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Regionalization Research of Deep Processing Mode of Tomato Industry in Dingxi City
DUAN Wen-bin, JIA Yin-jiang
Abstract
in deep processing of tomato in Dingxi City were analyzed. Regionalization of tomato deep processing mode was researched based on the principle

(Gansu Normal University for Nationalities, Hezuo, Gansu 747000 )
The actual situation of the current status and deep processing of tomato industry in Dingxi City were researched. The major problems

of comparative advantage, including the deep processing mode area in Lintao County and Weiyuan County with relatively abundant water re-
sources, deep processing mode area in Longxi County and Anding District with relatively convenient transportation, deep processing mode area in
Zhang County and Min County based on cultivating good variety, deep processing mode area in Tongwei County based on the advantages of tradi-
tional brand. Finally, suggestions were put forward for the development of tomato industry in Dingxi City, including enhancing the innovation and
promotion of fine varieties breeding, increasing the intensive production and industrial chain extension, and expanding the product sales market.
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Table 1 Proportion of per capita planting income in per capita net in-

come of farmer in Dingxi City from 2006 to 2015

w DEEAMEHIA RS
Ay . Per capita planting Per capita net
Proportion

Year p(7 income of income of

¢ tomato // JG farmer // T,
2006 23 400 1729
2007 24 454 1895
2008 26 560 2153
2009 24 571 2 380
2010 22 616 2 804
2011 23 701 3047
2012 23 1151 5 006
2013 21 1423 6 780
2014 22 1730 7 864
2015 20 1 800 9 000
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Note: Data were from Dingxi Statistical Bureau.
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Table 2 Planting area, yield and output value of tomato in Dingxi Cit-
y in 2004 -2013
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Year Area //hm’ otal yield Total output
Jit value //fZJC

2004 20.01 434.9 14.31
2005 20.03 464.9 15.63
2006 21.34 449.9 16.01
2007 21.39 502.9 16.79
2008 23.45 529.9 17.60
2009 21.12 450.9 18.00
2010 21.96 417.9 20.00
2011 21.46 490.7 23.06
2012 20.58 460.5 23.10
2013 19.23 420.3 23.69
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Note: Data were from Dingxi Statistical Bureau.
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Fig. 1 Tomato market transport line at home and abroad
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