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TEBLSE AT b BORFER T AR R A LR 55 1) 2 b an 2. Infir o JL A 3t
e 55 Bt 25 205 IR G AL AR ORI 202 M D R 3002 U A48 8 3L IR 55 3R it
FERIPI A R, FEPEAN 2 JE IR 55 203 2 i AT A 5 B 2 O 2
BRI SR 55 B IO B4 45 AR 0 8l . M BT S R A L BORT S 43 10 8 A
ONFERR S5 BB AR 5 ) REAN B ARAT AR 2 5 o i B8 IR 55 B A
Ay H S A ) 2 R AR A DU R X e DR ] A i 22 8 i 5 ORBIE S T &2
AR PP BUR $ Bt 1 8 AR 22 JL IR 55 R0R (2R K A, 2009 5 BR T — oK 72,
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23 B 55 SO B BUOR S i PR AR S R
sy 4 =17

) BURNBEZS 25 2 55 ORI PP o J0ar X6 BORF T B 43 19 24 3 il 55 2%
RIATVEM 7 AL G LT 1 HE A JEL Bt 3 S A0 AR OG5 it A A = 45 R T
IE R 5 7 R ARG B AR I L BRI A E AT 5 AR A
R AR 7= 5, H i e AR 7 R E R LA T ROR . AN X T BURER T BT AR
TEHARAE Y 2 F IR 55 1T 37 U b5 o AR MEAR A5 X0 o7 1) HAAC A A 7 B4, e P G
PR BUR AR T TR 25 1 20 Al 55 200G gl J& — D MERL (Afonso Fl Fernandes, 2008) ,
i Charnes 4§ (1978) £l & B %% 4i £ 4% 53 #T (Data Envelopment Analysis., i F%
DEA) &4t 1 fif Pheax — we il (1 — Fh 5 v B VP A (6] D 3 B AR X T el A 7
T T THT 825038 LA R X RO ) A A 2R . WA DF S 7 N A5 2 2
SR FHBUR W0 B8 S A S BUR B A IR 55 1 5 A 17 5 12 00 I 1B 52 R 6T 3 1)
—SEFE BRI S BOR 25 28 S IR 55 19 7 L 98 U5 iz T DEA J5 i 058 BUR it 25
SR B R IR 55 ORI, AR LR 1.

F1 HFHEAAERELENRRERR

iiﬁ HGHED | AT | Bdg 1A S = 4
Afonso Fll e . . . N
" |ooot R BB | | H S IR, IS T
(FZQO‘(‘)S';"P Hod i 45 0% AMTHBZ 8 M G L 4 SR 3 Il i i
il FHEF U6 5 | T RS 7 AR 2

BN E BT BB B R L
Sl 1 v AR 2 Bl T AL

fit 2 | Balaguer- 1995 4 #If

stk | Coll %2007 |k W 4 DX TR | S Y BB R SR AR

1 55 280 TR AT BEAR

A3 — —
W% e caoony | 19972000 F e | At RS AR 57 A de R
e i A R & ;2 SN B ER/DN 7 A
e
i o ST ECE B AT 1L/E A3 i i =
PR MK 1978 2005 5| 0 ST BRI ) gy ST 4 7 9 T 900 L H9 K 1 51 B
Z£(2008) [E%i€ R - _
R R AR
Bosch % [1900 Rl | ABEABIL | RBR F AR AR o
(2000) B IR 55 3% it )
B |Burgat il 00 4E * i B A L AR AT BUE BN
B8 [Jeanrenaud | 002 iﬁ;;gg% BT 6] 4 i 50 |1 4
Hik [(1994) * g = N S Tl
A4 [Bouckaert 1987 4 i Fe s ke KR4 5% MR I L BB Ik kg T A )RR
W% | (1992 Bl 2 45 20k M B B AR B0 I BRCRE A5 0 0
e [ AE Jo A1 E | 1997 — 2007 47 | )y SO 1L | & 7 AR T T BLFI R TR B R LA, T
WHIE |48 9 (2010) | 1A ECHE R A T A Sl HILAG AR A7 B
EIE 1986 — 2007 4F . Ml N B RV AAE /G|
o0y lmmre PR D s AR

