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Table 1

of the new agricultural management system

Performance evaluation index system
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Table 2 Maize production performance table
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Table 3 Soybean production performance table
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Table 4 Rice production performance
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Research on Production Performance of New Type
Agricultural Operators in Harbin

ZHANG Lan-yue,XIANG Yan,SUN Hao-bo
(College of Economics and Management NEFU Northeast Forestry University, Harbin 150040, China)

Abstract: Using DEA data envelopment analysis (DEA) model, the production performance of three new types

of agricultural entities in Harbin, namely, major professional households, agricultural cooperatives and leading

enterprises,was estimated, including corn,soybean and rice. Through modeling and analysis,it is concluded that

the production performance of the three new types of agricultural operators was obviously different, and the

production efficiency of the leading enterprises was higher than that of the other two types of operators. For

maize production,the main reasons included technical efficiency and scale efficiency; for soybean and rice pro-

duction, technical efficiency difference was the main reason. Improvement of production technology was particu-
larly critical for large professional households and agricultural cooperatives.

Keywords: new agriculture;operating subject;data envelopment analysis; production performance
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