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Study on the risk assessment of Chinese seed industry enterprises
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Abstract Aiming at the problem of risk assessment for seed enterprises by combining the seed enterprises’ risk and
seed enterprises characteristics.,an evaluation model on the risk of the seed enterprise is built. An optimum index set of
influence factors on the risk of the seed enterprise is chosen. Synthetic evaluation for rule layer is made and an
evaluation matrix is then built with determining the weight of index layer through evaluation matrix and AHP method.
Three representative seed enterprises, which are Beijing Doneed Seed Company. Origin Agritech Limited and China
National Seed Group Company. are selected to analyses empirically. Their scores of synthetic evaluation of risk are
0.56,0.58 and 0.67 respectively,and their risk ranks in descend order is G1,G2 and G3. In conclusion, China National

Seed Group Company does best in risk management among the three enterprises and there is apparently much room for

http: // xuebao. cau. edu. cn
DOI:10. 11841/j. issn. 1007-4333. 2017. 07. 25

improvement in Beijing Doneed Seed Company.
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Table 1 Seed enterprise risk evaluation index system
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Table 2 Standardization matrix of risk comprehensive evaluation index data in seed enterprises
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