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Empirical Analysis of the Factors Affecting Xinjiang Mutton Prices
ZHAO Na XUE Hai-yang SHANG Hai—<cheng
( Xinjiang Agricultural University College of Economics and Trade Urumqi 830052 China)

Abstract: In order to find the factors affecting the mutton prices Eviews is used to estimate test and correct the
parameter of the econometric model based on the statistical yearbook and the survey data of the relevant departments
in Xinjing and find out the decisive factors affecting the mutton prices. Through the analysis it is concluded that the
dominant factors affecting Xinjiang mutton prices is the insufficient supply and too high production costs. Therefore
the suggestion is proposed to increase the supply of meat sheep and reduce the production cost.
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# 45 7 /kg
2006 14.90 16.26 15.81
2007 14.85 21.49 19.68
2008 26.52 31.24 31.54
2009 23.79 33.05 30.45
2010 34.80 40.15 40.77
2011 38.86 45.69 42.59
2012 46.41 51.77 52.09
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3 2001 -2011
Y X, X, X, X, X,
( ik (9 (9 () () ( )
2001 14.95 7.50 12.10 254.86 50.74 1.16
2002 16.50 10.48 12.53 260.32 55.46 1.06
2003 16.42 13.06 13.51 280. 15 65.23 1.018
2004 18.95 18.54 15.52 310.25 69.87 0.93
2005 15.79 20. 65 16.61 330.25 70.96 0.88
2006 15.00 19.89 20.45 336.99 76.42 0.94
2007 20.32 20.99 21.46 512.52 108.37 1.30
2008 30.08 21.02 23.60 591.36 121.69 1.29
2009 31.43 22.40 22.71 666. 46 129. 46 0.78
2010 38.38 23.77 24.43 670.23 135.49 1.03
2011 44.09 20.10 20.62 681.45 141.23 1.47
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Y, = By +BX + B Xy + B3 X;, +BiXy +BsXs, + 1, 1.

S X\ — Eviews Y.
(1 X,— (1) X5— X, X, X5 X, X
() X;— () Xs—
()

Y = - 36.38780 + 0.296048X, + 0. 8277506X, + 0.014763X, + 0. 665195X, + 0. 475552X,
(26.57270)  (0.608656) (0.040483) (0.013061) (0.400970) (7.016807)
T = (-3.369367) (0.486396) (0.988801) (1.364673) (2.658964) (0.067773)

R® = 0.946875 R’ =0.893751 DW = 2.975520 F = 17.82364
F 5.05 N . N .
X, X5 X t
o o p o T
2. HO: B, =0(j =01 2 3)
4 a=0.05 t n-k=6
: R - squared = 0. 879838 to(n —k) =2.4469
. Adjusted R - squared =0. 878379, B,-B,-B,.B;.B,.B; t
o ©— 1. 369367 0.486396 0. 988801
F 4 F F- 0.364673 2.658964 0.067773.
statistic = 17. 82364 a=005F= t,(n—k) =2.4469 a =0.05

1l
-
E

”»

17.82364 > F, = (kn -k -1) = F, (5 5)
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