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Table 4 Number and proportion of different levels of cultivated land utilization efficiency
value of major grain producing areas in 2010,2015 and 2020
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Fig.4 Kernel density curve of cultivated land utilization efficiency in major grain producing areas from 2010 to 2020
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Table 5 Analysis on influencing factors of cultivated land utilization efficiency in major grain producing areas
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Table 6 Analysis of regional heterogeneity of cultivated land utilization efficiency in major grain producing areas
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