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Measuring health system efficiency: A cross-country non-parametric approach
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[ Abstract] Objective: To assess health systems efficiency by cross-country benchmarking method. Methods
The traditional Data Envelopment Analysis ( DEA) method are modified to cope with negative ratio outputs. Resulis;
DEA finds thirty-six efficient health systems, and among them 17 are Asian countries, including China. The 20 most
inefficient countries are nearly all Sub-Sahara countries. Conclusion; Assessment of health system efficiency using
DEA is a process of finding the most suitable benchmarks for the evaluated country. China’ s health system is as-

sessed as being efficient.
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