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HH I v A AR A S A RS B A2 NI 5

PR %

(B2 R GV Ebe, S IR 233041)

O A E AR ASHL(EWP) KR, 5 76 M T VA LI SDG 1T A 55 B3 R A 3 22 5 |, LS04 2072 26 ok 7 40 & A
BB, PSR S A AR T Rl X A A IR AN RS, AP RN R R b E RN ZE 1, 32 FH SBM-DEA #50 ffireg p [ 2011 —2021 4F
281 AT A EWP, ffi ] Dagum 28 R &R T EWP (1] 23 AR R DL XS 25 BEEA TIN5 20 r . )i, 3830 25 8] Markov 4§ 4 7 303
ABIERE . WF5EEM  (DEWP BRI B THE RIS (2) B IR T 9 EWP S5 X 23 8] 43 76 4% J5 th 7 AR b DX A6k R HBIX
EWP (18 SR X 355 22 1 52 00 0 /N 0 2 3, A A8 4 3 J VAR DX 22 I B 1 B ZE IR 285 (3) 4N IRTH 19 EWP AR HL & 45 e I R 1, RIS 38 Jee
235 [B) TEAH 56 A R A7 AR AR () 175 50, e 10 R R D 3k B BRAT 2% e o 3Tl EWP ) bl 1) GRS 52 3 Sk 7T 1 22 Ak s . S
TR X EWP B LA A, DU R R e F AR —E S

KRR « A4 FI ST SBM-DEA 78 ; Dagum J£J8 255 %5 1] Markov

h B2 S X321;F1245 XERFRISAD - A LEHRS 1 1008-9659(2025)03-0086-11

ORI, i I T A AR v A T 3EAR B sk o AR TP E K et R (2023 4F ) B A DCEE
T A% F 1978 4F 11 17.92% | T2 2023 4R 1 66.16%. [H i ALk Bt s A7 18 Z A AR AL I i b 2x &
JrFNEREE G4 45 (]2 , 3 350 AT S 2l A DR B R 28 o AR S LA o i T, S A T A
SRABLY 5, Ty Z 00 1 3l i A B Tt o BRI R S T KPR, Rl A IR 5 ks
FE S R, ST 3R T B T R S R R AR TR B X RIS T AR T SR SRR GRS
FR) , ST P SO R R] Rp  J TRAE R G E S EAh S 2T, S AR ] 1 A SR 9 AN S TR A XU
XA AR AR TR I FESTT AL ET R T WA Y, G5 AL R I . X et 23 )
ROICHE 3 BT BE SR T AR, FERREE 2 T, R DR A S, o BEVHAE BRI BRI, R BOABE TS 4, KX
T Y AR A R B RS B AR ) 5l 0 38 T R 1 A T B E;&ﬂuTﬁ‘?ﬂ‘ﬂﬁﬁ?*ﬂﬁE@m,
WHIBUHG PSR AP I AT R 22 i J Bt — 20 B AT R AN 5 rh o PRI e T A — > [ SR i X
RIS R SR RE ) 2 H BRI 0 235 O R TR

FAT , B B 235 e IR BT 2015 4F 2 A3 19 AT 45722 4 5 H AR (SDGs ) Hh AT RF 2R3l i Fiad X & i H
PR (SDG11) R OCTESR T A B (W FF 20k, SDG I 2 56 L /R G E RSB, BTERES BT
FIAT 22 A3 T 4 i D B RN 32 BB, DI SE PR R i A R BEAS IR 55 ANAR & B 32 55 | B 003 S8 i M 2 25 1]
SR, 21T SDG11 5 b5 19 s I 5 PPl AR AFAE — BoAZ B G R [R) 0 f 45 48 b SC HCHE ) 38 R ECHis ke 2k
S IX SRR G T SDG 11 5 AR (1A R 5 A, BEAR T 30 ot AT R8RSR 1 5 1 0 L DA T 552 1l
T SDG1T HARK) S s8I, j\]TE’/J\%I‘SDGHﬁﬁM‘?E’JTE AR 2 A R A S AR R SR
(Environmental Welfare Performance , EWP)/E &t — 4> [E R B X ] 3548 & B 68 J1 i 24545,

& BN E EWP EUE S JE— P 0F5T EWP 23 [8) 70 A fe e S H B Ry A R . AABES B R EWP # €
SCH I ARAT B AR A 55 THAE Y A= 28 BT IR Y O, 30 (NS5 26 28 R 3 D 3B, X EWP 7K 431 1 2

