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Verification of ''"Trend—Volatility Model" in Short—Term Forecast of Grain Production Potential

MI Chang-hong', LIU Shu-tian', ZHENG Hong-yan', LI Jing—ya', HUANG Zhi-ping', HOU Yan-lin", WANG Nong', CAT Yan-ming',
WANG Shuo—jin%, HOU Xian-da®

(1. Agro—Environmental Protection Institute, Ministry of Agriculture, Tianjin 300191, China; 2. Beijing Research Center for Information
Technology in Agriculture, Beijing 100089, China; 3. Software Development and Service Center of Beijing Yours, Beijing 100089, China )
Abstract : The "trend—volatility model" in short—term forecasting of grain production potential was verified and discussed systematically by
using the grain production data from 1949 to 2014, in 16 typical counties and 6 typical districts, and 31 provinces, of China. The results
showed as follows: (1)Size of forecast error reflected the precision of short—term production potential, the main reason of large prediction
error was a great amount of high yield farmlands were occupied in developed areas and a great increase of vegetable and fruit planted that
made grain yield decreased in a short time;(2)The micro—trend amendment method was a necessary part of "trend — volatility model", which
could involve the short—term factors such as meteorological factors, science and technology input, social factors and other effects, while
macro—trend prediction could not. Therefore, The micro—trend amendment method could improve the forecast precision. (3)In terms of actual
situation in recent years in China, the more developed the areas was, the bigger the volatility of short—term production potential was; For the
short—term production potential, the stage of increasing—decreasing—recovering also existed in developed areas; (4)In the terms of forecast
precision of short—terms production potential, the scale of national was higher than the scale of province, the scale of province was higher than
the scale of district, the scale of district was higher than the scale of county. And it was large differences in precision between different
provinces, different districts and different counties respectively, which was concerned to the complementarity of domestic climate and the
ability of the farmland resistance to natural disasters.
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F1 £EEBE5 10 £ 20 £875(1979—2014 ) (kg-hm™)
Table 1 The yield and the yield of 10 years moving average and 20

years moving average in China(1979—2014)(kg+hm™)

i ’QB ;fg;f i ;2 ;2
1979 2 785.00 / / 1997 4 376.00 4 031.70 /
1980 2 734.00 / / 1998 4 502.00 4 124.00 3 697.10
1981 2 827.00 / / 1999 4 493.00 4 210.10 3 782.50
1982 3 124.00 / / 2000 4 261.00 4 24290 3 858.85
1983 3 396.00 / / 2001 4 267.00 4 282.00 3 930.85
1984 3 608.00 / / 2002 4 399.00 4 321.50 3 994.60
1985 3 483.00 / / 2003 4 333.00 4 341.70 4 041.45
1986 3 529.00 / / 2004 4 621.00 4 397.50 4 092.10
1987 3 637.00 / / 2005 4 642.00 4 437.70 4 150.05
1988 3 579.00 3 270.20 / 2006 4 716.00 4 461.00 4 209.40
1989 3 632.00 3 354.90 / 2007 4 748.32 4 498.23 4 264.97
1990 3 933.00 3 474.80 / 2008 4 950.78 4 543.11 4 333.56
1991 3 876.00 3 579.70 / 2009 4 870.55 4 580.87 4 395.48
1992 4 004.00 3 667.70 / 2010 4 973.15 4 652.08 4 447.49
1993 4 131.00 3 741.20 / 2011 516590 474197 4511.99
1994 4 063.00 3 786.70 / 2012 5298.70 4 831.94 4 576.72
1995 4 240.00 3 862.40 / 2013 5376.80 4 936.32 4 639.01
1996 4 483.00 3 957.80 / 2014 5385.00 501272 4 705.11

ORI T L
R 2 £EEPEFENTINERBNIRE(2010—2014,7=10)

Table 2 The short-term yield predication result and predication
error in China(2010—2014, n=10)

BN BUE ke-hm™ FUR2E/% BIEE ke hm™ BIEIRZE/%

2010 4 573.89 -1.68 / /

2011 4617.83 -2.62 4 695.41 -0.98
2012 4 678.83 -3.17 4 801.42 -0.63
2013 4752.19 -3.73 4902.83 -0.68
2014 4 839.47 -3.46 5019.98 0.14

&3 2EBEFENTNERNIRZE (2010—2014, n=20)
Table 3 The short—term yield predication result and predication
error in China(2010—2014, n=20)

