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Abstract

Using wheat yield and meteorological data from Yancheng between 2010 and 2024, this study
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employed exponential smoothing to calculate annual trend yields and meteorological yields. Corre-
lation analysis between meteorological yields and meteorological factors identified key climatic
variables, which were then used to construct and validate a wheat yield prediction model. Results
indicate: (1) The exponential smoothing coefficient method established the optimal wheat yield
prediction model. With a smoothing coefficient of 0.4, meteorological factors exhibited the highest
correlation coefficient with wheat yield and the lowest standard errors, yielding the best model fit.
(2) Meteorological yield of wheat in Yancheng showed significant correlations with local meteoro-
logical factors. Among these, monthly sunshine duration in November and monthly average maxi-
mum temperature in January demonstrated the strongest correlations with meteorological yield.
(3) The predicted wheat yield effectively simulates the annual variation trend. Except for 2012, the
relative errors between predicted and actual yields remained within +3%, making it a reliable ref-
erence for forecasting wheat production in Yancheng.
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i H — RSB B AN 2 e A= &, B A X0N:
Yt(n+1)=aYn+(1-a)Yt(n)
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3. BRSH
3.0. hNEEBEFENHERSKRZENGSE
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Table 1. Annual trend in wheat yields in Yancheng

F 1. BEHNRRFEETE

BAALTH =B (kg/hm?)
£ BEE

(kg/hm?) 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9
2010 5767 5902 5902 5902 5902 5902 5902 5902 5902 5902
2011 5708 5889 5875 5862 5848 5835 5821 5808 5794 5781
2012 5285 5870 5842 5815 5792 5771 5753 5738 5725 5715
2013 5690 5812 5730 5656 5589 5528 5472 5421 5373 5328
2014 5930 5800 5722 5666 5630 5609 5603 5609 5627 5654
2015 5935 5813 5764 5745 5750 5770 5799 5834 5869 5902
2016 5527 5825 5798 5802 5824 5852 5881 5905 5922 5932
2017 5827 5795 5744 5720 5705 5690 5668 5640 5606 5567
2018 5758 5798 5760 5752 5754 5758 5764 5771 5783 5801
2019 5804 5794 5760 5754 5756 5758 5760 5762 5763 5762
2020 5835 5795 5769 5769 5775 5781 5786 5791 5796 5800
2021 5836 5799 5782 5789 5799 5808 5816 5822 5827 5831
2022 5882 5803 5793 5803 5814 5822 5828 5832 5834 5836
2023 5877 5811 5811 5827 5841 5852 5860 5867 5872 5877
2024 5934 5817 5824 5842 5855 5865 5870 5874 5876 5877
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Table 2. Annual meteorological yield of wheat in Yancheng

2. BEHNERREFESRTE

LA BB (kg/hm?)
£ RER

(kg/hm?) 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9
2010 5767
2011 5708 —181 -167 —154 —140 -127 -113 —100 —86 =73
2012 5285 —585 —557 =530 =507 —486 —468 —453 —440 —430
2013 5690 -122 —40 34 101 162 218 269 317 362
2014 5930 130 208 264 300 321 327 321 303 276
2015 5935 122 171 190 185 165 136 101 66 33
2016 5527 —298 —271 —275 —297 -325 —354 —378 —395 —405
2017 5827 32 &3 107 122 137 159 187 221 260
2018 5758 —40 -2 6 4 0 -6 -13 —25 —43
2019 5804 10 44 50 48 46 44 42 41 42
2020 5835 40 66 66 60 54 49 44 39 35
2021 5836 37 54 47 37 28 20 14 9 5
2022 5882 79 89 79 68 60 54 50 48 46
2023 5877 66 66 50 36 25 17 10 5 0
2024 5934 117 110 92 79 69 64 60 58 57

3.2. SREENESKETFHEXMES

AN EERT—F 10 AR R, KE 6 A el Rk, JEECTRT—4F 10 HEME 6
AWM &EELET, SXRAAG 8T TS, SR0E 3 iR, SRR o 7 0.1 B
0.2 i, 3 HMHFHRMA YRR SR B E A S PE R« N 03 B, 3 HHi
AR A Y s RS AR B R E EAES S FE RS o N 0.4 B, 11 AR H B IEE H0r
ABRE SR SRR BIEM S ST A o N 0.5 B, 11 AR HIREECR 1 A A B & &SR
SRS EREFE MR, S PE A o 8 0.6 507 1, 11 A4 H HIBK 35S %57 8 E % EA
K, 11 A H BB AR 3 OS24 R 3 o 8 0.8 8 0.9 I, 11 H I H PR H AKX
ARG EARE G, BB EEF o KOOGS K FHEFE 1L At 3 AR 1 Al
B, 11 At BURR R R, N 55.6%, 3 AR (27.8%), 1 A U 5K (16.7%), Al I 11
A4 3 A 1 A R RN = R IR K. RS R R T R E LR HRE 4. A-F
PSR A YRR A BRACRIR, A TR A B8 s R o LR (27.8%),  H H BRI $0R A
BIRARRIRIRZ.(22.2%) . MEAL, TEXECSCHESRA T, 11 AR HIRES 809 5557 8 ROEAEK,
3AMMATFERIRE AR ERRE EAX, 11 AR A PR S E™E RS AL, AR
EAR SRS BB E RS, 11 A AR S R R E UK.
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Table 3. Correlation analysis of wheat meteorological yield and various meteorological factors in Yancheng (“indicates corre-
sponding p-value < 0.05, “indicates corresponding p-value < 0.01)

