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Abstract

This paper analyzes local productive systems by identifying their business structure, and the role played by the main sectors of economic activity in the
territory of Cotopaxi-Ecuador as the subject of study. It highlights the Andean-Latin American approach to integral, territorial, and sustainable
development, based on the triangulation of regional analysis techniques (specialization and location coefficients, cluster analysis, and Rasmussen's
method), to characterize the dynamics of the local productive system, as well as lines of improvement to strengthen the system. The results indicate the
presence of two provincial clusters, a high degree of regional specialization in traditional activities that have little impact on the province’s productivity,
and the presence of two key economic sectors.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Starting in the 1970s, the global economy underwent a series of transformations in industry (mainly in the textile, steel, and metallurgical sectors), in
technological production and in market dynamics (increased competition), leading to a change in the organization of productive processes, transitioning
from Fordist production (mass production) to post-Fordist production (flexible production), thus fulfilling the specific requirements of each territory
(Flores Ruíz, 2010; Koch, 2017).

The disadvantages of the Fordist model can be summarized in three main negative factors: the first is related to the employment factor and the
introduction of technologies that replace the traditional labor force, leading to a reduction in the hiring of workers, whatever their qualifications; second,
the bankruptcy of small companies in the market because they are not able to compete with economies of scale and low production costs; and, finally,
the presence of the China effect, which results in the global delocalization of production and the use of extremely low paid labor (Valli, 2018). The
importance of local productive systems for economic development lies in their potential to respond to the external factors indicated above, key elements
of the post-Fordist model (Rendón and Forero, 2014).

Meanwhile, in the search for development of the territory, governments encourage initiatives that allow them to use their endogenous resources and find
solutions to their needs and problems (Alburquerque, 2016; Vázquez, 2018). In the case of Ecuador, the National Development Plan was created in
2007 as a document to bring together guidelines and challenges for the materialization and radicalization of a plurinational, intercultural State, leading
to Quality of Life or Sumak kawsay for its people. During the period 2017-2021, the Toda Una Vida National Plan was being built using a territorial
approach based on the Andean-Latin American vision of development, in particular Sumak kawsay and Latin American structuralism, which proposes
guidelines and public policies with three central themes: first of all, the guarantee of rights throughout the life cycle; secondly, an economy at the service
of society; and thirdly, the participation of society and state management in the fulfillment of national objectives (National Ministry for Planning and
Development, 2020). In this regard, one of the development strategies linked to the guidelines of Ecuador's central government is the configuration of
local productive systems based on efficiency, value-added generation, and innovation, as an effective response to external market forces.

This case study covered the province of Cotopaxi, located in the central region of the Ecuadorian highlands, belonging to planning zone 3 and
composed of 7 cantons and 45 urban and rural parishes. This province was selected for the study because it has a medium level of participation in the
country, which allows it to be used as a pilot study to compare it with more economically advanced territories and others that are less fortunate. The
projected population for the year 2020 was 488,716 inhabitants. Cotopaxi contributed 1.88% of the Gross Domestic Product (GDP), with a value of USD
$9,558,915.70 for 2018 and a GDP per capita of USD $4,984.10. Furthermore, in 2020, Gross Added Value was USD $1,793,901, and Intermediate
Consumption was USD $1,157,948 (Banco Central del Ecuador [BCE], 2022).

Cotopaxi has exploitable natural resources for agricultural, industrial, and service production. It also has production chains focused on the specific
nature of its territory, a primarily young population, and active indigenous social organizations. However, it has a notable weakness, mainly in its
productive structure and business fabric, due to limited public-private investment in the territory and inadequate prioritization of key strategic, productive
sectors. The weakness in its productive structure and business fabric leads to missed business opportunities, greater vulnerability to external market
forces, and a high percentage of underemployment in the province (Gobierno Autónomo Descentralizado (GAD) Provincial de Cotopaxi, 2021;
Secretaría Nacional de Planificación y Desarrollo, 2015).

Pursuant to the foregoing, the objective of this research is to analyze the local productive system of the province of Cotopaxi-Ecuador, identifying its
business structure and the role played by the main sectors of economic activity in the territory, based on the triangulation of regional analysis
techniques, establishing a complete characterization of its productive dynamics. This article contributes, on the one hand, to the empirical literature,
highlighting the Andean-Latin American approach to integrated, territorial, and sustainable development in the economic, social, and environmental
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spheres for the study of local production. On the other hand, based on the results of this work, lines of improvement can be developed to strengthen the
local productive system of Cotopaxi, considering its specific endogenous territorial features.

