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Abstract

In this paper, DEA model is used to measure the efficiency of agricultural machinery in 28 prov-
inces and cities from 2009 to 2019, and analyze the changing trend and regional differences. The
results show that from 2009 to 2019, the efficiency of agricultural machinery in China showed a
small growth trend, and showed a downward trend from 2009 to 2010, 2011 to 2012 and 2014 to
2015. Then using tobit model analysis, the influence of agricultural machinery purchase subsidy
on the use efficiency of agricultural machinery is as follows: With the increasing saturation of
agricultural machinery stock, the proportion of machinery stock that is not used for agricultural
production increases and the working area of unit agricultural machinery decreases, which has a
negative impact on the efficiency of agricultural machinery use. Since 2014, the policy of the al-
lowance for purchasing agricultural machinery has been adjusted, and the subsequent policy ad-
justment had a positive impact on the efficiency of agricultural machinery. At the same time, the
efficiency of agricultural machinery is also affected by the promotion of agricultural machinery
training, regional economic development level, agricultural machinery professional cooperatives
and cross-regional operation area of agricultural machinery.
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ke A b R [ [ 0 (Y B A, Th [ 2 =20 2 DU R ) Bt P SR BEAT R 27 . PR AR %
SR, —HEARATFETRA, RE@R SRR = 1997 IR, S SRR RS 1)
SO, o AR RO AR AR TR, A 1997 4F & 2003 AR FIE R EECUR/INE . FEK K BRI AL AN T
b, BRI T NER. SHERN, B TIREAR K H iAok N RS E TR, 35
— 7 AR 257 3 /1 B R BB Y SIAMEN DG L2245 R itk S P . X A7 3
TIBERAS R HIE DA T A A, IERDX AR, B AL 48 Tk« S ” A geARolk (1 — LA 5%
BN IZ T AL . 2004 FEFE AT CAOWAUAL feidti) I HLRE 2 12 S A LA LW B AN
B ST Al Wi R A AROL 2R A A P B %6 7K1 D D) SIEORAIE [ SO B (R 22 A e
AT RAR B AR P 3o AR T BE AT+ I LAE R, AN IR S BEAAERFER YR, S S
R RWAEAR EE MRS, SEERMEA ol RAHME . AR BG4, I8 83 E Y
KA AN -

R HMe AT BT FUA KL B AN (1 SCHR, 10 2K AR — AR BOCCFF UK . Recio (2003) (118
SRR A AMERE IR RPCEE R AMAL ARG DD 1R FErE a2t [1]. N B
SR T AR MU B AN R BT T BORGE B 5, E2 O B A BN R, EEEH T
G AAHUMAL AT A AR WARUAT A2 18] (SR 5T o K% 8055 (2009) SEIE 7 M AL L AL 7K
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RIS R, BRI : RERLE 2020 S5 AR K T 175 R S5 F12) 74%, WE &K
SCRFARE L EE[2]. 5 58 (2010) 8 3k 24 2 T AR B ot AR ML LB B AN S R AT T SR . B
FifFth: FERAL R ALEE) T 2 s R R, AL b RTINS T L R I I 3]

BB E RN S Fm O HUIRES £ 1 A2 72 KPR B RO AU B AN B H 1. Rl
A G TR Y WESEHARE = RN FAE, R A AW E RN R AR
R P2 A 5o R, 2 AR UM AF 38 0= AR RR e M Ro M o (R LA 5 I U 1 DK 389 m 9
NEWE — T A T AR E RO R FEKE, LM ATUIRAT 5 1R E RO FH A R IAE A T VP
U RN =7 9 i s A 5 e 22 0 VDL e e 1 7 S 2 1 A O = S s <8 T 25 e [ T
ST T B N AME T OA BB ER T, (B R TEHSCERE L TR T R TH DL R IR )
B 0 o b 55 T BB AR AR — BRI AR R St — D s B A 2 0. B aTr . 7K 5554 (2008)
18 F AR L2 7 BT iR (DE A AL X 2001~2005 4F 4 [E 45 b X 1) AR VAL Ak 3850 S b AR 025 28 Fidb AT i1 5
ST, BHAASH: RERAURAE R RN AR S, 1. LR RS B AR LIRS 55 [4]
SCHREEERAE ORI B E AR R A, X 22 A, RO U A58 FH R A AR T 22 5

B A6 BUR O AN LI B AN BCR AT 63, T ERAN CETF AR ERH AR IRS, X
PR RN EAERESE, DLHCRIRAL R B, $e s RN 2, (RERURL K g . 4 HE(2017)
4 AR AU A B AN Wi ik 55 R AT I A Je, RO AR 04 IR 45 T 3 15 T 5 10 BT AR I 3 4
JE77, MIMSBCT A NG . FNUSECR (14 7 B0 KA T AU R 55 T 3% 1) R A A LUk A
SRS R BT T8 B R AR WAL K J JRiTHI [5]

