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Analysis of Trade Competitiveness of Canadian Blueberry Industry and the Enlightenment of Blueberry Industry in Heilongjiang
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Abstract

velopment is more mature. Heilongjiang Province contains a large amount of wild blueberry resources. It’s climate, soil conditions are suitable

(College of Economics and Management, Northeast Forestry University, Harbin, Heilongjiang
Canada blueberry production occupies a large proportion in the world (accounting for 33% ) , and Canada’ s blueberry industry de-
for the growth, development of blueberry has great potential. By analyzing the development features of the blueberry industry in Canada, trade

pattern and technique guaranteeing, it was pointed out that Canadian blueberries experience in research, technology investment, yield increas-
ing are worth learning. Combined with the situation of Heilongjiang Province, learning from the development experience of Canadian blueber-

ries, the relevant countermeasures for blueberry development in Heilongjiang Province were put forward.
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