Previous papers have been prepared regarding the territorial dynamics of the province and its development potential, for example, the Territorial
Development and Management Plan presented by the Cotopaxi Province Autonomous Decentralized Government (GAD) (2021) and the study by Al-
Faro et al., 2007, explaining the historical reasons for land use, socioeconomic characteristics, the organization of its population and the processes for
participation of the indigenous communities; with other aspects including population and especially its organizational process. The work of Jeréz (2013),
which characterizes the province's economic and social situation and contrasts the GAD Cotopaxi's skills, is also noteworthy. However, none of the
previous studies have addressed the characterization of the local productive system of the province based on the triangulation of regional analysis
techniques as developed in this research.

The paper has been divided into four sections. The first section presents the Andean-Latin American perspective of development and productive
systems. The second describes the methodology applied to detect and identify the local productive system of Cotopaxi and explains the sources used.
The third develops the results obtained from the triangulation of the different methodological techniques. Finally, the fourth section establishes the main
conclusions derived from this research.

2. ANDEAN-LATIN AMERICAN POINT OF VIEW REGARDING DEVELOPMENT AND PRODUCTIVE SYSTEMS

The study of the evolution of the concept of development, in general, and of the paradigms of development in Latin America, in particular, reveals the
multi-causality and multidimensionality of the concept and the increasingly complex but enriching trajectory of this process, as well as the commitment
of thinkers and schools of thought and the effort to establish better living conditions, whether from the emerging identarian vision of the first peoples of
the Andean world to the alienating, orthodox, heterodox foreign points of view, passing through constructions much more typical today, such as Latin
American structuralism and the perspective of development from the Sumak kawsay (Bértola, 2015; Gudynas, 2011).

In this respect, the trajectory for development in Latin America is marked by inequality and unequal distribution of production and income, the
concentration of wealth, and increasing poverty. There have been decades of efforts, expenditure, and investments of all kinds, with an elusive final
result that hints that the road to development still has a long way to go (Acosta, 2006; Pérez-González and Castillo-Eslava, 2017; Veltmeyer, 2010).

Given the above, this paper proposes development as a process and a personal and collective way of life and a permanent work in progress,
characterized by the deployment and synergic interaction of capacities and potentialities of a given territory, oriented towards a quality of life freely
chosen by the inhabitants of the territory (which includes economic, social, endogenous territorial and environmental spheres), and which allows and
promotes personal well-being in society, equality, equal opportunities, cultural diversity and a harmonious relationship with nature (Flores-Tapia, 2019).

The dynamism of the current economic, social, technological, and institutional context makes comprehensive, territorial, and sustainable productivity
and competitiveness one of the aspects of particular concern for guiding territorial and national public policies (Bielschovsky, 2009). Moreover, the new
conditions of the productive systems linked to innovation, quality, human talent, creativity, networking, systems, design and differentiation of goods and
services and logistics, etc., fortunately also allow the territories to carry out a new active role and opens up the possibility of promoting integral
sustainable development. Hence the need to theorize on the link between growth and local productive systems and, on that basis, to build public
policies linked to specific territorial matters using, among other collective actions, new forms of productive organization based on this Andean-Latin
American vision characterized by a comprehensive, endogenous and sustainable territorial development approach in the economic, social and
environmental spheres.

In this respect, the new forms of productive organization have given rise to multiple interpretations, such as industrial districts (Becattini, 1979),
innovative milieux (Groupe de Recherche Europeen sur les Milieux Innovateurs, GREMI), flexible specialization (Piore and Sabel, 1984), economic
sociology (Granovetter, 1985), new industrial spaces (Storper and Scott, 1988), the theory of innovative environments (Aydalot, 1986; Maillat, 1995),
industrial clusters (Porter, 1998), local productive systems (Garofoli, 1986) and the knowledge economy (Cooke, 2002).

Based on the previous studies referred to above, this article seeks to deepen the importance of the configuration of local productive systems for the
development process in the territories, with particular emphasis on the dynamics of the local productive system of Cotopaxi, by applying various
regional analysis techniques and establishing lines of improvement aimed at strengthening this territorial system.

