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The Dual Hficiency Loss o Sate-Owned
Enter prises and Economic Growth

Liu Ruiming and Shi Lei
(CCES, Fudan Universty)

Abgract : The Sate-Ownned Enterprises (SOEs) dficiency loss can be divided into two kinds: Firg is the dficiency loss of the
SOEs,Seoond is the further dficiency loss brought about by the OEs’ dficiency loss itsdf. On the bads of the sunvive
predicament of the SOEs this pgper introduces a new concept of Boconomic growth cumbrance” to invedigate the SOES  dficiency
loss again. The view developed in our paper is that the SOEs db ot only have dficiency loss in itsdf but d drag the Private
enteprises  (PES) development because of the government protection on the SOEs, and the whole ecoromic gronth would be
dragged. The direction we indicate is thet it is a inevitable way to take further gep in the SOEs rform.
Key Words: Hfidency of SOEs; Surnvive Predicament; Government Protection; St Budget Condraint; Ecoromic Gowth
Cumbrance
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