16 3 ( ) Vol 16 Na 3
2016 5 Journal of China University of Geosciences (Social Sciences Edition) May 2016
SO,
’
1998—2012 30 , ,
DEA s — s SO,
o s SO,
s SO, o
: SO, ; DEA ; ;
: F205 : A : 1671-0169(2016)03-0052-11
DOI:10.16493/j.cnki.42-1627/c.2016.03.023
A Y
“ ”»
[1] ,
“ ” “ ”»
“ ”»
GDP “ ” [2] . “ APEC ”
[3]
“ ”
“ APEC ” ,
» SO, o ,
. . N ( 430079) ; .



. : S()z

SO, s
, SO, o ,
2014 SO, 88 14% 9,
o s SO,
) ) (Data Envelopment Analy-
sis, DEA) s — , SO,
A Y
1968  Dales { . » . Dales R
, o , 1974 SO, ,
(EPA) o s N
b ’71—
b o [3] Y Y AY
R Kara ¥ EU ETS ,
9 o [7] 9
. 23. 44 % .
4 42% ; N o
, [819] ;
[10]011] . SOZ , [12] SOZ
; Dudek [! ,
. [14] [15] X
[3] , DEA SO,
. Brannlund 0%, Fiare ™
DEA s
. Fire % , ,
DEA ., Fare 2014 [19]
, , SO, ,
O} {2014 Do



, SO,

_ , S0,

A Y
« —
b
b
b b
b o
b
7 )
b o
b
b b
b o b
b b
“ ”»
b
b b o
b
b
“ ”»
b
[237(P138)
b
[24
o b
b
b
Montgomery-*"
(G DEA
1. o
“ ”» “ ”
b
“ ”»
P(x) = {(y,b) :x can produce (y,b) ,x € R?}
N
’ 1:(Ilsyr\)€R )

b
b
b
[20](P56)
b
b
[21
b
’
b
’
b
, SO, .
. Fire
o M
y=(y1ssyu) € R}

“

”»

DEA
. b



. : S()z

(bl yeee

,b]) e Ri “ ”»”

, P(x) “
— DEA

— DEA

R, = maxy'
K
Dl =
k=1
K
DVabl = b aj =1, ]
k=1

K

t t
E LTy, K Ty, o = 1,0, N
k=1

Zk >O9k - 1,"'7K

(D K by,

K
max E y;,

=1

K
Ezmyl 23’; ’k/ =1,,K
=1

K
Dby = by = Loree o Lk = 1,0
k=1

K
2urby, = by oj =
ROy — Opj0] —
k=1

K
2: t ! /

Zpp' Xy < Xy, oM — 19"'7N;k - 19"'7K
k=1

2 =0,k =1, ,K,k' =1,-+,K

K K
Db < Db sj =LA 1,e0]
F=1 F=1

2 . by,
( )

, (2)

__ TP __ _CAC.
— Y Yy
__ gt __ 3 TP
=b, —b,
TP ¢ CAC .t
s Vi o~ Dy

”»

K

Il+17"'7]§k/ - 17"'7K

DEA

TP ,t
H bk’

al

(S

@y

(2



( )
A
1998—2012 30 )
9 o 199972012 << >>7 2013 ’
1997—2013 s« 60 Yo
(K). (L),
(E) , ( ““ ” ““ ”» ) (Y) SOZ
(SE),
) ( » , ( 60
bi o , 1998
, 1998
, 20 v,
, 1 o
1 ~
( ) 450 9 824. 40 15 323. 68 148 18 99 590. 96
(1998 D 450 1. 20 0. 34 0. 88 3. 30
( : ) 450 3 151. 68 3 036. 20 181. 37 17 848. 54
(1998 D 450 117 0. 16 0. 96 1 59
( : ) 450 241. 95 261. 29 11. 60 1 568 00
( ) 450 3 084. 28 2 668 95 67. 33 15 566. 91
SO, ( ) 450 60. 92 39. 20 1. 90 176. 01
>
(G
SO, DEA , —
DEA ) SO,
, 2 o
1. o 2 . (D ;
SO, , 3.8
o SO, . .
2006 10% ; ,
©) :( — LMDI* 7
D { »2013 9



