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Research on the fluctuation characteristics and contributing factors to

yield increase of watermelon production in China
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(1. College of Economics and Management, Xinjiang Agricultural University, Urumgqi 830052, Xinjiang, China; 2. School of Agriculture
and Forestry Economics and Management, Lanzhou University of Finance and Economics, Lanzhou 730101, Gansu, China)

Abstract: Clarifying the evolutionary patterns of watermelon production fluctuations and the causes of yield increase can
help promote the optimal layout of watermelon production and enhance the benefits of industrial development. Based on
the models such as H-P filtering method and Logarithmic Mean Divisia Index (LMDD), the fluctuation characteristics,
contributing factors and causes of watermelon production in China. The results showed that: (1) From 1978 to 2022, the
overall fluctuation cycle of watermelon production in China showed the characteristics of accelerated fluctuation period,
shortened fluctuation duration, and reduced amplitude. (2) From 2000 to 2022, the production of watermelon in the
Northwest production area and the Yangtze River Basin production area showed the most significant increase, and water-
melon production exhibited significant regional agglomeration characteristics. (3) The major contributing factor to the
watermelon yield increase at the national level is the increase in yield per unit area, but at the provincial level, the majority
of watermelon production in most provinces showed an area dominant characteristics. The main influencing factors of
changes in watermelon yield and planting area are the rural per capita disposable income, scientific and technological
funding inputs, and inputs of pesticides and fertilizers. The future development of the watermelon industry needs to
adhere to the intensive growth model foucsed on improved yield per unit area, relying on scientific and technological
innovation to cultivate varieties, improve cultivation patterns, and reduce the dependence on pesticides and fertilizers.

Key words: Watermelon; China; Production fluctuation; Contribution factors; LMDI model

P JTCAE H ] LA A K (R AR 7 SR 32 R
AL DX 3, r 2 2 i 5 e R R 7 TR 7 i 2
R o PO AR SR 2 M Bl o 4 T B, B
R IR 2 Ja AT 75 R A H B & o R ARy

Yis HER: 2024-10-14; &= HER: 2025-02-17

b, 2 UR R M oy 3 R SR IR AR R B
[ E A oSN, 2009 A P E =l AR Ak 490
AN BEZIARLN =M F AR R 2015 40 ) &
T A E P Il R R I (2015—2020 4F)),

ESWE : #H A SRS EFTH (22YICT790063) + #5824 5 /R B A X 288K L4 AR & R 11 H (XJARS-06) : 2024 44 g 4t
IR BR XA ZCE GO R H (X12024G118) ; BB 4E 5 /R VA X my B AR 55 2 B I3 H (XEDU2024J045)

EE RN TARL, 5, UHIE, 2L B IR G 57 76 IR P2 L 857 7 T (B 7T E-mail: 1642667941@qq.com

BEEE: & w9, 80%, TENFRIEFEHE TN, E-mail: 63707679@qq.com

<233 -



AL AR T

FOE R XK

5384

b J T R L B IRV YL T R S e 8
ST TR PE R AR AR R . — R AR
JE2A 4 B AEHES) P ™ MY 5T 54 e, 19 i Ml B
TIA R AE T JLEER, BE R [ N A2 5
TR 5 DA TR P9 AR Y 45 4 1 3 | E AR 4 K
BORBE S5 2 K A2, PH AL P XA AR
SERA T RFERM . B, PRI X
R SREEDGIAR, T 2 DT fr kS U
PIAT S5 TR R R, TG 7 TR A 7 s sl L A
7B AL A P JICAE 7 A =5 i 3k A P R 1
SO EAT R A MBS E L.

55 IRV, e Y T R S A S R e
SCHLER S AR P4 R 7 B2 o e ik — B fe b, 1
W RS R T AR )2 A RO, B AN
MUAARTT T PG Ik R R PR DL A e B A2 X 54
WS, B Il e EE AU AR ST R
PR PR SR B A B A P ARG RR L IR L
Bk FEAT Bl -0 v S 7 i ) 9Kl [R 3R, 81T B
A VA AR BUAIT 8 28 SR FH e PR 52 93 #r » R 45
o HAR AR A 38 7 F FUAR W, HESh P AR
PRI 7 PR A% o DR 3 A b T AR AT B KT, At
CHR o5 55 P 3R S A P O (A UL oo o A AT
PR TS T o AENEAT PR TR A

WF 5 IE BIIX — 1, A I X AN [R] 72 X G I P2 R
S K TR DR 2R S T TR R G s A R
g5, FET Uk, SRA H-P JEH L . LMDI B8 S AT
4 [ AR XA 0y B 08 A = B A 3, B 421
JRHE 7= 1) EEDTR R 2=, PRAFT 78 I 5= FFf A T AR
A IR BN R 2, LA 9 A SR v TR AE P A4 A = AR
PPl R SRR R S