F 3. MEHNESKRTESESKEFRIEXMEI ORI p E<0.05, "RRIE p {E<0.01)

R¥Ew A¥RE AT

SRCES € Ry HHEENH AFHSE i e R REKE

10 0.19 0.31 0.38 0.04 0.15 0.10
11 0.56 —0.16 0.12 —0.37 —0.24 —0.44
12 0.48 —-0.02 0.26 -0.23 —0.25 0.03
1 0.08 0.51 0.62 0.35 0.31 0.46

0.1 2 0.05 0.43 0.38 0.40 0.12 0.43
3 0.27 0.67" 0.66" 0.62 —0.23 —-0.10
4 0.06 —-0.03 —0.08 —0.04 -0.23 -0.22
5 0.25 0.16 0.31 —0.06 —0.35 0.05
6 0.46 0.41 0.38 0.30 —0.42 0.36
10 0.17 0.33 0.35 0.08 0.13 0.11
11 0.53 -0.24 0.02 —0.40 —0.26 -0.44
12 0.42 —-0.02 0.22 —0.20 —0.24 0.03
1 0.04 0.53 0.62 0.38 0.34 0.44

0.2 2 —-0.02 0.41 0.34 0.41 0.16 0.42
3 0.25 0.64" 0.62" 0.60 —0.19 —-0.15
4 0.08 —-0.07 —0.13 —0.07 —0.22 —-0.22
5 0.26 0.18 0.31 0.00 —0.35 0.06
6 0.41 0.32 0.29 0.23 —0.40 0.34
10 0.15 0.33 0.31 0.10 0.11 0.11
11 0.52 —-0.31 —-0.07 —0.44 -0.29 —0.45
12 0.37 —0.04 0.16 —0.19 —0.24 0.05
1 0.03 0.51 0.60" 0.39 0.35 0.39

