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Abstract

As a traditional agricultural province, Henan'’s agricultural production conditions are constantly
improving, but there are still large differences in the development of regional competitiveness of
Henan’s agriculture, which restricts the development process of Henan'’s agricultural moderniza-
tion. This paper selects 10 indicators from the four aspects of agricultural productivity factors,
agricultural income, agricultural operation entities and policy support for science and technology
investment in Henan Province, conducts a principal component analysis of the regional agricul-
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tural competitiveness of 18 prefecture-level cities in Henan Province, selects the main factors af-
fecting the development of regional agricultural competitiveness in Henan Province, and then for-
mulates reasonable agricultural development measures against the weaknesses and deficiencies
of regional agricultural competitiveness development, to promote high-quality development of the
agricultural economy in all regions.
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AL B AL — DS KRR RE, X AR AR AR EoR . s SHs sl iUk
RS T 2 RHIRM G, XADOVR I A IRt T I OREE, I wFTi il « =47 Tk
TR T BRI o R AR [ A, BRI E LA IR, A UMM, i 2K,
BRI B AERAOY R S R 2, BT g DX SR ML R AT IR AEAR R 22 57 o 1T g XTI AR ], R IX A
Al A P Dy s T S B RS, TR AR T A AR b R R AR SO B
PR R LB XAV TR 58 4 T3 70 M, G AU SEBR A R DL, DRI B, e il & s
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2. XHEkERiId

SRRME RN, ARMSES I B ORI R R I A, RV 584+ 5 (R 52 S B AT
BRI A R 228 X BB AR R IR T AR R FEABERL 22, A A J& S8 B AT Tk i
WG [2]: VRSB TE G B, R B SR S I T BHOR RS X R L
AR, RN TE S TR BN 2 M s AL Rl & 77 3] AL P& 77 B T 2,
AMXEFEFERH TAbAP, AR A B 2 [ R B A PR S [4]o IR AR X A 5 PR
T VA IAA R BT RERE RSB T =R AR A LR . (RIS, FREROL AN
KIRFAW R ZFTE, REALI KBS, T v XA, 223 I A A48 I X
BNV AR BN LR A, H120 7 AN I R R[5 XA B R Rt B A TF I
BAGRR B, RO B TE 5+ 0 77 2 AR HERER ORI BE 5. HoR. NIRAIIEA, AT
THERV R R IISE S 6] AT, ARMLIITES I R IR B ANTT AR 2, T BRI A f 2T b
DCRpE, RO A P~ sk 22 7, RERTHARL 3E 5 F1[ 7]

KT XIARNNIIZTF5ES T, P rHEHE (EZGEHIH) bk fmes fatr, %
PIEER TR PN HEER, WP SE S A REAT T 0. SR 2 IR A5 A b 58 4+ 3
R, Sl PR AR R PR EEHEAT T VR T [8): A ke, Hnon s kG
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PROMERR T, XA AL TE S AT T SHIE T ANHERE A5 RV R A BREER BN T, H
BB ERFFEMG — DA B R s F 7 0 5%, ML SE 4 TR FE AT 1 e 8o
B, ATIHE T 8 B X3RO R R RS L 35 [10]; AW X358 4 F0 3R T+ 52 /il T 2 A R T4, AR
TR AA @B BORSCR, RN BCH A JE 5 7 EA S i /B R 8), faZEA Rk
FEARNEFAE A, AR S Al ARV BARAL R FE B TH[11]

ARSCAE R B AR5 58 JIRE A R 20 M 25 AN AR OGRIT FU 2 i kb b, I8 o) 70
XA R A DX AR ML e 5F 58 4 AT 73 Ak 7T, S I XA R 18 A3 g i B B 10 TR AR oK 7 A
TR AT, BETT SN T AR K S IR 2R G PR A5 VT e 48 XA 22 5 32 5 T 152
Wi ZR S AL, T R AR 38 5 ) BRI S AL B R SRR S5

3. BiEkFESIREME
3.1 WHEKIRSIEFRIEE

ARSCIEI R RIS T 2020 SER R SEiH )R TR A ST GE T RATAH SO SE T Al [R5
JE BBl BT SRIUME S RL 22 2 W, T A ST AR P e A A b 3t L S AT e 4 5 2 i A B =K
A AR O B

