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Methodology and Limitations of the
Corruption Perception Index

Guo Yong & Song Wei
( School of Public Policy and Management Tsinghua University Beijing)

Abstract: The corruption perception index ( CPI) is based on the perception of corruption in each country or
territory and draws on relevant questions from a number of different data sources that capture the views of busi—
nesses and experts. The release of the CPI has attracted focus on anti — corruption and promoted anti — corrup—
tion efforts all over the world. However the CPI has its limitations. For instance it is inaccurate and does not
capture the perceived level of corruption in a country or territory. Although Transparency International has ad—
justed and refined the methodology for calculating the CPI updating the methodology in 2012  there are still
some shortcomings and deficiencies in its scientific interpretation. In addition China’s score in the CPI does not
fully reflect its corruption and anti — corruption status.
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