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— FEHLIA SR ERE

Bt H1L 371 FLAR 7 ( Stochastic Frontier Aanalysis, 5 SCf#FR SFA) |y Aigner 25( 1977) 1 Meeusen
1 Broeck( 1977) $&H, H 1 C £ 78 £ % 2% N &2 il 24 S 40U A5 21 7772 1 i - Kumbhakar 7l
Lovell( 2000) , Murillo — Zamorano( 2004) , Coelli Z£( 2005) , Fried Z( 2008) , Greene( 2008) , Kum-—
bhakar £ Tsionas( 2011) #47 T AEH ME AT L5 R « Belotti Z5(2013) , Kumbhakar 25 ( 2015) 38
T Z 7 SFA BIHUTE Stata W ST

(—) SFA #5 3 A &4

MBS o AR L DAY “SEBR™ 7 ER G TR AR A e S R A T
R HACRBURBAEROR . B — A R E FLALR O T (A AR ARSOR ) 1= KSR |
(2) GETRANEER 2 WK Y IRFR “HLE ™ 7B I R o RIS, BUR AT A
TR 2R BRI (AN T A BEAS 255 NS PR Y q IR 3 7 £ 2) Bl g <
f(2) o WEIS, AT LR AR E SLINTT

TE( q,2) =f(qz) <1 (1)

DA SEAR S A, mT DA g R AR A
q, =fz.B) - TE, (2)
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Hrr,0 <TE(q;,2) <1 AFEARTE KRB HECE; B AT REUT RG24 18
SFA 59@35[3’]}5 TE, , A FERCR I B AR LSS RCR A KR 10 B AL TR ZE A -

TE FRBE T A 2, B) J220 1 ) R P AT EIREE ‘B AT O IR RS
JEBENLA R A2 o 1N, X5 T PRI 4 J7 TR AE (A48 BORBOR) AR BT g, A T Ry A ™ H
WA T B HAE P B iz <2E— s i 75 i CEO AR R B 1245) o SR, #c HRABE AL ( 2)
MBE , XIS I SIAA TE Z e AR, FE SRS Bt R b, 7 28 03l 0 23 A7 7E A
e , S5 A 0 A AL B L m] BEAFTE R 1 , 5 1 SE AL i 152 A BEAS 21 2238 i Ab 1L, 1A 7T g
PIAN TE. it T ZAERAL b g0 — S BEALTHRIT, DUE “Weille X 26/ B B Tkl 1) b
PLA R, 4 TE B93B0E hn “Hig":

q; =f(2,B) * TE; * exp(v;) (3)

XHL v, FRBENL TG B LR M IE S0, B v, ~ N(0,07) o A TARIER O IE , X HHk
AT B, SR exp(v,) g AR, BT exp(0.01) =1.01,exp( -0.01) =0.99, frl
TETHI( BT B0 2 SR s Bl i s ( AES) o 5 2, R (3) SUE BT RR A T

vi = fx.B) exp(v) |- TE, (4)
W01 o R A LSRR BT 1) “BERLIL AL L T T “REAL AR X A R e i
JE T BENLIN R AR o MR, SRR 2) ML, 1‘5‘%’*”(@ N4 52 M 2803 1Y) R 2R 0 B 26
— R AR P RCRIE 1Y (WA BREE ) LRI SE) 5 53— 2RI pOIRSe FRAT Te i 45 1 i Bt AL
SESSEI l.ﬁqﬁﬁﬁiE’Jﬁ?&f?ﬁﬁ@??ﬂl]ﬁ}iﬁxﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁ*ﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁo
X5 (3) 2 321 [ s JBORS B30T 5
In(q;) =In{f(z.B)} +v; -y (5)

Hrp,u= -In(TE,) ,iliFO<TE, <1,k v, =0, WHtZUL, T u, BFEFE, | R SE PR
FA In( q) TRAAEA TR 7o u 3l WHFR R “BORTCRLFR” ((technical inefficiency) , 5 & FR A
“ToRICRIN ”( inefficiency term) ,iXJZ[H A u, = —In( TE,) =1 - TE,, 1fij TE JRA] AR AT :

TE, =exp( —u,) (6)

LRI, ZHUFOCT , AT R cov( u,v,) =0, B, 5200 7 H 371 5L il i
BRLEBEAL T IR R v 5T RIAHORTCRCE v 2B 1. 505 2, ARG A = W R b iy 4f
BRI SRR, SEARTREET L.

B 1 AR BV B T R AL SR A AZO B . TR L AR s TR R A
SxsB) =y M ARROR = Y, WAR S m Al HAR ORI K- [, X T/ 2, A% IS4y
150 R R B AL 22 , ) 25 S BERA MRl HAR R K- -

(=) AV ZE Fofl i+ 77 ik

R k DAZR, B H R B 2, B) XML (40 C — D AR 7™ ok Bl B 0 4
A R

In ) =B, + 5BIn(7) +v, -~ (7)

TESSE S ad &, SFA *%F”ﬁﬁ%ﬂﬂﬁ[l? e T
Vi =XB+e,8 =V, -y (8)
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ll "l

fx,Bexpv)
L BERIRY
| e ARy
T fx,Bexplv,u)

