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Table 1 The global Malmquist-Luenberger index in the Yellow River Basin
L s i
g
il Hf TH i B By i) ] IR

2001 1.0045 1.0014 0.9752 1.0004 0.8559 0.7321 1.0033 1.0004 0.9822
2002 1.0113 1.0011 0.9790 1.0003 0.9460 0.8598 1.0037 1.0035 1.0007
2003 1.0050 1.0002 1.0192 1.0002 0.9703 1.0494 1.0030 0.9990 0.9975
2004 1.0018 1.0010 1.0326 1.0002 1.0113 0.9265 1.0028 0.9937 1.0008
2005 0.9798 1.0013 0.9076 1.0002 0.9986 1.0129 1.0048 1.0082 1.0068
2006 1.0029 1.0007 1.0286 1.0006 1.0009 1.0298 0.9962 1.0053 1.0079
2007 1.0010 1.0009 0.9860 1.0003 1.0351 0.9902 1.0042 1.0027 1.0028
2008 1.0009 1.0002 0.9953 1.0002 0.9798 0.9671 1.0009 1.0005 0.9990
2009 0.9989 1.0006 1.0042 1.0006 1.0873 1.0307 1.0105 1.0313 1.0214
2010 1.0002 1.0011 1.0009 1.0008 0.9631 1.0619 1.0098 1.0108 1.0018
2011 1.0008 0.9993 1.0078 1.0004 1.0132 0.6464 1.0244 0.9820 1.0010
2012 1.0003 1.0003 1.0277 1.0004 1.0540 0.9977 1.0107 1.0180 1.0111
2013 1.0008 1.0001 1.0444 1.0005 1.0280 0.9600 1.0123 1.0111 1.0157
2014 1.0006 1.0003 1.0185 1.0002 1.0024 0.9307 1.0110 1.0088 1.0024
2015 1.0004 1.0005 1.0114 1.0014 1.0465 0.9859 1.0294 1.0157 1.0053
2016 1.0002 1.0005 1.0212 1.0021 1.0369 1.0108 1.0284 1.0187 1.0040
2017 1.0000 1.0005 1.0310 1.0028 1.0274 1.0357 1.0274 1.0217 1.0027
2018 0.9998 1.0005 1.0408 1.0035 1.0180 1.0606 1.0264 1.0247 1.0014
I 1.0005 1.0006 1.0068 1.0008 1.0029 0.9532 1.0116 1.0086 1.0036
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Fig.1 Evolution trend of global Malmquist-Luenberger index in the Yellow River Basin from 2001 to 2018
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Table 2 Dynamic change and decomposition of main green development level in the Yellow River Basin
2001—2010 4 2011—2018 4F
Bl
ML MLTEC MLTC ML MLTEC MLTC
i i 1.0006 0.9978 1.0028 1.0004 0.9996 1.0007
ot 1.0008 1.0000 1.0008 1.0002 0.9999 1.0003
TH 0.9923 0.9847 1.0077 1.0253 0.9937 1.0318
| 1.0004 0.9999 1.0005 1.0014 1.0012 1.0002
e 0.9831 0.9754 1.0079 1.0282 0.9897 1.0388
i e p 0.9606 1.0000 0.9606 0.9440 1.0000 0.9440
1y 1.0039 1.0003 1.0036 1.0212 1.0067 1.0145
T k] 1.0055 1.0002 1.0054 1.0125 1.0070 1.0055
AR 1.0020 0.9980 1.0041 1.0054 1.0002 1.0053
¥fH 0.9944 0.9951 0.9993 1.0043 0.9998 1.0046

ML {4 J5) Malmquist-Luenberger #5451

Ry b — 25 5 F5 1 U] A9 2 0 2 i 7K 3 KOk TR 2
SRS ORI TE NS AR I
BT TR, TR RN R 2RO AR R
RARG o HP iR G L PG B AR (0 4 R b A0 RN AR (e R
BORILF IR S K A PP SR 6 & RKE 2
PRRRARZS 3, E R R sk (o f R PR I R %, 3%
A 7 33k 0 ) 45 3 ke =2 0o 4 € B AR A A, A
A IRBE R EEHE ) BN RS I B ik,
Vie (T T L L AR T A £ S K K s i, L
SRR ARV N FEE IR IR . Fh bl L, BRER P
Ab, L R R URAR €0 R K B K Bl ) R
TR A SR