1 1978 SE LISk P N7l & e ik 4%

78 T2 B A e BROIE 1 el 2 2809, 76 R 3
2 JE ROK R b AR E Ry, LR R
Al T S R D ) B A, R
M EE R E R RKIERERER. 1978—
2022 4, H [ P IR FE T AN 36.83 73 hm® 3441
F) 139.19 J3 hm?, 30 7 3.78 5 77 & M 1978 4E
571.69 J3 t W% 6 054.22 J3 t, W hn 7 10.59 1%
(B Do A W BRI R AR, Hh [ 78 JTOMAE AR ™
BRSNS &AL E AR
IRIBUSR % 74 JICAR P RS A B B 7 4R 4iE , 1978 4 BA
K B G A PRI A T T 4 AN B
M B (1978—1984 ) : ZZ1S KA. 1978
TR A ORI Y R R HEAT SRR K
ARSI, HF IR IEMIF S EAR R E SR =

FIAE AL Sown area e 7B Yield
IR PR 5] G AL T et Ar = 4
Sluggish growth Rapid growth Structural adjustment ~ Optimized layout
period period period period
200 r - 7000
180
4 6000
160
~ 140 | 1 5000
Z
g 1207 {4000 =
= - I i =
w3 100 L3
Z & 13000 =
£ 80r >
z
A
60 1 2000
40
1 1000
PV —
0 : : : : 0
1978 1988 1998 2008 2018

Ay Year

VE - O RUE T S AR R LA G v Bl e
Note: Data from the FAO statistical database.

1 1978—2022 F£hET =2 FMFEEFAE L

Fig. 1

£234 -

Changes in watermelon yield and sown area in China from 1978 to 2022



5591

FARLL, 25 T [ P A BRI 7 Tk A T T

AL AR 5T

BRI, RO MR 1 AR P AR = AR AR A" (H
X — B AR 88 S U T TH 2 DA R 48 5% 1
N, TN B 2T 3 A A R AR, AT
i@ A s ZE RN R R 2, REOX —
P JTC 7 5 R0 AR AR 38 3 K 48 . X — I A PR
PRI T 212,15 73 t, PIJAEE N 5.66% ; FiiE
THARBE N 13.06 /5 hoo’, P35 140 5.34%.

P B (1985—2002 4F) « PRI K. 1984
CF [E 45 B b @ i T O 320 M AR R IR
W TAER AR ), VA T AR b 1R D) B S, o R
SEOT 2, H i W4AY . 1985 4 EH S5kl 1 (6
Ttk — i BRR AT 22 5 1 T TUBCR ) , I R A £
G 8 BRI, BRAR T B R EUGH SOWIR I LA AR
PE AN R A E A T IR, SEAT 2 IR TE H 2R
T o IX L S ) ST A K o HES) T PR AR IR
PNV R R, R 3EE T P I AR 7 AR RN 7 B T A
Fro FEUCBY B, P8 IR AU BOR T3 R &, 7 B i
Hhn, ¥hE T IR K. T R
K 13.48% , i HE T AR AF 3 16 K 8.56% . 1E 2002
SR VG IR AR TR IA 2 0&{H 186.66 11 hm’, TEHLZ J5
P I FRRE T AR F 46 R B

=B B (2003—2015 4F) : 5 MR . BEE
e TRl @S, BN 21 el 5k
W ERE 7 Re 115 B R 1R T iR AL Ab R R
st KR P2 3800, B K S P 6 SR bR O e A Ry A P
i, FAEA R P IRAE = IR Bl 2 A AR = H AR K
SR TFIZ A I ) BUARAL , 2000 4 DK AR R
F 7 PUE R E IS PR AR B AR L R
TR, 7 I H 77 7K1 3 &6 32 T, 2002—2015 4
WIE PG B P32 TF T 21.35%, 78 TR P2 b % e 30
U T AR SRR K I R R BE AR, A 2003 4F T 46
PO AR AR T U6 e 48« 4, 1998—2003 4= 1 ]
28 1977 B R BT DS 4R R B ) A A R B0
HH0S, SR RGN 138 0 RR R e ] SORR £ 2 4 1) e 22
] SRR R Tt PR R s 45 T B TR AN 45 4, TR )
AR B ARR AR M o X 83 BUX — B B VG A AR
HFATF 46 T B4, 2003—2015 45 3 18] it IR T AR 0
1 29.29 75 hm?, SEIE 1.31%. (HIX — B
T RS BRI 45 R B, 74 I 2 S B v
INZSH, P E IR H B B SR, ARG 0.2%.

FVUH B (2016 245 AR . 2015
A [ O PR TR R e T4 VS JIGE R
PV R BRI (2015—2020 4E)), 5l S E R E R
AL T PR B S A A G I DX 3825 [A) A =), 8 I

PNV T RESE R S , bR EF PE A 2N T — N80
AR A AT JR I B 03X — B B 7 I 77 B R o A A
BRI AN RS AR R A R KT
FRFE TR, 75 )™= B 320 0.54% , PO HT AR 35
> 1.59%.
2 VY WAE = BN A R 3 e Tk
ENIE
21 MRGE
2.1.1 H-PJEMK * H-P JEP %2 H Hodrick
Prescot $& Hi 1) —Ff 43 B 48 51 A% £ i) 338 50 (1) 5
Gy RETTIEN, R TR 2 B K R 5t , A
T A A ORI R . R AR SR
F H-P JEBEER P A = sh B AT I E . B
A E TTEITR

