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Abstract

In this paper, it selects 26 green-food-agricultural-leading enterprises as sample, uses DEA me-
thod to measure green-food-agricultural-leading enterprises’ technical efficiency (TE) and changes
in total factor productivity (TFP) in the static and dynamic states. The result shows that most of
green-food-agricultural-leading enterprises’ technical efficiency (TE) performs well; but the total
factor productivity (TFP) changes in the situation are not optimistic. Technical efficiency (TC) and
scale efficiency (SE) are the main factors. At the end of the paper, it puts forward some relevant
suggestions to improve the enterprise technology and strengthen the enterprise internal integra-
tion and industrial consolidation.
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1. 53|

TEBURSCRE T, RSO S I ARFEIA A BRI S, AW B S, =ik R v,
g 7R UET, g CIER T BEA SRR R R, ORI IR E Ol AR S RS
HEEN AR AL A = SR TR R 2K § RS O, ROl 3G 2ok R SOR 5 T &
FERRIEHEE FI[1]. 1996 44 2010 4F (1], JRFEATES: (= b 28 4 B0 BE4E BL 20.6%38 1K,
SRR AR SRR DL 25.3% I B K, Sed e AR AR DA 25.8%  BE G, 1AL 48.6% 8 K, F
AL 23%0 LI, P Hh I T AR DA 18.4% il B3 K . R 4 0 8 i el L 8 BRI R P M T G
W, AT R A A R B [2]. AR, FESRER e K R 20 i T AR B R AR E A
AP B AR BT A SR W 7 A R A ) R R 6% B G R R B RAT T R AR % R P i H K T A
gk, FEHE T AT B SR AR P AR P BUR

2. {RBIHYEER
N T A HTIRAR G i 7 RO (X288 S LRI R 3 < SCRH Charnes Al Cooper %% % £ 1978

IR DEA Zp ik AT R 7. DEA Jp 875k 3 B R BUE I %, R S5 14 %L
FEAKMRE, X5k 5.0 (Decision Making Units, DMU)BEATAE 7248 2P TR SR HLT /2 FR 718 ] DEA
T — UG — A RAE WS 2GS EE R — @V HE B RN —EfwE i g
R IMRE—EHER P o FR[3]. 1 E @ N AR 2R i, DEA H] DUR AN
FHLIC DMU LRG0 B AR AN 2 G U = VR T, FEARYE & DMU 5745 2004 77 Ji s 1 4 85 B RGLi
SE % DMU J2 7 DEA H 2. ASCHiE R CCR BLALA Malmquist 227 JI 48505 AL, 87 di (0. 2% 73 bt
B A DEAP 2.1 HHTRARS 737

1) CCR M o AN —ZH 0] LLER ) DMU 3 4 INMA R AL P2 AT R G 7 A P i i, AR AE T
I B DMU 2 AR EOR R BIT, AT LG AR RTVA T B DMU #8050 22 4 77 J A THI R A 58 Bk i)
75 3[4]-

2) Malmquist A== U A 44 . Malmquist A2 7= R e 200 il B AR AL (TC) RIeR AR L (TEC),
R TRP K EH AR SHCRIES LA ERMNE R, MRCENEH AR (PTEC) S ML A% (SEC) K
ZEAREL. Malmquist F5801) 2 it in R0~ : Mi (Xs, Ys, Xt, Yt) = TFP ch = TEC x TC = PTEC x SEC x
TC.
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3.1. BHEFKIR

ATCE S LT AR A8 P e Sk R BENLIE R T 26 ZOT R 1 et i B4k i, Rkl T
2009~2010 4 2 4R AR AR HEATHE T -

3.2. $EARIEEN

FEARFR IO A SR IERC T “ b G T8 o “RET™” UL “HEHmR” RN R,
TRH “ BN ION A CERE AR AR, M T A “3 BN 277 1) DEA AL, R
NZBRERITH, AERAHEE T NN RERA UL BN =TT HIEOL[S]: 7 H bRt
FERYE SE PRt DUREAT A 1, T R AT DRI
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2) BREHN . [UE B A B A ol b€ O R A,  RERBAE s R b SRl R 05
AR i B ) 0 P B A5 DLRT LAYE 25 FE B R AT THIR , PRGERH [ B 7 AR s .

3) SEMIBIN . BTSRRI U R A M AEAE A YA () JFARHE FE SAH IS RRA - ) IR, DR e 0
Huf R AR R

4) EENFUWN o MV S BRSO BB A EONERG AR, AT
SR A B Al S IR DL, DRI — AN ) B AR A

5) AIE . (SRNERENS R LA R E RS TR ), AT LA B SO — A T A R (RS AR DR
O, ABBARICEIREG, P LA BGS A AT B AR
4. BEE RIS

T, Lh Al SYERE, KRR SR AL TR I PR AR I A L 5 R AR AR AT A RO AL, B G
g — S A 4516 38 DEAP2.1 #FiH 5, 26 FKEEAALLE 2009 4E % 2010 4E 7] [ H R BER(TE)
BB VLR & B fRFEFR T 45 R R 1 Fom. 80, DL “Alk” ZEREAERVIARL, 4 2009 4- % 2010 4
X BRI E] 7 5 A A, FIH DEAP2.1 8 1) Malmquist 48 ZUB RS AT 00T o 5K HE 1) T B 45
BN 2 Fros.

4.1, Al ot B BRSSO
M 1 AP EATAT LS R 26 ZFEA A A URCR SE AR (- S (S 00, G 7 A m] DAAS HE DA 45

1) BEMZEBIH AR YR (TE) AR LA AR . 5 KA H R MR (TE)AE] DEA 2%, 1MH 10 K4
W AR (TEME L T 0.7,

2) ALMAEE AR R RIS R I, K2 MM AR PCRAE R B, BT U SR i3 AR 2%
RIS RiF . EESCRSE)IARIREE, R 5 KA R (SE) N DEA k. 7] WA AE
(SE)YAK, AZHIZMEARMETE) R M EEFE.

