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Abstract: Undesirable outputs, such as carbon emissions and loss of property due to traffic
accidents, hold great significance for the sustainable development of the transport industry. In this
study, we applied a super-efficiency data envelopment analysis model with a slack-based measure
(Super-SBM DEA) considering undesirable outputs to measure the integrated transport efficiency
(ITE) of 31 provinces in China during the period of 2009-2016. Following this, we used a spatial
autocorrelation model to test and verify the spatial autocorrelation of the ITEs at the level of the
31 provinces, and further to explore the aggregating features. Finally, considering the spatial effects
that emerged, we constructed a B-convergence model to analyze the convergence characteristics of
China’s ITEs and investigate its conditional factors. The research results show that the average ITE
demonstrated a linear growth trend; the effective decision-making units (the ITE value was greater
than 1) are only 11 provinces, accounting for about 35% by 2016. The mean of ITEs was also found
to present a law of decreasing order of Eastern, Central and Western Zones. However, the Central
Zone and Western Zone have a better efficiency improvement trend compared to the Eastern Zone.
The Moran’s I index was bigger than zero, indicating that the ITEs formed a spatial autocorrelation
phenomenon. The Moran scatter plots further showed that the provincial ITEs mainly followed the
patterns of high—high, high-low and low-low aggregation. The ITE of the 31 provinces was found
to have a clear absolute S-convergence and conditional -convergence characteristics. Moreover,
the level of economic development, household per capita traffic consumption, transport industry
scale, technology advancement and transport intensity were all seen to have an important impact
on the convergence of integrated transport efficiency. It is hoped that the findings of this study may
contribute further insights and practical knowledge to effectively measuring the development level
of China’s integrated transport efficiency, and to understanding future changes in the ITE gap among
Chinese provinces.
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1. Introduction

The development of the transport industry has been a significant feature in China over past
decades. Transport not only plays a major role in the development of the national economy but is
also a key element affecting national production and distribution in all aspects [1]. Improving the
integrated efficiency of transport thus has great significance for improving the country’s regional
economic development and regional accessibility, optimizing the allocation of transport resources,
and achieving the goal of strengthening the country’s communications systems. Integrated transport
efficiency (ITE), a ratio of the actual output elements to the input of transport resources, reflects the
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operational status and development potential of the transport system. This not only provides an
important basis for measuring the development level of transport in a country or region, but also
an important reflection on the rational allocation of transport resources [2]. According to statistical
data, the traffic volume of China’s transport industry increased at an average rate of 4.75% from
1978 to 2012. This growth rate lagged behind that of the railway construction industry (59.61%),
employment (51.13%), fixed assets investment (79.5%) and energy consumption (37.82%) in the same
period. From this, it can be deduced that there exists a mismatch between transport outputs and the
inputs of human capital, materials and energy [3]. At present, China is in a critical period of building
a transport powerhouse, and China’s 13th Five-Year Plan proposed to build an integrated transport
system that is safe, convenient, efficient and green by 2020. However, China’s integrated transport
still has a problem that the construction of transport hubs is relatively backward, and the traffic safety
situation is still grim. Besides, there are continuous shortage of resource and energy constraints in
China. Therefore, it is necessary to undertake a scientific evaluation of the country’s ITE to promote
the integrated transport, and strengthen sustainable transport development.

Transport is a key factor affecting economic and social development of each province in China.
However, there are significant differences between the development levels of transport industry
among China’s provinces because of the disparities in regional economic development and imbalanced
resource distribution. An evaluation of transport efficiency is thus conducive to promoting the
efficient flow of transport resources and optimal allocation across these regions. Moreover, given
that transport plays an important role in promoting regional development and enabling various
resource elements to flow between the provinces, it is necessary to consider the relationship of spatial
adjacency to study regional integrated transport efficiency. At present, China has vigorously promoted
a coordinated regional development strategy, emphasizing the promotion of the free factors distribution
and narrowing the regional disparities. Therefore, it is necessary also to undertake an examination of
spatial convergence to understand the changing trends in China’s regional transport efficiency.

In the context of sustainable transport and regional coordinated development, this study applies
a super-efficiency data envelopment analysis model with a slack-based measure (Super-SBM DEA)
considering undesirable outputs to measure the integrated transport efficiency (ITE). Furthermore,
according to the administrative divisions of the People’s Republic of China in provincial level,
the spatial B-convergence model that consider the spatial effect was subsequently constructed and the
convergence characteristics of the integrated transport efficiency of these 31 provinces were further
investigated. At the same time, the influence of external condition variables on the convergence
of provincial transport efficiency was analyzed by examining conditional -convergence. Finally,
we explored the gap of regional transport efficiency and its dynamic trend. The purpose of this study
was to provide a theoretical basis for recommending an optimal allocation of transport resources and
narrowing the ITE gap among 31 provinces in China.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. The literature review is presented in Section 2.
Section 3 briefly introduces the theoretical model and method. Section 4 presents the empirical analysis,
including the selection and pre-processing of the statistical index and data source, and the results
analysis. Section 5 put forward the conclusions and policy implications.

2. Literature Review

The study of transport efficiency first emerged in the mid-to-late 1970s and mainly focused
on Western countries [4,5]. To date, scholars have achieved rich results in studies on transport
efficiency [6-10], and the current studies tend to be conducted from two research perspectives. The first
is the study of the technical efficiency of different transport modes. For example, Barnum et al.
calculated the technical efficiency of different public transport types and put forward the way of
improving transport efficiency in metropolitan areas [11]. Carlucci et al. analyzed the general technical,
pure technical and scale efficiency of 34 Italian airports by means of the Data Envelopment Analysis
(DEA) method [12]. The DEA-BCC model was applied to evaluate the effectiveness of highway



Appl. Sci. 2018, 8, 1698 30f23

transport efficiency in the Yangtze River Delta Region, and further to analyze the problems of non-DEA
effective units from the perspective of input redundancy and output insufficiency, respectively [13].
Traditional DEA and the Malmquist index model were used to measure water transport efficiency
in the Yangtze River Economic Zone [14]. Joanna et al. constructed a DEA model to measure the
efficiency of selected European countries in terms of the transport accessibility of freight transport
by road and rail [15]. Jain et al. studied the technical efficiency of the urban rail transit system using
DEA [16]. A two-stage combination of Stochastic Data Envelopment Analysis was used to analyze
urban transportation efficiency in 285 cities of the world [17]. Tavassoli et al. proposed a novel
slack-based measure network DEA to measure the technical efficiency of airlines [18]. Fu and Jenelius
evaluated the transport efficiency of off-peak urban goods deliveries, studying transport efficiency in a
number of dimensions including driving efficiency, delivery reliability, energy efficiency and service
efficiency [19]. The two-stage DEA was used to assess the efficiency of Brazilian rail freight transport
between 2010 and 2014 [20].