H-P SR I 8] 7 51 43 i e 33 1 53 0 JE
WAy, B Y R ARG TR B 7 41, Y Ron A,
B YRR AR B R T

Y=Y+Y( QD)

H-P JEBR 2 ¥ A o Y IS (8 91 Y, 43
il R SR R i EEE 35 1 20 4 5 SR R 1R 0B /)
A ] R ) fe <

min Y {CY, =YX+ AN (Y, ¥ )+
=1 t=1

Y -Y_"OP). 2)
A D0 R oy B AR AL BE S A B G ORI K
AR SCAIE ST G0 P I = 5 R0 AR RS (1) 4F B AR 4k
MR — 25, L fEEL 100,
JE BH 3 30 16 A8 S5 2R (RV) FH R R AE T 338 30 Ml
BRI IERE, BT E AR
RV =Y’_—TY‘T><100%
Y : (3)
2.1.2 LMDIARAL  Jy#R 7T ot g 15 Ja 1 X%
S A TTHR R 2R, 1 2 AH OCHIE 98P, AR SR X 30T
¥t 70 77 fi# 1 (logarithmic mean weigh division in-
dex method, LMDD X} 75 JINHE 7= & AT 70 fif - PEJR
W st E R
AGi = AGsi+AGpi ()

A AGH 7R i XIS 77 &, AGsi 0 i
DX 3 78 JIC G 7= 14D TR R Dk &, B e T 1 TR e T A
KA R 7 B AGpi 2o i DX JICHYS 7™ (1) 5
DR, B E PG ISR A P KRR T SR I 7
JRIE P &0 AGsi I AGpi ATk — 5 4 ok

<235



P ER 5T

FOE R XK

5384

B TR S I RN BRI AR W T

AGsi=—t= Loy S

InF -InF, S, . (5)
AGpi = ﬂlni

In Pit —In Ro AiO ° 6)

T 2 P Po 32738 1 X3 ¢ 4 1R A AR 1) 75 I
FEE S S 27 1 DX ¢ A AN A 1) 78 TCR AR T
Ry A A 7 i DX 380 ¢ 4 0 BE S 4F 1 7 I B
KF.

R AR T 545 2 7 TR oA T AR R B = o) 3 72 1Y
DURR 2 J5 B % H DUk SR DSBS P 1R B M
A TTERZE Csi A7 DTk % Cpi. BARTHE A
WK
_ AGsi

Csi= —x100%

AGi . 7

_AGPE 00
AG )

Cpi

(3
213 ERAIBARE ORI NIG > R v
7 AR AR T AR AR AR B BRI 3R, A ST 1 R X
5] Ak AR

InZ=B+Pxitn+ote o )

o, Z, ROR X3 i AE ¢ A7 1 78 JTCBR 7 Bl
FELFAR , x, 37 1B 6 (R AR AR 8, p, 2 7 L X7 78 2%
JSE, &, 7N A B 78 SN 5 6, RN BENLHL BN T : < Bos B
FORFHAN B B BT S5

S2BR1H Actual value

------- JE 3T 4] Periodic sequence A
............. K Wk %5 Long-term trend

210 ¢

180

150

120

90

b R 1 AR
Sown area/(10* hm?)

60 |

30

Y L= % Eh

TN~

2008

1988 1998

Ay Year

3019 2018

Pt

Yield/(10° ©)

2.2 HIEKIE

AR SCASEFH P 0 R RO TR L PR R B KR AR
HOHE 32 ER U T A EDRR AR 2H 24 (FAO) 4 P
F R W R BRI Gt S ) RS A
GuiH AR XA DA AR i e e A T A E A
B, BEAh T E0HE BR ) A P AR P R SO
P, A% S F I 9 X 38R B 4 A M R AT BX
BRI TRERATELX 5548 58 AR R A X
2.3 RN
23.1 HNAFRBIEAHFE A LisH H-P JE
WIS AR T8 TGP B AR RE T AR B0 K A
ML 2 AT 5, 7 T 7= 8 A o A T A S s A R 5
BRAE T A I B 50 1, B AE 80% LA b o M K T
AAE AR R S T8 UM TR K 8 5B 7E 2005
TP I AE S KT N 6.46% 52005 4
ZJE P UM AR S B 20T PR3, 4238
W 1.21%. VU= 8K W A E 7R 2003 4F 2 /i
PR G, P3G H A 10.59% 32003 -2 J5 3
e 3 FE BT LS , IR AE 2016 4 5 IR R FE
FaTA P R BN 0.27%. TR A S T
JIC= 52 0RO TR (1 JE A 3 248 S 26 (&1 3D, ]
V8 I 5 R0 b A T AR BRI 3 7 m) AL I A 3
[ —tk . ARG — 0 R B -0 i BRI 43 7
5 S PG I 7 R A THD AR 1 0 3 L SR R AT R 4
BT M TG TR 55 36 T U5 A8 40 28 17 3k — A 1 06/ 7% LA
J - ] 28 A e T AR — A e B R . A
3 AN, 1978—2022 4 HiIH) 6 JIC ;™ 2 A A AR AR K

SEFRE Actual value

------- J& W17 71| Periodic sequence B
K H %4 Long-term trend

6750
6000 |
5250 |
4500 |
3750
3000 f
2250 t
1500 |
750 .

