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Fig.1 Distribution pattern and evolution trend of
agricultural carbon emissions
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Table 3 Descriptive statistics of all variables in an empirical study

25 A A5 e HEAEL T3 1E PR ifiE 2% SN IE IToN(H

fiff o A2 it AV B B 7 AN 330 0.188 0.101 0.0530 0.624

Bl i R AR o Al i HE i LNAC 330 6.199 0.879 3.6020 7.695

AR L IRRI 330 0.442 0.180 0.1720 1.234

FE T it o INFRAST 330 2.419 0.830 0.2230 3.672

s il A8 HE b LA PLOW 330 0.536 0.892 —1.4270 2.880

Tolk Ak K INDS 330 0.400 0.078 9 0.1600 0.587

Al 7 9 DAST 330 0.133 0.110 0.004 2 0.696

. WAL K urban 330 0.607 0.117 0.363 0 0.896
P A

R S+ govern 330 6.097 0.776 3.9550 7.789
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Table 4 Regression results of bidirectional fixed effects model of agricultural new

quality productivity on agricultural carbon emissions

T8 b A5 & AN e HE Al e HE Ml Bt HE AN e HE A e HE Ml i HE
AR S —2.5947°(0.675) —2.6487°(0.672)  —1.904"°(0.538)  —1.6597(0.490)  —1.5677°(0.462) —1.6017°(0.473)
VR DL 0.564(0.360) 0.601°(0.354) 0.557(0.371) 0.460(0.392) 0.456(0.395)
SR SE it e 0.840"(0.232) 0.849"(0.236) 0.8247(0.225) 0.827°(0.226)
A 0.934(0.733) 1.162(0.845) 1.228(0.868)
TP 1.400°(0.784) 1.305°(0.748)
V& —0.226(0.158)
Constant 6.688"(0.120) 6.44977(0.212) 4.259(0.498) 3.710°(0.849) 3.1147(1.124) 3.1497°(1.105)
Observations 330 330 330 330 330
R? 0.916 0.917 0.922 0.923 0.923
AE Ay [ YES YES YES YES YES
/\Mxlﬁlm YES YES YES YES YES

T O 5 WBUE A EEFR D ; @ %0 p<0.01, ** p=<C0.05, * p=<<0.1; @ Constant }y % $IWi ; Observations AR ; R* BRIP4 6B
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Fig.2 Distribution pattern and evolution trend of China’s
agricultural new quality productivity
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Table 5 Global Moran index values of China’s agricultural
carbon emissions from 2012 to 2022

Ay Moran’s I Z{H pIE

2012 —0.256" —2.775 0.006
2013 —0.185" —1.884 0.060
2014 —0.182" —1.857 0.063
2015 —0.182" —1.856 0.063
2016 —0.169 —1.687 0.920
2017 —0.174" —1.751 0.080
2018 —0.150 —1.460 0.144
2019 —0.138 —1.302 0.193
2020 —0.299™ —3.329 0.001
2021 —0.298™ —3.316 0.001
2022 —0.301"" —3.349 0.001
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Fig.3 Moran scatter plots of China’s agricultural carbon emissions
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Table 6 Verification results of spatial econometric model for China’s agricultural carbon emissions

ZeF ML PR B (LNAC)

oL SRS

it p1H
FAk B9 H e i 25 46 56 (1.M-error) 11.896 0.001
Faf A% 1 H 2fe BiR 25 4 5 (Robust LM-error) 9.829 0.002
Pk W9 H e B0 5 A 58 (1.M-lag) 6.566 0.010
T A% 1 H 2 B0 )5 5 5 (Robust LM-lag) 4.498 0.034
ZEHT 2K 1 (Hausman) 11.88 0.064
RUER Ll AS B0 (23 o] AR AR vs 23 0] [ I #57) (LR-SDM-SAR) 11.08 0.085
BLER HE AR B0 (25 [A) AR = AR vs 23 [A] R 22 A ) (LR-SDM-SEM) 10.13 0.119
TRR P 5 R 50 (Wald-lag) 17.67 0.007
IR IR P15 22 K 4 (W ald-error) 14.35 0.026
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Table 7 Regression results of spatial Durbin model for China’s agricultural carbon emissions

_— AR R i i X[E 5
Main W, Main W, Main W,
R AT —1.6257(—2.89) —0.863(—1.34)  3.4897°(—8.73) 6.7997(—4.94) —1.295(—2.13) —1.044(—0.65)
P il 7 YES YES YES YES YES YES
A [ NO NO YES YES YES YES
A4 [ YES YES NO NO YES YES
tho 0.005 97(—0.07) —0.316"(—2.75) —0.191(—1.76)
R? 0.006 57 0.624 0.001 81
FEAEL 330 330 330