0 X, PN N
B 1 BEHLAFASEVEE Y ( Porcelli,2009)

Hrr,y, =In(q,) ,x; FoRMRAS AL I &, Hrh 5 ) MR s ( ZHEHA) F:x; =In
(z) »B MR SEA & & BN “BATHRI”, B PIEAAL: H A S B RT3 v AR
ORI ue I, FRATIR AT N A B 1 SFA B . M TAE G R PE RN (y, =x, B +
&) » SFA BT ARIF 3 B T WA F 53, — 8B 7 EA XEFR 534, 110 53— 3853 W B A B30 504 (v, =
0) o [AIAF MBI cov( x;,e;,) =0, AR mBEARE S v MG, WAHE SRR u AHOC, AT,
K] OLS i+ A1( 8) W LISR] B My Tl fliit

SR, A SCE 242 3, 07 SFA T, AT H SUOC T IFAE B, M2 TE, O 7 3RS BIAL )
SHAGTHE , T3 2 THI /AT XA TR o v, MR RO 720, 38 5 (B IR IE 2 43
i Bl v, ~N(0,02) o HT u, JORCRIN A EUE 0K T2, SCHk 7 228 2035 52 A2 4077 (one
- side distribution) , #HY () 73 A JE ALHE: F8E A6 (v, ~ Exp(o,) ) CRIEZS3M G (u, ~ N7 (0,
00) ) EMTEEIES M (v, ~ N (@ ,070)) o

DI A BRI AT DU SCH R = 2R ALY SFA A5

(1) IEAS - >} 1E A7 ( Normal /half — normal model) :

Vi =x,B +v, —u;,v; ~iid N(0,07) ,u; ~iid N*(0,0?) (9)

o SEIESSM v, ~NT(0,070) K u; = 10,1, U ~N(0,07) -

(2) IEZS — W B2 1FE 25458 ( Normal /truncated — normal model) :

Vi =x,B +v; —u;,v, ~iid N(0,07) ,u; ~iid N* (& ,07) (10)

Horn MM IE M u ~ N (@ ,00) XK u = 1U LU ~N(w ,07) o A~
(R E T3 7T AR 7 (LB 5 S AR Bl [ 2 .2

(3) IEZS — ¥8 80 A ( Normal / exponential model) :

v, =x;B +v; —u;,v, ~iid N(0,07) ,u; ~iid Exp( o,) (11)

Horp 38803 A6 u, ~ Exp( 0,) B BRECH £,(w) =0exp( - 6u;) ,0 =1/0,,u;=0. FEH
AR u, IPRHEZE N o, =1/65

B A LU 2 O T AR S BN o — B T, 78 R rho AR s RN 2 SR 25 A, B
u Al v ARG, S x INAMG . TCIRX T R A iE , BARSE G T &, (1970 A il
FEXS PR, (HH% B2 pR A AT IR 25 5 M e S th ok, s fdi A5 R AY#E T ISR ] MLE #4774
)Vl‘o@)
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(=) #F\E R4
MR (4) |, FA AT LUK AR E LT

_ Y Yi
T = = 0B e ) (12)

Horr,y! R BN A R UL, BRSO E T 52 pn ™ S S Ly “REHL™
NFTHIHE . (6) U L N JER A 2R, B TE, = exp( —u;) o XPRIXAXPAE T AT
WL ) AE AT w, , il 2 TCE BT . RIMEE 229045 17 (8) YA S8 MLE A5 HE, b
HEEMZERIE A T &, = v, —u,) X AYFE2E . Jondrow 55( 1982) HCR I u (9 551101 24
R, Al

(b( _ﬁ’i/(})} (13)

E(ule) =p, +G[q)( _:Li/(})
Jondrow Z5( 1982) A AT LA HIEH 1 - E( u;le,) fhii150% . Battese F1 Coelli( 1988) 5 i , X
TAEA - P IES MR 3  BOARBOCR( TR B A y:

11_—%(&—_5;? ]eXp( B

TE;, =E{exp( —u;) lg;} :[ :Li +%&2) (%

Hip p = -go./o’ 0 =0,0,/0,0 = /o, +0. ,®( ) FRbriEIE S50 19 RFA5 b
¥r. —BHIRER PSS H MLE A5 HE A TE. 52 Scik 6l 5o iz ik R
TR

2 u R FE B A AR R TE A A BT8R T LU (14) =T FRCR (B i S 54
AR BRI X TIES - 88BN S o = -, - 0. /0,.0 =0 M TIES - #
Wi IE AR 5 ., = ( - e,00 + pos) /o” .0 =0,0,/00

iy ) Bv By ki

TEAGGE R LA AR R v, 5305 22 B2 ) LB B S eIy i AT 8 02 TG i H— 2y , (H gk
ZABME. SR, TR SFA FRIp 5307 2RSS EAS 2 . TERT U 4IRY SFA Bl E 5+
LI H AR A% o AN, AT 1S) p S5 TR B 5 LAY 4000 v AR T u #)
AT AT REAAAE 577 22 , TR0 22 50 5e 1 T 68 281 o

FIEMT “IEAS - BT BRI IE R "SFA AR

y, =x;B +v, —u;,
v, ~N(0,02) , (15)
u, ~N"(w,,05)