N\, l’
*-’1998
FAy Year

7501978 1988

2 1978—2022 FHEA/NHEER (AT~ 8 (BRI EK
Fig. 2 The fluctuation of watermelon sown area(A) and yield(B) in China from 1978 to 2022

<236



559 11 FARLL, S v E TG TR P P BT S Sk R T PR R 5T
AT 4 AWl . 1H 2B T k3 B b ok s K e 5 e 4

BRI ENEWI(1978—1987 ) A 10 a(4E),
7 TS 72 2 RO T R 1) 7% S 2R Y 4 )R 41.07%
1 44.41%. 55 5005 s) B IH (1987—1993 4F) i)
5 a, P8 I 5 AR ORE THD AR 1) A8 S5 R 0K 2 i N
12.37% 1 23.2% . 2 = % 3 30 Ji 3 (1993—2002
SR JIE 9 a, P T 5 R PR TR (14 72 S 46 30 1 )
AN 44.62%F1 31.07% . 2R VY% 3% 30 A 11 (2002—
2022 ), X — KN HEE S T2 /NE ),

/N R, R IR R PE TR B B A R
i E BB BARACT 52T, BLR 8 I b 2
A 5e 5, JUH R A [ R 1 M 2 s 4R v AR
%5 N 3 <15 VARSI DI & e == £ & N 1]
HE) R UG T A RIS P TGE T AL 2 AR ST
REBCA 7 R RS AL SR 20 A 2B 7= e YL i 1 R
A S S SR R B 5 th BEAT RO S A e AR
T E B U T Z ) 2 AR 2 b 2 2

35 - e 72 & Yield ——— A A Sown area
30 N - ..'.
25
s 20
z st
g 10 |
M S 5r
X 3 0
= % -5
e 10}
5 -5t
3
@) -20
-25
-30 -
-35 L
1978 1988 1998 2008 2018
FAy Year

3 1978—2022 £ EANFEMMERRNBREHTFER

Fig. 3 The periodic fluctuation variation rate of watermelon yield and sown area in China from 1978 to 2022

232 N E S EM B it b 4
] A [ DX 76 T39I, A S & 6 a1y vl
SRAEMESHT T 2000—2022 44 [E 45 15 2 1H 74 JIN I
FORGL. BEN 21 2 LU, 7R R SR N AR
SE , FfRE THI AR AR 2 R R o M8 3R G T A T
K& ,2000—2022 EFF[E 29 ANE A 13 ANE LT
SRR AR BT, 16 A48 38078 JIOMORE AR T B, 78
JRIE R TR AR R 8 D THI AR 22 BEA 121,530 AP JICHY
PR, AE 4 [ 21 2000—2022 4F 7 IR A M
AR 7= TR B —718.38 J5 t, 1M PH SV B 77 7K ST 4
FHHT DR ) PG SR IE PR B 184286 J5 t(E 4>, M
PE IS = A5 Aok, 75 G P~ s & DL 2015 4F
RIS 5 PR A, A B P TR
5 R SR 0 B B T R T AR 7 DR B
SN X BRI AT P P IO A 3
F PR 3R, 5 M X B K FE B B B YR 5L
W, AT K, &GRSR G s,
fEE T P I KT B B T, 491 Gy s h 2 ) 1
S BRES — K P A FE DR 20 5 ) [ RN AR 5 P4 3
IR T PRI A A ROR, e iR T EAE

Bt , B OKER T T 78 SR EL=/K S, H AT RS G158 TRk
Dk P R = A SE 4 IR TR DR

R — 0 A AR W B ) S 1 € 4 T T IR
PR R R (2015—2020 4E)), 234 T & 2
ARABF= IX RN XL PE G2 X KT X K
MR = DX PG SR PR . E P S TN, A bR
P X AT A ™ X7 SR 7 oA B 3, L2
2015 RN 8 St LA S 5 B s v = DX G I3 7=
BN EEAN, HAh = X P R e R 2 sk
THOA

FEANTA] 2 X P8, 8448 3 B 1 e T3 7 2 5
W AEE (DRI X . RACP X PRI = 51
Wk i R AR R TR AL T, R MORN B R T P I e A
2015 4F J5 B A Frign, 5 50 7 7 NG 7= i (1) Z2 PR
KIAEE K . ()R P [X . 2000—2022 F 4/ 77 [X
PH R = B I T 172,74 73 t, 75 SR 72 5Tk [X 3,
FEERE T G BEMERE X . 2000—2022 4
TR IRE P X 4 I 2 i BN B N PR A $5, 2000—
2022 4 P4 I 77 B o -286.22 /3 to X5 A P4 NI
FE BRI L, e EEE R IL R (DL

