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Influencing factors, quality measurement and dynamic analysis of agricultural green development in major

grain producing areas from the perspective of green total factor productivity

CUI Ningbo, SHENG Shiyu

(School of Economics and Management, Northeast Agricultural University, Harbin 150030, China)

Abstract: In this study, we used the stochastic frontier analysis (SFA) model in the form of the transcendental logarithmic function to
analyze the major grain—producing areas in the Songhua River, Yellow River and Yangize River basins from 2004 to 2018 under
environmental constraints, in order to explore the influencing factors and quality dynamics of agricultural green development in major
grain—producing areas based on agricultural green total factor productivity (GTFP). The results showed that environmental regulation, the
proportion of the primary industry, and agricultural financial support had a significantly positive, while environmental pollution and natural
disasters a negative effect on the growth of GTFP, respectively. The average growth rate of agricultural GTFP in the three major basins is
3.3 %, and the agricultural green development situation is constantly improving, but the speed of improvement fluctuates significantly in
the early stage, followed by amplitude reduction, showing an unbalanced profile among the regions. The Songhua River basin is mainly
driven by the increase in technical efficiency, technological progress, and scale efficiency. The Yellow River basin and the Yangtze River
basin are driven by technical efficiency and technological progress, respectively. The contribution of scale efficiency and factor allocation
efficiency to the two is relatively weak. Therefore, we need to focus on the improvement of green total factor productivity, increase
agricultural technological innovation, develop appropriate scale operation, improve regional coordinated development mechanism, and
effectively implement environmental regulation policies.
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rFs B H#5:2021-02-21 FHBH.2021-04-14

YEE BT 48 T U (1980—) , 2o, BIRTTAR LN W1 2082, S NGl 255 e S EUR Y . E-mail : 82890000@163.com
EE£WAB: HE SR EILE T H (20B]Y149)

Project supported : The National Social Science Fundation of China(20BJY 149)

http://'www.aed.org.cn



M BEIR S FRBE 24T - 5 39 4 - 2 3 00

2021 AF s — S5 SCPF R JUR TP e it il
BESETE RS SO S R AL, sk (o 4 JR
I6] , 22 TAT i v B EUR A0, A 0 i S fle 22
Prit s R JEn sk S 1Y . sl A =, AR
2020 4 (4 [ 575 T B IS A A ) B, 4ROl T
R COD VR BRI 20 91 24 i 4 [ BRI LAY 509%
47% M 67%. HF Hb L 35 G 5 AL bR R A
19.49%" HE2 Al 2% 0 T LLARAS T ks o H
TR SR B B TR RN AR S PR (R R, B A 7™ e
B ARSI R RAF 7 BERREERBTRS R R
F2 DA S PR i ] SRR AR 7 2 A AT BB 25 O
O DI, B A TS AE L B A VT = R s,
TEBOR S BRI e T, L5 4 RE I 1%
B RAR T TR E , R srikE 4 75% LA
AR 1 90% LA AR A 7 o SR Rl 2
RIABIAW R L2 OS5 R M SR A, i ALY
Az 7 5 RN AR S BR BT A 00, A0l A2 77 Bk T K52
NZHD K BHIRA B H AR R E SIS oh b T
I 25 A 25 A HE A9 3 BE A AT T == MR HE i R 7o T
Y5 H g 2 B A PRI R, T L, 3277 X 7R
PRI [ SO 2 A e AROR AR B B2 LU B
PN B o TEANA SR (05 | 9T 00 g o i K e
T, LA 28 6 4 B 25 A2 77 % (Green total factor pro-
ductivity, GTFP) AL A1, JHE G IR PR 29 o M AR
77 XA 2 (0K TR R DR R A SR Bl g, R AR
M 2 g B A JRARE K, A 2 i AR DG B, My S B
KRBl 4 A S EE A8 o

