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Abstract

The article constructs an SBM-Undesirable model that includes undesirable output to measure the
green total factor productivity of 18 cities in the Bohai Rim urban agglomeration from 2010 to
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2019 and decomposes the efficiency. The result shows that the green total factor productivity level
of the Bohai Rim urban agglomeration appears overall during the study period. The trend of first
decline and then rise, 2016 is the turning year of green total factor productivity; the efficiency de-
composition results show that the pure technical efficiency of 7 cities in the Bohai Rim Economic
Circle is effective, and 3 cities have achieved the best returns to scale. Further analysis of temporal
and spatial characteristics shows that the green total factor productivity of the Bohai Rim urban
agglomeration continues to fluctuate and the quality of economic growth in most cities is low. Fi-
nally, according to the conclusions, suggestions should be made to increase investment in science
and technology, optimize industrial structure, and clarify regional function positioning.
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1. 518

K LR G IR REAE AR 108 e 7 SO R B H R EORZR B, iR 7 BRI R A0 ™ iR
KRS, A 42 T A (B 1 T R 8 A JR T 2 WA T I 30 2 0 T R 2 AT TSR A0 5 2 )
WARER . BHIR S IMBEADOE R RN ELR, todthar. @5, A2 il R0 H A fR
B o A Gt ZEEE P RAP NI B B AR I H AR, BN 1 25K 5 Qe i 7 AE AT A S AR o
BE AR 1) SBM-Undesirable #AUXHX — A RFATIZIE, IMABRIA G R GG H S 2
AP AR RS A SN TR T R PR bk DR R BB AR YR R AR A T, R R A
SME SR 400%, KIIHERRF B PIT AR 05 0y A e 7 IS QLS R . 2018 SRR
FRONATR 74 AN3RT K H A X 22 U R OL B ¥ Bt BT HRAT A 10 AU rh, Mihife st X 3
6 MRTHAES, HAT 5 CI A miiE b S . XS IR T R AR A B A P A AT R T, AT BT
F VA A IR T e DF I K i, WS it X ST B xR e BAT — € O

2. HRERA

HAl, SOEEREFRMCH R EEG PR, —RMFRXERE K. —2Et R E]E %2
[ 4% B A B3R A P AT IR R AR T S 2 R AR = 2R, RAKTF K B S KOE AR AP [1] [2]:
— G2 [ SR A TR A PR R R R AT IR ORI A1 . BRI A B E AR Rt 2R
A AT IE R E AR BONBERS R R3] [4]; =R MIFFAT ML Kk o BRAE LIS B IR 29 51 K h
Tkt A E R A R B AR 2 TSkt AR AP R R EHES) /1 [5]; MBEERPERIAE
FA A By SRR S ORBN R, R B[R] Bk Bl DR 3558 EL S I BL AN DR B AR A F R [6]: A s
SIIE 73 AT A R % 1 N 0] 1) Tl 5 A B R AR P2 2R A5 MR, 3R B4R S IR N B R AR 20 #8 2 F T
SR AR TR A P R W EEIRIR[7]. OA ST PRt X SR 60 4 B3 A P R BRI b, AR G55
XPIRES R A FI T B SR (0 A B R A P AT VM AR, RIS G B A TR A P R KO
BNREAFTBIRIN, AR D[8]. SR AT F A =% 3 B Ji %545 SBM (Slack-Based Measure) /5
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I P BE B B B0RT Malmauist-Luenberger (ML)FE%. DEA. =Bt DEA. RZ &1Hi%. BENLETRE, T
DEA )3T DEA [¥) Malmauist #5252 H T~ FR #1180 ] hn N PRI D8] 2517 82 96 L4 [9] [10] .

g LRTR, B SCRRZ X ATV BRI T, S 6 Rt i b X 125 RE B IR A 2 R 4 (4
BRI, ASCRERIAENEIR TR 18 MINATA AN R, B EE EAEAE K SBM-
Undesirable F7, ll 5 2010~2019 EIRihiE£ 50 8] 18 AN T 43 (0 4 B AR P R IR 0 iR B R Rk
BRI TTRREE ,  3E— 25 2 W IS 4R 78 30 P4 BRI i 30 T 4 £ A BE R AR P RN S 0 ARRAIE, B JE N
TR IR T A S I3 I 28 5 A JEE 8 H A