AL AT TR AR TH(8) L HEALAY v FI u XA SRR T AR 1, FOTE
Tiv, M 2H o) BER of WA A | AT j I FHRITEA AR 2. B8 FH
A N WG AT 17T 5, FRATIEEAL 7T N A of o Kumbhakar 45(1991) Huang Fl Liu
(1994) FEBOH: o), 15058 F— F 5 AT RE TS0y 22 1028 12t 14 pR AR, DA R MR 151 S 8000 A 4
— M ESEMREIEBRE o = s\, DUEU RS E HIX TER A o) =0, BRIt , SCHk b5 i £
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FR R B ©
ol =exp( s;\) (16)

Horr,s 2 — RN REFEUR 7 22 A8 &, BN A B ATl 5 J8 55 . 4% REAE DL Y S8

AT AT LA u B 22, B o AR (LAY 38 -
oy = exp( w,e) (17)

92 b B PEBOE 10 2 H R AERCR (P IE) KA EE( Jr 2) M2 R .
B ZHE w  BEUE TR ES ™ 3 A 807 8 ( TCRCRK VB 9 B8 |, SOk v i 5 H B
H—F I A REFL I AR R AT (28 B Lk s (o , YIRS R FR ) -

W, =zy (18)

BN, BEE @ = o + V121 + Yoz » FeHT, 2, F 2 2 ] BESZ W SRR A 72 8, Q020 W) RS il
AR ©

X T BB T, AN]SR R B Jr e 4, Battese F1 Coelli( 1995) Habib F
Ljungqvist( 2005) W v =0,¢ =0, T 47 T2 MRBCRK -1 A &K Hadri( 1999) Wik vy =0,
N =0, T SHFSE T SRR A 2 P 1 Rl 22 Wang( 2003) 3% F B R0 ( 2009) WAL E v =
0, RH] T 5 — by S ot 3 -

ZHHF TR E T FA w 55 . Wang( 2007) 7 ] Battese F1 Coelli( 1992,1995) 4
RIBFFE T 30 DEZEA R&D &40%, Hrp,w  50E A R&D S PC IR DL R 28355 B i
PILRIE PREL . FIRELA5(2009) SR AR Jr W58 T 1998 ~2007 451 [ 30 A4 17 0 & A #7
3% . Kumbhakar %5( 2012) Ji F 5 it SFA #7581 W2 RIRF A& 35 R K 520 (K K

A K SFA SRR E I BE TN A 43 7] LLZ7% Greene( 2008) \Kumbhakar i1 Lovell( 2000)
Il % Kumbhakar %£(2014) .

(—) BAZE B

TE BB S BEBOE T, w, Az, h AR 5 AT LA 5 B0E 58 AR, Ry 35 0 il 52 0 25
FIREMBCEATETER A R 40, Wang( 2003) FERFSE L TE 29000 638 E i A w85 AT 4
(R SEIAIN A BE w, = 2, A48 A I 5 WA B (00 LU ARG W8 7 1Y B SRR RO A8 o

SR X F(w,oz) 5 s, RS 2 A5 REE 5 W A W A9 0 Ak A0 . — 7 T, ZE AR SO 4
Lty SFA AR FRTE FARRE u Al v AR DMERE RN S X B (w,,2) 5 s, PR
RATREARTE A — 1, T s, FUBIBTE v 97 2290 ( ZBE) | i dE (AR ( —Bas)
FRLARME (w,,z) 5 s, PIERE S W AR FE u Flv A MR, HET A A ST IR
BT LT IHE

Fig REARBLAY JEL B, A 23R 19 SR AR 31 5 — AT g d A [ O 26 1 IR 7™ 1 300 S e
(A% B BE A D AR SRR a3 TP ) e B B v, B x Al w2, s RS BB G2
WAEAT DARTE , S0A Y b R T TS x AR IR IR A A BERYTE, 5 455 HAE 7
JE > PR AR 2275t S [ B 5 M 7 S RIAEC3R 0 o 32 v AR A R 14 [ A

(=) — W A&+ Fe i F 454t

fdi ] SFA BAYHY—A> F 2 H B9 AT R B PR, BRI Y SOk 32 2240 T 25 25 two
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— stage approach) , 17 3T B A% SCHR I = 220 F — 201k

WA B 2 — 2 2 Al it SFA BORIFA53) TE B9AGTHE, 7628 =25 i LA TE sl e &
SEE AT BERS NACR G R R HEAT [0 U 44T o © 33k Pl b B 2 3 AR AR AN AN D T 1 ) A
Ho— WSR-S — B Beny o, 7 ZEABR TC AR I w2 Sy ) 43 A3 1, BRIV did,
WMEA Wt A BB AT Jondrow 5 1982) £ 1 (1 77 AL 83 ME TE . K10, 7258 — 20 b, TE B e
H—FINA FVRFEAS S R A, X RS TE JF A R ST 6] 43 A5 14, 3% 5 55— 28 b i R 3R 7
J& ( Coelli %,1998; Kumbhakar #1I Lovell ,2000; Greene ,2005b) . Wang FlI Schmidt( 2002) f{] Monte
Carlo BALL 3T R B AT &, — 2B AT A By ml &g

