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2003 0.118 —0.009 91.71

2004 0.086 —0.008 90.04

2005 0.095 0.011 89.67

2006 0.079 0.004 95.58

2007 0.081 0.002 97.57

2008 0.082 0.005 94.48

2009 0.080 0.000 99.43

2010 0.076 —0.006 92.04

2011 0.076 0.005 93.95

2012 0.080 —0.001 98.42
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2003 —32.40 49.81  2.28 10.32  14.43  55.56
2004 —31.73 54.20  0.04 12.19  13.61  51.69
2005 —37.41 48.28 0.04 10.33 19.37 59.39
2006 —34.55 60.84  1.56 9.91 17.76  44.48
2007 —32.04 53.41  1.92 10.39  21.22  45.10
2008 —29.68 44.45  0.98 9.61 20.20  54.43
2009 —31.56 41.91  1.83 8.21 21.35  58.26
2010 —29.60 32.43  2.18 8.80 18.48  67.71
2011 —36.01 39.00  0.46 6.75 23.94  65.87
2012 —38.31 3553  —0.08  5.85 2714 69.87
¥IfE —33.33  45.99 1.12 9.24 19.75 57.24
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2003 0.251 0.110 0.101 0.004 0.047
2004 0.239 0.112 0.139 0.004 0.047
2005 0.280 0.099 0.108 0.003 0.047
2006 0.241 0.121 0.134 0.003 0.047
2007 0.233 0.112 0.138 0.003 0.045
2008 0.217 0.090 0.420 0.003 0.043
2009 0.216 0.088 0.114 0.003  0.044
2010 0.200 0.081 0.239 0.003 0.040
2011 0.200 0.080 0.364 0.003 0.045
2012 0.201 0.076 0.094 0.003 0.046
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BT 5 i L2 55 A RS B B T ARUR X BT R R AR
R E s A A 3t 30T 4F A JC R W kb A B BF M 25
ZERREY 14
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Ay Gint MLD Gint MLD Gint MLD Gint MLD Gint MLD Gini MLD
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2003 —16.45 —34.59 46.00 53.27 2.08 0.96 8.98 9.98 9.46 19.86 49.93 50.54
2004 —14.25 —34.15 47.77 56.50 0.29 —0.06 10.17 11.35 9.48 20.51 46.53 45.85
2005 —18.32 —39.75 43.63 52.29 0.65 —0.61 8.73 9.74 12.85 25.38 52.46 52.94
2006 —16.31 —37.39 52.39 63.67 1.29 1.15 8.16 8.98 12.96 24.15 41.52 39.45
2007 —15.67 —34.12 48.36 57.32 1.47 1.51 8.45 9.26 15.37 25.75 42.03 40,27
2008 —14.07 —32.11 42.07 48.80 1.22 —0.09 8.13 9.07 14.66 24.27 47.99 50.05
2009 —14.22 —34.22 40.03 46.74 1.20 1.73 7.06 7.60 15.47 25.61 50.45 52.54
2010 —12.41 —31.70 33.34 38.44 2.03 1.38 7.87 7.52 13.09 22.89 56.09 61.46
2011 —16.95 —37.25 37.52 44.82 0.68 —0.09 6.23 6.06 16.64 27.73 55.88 58.73
2012 —19.05 —39.03 35.18 41.37 —0.08 —0.19 5.33 5.27 19.29 30.13 59.32 62.44
HE  —15.77 —35.43 42.63 50.32 1.08 0.57 7.91 8.48 13.93 24.63 50.22 51.43
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Decomposition of Spatial Difference on Comprehensive Output
of Interprovincial Cultivated Land in China
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Abstract Based on the agricultural output value per unit cultivated land and data of 2003 —2012,
this paper studies the comprehensive output of spatial difference of China’s cultivated land by using Theil
index and Shapley value decomposition. The result shows that the comprehensive output of spatial differ-
ence of China's cultivated land has the tendency of “reduce-increase” alternation.The internal difference
of interprovincial cultivated land comprehensive output in the eastern,middle and western regions of Chi-
na all have inflection point,and decomposition in eight areas shows that comprehensive output of culti-
vated land in middle reaches of the Yellow River and northeastern China is the most unbalanced.Culti-
vated land,agricultural machinery,rural education and multiple crop index are all factors influencing the
spatial difference of cultivated land comprehensive output,among which the investment of agricultural
machinery and rural education are weakening the interprovincial comprehensive output differences of cul-
tivated land,while the role of multiple crop index is strengthening,and cultivated land in recent years has
become the making-up factors for the difference of cultivated land comprehensive output.
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