The second evaluation facet has mainly focused on the environmental and energy efficiency of
transport [21-23]. For example, a non-radial DEA model was used to measure the regional energy and
environmental efficiency of China’s transport sector, considering undesirable outputs [24]. A parallel
slack-based measure model (SBM) was proposed and used to evaluate the overall environmental
efficiency of the land transport sector, individual environmental efficiencies of railway transport,
and highway transport subsectors [25]. Another study examined the energy efficiency of China’s
transport sector from 2003 to 2009 using a DEA approach [26]. Song et al. combined the super-efficiency
slack-based measure model (Super-SBM DEA) to calculate the environmental efficiencies of highway
transport systems in different regions of China [27], with a key focus on the problems of energy
consumption and pollutant emissions of highway transport.

As highlighted by the studies reviewed, thus far, the most common method used in transport
efficiency research is DEA—an effective, non-parametric method favored by numerous scholars [28-31].
The reason DEA is so frequently used to analyze efficiency is that it does not require any
prior assumptions to be made about the underlying functional relationships between inputs and
outputs [32-34]. The traditional DEA model has also been gradually improved and innovated upon.
For example, a slack-based measure DEA model was used to analyze the efficiency of China’s transport
sector in 2009 [35]. Based on the DEA method, another study assessed road transport efficiency by
using the value added of the road transport industry and passenger and cargo turnover as outputs,
finding clear regional differences in the efficiency of road transport [36]. Other research has also taken
the added value of the road transport industry, passenger volume, freight and turnover as outputs to
measure road transport efficiency [37]. Working from an input-output perspective, Wu et al. used the
three-stage DEA model to measure the integrated transport efficiency of China’s provinces in 2013
and further analyzed the spatial cluster characteristics, which mainly focuses on the impact of random
environments on efficiency [38].

However, all of the aforementioned studies have ignored the fact that transport not only brings
significant economic benefits to society but can also lead to environmental and social problems (e.g.,
excessive energy consumption, air pollution, carbon emissions, accidents and congestion) [39].

According to the relevant statistics, the total energy consumption required by the global transport
system rose from 23% in 1973 to 28% in 2012. Moreover, in 2050, as much as 30-50% of total CO,
emissions are predicted to come from the transport sector [40]. With the rapid growth of energy
consumption and increasing emissions of pollutants brought about by transport, numerous scholars
have paid much attention to the negative effects of undesirable outputs. For instance, Wei et al.
analyzed urban transport efficiency in 285 cities across the world from 2009 to 2012, exploring efficiency
levels with a focus on productive capacity slacks including two undesirable output indicators [41].
Li et al. attempted to evaluate regional integrated transport efficiency and explored the factors
influencing transport efficiency in China, in particular considering undesirable outputs during the
period 1995-2012 [42]. However, this study merely incorporated CO, emissions as an undesirable
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output and ignored other undesirable transport outputs. Yang et al. evaluated the efficiency of road
transport in China’s provinces using the number of traffic accidents and carbon dioxide emissions from
the energy consumption of road transport as undesired outputs, finding the level of road transport
efficiency to be generally low [43]. The limitation of this study is that it only discussed the efficiency of
road transport, ignoring the measurement of the efficiency of other modes of transport. With advances
being made in the construction of China’s transport powerhouse, the development of high-speed
railways and the gradual improvement of the country’s road network infrastructure have grown
increasingly rapidly. Therefore, a measurement of transport efficiency should consider all modes
of transport.

Combining the above analysis, some scholars have introduced undesirable outputs into their
DEA models for the purpose of evaluating transport efficiency. However, there still exist certain
deficiencies in the selection of indicators and evaluation methods that make it impossible to measure
the efficiency of transport resource allocation accurately. In addition, the aforementioned studies have
mostly focused on evaluating the efficiency of certain types of transport, and ignore the efficiency
measuring of integrated transport system. To date, there have been few significant attempts to study
the effect of differences in the efficiency of various transport modes over time in different areas, and the
impact of the geographic spatial effect on this efficiency. In fact, some studies have considered the
convergence of spatial effects in other fields of research. For example, spatial panel data models
were utilized to investigate the stochastic convergence and f-convergence of carbon intensity [44].
Xiao et al. analyzed the convergence of innovation capabilities on different space-scales by applying
the spatial panel of the S-convergence model [45]. In addition, studies of convergence in this context
have also included economic growth [46] and per capita energy consumption [47], among other factors.
These studies of convergence provide a methodology reference for considering the convergence of
spatial effects.

Integrated transport efficiency is a key performance metric for measuring the development of the
transport industry. Based on the literature reviewed in the current section, this study selected transport
carbon emissions and loss of property due to traffic accidents as undesirable outputs, and applied
Super-SBM DEA to measure the integrated transport efficiency of 31 provinces in China during
2009-2016 and further explore its spatial convergence.

3. Models and Methods

3.1. Super-Efficiency Data Envelopment Analysis Model with Slack-Based Measure Considering
Undesirable Outputs

Data Envelopment Analysis (DEA) was first proposed by Charnes et al. in 1978 [48]. Itis a
non-parametric efficiency evaluation method that uses a mathematical planning model to calculate
the distance between each Decision Making Unit (DMU) and the production frontier consisting of
the best performing DMUs in practice, and further to calculate the efficiency score of each DMU.
However, the traditional DEA model cannot deal with efficiency issues that include undesirable
outputs. In 2001, a Slacks-Basic Measure (SBM) model based on relaxation measures was proposed by
Tone [49], which can solve the efficiency evaluation problem including undesired outputs. The SBM
method, which is non-radial, can deal with input/output slacks directly and eliminate the radial and
oriented deviation [50].

In efficiency evaluation research field, there appear certain DMUs that simultaneously have
the full efficient status (value = 1). To distinguish between the efficiency levels of these efficient
DMUs, the Super-efficiency DEA was proposed by Anderson—a model that aims to make efficiency
evaluation results more detailed and accurate [51]. In this study, we mainly considered the impact of
the undesirable outputs of transport carbon emissions and traffic accident property losses, so the SBM
model is very suitable and was chosen to calculate the integrated transport efficiency of 31 provinces
in China. Besides, Super-efficiency DEA model can help to distinguish the efficiency levels among
provinces. Accordingly, combining the SBM model and Super-efficiency DEA model, the Super-SBM
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DEA model was adopted. The Super-SBM DEA model based on undesirable outputs was constructed
as Formula (1):
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where ITE}, is the value of the integrated transport efficiency of DMUy; m, q; and g, represent the
number of inputs, desirable outputs and undesirable outputs, respectively; xj, 1+ and zy, represent the
ith input, rth desirable output, and tth undesirable output of DMUj, respectively; s; is the redundant
variable for the input; s;7 is the slack variable for the desirable output; s, is the redundant variable
for the undesirable output; 2 and b are used to denote the variables of the desirable and undesirable
outputs, respectively; y7, represent the rth desirable output of DMUj; and ylt’k represents the tth
undesirable output of DMU,.

