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Abstract

This study focuses on the dynamic measurement, spatio-temporal analysis patterns, and triple-effect
influence mechanisms of energy and ecological efficiency in China’s four major industrial bases under
the “dual carbon” goals. First, the NDDF model and Luenberger index are employed for efficiency meas-
urement, followed by spatio-temporal analysis visualization. Second, spatial DID empirical tests are
used to deeply analyze the influence mechanisms of efficiency spatiotemporal analysis in the four ma-
jor industrial bases (the “pollution refuge effect”—“neighborhood effect”—“spillover effect” linkage
mechanism). Finally, based on the research results, a triple effect synergistic governance strategy is
proposed based on the spatiotemporal analysis differentiation characteristics, providing multi-scale
quantitative decision-making support for the green development and transformation of industrial ba-
ses. The results indicate that from 2012 to 2022, the energy efficiency and ecological efficiency of the
four major industrial bases have both significantly improved, but regional differentiation is evident.
Spatio-temporal analysis visualization reflects the bidirectional transmission effect of geographical
proximity on technology spillover and pollution diffusion. Meanwhile, spatial DID testing confirms the
deep coupling relationship among the three effects.
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K SIS o SR, H RS X 2850 R R 22 R WY S, P R P b B B & AN D, T W £
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HATEERRIGEE R BT SR, ARSI BRI M S RO B AR, AR
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2. MEkERIR

Tl A REDR R 5 A A R AT B TV AT RESR R R AT T KAZ D iR bR, B WA X XAFE R
HREL, LRSS TV SN FEMRA B br. fRIRECRE Tl A 7= o S REVR AN BT B (1) 22 55 7=
HE RSN E, O ATl B AR D R AR D BB IR 9%, AR A RCR B LA /M BEIR T FEAIR
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FaL” X Tl g R Ji 5 R R AR SRS S2 AR R, ME DUSEE Tl FEHh BB IR - 257 - AR B — 1Rk,
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Ji& T DXk Tl SRR B SRR e . Forf, Z9402023) [115FS RALZ Tk AR S e w7, Al
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3.1. 332 NDDF-Luenberger {3 & {23
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HAZ OB T RS ENRBCRNNEZL, I NE R D (Technological Change, TC)FH % e i3 (Ef-
ficiency Change, EC) KIRZ A &, SLHEH T Z2HALH K%, AU BRI HERNH TR - £
RCRARAINFE . TP A0 ¢+ 1)f) NDDF {H, Luenberger 8 %((LPI)it & N :
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LPI=TC+EC
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Table 1. Explanation of core variables
1. LT ERE

A A A
L DOERREDR - AR
WA Treat; x Post, TR SR o o R DA
PHE, 15 Y EME P RUN H 4
NE, A0 HL 2N
R A :
SE, B R 1 E
2 A AL B AR w 2o - WERE ARG M RIS X HER S S IRK)
P AL X, VPRI NI LS

ARt e 2 R TR HESE, R GRS TS YRR T RN (PHE) 48 BLALN (NE) LA K A RN (SE)
R T AL GEBUR PG B 08 23 (8] SR E 5 ROM RS A A . B DLZR Y - B A S A R R A [X 3 )
PNV IRERIE BRI A2 515 YR dn A% (0 22 18] e B i, e P 22 2 B OB 22 7 R OUBR B SR v R
1) Tl Py B B Fd T R . R ARERIA BRI P A IR AN . AT T PR IR
WU — At PHE 3455 — fi 5 Q3L X4 SE S BIE ™ W EGIA, S4Bz 1 QR HhCo e 36 ] i o 49 5
NE 1E AR 13T RUR AR M. IXh 2 e RN IR B WAL, BERSREHER ) OB IR2 1 5, TG 22
“BUR T - i - R EA 7 AR, 9 DS A S L A IR R 22 A AR B

BERTIRAE AT S B R
4. HEFRERSHAERIR

BTSRRI T REIR AR AN A SRR M BEAR AR AR A R A, A RL 2k B A
PRI RS, M 1 e [ DY R Tl B RE IR - A SBCRIEARA R, & 2 Fis.

