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Reforming and Using of Sforzi-Istat’s Quantitative
Multistep Identification of the Industrial Cluster

Abstract:With the actuality which is lack of the quantitative method of identifying industrial clusters in the
current study, this paper introduces the Sforzi-Istat’s quantitative multistep identification of the industrial clus-

ter. Pointing out the deficiency and applicability of this method,

the paper remodels it properly by taking the

circumstance of China into account. At last, the paper takes two example to illuminate the use of the Sforzi-Is-

tat’s quantitative multistep identification of the industrial cluster.
Key words:industrial clusters; Sforzi-Istat’s multistep identification; the cluster of firms
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