3. MRFAESHIEKRIE
3.1 WRA*

¥ 6144 43 #7 (Data Envelopment Analysis, f#iiFk DEA)E —Fh 28 N L8 ik, FEHTHA
BEFRA 2 E Rl . BT DEA VEAS F7 EE3 50 e RO R . HoA 3B WURABCRT A 43 Hr P 35 F
TR R B, TSRS ERNH T A . {H4E45 DEA BER5 H il 5 A5 e AR~ H . ol
DR T A G P A R RN LR A P R HTHESS, A SO B A 5 A EE P th AN A B 7
MR R . RRTER — MM TR R T N B x=(x, -, %) eR), HE]T M Fi

WP y = (Y, Y ) €RY S, BRI FIEMIEEF = b= (b, b ) e Rl o« FBAIZAEF= A REMEARLRN:
P(x)={y,b:xmTLA%E7=y, b}, xe RY (1)

EEP(x) T LW FMMRK: 1) P(X)A 7 2) B HE5IEME = H WA AT EME: 3) #
NFUHEE R 2 (B HAT ST b B s 4) WP~ SR~ 2 [ B Fah A M.

KA = sk D AR R P Bk Sk G DEA REZYAR [m) F1F BE 5 22 il SR 22, AR SCIR TR AR AL
(Tone, 2001)ff1/EE%, & 7 A IEAE~ B AR /A B R SBM-Undesirable F57 :

1o oo
1_Ezizlsi /Xio
(0,88 /ve+ 2080 Yoo

S.t{xo = XA+S7 Y, =Y9A+S%; yP =Y A+S°

O]

o =min 1

1+
S, +5S,

$°>0,59>0,5">0,1>0 ®)

S, ST SP AR AR iy MV B ICBN TLAR & 1B S 2 AR AR ST SO
S* FRHAT B iy A RORBUE A& p" SPGB B AR, H o< p"<1:1) p" =11, B S =0,
S9=0, S° =0, W ITIEB THI 2) X4 p° <1, BIS™, S9, SP =FHhE Dl ANARNER,
PR RIS TR ), AR T AR G 725 1] . FE BRI A2 (CRS) B T, X2 A AT
PR &R ML A =10, SEIL T SO PO I AN AR IR 1 2% 11, RO I 7] A2 (VRS) o 75 U H I
A (VRS) B iz DEA JE WA B =ANE BRbR: ZRERE . AR BEFMBERE.

1) ZEARCRARTR T WP B 6 IR R YRS P O B K B FH R KRB IV . 515
PRI B TR ROCRE Y 1 I 3R DEA 2L, VRN B T B R HAC B AR PR GLE 2 T s UIRES s 456
RORME S T A AR BRI RCRAE I IRAN, 2 BACH A R PCRE BB SCRE A 0, Bpaid;
ARG FIHAS RIS 34 A B S BLERA ROR A 2% R, 3738 A58 BV 5.0 DEA ERLEE, wf
NHE AR ARG A BE AT 3 TR B S 256 ROR IR 12

2) AIHARMERIRHE ARG R, 1E— 58 FIEARFHACE T EE PP ST AR = KPR R B4
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B, BN E FEAVE BT It R (K23, VRN BT I RGBS A A S B AU B AR
BET A B4 R 1 AR . AT H PO T AR MR MR 1 FoR SRR AT s, FoR AR
{605 1 R UIPEH B ICEARR I ACTHES] T Rl

3) MR R s £E i EEAVE B KT — € (AT SR T S MU A 3R MM ) 2B 77 2R, o 17 V- FefE
DU 200 T A U S B R T8 R 220 . PR T A RIS 1 FOR B RN 5
BN R Z F), SRR 1 I, PR BTN IRE B T i, RAE R AT
Az P R R AR B R TR A

3.2. $EHRIEEN

G TERATRAELSTEREP RN FIMANREL IR, RMEFRBERTRE. A CK
SBM-Undesirable B N PEAL AR BRI 51, WATFHRN. B2 1. BRI = 05 R BN 46
FROLZE 1).