2011—2018 4, BREE VG 41, Hofth 45 13 () & €2
JEAKT- 24, ELBRITRE VU1 PG48 41, 460 2% S K
SRR BB EEORE T e R R U . X AT RE
JE i THEE E R A ECR &, S mR T
XA S B ) A A8 s T B8, oK T % A A PR
TP R EILFEE . 5 2001—2010 4 AL, BG4 (1,
KBRS O AR L FRETI8. LiiF
T (0.9996) . H 7 (0.9999) . T (0.9937) . N 52
7(0.9897) L (0 £ R BCRIE B R B N Bk 3, T fE
5 R AR A S el 4 R Ak LA KGET TH Bl g
SR R HBEOCHE

2001—2010 4EF12011—2018 4F , V] it fu 45 (4,
FEARBCRIE B MLTEC ¥/NTF 1, F W #5041
HAMRETHRES., MR
Malmquist-Luenberger & % F1 4 (4 4 AR i 25 45 %

MLTC ¥4 1 2001—2010 4F /N F 1 78 A8 A%, 2011—
2018 AR T 1, 2% HH B In] I 4 1) 4 £ 2 S /KO- 2
PR G O ORI 5 Z G R AR . YR B
TR o 00, i R OK P s A B A AR AR KRR I
1y 3z R A F ARG (s . PR, — Ty T U A
20y W s L) DA 7w 5 NI [ L e
PN G 80" R S by — T T 1) BT
H P2 AL e 1 % 4 S RE, Ak a0t 5 A0 XU
R A i LR e
213 BREESH

Sk T B Ay R S B T G A £ K R KT 1)
by DX 25 5 o s [ A ) R AR S AR R AT, AR A3 X
2001.2005.2010.,2018 4F & A Yii & (4, 4 Jie /K- ik
TR 5% B 43 AT, 122 1l 1 Densi-Graph #H 28 (&1 2) .
52001 4 A4 BRI A R AE AR LE L 2005 4 8 ] i dek 2
0 JR KV A2 285 B i 4 KRB M BB 73 A, A%
B RAP AR, S R N, W] 2001—2005
AF S A S 0 R SR KB AR g, I s B A
SHACIRAS B GaL RK D ER TSN, 5
2005 4 AR L, 2010 4F B] i AR 60 & KT 1A% %%
XU S Sy MR (=1 N PSR N
ARAZ AR R BRI A, A DN I F2 2353 4 X A7
TP BB i g 0 & KO3k - I K s
P, 5201044 Lb, 2018 4 8 i ek (0 % /K-
MIA% R e 2 b A 7%, JE 0 BE s/ )N, 477 52 etk
B0 F LR A I, BEBTZ B Bk 0 Ji K EUE
BRSSPk IR AL TR KT, 48 B 2 e ik



55 4 1] LA BIIRER (0 K K 23 AR R 135

09— —- 20014 7
45 — — — — 20054 r\
At —  — 20104 ll
-——— 20184 :
30 o
J
% 25 ‘ 1
i 20 ' ’
J '/%\
15 1\
.
104 \‘ 3\—" ‘ \\_{
> — —— - /‘ ‘ ' 1 >
0 t——— -_— H"'--.._‘___._./__y_l: \. — J
07 08 09 10 11

4 JiiMalmquist-Luenbergerf&
(12 BRI ek (5 R /KA 28 B it 2k

Fig.2 Nuclear density curves of green development level in the Yellow River Basin

— B4R B, 1E 2001—201 8 4R H] , F— 5%
Densi-Graph [ 2845 52 B 1] 45 RS AU RRAIE , 3X % IH
B IR AR (0 % K B B RE S TG sh A 1k
B AR X 0 sh A B S v TR (X