[ ¥ %5 B #12024-06-06 [1&[E B #112024-07-22
[E& B 14E W ASCGERF AT H (22YJC790121) ; 268048 HARFHE R4 10 H (23080850G237) .
[1EE /T IRAEZ (2003-) , 5, EZ N FA B LT 7 ST, E-mail : 13365793376@163.com.
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BT AN K EFE A (Human Development Index, HDI) '™ X JE TG T & RIS T AR 09 AN K TS
B, H TARBUAL 248 R AU FE bR, A TE T 2807 FUH DA S BRI B A T . bdE b THRAE, REE &
U St S Yl B A A AR AR o BE A A SRR AR AL 2 R R v ) b 57 S T S L AR SR HDT AU &
U R R T, 20 2 WX P A B 1 SR 2 X RS b S i A B H 25 354K X T S8 4 A TR I AL TR
Ko FEA RADEFEM TR, A S R — e A LR DT h5 1 STl )2 Ak 3 R i 4L
P B , 3 1 B8 U FE RN R V5 Y SR Aok DAl A= A B IR I FE A

1 IEPEA

KT EWP WINEE 7k , KR A F @22 i A= S PRIR &R 58024 5 (8 B A 45 40 M (DEA)
P BB BE DEA 8 H B 9 super—sbm 322V B EWP U . SR, BB BE DEA R JC Wl i b 26 /1 HH e R
BT 5205 & /K Z 18] ) 2 2B 2, At TG 375 O b 8 /s 285 % SR /K- S5k 22 Tl A AR EAE

EWP 58 K BT 43 0 =28 55— 5% B ZR FIAR IR S SR Ao AT 12k, 4 345 28 I 56 EWP A 52 I 9
FIBT 4% L X EWP K, N B s TSR 42 R . Feng & AKE T EWP A1 =4k Tl /E 25 £ 305 (3DIEF) B 44
AT ISGA FEFRIA R IFATIFH 5 F A 0 HT AR 2 ISGA F1 GTFP i EWP 89 KR40 s Wang 258 A\ LA FRMK A S R G0
RRAR IRV R AR 2522 45 (FES) X EWP B 520>, o EWP R sR 4t T 2 H (WA 3 T K =/
DX 30 T BF 9 4 30, B o A7 A 7 2 250 R i T T R, O IS RE R R AR R A A A T Xk
EIWB fU8/0 , 28 55800 &A% T B A A2 HE1E T, 10 PR 558 T AR RLNE BRS80SO A4 0 8 A B 35 R M o IR
7 EIWB (A8 4k 328 AR R 3= 0K 8, 2 L BF MR RN Y, Bl 5e 43R EWP FAE 28 I3 . 56 —
MG T I A T A DG o BRSOk 22 R TR R 25 VB0 43 B , A8 Y 9 38 1o 48 0 e A 5 - DA
Y ECHR A ERTTZR TR EWP AR K 4% Hb X A4 EW P i 1ot 7 432 1 R) 3206 R IF ) 2s ) e 4 2, de i — 2
FF 5T 32 225 (0] )2 TR 5T EWP [T ARIRZS LA S AR R & S o 3B 98 15 B AR B8 5 77l 4 3R HAT XL 58
AR, P A S AR R B R A TE X 3 25 552, o B9 3 T IBUR 25 R R ST S BB T EWP [ 52
Wi 2 AR 4R T AT 3RO . BRI, AT G2 18 8085 A EWP AR 23 20 A7 5 W0 A9 58 R 2 . Ak,
NIRRT EWP A8 AR i R A, A A 2000 T 55 [0 )2 1 G I ()52 M) , 632 X6 Ly 20 o AR R AT KG f B FF T
KL, XFF EWP A P R 42 T+ T A, 13X b 20025 18] 2 180 SC I ok AN 63 |, 7 ot — 485

2 HIRBEXKREHFS

21 MIREX

AT R BRI S (1) ARSI AR 1 58— o il 3 AR R GROTAN X o3 R AR A 0 = (E 2R 4R
DCFIRAE SR A X SR ARIR T AR A GO EAL DL, B A= S BEIRR ARIAR A 7 A5 1, $8 S 3 BRI R
&, HiE w EWPHL I s e e, 4 A A T d i X, 2 m B AR A S AR AR o X B T E 22 Ak
(RS T BRI SR, 5 B A S R, A R AP AR A BR R  (2) TN AR R K S i # . T LU i WER EWP 13
Ak, T AR Y A a3, R MRS R 22 AR o 3 Bl T TR Y e S SR, £ I T fekt B
Ko AR, e St A AR A ], DA v ki A 15t 0 v R i R A R R T Y B
Ml o 38T ) T A R YR A, R TN A% St R T U AR U/ ik HE T, U A AR A 3 R S
SN
22 WRYHF S

