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Abstract

In order to comprehensively assess the level of Jiangsu’s strong agricultural province construction,
the evaluation index system of Jiangsu’s strong agricultural province was constructed, specifically
including 24 indicators in five dimensions, namely, comprehensive production capacity, structural
optimisation, green development, competitiveness, and rural construction, and the entropy weight
method was chosen to determine the weights. Using the agricultural data of Jiangsu Province from
2013~2022, a comparative analysis of the construction level of Jiangsu’s strong agricultural prov-
ince was conducted in the time dimension, and a comparative analysis in the spatial dimension was
conducted by combining the agricultural data of five large agricultural provinces, namely, Heilongjiang,
Anhui, Shandong, Henan, and Sichuan, in 2022. The empirical study shows that from 2013 to 2022,
the construction level of Jiangsu’s strong agricultural province shows a steady increase, from 0.21
in 2013 to 0.546 in 2022. Among them, the development of comprehensive production capacity has
been in the upper reaches, while the level of structural optimisation has gradually declined from
the first place in 2013 to the last place in 2022, with a relatively lagging development. In the com-
parison with other agricultural provinces, Jiangsu ranks second in the comprehensive score, but the
level of structural optimisation and green development is relatively low. In the future, the construc-
tion of Jiangsu as a strong agricultural province needs to focus on optimising the structure of the
agricultural industry as well as accelerating the development of green agriculture.
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Table 1. Evaluation indicator system for the construction of Jiangsu as a leading agricultural province
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Table 2. The weighting of indicators
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Table 3. Evaluation results of the construction of Jiangsu as a leading agricultural province, 2013~2022

5 3.2013~2022 FIHRIGEE B LITNER

A LRETTERE gitfide LRt SEFRE ST AKT B Loy
2013 0.059 0.063 0.018 0.039 0.031 0.210
2014 0.080 0.061 0.021 0.063 0.037 0.262
2015 0.089 0.060 0.027 0.046 0.043 0.265
2016 0.076 0.060 0.052 0.053 0.063 0.304
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2017 0.103 0.053 0.069 0.065 0.079 0.369
2018 0.108 0.056 0.060 0.078 0.100 0.402
2019 0.123 0.056 0.063 0.107 0.108 0.457
2020 0.133 0.054 0.070 0.088 0.098 0.443
2021 0.147 0.050 0.081 0.148 0.110 0.536
2022 0.159 0.052 0.084 0.137 0.114 0.546
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Figure 1. Jiangsu’s composite score
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Figure 2. Jiangsu’s score for each indicator
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Table 4. Evaluation results of building strong agricultural provinces by province in 2022

% 4. 2022 EEERUBERIGITNER
Lr et sk Py R KHER e

b wy HF /e #F /e B #Be Hr /s Hy B/ A
T#  0.159 1 0.052 5 0.084 6 0.137 1 0.114 1 0546 2
VT 0.043 5 0.064 2 0.272 2 0.032 5 0.085 4 0.4% 3
Y 0.064 4 0.075 1 0.116 5 0.112 2 0.082 5 0.449 5
4 0.120 2 0.063 3 0.165 3 0.104 3 0.112 2 0564 1
W 0112 3 0.057 4 0.142 4 0.036 4 0.101 3 0448 6
)i 0.042 6 0.050 6 0.302 1 0.011 6 0.072 6 0477 4

(1) ZiBT5RE

DOI: 10.12677/ecl.2025.141292 2339 N e


https://doi.org/10.12677/ecl.2025.141292

Fii CHE - S 15

YL 2022 SELNV R BT RER BT, SANERIALERT S, (ERR &4 =R e v 5 HAb Aol KB E
—EZERE, 2022 FITIPRE A A M 1.006, TR ELYT IR 3.1 N 4 A
0.05
0.045
0.04

0.03

0.035
0.025
0.02
0.015
0.01
0.005
0 o
% >
\ Az ()&

353

WYy SRR CEBC TR TR ")

Figure 3. Combined capacity score
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Figure 4. Structure optimisation score
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Figure 6. Competitiveness score
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Figure 7. Rural construction score
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