The term local productive system was introduced by Garofoli (1986) as a concentrated model of companies in their geographic area, with similar
products or products sharing the same production phase. Based on this definition, other academic contributions have been proposed by scholars of
local productive systems, including Vázquez (2001), Cividades (2001), Alburquerque et al. (2008), Flores-Ruíz (2010), Alderete and Bacic (2016),
Andreotti and Enzo (2016), Barzotto et al. (2017), Kuryliak et al. (2017), Moflih (2017) and Bellandi and Santini (2019), who agree that these systems
integrate areas with the participation of organized and closely related companies resulting from local initiatives and specialize in some productive
activity. Likewise, a local productive system can be a mechanism that directly influences the territory since it seeks to respond to market demands
through new forms of production organization (including technological processes, innovation, and the participation of local agents).

In this respect, it is essential to point out the formation of clusters and territorial networks in local productive systems. Porter (1998, p. 203) defines
clusters as "geographic concentrations of interconnected companies, specialized suppliers, service providers, universities, standardization institutes,
trade associations that compete but also cooperate.” These geographic concentrations are helpful in local development processes and make it possible
to counteract the effects of globalization, which generally place small and medium-sized companies at a disadvantage in the market (Martínez-Marín et
al., 2020).

Likewise, the functioning of local productive systems leads to a network of companies concentrated in a specific territory, which generates a multiplicity
of interconnections in internal markets and, in turn, propitiate spaces to facilitate the exchange of production (Hernández et al., 2018). According to
Alburquerque et al. (2008, p. 35), "a network of companies can be defined as the system of relationships or contacts that link the companies or
participants with each other, and the content thereof may relate to material goods, information or technology.” Indeed, these are businesses linked



voluntarily to achieve a common goal, which they would find very difficult to achieve individually (Paunero et al., 2007; Coe and Yeung, 2019). This
approach identifies the interaction between companies and interterritorial vertebration as two key elements in consolidating systems for local production
and contributing to the territories' development.

An analysis of the history of development in Latin America reveals different modalities, mechanisms, scenarios, contexts, policies, and results in the
countries in the region. However, Flores-Tapia et al. (2022) identify six paradigms or models of development in which the evolution of the concepts of
development reviewed throughout the history of economic thought in the previous sections takes shape and include: primary export development, state-
led industrialization, market fundamentalism, the great moderation, developmental progressivism, and the new Washington Consensus. However, in
recent decades, alternative and complementary concepts to the paradigms above have emerged, such as sustainable, territorial, regional, local,
endogenous, and human development.

Furthermore, in the case of Bolivia and Ecuador, a specific concept is taking shape, which the Constitution of these nations calls Buen Vivir or Sumak
kawsay, understood by Gudynas and Acosta (2011) as a renewed concept of development that implies the expansion of individual and collective
potentials to be discovered and promoted. And if development requires equity and equality, these will only be possible with democracy (not simply an
electoral ritual) and with freedom of expression as true guarantees for economic efficiency and the achievement of Good Living, both a path and an
objective.

Empirical evidence shows that many stagnant, less economically developed countries fail to overcome the inequality trap (Castillo, 2017) and the
vicious circle of poverty. It is, therefore, worth asking what they can do to improve their living standards and how other countries, particularly the richer
ones, can cooperate and assume responsibilities; for example, based on the 2030 Agenda for Development (Economic Commission for Latin America
and the Caribbean [ECLAC], 2016; Sen, 1988, 2009).

One of many challenges requires making the necessary transition, incorporating the human dimension and the study of inequalities into economic
reflection (Stiglitz, 2012, 2016; Sen, 2009; Stiglitz and Rodriguez, 2007). Even neoclassical economists point out that "this journey through the life of the
world’s poorest countries reminds us of the importance of having sufficient income to fulfill basic needs, as well as the fact that life is more than market
income" (Samuelson et al., 2010, p. 542). Along this line of thinking, other thinkers emphasize the need to consider other factors such as health, life
expectancy, level of education, literacy, and gender equality, together with usual factors of economic analysis such as per capita income and
consumption to assess the actual situation of a country (Martinez and Paris, 2017; Sen, 2009; Gallego and Mira, 2004).

3. METHOD

The main works relating to the identification of local productive systems in a given territory include research by Semitiel and Noguera (2004), Giner et
al. (2006), Garcia and Castellanos (2007), Vidal and Pezoa (2016), Martinez and Corrales (2017), Martin and Trippl (2017), Ghayoomi et al. (2020),
which use different types of regional analysis techniques such as multivariate analysis, input-output tables, the Chenery and Watanabe indices,
geographic concentration indices, as well as the methodology of Peeters et al. (2001).

