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Abstract

Based on the examination of the influencing factors of the total grain output in Shandong Province
from 2000 to 2022, this article analyzed the factors with significant influence on the total grain out-
put using the least squares linear regression model. The results suggest that the per capita con-
sumption of residents and the total index of agricultural production materials prices are the two
explanatory variables that have a significant impact on the total grain output. Additionally, consid-
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ering the multicollinearity analysis of the data, the principal component regression method was
adopted. The variable selection results under LASSO regression were verified. By comparing differ-
ent regression results, it was found that the error of the principal component analysis regression
was relatively small.
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1. 518

I NRBASK, ST id s B AL E SO B 22 4, IR IRFHEAR LI T U2 EHRIRZ A ]
PE G B BB SRS R H . B XRBIN 2 B NG RRR RN R R o A F
Hfz, Pk NRATE MR EE:. &R, RER—NREPEFNHEZ—NMAOKE, REFEH
F s 5 1R SR AR B 22 4 ] R

ELFY, Solow (1957)5 Hayami & Ruttan (1985)F5 HHR £ A 7= & #l g N AR 2B 77 B H5 (1) 29 A AE
ZA(ln Cobb-Douglas A /=i %), Hi=Hztih, 578h. WA, HAREZEREEM[L] [2]. ERIbEEH
COR BT RN RITRE T KESAET . B, 2% E%(2006)F8 H 1L 7R R & A8 7= s 2 B P H AR
B KPR BUR RS R 2 (3] 7022 Mk 45 (2020) 38 55 46 P 52 ol A= S AR B I 4 BT, BRI T A RS R Hont
A= ) E B AR FH 4] 322 (2023) W A F KA A8 3 A FE 4B 7R T T LA R 2 (L4 R M 5]

AEET A REEW, SECHEMTR, WEFERBN. THMiE. %5 RS2 A YRR U7
PR, JRE AR REEA, BEEBUN T LR AR E ARG RERM N R, IRE
LARBURR LR AR
2. BERIEFSHE
2.1. TERFSHIEKIR

ASCARAERE T H 19, 7E AR b, B e i AR SR S (), R R R R A
SR B =100). BRAZIHEROCT). B i EEMIE SIS =100). Lk A= BRI ST
(E4E =100). LMV FHEAZTT) BB (T 5a /AW RAEDFER AR (A B W HUAE AR A 3h 11 (i
T

H C(LUAREGIHEY 2001~2023) HrHE BUG B FE 405 % 1.

Table 1. Data
=1 R
MEhe  RRERR T WREEG RLASER KRR o
i 5 P 2{%@ T Y T O N /f’;;f
(i) (B4 =100) 5 4 =100) 4 =100) (1Z75) o
%E—‘—\‘ y X]. X2 X3 X4 X5 XG
2000 3838 100 2615 99 99 1300 4938
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Bk
2001 3721 102 2798 100 102 1401 5201
2002 3293 99 2989 99 100 1421 4763
2003 3436 101 3288 100 102 1599 5355
2004 3517 104 3678 103 110 1892 5570
2005 3917 102 4228 101 106 2034 5837
2006 4093 101 4841 101 103 2283 5848
2007 4108 104 5646 104 107 2589 5896
2008 4354 105 6436 105 119 2863 6086
2009 4443 100 6978 99 96 3170 6088
2010 4503 103 7809 103 103 3588 6043
2011 4701 105 9057 105 111 3737 6172
2012 4816 102 10,100 102 106 3829 6214
2013 4883 102 11,074 101 101 4336 6099
2014 5038 102 12,517 101 100 4556 6087
2015 5147 101 14,065 100 99 4663 6123
2016 5332 102 15,392 101 99 4388 6261
2017 5374 102 16,732 101 101 4403 6356
2018 5320 103 18,161 102 108 4678 6329
2019 5357 103 19,511 102 106 4914 6444
2020 5447 103 20,032 102 102 5168 6577
2021 5501 101 23,900 101 103 5815 6584
2022 5544 102 23,638 102 104 6207 6620
m?x ( % ) 5544 105 23,900 105 119 6207 5544
mjin (Xij ) 3293 99 2615 99 96 1300 3293

