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Abstract

Under the circumstances where high-quality development and comprehensive rural revitalization

SCEGI M TRRAE. TRIE ORI IO 2 Bl R SR RSB TED). Sit SR, 2026, 15(5): 144-157.
DOI: 10.12677/5a.2026.155115


https://www.hanspub.org/journal/sa
https://doi.org/10.12677/sa.2026.155115
https://doi.org/10.12677/sa.2026.155115
https://www.hanspub.org/

T

are advancing simultaneously, new quality productive forces serve as the key driving force for the
integration of urban and rural areas. This paper uses panel data from 30 provinces from 2011 to 2024
as a sample to explore the impact of new quality productive forces on the integration of urban and
rural development. The entropy method is employed to measure the levels of both, and the Markov
model is used to predict the evolution trend of urban-rural integration. The two-way fixed effect
model, threshold model, and spatial Durbin model are utilized for quantitative empirical analysis. The
results show that the level of urban-rural integration in China has continuously improved but pre-
sents a gradient pattern with higher levels in the east and lower levels in the west, and there is path
dependence. New quality productive forces have a significant positive promoting effect on urban-ru-
ral integration, showing a marginal increase in a single threshold and positive spatial spillover effect.
Heterogeneity analysis indicates that the driving effect in the east is the strongest, followed by the
west, and the central region is relatively weak. Among the sub-dimensions, the enabling effect of dig-
ital productive forces is the most prominent, and green and technological productive forces also have
significant driving effects. Based on these findings, this paper proposes corresponding policy recom-
mendations.
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REE R SRR E, AT E L prat £k JE i 5 R GoiT 70 i) BB,

IAER, KBS IR RS 2 G R T RSN TTZ R BGRET S . BiE =i
KibWide g, HOESINEE LT TAEMZ TS . 2024 SRS WL TR E 5B 2 Mo KRk
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2. NHkEAR

= LRSI AR DI 2 Bl R R RS O 2 R FERE 9T, RS LA AU 5 5 & A O
2 ME(2026) 2 T 5 50 B 3 A ML ER I, RIS 5 S XA A R ST H ) R B AR, IE SE L IF R dE 1
M EABRSE G R, 57 F AR 1P 57 B SR I R AR R AR = R R A& R A
H BT XA BT R (1] PR REAE(2025) 1 148 SR ITARCEE , 2201 4R Vo8 3 A2 7= 7 530 2 il (1)
I 2 VB PRARFAE, G 2 (AR SRS IR SRV IR A 7= T 0 2 i R 2 3 T ) 2 (RN, 4510 LA Rt
[2]. #ITHE. 1R7R(2026) 5 T4 246 At i itk E s, I EE PR & K Fe K1 3 SR Be ik 5 ot A 7= ) e
e, RIMHAEZT OB X S E G, HAREE R PRACE . SREHARAIH A E 5 E A 23 Al
HBUN[3]. ITIRAEAE(2026) ) FH PE I G X 2016~2021 AR B, SSUFAG T A2 P ot 2 I, 2 fil &
IR SRBER, BT RHL BT JERERIEEGE SR A RAN I H A ER 42 4] (ATRTH(2025) ) %48 21
AN TTRNREAR, RAEEN R E KT, @RS R0, RBUER A7 bt i 2 il
G RERIEEN, HEBR=MAEAER =M XN 2 R B 2 [5]. XK EAE(2025)1EHL 30 NMEHATEIX (A
VG S PR D) AR 254, SUEER AU AR 70 R 2 A 5 3L A & AR 10 ORI, IESE R A=y nTd
R 2 A T B THL R E 4 KF,  HAZE AR E X S-S BUR T TR 57 T (6] -

LA B F0 C BRI 7 AR 2 G B IR R BRAE A, R T A B 2 R KR e R
fiE, (HAERRZEM . SRR AT OB A= JI ARG Fe e, HLARZR M R0 B &7 4 B2 A FH MR it
BN Z . ACET AT, RESEREKZETHAE ), WAL & & 740 2
Rl R AR
3. WomeaLRMERSH
3.1. BRI RIE RN ELE RO

AL WA SCHR B, SR FT R T, B REGS £ MR FDER, M 2 alE K RK
FZERGAE TN e R fEbREIRSE TR EahRe. BHERIETRE S, R R, 2 ZERE
B ARIRFSHEN . R SRS SR B RATE SRS, ke, BER
BeE . ARG S RARESEIH, 7 REZE %8 BATEIX I 2 s KRG KT IR2 G K ESR
PRk 2R A N2 1 FR.