6, SCRETEAL G2 HDL Y REAl IS IR B3R, LA e HETE S 2 0% i rh b Z ) L 8 AR 28 US4
LA B 5 N34 GDP Ry 48 Pt 78 5 1) EWP PEBMA R s R, © A SCHROR 22 D2 ) it AR BE R BT EW P
TE TR [ 52 21 0 52 ) S 800, AF R R H 22 B 7 A 19 J R SRSk AT R & a5 A B A e 24k o SCRRES &
Dagum H£ & 22 8024 1922 A1 Markov £ , ¥ 57 T E 38 T EW P S X Ja 22 B5 1 JEL R, I % FH 25 18] 546 48 Markov 4%
FASS A 05 2T s SERRAE , S EWP BRI T SR mE B R 22 Ak 3

3 HIERIR

3.1 WHREIE
HRAEATSE H B FIRCHE i AP, SCRE eI T 28 1N /E W RIS 42
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3.2 HIEFRIE

5K ] SBM-DEA #5350 5 4 [ 281 /N7 (19 EWP I {5 % Sciik [ 29 1 [ 30 ] 9%, #% A F8 bR % I fiE
TRTHAEATS e HER (B 1) o SCEEIETAE 5 HDUAEE T AR S IR i) 2 4 HDIL - DL A P 4B ds L 1%
EWP 8 FRIA R AFE T IRIHFE 2P kR HE 7 DA RIS Y . SCRERFSEIT BN 2011—2021 4F, PFA
fe bk A ChEZE TR Crh BT GE T RS DL R A5 T XG4
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! NI R AREA IETIRDR A AR .
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! H, X Viie % I B = =) I HE fiie HE |
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1 EWPISHRERIGE

4 WARF*E
41 SBM-DEA#&EZI
R A PEAN 7 A0 EE , DEA B9A0 i 7E T HOR TR B e 15 AL 7= R AT RE 2 5 Ab PR Z2 N8 bR A S
7 ERS A TRT RS A b I B R SCRY R EWP AR R o R SCEE A SBM-DEA #AUPEAL EWP, £ 45 LR JLA
J7 I
(DBRBEA n T (PEE AT, DMU) B X i AR Y55 B AR, vl AR Rt
X=(x;)eR™>0,Y=(y,)eR">0 (1)
B2, EWP A=Al GEPESE (P) LR N
P={(xy)lx=XAy<YAA=0} (2)
Herp A e R B R
DUM(%JO)EIW\#H?‘I@%?
X,=XA+ 5 (3)
Y,=X\A - S (4)
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HA>0,5 >0fls > 0. s e R"Hls" € REATURAHE B AL N s Fls, EWP [ p 40 F Frs

l—lzs;/x
minp=?—':' (5)
1+—>si/
+ ; ;sz Yo
XA+
Yo=YA =5 (6)

A=20,s20,5=20
H p EEWPH,0 <p < 134 J& DMU AZRAE 25505 00 Ry 43000 Ay s AR e AL HE A8 o 5 m AT s 433010 SR i A

LR RE L AN OF G a8
(2)SBM-DEA #8411 N

6*=min5=L (7)

PR (8)
J=1LA

x> xo,; <y,

y=0,A>0

Hrp 8" NEWPH. 46" > 1, P01 DMU XA &%, RIS Bm , IR T EWP 8. [z, 6" < 1, P& 1)
DMU A TCAK, B S" B AR, W3k i EWP A1

4.2 DagumERRH#%

Dagum 3£ 8 REEN SUASLJE KRB0 =353 KN 2200 (G,) (X3 2210 (G,,) F AR %5 B (G, .
XA B TR AE X IR E] 22 5 AP A el AR BRI R . Hod, XN 22 85 R0 ] — X A AN
() 3l T T) P 26 B 5 DX ) e 2 L 1) 2 AN (] DXl 2z ) e 2 P 7 2 35 A sz e 1 R X PN 90 2% Bk Tl 5 4
S SE K B g 2 T 7 A Y 2 B o S o il ik 1 g AN (A Bl T BB T 3 I S, L e AR b 3 DXl A R A
S ) L, R T — AN PEAG A X SR W ) T L el X 24 S R DX s A O R . IR, SCEER
H Dagum J£JE R BEE M E EWP B IX Ik 22 0. Dagum 38 REUE L h