1 EFCIFPHIRIEFERELRE

L1 GTFP SR FELRE

R TEIAOR , R Al 28 T FR L PR K e
WAMRZ 252 SR BT X — 3 K 2 ik . 14y
RS E B EU THRITE IR A 52 BEHE K Y
T KAk, IRy 423K 1 7 48 (Total factor productivity
TFP) S 4 JE BT IR BEA TTaR Z S 2 A2 77 R0 fig
5 S WL R W ZEAL A RCR B AR BEA 45 AU
i 2 U R RO AR , I 2 K 3l ) 3 B
THS AR U, TP %R M 28 5 36 4 5Tk i 15
SARTHRRFEEE bt 2Rl B R SE Bl e
e, R0 SRR 0 AR TRP RS H & BIFE AR
538 7 BRI A SRR R RE Pk R Al 28 TR i
AIRZ I SR, BE A AL AE AR 25 2 BLACROY AR 77 5E
TR A AW I, AR A FREE R HR B Al A
—622—

AT REL I, AL SRR Z M T X A AR IR [ R A ¢
o ENANEE R IR BT R R AL TFP [ AE
20 oy pr Aol Sk Kk R i, JF g | B s e B R A
JREE B A GDP SRR AR TR TR A 24 o i
fill BBl AESHIERER A H R E L LT R
J& (A5, J R PE— A~ [ 52 i, DX AR Ml 2 8, 4 T ot
T2 PR R A AR . IR IEFE A gk
b 250, % T 2 SR BAE AR AR 7 A% i AR M T Y
TSRS o AE TS TR B R S AR
AbHEE R TE] , TFP A GTFP (1) 22 5 56 2 i R T il — 3L
25, T4 25 3 I IR DR 28 S5 8 A 7 LA, X
R F AR A R0 FH 7= A 5 RN, BARR A PR
IR 1R 2 T R AR U A A XY I R B
P 2 HBOR B B AT, 48 =™ b et , DA T 4 /5
A FERCR IR HE B R,
1.2 GTFPIERKERMNE S 5

FEME)Z 0 b, A W 2 He B B B T &
J'& K- 43 A% 48 B A A N BG4 T R 4, 48 AR
S P AV 30 DABSHE R DR TS e o 2 R S bR
AT 1992—2011 4F 3% [ 28 444 45 A1 1998—2009
42 183 4N B TFP, 14 3¢ B 43 1l IX (10 A= 77 o o
FGHRHLIX, H AR A $ 5 32 B2 i e R iP5t
BRI o EFXPRRE 327 X AR L GTFP Ji& H B2 Fi 5l
IR FRIRIE T R X4/ | AR T A0 BT AN [vi) AR5 400
THE EZX BRI TFP, N NS F , BRI
FL 2 B0 TFP T B (H SIS F AT LI sk
AP TFP, ZEMNSE 53 b, ) FAN'T 4 RS2 F &
TS ARAEIE XS TFP SEA 7 57 B A S AR R AR TEA , (E6 3L Py
TR LA T AR U . RS, —2eE T ABE
2% 43 M7 (Data envelopment analysis, DEA ) A1 #1171 ¥
% (Stochastic frontier analysis, SFA) , X} TFP &, GTFP
PN A B NG K 2 T AT R BE AR BT . R FE L
DEA 5 Malmquist f8 $UHHZE &8 2, AT EH BER
Wik, Jo i i B 2R A R I W EE A
PRI iR b, 25 RSB LA 2 R 28 A 2 22
AR SFA 5 5 HE DEA J 325 5 58 B, FE 3R
BN Z A B =X, K2 DU 18 V575 Y sl R HE i
R RAEIAE TG Gy, LIVR R R4 7™ 15 9 3 55 R AR 3F
B . DEA Jy Wit 1) T4 P45 5 YA Ry Al 0 2R
R P2 T SEA D VR I ] TR R S e IR B R 57
B AR AR,