, : SO,

. (2)
, SO, . 894. 6 , SO,
o , s 48 9%,
o , SO, .
2 SO, : N
SO,
% Y%
1998 6. 8 15577 8.8 9.5 1003. 2 0.7 8.0 554, 5 35. 6
1999 7.5 1 460. 2 9. 6 10. 5 895. 9 0.9 9. 4 564. 3 38. 6
2000 85 1506, 7 10. 7 12. 0 970. 7 1.3 12. 1 536. 0 35. 6
2001 9. 6 1503 4 12. 1 13. 6 1017 4 1.5 12. 4 486, 0 32.3
2002 11. 4 15119 14. 4 16. 2 987. 2 1.8 12. 5 524, 7 34, 7
2003 14. 3 17915 18 6 20. 5 1014, 4 L9 10. 2 7771 43, 4
2004 18. 6 1891 5 23.3 25. 9 798. 9 2.6 11. 2 1092 6 57. 8
2005 231 2168 2 27. 6 30. 8 1111 4 3.2 11. 6 1 056. 8 48, 7
16. 8 1673. 9 15. 6 17. 4 974. 9 1.8 11. 5 699. 0 41. 8
(2002-—2005)
2006 28,3 2232 8 34. 6 383 1 009. 5 3.7 10. 7 1223 3 54. 8
2007 35. 1 2 139. 9 41. 9 46. 2 1027. 6 4, 3 10. 3 1112.3 52. 0
2008 41,1 1991 3 49, 5 55. 1 932. 1 5 6 11 3 1059, 2 53. 2
2009 46. 9 1 865. 8 55. 9 61 7 861. 7 5 8 10. 4 1004. 1 53. 8
2010 56. 2 1 864. 3 66. 0 73.7 798. 9 7.7 11. 7 1 065. 4 57. 1
41. 5 2018 8 49. 6 55. 0 926, 0 5. 4 10. 9 1092. 9 54, 1
(2006—2010)
2011 63. 7 2 017. 1 76. 5 83. 8 783. 8 7.2 9.5 1233 3 61 1
2012 71 4 1911 6 84. 1 93. 1 781. 8 9. 0 10. 7 11298 59. 1
67. 6 1964, 4 80. 3 88, 4 782. 8 81 10. 1 1181 6 60. 2
(2011-—2012)
29. 5 1827. 6 35. 6 39. 4 933. 0 3.8 10. 7 894. 6 48,9
(1998—2012)
“ ” . pr— / — Y
100, = / * 100,
’ AY
@, 1 . 2008
= / , = / ; =
, = / .



2008 . .
. (2003, 2005 2011 ) ,
L —— B bR
————— TR 589 70 ool AE 2
0 I |
1999 2003 2007 2011 1999 2003 2007 2011
A A
1 . .
2 . 2 .
. . . ” L8 ,
” o 4 , v ? &1 R , “
7 699 ., ” 1092 9 . ”
1181 6 . . SO,
. 2005 “ ”
SO, 12.3% “ ” SO,
2010 2005 10%,
. . 2010 “ ” SO,
2%, “ ” SO, 2015 2010
8%, 2% . “ ” . SO,
®o
QD) .
1. . SO, DEA ,
— DEA , 6 SO,
. 3 .
6 SO, . .
0} 2015 10 10 (G ? p) Lo ” ,
. 9.8%., “ ”



