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Abstract: According to the
development and the characteristics of the electric vehicle

background of industry

enterprises, this paper designs an electric vehicle enterprises’
niche status efficiency evaluation system. The empirical
analysis of China’ s electric vehicle companies using the
method of super-data envelopment analysis indicate that the
niche status efficiency is closely related to the use efficiency
of complementary assets. The support resource factors such
as the policy and financial support from government and the
innovation resource factors such as scientific research
personnel are the key complementary assets of electric vehicle
enterprises’ niche and have an important influence on the
diffusion of electric vehicle products.
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Fig.1 Electric vehicle enterprise niche status efficiency evaluation system
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Tab.1 Parameter scores of electric vehicle enterprise niche status efficiency evaluation
DMU DEERR “UOBERRR DMU BERYE “UOBERRR
8245 H4 /45 He2 B4 H2 (P Hz
El 0.59 18 0.51 18 El4 1. 29 7 1. 30 4
E2 0. 63 17 0. 60 14 E15 0. 40 24 0.34 23
E3 0.58 19 0.53 17 E16 1. 16 9 1.18 5
E4 0.94 13 0.96 10 E17 0. 66 15 0. 60 15
E5 1.18 8 1.17 6 E18 1.51 5 0. 69 12
E6 0. 48 22 0.49 20 E19 0.52 21 0.44 22
E7 0. 66 16 0.63 13 E20 0. 34 25 0.29 24
E8 0.48 23 0. 46 21 E21 1. 00 10 0.22 25
E9 1. 68 2 1. 00 8 E22 1. 39 6 1.00 7
E10 1. 00 12 0.99 9 E23 3.79 1 2.99 1
Ell 0.57 20 0.57 16 E24 1. 00 10 0. 82 11
E12 0. 22 26 0. 20 26 E25 1. 67 3 1.67
E13 1. 63 4 1.61 3 E26 0. 90 14 0. 50 19
AR ol A AR 8 T HIXE AR 1200
R E20 | ().29
| =g
E12 e .22 pr— .44
E2() ()34 EY m 0.46
E5 jumm_() 40 E6 | () 49
ES” ) 18 E26 jmmm— (). 5()
E6 | (43 Ll i 031
E19 jm— () 52 E3 m 0.53
Ell j— () 57 BTk %o
L — A — E17 i (160
El |j— () 59 S L2 —0.60
E2 ()63 A E7 |—).63
g — E1S fmm— 0.6
2 Bl :_ 0.66 E24 4.%—96
= E26 —().90 F10 —— 0.799
A E4 — () 04 = .
E10) — 1 (0 o —— 100
[ | T— E ) e —00
E21 e | ()0 E5 1.17
E16—1.16 E]6—1.]8
E5 |— 1 18 El4 m 1.30
El14 __'] 29 El3m 1.61
E22 —— ‘1.'39 E25 1.67 2.99
El18 — 1.51 E23 1
Eg - 1.63 0 1 2 3
- 1.67 X 2z
E9 m 1.63 3.79 MEE
E23 | = It 66 ” [2
. ; 5 : ) 3 BARECUESE B HERS LRE
WG Fig.3 Ranking chart of electric vehicle enterprises’
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Fig.2 Ranking chart of electric vehicle enterprises’

