LA R Journal of Anhui Agri. Sci.2017,45(15) :215 -217,221

Al 7= b &= B X BIH 2 5 & BRI IR 53 1

B i

VABR I o R = e 55 BF 451

(PHZ2AME B2 A SCHU BB 5T T, v 5% 710128)

WE K3 T BRI R T LSRR MR IR BT 22 538 K 93 AE R, F 3 B sR B R 5 Ak ) K R An 2538 Ko & R AT SRS AT,
L RA AR L EBESF AL ARk B GDP RRASYRNBE A R FMEME, Kf, E5 Rk, RS EZIE THRGLSL, A PFH
PR AR W BRI, B T BT B B OGN e F AR = b 2 B 0 3% 3P FE AR = A4k A iR 5 3 R An AL AU 09 & 4F, A 2 3L
BRFR AL = Ak S R0 A HT R

KA AR LR LA AL AR

hESEE S-9 HRFRISES A SEHRE 0517 -6611(2017)15 -0215 - 03

Analysis of the Impact of Agricultural Industry Cluster on County Economy Development—A Case of Flower and Plant Industrial
Cluster in Yanling

LUO Ya-lin
Abstract Discussed the structure, present situation of Yanling flower and plant industrial cluster and its promoting effect for economic growth,

(' Institute of Human Geography, Xi’ an International Studies University, Xi’ an ,Shaanxi 710128)

and analyzed the relationship between the Yanling flower and plant industry development and economic growth empirically. The result showed
that annual production value of flower and plant industry cluster and Yanling GDP and per capita income of farmers had significant correlation.
But in recent years, annual production value of {lower and plant industry presented a downward trend. To promote the development of industri-
al clusters preferably, the government need to provide preferential policy, speed up the construction of industry cluster of flower and plant, ex-
tend the chain of flower and plant industry and strengthen the cooperation with universities and research institutions to realize Yanling flower

and plant industrial cluster development innovatively.
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Fig.1 Structure of flower and plant industrial cluster in Yanling county
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Fig.2 Cultivated area of flower and plant industy and per capi-

ta net income of farmers in Yanling County
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Table 1 Scale of flower and plant cluster and economy development indicators of Yanling County during 2005—2015

ATV FEBEIIAR Flower and plant industrial cluster size

Efbs BB IRA 5T & 7K Level of economic development in Yanling County

0 SRR EML K Efpi B GDP ACTAEH A
Year Annual output value Number of annual GDP of Yanling Per capita net income
of cluster// JiJG employee // T\ Jiot of farmers // G
2005 160 000 10.0 803 383 3892
2006 186 000 10.5 949 210 4589
2007 190 000 10.6 1 114 308 5345
2008 247 000 13.2 1 356 320 6112
2011 258 420 19.0 1 875 495 8 724
2012 283 570 20.3 2 067 572 9 895
2013 287 057 21.0 2262 093 11 092
2014 285 163 22.0 2 477 857 12 235
2015 262 471 23.0 2 575 869 13 475
TE R I T BB ELAR SR 2%
Note; Data was from Yanling yearbook and network
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Table 2 Output of correlation analysis of variable
. < e e - : ¥ 2 N4l
A e P I REAEA A
. Annual output value . . Number of annual Per capita net income
Variable name GDP of Yanling
of cluster employee of farmers
SEFAEFZ (A Annual output value of cluster 1 0.910 0.914 0. 868
Bl H GDP GDP of Yanling 0.910 1 0.990 0.995
AEMOlAEL Number of annual employee 0.914 0.990 1 0.979
T R P A e RS DG R L
Note : Data was the pearson correlation of variable name
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Fig.3 Output value of flower and plant industry and agricultur-
al production value of Yanling County during 2005—2015
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