H(Da bR A AR SR 65 % DL T 5 2 0 fa ROECEO Fe ), JE Al 2
B R85 — 2 NI g 50, SR FHHE LT /DN 2 A0 v 2 A o 0 4 o o 3 o 32
HERRAB ) 2B AFE, CRIRS R E A M 5 SR R L
Bl AR B, SR A A K K L 4 2 R R R S A I AR . AL ZUHLA R ST AT IR 4K
i, T8 ARG R T BUR E RN R RGBS . (Db IR ER LA Tk K JE A
FE AR e B A I AL, (3) 7 R SO BUR AR 0 A TR R Z SCH ] 0 T AR I8 SO
T R B AR AE 1992 4,
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T AT LA A CBUR AR T 25 4 3L IR 55 ORI BEE AT 20 P2 — 2K
JE TR BORF AL 25 B AR A HE R 55 3508, W Afonso F1 Fernandes (2008 ) X ) %5
TR RCR B PEA BRI — FT5K 45 (2008) X Hp [ b 5 BRI B0 32 4 2% % 1)
G 7 — RPN BAR A LR 55 R 45 240% 4 Bosch % (2000) 3¢ T 47 3 [l
R 45 BUBCR Sr #1 .Burgat 1 Jeanrenaud (1994) X 36§ 117 [& & J& ¥y WU AR 55 308K
AIBFSE . Bouckaert (1992) Xf 4 1 16 By Ak 55 09 %50 3 43 M L o 46 O R0 B H8 95
(2010) X H 77 BT TLAE S BCR I BT 45

MR A B AR FE 50 87 . B Bosch %5 (2000) . Burgat 1 Jeanrenaud
(1994) DL Rz 2% i SCA (20100 R FH 7= BB A1, HABIF Y K 22 R R ALY,
RITE T SR s B 2 S IR 55 1) W BB AR BORT RE S 4 A il AR FH g LA
BN WG bR A W B SR 48 5 02 R 22 BB Bt 25 24 3L IR 55 B3R F 50 1 %
AFEAR P2 AR AR A 57 o AN i 3 () B o L0 98 AR R i Ak 5 B A SE iy 7
tho WEZMFREINHE  BUNHEZ A IR 55 BORAT L BUR &R T AT LLZEAS 3
BN S Y 2R P B e A SRR 55 25 K P BB AR B A A 3R IR 55 K P B
AN EIF 3L,

(O BUNHEZE A IR 55 RHOR R EE 2w K R . 50 58 R L8 PR R 23532 Wi BURE
H2s 2N IR 55 RCROK 7 B 2 A WFSE R AT S R P 1 R R B BN AR 2R
B &g E NS A ISP S A T e

K] 1 22 B, R Ik 28 /8 4 iR [ N

SPACHAE SR IT | N

KA AR FSNRINR . N s | | REMRRIRE
I U I O OB | B s S
VR 2 BRI AR AT L S e e T e
RS I ST B [ PN 1
SHBERWB AR AK oy T

W5 AT TR ER 2077 1 g e primg )
AT IR R MBOR B | T RO AR AR T
NS N RIS YR
B 58 E 5L T X — W A
B, Balaguer-Coll 4§ (2007) X P4 B 2 & 48 PG \E b DX T3 BORF 43k 25 28 6 R 55 3%
R TE K& IR L 7 BT W AR R 22, i T T BB S R Az B R TR B D
AT AL 255 2 il 55 350 K- B v . T X M A S R A A I B R TR
WA 8 BEIR IR Zh L2 2, BE R TR 2 25 (BB, UM AL 25 20 HE Ik 55 30
f&. Afonso F1 Fernandes(2008) X} % 45 2 1 WU 3t 45 /A 34 IR 55 500R 1Y SE3IE 43
M ERUE T 209 . Ak, AT/ 5 .

