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Abstract: Based on DEA-Malmquist index and correlation coefficient method, the statistical data of rice production
cost and profit from 2002 to 2013 were selected to comparatively analyze the rice production efficiency between
Fujian province, the national average level and the other five main producing provinces. The results showed that the
cost profit rate of Fujian province is much lower than the national average level. The total factor productivity (TFP)
change of rice production in Fujian was mainly due to technical advances, and the TFP change of national rice
production depended on both efficiency variation and technical advances. The TFP. synthesis technique efficiency

and technical advances in Fujian were all lower than the national average level, and the TFP and technical advances

in Fujian province showed larger fluctuation.
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Table 1 Comparison of Rice average input-output between Fujian Province and the Whole Country
o AP RUAR /T8 TEAE & kg K2/ o0 MUBAEL % /00 S5shTR/d E&=arriE/ ke BAFIER/ %
A s SETY mas fETY Rl SETY mds 2ETY mas 2RV mdEs SETY iy 2ETY
2013 1091.82 957.83 21.32 21.58 45,31 49.41 128.42 159.83 9.69 6. 87 455.09 471.67 —0.23 13.45
2012 993.64 880.13 22.02 21.31 47,16 48.97 108.96 147.14 10.28 7.20 454,60 478.75 10.16 27.08
2011 833.80 737.30 23.05 21.39 45. 54 44,51 83.40 125.04 11.12 7.61 449.06 464.45 21.97 41.39
2010 651.31 625.20 26.78 21.52 46. 39 43.17 78.07 104.87 10.40 7.83 438.09 447.75 24.72 40.41
2009 564.64 560.59  20.81 20. 62 39. 54 40. 69 53.97 87.71 11.24 8. 35 441.73 462.48 35.34 36.77
2008 575.08 556.06 21.12 20.62 41. 29 42.37 39.51 81.79 12.51 9.06 428.13 464.20 35.63 35.43
2007 496. 63 470.28  22.27 21.50 36.52 37.33 25. 89 61. 88 12. 96 9.65 416. 77 450.20 40.44 41,27
2006 450,27  441.54  21.87 20. 62 33.55 33. 60 26.48 51.43 13.05 10.37 414.10 436.30 34.11 39.05
2005 426.60 426.99 21.50 20. 89 27.89 28.68 20.76 41.53 13. 39 11.39 424,30 431.00 35.35 39.06
2004 382.61 397.68 21.01 19.52 25.07 22.22 17. 69 32. 68 13.13 11.85 435.50 450.90 66.87 62.71
2003 300.70 360.11 25.67 21.00 18. 64 17. 45 14.52 24,58 13.17 13.10 404.30 408.80 33.97 23.35
2002 290.80 359.49 22.33 21.10 17. 26 15. 50 16. 29 23.30 12. 83 13.30 394.57 420.40 21.39 9.03

- B R VR T 4 [ A 7 R AR N 25 B RHIC 4 (2003 —2014) ),

Y 2002 — 2013 4 f7 a4 A4 = K RE -2 A4
FERAS . R B TR, 4 E O A R
AR T 1.66 5, 483 KRG A PR A 18 K e

R, R T 2.75 4%, Hd. BRI RA W
R, EE S e FEERBAKR, fmd
B EAZY R BT 163 fF N 2. 19 4%,
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PE 7 S R B 0,087, A8 AL A IR B RN, H
e, JERFSEHAME P (2004 — 2005 4F) &R
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KA TR E TR TR, 2004 48 LIk BUN 5
SRFEAT T — RV B R, HJ& iR T /KR AR Y
Lo 4 AHXT 2 PAAE AR, ARAT B AL AR 2R K
AN, BERR A R A RE L A,
AR SCALER TR R, 33X TCBE 23 5 W K fg A 7
BORMEETE . 46, MWW IXIBORE . LA A 2%
M A 2 BIRITAE , MR ZITRE . &
Ba . WEa . SESE, YA, RIKNE hE
A, AR TE AR 55 Bl TR A R 2 A S A
e, MRy EYE . /. A . W
A, HIHRABRDHZRITHRE, &M REERIT
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Table 2 TFP of main rice producing area