3.2. Spatial Autocorrelation Model

Neglecting spatial autocorrelation problems may lead to errors in the estimation of convergence
analysis considering spatial effects [52]. Therefore, it is necessary for us first to use the Moran’s I index
to test the spatial autocorrelation of the integrated transport efficiency of China’s provinces.

Global spatial autocorrelation mainly reflects the overall similarity of spatially adjacent units in the
entire research area [53]. In this study, Moran’s I index was used to analyze the spatial autocorrelation
of integrated transport efficiency among 31 provinces in China. It was also used to measure whether
there exists a related influence on integrated transport efficiency between neighboring provinces.
The range of Moran’s I value is [—1, 1]. The closer the value of the index is to 1, the greater the positive
spatial autocorrelation is. Conversely, when the Moran’s I index is closer to —1, it indicates a spatial
negative autocorrelation. When the Moran’s I index is close to 0, it shows that the subjects may be
randomly distributed in space [54]. The specific calculation method used was as follows:

ny Y w;;(ITE — ITE)(ITE; — ITE)
i

(L wij) Y (ITE; — ITE)?
j

Irrg = (i,j=1,2,...,31) 2)

i i

where ITE; and ITE; represent transport efficiency in regions i and j, respectively; ITE represents
the average value of regional integrated transport efficiency; n represents the number of regional
units; and W is the space weight matrix, reflecting the spatial adjacency of regions i and j. Due to the
irregularity of the boundaries of each provincial unit, we chose the “queen” adjacency method to set
the spatial weight matrix. In other words, there is a shared edge or a shared point in the adjacent
area. Using binary weights, when i and j regions are adjacent, the weight of wj; is 1; otherwise, it is 0.
The specific formula applied was as follows:
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To ensure the accuracy of the global Moran’s I index, it is necessary to apply the Z-test to further
test the significance of the spatial autocorrelation. The test formula is as follows:

I — E(IrE)
Zipp = —VITE) 5
ITE V(o) ®)

where E(Ij7g) = 1/(n — 1) indicates the expected value; V (I;rg) = E(I?¢) — E(Iyre)? represents the
standard deviation.

3.3. Spatial Convergence Model

To explore whether the gaps in the integrated transport efficiency between the studied Chinese
provinces was widening or narrowing, this study introduced a convergence analysis. Convergence
refers to the process of the difference between the related indicators of two or more research objects
growing smaller over time. This is an important economic theory that was originally applied to
investigate the convergence of per capita income across different regions and countries.

B-convergence deems that a region with a low value has a higher growth rate than the region
with a high value, whereby, eventually, the low value region will catch up with the high value region
and a stable growth rate will be achieved across the two regions. f-convergence includes the absolute
B-convergence and the conditional S-convergence. The absolute -convergence considers that the
convergence of all units is not affected by other factors, but only depends on the initial level of
efficiency and will eventually reach the same stable state. The conditional S-convergence considers
that other external factors will affect the convergence, thus making each DMU develop according to
development characteristics and along the stable state of different path items. Based on imbalanced
development and the significant differences between the integrated transport efficiency of China’s
provinces, the absolute B-convergence was used to analyze whether the growth rate of integrated
transport efficiency in each province converges, and whether there exists a trend of regions with lagging
transport efficiency catching up with other regions with more advanced efficiency. The conditional
B-convergence takes into account the external factors affecting integrated transport in each province,
and specifically analyzes the convergence of integrated transport efficiency across the provinces under
the influence of external factors.

Most previous research has used the traditional S-convergence to study convergence, ignoring
the influence of the spatial unit characteristics on the convergence. In recent years, spatial econometric
models have been developed and applied to many fields, as these take the spatial dependence and the
spatial correlation between regions fully into account in a developing society. Therefore, we explored
the convergence characteristics of integrated transport efficiency in China’s provinces by considering
spatial effect, constructing a spatial absolute S-convergence model and a conditional B-convergence
model for the purposes of this study. The model is described as follows:

Ln(ITEy /ITE;, 1) = & + BLnITE;, + ALn(ITEs/1TE;, ) +¢ & ~ (0,07) (6)

Ln(ITE/ITE; 1) = & + BLnITE; ; + ALn(ITEit/ITE;;_,) + CeLnXy +¢ e ~ (0, (72) ?)
Ln(ITEyi/ITE;, 1) = & + BLnITE;; +9We;; 1 +w  w ~ (0,0%1) ®)
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Ln(TEit/TE ) = & + BLnTE;; + CeLnXy + yWej 1 +w  w ~ (0,0%1) )

where ITE;; and ITE;;_; represent the values of integrated transport efficiency of the tth year and
the (t — 1)th year for the ith province, respectively. A represents the spatial autoregressive coefficient,
reflecting the size of the spatial interactions in each region. ALn(ITEi:/ITE;, ,) represents the spatial lag
term of the interpreted variable. W represents the spatial weight matrix. € and ¢;; ;1 are random error
terms. Y and w are random variables that reflect the correlation between regression residual space and
spatial correlation, respectively. X} is the control variable of the conditional convergence analysis. Cy is
the parameter of the condition variable that needs to be estimated. « is a constant term and B is used
to measure the convergence of regional transport efficiency. When B is less than 0, it indicates that
that particular province contains a convergence with regard to integrated transport efficiency. In the
opposite case, this convergence does not exist.

Formulas (6) and (8) represent the Spatial Lag Model (SLM) and Spatial Error Model (SEM) of
the absolute -convergence, respectively. Formulas (7) and (9) represent the SLM and SEM of the
conditional B-convergence, respectively. By setting the dependent variable in the regression model
of spatial autocorrelation, the SLM model was used to study that a province is affected by spillover
effect of its adjacent province, i.e., the degree of influence of the impact of the variable error of each
province’s neighbors. SEM highlighted that the interactions between the provinces were comprised of
the different differences in their relative position, and measured the degree of influence of the impact
of the variable error of each province’s neighbors.

If the study object was found to have convergent characteristics, we were further able to calculate
the corresponding convergence speed 6, and the half life cycle 7, i.e., the time taken by provinces
with a low level of integrated transport efficiency to catch up with provinces that had high integrated
transport efficiency. The specific calculation formula was as follows:

_ In(1+p)
9_———?—7 (10)
T= In% (11)

where T represents the time length of the study and f is the estimated value of the convergence coefficient.
4. Empirical Analysis

4.1. Evaluation Index Selection and Data Sources

This study focuses on the integrated transport efficiency of China’s regions based on capital,
manpower and resource inputs. Considering the limitations of data availability, we further selected
three indexes as the inputs and five indexes as the outputs to evaluate the integrated transport efficiency
of 31 provinces in China during 2009-2016, as shown in Figure 1.

