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Economic Feasbility Analysis of Vineyard Upbuild in Yanbian Area
ZHAO Larhua PIAO Yilong
(Agncultural College of Yanbian University, Longjing Jilin 133400)

Abstract; Provided the side of the basic data in new vineyard for the new vineyard’ s farmers used the investigation of
vineyard and soybean cultivated farmers as the firsthand material , studied the profitability of vineyard upbuild fore-and
-aft, cash current position and returns on investment. The results showed that the construction of one hectare of vineyard
(NPV) is of 235 122 yuan/ hm’, internal rate of return ARRis of 75.29 %, significantly higher than the social opportuni-
ty cost of 10%). Cost-effectiveness ratio (B/C ratio)is of 2. 76 more than 1, evaluated to be the economic feasibility. Even
grape prices fell 60%, NPV still maintains 18 419 yuan/ hm®, IRR shows 19.66%, over the sodal opportunity cost of
10%.B/C ratio has more than 1 (1.14), therefore, be judged as a financial feasibility. This show ed that even the price
declined 60 %G, there would be more berifit than planting soybean.
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