35 1 ( ) Vol 35 No 1

2007 1 Journal of Northwest A & F U niversity(Nat Sci Ed ) Jan 2007
) )
( , 712100)
[ ] , 2000 2003
50 kg , 2003 2000 6 83%, 19 15
7 69% 5 09%, 16 58 308 ;
50 kg , 2003 2000 8 74%, 2379
11 19% 6 85%, 26 94 1 63
[ ] ; ; ;
[ 1 F307 32 [ 1 A [ ] 1671-9387(2007) 01-0063-05

Cost change of hog production in China

L IHua, ZHEN G Shao-feng, GUO Ya-jun
(College d Econamics and M anagenent,N orthw estA & F U niversity, Yangling, Shaanxi 712100, China)

Abstract: The position of hog feeding industry is mportant in Chinese livestock husbhandry and the
world pork market Thispaper applied the factor analysismodel to analyze the hog feeding of the year 2000
and year 2003 T he result indicates that the production cost of hog digersion raising in 2003 year increased
by 6 83% (converted to 19 15 yuan) than that of 2000 year per 50 kilogram s hog, the main reason w as
that direct material costs increased by 7 69% (converted to 16 58 yuan) and labor costs increased by
5 09% (converted to 3 08 yuan); the production cost of hog scale feeding in 2003 year increased by 8 74%
(converted to 23 79 yuan) than that of 2000 year per 50 kilogran s hog, the main reason w as that direct
material costs increased by 11 19% (converted to 26 94 yuan) and labor costs decreased by 6 85% (con-
verted to 1 63 yuan). D irect material costs increased because of the higher price of direct material, and its
labor costs increased because of the higher labor price Finally, the paper put forw ard four correpondingly
suggestions encouraging famer to develop themedium scale of raising hog, developing forage industry vig-
orously and increasing its supporting to raising field, raising labor efficiency in order to reduce the cost of
labor force, strengthening the epidem ic disease prevention, to reduce the cost of prevention epidam ic disease
and etc

Key words animal husbandry economy; hog feeding; feeding pattern; digpersion raising; scale raising;
cost production; factor analysis
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2000 2003
6] (7]
2003 (81

) , 2000 2003 50 kg
' 280 47,281 45,271 81 299 62
22Q 04,220 76,213 51 236 11
6Q 43,60 69,58 30 63 51
, 2000 2003 50 kg
' 272 15,286 50,273 73 295 94

’

( ) 248 37, 267 44,255 84 273 79
, 23 78,19 06,17 89 22 15
, ,2000 2003
, , 2001 2002
21 ;2000 2003
2000 , ,
2003

) 92 65% 7 35%;

) 78 56%
) 50 21 44%
1 , 50 kg '
( ) : 2000
o, O1 2003
) po, p1 21

50 kg ( 3%, 4%),
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26 94
1 , 2000 , 2003 50 kg 13 99%, 32 84
7 69%, 16 58 2 45%, 5 90
13 47%, 27. 55 2 64% ,
5 09%, 10 97 2003 ,
50 kg 11 19%,
1 50 kg (2003 2000 )
Table 1 Factor analysisof hog raising production cost per 50 kg (compare 2000w ith 2003)
/% Influence degree / Influence result
tem D igersion raising Scale raising D igersion raising Scale raising

Amount  Price Cost Amount Price Cost Amount Price Cost Amount Price Cost

Direct material cost -509 1347 769 -245 1399 1119 - 1097 2755 1658 - 590 3284 2694
Production cost - 608 1376 683 -523 1474 8§74 - 1708 3623 1915 - 1423 3802 2379
22 163
2 , 50 kg , 2003 12 00%, 237
2000 5 09%, 3 08 16 83%, 4 00 , 2000
) 12 00%, , , 2003
6 80 |, 6 16%, ,
372 50 kg , 10 67%
2003 2000 6 85%,
2 50 kg (2003 2000 )
Table 2 Factor analysisof hog raising production cost per 50 kg (compare 2000w ith 2003)
/% Influence degree / Influence result
tem D igersion raising Scale raising D igersion raising Scale raising

Amount  Price Cost Amount Price Cost Amount Price Cost Amount Price Cost

A rtificial ost -616 1200 509 - 168 1200 - 68 -372 68 308 -400 237 - 163
Production costs - 608 1376 68 -523 1474 874-1708 3623 1915 - 1423 3802 2379
23 )
3 , 50 kg , 2003 , 2003 2000
2000 2 86%, 17 43%, 25 44,
328 ; 17 82%, 445 ; 28 57%, 2 86
2000 , 2003 .
19 15% 6 67%, ,
2133 137 , 2003 1 24%; ,
2000 1 62%

5 12%, 241 Q 54
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3 50 kg (2003 2000 )
Table 3 Factor analysisof hog raising production cost per 50 kg (compare 2000w ith 2003)
/% Influence degree /  Influence result
D igpersion raising Scale raising D igpersion raising Scale raising

Item

Amount Price Cost Amount Price Cost Amount Price Cost Amount Price Cost

Processed forage cost - 28 1915 1574 - 162 1743 1553 - 328 2133 1805 - 241 2544 2303

PIantandgrassforageoost'ﬂsz 667- 1235 -512- 2857-3222 -445 137 -308 -054 -286 - 340

Forage processed cost 116 Q00 114 28 Q00 2 87 Q04 Q00 Q 04 Q06 Q00 Q 06

Production costs - 6 08 13 76 683 - 523 1474 874 - 1708 3623 1915 - 1423 3802 2379

24 7 17 , 2000
4 J 50 kg , 2003 , 2003
( 4 ) 2000 ,
1 00%, 3 00%, 6 46%,
243 ; 50 kg , Q 06%, 50 kg
Q 94%, 9 46%, 4 74
4 50 kg (2003 2000 )
Table 4 Factor analysisof hog raising production cost per 50 kg (compare 2000w ith 2003)
/% Influence degree / Influence result
Itan D igpersion raising Scale raising D igpersion raising Scale raising
Amount Price Cost Amount Price Cost Amount Price Cost Amount Price  Cost
Piglet price 10 30 4 03 Q 94 9 46 10 49 Q 60 183 2 43 Q 64 6 53 7 17

. - 608 1376 683 -523 1474 874- 1708 3623 1915- 1423 3802 2379
Production cost

25 Q 20,0 46,2 00 Q 26 ,
5 , Q51,035,161 Q05 ,

, 2000 50 kg ,
( 50 kg 1915 23 79

) , 2003 ,

5 50 kg (2003 2000 )
Table 5 Factor analysisof hog raising production cost per 50 kg (compare 2000w ith 2003)
/% Influence degree /" Influence result
D igersion raising Scale raising D igpersion raising Scale raising

Item

Amount  Price Cost Amount Price Cost Amount Price Cost Amount Price Cost

- - 1305 1130 -323 -2014 113 -1111 - Q020 Q15 -Q05 -Q51 Q023 - 028
W ater & electricity cost

Fuel cost -1431 7.8 - 755 -3540 78 -3030-04 Q22 -024 -035 005 -030

M edical treatment & - 5551 8478 - 17.78 - 4439 8478 275 -200 136 -064 -161 171 Q 10
dependence cost

) -2054-289 - 228 -52 -28 -800-02-003 -029 -005-003 - 008
Tool material cost

Other fees - 37.80 84 18 14 57 - 3501 84 18 1969 - Q9% 133 Q37 -114 178 Q 64

Production cost - 608 1376 68 -523 1474 8 74- 17.08 36 23 19 15 - 14 23 38 02 23 79
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