BV 1 < Hi 7 0 B R 7 DA SR TR 2 6k BORE (It 45 8 JE IR 45 850%™ A= 1 2
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L HARR B - W B K P e W0 BOSCA SR TR D L BORE 3t 25 24 It i
55 BIRCRI R

MR R o R R 3 A0 B R BRI 4 O JL IR 55 280 A 2850
Maf PR o 5 Y 22 AR, i B IR 2 OB, L2 Sk il B 45 i 445 8 T 45 31
FEOF IR I 2 B o3 S I 55 0 7 K 5 TR R M T LB GR X B
JRE R Y 8 008 55 T 6035 W B 5 iy ToX 30 IR A 17 2 3 DR SR 52 B TR
B3 TR W 28 JE MR 55 BEA Ko R R IR S R M B 4 7™ A 5 Wi BURT
B2 8 JUIR 55 SR B9 SN o RV T I8 IS 0 B R SR BT 7 R AR
e AL R E AT 2 M T K K F TR L L WA K P A O
JIE A5 DA R UAR G PRI 3l i SR 52 05 -5 AR OK S 19 5 2 T LA ] 2 Ik 5
Ji IR IR 2 W 0 BURF IR 25 2 36 I 55 ORI SRR S . B SR Wh e R W
Ji A K Y- i DT R JEE T T8 32 07 e B8 v SR ¥R 1) 32 30 0 M B I
TR BURF HE 25 28 3L e 55 203 22 LT (BT — 15K 22, 2008 5 38 A8 O 1l i H
20100 WA HFIE K B ik M IX B8 3 3k T MR 5 O 4 T Y BOURT 3 45 2
IR 45 554 S R X B g (R g — AR 42, 2008 5 4 AR, 2006) . T 24 Jap B 1 11 B /e
AR NS AR A0 L 5] N i B S SR BT WV 55 28 I 9% T D B i, U 308 1) 52 21 4 W B
S JEE B T eI BORE A 2 2 AR 55 R0R 4 A5 B @ (Balaguer-Coll 4§,2007) .
Hi e FAT 145 2 .

fEE 2« B B 2 0 ORI 25 28 S i 55 200 ™ SN IR S8 R AR R B
N BB R M DX T RCRE BE 3 i USSR 52 207 KT s L BORF I 45
AR SV EN

= . HR&t

() BRI X 3 T 4 47 IR 55 380 K7 AR AR SO 98 7 B8, % JE 3 4%
AT SR L A R A5 A O I B S 7 R A A AR L DR A SR
DEA 8 AR 31 5 R Ak 25 36 T 4 47 IR 55 3% — 0 L A 2 3 IR 45 1 & 30K
O HAR AR KA .

SFERMMAE, A T AHRA I, BARER x=(x,x,,%,
caxD ERLGEHIAEN v = (yiayia syl x) €RY L PR N F=
{((xs I x 7yl E7 75 y . RAEGARRRA .

LyH)={x|(x,y)EF}, AT UL BEARFBEER N TC=p'x",

Fi Bt Fare 55 (199 158 S, WA Se/ MU 5 R i T 3R 50 JL) 1) R A5 51 .

(,')ES:l\élikne

TC0—xc=0
s. t. 4 —y +AM=0 D
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Hrp,C RRAE SAHRBMAME, MJE—NE Sl m iR, A &
7N S AN WL AR SR BE K P B3 Bl . 36 S e B A SRV AL 92 B 0y A 7 A
B &5 i S I HER L TE BR T R S ROR I B . EFRS E R B Wi x F
ERVAR s AN (O S 0 e o5 o o U LT B S a0 N 5 N Al ey s T R A 1]
OE" o X &b 75 %03 i 9 1 A9 WG4 H L RO BT O 15 RS0 (BT RS WL 4%
(B2 Ml 285 355 3R WV T W 8CR A ELE /N T 15 i 28 R0 S5 i i T ) R B K L M.
Eff s/, ©