ecostate efficiency scores
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Tab.2 Slack variables of enterprises’ ecostate efficiency
MU BEENFERREERE/XN
P P, Ps P4 P5 Ps P7 Pg
El —51.94 —b54, 48 —40. 99 —89.12 —40. 99 999. 90 682. 71 0
E2 —65. 37 —63.23 —36.55 —58.70 —36.55 999. 90 188. 16 0
E3 —84.79 —88. 50 —41. 84 —94, 94 —41. 84 999. 90 0 0
E4 —5.87 —42.63 —5.87 —34. 96 —5.87 696. 54 0 51. 84
ES 0.47 18. 31 18. 31 —25.72 18.31 999. 90 0 169. 38
E6 —70. 40 —51. 83 —51. 83 —51. 83 —51. 83 999. 90 26. 30 0
E7 —84.01 —69. 33 —34. 39 —34. 39 —34.39 999. 90 999. 90 0
E8 —52.28 —61.76 —52.06 —64, 82 —52.06 999. 90 238. 49 0
E9 —99.99 —98. 02 —62.03 —99.98 67.92 999. 90 0 139. 56
E10 —68. 49 —70.79 —0.11 —56. 57 —0.11 802. 75 990. 65 0
Ell —68. 85 —76.09 —42. 86 —42. 86 —42. 86 999. 90 570.19 43. 59
E12 —99.21 —78.25 —78.25 —98.13 —90. 67 999. 90 0 154. 02
E13 —37.52 —3.16 62.79 —65.93 —2.69 999. 90 0 0
El4 —92. 89 —83.58 29. 36 29. 36 —75.01 999. 90 184. 31 0
E15 —59.73 —90. 43 —59.73 —85.63 —70.05 260. 99 0 999. 90
E16 15. 86 9. 35 15. 86 15. 86 —62.94 0 130. 87 999. 90
E17 —48. 49 —33.54 —33.54 —61. 86 —33.54 278.98 0 524. 55
E18 —94. 14 —96. 65 50. 98 —86.51 —14.79 84. 46 0 999. 90
E19 —69. 44 —47. 83 —47. 83 —77.09 —47. 83 36. 80 0 189. 86
E20 —91. 20 —65.74 —65.74 —84.10 —65.74 49.74 0 999. 90
E21 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
E22 —31.75 39. 00 28.76 0 39. 00 0 241. 69 999. 90
E23 279. 25 —23. 88 143. 83 0 279. 25 173.11 0 999. 90
E24 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
E25 66. 67 15. 00 —67. 40 0 —80. 00 999. 90 233.33 0
E26 —22.77 —28. 36 —81.45 0 —10. 20 0 326. 45 999. 90
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Tab.3 Slack variables of enterprises’ corole efficiency
DML “PBERNRMWER/N
P P P; P, Ps Py Py
El —51. 37 —60. 06 —48. 32 —89. 62 —48. 32 0 0
E2 —59. 42 —50. 47 —37.87 —58. 58 —37.87 0 0
E3 —84. 89 —89. 43 —47. 38 —94. 92 —47. 38 17. 04 2. 49
E4 —2.05 —47.52 —2.05 —39. 67 —2.05 0 0
E5 —38.74 68.72 20. 02 —56. 92 68.72 0 0
E6 —64.15 —50. 30 —50. 30 —67. 35 —50. 30 0 0
E7 —92.20 —81.81 —37.43 —37.43 —37.43 30. 28 9. 67
E8 —53.60 —64.79 —53. 60 —66. 87 —53. 60 12. 15 0
E9 —100. 00 —99. 85 —67.32 —100. 00 0 26. 31 5.97
E10 —68.19 —70.71 —1.38 —56. 17 —1.38 33.99 8. 42
Ell —65.47 —74.30 —42.77 —42. 77 —42.77 0 0.94
E12 —96.72 —79.78 —79.78 —99. 45 —90. 14 1.15 0
E13 —75.50 —74.52 61.48 —78.02 —6.67 13.55 5.09
El4 999. 90 999. 90 28. 87 999. 90 —14.42 0 0
E15 —66. 28 —95.25 —66. 28 —89. 36 —77.33 40. 69 5.61
E16 18. 49 5.48 18. 49 —0. 88 —60. 25 0 0
E17 —49. 25 —39.52 —39.52 —62.43 —39.52 71.57 0
E18 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
E19 —71.11 —55.52 —55,52 —77.63 —55,52 23.77 0
E20 —90.79 —71.23 —71.23 —83.64 —71.23 41.81 1. 64
E21 188. 32 —96. 76 —78.24 —98. 63 —87.66 0 0
E22 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
E23 999. 90 139.13 457. 75 0 100. 00 0 0
E24 —99.76 —81.75 —17. 83 0 —83. 33 0 0
E25 66. 67 15.00 —67. 40 0 —80. 00 999. 90 0
E26 —98. 87 —58.18 —82.07 0 —50. 00 0 0
BEMEREIR AR R R SRR BOR BE IR = B IR S
4 ZEig Al A AR T  S B T M VT =, 4 P Bl
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