=l p=1l =l

ZEEE'% ¥l

G= n (9)

Forby () o2 (i) DX i (r ) 3T WP 5 S T A8 5 0 0y AT ST EW PS4 485 & DA DX 73S %805, ()
S (h) XIS T8

2 C9) AT Ly i S DB P9 22 B A DTk (G,) | DX Sl T 4 22 B A i ik (G, ) D A2 2% 5 1) STk (G,) |, B
G=6G,+G,+G,

i=1 r=1
-l
F A — (10)
’ 2un;
j=1
Cu,:EGijpjs/ (11)
k

K (10) AR (1) K3 Y EWP 2285 (G,) X3k 22 B 1 5Tk (6,
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iily/i_yhrl
Gﬂl:"‘"rri (12)
njnh(Mj+/Lh)
anziic/(]?]%"rp/s )D]/ (13)
F(12) M (13) 2 XI A A Z [ EWP 225E.(G,,) X1 22 BE Y BTk (G,
G Si (P]3/+P/ Djh) (14)

X (14) a2 5tk (6) , (1) X (13) XX (1) P, p; = ny/n,s; = nypdinu, D, R X8 TR 2Z 18]
EWP A A XS 520
4.3 Markov §E1&EHY

SCHFIFH Markov #5445 {5t Markov $i ' 125 [8] Markov 5% , W58 EWP [ 8h A8 28 {6 Fi1 25 (A1 208
187 EWP 76 A [R)365 1 1] 14 5 RS R R R 7 1], DR R AR 23 1] b A MO G & Lkéﬁﬁ%%ﬂ’m*%&
2% JEAT I 3 T R T 1) %5 6] Markov 5% , #F — 20 B 58 4 [ 45 0 EWP 75 AN 7] & Jé By B ) It 3 % A2 . 0
2011—2021 4/ EWP 434 kA2, SR JE AR ke x k 1) S BOIR S 5L R MR SR I R I , I AR IR EWP i 25 76
W, RBARXMT

M,=—" (15)
n,
Hrp
Ny =0 ny
M=+t " (16)
n, - n

ij = fxk

K5 MK 16) M,k x b WARSHEREME AR, n, HUFSCIIN EWP 1 e 4E 00 10 RS AZ Ty e + 140
AR T A 28 IEﬂ$E§ﬁ£Z$H n, HEE /l\ﬁzl—‘ﬂ;ﬁEWPj\:l ARAS BT A 25 ] B TR 2

H M3 5 — S AT, — DR S s PR A OC, PRI 9T 4% T EW P - i B H i A 1 R A
EAHOCHK , I Hoh B & 2 R ) 1 o0 A JEIFAH EAEN], Lﬁ*ﬁﬁ?ﬁﬁﬁ’@/\ﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁ%%lﬁﬁﬁﬂ%
V), [HIRAESE Markov 4% - AN BEMEAA 75 FE B30 T AU AH EAE T, IH ORHAE S8 Markoy £ 5 25 [ 145 5, 51 H <28
(B3 5 A&, # e %5 [B] Markov B

5 {£%5 Markov 8 A A A9 52 , 55 (8] Markov 8% 1 k4~ k X kRS AERF AR, T BT 5| AZS AR AR . 3¢
E*Fﬁ%?ﬁiﬁ@Uﬁ@%ﬁ-ﬁﬁi&ﬁZlEﬂE’J*HEVEFHE??/\o 23 () JE ARLERE 1 25 [A] BT I T o] o 25 1] e
JRZERY, HRik N

Lag = zyl'wi/ (17)

Horp, Lag FRZS 1) R {H , n 3823 IRy, R 28 18] BT IR PR (R, w, 27n A5 s M AU G
HHIR T3 K36 25 18] DA 30 FR 1 A4 3T EWP RS2 IR 5 B35 . AT

n,(m)

P——Zlog%HHH{Q,Q,I(m)} (18)