Table 1. Indicator system and its weights for urban-rural integrated development
# 1 WEMELARIERGFRARHENE

— R A8 &=y XS0 L&A TR 7 1) FE
TALAT Tolk ke % 1E [ 2.17%

N Tk 38 s JiTeIN 1E 4.30%

B T4k R&D & 2N H S i GDP HLE % 1E[A] 4.69%
K BHESCH B H L % 1E[A] 8.46%

73 N F i G 1E ] 12.94%

SRR FZ. =/ E Y GDP HLE % 1E[A] 1.59%

W2 WNZEEE —_— v 1.74%

RItE St WAEN FUR LR % E ) 1.67%
thein WBER T 2 ngs 2 el N4 DN 1ER 7.87%

HAMERR % 1ER 5.77%
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NSRS zﬁi‘ ) JilN EA 10.34%
ANIHA AL E B IERE TN 1E [ 7.75%
F—r= 7 {H 5 GDP LhE % EA 4.52%
Ak 57 Bh Az = 2 AN 1Em 4.95%

FENV IR M
PR AFEA U4 3 F1 T EE 354%
SRR WEGAE 6 g 1E [ 4.10%
P HAT R REE SO R S H % 1E [ 4.20%
LA L % 1Em 4.56%
AT E N A R BB IR R 5 —_— i1 7] 4.85%

K1 R, 2011 & 2024 fEA[E 2 Rl G R K- 0.258 Fab BJHZE 0.361, XIMURHIE R, 46
SARFEAR TR = TR0 A T U I A TRk e o LR AR X K P fe i, M 0.337 FHEE 0.473; kX
i1 0.247 #8% 0.359; PHAFHLX M 0.192 $E5 %] 0.261, = KX IR SLIIESARTF. 4 FER R 5 i 5
AT, 2021 FER B B S UG TRFFRRMEIG K ARSI X YT AR, BIPERGE: b X 3G B B
B, JEIAERT SRS, PR X SRR A B R, A S AR . B T 3R IR 2 fi
B RBKPROGIRTE, IR ZE KA, & X ES R, RS A
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Figure 1. Levels and growth rates of urban-rural integrated development in the whole country and various regions
E 1 BEEEBXELME L RKTRIGEE

K 2 SR, 2011~2024 SRR 2 @& KRR ZE R SRR LR, BRI “ARmPuiR. i
WIRIR” BORSERR A M Sy, AR AR U R I X 1) A Bl P A0 B B s . s 7K 5 b kP
PATHIX IR S AR R T AR, dbat. Big. YLI5. WL, J7 RS ST BIX KR E AL T
KPR IEIXTR], 4 I 2 Rl A R A% O 5L XSk, AR i s 1 I BE I [ERL 1220 B30, sl
Ry AR LRI FATEIX AR D [ P R KCP XRIRIT . o A X R 1 P98 46 1 P 4 AT X
ZHAET RS T EACEIXE, BTN R KPR IR, 1B SRS, BN AR T B A B
FOPA . OBTEE . U W HON . WSS R SUTEIX & A TR R R E, SR A E 2 e
PRI B, AU N AR R AR R KT, 5 R SR X A R 2 B K A AE . I PP it
T A 2 RIS SR S50, AT DR SRVE MRS R, AR KT DX 8] A R FE O A2
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Figure 2. Heat map of urban-rural integrated development?
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32. WEMERRAKES TN

