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DEA efficiency analysis of energy in Chongqing under the constraint
of green and low carbon economy
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Abstract: Objectively evaluating the efficiency of input and output of the energy in Chongqing, exploiting
the relationship between environment pollution, energy consumption and economic growth, and optimizing
the energy structure, are the important issues for guiding energy consumption of Chongging to the direction
of green and low carbon and the important basis of policy-making for energy saving and pollution reduction,
and strategy-making of energy development and economic planning. In this work, we scientifically grouped
the energy input and economic and social output factors, and then used data envelopment analysis (DEA)
to construct an energy demand structure equation and a DEA model. And a series of DEA empirical studies
on energy consumption in Chongqing were conducted. The variation of scale efficiency of Chongqing energy

input and output in different historical periods and different stages, the energy redundant input value
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(radial improvement and relaxation improvement), the scale effect value, the comprehensive technical
efficiency value and the pure technical efficiency value were obtained, and then the effective production
frontiers of DEA weak efficiency, DEA efficiency and DEA complete efficiency were determined. Based on
these results, the energy structure from 2016 to 2020 in Chongqing was optimized. The research results can
provide a scientific basis for the green and low carbon development of Chongqing and optimizing the its
energy consumption structure in the 13th Five-Year Plan.

Keywords: energy planning; green and low-carbon development; optimization; data envelopment analysis
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Table 1 The DEA analysis results of energy utilization in Chongqing
s Ay CRS VRS RS TAE] FURL I 45
1 1985 0.484 705 1.000 000 0.484 705 1K
2 1986 0.495 948 1.000 000 0.495 948 1K
3 1987 0.516 707 0.953 796 0.541 737 ji:Ng
4 1988 0.578 044 0.978 879 0.590 517 1K
5 1989 0.615 932 0.970 892 0.634 398 1K
6 1990 0.685 030 1.000 000 0.685 030 1K
7 1991 0.670 763 0.930 779 0.720 647 1K
8 1992 0.676 179 0.894 237 0.756 152 iiBQ
9 1993 0.757 968 0.995 131 0.761 677 1K
10 1994 0.888 605 1.000 000 0.888 605 1K
11 1995 0.965 917 1.000 000 0.965 917 1K
12 1996 1.000 000 1.000 000 1.000 000 F
13 1997 0.975 758 1.000 000 0.975 758 1K
14 1998 0.884 036 1.000 000 0.884 036 1K
15 1999 0.869 465 0.939 693 0.925 265 1K
16 2000 0.891 051 0.953 488 0.934 517 1K
17 2001 0.910 813 0.949 775 0.958 978 1K
18 2002 0.955 694 0.983 464 0.971 763 1K
19 2003 1.000 000 1.000 000 1.000 000 F¥
20 2004 0.925 347 0.967 533 0.956 398 1K
21 2005 0.912 296 0.922 521 0.988 916 1K
22 2006 0.895 145 0.928 859 0.963 703 1K
23 2007 0.944 692 0.946 591 0.997 993 1K
24 2008 1.000 000 1.000 000 1.000 000 FF
25 2009 1.000 000 1.000 000 1.000 000 i
26 2010 0.908 775 0.908 775 1.000 000 9
27 2011 1.000 000 1.000 000 1.000 000 F
28 2012 1.000 000 1.000 000 1.000 000 EE R
29 2013 1.000 000 1.000 000 1.000 000 1F
30 2014 1.000 000 1.000 000 1.000 000 EE R
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Fig.1 DEA efficiency measurement of energy utilization in Chongqing(1985—2014)
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BROBHIM R B 7 A2 1) CO, B 2205 910 3.115.2.574 5.,3.366, FEAR 4 2001—2013 45 Ik #E 25 ¥ 745 Ak i 3
L 2013 45y B 5, YR AU 45 4F FE T2 B TF 0.05 %6 SE 3 A 4F LU T X R [ 0.024 %6 T i R I L
SR ERAE T R 0.026 %0, I 2014—2020 4ERE T cCHTAR B OB FEHE AL CO, 2R G 50 A, AR X A~ R AL
HEH 20012020 4EIHFEMEHY CO, HEMCE R .
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AR 5 T AR 25 B8 V5L R 00 AR HE A 2% A3 A 4 AL L 45 A R 2020 4F GDP B0 £ 4iE DL M 8 PR 42 8 GDP
1 CO, HERT H bR 25535 3 R R 20 %0 B EK L Re3H8 2020 4 CO, HEfE M BE VR PN 350 45 #4 A Ak 5048, & <7
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AR (4D SR FH A5 T BE 9 DU 0 A 2 1) 2015 AR F PR CO, HECI S AE
Bus = Eidy + Esd +Ejds +E 2, = 4 714.99 X 2.688 531 9 41 120.53 X 2.945 225 +
1127.76 X 0.536 84 +1 105.07 X 0= 166 33.91,

