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Abstract
The purpose of the study is to measure the industrial land use efficiency of 15 cities in Sichuan
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Province, with the expectation of providing reference for the development of the Chengdu-
Chongqing Economic Circle to optimize the allocation of resources and improve the efficiency of
industrial land use. The research method is based on the DEA-BBC model and to utilize the rele-
vant industrial data of 15 cities in Sichuan Province from 2016 to 2019 to establish an evaluation
index system for the efficiency of industrial land use from the input-output perspective and to
process the data. The results of the study indicate that 1) The changes in pure technical efficiency
and scale efficiency of most cities are not synchronized, with small changes in the average effi-
ciency value of 15 cities in 2016~2019, higher scale efficiency values, and unbalanced industrial
land use efficiency, which still has large room for improvement. 2) The comprehensive efficiency
values of old industrial cities such as Chengdu City, Deyang City and Mianyang City have been low-
er than the average value for four consecutive years, which is at the low segment level of the
province, and the overall level of industrial land utilization efficiency is not high. 3) The technical,
comprehensive and scale efficiency values of Ya’an and Ziyang have remained at 1 for four con-
secutive years, with high industrial land utilization efficiency. The study concludes that the uneven
economic development within Sichuan Province still requires the implementation of strict and ef-
fective regulation of urban land use and the continued promotion of synergistic collaboration in
industrial development within the region.
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2021 410 A 20 H, EBEEIARE (il DX O E ot Bl d oM RN E) S ERffFE 1A X 2
PR B IAR T AR R o R b DX U 48 V5 el Tl i e 8 ) B L WV B e, E 2, k&
SIS AH L b el XA R AT, b FH R 7 f E A, A ORI o, 2 DX G 0 I SRBE T TE
F RIFH 5% SCHR 3 B4 rp 7756 ] = B8 05 e AR FE 3 R 8 R R 8 R R AT AR AR AT A T DAY, (B
Tl ) FH R Bk FEAR T e b o RN R B o AN [ X 5 Tl R FH RS AT I, U R i 55 08 P2
AL AT N X CAL BN - P2 A FEREAT 1204 [1]: 0 AR RN R FR 20T 1 KR 1
AR LRI AR R, A DL S AR R I FR BE AR G ) 1) 2] Vrafhs, Jdidis A B s o i s
A S AR TR 16 AN A LR P R R A AT AT, SR R IR = A I T R R AR 5
DL FSRER eSS, A DEORTTIAS] DEA F3K[3]; MRffdid A H 2 & DEA ik 7 &EARFH X
35 Mk F MR 8GR RS AE S AR Ak 3, R B Tk A S Rs SO R 2 R Bk 3h 4] e MR
DEA A H [ 6 AN 3= EE20 % X3 7 Tl F bR FH R e i) 25 ) 22 e dEAT I 9, 6 SR R B0 P 1 Tl P 3 2k
RIAR L TS E K R [5]: K BisH] SBM-Undesirable #7885t b FH b o1 FH 2008 K 52 PR
HEAT 53 HT[6] -

M) 1T 28 BE A A AR . Tl A R AR A K P M 25 W AR A T2, 48 N 22 e PR 3R N e
T b FH ) FH 0% A s B 5 BRI AN B AT 4 B R R A% 0 o TR, ARSCRL it DX OBU 22 5%
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2. EXEHR

FSCIA XU 5 Bl Ak DY ) 1) 2ty JFC T ARUER 25 DU )1 48 i i 26 A -+ T gy, SRR =1 )\ X,

2 E PRI T K e R T BRI T R, R E S PR R . CRKILARTE T
Cnr R REE IR B A G . BB S B R LE 2016 4F [E A AR R RMEIR B T 48178 {4, A
6.5%7c £7[8], 2019 4F i th X XU £ 5 Bl 5 A N\ 11 ik 9600 /5, (4= 6.9%; B A= SEIE 7.4 5
12, 54 6.3%, & ES R, K=, BHIEASXER SR [9]. %582 E I L
L, AU E AT 7T X3 T oy () gDy 1] 45 AT RIAGES . [ 5T, SO ZERH . 4RRH. E T
WYLy SRl m7e JEL BSE. T2 A k%, BERH, ZXIE N KERR LG R E Tk, 7l
GEF R IELE AT