2.2. BiETsbTE
2.2.1. BUBHHH

CE%) faH, Ol A= SR Fe BCds B 2020 fFR AR TE NS GuiHa L DRI B o g
ATHikh o SR AN G R AR YE, ASSCEAR T PR E S AN ik BRSNS N TR P SRS BT T
Mk . L LEB PR T3 744E 2010~2019 FHm i BRI TR 22 MSE (% 2), B2 Paiikilail, H%
JE B L A S 5 B A SEPR U AE R 5T, 25 e R 3 P 4 7 s AT S 4k o

Table 2. Comparison of interpolation methods MSE
@ 2. AP F37E MSE Xftt

Jii: EINEEGEINER I} 15 F7 51 8% 3~ X Tt ik
MSE 44.84 21.48
EEWASWAE
k
2%
Xk+1 — |:k—ll\i|+1

FAMNG 2020 4F~2022 R L 1.
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2.2.2. BIBkRHEN

MR RANA—, BYEAFE, BHEATEEASS SHE BRI, F 5 0] 68 BB E
SESL . NRAEZ PR RN RE Y (RORS B 5 U AR, 75 BT B AT AR AL A 3, 2 BR AN RS

SRR TR T AR 2, TAAHEZE[6]/E (ZRMEBIALS1R) 42 H M ObsvELL i 7 oM

- Xij_Xj
j =

(% ‘71’)2

i=1

SRR BT, R S R AR AR AR AR (A BB =40 oK Mz K, anilis Al ey =0k
7L bR 2 2 BHE o T KM S B R TN, AR T EES . ZE%EE, ACEdEais
FIRRAE R AEAL 07 A ], AR 0y

% —min (%)

z; =

m?x(xij)—mjin(xi,-)

3. IRRIET
3.1 ZMEBNE

LRPERIRE — RGBS AR, AR IERI AR T 2 i L B 7 ZE SRR 2 98 5 A
RS, T Rom — A S MR AR SN AR (B (G R, PTG R AMNEETA,
ARSI AT RO e AR r (R 2 1 [m] YA Y

AR B A A AR ) — O 0

Y=B+BX ++B,, X, +e

ARk L 8 MBS R, B, %A 2000~2022 3t 23 NG, SRR AT SZUE AT
3.2. MERNKIE

H5E TR PR 8 37 7 N AL 2 M (R VAR R A s, B R AR R (A ELA ST, B2 2 AR ST HL
AR IES AT, FRZE TR IRIETT 255 1.

3.2.1. RIS

TETE - JRARKIS(Durbin-Watson Test) & — Bl 24 5 AHSCERE FEBEAT IR S0, B b Aids < 18] /2 75
EAEEAMRFER. M - IRARIEH(Durbin-Watson Statistic) FIHUE JE A 0~4. 4E 5 - IRAFIEENT 2
I, CAREARBIRAFAEIE BRI GV, RS - SRR RO T 2 I, UCNREAREER A7 S B R A5
— IRARFEHUAAE 1.5~2.5 I, W] BLUCREAREIR AL H A G, JUHAE S - IRARIREEE T 2 1, YOk
REIEAAFAE B AN, BIREARSE A B

58 SPSS ST HEHHAT R M [FA 5, B 3, iHESE R DW LG{E N 1.848, N T 155
2.5 2], AT DL A He s e S S A
Table 3. Model testing
3. REGIS

B R R AR ARMEMSRER  RTANE FENE DEMFRE K- Rk
1 0983 00965 0.946 0.0580512 0.965 48.935 0.000 1.848
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322 TEMHLMRE
Jr Z MK T (VIF) A S0 AR B 2 (M SRR R I — NS %, FIAA N

1
1-R?