<237 -



=ML AT 5T

FOE R XK

5384

—e—}fij" i1 & Total increased yield

——o—— P [H A4 5T Rk & Contribution amount of sown area

------ F177 5Tk & Contribution amount of yield per unit area,

1900 L =--k---FE A TIHR % Contribution rate of sown area 200
—a— HP= BT Contribution rate of yield per unit area
- 160
1500 .
120
1100 | .
80 3
700 g
= -
I = 40 %: £
L3 X 2
2 300 + E
- 0 =
O
-100 -40
=500 -0
-900 t J -120
2000 2005 2010 2015 2020
SEAR Year

4 2000—2022 FHE G~ T URR
Fig. 4 The changes of watermelon yield increase in China from 2000 to 2022

FEX o P AL X2 P I 7 o R 1) X,
FUHA P VG R EE = I T 600.62 5 te PEdbSE
X 2544 00 U TR 3G 7= e 38 R s &S A, NCH ¥
5E LN SN R TE RGP B AR 2015 £ UL 2SR
BEAS A . TEVEAL FAA O o VG I = o 2 B R ARAE
rEE, FLRG R B T AR . (DKL
WILF= X o Bz b, KT it sk A 4 35k 7 T 384 7=
A AT Fa . 2000—2022 4F P8 NG 2= B fin 1
161.79 J3 t, 3877 X 35 = ZAL HHE VL5 T e 25
Al P JIUHE 72 T 55 2000—2022 4F 29 ANy
A I8 MNEMEEEILETH 1L NS BHE
WL TR CGR D, 8= | R 2 o 2,560 1.
e AR SCiE— 20 2 25 i NI S0 RO, AP TR 7=
W 55 A0 £ K 5% 48 3 7 A 2 AR Ak 2R R AT 9 48
Bro LA 2000—2022 44 [ P JISF- 35 386 7= i B (F=
73.06% ) N HEHE , IAK 21 w55 A (7] 48 38500 78 R AR 7=
RIS Soh Yok 7= i 4 R[] A 4 P <R S
FEPA AN, fER 2 AT LR 2000—2022 R 12
ANZE S T B T 4800 k™ o 98 R R N
(1) 2 A0 3 T AT b3 T ek M RE 43 0 A 73.29% A
69.48% . FELAENF IR R A A S TSR
A=K ILERE . P~ X ER N h o0, Hl Bk
VG 7 B AT SR AL T G 7 X, 78 N VG IR
P2 R A AR W R . AT S B RN [ D b
REB R 4 A EEGE BRI, W

+238 -

FO T Y b P AR A A X A R
FRUE . EARVEE KAWL A A 2000—2022 4F 75K
danre i 2R A BT AR X . (HASCHT
FE 488 7= 2 P A T AR B PR 3R R S S R AR
1£,2000—2022 W VT AE B o1 R Zeze o= T AR ot
BRR, SR A R A TR N .

233 B\ EaR B F oA MAMEE AN
FCWE T 2000—2022 4F 75 JIHE 7= [ ST kAR O
[F) BN 45 7 5y S RRIE 9T 7 MK B 7 DT R 2R
R AL T R BT R e /N D I 7 Tk R R 2R
R AR E SR R R SRR SR, &
Pl AN TTHR . Csi KT 65%, W@ F i fl 3 58
LA TERE Cpi KT 65%, W@ T3~ 1 51,
P /NT 65%, W& T3 [F 3= F 1Y,

ML 4 BT, 7E A 2 T PG I = s ke A s
T F A, 2022 4F 75 I 8 PR TR 2
163.89% , Pt JIUF{H T A8 77 DT ik %6 9 -63.89%. A
F A8 WG TR = STk 2R ARG, 2 808 0 v R
A Ak THI RN 2 T R AR T R BT AR VLR AL ST
JRAE PR3 X, LI P DTk R AL 22 O B = 2 G AR
JLEF A E 3) . X R BRE T E 7GR 7 K
AR T PR T, JUIHRAE AR G X R A
FIAAL 34 L 20 50 A0 B S5 75 HE 3 VG TR B = /K~ 7 7
HEA B RRH . R0 X PR = ) 3 258
PR £ T, AR 37 X B AR R L $a5 HoR 56



- ot U, o)
59 EARLL, Ao o [ 7 JTCAS P2 3 B RAE B 7 Bk R 3 9T FEMLEFFT
—8— 5 K Jilin —— 2 JiiT. Heilongjiang —e— ffif# Fujian - #---] 7% Guangdong
90 —&— 7" Liaoning —&— V5 Guangxi ——/ff ¥4 Hainan
A 180 B
60
~ 30 140
s 5
W B <100
g -0 g
i3 i3
2 60 = S 60
= £
T 90 =
>~ =20
-120
-150 L -20
2000 2005 2010 2015 2020 2000 2005 2010 2015 2020
7AN
Ay Year 47 Year
25 g e e BT ;
+-o#-e- JL 5 Beijing —e— % Tianjin _‘_frj; . ‘“‘;‘*r Mongolia : E"fg i:.laa“’.“
600 ¢ @3 |t Hebei —a— 1li 75 Shanxi 260 T M Ganshu J s Mg
. 230 | —— ¥l Xinjiang
w0 | &[] 4% Shangdong —8— /7 Henan
~ 400 ”;
S 300 %
i g 200 g
L8 2
g 5 100 ha,
A= st
2
~ -100
-200
-300 *
2000 2005 2010 2015 2020 2000 2005 2010 2015 2020
A} Year 4 Year
—o— L Shanghai —&— L7} Jiangsu —e— 7%t Northeast —&— *£7 South China
—&— ifiIT. Zhejiang —@— 1§ Anhui o
cocs@eeee LG Jiangxi 0000 e &34k Hubei —a&— ¥ i} Huang-Huai-Hai ~ ---#---7Gdt Northwest
..... &3 Fd Hunan ceec@ees IR Chongqing o T
— & —[0)I| Sichuan — B — 57N Guizhou & LYK Yangtze valley
— B — 2 Yunnan 700 -
300 E F
250
200 ~
= 150 B
L8 50 g
= o
< _ o
g 0 S
-100
-150
~200 -100 |
-250 - -200 L
2000 2005 2010 2015 2020 2000 2005 2010 2015 2020
7
EA} Year A Year