3. HWEEF*®
3.1. DEA 53k

DEA & iz %%+ # Charnes 55 1978 EF2H (1) —Fogr 07 %, "EHARITIZE 2 5 2 54 I R
BEATHETE o JEHAFOLT , XA T A RIP Al R LE DS 5.5 (DMU) AR XS A R [10], FSRPPAG 22 e B
BNS ZFP RS R T SR AR XS RURE[11]. DEA HBITE 2 fabn i ab 387 A L%y, ek
AT ERCE AR B B, AT E AR A — 2, IR e N T E AL A BRI R [12] -
HRAEAS [F] R USSR I 2, DEA 3R] LRI 539 CCR 1 BCC, CCR MR BRI BARI A, THE H 1)
SRR, BV R (B ARG R, 1 BCC B AUE R USRI nT A8, 1 5t R R 20 R AR R
H, VN EFI IR ARG M. ASCEIUZ DEA 77791 BBC AL, ZAE A RIR A

min[@—g(eTs’ +eTs*)]

n
Z;xj;tj +5 =6x,
j=

FEZAT, JONRFRICHAR. 0 WA RNE. 2 WRE, s, sTUMASE . /£ DEA 1, ZRBHIRM
o= AHRE x MBACEE, MEGEEHRARMEET 1, Ml EoRAR[13].

3.2. BTN IEIRER

MY F R F RGN HE bR 22 2 7 A B Db s BUIR R B0 A R Al b, BT RO AR
fi, B A SR T, @A T ARG I D R BCRIEIN TR AR A R . BRI, ASCTNL A
MRV TR AR R MR T BRI =R TR . EoE R AR L, BRI Tk E #
T A AR, Sk T Tk A R e SR R R AR . LUGEEOR R, A TME
FEAE R LE IR AR B, T MM FUT TR IEAT VPO . e AP R b, 36 Tb FH H AR F RR kAT
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DAL, ACE B A = B BN AL R JE s T HL2E S e A AR bl AN BRI 7 L T
JRR I RAN o R 2 D A B AR B Y, TR K B T — S AT A HE TSP 7 TR HEAT VT
Hro ARSCRIFIDU 1A 18 T 2016~2019 4F LGt At , T HN AR T — 8 Tl AR F 2ok
FIPPAS TR AR A R [13] (35 1 FTR).

Table 1. Evaluation index system of industrial land use efficiency
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3.3. WHERIR K ALIE

AWFFELAIYNIZE 15 AN i T AR FI 5, SR EERE (WUIGTHES) (2016~2020).
ChEST ST ES) (2016~2019), LAWK A S TG THE T ) A NSRS, ISR
KN AMMIETE . kR ESWREIRE TGRS . BARmE, 1Bk R 00 T A i
FEERRE (R EBH@REFEE) o DI NBCEEE & e 5 s ok 5 (DY) Ngerk %) Tk
J AR B E Rk B R BT SRS 5 T3 nE Fe B ok B S g i E IR &5
R BES T AR.

X T 4 o6 T b PR 7K B — AR HE BRI R R B, AR SCE A SPSS 12 AR AME T DAAb AR .
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4.1, )& 15 T Tk At F B R e FF 947

T TR FH BB s G285 e fa e B AT O B N AR BE,  ABASHIE FE il S = e b b B S B2
HOATE I FERR, T CO HEE A TV AR, FRA “IERUH/ M7, HBEBROR, Ol A ™
HSERSS . Rk, XTI R R AR, Rl B AN AR T BN S IR R AR, DUIE
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Horp ik 3 Bis H SPSSAU A IH— 1 A kAT, BARN:

X; —=Min(X;)
Max(X;)—Min(X;)
FIAh, T EARbRE N IE R TR BRI A XN
Max(X;)- X, @
Max(X;)—Min(X;)

ZJ5, PR DEA BB, X2 8405 B T AR B, IRZAA33 T 15 ML #E 2016~2019
RPN LI SR A BN ERMA . AR R R . R WA 2~5, Hfr,  “irs” oAU
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Table 2. Use efficiency values of 15 cities in Sichuan province in 2016
F2 2.2016 )14 15 MR Tl AR BIEE

2016
) LA BB e N E LT
AR 0.046 0.069 0.669 irs
HiT 0.591 0.609 0.972 irs
PP 0.616 1.000 0.616 drs
fHRH 0.408 0.421 0.970 irs
250 0.227 0.247 0.919 irs
BT 1.000 1.000 1.000 -
T 0.339 0.353 0.961 irs
il 0.490 0.492 0.996 irs
2R 0.357 1.000 0.357 drs

JE L 1.000 1.000 1.000 .
ER 0.494 1.000 0.494 drs
S 1.000 1.000 1.000 -
B 0.390 0.409 0.954 irs
ez 1.000 1.000 1.000 -
e 1.000 1.000 1.000 -
15 0.597 0.707 0.860