AR B TR TR LRV AT LR ) B U B St it R e, RO AU A FH R ] AR 2 AN R b X 5
HAZRME? LOVAUIE B ANEBOR B8 m 7 AU 2k, FAERMUHLR 4?2 B it folk
HUBE) B AN AU AE F R i s fE P, SR DEA $a #0745 EE 2009~2019 42 28
BT IIANE U AE 20, R s e X IR ZE 5, P tobit [m] Y= 3L HEAT AR LV ATURR A 2 R s
TR ANV ATUIRAE FH 283 5

2. Bigoh
2.1 BARYE

Farrell (1957)%5 fix 5. Z e oxf A2 7 (8803 o) VR HH 3R AT 1 SR 23 #7, IR 8 OEAE 77 IO R340 il i g
SRR XK (price efficiency) 15 £ R 2% (technical efficiency) [6]. AT & Bl & F1 {1 1) A5 Wy e 46—
A I () 2 2 P B A R LRI 25 R BB B AR M A 2877 A A, 5 3 B AU AS R G T A — A
CAWLE T BRI A SEI I R I A 72 38, FF 58 A AN 75 B [ I 2% 18 380 45 5% 1 AR A s B
KPR DU R, B4 Wi (DEAY ) V2 N SRR, “AE=E81T7 F1 “ iAo 27
Z I ZES, EU—EMIESHOT R E, MERRE —ERAKEIRT, £5 MG f “BR
AR bR Rk B ERIRAS o B PSR I AT o0, FRATT R I AR 0] AR 43 A8 45«
AR AFRE
2.2. RALH{ERAYER

5K SRR (2008) K BEAR R L AHEEAR BRI AUAR R 3 A A 3 A 77 R AR HUE N R WA AR R bR 4] A
SCERAEWF TS NI B AR RS S E A A P RE e /A B BURE A AU SR & R 802 (crste)
& NAMMIRAE R . LG 8 AR B HARIKT T, A2 — @ AR LU R RR R, A&
WAL NN B S S PR R BLORA 2=/ .
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2.3. RUESWRSS

BNEATHDNEERS, W HLARP T RV I ESEH SR KR LT R AR
WAL AP 2 B B B EIRT TR BEA R, SRS PR AR S AR SSEEE B AR E R L E
SRANAHUAH NI B o 3] foe S AR A AR ML M At 2 (e R AR 55 AU 302 — AR B XEAT AR LS
DARME o B A AR LR DR 2 AL el i 55 4L AN H I IS 20 b A DR e Ji BT B B b 550 B i
WARRZD i — B WA B P EOVE T RSB A REBE. RO USRI A A AR

24. {ERNIBESH

ROV H U B AN ECE B 2 B istE, BRERTHRHULELACTE . sk 22, i
WABURAT G5 AR . 3R AL A 55 o BORIE R A LA 52 A2 7 AN T AHLE AR 9 B
A% ity Y BB L S A 23 B8 R A%, S SR RO AR P BOR KM B i B e, R N R 4 R
RNV ATL BB AN A 5 T AL 75 AR AL, 51 S HEOR QU k28 RO AR P SR B T+ 4
Bl T AN H A SR G T AN B AU S H B 7 i T I R AR BT T R B, AT 2 AR 7 11
TELIA, W HE R LMY F % A AOAUBOR B AR 48 AU ) ISR AU AT BORM U H 3R
WAL AU S BT Rl A A AR ALBOCR IR B 4 SR AT St e, KRB 1 B R T BE AT A
R E AL ity S Fe e SR8 B b 2B P AT AR ™ i B T W S B, (A T AR & B A TE ARk 2R 7 1Y
AR B PR N, U R R AR AL G Y Bt 2 A R in e, A AR
PEMEEORATY, R EESCBL 1 ARSI SRR AUIRAL , RO B v s 1 3 B AR M AT LA R 1 FH 280
(ER AU S A R PR 5 Bk 1T AT BE 2 51 A AN UG 07 17 ROME Ay B SR p ARl A 7 DX P PR AR
WAUBAE AL R SR EA TR LG I, BA WA AW R Pl e Bk, mTRe e M T
A A IHUMAE R LEG) ik, SECRACRHU LR s #A BOSI R RIER, 6 Hh U i AL L
PE H IS, AL AP R SEBR oK, TR, S BRI A A AN R e 2 PR (LT
2010) . 2B BAR LKAz P AN s T R BT A (R SN AL v A b A= 7 AU (1 5 e f it
RERTHR 7 dh R e R AT AR RFEEE o AL P AN R (AR A B A KR IR T R
FIAUR AR B3 Ao KK FAEAG ) A R D0 B AL it RO ZE P U, 3 B PR B AR LR B8 51 AR AR L8 8
I BUAREE R, XA 13 T BRI E 2R H AR

