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®1 HERESUHEEFER(FRRE: PERET I F £ 1983—2011)

Table 1 Historical data of Chinese Auto industry(1983—2011) BT
Ay Al o= BHE iR MO A%R  FiESE BHMIA BEERE
1982 2456 8206640 877209 942821 - - -
1985 2904 2739932 961827 1407236 474282 - -
1990 2596 4924941 1799477 1565332 240536 - 412963
1995 2479 20426681 11500202 1952542 855495 - 2313418
2000 2326 39538640 55971493 1781326 1380645 677245 1787479
2005 2637 102233353 100259554 1668541 4304382 1677635 7342463
2006 2751 139375342 118569383 1855096 7381948 2448680 7808921
2007 2646 172420240 141765996 2040619 10270378 3087791 8679551
2008 2629 187805358 151074552 2094159 9235809 3887194 7722619
2009 3433 234377996 248371547 2165490 16876505 4606361 9217893
2010 3353 302486165 322175284 2202733 25985985 49879438 12781155
®2 EARFERVERS IR (A BERE Iy, H AU AL 7 s P Y 8

Table 2 Joint ventives of disnestic Auto companies
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Table 3 Descriptive statistics of sample

Ak ¥{E EREIVR P2 =/ MH SN
(A) SEREMEAR

e 1530592 64545 9585194 4728 3.02 x 10

PEAAE 571378.5 40188 2933183 3486 6.2 x 10’

A 47586. 38 8436 184314.3 1585 2203000

B 83261.72 3799 463604.7 121 1.28 x 10’
(B) PAHEA

e 1971446 117670 1.1 x10’ 1223 3.02 x10°

WAL 733217.2 74773 3365917 1146 6.26 x 10’

EHH 61280. 48 12285 211395.3 759 2203000

B 106597.5 7844 530443.5 976 1.28 x 10’
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Bily = L) + (i = M) (8)

BER AORET (8) A A AN R (w,) , N
A AR B R AR 22 FRAS PRI AR LAl 3 A (] R
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Table 4 Empirical results of regression

A W ZE A 7= BB (revenue production)

o TR SERREA
i (Balanced sample) (Full sample)
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)
YIRS /N5 2w N3 2411 SR
(OLS) ('within) (OLS) ( within) ZIR; VA5
- 0.65 # * 0.47 % % = 0.71 % * = 0.52 % #* = 0.93 * * x* 0.89 % *
- (0.03) 0.03 (0.03) (0.03) (0.01) (0.01)
. 0.44 % = = 0.65 * * = .39 % % % 0.57 % = = 0.13
s (0.03) (0.04) (0.03) (0.03) (0.36)
0.03 % = = 0.02 # = -0.02 % *x =* -0.02 % =
Fsf ] — —
(0.01) (0.01) (0.004) (0.01)
. —67.25% % % 1.38% % x —46.01% % * 0.98 % = 38.42 % % % 36.52 % % x
i HO
(12.22) (0.33) (11.67) (0.32) (7.70) (6.89)
FEARAE 2827 2827 4487 4487 4487 4487
B. P2 A 7= pR &L (physical production)
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(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)
AR F7 1% /N3 Pl =] BN _7fe 247114 SR
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. 0.74 % = * 0.43 % * * 0.45% % *  0.38% * = 0.67 % * = 0.63 * * *
Bk (0.08) (0.07) (0.07) (0.06) (0.03) (0.02)
0.42 % * * 0.21 % = 0.40 % * = 0.21 = = * 0.124 % * =
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(0.09) (0.09) (.08) (0.07) (0.06)
—0.08 % * * -0.02 -0.06 % % % —0.05=% % =
Fisf ] — —
(0.02) (0.02) (0.01) (0.01)
T 156.79 % = % 3.58 % % =x 34.66 5.43 % % % 118.56 % = % 123.67 % % =
) (36.97) (0.69) (37.62) (0.72) (27.78) (21.86)
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Fig. 1 Density dsstribution of investment

Je B W 20T 85 2 AR 7K X 9% A BT ik 1 2l B £
ARSI R R T fifh. — D3R S50
S 2243 A 25 5, - TSR A 25 43 (1) I 4 R
AEPIE T R — B 225 mE 25 Rkt T
A AR R R, AN 32 R T e B i 22 . SCTIEZS
PR T X — g, X (3) (4) PIFIEE SR 72 A B h
HRAHE A IR OLS 1y 7] I 2 25 B 0 38 ey il — By 22
SaniULfRg At

X F BRI 25 (0 S BRI Je i 81 R R
SEAETFREE R . BT T AR R () A
TS5 AT B LA AR 2
(B2 5 o B ML, 4n SRS R A o (4 A8 43
Al T A AR, M L SE A
() A A A, B AT BEIB AR, T 2 RIS A FH A9
B AN BB A e P AE AR B RN PR (22 (), p
SE PR P — P B REAS 11 23 8 R BRI A YA e PE
RS L B R e T [ e 2 500
TTRE N K B8 P A A e R e i 2 () AL

