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(¥1) - (%) - (7)o
() o
. 18-19 DEA
36
2008—2012
28 o

http: //www. szse. cn 1 2008—2012 28

http: //www. sse. com. cno o

2. 2008 2011
3
N N N 32.3%
2 . ; (2008 )
e (2009 ) (2009 )
- : ()« (2008 2010 ) (2012 ).
(%) (%) . (x,) . (x5)
(x5) () o o
1 2008—2012
2008 ¥ 13 928. 03 168. 96 2 063.75 8 414 010. 52

¥a 814. 99 -50. 26 131.24 37 221.90
Y3 723. 81 -50.20 111. 90 29 370. 59
%, 12 340.43 231.07 1 603. 86 5 669 420. 47
%, 1 856. 46 5.55 212.56 124 418. 69
X5 13. 88 0.264 2.35 9. 08
X, 842.98 8. 18 101. 52 26 261. 87
X5 11 257. 49 72.33 1 656.73 5 841 361.78
X 1219.51 17. 56 174. 54 62 718.73

I o 15387.74 2.8 206718 11219688.20
¥a 1 126.49 -187.13 174. 91 89 504. 71
Y3 982. 26 -178.74 149. 46 68 496. 99
X, 14 474. 98 256. 08 2 052.24 8 864 312. 11
Xy 2 170.99 10. 01 179. 58 161 919. 95
Xy 15.76 0.353 2.70 12. 63
X, 889.76 7.58 113. 34 29 360. 15
Xs 12 921. 07 113.79 1827.17 8 284 733. 34

Xg 1 182.67 26.23 189.56 61 756.51
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1
2010 ¥ 18 257. 51 299.92 2 982. 26 16 517 342.92
bp) 1 390. 96 1. 08 236.23 93 134. 06
Y3 1 160. 15 -3.00 197. 20 64 766. 76
X, 16 405. 69 362. 39 2 659. 31 12 544 350. 27
X, 2 924.07 15. 69 323.92 342 850.73
Xy 17. 54 0.45 2.83 12.99
X, 1 080. 90 10. 04 137.08 42 968. 32
xs 15 412. 11 121.29 2 443. 14 12 571 586. 04
Xg 1385.73 40. 48 231.28 86 334.22
T LT e T Y o i
Y2 1 495. 44 23.09 250. 48 123 856. 27
Y3 1 281.70 17.99 210. 24 88 133. 15
X 17 866. 38 573.40 3153.93 14 178 269. 82
X, 6 114. 62 5.33 591. 07 1513 614.26
x5 20. 12 0.51 3.11 16. 83
X, 1.209. 02 4.68 158. 94 54 688.98
xs 17 704. 88 130. 88 3 059. 82 18 832 965. 86
Xg 1 613. 81 59.97 284.19 114 254. 01
2012 ¥ 22 342. 68 395.54 4490. 77 34 943 275. 40
¥ 1 600. 21 -52.96 224.29 114 711. 40
Y3 1 364. 46 —-46. 65 184.26 81 431. 10
x, 17 832.73 704. 98 3 450. 12 14 028 010. 88
X, 2 316. 29 3.30 463. 50 298 517.48
X3 22.40 0.39 3.84 25.29
X, 1269. 19 6. 02 184. 66 66 901. 55
xs 18 731. 41 241.47 3789. 89 28 508 731. 67
X 2 032.26 74.23 377.79 196 607. 14
1.
LINGO
CCR  BCC o o
. N N 2.
\ i \ DR
2008 2012 1 DEA i=

20 -21
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2
2008 2009 2010 2011 2012

CCR BCC CCR BCC CCR BCC CCR BCC CCR BCC

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
0.976 0.979 0.993 1 1 1 0.919 0.929 0.961 0.969

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

0.893 0.911 0.957 0.960 0.956 0.958 0.985 1 1 1

0.888 1 0. 864 1 1 1 0.924 1 0.925 1
0. 881 0.891 0.872 0.902 0.899 0.930 0.912 0.958 0.928 0.929
0.926 0.929 0.919 0.935 0.801 0.908 1 1 0.977 0.980

1 1 0.89% 0.895 0.910 0.923 0.910 0.913 0.945 1

1 1 1 1 1 1 0.927 1 1 1

0.988 1 1 1 1 1 0.986 1 0.944 1

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
0.933 0.941 0.961 0.969 1 1 0.906 0.925 0.924 0.924

