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Abstract

Based on the medical and health expenditure data of Guizhou Province from 2007 to 2019, this
paper uses DEA data envelopment analysis method to measure the input-output efficiency of the
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government on medical institutions in each year, and establishes a grey relational model to ana-
lyze the factors that affect the efficiency of medical institutions in different regions in different pe-
riods. The results show that the medical and health efficiency of Guizhou province achieved a high
DEA efficiency in 2007 and 2009, in which the overall efficiency and scale efficiency show a
downward trend, while the technical efficiency remains at a high level. The factors that have great
influence on medical efficiency are urbanization level, financial self-sufficiency rate, population
density, farmers’ Engel coefficient, urban Engel coefficient and per capita GDP. Among them, the
effect from urbanization level to per capita GDP gradually weakened.
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1. 51§

TIURSREH, B b A . T, PR TUAR e R R RS B AT O . TEA
RARTE KT H &4 i 1 TR , e BRI 7K (1 75 SRR AR BT 1. 2009 4 [ S0 18— He B 24 44l oo,
B T BURE 2 o0 TAE B BEHLHI R (0 35 S AL, SeBURF RO b 77 BORF AR LG st PAEIEEN, BB
BURF AN 7 g FH A LG . JBORF AR SN BIPNWTf n,  BhAtE 7 12 A A ) o5 o R i e v ) e 1A AT
IR, S AR AR LG, AR AL 35 SO P A R 218 . e BN B BE IR 4k
B AR (1 I 55 SE IR AN GRS A T S RTBUN AR NG 2 o ) R

FEXTERIT TAE SRR T 7 T, K280 HAES 50 DEA B ik 5 it A7,
A [ BB A T, S FE N XA A VI [1]-[6] - SR 1T 5% P A A 76 30 b X R R ] R R I 1
(X, H BT AR 2 T IR BN R B, B Tobit £74E 7 FIARSE b S5 5 Z 25 [ 7). ik, AR
T8 I R A2 73 AT 5 IR 0 R IR 2 3 AR R [8] 7 AT HE 25K 43T B M 44 2007~2019 47 AH 5 [H A s Sk
B DN BRIT PARSCH g, FE AR M sg e R 3 dEATHR T, AT AR DGR T T K A= B YR B R 4
BEAR .

2. IBERIEE R HHE KR
2.1. BIRFKIE

ASCHEEL 2007~2019 4 53 M1 48 BT 5% A AR B BEAT 204, Frade 48 b OB R IR SN Gt 4R 46D
AR E R Geit st . BRSO 1 Fis.
2.2. RFRIEEL

AL NSEFR Y 2007~2019 £ 531 48 15 W R 7 A SIS AT 7 38 hs 9 5N 8 AR 1Y
TANREE . PAENWIRA BRSNS, AR A GDP. N, IR
BH SR A BRR R T B R R %, S HRE S HE ) S MU B B2 DA SO RCR PPN 4R 7
LR &5 AR AR ST AR AT b, B n g 1.
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Table 1. Index evaluation system

= 1 TN R R

LR/ bR X
N 5 BT BAR S g BRI BT B A R
PN ECE BRPANMEE
FEH AR TAENUE R AL S B RPN R AL EL
AU NUAE V6] BREF N =
A1 GDP BtIM A BN LY GDP
NI FEWNETTE A
— K WA
A 4% T BSOS S
AT Bk IR R AL A S P S
i B R R B ST 2 S

3. 2T =i DEA RER M BIETT DA X MRS
3.1. DEA 58!

DEA (Data Envelopment Analysis) ¥4 .45 73 #rik & -t Charnes 2552 & #2 th,  HIEAFHUZ /ERI A
BCE T AR I AT, B S AR O B A PR RTVR T b, TERTVR M2 U T B AR,
RORAESET 1 MAERTIR 2R B s o E T DEA B2, HUEEHTE 0~1 Z 8. AXHT DEA
B CPRAEAL, AT THE AT, CPR BB E PRSR B ICECH n, BFRIRSEELICHETA m Pl A s
Pl KRS R ST . FRARE STORIFERTEORIETC TS AN E ¢ IR ERLRI AT 15 :

min[0-o($. 5 + X0

stY" XA, +5 +0X,,=0

JERAN |

2 XA st =Y 1)
n
A =1
4,20, j=1,2,3,,n
s* >0, s"=0

!