, : SO,

, 4. 8 1137 6 ; ,
N 3 . 835 2 2.7 . 844, 3 H .
o 0,
DEA R . SO, , 6
b A b Y
, ) SO,
, SO,
b o
3 SO, : N
— SO,
(%) (9%
13. 6 315. 9 13. 9 14. 0 298. 5 0.1 0.7 17. 4 55
59 1607. 0 13. 5 18. 3 469. 4 4, 8 36. 0 1137. 6 70. 8
22.5 424, 3 25. 7 25. 7 424, 3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
50. 9 1658 1 61. 1 61. 3 1593 2 0.2 0.3 64. 9 3.9
41. 4 22931 54. 6 57.3 1448 8 2.7 4.9 844, 3 36. 8
15. 4 1609. 9 26. 8 29. 8 774. 7 3.0 11. 2 835. 2 51. 9
/ — * 100, = / * 100,
. . SO,
. — DEA , SO,
AY Y Y ( 4
30 1,
4 SOZ N H ~
— SO,
Y% Y%
11 1 156. 5 11. 3 11. 6 174, 9 0.3 2.7 —18 4 —11. 8
13. 6 315. 9 13. 9 14. 0 298. 5 01 0.7 17. 4 5.5
16. 5 1767 4 24, 2 28. 4 684. 9 4. 2 17. 4 1082 5 61. 2
59 1607. 0 13. 5 18 3 469, 4 4, 8 35. 6 11376 70. 8
5 2 1492 3 6. 6 10. 8 248, 4 4. 2 63. 6 12439 83. 4
22.5 424, 3 25. 7 25. 7 424, 3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0. 0
321 1 016. 6 41. 0 41. 6 10411 0.6 L5 —24. 5 —2.4
55. 6 1386. 3 64. 6 64. 6 1 386. 3 0. 0 0. 0 0.0 0.0
3.9 1138 8 6. 6 10. 4 227. 3 3.8 57. 9 911. 5 80. 0
1.0 35.3 1.2 1.3 26. 8 0.1 83 85 24. 1
2.1 1085. 4 2.7 7.0 171. 6 4.3 159. 3 913. 8 84. 2
0.8 405, 2 1.1 2.7 63. 7 1.6 145. 5 341. 5 84. 3
23. 2 848, 7 29. 0 29. 8 673. 4 0.8 2. 8 175. 3 20. 7
7.3 986. 8 13. 6 16. 0 401. 6 2. 4 17. 6 585. 2 59. 3
3.6 751. 8 5 8 8 4 199. 5 2.6 44, 8 552. 3 73. 5
= / — * 100, = / %100,



4. 8 )

80% . (3)
DEA

175. 3

b

900

2.4

SO,

s SO,

SO,

SO,

4,

o

3

85.

SO,

894. 6

SO

()
4 2 ,
SO,
1243 9 .
. 84. 3%, .
0,
2.6 .
552 3 .
. SO,
. SO,
. SO,

SO,
3.8 . (2)
SO,
0.8
SO,
DEA ,
SO,



, : SO,

SO, s N
SO, s
, SO, o
, SO,

) H ) S()Z

o , SO, o
[1] Ve ” [ EB/OL]. http://www. chinaenvironment. com/view/

ViewNews. aspx k=20150915093612125,2015-09-15.

[2] , . . VAR ,2015.
[3] . . [Jl. .2015, (7).
[4] . . [J]. .2010, (D).
[5] . L. ,2010,(4).

[6] Kara, M. ,S. Syri, A. Lehtild, et al. The impacts of EU CO, emissions trading on electricity markets and elec-

tricity consumers in Finland[ ] ]. Energy Economics ,2008,(2).

7] s - ” (1. .
2013,(1).

(8] , . [Jl. ,2011, (4.

9] . [Jl. ,2011,(9).

[10] . [J]. ,2007,(8).

[11] . . Lyl ( ),2013,(6).

[12] , ) SO, [J]. ,2006,(8).

[13]Dudek,D. J. , . , . S0, [J]. ,2007,(2).

[14] ; - — (1. .
2008, (7).

[15] , . — [I].

.2012,(6).

[16 |Brannlund,R. , Y. Chung,R. Fire,et al. Emissions trading and profitability: The Swedish pulp and paper in-
dustry[ J]. Environmental and Resource Economics ,1998,12.

[17]Fare, R. , S. Grosskopf, S. K. Li. Linear programming models for firm and industry performance[ J]. The
Scandinavian Jouwrnal of Economics,1992,(4).

[18]Fare,R. ,S. Grosskopf,C. A. Pasurka Jr. Tradable permits and unrealized gains from trade[ J]. Energy Eco-
nomics ,2013,40.