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

1 1 1 1 0.911 1 0.913 1 0.908 1

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

0.874 0. 881 0.913 0.937 0.968 1 0.906 1 0.803 1

1 1 1 1 1 1 0.967 0.977 1 1

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 0.975 1

0.908 0.957 0. 800 0.958 0.876 0.900 0.910 1 0.943 1
0.993 0.995 0.973 0.976 1 1 0.964 0.999 0.961 0.990

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

0.958 0.964 1 1 0.942 1 1 1 1 1

1 1 0.999 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

0.947 0.982 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

0.979 1 0.862 1 0.903 1 1 1 1 1
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 0.994 0.998

8 2008 2008—2011

2012 1 2012
N N N N 2008—2012

6 2009—2011 3:
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CCR
2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
1 1 1 1 1
0.765 0.285 1 1.200 0.758
1 1 1 1 1
0.391 1.54 1.357 0.752 1
0.201 0.471 1 0.382 0.316
2.296 2.912 2.881 2. 604 0.819
0.839 2.379 2.318 1 0.642
1 1.279 0.769 1.048 0.500
1 1 1 3.666 1
0.217 1 1 0.193 0.205
1 1 1 1 1
0.551 0. 663 1 1.558 0.998
1 1 1 1 1
1 1 0.754 0.794 0.547
1 1 1 1 1
0.821 0. 566 0. 469 0. 680 0.378
1 1 1 1.426 1
1 1 1 1 1
1 1 1 1 12.497
0.612 0.362 0.815 0.520 0.616
1.057 2.175 1 3.356 3.709
1 1 1 1 1
0.559 1 3.668 1 1
1 2.993 1 1 1
1 1 1 1 1
0.867 1 1 1 1
0.431 0.119 0.258 1 1
1 1 1 1 1.602
(CRS(MAELK # R %) : i)\j = 1; IRS( MAERIK 5 4 38) : "l/\j‘ < 1 ; DRS( HLBEIK 5 i ) - ilAj > 1
i= i= =
3. Malmquist N N
8 ( TEC) 20
0. 995 ( 2008—2009 )
o Fire 1.007( 2009—2010 ) 1.001(2010—2011 )
Malmquist 28 1.002( 2011—2012 ) o
2008—2012 2008—2009 N
. ( FS) . 2009—2010
2008—2012 N o 2010—
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2011 . 0. 634 ( 2008—2009 ) 0. 581
1. 2011—2012 28 (2009—2010 ) 0.591(2010—2011 ) 0.425
1o (2011—2012 ) 4:
4 DEA-Malmquist
2008—2009 2009—2010 2010—2011 2011—2012

TEC FS TFP TEC FS TFP TEC FS TFP TEC FS TFP
1 0.746  0.746 1 1.194  1.19%4 1 0.549  0.549 1 0.158 0.158
1.017  0.587  0.597 1.007  0.549 0.553 0.919 0.454 0.417 1.046  0.496 0.518
1 0.777  0.777 1 0.251  0.251 1 0.979  0.979 1 0.321 0.321
1.071  0.495 0.531 0.999 0.486 0.486 1.030 0.525 0.541 1.015  0.492 0.500
0.973  0.596 0.580 1.157 0.479 0.555 0.924 0.502 0.463 1.001  0.468 0.468
0.990 0.527 0.522  1.030 0.512 0.527 1.015 0.479 0.486 1.018 0.436 0.444
0.993 0.516 0.513 0.871 0.541 0.471 1.248 0.442 0.552  0.977 0.407 0.398
0.894 0.510 0.455 1.018 0.484 0.493 1.00007 0.490 0.490 1.038 0.476 0.495
1 2.200  2.200 1 0.123  0.123  0.927 0.406 0.377 1.079 0.481 0.519
1.012  0.521  0.527 1 0.589 0.589 0.986 0.428 0.422 0.957 0.516 0.494
1 0.894  0.8% 1 0.328 0.328 1 0.486  0.486 1 0.341 0.341
1.029 0.540 0.556 1.040 0.474 0.493 0.906 0.426 0.386 1.020 0.461 0.470
1 0.527  0.527 1 0.495  0.495 1 0.455 0.455 1 0.468 0.468

1 0.471  0.471  0.911 0.484 0.441 1.003  0.435 0.436  0.995 0.476 0.473

1 0.546  0.546 1 0.584 0.584 1 0.324 0.324 1 0.329 0.329
1.044  0.556  0.581 1.060 0.433 0.459 0.936 0.459 0.430 0.886 0.475 0.421
1 0.167  0.167 1 0.474 0.474 0.967 0.498 0.482 1.034 0.524 0.542