This paper builds on previous contributions by using three regional analysis techniques (cluster analysis, calculation of specialization and location
coefficients, and application of the Rasmussen method), the most important contribution being the combination of these methodologies, which permits
the triangulation of information and a complete view of the economic and business structure of the same territory.

As far as identifying the business structure of the province of Cotopaxi is concerned, a cluster analysis is used as a multivariate statistical technique that
seeks to group variables to achieve maximum homogeneity in each group and the most significant differentiation between groups (De la Fuente, 2011;
Villardón, 2015). A type of agglomerative hierarchical clustering is chosen, applying the "farthest neighbor" method, also known as Complete Linkage.
Although it is possible to use other methods such as closest neighbor, average between groups, centroid method, median method, or Ward's method,
the farthest neighbor method is selected because it allows the formation of groups that do not separate during the process. In addition, this method
considers that the distance or similarity between two groups is calculated using a strategy of maximum distance or minimum similarity between its
components (Gallardo, 2016).

When the K-th step is performed, and the n-K clusters are formed (equation 1), the distance and similarity between clusters C1 (with n1 elements) and

C2 (with n2 elements) would be equation (2):

(1)

(2)

Since the study seeks to determine the business structure of Cotopaxi based on a cluster analysis, the database of the Single Taxpayers Registry
(Servicio de Rentas Internas, 2019) is used, which has been processed according to the following criteria: commercial establishments that participate in
the 16 economic activities registered in the province, active taxpayer status, obligation to keep accounts updated to the year 2019. According to the
foregoing, the study assumes the existence of 327 companies in the territory and the presence of 16 economic activities.

With regard to the study of the provincial productive structure, specialization coefficients are used, while the location coefficient is used to identify
sectoral geographic concentrations as regional analysis techniques (Boiser, 1980). In the first case, the calculation of the specialization coefficients   —

QR— reflects the degree of similarity of the regional economic structure with the economic structure of the comparison pattern-Nation. The coefficient
can take values between 0 and 1. It is used as a measure of "regional specialization" when its value is close to 1 or of "regional diversification" when the
indicator is 0 or close to 0 (Lira and Quiroga, 2009; Gutiérrez et al., 2018).

The following equation was used to calculate the specialization coefficient:



(3)

Where:

vij = value of sector i of canton j.

 value corresponding to the total for the canton.

 value corresponding to the sector total.

 value corresponding to the provincial total.

In the second case, the calculation of the location coefficients —Qij — is intended to represent the relationship between the share of sector i in region j

and the share of the same sector in the national/regional total. Consequently, it is used as a measure of "relative or interregional specialization,” where
the degree of concentration is associated with a range between 0 and 1 (Boiser, 1980). If Qij is greater than or equal to 1, there is specialization in

economic activity i, whereas if Qij is less than 1, there is no economic specialization in i. Likewise, the higher the value of Qij, the greater the degree of

specialization (Ramírez, 2012; Martínez et al., 2019). It is calculated as follows:

(4)

The prioritization of key economic sectors in Cotopaxi is obtained by applying the Rasmussen method, which quantifies the direct and indirect effects on
an economy and also allows for intersectoral comparisons, taking into account the weightings of the different economic branches (Iráizoz, 2006). In
order to apply the Rasmussen method, the provincial input-output matrix needs to be estimated, which is constructed using the RAS Method (bi-
proportional adjustment method). The studies of Schuschny (2005), Ramos et al. (2017), Wang et al. (2017), and Flores-Cevallos (2018), where the

following adjustment to the Ak matrix is established, are used to obtain the provincial input-output matrix:

(5)

Based on this input-output matrix, the inverse Leon-Tief matrix is calculated:

(6)

Where;

I = identity matrix.

A = matrix of provincial technical coefficients.

Based on the Leontief inverse matrix, the dispersion measures are calculated to identify the key sectors in the Cotopaxi economy using the Rasmussen
method.

The dispersion power, according to Pino (2004, p. 74,) "[...] describes the relative extent over which an increase in the final demand for the products of
industry j is dispersed through the system of industries" and is calculated as follows:

(7)

Where;

n = Number of elements of row (i) or column (j).

n2 = Total number of matrix elements.

 Sum of the elements of the column.