N T RERSEEINELE L HERHL PP ST R 48 XSO 58 4+ 7, AR SO AR IR DT REAT 518, il
T 10 MERR, WA Lo HAfol A= B R EARE adm AR S e R, H X Xo kE R &kt
NRIL B AN S E 5 R RAIIION, F Xau Xy RFR RAMEE FRTES ) LR E N &
RIRE VAR 5 NPT =DM R TR, H Xou Xov Xq RFRIR: ARV ARHRECR SR 7 i 32 E % H
T AT S A AR S B PN ISR A = AN ERR, H Xay Xov Xyo RFTR, HAPEURSL
F7 0 E B AR R FA e SR BAE R S MBI A I, X R RPN e kA5 55 T B
IFBCHSCRF, AT DS Bt X A AL R 7K P

Table 1. Evaluation index system of regional agricultural competitiveness

1 RERITSFIIFNIERER

Hir R iR
KB
BV ER TS T
PR fE A &
A HME
ARG TS+ 71
KRNI
BUGZETERT) RE AN &
AN FAATES ) KR A SR
NI B TR
ARV R
A BB SR SE S ) Al AR
B RAM IS A HL

3.2. ERS A
TR IR EORBATIRIE Ik B 6 hs, St AT 04, SRR ARYE R 4L A AR AR A EHEAT 7347 -
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I A HOBOR T bn AT ZEMRRE RO T 85% MARIERIEIU A K, JERENE . [FI, TR pri
Feffpsg i, BRI L, TR BEREATIREACEE, LRI B Zot k2w, A B s
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o~ XZE(X)
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Table 2. Description statistics

F 2 RGIHE

AR e/ ME G ON N B PRiEZ

SRR EA T 18 48.61 1488.25 644.67 432.39
A AR5 P B T 18 2.34 79.88 36.07 24.14
Kolk B = Ez 7T 18 29.24 652.46 295.07 188.44
BREABBAF T 18 1.30 2.67 1.73 0.32
BEAWEEAT 18 119.00 2574.00 759.67 522.86

BRREFHEE 18 377.00 18,300.00 5778.22 4446.93
AR B 18 0.60 1.52 1.08 0.28
RNV HET 5 3 18 47.00 87.00 63.56 11.09
BAVHRHET & 18 0.77 65.94 20.05 18.73
B AN ISR ANV 3 18 11.00 104.00 49.61 23.15

4. STAESTHR

i SPSS &M BHRTE AT M, B exT 2020 EATIRELE 18 ML TR 10 NMEFREET
KMO #1 Bartlett #:36;, 45840155 3 fiiow:

Table 3. KMO and Bartlett’s test
52 3. KMO #A Bartlett F9161&

KMO 7 Bartlett %
Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin J¥ & 0.807
AR5 177.321
Bartlett [¥) Bk LR df 45
Sig. 0.000

SR 578 KMO 1874 0.807, KT 0.6; Bartlett fUBRIEAGIAE, sig {879/ T 0.05, i I L EHE ik £
R RAREAT R T, i e B

M 4 AT AE B 10 N RAR PR Z R, Hoh g gt iR S I & . Akl Kok
fERLECR . B IUR SR R IEA R TR R AN 5 e ptt A, I & ARl ™
B WE AL EERICNE, KRR IFBCA BRI E R BTG, i £33 —F 7
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MRKFR. N ERIBIE T B E], ARV R ESR N TFA—E BE0S BT R A RSN HHE Jin =
FAOL LG FPRIERG K, AR AT e 2 ) T HAR R B R ER T el A R AR AT, AR5 dh 1R B
IR AR RIS T A SAO B AR 5 T i S B AR RO 45, X SR R W R & (AR B 2 1] 7 AR
GRS . (HRZEE % 3 FATA AT A SRR E . ROV IEE & AL SR, Rolk
RNV . A B Sk A BRI T 2 (A B A BRI A R

Table 4. Correlation of influencing factors of regional agricultural competitiveness in Henan Province

4 ARERERITSENEMEREXM

X X2 X3 X4 Xs Xe X7 Xs Xq Xio0
X1 1.000 0.924 0.976 —0.557 0.532 0.698 0.535 0.503 0.862 0.870
Xz 0.924 1.000 0.919 —0.588 0.437 0.687 0.448 0.534 0.790 0.754
X3 0.976 0.919 1.000 -0.671 0.576 0.693 0.527 0.539 0.837 0.824
X4 —-0.557 -0.588 -0.671 1.000 -0.490 0481 -0.189 -0.518 —-0.455 -0.370
Xs 0.532 0.437 0.576 —0.490 1.000 0.216 0.541 —0.030 0.317 0.681
X 0.698 0.687 0.693 —0.481 0.216 1.000 0.356 0.568 0.702 0.436
X7 0.535 0.448 0.527 —0.189 0.541 0.356 1.000 0.355 0.598 0.517
Xsg 0.503 0.534 0.539 —0.518  —0.030 0.568 0.355 1.000 0.731 0.179
X 0.862 0.790 0.837 —0.455 0.317 0.702 0.598 0.731 1.000 0.633
X10 0.870 0.754 0.824 —0.370 0.681 0.436 0.517 0.179 0.633 1.000