=1

Hr, Q4 ' (m) Fing(m) 53 I FRIR BTy d B, PRGBS A0 MO0 R AA M8 T3 S8 74 1) DXl 2 /5 @ !
W 9 2B B IF S TR L R R R, p Wi i IR R 7 4 A, FE L B R b x (k- 1) IR R R 0 1)
e
PUB M, T B A ZS (81 G R0, PRI MR 7R, DA [ BT 1 « S0 BT BT 1 23 el Je DR 7 & R 2%
P FE AR EWP KSR i 280 50 + VARG A48 1 2 25 VR R . FE A% 48 Markov 85 (9 3560 I, %5 &
23 [RI RN, A8 255 8] Markov £ , 755125 1] Markov 56 864 [ , #R9% 45 7] G 28 6 [ 2 Y 245 6 B 114 52 1 1 4 1]
BNARFAIE
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5 #R

5.1 EWP S5 m4sE
LT EWPTEMFE AR R , SCE % JH SBM-DEA B RITFAL 2011—2021 4F  E IR T EWP, I #8535 HoAe iy [
F2S (A 4EE b )20 AR AL
0.92

0.90

0.88 F

2086 |

=0.84 |

& L
082

= 0.80 |
nE L
%0.78
2076 -
0.74
0.72 |

0.70 1 1 1 1 1 1 I 1 1 1 )
2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021

GRAIGD!
B2 £EEWP&ZE&KE

EW P IN5545 540 8] 2 fir s , TEREAS AN ,EWP M 0.8567 T[4 Z 0.73 BiHir I 7E b X 6] E R #ksh. H 20164
FUh , EWP SRS B IE [ 36 KA 3 B W RE R : 2016 4 Z i, A= AT & NS 583, A B A B AL R 5%
1%, 2016 4 2 Jo , Wi 4 AR Ak iy A e A X, A5 BRI A S R U, A R PR A S IR, B s AR A e TR R Akl
ROEERRE LR IMAES S ST A SEAZEF R, HIIF G 2K A,

I AT EWP IS5 R SCREIAETHE T IR A EWP 225 . %Fi, SR Kernel % B A 11 MU 8] 4k B2
PRITIRTT EWP [ 4 6} 2 5 Ayt ka4 (&1 3) .

B A 1
s 5 B

W

B3 EWPZZEEMIHE

H 1] 3 ], J A BE A T, EWP Y X322 AP S W ) S B ka0 JE AR T A, A% 8 LA
TR EWP B R 0 R, A R IR SN, W] /K F- EW P 3 55 Al iy A 22 R . F2 019
Bl A a2, s EWP gl s s AT T K, SR 22 TS I BUX A SRR A RN AE T
St 5 RE DR HEBCR A S BE 3T R 25 BT T IR 2 T A AR RICR  HEMTIN R T X £ 5 A 2
] 22 53
52 EWPZEEE

BT IR 281 A EWP B IR EAE , BT Dagum £:J¢ REEME EWP SR E2E 0 AR b 7 =



92 S L RN == [ QS RN S = 0T 2025 4F

TR I T DX A7 1 25 o) RUBE ik 281 AT, 48 7 25 0 E 2R IR
£1 EWPHDagumER RZH R HEIR

. . - T (%)
Ay SR DX S 25 R DX A 25 1R DX 7] 25 1R AR K ] P
2011 0.108 0.036 0.008 0.064 33.626 7.330 59.043
2012 0.113 0.038 0.007 0.068 33.677 6.020 60.304
2013 0.153 0.052 0.018 0.084 33.690 11.575 54.735
2014 0.161 0.054 0.015 0.092 33.582 9.203 57.216
2015 0.136 0.046 0.011 0.079 33.596 8.147 58.257
2016 0.175 0.059 0.019 0.098 33.493 10.680 55.827
2017 0.143 0.048 0.021 0.074 33.521 14.596 51.884
2018 0.107 0.036 0.010 0.061 33.725 9.155 57.120
2019 0.098 0.033 0.008 0.057 33.820 8.521 57.659
2020 0.103 0.034 0.007 0.061 33.526 6.891 59.584
2021 0.080 0.027 0.009 0.044 33.913 10.777 55.310

2 1A%, BA |, Dagum 38 2800 35 F R, L2011 4E 1145 0.108 K 2= 2016 4E 14 0.175 J& % 2 0.080 , 3%
R EWP X322 BE AW 4/ o XN L e RECOTAR 78 0.040 2247 /NI % 21y 5 DXk R 2L e 3R B B i
3)1,2011—2017 4 ML 0.008 3 %2 0.021, 2017 4F J5 H- 45 T 5, 20211 4 [ 22 0.009, S B 13 EWP DX 1] 22 B ELAT By
BOPERRIE . AR SLJE REUAE 0.057~0.084 )3 2l , H 25 3H N AR 2 i X s N Fn X I ] 3k Je 2R 88, i vp
FE T EW P AR DX I 2 I R AR 2 B 25 0 S8, MATTHRFOR A, DX | X sl ] A 8 8 e AR 22 1 1) -3
DR 5331°4 33.652% .9.354% . 56.994% , 7% % P 25 B DT ikoR 0 8 v T ALA M, E— DR T AR I 22
FE RS 0] HR A [R] X 38k EW P 38 S 5 22 S PR RS, DXl [B] DTk 3R A5/, A B M Xof AR DX 35 25 S il )
5.3 EF Markov $5 i) EWP 7% B2 T 7 35

