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Tahe 1 The modernization situation of agriculture in Liaocheng during 1995~~2005

1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005

i Hltens 1995 1996 1997
A 10%k Wh) 4.87  5.43  5.49

Rural electricity consumption
TEHE PR 474 ( 10%) 23.90 25.98 27.48

Pure fertilizer consumption
AHLEETA 10"k W) 396.2  417.1 494.0

Total power of agricultural machinery
HLIFBC 10" 8.79  9.46  9.35
Number of well

ABCHETT B hm) 481.4  482.0 485.8

Fffective irrigation area

5.44 5.94 6.78 7.15 8.50 9.20 9.78 10.98

27.63 28.78 30.67 31.78 31.89 31.35 36.50 34.74

547.5 655.6 796.6 836.4 867.2 891.4 911.3 926.5

9.50 9.53 9.80 9.97 10.72  10.98 11.12 11.35

490.0 492.2  492.6 492.1 489.8 486.8 485.6 485.9

T BRSO A W 1995~2005 Seit4R%, N .

Note : The data are quoted from Liaocheng annals during 199510 2005.
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Counter neasures and structure analysis of crop cultivationin Liaocheng

ZHAI Sheng '» ZHANG Er xun ' DONG Jie '» DAl Quan hou ’,

1 . 1 .3
WANG Ju yuan » ZHAO Qian > LI U Hu
(1. Liaocheng University » Liaocheng » Shandong 252059, China ; 2- Depart ment of Forestry
Guizhou University » Guiyang » Guizhow 550025, China ; 3. Heze College » Heze » Shandong 274000, China)

Abstract . Based onthe crop cultivation system of Liaocheng > Shandong Province ;the system productivity »
composition of crop cultivation and benefit were analyzed - The results showed that the land area of grains kept
stable relatively » and that of vegetables increased rapidly , but the land area of cotton and oil plants decreased
during 19957~2005. The land use co mposition gradually changed fro msingle ele ment structure of grains mainly
to hinary structure induding grains and vegetables - The crop cultivation composition was indined to be rational -
The syste m productivity of crop cultivation was dearly enhanced » and the product productivity of vegetables and
economnic productivity of cotton were the highest - Except oil plants  the production value of vegetable , grains
and cotton went up distinctly during 1999~2005. Moreover ;in the sequence of grains . vegetables ; oil plants
and cotton s the production value decreased gradually - The production value composition of crop cultivation was
apt to be balanced - Due to the crop cultivation structure being adjusted and opti mzed s the syste mstahility was
gradually reinforced and the benefit evidently enhanced -

Key words : Liaocheng ; crop cultivation ; syste m productivity ; structure analysis ; syste m stahility