VIF, =

Horp R? AR 15 FOMB AR REAR B 1) (R S AH SR R B W RS IR MR Py, U R A0 2 ) LA 2 P A
R, MR IR E SRR RO, TR AW . AR — A2, VIF < 3 A i
A 5 HAh A B 2 (A AFAE S ILLR ML, VIF 1E 3~10 WONiIZAL B A AR B 2 [ A7 e rh B IR, VIF
KT 10 WA 5 HoAh AR B 2 (8 A7 A P AE (1™ L R ARk 1k

fir By SPSS BT X LA BEAT ILLR PR IZ Wil A HH (55 4), R IR e it Kl x Al A= Bkt
Wik SR E X, A Xy« BT X+ AMVAUIREE AR B0 77 xg VU R AR B 5 LA R AR 2 (1]
WAL E I E I BRI x, « S EHEMREIRE X« RAEDIEF IR x, =285 HAb
R AL B 2 A AE HH SE AR I R b

Table 4. Collinearity test
=4 HEMRE

LG
L K VIF
(&) 0.007 138.017
Joi BTE PR M AR H X, 0.100 9.986
JERNBH P X, 0.126 7.930
i i R TR X, 0.004 249.163
TN A= RIS SR X, 0.017 57.894
Al S E g 0.024 41.347
R X, 0.129 7.723
AP FEFI AR X, 0.044 22.525

3.3 ZMREREY

TERTSCHIR I A5, AR AR B 2 A) A SR 2R MR AR FE O ™ B, T AE S P [ YA A5 2R rh i e ANid
/s L RAT SR o TR AR R, 23 J5 3 N7 /s 3R [ AR Y 5 B B0 S AR M A R A2
BHE A WA, EROr VAT SHA T, RPN A MR AT A 5 S

3.3.1. /P FEVALMER
f /N it 1+ (Least Square Estimation) /EZE PERL A 40k T 2118 5 07 v A TG I SRR AT, 7EZR
PERBR TG Al T2 r o i s AR R A
X T 2R A A
y=Xp+e
Hy 2 nx LW E, X Anxp MBI, A pxIRMSHAE, £ RERNEe=y- XS &3
/NIRRT KSR B A TE

B=(XX) Xy
B AN el v (LS Aliit).
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® MEAIEEST

12 Fi] SPSS B X Bt HEAT fre /N IR ATHE o 1 S R G (BT AR 0 R AT R G, RVIRIE B A
BWHy:f=p,==p,=0, MPXMEPAEL, INEDIE—D B =0, Wl NAZFAE A
A DU AR A R . THEEER AR 5, LA A7 A R 45 R P =0.00<0.05, fHL SRR,

PRI e 52 DA — A AT AR I B AR B P R A R

Table 5. Regression equation test
< 5. ElAFEGL

BAY SFJ7 A
EYE| 1.319

1 W7 0.047
Mt 1.366

Ly
0.165
0.003

48.935

BEE
0.000°

PR R B AT R, S5 R R 6, WTLAE HAE 0.05 I EEKTT,

Xiv Xgn Xgn Xgn Xpo

Xg WA WA, WAIRAERE Hy: B =0, YRR UA R AR S0] i 348 5y St 35 PE I

Rt

Table 6. Regression coefficient test
F< 6. ElARKEI

R F¥B PR R t WEN

(&) —0.066 0.103 —0.641 0.532

J& BGH AN SR HL X 0.833 0.443 1.878 0.081
JE BRI B x, 1.253 0.150 8.350 0.000

i an FEM M SR 5 X, -0.277 0.160 -1.736 0.105
PN AT FE MM SR X, -1.759 0.645 -2.726 0.016
AR E X, 0.209 0.288 0.726 0.480
R X, 0.193 0.292 0.659 0.520
TAEVREF AR X, 0.186 0.148 1.256 0.230
BV R L3070 %, 0.446 0.213 2.095 0.055

XU R AR B sl 2 R TR T B 3R, RAERNRTT R R IR, Rk 7, AR

Table 7. Regression equation test
2 7. EASERK

] Ak H Sy F N
G 1.267 2 0.634 127.923 0.000°
1 ez 0.099 20 0.005
it 1.366 22

PR RECEATRLG, B9 8, PIAMRREAR RIS R VKT P<0.05,  BIX AN AR AL B0 W)

2 A B o AR PR S ELAT i 2 (KRR A
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Table 8. Regression coefficient test

= 8. EVARKHEIE

AR AHB PR % t TE

(& 0.097 0.033 2.899 0.009

JER A X, 0.959 0.061 15.781 0.000
RV BORMI RS S8R X, -0.134 0.052 —2.563 0.019

MR B/ SR A LR PERE R A 45 2R, PTAS ebk [ml AR AL Oy

Xz_min(xij) erin(xu)
§=0.97+0.959 2 -0.134 =
max (; )=min (%) ax (%, )= min ;)
i
§ =1.413+0.959x, —0.134x,
o [FEHiEHT
HHA PRI (P AR, 75 ZERE T ZE X iR 22 i A TR 56

