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Empirical Research on Choice of Inter-firm Cooperative Government Model

Wu Bo
(School of Business Administration ,Zhejiang Gongshang Universty , Hangzhou 310018 ,China)

Abstract : Based on the analytic framework of classic transaction cost economics,i.e. transactional feature - government model ,this paper in-
vestigates 156 firmsin Beijing ,and empirically ana yzes the choice mechani sm of inter-firm cooperative government model with the data. The re-
search indicates that ,with the buildup of inter-firm resource’ s structura interdependence ,procedural interdependence and circumstance uncer-
tainty firms prefer to choose the equity-based cooperative government model ;cooperative experiences had both direct and indirect influenceson
inter-firm cooperative government model ,and the indirect influence means that cooperative experiences influence the cooperative government
model based on theintermediary effect of resource interdependence. The empirical results verifies the rationality of economic cost logic.

Key words: inter-firm cooperation; the choice of cooperative government model ; resource interdependence; cooperative experience
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Study on Influencing Factors of Cotton Yield In Yangtze River and Yellow River Areas:
Based on the Survey in Henan ,Jiangsu and Shandong

Xiao Shuangxi' ,Liu Xiaohe®
(1. School of Economic and Management ,China Agricultural University ,Beijing 100083 ,China;
2. Institute of Agricultural Economics and Development ,Chinese Academy of Agricultura Scences,Beijing 100081 ,China)

Abstract : Theincreasing of cotton yield isthe most important to steady the cotton supply. This paper bringsforward a model on cotton yield to
anayze the influencing factors. The results of caculation show that ,labor fertilizer ,pesticide ,mulch and irrigation inputs have reached or have
exceeded the optimal equilibrium point ,but the cotton farmer’ s technical training and infrastructure investment are far behind the optimal equi-
librium point. Finally ,it indicates that the increasng of cotton yield mainly relieson the improvement of cotton farmer’ s production technology
level as well as the agricultural infrastructure investment.

Key words: cotton; yield; influencing factor
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