0.3 2 —-0.10 0.37 0.28 0.40 0.22 0.42
3 0.24 0.57 0.57 0.54 —0.16 —-0.19
4 0.12 —0.12 —0.17 —0.12 —0.23 —0.24
5 0.27 0.20 0.31 0.03 —0.36 0.06
6 0.36 0.23 0.20 0.14 —0.37 0.31
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10 0.12 0.32 0.27 0.12 0.09 0.10
11 0.53 -0.38 -0.14 —0.48 -0.33 —0.47
12 0.32 -0.07 0.10 -0.19 -0.24 0.07
1 0.03 0.48 0.57 0.37 0.36 0.33
0.4 2 -0.18 0.32 0.21 0.38 0.29 0.44
3 0.23 0.51 0.51 0.48 -0.14 -0.22
4 0.17 -0.17 -0.21 -0.17 -0.26 -0.27
5 0.29 0.23 0.32 0.05 -0.36 0.05
6 0.32 0.15 0.13 0.08 -0.35 0.27
10 0.08 0.30 0.23 0.12 0.08 0.10
11 0.53" —0.44 -0.20 -0.52 -0.36 -0.50
12 0.27 -0.09 0.05 -0.19 -0.22 0.10
1 0.05 0.45 0.54* 0.34 0.37 0.29
0.5 2 -0.25 0.28 0.16 0.36 0.34 0.45
3 0.23 0.45 0.47 0.42 -0.14 -0.25
4 0.22 -0.20 -0.22 -0.21 -0.30 -0.32
5 0.31 0.25 0.33 0.07 -0.37 0.03
6 0.30 0.09 0.08 0.02 -0.35 0.22
10 0.03 0.29 0.19 0.13 0.08 0.11
11 0.54" —0.49 -0.24 -0.56" -0.37 -0.52
12 0.22 -0.10 0.02 -0.18 -0.19 0.14
1 0.06 0.41 0.50 0.32 0.37 0.25
0.6 2 -0.30 0.24 0.11 0.33 0.38 0.46
3 0.24 0.40 0.43 0.36 -0.15 -0.27
4 0.26 -0.22 -0.22 -0.25 -0.34 -0.36
5 0.32 0.27 0.35 0.08 -0.37 0.01
6 0.29 0.04 0.04 -0.02 -0.35 0.17
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10 -0.02 0.27 0.14 0.14 0.09 0.12
11 0.54" -0.53 -0.28 -0.59" -0.37 -0.53
12 0.18 -0.10 -0.01 -0.16 -0.15 0.19
1 0.08 0.38 0.46 0.29 0.38 0.23
0.7 2 -0.33 0.20 0.08 0.31 0.42 0.47
3 0.25 0.35 0.39 0.30 -0.16 -0.30
4 0.31 -0.23 -0.21 -0.28 -0.39 -0.40
5 0.33 0.29 0.36 0.10 -0.38 -0.02
6 0.29 0.01 0.02 -0.05 -0.36 0.12
10 -0.08 0.26 0.10 0.15 0.10 0.15
11 0.54 -0.57* -0.32 -0.62" -0.36 -0.53
12 0.13 -0.10 -0.04 -0.14 -0.10 0.24
1 0.09 0.34 0.42 0.27 0.39 0.20
0.8 2 -0.35 0.18 0.05 0.29 0.44 0.47
3 0.26 0.30 0.36 0.25 -0.18 -0.33
4 0.35 -0.23 -0.20 -0.30 —0.43 —0.44
5 0.33 0.30 0.37 0.11 -0.38 -0.04
6 0.29 -0.01 0.01 -0.07 -0.37 0.07
10 -0.13 0.25 0.07 0.17 0.12 0.17
11 0.52 -0.60" -0.36 —0.64" -0.34 -0.51
12 0.08 -0.08 -0.05 -0.12 -0.05 0.29
1 0.11 0.31 0.38 0.24 0.39 0.19
0.9 2 -0.36 0.16 0.04 0.27 0.46 0.46
3 0.27 0.25 0.33 0.20 -0.21 -0.36
4 0.39 -0.23 -0.18 -0.32 -0.47 -0.47
5 0.33 0.31 0.38 0.11 -0.38 -0.07
6 0.29 -0.03 0.00 -0.09 -0.37 0.03
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WRIEAR =B ES SR E TIPSR, EIE T RE TS5 K 2R 2 MR
THRGPEHAT RSN, BRI FE RS a N 04 1, SR8 ES TR E5=0.76)H
AR R 22 5 f1K(142.6), “FIF RN 0.5 BFRILKZ(E 1) “FIERE a=04 B, 11 A4 A H IR H0m
1 A4 A B B SR A 3SR 72 B R 3 . ah, AT T ZE 0 R B 11 H 40 H H IR A
1 AR A S R S SN ERR R R EMRGEE 4). 11 AR/NEIEA T - AR B, thr/
210 A T AR AR EOZ 2GR PR 8 5 R[5 ] P R o 0.4 BII BT 5L, M st/ 32 7 il
R n FH/NELEFFEH Y)R R, 0+ DFER/NEZEH Y + DER; n FEREAEMSL™
BOPMFERA Y Yw(n), (n+ DFER/NEE@H 7 EAE 7 ENEI Y + DA Ywn + 1), M@
+ DRI NEBBEPEN Y + 1) = 04Y() + (1 — 0.4)Yt(n), (n + DER/NESLETEN Ywh + 1) =
2.76*M11+67.79*M1 —859.38, At M11 A1 M1 437587~ n 4F 11 A H HEBEHEFI n+ 1 42 1 H 1)
H¥ <. I (n + DER/NEFIFEN Y+ 1) =0.4Y(n) + 0.6Yt(n) + 2.76*M11 + 67.79*M1 —

859.38.
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Figure 1. Regression analysis results of meteorological yields and meteorological factors (“indicates corresponding p-value <
0.05, “indicates corresponding p-value < 0.01)

E 1. S&~E5SKEATEREASHER(RRIMN p H<0.05, "RRM p E<0.01)

Table 4. Analysis of variance at smoothing coefficient a = 0.4

F4 FBEH =04 RHFEDSH

Coefficients PRz t Stat P-value TR 95.0% FR 95.0%
Intercept —859.38 225.42 -3.81 0.00 —1355.53 —363.24
H HREH % 2.76 1.07 2.59 0.03 0.41 5.11
A BRAR 67.79 24.00 2.82 0.02 14.96 120.62

M /NZE P BTG5 2011~2024 SEH/ N8, JFR BN 8 5 LR EAEXT b, BiET e
TR AIHERAL - 2011 £R2, /NZEF™ 55 S AR B HARL(E 2). BEAh, BR 2012 4™ E k4,
T 5 SR B R AR R R ZE I AE 3% LA (1] 3), TIN5 AR R 4T
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Figure 2. Time series chart of actual and forecasted production
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Figure 3. Relative error between actual and predicted yields
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