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Analysis on Regional Difference of R&D Efficiency of Electronic and
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Abstract:This paper applies data envelopment analysis (DEA )to analyze on regional difference of R&D efficiency of electronic

and telecommunication equipment manufacturing industry from three aspects,such as integral efficiency,pure technical

efficiency and scale efficiency,then explores effective ways of improving R&D efficiency from input redundancy and output

insufficiency preliminarily.The results indicated that the R&D efficiency of many provinces is not high ,primarily resulting from

low pure technical efficiency ,most provinces in eastern China are in the degressive return to scale,so R&D should focus on the

rational allocation of resources. But most in central China are in the increasing return to scale,so R&D should expand

investment scale reasonably,lots of input redundancy means huge potential in economical utilization of R&D resources, also

showing that improving the R&D efficiency should rely on saving resource.
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