Table 3. Use efficiency values of 15 cities in Sichuan province in 2017

5% 3.2017 F£M)I14 15 MR A Tl A FI R ERE

2017

) LREME SN & PR & TS T
BT 0.072 0.074 0.980 irs
Sy 0.755 1.000 0.755 drs
P 0.511 1.000 0.511 drs
fHRH 0.399 0.956 0.417 drs
EE 0.259 1.000 0.259 drs
BT 1.000 1.000 1.000 -
ML 0.279 0.374 0.746 irs
Srih 0.493 0.533 0.925 irs
25 0.239 0.245 0.974 irs
JE L 0.415 0.560 0.741 irs
HE 0.221 1.000 0.221 drs
IS 0.525 0.662 0.793 drs
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| 0.314 0.328 0.959 irs
Mz 1.000 1.000 1.000 -
ZERA 1.000 1.000 1.000 -
15 0.499 0.715 0.752

Table 4. Use efficiency values of 15 cities in Sichuan province in 2018
F= 4.2018 FEM)I14E 15 MR Tl BRI AMEE

2018

) LA BB R ES SN ELL
SR 0.113 0.117 0.966 drs
HiT 1.000 1.000 1.000 -
M 0.540 0.560 0.965 irs
(e 0.369 0.432 0.855 irs
il 0.265 1.000 0.265 drs
U 0.813 1.000 0.813 irs
PIIT 0.549 0.551 0.996 irs
il 0.789 0.872 0.905 irs
A 0.272 0.289 0.939 irs
JE L 0.791 1.000 0.791 drs
ER 0.164 0.186 0.879 irs
] 0.592 1.000 0.592 drs
M 0.398 0.398 1.000 -
M2z 1.000 1.000 1.000 -
BERH 1.000 1.000 1.000 -
4 0.577 0.694 0.864

Table 5. Use efficiency values of 15 cities in Sichuan province in 2019

525.2019 F£0)I14 15 MbHrpI Tl A FI M ERE

2019

) LREME HARM P TS T
B 0.022 0.023 0.938 irs
Sy 0.258 0.560 0.460 drs
PP 0.418 0.418 0.999 -
fHRH 0.192 0.226 0.850 drs
EE 0.372 1.000 0.372 drs
% 0.919 1.000 0.919 drs
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WL 0.772 1.000 0.772 drs
il 1.000 1.000 1.000
B 0.334 1.000 0.334 drs
JE 1.000 1.000 1.000
HE 0.262 0.282 0.931 drs
Iz 0.569 0.569 1.000
M 0.680 1.000 0.680 drs
FiiS 1.000 1.000 1.000
PERH 1.000 1.000 1.000
-4 0.587 0.739 0.817

4.2. IRBIGR I

1) M RBCEPTR)ZRE , AT LA b X B 2 5 BBl BBl A ) DY 1148 15 /> b2 17 7E 2016~2019
A1) A TV AH S EHE AR 9 RIS ALY DMU 34T Tl F b R FH R /A 9. it DEAP2.1 # M4 4rbT K
B, 1% 15 117 2016~2019 4F [ AR KR IIME > 0.69 . 3 it I Z X 35 P Tk 3% 5% B i AR SEHN A 20 e
AR 7 AR W Ei R 2~5 B WA T AN B P T E SR AR R RSN 1, XK
% 2 T CHENR DI HHTIA 558 008 AR OGO G 8 B2 A 80, IF A oz 7S
A K HECR, MIMHLsh 7 X Z5FFL A . 2016 EH AR T HE 0.707 A KA. H5.
TR 4BBH. YL SRl G 7 AN, EEREDNZIX R 2 HOR T A T K, Kl
FHTTVE N B e HEth, 7E 2016 4F 4 [E 2 PR Aol 3w A T, ARG\ R R B O R A, nz 4=
BRI O TR, HURAT ISk Z 564 ), FEERH TR AR RIS TR e, 72 b 5 4 BT 2 o
[14]. 2017 X ARBCEIME N 0.715, #2016 FH AT, HPREANACEMER 1 FHFE 0.245,
JT AR ISE H 2016 R 1 B9 0.56, TREIEEECR, Wl B, M. HHSL IR R
N1 ERIEFHASK, KIpRRHIX TR LU sl 4 5 LI R PT5 YR 5B A TAF . 2018 4E 3R (A 3
0.694, #2017 EAFT NI, HAMNE LM RCRAMEE 2017 FE AT, FERE B TiZE TN A A
PUE R, B R O B R K EE ) &, | T BUR R HES O P B, R
JEF AL X, A R ] TS S

