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1990 ~2010
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1 .
1 %
[CR ICR
1990 6.284 5 2001 2.813 5
1991 5.633 6 2002 2.378 8
1992 4.897 1 2003 2.3713
1993 4.555 3 2004 2.3154
1994 4.353 1 2005 2.197 6
1995 8.622 3 2006 2.1326
1996 8.422 2 2007 2.122 3
1997 8.301 3 2008 2.183 5
1998 7.865 0 2009 2.154 3
1999 7.3537 2010 2.173 4
2000 3.044 6
1 Iy 1995
8.622 3%
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2.1223%.
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1990 6.284 5% 1994 4.353 1%
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1 932.98.1 912.72.
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2 N
/10* /10*
1991 102.61 0.001 471 -45.901 74 0.001 465 -45.719 02
1992 105.70 0.001 474 —-47.414 17 0.001 467 -47.196 66
1993 106. 62 0.000 399 -13.238 05 0.000 399 - 13.220 37
1994 118.74 0.004 947 -169.033 60 0.004 861 - 166.105 00
1995 131.11 0.008 981 -315.900 00 0.008 838 -310.884 90
1996 143.34 0.007 855 —293.025 90 0.007 743 —288.860 50
1997 138.74 -0.002 660 105.075 00 -0.002 680 105.589 00
1998 140.28 0.000 871 -36.236 82 0.000 869 -36.175 66
1999 142.84 0.001 345 —58.846 10 0.001 341 -58.682 03
2000 149.81 0.001 486 -68.213 70 0.001 475 -67.706 09
2001 153.68 0.000 727 -34.929 93 0.000 724 -34.792 36
2002 156.16 0.000 384 -19.286 01 0.000 383 -19.238 52
2003 179. 47 0.003 539 —185.347 80 0.003 458 —181.130 30
2004 164. 44 —0.001 940 105.226 00 ~0.001 960 106. 569 00
2005 174.62 0.001 360 —76.456 21 0.001 347 -75.734 66
2006 185.97 0.001 386 -79.962 11 0.001 372 -79.169 89
2007 191. 47 0.000 628 -37.310 70 0.000 626 -37.142 27
2008 199.61 0.000 928 -56.316 58 0.000 922 -55.951 51
2009 227.56 0.003 016 —187.538 60 0.002 951 - 183.535 50
2010 261.48 0.003 240 -217.017 70 0.003 166 -212.084 50
3 o
1991 ~ 1996 -884.513 4 -871.986 4
1997 105.075 0 105.589 0
1998 ~2003 -402.860 4 -397.725 0
2004 105.226 0 106. 569 0
2005 ~2010 - 654.601 9 -643.618 3
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Study on the effect of price fluctuation of vegetable
on the welfare of urban residents

JIANG Yadi LU Qian JIA Jin—rong
( School of Economics and Management Northwest A&F University Yangling 712100 Shaanxi China)

Abstract: Based on vegetable production and consumption data of the 1990 ~2010 this thesis used
welfare effect model to estimate the effect of price fluctuation of vegetable on the welfare of urban resi—
dents. The results showed that: short-term and long-term welfare change of urban residents have the same
trend and they have an inverse relationship with the price fluctuations of vegetable. In shortterm [ is
the main factor to decide the change of welfare. In long-term the change of welfare are decided by /.,
income elasticity of demand and price of elasticity of demand. Short-term and long-term welfare changes
of urban residents have the same trend but long-term welfare effect is better than short-term welfare
effect.

Key words: vegetable; fluctuations of the price; urban resident; welfare