BT
KA REERE ()

B3 ARt pe sk %

Figure 1. Histogram of standardized residual distribution

1 ERRENTERE

[E1J3 Hr A5k Z 1 TE 25 P-PE
R R MR~ E (TM)

o
o
0.8
°
bl 09
i 0.6
2
b2
i3
0.4 LR
°
0.2
°
o
0-%.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
P R

Figure 2. Normal P-P Plot
2. 7S P-P
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B 1 ATAE R, AZERBE LSRR, B 2 i REAER AT, 1 W
IR, AR RRAT

3.3.2. XM EYIE

F2 By RN AE R 0 AR e R S L 2R MR P E S UL T R TR, R R T SRR RN R S A
W75, A WA B Z R[] ER EES ABRA B F ik S %
TR AR ] )

F AT T RITESR J D S B ATIR T, KR & 1015 Rl A et AR e it 77 =, $RECH m A
HEAMRMERI 2,2, 2, » EEANTRSRE p DNERRRR X, x, LRI A XFEATLER
B KB JRGME BIORTHE N R4, Mtk 8, $Emmiiiaes.

o HEAEST

Table 9. KMO and Bartlett’s test
%2 9. KMO FnE4FFI45& 18

KMOUREE Y P 4 0.534
AR 268.905
EEL AR TR TR T P A B H H 28
o 0.000

WRIEE 3T AE H, R 3 N T A, RHIEE T ERIEE AR, FmiEsE 3 A BT (R 2%
15 B (GE 9).

WA
0.5

0.4

0.3

=izE

0.2

0.0

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

Figure3. Gravel diagram
3. A

WOMTERE R 3 MR FREN T, 52)5% 10, WTRAEH, ERN3IANERS)E, ki
B TR F) 93.674%, HAUREE T 208 H1E E .

Table 10. Total variance explained
F* 10. R ERRE

o AL SR A 7 A
it JiEH T 2% it FEETH AL
1 0.409 65.366 65.366 0.409 65.366 65.366
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2 0.130 20.773 86.139 0.130 20.773 86.139
3 0.047 7.535 93.674 0.047 7.535 93.674
4 0.026 4.156 97.829
5 0.007 1.151 98.980
6 0.005 0.842 99.822
7 0.001 0.141 99.963
8 0.000 0.037 100.000

MR R 157> RECEREL 11, AT B =AM 705008
2, = 0.244x, +0.7X, +0.005x, +0.221x, +0.253x, +0.173x; —0.22x, +0.144x,
z, =—0.194x, +0.437x, +0.32x, —0.087x, —0.154x, +0.101x; —0.315x, +0.087x,
z, = 0.487x, +0.351x, +0.411x, +0.008x, +0.163x; —0.068x +0.487x, —0.824x,

Table 11. Component score coefficient matrix table

=11 B0 RBERR

%5y

1 2 3
Joi BT A A S AR A X 0.244 -0.194 0.487
JE RN X, 0.070 0.437 0.351
i O SR X, 0.005 0.320 0.411
PN AT FE MM SR X, 0.221 -0.087 0.008
ST E X, 0.253 -0.154 0.163
R X, 0.173 0.101 -0.068
RAEVREFHHIAR X, -0.022 -0.315 0.487
PNHUEFER BN %, 0.144 0.087 -0.824

PAER 73 T BT As = AN oA B, DR S B y i AR BEREAT B/ 3R [ml 3 20 #r, ST
EFMEIE[ L
M7 12 AT AR, [m)A07 22 S Ml A e, B A/ 7R — AR A R RES Wi AR AT 5 35 R

