M Uro 55 3 T BRI BUSCR AL 80%; Hofth 13 I B ANR P BUSCFR AL I 80%
PR R QBT R I R i DL T -

CRERNT . ZRRAEREER S0 SR AR BT AR B, R IREEANRIR B RR Z R o U Al Uy
55 2 s AL R SRR R IR M, (A R AL TT T IE T 32T U R FA AR BUR, (B ORI TT I B A %

BTRRY . ZRRAERTIHE . SR AR EIR A = R AR K P ST  RHEOE SR Z R, U Uk
A Ui 55 3 BT R SO 2, Uy Ui M Ui 58 3 AT RIRBHS IS ST AT RU; Hotth 5 B s R IR AR G, Ui

RILR

LREGFR S SRR ERBIHARERWBNWE . U BRBRFEARR SN, Hofth 4 KRR RR A W B AUe it s,
Upo IR Z s U FE R AR T3 T R AT R

MR R SIERATE b BREEIHT ™ HBEE B SRS U ERHEIHE . SR IREEE 2 BRHEOUHBEE ST U XU
FERHEIR SO RIUAA 2 ; Unre TR R AL AN AR BUEE 2 BRHEAHT ™ M BCEE T U

3 ALY

A FCR I, B R AT AR Z R EOR,  BHL QU R SR E R B B A O il — P s Mkt . it —0 58
RO R BRI B, SRR QDI R, (et AR B TR R U R, B DUT i U )
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FAEMIIREL X" AR B ANL I AT K2R BN, i PR R A S5, RO 48 i e e A A A S A+
SREE, ARl AR R R A SR S I DR B

AR B R SR A AN BURINE, IR B . S5 0 KPF0r . MR ME . BUHOBR S 7 ) & LK,
SR IT R BT HE PERE R AT AN AR AT AT, $RTF A RRR SR AR B R ST H L 7 AR SR R AR 55 U7 T A 2 K R
e
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3. 2 X R AT X
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WITFER, AR ER B IR B R BT AT e MO A ZE N A ICH R BIARI E F A5 T, 2T A4 51 3t
B, BOSHEEANARWNG 1, ST RS E 5% [ bR R E SR IUE 8871, 3271 B B BRf AR IR SCRBE ST, e
RTH R RH QHZ LTE 4 T -
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