A WA TFP 2| GTFP (YA I 524 24 N a¢
5 | 450 i o kR B N AR SE B T Ak

http://www.aed.org.cn



BT AR R T IR SRR S AR WA R B U S ) ) b

202245 H

ST o (R E R R

il ARAAFAE AN 22 Ak o 55—, 22504 B2 i Y e A
A5 2 $4 I 3 P B R v P = R 2 5 Xy &)
K AEAT Y, BRI A AR BL . 5
TERREE B FEBE b, 2R TG B IR 75 YL Bl
PR A b 2 — 200 T AR RS R, B
MO 2 0 K R i A AR AR i A . KT E
AWETE , ABIETE ) 25 JEPREE 5 G R ML ] 249 R A
LAt A B A A AR R, DA = R R 3 1 4 [
13 AR F2 77 O BF TS 42, s T O B0 SFA
BEIUR A GTFP AT [m1 U= 70 Ar 00 2 5 70 M, 5 E
— IS IS R I A 245 8] 22 5, WA 277 DX Al ¢
R BRI N R 55 3077, UTE SRR SR
BTN it — 3R i IO AR 7 R R O
2%,

2 RFESHIEFRIE

2.1 SFA#EES

BEAIL T A= 7 R BORE R) Be W) 2 FH MEEUSEN 462
FEAf M R B A E 2 Y, R T R e
FEPES RO B, AL s A T REUE K A 7 R B 1R
FZET5 43 R BEHL T 5 ) A0 AR R ROR IR 22 P A
BATTESE 25293k — A4 SFA #5570 4 J 31 T Al 4k 4t 1y
SyMTH BT BC AR A STV I R B
PRI Ry SEUE A AL Y AT 2

lnYL-IZIHf[Xu(t),t]+(vu—ui,) (1)

wy = uXe " (2)
A X Yo i BIERIR § BT AR I B R AR B
7 o ABENLIRZZI0, IR IES AN (v, 07) 5w i
FARTCACERT, N AE R IEA S N (w,0?) 57
N YIS, <0 =0 >0 43 1| ZR 7S H R B Bl
I T8 25 £k R 326 U A8 5 38 5 7 ok de KR B R 0=
1,2,3,T,

%X7=E%Edmmﬁ%mﬁﬁ%ﬁ$m%
SR I A 7 T R R Ly RO 1,34
W R TOARRIR 2E B R,y BRI O, 1 W ML
P I PN

T A 1A 22 ) A5 A0 B 0 E 4 T A 7
Al A L4 LS ST B A8 L B LG C—D 27 B 8
T BT 31 SFA BT X 75 i 307 B AR Fh A P A
IS M TR , RS o 17 52 W45 B 22 15 B R AL
ot BB L DRI, A B AR SR b 2 L
P P A B 7 R R R

http://'www.aed.org.cn

InY, =80 + Zlenx/‘it + Bt + %2 Zﬁjilnxﬁrlnxﬁr +

%Bntz + Zﬁjrﬂmﬁz + Vii — Wi (3)

K BRI SHG RN FE AR
LR HLIX 510 FORAENG
2.2 GTFPIEK R fE

2 % SOLOWP 42 B2 28 19 4% o 1 28 it 20 X
KUMBHAKAR 57 [ 185 74 53 i, F SR B8 20 o T 19
GTFP 43 AR H AR R (TC) BHCR(SC) (il
BRI R (AE) A ARZCR AR (TE) WU 4, A
KFRN

GTFP = dlnf (x,0) /9t + Y (&= 8 )x; - duldt =

lnf (x,6) 19t + (RTS = 1) X A0+ 2 (A = S ) %) -
du/dt=TC + SC + AE + TE (4)
e ML I B s RTS S MU I 48 5505 A
N ELRANXS P S 5 S RN R o B ALAR Y H A
) TN BRI TC = lnf (1) 190 AL RITVEHL
A BB AN B AR BT, iV 2 A Bifi B[] (4 728
LRI ;SC = (RTS = 1) XA, xcs » 28 FUASEHR 5 R 114
OSBRI RAHAE =3 (A, - ;) x, . BT AT
VR F AR K P AR I 28 235 4 TR A X £ A B R A
RIS TE = —du/de , FRTEF A FIHEA B
FAASIT R, RISE B = B SR = i
ARk
2.3 $EFRIEEY
2.3.1 HIHTAE " eREE bR