NIRTTBNE 58 PATEIX IR 2 Rl &5 KK IS A SR U F BN AR R e 5, AT 5K
BERBER . 56, M4 2011~2024 SRR B PATHIXIN 2 Bl & K AT Bt SR DY 207 Bk p Hokal 7
AT BURAKT s BRACE S B AP IUSRRES s JLRk, W@ PR MR R, DIREAR SR AN 5
FRERIFERMER b, BPHBMR P 2RI SUTEXON t IRIRES | 82 2 t+ LIRS j IORE
2, HitEAA:

N;j

PiJ' = 4
Zk:lnik
ﬁ¢,mﬁ%ﬁﬁ%ﬂM%&i%@i%%j%ﬁ$ﬁﬁ,z;mﬁﬁﬁﬁiﬁﬂwaﬁﬁo
ASCLL0.227, 0276, 0.353 Al FHE, Rk 2 G R AR5 MK K srisKFm
EACEIUZE . % 2 BoR, AT AL ICRYIZATRNE, KAKCE. K. FEAKCeERTE K
ISR B E R LEFF R 70 )3k 5] 87.62%. 78.10%. 87.76%F1 97.89%, % H]&4 FATEX K £ ft &
R AR BARMOBURAE, (RFFRA SRR L& TBEREEIME, 2IEREMES
SIRHE . NIRRT, 83855 U R A AE AR A A5 4 [R] PR it RO BRIV, AAFEERS AL |
LR ERFE R o (RIKFPAE AT EUX AL BE ] P R/KSPRRIE, M 12.38%, Jo B £ A = /K 8 m K
PRI TTRE, HIGW N AP BATEX W) ERER 2 AP S 16.19%, BE S

2 ARSCHE B SRIEY g AR BEUR bR B (F 5 0 GS (2020) 4630 5), JREILIEMK.
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TN EVE BRAKTH 5.71%, BARE B0 T B XS Rk GATEUX )RR A KT
ME#9 10.20%, [ K 1% 2 AR ORESRAUCA 2.04%, (RAFECRITM B3R SR ErE: &KFE RAT
WX B BAYERFRE o, (AT KT /M RV AT RE, MERN 2.11%, Tl SEAR AR [l V& ) AU -
W FCII P A8 SR 2 Rl 5 R R/ T RPIRES e A LR Z ARRIARYE, 1) SR MR B A 170 [l %,
EMIE 1 AR ST S (BT 5 AP P PR S BUE M R Y, IR7KP48 AT BX BRAT BE 42
Bk, MECLSEEES M R, — e R R T AR R .

Table 2. Transition probability matrix

® 2. BHEBHERIER

&K HRE KT 7K R KT N
7K 87.62% 12.38% 0 0 105
FRE KT 5.71% 78.10% 16.19% 0 105
K 0 2.04% 87.76% 10.20% 98
WK 0 0 2.11% 97.89% 95

4, SCUES AR
4.1. ERNFESFSHRERS

411 FREFDIE L ME R RIOEZY R

B A TN RGBT R R B 7 Ay, HRE S 2 A0 IREERE . HoRE
WMRBAEGAONLIH, FETHARNA T RR, STHE ST HEShIR 2 ZERE Vit U R T+, Bov Bk
5B R IR AT 2 A B ER A, AR OO A SRR SS 17 2 A SE A . A2 R $ETH 5 HE A Bt 52 35 L 1k
Yk 2 ERVLSN, HEEER AT R R RS, WO ER P BRI 2 — k&, Sk RIESI 2
EEMIFRAEL S i E A, SN AESRINEIATHIGE, M OsoRBA 2L, RN 2 B
Ao AEPERHERTE. ERRERM . ARSI SAETWEK S, G2 2, HESIR 2 U E A R
1 B R KT

