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Analysis of Export Comparative Advantage of Characterized

Agricultural Products in Henan Province
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Abstract: Basic production conditions, export market conditions and export advantages of the
characterized agricultural products in Henan province were discussed. An empirical analysis of
com parative advantage was conducted applying comprehensive comparative advantage index.
Based on the result of analyzing comparative advantage combined with the realistic situation of
Henan province, some suggestions were proposed, which included dependency on scientific and
technological progress, development of deep processing of agricultural products, cultivation and
improvement of the market system, and full implementation of brand strategy and production
base construction. T he aim was to adjust the export structure, and to consolidate and enhance the
export comparative advantage of the characterized agricultural products.

Key words: Henan province; Characterized agricultural products; Export comparative advantage

43 »

. 1.1 AX4E Z2HR

:2010- 08 08
(1984) , : *

’ ? ’

E mail: zhang chi2444 @ sina. com



< 30 T Rk A % 40 %
, , ( revealed comparative advantage,
RCA) 1965
’ ( do~
) ) mestic resource cost, DRC)
) ; ) 1976 ( comparative ad
) ; ) vantage in rice production: a methodological intro-
, duction) , (
2 2 2 2 )

) 2003
3571 1052 6448
16242 17069 6605 ,

99. 81% 23. 9% 14. 71% 3423. 21% 353. 96%

203.40%
[

)

2 R ARE AR HE R AT

2.1 K HES

[2]

2.2 LR B KT

2.2.1 AERYBIEH(EAID (effr

ciency advantage index)

EAL; = %,
CEAL i
AP i AP i
;AP J )
AP EAL; > 1,
s ;
EALi< 1, i |
EATL;i R
2 , 5 )



%14 KORETE ARE RS B BB AT - 31 -

2
2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007
0.39 0.43 0. 44 0.48 0.52 0.61 0.58 0.49
3.02 3.26 1.21 1. 68 1.70 1.81 1.91 1.92
0. 65 0. 64 0.59 0.72 0.78 0. 85 0. 86 0.73
0.59 0.54 0. 44 0.54 0.59 0.55 0.58 0.55
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0.22 0.21 0.23 0.23 0.27 0.27 0.32 0.25
0. 41 0.41 0.37 0.34 0.37 0.37 0.34 0.37
1.54 1.29 1. 18 1. 15 1.08 1.30 1.37 1.27
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2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007
0.29 0.30 0.31 0.34 0. 38 0.40 0.43 0.35
1.11 1. 15 0. 67 0.76 0.79 0.82 0. 80 0. 84
1.00 0.91 0. 84 0.91 0.92 1.05 1. 09 0.96
0.16 0.15 0.13 0.14 0.15 0.13 0.13 0. 14
0.51 0. 64 0.53 0.52 0.52 0. 61 0.73 0.59
2.3 bELH ST
HE B E
3 1 ;
5 HERFHHA
’ ’ ZAHLBRE
" ELR AR 38
| f
SRR
2 2




.« 32 T Rk A % 40 &
3 BAAEERERTR BD LEML :
Zory A RN
, 3.4 :
3.1 , >
, [1] :
[J]. ,2005(8): 57.
[2] . [J]. , 2007
’ (12):20.
| [3] : [J].
’ ,2008(10) : 110- 111.
’ [4] . [J].
, ) ,2008(11) : 126 127.
[5] . 2008 M] .
3.2 , ,2008.
[6] . [J].
,2006(2): 21 28.
, , 7] [M].
’ ’ , 2006.
[8] —
[M]. ,2007.
| [9] . (1. , 2004
’ ’ (9):4641.
’ [10] .
’ ’ ,2009( 8) : 254.
[11] .
1. ,2005(1): 1+ 14,
3.3 [12] [M].
,2006.
[13] . —
, [J. ,2006( 1) : 14 17.
[14] [M].
. , 2006.
[15]

,2002(2): 53 55.