A EERE) fikee) R PR BT VLA LA ¥ H
2002—2003 0. 929 1.055 0.972 1.032 1.516 0.921 1.189 1.072
2003—2004 1.028 1. 009 1.225 0. 948 1.334 1.036 0. 970 1.071
2004— 2005 0.743 0.653 0.616 0. 747 0.781 0. 888 0. 698 0.728
2005—2006 0.968 0. 861 0. 967 0. 963 0. 966 1.079 0. 850 0.948
2006 —2007 0. 981 1.079 1.011 1. 082 0. 683 0. 957 0. 942 0.953
2007 —2008 0.921 0. 808 0. 890 0. 875 0. 861 1. 000 1.011 0.907
2008—2009 1.016 0. 880 0. 963 1.076 1.294 1.149 1.107 1.062
2009—2010 0.943 0.789 0. 948 0.912 1. 248 1. 223 0. 994 0.997
2010—2011 0.975 0. 986 1.063 1.048 0. 834 0. 967 1. 142 0.998
2011—2012 0.876 0. 895 0. 906 0. 951 0. 806 0. 850 0.812 0. 869
2012—2013 0.927 0. 932 0. 858 1. 063 0. 803 0. 990 0. 948 0.928

4 1 0. 937 0. 904 0. 947 0.972 1.011 1. 005 0. 969 0.958

A5 5t R 0. 087 0.147 0. 160 0. 107 0. 280 0.116 0. 158 0.111
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RAEL, b FEAEARARME AL, Zie
WRAFRNHEK, B, RER = AR
SO T AR R RS AR AR P, 2 T 2 W A TR 7 A ol A

BT . KRS B 3R A ™ RO R B R AR 1Y
[, H R A2 B R BUR AR E . AR BOR . AL
DERIFEE . A R A= PRI 0] 1 22 I R 1R
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FE X T 4 e A A K R A B AT DR AR AR (GR
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Table 3 The variation and constitution of TFP in Fujian Province

o ZEH AR AR EIEF A ES AR R R
| Liayes | Liagcs | Liayes 22[E e At x| Liayes
2002—2003 1. 036 1. 000 0. 897 1. 055 1. 049 1. 000 0. 987 1. 000 0.929 1. 055
2003—2004 0. 996 1. 000 1.032 1. 009 0.985 1. 000 1.012 1. 000 1. 028 1. 009
2004—2005 1. 000 1. 000 0.742 0.653 0.971 1. 000 1. 030 1. 000 0. 743 0. 653
2005—2006 0.961 1. 000 1. 007 0. 861 0.998 1. 000 0.963 1. 000 0.968 0. 861
2006—2007 1. 054 1. 000 0.931 1.079 1. 047 1. 000 1. 006 1. 000 0. 981 1.079
2007—2008 1. 059 1. 000 0. 869 0. 808 1. 000 1. 000 1. 059 1. 000 0.921 0. 808
2008 —2009 0.962 1. 000 1. 057 0. 880 0.982 1. 000 0. 979 1. 000 1.016 0. 880
2009—2010 1. 044 1. 000 0.903 0. 789 1.018 1. 000 1.026 1. 000 0.943 0. 789
2010—2011 0.973 1. 000 1.002 0. 986 1. 000 1. 000 0.973 1. 000 0.975 0. 986
2011—2012 1.010 1. 000 0. 867 0. 895 1. 000 1. 000 1. 010 1. 000 0. 876 0. 895
2012—2013 0.971 1. 000 0. 955 0.932 0. 984 1. 000 0. 988 1. 000 0.927 0.932
1 {H 1. 005 1. 000 0.929 0. 896 1.003 1. 000 1.003 1. 000 0.934 0. 896

(1) fREAKEEERE A RN AYEERE
FHARIEL, WeEKREEERA R IR E
BEARBCR AL ILFE SR . NE 1 AL
i, 2003—2013 4FEHAE], fRAEE KA L
BREAEFRSEARBL BEHRETEE—F., B
2 XKW, fELIE, SEKREAEFHEBEE AR
ZH AR MG A FHEARBOR WL RER , #F— 1t
REERWNE 6w, 2EEERBMEEHEARYOER
ZIE B R BN 0.591 5, 4 &K A4 =R FHE AR
HEA B Rk 0.709 1, Wik — 300 T4 AR
HEL LR A AR OR8] 5% i 42 B A 7 R AR
fb. £ 3 WoR, WREEWIN, fWEs KRS A HE AR
R ARBRMME R R 1, B R
A KR =B ARG TR, 9 KM
ROk B S KR AE P2 ORI 25 AR /N, (AZEAR 1 H
AR KR AR ) T R I I T A R 3K
. #2013 FELHEBT A, EEREAERET
= E M, HAh, - AR (R
6) R, SEZGEHAMRE AH AR RN KB
FECN 0.681 7, LA HARICRE S HATRCR M KB
ZBON 0.524 5, Wit EZEE B ARKFRET