= ERFEHLA TR

it FH B BB EAT SFA 3G LA 2R s Ho—, i THA I L Eryseek, 3¢
ATTRT LA DA AN AT SO Fg ARS8, 1715 R FH R T 5080 D) T ik S B0k — H A, AT S Bk 1
AT s =, ) TR ARCFEOR AT LAST BT A80CR 1 B 7 AR AR RHAIE , Xt R B8R AT i — A E 2L Y
A, T ol AR 5 W) BRI 2 TR A 2 s = TR BB AR A R K, SR TR ATT AT LA
AT TN R GETHERT -

(—) i

T TR 28 0 25 A 5 () A 28 ] D 4 e T AR R B, AL Tk [ AR AL 1Y Pooled
OLS  H 3 I A 7843 ) I T AR B S (A 15 6L o 25 A ThI Az — SFA A5 A

SR (19)
Vi =0 +x,3 +v,

B u v # 2 did Y, BARIAADE v, ~iid N(0,07) ,u, ~iid N* (w ,00) o IR
— SFA ALY F S AR v T IORCR I u 1iRE b, KAK AT LAy A .

1. BB AR AR Y

IR ARER I TCRCR I u ABERTEIZE A, B u, = ;o )40, Pitt 71 Lee( 1981) ( & #x PL81)
4w, MONBEPLAS 5, $2 T RE — SFA &Y 1] Schmidt F1 Sickles( 1984) ( fijFk SS84) WPKE u,
RAEBEHLE B (BN -1 AR R) L $2 0 T FE - SFA #8. Joig it FE - SFA &2 RE -
SFA , % By i H e AR 28R 1 KA A8 4K persistent component) , 1 JG3 52 W i A ] 2 £k (9 4 3

2. BRI AR AL o

SRR FVE w B ] A A28 A e 388 2 g BOE R g FI—> SN (8] 28 ARk 1Y b4
g( ) MYFEBL B u, =g( )« uo AREIALZ A 22 HI7E TXT o( t) BREBOE TE XA, 1 Corn—
well Z8( 1990) ( faj Fk CSS90) , Lee F1 Schmidt( 1993) ( fij #& LS93) , Kumbhakar( 1990) ( f& #
Kumb90) , L4 & Battese Fl Coelli( 1992) ( fAiiFx BC92) .

fin, “CSS90 AL "B E AT :

Yit :OL+XitB+Vit_uit’i:1?2"“’N’t=172"“’Ti
(20)

2
o =w; ot +ow,t,
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Hof o = a0 —uy o IZBEBY A BEAS JEAEUR SE AR RCR I w, B0E A INIA] ¢ A9 R eR A, LAREAR4E
BRI I AR AL o

“LS93 BEAL”ILKE w, BesE LA N IE R, DM 1A 24

u, =g(t) *u (21)
Horpg() Fon— S A AR B o X R B e 7 AUALTH A THE A IS8 (H R TG HERD
AR TARZ , RO Lo i TR (e [R] — 47 B _L B A A RO CR AT R o
“Kumb90 #E74 ” FUFG PSS 40, (BT E AR I 19 8 5 20 R 3
u, =g(t) ~u; = [1+exp(yt+3t) 17" (22)
Horpy JUE 7R, S HE T R8RS i HRAg: -
“BCO2 Ui “ 1] BEL time decay) " BB ST R RO E
u,=g(t) cu=expl—y(t-T) |-y (23)

Horp T FOR5 1 DR BB ORI B EE o FROW SE IR 2800, H DA A 203 30 B e 1)
AN BERERZ o 5 <O WIZIRBEE W] B HERS , AERCR R AR iR . h TEfRfG — 1 =T,
I, X F AT T fn — W B AR AR R B8 Rl AR SR R Y LU v

( =) TFE - SFA ##!

LR R ) BT Y TR AR - SFA ffﬁmﬁ?ﬁ%ﬁﬂ’ﬂ%lﬁﬁ—fﬁtﬂi_ﬁ By, WisE
HRVAT 7% LEAN AT UL A A8 o JRAH 2 T S B B 2 BN AR RSTER A T AR SR
u, AT 2 TE E’Jﬁlﬂﬁﬁfﬂﬁm jﬂT?”’ﬂ%'JKIEJ/\—JZIEﬂB’J%# AT LATE B S Ry,
I 7E x, I AR B )AL B3R A2 w0 AT VA s ~ 22 BN P51 0 1 57 55 R,
L%%ﬂﬁ%?”’r&ﬁJﬁK%TT%@ AIANMARRIONE, WA 7 SCAE S Z2 BN SE . i, T LK (19)
AP 7= i S R RO E

Vi = o +x,B+v, (24)

Horbr o RSB () 2810 ELAS R8I0 AR 2500

AL Greene( 2005a) 1IEAARH O T IX 5 TR FE - SFA FRL, iU 1285080 4y 44 4
“ELIE A [E BN AR AL fBTFK TFE — SFA( True Fixed Effect SFA) o & T 7Lk TFE fEAILEAE A IT
BN, Wang il Ho( 2010) HARALRIA u, B K v, Fl—20 RIRREAS B pR 50 A B, Bk
G AL AR DG A5 TR T RT L S S i A N 250 B — B 22 00 25 BRSOV, B A
Fi MMLE( Marginal MLE) #4743 1. Chen %§( 2014) , Belotti 1 Tardi( 2017) JJ7E 5 A SERA 1
BT3B 22— St o HR i T 22005 592 BRAR R R eR BB AT AT A
e Z ISR R BRI T SR T, AR Z BN Bl R ARG 113 ( MMSLE J73%) |, Bk a5
R TR TRER A .