INPUTS METHOD OUTPUTS
capital
Fixed asset Data Envelopment desirabl . Added V.alue
investment :[\/ Analysis(DEA) esirable in transport industry
T— ‘ Passenger turnover ‘
manpower

Number of ';D ‘ Freight turnover ‘
employees

The super-efficiency DEA )
with slack-based measure Mndesirable

Carbon dioxide emissions ‘
(Super-SBM DEA)J — ‘

‘ Traffic accident property loss ‘

resource

Energy )
consumption

Figure 1. Super-efficiency slack-based measure model.
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The amount of fixed capital investment in transport and the number of employees were used
as the capital and the manpower input values, respectively. The volume of energy consumed by
transport was used as the energy input value; this is one of the major inputs in many production and
related processes, and is especially needed in the transport sector. The value added by the transport
industry, passenger turnover and freight turnover were selected as the desirable outputs and reflected
production values. The volume of carbon dioxide emissions and traffic accident property losses were
selected as the undesirable outputs.

The fixed assets investment, number of employees, added value in transport industry, passenger
turnover, freight turnover and traffic accident property loss were directly derived from the China
Statistical Yearbook [55] (2009-2016), and the energy consumption indicator was derived from the China
Energy Statistical Yearbook [56] (2009-2016). However, there were no official statistics available on
regional carbon dioxide emissions in China. Therefore, transport CO, emissions were estimated using
the method provided by the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) [57]. The specific
formula is as follows:

C=)C=YEF (i=123----- 8) (12)

where C represents total carbon emissions from various types of energy and C; refers to carbon
emissions from category i energy. E; and F; represent energy consumption of category i and the CO,
emission factor, respectively. The standard coal coefficient and CO, emission factor for each type of
energy conversion are shown in Table 1.

Table 1. Standard coal coefficient and CO, emission factor.

Energy Type Raw Coal Coke Crude Fuel Oil
Standard Coal Convers;on Factor 0.7143 0.9714 1.4286 1.4286
(kgce/kg or m?)
CO, emission factor
(kg CO, /kg or md) 0.7559 0.8550 0.5857 0.6185
Energy Type Petrol Kerosene Diesel Nz(z;t::al
Standard Coal Convers310n Factor 14714 14714 1.4571 1.4286
(kgce/kg or m?)
CO, emission factor
(kg CO, /kg or md) 2.93 0.5714 0.5921 0.4483

Note: Standard coal conversion factors of energy were derived from the China Energy Statistical Yearbook. CO,
emission factors were from the China Energy Statistical Yearbook and National Greenhouse Gas Emission Inventory
Guide (2006).

The calculation of carbon dioxide emissions by the integrated transport of the 31 studied regions
of China is shown in Figure 2. In recent years, carbon emissions as a negative external transport output
has shown a significant growth trend, with emissions reaching a peak in 2015. Although China’s
transport carbon emissions declined in 2016, in this year, emissions were still 28.7% higher than
in 2009. Carbon emissions are one of the undesirable outputs of transport which seriously restrict
improvements to integrated transport efficiency. Moreover, according to the changing trend that can be
observed in Figure 2, transport carbon emissions are predicted to continue increasing to some extent.

The statistical descriptions of the indexes are shown in Table 2.
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Figure 2. Total carbon emissions of integrated transport.
Table 2. The statistical description of input and output indexes.
Index Minimal Maximal Mean Star}da.rd
Deviation
Fixed asset investment 78.89 3516.28 918.68 643.47
inputs Number of employees 3290 635,533 178,217.08 117,576.54
Energy consumption 114.83 20,275.60 1656.10 3174.61
added value in transport industry 21.19 3209.72 892.34 676.16
desirable outputs Passenger turnover 29.98 2998.23 771.99 554.23
Freight turnover 35.34 21,801.65 4772.51 4455.83
undesirable outputs Carbon dioxide emissions 78.08 13,787.41 1126.15 2158.73
P Traffic accident property loss 290.54 10,726.59 3392.20 2255.92

4.2. Results Analysis and Discussion

4.2.1. Evaluation of Integrated Transport Efficiency

Using Formula (1), we calculated the ITE values from 2009 to 2016 for the 31 provinces,
as summarized in Table 3.

Table 3. ITE results from 2009 to 2016.

Province 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 Average ITE
Beijing 058 060 078 089 098 1.03 1.00 1.02 0.86
Tianjin 115 114 114 132 120 105 1.03 1.04 1.13
Hebei 1.07 107 107 113 122 116 123 121 1.15
Shanxi 039 039 048 052 056 068 063 075 0.55

Inner Mongolia 084 073 093 095 087 083 090 084 0.86
Liaoning 061 059 079 069 083 075 092 090 0.76
Jilin 058 049 056 054 065 061 066 073 0.60
Heilongjiang 047 042 034 035 039 047 054 0.67 0.46
Shanghai 119 128 126 120 128 130 124 1.25 1.25
Jiangsu 1.05 1.06 104 102 098 087 093 087 0.98

Zhejiang 059 064 051 057 061 065 058 079 0.62
Anhui 114 111 110 119 1.05 112 1.08 1.05 1.11
Fujian 066 058 047 054 056 067 058 0.84 0.61
Jiangxi 1.03 101 089 066 087 093 1.01 1.03 0.93

Shandong 1.09 101 102 105 078 064 079 0.83 0.90

Henan 1.03 107 113 109 1.08 109 107 1.06 1.08
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Table 3. Cont.

Province 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 Average ITE
Hubei 036 041 044 049 049 057 061 073 0.51
Hunan 051 053 064 076 1.03 1.02 104 1.05 0.82

Guangdong 065 056 065 069 063 074 073 0.86 0.69

Guangxi 043 045 060 052 065 059 0.63 0.58 0.56

Hainan 054 053 059 061 058 054 057 0.65 0.58

Chonggqing 1.05 111 116 104 112 110 113 1.07 1.10
Sichuan 041 054 068 105 094 083 081 1.01 0.76
Guizhou 1.01 104 102 103 103 101 098 1.02 1.02
Yunnan 032 039 046 077 075 089 072 0.76 0.63
Tibet 011 012 013 013 024 018 021 022 0.17
Shaanxi 045 054 059 064 078 082 0.88 092 0.70
Gansu 064 069 071 078 0.69 081 079 094 0.76

Ningxia 032 034 040 039 053 058 065 0.69 0.49

Qinghai 033 037 038 047 050 048 053 051 0.45

Xinjiang 029 038 032 039 048 045 039 047 0.40

National Avg. ITE 067 0.68 072 076 079 079 0.80 0.86

Calculating the results in Table 2, we found that the average ITE of the 31 provinces increased
over time in a straight line. However, the number of effective provinces (i.e., ITEs greater than 1) was
clearly lacking and only about 22.58% from the perspective of average ITE. By 2016, there were only
11 provinces with a transport efficiency value greater than 1, accounting for about 35%. This indicates
the need to adjust the amount of investment into the transport resources of each province as well as to
improve the effective outputs.