2015 4E GDP 2y 15 546.23 426, W AE42 70 GDP #ijit CO, 4 1.069 964 23 J7 AN A, b 2014 4F B A%
3.86 % (2014 4E A2 0 GDP HEjit CO, &84 1.112 912 09 J5 4Bz ), 3X — 45 3 B 2015 4F 25 0] AE o JU) 13 0
W7 SR B E KR K8 CO, HEBCER 2015 4R A FEAE AL I DL O S fih £ 25 mT i 16 I B0 5 58 0y 45 4 LA

K AR R A BRI Ty R s AR U545 21 20162020 4R A RE TR 5 iR R DL ROR IR R
HUp I S 7 CO, B8R TH A 81 20152020 4R 3 PO HORE L R AR TH  ZE A AL e B0 77 oR
BN 2 FTR . R 2 AT LU L SRR 5 2020 4P M5 T A Bt 18 52 4 O (B S At b K 5 00 TRt AIR 506 K
SRAAE LTI B B4 o 1096 HLJ 3 o 12.4 06 CAS A (I A o 7 19 v g (36 0 32 025 i 0 0 W o el VT B 30 1Y
TR HL R LA Ay A9 XUH R FH B i H s B B8 b HL S AR T B 2020 AF Y HLFEAE 1589.88 U7t b IR I A
BEAY 197.16 77t bRdfERE R T A HERL COL) .

R2 2016—2020 FERTHRREHNRAULER

Table 2 Optimization results of Chongqing energy structure

EAE P NGRE I)

CO,
35 Ok TR Hi ) GDP b
G ; i Heik
o >/ HH >/ HH s/ TN A L N
SR S SR S SR SRR ¥/ S ) /T i
s % g % mx % %
2015 4 714.99 1 120.53 1 175.87 0 1127.76 0 15 546.23 16 633.91

2016 4 950.76 50.01 1 1186.00 11.98 1 1313.36 25.75 2 1256.12  36.24 2.97 16 945.39 17 507.98
2017 5 187.27 105.86 2 1251.19 25,53 2 1461.01 56.19 4 1382.00 75.20 5.71 18 470.48 18 414.67
2018 5 354.79 165.61 3 1299.01 40.18 3 1619.15 91.65 6 1513.88 114.14 8.15 20 132.82 19 090.32
2019 5 573.08 232.21 4 1.357.90 56.58 4 1 788.08 132.45 8 1 665.98 156.34 9.84 21 944.77 19 940.81
2020 5 741.32 302.17

1404.32  73.91 1968.15 178.92 10 1 787.04 197.16 12.40 23 919.80 20 625.99
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3 DEAEMEREREMAULHERE

B PR 2001—2014 4R REPHSCBRIF FE 5 DEA I B2 45 5 19 B AR B 70 301 4 O 45 44 oK D Ak A A J5 19 %
PEHA R 3 1, 20152020 4F 14 A I5TH #E AR D0 AL B dls B s B 5 52 4 00 K508 L 00 Ak Bl e 2 3 Kdls
2001—2020 4 CO, HEBOBE X (23R R I 3,