M. H R

(—) A AL FAE R
TEAEGERY SFA BRI rR S2PRy™ IR 2R/ N T HUE ™ o (EAEALEIE 00T, AT y
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AFECAT DL T, WA REAR TS AR v o A0 — N AR L R AR S BURFY
WA A e LA RIS ARG,y >y RN B, [ Z WA 30 AR e o st m LA X
BEAILI AL ( two — tier SFA) SRAG AR A L FHNE JEI A . A i Kumbhakar 1 Chris—
topher(2009) 4 1™ , 45 B FH T-WFFE TR MBS o BRI 4 T
Vi =x;B +&;
(25)
E =V + W, -,

AT e, th =3 AUR: v, HERTPIN, v, ~i.i.d.N(0,07) : w, Flu, #BEA HH 5>
AiRFAE B IRNFE 53 A, w, ~ i i . Exp(0,,07) su; ~iii.d. Exp( o,,07) o [FAIR, IRIZ =3
BRI, HENS x BAM G, i MLE 52| S545 0 HE )5, v LAk — 3 AR 8oR 45
Fr: I LR NTEu =E( 1 —e "le,) , i BEHRTTR NTEW =E( 1 —e "l g,) FARCRAIK NS =
NTEu - NTEw, »

X BEAIL A FAR AL 7 22 A5 ) 1 H: Lian F1 Chung( 2008) AT AIHFSY 1 [ E i
S F R BCR R, P A SR 2011) HIZAERUAL SR T b [ B2 7 1 35 vh B4R BN RS PR R B XV
£5(2013) iz 1] 2006 4RI I ) 11 22 Z Bt , Al 3A 1 b B Al 0 [ Bl p g

(=) FZ BN A KA AR 4209 SFA A

FEZ R AR SFA BRI FBR A T ¥ BT A 28 B AT AR A B A 7 pR g BRI, AN AR S o
PE(EAFE AT E PRSI NRHIESE) |, LA ERE (W il B TR A IR A SR )
)2 7 A0 2 S BOX — R o 2 NI S BOSCRAGTHE A - A7 A 28 /9 TFE, TRE, G -
TRE DL K 10 9 7 B 1 15 o B AR A i 20 1) 3R ) AR A AR %) S Jo e

— NN H 75 SR AR — S SE I A A ( a0 WAL BT B BT AT ML H R 45 JERE
AP FEV Iy R B 2 4, o3 BT R BEASFREAR LAk 11 SFA R0, I X He 4 0] R B s R 22 7 .

SR AL FRZH [R] S B B — A BB o AR T X R AR ) SR BRPE AR R o Ho—, 7320 B R 9
FERE RS R AR 1 o TR AT T -5 3 4 A8 R B A 5 3 Rk 5 44
A RERENAER, SRV IME PR AR T G ( Lai,2013) .

BEXF o — A 0], SCHR 42 T SR B R AR S B 6 SFA B AU ( Tsionas 1 Kumbhakar,
2004) [ ] SFA %0 ( Tsionas 25,2017; Yélou 2§,2010; Wang 1 Huang,2009) .® %45 — /> [a]
15, Greene( 2010) .Kumbhakar %5£( 2009) LA & Horrace Z5( 2016) 2 T 2% ke AL PR iR iy SFA
HE " Lai( 2013) W HE— 250K FIRWIRREE A BN A ] — ML ep B0 T 2508 1 T e D 152 1Y
THIAR IR SFA AR, R f) 150 S8 B AR 251 T Hansen(1999,2000) |, {H ik — 2525 JEAFE AR e £
Pz o

— A A PR R B SFA SCHR th -t 2 75 20 A, 91110, Kutlu( 2010) K SCER 32 1 H
(1) Battese Fl Coelli( 1992) BAUY" &4 FLVFAL & N AR 5 I, R4 418 T 58T MLE i fhiit05
%o Tran il Tsionas( 2013) MIFE—2E25 H T 3EF GMM 4kt rik.

TEFEAIITFE T, Griffiths 1 Hajargasht( 2016) &7 DU o9, S ik 17— Ry — e i b
B SFA N PER 7 IZBRIBOE T, SRVFTCRCR I AIREAL TR0 S R R A OC . AR

N

K AEr

N
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VSR A A R A s TCR AR IR A Ay RSO A A, TR I BB U A e A B A el

Karakaplan(2017) &4t T sfkk g4, Hl FAG T & A A PR ET Y SFA LAY, SO fit
ZATE R U B Z A2 O