From the perspective of changes in integrated transport efficiency, the ITE values in Beijing,
Shanxi, Hubei, Hunan, Yunnan, Shaanxi and Ningxia showed a linear upward trend, reflecting
the gradual increase in the effective use of input elements in these regions. Among them, Beijing
and Hunan achieved the value of effective decision making units in 2014 and 2013, respectively,
reflecting the largest output of input factors. Conversely, the ITE value in Jiangsu began to decline
slightly in 2013. One of the main reasons for this was the redundant input of fixed assets investment.
The ITE has changed volatilely from 2014 to 2016 in Jiangsu. In addition, the ITE value in Jiangxi
manifests the phenomenon of first decreasing and then increasing, with a difference of 0.37 between
the minimum and maximum efficiency values. Shandong’s ITE also showed a similar change pattern
of first decreasing and then increasing. The latter’s ITE value fell from its highest of 1.09 down to
0.64 with a rate of decrease of around 42%. In 13 provinces, including Inner Mongolia, Liaoning,
Jilin and Zhejiang, integrated transport efficiency showed a fluctuating trend, but with a growth
in overall performance. ITE in Tianjin, Hebei, Shanghai, Anhui, Henan and Chongging performed
effectively during the period of 2009-2016, indicating an optimal utilization of input factors, and further
reflecting that these provinces have a favorable allocation of transport resources and are able to achieve
maximum outputs. Guizhou, located in the southwest of China, has a relatively low level of economic
development, but with relatively high transport efficiency. During the eight years covered in the
current research, only a slight decline occurred in 2015, but the evaluation of overall integrated
transport efficiency in Guizhou proved very optimistic. According to the statistics, Tianjin, Shanghai,
Hebei, Anhui, Henan and Chongqging have always maintained efficient ITE. These provinces are
role models for development. The province with low ITE should study their resource allocation
patterns and improve utilization efficiency. In Qinghai, Ningxia and Xinjiang, integrated transport
efficiency was low, but room for ongoing improvement exists for freight output. Jilin and Heilongjiang
should increase added value in transport industry to improve the ITE. For Fujian, Hubei and Guangyxi,
passenger turnover and freight turnover should be improved at the same time to promote efficiency.
These regions further emphasize the importance of an appropriate allocation of transport resources,
and of finding a solution to the challenges restricting improvements in these areas’ integrated transport
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efficiency. For example, in Qinghai Province, which is home to China’s largest inland brackish
water lake, tourism has developed rapidly in recent years. To provide convenient transport and
other tourism-friendly conditions, the investment in fixed assets of the area’s transport industry has
increased from 12.415 billion yuan in 2009 to 58.992 billion yuan in 2016. This has seen a growth
in input of almost five times, while the output increase ratio has been less than 1.5. In addition,
the undesirable outputs of transport carbon emissions and property losses due to traffic accidents also
exist, which further affect the overall ITE. For example, Beijing, the capital city, should accelerate the
reduction of carbon emissions from transport to reach effective.

To demonstrate the integrated efficiency of China’s regional transport systems more intuitively,
we took 2009, 2011, 2014 and 2016 as research years, and applied ArcGIS software to reflect the changes
of ITE in temporal and spatial distribution from the perspective of geographical spatial distribution.
As shown in Figure 3, according to the size of the efficiency value, the ITEs are divided into four
intervals marked by the different colors. It can be seen that most provinces manifested a trend of
improvement with regard to their transport efficiency. The high integrated transport efficiency can
be found in the Eastern and Central regions, indicating that transport resources in these areas have
advantages such as good geographical locations and favorable economic development conditions.
In addition, changes in the distribution of ITE lend themselves to the phenomenon of the super-efficient
provinces shifting away from Eastern and Central areas towards Western regions.

[ 0.000.50
[ 0.51-0.80
[N 0.81-1.05
Hl 1.06-1.30

2009 2011

Hl 1.06-1.30

2014 2016

Figure 3. Comparison of spatial and temporal changes in ITE.

Considering the average value of ITE of the 31 provinces from 2009 to 2016, we found it to be
distributed in the interval [0.17, 1.25]. We then divided this average into five categories. When the ITE
value was over 1.0 from 2009 to 2016, this indicated that particular region belonged to the category
of super-efficient. Subsequent values were divided into relatively efficient, medium-high efficient,
low-medium efficient, and inefficient to highlight changes in the ITE of each province during 2009-2016.
Figure 4a shows the change of super ITE values; Figure 4b presents the change of relatively efficient
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ITE value; Figure 4c expresses the change of medium-high efficient ITE value; Figure 4d shows the
change of low-medium efficient ITE value; and Figure 4e presents the change of inefficient ITE value.
In this figure, we can see the changes of ITE for each province during 2009-2016.

(a) Change of super-efficient ITE values
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Figure 4. Changes of ITE for each province.

In addition, by calculating the average integrated transport efficiency of these 31 provinces during
2009-2016, it was found that the highest average transport efficiency (Shanghai) was 1.08 times greater
than the lowest (Tibet). We then further compared and analyzed the ITE of three key economic zones
of China, in line with the administrative division of the 31 provinces (Figure 5).

As shown in Figure 6, the ITE average of three zone shows that Eastern Zone > Central Zone >
Western Zone, which is in line with the level of economic development and presence of development
policies in the three regions. In general, the ITE values of the Eastern, Central and Western Zone
can be seen to be increasing. However, the ITE of Central Zone and Western Zone have a better
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efficiency improvement trend compared to the Eastern Zone. The disparity between the Eastern Zone
and Central Zone is gradually shrinking. Changes in the ITE value of the Eastern Zone indicate
fluctuations during 2009-2016. The value is close to effective in 2016, which indicates that the use
of transport resources in the Eastern Zone is relatively high. In the Central zone, the ITE values fell
during 20092012 and then r0se from 2012 to 2016, with a growth rate of 28.57% during 2012-2016.
The ITE values of the Western Zone can be seen to increase during 2009-2016.