[19]Fare.R. ,S. Grosskopf,C. A. Pasurka Jr. Potential gains from trading bad outputs: The case of U. S. electric
power plants[]J]. Resource and Energy Economics,2014,(1).

(2000 1 . . [M]. s s . : , ,1999.



[21]Coase,R. H. The problem of social cost[J]. The Journal of Law and Economics.1960,(1).

[22] . . : L. .2011,(6).

(23] ] D~ . [M]. , s : ,2011,

[24]Jaffe, A. B. ,R. N. Stavins. Dynamic incentives of environmental regulations: The effects of alternative policy
instruments on technology diffusion[ J]. Jowrnal o f Environmental Economics and Management ,1995,(3).

[ 25 ]Montgomery, W. D. Markets in license and efficient pollution control programs[J]. Journal of Economic
Theory,1972,(3).

( )
1 . SO, N
SO,
%) %)
1.1 156. 5 113 11 6 174. 9 0.3 2.7 —184  —1L8
13. 6 315. 9 13,9 14. 0 298. 5 0.1 0.7 17. 4 5.5
165 17674 24. 2 28. 4 684. 9 4.2 17. 4 1082 5 61. 2
59 16070 13,5 18 3 469. 4 4.8 35. 6 1137, 6 70. 8
52 14923 6. 6 10. 8 248, 4 4.2 63. 6 1243, 9 83. 4
151 12519 28. 2 30. 6 651 1 2.4 85 600. 8 48,0
6. 3 401 6 11 4 12. 2 294. 9 0.8 7.0 106. 7 26. 6
3.7 507. 2 13. 0 14, 2 392. 8 L2 9.2 114. 4 22. 6
22.5 424.3 25.7 25.7 424. 3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
50.9 16581 61. 1 6.3 1593 2 0.2 0.3 64. 9 3.9
3.1 10166 41. 0 4.6 10411 0.6 L5 —24.5 —2.4
89 661. 7 15, 2 16. 1 396. 2 0.9 5.9 265. 5 40. 1
14. 2 474. 3 18, 7 19. 1 453, 1 0. 4 2.1 21. 2 4.5
5. 2 640. 7 86 10 4 274. 4 18 20. 9 366. 3 57. 2
414 22931 54. 6 57.3 14488 2.7 4.9 844. 3 36. 8
15. 4 609. 9 26. 8 29. 8 7747 3.0 11 2 835. 2 51. 9
10. 7 824. 4 21. 6 22.8 530. 4 12 5.6 294. 0 35. 7
7.8 984. 1 13, 2 15. 0 407. 6 L8 13. 6 576. 5 58. 6
55.6 13863 64. 6 64.6 1386 3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
39 113838 6. 6 10. 4 227. 3 3.8 57. 9 911 5 80. 0
L0 35. 3 L2 L3 26. 8 0.1 83 85 24. 1
5.0 906. 7 6. 2 8 2 226. 5 2.0 32.3 680. 2 75. 0
1.4 14019 18 6 21. 6 544. 0 3.0 16. 1 857. 9 61. 2
21 10854 2.7 7.0 171. 6 4.3 159. 3 913. 8 84. 2
3.7 614. 8 6.5 86 185. 9 2.1 32.3 428, 9 69. 8
4.6 10466 7.2 12. 8 254. 2 5. 6 77.8 792, 4 75.7
2.2 615. 9 5.0 6. 8 191. 6 18 36. 0 424.3 68. 9
0.6 123. 0 L3 L8 38. 0 0.5 38.5 85. 0 69. 1
0.8 405, 2 L1 2.7 63. 7 16 145. 5 341. 5 84. 3
L 6 566. 5 4.0 5.9 119. 7 L9 47,5 446. 8 789
23. 2 848, 7 29. 0 20. 8 673. 4 0.8 2.8 175. 3 20. 7
7.3 986. 8 13 6 16. 0 401. 6 2.4 17. 6 585. 2 59. 3
3.6 751. 8 5.8 8 4 199. 5 2. 6 14. 8 552. 3 73. 5
) — R %100, = /

* 100,



