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Evaluation on Eficiency of Rural Public Service in China Based on DEA
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Abstract : Usng Data Envelopment Anayss(DEA) method and the statistical data about 28 provinces (autonomous regions and municipalities)
in Chinain 2006 ,this paper empirically analyzes and calculates the efficiencies of rura public service of 28 provinces(autonomous regions and
municipalities) in 2006 including the integrated technical efficiency ,the pure technical efficiency and the scale eficiency of rural public serv-
ice Research results show that the provinces(autonomous regions and municipalities) being DEA effective are asfollows: Hebei ,Liaoning ,Shang-
ha ,Fujian ,Shandong , Guangdong ,Shanxi , Hunan ,Inner Mongolia,Schuan and Tibet ;the pure technical eficiency level and the scale eficiency
level of rura public servicein China are charactered by gradient change ,and the ranking of the pure technica efficiency level of rura public serv-
icefrom high to low isthe eastern ,the western region and central region ,and the ranking of the scale efficiency level of rural public service from
high to low is the eastern region ,the centra region and the western region.
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Empirical Sudy on Dynamic Relationship between Energy
Consumption and Economic Growth in China

Hou Jianchao , Tan Zhongfu ,Xie Pinjie
(Institute of Electricity Economics,North China Electric Power University ,Beijing 102206 ,China)

Abstract : Based on the co-integration theory , the relationship between energy consumption and real GDPin Chinais researched during 1953
2003 The estimation results show that there exists the cointegration relationship between energy consumption and rea GDP. Then the error
correction model on energy consumption and real GDPisestablished Based on the ECM ,the Granger causality relationship between energy con-
sumption and real GDPistested The estimation results show that thereis Granger causaity running from energy consumption to rea GDPin
a short-term ,and there is Granger causdity running from real GDP to energy consumption in a long-term The Hodrick- Prescott ( HP)filter is
applied to decompose the trend components and the cyclical componentsfrom the series of energy consumption and real GDP. It is evident that
the same trend existsin the trend components of energy consumption and real GDP ,and the cyclical components of these two series are of the
same cyclical characteristics Finaly ,the analyssresult impliesthat the cointegration relationship between energy consumption and real GDPis
related to the cyclical co-movement of economic growth and energy consumption.
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