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Way of Optimizing Agricultural Ecosystem in County Region
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Abstract According to analyzing the issues of agriculture ecosystem in lhodak county, the paper assesses the
functional situation of the county basing on natural, social and economical facts. Taking principle of ecological eco—

nomics as fundamental, following the natural and social characters of Lhodak, the author advance some measures

to improve the production of agriculture. These measures include industry, engineering, management and so on.

At last, the author makes a systemic study about these measures and forecast their function. Based on these

work, the author explore avenues to optimize the agriculture ecosystem.
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