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Fig. 1 Proportion of labor costs in production costs of

typical vegetables of China in 2012
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Fig. 2 Net income rate and cost profit per hectare of

typical vegetables of China in 2012
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Table 2 Squared Euclidean dissimilarity coefficient matrix
- PO R
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13
1 0. 000
2 0. 632 0. 000
3 0. 301 0. 149 0. 000
4 0. 589 0. 002 0. 147 0. 000
5 0. 927 0.176 0.171 0. 204 0. 000
6 1. 201 0. 102 0. 368 0.127 0. 130 0. 000
7 0. 321 0. 108 0. 005 0. 106 0. 164 0. 317 0. 000
8 0. 926 0. 036 0. 247 0. 051 0.125 0. 023 0.197 0. 000
9 2. 883 0. 952 1. 359 1. 028 0. 602 0. 450 1. 288 0. 622 0. 000
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11 1. 832 0. 349 0. 743 0. 392 0. 309 0. 094 0. 664 0. 163 0. 185 0. 578 0. 000
12 0. 671 0.118 0. 100 0.135 0. 066 0.176 0. 077 0. 105 0. 794 1. 471 0. 357 0. 000
13 0.153 0. 281 0. 037 0. 269 0. 348 0. 608 0. 048 0.431 1.771 2. 737 1.044 0. 201 0. 000
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Fig. 4 Hierarchical cluster analysis
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Cluster Analysis of Typical Vegetables Production Efficiency

XIAQ Tigiong"? , HE Chunxia' ,CHEN Yongsheng? ,CUI Siyuan®
(1. Engineering College, Nanjing Agricultural University, Nanjing, Jiangsu 210031; 2. Nanjing Research Institute for Agricultural

Mechanization Ministry of Agriculture,Nanjing,Jiangsu 210014)

Abstract: To study development strategies of agricultural mechanization in China based on vegetables mechanized

production, this study analyzed vegetable cost-benefit based on statistical data in 2012, using cluster analysis to

classify. The results showed that the mechanization needs urgent degrees range from higher to lower were as

follows: outdoor solanaceous vegetables, greenhouse solanaceous vegetables and outdoor leaf vegetables according

to the input-output indicators of typical vegetables. It also provided scientific basis for setting priorities in

vegetable varieties and technological focus.
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