L

Figure 5. Division of the three economic zones.
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Figure 6. Changes of ITE in the three economic regions during 2009-2016.
4.2.2. Spatial Autocorrelation Test and Aggregation Results

The analysis of spatial autocorrelation based on the Moran’s I index formed the basis of our
spatial convergence analysis. The Moran’s I values, estimated by OpenGeoDa (1.2.0) software,
are shown in Table 4. The Moran’s I indexes during 2009-2016 were found to be greater than
zero, indicating a positive spatial autocorrelation between the integrated transport efficiency of the
31 studied provinces. The relevant statistics (Z values are all greater than 1.96; p values are all less
than 0.05) passed the significance test pertaining to spatial autocorrelation. The Z-test, which rejected
the null hypothesis that the spatial distribution of China’s provincial transport efficiency presents a
completely random distribution, and further demonstrates the correctness of the Moran'’s I results.
Furthermore, the existence of spatial autocorrelation indicates that a spatial econometric model could
be used to analyze the extent of the necessity for spatial convergence for regional integrated transport
efficiency. The integrated transport efficiency of the 31 studied provinces demonstrates significant
spatial agglomeration characteristics, indicating that the convergence of integrated transport efficiency
that considers spatial effects is both empirically valid and applicable in the current context. In addition,
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the Moran’s I Index during 2009-2014 was decreasing, indicating that the spatial autocorrelation
of positive transport efficiency weakened over time, and that the interaction between neighboring
provinces decreased. However, the value of the Moran’s I index gradually increased from 2014
to 2015, with a growing trend of a mutual influence of integrated transport efficiency between
adjacent provinces.

Table 4. The calculation results and related statistics of Moran’s I index.

Year Moran’s I Value Z Value p Value

2009 0.276 2.588 0.010
2010 0.265 2.667 0.011
2011 0.238 2.343 0.012
2012 0.240 2.384 0.010
2013 0.211 2.169 0.023
2014 0.149 1.986 0.030
2015 0.194 1.977 0.035
2016 0.201 2.181 0.023

Note: Z statistic and p value were obtained using the Monte Carlo simulation 999 times; the p value is statistically
significant at the 5% level.

According to changes in the Moran’s I Index, which were generally experienced during 2009-2016,
and taking 2009, 2011, 2014 and 2016 as key nodes containing further significant changes, we analyzed
and compared the specific changes and spatial aggregation of China’s regional ITE by constructing
Moran scatter plots to further understand the spatial distribution characteristics. To clearly show the
distribution of each province in the Moran scatter plots, we represent each province by numbering them.
As shown in Figure 7, the first quadrant shows provinces with a high level of ITE that are adjacent to
other provinces with a high value (H-H aggregation). The second quadrant highlights provinces with
a low ITE that are surrounded by provinces with a high level of efficiency, and where the difference
in efficiency between neighboring provinces is quite marked (L-H aggregation). The third quadrant
illustrates less efficient provinces that are adjacent to other low-value provinces (L-L aggregation).
The fourth quadrant shows provinces with a high level of ITE that are bordered by provinces with a
lower level (H-L aggregation). In Figure 7, we can see that, in 2009 and 2011, most of the provinces
were distributed in the third quadrant and the least were found in the fourth quadrant, indicating that
the ITE was mainly characterized by L-L aggregation. Furthermore, the provinces with L-L aggregation
features mostly belonged to the western part of China (such as Yunnan (25); Tibet (26); Qinghai (30);
Qinghai (31); etc.). However, the points in the third quadrant of 2014 and 2016 show a decreasing trend,
which indicated that low-low characteristics of transport efficiency aggregation gradually weakened.
In 2014 and 2016, the aggregation features mainly include high aggregation and low aggregation,
reflecting a general improvement in ITE and further confirming the spatial aggregation characteristics
of China’s regional ITE.

To clearly show the changes in the positions of each province’s corresponding quadrants at the
four time nodes, we summarized the specific changes, as shown in Table 5. Over time, L-L aggregation,
such as applying to Jilin, Heilongjiang, Xinjiang and Tibet, occurred in economically underdeveloped
border areas, especially in the remote northwestern regions of China. Here, economic development,
traffic location and macroeconomic policies tend to lag behind those of the rest of the country, and make
these areas have low-value in terms of ITE. In contrast, areas of H-H aggregation, such as Beijing,
Shanghai and Tianjin, have advantageous conditions that are beneficial to transport development.
These regions, therefore, have a relatively high level of ITE.
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Figure 7. Moran’s I scatter graphs of ITEs in China. Note: The provinces are numbered as follows:
1. Beijing; 2. Tianjin; 3. Hebei; 4. Shanxi; 5. Inner Mongolia; 6. Liaoning; 7. Jilin; 8. Heilongjiang;
9. Shanghai; 10. Jiangsu; 11. Zhejiang; 12. Anhui; 13. Fujian; 14. Jiangxi; 15. Shandong; 16. Henan;
17. Hubei; 18. Hunan; 19. Guangdong; 20. Guangxi; 21. Hainan; 22. Chonggqing; 23. Sichuan;
24. Guizhou; 25. Yunnan; 26. Tibet; 27. Shaanxi; 28. Gansu; 29. Ningxia; 30. Qinghai; 31. Xinjiang.
The provinces represented by blue, orange and green dots are located in the eastern, central and
western regions of China, respectively.

Table 5. Changes in corresponding ITE quadrants.

Year 2009 2011 2014 2016
Beiii Tianii Beijing, Tianjin,
Tianjin, Hebei, <) 1r}g, . 1an!1n, Hebei, Jiangsu, Beijing, Tianjin, Hebei, Jiangxi,
T Hebei, Liaoning, [ . . . .
H-H Shanghai, Jiangsu, . Anhui, Jiangxi, Inner Mongolia, Liaoning,
. > Shanghai, Jiangsu, ) . . .
aggregation  Anhui, Shandong, . Henan, Hunan, Anhui, Fujian, Jiangxi, Henan,
Anhui, Shandong, . . .
Henan Chongging, Hunan, Chongqing, Guizhou
Henan . .
Guizhou, Shanxi
]E.ieljlr}g, Sha1T1.x1, Shar}x1, H“aman, Shar{x1, Llaonmg, Shanx, Zhejiang,
Liaoning, Fujian, Heilongjiang, Zhejiang, Hubei, .
L-H . " . . . Hubei, Shandong,
. Heilongjiang, Zhejiang, Hubei, =~ Shandong, Hainan, CoTTos
aggregation - . . Guangxi, Hainan,
Zhejiang, Hubei, Hunan, Shaanxi, Guangdong, .
. . . o . Shaanxi, Ningxia
Hunan, Hainan Ningxia Guangxi, Ningxia
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Table 5. Cont.

Year 2009 2011 2014 2016
Jilin, Guangdong, Jilin, Fujian,
Guangxi, Tibet, Guangdong, Jilin, Henan, . .
L-L Yunnan, Sichuan, Guangyxi, Tibet, Heilongjiang, .] 111n,”Yunnan, Tibet,
. . - . ! . Heilongjiang, Guangdong,
aggregation Shaanxi, Gansu, Sichuan, Gansu, Fujian, Qinghai, Qinghai, Xinjian
Ningxia, Qinghai, Yunnan, Qingha, Xinjiang. ghay Amjlang.
Xinjiang. Xinjiang,
HL Inner Mongolia, Inner Mongolia, Inner Mongolia,
aggregation Jiangxi, Guizhou, Jiangxi, Guizhou, Shanghai, Gansu, Shanghai, Gansu, Sichuan

Chongging,

Chongging,

Sichuan, Yunnan.