WETUARGRE HL: BB A T 2 Rl R e L AT B 2 Ak e kA

4.12. IFREFAMEW S A LK RIIEL R

WA IIBASE S HOEE “BhRZsus” A, U SRR QU G, X 2 B T
RERUNAK I ECARAEIL 2 (M [KEE . T LSt KW, BORGUH ZHEH Tl sk, HysoRkim
BB IR KRETEFRAL. N REZ M, SRR, aeR i)
W2 Pk SR, RN . BT A IR, BRI IEEAR AN ek, B AR
WEAMFEE, BORYH BB FEREIRL NI 2 BORF R AR 5 ) BEEIE e, B
W2 ZEAN. AP EL ARSI ISR G R, X 2 Al R AE RN B 2 52T

WHF B H2: B AR JI0 I 2 Rl R e BAT ARV B A, ELXRh 1 ) (R R 28R 2 Bt Jg 7K~
FETH M FF LG 55 o

4.1.3. FBREFHRE 2 B A & REIZS B3 3

NOBT e Gt B LA, OB 5 A 7 1l I SR SR 2R B 5 A RIS B B 2R 2 5 (AR ) s T R AR
ERERRE B DI KA, A RRPUERIUBE T, RSB AT 1 5 X IORIP ™ A 4% W] i
H, ATHOR 2 OLRFRIRES, I 2 R & K R BRI X I8k 5, LA W A . NGB 25 20
i, WA AN M BOR QR S E R E A NS, HARANG BA A5 Sk SRR Y HURHIE,
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I AT 2% 5 AWM E ST 2 M BORBE e R, A/ NI 2 BB Z BT DR EOR — B & R Bl
WREN T I E R T I BT 2 FIEE 2 H], 513 ANA . RS ERI 2 XA, =7 ER%
FIFCE AR . EPTRERILFEERT, BoRNG . ZREH SRS R R 2 L S, A
Yk 2 Rl R e R R A 2 [A] SR IR [ AR A o

WETEARRE H3: BB T3 2 Rl 5 I FREA A S5 25 D9 1 (Y 22 TR H 28N

4.2. FREIT

421 TRENSHIEEKIR

ALY RREREAS TR 2 BA R KT, LR CFE AT SO TR e, IR TR . A SO BT
JR A PR IR A O R R AR B R T IR AR B, 4B CSMAR 7 A 7= Ji i Fe SO B A BB R, 93RS T
Z(2024) M FIMELE, MR A=), A" 1. BFA = h= AT A . Horp, BHEA =
T3 TRHEAL RN RN mEARP R AR R, SREE ) A B IEAR ISR . T5 JeHET
VHEIEA R HSAR R, BT W LB E R ks MR BESAR R, A ik
PR FE S0 V20 7 R, IO 4 381 % e DX B 0 A 7 7K1 Tt el A 4 SR g ki P 5 T S
W SR B B 3 F1 R WFR SR . N TR AT ok g M s A B R T3 R R AP/ E s il s =,
G MHLT A B . BHE BN AA &3 P g5 2 IR SRS 5T J1 55 4 I A i,
PAHERR AN R 2000 0 2 il & R RT3, &8 & BRI 3 Fivr.

Table 3. Variable description
#3 TENR

AR AR BETS i
WA W2 R KR URD CHIEREY)E S
R R WA ) NzC CHIEREY)E S
WAL R 1 FIS VA A — AT S L M X A 7
WA R RD W TSR A 22 B S 3t X A [
Pl AL NITEAIK HC SIS VR YN (SYNE
P g R R A INS =LA 5 e e
BRI K KT ™ BORT I AU X AR 7
A G i | NzC CHERERINES

HAERGAE i 4 PR

Table 4. Descriptive statistics of variables

4. TERRM ST

N Mean SD Min p25 Median p75 Max

W2 E R R 434 0.3 0.106 0.108 0.227 0.276 0.353 0.659
BT AT 434 0.254 0.083 0.09 0.195 0.243 0.301 0.536
WA US4 3 434 0.281 0.198 0.105 0.183 0.226 0.316 1.326
R R 434 0.018 0.012 0.002 0.01 0.015 0.023 0.08
NFTBEARIKT 434 0.022 0.006 0.008 0.017 0.021 0.025 0.044
R ol = 434 2.46 1.142 0.173 2.299 2.354 2.422 17.477
BRI KK 434 0.021 0.032 0 0.003 0.008 0.025 0.184
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4.2.2. 1HEIHE
(—) ZEAERENARRY
AR SR S 0L 1 (] R A5 T AR 2
URD,, = a, +yNZC, + )" a;Controls, + s, + 4, +¢&,