TEARTFHOCRAE BRI F 8 17 50 UE T S0 i 19 24 Jh IR 55 243K - 10 £ 2
SRR A RN B 15 % Afonso Fl Fernandes(2008) DL K B 3 — i ik
FE(2008) ik A SCHIW B AR 5 (Deficit)  EHILBL AT b B A5 B 5 24 b 00 B e
B A B (Taxoperate) | 45 M9 5 BLI IR A (Taxresrate) 4545 g 3k fF & 1 [
548 T YT 2 4 i 95 3038 KT 1 PN RS T BT 3R 5 T X A1 S i PR 3R U SR T
B P45 B A B X £8 (Logtaxp) . X Hb A GDP X% % (Logpgdp) 38 i AL #5E
(Citysize) JFIUHR B (Open) \ Z #H B B (Edw) DL K& X 5 48 7 (Regin-
dex2 Ml Regindex3) > [R] 4% i i 4548 1 8 B %) B 32 0 B 33 FE I B ik | R
FHANTR 113 77 78 43 B 203K - 19 52 i PR R

Eff;, =8, +B: Defict;, + 8, Taxopcrate; +§; Taxresrate;, + 3, Logtaxp

+8; Logpgdpi, + B Citysize;, + B, Open;, + s Edu,
+ B, Regindex2; + B, Regindex3; +&; (2)

IS B HCRAE E AEL0, 1D E] X Ab T 2% 38 17 9 T 19 i, BOCRAE R O 1,
117 H. 2% 03B 22 18] 30 A7 6 AH AR G 28, O M8 T 25 — I B SR A 47 171
0T A DRI AN AL BT B B — A O R TE S — B Bt gt LR O S
DEA &% 438 (Andersen Hl Petersen, 1993; Lovell 4#,1994) ;28 — fh 7 R 2
TEES B BOR B TF /b 98 1% (Ray, 1991) . 55— 5 s06F DEA ZUR(E Y
FEETE SOR[F T A DEA J5 i, 1 H R A8 g DL Ry B i) DEA ®CRME K
SRBEAT Fff e DEA RO (B9 AR AR (R 25 56 — 75 2000 B2 A7 i B DEA 24
RER 1 BIEE , 77 B (De Borger A Kerstens, 1996), Kb, A AR
FH PR A e 7 20, T35 =R J7 25 DU 7R 55 — B Bk AT Tobit J7 ik, BT
i RACRAE N 1 NS B 5 X R0 38 (8 A9 AH B8 7] &, Simar A1 Wilson (2007)
A FE Tobit [B] 9 ¥ % F bootstrap J57 ¥, #R1M . McDonald (2009) % 31, Xf
DEA ZCRAA M5 — By B4 87 Jr i, Tobit A B R &3 . i /b —. 3 7% OLS
BB BT — A — b T Y O e, AR SCRlIE 43 B 32 R D OLS, Fafi 1
[0l 9 3% FH Tobit #F bootstraps 7% (T X FR Tobit M),

OB ARIEFNFE AR I . A Sk AP RS EYE) . ZIRTHRA
7 R R L I A] 5 8 0 1998 — 2006 4F, Hevh 2000 4F Z R (L 4E 2000 4F) idli ok
F (1949 —2000 b [ T+ 4E G BERRE 4 ), 2000 4F 2 Ji5 9 Bt 32 20k B 448
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AR R 8 T AR 5 ) Lo 1 U IBOAE S )TN0 T 5 4F B2 G T AR 4, A B i 2k 54 i
ARG AN ST TP U A PO = AN i BR BRI S A R
BRIxX = A48 0 B e A ARG A 28 ST 1998 — 2006 4F 1 - £ T A
Bl . A TR R FRATLL 1997 45k JE 1A, %8 [ N AR ™ BB R F S
R 1997 AE 1 [ N A 77 BT BGHAT V- 80, XoF 2% 288 I BB S RIS A A SR T R 40
R 1997 AR TR BSOS LS BRAE . [RIEE, O 1T BR A5 48 T B RS 22 S AR S
SR FH R BRI 7 48 5 24 R ERR AN 8 BR TN S4ME