*x3

BRI RIS DEA S &R LR

table 3 Comparison of the DEA analysis results of before and after energy structure optimization

(E INCIRE )

HER CO, OT A Az

7= i GDP/

4 4y e SR FRE ) v

RO RS R B RO R R i Aife  fEfes
2001 1 700.43 1 550.18 322.51 294.01 206.20 187.98 344.54 268.79 1 976.86 5599.63 5 104.84
2002 1 928.90 1 844.42 331.87 317.34 213.84 204.47 348.44 312.18 2 232.86 6 245.53 5 972.00
2003 2 206.42 2 206.42 346.11 346.11 220.81 220.81 361.56 361.56 2 555.72 7 037.46 7 037.46
2004 2 205.08 1 676.77 403.52 373.63 379.97 351.67 379.84 351.70 3 034.58 7 316.95 5 793.64
2005 2 214.39 1 935.15 472.15 430.87 411.86 375.85 428.86 391.36 3 467.72 7 563.66 6 672.13
2006 2 391.46 2 139.84 532.67 442.50 469.11 419.75 497.98 441.19 3 907.23 8 238.16 7 271.64
2007 2 828.25 2 520.52 578.95 547.06 549.12 510.55 552.08 521.67 4 676.13 9 604.49 8 662.48
2008 2 860.50 2 860.50 648.38 648.38 600.57 600.57 597.20 597.20 5 793.66 9 922.27 9 922.27
2009 3 193.02 3 193.02 657.82 657.82 619.73 619.73 654.25 654.25 6 531.01 10 859.90 10 859.90
2010 3 551.05 3 205.24 750.39 681.62 741.20 673.27 768.18 697.78 7 925.58 12 166.33 10 996.57
2011 3 813.86 3 813.86 819.81 819.81 912.06 912.06 881.22 881.22 10 011.37 13 155.17 13 155.17
2012 4 034.42 4 034.42 941.24 941.24 933.99 933.99 888.60 888.60 11 409.60 14 120.03 14 120.03
2013 4 268.51 4 268.51 954.90 954.90 1 030.99 1 030.99 999.50 999.50 12 783.26 14 842.56 14 842.56
2014 4 508.09 4 508.09 1 085.68 1 085.68 1 034.39 1 034.39 1 065.8 1 065.80 14 262.60 15 873.38 15 873.38
2015 4 714.99 4 714.99 1 120.53 1 120.53 1 175.87 1 175.87 1127.76 1 127.76 15 546.23 16 607.87 16 607.87
2016 5 000.77 4 950.76 1 197.98 1 186.00 1 287.61 1 313.36 1 219.88 1 256.12 16 945.39 17 663.89 17 507.98
2017 5293.13 5 187.27 1 276.72 1 251.19 1 404.82 1 461.01 1 316.80 1 382.00 18 470.48 18 744,28 18 414.67
2018 5 520.40 5 354.79 1 339.19 1 299.01 1527.50 1619.15 1 399.74 1 513.88 20 132.82 19 604.66 19 090.32
2019 5 805.29 5573.08 1 414.48 1 357.90 1 655.63 1 788.08 1 499.64 1 745.65 21 944.77 20 660.58 19 940.81
2020 6 043.49 5 741.32 1 478.23 1404.32 1 789.23 1968.15 1 589.88 1 787.04 23 919.80 21 559.89 20 625.99

CCR & A 01 2 DEA 45 R 2 W] 503k & 4 19 4 A B8 OB ¢ R 9 T0 R I A . &

Wk 4 RIS GDP AR AT K=t KL CO, AR M FRIE Al 7K 32 14 15 37 9 HE TR B 45 1)

