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Efficiency Evaluation of Innovative Cities under the Perspective of Super - efficiency

—A Case Study of the Yangize River Delta Region

ZHOU Jingjing WU Sihui SHEN Neng
( School of Business Soochow University Suzhou 215021 China)

Abstract: Innovative city construction is an important way to change the mode of economic development and realize sus—
tainable development so it’s meaningful to evaluate the construction of the innovative city of China. For the reason that
conventional BCC model cannot make further comparison among the efficient ones in evaluating the relative efficiency of
DMUs this paper introduces the Super — DEA for the further analysis of the 12 sample cities. The results indicate that:

Nanjing Huzhou Shaoxing Ningbo and Suzhou are relatively effective but they are all in the increasing return to scale.

For these cities higher achievements can be achieved by improving inputs. The other cities which are also relatively effec—
tive are located in the decreasing return to scale. For these cities adjusting resource allocation structure is needed to en—
hance the efficiency except use more inputs.
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