SRS, 0] 345 b X (1 R (0 % JE /K- A
R R A, B ek & R KT
TR, X AT RS T AR R R N RHIE AR T
A AbE R BARHES) T 2 B MR ER &, H i TR &
A PR AR KA B, A R IR R IR R IR 2, L
IEOEAL SRR TN I 15 40 60 % KT FEAIR .
AR, ERIZ MG T — R 5 8l # i &
() R 5 SR , IR 2 R R 5 R TRt B R B
B ¥ TR P Bl o 0 R AR R RN A (B BR D P I
Th, AR T 7 20 30 4 A 2 €00 2 R K S 244

2.2 ZFEELISE

221 ETFRREBHZTEERLFES
MCEE AT IRk 0 & e K 25 [ A3 A SR L 4
iJ2001—2005 F— 212 1 T BT B2 J5 ,2006—

0.6 5

2011 4F S0 b A3 T e R 4R S 0T R A (1
2012 4F LU JE MR RRUE o BT i Sk 2 £ 2 JE K F- 1Y
2R Z B0 e (B AE 2005 42(0.51) , 2013 4E LU
TREEN0.5 LAN o I ARy DXk P 22 B R DX 3k )
ZERE 22 B L DX Y 22 BE R T B iR LR I R
DX el ] (Y 22 9 (1 3) o AT REAY S R 2, — 7 THT, 45 1l
X NER LT KRR AR IR e 22 5% AL T
FI B ¢ U5 SR X6 5 22 I T, I 26 28 355 T e A1
H AR TT IR HLAT R AR AL B i Ik i 2% 0 % /KT & (]
DU B I . BRICZ AN, — A ST i 2
0k K23 BT UM H 5 R DG IBUR LA 3 1H
SReFA A TR, AN SR A S —Tr
I, Bl A R ALk — R KR SR,
TN 48 Oy i e to kK BB 2280 . T
B, U i T E R X R] Y 2R OR R BN,
TE0.1 454, B = K X sl ] () 22 S 4/
222 EBEFERZAFHZEBENIFMESH
2001—2018 4, B yA] 3 dak 2t (0 iz i 7K S AN - A

051 3—g o O 5 . Ao e o

04  lrmmpmmtem A himm == = e = = B = = A = e m ==

%03 -
i
02 -

e e VT
cetree [KBUIIIOZRAR R B
—e— RREH

0.1 ~ eeerBrenee@eensrGrrnnngyennns ().....q)-....@.....@.....o..---@"---0.....0 ..... LeTIPITY; SO SN SR

0.0 T T T T T T T

T T
2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018

G2/

K3 2001—2018 4F B ks (0 4 e K-8 1 2 L
Fig.3 The Theil coefficient of green development level in the Yellow River Basin from 2001 to 2018



136 ik

[

B4

FERESE N R R Sad Bl Lot R R ek
BT, a1 b, Bl T, X —id
T2 A WA BT Y 43 5 A5, 430 2 2005 4F AT 2011
(I 4) . 752005 4 Z I, 2k 0 5 J& K- A1 i
2 DA BT BN MR S R RO K #

0.455 -
0.450 -
0.445 -
5% 1
i 0440
0.435 -

0.430

0.425

0.454. 2005—2011 4, £ K & 7K SF- AN -l e B
OB, N H RS S R B 0.454 TR B3 0.427,
SRIGENE 1 TH 2 0.44 Ao A7 o 3K Ud W By Ji bl 2
R KA A A P LR AR

2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018

4

K4 2001—2018 4B sk (o & K AR 5 R 4%

Fig.4 The variation coefficient of green development level in the Yellow River Basin from 2001 to 2018