i S LA S B B

FE{L 2006 4EF 2011 4E A R/NTUAR N FE R 4.15 7 ©.2.45 F t AR IE 15 19 KRR 0A 2011 4FE 4 TU48 1
FE& 65.97 1t 1 X — 45 R LML —RA .
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Table 4 DEA analysis results of energy consumption and economic environmental protection output
. B AR
BB (A X1 MR (A X2 KRR A X3 L) (A X4 ZUFH K GDP 7 i O, i
Ay ORE T
TUAR TR TR TR 7
H AR H HARE HAR(E ER 7N FArfE e BbrfE
1M #6 TH TH #6 TH 6 Jg 71
T
2001 1.000 000  0.000 000 1 550.18 0.000 000  294.01 0.000 000 187.98 0.000 000 268.79 0.000 000 1976.86 0 5 104.84
2002 0.999 824 —0.32 419 3 1 844.10 —0.055 779 317.28  0.000 000 204.43  —1.190 511 310.99 16.869 465 2 249.73 0 5 972.00
2003 1.000 000 0.000 000 2 206.42 0.000 000  346.11 0.000 000 220.81 0.000 000 361.56 0.000 000 2555.72 0 7 037.46
2004 0.999 218 —1.311 109 1 675.46 —0.292 151 373.34 —2.176 026 349.49 —0.275 003 351.42 471.690 845 3 506.27 0 5 793.64
2005  1.000 000  0.000 000 1 935.15 0.000 000  430.87 0.000 000 375.85 0.000 000 391.36 0.000 000 3467.72 0 6 672.13
2006 0.998 058 —4.154 525 2 135.69 —0.859 119 441.64 —1.691 895 418.06 —0.856 576 440.33  550.410 308 4 457.64 0 7 271.64
2007 0.999 869 —0.329 089 2 520.19 —0.071 426 546.99 —0.066 659 510.48 —0.068 111 521.60 451.791 188 5 127.92 0 8 662.48
2008  1.000 000  0.000 000 2 860.50 0.000 000  648.38 0.000 000 600.57 0.000 000 597.20 0.000 000 5793.66 0 9 922.27
2009 1.000 000  0.000 000 3 193.02 0.000 000  657.82 0.000 000 619.73 0.000 000 654.25 0.000 000 6 531.01 0 10 859.90
2010 1.000 000  0.000 000 3 205.24 0.000 000  681.62 0.000 000 673.27 0.000 000 697.78 0.000 000 7925.58 0 10 996.57
2011 0.999 357 —2.454 134 3 811.41 —0.527 529 819.28 —65.974 512 846.09 —17.652 309 863.57 0.000 000 10 011.37 0 13 155.17
2012 1.000 000  0.000 000 4 034.42 0.000 000  941.24 0.000 000 933.99 0.000 000 888.60 0.000 000 11 409.60 0 14 120.03
2013 1.000 000  0.000 000 4 268.51 0.000 000  954.90 0.000 000 1 030.99 0.000 000 999.50 0.000 000 12 783.26 0 14 842.56
2014 1.000 000  0.000 000 4 508.09 0.000 000 1 085.68 0.000 000 1 034.39 0.000 000 1 065.80 0.000 000 14 262.60 0 15 873.38
2015 1.000 000  0.000 000 4 714.99 0.000 000 1 120.53 0.000 000 1 175.87 0.000 000 1 127.76  0.000 000 15 546.23 0 16 607.87
2016 0.999 991 —0.046 029 4 950.71 —0.011 027 1 185.99 —0.012 211 1313.35 —0.011 679 1 256.11  4.348 449 16 949.74 0 17 507.98
2017 1.000 000 0.000 000 5 187.27 0.000 000 1 251.19 0.000 000  1461.01  0.000 000 1 382.00  0.000 000 18 470.48 0 18 414.67
2018 0.999 996 —0.021 896 5 354.77 —0.005 312 1 299.00 —0.006 621 1619.14 —0.006 19 1 513.87 109.027 428 20 241.85 0 19 090.32
2019 0.999 989 —0.059 307 5 573.02 —0.014 450 1 357.89 —0.019 028 1788.06 —92.062 549 1 653.59 168.785 464 22 113.56 0 19 940.81
2020 1.000 000  0.000 000 5 741.32 0.000 000 1 404.32 0.000 000  1968.15  0.000 000 1 787.04  0.000 000 1976.86 0 20 625.99

