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Abstract: Compared with the international frontier, the gap in agri-
cultural technology in China is shrinking, and a basic pattern of a
small number of leading, majority running and running is formed. In
the new era, we should vigorously support the research of basic, cut-
ting-edge and public welfare technologies in agriculture, increase the
support of various national science and technology plans to the agri-
cultural sector, accelerate the construction of agricultural IoT tech-
nology service platforms, and promote the integration of agricultural
technology innovation.
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Differences between China’s agricultural technology
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Figure 1 The gap between the 12 sub-areas of China’s agriculture and foreign advanced technology
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Table 3 Distribution of international and domestic innovation stages in the agricultural sector Technology
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Figure 2 Schematic diagram of the distribution of domestic

innovation stages in the agricultural sector
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Figure 3 Schematic diagram of the distribution of interna-

tional innovation stages in the agricultural sector
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