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Table 1

production cost of jujube

Comparative analysis on
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Table 2 Analysis on production cost of jujube
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Table 3

Analysis on benefit of jujube
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Study on Cost and Benefit of Jujube in Xinjiang

SU Yang,MA Hui-lan, LI Feng

(College of Economics and Trade, Xinjiang Agricultural University, Urumgqi, Xinjiang

830052)

Abstract: In order to maintain the competitive advantage of jujube industry in Xinjiang and promote the income

and employment of farmers. Based on the sample survey on planting jujube of household in Zepu county and

Makty county,comparative analysis on cost and the economic benefits were studied. The results showed that

the production cost and economic benefits of two counties were increasing from 2010 to 2012,and the cost and

economic benefits of Zepu county were both higher than Makty county. Fertilizer costs accounted for the largest

proportion, followed by machine and labor cost, pesticides and irrigation cost were the lowest. The fertilizer, la-

bor, pesticides and irrigation cost of Zepu county were higher than Makty county.

Key words: jujube; production cost;benefit; Zepu county; Makty county

115