Hrb, URD NH#RRAZ R, F0R | APATEUX t IR 2 B A R EACE: NZC WL DR R, FoR i
BPATEX t 34 J17KF; - Controls, NSRS MK E RN, A S92 R, &
NBENLIL BT .
(7)) TR TR AR
DB B A7 0 o T IR B A g T A IR R A 5
URD, = S, + BNZC, - 1 (NZC, <y)+ BNZC, -1 (NZC, > y)+ D B,Controls, + 1 + 4 +¢&,

Horb, y NREAETIRAE: 1 () PR R HARF S 58
(=) Z Ak R
N BE A AR HE RN, AR ST 2 2 T A TS R s 5
URD,, =&, + pWURD;, + §;NZC, +5,WNZC, +_5,Controls, + > p,WControls; + s, + 4 + &,

Hof, W R AR WURD, ¥R 2l 2 (05 W R 50 WINZC, A8 B A7 3128 T 5 30
WControls, A &2 MR T p ol [ EA AL, 6, oA FLBAE, 6, oAl st 20
HRRFE 55K,

4.3. FHEEYT

2 IR B P VIF 4 1.98, #AFE VIF /8T 10, AfEFE/H 2 ddhekik . BRIk F
K g ASA LU IG5 R TR IR 3 TE 1%KF R4 SRR A, e 280 e XL m) [ 8 s A AR A e . 42 5 4Rty
TR [ 5 R A I s AR B R R G5 R, R (1) AR (6) R AR ) REURAAE 1%0K
PREZENIE, F#3H 0590 ZH S0 £ 0528, BUAREEUDN, fhiitas Riaf. £ B45H
CRE PRI ANTTEAR, PSS SEARTTIHFER R, TR 5 0 8] [ e R85, B e
FEIIN I 2 Rl K R IR M SR ENE AR FERR T, AR AR BRI TR, FAEgE RNy 5. 1
RS EE R? I 0.828 2 H2 T+ 45 0.874, MR /1 RFSLIE 58 . 7Y (6), H7 i A= 7= 1 51 R %0CH 0.528,
R A= TR T LA AL, 302 BlE R R/ 35 5T 0.528 /NN, BAIE T Fi Rk H1. itk
Gb, WBCCREIRE . WHRBE SE AT R EKT RESIEZERIE, M2 s BEA ER#ENER: A
JTRAIPG PSR S A RER 2 o, RS ET N DT8R ARIR 2 8500 I 45/ RS- 3 £ il &
EE— B4R .

Table 5. Benchmark regression

5. FEDQI

RE @ @) 3 4 5) (6)
0.590"* 0.572™ 0.532™ 0.522"* 0.523"™ 0.528"*

SRR
(12.91) (12.58) (11.61) (12.38) (12.69) (12.96)
0.098™* 0.083™* 0.111™ 0.082™* 0.071™*

WA B R I
(3.40) (2.93) (4.21) (3.08) (2.67)
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. 0.803" 0.861 0.822" 0.771™
WA SR
(3.85) (4.47) (4.37) (4.13)
o -3.775™ —4.165™ -3.882"
NI AT
(—8.43) (—9.34) (-8.62)
o - -0.003" -0.003™
PV Ak
(—4.42) (-3.79)
. . 0.192"
BRI KK
(3.16)
X 0.150™ 0.126™ 0.126™ 0.185™ 0.207™ 0.202"™"
R
(16.96) (11.33) (11.49) (15.07) (15.93) (15.64)
IRk 434 434 434 434 434 434
RS 0.828 0.833 0.840 0.864 0.871 0.874
It 7 RN MaflE  WEEE XA EE XL [t 7 XL 8] 2 L] [ E

E: ESWATAE. ™ 7 "3RI 1%, 5%, 10%7/K 1 FEE, FFE.