2) MHIAEALE(SE)E, 2016~2019 %M 7t X IR P 1K P, MR RLZ (A YY) > 0.752, KA
B4 T AR R R, JCFORME LR AN BT B TS 3 AFIMEIAR] 1, Ui AR LA FR A0
T A AT TR PR A R ARG PR R FH AR 7 A B R B R o 447 BH T DY 4 ) AR Ak 3 A
779 0.919. 0.259. 0.265 Fl 0.372, KL 2y, TRAEKRME, HAE 2017~2019 FEE4LE 3
AR T R R IAME, AR AR, % T 7E Tl b R L S ORI A, 4 o) b P i
AR, RELRFFE B AT AR A 8K B 2017~2019 FR0%AE 5 % 0.974. 0.939. 0.966 Fl
0.33, FUBLHRIM S OGRS, it iR o, e ARSI DB (0 3 117 DU 2 24 4 /8 M T A, DA e b R
BEGREEY R, MR PV R R R 3 B AS [15], e AR e A (AR SO A R AR 2, FE s F it e b,
FEEA TS NS SEVRAREIAE, PRI L S SRR 16]: T2 2016 ERCREII N
1, fE£ ) 2017~2018 4Ef) 0.793 F1 0.593 J&, T 2019 fEHIAR] 1, EERKA 2018 ) L EUF
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3) MZEARCEE (OE), — MU N TN - P2 Kk, FLARCR S . 2016~2019 4
DUJI145 15 T i 25 G R M8 4 30 9 0.597. 0.499. 0.577 &% 0.587, e k2 i MIHt B T iES: 4 SRR 545
G BRRR . MUBRNERN 1, S TR 573 M5 &S R 2 7 s R A, T
M B — 5 AR, RIS R AR5 B A HES, (A3 L B IEAS 2 T A AR, JEAR S A
AR, PG AR . BT ZEPATT . 4BRATE. BT, MAT. HIET. ELL 4
AR T R IAME, WTUUR B ER T 4 FREME 8 0.046. 0.072. 0.113 }% 0.022, B RAK TP
KV, TR EET 4 FEREE RS WA 0494, 0.221. 0.164 F1 0.262, T EJFPAZ T 2016~2019
FERIVREFERE, fhitXEFK, BRWR T — 8 NEFIOME TG JHESE TR B R WL
T 2018 SEALFAE N 0.549, FFLLAKT-PII/KF, AL H rp g A EE = R 55 12 X ek Tl FH 1 2 % 5 I AR
KK ZR W R B R T X3 F 0% i3 v DR IR KA B akat . JEIAEE 7 G B
55 X3 T P B A% B A DG OC R B B AR A EE 7 R A R T3 b M 3R [17] 0 I AH G A
AL TR BLAZ T %A Tl — S BRHEGR L 44260.00 I, £7fE 15 R B, HANATLHAELETS Kb
PR B S, BRI A BIGLIE L, SBOCTL SR I BOZ I K AN K S AL BB RN a4 AR
s, VHHBIA R, AR

4) WFREE, "UERERAFRETMT S, W4 15 WNE5E K A At #[18],
2016~2019 4= 1Z X 38 Tl F b ) AR AR R, 276 SR (A 4ERFIE 0.499~0.597 ], FiARZE(H4E
FFAE 0.694~0.739 2 Ja], T UBRCRN{AERE 0.752~0.864 2 |7], 4 £E[A] =HA(LEAE 0.045~0.112 2 [],
SERI AT AT N, RN . S E 2017 AR N S AR R AR, IR (Al R R R S
RRAR AN [R]85 3R W2 DX 3 FH RS () T B R FE AR T ool B . BRI R S AR = B R P ie =4k
I i o

5. &g

ARSCHRE VY 118 Tl FH A A 7 A B, 30 B XU 5 Rl LK 9 BT (DY )11 45 15 43
ZiifENFEAS, 12H] DEA-BBC B THEL T 1 i XA ol I R P R0, 4 SRR

1) #& DEA BIRZERE R, DY) 15 BT & Tk R I BCR AP, A BORRI3R T2 ]
X35 2016~2019 F-P IR/, MBRRCRAERG,  KE T A BORRCR 5 IR AR AR A
G, BN, R4 38T b b ) B T AR 43N RE SRR H o

2) FRHRTE AR T AR B T A T St R P R AR AR T I, E Tk st R P R B A K-
Ao 3 HEGERMAREES: 4 LT PIME, AT 2B MREBAIAKT, Hp i B R, Rk
LRERORAE S A AR SR A Y LR 4 09 15 TG X 7 1 — 2D B L 5 2 5 1 & SRR Ot
(& RPN e G

3) My BERH T Tk ORI P RR Bmy, HESR 4 FFATERMCRAE . ZR G RCRAE MR ACR A R
FN L, VLA RENE R F St R e K BR BEH R m BN BB, S s i P M B 0 B S A R, Ikt
R NE SARILER

FETHIT MV I R P8R, b ZBOR S B EAT P A% T A R . AT 2 Ak > A1
HISEPrm 2, AL R0 b R IO AR A RIS 2% S S R (R Th AR it AT Rl s 2 0 R ORI
TSI N, J8E G i s i - 3t 1R 21 M1 PR BB 558 e[ 15] o [ 225 Ao 0 el DX F 7 M ARl 5o el X 4
My BEAT 51, (et b i RO . R R X Ak ), By, RS, sait
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