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Research on Logistics Efficiency Analysis Based on DEA

Model for Beijing, Tianjin and Hebei

YANG Yan-bo, LI Ming-fang

( School of Economics & Management, Hebei University of Science and Technology. Shijiazhuang 050018, China )

Abstract ; Logistics efficiency analysis can provide evidence for government to planning logistics in-

logistics industry development were proposed based on analysis results.

dustry, allocating logistics resources and policy making of development of logistics industry. The re-
gional logistics efficient evaluation index system is built in this paper, which makes the number of em-
ployees, energy consumption, the investment in fixed assets of the logistics industry as input indica-
tor, and quantity of shipments, turnover of freight traffic, and logistics production as output indicator
to build an efficient evaluation index system of regional logistics. Integrated relative effectiveness,
technical scale, effectiveness and high efficiency in Beijing, Tianjin and Hebei from 2009 to 2013 are
analyzed based on DEA model, which shows there exists operational inefficiency and resources waste

in the individual year in integrated relatively ineffective decision-making unit. The countermeasures of
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