A, B CIR U R 0 L S (80,8787 8y ) 87 (88,88 ). =1, B
S7+57 =0 , MYl 75 DEA A3, 163 E A MM FIRY , R EMUBSI AR 25 0 <1 LS 45 20,
M sk 570 E DEA B 2L

32. R XBEKEER

IRETRIRBEAE N —Fh RGN T 53, B 3 51 2 LARTHE R RO AR ADURE B R i P 1 B 2R A 75
B, MG MMAR O . A AR I I T 5 5 LA X 5 25 BB R b R R BR S I FEAT HEFP
FIWT A LEAES AR N R 5 2 B HAN M GREE, R E R R IRERER, AR T8 Eofs
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Excel, RS HEHIIN X, . WMRGUT AIILEEFIIA X, (1=12,,6) . FIEANRIHBEL T
Boe, ABFICLL 2007 4F I, STRIHIMEE AT 4 2 MO A S 1 S S 47 T B 1
1] X X
B, REEIIB AN S %S TR0 AR X - X]| . BIR 25051,
B, R R AR, TS BRI LRI R B E, (k) = it PAMAX_ ) ph k03
. AQi (k) + pA max
RE, —MKHEL0.5).
B, RO 5, , 7i(k)=ﬁ2k”:1§oi(k)(i=1,2,~-,6) HRHATHERE, 3 HE L)
X, (1 =1,2,+,6) Hh 5 BB X, BEry TAE S oS B 0 3R 25
4. DEA $ R RER S
4.1. DEA #igHHA

AXHIERFE T MG HEL. BRI RE MW WIS e O $E 347 M M LB, 18
DEAP2.1 iz 545 3|3 E 7 BEFE A AL B EIT I BN AR E . BAREE B ansk 2 Fiow.

Table 2. The original data table of medical input and output in Guizhou Province

* 2. EMBETRATHRGHIERE

FA M 7 WA EE H (1¢ ) DANMEECM)  PAENMRGEOTEK)  EPAREERCTA)
2007 48.79 5956 7.92 10.11
2008 67.44 5848 8.31 10.6
2009 102.84 24,707 9.75 14.39
2010 127.68 25,420 10.53 15.42
2011 173.26 25,943 11.75 16.91
2012 201.05 27,404 13.92 19.11
2013 228.71 29,177 16.67 22.16
2014 303.25 28,995 18.22 23.75
2015 360.8 28,712 19.64 25.91
2016 392.51 28,017 21.03 27.74
2017 436.21 28,034 233 30.19
2018 481.8 28,066 24.56 32.34
2019 534.78 28,511 265 34.71

BRI ERG D, FNGHES.

4.2. DEA ELER 5T

ST [A) 4 3 3 T TSR, REAS AR 5 0 45 BT A S0 H Ak 22 348 9 0.612, B4 2007 4EF1 2009 4E 4,
H4x 2010~2019 “E&4EGr1A]) DEA 2R BI/NT 1, HEZBEIBMIIFEA, HHRINE SN ERET A
Y NIE S| DEA R . SHEMERIT BASTHACRLNT 1, WES TR . MEEEEARZCR 0
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KE, AFARBCR A 0.942 T T IR KM 0,652, 2 WA REA 1) 40 1 AR R 5 AR TH ) 51
BREEK . AR, FEARIIE SN A SO SRRk 20 RS, 2009 4 LISk BT TAE ST H 0%
R T WEREBARBE SRR, WU T B2 i) 2 AR R K P i) B 2 5 A
ARG SEE 3. K1 FiR.

