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Trend, subject’s performance and path optimization of hog breeding scale
development:Based on data inspection in Shandong province
ZHANG Yuan-yuan, SUN Shi-min”, PENG Yu-shan
(School of Economy and Management, Shandong Agricultural University, Taian 271018, China)

Abstract: Data analysis results in Shandong province indicate that hog breeding presents a large scale breeding trend
over the ten years from 2002 to 2011.The number of scale-breeding households or farms has been increasing and the
proportion of slaughter hogs has been raising in the process. The main reason hog breeding scale develops is
information advantage, which could lower the transaction costs and gain the full economies of scale. Scale development
is a process of hog-breeding households or farms pursuing interests and the government supports the large scale hog
breeding in more ways. Obviously, the institution arrangement of scale-breeding is overall better than that of scatter-feed,
and scale-breeding could achieve the expected benefits. Consequently, hog-breeding households or farms prefer large
scale breeding. Based on that, the paper put forward strategies which include optimal resources allocations, new breeding
mode development, and new technology application and government guidance.
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