 Sum of all elements of the matrix.

On the other hand, the dispersion sensitivity “expresses the extent to which the system of industries weighs on industry i" (Pino, 2004, p. 75) and is
calculated as follows:

(8)

Where:

 Sum of the row elements.

 Sum of all elements of the matrix.



Finally, a key sector of the economy is understood as a sector with an above-average drag effect, both on other sectors and vice versa. This condition is
fulfilled for: a Dispersion Power PDj > 1 and a Dispersion Sensitivity SDi > 1 (Pino, 2004).

4. RESULTS

The application of the cluster analysis using Statgraphics Centurion software identifies the formation of two clusters in the province (see Figure 1).

 

Figure 1. Cotopaxi cluster analysis

Source: Compiled by the author.

 

Based on the seven observations (cantons) proposed in the study, two clusters are created in the province. The procedure for forming clusters begins
by analyzing each observation in separate groups; then, the two most similar observations are combined to start a new group. When recalculating the
distance between groups, the two closest or most similar groups are combined (Gutiérrez et al., 1994). This process is repeated until the two groups are
formed.

The first cluster comprises the canton of Latacunga and the other, the cantons of La Maná, Pujilí, Salcedo, Saquisilí, Pangua and Sigchos (see Figure
1). This result highlights the presence of territorial variations in the business structure of the province. On the one hand, the canton of Latacunga
comprises 55% (180) of the total number of companies in Cotopaxi and, in turn, registers a more significant number of establishments in wholesale and
retail activities, repair of motor vehicles and motorcycles; Transportation and storage; Other service activities; Financial and insurance activities;
Manufacturing industries; Agriculture, livestock, forestry, and fishing, mainly. On the other hand, the rest of the cantons as a whole account for 45% of
the total number of companies in the province, with Sigchos canton accounting for 2.8% (a figure that highlights the large gap between the centers and
the peripheries).

Based on the entrepreneurial behavior and the promotion of the specific endogenous provincial characteristics, the formation of new potential clusters
for the economic dynamization of the territory may be considered. An example of this is the cluster formed by the cantons of La Maná and Pangua,
which specialize in banana and plantain production. The manufacturing industry cluster is also noteworthy, particularly in producing hides and skins
from slaughterhouses, including shaved skins, located in the Salcedo canton. Finally, mention should be made of the cluster formed by the cantons of
Pujilí, Sigchos, and La Maná in relation to social services and social welfare activities for the elderly and people with disabilities.

Meanwhile, concerning the analysis of the provincial economic structure, the results of the calculation of the specialization coefficient highlight the
presence of regional diversification in each canton in the province since the calculated coefficients are closer to 0 than to unity (see Table 1).

 

 



Based on the foregoing, the need to promote the process of regional specialization is emphasized, and its importance lies in taking advantage of the
specific territorial characteristics of each canton and, therefore, the generation of economic development at the provincial level (Rodríguez et al., 2017).

On the other hand, the calculation of provincial location coefficients shows a high degree of productive specialization with respect to agriculture,
livestock, forestry, and fishing activities; electricity and water supply; public administration; education (see Table 2).

 

 

The prioritization of economic sectors using the Ras-Mussen method determined the following as key sectors in Cotopaxi: Animal husbandry and the
production of wood and wood products. It also establishes the cultivation of flowers, bananas, coffee and cocoa, milling, bakery and noodle products,
dairy products, mining, and quarrying, among others, as driving sectors of the economy. Furthermore, the main strategic sectors in the province are:
Manufacturing of paper and paper products, Manufacturing not previously classified (NPC), Mail and communications, Education, and Entertainment,
recreation, and other service activities (see table 3).

 



 

In turn, the result of the triangulation of the three regional analysis techniques applied during the creation of this article (cluster analysis, specialization
and location coefficients, and the Rasmussen method) indicates the existence of very marked territorial differences and the presence of a center-
periphery model on a provincial level, where the highest concentration of companies and productive activities are located in the Latacunga canton, the
capital of the province, generating 64.33% of Gross Added Value, compared with other cantons such as Sigchos, which contributes 1.46% (BCE, 2019)
(see Figure 2). This result is also established in the dynamics of the national productive system, presenting marked territorial differences in the industry,
with a more considerable number of companies in the central provinces of Pichincha, Guayas, Manabí, and Azuay, generating a significant gap with
respect to other areas in the territory, including the province of Cotopaxi. Therefore, the country's economic development is subject, to a large extent, to
the degree of development and synergy of the local provincial productive systems.