Al AR I B AR AL 35 3 S AR
TR A5, DR I A 5 3 BRI s 1T B (A) ARl Ik A 53
B (L) WU 3 1 (M) ALY 2l & (F) &l H
K (WVERHTR A 7 BB A S i, KR R R4
b CR ARG ) A P2 B (VAR R 7= AR RR 254
JEGET T B AT e, T i i B R A VR R
TR ™ SR A TR, ARk M N 5% 250 RIS 3
FIUAAR MR B R OR . MR T B A SR, AR SE 5
PRTAESER, X FEZER 21 2 LUk, ROkl
AL R AR S b, 2019 4F 2 SR AR W Bl s
AL R L 70% , 7% 5 SR A 7= v iy ) AR
JERBAK . DAAME FH/K AR SO R R, 2 R o A
WFFE FPORR B 3 X REOR [R] i ok ) 4314, T AN [
PRI A% IS5 1 SRAFAEAS [ S 30807 T8 v A
B FHZK B AS[R], Al 7K f2: B B8 552 b sz el
—623—



M BEIR S FRBE 24T - 5 39 4 - 2 3 00

IK BRI A,
2.3.2 HARIHCRIFE bR

M AW S AR 27 K Rl gk
EibNi e WAk A S e KR AR 378
15 YL BT T 2N R] AT S80S R85 75 YL R BT R
il [ B A A B i 2 2 4 PO A A% Do s il A i, Ik
Bl 54 AR B A A AR B L AR
W AEF AN XA 2 T R SR AG H B 5 A 1 48 B
R AR

BTG Y A8 A « S 48 1 S AT, LA
R HE AR (CEE 8 A B RAE A 15 G, HEC A
FEALHREA EFRH LA S AR AR 25 AR RIHLAE S
F1, MR HERL 2250558 35.26 .301.44 .34.1 kg-3k -
a' A} 0.895 6.4.934 1.5.18 kg - kg F10.18 kg- kW',
PERRIRHE X —F845 , — 7 i TRk A - i ds +
H BV E PN R 5 kA 1) 25 i T G 2 (8 P e HE
HEFTAG AR, HLPERHE 5 3% [ Rk R R Al i H
Pr—35; 55— 5 Tt AR TR TS YR U A7 A
W ANE & AN A HUERE 215 Yo RAVEYIFSFF
) b i A i A 2 SR 5 7 R BB e ) A2 5
5 | L S5 () U A AR R A1 T A 8 R AR T 5 ok
FAE

IREER AR AR - St PR BT AL A B AL F5 45 5 T Y
A NT1 W01 T R IR ol Sk 6 e
— o AT ARV IR BT 5 YR BB (ER) F
BAKRZ % 47 ISR GO Bk A IR 15 ey B4R %
B=A A 7 BMEX IS5 Y IG B 7 /1] N A L

oyl A e br : LU — 7l S H 5 GDP [
L Ay ot M 2548 (s ) L 7K JE 50 A kAR M i el 52 it

R (Fes) T ARMRBCH 23 2L 0 B S H A d R b
WL 2 5 (Gov) 52 5 ThG B A% b [ 8% 9 1% Ol
(Nda) . B SHEAES IR 1.