Note: A. Northeast production regio; B. South China production region; C. Huang-Huai-Hai production region; D. Northwest production region;

E. Yangtze valley production region; F. The five major production region.

E5 AR~AXAEMNE~EEK

Fig. 5 The changes of watermelon yield increase in different producing areas
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Table 1  Statistics of the watermelon yield increase at the provincial level in China from 2000 to 2022
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>200 3 VL5 pd  H 7R Jiangsu, Henan, Gansu 10.34

<2 2000—2022 = [E &R E 7 REZE N

Table 2 Evaluation of the watermelon yield increase at the provincial level in China from 2000 to 2022

frome— oy
X WU BE ey o
Increase in production Quantity/ .
Level . Province Percentage/%
amplitude Pcs

EERON F<0 12 et T L T B BRORTL L R T 2B 4138
Absolute production reduction 3= NIIENNiE |

Beijing, Tianjin, Hebei, Shanxi, Inner Mongolia, Heilongjiang,

Shanghai, Zhejiang, Anhui, Fujian, Shandong, Hubei
i 4 0<F<50% 4 FRILFE R R 13.79
Delayed production increase Jilin, Jiangxi, Henan, Guangdong
[ A 44 50%<F<100% 4 NN N U 13.79
Synchronous production increase Jiangsu, Hunan, Hainan, Sichuan
g F>100% 9 SUA TN 37 RN 9 e N TN E 7 NS =R 31.03
Overspeed production increase Liaoning, Guangxi, Chongqing, Guizhou, Yunnan, Shaanxi,

Gansu, Ningxia, Xinjiang

R32000—2022 F A G~ ESERR KT E R
Table 3 The continuous state and contributing factors of increasing yield of watermelon from 2000 to 2022
P M= HE AR AL AR L FHE I A TR 2 L= TTHRES F DRI Y
Pro)jince Yield increase/ Continuous status of The contribution rate The contribution rate Major contribution
\
(10* yield increases of sown area/% of yield per unit area/% factors

Jext -26.91 3+ 88.48 11.52 A I AR
Beijing 19— Sown area
PN -12.94 1+ 138.55 -38.55 GEETIEA
Tianjin 21— Sown area
e -57.87 15+ 254.57 -154.57 Tl T A
Hebei 7- Sown area
i -35.01 1+ 214.70 ~114.70 Tl THI AR
Shanxi 21- Sown area
WEH -18.32 12+ 264.90 ~164.90 Tl 1 A
Inner Mongolia 10— Sown area
T 58.86 17+ -3.24 103.24 PR
Liaoning 5- Yield per unit area
TR 2.26 7+ -1919.58 2019.58 B
Jilin 15— Yield per unit area
AU -139.61 3+ 151.31 -51.31 Tl AR
Heilongjiang 19— Sown area
tifg -21.33 13+ 160.11 -60.11 Tl T A
Shanghai 9- Sown area
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Table 3 (Continued)
why YRS TR A L AR T AR DT = TR A TR
Provi Yield increase/ Continuous status of The contribution rate The contribution rate Major contribution
rovince
(10*t) yield increases of sown area/% of yield per unit area/% factors
L5 211.73 22+ 46.28 53.72 FFE L
Jiangsu Co-lead
T 15.11 22+ -185.17 285.17 L S
Zhejiang Yield per unit area
2R -124.77 13+ 227.64 -127.64 UERTR A
Anhui 9- Sown area
Hiid -13.31 9+ 160.89 -60.89 PR T
Fujian 13- Sown area
YLV 40.03 20+ 2229 7771 AP KAT
Jiangxi 2= Yield per unit area
4 ~243.04 6+ 199.47 -99.47 T I AR
Shandong 16— Sown area
bERE:} 330.13 21+ -31.10 131.10 TR AR
Henan 1- Sown area
WL ~26.70 2+ 153.84 ~53.84 Pk AR
Hubei 20— Sown area
Uik} 198.47 22+ 65.50 34.50 T I A
Hunan Sown area
AR 21.07 14+ -30.75 130.75 PR
Guangdong 8- per unit yield
i 149.65 22+ 58.67 41.33 PR AR
Guangxi Sown area
s3] 31.15 22+ 54.09 4591 HEES
Hainan Co-lead
HIR 41.77 21+ 80.53 19.47 Tl T
Chongqing 1- Sown area
v 53.70 22+ 78.95 21.05 Tl I AR
Sichuan Sown area
B 26.28 22+ 18.23 81.77 FLPEIKF
Guizhou Yield per unit area
P 51.78 21+ 38.81 61.19 KT
Yunnan 1- Yield per unit area
Bt 96.32 22+ 58.72 41.28 EACIE
Shaanxi Co-lead
Hif 203.96 20+ 74.90 25.10 Pk AR
Gansu Sown area
TH 164.91 22+ 82.45 17.55 Tl AL IR
Ningxia Sown area
i 147.11 21+ 44.63 55.37 P
Xinjiang 1- Co-lead
PR FOR P < BRI
Note: In the column of continuous status of yield increases, “+” indicates a year of yield increase , and “~” indicates a year of yield decrease.

