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Analysis of Comparative Advantages of Agricultural
Products and Their Regional Distribution in Lanzhou City

MA Li-rongs WANG Bao-fu , LIU Run-ping, LIANG Wei, CHEN Heng
(Agricultural Economic and Information Institute, Gansu A cademy of A gricultural

Sciences Lanzhou 730070 China)

Abstract: Based on index method of comprehensive comparative advantage, the comparative ad-
vantages of agricultural products and their major distribution were analyzed in Lanzhou city, Gan-
su province. The direction and suggestions of rational regional distribution of agricultural prod-
ucts were also put forward as follows: strengthening structural adjustment; reinforcing scientific
and technological support and fundamental guarantees; developing accumulative effect of indus-
tries and forming industrial cluster advantages.
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