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£ R

& 2009-2010  1.000 0.985 1.000 1.000 0.985
L 2010-2011 1.000 0.956 1.000 1.000 0.956
Bt 2011-2012  0.990 0.919 1.000 0.990 0.910
2012-2013  1.010 0.980 1.000 1.010 0.990
2008-2009  1.000 0.945 1.000 1.000 0.945
= 2009-2010 1.000 0.946 1.000 1.000 0.946
% 2010-2011  1.000 0.969 1.000 1.000 0.969
A 2011-2012  1.000 1.100 1.000 1.000 1.100
2012-2013  1.000 1.291 1.000 1.000 1.291
2008-2009  1.000 1.055 1.000 1.000 1.055
B 2009-2010  1.000 0.967 1.000 1.000 0.967
& 2010-2011  1.000 0.959 1.000 1.000 0.959
? 2011-2012  1.000 0.967 1.000 1.000 0.967
2012-2013  1.000 0.983 1.000 1.000 0.983
2008-2009  1.000 0.656 1.000 1.000 0.656
£ 2009-2010 1.000 0.943 1.000 1.000 0.943
&  2010-2011 1.000 0.935 1.000 1.000 0.935
®&2011-2012  1.000 1.256 1.000 1.000 1.256
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3 2009-2010  1.000 1.078 1.000 1.000 1.078
#  2010-2011 1.000 1.532 1.000 1.000 1.532
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. 2013-2014  1.000 0.977 1.000 1.000 0.977
v 2014-2015 1.000 1.319 1.000 1.000 1.319
Z 2015-2016  1.000 0.896 1.000 1.000 0.896

2016-2017  1.000 1.204 1.000 1.000 1.204
N 2013-2014  1.000 1.014 1.000 1.000 1.014
i 2014-2015 1.000 1.348 1.000 1.000 1.348
;/ 2015-2016  0.952 0.927 1.000 0.952 0.883

2016-2017  1.050 1.034 1.000 1.050 1.086

2013-2014  1.000 1.485 1.000 1.000 1.485
i 2014-2015 1.000 0.745 1.000 1.000 0.745
P 2015-2016  1.000 0.972 1.000 1.000 0.972

2016-2017  1.000 1.027 1.000 1.000 1.027
R 2013-2014  1.000 1.127 1.000 1.000 1.127
q; 2014-2015 1.000 1.029 1.000 1.000 1.029
2; 2015-2016  1.000 0.856 1.000 1.000 0.856

2016-2017 1.000 1.963 1.000 1.000 1.963
’}' KRRy ff

d A6V E B HALL ETNR Fond g0t HT) 100 AT 44
BHAFLLIRAF 2 REY MEREH FARE L EARE =& R 5 0 s T Fheh
TErEE5FRdihg > 7 1147% & A 5 o3 107.1% ~ 3 227 102.9% -
£ &5 101.6%% B A F:101.4% - ¥ > BAERE B X AT 0 2 2008 £ 3 2017 # F - B
R FH AL R RIS THER > 27 BAR A L RPHRT FF F 2 a2k
Frab f2e2 AhHA 5 BRRF ARG G Ao s RERTF AP AR RIK

AR o ZREBEARES T s HBL A RE N AR 0 B S RN IR DR e

T

10



EERFLERREIRNER 25T 23

36 2 AFH 2 koS ge £ T a4 (2008-2017 £ )

T s, EPEIT T 2B E %
ﬁ%@ﬁ iR ;%% %@ﬂ $§;
1.0000 1.0144 1.0000 1.0000 1.0146
1.0000 1.0719 1.0000 1.0000 1.0719
1.0000 1.1477 1.0000 1.0000 1.1477
1.0002 1.0282 1.0000 1.0002 1.0291
1.0000 1.0164 1.0000 1.0000 1.0164
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A Study on Energy Efficiency of Taiwan Pineapple Industry
Pei-Ning Lai Ke-Chung Peng Yu-Feng Chien Rong-Xiang Lin

Abstract

Agriculture is one of the main sectors of energy consumption, agricultural production is
closely related to energy consumption. If the demand for agricultural output increases, it will
definitely increase energy consumption. What agriculture needs most now is to solve the
environmental damage caused by energy consumption. This study will use data envelopment
analysis to explore the energy efficiency of the major regions of Taiwan's pineapple industry
from 2008 to 2017, and analyze the energy efficiency changes using the Malmquist Productivity
Index Method.

The results show that the highest energy efficiency of pineapple production is Nantou
County, the second is Tainan County, arranged in order is Pingtung County, Chiayi County and
Kaohsiung City. The largest potential energy savings is the input of fertilizer energy, accounting

for 89.8%, the second is power energy (gasoline, diesel and electric), accounting for 7%.

Key words : Pineapple, Energy Efficiency, Malmquist Index
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