(=) E Rz SFA #EA

Kumbhakar % (2013 ) & Hi 7 — 4~ 87 (19 #5 A . 2 5 %% SFA £ B ( zero inefficiency SFA
model, ffj FK ZISF) , 33X — A5 5 (1) B A S A 28 0L 2 2 ik TA MA B U ( ZIP, zero inflated poisson
model ) , {514 SFA A {5 i B AS b 19 Jir 47 2 5] FBAF 76 A W) 72 BE i RCR Mk, AR, 78
Kumbhakar 55 (2013 ) (45 B v | W) 2 5 — 38 43 28 W) 224 451 2K (zero inefficiency ) " Y,
M7 75 — 4328 &) W AF A6 4E F A0 80 R 2 o R AR 8 o] LS 46 #F AR BAFEF LR
Al o TEALSE SFA BERY b | bl T 800 AE RO U A 1E 7485 20 A sl 4 K003 A, A Y T 5 50 b IR
BAE AN A BB AF 7E — 58 B2 A ROR IS, TR R 78 33X 28 43 A R B0 T, TCRCER A 5 10 K
K0, ZISF Z&AvTF OLS Al SFA 1Y — A A, AR, WERAEAR P T A A " A2 58 &
ARy, W ZISF {H 5% 75 sAL e Y OLS [nl U3 5 35 Bt A7 20 v 847 AE — 5 72 B i RO 5%, )
ZISF {5 %6 78 il A% GL i) SFA BB,

BT AR, SOk ok 42 i T SUR — SFA #8Y ( Lai F1 Huang, 2011) |25 JE A & f 1R 1Y
SFA #i%l( Chang %§,2012)

F  BEWLIA SR HTRY Stata SCIR

(—)Stata P &9 SFA 44~

Stata FPERME T — R 54, AT LAAR Jy (E Mo ik 17 SFA fhiitF1 o047, G4EE e : fron-
tier ,xtfrontier™ 4 #fi4 .sfcross,sfpanel,sftfe,sfkk,SFA2tier %,

SR A4 T LU#i ] ssc install cmdname, replace AnA %23 i P ek fd ] £ind-
it cmdname 7% $&Hf Stata AOERR T 2R, BCRh 7 A EF b S mT LRI A R A 5 52 i ) 7 ) £
P& Do CHY .,

sfcross fll sfpanel /40| LL5E45CH Stata ‘B i fip 2 frontier,xtfrontier JIh
AE, RIS AL B AR B AR RS S R B E 5 o Belotti 45 (2013 ) X 33X P14 Fi¢) 126 10 FLHL
IAfsE A T AR A SUa N4

sftfe [T fhit Chen % (2014) ,Belotti il lardi (2017 ) #r i 42 Hi 69« — [y 22 40— Al it
7 A B SR HE T AR R AE Y Stata {5, T sEkk W A i 3 Karakaplan 1 Kutlu
(2017) & B9 A= 1 SFA #8Y | BAARTE AR ZCAIYE B 1 B 2 W, Karakaplan(2017)

SFA2tier I TALIHEE 3 WA MXGHFEL FALRY, 2B H 5 , MG 2 WP it &
4 (2011) "

T A LA 8 B B AT U . 6 ECE , AT LLfE ] sfcorss fp A S AR A
R0 A AR X TR SR , %6/ sfpanel fl sftfe, RAFMEB N E 2 HEELS
sfcross AT . ATV Stata FH LB HE £rontier] .dta HFIHEFTILH
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Ll . webuse frontierl .dta, clear

.2 . global ¥ "lnoutput™® V'

L3 . global x "lnlabor lncapital"” Zrxl x2

14 . sfcross $y $x, distribution(hnormal) //Eq.(9)
LS * —2(%fhit 1:Jondrow et al.(1982, JLMS1982)

L6 . predict te_jlms, jlms //TE =1 - E(ule), Eg.(13)
L7 ¥ — M L1t 2. Battese and Coelli (1988, BC8Y)

L8 . predict te_BCS88, bc //TE = E[exp( —ule) ], Eq.(14)

LY x — EBXTEA T R AL
LI0O . sfcross $yc.( $x)#tc.( $x) //Bq.(26)
L1l x — itk sFa Eq.(15) - (18)
.sfcross $y $x, d(tn) emean(size) vsigma(lncapital) usigma(1ln-

labor)

LA fTIa S A (9) R i IER - 2 IEA"SFA A, Hrp | AERCR A 4345 R
BB distribution(hnormal) i Y, nfLLE 52 d(hn), ¥ H KK d(tn)
g d(e) M4 HIXF AR (10) F(11) . FERAS I, 7T LA predict g4 RT3 80CRA it
{H,Z 0L L6 F1 L8, A5 4fcf FH A o X %50 AE 7= pR %50 (26 ) , W AT H Stata (1 K 7 A8 5 1575 (help
fvvarlist) #fTIRAE, Bk W L10,%

e L12 p FRATRE T — 4 — Mk i 5 Btk SFA BCAY, Xf i (15) - (18) 3, #E7i emean
(size) HTFiE(18) i 2 25 B w , =y, +v,size, .Y vsigma( ) fl usigma ( ) ¥E5iH F
WaE(16)F(17) i s Ml w AR, FTX = PNEIHZAHEGER,ESRE2 1.

(D) EB-PERH 6 PM

1. A RY 15 5 ] 5

TE 280 SFA BRIEE P , Wi R 720 B AN R s B N R X BUE =X (Statal 5 Manual[R] )
SRR Ay, BRARAEERR (7 ) 2SOk B BB R I 2 TR S BB R AR (3) BORT B ML B A
e, A RBARIE (6) 2 X AR R A BA EWS TR .

