( X ) 2018 10
*
( 241002)
DOI:10.13246/j.cnki.iae.2018.10.008
2017 13 ” 13
. ?
2016 280 (2015) «“ ”
30% s N
?
”” ( 201‘9 o “ .
¢ . ( 2006)
‘ (
2016) .
( 2014) .
(2011)
( 2014)
. . (2015)
* ( 1 71503005) ( 1 71773001)



13

2007) .

”»

(

2014)



{ Pl ) 2018 10

A HEEARR
T 2 RIS R
TN WEMA K RiEZA. o lrgd
S - | TR RAEE e ﬁ%%ﬁi?‘:'{ SR ARE R ﬁgﬁgz
v N BRTRL S A
. B I X e, BREES 7
HiA AR || | . 1%
/J);ZS?. ™ ﬂ:ﬂegﬂl E“ﬁ];ﬁfﬁ Rl =Rk ¥
: """" r-=-----* e e
HEBAK gl
Lp| . dekzi ARBUFEE || st
KA B3 h
I N
i ! HBW A S XU, |
IEXAE T S
o mm—aa T
boBLn BAR R o PUBLK. BBt
| : .
______ N
v
™ R RS Hatbp e
Rk ZERA WEHHNS . & N &ML
e P OERE: e RGER B B BT
o ME—K BAAER | P SR
- Al
\| AR
4 | SRR ERR (| 2BHER
HAE A |
AR | RIS
B BB 2
! Ve
;
( 2011)



() ~ ~
: ( 2011) .
() i o
2009 10 ( ?
“ ") . 2010
7 .1100 . 2084
2015 1014 5.6 . .
3789 2010 187 .
2015 4196 o o
“ N 2015



( Y ) 2018 10
708/ 400 /.
Rl 2 BRI
N \/ W/ \
SR | s FAEREHHL o
R EHR, “ R BB, R B EHR, R
N = — V, !
% || = || W B || & || %] % || = %
# [l %2 || 5 || = Pl || % #
& || F || ol w || & gl e || e # *
v # s A || & gl & || Fi Ak
B o[ w || 6 B\l (| m || & || || % #
£ || =] # C S O I O | R B % R
% || &8 || # |l m|l & |||l # B *
Aol = 7+ i
: . I I é
|
[ S R E
L m—- A .
r—-+——arr——=-—
| FEIEEE || ReEEE s SRS
| M| mAmE By e
Tyt g W "
MR P A SR
—
N
HiR: 4l I
s K
2
()
Y Y 6
: 100
N 3
. \ (D 87
( ) . 2010
2010 173.6
1100 240 / -187 187
1234 1700



2010 1100 0 100 0 26.4 87 -173.6 -187 0.17
2011 15000 2045.2 718.5 0 0 796. 4 625.1 1342.2 0.071
2012 30128 4797.9 775. 1 20.9 0 2161.2 674.2 2758.5 0.073
2013 50159 9471 1025 2 0 4018. 8 1153.2 5328 0.092
2014 54000 9130 1269.5 348.5 0 4115.6 1742.2 4890. 2 0. 085
2015 56000 7406. 5 1274.5 374. 1 0 3080. 1 1778. 8 4196. 2 0.0708
() 9220
()
2011
6 « 2014 2638
" 54000 . .
“. 2014
350 /2. 1000 .
3. 1234 2000 .
4890. 2 854
7 / 400 /
2011 ()
307 1.5 .
2015
., 2011 1000 2
1342.2 .
710/ 13/ . 2015
2012 56000 1014
1222 . 30128 2758.5 4196.2
730 /. 2013 400 708 /.
5328
() o
. . 500~ 600
132 ()
1.5 3100
90%



( X ) 2018 10
100 / N 120
. . .10 / 1500 /.
0.06 /
300~500 / 30% . 2011 (
40~50 / . 2000
1.7 /
. 360 £ 2012
5000 0.2
. 1200
N 110 “ 700 ;2013
" .90 “ ” 2276 .
2
vV v v vV
v vV vV
vV vV vV v
vV v vV vV
vV vV v vV
v vV v
() o
. 2014 “ v
; 2 7
N . 2014
. 348.5 .
()
3000 1500 . .
13000 2015
o 2014 o
200 22
30



8800

[13

374. 4

o

GAP

”»



(

X

)

2018

10

3.9

1234

314



® Nk R =

2014( 5) : 32~34

2016( 5) : 66~70
2014( 1) : 52~53
. ( ) 2015(5):32~39
2006( 8) : 4~9
2011( 10) : 4~10
2007( 4) : 74~88
“« » : ) 2012( 10) : 94~97

Breakthrough of Preposition Innovation of Business Model and
Income Growth of Agricultural Management Entities

MIN Jisheng

Abstarct: In order to maximize net income of agriculture some high—quality production factors will
be deployed in agricultural production by New-ype Agricultural Management Entities and will format
some advantages of business scale risk tolerance financial strength cultural level and so on so New-
type Agricultural Management Entities will have power to innovate agricultural business model and to
share innovation income; on the contrary traditional small-scale peasants do not and can not innovate
business mode. By innovating agricultural business mode optimizing input structure improving factors
utilization efficiency improving technology and farming methods of agricultural production can
improving agricultural income. The successful experience of Renfa Cooperatives in Helongjiang Province
confirms this basic judgment and also proves there are some preconditions for business mode
innovation such as a large area of arable land strong economic strength good environmental quality of
production place. Therefore our government needs to help New-type Agricultural Management Entities
to overcome some trust crisis of members in early period of large-scale management to create a good en—
vironment of production place to break some bottlenecks of funds in business mode innovation.

Key words: New-type agricultural management entities; Business mode innovation; Preposition;

Agricultural income