223 ETFERZRHEMNTEENFMES R
M2 5, 2001—2018 4F 8 V0] i S 47 (0, &
J& 7K M IX. 2 B 28 g e g DR T B, VAR JE R AR
M 2001 415 0.056 T [ 2007 5117 0.002, i J S Bl —
FETR LM B PE , RBURFFTE 0.01 2247, A2 T
R (B 5) . Hu DN 22 57 (HLIX ) 22 55 R AR 2% )3
DT HRELA AH R A8 fh B 3, Ho M IX Py 22 57 1Y TR
s — % , 2% W ] i Sk a0 K R K P 22 1 R

0.06 -
0.05 1
X
0044 &
\

ES i
T 003
0.02

0.01 1

DRT s XN 22 5% 0 DRI, 78 50 B B i ol AR 25 B 05
PR, e 2R 2% (0 5 JRR K P PROEE SRR i A v, 4% i X
DA PR R FL A S R SR 22 38 A3 ELAD , e Am e, o
A B 2 (0 R 1 25 e T N TR T P I A £
I HUHTAR SR 5 53 A R AR i 4OBIE T 0, Bl AR
5 FE X T (0 R SR KO R 22 BRI DTk /N R W)
HEAS Ll X 22 ] Y 58 XU S RN T4 (0 K
KA AR ZE R R R )N

——t-e BiEER
—— HXAER
- % = BEFAER
ceyene RAERETR

0.00

T T T - T v T T T T v T T T T Ll T T
2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018
i

FEl5  2001—2018 4F 8l i Il (0 % J /K13 e R B 0

Fig.5 The Gini coefficient and decomposition of green development level in the Yellow River Basin from 2001 to 2018

3 itig

LEBIHACTS 5T, A (0 T T 25 T 3 2 25 1
AT LB IR S AR RS A (6 R R I, ITL
AR S T S 00 K T S K S (4

ORGP B AT B 3, I Fh ik 5 10 %
5 | S M 7 BURT e e B EE A

BT AR (0 S K K AN B 22
BT A RO S R B BT AR
UNEE FREE T AL 23 S 5+ DU A T AR KL



5 439

LA BIIRER (0 K K 23 AR R 137

R0 2035 AF 38 55 FAR A0 EE) i 1 18 {0 37 35
A SRR L e K i B AR, T AR, R IR
i T ) el e R KT R I I 28 0 R AR
KIS,

BT U e e S kR K P B T
BRI, ESL B N Y S 0 R, 1 BT
2 TR AT 8 £ AR TR LR fil B R 28 i A
P AL, FE I KA MU , S (0. 28 T AL
YU TR IR g 2 (O BRI R 2
SR BOR BT ) BE sk BRI R A BEA
BN GLERR, W R MR R, s AL AH G ,
T BT I ) B A, B B AR

R INE S L R (B I ERE R AIE S
P, LB SRR (K R, RSB R R k. b
T IO A% SME A AR BE ORI, G — 5 Rl At 1l
KRR RS R G R R R R A
HAR R R L2 b il L R st ) B A A
IRGTIR K B B AL b, ) R A 5F, B
A /N O JE K P 22 B, E T SR AL PR BT AL, PRI
REVE BT PR A0 , [R] I s Xt i ll O R 2 (£ AR B
BB SR SRR R . BURF S X2 5
PN AR, Bk 6 R KT

& T+ BT S bR [R] R 7K Al i A (0 R i
Pyt R s A R R D RS R (S S L BA e a
&k n] o T, e nl Ak B 5| 5 RE VR T R 22
RIS T DRI C R (R i A
R SRR B R B T, DT AR 14 25 48 2o (L Pl A
JB , IR ey BT b A 2 DR o B R

R 3 TR S T A RIS T A, 20 2o e 4% T AR 2
AR PERE , P2 TH ST 22 0l BB AR S T o BETRTR
Sl ) i Sk A R AN TR IR T R 9 R 28, Ll 2R
By oA s G H O SN P8 T R b A R i
TR AR E RGO A O X R R B A T
S BRI, T — 2B P i 2 (0 A K o U
S A LAGE HE AR 3 0 vhC T G L 7R A B ki A
Je AR 5 Ji v JRUSCTT B 22 5, BPURL 3 Bl B i) 22
DT 2R P R DR S R SR 5 IR T L T Y 2k (8 4
JEFTSNHE , 5ii 8] I 28 U G 5 P A R, R T B
728 Gy S 000 5 JER K Y- , U 8 T i o B 1 [
T 2 (5 DR T 1) T ST S DORIARAT X

