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The Theory, Method and Its Application of the Grain Yield Forecast

Ill. The Theory, Method and Its Application of Medium and Long—Term Forecast of the Grain Yield Potential
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Abstract: The purpose of the long—term prediction of grain yield potential is to provide scientific basis for planning medium and long—term
food production in China. The ‘bidirectional prediction theory’ of food production potential for medium and long—term is defined as follows:
choosing two models from several prediction models, one model to predict the future output is increasing, which is an embodiment of science
and technology, the other to predict the future output is increasing first and then decreasing or declining, which is reflected integrative nega—
tive factors impact the yield increasing. The application results showed that the model could predict the grain yield potential in the future of 1
to 10 years, and the average error of prediction was less than 5%. The ‘bidirectional prediction theory’ of food production for medium and
long—term was scientific, its method was universal, and the result was practical.
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Table 1 The medium-term forecasting original data of the national grain yield per unit (1949—2010)

N e S IR O e e S O
1949 1029 1965 1 626 1 402 1981 2 827 2 439 1997 4 376 4032
1950 1155 1966 1 769 1438 1982 3124 2553 1998 4502 4124
1951 1220 1967 1827 1 475 1983 3 396 2 674 1999 4493 4210
1952 1322 1968 1 800 1 500 1984 3 608 2 807 2000 4261 4243
1953 1317 1969 1794 1533 1985 3483 2 920 2001 4267 4282
1954 1314 1970 2012 1617 1986 3529 3036 2002 4399 4322
1955 1417 1971 2 070 1711 1987 3637 3165 2003 4333 4 342
1956 1414 1972 1984 1783 1988 3579 3270 2004 4 621 4398
1957 1 460 1973 2 187 1861 1989 3632 3355 2005 4 642 4438
1958 1 549 1320 1974 2 275 1934 1990 3933 3 475 2006 41716 4 461
1959 1462 1363 1975 2 350 2 007 1991 3 876 3 580 2007 4 748.32 4498
1960 1175 1365 1976 2371 2 067 1992 4 004 3 668 2008 4 950.783 4 543
1961 1124 1355 1977 2 348 2119 1993 4 131 3741 2009 4 870.552 4 581
1962 1270 1350 1978 2 527 2192 1994 4 063 3787 2010 4 973.151 4 652
1963 1 408 1359 1979 2 785 2 291 1995 4 240 3 862

1964 1536 1382 1980 2 734 2 363 1996 4483 3 958

*® 2 £ERR B HETIN LR (2006—2010 £)

Table 2 The medium—term forecasting result of grain yield per unit for the national (2006—2010)

04885 5 SURBTEIIGS 10 A5 H 0 25 S 15 R T 45 20 /BT S 5 5T 10 250F-H B
FIES g R/ T e/ iR/ T/ R/ W iR/ W/ iR/
kg-hm™ kg+hm? % kg+hm™ % kg+hm™ % kg*hm™ % kg+hm™ %

4 461 4 491 0.67 4 435 -0.57 4 467 0.14 4 468 0.15 4 463 0.05
4 498 4 548 1.11 4 444 -1.21 4 493 -0.12 4 493 -0.11 4 496 -0.05
4 543 4611 1.48 4 445 -2.16 4 514 -0.64 4 515 -0.62 4 528 -0.34
4 581 4 678 2.13 4 439 -3.09 4 530 -1.10 4 532 -1.07 4 559 -0.48
4 652 4 751 2.14 4 427 -4.85 4 543 -2.35 4 544 -2.31 4 589 -1.36

R 3 I THRE AT PR R (20062010 &)

Table 3 The medium—term forecasting result of grain yield per unit for Liaoning Province (2006—2010)

04ER a5 ARG 10 A HE RTINS, 5 15 AEERETINGS 20 2 HEAE BN 5 AU 10 AOF B
FIEL g 2/ Tt/ R/ T/ R/ i/ 2/ it/ R/
kg-hm kg+hm % kg+hm™ % kg+hm™ % kg+hm™ % kg+hm™ %

5201 5 386 3.57 5118 -1.60 5131 -1.34 5204 0.05 5252 0.98
5 355 5618 4.90 5122 -4.35 5 140 -4.02 5242 =2.12 5370 0.28
5 366 5 896 9.88 5120 -4.59 5 141 -4.19 5276 -1.68 5 508 2.64
5336 6222 16.61 5111 -4.22 5136 -3.75 5307 -0.53 5 666 6.20
5508 6 595 19.74 5 094 -7.51 5123 -6.98 5 335 -3.13 5 845 6.12

M 5386 kg-hm™ £ 6 595 kg+hm™ — B2 N # 4 R H B R E ™ 5 4(2006—2010 4)

