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Abstract: According to the panel data of 21 prefecture-level cities in Guangdong Province from 2010 to 2016,
the input-output index of agricultural production efficiency has thus been constructed, with the three-stage DEA model
adopted to empirically analyze the agricultural production efficiency of Guangdong Province. The results show that the
agricultural comprehensive technical efficiency of Guangdong province has kept improving, with the scale efficiency
being the main reason that restricts the agricultural production efficiency in most areas; the urbanization level, science
and technology and education level all exert a positive effect on the agricultural production efficiency, while the
affected area has a negative effect on the agricultural production efficiency, the agricultural financial expenditure
fails to achieve the ideal effect on the agricultural production efficiency. There is a distinct discrepancy between the
agricultural production efficiency of the Pearl River Delta and the northern part of Guangdong Province, with the

former being the highest area and the latter the lowest one of the production efficiency. A proposal has thus been made
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of the improvement of the production efficiency of each research unit, with a view to promoting the process of new

urbanization, cultivating new type of professional farmers, guiding the development of green cycle, high quality and

high efficiency characteristic agriculture, and perfecting the land circulation system.

Keywords: agriculture; technical efficiency; DEA; ecological civilization; production efficiency
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Table 1 Input-output index of agricultural production efficiency from the perspective of ecological civilization

s s R EEEY
BU S TEA AR ST, WAl B SR ATRIE, Hfr: kW
felEgE A AFRALIBRERISE, SR, BEIE . BRI A, R IR, Bebran it on, . «
FHEEA IR TGRSR S 17— BCbE . PR CE RN TR U WA MR AR, 07 b’
sty A AL bR AR BRI A VR BN, Mg TTA
WWKVEEA RGBT, [k K A ARESE, Befir: Khm?
P RAUPIEIHHEIE, ORI TNFERIIETT, WIRHT . RN IBE 06 K25, L Fet
VR RUE . VAR BRI g Sk, . A2t
gy R All Holl Ol Wl ABRECE L, MR RS, B T T

RN AR ZIERURRRAEY LR AR, FIRE AR R—AE, SBeRIEY)™ K, Sq3: ke/hm’

FHARZ 5 Qe MAHD TS Yt 2 MRAEFR GG Y RRIE , ARHAR DG STRRAR 2575 Yt AL NE 775 e dat X 1o A fe

AT Al TR ARBLRRS. Sl 1

3 SCUESHR

3.1 F—MERES% DEA EEISER

iz ] maxdea ultra 7.6 #ff, %=X (1) ffi7s BCC
BRI ARG, HRAF R A SR BT 2R B HARAL
R (E) . iR (E,) . HIBRCE (E) K
B (R, ), FEARINBR IR R 2 RIBEAL IR 22 50 1)
KM, AL R 2.

M2 AT LLE H: 20102016 4E, " A AE K
b Az 7 2l AR ZCR - BE 3 31 R 0.90, 0.92, 0.96,
0.98, MUBTHCRATF-HIER R 0.99, Rl AiHARZCE
B EHEZ A ETHESR T AR RS X
Al ARBCRFIBSCE, 2010—2016 4F, 21 NH1ZKL
T RUBSCR R F Al F AR ZCRA 19, 18, 11, 74~ R
PaLr A BARBOR G F aliF ARSI,

FEXFRUBRCRT S, DFRE, R G HARR R
A ARBOEF A, UL 2014 4E 28 207K I IR
b,

BRINE, | ARERLEE BB
EARLE ETE, 20102016 4E, Rl AR AR
BRI 510 0.90, 0.91, 0.94, 0.97, EFEH
HIHTTHIAY 90%~97% H 2 HF2: B A, 2014 4ELL
JEAO A P RCRIG R B Hidr, 2010 4R R —
ANHLIX 3 TR R 1, RIS E B AR RCE R IH
2014 4 3 TR AR 1 Ab T AR F v T A0 1 X 3 0
F 64, 2016 4FiE%] 11 14

M T4 45t DEA R 50Hr 45 R ARAT B bR B 58 AR
i EHEICSCHIBENLIR R T, A4S R AR
FLIHRR A M X A MY A 773K, T BT S — BB
B AZE R TR A



B, & AASSCUIUAR T AO A RERIEN —— LT R 71

R2 F-MBEMTFEARVEFHRRAMEL

Table 2 Agricultural production efficiency with its composition change of Guangdong Province in the first stage