4 it

20012018 4F , B I 3t % 4 €5 % i 7K F

0.9459 44 2 1.0193, £ (8 & J'é K F AR E AN
HEI B A ZE M EOR A EFHRRE, B KA 3 )
RET LR O ARG | 111 P FNinT e & 5 403k 22 A
o BN 22 5400 W, R lie> >4 i s> iz
U USR8 R KT 3R B A [ A AR B
BAHIRZ RIS 1 R g, KRR R K, [H 2014
AE SR AR HE W R (0 R K- AR B i
PG UL S B AL, H 2010—2011 4 T R
JER 3% 5 2010—2011 4FBE VG Tolk b EFe e A
TR AR 2 FF 3% A 1K 0 2 Rk 5 DL AR e
TG Y AR R T Bk (0 R R AR I R AH G

B YA] AL 3K 22 AT ) R 6 2 R K Rkt £
AR 2 A A R 2 I AR A T R AR ) 2
IREACE R SR EF AR5 R 280 X 40
KBTI RE K, B B IR 3 1R R i
() O AR ROR S BRI R B, al oA BELAS 30 3 5
RREMHFZE, XTRES Lk RS =k
SEFIALRR BEAS I T IH Bl R S sl R AR S A 2 .

BT YL Bk A €5 e i KT A8 B 25 B 5 3 D 4 /)N
A oA T2 ) 2 B PR VR AR A ) B A T S
PR RS- kRS Ei st
TR 25 1) 40 S A AR A ok B J, S B LAy o gy
FA A AZ O I R REAIE

MIEIR REBORTE AR N R 2 B0 B 2 30
HH b DX BB AR £ K K- 25 BE KT B i LR
TiE = K XSk ) 22 B ) & R S 3 WS REUCRE
G0 KA - R B S R R, SR G 4ead J B
P BT, B R TR, R B8 BT B
TV-22, KA T FE A R 2 0T B #3455 A Da-
gum L8 RBORF , G0 K e KV 25 RS- B ik
HBEE, 2 EEORE T X N 2R, - H4e
T 2 18] ) 28 ST S B4 X a0 % SR KO R A
IR IR /N

SE Lk

(1] THIgdE , 10che By . 38 A A B T A v O ek R e DA 55 s ] A
SRS [T]. 25 b EE,2020,40(4) - 11-18.

(2] TREMS, FRAET5 UG, 45 R0 G B e A Sk R et s Y Ak
KGR sl ng [J]. 283 i #l, 2020,40(5) : 81-89.

(3] JAR, RABLr, sk, 45 8D s o — IR " g A IR R &R
g 5o (B 22 FEAE [T ] P RV EE, 2021 ,41(4) : 1-11.

(4] BXBAZE, XID5 %, TR, 45 FDI RS ML -5 35 T 90 duk 3k 7 4
O ART R R [T L HPE,2020,40(4) : 38-47.

(5] EEREZRE . P EIREAE " HOR S IR ST R AR5
WrlJ]. 43R m9 ,2012,47(7) :62-74.



138 aE W 41 %

[6] ks, B/IVEE B de & 48 ROl % (0 A 7 2R A X I Mg R 2 (0] At B bRk 5, 2020, 33(6) : 56-61.

25 57 R K 2 a3 Hr LT ] ep el R 2 2 4, 2017, 22 [26]  SBUFLL, XHT IR . b [ ol ¢ 2 B R A 7= AR s i s [T ] v
(10):203-212. E ALY, 2020,28(9) :66-75.