2 F AR BRI RCRIL R A

1200 ¢ —— GAHARCR
AR
Lo | - A
—a— REFER
1000
0.900
0.800
0.700
n,({m 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 ]
2 g2sgsggszoc
SESESSSSEEEE
80

Bl BREAKBEARANE. BAHSNEBREF

R HEH (2003—2013)
Fig. 1 Variation tendency of rice technical efficiency,

technical progress and TFP in Fujian

(2) WEAKEAETHEERAE R, ZGZHH
ARBCR LA AR B BT 42 [ B K, s A
PR ORI RS R A B
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Fig. 2  Variation tendency of rice technical efficiency,

technical progress and TFP in China

KPR BE R, MZE AR ARMFER R E., Hf
2002—2004 4FWI[H], A8 A K fE 28 R AR R4
BHEARIEL KT 1. ZJF7E 2004 — 2005 4F ]
B FRER] 0. 653, ZJF XFARREIF, 2007 —2013 4
Wi 2R ARG AL BAE/NT 1, 28
TR, PR EEREREEREL
A8 S R R 14. 75 % . T 42 [ 2K RS 16 WF 55 B 1)
WRBERER, LA ARSCRMBAR B 2B
BBl i A8 Ak e, R 5 R R A& 8. 310,
3.70% M 9. 77% . WELREULERZE A FARCE LIS,
54 ET B 2B R A 7 R BRI DA AR
AEE .

F4 2EABRERIBERNNBLE
Table 4 Initialization value of rice TFP decomposition in the

whole country

TFP 5 Effch, Effch 5 Pech.
iy Techeh BRI Sech B fL i

x0 x1 x2 x0 x1 x2

x5 ZEABEERSBIERNEIE
Table 5 Absolute difference of rice TFP decomposition in the

whole country

TFP 5 Effch, Effch 5 Pech.

Ay Techch 4 X} 22 Sech ) 4 X} 2%
Al A2 Al A2
2003 0 0 0 0
2004 0. 1452 0.0439 0.0224 0.0639
2005 0.1655 0.0274 0.0396 0.0783
2006 0.1144 0. 0807 0.0238 0. 0481
2007 0. 0386 0.0181 0.0193 0.0019
2008 0.0308 0.0226 0. 0689 0. 0507
2009 0.1651 0.0847 0. 0076 0.0633
2010 0.0073 0. 0084 0.0373 0.0318
2011 0.1103 0.0675 0.0141 0. 0466
2012 0.0320 0.0236 0.0216 0. 0484
2013 0. 0606 0. 0668 0. 0008 0.0638

x6 EEABEERSBIERNXRRER
Table 6 Correlation coefficient of rice TFP decomposition in

the whole country

TFP 5 Effch. Effch 5 Pech.

Ay Techch Y561 7 %4 Sech Y Tk 7 5L
¢l & ¢l ¢
2003 1 1 1 1
2004 0. 3630 0. 6531 0. 6361 0.3798
2005 0.3333 0.7511 0.4971 0.3333
2006 0. 4197 0. 5064 0. 6222 0. 4489
2007 0. 6819 0. 8207 0. 6701 0.9543
2008 0. 7286 0. 7854 0.3623 0. 4355
2009 0. 3339 0. 4941 0. 8382 0.3821
2010 0.9184 0. 9080 0.5123 0.5519
2011 0. 4285 0. 5505 0. 7353 0. 4565
2012 0.7214 0. 7780 0. 6443 0. 4472
2013 0.5773 0. 5532 0. 9805 0. 3805
RIS 0.5915 0.7091 0. 6817 0.5245

2003 1.000  1.000  1.000 1.000  1.000 1. 000
2004 1.1066 0.9614 1.1505 0.9614 0.9390 1.0253
2005  0.7998 0.9653 0.8272 0.9653 0.9256 1. 0436
2006 1.0420 0.9276 1.1226 0.9276 0.9514  0.9757
2007 1.0560 1.0174 1.0379 1.0174 0.9981 1.0193
2008  0.9914 1.0222 0.9688 1.0222 0.9533 1.0729
2009 1.0936 0.9286 1.1784 0.9286 0.9361 0. 9919
2010 1.0151 1.0077 1.0067 1.0077 0.9704 1. 0395
2011 1.0495 0.9392 1.1171 0.9392 0.9533  0.9858
2012 0.9429 0.9749 0.9666 0.9749 0.9533 1.0233

2013 0.9978 0.9373 1.0647 0.9373 0.9380 1.0010
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