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Analysis on Production Efficiency of Leading Agricultural Enterprises
in China :Based on DEA Modd

Wang Qian,Qin Fu
(Institute of Agricultura Economics and Development ,Chinese Academy of Agricultural Sciences,Beijing 100081 ,China)

Abstract : This paper analyzes and eval uates the eficiencies of 42 leading agricultural listed enterprises by Data Envelopment Analysis(DEA) ,

and makes the determination analys s on their input-redundancy. The results show that the production eficiencies of leading agricultura enter-
prises arein a good state ,but the development of leading agricultura enterprisesin China still depends on the scale ,which means that ,in order
to improve the production efficiencies of leading agricultural enterprisesin China ,technology must be attached i mportance to ,and its contribution
to the development of leading agricultural enterprise’ s production eficiency should be rai sed
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