PUN Greene (2008 ) it 5 , 7£ SFA SCERH , sRBOUE 3K A9 1% 558 7 B R £K 12 T i [n] 38, 3F
FABBNKRLZ K., YUSCHRH) 12 {3 H#9 Cobb — Douglas A= 7= 5 £ 9 ] , SR 22 3o 0 B0 0 5 1%
BARLE AR R B & & B E R BRI, S E XM T, 2
75 2K 5544 ( demand elasticities ) F1%L Z A7) %l (factor shares ) 544 %4, H 22 25 i B Capk ¥4 -
Lo T A X S Bis 254, FRATTAT LA A 58 Ay R 1% 114 168 8 X 0 A 7™ R 80, 3 oo A AR 78 o
N R IR A 1 2R 58 LS WA AP A 19 Rk 6 & ( Kumbhakar ,1989) % .

L12

K K K
Iny =« +k§_‘,|[3klnxk + %EI Z_]'ykmln x, In x, (26)

2. 73 R R

Xt SFA Sr 4 & , B T ARRCRIUE %A T P00 B — &R 41, PR AR SR I 201 e
BB BE BAR S AE— EFRE E R MR ARt THE, (ER DR E AR T A 75 SR R X AR A 3R 4 1
BEAE (B R B BE ) , X T B AR H IR AR BB 34T , 45 6 i3 SClik s FRAR 8 i B X
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MO AE B A 5 J7 5 ( Greene ,2005a ) o FESEUE BT b #2 b, B JCROCRIA o, & N EIES T
A7 B8 B A0 I A S 7 A KK 52 ( Battese A1 Coelli , 1992)

3. AU s R

£ Stata ™1, SFA $ERY 2380 358 B A AL BLIAR R EAS BI Z8 T HE R, FEZER A - 38R
Je 25 )7 AT RUME SR /% (Statal 5 Manual[ R]) . B4R Stata (8UE SRR EEC 284 %58 K,
FUIEAA H AATBOE VIR AP A ARSI 2 2R IR . 38 B FhAE B0, B2 F JLASJ7
AT B— BERE ., SAAIEUEAE 4, W A S 2, sl BAR % 5 s, B
e, PECRUE RIS S AT £ B A TP T, 7T LA 56 DA S A B R0 8 AT, fE CRIIEC S RT3 F , P
A HE R S A% L O T, A 50 OGS R v R A A S T A B AR, A0 T L A
SR A aX winsor 45 RALER, 5 = AW REAORTBE . AEPRAT SFA Al i, BRI AR R ER I E R
KUK R

B SR NI R, BT IS SRS B — ) WA . Stata TR A9BSR R I
AU A B X BULR REE = 25 /NS TF 1077, s R BB S 80m it 2 25/ F 10 7°, R Bk
P 2 A 0 DT 1A B0 A2, D) Stata 76 BRINIEAR 16000 Y5 BPS2BRAG 45 5 | [ Ik FH P i oK
RPN AR o PRk, ZER) A0 I B, FRATT T A5 1 5 8k TR WAL A | AEE 0] 28 i IS
FIEE AR TGk . X Al LU ] tolerance (#) 5% 1tolerance (#) MWK S .

4. Al R R G R

MLE #5155 b f epr , 7 A7 £ DX [a] Py, X E5C(RL 4R bRV B — B fi T 2 — 1~ B 5 S 3EL(9) BR %), Stata
{23 R “Not Concave” {5 ., Ul .

Iteration #: log likelihood = . . . (not concave)

A Stata 2y BUEAE R, DAVRRA RS , b L0 4o

Iteration #. log likelihood = . . . (backed up)

Bk b fE BE ARG — B, S HEEE Y

7N B E IR

A K SFA BRI A CHF SR AEAWITRA . EEE D T F LA : H—, NAEPERI Y
FSE i A T 25 B B s i i Y B sh 78 SFA FE7U A6 40 BT JE 28GR 10 K 10 A g W20 J5 i E
WA EA SR RN TR AR A B =, A r= oo Z M A AR B R B Bh AT R,
SFA HEZE T 49 AT AR G A (8] AH G BAR U AL 2L,

SRS BRI I &, Stata $244E1¥) sfcross, sfpanel,sftfe,sfkk,6 SFA2tier fn 2 g [k
TCHR (el Bk Y2 1 SFA BEHY  {H 38 LR 47 b S FF N A= M - SFA, 'TFR - SFA, 375 -
SFA f1Z3 6] — SFA (941t . AW F LSS H—, BRI SFA (9] R 2 AT S H 5
R 2 (B REARERY 15 o ( B P= ) S sR B9 585 ) SR AR B 2, 53X 75 B AL n 3R 43
T, FEAS 18 T S B AR Bt (W AT B2 VAT BB FEDRG (A7 AR o S AT I A AR N BRI A
MBS FPE (P R R R ) i 2 TCRCR I (PRI o) 2 H Al SCEK P L S a) @
(Greene ,2005a) , I 4N Greene 72255 CE R A A, BLIF — & JCILdE T ™R8 0 X 205 H = FE55
2 /N A AR B S P R T  [RIRE RS T AR SFA B FEXT T 25 3, R X Fh— 2 89
MR B 52 R 2 A A,
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= =

QAT A v, ZAEH HX LR H R E6 o5 A 35 7T A Greene(2008) , K& 41177 vA44 84 Belotti % (2013)
% B #) sfcross A 4EHH“ EA — D" SFA A AL

Qi th AL 2 N A A M SFA B A 69 A-43.