HR 48 Markov % J5L G 2011—2021 4F & [E £5 Ik 7 EWP 28 8 (1 38 28 647 70 B, SCERE EWP KR53
% A A B B A5, 15 3 T B RE BEAL Gt Markov S5 FAMER R (R 2)

x2 HMIEFEEY Markov R ER

th+ 1 n 1(fIK) 2(%81%) 3(h%) 4(%55E) 5()
1(1%) 14 0.214 0.214 0.357 0.071 0.143
2(8¢M1%) 123 0.024 0.398 0.309 0.089 0.179
3(4E) 316 0.003 0.095 0.370 0.285 0.247
405w 629 0.003 0.030 0.143 0.431 0.393
5(F) 1728 0.003 0.009 0.036 0.137 0.815

2 XK NS IR JE R I EW P KT OMESR X I ZOM R 2 kol A A it 2 e RS . i 2 ml A
(1) F[E 3T EWP AR5 A IRSARE M5k, M1 ER 20 i IR, XA MR R T AR A AR i R
N 21.4% , i R AR N 81.5% , Bi B A SR T EWP BREE PR , (H UL AHERR I 22 56 28 19 K 28 o (2) FIF 45 kTl
H AR SRR AR K P R R 7K T A B BAR B RS, T S BR 2 5 A A L P 45 ey B R 3 IR X
%, X1 [0.3%,39.8% |, 1t B3 15 4 38 T EW P A7AE PR o3k , BA (AR AR R [R] ™ R ik (45 75— BEF ]
AN HBIX A 2 5 I BUB R A BEG ) , R WIS IR T EWP AP DX 2 SR AP 7 R T o (3) A4S R AR 4%
BRER LA, R BR 7 B RN 21.4% , “BAR—R" B AR IR Ny 2.4% , UL EWP (R 30T 4% i B2 AEROKF
SR THT AR o TR AR IR T 5 1 AR K P ST RS 5 “ B — 557 AR R 30.9% , “ AR —BUIR 7 i AE
WEA 9.5% , Ut EW P BRI T 4% 1) r S5 3 i B MR 3 w8 1 i S v A 1) AR K P ST A A 5 A5 — A
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B BRARME N 28.5% , i TP A BRARME RN 14.3% , I EWP tP &5 3 T 4 1) 2 KPR S T
KV 308 7 2 1 S IR TT BOABE R s R R R AR AR R 39.3% , “ R R AR AR R 13.7% , R EWP £
ol 3R T A 2 R KT 3T AR SR v T KT T A B KT IR T AR . DA IRE EWP B A [ i Y e B
K&, (4) NBS B BE AR R, M A& T EWP & A 5 0 5% B i, ME 230 28 7 2o ik, 20 IR — v 457 AR AR
35.7%, “ME— 55 i " B AR R A 7.1% , HoAth EWP Jz Az 5t G B st | MR R0, 106 W % [ 45 3k 7l 32 3] JRy s i a2
VER, & HEARAR G AR SRR, s B B MR- A/

W 2 AV e S S 4L, 7 i e 44 0 JE AR SR 4 LL, AR B4 LH, KSR 4R HL, i = SR 55 HH,. 1 e
PERIEEFRBR P = 0.01 < 0.05, 1 B #5745 7] Markov 5% % 183 H AUV HAT B X AL 58 Markov £ I AS R4S Hi fif
R 4542 DX I V1] (4 AF B S , 75t 25 6] Markov 5% B A8 56 RO MR AR E 25 9 (32 3) .

