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2004
GRP 2004 TFP o 2007 ~2009
o o 2007 TFP o
3. GRP (y = 08/07 TFP
GRP) .
GRP GRP ;09/08 TFP
2002 GRP. o
2005 GRP GRP
GRP . TFP :
CRS DEA2.1
14 2002 ~ 2009 1
TFP ( .
I 2)s 2 Malmquist
1 14 Malmquist TFP | effch | techch | pech sech
TFP | efich | techeh | pech oy 1.221 | 1.105 | 1.105 | 1.000 | 1.105
03/02 | 1.032 | 1.011 | 1.021 | 1.013 | 0.998 1.132 | 1.125 | 1.006 | 1.000 | 1.125
04/03 | 1.056 | 1.108 | 0.952 | 1.019 | 1.087 1.087 | 1.086 | 1.001 | 0.991 | 1.096
05/04 | 1.174 | 0.931 | 1.261 | 0.968 | 0.962 1.154 | 1.030 | 1.120 | 1.007 | 1.023
06/05 | 1.255 | 1.188 | 1.057 | 1.061 | 1.119 1.146 | 0.997 | 1.150 | 1.000 | 0.997
07/06 | 1.198 | 1.103 | 1.086 | 1.050 | 1.050 1.191 | 1.047 | 1.138 | 1.045 | 1.002
08/07 | 1.231 | 1.039 | 1.185 | 1.034 | 1.005 1.231 | 1.043 | 1.180 | 1.016 | 1.026
09/08 | 1.174 | 0.979 | 1.200 | 1.000 | 0.978 1.252 | 1.109 | 1.129 | 1.066 | 1.040
mean | 1.157 | 1.048 | 1.104 | 1.016 | 1.031 1.036 | 0.963 | 1.075 | 0.964 | 0.999
1.245 | 1.111 | 1.121 | 1.094 | 1.015
1111 | 0.992 | 1.120 | 1.000 | 0.992
1 14 2002 ~ 1.241 | 1.037 | 1.197 | 1.038 | 0.999
2009 TFP 1. 157 1.096 | 1.017 | 1.078 | 1.015 | 1.001
2009 TFP 2002 15.7% » 1.089 | 1.028 | 1.059 | 1.000 1.028
2002 ~2009 techch 1.104
10.4% TFP TFP
. effch 1.048 25.2%
TFP 6.6% 12.9% TFP
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