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Abstract: In this paper, in order to evaluate X-efficiency of china’s agricultural listed companies, DEA
method is employed to analyze the input and output data. Further more, this paper analyzes the relative factors
by using Tobit Regression Model. The analyzed object includes 33 agricultural listed companies with time
interval limited in 2005~2007. This paper has several interesting findings: Firstly, Outcome reveals that the
efficiency of agricultural listed companies is 42.3% in average; Secondly, there is significant difference of
efficiency among different industries; lastly, core business has a significantly positive impact on x-efficiency,
while total assets have a significantly negative impact.
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Figure 1. Technical and Allocative Efficiencies
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Table 1. Results on the Efficiency of Agricultural Listed Companies in 2005~2007
F:1 2005~2007 F R EARBEME

%) CE TE AE

&4 2005 2006 2007 98 2005 2006 2007 9 (& 2005 2006 2007 9
1.8ST 3 0.022 0.415 0.136 0.191 0.273 0.327 0.328 0.309 0.080 0.415 0.289 0.261
2 FSRAm 0.361 0.673 0.685 0.573 0.472 0.756 0.503 0.577 0.696 0.724 0.934 0.785
3mEE A 0.021 0.087 0.213 0.107 0.284 0.432 0.268 0.328 0.054 0.202 0.213 0.156
4.SST W 4¢ 0.212 0.171 0.231 0.205 0.373 0.294 0.188 0.285 0.469 0.299 0.619 0.462
5.5 A} 1.000 0.580 0.324 0.635 1.000 0.648 0.239 0.629 1.000 0.580 0.324 0.635
6.7 B 0.097 1.000 1.000 0.699 1.000 1.000 0.885 0.962 0.097 1.000 1.000 0.699
7.8T Hife 0.122 0.097 0.146 0.122 0.563 1.000 1.000 0.854 0.215 0.097 0.146 0.153
8. AR 0.038 0.259 0.152 0.150 1.000 0.358 0.216 0.525 0.038 0.277 0.619 0.311
QFATT K 0.018 0.022 0.053 0.031 0.477 1.000 1.000 0.826 0.037 0.022 0.053 0.037
10.38 B 1y 0.161 0.641 0.178 0.327 0.689 0.191 0.115 0.332 0.161 0.641 0.461 0.421
11.8*ST 4% 0.157 0.691 1.000 0.616 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.157 0.691 1.000 0.616
12.%ST £ 0.044 0.053 1.000 0.366 0.787 0.376 0.543 0.569 0.052 0.096 1.000 0.383
13 F Ry 1.000 0.215 1.000 0.738 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.215 1.000 0.738
14, [E# 0.302 1.000 1.000 0.767 1.000 0.589 0.592 0.727 0.302 1.000 1.000 0.767
15. %5410 0.030 0.194 1.000 0.408 0.296 0.254 0.147 0.232 0.182 0.479 1.000 0.554
16,57 1 2 0.555 1.000 0.232 0.596 0.160 0.185 0.200 0.182 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
17 FrsE ol 0.122 1.000 1.000 0.707 0.708 0.718 0.097 0.508 0.122 1.000 1.000 0.707
18. K5 ety 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
19 4L 41 0.045 0.071 0.095 0.070 0.580 0.098 0.085 0.254 0.078 0.313 0.399 0.263
20.*ST Juk 0.042 0.009 0.027 0.026 0.114 0.171 0.025 0.103 0.364 0.044 0.470 0.293
21.8*ST K#F 0.128 1.000 1.000 0.709 0.874 1.000 1.000 0.958 0.145 1.000 1.000 0.715
22,58 eIy 0.288 1.000 1.000 0.763 0.528 1.000 1.000 0.843 0.515 1.000 1.000 0.838
23 BRI 1y 0.816 0.116 0.227 0.386 0.847 0.638 0.373 0.619 0.963 0.162 0.592 0.572
24,46 K5 0.006 1.000 1.000 0.669 0.613 0.089 0.043 0.248 0.009 1.000 1.000 0.670
25 AR T 0.080 0.205 0.183 0.156 0.453 0.484 0.390 0.442 0.176 0.254 0.465 0.298
26. 51 L 0.314 0.446 0.606 0.455 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.314 0.446 0.606 0.455
27 kol 0.057 0.077 0.266 0.133 0.415 0.395 0.486 0.432 0.135 0.117 0.324 0.192
28. Ak L 0.028 0.048 0.051 0.042 0.246 0.361 0.196 0.268 0.111 0.132 0.176 0.140
29. 5k 0.073 0.098 0.196 0.122 0.464 0.679 0.395 0.513 0.154 0.117 0.210 0.160
30K il 1.000 1.000 0.908 0.969 1.000 1.000 0.778 0.926 1.000 1.000 0.980 0.993
31*ST Eflr 1.000 0.026 0.031 0.352 1.000 0.316 0.113 0.476 1.000 0.070 0.246 0.439
32,1 B /Kl 0.108 0.150 0.306 0.188 0.588 0.362 0.325 0.425 0.174 0.178 0.584 0.312
33U MU FK 1.000 0.358 0.729 0.696 0.299 0.328 0.230 0.286 1.000 1.000 0.729 0.910