Table 1. Urban green total factor productivity quantitative index evaluation system
=1 WHReEERESRENERTNGER

HA5)Z HEN 2 LAY
et LEC AN T A v
i) BNSRIR NS Fo=rk ol AR
st N WA I 5 Bt = 1B B
AR WIE P i ats LUt Ho=lE
R i HE AR ERTNE & Tl — S AR HE

3.3. #HHEkIR

ARSI T T AR BRI T (P RS B G - B T =M N S [ E B
BV R Tk ARG RIE T CPEMmSIHESE) » B = ERIET (PR St
FE)  GTIEBEGIHES) « (CTARSGUES) o (WREGRTEE) UAEKS RS WG

4 REBETHERESERETRON
4.1 FUEHRMAERE THMNESER RO

FUBLR A AL (CRS) B ¥ T PRt 3 i A S o A BE R AR = R S 45 (W2 2). e 2 m] %N, A 2010~
2019 4, RfAdbn. &, A8 3T DEA BEAAMN, SesBRA %, HAuT5 DEA L
30 FE DB H R oA DEA JE R IR T A, 2R 60 A B2 30 AR 7= 28 I sy BIRAR IR A : 7 110(0.9299) 7 5 (0.7998)
K#(0.7979). KEHE(0.7512) JaiE(0.7414) #EVj(0.6720). #i%7(0.5690). J5/1(0.5487). H I (0.5451).
H1J1(0.5338). E11(0.4682). F17:(0.4297). i/ 5(0.4025). Z= & 5(0.2932). ¥ /(0.1671). HrH, /T
“RAELR” PSR B ICE B IR AL e KIE. REE. Bufg. Y5 6 DI, gt
R A PR KT i {K(0.1671), H. 10 E[AIFAEAE 0.14~0.17 2 J6], LR 4B KA RBTI 2 HB K. 40
AR AT AR FE B IR T a2 1T, i 2018 (0.4921) -7+ 2019 (1.0000). 2010 FE3F g4
GriE £ EIR T b DEA A ik 8 />, J& DEA AN AR 5 2 I —4F, DEA HRUMIR KN
Jents RKigs, M. B FEL. B8 RE. B, 1E 2016~2017 G AT G A TR A
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FPETHRAR — 4, (A HRM 1T (-0.072315) 2 th 4 EZ AR 7 Ik A NI, HARIRITRRIL R il F 5.
RE DEA MBS, OEERAE RIYHAREER LT, ETHEEMREVMRIOY: K.
KiEE. HEYr. We. B AR g0, . $Hr . RS R M. 1w

Table 2. 2010~2019 urban green total factor productivity of the Bohai rim city circle
= 2.2010~2019 FIRHBWTEMH REEERE X

2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 “FIIME

dbnt 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000
K 1.0000 0.6816 0.6959 0.7414 0.7199 0.6637 0.7380 0.6569 0.8470 0.8289 0.7512
Kt 0.7625 0.7427 0.6999 1.0000 1.0000 0.6809 0.7988 0.5996 0.8091 1.0000 0.7979
FHR 0.5104 0.4718 0.2396 0.4308 0.4624 0.4517 0.4416 0.4115 0.4627 0.4915 0.4297
g 1.0000 1.0000 0.3150 0.4888 0.5004 0.5029 0.5312 0.4630 0.3907 0.5044 0.5338
=48] 0.3923 0.3932 0.3732 0.4184 0.4766 0.4845 0.5229 0.4737 0.5643 0.6506 0.4682
LA 1.0000 0.7735 0.5681 0.5067 0.6094 0.5074 0.5290 0.4089 0.4813 0.4959 0.5690
ek 0.4485 0.4087 0.2061 0.3447 0.3281 0.3351 0.3715 0.4262 0.4921 1.0000 0.4025
L 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 0.6710 0.7206 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 0.9299
REE 0.3315 0.3290 0.3314 0.2963 0.3021 0.2575 0.2610 0.2369 0.3012 0.3025 0.2932
bewAll 0.1484 0.1408 0.1392 0.1901 0.2236 0.1834 0.1807 0.1518 0.1640 0.1668 0.1671
b 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000
RE 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000
HE 0.7724 0.7887 1.0000 0.8460 0.7987 0.7064 0.7658 0.6589 0.7780 0.9382 0.7998
Y 0.6453 0.6410 0.6468 0.6959 1.0000 0.6421 0.5783 0.5435 0.6732 0.7423 0.6720
JEHE 1.0000 1.0000 0.7086 0.7412 0.8642 0.5907 0.6834 0.5638 0.6815 0.7129 0.7414
H 0.5273 0.5384 0.5134 0.5393 0.5524 0.5305 0.5966 0.4906 0.5828 0.5900 0.5451
EM 0.5088 0.6030 0.6075 0.5323 0.5344 0.5006 0.5194 0.5592 0.5755 0.5574 0.5487