A BN/ kg hm™ FUR2E/% BIEE kg hm™ BIEJS IR 2/%

2010 4434.14 -0.30 / /

2011 4493.24 -0.42 4 506.72 -0.12
2012 4 556.22 -0.45 4 575.36 -0.03
2013 4 621.39 -0.38 4 642.19 0.07
2014 4 686.31 -0.40 4704.12 -0.02
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Table 4 The grading standards of short—term predication precision

of grain production potential
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Table 5 The short—term yield predication error results analysis in 31 provinces(1979—2014, n=10)(%)

2010 4F 2011 4F 2012 4F 2013 4F 2014 4F
(=gl - - - - - T BIEETY
BIERT  BIER BIERT  BIER BIEmRT BIER BIER BIER  BER BIERS
Je -13.24 / -14.67 -3.38 -15.43 -3.02 -17.01 -421 -15.71 -137 1521 3.00
K -9.13 / -8.75 -0.43 -7.81 0.26 -7.11 0.15 -5.96 0.72 7.75 0.39
m -3.30 / -4.22 -1.06 -4.87 -0.86 -4.93 -0.29 -4.50 0.20 436 0.60
LG -1.68 / -3.86 -2.25 -3.85 -0.14 -3.20 0.53 -2.05 1.08 2.93 1.00
WEEE =319 / -4.67 -1.63 -4.99 -0.55 -5.71 -1.01 -5.26 0.15 4.76 0.84
i -0.86 / -1.99 -1.15 -1.28 0.68 -1.48 -0.21 0.66 2.15 1.25 1.05
K -3.62 / -5.53 -2.11 ~7.64 -2.53 -8.86 -1.90 -8.68 -0.59 6.87 1.78
W =092 / -3.62 -2.73 -4.57 -1.12 -9.19 -5.04 -10.78 -2.58 5.82 2.87
g -0.98 / -0.08 0.90 0.17 0.25 -2.69 -2.85 -2.51 0.11 1.29 1.03
MDY 0.72 / 0.38 -0.35 -0.22 -0.60 -1.85 -1.63 -2.12 -0.31 1.06 0.72
LR -1.07 / -0.58 0.48 0.01 0.60 0.78 0.77 1.41 0.62 0.77 0.62
Y 138 / 1.12 -0.27 1.07 -0.07 -1.17 -2.23 -1.70 -0.55 1.29 0.78
proves -0.82 / -0.89 -0.08 -0.80 0.08 -0.63 0.16 -0.32 0.31 0.69 0.16
PN -1.74 / -1.83 -0.12 -1.99 -0.19 -2.33 -0.39 -1.68 0.61 1.91 0.33
IR -3.78 / -3.72 -0.08 —4.41 -0.86 -3.71 0.54 -2.75 0.85 3.67 0.58
] 0.21 / 0.27 0.05 0.28 0.01 -1.05 -1.32 -0.51 0.53 0.46 0.48
Wi -1.15 / -1.45 -0.32 -1.69 -0.26 -1.89 -0.24 -1.89 -0.03 1.61 0.21
bioiTEa} -2.01 / -1.71 0.26 -2.06 -0.39 -1.86 0.17 -1.61 0.22 1.85 0.26
IR 2.38 / 1.00 -1.41 -0.74 -1.73 -1.59 -0.86 -3.75 221 1.89 1.55
] -0.87 / -0.05 0.81 -0.72 -0.66 -1.19 -0.48 221 -1.05 1.01 0.75
Pl 1.45 / -0.40 -1.84 -0.96 -0.56 -1.43 -0.48 -1.55 -0.15 1.16 0.76
N 2.94 / 5.17 2.08 4.07 -1.31 4.63 0.37 427 -0.56 422 1.08
] 1.76 / 0.97 -0.80 0.16 -0.82 -0.21 -0.37 -0.63 -0.42 0.75 0.60
[ 4.84 / 5.58 0.46 5.98 0.07 6.26 -0.10 6.59 -0.08 5.85 0.18
e P -1.75 / -2.35 -0.64 -2.51 -0.23 -1.97 0.49 -0.37 1.60 1.79 0.74
Hlt -1.33 / -1.89 -0.59 -3.23 -1.40 -3.08 0.06 -3.05 -0.07 2.52 0.53
g —4.34 / -3.11 1.10 -2.25 0.78 -091 1.32 0.11 1.02 2.14 1.06
TH 0.42 / 0.75 0.33 0.30 -0.45 -1.22 -1.52 2.0 0.81 0.94 0.78
e 2.53 / 2.57 -0.02 2.36 -0.27 1.89 -0.51 1.20 -0.71 2.11 0.38
T -0.69 / -1.70 -1.02 -3.01 -1.36 -3.71 -0.82 -4.43 -0.88 2.71 1.02
EN -2.00 / -1.97 -0.01 -1.05 0.89 0.34 1.39 1.44 1.10 1.36 0.85
—196— http://www.aed.org.cn
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Fz 6 ARTHERFE WML RIRE S (1979—2014,0=20)(%)
Table 6 The short—term yield predication error results analysis in 31 provinces(1979—2014, n=20)(%)