YR [ 5 A T AT A R 55 RCROK T AR AE T AR AR B AR S S R
Afonso il Fernandes(2008) LA K B iF — 17K 42 (2008) (4 807 , >R H 1l 77 0 i
SCH R N3 e 2 S GOVE R BB &L Ry T AR 45 A T R OK T 22
S I RE I X0 N 47 ST 4E 4 B S B DL S A T B S T R OK P (R
1997) 5@ 2% B3 7 2 4 1l % 2 S B T I G B L HEOK CHETS A B TR
A SR 2 BN 3T o A N A 2 P Sl B R BRI A AR SO BRI
T T AR T AR DAy Sl T 3 2 M 8t AR P R T 9 A AR B
3zt R el TG RRAE Ay kT HE S R PR B T AR A 0 S Bt QB AR L e BRI X
TG T AR AR Ay ki A o AR i, T B KT VR S At 2 P 2 ol At 15 R 4 4
AOARHL AR B, R ES L oA 1 3l B AR T R ) S e, 25 AR B A BR DL A A T AN H B
DI BRBBERLN . 7= th AR BEAN T - (1) A3 e DX i AR (v 1) 5 (2) A3t
SEAT G R T B RE (y2) 5 (30 NS4 T S AT il 6 3 6 T AR (y3) 5 () N K3l iy s
FTHECCya) 5 (5) NI 23 el T AR (y5) 5 (6) ARl i 4 10 AR (y6) 5 (7) NS5
MRS IRIE I & (y7) . AP B ARSI WL 2,

F2 BAFHTSHEIAMESIT

A WLEEfE HIMH P e 22 f/ME LIENE!
yl 252 0. 244 0.129 0.074 0.811
y2 252 1.776 1.342 0.425 10. 369
y3 252 2.530 1.926 0. 377 11. 840
y4 252 70. 085 51.099 8.019 259. 934
y5 252 1. 005 0.875 0.253 7.389
y6 252 2.075 1.411 0.185 7.369
y7 252 0. 142 0. 187 0.026 2. 829
x 252 51.092 34. 640 11. 406 228. 168

T3 A v A A T T A AR 95 AR R SRR I BB 24 SR R

A B A 0 X R IV ECF) P S IR 2R AT A% 4 T U R B S B LA

A48 T I O S RS R B W B 5 K (Deficio) o W BOBCA T 9445 45

JEE AR s — A A% 48 T IV R B v 45 o 5 T ol P A5 B P B LA AR R 0 1B e B

WA DA 12548 T8 M B A Aol B 45 B8 o5 I B bk B0 A £ T ( Taxoperate) 5

T — A R BRI 73 i ( Taxresrate) o 45 48 i W0 B0 B80S0 v /) 9% 15 o

T A P B P B3 A AR AR W B e SO DA B 45 T I BOk A R B A
+ 100 -
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BEIRBIWCA A . R 2 W Y A0 PR 3R D e ek 8 955 i e K- b DX TR B
Il T BB RN J R 2 R K SR AR ) 4 . Hrh & U R R AT R T PIAS BE
8PN . — = AT A8 B A B 648 (Logtaxp) » — & A ¥ GDP H) %% (Log-
pgdp) o O BE (Open) W 4% 48 T 3E Y 100 SRR BR DL 4% 48 1 GDP, i it i
F1SVAR PP [ 8 T4 28 ) v 2 A A0 4848 BN R T 2 CR )0 B 48 o R
M, BT AR (Citysize) & TTAE R A FUVES 25 48 T 6N H Y Le 431 B 4
ZHEBEEdo H&E T LR MARER A BERUS AN SERE, T
il 2R F P S =R X B T A B R R 25 S FRATTR A TP (Regindex2) A1 98 &
(Regindex3) #i X B fUAF &, H AR UL, X Regindex2, 4444 11 J& T [# Fp 3 b
DX U R 1, A ELE 0. XF Regindex3, 24445 7 J& T Hh [ 74 35 4t [X B, B
HR 1, SWHAE Ry 0. A8 SR MG I3 3,
x3 EBWMBTEHRESIT