£ 3 =i Markov & B 12 F2 ML R 46 PE

N t+1
TR t " 1 P e Bl I

ik 0 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000

AR 0 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000

e R HA, g 0 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
B 0 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000

= 441 0.000 0.007 0.043 0.104 0.846

ik 13 0.231 0.231 0.308 0.077 0.154

B 102 0.029 0.422 0.294 0.088 0.167

R AR HL, HhaE 206 0.005 0.107 0.408 0.248 0.233
g 76 0.000 0.026 0.145 0.487 0.342

= 0 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000

{(i8 1 0.000 0.000 1.000 0.000 0.000

A 0 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000

e A L, g 1 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
B 0 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000

15 0 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000

ik 0 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000

AR 0 0.000 0.007 0.043 0.104 0.846

AR LL, i 0 0.231 0.231 0.308 0.077 0.154
B 0 0.029 0.422 0.294 0.088 0.167

= 0 0.005 0.107 0.408 0.248 0.233

ik 0 0.000 0.026 0.145 0.487 0.342

B 21 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000

¥ g 109 0.000 0.000 1.000 0.000 0.000

B 553 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000

= 1287 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000

M2 3 0, (1D EWP AR 5 KRS S AFTE R A S PE , EWP 7R [R] K 5t T I 2s S5 AR 22
SRR, H 5155 Markov 8% 145 525 S K, DRI mT 20 61 45 3813 ) ) EW P 7% 728 A7 7 45 [ ik v 38800 o (2) 46
KEBIF XI5 T, 0 M ZR R R TR A MR (R AE AR 55 R AE BT, A7 A8 X A 2 55 T AR X f MR
R D, 3 15 I R ) 4 TR 43 I T LA PR R SR U RS A A 00 (R BB AP AR IR 1 56 75, o R BR R B 1
150 o (3) TE fm e R XTS5 T, EWP 7K BIMER N 84.6% , = T TC X ITS 52 T 19 0%, iX Ut EWP 7K
SEAEAE “EIRFR AR " BLG  (4) X I 5% AR IR AN 46 X b5 iR 45 3 T EWP 19585 . (5) %5 [] Markov BE7F
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ANV DX T 5 RN 2 (R0 5 A 0T, 3R B A IR T EW P 4R 45 S B0k s BRI O, 25 582 (] 2 15 in
PRARTERE , BRARAS I o 000 56 6 B AR DA R A5 B2 T, U6 IA 25 SR 2 (A1 IS )5, o B A% o e 3 1 45 3 it
EWPH 5N

A% 48 Markov #E3 40 [, T 454 - (1) EWP XA MR 35 5 TR X M e 28, B RURA R 7 ke
fIE o EWP 4E45 5K S ORE S, F KN 0.4% , i 9 72.2%. (2) 438 T EWP 32 2| Ja 38 2 VT, 15 M i A 1
FRAAR T A0 B AR MERAEL, 5o 1A 39.3% , 136 HH EW P AR Ml 76 4 191 P SE BRRE 20 % i . (3) 453kl EWP H BH
AR A0 3 KT A 5 D BRI 2R A K, 3 TR AR A R AR s AR, U AR e B MR AP AR P
I3k () TERILG B Bt , EWP 82 R 7E R K-, 5 AR AR AR, RS BT, EWP AR A th 7 v i Al s /KT
VERA — 40 BAT THiss i3, EWP BA 1] i K 4 P a3

23 [] Markov BE 45 R R B, (D EWP 2 IAS AR . 25 A M B AR R 19 22 572, 76 AN [R) 23 )i ) 1 5t
T AR A B B2 5 X 5155819 Markov 75 B M350 M A7 A6 B B DX 3], iF— 2B B60E 7 Hh PR A7
PELE EWP AR RS 3o A b 1) VR FH o (2) 25 FE s A0 J5 U0 52 ], bl 2% 4 aT 60, 3T EWP ) B 5% ) 7%
BRI, —BAIE LT, EWP KV 3 R ARy 2 AR R T 1] 35 K56 8%, 1 EWP KT RRAIK , b
SN B EE T 0] = K RS o X AT RE R EWP 7R AR 25 LU A5 5 T HAT 25 1) s AN i 25 3 . (3)EWP Xt
FARMEARMA = T B85 TR A MR B, T HAFAE R oAb, BT (AR R RRAE o (4) AR AN ) 25
[E]HE 5 75 56T, EWP AR B S 5k, R A 5 75 50 T L a8 B S I, 4R A ST 30K A %00 A 2 SR TR

k4 BEBEER

RS v
1 2 3 4 5

(555 Markor LIRS 0.004 0.036 0.064 0.174 0.722
s 0.005 0.039 0.107 0.213 0.636

1 0.000 0.007 0.043 0.104 0.846

2 0.010 0.128 0.270 0.323 0.268

2% [i] Markov A 3 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 1.000
4 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000