MR 5. K 6 MAKRT I ZSMREINET %, WA BIRER NN S5 ANLIBE AR f 5 BUE -/
T 05, HABBIEHRT 0.8, W LAHERIE. fEMBRETTZE Y, o 1 SR 2 M5 Z stk R H
%3 85%LA b, TTEAGEHL 2 A28 A 5 oK AT 70 A

A 7 e R AR T AR A R PRI R AR E S B Al
PIALECR . A GO Sk b B A B BT, WS R AR IR EE S S R AT
S AR LB BN SO T, TR IR A S E . AR AR R R R, B
J T A S RR SRS R o T LASRIUPI A B3 PR 5 T DA AS S R T FE AR AR 45 2

Table 5. Common factor variance

#=5 NEFHE

ERE Wk R
S(Xy) 1 0.937
S(X,) 1 0.848
S(X3) 1 0.951
S(Xy) 1 0.455
S(Xs) 1 0.830
S(Xe) 1 0.688
S(X7) 1 0.457
S(Xg) 1 0.831
S(Xg) 1 0.854
S(X10) 1 0.855
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Table 6. Total variance explained

*6 MENERE

o VIR IRECE A RIEA
it 77 Z 1% EAL it J7 Z 1% EYAL
1 6.906 69.058 69.058 6.906 69.058 69.058
2 1.601 16.014 85.072 1.601 16.014 85.072
3 0.857 8.572 86.545
4 0.666 6.66 92.205
5 0.382 3.817 96.022
6 0.156 1.564 97.587
7 0.098 0.985 98.571
8 0.092 0.923 99.494
9 0.042 0.417 99.912
10 0.009 0.088 100
Table 7. Rotation component matrix
2 7. BEEERR ST HERE
277
1 2
B 0.966 0.057
HAEE & 0.919 -0.053
Rl A=A 0.974 0.042
REAIHN —0.664 0.117
REANETR 0.588 0.696
REEEHEE 0.75 —0.355
AR 0.627 0.254
FNVHES ™ Shig R 0.617 -0.671
LM IER IS E 0.891 —0.244
B N IRk ANV EL 0.812 0.442
Table 8. Component score coefficient matrix
< 8. 157 AEER
297
1 2
MR 0.153 0.041
e AELE & 0.146 -0.038
Rlv S = E 0.155 0.03
REABBAN -0.105 0.084
BEABFEE 0.093 0.497
REAFEHHE 0.119 -0.253
A BB T AR 0.099 0.181
BRNVHET BhHE 0.098 -0.479
Q&R ]R e 0.141 -0.174
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e, EEREIE LB, ER e AR DA E . e 8 P, JRATAT LAS B TS
I RS9 REGERE, WA AR T 5 & MR Z AL R .
F, =0.153X, +0.146 X, +0.155X, —0.105X,, +0.093X, +0.119X,, +0.099X,, +0.098X,, +0.141X, +0.129X,
F, =0.041X, —0.038X, +0.030X, +0.084X,, +0.497 X, —0.253X,, +0.181X, —0.479X, —0.174X, +0.316 X,

69.06 16.01
“acoitora 2
85.07 85.07

TN A B PR S A B AR R bR e AN EE, a3 R R4 18 ML i RO A B S 4 I LR A
Y, W9 FoR. HA BT SRS BTN = =4, KERVAETFEs it s
MRYEH A 18 NHL G T X AR ML 2255 55 4 D45 A TR 43 70 T LRI 3 R R AR S . 547 1
K E>050, 347711 5-0.70 < F <050, %477 11l BN F <—-0.70.

Table 9. Ranking of regional agricultural economic competitiveness in Henan Province

F 9. WREERERIEZFEFNHR

W F, F, F H4
&M 1.19812393 3.32285891 1.597994707 1
LRIk 1.72596 —0.40802457 1.324348469 2
R FH 1.77053924 —0.98737817 1.251504824 3
AR 1.58479738 -1.24040198 1.053100639 4
BE 0.53200651 0.67372654 0.55867793 5
¥z 0.22356717 -0.07665643 0.167065703 6
Frat 0.21542433 —0.75031174 0.033674777 7
22 —0.23890807 0.10196886 —0.174755729 8
B —0.36623079 0.45991028 -0.21075273 9
HERH —0.33983814 —0.00498986 —0.276820379 10
W& —0.23362688 —0.4897226 —0.281823571 1
SR W -0.461491 -0.10248571 —0.393926939 12
-4 —0.54217516 —0.37196947 —0.510142797 13
b3 —0.63301846 —0.25358614 —0.561610073 14
M —0.80731833 0.47970208 —0.565103721 15
e -1.12261452 0.74106279 —0.771874262 16
=17k —0.91123373 —0.88174699 —0.905684386 17
HIR -1.59395763 -0.21195277 ~1.333867142 18