GIs WEAE ¥ T U 22 w/ME PN
Deficit 252 2.099 0.811 1.134 5.628
Taxopcrate 252 0.368 0.086 0.218 0. 647
Taxresrate 252 0.024 0.018 0.001 0. 105
Logtaxp 252 3.615 0.961 1.753 6.493
Logpgdp 252 8.691 0.533 7.638 10. 150
Citysize 252 0. 345 0.174 0.110 0. 887
Open 252 0.321 0. 409 0.030 1. 750
Open?2 252 0. 269 0.593 0.001 3.063
Edu 252 0.009 0. 007 0.001 0.036
Edu2 252 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0.001
Regindex2 252 0.321 0.468 0. 000 1. 000
Regindex3 252 0. 250 0.434 0. 000 1. 000

M SEEZE R

() [ 45 A8 T T 2 B 55 R PE A . A SO 26 2 B 7= Hh B8
fli H DEAP 3 H 545 21 RCRE (R O, B3R 4 v 45 b = 448 T 0T 4k 4
K 55 B B =S REAE

B5—, M\ 1998—2006 4 B4 B . 4548 T R T 447 IR 55 R0 K T 22 S
Ko T BIRIT B BRI IX 5 AN 0 B T R S5 SCRER AL TE
STV I b RCRAEA R 1 i RS TG L P S Bk T R 2 A AR AR 4 )
ACAEABIBCH 4 BCRAE N 0. 279—0. 843 ANEE, X R WX LB kil , 04
15. 7% —72. 1Y e VR B TR 9% .

B EEEER BT B BRI RS EIHE TR E U BB
2002 4K B B i IR R 0. 825, 2 5 E 1B T B, &4 M &4E
JERBURF AR g Brdbat CBRIEVT W dL  EF IR L A — HA T
RIS =2 A, T EE AR AR 1998 — 2001 4F b T T . 2 5 JLAE A s
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B AHRCRE I EE . T 2T AR B RCREAE LA RAR 5 LA T 20
AT o
55 =,1998—2006 A3 AME LUl 25 % — 36 Yo A5, RSAEA 6400 —
75 % W AE T IR T 4R B IR 55 BOR A AP MR R S )L i SRR R L 252 AN RL
FAG A 79 N A REAR Y 31% . EHRCRM R 0. 761, B 1998
—2006 44548 T By T 44l B S P BIR 2RO 23, 90 B IR . X — 458
5 Afonso 1 Fernandes(2003) XF 51 /™4 4 7 17 BUR A 3R P & BE T B
TR 3% 49 Y019 B2 UL BN HE AR 5 R EF— FK 42 (2008) & 31 241 00 X6 280 2% 43 33
0 0.8496 il 0. 8584 T IR 2 BEUR LY 15 % A5 IBAHIE .
K4 BEATHTEPBRSYEE