(7] UK PRI s R 3 A 7 R (4 — o ik - LAR] [27] Oh D.A global Malmquist-Luenberger productivity index [J].
A6 1A X Tl A B [T ). T b 48 52 K 242441, 2018, 39 Journal of productivity analysis,2010,34(3):183-197.
(2):12-16. [28] ZiGHh, YA . i OFDI 55— — B WYLk B R 4 60 4 e

(8] %5, TFR L EML S R AIL SR O R R A PR A 2 5 (V] R TR R 4R G BHE ) « 1-24(2021-04-25 .
SR HIRF H Z [T]. B 23 AR 23T, 2019,36(10) http ://kns. cnki. net/kcms/detail/50.1154. C. 20201028.1227.002.
21-37. html.

[9]  YuM M,HsuS H,Chang C C,et al.Productivity growth of Tai- [29] FNTHE 45 . vp [ 4 (0 4 B 2511 72 22 (4R IR B i S50 % Hi
wan’ s major domestic airports in the presence of aircraft noise X 2% B Sk PR ST [ 7], Bt 22 T 45 R 2 6 158, 2020,37(6) -
[J]. Transportation Research Part E: Logistics and Transporta- 47-69.
tion Review, 2008,44(3)543-554. [30) I# il BEWER B 15 17 205K 0 o X B0 50 1998~

[10] #53E. T 3 5O BE LA H ST o AT B 20094 [ 1], TALEARZEH ,2012,31(3) :40-49.

L BBLEE EORSEVEIGE. 2019, 36(6):62-78. (311 37, SRS, T o R A VA 17 5 1952—

[I0] U0 v B 2 K 0t g X 22 S5 S ALl [0 ). Al & 2000[J]. ZePF 5T ,2004(10) : 35-44.

VREARSERIE 2019.36(9) :24-41. [32] A VA REK BT 19522006 4 (1], $hit

[12] Nanere M, Fraser J, Quazi A, et al. Environmentally adjusted AR 2008.25(10): 17-31.
productivity measurement: an Australian case study [J].Journal (331 BKYL MU IAECAMAL 4 i T 5 4 35 22 7 S4BT [T ]

[13] ;;nvio;m:m;rﬁ?g;ng gﬁfxg;ﬁi = L ST ,2019,35(1) : 13-23.

R A B 1 1 vt gty L) T IR A A R A1)
122_1’3\2. 2 R ’ ’ ' BACTE,2017,37(4) :51-55.
» o [35]  SEbk, skAE SB[ DR Je AN - A 1140 8 a3 B

[14] Chen S,Golley J.‘Green’ productivity growth in China's indus- . 2 e e gl B T S I s
trial economy[ J].Energy Economics,2014,44:89-98. H '%?AAD ﬂDfX}r#%ﬁEJ{MJ}Z&,\I@*HF’:\[[/AQE i

- (V] Tl 285 ,2011(10) : 37-45.

[15] Shen ZY,BousementJ P,Leleu H.Aggregate green productivi- .

. , . : [36] A2 HL) A . I 22 0 K SR 1 DX 2 B 5 B RS S50 36 «
ty growth in OECD’ s countries [J]. International Journal of T 2000 - 2013 £F DMSP/OLS 5 FLAT S 504E L], KO B & 3%
Production Economics,2017,189:30-39. ‘ ARG 2017.34(10) 14359, i

[16]  FFAMARME: . B FFHON il — B I R E R ek (a2 B3R A - ’ ’ ’

L] L VIR R 2018 28(4) 134tag  L37) JPEIEESCH BT BB RRCR B 2 A B

[17] BV, 27 o5 [ 46 ll B B b R Ao 5 5, 4 B 2 A 9% : 5T Network BCC Global Malmquist 5 %% Fll Dagum 3 Jg
BKBFSE ] Ao lb 3 R 2556 2019(4) : 95-103. ZAT) B G S 1-18 [2021-03-14 ], hitps ://doi.

(18] e . O 0 € B 0 02 43 57 S BR a A ore/10-13860/].enld 516 20210305-015.

