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Abstract: Objective: To evaluate the cultivation efficiency of the reserved talents of the different
provinces in 2012 so as to provide reference for the development strategy of the 13th Five-year Plan.
Method: 31 provinces of China were involved in the current research. CCR and BCC models of
DEA were used to analyze the input and output of the reserved talent cultivation in 2012. Result: 1)
There is a large difference between the cultivation efficiency of the reserved talents of the 31
provinces of China. The average value of the national comprehensive efficiency is only 0.534. Only
the values of four provinces are effective according to DEA. The input, efficiency and output of East
China is the highest. Those of the middle part are lower, and those of West China are the lowest; 2)
The influencing factors of the comprehensive efficiency of the different provinces are different. The
average value of the input redundancy and the average value of the insufficiency of output are higher
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than 20% (except the value of the Olympic events). The quantity of the training institutions and the
reserved talents need to be readjusted to a large extent; 3) The average value of the pure technical ef-
ficiency (0.608) is lower than that of the scale efficiency (0.892). The change tendency of the scale
efficiency of the provinces is different. Conclusion: 1) The cultivation efficiency of the reserved tal-
ents is generally low and is unbalanced in the different parts of China; 2) The DEA non-effective
factors of the different provinces are different. The lower resource management level is the main fac-
tor affecting the cultivation efficiency; 3) The selection of the indicators is the key for establishing
an evaluation system of the cultivation efficiency of the reserved talents. Advice: Establishing sooner
a systematic and normalized multi-factor cultivation efficiency evaluation system in order to improve
the cultivation efficiency of the reserved talents with the breakthrough of readjusting the quantity of
the cultivation institutions and reserved talents.
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Table I Evaluation Indexes System of the Cultivation
Efficiency of Competitive Sports

[N Fbr Rk FLAT
X1 BE T H A
X, SR INAFSE ) A
BNSh X3 ENIINAPsS A
X4 e nisy) A
Xs S NA B A
SRR Y & Lo A

2.2 ke E XL

2.2.1 FEAIAF

BRI K B E 2012 4E R A P A B
TR, St FERRE REE G Rz H
RE TAEBN SR

B MU B B R 2012 4R R (T IX) A
SERRE Bl SR B HoR 22 B R F i sl et
TRAE AR AR | BIHE Sl 2 R T rh2F 5

Ml A BEEL 3R 1 AT BR X, T i K B
FEHLA DOl N LS B (SR B B 3 RS ) .

BET BB AE (T KR RGE T = =4

JFRANA B AE (T K)ERERET = =
222 F il

BREFY . (D) GE3T 2012 4E K48 (T LX) e 4 Ak
BIE&AAPAFE PR W S 4 FE M D4 L3
W R A R 5 (2) 4 3R A i A2 R (rh AR
ANRILFESE —mEFFEshSm MR LN (&
)Y AR N R IR E S+ U is 3 4 e SR



% 2018 FE F39F F 11

Rt S U ) 2 R E e A g 8 — AR B0 B Bk T BR (HE
RO T U MEHEERR) (T 2R iR ER RER 2Bk K
BROMIOMEERIOUE A1, BT A T H e AU SRR
73 AR 2 Ol AT H AR 3 L R AN LR AR AR
Bhe B E NS TR R

2.3 BRI

JIE A5 08 K R T (2013 4F v [ 4R F AR % ) A
(2013 4E R F SR e A4 ) (3R 2) . R HE
bl 2 2 PG ERREE TARRIE 2H G 2 0 (PG b Y
PR O R ) — B R 0 T3k B 31448 (T IX)
RN5r T RS, PR A IR G X
R2EBEH(W.R)ZEREBEREATERYHZTN
EiRRR SRR E R
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tion Indicators of the Cultivation Efficiency of the Re-
served Talents of the Different Provinces
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vation of the Different Provinces
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Table IV DEA Insufficiency of the Reserved Talents of
the Different Provinces
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PG 0.365 0.493 0.820
eS| 0.534 0.608 0.892
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Table V Input Redundancy and Output Insufficiency of the Reserved Talents of the Different Provinces
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b 0.000 0.012 0.168 0411 0.000 0.322
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iF T 0.000 0.276 0.000 0.009 0.106 0.397
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