‘15‘5 2 AT A UL TR Y 25 OBCEC TN S BN 4 2R, 10 s A TN 45 2R F) B A
SESRAGE-IY, 5 AR TIN5 -0 3.24% , Hirf 24 5521 kg-hm? 3] 5 044 kg-hm™ — F{ S8/ B3, T
PR 2E M i 5% 5 R AE R AT ELAA 5 738 kg-hm™ £ 6 120
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Table 4 The medium—term forecasting result of grain yield per unit for Jilin Province (2006—2010)

04ER a5 ARG 10 AR LS 15 SR T ZE 5 20 HBLHISE 5 AT 10 4
FEE g R/ I/ iR/ i/ R/ B/ R/ B/ R/
kg-hm? kg+hm™ % kg+hm™ % kg-hm™ % kg+hm % kg+hm™ %

5 668 5 738 1.23 5521 -2.59 5 506 -2.85 5 542 -2.22 5 629 -0.68
5 730 5810 1.39 5 430 -5.25 5 401 -5.75 5 449 -491 5 620 -1.93
5 675 5 898 3.93 5320 -6.25 5273 -7.07 5 336 -5.98 5 609 -1.16
5574 6 001 7.66 5191 -6.87 5124 -8.08 5 201 -6.69 5596 0.40
5729 6120 6.83 5 044 -11.95 4 953 -13.55 5 047 -11.91 5582 -2.56

kg+hm™ — FEIE AT 33X 2 MBIRIAFA 3] T
DUASERL™ (0 25 , DRI BBCHC T  45 2R 1) ~F- 337, 5 AR 1 T
MR 24 1.34% , B KT 2% 2.56% .,

5 R BIRITARE R 5 4(2006—2010
AR ) FR TN 25 B, 10 o5 AR TN 24 SR A T A
3 575 kg-hm™ 313 292 kg-hm™ — B &8/ e, ifij
5 RUBBINZE R A TNAE A 3 642 kg-hm™ 2] 3 654
kg+hm? FEF] 3 647 kg-hm? £ FFHE TR, T
PRGN 53X 2 MR AT R ) FHOIASE L 1) 2%

1, WCOBCHSRO 45 S0 44, 5 A B P iR 25 734 R
1.26% , e KTIR 2 3.67%.
2.3 KEATNLE R B HIGIE
2.3.1 4= EDRE B T 42 451

DL 1949—2010 4 1) 4 [ AR £ 5 35040 o 25090
£ B n=20 145 20 4EF- 377 0, 15 3] 1968—2010 4F
[ 43 ASHESERY 20 4F R34 P2 R

2 6 R 2 ERE R 10 4£(2001—2010 4)
B 0 5 S e, 5 AR T &5 S ) A

RS BRIIARKEASHEHIN LR (2006—2010 £ )
Table 5 The medium—term forecasting result of grain yield per unit for Heilongjiang Province (2006—2010)

10 4ER 30 5 RURBIINZ 10 R TIII45 R 15 s AT 45 2R 20 i RTINS, 5 R 10 SR
AL mee W wONEY sy BUMGY By EIGY i WM i
kg-hm™ kg+hm™ % kg+hm™ % kg+hm™ % kg+hm % kg+hm™ %

3 609 3 642 091 3575 -0.94 3636 0.75 3798 522 3 608 -0.02
3 541 3651 3.10 3530 -0.29 3 624 234 3 852 8.79 3591 1.40
3553 3654 2.85 3 468 -2.39 3598 1.27 3903 9.84 3561 0.23
3556 3653 2.74 3389 -4.69 3561 0.14 3949 11.06 3521 -0.97
3 601 3 647 126 3292 -8.60 3510 -253 3991 10.82 3 469 -3.67
* 6 £ERBEFKEATINLER(2001—2010 £)
Table 6 The long—term forecasting result of grain yield per unit for the national (2001—2010)

20 4ER 5 5 p AT 2 10 g EEBETN 45 15 s A T 45 20 s AT 45 5 RUF10 s P34 7500
FEE g 2/ Tt/ R/ T/ R/ T i/ 2/ it/ R/
kg+hm™ kg+hm™ % kg+hm™ % kg+hm™ % kg+hm™ % kg+hm™ %

3931 3927 -0.09 3959 0.73 3973 1.07 3971 1.02 3943 032
3995 3987 -0.20 4049 135 4070 1.88 4067 1.81 4018 0.57
4041 4037 -0.12 4136 235 4167 3.10 4163 3.02 4086 111
4092 4078 -0.36 4223 3.20 4264 420 4260 4.10 4150 1.42
4150 4109 -0.98 4309 3.83 4361 5.09 4357 4.98 4209 1.42
4209 4132 -1.83 4393 437 4459 5.93 4454 5.80 4263 127
4265 4146 -2.79 4477 497 4557 6.85 4551 6.70 4311 1.09
4334 4151 -422 4559 5.20 4655 7.42 4 648 7.25 4355 0.49
4395 4146 -5.67 4 640 5.57 4753 8.14 4745 7.96 4393 -0.05
4 447 4133 -7.08 4720 6.13 4852 9.09 4843 8.89 4426 -047
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3927 kg-hm? %] 4 151 kg-hm? F5] 4 133 kg-hm? &4
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M2 40 0.82% , T KT IR2E 1.42%
2.3.2 ZRIb AR BT T 22 41
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® 7 ITHRETAFKIATMLE R (2001—2010 &)
Table 7 The long—term forecasting result of grain yield per unit for Liaoning Province (2001—2010)