FHE 0.6518 0.6272 0.5292 0.5793 0.6148 0.5590 0.5842 0.5337 0.5988 0.6588 0.5921

4.2. FURIRE T IERIR TR DR 4

FUBLR I AT 22 (VRS) R 8¢ T I 545 PR it 22 5% Bl 18 ANl T A 20 BEAR BCR AR (W42 3)- MR
BRFERE, &3 MGEEREGE 2 gOEERAEFFHERMAR. NATARMEKE, i
2 el 18 MR AUER MR A 00171, Hob, bR, RE. FHAR. B 5. il W RET
ARSI AR N 1, BB T AFARPCER A, RoxiX 7 Dl BRI E AR TR IUIRES
R LR AEBARRCERAER N T 1, T HAEARREE S KT AR M, Kb & 2 BRI
{E A%, 9 0.6630, KUK 11 MRS ARIEBIARARYEAR, WIRERGHECE T w5 s, A
BRACRNRT, INDIFATTIE 18 NIRRT H(E N 0.6507, o, Jbat. H i ARE 3 i
MR 1, BB TR EIURE, RYIZ 3 MR AEERBA T CLE R Hl; HAR 15 MR
HRERCREY /N 1, Ho, W MNIBRRCRAE AR, O 0.2137, KWK LT H AT ARAE SR IE(E
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Table 3. Decomposition of green total factor productivity efficiency
of cities in the Bohai rim economic circle

=3 R FENTREEERE KUY N R

AR U LREAR
Jbxt 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000
Kt 1.0000 0.7512 0.7512
Kik 0.9520 0.8381 0.7979
PR 1.0000 0.4297 0.4297
B 0.9425 0.5664 0.5338
B 0.9666 0.4844 0.4682
Gl 0.9144 0.6223 0.5690
) By 1.0000 0.4025 0.4025
B 1.0000 0.9299 0.9299
RER 0.6630 0.4423 0.2932
M 0.7820 0.2137 0.1671
5 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000
KE 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000
MHE 0.8315 0.9619 0.7998
HeYi 0.7116 0.9443 0.6720
i 0.9829 0.7543 0.7414
H i 0.9865 0.5526 0.5451
WM 0.7753 0.7077 0.5487
BifE 0.9099 0.6507 0.5921

5. ML FEE T RESERE TN SHHES
5.1 ZFEBIMTRE B RE = RHERFES

2010~2019 IR ihifg 28 5 BBl i I 4R €0 A B2 3R AR P e R e MR AL E D B AR Az v, A 90 B I3 v St t 4
R A PRI AN 2019 4E 0.6588, ik 2012 4F 05292, ZR(a 4B R A RA TV, (HIR
ERUN. dbat. B RE I MRS EAERARMEEN 1, —HIRFF DEA A% KETSE2E
FA R P S PR Y, BRI, AR A %, 2010 4F DEA A2, )5 2018 ARk F i i .
KIETITE 2013 1 2014 41k %] DEA ARG Rt R AR F 5T, 2019 FFHRIA S| DEA . %
B RWRESERAEFRNI TN TG LR A BRI, TR, A
GG NGO RERA LRI T KIER DN, 325 T 65.8%, 1 2016 4% 4 4 B A = 2R BN K,
FEJF S T 2016 AEHNK 1 [ e g 4 Bt S = ER . R, 2013 AEE LTS L
T AR KRG G AT, IR T IS ORG ) BEAT DMV R SR AR TR I B, A 2014 Ak H T
TEAERHEBCE IR TR, 2019 A T Tl AR HECE S A {H 2013 AEAHEL R FE T 49.95%. M
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R, HHEA

H 17 2010~2012 4F 2 #T E s, 2012~2017 42 N EEH, 2017~2019 F&8 B, EoRLH| DEA
AR, HEARESRORER A RIR B m AT, K 2.15%. M TSR0 2 2R R AR
RE S, RIS S TR T RO G AR LRRAE, 2010 A1 2011 4F DEA B3, MARESE ST RE
FER R R EIKT . 2010~2019 4, HRENEE VT IR T A P AME Y 05921, 10 kISR 0.6 Fr4E b
B, SRR B, 7E 2019 FEik E = {H 0.6588.