Table 2. Energy-ecological efficiency indicator system

2. BER - ESHMEERER

Z fabr AR 2R <X
57 80 J14E AR RN FL TN
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F T FE AR = Tl R, L3P0 25 Amire Hrpil b Tolb Rty & 8 AN dlrds, EIJERH. K%,
B PO, AR PHRL B DML RUEE TR RE Bl 3 i KEA TR
W Y. FHL TN . B T BN, BHSE 9 T BR=A Db AR . IR
D BRifg. b, ENEE 5 . BHRBRIET (PEBRWSHEE) - SWAIEE. IEARSHE
&, ULB TG ARG TR IR AR S0 sk KRB il EE . RPERIESE T A S . A
e 2012~2022 PR DAV A BEIRACR SRS MRS it 0 AT o pr S0 b, 3
JEE fi e A FE SZ MR 2R S LA o

5. SEUEST#R
5.1. REFEBBRSESHEMES RS

%:F NDDF-Luenberger I EE A5, iz 0k Tk 3 25 AN AR - A SRCRIEFREWE, 207510
FH 2012~2022 A5 PY K TV SR HL S35 T BEVR AR 5B HCR, W R,

5.1.1. RN B LR

Table 3. Energy efficiency measurement results for eight cities in the Liaoning Central-Southern industrial base

T 3. W hEg Tl E 8 e R ZE M B LS

X 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 ¥IE
1l 0284 0317 0262 0270 0270 0352 0387 0384 0421 0465 0.636 0.368
AE 0262 0266 0254 0284 0276 0294 0333 0308 0370 0410 0406 0.315
KiE 0308 0373 0355 0415 0518 0.546 0.686 0.738  0.782  0.926  1.024  0.606
FFHE 0195 0.198 0220 0225 0273 0332 0373 0326 0330 0349 0365 0.290
| 0230 0242 0247 0273 0354 0.334 0382 0303 0300 0341 0304 0.301
#LE 0160 0151  0.146  0.155 0.135 0.159 0.160 0.169 0203 0.243  0.282 0.178
YEPH 0308 0.334 0314 0334 0416 0486 0578 0579 0.792  1.009  1.047 0.563
B 0182 0204 0199 0203 0285 0295 0302 0303 0313 0339 0395 0.275

YIE 0241 0261 0250 0270 0.316 0.350 0400 0.389 0439 0510 0.557 0.369

Table 4. Energy efficiency measurement results for the three cities of the Beijing-Tianjin-Tangshan industrial base

F 4. FURETAEM 3 HERREERMNELER

HIX 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 H{E

Jbx 0358 0317 0403 0428 0461 0512  0.635 0.736 0.819 1.006 1.038 0.610
K#E 0166 0178 0.173  0.176  0.183 0216 0.237  0.231 0.235 0.264 0.312 0.216
Al 0118 0.170  0.165  0.159  0.162  0.150 0.165  0.166 0.172 0.198 0.210 0.167

¥IME 0214 0222 0247 0254 0269 0293 0346 0377 0.409 0.490 0.520 0.331

N
K
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Table 5. Energy efficiency measurement results for nine cities in the Yangtze River Delta industrial base

F 5 K=ATAEM o HEERERNELR

HIX 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 WIE

Fal 0216 0232 0243 0268 0295 0332 0366 0398 0402 1.003 1.003 0.433
Jo# 0260 0268 0257  0.262  0.292 0339 0354 0369 0358 0575 0.612 0.359
WM 0.188 0204 0217 0231 0253 0286 0.295 0317 0317 0354 0411 0.279
M 0242 0250 0258 0274 0306 0353 0.352 0361 0355 0.397 0545 0.336
BiE 0154 0164 0.170 0.179 0.195 0222 0252 0270 0279 0304 0334 0.229
B 0210 0216 0217 0226 0248 0.286 0.296 0.339 0369 1.037 0.664 0.373
T 0220 0225 0217 0216 0223 0259 0276 0302 0312 0342 0.389 0271
> 0157 0.158 0.152  0.151 0.158 0.180 0.195 0208 0212 0242 0278 0.190
i 0372 0370 0383 0397 0444 0549  0.665 1.001  0.736  0.828 1.136  0.626
¥IME 0224 0232 0235 0245 0268 0312 0339 039 0371 0565 0.597 0.348

Table 6. Energy efficiency measurement results for five cities in the Pearl River Delta Industrial Base

