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A general framework of global agricultural market

e e e e e s s see s sessne s sessnesesees e s HU Bingchuan (18)

Since the green revolution,with the continuous expansion of global agricultural market,the constraint of
the market has shifted from the traditional output constraint to the demand constraint. Due to the change of
the constraint, the competitive technological progress of commercial farming will inevitably lead to the decline
of the demand for factors of agricultural production, which is manifested either in the withdrawal of some agri-
cultural resources or in the drop of factor prices. Because of the social rigidity of factor price adjustment,it is
indirect to reduce factor price through the continuous expansion of agricultural production scale in reality. At
the same time,due to the expansibility of agricultural resources,the scale of commercial farming in the tradi-
tional sense is further improved In addition,because of the interaction of the global market, market oligopoly
may not bring corresponding profits as a result of competition, which is also different from the general under-
standing. Finally,based on the general framework of global agricultural market,a policy discussion on the in-

tegration of China’s agriculture into global agriculture is given.

Sustainable food consumption behaviors Incentives and intervention strategies

In the contemporary world, sustainable consumption is becoming a major target of consumption strategy
and public policy,and it is also an inevitable selection of China in the future development In present paper,we
firstly construct a framework to analyze consumers’ sustainable food consumption behaviors. On this basis,
we emphatically discuss incentives and corresponding intervention strategies of sustainable food consumption
in different disciplines. Present researches on consumers’ preference for sustainable food labels are sketched
and we also introduce choice experiment applications on food demand analysis. Seen from the tendency of
present researches, multidisciplinary integration is receiving increasing emphasis on discussing incentives of

” decision-making mechanism, and making intervention

sustainable consumption, understanding consumers
strategies. Moreover,an important direction of future research is to put and arise questions on the background
of complex scenarios,i e conflicts or correlations among multiple incentives,complementation or substitution
among food labels, synergistic effects among multiple interventions, etc. And choice experiment has a wide

application space to analyze this kind of questions.

The Quality Audit Service of European Union’s plant variety DUS examination offices and its use for reference
fe e s s ee e DENG Chao, YANG Xiongnian(36)
The plant variety DUS examination system of EU is similar to that of China. EU has established a solid
Quality Audit Service(QAS) system as well as a specific QAS team to perform the quality control and eval-
uation against the DUS examination offices. Compared with the EU, the DUS testing is introduced to China
at a later time, and the quality control system of DUS examination offices is not yet perfect. This paper ana-
lyzes the characteristics of EU’ quality audit against DUS examination offices, as well as the shortcomings
of that of China. From the experience of EU, we suggest that China should establish and improve perfect its
quality control system of agricultural DUS examination offices, set up a specific quality audit team , strength-
en the fine management of quality audit process, improve the audit methods, to ensure the quality of DUS

examination.
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