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Empirical Analysis of Chinas Commercial Efficiency of Labor Resource

LIU Hong yin
(School of Labor Economics, Capital University of Economics and Business, Beijing 100026, China)

Abstract: Based on time series data in statistical yearbook and section data at provincial and municipal level,
an empirical analysis of Chinas labor resource commercial efficiency is made through Data Envelopment
Analysis. The result shows that the commercial efficiency of Chinas labor resource has been increasing, while
the commercial efficiency of labor capital demonsirates a hump-shaped fluctuaion. These results will promote
the efficiency of labor resource.
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3.

2006

k12006 4B &HTAAT A EFHE
GDP
0.834 0.8% 0937 1. 124
1.000 1.000 1. 000 1. 000
0.816 0.888 0919 1. 127
0.699 0.729 0958 1.371
0.900 0.919 097 1. 088
0.845 0.909 0930 1. 100
0.693 0.717 0 966 1. 394
0.750 0.793 0 945 1. 260
0.897 0.967 0927 1. 034
0.862 0.970 0 889 1. 031
0.711 0.785 0 906 1. 274
0.557 0.5% 0929 1. 668
0.714 0.767 0931 1. 304
0.563 0.5% 0 945 1. 679
0.904 1.000 0 904 1. 000
0.751 0.82 0914 1.217
0.651 0.703 0927 1. 43
0.591 0.640 0923 1. 563
0.715 1. 000 715 1. 000
0.594 0.628 0 946 1. 93
0.629 0.657 0958 1. 523
0.545 0.566 0 963 1. 766
0.621 0.675 0920 1. 482
0.468 0.474 0988 2. 109
0.586 0.612 0958 1. 634
0.737 1.000 a 737 1. 000
0.736 0.762 0 966 1. 312
0.626 0.629 0 9% 1. 590
0.717 0.797 0 8% 1. 254
0.648 0.703 092 1. 43
0.892 0.8% 0993 L 113
2
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