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The Efficiency Gap of Chinese Provincial Governments” Cultural

Expenditures and Its Influencing Factors

LIU Peng',DENG Kaiwen®
(1.School of Economics and Management ,Southwest Jiaotong University ,Chengdu 610031 China;

2.8chool of Economics and Management ,Shandong University of Science and Technology ,Qingdao ,266590 China;
3.School of Economics, Shandong University of Finance and Economics, Jinan 250014 ,China)

Abstract: Based on 31 provincial panel data from 2003 to 2013, applying data envelopment analysis (DEA) and stochastic frontier a-

nalysis (SFA) ,the efficiency of fiscal cultural expenditures is evaluated. To justify the evaluate result, the significance testing and con-

vergence are analyzed.The results show that the efficiency of expenditures measured by DEA and SFA is low, and the results of two

methods are remarkable different,but they have a high corelation each other and do not present catching up effect.Then, the Tobit model

of panel data is constructed according to the DEA measurements, the level of economic development and population density which influ-

ence the efficiency of fiscal cultural expenditures are analyzed, and the reasons for the efficiency gap of provincial governments” cultural

expenditures are found.

Key Words: Efficiency of fiscal cultural expenditures; Data envelopment analysis; Stochastic frontier analysis; Tobit model of panel

data
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