LTI ]. MO A AR 2 RIS . 2020,37(11) : 2341, [38] Dagum C.A New Approach to the Decomposition of the Gini

[19]  BEILAE B3k . v FEL A 7 58 4 0 5% €5, 4 558 26 A4 522 5 ) B Income Inequality Ratio [ M ]. Heidelberg, Germany: Physica-
[J]. BRI ,2020,42(4) : 790-800. Verlag HD, 1998:47-63.

[20] BB GRS KA O S S T gk e [39) TR RMUR BRI AR SRR b E R e
JB e 4 R PR F ST LT ). T B 5 5 16 B, 2020 TERRACT- 1IN 25 22 SR [0 ] MBS, 2013,32(4) :
(12):51-64. 505-513.

[21] FEWIB AMYEIF RO 2 B ke e (0] e by [40) ARTIRE, IR, SK/MAT, 56 Bl i Bk vty e IR s vk
PP ,2021,37(1) : 138-149. ZERHIE RS ZR [V ], ARSI A41, 2021, 36(1) :208-222.

[22]  HARAE AR, Jr ERE, 55 A0l BRI PE E T /N [41]  iftsstes  XURRAR . o (5 DY Ay 5 e v [l S 8 22 P 4R 7 [T
A B R A IR TG 2 [T ] A VLRSI 5 MR, 2021, 30 TPELCE - B 5 58 ,2019,29(9) - 83-90.

(2):459-471. [42] KL, RAGHS XSS BUR 324 1T 3540 B SR & i 4

(23] ARZL, il g B0 Ak 4 T 3 A P AR 1 43 [T A R BRI ] T EEFRF,2020(12) :84-93.

Jai RSk (7] A EC AR ,2019(6) 1 59-70. [(43] A%k PORIG , SR . 3 Ta) AT b A 355 I ik A 25 Y 78 B O 2

[24] SRELHE, 5K T A8 AR 6 4 30 AR 77 SR8 0 I 25 YA 15 25 () Ui HZR[T] HE VB, 2021,41(4):12-22.

HRR [T ] 02 A $1,2019(24) : 119-127. [44] ZWI, BIH . S PR GEiR o5 g5 Y 702 (1] R

[25] X%, ZAKET . v MRl ¢ €0, 4 3R A 77 A8 25 43 S B HL R 2 (P2 B AR ,2021,45(1) : 82-86.



55 4 1] LA BIIRER (0 K K 23 AR R 139

Spatio-temporal evolution characteristics of green development
level in the Yellow River Basin

Li Guangqin, Fang Xubing
(School of International Economic & Trade, Anhui University of Finance & Economics, Bengbu 233030, Anhui, China)

Abstract: The global Malmquist-Luenberger index was used to measure the green total factor productivity of
the Yellow River Basin in China from 2001 to 2018, as a measure of the level of green development. Applying
the nuclear density estimation, Theil coefficient, coefficient of variation, Dagum Gini coefficient and other re-
search methods, the paper investigates the temporal and spatial evolution characteristics of the green develop-
ment level in the Yellow River Basin. The research results show that the overall level of green development in the
Yellow River Basin is not high, and it shows a slow wave-like rise. The driving force for growth comes from the
progress of green technology; the differences within the basin are more obvious, downstream areas>upstream ar-
eas> the whole basin>midstream area in the average level of green development. The inter-provincial gap in the
level of green development is gradually narrowing, and the distribution pattern is evolving from polarization to
unipolarity. The overall development trend is "high-low-high". The characteristics of spatial differentiation are
more obvious, showing that Shanxi and Henan as the core "dual-core" space imbalance feature. Based on the
Theil coefficient, the gap in the level of green development within the Yellow River Basin is greater than the gap
between the upstream, midstream, and downstream regions; based on the coefficient of variation, the overall
level of green development level imbalance shows a downward trend; based on the Dagum Gini coefficient, the
level of green development is spaced The overall imbalance is in a downward trend, and the gap is mainly due to
regional differences, and the overlap between river basins has a relatively small impact on the overall gap in
green development.

Key words: Yellow River Basin; green total factor productivity; spatio-temporal evolution; global Malmquist-

Luenberger index



