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Dynamic Change and Convergence Test of Regional Economic Growth Quality:

Abstract: Using a stochastic frontier specification and the dates of each province (2000 —2011)

From the View of TFP Growth

CHU Er — ming MA Yong — jun

( College of Business Xiangtan University Xiangtan Hunan 411105 China)

this paper analysis the change of

eight major regions’ economic quality and its convergence from the perspective of TFP. The results show the growth rate of TFP of cen—

tral and western regions is slight higher than that of east region the change rate of technology progress and technology efficiency of de—

veloped regions is lower than those of undeveloped regions. It means the undeveloped regions use their advantage of backward the alloc—

ative efficiency and scale economy of developed regions are higher than these of undeveloped regions

which all are constantly im-

proved. From the view of convergence of TFP growth rate absolute convergence does not exist nationwide. Although the undeveloped

region own the trend to catch up with the developed region the development gap among different regions will exist for a long time.
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