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Fig.1 The yield andcommodity rate of maize,soybean, wheat and rice from 2010 to 2012 in Suihua area

SRR UL BAR AL 4 Bh 2 ZARAE YR AL R
1o A [ B K EUR T R AN X
A REHT W ST R AN
L2 EFERF@mHMEEL

ALK KT/ KRS 1 89 8 % 7E
3 al AR R4 IR AR T 1000 B R a2 K
5L AR AR B KRB AR 9. 5800, T
IKFEHI AR ARG KR A 2. 23% . FILF A, £

250
200 B/?/q
3
E 150
I *— — %= -
£
= 1001 ./___._4‘
. —— 1K Maize
—&— K& Soybean
509 —— /N Wheat
== JKF Rice
2010 2011 2012
Ay Year

B2 2010~2012 £ LM IX T oK R,
INZERK A 50 ke Mg
Fig. 2 The price per 50 kg of maize,soybean, wheat

and rice in Suihua area from 2010 to 2012
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Table 1

2010~2012 FZRU MR EFERmEFTDRAS B-ENELE

The proportion of total cost of main agricultural products for total

output value in Suihua area from 2010 to 2012
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JKFE Rice HEE /I 1389. 43 1453.15 1535. 35
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Fig. 3 The cost benefit situation of maize, soybean,wheat and rice in Suihua area from 2010 to 2012
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Analysis on the Cost-benefit Based on Major

Agricultural Products in Suihua Area

YAN Wen-yi

(Heilongjiang Academy of Agriculture Sciences, Harbin, Heilongjiang 150086)

Abstract; In order to increase the level of agricultural science and technology, push the process of agricultural

modernization. According to the survey datas of four kinds of agricultural products such as corn, soybeans,

wheat and rice of Suihua of Heilongjiang province from 2010 to 2012, the change situation of yield, prices, pro-

duction costs and income of these crops was analyzed. The results showed that the costs of these crops in-

creased every year,while the production efficiency decreased overall. Combined with qualitative information, the

reason of leading to the rise of cost was analyzed,some suggestions to increase production efficiency and fam-

ers’ income were put forward.

Key words: Suihua area;agricultural products;cost-benefit

127