4.2.3. Convergence Analysis

(1) The absolute S-convergence model selection and result analysis

The aforementioned Moran’s I index test demonstrated that there exist clear spatial correlation
characteristics in China’s ITE. It is now necessary to consider whether an econometric model combining
spatial effects can reveal the convergence characteristics of China’s regional ITE. Since the space panel
model is divided into a fixed effect space panel model and a random effect space panel model, the first
test was to determine which type of space panel model should be built in a general study. The results
of the Hausman test are generally used to determine whether to use a fixed effect model, to estimate
a random effect first, and to test whether to reject the original hypothesis. Then, if a fixed-effect
model is decided upon, the time, space or dual fixed effects model need to be established using
the likelihood ratio test (LR test). Finally, Lagrange Multiplier tests (LM_Error and LM_Lag) were
performed to determine whether the Spatial Lag Model (SLM) or Spatial Error Model (SEM) should be

used. The entire process of analysis is shown in Figure 8.

Convergence analysis

Traditional convergence

Should spatial effect
be consideRed ?

analysis ® analysis
A A
i
No Spatial Yes

Autocorrelation test

Spatial convergence

®

Spatial autocorrelation results based on Moran’ s 1 values

@reating a spatial panel modth
| @
1 1
spatial lag models or spatial error models
(SLM) (SEM)
®
‘ < Hausman test O ( LR test O LM test ‘
the absolute B the conditional B
convergence convergence

Figure 8. The process of convergence analysis.
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In the current study, the panel data model was tested using Matlab software. The results show
the outcome of the Hausman test (29.175, 0.0000), the LR test (514.37, 0.0001), and that p values are
significant at the 5% level. Thus, a double fixed effect model needed to be established. By conducting
the LM_Error and LM_Lag tests, the absolute S-convergence model of China’s regional ITE was then
constructed. The test results are shown in Table 6.

Table 6. Spatial correlation tests for the absolute f-convergence model.

LM_Error Robust LM_Error LM_Lag Robust LM_Lag

(p Value) (p Value) (p Value) (p Value)
9.263 7.381 5.279 4.814
(0.023) (0.0014) (0.034) (0.0038)

Note: The p-value is significant at the 1% level.

In Table 6, it is evident that neither the LM_Error nor the LM_Lag passed the significance
test, but that the Robust LM_Error and the Robust LM_Lag passed the significance test. However,
by undertaking a numerical comparison, it emerged that the spatial error autocorrelation was more
significant than the spatial hysteresis autocorrelation, i.e., the space where the absolute S-convergence.
Since the SEM was found to be better than the SLM, Formula (6) was chosen. The estimated results are
shown in Table 7.

Table 7. Estimation results of the absolute f-convergence SEM model for ITEs.

B Spatial Residual Item  Goodness of Maximum Convergence  Half Life
(t Value) (t Value) Fit Likelihood Speed% Cycle
—0.1057 *** 0.274 ***
(—4.2603) (2.961) 0.768 342.191 1.39 49.8

Note: *** indicates a 1% level of significance.

The maximum likelihood test method was used to estimate the spatial autocorrelation model,
as shown in Table 6. The obtained  coefficient was —0.1057, which is less than zero and passed the
1% significance test, indicating that there existed a significant, absolute B-convergence among the
regions’ ITE during 2009-2016. We could, therefore, further calculate the convergence rate of 1.39%.
The goodness-of-fit value indicates that the reliability of the estimation results is high. The spatial
residuals passed the 1% significance test, indicating that there was a positive correlation between the
ITE of one province and its neighboring provinces during 2009-2016. Through the empirical analysis,
the introduction of the factor of spatial effect was found to have a significant impact on the absolute
B-convergence of regional ITE, indicating that inter-regional connections and cooperation play a crucial
role in narrowing the gaps between different regions’ ITE. According to the S-convergence result,
the half-life cycle of regional ITE convergence was 49.8 years. It can thus be seen that, although there
exist certain convergence characteristics among the regions’ ITE, the convergence period takes a long
time. Therefore, the provinces with low ITE need to take a long time to catch up to the provinces with
high ITE.

(2) The conditional B-convergence model selection and result analysis

In line with previous studies, this study selected the level of economic development (led),
government intervention (gi), the scale of transport industry development (tids), technological
advancement (ta), traffic intensity (ti) and residents’ per capita transport consumption expenditure
(ptse) as conditional variables that may exert an influence over the convergence of condition § in
China’s regional integrated transport efficiency [3,41,58-60]. Regarding the data processing of these
conditional variables, each province’s Gross Domestic Product (GDP) was used to express its level of
economic development. The ratio of the local government’s fiscal expenditure on transport to the gross
value of production was used as a proxy to measure the government’s degree of intervention in the
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development of the public transport economy. The scale of development of the transport industry was
expressed via the ratio of the value added by the transport industry to GDP. Technological progress
was mainly reflected in the efficiency of energy use, which was expressed by the ratio of the value
added by the transport industry to the amount of energy this industry consumed. These conditional
variables were used to show the level of transport technology innovation and application effect of
energy saving technology. Transport intensity was expressed as the ratio of conversion turnover to
GDP. Residents’ per capita transport consumption expenditure reflects the demand for transport.
Therefore, as it affects transport outputs, it was also considered as an external factor that may affect
integrated transport efficiency.
The statistical descriptions of these indicators are shown in Table 8.

Table 8. Descriptive statistics of conditional variables.

Variable Min Max Mean Std. dev
led 441.36 80,854.91 19,416.23 0.016
gi 0.005 0.124 0.021 0.027
tids 0.02 0.10 0.05 0.016
ta 0.03 1.52 0.82 0.52
ti 0.04 0.96 0.29 0.17
ptse 1993.80 3290.60 2298.06 920.72

Similar to the process of discerning absolute B-convergence, the condition B-convergence model
of the panel data was checked and estimated using Matlab software. The results are shown in Table 9.

Table 9. Correlation estimation results of regional ITE convergence.

LM_Error Robust LM_Error LM_Lag Robust LM_Lag

(p Value) (p Value) (p Value) (p Value)
8.419 7.492 6.994 5.012
(0.021) (0.018) (0.011) (0.005)

Note: p-values are significant at the 1% level.

From the spatial diagnosis results in Table 10, we can see that the LM_Error, LM_Lag and Robust
LM_Error failed the 1% significance test, but the Robust LM_Lag passed it, indicating that the SLM
established under the condition of the convergence of ITE was more accurate than the SEM. Therefore,
the conditional B-convergence characteristics of ITE were queried using by Formula (7). The estimated
results are shown in Table 10.