3. RAAHNBERMENE S5 @
3.1 HEMMERINMIERNRMES %

RSCE TR AR .4 3 W7 (DEAY S W7 7 R A WU I 65 P A R EL SR FE AR HEAT U . DEA i
T A7 R MU I I A B 7 TR R — AR A, RSP S0 5 1R B O
FTHBET, RS R AT B A IR 2 KA. HOR (0450 H7 E:(DEA)—JF L i Charnes
Fi1 Cooper (1989)FF 4 W H MK, SEAR AR — R B AR B Ay 32 Ml (A 2 50, JLR B R
LEMERDIN 7, ARG B AN G AT HHEAR, LI A AT 17 2678 LA 7T R e
TG, FFELTEHHIRAE BRI, IR G T IR i LA A 7 R BT B — BRI 3  45
SR, WA B SR TR e . B 2 S Wik £ T R, — R USRI A48 CCR
B, 53— FOR MUBHRIN TS0 BCC MU, UM HUEA n AMREEATE DMUY; (j=12,---,n), G i
BOLHA m MRS r AR, X 5 Y 0 AR R BN R A
X, =(Xe Xogoo X ) 05 Yy =(Yo Yoy ¥y ) 05 =12, CCRHIBHATL A

min &
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T X S0X,

[ A
s.t ijlljyj <Y
2,20,j=12,,n

FEBEIMNBT B FETE 55 /N & DL N fO RSt A8 s« 87, CCR ARALAE .
min(6—¢Xs, s, )

X +S =0X,

=17
LAY =S =Y,

=7t

4;20,j=12,---,n,§>0,S, >0

E oK IT DMU; HRFCRIEEL, 2, ZRFFTT DMU; LA BUE, AR AN AN LA A AT A A
BCC 7.
min (6— £Xs,, -2, )

n

4,X;+8=0X,,

=17
LAY =S =Y,

=it

4;20,j=12n,8 >0, >0
" A=1

=17

AR F g=1, s, =s =0, WPHHRERITL DMU;HR; 01, s, #0803 s; =0, UMK
HLEDMU; 558G Wik 0 <1, ULHIPR SR B0 2 AL

3.2. RLHHE AR

DEA UM, 52k (B S B M T 0 I, IR R, T DA B
(L WA, TSRS BUR O EFIRCR . PR, JRATT LB R AR LR M . STl
BB 10 A o LA RO, A SCREE T4\ 5 B0 B B4R P B (BCCH)

3.3. {EFRIEEANEIE

2004 FEAMV MU B AN BOR T AR S S i, £ 2008 fEiX —FUK CA B 5 1 4 E & U R Aol B
(). EBURSHELAR, RAVAMNEFIZRBOARKIE N, & H kR . 3] 2009 4543 [E AT AN 1)K HE
AR 124, BRGSO 175 Bl A, S kb i B B B — e s, Al 45 & sePR i oR1E
Hh g UG B Y NI IS 30 N EH, HOZ L RRSE R 2014 fE. DN TR AL MRME. AR,
KRG HERAE R HAUAL, B0 E X VEARS I, 2014 % 2015 A H I W] %, BOAR SR BT
FOI B 38N 2009 4E, 2014 45 Ay i H 25w e 1) 5 05 (1 1)

AL BAERFARN A P R A AU AR AL, FLARME AR 5= () = KR AER AT 40 i . Folr
W, WO = AR ARE B NI AR . MURR AR LU AR, BENIBAREFE: SRR Z) 7T £ RARNL
M AEL S HER LR R AR (L 1), % LHHEAR S EE 2009~2019 4 EAMEHLR T E%ED) .
HF 2009~2019 ERF 7T BN PO VA X . MG REE . W EEYEE /R E A X ROHT 5E i W e R S B R R b
MR R AFAERR 2R, SO X TN B 4 el bR H 2017 G4 [E 28 ANE FIBEEFES R R B, B
IS 2017 AR5 TUEUE S B o AR SR 24 A 28 ANE IX R G (DMU), 32 DEAP 2.1 AR B AL AL
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Figure 1. China’s central agricultural machinery purchase subsidy fund from 2009 to 2019

Bl 1. 3[E 2009~2019 FhARKRHNMEHEEE

Table 1. Input-output indicators
= 1. AP HIEFRER

Ei=pan
WUsh J1#EN MV ATUIE 530 J3 (F LA
TN RSNV ES IN A E R EBE(R)
NVIES TN ENVG IV NI NN
HLBHHAR (T2 B)
FEH HLABTHAR (T2 H)
AL AR (T2 Bil)
3.4. RS
TN PR R MG W2 2 Bis.
Table 2. Descriptive statistics of input-output indicators
3% 2. MAFFHIERER S
Ap MLIE YA FrUEZE H/ME KAE
WL 280 3832.905 3085.728 10.83 14560.84
WL 280 2704.13 3509.236 9.52 14436.91
HLUR 280 3228.284 9136.987 38.73 147291
ANV ATUIE 530 J3 (F LB 280 3473.706 2983.128 93.97 13353.02
R LA E R A E(R) 280 131.726 179.522 0.38 760.61
IV INAION) 280 1,781,366 1,676,895 12,853 6,864,639