HR A bR AR AR R I 00 R R (8RR , £
ARAERCR I R BRI AT

Mi =00 + 0. X CEy + 6., X ER; + 8i X Ins; + 6y X
Fesy + 8, X Govy + 8.4 X Nday + &, (5)
2.4 BiHESKIE

A 5T DL 4 [ 13 R 37 X 2004—2018 4
F14) TT AR 5 9 A B 9 4 A B8 R R T 2005—
2019 4F 13 M4 (X)) Gt 4R % (O B R0 G2 i 4F
Yo R E A G A 5 ) BB A FE S 4 fik
PSR AR AN 57 o /b3 0% B ik R A A2
SRR, DL 2004 4 K BLAE R T GDP 48 A1 1R
T 28 4% 358 B3t 55 2005—2018 4E (1) 52 bk GDP 4
bV B S H

3 RERESERSHN

3.1 REKIG

TE [T VA 23 B A3 B, 38 T SCRLER Lk
SFA R (1438 FH 4 R O B0 ok B0 0 A sk R T
BRI AFAEE AR WA B A v 37 ok i
TS, Siita N A==2In[L(Hy))-L(H)], ¥ L(H,)
FULCH,) 43 50 0 BB 5E Ho RN 25 AR5 H A X B0 SR
fl A A AR B LS IR R i . 21
o 00 45 R B R AR B I A 4, DRI, 1) A x4
PRBOE 2B SFA B 458 1Y
32 RS

A5 F Frontier 4.1 A4 T3 ¥r . 58, K

®1 ZEMGIHERER

Table 1 Statistical description of variables

75 Variable 55 Symbol  ${H Mean #5372 Standard deviation  Fr K {E Maximum  fz/ME Minimum — SEI% Number
Al A 7= BE/10° 6 Y 2559.56 1016.52 6042.93 851.30 195
T /10 hm? A 638.51 287.69 1 586.40 282.67 195
VAN INE e A0 L 1298.23 684.76 3245.66 556.70 195
BUBE B J1/10° kW M 5071.26 308.42 13 353.02 1319.80 195
Al 7K H/10° m? w 157.06 59.06 316.40 66.38 195
T A E/10 F 288.91 139.63 716.09 104.40 195
BTG50 CE 608.12 247.18 1329.62 266.94 195
I SI/10° 0 ER 34.93 14.20 84.57 10.13 195
Pl S5 1% Ins 11.37 3.90 21.60 1.20 195
Al SRt 1% Fes 4353.64 393543 14 098.00 474.00 195
LW B H7/10° I8 Gov 84.13 59.03 398.62 24.22 195
FZHRIEBY10° hm? Nda 1 646.85 1069.27 7 394.00 91.00 195
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Table 2 Test results of model hypothesis

AR F HEE LR{H 4t

Null hypothesis DOF LR value Conclusion
Ho: y=u=1=0 2 443.418 4 H,
Ho: 7=0 1 31.276 545 Ho
Ho: Bo=B3,=B.,=0 7 109.744 fE4 H,
Ho: B,=0 6 79.682 4 H,
Ho: B=B,=B.=B:=0 27 613.252 4 H,

FH BATTESE 554 H3 78— 2532 08 8 8 0 5026 7 pRi 55
SFARERIPEAT (M1, A3 B sE MR 6 3277 XAk 4
JEW AR 2R . R, XA 7 X GTFP R 47
£ B RS L R AR S R R TR . B A
X B G5 R AT — 2 A TR 3 R
SRR B B ) kg ) . Ao
TN R TR IR AR 7 e B A AR )
SEAEELR AT LUK LR B g0 [l AR R R A, HL
— A B AR TCRCR I [ i AR A D S B i 2
TR Sy S RN, T R AR R A 1 R G
R W] DUAEAS T 2R B e, B R I O 48 5 R R
OB [PV N1 B R 5 3 N o 3 IR = A 2

A R — I AGE
3.2.1 gl stk JE iR IR R 40 #

T3NS WAR R EIAZER . 1508, NS Witk 45
KB My B T kR, y B 94.7%, #aik T
1,n%F0.014 2, RF AR TCHCET FWAEAE, B4
AEREAR 1.42% , 1h I St 1) S s 7= H Al 23 9 2 7= T
AR IR AR K, 9 HL 3 A5 AN ] P Bt AL IR 2R A 5 i L oy
53%. Y RKZHERESEAE1% KV T BE, SFA R
RIS RAN T ROR 30T