6. =AM EM 5 HEERHERNELSR

X 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 BIME
il 0157 0284 0282 0283 028 0.287 0.292  0.309 0.305 0336 0372 0.290
JoM 0218 0363 0358 0365 0373 0391 0422 0456 0488 0532 0577 0413
= 0.085 0.168 0.169 0.162 0.168 0.183 0.188 0207 0.196 0.207 0.233  0.179
WYl 0239 0892 1.014  1.003  0.553 1.021 1.360 0.741  0.853  0.791 1.147  0.874
BE 0128 0219 0215 0224 0240 0285 0285 0313 0293 0325 0.369 0.263
WE 0165 0385 0408 0407 0324 0433 0510 0405 0427 0438 0.540 0.404

B 3. %4, %5, Keo4RA, W, sEE., K=M. BR=M DAk 2012~2022 48] 4
BLRBEIR R IME T HN 0369, 0331, 0.348. 0.404. iX-4E[A], PUK Tk I 4 B R REIR R P41
BARFERAK, Bk =M Tl S 4 B GEVE AR I MG = T HoAth = X 8. PUK Tl Sk bh 25 A3 1l g V8
UAAE BE I [ HERS #0A AN [FIFERE LG K.

ARG, DA XA B R GER AR P 20U s %, BRI, M 2012 41 0.2
FEAHAKE] 2012 4E 11 0.55 7oA, {H2 XIRZE RAEA WA/, X R LT R, & X8 7R
TR FHRCEEAEA W K Bk .

SIXBORE, fEXHER, Lhm. sEHE. KEASA KRS EREFEICRKTFZRAK,
FARRIFELPHRORES, K= Tl 1) 4 2 5 BRI SREAE 2019~2020 4 [H1H — J/MERERT R %,
B J5 4k SR, BRAAE 2022 IS DA X R iR KT, 0,597 HR BR = A ol b 1) 4 B 3 e IR A%
KT I KT ARG e B K . HAE 2012~2019 4R (7] 5 Hofth = X3 A S K 2 5, 0 HI7E 2012~2013
5 2016~2018 A P IREKFIRTE, SEKIEEZLE 0.2 /o4 £ 2015~2016 5 2018~2019 A
KA TR, FEEIEREAE 0.1 /£47, WIGAE 2019~2022 4 5 Hofh = XIS AR IE A [R5 B KOR &S . X
AIRESE RN B = AL X S5 R RN R R RO S A%, H A B AR AR /KT AR B 52 21520
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Table 7. Ecological efficiency measurement results for eight cities in the Liaoning Central-Southern industrial base

7. TR T B 8 AESKENELER
HIX 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 A
JLBH 1.026  1.015  1.002 1.006 1.018 0.786 1.008 1.000 1.011 1.050 1.076  1.000
KiE  1.014 1.030 1.006 1.023 1.035 0.838 1.026 1.014 1.006 1.105 1.151 1.022
#0533 0.550 0514  0.501 0453 0477 0527  0.599 1.006 1.004 1207 0.670
i 0.625  1.000 0.601 0.628 1.046 1.012 1.030 1.003 1.020 1.036 1.052 0914
A% 1.009 1.042 1.019 1.023 1.036 1.013 1.012 1.004 1200 1.055 1.080 1.045
FFZ% 1103 1.021  1.028 0.738 1.057 1.021  1.031 0918 1.024 1211 1358 1.046
I 1.007 1.014 1.003 1.002 0479 0543 0.683 0.608 1.009 1.022 1.230 0.873
#A 1.030  1.011 1.032  1.022 1.007 1274 1.061 1.002 1.013 1.132 1.197 1.071
WME 0918 0960 0901 0868 0.891 0.870 0922 0.894 1.036 1.077 1.169  0.955

Table 8. Ecological efficiency measurement results for the three cities of the Beijing-Tianjin-Tangshan industrial base

8. FURET L EM 3 HESKENELER
HIX 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 HfE
Jex 1.015 0902 0915 1.008 0.863 1.005 1.003  1.040 1.021 1.133  1.179 1.008
KEE 1.009 1.013 0.808 1.006 1.019 1.048 1.033 1.019 1.014 1.084 1.117 1.015
JEil 1.064 1058 1.007 1.015 1.014 1.023 1.032  1.023 1.012 1.058 1.075 1.035
WE  1.029 0991 0910 1.010 0.966 1.025 1.023  1.027 1.015 1.092 1.124 1.019

Table 9. Ecological efficiency measurement results for nine cities in the Yangtze River Delta industrial base