(8 0.311 0.446 0.514 0.423 0.639 0.577 0.478 0.565 0.388 0.502 0.650 0.513
X ZE o) 119.2 106.8 123.8 83.4 421 51.7 67.3 421 97.4 61.3 97.2 58.7
AR (50 6 9 11 1 10 10 8 4 7 10 12 2

7 ORI FRFICCREALT I @A E R g 1L L5 A, A< I LA ELa 3 15265 125K A,
WALR IR 52720535 A ], WOV ELIRAR B30-33 54K A A OKM. P, USRI, KT
RN G2 AR, B ELERAL T b B9 M IS A T, JE AL T PO L LM R 135K A )«
AR B A RIEY OB R, ZEMAFRG  BATHI S A B8R T
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Table 2. Influencing Factors about the Efficiency of agricultural
listed companies

#*2 RULTHATHEMEMAR

FAIPSES CE AE TE
WA 5.412 -1.736 10.091
(%) (-0.570) (-0.180) (-1.130)
ey & 5.265 -1.846 10.012
EE& (%) (-0.560) (-0.190) (-1.120)
AR R -0.347 -0.293 -0.102
Z (%) (-3.170) (-2.660) (-0.930)
s -0.005** -0.002%** -0.004**
[ R Zdn
BT (-1.61) (-0.84) (-1530)
[hyE Ltk 0.004*** -0.001*** 0.006***
Fr (%) (-1.290) (-0.340) (-2.130)
FE S 0.013%** 0.013%** 0.004%**
NECVW) (-3.420) (-3. 440) (-1.010)
cons -5.028%** 2.320%** -9,53g***
(-0.530) (0. 240) (-1.060
Log likelihood -28.463 -29.895 -23.397

TE: ® o e | ek P RERORAEL0% 5% LFRIKT R ik
FH, FE SIS

MR AR AE B, BREENSBON R
MIEAL, HAt R R AR R B O . R WA A
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FH, R AR M AR TE R AR b b A A
RIS B R A BRI S SRR T B v [H
W BT AR AE A7 SE SRR RE M, 3 I Bk
AR A B AL BT AT AE 3E. &%
PR AN BT A E] AE BAT W R SR SER, XA fE
gk B AwEH W2 oolk, IEE HEK
PP ARR AR G, WKzl *ST BMmiEA
Al MBAN, BEAUGTR. PTAEN G R B
e e A BT A F Y AE B W RS .

MR R AR R TE B, B R
JEE R R BN, AR A C R B & e H
H, EEMESS AR BT AT TE A B E1IE
(RSN o 2B TV S5 O IR 38 G A T b [ ol B
WA TE Wi AU B AL BT 2 w1 TE
A WE I EREN, 2 W H 5 A b B0 TE
R EE AR Bl BT AR TE A %
HI S, e EARME BT A E H 2 ook
ok 2B BB R . Hesh, B g, o
R G SR AR L E SO NS TBVRTE 3 i L8
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LI EIBHER AT TE (MRS, (LA
RA—HL

5 FiRSEIN

BT B, ASCRRILUF F84ie: (D K
MV b2 A AR RCR KT 42.3%, R E AR
A T X =K EA L, I AR S ) 57.7%
TR RN (2) RN T A T AR AT E
i, 2005~2007 —4FE[HA 9 K] A LR N
FAAT L, R 4 SR 7 AR BUSAR TE 3K
Fe Wb [ RO b T 2 W B s B IE S ORI e
T FEEET . (3) Ak Eili A R IR R R G 2,
ABCRMIRII AT R Z 2 R NGB B A,
(4) EENP SN AR b 11728 W (IR AT B & 1 1E
G R, WEEEARN LIS, AWK E
MG, 0 E MY F T2 R EEAA ORI T AT
S MREA A EENE Y (5) B RAUE
rhRERT AR b T | IRCR AR B g . R
BT A FEAEY R RIS, R A B B
AR A TSR, (6) Ao b A E BIReRLE
I A B .
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