3.5. RALHE A RIEEMELE R 2 #
S P E AN XA I A 2 5 26 1F 5 2 B IR B2 AF RO BR IR, 48 B AL i FH AN R 2
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ZAMRK. ik 3, Bk ERAE, BEA A\ RGE TRYUA G 2865 R B BER r 2K
i T EIEAN 0.610, ) e IR R 2s P # 8Xy 0.903 dRZ%imim b 1 AR AR Rk 28 T # 5
0.669. HHULTT LA, 244 AL A AT RIS AR B Wl vy, ARHLI AL S X Aok e AT 21 7 — A
FEMMAL (HIRNEE A KB A B . (HBEAE A O HERS , ARNLEOE IR . AEEOR R At
ZE 5 MA P RS 03 2 [ ) 2 35 22 St I SR AT SR RGBT R D R 25 9, 2R B Al 1] SR <5 SR PR R Y
SEFEEEET, BN S AR G RS BT K AR — PR . Hoh, HER. RigA
R A = Al B N (M) I ZR & BORFI I 335 7 1.000, AL A BoRETHY . ML, #iiT. 48
ARy 2. WAk, WEL T aF. Ol BT E NG S EARRECT 050, HAihK,
G, R WHAEEO AR R X, RE R, EEARPUERCRIK, TR EE: 28 AR
TRAT LR, 2009~2019 LZR A FEARARMAUR S 2 AL T 28 A& 18R — A, WAbE T3 06. K=
A RE A R B AEAT A ATURES [X HR 55 B A0, =48 2009~2019 4[] [X i 25 16 b T AR 43 53l Ay 4 [ 55—
I\ ARG AR AT AT BEAR T H S PR RHLSERR LTI AR . DU NTHBAE R R 17 X, ]
et TANLRAT B 25 XAF IR 5 S BER SHORRCR AR, ARl HR A Dy 1 = s
FAT BN S ATRAE, AR TR B R L.

Table 3. Comprehensive efficiency of agricultural machinery in 28 provinces and cities regions from 2009 to 2019
= 3.2009~2019 £ 28 AW X R AWML S ERYE

X Bl crste vrste scale Ho[X Bl crste vrste scale
Jbx 0.863 1.000 0.863 S 0.706 0.719 0.982

K 0976 0.980 0.996 7 0.486 0.660 0.708

mit 0436 0.479 0.911 HIR 1.000 1.000 1.000

ki 1.000 1.000 1.000 ya)i 0.690 0.803 0.864

THF 0552 0.592 0.935 e 0.566 0.606 0.900

FRER X Wi 0.462 0.567 0.815 P ERHIX = 0.316 0.468 0.669
Eizyes 0.331 0.407 0.811 it} 0.660 0.686 0.962

W& 0.347 0.355 0.977 ik 0.367 0.385 0.965

& 0521 0.828 0.620 H 0.276 0.427 0.647

¥ 0610 0.690 0.881 THE 0.444 0.470 0.940

B 0.610 0.690 0.881

WyE  0.627 0.649 0.962 T 0.759 0.769 0.987

2 0.432 0.435 0.993 AR 0.609 0.624 0.977

P 0.843 0.969 0.861 i ST 1.000 1.000 1.000

R R 0372 0.373 0.997 BE 0.789 0.798 0.988
Ak 0.456 0.471 0.970 MEFTX 0.633 0.673 0.915

#FE 0978 1.000 0.978 AR 37X 0.603 0.641 0.920

M 0.789 0.798 0.988 4 EMH 0.610 0.669 0.903

MR E R X oK, AR . AR, SRE BRI MHILF) 0.789, TR
Wik %) 0.988, XA IZIIXELE AL —. R, HA=HIXHLEEEARMFKCFHILT 0.8, 1M
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MBEACRET 0.8, X RIIMBALLE X EREFARMCR BRI, 5Tt seas K8 £l
BRRRTTH, ARACH XL R 0.798, 1M VU AR X Ak o HRARZR S EARZER MM, IXPMIRACR KRB T
B T A BORBCR AR PTG B -

MR XA RN ZE S HORRCR B Em TIRRE 7 X R XA RIS HRRCRfER
90,633 Tl 7 4 [E T4 5 0.610, TIAEARMEE 3 X I 0.603 KT 1 4xE P K X F: %
& T H A AR AR 7 X LA 3 E AR R AR A A 7 0 3 A v S B R AR M s BE I AL
e, AR AR A N T R BOHLAS VR AL ALk 57 31 7 B R AR T D

NNEEAR AU P 20 (AR A 3, 5t 4 [ 28 49 T 2009~2019 47 4 [F A KL A FH 2 <
WA S (5 2). D R)E FIAEEAR R MR, RYUE A RCR S AR R A sh a5 fR i — 5L
3 M 2009~2019 EHMEBE KT, 3 EKIE N 13%. H7E 2009~2010. 2011~2012 LA X 2014~2015
FERMIG R TRES . XS EIRERE N R, AWM ORA & H@mam, ARy R

0.9 A, A, —h & —& - & A
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0.7 W
06 W
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Figure 2. Average utilization efficiency of agricultural machinery in 28 provinces and cities from 2009 to 2019

