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Analysis on Efficiency of Prefecture — level City Government in 2016
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(1. Administrative Decision Research Center; 2. Financial and Monetary School Jiangxi Normal University Nanchang Jiangxi 330022 China)

Abstract: Prefecture city as an important part of the local government the writer uses the quantitative
analysis to analyze the efficiency and its characteristics which much helps to improve the efficiency
of Chinese local government on the overall level. On the basis of combing the relevant literature and
experiences at home and abroad this paper tries to set up the indicator system which consists of such
measure factors as public service government scale the economic welfare of citizens the transparen—
cy of government etc. and 37measurement index. This essay uses the nearest public data and quanti-
tative analysis method of standard deviation to analyze all prefecture city government’ s efficiency and
its characteristics in 2016. This results show that the prefecture city government’ s efficiency has
three characteristics: firstly there is significant differences in government’ s efficiency between some
cities in eastern middle western and northeastern areas in China. As far as the rank order from high
efficiency to low efficiency concerned the prefecture city government’ s efficiency presents the distri—
bution trend: the east area — the west area — the northeast area — the middle area; secondly in the

western and northeastern area individual city government’ s efficiency level is very high not only
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higher than other cities in this area but also higher than most of the eastern places; thirdiy the pre—
fecture city government” s efficiency level and the degree of the regional economic and social devel—
opment have a certain positive correlation. Accordingly we should promote the government’ s effi—
ciency from three aspects: actively learning from the effective practice in the higher efficiency areas
such as the east area etc. giving a full play to the model effect of higher government’ s efficiency
level and attaching importance to accelerating the development of the regional economy.
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0.9077 1 1 0.2063 24 35
0.5748 2 4 0.1981 25 37
0.4747 3 5 0.1939 26 38
0. 4668 4 6 0. 1866 27 39
0.4256 5 7 0.1854 28 40
0.3921 6 8 0.1715 29 41
0.3887 7 9 0.1613 30 45
0.3612 8 10 0. 1565 31 48
0.3398 9 11 0. 1560 32 49
0.3338 10 12 0.1493 33 50
0.3312 11 13 0. 1455 34 54
0.3011 12 16 0.1325 35 57
0.2980 13 17 0.1161 36 62
0.2978 14 18 0.1155 37 63
0.2949 15 19 0.1035 38 68
0.2947 16 20 0.0794 39 73
0.2914 17 21 0.0773 40 74
0.2738 18 23 0.0602 41 83
0.2725 19 24 0.0572 42 84
0.2601 20 27 0.0419 43 97
0.2594 21 28 0.0414 44 98
0.2544 22 29 0.0408 45 99
0.2109 23 34 0.0401 46 100
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2017

2016
0.2494 1 30 0. 1044 12 66
0.2325 2 32 0.1023 13 69
0. 1692 3 42 0.0929 14 70
0. 1689 4 43 0.0843 15 7
0. 1576 5 47 0.0758 16 75
0. 1389 6 55 0.0720 17 78
0. 1292 7 58 0.0624 18 81
0.1210 8 60 0.0613 19 82
0.1187 9 61 0.0555 20 85
0.1125 10 64 0.0525 21 87
0.1072 11 65
0.6677 1 3 0.1330 13 56
0.3208 2 14 0. 0862 14 71
0.3184 3 15 0.0725 15 76
0.2651 4 25 0.0657 16 79
0.2612 5 26 0. 0626 17 80
0.2394 6 31 0.0538 18 86
0.2016 7 36 0.0525 19 88
0. 1642 8 44 0.0518 20 89
0.1583 9 46 0.0517 21 90
0. 1487 10 51 0.0515 2 91
0. 1476 11 52 0. 0466 23 94
0. 1468 12 53 0. 0462 24 95
0.8292 1 2 0.0720 6 77
0.2839 2 22 0. 0482 7 92
0.2124 3 33 0. 0467 8 93
0.1237 4 59 0. 0452 9 98
0. 1037 5 67
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