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Summary

The agricultural under development became a coherent nature in
Iraq. This affected negatively on the productive activity in the agricultural
field generally and calf breeding specifically. This comes from the calf
fattening fields that owned by the private sector. The owners of these
fields have repeatedly attempted to improve and increase productivity by
the traditional ways like increasing the processed food age , the extensive
retinary treatments , however their effort were unsuccessful. This motive
was behind the selection of this title. The study is conducted using
technical efficiency (TE) , Allocative efficiency (AE). It is through this
that the marketing efficiency will be measured via two factors, the first
marketing costs (MC) and production cost (PC) , and the second is the
marketing margins (MM) of the calf tattering fields in Gogjali village in
Nineveh Governorate.

The study consists of (151) random sample these are divided into
two groups. The first contains (100) fields with (5610) imparted calves.
While the second is of (51) fields with (2523) locally produced calves.
The sample were studied in 2018. Each sample was subdivided into age
class each of which, further divided into three fattening periods.

The study puts forward some hypotheses. The inconsistency in
efficiency levels (both TE and AE) result from inconsistency in the ideal
use of the economic resources used in fattening process. This leads to
high cost similarly, the difference in the marketing coastland marketing
margins (MM) result in a significant difference between the fattening
fields with imported class agent the local produced one. With a view of
achieving the hypotheses of the study, the data envelope analysis (DAE)
has been used according to the functions of production and cost. By using
the statistical computer program (Deap).

Similarly, the study relied on six variable of the economic

efficiency like weight, family work, foddage type, vetinary treatment
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....etc. while the dependent variable to express the medial increase of the
orchard.

The study consists of an introduction and four chapters the
introduction includes the basic elements of the study like the problem,
hypothesis, aims of the study, methodology and refrences. The first
chapter includes the atrical framework and three sections that tackls the
efficiency concept and the methods of measuring the Economic
Efficiency the second chapter deals with the previous studied that have
studied the economic marketing efficiency for the calf fattening fields. As
for the third chapter, it deals with the martials and methodology.
Likewise, it tackles the employment the standard models in measuring the
economic efficiency using the method caused data envelop analysis
(DEA) according to production and cost functions furthermore, it also
tackles the reviewing of some marketing models for calf fattening fields.

Finally comes the fourth chapter which tackles with the applied
aspect of the study. It puts forward the applied perspective for the used
marketing models in measuring the economic efficiency and its
components in addition to the results discussion. While the result of
valuing the economic efficiency and its technical and allocate parts and
its specialties through production and cost function which (87.8% ,
71.30% , 62.80%) successfully for the fields of fattening the imported
calves , while the midlevel is shown as (94.6% , 78.6% , 74.5%)
successively for the fields of the local kind. The study also refers to the
results of economic analysis for the marketing efficiency (ME;) and
according to the costs of marketing and production which choose the
overcoming the imported kind to the local kinds to reach the midlevel
(93.394% , 92.475%) successively. This refers that the consumer is
paying much which is known as (6.606% , 7.525%) for each kilogram in
the fields for fatting for both local and imported fields successively. The
marketing efficiency (ME,) according to the margining marketing (MM)
for the fattening imported and local fields of calves is (79.13% , 85.89%)
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successively. So, there is an increase in the (MM) is about (20.87% ,
14.11%) for each kilogram meat market from the fattening of calves in
the local and imported fields successively at the final consumer.
The study has come up with some conclusions and recommendation of
which that fattening period (211-250) days with in the first age class with
age (6-12) months is the best in achieving the high rates in technical
efficiency (TE) and (AE) , (EE). However, the third fattening period
(211-250) days is the best class with in the same age class in achieving
the high rates in marketing efficiency .
-Encouraging the breeders in choosing the calves between (6-24) months, and

prolonging the period of fattening about (211-250 ) days.

-The development the local calves through breeding stations of improving the
animal in general.

-Availing the fodders supporting the price in different seasons and availing the

way to the suitable procedure from some known universal products actively and

organizing the local markets and lessening the importing of frozen meats at randomly.
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