2.2009~2019 F 28 A RHLEMMEE

4. RALATIER B AP 2R ol A 1E P R R R
4.1 BRBEWGEREEIEN

4.1.1. RBME

DEA FEXCE Il A AR, BRSR I DEA J7 S BE R AU A0, AR SOR-BRG %
FRLBA AR A SR o FO IR £ tobit ERIHE — BB ST LRI B R A LR 5 P B . B
T

Yy, = o+ fsubs, + S,training, + S,edv, + £,coop, + S.Crosser, + &,

A i A MU A 3, R R ) 42 [ 28 AN I crste FRBURE IR subsy W% O RRAS &R
ANV AU BN 3 ANV HUAE FH 2 training; 9t F5 I 9 H s edvi 9l X 2255 & JE7KF: coopy
NN AERERYIEL, crosser WANLEE X EMLEIF . f NS MR BN R, o NEEIN, &
NBEALTHRI, | RRE, t RRTF A
4.1.2. HLTEBRKIR

AV AT B AN AR A Z AR A O R AR . ©A FIWEFTH, AR U B M AE R S
BRI HBUR, R ER A =G E AT ZER .

DOI: 10.12677/sd.2023.132064 614 CIESES 93


https://doi.org/10.12677/sd.2023.132064

IR R

AV B U B AN R FH 98 F5 9 2009~2019 H1 SR BUBHLAMG 53 S8, Kot 5 AR ML 360 13k AL
(P EPR T FELED

4.1.3. {ZHITE KR

X AT 1R KPS AG 1A W SRR B B & R BB . ST RIEIMIX, F531 i
s R A T B SR A A UOR R R AR AE P2 3R . ML N, SRR R R IEHLIX A 55 50 J1 B AR Xt
B, HULsE BRI SRR, DERE AR MR, DR R GEE, bR Rk
J& o GBI E %A A GDP R oA, o LSRRI AR S 2 5 Ak KT, NI BE AT R P b A
JR0 R P Sk 38 T AR R R B AU 2%, M R KR s AR AR P23 HET 551 4R AR AL
TABHEN R F AU AR -3 LSRR N SRS S S . i N R T m o A
PR E N GO UM SRV E R AR AR RE, SRR 2R, (kR HUR

BNV MU AR IRVEIE R UL AR N BT I BT AU B, 42 AR M AR 7 3 0 AL B LA
BAERAR MG FRRE, B (e AW UL F GRS T A SR AR MU BULE 75 THT R 43 N A R
ANV HUHES B DI IFE AT o

FNVATUB AL 2310 R 55 7T LASE FEAR A MU ASE FH (1) BRAR [RIIS , B2 R ML 2R 7= 5 301 I HUBR AL R B, (i
HEAO AU R B v o AR 51 N ARV M A& VR AL RUR LS X AR AR 2 . LB &
VA2 R MR35 T B DU LI 55 9 E I3 R H S AU AE F R IR Al s BERR S, (HA
PR RABLR LS SRR L, Mg e, BRERARE SR, BASRAPWSE., Fa M sA R, mik
BB A TEA S B A . AR, POl AR P2 208 E AR R ML AR 55 (6 7 ek e LA
PRSI G B T kAl AR AR MU F RCR e e .

ML XA T AN . 2 3 O HUIR S A Ml #25 DX ATLBR A A M BT 18 M Al 55 5 T 5 56 AR b () A
WA . RHUSRATEE X AR, AT UIsEdt— B RR R AR ML IR A mAUE AR, DR L
IBE KBRS AR R ACE AL A P N EE B AR, W ok T RN E X, MoK
INA R T S RHUE P BN R A BRI T 1 KR BRI AR N g R AL
BN PG AR o

4.1.4. R MG
AR HRES TN T % 4 Fios.

Table 4. Descriptive statistics of average data of agricultural machinery use efficiency in 28 provinces from 2009 to 2019
7= 4.2009~2019 £ 28 NME MR E AR FIBIRRAR MGt

A FEA & b2 /ME wRK1E
AV B B #1 Ik (subs) 280 47896.81 3000.00 195210.00
e Bl (training) 280 8790.82 10.00 77768.01
HBIX 22 5 K e K-F (edv) 280 18466.91 939.70 107986.90
RHLE LA E+LE(coop) 280 1870.45 18.00 9048.00
AL X ARl T A7 (crosser) 280 1431.02 2.47 6357.00

42. BROFERS SR
AR B TH AR tobit AR Al 45 AN R 2 5 s
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Table 5. Panel tobit model estimation results
%2 5. TR tobit #HEEiTER

AR crste vrste scale
-0.119™ -0.100"" -0.0534™"
Insubs
(0.0209) (0.0178) (0.0169)
0.0168™ 0.0140™ -0.00329
Intraining
(0.00827) (0.00696) (0.00694)
0.1117™ 0.141™ 0.0382
Inedv
(0.0381) (0.0335) (0.0282)
0.0537"" 0.0392™ 0.0213
Incoop
(0.0200) (0.0170) (0.0157)
0.0747™ 0.0222 0.0551™"
Incrosser
(0.0178) (0.0159) (0.0126)
policy

E: O FSAHTRE R 2 gtk @ 7L 7L T8 RIFER 1%, 5%, 10%1 2 K.