JrTHAS d7 AL 35, A5 B R v IO A o8 v 1 23
B B P R s U S AR P ARG PR, TR T
X 5k 76 I PR P AR RS, 5 SRR 34 7 X 7 3 7
I R TR AR 2 SRR

234 B/INEFHaRE A RIEFTSCH AT
OIS Reed B DAY it W NG e S ol S e SR i

{ELFE 48 3502 10 V4 TR 7 D 52 30 22 SR R 577 ) Jej 1
DR G A A6 3t — 25 R T VU TN 7 Ji5 B AR R
T AAR A B JX BN A 2 P8 AR 9 AR - BB = 1
HEZTARY, L B2 B H R B A%
% L R R IS, DR R AR 302 25 A DR WE TR ™,
M B IRIABE AP RN B BN (B s 5
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Ji % HE T AR & AR ) 70 R 2t
P& RS NI AT SRR N BH R BN 2 KT
T A6 igh A B PR T G TR B4 7 N A A 1 AR A2 b f 3K
ENEAER, mAfGTHE R IR 4 R .

NEDINE s X A A A DN PR = & 5] A
R AT SCEE SN MR 28 S AN 0T 78 I
7SR 2, R W U A O TR AR A
FHHED 22 57 M i KBl AR 2535 6 77 B BN %
IR R AR TR S5 3, e Ah 5 AR 9 35 500 B = AR AL 1Y
SO RO R 3 . RAE RS S, Az B AR K
H IR RT A 2, ) B AR K E 5 3 B0 g
AAEW B R BB DL . P8R I R 5
SRR BT BB « U T 00 5, 00 BB OHy L 4L
AR S5 T AR 2 7E T v B G AR P AR o R
BTG Py PR 2. PEINAE N e dF
PR R A LE (R 3 UL S0 B Bl B 2 4R T B
WERTE G I AR . [ X BHL A BRI R L
BESD AT R PR B, 2009 47 & S P4 I ML B A 2R
I3 57 B R 5 il 45 2 S DX 3o i T b e R A
NS 5 DI RIS N AR A 3PS

IATRAT A MBS, A 83T 7 76
PRI T

MNP AR T AR AZ A RS2 PR 3R RS AL IR
P AR NBT AT SEBRCHON BHZ BRI LE 1%
TS G SN [P L VL DN T B 3 SN
57U TR L T AR A AL 1R A 5% 2R Bl v 9 0,925
R e B A B 2 5F N BB, R R R 4
BRAE I 0 SR 3% B 5 v Wi AR AR AR, W L PR
ol L2 e FRD BE A 2 A HE B AR P AR 7 R B
RFPRE AU B B R 3R o AR 20 BE 2 5 T
BRI I RO R S8, 0 A A PG A P IR B 40 3R
LA o Nt FH A R PR B 1 o8 JTOR R T AR 5K
RERE A B, AT R 3R TR AR P R AR P T AR
Vo [RIIS 45 15 78 IR AR e T AR K PR 3R
A AR 245 508 G JTC R 7 AR T AR 0 B A P 2
TR RN, R T AT o S 2 R S
TN AR G55 ZR BN R, HRTRHL
TR S B 25 A o8 A P ORI TR A
PRI RE P A AE AR 25 B AR 5 Il
Uy

T4 RAGBITEGR

Table 4 Model estimation results

LK AR I AR
I H Per unit yield Sown area
Project B4 FrifEiR i ANCAPN

Coefficient Standard error Coefficient Standard error
PRt -0.037 0.050 0.625%* 0.139
Chemical fertilizer consumption
AU B0 ) 0.012 0.024 0.010 0.067
Total power of agricultural machinery
Rz hEh 0.066** 0.029 0.133 0.081
Pesticides consumption
RS NI SR 0.290%** 0.108 0.925% %% 0.303
Per capita disposable income of rural households
BHEZZ BN 0.036%* 0.012 0.085%#* 0.032
Scientific and technological fund input
ST -0.016** 0.006 -0.000 0.018
Disaster area
R 8.374%%% 0.841 =7.561%%x 2358
Constant term
A [ R AL YES YES
Year fixed
b X[ R R YES YES
Region fixed
E %S T 633.0 633.0
Sample number
r 09137 0.934 8

VE: # R R 12601 0.1,0.05.,0.01 [ K T

Note: *, **, and *** denote statistical significance at the 0.1, 0.05, and 0.01 levels, respectively.
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31 &g

PO IR A P BGOSR (31 27l A P
B E AR P U AR . AR SCRIH H-P JE
PiF LMDI S5 A58 43 B 1 o [ 7 AR 72 3 B A
FEAE, it — 2D o0 #r 7 A 29 /N8 $7E SR 7= BT
BRI R B . EELESIR .