3) REZHAMAL T IR B A 21 AL TR G B, S99k 5 S b T R
FHANAZ B B o T A AR RCR AN i, BT LT ML A o] BEAZFE S “AT MV AR et oK 0 Al FBEAS 2 7
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Table 1. The average efficiency index of enterprises
& 1 A EIHERERNTEYE

firm TE PTE SE FURR

1 1 1 1 -

2 0.474 0.604 0.784 irs
3 1 1 1 -

4 0.073 0.311 0.235 irs
5 0.308 0.339 0.908 irs
6 0.328 0.558 0.589 irs
7 0.359 1 0.359 irs
8 0.87 1 0.87 irs
9 1 1 1 -

10 0.74 1 0.74 irs
11 0.514 0.69 0.745 irs
12 0.833 0.936 0.89 irs
13 0.196 0.408 0.408 irs
14 0.229 0.864 0.265 irs
15 0.164 0.388 0.422 irs
16 0.485 1 0.485 irs
17 0.461 0.501 0.922 irs
18 0.786 0.934 0.841 irs
19 0.366 0.413 0.886 irs
20 0.557 0.862 0.646 irs
21 0.642 0.697 0.92 irs
22 1 1 1 -

23 0.822 1 0.822 irs
24 1 1 1 -

25 0.375 0.461 0.813 irs
26 0.328 0.581 0.565 irs

mean 0.573 0.752 0.738

VE: 1) HARKR(TE) = 4ifiRIE(PTE) x MFEMZE(SE); 2) irs Fon kb T HUBIR BRI B, —om b T BRI A2 B 3)
L FEAR(TFP)RE) = BARMEAF(TEC) x HABES(TC) = A RFFAZFN(PTEC) x MBI RAH(SEC) x HA#EH(TC).

Table 2. Changes in enterprises’ efficiency index
& 2. A RIEIBRNERER

firm TEC TC PTEC SEC
1 1 0.871 1 1
2 1.525 0.685 1.202 1.268
3 0.711 0.978 0.745 0.954
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4 4.408 0.868 2.17 2.031
5 0.984 0.951 1.011 0.974
6 0.956 11 1.75 0.546
7 1.013 1.102 1 1.013
8 0.93 0.976 0.99 0.939
9 1 0.93 1 1

10 1.351 1.047 1 1.351
11 1.064 1.022 1.449 0.735
12 0.876 1.101 1.042 0.84
13 1.194 0.851 1.09 1.095
14 0.85 0.954 1.157 0.735
15 1.597 0.598 1.027 1.555
16 0.718 1.092 1 0.718
17 1.594 0.771 1511 1.054
18 0.188 0.701 0.539 0.348
19 1.465 0.849 1.42 1.032
20 1.002 0.975 1.16 0.864
21 0.987 1.009 0.947 1.043
22 0.283 0.573 0.675 0.42
23 0.802 0.789 1 0.802
24 1 0.867 1 1

25 0.745 1.089 1111 0.671
26 1421 0.681 0.846 1.681

4.2. ANl A% E RS ST
MF 2 AT LG HE H 26 FEEAAY & TR 8 bR BN, @il Hr el /S BL R

4t

1) &4 26 FE iRl ek, A 11 KR EAREERZNT 1, o, SRR
)R BRA Al 3 B T R R AR B T B BN, T B S AZ S T AR RN . T HL AR AR ARl
e ANV AE A FRIERE P AT REA R AF A FIBERTHOR, SBENAL R T RS A 2.

2) FEAANL AR ARRCR (PTE) M S I H M A3 B0 gt i 4RO Sk Aol LA
ML B S8 BT MVE BRACR (2 o 110 25 M O R R A2 (SEC) TR DL AN AN AR i PAAR b R RS2
FRAEN N T L) A BARBCRAZF(TEC) K L ZU MR K . AT & BRI 225 (SEC)TE L AT 4 = A
RAFWE, FIRERH “AM AL M AT MBS K" P SR EHT )& -

3) A (TEP)AR S J5 1 0 M A B AL A BOR R AR Bl (TC) e ) 24 4 B3 A 7 R AR Bl ) o
BELRIER, P DAl 51 BOR MU SR A BE I R THEOAR Oy S ]

5. ELAXR
i B A B AR R AR Bl (TC) AR R 3 AL 5 (SEC) A T Bl 4 BEZ A 77 3 (TFP) R R
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FERE, Aol rE LG R & ROZAE B R AR R .

1) INSEEAR G A A ERR, REEARE . B ROZ 5 R IR S R AR A, S AT
BAREHEM, J H bt —B 580 AA RS RS, BUEAA ARSI RE I ER K
BRSNS OB AR IR, MR SRNEEE ST, Ja, W RZ% o ) 7
HYL, KENE SN RIE, 32 B SR+ .

2) ERAT NS, BURSEE AR . BUN B %K) SR g (i AT 885 AR, 7RI
TR G TR, AT HAT IS o AR5 Al BZ AW B RO A = G B B Rl
HE SIBE o X T IRLLAb T MR IR B i Ak, RAZ MR . A TAS R+ bl A HE & 25 8k
A R

3) Mhr il NS, ORI AR AR MR . X T A AR BRI A, AbATTZ RS = Al
PRNE SRR B, KT Rk . ORI B, 3 TR UE R ARG i Sk A% B . IR HA%
WE S, BhNELESHETFE, FTAOM. ERSEHEACFREEANRNEEREAR, a8
HIKF.
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