 

Figure 2. Provincial productive dynamics resulting from the triangulation of the techniques applied in the research (Cotopaxi)

Source: Compiled by the authors.

 

The results of the economic specialization analysis for the province of Cotopaxi highlight the presence of regional diversification in each canton.
However, the study of the location coefficient indicates a high level of specialization in certain productive activities found in a group of cantons, including
agriculture, livestock, forestry, and fishing; electricity and water supply; public administration; and education. These are traditional activities that have
minimal impact on the province’s productivity. Furthermore, the prioritization of Cotopaxi's economic sectors refers to only two key sectors: animal
husbandry and the production of timber and wood products, which again shows a limited, traditionalist productive dynamism in the province. It should
also be noted that only the animal husbandry sector fulfills the prioritization given to the change in the country's productive matrix (National Ministry for
Planning and Development, 2012).

Based on the above considerations, lines of improvement need to be implemented to increase the dynamism of the local productive system of the
province, according to the recognition of the specific characteristics of the territory. In this case, Cotopaxi's Land Management Plan should aim to
promote public policies for productive development, the formation of industrial clusters to promote competitiveness in the territory, the productivity of
local companies, and the implementation of technological changes and innovation. Similarly, strategies should be developed to encourage the creation
of productive chains and maintain existing ones (cocoa, sugarcane, milk, and blackberry). The capacity for territorial structuring also needs to be



strengthened based on institutional alliances, accessibility projects for quality infrastructure and equipment, and the creation of marketing networks,
among other actions. Finally, another measure to consider is the promotion of human resources training, taking advantage of the substantial
demographic potential and turning it into an endogenous resource with significant effects on the territorial development of the province.

5. CONCLUSIONS

The search for endogenous local development in the territories, from the point of view of Andean-Latin American development fundamentally based on
Sumak kawsay, is linked to the creation of new forms of productive organization, such as local productive systems. These systems are established as
flexible specialization mechanisms that promote endogenous and sustainable economic, social and environmental activities in the territory. In this
respect, local productive systems can be defined as territorially located productive agglomerations that interrelate and cooperate with other participants
in the territory.

This research provides a new approach to the concept of development, based mainly on the Andean vision of Sumak kawsay, defined as a process and
a personal and collective way of life and a permanent work in progress, characterized by the deployment and synergic interaction of the capacities and
potentialities of a given territory, oriented towards a quality of life freely chosen by the inhabitants of the region which includes the economic, social,
endogenous territorial and environmental spheres and which allows and promotes personal wellbeing in society, equality, equal opportunities, cultural
diversity and a harmonious relationship with nature.

The results obtained based on the triangulation of regional analysis techniques (cluster analysis, specialization and location coefficients, and the
Rasmussen method) determine a difference in internal territorial economic behavior and the productive system of the province of Cotopaxi among its
cantons, showing a well-defined territorial center-periphery model. The cluster analysis identified two territorial clusters: one, formed by the Latacunga
canton (center) with the most sizable number of registered establishments, and the other, created by the rest of the provincial cantons (peripheries). An
analysis of the micro-territories in the province, through the application of the specialization coefficient, establishes the existence of regional
diversification in each canton, while the study of the location coefficients highlights mainly agricultural, livestock, forestry, and fishing activities, electricity
and water supply; public administration; and education, with a high degree of specialization on a provincial level. The prioritization of key sectors
includes animal husbandry and the production of timber and wood products. In this respect, the validation of these last two techniques (location
coefficient and the Rasmussen method) indicates increased participation in production in each canton, concerning agriculture, livestock, forestry, and
fishing activities, in line with the prioritization of the key animal breeding sector on a provincial level.

The study of the local productive system in Cotopaxi revealed the presence of endogenous potential in the territory, highlighting the availability of
exploitable natural resources, the prioritization of productive chains, the possibility of creating industrial clusters, the presence of strategic sectors and
drivers of the economy, among other aspects which, when put to good use, would contribute to improving productivity and competitiveness in the
province. In this regard, these characteristic features of the province's local productive system would support the proposal of lines of improvement
aimed at promoting public policies for productive development, consolidating the formation of productive chains, stimulating the formation of industrial
clusters, strengthening the capacity for territorial structuring and encouraging the formation of human capital, among others.
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