Table 12. Regression equation test
F* 12. E)AIRBGTG

R A H S 27 F B
[ 5 1128 3 0.376 29.890 0.000°
1 ez 0.239 19 0.013
B 1.366 22

Xt AR BOHATIN R, A% 13 W UG Y = MR AR R AE I 1 R SR

Table 13. Regression coefficient test

5% 13. EFR#EL

A B RIS t W
(F &) 0.470 0.023 20.083 0.000

DOI: 10.12677/aam.2025.1410451 409 N H it e


https://doi.org/10.12677/aam.2025.1410451

MKEE, ZRMELS

z, 0.068 0.024 2.865 0.010
z, 0.204 0.024 8.550 0.000
z, 0.069 0.024 2.891 0.009

PRI, 2 TR vk Bl AR AR 28 50
y =0.47+0.68z, +0.204z, + 0.069z,
MG F bR E T oy B R 22 50
¥ =0.47+0.16x, +0.16x, +0.09x, +0.13x, +0.15%, +0.13x, —0.04x, +0.05x,

3.4. Lasso @375 3%%S Bu% BRI LEIE

NHE— BRI Bk BRI Fafid i, AT 5] N Lasso (Least Absolute Shrinkage and Selection Operator) =]
V375750 Lasso 3@t A1 R Eita in L1 A& 00, seBlAR SRS RERAE, AR 2 F AL ) (5K
JEms, 2024) [7]. HHIRERECN:

o 1e p S
min, Z—Z(Yi _ﬂo_Zﬂinjj +/12|ﬂj |
niz =1 -1
Hp, A NIENMESE, BHETTRE . 22 28R, S0 /RBSHEEEE, Nnseiir ik
o X —HREEAE Lasso Ho)id T4 7 vy 4 4 A 22 S L 2 ) R

Table 14. Model testing
14, REQI

Rl df Y5 F p 1A
EYE| 1.182 8 0.148 11.210 0.000
Bk 0.185 14 0.013
Mgt 1.366 22

AMEAERT 0.01 5, BREMAELRIAREE TRERE, Sm A EHE 0.01. MRYEZE 14 7L
B, SRR E BRARE F AR, RIRR h S AR — AN R DR 8 AR R AR AR R

Table 15. LASSO regression coefficient test
& 15. LASSO B3R H0I0

| ARG ¢
B FRER Beta P
AL 0.144 0.139 - 1.036 0.318
JE B TN S H B 2L 0 0.216 -0.045 0 1
JE R % 0.721 0.214 1.055 3.367 0.005°
B i A A e A 0 0.229 -0.031 0 1
b A= 7= BRMA b E 0 0.274 -0.522 0 1
flk = {E 0 0.299 0.224 0 1
FRA = (T 5/ A bi) 0 0.325 0.153 0 1
RAFYDREFF AR (A B) 0 0.182 0.144 0 1
LM AUAE A B8 11 (T ) 0 0.153 0.058 0 1
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H17% 15 W RAE ], LASSO [V 1 2 50ier B 25 A b (A7 MR AL B2 o BN P91 B R of o [ A2 B AR £ A
PrEAERFELMN, 45R S5 TREMIE, W AN R/ TRIE R R MSIREREN . (H LASSO
[l R S R b B AR R D, BE B ENE, TEATHEIE,

3.5. EYFFFEXTEE

Sty R [ RS RL  Bd A FE R, DAY 73R 2 bR v e e 32 ) (el A RO HEAT VR, Herh iy
WEFE N
Z(yj - )2

j=1

MSE:l
n

TSR PRNERIRCR WAL 16, AT LABI S 3 oy BRI ORI T b —3felel A, Pt T2
PAS S AU R I CHNAY Wik N L=

Table 16. Effect comparison

2 16. IRXTEE

E sy A e/ Ffelal A
8.44 26.32

4. SIth545L

T = PR OO EE AT SN, FE R Bl A AR A
§ = 0.47 +0.16X, +0.16X, +0.09x, +0.13x, +0.15x, +0.13%, —0.04x, +0.05x,

X JEUE K R R REAR R ey, TR B DIORS o

S HREMNE G WMUREREET LRSS ERHAMEER. RRAYME. EHEENRE
A AL FRIMR SRS AL B A A RLSHESI RIEMGR R, RS HRM
Pfo SRAEVHBMIREIMRRR, RUT5EIRART, EEESARNTIH, A S 2Tt
Fotad, A RAEYIRERITE AR I AN 2 BL_E TS tay DASe U 2R B2 I BT, i e
BRI N HHERR TR R RSN,

SE K
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