FEWR, R BRI S0 A 25 5k F |, + T
55 80 ) R EL B0 ) — R IR 0k 00 R BT
WIE , BB = B AR 3 A 7= 3 R HLAT I
ALREIN o PNl P o P — ORI R B O I, R
FEE Ry o, SR EE U RGBS B P B
FRREFH & AT ARG N A b 2 5% 7= 1 iR i sk e B R
FRRLR AR I i o P 2 i T VY e S I A, BELRS A
sk ta 8 o Ak 7K — R R A o B, K
TR B 2O IE , R R K B 4 R T R IR
B, FSL AT AR 7R X K G IR R RE T AN T R
HB 4348 3 B S Al UM R K S T Al A 7 K

3 BHXT AT R A SFA BB S H AT E R

Table 3 Parameter regression results of the translogarithmic production function SFA model

Ffi LAV 2 Random front term

FARTCRR I Technical inefficient term

i M N M K% ik M s
Variable Coefficient t—test Variable Coefficient t—test Variable Coefficient t—test
i 0.776 237 15%**  3.217 03 InAC -0.236 084 6% -4.892 22 (i 2.497 979 1##** 13.638 60
InA 0.180 798 53%* 2.023 59 InLM -0.226 682 66%**  ~7.602 76 CE 0.000 669 620 4%+  17.711 49
InL 0.463 609 65***  3.31207 InLW 0.180 920 24 7.142 47 ER -0.015 661 637#**  -16.8323
InM 0.632 058 47#** 5586 47 InLF 0.141 611 O] #** 3.93329 Ins -0.018 195 95%* -4.043 83
InW -0.237 504 52%*  -2.090 16 InLC -0.269 637 95%**  —6.825 02 Fes 0.000 019 690 3*#*  6.202 34
InF 1.411 079 9k 9.621 52 InMW -0.099 373 072%**  -3.01175 Gov -0.000 691 553***  -5961 28
InC —1.941 543 5%#* —10.201 89 InMF 0.037 31 0.886 25 Nda 0.000 032 785 361 0.679 46
[ 0.012 430 347*+*  2.367 04 InMC 0.125 459 88k 2.741 43 o’ 0.128 533 (7*** 3.976 82
InA® 0.128 145 78***  231.755 94 InWF 0.062 494 341* 1.939 32 y 0.947 363 94%** 39.947 21
Inl? 0.152 812 45%#*% 6953 11 InWC -0.196 128 68***  -4.419 02 I 0.697 905 9* 1.673 19
InM? 0.035 160 422%**  3.072 07 InFC 0.438 122 81 #** 5.129 09 n 0.014 198 013 7.769 17
InW? 0.034 799 843**  2.150 06 tlnA 0.004 890 538*** 5.362 94 lg(likelihood ) 789.642
InF? -0.225 317 28*** 4727 27 tlnL 0.008 737 018 1*#*  9.873 56 LR 370.535 09
InC* 0.228 613 73*** 4,497 20 tlnM -0.005 850 057***  -8.973 54
£ -0.000 342 87#** -4.800 01 tInW 0.003 123 008 3*#*  3.860 37
InAL 0.083 021 456***  4.069 55 tlnF 0.000 12 0.11823
InAM -0.107 256 98***  -3.134 27 tInC -0.007 920 104***  -5.623 39
InAW 0.084 436 929***  3.773 79 Prob>chi2 <0.001 <0.001
InAF 0.161 512 43+ 4334 34

e ek AN ZER B KOE R 1% 5% F10%. LR SR LB Se it 4SRRI 0 o

Note: ##% #% % indjcate the 1%, 5% and 10% significance levels. LR is the likelihood ratio test statistic, which conforms to the mixed chi-square

distribution.
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