5 MZRE BORRCR A AR BCR ML AL W] - I 20012020 4F 5 PR 1l AR IR 45 44 D01k 19 25 5 45
RBR AR TN AL T DEA 4387 35 A 850R 58 4 55000 B AR M BE R TN 5 25 BRBCR f
TR WU RGN (B PR 45 326 18 A A 3. BER DEA 58 4 A7 %05 . 2002 4R LB AW N 0.999 827 1 2 2019 4R i
0.999 99, 3 2020 4F MR N(E 1,58 41k 5 DEA I B HARME .
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Table 5 DEA analysis results of scale efficiency, pure technical efficiency, technical efficiency value after energy

structure optimization in Chongqing

Fe o AR CRS VRS FUAR K {E FUA W 2
1 2001 1.000 000 1.000 000 1.000 000 P
2 2002 0.999 827 1.000 000 0.999 827 1K
3 2003 1.000 000 1.000 000 1.000 000 EEna
4 2004 0.999 283 1.000 000 0.999 283 1K
5 2005 1.000 000 1.000 000 1.000 000 ESna
6 2006 0.998 149 1.000 000 0.998 149 1K
7 2007 0.999 873 1.000 000 0.999 873 K
8 2008 1.000 000 1.000 000 1.000 000 e
9 2009 1.000 000 1.000 000 1.000 000 SR
10 2010 1.000 000 1.000 000 1.000 000 e
11 2011 1.000 000 1.000 000 1.000 000 e
12 2012 1.000 000 1.000 000 1.000 000 e
13 2013 1.000 000 1.000 000 1.000 000 e
14 2014 1.000 000 1.000 000 1.000 000 o
15 2015 1.000 000 1.000 000 1.000 000 ESnA
16 2016 0.999 991 1.000 000 0.999 991 T
17 2017 1.000 000 1.000 000 1.000 000 R
18 2018 0.999 996 1.000 000 0.999 996 T &
19 2019 0.999 990 1.000 000 0.999 990 T %
20 2020 1.000 000 1.000 000 1.000 000 ESnA

4 &

PATE PR 1985—2014 4F 30 4F i) RE B 15 0 PSR BI04 D BERIEA (18 DB ak 2 57 i N 1 kAT
Bheg o R T DEA B 0) 55 PR RE IR 2k (AR A1) 08 47 00 B2 o 285 45 525 T0U I J 58 A0 4 3 1) R R 7 5K &5 4
D e s T PCREURBL A MU RCRAE A ) 7 s B BE A A8 A L R B T o RE IR TR A (A2 1] Bt
R Bt e ) T 2 RE TR MR S8R £ BOR SRR M A B RCR 9 55 T3 77 18

HRAETRBCA T Y DEA ZCR A 25 2R R W - 19851994 4F [A] 55 Rl RE IR B A ™ i DEA 554 %4, fiE
PRI FETUAR T AE R AE 80 AR AR %™ 55 90 AR AU 2 20 HE 20K . 5 DR RE IR #E M9 TU R 5 A B Wi 241K L A
PRI EBISE R B HE T DEA S8 &L, 1X 52 4 ¥ IK 55 5458 w8 FE6 IR 4 ol 55 15 it 19 S 0t A 5%, 2011 4R )5
BT DEA GBI A ™ R i _E . CO, HEMsR B B AR AE Wk 55 - (HHER R TR A7 AE . O S8BT GDP 1Y
CO, IHEAE 55 - PR BE IR 2% (AR A0OR AT RE IR &S M i A+ 2 b B2
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Oy e AR RE R ) 080T A - 2 v RE UL A 7™ 1 2003 7 T DR DR 114 RE U495 ) 9 48 15 BB TR I 25 Je s o
IO 235 S P DG AR RE AT 2 254 5 DR 2 A6 ARRRE o A0 ik ek 9 9 9% B 8 iy R SR ORI v 7 90 9 FU B IR s
SR I 5 T BE L fie 0t RE R B 18 IR Bk AL 4 JE
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