Table 10. Conditional B-convergence SLM model estimation and test results.

. Double Fixed Effect . Double Fixed Effect
Variable (t Value) Variable (t Value)
B —0.385 *** Inei —0.118 ***
(—10.429) 3 (—3.075)
Inled 0.102 ** Insi 0.0198 **
(2.163) (0.207)
. 0.149 *** 0.024 **
Intids (3.516) Inptse (2.249)
) 0.214 ***
Inti (3.843) R—-squared 0.784
Adj.R? 0.318 Log-likelihood 658.498

Note: ** and *** indicate 5% and 1% significance levels, respectively.
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Using Formula (7) to investigate the results of the spatial lag model of conditional B-convergence,
the result of the B-convergence emerged as —0.385. The significance level of 1% here indicates
that there exists a conditional B-convergence of regional integrated transport efficiency in China.
The convergence rate was found to be 6.007% and 11.41% for the half-life cycle. Compared with
the absolute B-convergence, after the inclusion of conditional variables, the convergence rate was
seen greatly to improve. In the estimation results, the coefficient of government intervention (g7) was
negative and passed the 1% significance test, highlighting a negative correlation between this variable
and ITE. This implies that the greater the government’s expenditure for transport as a percentage of
GDP might make low utilization of capital input and the lower the ITE.

The relationship between the other conditional variables and transport efficiency was found to
be positive. Moreover, the level of economic development, household per capita consumption of
transport, increase in the size of the transport industry, technological advancement, and increase in
traffic intensity were also all seen to have important implications for the convergence of regional
integrated transport efficiency. Among them, the promotion of technological advancement emerged as
most significant. An increase of 1% in technological progress means 21.4% increase in ITE, which is
mainly reflected in the greater added value in transport industry in terms of unit energy consumption.
Estimates of the scale of development of the transport industry indicate that an increase in output
factors will result in significant improvements in ITE. An increase in economic development and per
capita household transport consumption will increase transport activities and demand, subsequently
promoting the improvement of ITE and changes in convergence characteristics.

5. Conclusions and Implications

This study used a super-efficiency data envelopment analysis model with a slack-based measure
(Super-SBM DEA), considering undesirable outputs, to measure the integrated transport efficiency of
31 provinces in China in the period 2009-2016. Following this, a spatial autocorrelation analysis was
applied to analyze ITE and verify the spatial correlation of ITE in these 31 provinces. Spatial absolute
B-convergence and conditional S-convergence model were then constructed by further considering
spatial effects. Based on this, the convergence characteristics of China’s ITE were examined. The study
draws the following conclusions.

Overall, the ITE of 31 provinces in China showed varying degrees of growth with the average ITE
showing a linear increase. However, the number of effective decision making units (whose value of ITE
was found to be greater than 1) was relatively few. By 2016, provinces with efficiency values greater
than 1 accounted for about 35%. This indicates that there is much room for adjustment in the amount of
investment in transport resources in each province, and that output needs to be improved. The average
ITE was expressed as Eastern region > Central region > Western region, which is in line with the level
of economic development and the presence of development policies in these three regions. However,
from the perspective of future development advantages, the Central Zone and Western Zone have a
better efficiency improvement trend compared to the Eastern Zone.

The Moran’s I index during 20092016 emerged as greater than zero, indicating that there exists
a positive spatial autocorrelation in the integrated transport efficiency of the 31 studied regions.
The Moran’s I index during 2009-2014 was found to be decreasing, indicating that the spatial
autocorrelation of positive transport efficiency was weakening, and that the mutual influence between
neighboring provinces decreased. However, the Moran’s I index gradually increased from 2014 to 2015
with an increasing effect of mutual influence in terms of ITE between adjacent provinces. The existence
of spatial correlation proves the correctness of the spatial effect introduced in the convergence analysis
and provides a theoretical basis for the choice of the f-convergence model. The results of the Moran
scatter plots constructed to depict the ITE of China’s provinces indicate that the spatial aggregation
effects are mainly characterized by high-high aggregation, low-high aggregation, and low-low
aggregation, while few provinces have high-low aggregation characteristics.
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Through our empirical analysis, the introduction of spatial effects was seen to have a significant
impact on the B-convergence of regional integrated transport efficiency, indicating that inter-regional
connections and cooperation play a crucial role in narrowing regional gaps in transport efficiency.
While China’s regional ITE contains the clear characteristics of both absolute S-convergence and
conditional B-convergence, it requires a long-term development process. Under the influence
of external condition variables, the convergence rate of the conditions was found to be faster
than the absolute convergence rate. The level of economic development, per capita household
transport consumption, transport industry scale, technological advancement and transport intensity
all contributed to the convergence of regional integrated transport efficiency.

Based on this study, some policy recommendations can be put forward for management
department. Because the improvement of ITE of each province is a systematic engineering, we should
propose some countermeasures from the supply chain view of all the factors which influence the ITE.
Therefore, it is necessary to analyze the influence factors from the input and output perspective to
increase effective output. For example, the government and transport companies should strengthen
traffic safety education to reduce property losses caused by traffic accidents, and pay more attention
to reducing carbon emissions from transport through technological innovation and upgrade vehicle
emissions standards, especially in Beijing city. Following this, the amount of input resources should
be reasonably determined according to the actual output capacity to ensure that the effectiveness
of resource utilization. For example, Shaanxi and other provinces are along the Belt and Road,
fixed asset investment should be more invested in speeding up the construction of transport hubs
and provide conditions for the development of integrated transport. Besides, different provinces
should clarify the key points of their own transport efficiency regulation, and formulate development
plans according to local conditions. For example, the ineffective provinces such as Hubei should
pay attention to the proportion of various modes of transport in the integrated transport system,
and improve the effective output of the transport industry by giving full play to the comparative
advantages of railway and water freight; the low-medium provinces should further accelerate the
optimization and adjustment of transport structure through the upgrades of railway transport and
water transport system, and the integration of road transport information resources, especially for
Zhejiang and Fujian Provinces; the medium-high provinces such as Guangdong and Hunan Provinces
should focus on the transformation and upgrading of the transport industry and strengthen the
cooperation with neighboring provinces. In addition, it is necessary to make full use the impact of
the spillover effects between provinces to jointly improve the ITE. Finally, from the perspective of the
development mechanism, the management department should give full play to the fundamental role
of the market mechanism to enhance the integrated transport efficiency.

This study took the integrated transport system as the target for an efficiency measurement
model that considers the impact of undesired output, and explores the spatial convergence among
31 provinces. In future research, we will further analyze how these influencing factors affect the
convergence of regional ITE and provide some useful measures for narrowing the gaps that emerge.
The limitations of this study lie in that the evaluation was carried only from a macro perspective and
there was insufficient distinction between technical efficiency and economic efficiency of ITE, which is
also a direction of further research.
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