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Table 2 The comprehensive comparative advantage of beef and mutton in Gansu province

£E Ny HLAL # Scale advantage reE A # Yield advantage 2E 41 # Comprehensive advantage
Year 4= P Beef 2 Mutton 4= 7 Beef N Mutton 4 Beef £ Mutton
2000 0.716 8 1.131 4 1.375 1 2.562°5 0.992 8 1.702 7
2001 0.721 0 1.126 2 1.370 1 2.457 5 0.993 9 1.663 6
2002 0.744 8 1.100 5 1.413 6 2.532 4 1.026 1 1.669 4
2003 0.7527 1.130 0 1.396 4 2.497 4 1.025 2 1.679 9
2004 0.763 2 1.162 6 1.469 7 2.532 2 1.059 1 1.715 7
2005 0.769 8 1.174 5 1.531 3 2.5755 1.085 7 1.739 2
2006 0.7837 1.140 3 1.606 3 2.551 3 1.122 0 1.705 7
2007 0.789 1 1.174 7 1.758 0 2.845 7 1.177 8 1. 828 4
2008 0.797 2 1.1259 1.722 2 2.964 4 1.171 7 1.826 9

T - R BR AR R D AR CH AR 20 S i Bl B BT A5 3 . TR

Note:Data in the table were obtained by calculation according to statistical data of calendar year “Gansu Statistical Yearbook”.

The same below.
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Table 3 The production quantity of per capita beef and mutton in the typical important husbandry provinces in 2008

iz A i) g HM T B o
Index Inner Mongolia  Guangxi Sichuan  Gansu  Qinghai Xinjiang National
£ /kg « A ' Mutton/kg * person”’ 159.3 1.9 11 20.9 72.1 129.0 13.3
14 EHEF Order in China 1 29 14 7 4 2 —
4 /kg « N "'Beef /kg ¢ person! 80.9 8.2 13.1 20.1 60.5 91.0 21.5
4 EHEF Order in China 4 23 17 14 5 2 —
4 HEEAFAFREFNRBEPETARR
Table 4 Variations of industrial concentration degree of beef in Gansu province
PN Pl 4E 1 BE Beef industrial concentration/ % PEM 2t
Year kAR T Rl BT H M PR A T I 52 CR, Evaluation
Zhangye Wuwei Pingliang Gannan Qingyang Linxia result
2001 — 9.564 2 16.318 8 19.074 8 11.146 8 — 56.104 6
2002 — 10.881 7 17.448 1 15.062 4 — 12.245 9 55.638 2
(Gls)] 5
2003 — 11.448 3 17.586 2 15.094 4 — 12.285 7 56.414 6 ERSRE
bidl}
2004 — 11.641 9 18.122 3 13.796 5 12.377 3 — 55.938 0 i
2005 — — 18.2358  13.7983  11.8671  11.2263 55,1274  MiddleCabove)
2006 — - 18.178 6 13.554 7 11.388 7 11.144 5 54,2665  concentrated
2007 — — 20.746 9  14.4405  13.1286  12.1349  60.450 8  oligopoly type
2008 11.002 1 10. 829 3 21.064 3 15.036 9 — — 57.932 6
5 HEEAFAFRESFNRBEPETARR
Table 5 Variations of industrial concentration degree of mutton in Gansu province
Py 2 R 7k % P EF Mutton industrial concentration/ % PE 2 R
vl .
Ve | CVE BRI wRm Al GEM  pBh H@M CR, Evaluation
Baiyin Wuwei Jiuquan Zhangye Linxia Qingyang  Gannan result
2001 — — — 14.113 4 10.954 5 13.907 7 11.618 4 50.594 0
2002 — — 12.772 4 14.042 8 12.459 5 13.167 4 — 52.442 0
() - 4
2003 — — 15.017 4 14.067 4 12.2730 13.0005 — 54,358 3 LINLRE
1]
2004 — — 15.5111 13.673 2 12.1177 11.7159 — 53.017 9 o 2
2005 — 12.067 6 15.597 7 13.346 1 12.205 0 — — 53.216 3 MiddleCunder)
2006 — 12.4095 15.8555 13.2302 12.594 7 — — 51,089 g concentrated
2007 — 12.586 6 17.1853 13.9913 13.7267 — - 57.489 9  cligopoly type
2008 10.085 4 10.9903 16.6709 11.1721 — - - 48.918 7
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Table 6 Price variation of mutton, beef and fodder in the national important husbandry provinces in 2008 CNY - kg !
by IX. FH R ER A INFE KR HE O

Region Mutton Beefl Corn Soybean meal Wheat bran Imported fish meal
4> [E ¥4y National average price 32.46 33.24 1. 66 3.78 1.52 8. 28
M5 1 Inner Mongolia 27.83 29.21 1. 60 3. 86 1.50 7.18
J7 78 Guangxi 36. 29 34.45 1. 86 3.94 1. 82 8. 74
P )i Sichuan 32.56 31.41 1.78 4.29 1.63 8.28
Hil Gansu 27. 86 30. 10 1.55 4. 10 1. 36 8.50
6 Qinghai 25.14 28.85 1. 84 4. 30 1.57 9.00
B & Xinjlang 31. 44 31.43 1. 49 4.05 1. 59 9.53
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Analysis on competitive power and raise countermeasures of beef and
mutton products in Gansu Province

LIU Yong', CHEN Qiang-giang®, YE De-ming”
(1. Gansu Provincial Sci-tech Information Institute, Lanzhou 730000, China;
2. College of Economy and Management, Gansu Agricultural University, Lanzhou 730070, China )

Abstract: Based on comparative advantage methods, industrial concentration degree and cost-revenue
methods, the competitive powers of livestock products including mutton and beef were calculated in Gansu
province. The result showed that the beef had no advantage of scale and mutton had a little, but there was
obvious advantage of output for both beef and mutton. Under the combined action of advantages of scale
and output, the comprehensive comparative advantage of beef was becoming much more remarkable and
the mutton advantage improved steadily. The value of industrial concentration degree of beel was
57.932 6% in 2008, but only 48. 918 7% for mutton. It could be concluded that the regional advantage
was weak for mutton and remarkable for beef. In addition, the advantage areas, where beefl and mutton
were produced, were agglomerating towards the Hexi region and areas inhabited by the minority nationali-
ties. Both selling prices and production costs of beef and mutton in Gansu have strong competitive advanta-
ges compared with levels of the national average and the major western animal husbandry provinces. Final-
ly, some countermeasures and suggestions are put forward in order to raise the comparative advantages of
distinctive livestock products.

Key words: livestock product; competitive power; comparative advantage method; industrial concentration

degree
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