M(5) (6) Pig o5 1 22 WAk it A
B FEARTEPIRN Ty B BE T A 7 R AR, R Bk
AN . M OLS Fl—By 225011,
DA A 7 BRI R 22 [P AR A 38 1 AR R Ay etk
MR, XF e (4) F iy 22 4 IS5, (5) (6)
SRS B THA R, JE A AT AR I R AL
BT 0 R4 X IR AT G R PR e 25 1Y T
W 1 (3) F e OLS % [l 5 45 5[5 I 52 R 3= 4 2R
At AL R e 22 0D A0, 799 25 A O i 7 ) — IE.
— 7 ARMERSC B o BT, (BRI LA B, OLS 1Y
SR ZUNTFAESEUAL T T, e n] LUEBH , 1
PEVE R 22 E il TRCRITHRE ] . RS 40E
AIME— AN e 57 30 ) BB T 278 R T (B2
FEBAT S R I 45 2R

WG 4 0 2B 7 iR, FRATTHER 5 rhit iR T
e,

w, = exp(y, - Bl - B,k - B, C‘)”

HRAE Syverson WUHEZR  XT Lb T Uk 25 AL 77 R I
7/ pLiNa Y

FET AR AW s A 7 AR R TR
Brds RSB T A s gz v, NI R T 4R 7
SR TTERRII R L, PR — B 4 4 K OH
SRR U A SR AR AL . P BRAE 7 A LR
R 2, iX— A IE R TEESE Y OLS BEHU 45 Rk
ARSI AT B TIESE, HAE R0,
A1 BT Bk L 28 7E Py 38R 7 R b v AR
Z W R R T P E R R TR A R, TR
FRFN T — AN A 326 109 18 A= 7 e B, A — e A
FE b4 T HORBY DTk [A] o X — s 7R T
SRR T R AR 2] T ARG A T B 1
F,1994 4RSS — PR G Tl R 3% DL, 77l iy 42
ARV AR G, DTRRAL IR/ IN , 2B 7 RS
BN . BEAE 1994 4 FT 48 19 7 ML 25 44 14
B, D e—#R 4y B bR A BE 0 B i s i, T EVR G L
M AR P2 B3R 0 T R B T, 7R AR P
i TR E R M, JEHAENT 10 48 7R
— BRI RROE YIRS AR A P 1y DTk
— H4ERAE 20% U I,

3. RREREBNM

FEWFSE T A7 BB R D R 22 5 (A5
TPVR B MR A VR A4S 7 9 U5 i ) Ok R4
] ) A R A A T 45 b XSS T AR e /MK
MR Olley-Pakes #4) £ ity — 7 LAY A IR HE L, JiF
il FH A 330 FE BOR: FIVE e/ N SAS RS2 B AR 119 L



- 28 -

IR T AP s i GRS RE2 )

x5 REFMESEMGT

Table 5 Productivity estimation of Auto industry

i 30 g R

(1) (2) (3) (4)

DICINEES HR CIUNEES B

OLS Al R ( SE4HEAR)
1979 - 1985 -11% 8.67% 17% 8.61%
1986 — 1990 -1% 6.23% 21% -5.7%
1991 - 1995 -1% 9.22% 21% 6.47%
1996 —2000 -2.3% 8.32% 16% 4.69%
2001 -2005 2.4% 20.09% 20% 8.47%
2006 -2010 5% 10.50% 24% 7.50%
FES R nl

1979 - 1985 -7.5% 9.31% 21.5% 7.2%
1986 — 1990 0.01% 8.37% 24.7% -5.4%
1991 - 1995 0.3% 10.54% 23.5% 3.56%
1996 —2000 2.5% 19.35% 17.4% -5.7%
2001 -2005 1.5% 13.95% 21% 7.77%
2006 —2010 4.7% 11.72% 24.4% 7.66%
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Table 6 Efficienty of allocation ( minise/actual cost)

A3 R
1979—1985 0.19
1986—1990 0.13
1991—1995 0.14
1996—2000 0.21
2001—2005 0.31
2006—2010 0.55
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An Empirical Study of Production Efficiency .

Sample from Chinese Automobile Industry

SHEN Xi
(Stratigic Marketing Department, Trina Solar, Changzhou Jiangsu 213001, China)

Abstract : The accuracy of statistical estimation is critical for automobile industry’ s production efficiency researching. Traditional

panel data estimation is restricted by endogenous variable and selection bias problems. This paper based on non — parametric esti-

mation, under multi-product model framework, empirically estimates production efficiency of Chinese auto-mobile industry.

Based on statistical estimation, paper discusses the resource allocation efficiency of whole industry (1979—2010). Empirical re-

sults reveal that the industrial policy robustly improves industrial production efficiency through optimizing resource allocation.

Keywords : automobile industry; dynamic production efficiency; non-parametric estimation; multi-product
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