4.4. RRMEKRE

NIAEFEHE RN AR R AT FEVE, A SCUREAR XA FEAZE MY L 7 (B AL B AN S 25 208 DU A4 B2 T fig
Fafdthkn g, VEWE 6. BRI)AERIN RIS H, Ik 2020~2021 EAME R aE g B, DARLBESI SR K
ME T B SIBRIE . Big. R, HRIRERET, WERHABSEMR ., RIEERSETHE
B EAPRPIRTE R R Y SR P A IE SR AR B HEAT UL 1% AL T, S S H (A A RE i B (4) 5]
N JG — T A 77 oA R S A TR Y, el e LA S S, R R AE AOOU R PR A A . [B] U 4
REIR, EVURBUE T, BB A 1 (L Ja — W10 R 5K 0.547, 0.556. 0.472. 0.477, HJTE 1%K
P LERENIE, HHEERIEEL 5, KBNS BEEREAESRESCE, St AOBiE et
KGR BE
Table 6. Robustness test
6. IREMRE

s (1) (2) (3) C)]
=ER
5 JEL P 1] AR E T FEAS 4 R AL B A
B 0.547" 0.556™ 0.472"
HRA
(12.23) (12.35) (11.77)
B 0477
L.HRAE~ 7
(10.49)
. 0.200" 0.183™ 0.188" 0.219™
Gl
(12.59) (12.62) (14.18) (15.16)
PSR R R 2 i
bR 372 378 434 403
Ry 0.877 0.869 0.875 0.856
[i] 52 258 R[] [ 5 R[] [i] 52 R[] [i] 52 R[] [i] 52
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4.5. BRI

NEGETA T JIRYR 2 RlE K S RE A (1) X322 e, A SR [ A% G X R b, e AR S
R s PO = KM X AT A R . 3 7 BoR, BRI = K I £ A R B 1%
KPR N IER KSR, UESE R E A S E Y E . WREOUNE, REHXFHRAE R
o 0,522, BRENFN BN FEEEHLIX Ry 0.475, TREERCR BREL G FPEfhiX v 0.211, 1E AR
XSS . 25 SRR, BT NI 2 A R BE AR AT TE B R X R P, AR S R AR
R BRI B S I 2 P R R, RS TE 78 40 B G 0N s PR TE BUR SR S Q0% FUTH B T,
STANSTIR 2 Z R VE R NS TR X A T AL B A e B B, R AEVE T MR — DR

Table 7. Heterogeneity analysis
F=7. RRMSH

o 1) 2 3)
A - - N
R ek [
0.522"** 0.211* 0.475™*
R 7
(7.48) (3.12) (5.26)
- 0.567"** -0.015 0.130™*
A
(5.51) (-0.22) (8.76)
AR = 2= =
PUIN sy 154 126 154
R 0.906 0.943 0.885
[35] 52 R XL Je] [ g XA [ 72 XU JA] [ 2
4.6. H—H5Hh
Table 8. Further analysis
=8 H—Loh
o () ) ©)
AR — — -
BHEA = 7 AR B r= 7
N 0.330™*
BHE A=
(5.14)
1.140"*
LA
(13.79)
o 1.768*
B
(8.54)
- 0.255™* 0.265"* 0.203™*
g el
(17.86) (23.84) (12.98)
AR 2 = & =
W 434 434 434
fi] 5 285 S [ [8] 5 XA [E] 2 U [A) [ 5
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LT B AR 7 BRI 2 Rl R R I A5 A PEIRBSRIR,  ASCAKHE CSMAR S8 A= 77 77 5048 2 (1 48
PRRELE, BB AE = iR AR A 7 0L G A ) BT ) =KD TR T R Ay ik SR . 4 8
WoR, BHAEFE ) SO BUT AR I 2800y 0 0.330 1.140. 1.768, HINTE 1%/K-F FiR %
NAE, FW = K4 38R ORI 03 A 7 J R 2 Rl 1) SR BB o JL P B AR P 1 IR RN R SR
WFEHCT P S P B A R SCHE, AR T 2 N PR . W@ 23 e sl, W 2 a1
REVEF i SREEF= IR G, B BIE A 5B E AR, SR 2 RS M ER A S )
FlRRE, WRAERCR R BHEA T Ve RIS /), SR R SEARCESE T, A2 A gy
RS AR S . IR IRAUESE, B AR JI I 2 Bl IR RE A = K74 BV R R 14 R
AN 4 2 1) R By 5 A7 7E B . 22 e