4.2.1. [RYEH RIS HR

B EAR SR TR tobit A28 4 A THER A HAR %R (erste) s 2HHE AR R (vrste) FI R R (scale) 1 52
MR 2, HONT 7 (E R RS 3ok A S O Btk . 45 S F

SEUESE R K

ARV AU A I %o ML A FH 26k 3 LA S 35 B ml sl o 0 4544 BT 3R 19w sl O AT U ) B R
BN — 7370, ARNHUME FBCRR T % 11.9%. 23 ARPCE T 10%. MR T % 5%, X 3 B R K
ARER: BEE N PR, R IR TR IZ#T R, ERME TR E LR, FMNEBORT
K I ARHUAT 2 F 3G AR AR AL S K T I PGE BT . T S ECRHLRE B2 BUEA, AU AR
TR o NWTE— 2 R b2 35 M /N R AR A 7= (R P RE A R AL R, R 1RO LR
BER, EARTRVAF RN ERBRNNAE . BB,

i IX 2235 LA 7K ST o i v AR VAT LR (40458 FH 2803 7 A B S PR D ) 520 . %48 T A7 AT X GDP
BIEA EB KA 11270, Ga 0 MR 11.1%. AERSRIEE 14.1%. B K RIS LA
R BRI AT AR R S AR AR X — i 2 R AL e E Ay R0, = DYy S E L L
HARK, AR5 2N A3 BRI TB L =R ok, i ELAE A DR L M 3 30 P /N H AR K LS AR R
T 5 2 5 A0 5 ) AR M LR 2 %k R Ml 57 50 ) 5 8 P A 280 AR P ok B B 3 7 R LRI X P e R 3R
PRI A2 R T . TEGUT A LB AR XI5, R AT BRI K8 &, RALI
TSR 45 e 70 L AE R b 3t 25 BE 5 o 7E B AP HLARIE B AN ECR ARG E R, AR R0k 58 2 fm ) 22
T AT G B BRSO b B AT S (0 K b B AR AL, AR e S BE IR R B R B A A
ARV ANE B], X FE R AT A RO bR e i AR b 14 1 FH 2k 2

BTN A AR AU SR A B3 B . fHL L SERNA R In—A, RAUEF )
LR AR R IENN 5.37%. AEEARBCRIG NN 3.92%. FERF AR RHLE WA E G AL
W77, FTLASERURE A B A A RV L A& R RS A AN T TR NLES & S— R B, 7 75
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ZAFERAIUB AR B Wt B UMK 35, KOR b i 1 AR 3 P AR aS sl 1Ak
(IS Ta] ;SR AT A R R E AN UALHT B8 BrBORSERIT A 512, SR R E RN AR KT
RERGAE S MR DI RERIAOWA AT AHA S . G882, JTRE AR Fi e riRss, ftm
ARBUE IR, gifa Rkl B ] DU ARMHLR . BrHoREHET, $RTHRIUE R KT

FALEE XA X RV HURAE FBCR B IE R R0 . RALES AR AR n— T A B, RV AL S
IR 7.47% MU R 802 i1 5.51%. I I B A it 2 DX RIS B R F P b e ) 22 . sk
Z R SE /N R AR DL 28 XHUBAL AR, IR 9% 1 /N AR ML 1 46 [ A2 77 30 B A [l WSO P ], i i
FRFE A A B3 YR ) SE AN AL AOC B, 6 25\ A A e 0 8 I AR I — 2K — P /N ) A 7 Al 5 1 DXL
AL B KRR Ml St 2 IR AE AR R 1) o ] DA A B o ) SR LR R R o 224 R AR AE 573
TR RSN, RN XA A R T Al A 7 50, RN S5 A 573 sl ad b, el
R, (R 2RSS .

HES BRI AU AL BRI o BCBEARNUHET 5 I 5 KU B AN 24 9 B AR LA 5
N HEERN 7RI A IR FARST S AR A M () G4, (et B2 E AL H UL
e, AR AE" o ARMHUREARIE B IMe st T ARBUR SRR AN AR, R T AR A 8
FAEARM UL RS WL (i HIAVE B A3 RE /1, DAY B TR m AR LA 0

4.2.2. BUEREEHRL 54

M 2004 FF| 2014 4, T BUR MRS 50 SEAMVATUIR IR, RN A AR R B0 o mE g I,
73 2014 ALV L AN IA F] 2009~2014 4[] EE T, (H2 B SO a2 8mb . 2015 4,
HURAUAG “4aialE. s, (ot urorkr, EET AN SE A, HERRE R, (R, REE I AR
AU i, e LR RN A00EE B S T MR . A T BRIGKSE o R4 KM 1 55 4 W BOR 78 T 3% 103 B2
FHVER o BRI SCAE S 80 RE R il . B 3Gn 1 BCSR AR 43 RE 4UL 32 & policy, 2009 #2013 £ 4 0, 2014 4
B2 JEN 1. ERINTE6:

Table 6. Tobit model estimation results of policy adjustment effect
= 6. BURHEEY S ER Tobit A A IT4ER

VARIABLES crste vrste scale
crste vrste scale
Insubs . . .
-0.114 —-0.0983 —0.0445
(0.0205) (0.0177) (0.0164)
Intraining . .
0.0152 0.0133 —0.00507
(0.00815) (0.00696) (0.00678)
Inedv .
0.0599 0.117 0.00224
(0.0412) (0.0369) (0.0279)
Incoop . .
0.0393 0.0332 0.00118
(0.0202) (0.0174) (0.0158)
Incrosser . . .
0.0842 0.0269 0.0662
(0.0176) (0.0163) (0.0124)
policy - -
0.0636 0.0282 0.0631

H: @ FSWHFREREW 2z GitE: @ ™0 7L TOBIER 1%, 5%. 10%FH B3 K
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SEHG S5 R

R RN AR AT FH 285028 S i R R B B T RE 0, IBUR AN S 7558 R AR Y Hh e AL B U st ¢
BLASE FH 2802 (1) A ) s 3800 EH 0.119 480 0.114 X4 AR 1) 4 m] 520 22 45 HH 0.100 4874 0.098. X IS
R R R 52 24 0,053 22 0.044 o R BT LA 158 BF ) B 4 MU FRTIBCSR R RE XA LA F 2503 B AR ] 20
AR 14 J5R R AL MU B DA PR RIS BT R A FR T« HIMUS S PR AR AN W R TR 2 i AU 2
o WOR T B RB A Fr s ML G SE, R &AM, e T 2B rLAL .
4.2.3. BRREMERE

AR U AR S B IR T R AR SG,  H1F% 2009, 2018 i1 2019 —4EHEAT R, JRIARIN 45
RUNF%7:

Table 7. Results of robust test of the model
F 7. REREMRIEER

AR crste vrste scale
-0.174™" -0.147" -0.0670""
Insubs
(0.0338) (0.0264) (0.0262)
0.0191" 0.0142™ -0.00195
Intraining
(0.0104) (0.00824) (0.00825)
0.202" 0.225™" 0.0406
Inedv
(0.0595) (0.0476) (0.0349)
0.0509™ 0.0304 0.0370™
Incoop
(0.0258) (0.0212) (0.0185)
0.0490" 0.0447™ 0.0221
Incrosser
(0.0269) (0.0209) (0.0150)
policy
-0.202 -0.421 0.865™
Constant
(0.568) (0.475) (0.341)
Observations 196 196 196
Number of code 28 28 28

E: O FSAHTRERE 2 gk @ 7L 7L T8 RIFR 1%, 5%, 10%1 2 K.

B B RN N K 8

Table 8. Results of robust test of the model
< 8. WA EMRINER

A crste vrste scale
-0.166"" —-0.147" -0.0564""
Insubs
(0.0334) (0.0273) (0.0255)
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Continued

0.0159 0.0132 -0.00112
Intraining

(0.0104) (0.00839) (0.00802)

0.148™ 0.210™ 0.00126
Inedv

(0.0618) (0.0527) (0.0333)

0.0605" 0.0234 0.00913
Incoop

(0.0255) (0.0223) (0.0197)

0.0310 0.0444" 0.0360"
Incrosser

(0.0274) (0.0229) (0.0152)

0.0501" 0.0168 0.0536™"
policy

(0.0233) (0.0193) (0.0167)

0.306 -0.240 1.128"™"
Constant

(0.586) (0.529) (0.332)

Observations 196 196 196
Number of code 28 28 28

E: O FSAHTRE R 2 gtk @ 7L 7L A RIFR 1%, 5%, 10%H 2 K.

BUHRBAER 5 B8, RS EVERHAE RANT B A A o DRl 73 AL U 4 T AN U B
Tt XS 5 v AR WL ER A5 FH 203 D5 T A S VAR SR e 8 18 B A g b

5. IRGEIRRBIREW
5.1. &g

AR 6] DEA BERYHEAT AL R NS L A E o i, A (8] tobit AR FE ARV WU B
AU AL BRI . 4500 F

BARKRE, 20089~2019 “EER[E 28 44 M ARHLAE IR BAT =K T B BL,  (AA4E T8I0 K%,
RKABRIETH 20 SEBARBR GRHE AR BEAFL A, MBEAER -EA TRV E. S8R
kA= A AU P R B e, R B AN N, T AR LA ORI R AN 772 8 A 2 b T
BURAKT o 2014 £E LLFT AU B AN H R AR B A BN 55580 71« ARHLSEPRAE B AULE, AR
ey BB N S SRR AR AT ASE P 2003 7 A A ) 5

2014 4 5 3 FEBEAT AL AU BANMSECR RS, A BT R BATRASK R, SR AN S,
ARG AN, TR A R REHE RN, AL ATURROE BN T D R A R
AU S IR R AT DL+ A AU 5 FE A S, A5 13 ey 2B e O ) TR S ) 0 288 S o AR M AU A P 20 72
EmEfEM.