5 0.003 0.029 0.094 0.230 0.644

6 HLSTEIL

6.1 45t

B, TS 9 HDU E EWP RN P8 AR 1A R |, 8 i3 SBM-DEA #5285 [ 35 1 i) EWP 7K
Bifi /5 {6l H] Dagum 2 )¢ 22 807 5 EWP £77E 1Y NP 2580 5 e, ffi ] Markov 85058 EWP UG RL #6429 4G
e

(DEREARBF I, T E T EWP 2808 F RS LT s, Bk 280 T34,

(2)EWP SE X i P AR H DX 38R SR AR b DX DL = M IR i O i SR A ), BV Xk 25 BE 45 /N
R 7L 28 TR T R R DX PN A DXk ), AR 2R B ) R R

) TEFEARDISEINN , 76 EWP B3RS B AR 58, & 3T EWP HoAG B0 19 A2 € P |, 25 0] Markov £ 19 1 HH
7 T T EWP RS E RN ZS [ o 5 EWP 30 1 1) T ORI S A RS IR EWP 38T A £ 7 i
T2 VUV AEXT PR o Sk PG R T AR SRR [ AR B2 ARLKCST (9 EWP 380 1) T A B AR . A ]
Markov £ 3¢ B3 1T EW P[] 1 5% ) R 558 32 40 300 T 1) 25 A, LA 255 (8] 3 HH A%00; , = EWP 3T e
HEF I R R
6.2 iYL

(DRI EWP, BURN AT LA E BOR S, AR EWP, SEPLZ Bri K A SR b 5 R AR Ak 1 ok
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AR SFA087 o o) T A 10 3 A 3 R, A DR A S R AP XA B2 T 7 s A o, PR APl Tl JA T A= A R e e
P o SRl T S A s A AR 2 SR WAL, 488 e T R A B R, SO I T AR AR o AR T M S v T AR
IR HEBh SR 0K AT T P 1 TR i

(2) 58 T A A BRCPPAR AL K 2B A PR B AFUAR R A5 i, 38 5 A S B TR0T AN X 43 A= A8
TRy v 1 2R A DCORIMIR B SR AR IX., 23 > B IX A LB 2 3, 45 B B8 A A UL, A AU A AR 3B o LA 3
ISR AR ST F AL A, PN R A e e a3, D3l mIHp 6 A JE S A il Al

(3) 51 PG G FORFEZ I RITEAE 5k KT EWP ST AR ST SR 1o i BT 29 7
STt RS, A2 2R BT A ROR TR SR E T, 08D ik BE T SRR € o S8l 3nk i i ROSR 1 BEBR DR ) 22 35 5
IR B, B BT URUR TSR o e At Sl T () A 5 50, A A8 e o Sl T R R A S AR K
Sl AT RREE T A OB
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A Study on Transfer Path Prediction of Ecological Welfare

Performance in Chinese Cities
CHEN Nian-an
(School of Economics , Anhui University of Finance and Economics , Bengbu, Anhui 233041, China)

Abstract: This study focuses on the accounting of Ecological Welfare Performance (EWP), aiming to assess
the weak links and internal disparities in achieving SDG11 at the aggregate level within regions, thereby promoting
ecological urban planning and management, enhancing the potential welfare of urban residents, and simultaneously
reducing adverse impacts on the ecological environment. Using China as a case study of a developing country, the
SBM-DEA model is employed to measure the EWP of 281 Chinese cities from 2011 to 2021. The Dagum Gini
coefficient method is utilized to calculate and analyze the spatiotemporal evolution patterns and regional disparities
of urban EWP. Finally, the spatial Markov chain is applied to reveal the dynamic evolution characteristics. The
research findings indicate: (1) The overall EWP shows a trend of initial increase followed by a decline; (2) The
spatial distribution pattern of high EWP values in Chinese cities has shifted from the western and eastern regions to
the central and eastern regions, with the overall regional disparity in EWP showing a narrowing trend, where
hypervariable density is the main factor contributing to the overall regional disparity; (3) The EWP of each city
exhibits high stability and also demonstrates spatial positive correlation characteristics, with the presence of "club
convergence", making leapfrog development difficult to achieve in the short term. The upward or downward transition
of urban EWP is influenced by the differential impacts of neighboring cities. The article will offer recommendations
based on insights from EWP, aiming to provide certain references for policymakers.

Keywords: Ecological welfare performance; SBM=DEA model; Dagum’s Gini coefficient; Spatial Markov

chain