@45 A Greene(2008) VA% Statal5 F#[R], s TAH X B ATHERANEE RS, T
& A Stata $Z 469 ml 4 UL K F # SFATAE T, Stata ‘B H 44 frontier 3t 5 & ado
L A% ( frontier.ado) , A &R A8 #AK Fd L 4% ( fron_hn.ado) # 44 T stata = B %
F-l\ado\base\f X4 % F, Gould % (2010) 3k # 40 E 3w/~ T 4o /T4 Stata ¥ 34T MLE 1%
it.

@—ANAAEBGEEZRL IATARASZE TEFHXF AR —FEHFT, BH(ule) M
FERIT i, FThE LT £ R AN A AL TG e ik D

OF LA KA F—FFMes£EF X :In(0)) =2,7.

©)48 % 2 JAl % N, Habib #= Ljungqvist(2005) . Wang(2003) .i% £ & F= 4 (2009) .

(DKoutsomanoli — Filippaki #= Mamatzakis(2010) K B ¥ ¥ &3+ T A £ 6 A% R E, $#—F K
JAAE 464 SFA 2R 4&+F 3 TE A, % —F M A TE A48T 3, £ A 3 & @A 458 &
%

@B HHLAA AR, X LATIR O AR F5 09 R R R AT 8] A 3E L B R, mE F i Rdob ey
AR R, B, TR0 e, XE2HFE XRE R 2 BRHBIELKPHAZHALEL LY FE
3 RE.

(Q@Kumbhakar #= Wang (2005 ) K A Z AL R BF % T 4 K3t 6918 AL 4 ¥ , Kumbhakar #= Peresetsky
(2013) 2245 JA T % # Panel — SFA #2 % 547 7 4% 5 Mr4RAT b 64 2 %

O FHEALNS] b O WA AR (T)ARILE 4R, 0, 697 £ H RAMA N 8938 K @ K.

@Chen % (2011) B A 44 B FARBA L T s K24 R K = N eh ok #4072 fo 4L £ 46
(2013) M ZBEABTR T F B 6y st iR 5 M.

Q7P F A iR I (2017 ) 4% Al iz 7 EAE H T KB 6 /= ghad H £,

i A AR 64 DAL R R & B T Polachek #= Yoon(1996) , 47 & 4~42 &) TFE #= TRE #3548 )2 F
AR A

WH) e 1R B TARARAE 3] 8 T = 468 b 45 3 % 33th A= 66th 25 B R %] 5 KA 8] Fo v 4>
5.

@ Mastromarco 4 (2012) 5 A i 14% SFA BABF X T 252 TR &,

A6Su #= He(2012) 5 A Greene(2010) BA A5 T P E LTS AR ZE MG & &,

@Statal5 F A4 T 4F F 48 5649 TE4) Fo AR

(@cmdname # T4 L #R, 4o 4T ssc install sfpanel, replace, Bf 77 F & sfpanel
25 .

(9sFa2tier w44 A T Stata 5 R # LA A2, & L http://baoming. pinggu. org/ Default. as-
px? id =134.

Qe .x A TR xmiE ST F4E ;c.xtic.y ATEBRAFPhAX,y, ARA_FHFFAF kK
R, ez, cxtic.yFNTxyx2y2xx*y.
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Qemean( )R\ P TUAKE EANEF, AW P size TF# FZ4h -0.002, &8 K FALN 3] 4
AR K A8 AT AR

DLER FEENLT, FRRBMFRLREC-D AFFIHOHX, L E R RAEIRL Z&
T o 14w ,Habib #= Ljungqvist(2005) {£4% /8 SFA #F 50 £ v 2 3] &4 45 22 2 37 B 8 sh 55 A 3]
1i % % BF, KA Tobin’ s Q (/& A BAT ) 4 A AT T AT E S ML, BF TN a4
T BAP M S5 4R, e A F AR LB R T FA R E, RAE M4
F P ARA LA T RS

@ Altunbas % (2000 ) 4% JA cost —SFA & H 7 B ABRATH A FE K, £ A T HHH,EF 2 E
Gy BERL T . Wang(2007) 2815 30 AN E K R&D s & af , L KM T & M5 64 7 KXk 47482
E, EiEAFAE i F(2009) K FAe Mt A & S I T 4K B a9 BUKOR & F.

@2 & AT E B, Stata BOANE I BAE A i A, FE AU A B D BCE UG T AR do SURY B AL ST
AR E] DA EJE 16 45, TvAME A recast A K KX X Z ) A, R TAERN L E
BF 35 & B A-45 45, #]4e gen double 1nx =1n(x), AW Gould % (2010).

@#r N\ help maximize##tolerance L & & 7 HHF 8h 4.

QO ¢ T iX % 415 8. 08 i 2m fiE B, A L Gould % (2010).
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