F9. K=ATllEHh 0 ENKENELR
HIX 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 BME
B 1.037 1.004 1.008 1.002 1.043  1.021  1.021 1.018 1.019 1.035 1.043 1.023
&% 1.008 1.002 0.800 0.790 0.865 1.015 1.007 1.022 0.940 1.054 1.070 0.961
WM 1015 1.020  1.014  1.003 1.013  1.013  1.008 1.007 1.020 1.025 1.034 1.016
73 0570 0.591  0.605 0.623  0.779 1.010 1.007 0937 1.003 1.028 1.074  0.839
B 1.014 1.012 1.032 1.010 1.008 1.011 1.049  1.030 1.041 1.025 1.022 1.023
BN 0541 0477 0472 0547 0591 0.619  0.630  0.653 0.849 1.084 1300 0.706
T 0601 0596 0.553  0.551 0.558 0.578 0.637 0.754 1.003 1.006 1.132 0.724
> 1.027  1.014 1.002 1.008 1.052 0909 1.061  1.021 1.124  1.037 1.045 1.027
ki 1.022  1.017 1011 1.004 1.007 1.029 1.033 1.055 1.015 1.033 1.021 1.022
¥)ME 0871 0.859 0.833 0.838 0.879 0912 0939 0944 1.002 1.036 1.082  0.927
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Table 10. Ecological efficiency measurement results for five cities in the Pearl River Delta industrial base

F10. ZR=A T EM 5 HESYERMELER

HIX 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 WIE
il 1.018 1.016  1.003 1.006  1.000  0.768 1.000  1.005 1.017  1.028  1.039 0.991
JoM 1,013 1.004  1.002  1.004 1.007  1.002 1.030  1.004  1.018 1.021 1.030  1.012
= 1.011 0.898 1.008 1.037 1.000  1.022 1.001 1.014  1.009 1.034  1.044 1.007
wPl o 1016  1.017  1.027 1.026  1.004  1.033 1.050  1.001 1.030  1.021 1.032  1.023
TRiE 1014 1.037 1.008 1.022 1.036  1.015 1.013 1.017 1.030  1.054 1.073 1.029
¥IME 1015 0.995 1.010  1.019 1.009  0.968 1.019  1.008 1.021 1.032 1.043  1.013

7 7. £ 8. K 9. R 1040 1E, WHE. HEF. K=/, BR=MIK Tk A 2012~2022 4
8] R AE SRR BB 20 58 0.955. 1.0194 0.927. 1.013. X-H4EE], UK Tl AR 26 2 R T S48 Bk 22
FEUN, BRI (A RS & T A DR, R, K=MK, &Ik A A SR b
[ HERS 3 RIS, i GE A ) IR (K= A1) BT =) S50 T A R B 5 9
ERTE, SR P I I ] A O AN A

BARKE, TUR TV AR SRR 5K 2HE S E A& N 2012 FFEIXESAE R 2022 45, 2K
ARG, B =AM A 0.871 9% 1.082, ILHEGA 0.918 MG 1.169. [FI}, [X45[A] 2 5 iZ D 4 /)
2012 fE e S RARMIE ZEN 0.158, 2022 SE45/NE 0.126, XRWREE LTS RE, & XIRAEIA %
RAEBARIET HalA .

SYIXRE, IR REE A A A SRR KBRS, AT S fE T 2020 F 50
T K=AAE 2019~2020 4 HIL/NE R EE, HEERE R, 52 2022 0N BN SR R RE
BRIEHT Ao TR =AM EIMATERK: 2012~2014 R0, H 2017 F 232 FFEE 0.968, 5 KlEH
31, 12018 FFEFFZE 1.019, HAAE 2019~2022 5 HABX K [F] . X 0] GREIR T2k = A LB 45 /T
HMERR R BUR, FERCRERRECR.

