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Efficiency and Equity from the Perspective ofW elfare Econan ics
LU W en - hui
( School of E conam ics Nanjing Un wersity of F inance and Econom ics Nanjing 210003 China)

Abstract A t present efficency and equity are a hotspot topic There are a bt of argunents conceming the connotation rehtion and
comb natbn m ode of efficiency and equity in the heortical circle of our country. The paper tries to e epret it fran a new perspective
- —welfare economics The author hinks first both mcome distrbutbn equity and scial equily should be valied second ralizing
the optim al combination of efficiency and equity needs the coordnation ofmatket and the govemmens thid our countiy should attach
the sane mportance to efficiency and equity
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