Table 3. Medical and health expenditure efficiency results in Guizhou Province

3 RMEETIEIHBERER

Ay CREMR SRR AR S VES A A
2007 4 1.000 1.000 1.000 -
2008 4 0.759 0.842 0.901 drs
2009 4 1.000 1.000 1.000 -
2010 4 0.846 0.963 0.879 drs
2011 4 0.661 0.829 0.797 drs
2012 4 0.634 0.892 0.711 drs
2013 4 0.628 1.000 0.628 drs
2014 4 0.494 0.913 0.541 drs
2015 4 0.430 0.890 0.484 drs
2016 4 0.407 0.929 0.437 drs
2017 4 0.388 0.998 0.389 drs
2018 0.363 0.990 0.367 drs
2019 4 0.345 1.000 0.345 drs

Mean 0.612 0.942 0.652
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Figure 1. Medical and health expenditure efficiency in Guizhou Province
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5. RMNEET HM XN E R XTKE 5
5.1. BUEH#IR

B Eon, M 2007 4EF] 2019 4E[A], 524 IS GDP 2 4E ki s, AN L% MR TS
SEINA) —FOIRES o REMAX — A2 A 1 5 D5 AT e A T SR DX T R 1R BE VR AR BSOS LA vk R AR B AR B ER
B BRI %, B AR AT ZBORSAT UK, SME RN DS Ak B8 BT Wi
K5 N3 GDP R4 i B IEAH R R, 1B 4E L TFF o ABASE R A2, B 22 5T I R e DA R &SR BRI K
A EM B A G REMETT DA SCHERT B2, WEIRE B&, SMEMIVE A %455 N 0% RS
TRFFE IEAH R C R WA SR TREE B, TEEST AR RS H L E N 2 I —MoAFa e, BAE
FEREBBEK . WS RN B R REBERI R, U SN N RATEAKFEER T & HAARHdE
W 4 BoR, TR 2N &R, 18 SPSS26 A5t H it AT Kt S BEFE 43T o

Table 4. Raw data of factors affecting medical expenditures in Guizhou Province

4. RNEETIHEWE RN R R RRE

f *(?Z%’P AR RO MEAsk T Wﬁf“ ﬁﬂ;@ﬁ”“
2007 7878 206.36 0.28 0.36 0.06 0.52 0.40
2008 9855 204.32 0.29 0.33 0.06 0.52 0.43
2009 10,971 200.97 0.30 0.30 0.07 0.45 0.42
2010 13,119 197.67 0.34 0.33 0.08 0.46 0.40
2011 16,413 197.10 0.35 0.34 0.08 0.48 0.40
2012 19,710 197.95 0.36 0.37 0.07 0.45 0.40
2013 23,151 198.98 0.38 0.39 0.07 0.43 0.36
2014 26,437 199.32 0.40 0.39 0.09 0.42 0.35
2015 29,847 200.57 0.42 0.38 0.09 0.40 0.34
2016 33,246 201.99 0.44 0.37 0.09 0.39 0.33
2017 37,956 203.41 0.46 0.35 0.09 0.38 0.33
2018 42,767 204.55 0.48 0.34 0.10 0.37 0.32
2019 46,433 205.85 0.49 0.30 0.09 0.37 0.32
5.2. &R 54

M7 4~6 S5 R Hel N, 5 StMIAE BT DA SCH A RIS R = HE T : MoK > WA S % >
NEERE > KRBKIRAR > Wi E/R AL > A GDP. WHE L&, i b/AKExd 5104 BEI7
PASZH MR, 1A GDP X S48 BT PASE i semi e/, (HEAk EEmre 05 LA E, B
B M35 GDP 2135 117 RS IR R BT 7 TAE SO M AFAE B S, (HAR[H) IR R 1 12 3 50 RN

N3 GDP X 5N A BRy7 TAESCHI RSN K, 25 0.596, XK, A3 GDP X st A B=y7 TLAE )
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PN o X SN A BT LA S e i BRI PR 39T A 7K1, SRIREE D 0.864, X —Z5 R H], S
A T A KT AT A BT AR RIS, R B I R I B iR Ry T A SCH AR g, B4
PRI S RS DAESCRRCRAAEAR R AR R R . APF I RARIZ PAR SN, HBUFEA
(I PRFR LR TT AR ATEP il 3R AL, T 51 /H 48 2ot 5 2R I A AR (7] ) A2 Bl 5 28 A T S ik H 224 i A7 B8
GURCE BLIOIRBER TEA R IR AR, GG T R EARRERL BURIR Y, & PR T KX RT PASL
Y 280 I 1) S A A

