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Analysis on regional difference and convergence of the efficiency
of China’s green economy based on DEA
Yang Long, Hu Xiaozhen
(School of Economics, Huazhong University of Science and Technology, Wuhan, Hubei, 430074)

Abstract: Using entropy method, we set up composite environment pollution index of various areas, introduce it into DEA

model of efficiency measurement, measure the green economy efficiency of twenty — nine provinces from 1995 to 2007, and con-

duct convergence test on the difference in the growth of green economy efficiency in these areas. The results show that: along with

the rapid growth in China’s economy, environment pollution problem becomes more and more serious; on the whole, the efficiency

of China’s green economy rises with fluctuation, decreasing in turn from the east area, the west area to the middle area; due to the

difference in fundamental economic conditions and features in those areas, there is no convergence trend in green economy effi-

ciency for the country as a whole, but the efficiency converges in some parts of the east and the middle areas.
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