4.7, TSR o

AR A Bootstrap i H EAE 300 AT T TN AR TS . £ 9 Bon, BT TR F St RN
41.03, P {E°~ 0.0233, 7 5%I[1)EE /KRR, mdCE [ THER AT F geit &8 11.73, P {4 0.3333,
BT B A IS, R R B AR PR XY 2 Rl A TR R S AT AE SR R B TR RN

Table 9. Threshold effect test
9. MR

Threshold RSS MSE Fstat Prob Crit10 Crits Critl
Single 0.0994 0.0002 41.03 0.0233 30.8367 35.8244 46.1185
Double 0.0967 0.0002 11.73 0.3333 19.6276 24.259 34.9795

I3 A, LR it EAE RE BEX RN & T 5%E E MEim A e, UIAAE R M TR, A
[7] BB AR S B AR S PR AL

15 2 25 3 35
First Threshold

Figure 3. Results of the LR test
3. LR ILER
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10 BoR, AP SR T TR 0.0848 B, 6N £ A R R IGIENA R BCh 0.584, HAE
1%/KF R B NIE; 28R 1l TAE AR 0.0848 UL LI, IEMIRzh &REIETHE 0.616, [FIFE
1E 1%KF TR . X R IPHTAE = J10 8 2 Rl e B A PR A7 A 535 1 s 30 AR 2R 1 AR AT
BEAE BT SR B ACEAW T, o 2 BERICE . P b RS A R R I BE SR Rk g, 56
WERT 7R H2.

Table 10. Results of the threshold model
10, MHERBIEER

1)
N 0.584™*
R A1) < 0.0848
(16.11)
B 0.616™*
BrRAEF=T1 >0.0848
(19.32)
- 0.166™*
g el
(16.13)
A 2 &
I 434
Ry 0.852
fi] 5 85 XA [ 2

4.8. =RENH N S 4

ASCHEETARBH BT 2011 22 2024 4EIR 2 fit & K e /K AT & /s 2B . % 11 BoR, &40
AR LIRS N IEE, HPEBIN 0, F 1%/KFFiR#E, RFPRE SR 2 & kK ELE BERNIER
S ERAFAE, FFAERNL A A S22 FR Ok RO sh LTS, UEIIIR 2 A R R 1 2 A AH D i
HAEREHABE MR

Table 11. Global Moran’s |
F 11 2REZER

FEh I z P {H FEh I z P1E
2011 0.479 4.411 0 2018 0.556 5.087 0
2012 0.481 4.423 0 2019 0.548 5.036 0
2013 0.538 4.89 0 2020 0.598 5.415 0
2014 0.546 4.951 0 2021 0.579 5.248 0
2015 0.553 5.029 0 2022 0.578 5.255 0
2016 0.574 5.212 0 2023 0.587 5.328 0
2017 0.536 4.902 0 2024 0.569 5.181 0

ARSI A A% B H TR 56 S5 AL AR B S 56 UE S22 () AL FE AR Y (SDM) At 28 TR i H A A . SR 45
whald, A CFEFEH SDM. SEM Fl SAR =M AU 3EAT mAX L. 3% 12 R, HrRA = 146 = 80
FRBIITE 1%/KF FEENIE, Hd SDM A RN 0.449. SEM #7154 0.599. SAR #7154 0.486,
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BOAE 1B A R DI 2 Rl Ok R BARE IE IR BKENAE FH o 75 SDM R, 97 5 AR 7= I 110 2 A3 I T3 4K
40197, 1E 1%/KF ERFENIE, REUHAE ) HAG 2 0 2 () S, RIS DR o7 A8 7= ) )4
FEAMN HHEHES) B S0 2 fld K RKFR T, b Rernl A X 48, 3 JE A X3 2 & R R R,
25 8] A 2 p N 0.159, 7E 1%/KF R NIE, ENES 2 Bl & R AR B 125 A IE ARG, AR
HhDXOR JEAKFA AR E, B8 1A SR H3.