5.2. Bz 94T

NHE— T fE 2012~2022 4 DU K Tk S 42 B BEIR AR 5 A SRR I A 8] 7 SRR, A E Bk
BT 2012 4 2017 £ 2022 45 3 ASHH [ 18] BE 4 0 19 DU K Tl Rt 25 3 2 T 4 B BEIRRCR (B 5 A A8 3K
FAE, BRI VYR T B 2012~2022 2 &% 7 4 BR BRI AR 5 A A8 R I 23 18] 73 AR AIE
AR 4 R BRI AR S LS HEREII NI N 4 MREIK, BRI IRRER I hRR X BRI
AR X

5.2.1. BEIRMEMZSHT

HPE 1 ATAL b g Tl 3t 4 B R AR IR AR S A A A LU = AMHIE: 55—, SERBEEMEKT
Bk EREW EFHES, H EAREEK. 2012 4, PG T B4 AR R IE R K AL T AR S A
T, BEKE AU E S 05 2022 4, B 7 ECERTT DAAMIETE 1A R BRI SCE KA AN F R LN
T, TR ARIET B RAEESCR LT 0.9, X3 T EAKPIRES, BEKF LR & di
i E] 30%. 5, PRBHTTFIOCE T B4 B R AR IR AR OK S — B T AR R IRES, s iR
BBV IR — AL TRZKPIRES s #2010 M 2 B R BRI AR KPR R sk, M 2012 ERR/KSF2] 2017
MR, FER 2022 SEIE AT BLE H . 5=, AERAEFEAR SR KB ED “miE
MG AORAE, A b P 3 PRk B T R0 A T T ) 4 B R MR R AR 28 b T AR B i KT, T Ak T P
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Figure 1. Energy efficiency distribution in the Liaoning Central-Southern industrial base
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Figure 2. Energy efficiency distribution in the Beijing-Tianjin-Tangshan industrial base

B 2. URETAEMEEREEN

Hi P 2 mIA At o T D, (B EApAiER R, i, HERREENCREA LI
“PHRIARIR” FX A 2250, AERUH 2 ERERACE — BAN TR B RIKF, £E 2022 4153 0.9 Ll
b RFERIEACTIRAS s MR T 4 AR BRI RCR AR 2 A TR o X AF SAb AT B A SR i =
BEEWT A . BUR A 1 REsESS 7 i) T ARl i S i i L. Hok, el R, e
AN FE T ) 42 BER REIR AR A A R 5T, BRI REIR MR IR AR 0.3, XRHIRE LT
i BAE SR T A E A BEIRARCR LN RIR, ATRLMBOR 515 7Pk S5 h AT A R R S5 T THE D 28
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Figure 3. Energy efficiency distribution in the Yangtze River Delta industrial base

3. K= T ERERNES

HIE 3 AIS K = A T A0, B RREEACR BRI, EE A H
e, K= T 9 7 A ZER BRI A FRE B T, 2012 Sk = TV 4 2R
REVRRCR, B BRSNS, AR S UAE S EE 11%; 2022 4R = A1 Tolk R 1) 4= Z 3K AR
RV, BRIz AN IR R &K AR, 5 ik 89%,  Lilg miMIsg st i A ER REIR AR H &
HL 0.9, AFIREACIRE, RUIHLAERGE. Hrp, BaiReEReEcR KR vRE, M 2012 4
AT 21 2017 SERGHRAEKF,  FR3] 2022 SRR, B R R TR IR T AR R R i
Hk, K= Tl ) 4 EERREIRRCR A S (M A A, Bk BRI “ i, R fstX oA
225t o LR A A BRBEIR AR — EAL T ARG /KO T RE X T TR A AR 0.3, A FRACTIRE

Figure 4. Energy efficiency distribution in the Pearl River Delta industrial base

E 4. ZR=A T EMEERYESH
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Hi & 4 ATASER = A Dok 4 B REIR AR KO R R B R I IX Z 5 K. B9, Br=ff Tkt
Hy 2012 R AR BEIR BRI FARAK s B 2022 45, BREM NI LASL, Bk=FM & 156 A FFEE )
IKPEERR, AR R EL B S EEA 0 EFFE 80%, FHAH AT RARIE AR AP RBAROR R H
U, BR= A Tl 4 R REVRRACR AT A X Z2 5 oK o IR A& F e Jyitad, A 2012 EAIRZK-PAR

BB E 2017 FWEACPIRE, H 2022 FKIHARR, RPHSZEREEEFHSE R BRE, X
AIREE RS TRV AN A B E, BHOR RBONGE, 1 EM S EREERBCRIGA AT 03, 4T
RACPIRES o

5.2.2. ESWEMZOH
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Figure 5. Ecological Efficiency Distribution in the Liaoning Central-Southern Industrial Base