ANUVEHI G B2 B T R LRHE R XA 25 R R KT RHLE A A
5 DXAR L I T AR S5 RIS o AR MV AU R R IR 8] 2 e e o 3of 58 JR AR VAT A 2 7 AN 2 78 e 55 7
NG B AU A 8 P B RE KT BE DI AT 4R T, BE TR A R Bh A R AR U A 15 FH K1 2%
i ACT AR R DX 22 57 A AN /K T 5 et BE W8 B A AR 1% — W X N R SR AL MU A A 7 S 2 BT —
SEFEA, b i) AU AL AR MU A A2 7= 3 1 22 B A SEAT 2205 ik 0 25 308 3 SR 45 3R Y 4% b2
FREAL AU, AR T 2 AL WU BE IR ) 25 & AT AR AR T
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AN R IE S22 7 ARNUHE HI X B R KT RALL A VA S AU ES X A e i
RURIREM o ARVATURRFRIFE T A5 Y114 T8] 42 3t 38 3ok 3 R A UL 26 7 A i i 55 8 BN B2 P R 25 A
MEAUBARAE 3 I e /KT RE T B AT 3 T, 32 1A 20 2 2 J2 AL W URMAER A A P KT 28 i KT 3 e
DX IR IR 22 5% A e MK $ s RE 6 B4R G AE 12— M X N R B AL BURAL 27 B 22 BAT — g Sk i, 3K
MEEBUAL A L ATUBA 25 7 355 B0 B 22 35F N\t S8 A 2035 e 7025 1336 Wy SIEAN & B P 25 A 418 St ) A L ATLARG
AR T Lt R H U SR R S R AT SCE T T2 MR R, ARV AU 8 o fE 4 [
FHAA BH R ER, FHRAEARKZT X, DR E TS IR a2 (6.

5.2. BIEREIN

A DA BRI B U ISR P 5 R 1 R B X AR L R I B AR, sh AR LR LB %W B
I A I B 8 < 0 45 A AR e BB A A ML BE 2 LB ) LA i b 5 MU 90 ] B P T /B 2 i AR
R R A = R TR I B LR AR S8 AR B AN ACE R BRI, IR — SRR RO 5
AR ERRNLE; 51 % KARHLIA FH B A AR VU IR S 58, 4w o L %
ANV HES R E VP S BE A Bh L, SRBOT R EAL SRR 58 2 R 055 T Bok 51 S sl R RO
T HE = ROA RANLRE 2 UL AR B A P ML RE IR AR LR 6 (B o W SEHE T sy N - BT SEEfR
B e AR R0 v AR A O TSR 0 8¢ [ AR AL e 45 ) A J= (K B AR LA SR,

FLZ AR R 2 RS AL, PLHBRBEA, HoR Bk 88 8 B DU S A i P ACSS D7 THT Y
Bf, et AW AUMAL AU AE RO e o J9itt, 7T DU SE — 28 BB R VR R AL E b & R4,
PARTHAHL B 1, LTI &, SR Ik DAL AR 555 RIS, 3 m] UM R R BRI,
HUBRSE BLES B I VR ML MR 5%, BL R AN 7oK ol RATSEHE R AR B %, AR GE A B
AP TT ABERBURRL, @R ORI, BATIEAEE — & UNUON =T 0. BA DU (i
A A Je 2 Bk o I HAIE AT UAAT S oA Ml 55 3l 215 M B 25 55 3 D0 AN 2 S BUR BB A A IR DL«

Rt ) 1 6 2 AL AU B AN SR, 3R R BCRAE AN R 2857 DX AN [ B SRt TR 2 A 1) S it R
P, BlinfE bt kil . MIBBOR I R . L2 s USRI DXIR, - 390t K sh 2R AL U A b L
JIEs AR Ly, U N TR AR AR AU B R Y T

S AL AU B AMEBCR AGTE SERCR, LBURIE SSP IR, RITBORPUTICR, sefb &R IE 7
JE, EARBURSHE ST . BORIEH AR Z K A A LE, BRBUF . AW Sk AW HUE
PR NI ZIIIRAR, ISR E BK

SRR B A BOHET FORHSEE I AN, I B2 J7 B 58 B s AN 5 51, SR b J K 33
B, ) OB ERMENLE . O T H R AR ROOMIREAT , FEHBEBE BT 805 T B4 25 5 e Pt il , S
SBCAMRRITE 6, ASCHRPARBLHET ARE I AR T ol s is i, $RTH 3 R A0 A 7 N G I RE /K
Py ARARTHAOWAU A AR, T (e BEAR M T 5 8 e ik 2

E&ME
R 0k P X A TR 5 W B 5 —— T AR b 2 5 AR LA (CY S18058) -
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