(1)1978—2022 4, H E 5 )R A 7= KE& 1 1
2215 1 A PR B K L 2 TR R A AR AR A SR
WA BY B, PG B A S I 3 B K S 3
NG5 R R A DL S 78TO T AR SR B Pl 3
HFERNREA K. PEFEREZT T 44
BRI Eh A, KA E R N & T2
ZINJE B B0 5 U 2 A A 5 B A R 3 3
(N RIS FE AN S 1

(2)2000—2022 4F 75 JIAS[F] 72 X [ 3 7= 2 7 4%
N AR TG G XA VL X 38 7 i i
N AR X P R RS TSR
ANTRD = X PN B 45 48 38 2 TB) i 3 7=t B A B 35 1 2
5£,2000—2022 4 [FH 29 MEH A 12 NME 02
AR A (=17 AN I = I s b i NG
7R B N 7 P Il HR R b A AN T
PR 2L T R OB AL .

(3) 4 [ 2 1H 75 I 7= 32 ZE DTk R 302 57 K
PR BT, Hod 2022 45 7 R L DT R R N
163.89% , H. 76 JIC5 = 3 7= o7 R A0 AR T AR 3 7= o7
BREVZERFF ALY K. BB TT E 0, TE R 250
P14 = I AR 3 S B ARRAE , T CE ] R BT ER UL
INEAR GG VAR PR X, MG P s iR A 2
PRSP IE R = S AL, HESh T TR S AR A T
AR 1) 32 IR S R R AR A AN 3] RGN VB
FAFRHFN RGN ER & .

32 Wit

321 HAMHE@ARG Y KK A LR JEFER
S5 B RRAEM A 77 e A B T A0 &6 4 1
B A AT R R AR S B AR . E S
RRZTARY A 7= R ZLU B 5 16 BRI 3k 7y it
TSR A RS L, 0 2024 4 5—6 H T
T B A5 22 P T A B 2 G kP, 1 T LR B
HEAFHIG, B R R e AR e . iT
A P TN AT 2 S T SR 0 A e A R o A A A B
PR AIN ER SIS A N =N E K/ NVIP I\ i =B
SRR ZLE B E R R G . ARSI A R A

WESE T AR AR IR E 22 v T3 72 4 ) 1Y) 3 2B ]
e VO AR AR 7K
322 ®\NAEH R FHEKLE A KETER
7B DR v 6 K 1) 3 ) DR T DL KR
e 9 R A TR G AR X, T AR AR AE A% 8 70 TRAR
P XN EE . P E PN 48 T o
DA NI SR B AR B A AR 2278 9, IR BR 2 2B 77
NRZEE , RZHBREFE AR, R
52 28 R i IR SR B 0 H A2 THIE SR & 7, H ]2
BT MR KB R g B . A
SCHUE 52 R 245 FH 2 A A A X B 7 A o e A
BRI T ARAT NS AT ST S e 1 AT 5%
PN PO TG 7 A R D SRR R B (B
XA N AR 24 4 S R I AR R B2 v, AR T
BRI . 3 B AROR AR 24 4 JE A 390 P R e > B
Wz &, AE KA SR AN T 18 I M 8 o 184 R AN ¢ £
RIE . BAMARSCES RS R G I0 ™ X 78 R ™= B2
1B TER S5 2 e FE K M, MR SE AR AR AR A K A 18
72 77 2 AN R T DX A A BB I PT  8  R,
ST DX oK A B Bk . FE U ARy & uF
PEY) B AL HEA IR IG WA B2 (5 i T B B3 9
AR, R M E SR 24, REEYIHE S 1R
LAERAIEW N 555 X R DR T B0 NELTAED
R R 95k 0 A R .
323 HAAHNZ R EARX PRS2 B
RO EH BBk 18, 2807 KB T H AN e
Y SR A AT B & B BUR AL T 7 K RHE B
SRR ILEAEH o B A SR 7 T i e 1%
R ASR v 8 77 7K1 Dy 2 00 TR g A =, e ot
R NE T LR AN B, BT A e R R EE
B AU KT 32 T RS 4040 3 45 07 3R
e B K S TG T BT, 2 T 3 R 9 £
FEAL TR R o % I 75 78 73 W0 DX JIUAE 7= BB 7
TH TR A BED IR I S A5 T T ER L, PR R
PREEFIAR RHTUSC R 5% 2R, B R0 1 B Al A 7
G4, 38k G TR 2 0K B0 B P IO E H 1
79K, T A A XA B Y TR B, AR TR R
WEE .
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