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Abstract

Against the backdrop of China’s current “large country with small farmers” scenario, traditional
planting models face issues such as low production efficiency, weak organization, and poor risk re-
silience. Seeking new production and operation models to break through existing constraints has
become an urgent priority. This study takes two operational models—socialized service organiza-
tions and traditional large peach cultivation—as research subjects in six towns of Pinggu District.
Based on primary survey data, it employs cost-benefit models, DEA models, and other methods to
comprehensively evaluate the economic performance differences between the two operational
models.

SCESIA: sk, RS, B, BERE, B IR H IV 25 R I ). TSR R, 2026, 16(3):
61-66. DOI: 10.12677/5d.2026.163095


https://www.hanspub.org/journal/sd
https://doi.org/10.12677/sd.2026.163095
https://doi.org/10.12677/sd.2026.163095
https://www.hanspub.org/

Keywords

Socialized Service Organizations, Small-Scale Farmers, Economic Benefits,
DEA Model

Copyright © 2026 by author(s) and Hans Publishers Inc.
This work is licensed under the Creative Commons Attribution International License (CC BY 4.0).

http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

1. 51§

Bl A DY R R bz —, S BIHE SR IE . AR BTSN B B SORE(1]. PR SR
IR, 1993 AR SR Bk = f AL JE th Rt E A B (2] AR TR (5 AR T AR L HE B 2000 4511
37%IEIN A 2020 R 52% [3]o SRTUAER MR, & IUE P A B Rp s PRoge s, AP IRA S5
FE M A ARG, EEARDEPIA T, — R E R 57 s DA A, Bl TR 52
TATEF HUMARE R R RS, 0 RBE A I EAL P A 0[4]; 52l AL AR 2GR A AR 7 Bt
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2. MRS
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BT 2020 FEAT 2021 XA X AR AE P~ BT TASE, 7E2mAErEAL L, F 2021 47 AF) 11
R, BRI AR G B S SR AR AN S 5 IR HR IR . SRR SR E 1
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W, WOERH MUK, RS EEARE: RPBEARGE. KA 8 RO A = TR
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Table 1. Economic indicators

= 1. &IFiEFR

Eiztan Fik R iR %
W A B (¥ ha ™) P/C W25/ A
L5 R i 2 B (¥ ha ) (P — C)/area A B T ASUR 78] T S A5 1
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(2) DEA #& AL 537

MR L2 5T (DEAYR AN 2 RS M, 05 RGA A 7 13], FER RIS BT, 7=
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J=1
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Ut PR GRS Xo B R BT, Yo 4R B TP T, X T4 2 R
LA, ) DEM TS ROHIBIACE 14], 2R 10, SO R AL Bt A o R T2 e
BT, HARMEN 1, JER/NT 1B, WS ZM AR H R R RS Br A r SAL TAE R 2
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A DEAP2.1 B0, 2 IO P 2R MG B AT IR, T MU A5
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3. ERoH
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I PR AR R T AT A AR AR P BORHR NI DL T A BT AT (LR 2), iR g5 441
FIA A A EE(3.9%) « R BF AU #E FE(146615.10 ¥ha). R385 A LE(2.9%) S 4 B Ha bR AR TAL G Rt
T8 RS FIA R A 32 B R A 2o A IR 55 AL ZRAE L A SCRE T A S i RN A SEAR R AR S, AR BIAE
(L7 3), SRS HLUR =& 14N 46071 kg/ha &3 m TAE G A 71 (34,204 kg/ha), 20 RS54
GUNRL AR SR SR, WTORANR P I R BRIG, EAVEALIIYE ., 8 N7 A=, (Rl L 5%
TR S AR AR LR AE A 7 o B R BRI, B R e 1 A A P2 3 [16], BLAME AR L SCRRER A 77,
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Table 2. Economic benefit assessment of two organizational models

2. MMELRANEF Y@t

Eizga G mE *has b MR %% 44
REGBEA, C(¥ha') 54288.00 50510.85
ARG LSWE, P Fha) 113740.50 197125.95
MERA L, VCR (%) 2.10 3.90

LV %%, EBD (¥ha™) 59452.50 146615.10
WA AL, VCR (%) 1.10 2.90

Table 3. Input of various production factors by farmers under two organizational models

3. MIPARRK TR EE = ERHINER

Sy HACU/H) NN (T
B R ORE R BRUE K BREF RwM Ear Ooue) o Ou/e)
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TR 44120 23529 1610.10 43.96 695.67 627.16 155.22 0.00 0.00 3367.40 13141.73 9774.33

B P 345.06 1178.06 30.00 873.51 592.95 31591 12.43 283.31 3631.23  7582.70 3951.47
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ARG WHIHE LTS T PR DOR PR BRI — @ trba, AR HoARK TR . AR T I,
Z 5 ARG HRA BT 1, = TAEGERE T (0.789).

Table 4. Efficiency measurement analysis

4. BRI

Byt CEARR AR AR FRE % FRREAR I A b A
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ARG R 0.789 1.000 0.789 BEEpLL
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SRS AL IR A L TTRIRS AT BARAE, &g — e A 5ok g HoRbRiESE 2 45—
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