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Analysis on Influencing Factors of Pig Livestock Intensification in China
ZHOU Jing*,CHEN Yuping*, DING Shijun”
(a. School of Business Administration, b. School of Public Administration,
Zhongnan University of Economics and Law, Wuhan 430073, China)

Abstract: Livestock has first entered scale development phase in China’s agricultural industries. Based
on provincial panel data, this article uses FGLS method to investigate influential factors of intensification
in pig production. The results show that technical progress, scale economies effect, the scale of feed
processing industry, pork consumption, traffic conditions, transfer of agricultural labor force, education
level of labor, as well as support policies for pig production have significant impacts on pig formalization
cultivation level. We further use regression-based decomposition method to measure the contribution of
each factor and find that large-scale development depends primarily on the pull of market, traffic
conditions, education level of the labor force, and the push of policy.

Key words: pig production; intensification; causative factors; regression— based decomposition method
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