20 4R H 5 RTINS 10 SRR 44 15 AT 4 20 gl RTINS, 15 1 20 g T
R g wae BONGY a2 BOWGY %/ BIGY % BGY R
kg+hm™ kg+hm™ %o kg-hm™ % kg+hm™ % kg-hm™ %o kg-hm™ %

4 552 4 559 0.15 4 590 0.83 4623 1.56 4 670 2.58 4 646 2.07
4634 4 566 -1.48 4 637 0.05 4 687 1.14 4755 2.59 4721 1.87
4673 4 551 -2.61 4 676 0.06 4 746 1.56 4 837 3.49 4792 2.53
4 739 4516 -4.72 4707 -0.68 4 800 1.28 4916 3.73 4 858 2.50
4 856 4 459 -8.19 4 730 -2.60 4 848 -0.18 4993 2.80 4920 1.31
4 928 4 380 -11.12 4 745 -3.73 4 890 -0.78 5 066 2.80 4978 1.01
5018 4 281 -14.70 4751 -5.31 4927 -1.82 5137 2.37 5032 0.28
5114 4 160 -18.66 4750 -7.11 4 958 -3.05 5205 1.79 5081 -0.63
5203 4017 -22.79 4 740 -8.90 4983 -4.22 5270 1.29 5127 -1.47
5249 3 854 -26.59 4723 -10.03 5 004 -4.68 5332 1.58 5168 -1.55
&8 EMRERET RS KYPTMLER(2001—2010 £ )
Table 8 The long—term forecasting result of grain yield per unit for Jilin Province (2001—2010)

20 4545 5 RN SS 10 RUEEBLIIEY 15 SRR 45 5 20 A ERBITIIZ, 5 KA 10 s T
FIEL g 2/ Tt/ R/ T/ R/ T i/ 2/ it/ R/
kg+hm kg-hm™ % kg+hm™ % kg-hm™ % kg+hm™ % kg+hm™ %

5034 5083 0.98 5153 2.38 5172 2.75 5218 3.66 5118 1.68
5167 5190 0.44 5330 3.15 5358 3.69 5424 4.97 5260 1.80
5243 5278 0.67 5 506 5.03 5544 5.75 5633 7.44 5392 2.85
5301 5 346 0.85 5 682 7.20 51732 8.14 5 845 10.28 5514 4.02
5414 539 -0.38 5857 8.18 5920 9.34 6 061 11.95 5626 3.90
5527 5422 -1.90 6 032 9.14 6 109 10.53 6 280 13.63 5727 3.62
5569 5431 -2.48 6 206 11.44 6 299 13.10 6 503 16.76 5819 4.48
5645 5420 -3.99 6 380 13.02 6 490 14.96 6 729 19.19 5900 4.51
5723 5389 -5.83 6 553 14.51 6 681 16.74 6 958 21.58 5971 4.34
5723 5339 -6.72 6 726 17.51 6 873 20.08 7 190 25.62 6 032 5.40
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R BRITHRAAFKEPTNLE R (2001—2010 F)
Table 9 The long—term forecasting result of grain yield per unit for Heilongjiang Province (2001—2010)

20 4RE S MUREIHINL 10 AAEBEHTIAS IS SARBCHIINAEE 20 AUBBIFOUSEE S AUR 10 AP I
TR g wae BONGY R BOWGY %/ BIGY % BGY R
kg+hm? kg+hm™ % kg+hm™ % kg+hm™ % kg+hm™ % kg+hm™ %

2 946 2920 -0.90 2979 1.09 3014 2.30 3016 2.37 2 949 0.10
3053 2 960 -3.04 3073 0.64 3129 2.48 3132 2.59 3016 -1.20
3 106 2 987 -3.83 3167 1.98 3247 4.56 3252 4.72 3077 -0.92
3177 3 000 -5.57 3263 2.69 3370 6.07 3377 6.29 3131 -1.44
3262 3 000 -8.03 3359 297 3497 7.20 3506 7.48 3179 -2.53
3326 2 986 -10.21 3 455 3.89 3627 9.07 3639 9.42 3221 -3.16
3369 2 959 -12.16 3552 5.45 3762 11.69 3777 12.11 3256 -3.35
3433 2919 -14.97 3 650 6.34 3901 13.66 3919 14.16 3284 -4.31
3509 2 865 -18.35 3749 6.84 4 044 15.27 4 065 15.85 3307 -5.75
3538 2798 -20.92 3 848 8.76 4 191 18.47 4215 19.15 3323 —-6.08
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