2010 4F 2011 4F 2012 4F: 2013 4F 2014 4F
il = - - = ” - = - — T BERTY
BiERr  BIER BIEW  BIERE BIERT BiEE BIERT BiEE BER BiEE
Jem 0.05 / 0.05 0.00 -0.01 -0.06 -0.01 0.00 0.17 0.18 0.06 0.06
Ko 0.84 / 0.76 -0.08 0.88 0.11 0.46 -0.43 0.33 -0.13 0.65 0.19
it -0.07 / -0.20 -0.13 -0.38 -0.18 -0.51 -0.13 -0.09 0.42 0.25 0.22
17 1.93 / 0.29 -1.65 -0.28 -0.57 -0.20 0.08 -0.57 -0.37 0.65 0.67
N4 1.65 / 1.15 -0.53 0.74 -0.41 0.04 -0.70 -0.35 -0.39 0.79 0.51
i 1.43 / 1.12 -0.32 1.03 -0.10 0.95 -0.09 1.04 0.08 1.11 0.15
SN -0.13 / -0.86 -0.73 -1.61 -0.76 -1.91 -0.34 -1.51 0.38 1.20 0.55
BT 0.93 / 0.21 -0.72 0.06 -0.15 -1.61 -1.67 -221 -0.63 1.00 0.79
i -0.30 / -0.24 0.06 -0.23 0.01 -0.60 -0.36 -0.75 -0.16 0.42 0.15
ITHh -1.05 / -1.28 -0.24 -0.96 0.31 -0.84 0.11 -0.83 0.01 0.99 0.17
Wi, -0.62 / -0.43 0.19 -0.28 0.15 0.25 0.53 0.50 0.25 0.42 0.28
T -1.21 / -2.48 -1.30 -2.07 0.37 -1.41 0.63 -1.48 -0.09 1.73 0.60
Gy -0.22 / -0.18 0.04 0.04 0.21 0.16 0.12 0.21 0.05 0.16 0.11
paniiil -0.07 -0.11 -0.04 -0.17 -0.06 -0.29 -0.12 -0.26 0.03 0.18 0.06
4 -0.15 / 0.40 0.15 0.25 -0.15 0.59 0.34 0.73 0.14 0.42 0.20
O] 0.14 / 0.19 0.05 0.43 0.24 1.07 0.64 0.98 -0.10 0.56 0.26
Wt -1.03 / -1.99 -1.53 -1.71 -0.71 -0.85 0.05 -0.32 0.15 1.18 0.61
I -1.29 / -1.26 0.01 -1.24 0.00 -0.99 0.24 -0.76 0.23 1.11 0.12
I -0.61 / -0.64 -0.03 -0.84 -0.21 -0.84 -0.01 -1.08 -0.25 0.80 0.13
i) 0.73 / 1.01 0.28 1.15 0.13 0.96 -0.20 0.01 -0.95 0.77 0.39
puji| -0.63 / -0.88 -0.25 -0.90 -0.03 -1.30 -0.41 -1.52 -0.24 1.05 0.23
FM -0.10 / 2.06 2.16 1.52 -0.57 1.83 0.29 1.50 -0.36 1.40 0.85
PN 0.06 / 0.06 0.00 -0.16 -0.22 -0.41 -0.25 -0.45 -0.04 0.23 0.13
[t 0.56 / 0.77 0.21 1.16 0.38 1.19 0.02 1.21 0.00 0.98 0.15
(St} -0.14 / -0.35 -0.21 -0.66 -0.31 0.13 0.79 -0.45 -0.58 0.35 0.47
Hik 0.55 / 0.08 -0.47 -0.57 -0.66 -0.50 0.07 -0.89 -0.40 0.52 0.40
H 0.27 / 0.20 -0.07 0.37 0.18 0.47 0.09 0.27 -0.20 0.32 0.14
TH -0.15 / 0.04 0.18 -0.59 -0.63 -0.67 -0.08 -1.02 -0.35 0.49 0.31
i 0.61 / 0.39 -0.23 0.36 -0.03 -0.01 -0.37 -0.24 -0.23 0.32 0.22
1 -0.29 / 0.09 0.38 0.33 0.23 0.52 0.19 0.36 -0.16 0.32 0.24
EiVN -0.99 / -0.25 0.73 -0.04 0.21 0.15 0.19 0.65 0.50 0.42 0.41