5.2. KFEETHREEERE RS EFES

2010 4EF 2019 4EINEIF 40 G PEI IR 117 4 €0 4 B 3 A 7 56 (10 2 (R RFAE 2 BRI 308 1 P 110 Ay 35 225 S
Rk S o EMRERAGRE R 18 N EE T, dbal. HE. RERIHBERNSOEERATE,
WMRAR, AW &AM E 2R ZE . BL 2019 42001, Jbat. Ki%, H&EWN a0 2mEy -
R, 58T DEA ARG HUUR A AR, SR AR 575N 0.9382 F1 0.8289, M
BARMACN 0.1668, (AL SEINTTN 16.7%. RTLAE H, PRGBS R 14t (o 2 B3 AR P2 R

[, ZFMKREFEES. Wk 4 fix, P SPSS 24K )74 2010~2019 4F A H i) 245 5% Pl Ik

TR A (0 4 R A AT HEAT 1 0 W7» ARAE 3 M7 45 SR e 5 Pl R I T 2 € 4 LR A7 3 O 1 KT

K RIBAR K =2

Table 4. 2010~2019 classification of green total factor productivity of cities in the Bohai rim economic circle

5% 4.2010~2019 B2 FBIHRE 2 ERE ~E LR

iy BT AT KT
JER. T WL k. B o g WM. EEE. G, B
2010 #h. B, RE e MG KE HEE. WM. F%
ot Jest. BN L. T R, WM. WY, Kk WM. ZELS. BN, O
e e b HEE. FH
N L N G MY B . WML B S SR 0L
20012 GRS B W& WG AR T, FIE. fth g
i e o . WM. EEE. G, B
2013 Jbat. KiE. £8. 55 WE S M. . B, RiE FA. fEEL B EM. 08
WifE. MG L. K. e N S . EE. S
2014 Kok, T M. R oA RES. HEG HL MR
WifE. G WY, K. Kk,
2015 Jese. R RE. T B M. ZE S, O, B S
S
. I WM. ZEE. . Sk FEE. 5. WM. 0. A
2016 . Bl A5, 758 ME. K BN R PR
Kk, WYL . . G
2017 Jbm. . BE. HY WM. BEE FeEE, HIE, B, 8.
G frE. PR
R WA, KL AR Bl WM. S L ST
2018 PR EIL M. HIRL g, YDy N
ot . ks, Kk, S5 . B . FIE. BN, .

il RE. TS

FHR REE B MY
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6. FHILEEI

AT T AL AR B SBM-Undesirable A5 iz ife 22 5 B 18 My 4 4 B A ARk
TSN EZR i, JFXF 2010~2019 SEFMEIHGIR T AR (0 4 BOR A RN BRFEHEAT 0. S50,
2010 £FE3| 2019 EI HFL B I T A 4% A B A SR M Z R BOV T, AL IR AL B2
RILHAFI R A, HEAR E R — AN BRI LT RORIE . PRl 28 5 Bl K0 70 iy 2B R R A
MBRCR KA, T RIRAFFE KR . AT ST R it LU il

Fs BRI T R Sk (L A B R R B BRI I, R BOHARS B O R RER.
JE LA T Ot B SR TS B, RALECE N BB LIRS, THtX 4
BER &R HAR PR TTIR L -

B, IR SR, SEE SRR A BRI TR K R . RN A TR I T, BR
ABSTAHN AT Tolk 7™ 5 GDP S B LBl v, BT BRI b3t 5580 ) S A B I B AR 5
HL A AR 8™ R IE G N, SO PR IR B b 2 ka1 5 3

F= SEEIRTT R AR, W X IR RESE A o [X IR T R e R i 5 L DX RS s AT T 9 55,
DR ] B A2 1) e H bt B AR ORISR o PV 5 P 1 DX 2 78 23 R AR AR B B A A, R v R B
FeR XIS AT G e BT - 3G - IRST 52 vk, LB A PF Gt T S 1K

E&WmE

e RO A S AR BT ST H SRR ¢ = IX SN AR IR S IME R ST S AMEITAL 7(SZK Y 2021132)
RSB RIE FEALA T RO HLIX 27 £ A 7T 7 (SZKY2021113).
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