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4 2009—2015 30
Tab.4 The level of technical
efficiency of 30 provinces from 2009 to 2015

2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015

669 0.618 0.627 0.566 0.584 0.563 0.533

0.894 0.854 0.837 0.842 0.793 0.765 0.733 0.817
0.889 0.838 0.790 0.807 0.769 0.734 0.728 0.794
0.812 0.751 0.692 0.717 0.694 0.678 0.660 0.715
0.671 0.669 0.632 0.643 0.627 0.566 0.525 0.619
0.901 0.874 0.832 0.834 0.770 0.710 0.725 0.807
0.847 0.835 0.806 0.813 0.796 0.676 0.661 0.776
0.893 0.890 0.841 0.874 0.778 0.729 0.724 0.818
0.913 0.898 0.829 0.875 0.864 0.806 0.728 0.845
0.826 0.806 0.786 0.801 0.776 0.695 0.668 0.765
0.879 0.866 0.839 0.866 0.830 0.720 0.702 0.815
0.781 0.664 0.647 0.659 0.653 0.658 0.619 0.669
0.846 0.813 0.776 0.794 0.759 0.703 0.679

0.776 0.722 0.717 0.668 0.693 0.671 0.641 0.698
0.590 0.567 0.549 0.530 0.544 0.566 0.552 0.557
0.818 0.734 0.716 0.654 0.693 0.688 0.675 0.711
0.535 0.523 0.479 0.435 0.467 0.445 0.424 0.473
0.579 0.573 0.551 0.469 0.471 0.538 0.465 0.521
0.763 0.722 0.717 0.687 0.701 0.655 0.631 0.697
0.752 0.741 0.713 0.717 0.719 0.653 0.627 0.703
0.766 0.743 0.724 0.803 0.819 0.665 0.609 0.733
0.697 0.666 0.646 0.620 0.638 0.610 0.578

0.815 0.737 0.735 0.656 0.679 0.658 0.621 0.700
0.711 0.642 0.633 0.607 0.602 0.575 0.544 0.616
0.583 0.553 0.552 0.526 0.532 0.478 0.465 0.527
0.672 0.665 0.676 0.532 0.601 0.552 0.521 0.603
0.633 0.551 0.578 0.527 0.520 0.549 0.502 0.551
0.625 0.586 0.596 0.533 0.551 0.516 0.501 0.558
0.678 0.642 0.656 0.613 0.624 0.556 0.534 0.615
0.683 0.526 0.543 0.523 0.526 0.588 0.576 0.566
0.623 0.545 0.611 0.542 0.545 0.589 0.501 0.565
0.613 0.554 0.575 0.480 0.557 0.495 0.488 0.537
0.723 0.797 0.739 0.684 0.688 0.641 0.612 0.698
0.
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Impact of Local Government Competition on the Efficiency of Urban Land Use

Zhou You' > Tan Guangrong'
(1. College of Economics and Trade Hunan University Changsha 410079 China;
2. College of Business Hunan International Economics University Changsha 410205 China)

Abstract: The purpose of this study is to investigate the effect of local government competition on the efficien—
cy of urban land use in China between 2009 to 2015 and provide reference for regulating local governments compe—
tition and improving the efficiency of urban land use in China. Method of stochastic frontier analysis is used in the
study. The results show that the competition in infrastructure promote the efficiency of urban land use but the
effect is not significant in addition the competition in finance expenditure policy and foreign direct investment
attraction by local government is not conducive to the efficiency of urban land use. The individual technical efficien—
cy of urban land use has a significant decline in east central and west China under the effects of the local govern—
ment competition. It is necessary to further improve the competitive relationship of local governments in the using of
urban land and reform the evaluation mechanism of local government officials to provide a good policy environment
for intensive use of urban land.

Key words: land use efficiency; local government competition; stochastic frontier analysis; China