1 0.570  0.570 1 0.412 0.412 1 0.899  0.899 1 0.780 0.780

1 0.657  0.657 1 0.739  0.739 1 0.669 0.669 0.975 0.210 0.205
0.881 0.555 0.489 1.094 0.508  0.555 1.039  0.428 0.445 1.036  0.501 0.519
0.980 0.558  0.547 1.028 0.468 0.481 0.964 0.510 0.492 0.998 0.472 0.471
1 1.207 1.207 1 0.345 0.345 1 1.233 1.233 1 0.323 0.323
1.043  0.491 0.513  0.942 0.523 0.492 1.061 0.665 0.706 1 0.237 0.237
0.999 0.519 0.518 1.001 0.545 0.546 1 0.475  0.475 1 0.529 0.529
1 0.509  0.509 1 0.466  0.466 1 0.473  0.473 1 0.500 0.500
1.056 0.642 0.678 1 2.990  2.990 1 0.583  0.583 1 0.135 0.135
0.881 0.613 0.540 1.047 0.465 0.486 1.108 1.461 1.618 1 0.577 0.577
1 0.251 0.251 1 0.336  0.336 1 0.810 0.810 0.994 0.317 0.315
0.995 0.634 0.631 1.007 0.581 0.584 1.001 0.591 0.596 1.002 0.425 0.427

1.25% o

44.23% o 2008—2010

113 » 13
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o 1999
o 2009 28
2010—2011 2008—2009 2009—
o 2010 2010—2011
T 5:
5 T
2008—2009 VS 2009—2010 2009—2010 VS 2010—2011 2008—2009 VS 2010—2011
TEC —.832(.413) .324(.748) —.367(.717)
FS .426( . 673) —.088(.931) .536( . 597)
TFP .380( . 707) —.101(.921) .415(.681)
S P ILA L F KR
o 2009
Malmquist o 2008 2010
DEA -Malmquist Malmquist
(2008 2010 )
1 =y +aAv, + a,Ax, + 2008—2010
a; Ay + o, Ax, + asAxs + agAxg + &, (%) (x3)
2: = a, + oAy, + oAy, + () (x5) 6,

aAy; + &
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6 N N
1 ay 0.532 %% (2.722)
a 0.417 %% ( 2.539)
a, 0.078( 1.010)
a, ~0.916 %% ( —2.504)
a, ~0.521 %% ( —2.547)
as 0.270( 1.428)
a 0.240( 1.571)
R 0.241
2 a, 0.383 %% ( 2.708)
a, 0.116( 1.113)
ay 0.543 %%% (5.116)
a 20.223 %% ( =3.711)
R 0.487

0.980 %% ( 66.216)
0.015(1.172)
~0.003( -0.495)
~0.031( -1.130)
~0.004( -0.240)
0. 040 %% ( 2. 801)
~0.002( -0.191)
0.249

0.969 %% ( 79.703)
0.037 %% ( 4.073)
0.013( 1.467)
~0.004( —0.769)
0.344

0. 550 %% (2.983)
0.385 %% ( 2. 486)
0.076( 1.041)
—0.859 %% ( —2.489)
—0.491 %% ( —2.547)
0.234(1.311)
0.227(1.572)

0.239

0. 412 %% (3.070)
0.086( 0. 869)

0. 509 %% (5. 048)
~0.211 %% ( —3.695)
0.478

D hk*p<0.01, **p<0.05

DEA-Malmquist
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Production efficiency and influencing factors of the Internet of
Things corporations based on DEA-Malmquist index

SONG Jia' YU Yu®
1. School of Management Nanjing University of Posts and Telecommunications Nanjing 210023  China
(2. Business School Hohai University Nanjing 211100 China )

Abstract: Based on the boom of developing the Internet of Things technology and industry surging at home and
abroad in 2009 we first used the CCR and BCC model from DEA to analyze the operation efficiency and scale
effect of 28 listed Internet of Things conceptual companies from 2008 to 2012 as research subject. Then we applied
DEA-Malmquist Index to analyze the total factor efficiency changes and the sources of production efficiency changes
of those Internet of Things companies. We found that most of the 28 companies showed DEA-inefficient. As a
whole the technical efficiency grew annually at an average of 1.25% while the technology shift reduced annually
at an average of 44.23% from 2008 to 2012. As a result the increasingly promoted development of Internet of
Things industry in China is still extensive with high input to achieve high growth. Additionally part of the 28 com-
panies were sliding into the stage of decreasing return to scale which indicates the emergence of the phenomena of
excess capacity. Generally there is a slowing growth in technical efficiency and a gradual reduction in technology
shift; the “catch-up” effect of Internet of Things industry is greater than growth effect.

Key words: Internet of Things; DEA-Malmquist Index; technical efficiency; technology shift
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