5. TR T EMh A SHED

B 5 AT DUR B IX S AR S OR Bk 2R 1 B 78 2012 48, FrA T AR S8R A
T K PUR KT, WIS EEXE; RTE] T 2022 £, BT, HABR T 04 SBR A AR H
FREEMHETE, ForR L TR T M RCRE R T 0.9, BB E/KIRES, (3 580m & UL KF
FIYRT & LT 2 30%. MZSIERSJRSRE, PLBH TR RIE T N X Sk AL Bt (i o3kl , AR RR
URAARFEE AR A RS s 52 T RO FE IR, 7T DX a8 50 P 2856 7 60 A8 71 K 0 Ak T A G A1
7, SRR “rdbe, SRS A ATRAE . R, T AR SRR AR TR IR, A
2012 F IR TERTF 2 2017 FHIH KT, FERATE 2022 Fik BB E KT

B 6 FIAq Rt Tkt A SRR RILR E 1 “PTm AR B S5EhA s . dbafE
N IXIBAZ O FF SR FE =K, BB A 5 G GBUR P R KA 5T, M 2012 4
AR BRIT 28 2022 AR K, S i P AR AR A e s 2k T 9 0 2R 3 T 2 1L S Bt [l iR 4K, HH 2012
SRR ERYE 2 2022 SEARKSE, R E Tk 3= ST I IR A A5 s o X Bl “ Bt amib . HEBER
F7 kg R T A R AR R S P Y 7 e 1) A E ] —— b R RSN HE B R, HR
A BB R 1L PR R B e T B AR S ORI, R T I X 3G P 4R R 2% R A e AR A A

o
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Figure 6. Ecological efficiency distribution in the Beijing-Tianjin-Tangshan industrial base
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Figure 7. Ecological efficiency distribution in the Yangtze River Delta industrial base

E 7. K=ATAWEMESHESH

HI P 7 XK = T B AR SRR I 2 AL BT R BT 2012 & 2022 4R 18] XIS 2R 23
" TR SRR SRR AL . AR ] A X SRR F R T ——
BRI IX O 2012 SEAR BB 51400, § B & 2022 4E R MEAUL RSN, SRR X E R R 1%
WA 66%, TR HUNGE 7 TTSCBLRESES L. KPR RUCRIROVR M, FERRRAC =0k, P R
QIR AEESH MR B (MG R RIX, 5 L - Bt R Z2 . XA “ i
WSILGBHE” FEAF A AR, 1 H R G S PR P S A AE—— it B Ll RO A i 4 T
R, TR PR 58 % 50 DR B B bR 3 S BUSCR SR 12%, Wk i I AR SR AT BB 22 5 A A A AL i 2

“BrBh BRI AL, (H PR FAbi

A DX S [R5 o i A o
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Figure 8. Ecological efficiency distribution in the Pearl River Delta industrial base

8. BR=A T &t E SHENH

BT 8 Bk = TV AR A BRI 2 A, AR X S5 5 I BEARER T 5 AR A AT I 2 B R
TR ARSI TSR 2012 A RMEIX, B 2022 FFH SR DL BT & ik 80%,
FAR RN LA T BRI =K B CA L BON X SR s A%, R5E. ) MEE T FRD R R &
FERLIX,  EERHE AR GE AR S B S k. ST, M BN ME— ¥ B R BUX 13T, SIRYITE R
PR ZE . XFP “BRZAR I S GIBE T MR, BRI SR S HE AR SRR 3
AT BURE 22 06 P [F) VA BRI 12

5.3. SEMAHLE o4

3T A DID BRI SHER IR S5 R, AWEE R Gia s T IR TS e - A R 25 7 B i) =
FRAN IR L A 11

Table 11. Ecological Efficiency Measurement Results for Five Cities in the Pearl River Delta Industrial Base
F 11. Z[8] DID SLIERIEER

Bl A4 Nl P fH
Policy 0.152%%* 0.032 0.001
PHE —0.087%* 0.021 0.013

NE 0.226%** 0.045 0.000

SE 0.193%* 0.039 0.008
WxPolicy 0.118* 0.029 0.042
WxPHE —0.204%** 0.037 0.002
WxNE 0.351%%* 0.058 0.000
WxSE 0.287#* 0.063 0.011
BIFTHCFE S 0.412%** 0.071 0.000
R 5 —0.165%** 0.048 0.017
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KRB