. 2010 4 2012 4§ 2014 4f 2016 4F
E, E, E, R, E, E, E, R, E, E, E, R, E, E, E, R,
M 087 092 095 } 091 095 096 ) 095 098 097 ! 098 1.00 098 1
HIE 1.00 1.00  1.00 - 1.00 1.00  1.00 - 1.00  1.00 1.00 - .00 1.00  1.00 -
BRI 097 098  0.99 1 098 098  1.00 1 1.00  1.00 1.00 - .00 1.00  1.00 -
i 0.81  0.86  0.93 ! 088 096 091 ) 091 099  0.92 ! .00 1.00  1.00 -
AK5E 091 095 095 i 092 093 098 1 0.98  0.99 1.00 1 .00 1.00  1.00 -
il 093 093 1.00 1 098 098  1.00 1 .00 1.00  1.00 - 1.00 100  1.00 -
=M 088 088  1.00 1 0.88 0.88  1.00 ) 092  0.92 1.00 ! 096 097 099 1
HER 096 096 1.00 ! 097 097  1.00 ! .00 1.00  1.00 ! 1.00 100  1.00 -
I 074 074 1.00 i 077 079  0.98 ! 079 082 096 ! 087 1.00 087
k079 079 1.00 i 082 0.83 098 ) 086 087  0.99 ! .00 1.00  1.00 -
W 088  0.88  1.00 i 0.88 0.88  1.00 ) 090 092 098 ! .00 1.00  1.00 -
W 086 0.87  0.99 1 087 0.87  1.00 ) 092  0.92 1.00 ! 095 095 1.00 1
B 098 098  1.00 ! 098 099  1.00 ! 1.00  1.00 1.00 ! 100 1.00  1.00 -
PHIT. 087 087  1.00 1 095 095  1.00 1 099 099  1.00 1 1.00 100  1.00 -
WYL 091 091 1.00 } 091 096  0.96 ! 0.92 098 0.94 ! 092 1.00 0.92 1
4 091 091 1.00 } 093 095 098 ) 096 098  0.98 ! 100 1.00  1.00 -
WX 089 089  1.00 ! 0.89 0.89  1.00 ! .00 1.00  1.00 - 091 091  1.00 1
WP 091 091 1.00 ! 091 091  1.00 ! 093 093  1.00 ! 092 093  1.00 1
M 088  0.88  1.00 ! 0.88 0.88  1.00 ! 0.90  0.90 1.00 ! 096 097 099 1
VI 096 096  1.00 i 096 096  1.00 1 098  0.98 1.00 1 098 099 1.00 1
ZVF 090 090 1.00 | 090 091  1.00 | 092 093 099 ! 093 095 098 1
EB 090 090 0.99 091 092 099 094 096  0.99 097 098  0.99
e | ORISR, T RN Y, — SRR AR
3.2 SFA [EFRBIZER 5T SFA ( stochastic frontier approach ) [BIF3#r, 4550
PLSE — B B8 A28 S A it A o Bl i R AR 4 # 3
DL S AR AR B N AR R, SR frontierd. 1 4T
Fz 3 SFARBEIEIFEER
Table 3 Regression results of SFA model
5 Wb J1% A AEIN R LE TN FEh A A EC PN Alk pIR) I EE
FivibAE it Finiib s Bt it Finiib s it B it Bt it
- 585 852.440 0%** 50 473.541 0*** 2570 309.500 0*** 43.330 2% 79.194 3% 2.8072
(585 727.470 0) (2072.1577) (2570 177.200 0) (20.238 8) (15.547 8) (1.6322)
N ~3391.832 4% ~356.148 4%+ ~20 095.026 0*** —0.293 5% -0.355 6¥* -0.096 3%
S (-2779.518 7) (-4.807 6) (-19 563.438 0) (-6.420 5) (-3.9172) (3.063 2)
A 0.206 9 -0.036 0 * -0.065 1 0.000 0 0.000 0 0.000 0
(1.3532) (-2.409 8) (-0.220 7) (-1.280 8) (0.258 9) (0.719 5)
ol Py 174 830.890 0%** -3 845.396 1%%* 65 055.518 0*** 13.092 9 16.013 9** 17.345 4%
(174 829.990 0) (~589.634 8) (65 055.457 0) (12.9527) (8.520 1) (17.281 0)
. 0.634 0** 0.040 75%% 0.272 1% 0.183 4%* 0.643 5 % 0.407 2%
R
(4.5713) (4.463 8) (2.302 3) (1.804 3) (1.902 4) (3.802 4)
T, —31.566 8%+ ~3.081 5%%* —62.088 4%+ —0.001 2%%* -0.002 1#%%* -0.000 5%%**
(-3.585 5) (-6.845 9) (-5.318 6) (-6.453 2) (-5.836 0) (-4.2419)
s 24765 E+11%%% 7961 2 E+8%%* 1.115 3 E+12%%x 227.019 6*** 1007.168 3%** 50.358 7k
7 (2.476 5 E+11) (7.961 0 E+8) (1.115 3 E+12) (174.586 9) (853.209 9) (44.424 7)
0.711 8#%%* 0.595 9k 0.853 4k 0.669 8%+ 0.838 gk 0.762 3%**
’ (18.864 9) (11.205 5) (46.164 4) (15.758 7) (37.976 6) (23.3779)
log likelihood -2072.617 4 -1675.658 9 -2 141736 3 -545.820 6 -611.580 1 -414.607 4
BLER He A3 46.7829 30.341 3 106.846 1 52.807 6 111.083 4 71.688 3
e ox e R IRORTE 10%. 5%, 1% ACE FB2E; 55 H 8 4.
OMTEE 3 FR R AT, RO T 2205 F AT 0.595 9~0.853 4, HAE 1% KF &, Ui
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Table 4 Agricultural production efficiency with its composition change of Guangdong Province in the third stage