5. &SN

A TIEEE 18 ML 2020 4E KA 28 5% 5 8 354 FT AR T RHE . 4047 7 9] 5 - 2 i X
S M 35 4 3 R ZEREZE AR BRI 2 FEE P SR 5065 o BT R DT R 8 18 AN AT 2 4% M 35 48 9 75 T 94
FGAIL, T XI5 55 4 S AR5 HE 4 0T 5 AN T 6 B 05040 A = S [ Al 25 J 700

DOI: 10.12677/wer.2022.114036 325 HAZGIRER


https://doi.org/10.12677/wer.2022.114036

f

—RA T XA ATFES VR, O BESE F. MR BRI, () Mz
KA T3 T I RHEAN I BE B2t FRACHE s IR PRAOWATUAL KT IIER T A S b DX A 5 1A BRI
LI X A A E R R s () AW R A = BRI RE AR AR A, AR BE R R 1
KPR, FIEFRBAT, BUFRURIEHSUSMEA[12], ROz A L AR R 22 E, s X ol
U, R B E AP RA 2 (2) S NAZIE A DR LSS, I E R L X ik
A JR), AERF B SO, AR o E LR L, R THRR 3 X LA DR = i T
RO SEIEEAOW A RS R i, 8BS S MRS —. SR A 220,

TORA TG Y, KB ML AR ZBA L JRITAE 10 AT NAZICKANEL, RIELFH O
PEH I TMRAR 5 26 S AR o Lo A il 45 2 1 XS R 2 s A B AL AR 55 e, A
RS R LRSS TaB R, @rmeilasimpigs . 376G WA L, 3=_I-Rl A
HIGIN L5 = BN S . 324 70 1 U X 2 B AR b 3] DAty 30 X RAT BN 5 35 10 Dok ki AR
A2 BNEE s TN, AR IUACAERE A AR R AR 25 R ORL A 7 A, 20 AR/ 22
PO TR A, AR BEAARAL A A X IO g RIS, S AR N A IR AR R i,
S8R N AL IUA R A JE T RUAR AR B, Rl R BUR S AT IHIEIR S AL EOR S Re s I, 2%
T S R AW DAL A A 3 LA AN A BA L

SRR TR I A, =k SR PRE AN, — T A IR AR S BOR SCRE, [F
I A AR FUE, s A IR B oK 53— J5 i, B REER IR, KTk
JEFTKAO 5 A, KIS EEE T, G “ M + folk” 53, RIET ML
ARRSEIA RS AL S B R E B, bR B REL S .

B, D RHRME SN EARRE D SCBL AT A A 5 A S B, TR A AR SR T A SE S T
INSEMARE AT, EENETISE R I AR R AL B Ak R e, B R AR 4
Ha)s AR RS TR MR X T, S A 5 AT SEBILAT R AR ML ) DS AL 5 7 AL A o T35
EFE I RAFR B A KB ME R KBS, B ek i i SN B AL SR ™
Ao TR A HIX RN AZ A A H O R R AL SRR Hol. ek RER. M AR B,
TNSRAC ™ b b RS, CRHAR A i HE A 2 78, HERE XKML A5 58 4 03T, S A S R A AR
WERAL K JE

6. fARAE

AIE R W75, RHTEE 18 AT AL SE S J/KFRE T 7 T b, T A5 18 A
W2 A 2 TEIE G IR VR HES UL S B3R A R IR 5 AL . F3AMSCEXS T Frik B [X
AN SE S A1 MR bR R ROE A 15 T 5835, UAIXIBURL A 5F 5e 5 TR e 52 il 1 2 IR e, M
IR AR H AR B R S SR AT, AR AT A 5 5a 4 70, TR 4 X a2 5%
SEA IR R HEAT SEAF IS L o 7E J5 BT FE R 2 S b e XU 2 B SE 4 IR R R, M
W TERENS HEOMNR S . A B I S R XA 2035 240 T A AR DL, T BE AT 1 ek e e a2k X 3 A
GoUT 3 G SIBRTHRUR OV IARAL R JE (0 R4

&E 3k
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