Par
&

T4, 15 YL BN (PHE) 2 902 3 1) X33 A RRAIE . FREE R S BEBR 4 T 1 AN, i Dol
Fh(Ibat . B RYIDMIASBAETR - 4 B RCERIK 0.23%, MHRHIH X (R L 710 5509 0 % 0.18%.
KRR T B b 25 (B HE R ——2016~2022 4F iy JUH X 75 e B B AL P LU B N R 12.7%,  [RIHE R X
ETF9.3%, TR “m XEARA . ARSI X 7= RediE 7 = Joik R Hk, &8RS (NE)RILA &
FER RS AR HUER AT X S R B AR s B R AL 0.35, (HV5 4 BUREUNA 0.28. SLALFIIIF a0
K=, Bt 75N (R H R ANE AT 5 & 2019~2022 ERCRIETE 17.3%, 1 5% MK BTG e L #4
¥ SEFIRCR K 9.6%. ), AMERUS(SE)EEL “XWT)” FRE: BIF L 200 2 B4 P I IE A%
AR AN AE XIRCRSETE 0.41%, AHF=NERFE 51k 1035 et 20 A AR X A 2 R0 R BE 0.29%.

MUHIfFAT R = A NAFEBN SR G R R AIABERUR 22 5 K, ¥ ek X BT 2508 i & 72 b 2% ]
FA——Ab T i m ) DXl o b AR B SR A B e, W1 2019~2022 AE AR LU T 15.2%,
MR F L2 X BN “mis g - KR 8. XM= RE sl KR8 BN : R BN
HEF X PM2.5 5 XIS TTIR R IL 32%, IEARILAE K =M B RIBARY BOREIA 0.78. A8 AN
P GR  Z AR AR AN R s T r o0 3 5 AR S I 2 5 B IX SRR 52 T 0.38%, RV By I ik
e FEOL AR DAV RS BER TR 0.24%. ERTERE, AUBREHIE T 2 8] SAm ALl = A2 B 3RS
RN ——4 X I R 72 S i BRME 0.25 B, BURSREE A B3R Tt 12%, A 80l Juk e Bt 08 (14 471 ) b

.
6. &g

AT T DK Tl 2012~2022 SEREYR - AESBERISHE ST, RGHEAR T X"
FAR TR I BN AL 22 [ R S AENLE . BRI, DU R Ak b i) BE PR AR AN A SRR 1
SR ETHEY, R X TSR O R ARG . REVRACR T T, BR = Tk R P 5 v s
HURLRE AR, XIS BE EZ D 4/ AR DBk = A AU e, K= Afx e . X —45
RELW], IR DA RCR R T BRI T BRI, (H R =M TrE R, HASHRR
THm e SE KPR, 75 R S B A

I 2 Wk — PR 1 AR A R UL o T bR T e S R b v A A% )RS, PR
RIE N REPRCRIF LS, 1B B 55 P Sl T R IR s BUAE R R BN “PUmi R i &%, Jbathe
PR EFERTFL KM, P dbIR” vEm, Bl BMRRERRN, EFMEMT AR
JiiJa s BRI SN PEh MEos, RIS, T M A6 2 b TRACIRES . X2 8] 7> R ELR A
USRI T X ML S5 AR ACT 22 5, B 1 B AT X R A% 3 XA —— SR 5
TSR HOME, B2 E P R B AAT R .

AR NI 2 5] DID AR SRR 36 1 = RO (V5 S EXE T RN« AR HLARONE L A ias RN ) Rk
ZHLA . MBS ZE R R OISR ER s e s B SRYIDE SRR T 2,
ENRCEESETE, AEINRN T DO L Bl B0 TS ReREE T RN, SELEAER S “ T
B - REAR” BiE o A8 HANRBUY R Z R SRS, SR 515 5 BOME . SN RUNIIE “X07)”
RFAE: B o S B X CR R T, (P A B oS N 51 R AR SRR A . HLEIRE &R ], WAk
WO 2 (A R A S B RIS, 2 DO 22 e B AR 0.25 I, BORBRZ BT 12%, A 2l
Gl S o

BT BRI, AHT TR I = H S RV BN S, A 2 3 o0 R O S 22 S A AR
S e LA DX S BT RO BRI S RS S LA R AR DX R R RS s L0k, M5 Xk
BRBTIBCAE R4, LA 40 HE AN P O BOR T H BR A, 1B HIVS Ay 8 i, Kttt DV 5R 5 T g N R
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