WK 2010 4F 2012 4 2014 4¢ 2016 4F

E, E, E, R, E, E, E, R, E, E, E, R, E, E, E, R,
JMM 091 094 097 i 095 097  0.99 1 0.98  0.99 0.99 1 100 1.00  1.00 -
w071 1.00 071 1 086 1.00 0.86 1 1.00  1.00 1.00 - 1.00 1.00  1.00 -
KR 088 1.00  0.88 i 097 1.00 097 1 1.00  1.00 1.00 1 1.00 1.00  1.00 -
il 0.86 096  0.90 i 096 1.00 096 1 099  1.00  0.99 1 1.00 1.00  1.00 -
K56 078 1.00  0.79 1 082 1.00 0.82 1 086 1.00  0.86 1 092 1.00 092 1
i 082 097 0.85 i 090 1.00  0.90 1 0.90  1.00 0.90 1 0.89 097 092 1
2= 085 091 093 i 087 094 093 1 088 095  0.93 1 095 097 098 1
HER 096 097 0.99 i 097 098 099 1 099 099  1.00 1 1.00 1.00  1.00 -
VLT 081 091 0.89 i 089 096 093 1 093 098  0.95 1 1.00 1.00  1.00 -
sk 085 095 0.89 1 090 096  0.94 1 092 097  0.95 1 1.00 1.00  1.00 -
W 080 092 0.88 i 0.84 093  0.90 1 087 094 092 1 097 1.00 097 1
WM 080 099 0.80 i 083 098 0.85 1 084 099  0.85 1 088 1.00 0.88 1
B 091 095 096 i 094 097 097 1 0.95 0098 0.97 1 100 1.00  1.00 -
FIVE 086 094 091 1 092 098 094 1 0.96  0.99 0.97 1 100 1.00  1.00 -
T 094 094 1.00 i 095 096  0.99 ! 094 096  0.98 ! 097 1.00 097 1
4 098 099 0.99 1 099 099  1.00 1 1.00  1.00 1.00 - 1.00 1.00  1.00 -
X 086 091 094 i 0.88 093 095 1 100 1.00  1.00 - 091 095 096 1
WP 091 1.00 091 i 092 1.00 093 1 093 1.00  0.93 1 095 1.00 095 1
I 089 092  0.97 i 0.89 091 098 1 0.90  0.92 0.98 1 095 097 098 1
VI 093 099 094 i 095 098 096 1 097 1.00  0.97 1 097 1.00 097 1
=IF 089 096 093 i 091 098 093 1 092 098 094 1 094 099 096 1
IE 087 096 091 091 097 094 094 098  0.96 097 099 097

e | FORIUBIRIMIAIR, 1 FORMUBHERT, - FORMUERI A
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