F OS5 MEE R TS . Orho N2 G RE. @Main Ry 5 ] { A SCEN ; W, 25 IS BN . @*#*RR p<L0.01, **FIR p<<
0.05, *#R p<<0.1, T,
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Table 8 Decomposition results of spatial effects for China’s agricultural carbon emissions

5B AR [ X[ 5
B [HES VYA FEE 4 AR [HE g 5% dma
b B B 5 —1.6207(—2.88) —0.869(—1.35) —2.4897(—4.20) —1.275(—2.08) —0.704(—0.51) —1.979(—1.37)
i A8 1 YES YES YES YES YES YES
ARy [ 5E NO NO NO YES YES YES

A A [ 52 YES YES YES YES YES YES
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Table 9 SDM estimation results of effects on agricultural carbon emissions from agricultural

new quality productivity within different spatial distance ranges

B RO A1 i B8
2% B B 2§ /km
X[ A A i 5 X[ AMARIE E
0~100 —1.239"(—2.25) —0.823(—1.67) —3.582"(—2.42) —1.300(—1.87)
100~200 —1.199°(—2.25) —0.895(—1.74) —3.251(—1.53) —1.227(—1.45)
200~300 —1.4727(—2.82) —1.8907(—3.55) 2.363(—1.09) —1.953(—2.02)
300~400 —1.3607(—2.60) —1.964™(—3.60) 3.526(—1.79) —1.806"(—1.98)
400~500 —1.140°(—1.99) —2.0207(—3.84) —0.551(—0.28) —3.27677(—3.33)
500~600 —1.4167(—2.69) —1.996™(—3.78) 1.123(—0.35) —2.765(—2.26)
600~700 —1.816"(—3.58) —2.0507(—4.01) —0.871(—0.26) —4.4737(—3.98)
700~800 —1.681""(—3.46) —1.7117(—3.32) 1.611(—0.44) —3.7507(—3.40)
800~900 —1.786""(—3.44) —1.834"(—3.51) 0.644(—0.24) —4.2997(—3.74)
900~1 000 —1.949""(—3.93) —1.294"(—2.48) —21.3107(—6.16) —4.2877(—3.46)
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Table 10 Testing results for changing dependent variable and changing spatial weight matrix

- T e A 01 i B SR BT
' Al e HE T S Main W, Main w,

Al T T A 7 —3.1437(—7.31)  —1.051"(—2.62) —1.199°(—2.29) —1.180°(—2.42) —3.557"(—2.64)

rho 0.3927(5.32) 0.2857(2.75)

il AR YES YES YES

Observations 330 330 330

R? 0.432 0.015 2 0.000 223

ARy [ 58 YES YES YES

AR [ YES YES YES

F11 FHHEKEEFER
Table 11 Regression results of moderation effect test
AR g TRl B HE ik TRl AR ik A Ml s HE i A Ml HE i Ml HE i

R B —1.6017(0.473)  10.204(2.804) 2.2657(1.016) 0.989(2.293)  —1.044'(0.581)
AN A 7 Iy X ALK T —14.028(3.504)
M 77 3 XA K Ak —18.621"(4.463)
TRl A 7 K R 3R —0.361(0.317)
M 7 ) X BURE R A —0.457°(0.268)
& RO 3.149(1.105) 1.286(1.967) 3.728(1.649)  3.018°(1.089) 3.487°(1.053)
FEA L 330 330 330 330 330
LRI E DRSNS 0.923 0.949 0.950 0.941 0.941
< 78 g YES YES YES YES YES
A [ YES YES YES YES YES
AN [ YES YES YES YES YES

T OS5 WEIE AR DR . @R p<L0.01; *+FR p<<0.05; *Fm p<<0.1, Fll,
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Table 12 Heterogeneity analysis results of agricultural new quality productivity on China’s agricultural carbon emissions

5 g LSBT i X INEEL i
N

AR i P4 FrK P F "X (LBl AR H 5 Tf)
B LNAC LNAC LNAC LNAC LNAC LNAC LNAC

ol F A= —0.274(1.005) —0.23000.521) —1.0927(0.437) —2.371""(0.605) —1.272(0.821) —2.416™°(0.855) —1.465"(0.671)

i A0 2.313(1.490)  6.668(1.360) 6.120"°(0.476)
A YES YES YES
A0y [ YES YES YES
A {8 YES YES YES
FEA KL 143 66 121
BRI A A B 0.907 0.996 0.996

5.6657°(1.044)

2.7417(0.893)  7.2727°(0.817)  3.342"(0.848)

YES YES YES YES
YES YES YES YES
YES YES YES YES
143 187 77 253
0.948 0.888 0.997 0.907
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