Table 5. Average processing results of correlation analysis

5. KEKEDHHENLEER

ARRBERAR IR

FEhr N¥j GDP UNEE; WK MBES R P P
2007 4F 0.476 0.586 0.951 0.582 0.464 0.538
2008 4 0.528 0.595 0.987 0.668 0.464 0.484
2009 4F 0.477 0.761 0.807 0.957 0.706 0.597
2010 4 0.456 0.955 0.773 0.873 0.866 0.824
2011 4 0.542 0.948 0.816 0.932 0.786 0.824
2012 4£ 0.85 0.784 0.861 0.681 0.706 0.651
2013 4F 0.844 0.776 0.772 0.619 0.77 0.796
2014 4£ 0.9 0.742 0.825 0.974 0.713 0.687
2015 4F 0.802 0.75 0.927 0.909 0.657 0.656
2016 4 0.623 0.761 0.949 0.852 0.632 0.627
2017 4F 0.476 0.771 0.842 0.757 0.609 0.627
2018 4 0.437 0.623 1 0.582 0.494 0.503
2019 4 0.334 0.791 0.72 0.592 0.588 0.601

Table 6. Analysis of relevance results
6. XEKESRDH

Ei=ga KERRE R
A1 GDP 0.596 6
NEE i 0.757 3
Bl K 0.864 1
I 4 5% 0.768 2
RSB IR AL 0.650 4
Ik 7 RS R 2 K 0.647 5
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B A 450y 0.768, FEFZMIE R EHEASE — A, RUIME A 45 R0 R AR IEMRR,
J82 2438 2 e S UBUR I I BUE 25 3, Sl Sl et M B i A s T e N I LR HE
FEER = AL R ER, B S BN DR AR IR BEA IR BATIRES, AR BIBGRT-Be RIBON AR,
et N R SR B, B R T R AR B RO O . B R AR RS IR AR S T A R R A
2007~2019 48], SHMEIARIIAEF AT QLR TRKIA . AP IERTHE — R LRI B
MNRA E L YRR S, (HRX —3—THF AR R ST DAERCRG R &, RITIBFH I

6. BRI
6.1. SHERIS M BUIA

BERF LR E MR, SELEAFERBUFERL N 1D RITEUF /15 F R UL ,
A LUK 78 SE T LR R VE SO E e, & RO BN, T 35 U BT B $R
S BUR BRIT DA ST I ORBRRE AT, W 35 WO S B, R T BUR (KR SR IA5 S R B
PeFh s JIRFEHERC B I BBy PR 5.

6.2. it HEHNMH N ERRE

TR S RS ATTEE Y] FrAERl . ZARA IR BE SR, LA mSUSE s o %k
WA SUUE H, e B R R HE ST B SR, SRO MBS IR RN T i AT
AN (R R, AT ASE AV (A 28 T 5 ) PR SRR T I % < P A B KT o £ TN SR S R U 1 2 3
VLIRS, oA OB < BN P 948 1) EE MU AR O TAR (R W O 8 (A s AR W R 3R T, I AR 28k
FEAR IR, D121 R4 A KT A3 v T S BUM BT A ST R (K R B

6.3. RIEEETT D& MBI X H AR

AT, RAREE TRZH SR E K R, RARRE TAE— BARBEARIGL, Ho7 & SO A v g
RUEBSERIAN - EE R, SRR R T, AT CMedE s B R B KR A RSSO
FURLRIEN 10 9 T B YR AR et BRAE R AR BERON ,  [R]INS J8E G s 0 BURFAE BURT IR 52 4 (R 0 T 3 REJE SR
CBGUTRE” MG ARBTIR AN B SR, R AR X N BT IR R SR BRI, N 2 R R R R
BRSO L
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