1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 | ¥MH

2 0.643 0.590 0.649 0.646 0.738 0.823 0.794 0.982 1 0.763
dene 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1. 000
i 0.613 0.637 0.649 0.686 0.911 0.902 0.999 1 0.813 | 0.801
Hilr 0.507 0.583 0.551 0.765 0.885 0.910 0.696 0.815 0.820 |0.726
SR 0.719 0.902 0.977 1 1 1 1 1 1 0.955
IV 0.878 0.721 0.764 0.777 0.786 0.614 0.638 0.817 0.774 |0.752
Gigll| 0.531 0.384 0.515 0.589 0.659 0.871 0.741 0.808 1 0.678
A 1 1 1 1 0.814 0.824 0.734 0.826 0.764 | 0.885
L 0.678 0.769 0.685 0.731 0.681 0.716 0.571 0.539 0.572 | 0.660
tope) 0.672 0.608 0.557 0.668 0.700 0.774 0.648 0.787 0.791 | 0.689
BRI 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1. 000
W 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1. 000
HiNEz] 0.446  0.421 0.408 0.644 0.600 0.531 0.541 0.603 0.574 | 0.530
bk 0. 651 1 1 1 1 1 1 0.859 0.756 | 0.918
b 0.589 0.625 0.467 0.549 0.723 0.758 0.753 0.605 0.767 |0.648
bWl 0.419 0.448 0.468 0.488 0.564 0.663 0.547 0.546 0.465 | 0.512
jie s 0. 980 1 1 0.871 0.979 0.838 0.660 0.618 0.812 |0.862
N5 0.617 0.524 0.555 0.577 0.510 0.417 0.509 0.473 0.372 | 0.506
TR 0.613 0.637 0.693 1 1 1 1 1 1 0.883
HlF 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1. 000
7R 0.467 0.561 0.577 0.525 0.679 0.595 0.612 0.564 0.598 | 0.575
1y 0.608 0.642 0.672 0.831 1 0.943 0.700 0.656 0.558 | 0.734
B vE 0.470 0.442 0.468 0.437 0.528 0.448 0.402 0.491 0.479 | 0.463
ity 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1. 000
K 1 1 1 1 1 1 0.454 0.356 0.531 | 0.816
i 0.753 0.560 0.588 0.878 0.900 0.856 0.718 0.749 0.591 | 0.733
pagz) 0.363 0.279 0.361 0.524 0.671 0.546 0.538 0.640 0.843 | 0.529
Wit 0.546  0.545 0.504 0.664 0.773 0.631 0.777 0.784 0.945 | 0.685
Il 0.706 0.710 0.718 0.780 0.825 0.809 0.751 0.769 0.779 |0.761
HAEH | 25%  32%  32%  36%  36%  32%  29%  29%  32% | 31%

T BORE R R %A DT 1 VRS 825 Malmquist 1550315245 3] 59 VRS TE {8 . 4 3 E
FABR AR SR ME R 1 R REAR iy SRR AR I (28) 1Y T 43 1
() v [ 4% 48 T A T 4 40 R 55 R s e IRV 3R 0 BT . 9% 38 R A 24 SR sl A
PR B0 B — A T L B W e [R)AE F A ol v A4 T IR T AR IR 55 R B
R =ARE? FRATHI A2 IR /38, 3R 5 F, OLS 1 Tobit [al 4 &
PE o W PR, AR REAT S B W KO AR X A [ 25 2R 2
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Aradg

MRS SR E R R 0 W Bk R B0 O IE . HAE OLS Ml Tobit
H G 190 KPR S, X R IEHA N R AEMIEIE T W BUR
YR T 4P IR 55 R T AR IE B B2, X 5 Balaguer-Coll % (2007) ) BIF 5 45
KA A . W BT B R BT 10, IR 4E 4 R 55 R0 K O B 4
0. 1350, X —S5 R CHFRUE 1 b I B o 2 X BRIk 25 23 2R IR 55 305K 1Y
WE 2y RON . HF A T, G W B =7 ) b T b )y BORE U B3 S T
ek P8 B 249 R B K T 3 e A 2 W2 3ol b 5 SBORE 6 T BB Y B 1 H
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On the Efficiency of Urban Maintenance Services
in Chinese Provinces and Cities

LIN Yong, LIAN Hong-quan

(School o f Economics & Management s South China Normal University
Guangzhou 510006, China)

Abstract: This paper employs two-stage DEA to analyze the efficiency
of urban maintenance services in Chinese provinces and cities. The first-stage
DEA shows that the efficiency of urban maintenance services in Chinese
provinces and cities is at a low level, and the average efficiency scores in each
year is featured by an inverted U-shape trend. And the second-stage regres-
sion results indicate that as a whole, fiscal deficit, per capita income tax, ur-
ban scale and openness have the significant promotion effects on the increase
in the efficiency of urban maintenance services, and education level is nega-
tively related to the efficiency of urban maintenance services. However,
there are significant differences between the western region and the eastern
and central regions. The empirical results based on the subdivided sample
conclude that the hard constraint and external effects of the efficiency of ur-
ban maintenance services are heterogeneous between the western region and
the eastern and central regions and among large, medium-sized and small cit-
ies. The empirical results provide enlightenment for the improvement of ur-
ban public services.

Key words: public services; efficiency; hard constraint effect; exter-
nal effect (FTAE% 4.5 )
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