R FEEEFBENEPMVNEES T
Table 7 The distribution of short—term predication precision of

grain production potential in 31 provinces
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Table 8 The short—term yield predication error results analysis in 6 typical districts(n=10)(%)

2008 4 2009 4 2010 4¢ 2011 4¢ 2012 4 2013 4 2014 4 -
ik T BERTY
EIERT BIEJE BIERT BIE)E BIERT BIEE BIERT BIE)E BIERT BIEE BIERT BIE)E BIERT BB
THEEMKTT 3.52 / 558 186 646 052 6.18 -0.69 543 -1.08 / / / / 5.43 1.04
INZRE T / / 1.53 / -0.71 -223 -2.68 -199 -539 -286 -6.04 -0.98 / / 3.27 2.02
Hokra Rk / / -13.87 / -1334 -133 -10.81 1.09 -929 052 -7.25 136 / / 1091 1.08
WA KT / / / / 0.62 / 096 033 1.04 008 094 -0.12 0.68 -027 0.85 0.20
Wb E X T / / / / -1.22 / -3.76 -259 -217 151 -144 070 -0.10 134 174 1.54
TN T / / 2.89 / 337 038 564 208 531 -0.64 648 0.83 / / 4.74 0.98
9 ARMKIGHA BN ML RIRED W (n=20)(%)
Table 9 The short—term yield predication error results analysis in 6 typical districts(n=20)(% )
2008 4F 2009 4F 2010 4F 2011 4F 2012 4 2013 4 2014 4F

X

T BEERTY

EIERT BIE)S BIERT B1E)5 BIERT BIEG BIERT BIE)S BIERT 21E)5 BIERT BIE)G BIERT BIE)S

HMEEMAT 218 / -1.59 056 019 178 0.73

WRE LT/ /' -145 /092 051 -0.13
kg zokd /=016 / 022 038 0.50
WHTAmAKT / / /[ -113 /=076
WALEENT / / /048 /  -1.36
WA ET /I -123  /  -117 004 186

054 0.18 -0.55 / / 0.97 0.86
079 024 037 088 0.64 / / 0.72 0.58
027 032 -0.18 0.63 0.30 / / 0.37 0.28

036 -051 025 -029 021 -0.17 0.12 0.57 0.24
-1.08 -034 121 072 107 107 035 0.83 0.93
306 159 -030 2.06 043 / / 1.58 0.96

10 #EBX A& FEHNERRNEES
Table 10 The distribution of short—term predication precision of
grain production potential in 6 typical districts
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11 AREIGH B FE AT RIRE S (n=10)(%)

Table 11 The short—term yield predication error results analysis in 16 typical counties(n=10)(%)

AEy

FOKE M e ACFE THE BEW HAE FkE iE FHE S a0l iR PHE R ERE KR

2004 4 BIERT / / / / / / /
BIEE / / / /
2005 4F: & 1EHT / 551 510 6.80
BIE )G / / / /
2006 4F & 1EH] / 427 448 636
BIEE / -148 -0.85 -0.88
2007 4F: & 1EHT / 259 385 550
BiEE /[ -178 -0.80 -1.21
2008 4E {EIERT -6.02 465 024 257 371
BiEE 1 /=236 -138 -199  /
2009 4F BIERT -3.09 6.02 111 1.64 176 -60.14 -9.33
BIFE 274 109 087 -097 -2.02 / /
2010 4F fBIEHT -4.26  7.36 /
BIER -1.30 090
2011 4E 1BIERT -4.11  6.57
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Table 12 The short—term yield predication error results analysis in 16 typical counties(n=20)(% )
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Table 13 The distribution of short—term predication precision of

grain production potential in 16 typical counties
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n=10  BIEHT 1 2 10 2 1
BIEE 6 8 1 1 0

n=20  IBIEHT 3 5 8 0 0
BIE)G 7 6 3 0 0
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