Table 12. Regression results of spatial econometric models
12, FENTEEBEMEIER

o 1) 2 3)
A
SDM SEM SAR
N 0.449"* 0.599** 0.486™*
BT AERE T
(15.655) (15.182) (17.198)
0.197"*
W.HT A= ) (2.933)
(-0.691) (1.422) (2.540)
AR B = = =

0.159™* 0.438"™

p
(2.627) (12.192)

- 0.0001** 0.0002™** 0.0001"*
(14.700) (12.864) (14.612)

0.496™*
yi
(3.792)
L 434 434 434
R 0.463 0.456 0.538

NN A JIX IR & Bl R JE BIREI A S I A A0 LA R o BB 0NE  T)E RG N 5
Wi 2213 BoR, =#F RZHUKIKCH 0459, 0.294. 0.753, HIFE 1%/KF B NIE. BHENN LA
Hb KT AR P DR T RE S G RS A X R 2 Al R R RN W A 7 O B I R 2 A b
AHF A DB RS BARY L P ERE) S R AR AR XA £ A TR BUE ARl SN
N, RIGET AR D0 X SR 2 il R R R AR IR B AR R

Table 13. Effect decomposition of the SDM model
= 13. SDM RIS 43

o @) ) ©)
A N — -
HERN ez YA SRR
N 0.459* 0.294* 0.753™*
R AR
(15.834) (6.142) (14.785)
A 2 = = &
WL 434 434 434
R 0.463 0.463 0.463
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5. FILSBUREIN

AAFRIZ AR IR - 2011 & 2024 SFIRE IR 2 fh & K @Ko AR SR T, ROURETEAR. ¥
e IR RIBREERS ), DR ZEFRLR 25 B R s XA SR AE W] . B A R B OB AR (O 5 1R U5
PRSI, SR BEATHESR T MECABS R, RK-PIX A E W SR 22, DI fb 1 3[Ry
ks R o WA IR 2 A R R BA B3 IR et AR, HOB R ARG, M A A X 3807
PE, ARERIRBI RN o, DU, RERA RS Koy SRt BEAT BN E RS, B
BRRERCR R I o B A Ty MR e F 2 B T TR AR e E AR I, Bl T TR e S P B s i, [ L
e 1T ) 225 W O, T 30 A B &0 b X P ) A

BT ERshie, ACREDUFECEEI: () SHURES & R e 22 5 53 A2 1 I AE VR AE
SRR HEBOR T, ARES B X ARIT A A R IR S ar A7 R e N, ATIE 2 Bl G- ihs
FFs o s DR A RUAE BORAL BN 5 S B i B, 08I 2 BRI SN kAT, 70 A X A B UK
SCRAILSEAT SR BT W R S AR S, IRANTIR 2 R 2R . (RIS, 0 R 5 DR 1 DX 3 Kt
KBNS Br B B S NA R & I, HES PR TR AE IR X Csll T ) DX A R Y il S
FRFEAL , RREERESOL PRI IR o (7)) FE/MRFEH 2R 7™ 0 1) 2 18 8 g 75 X3 i [ Bk sh L
HEB AT HUX [ AR BOR . AN 5B, TR XU R BiE s B ET . s, B
=R HERE R TT, DB A RN 2 ARG, PASR A s A S M E R AL, IR
PRI ST R, R eI 2 BN RS 5 W BT AR, R S 4Bk Sl i R
[5] AT 2 A 7 TR REI 2 Rl 5 PR A SR o

S 3k
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