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The Measurement on the Differentiation of Salix

Bao-tzuoh Huang® Lee-chen Chen™*

*Professor of Department of Applied Economics, National Ilan Institute of Technology
**Lecturer, Center for Liberal Arts and Science Education, National llan Institute of Technology

Abstract

The starting hypothesis of this paper was the actual occurrence of important interactions
between managing and socio-economic factors, when trying to reach multi-output salix that
may be more successful than those obtained by mere single-output project. In order to be
able to implement this survey research to the salix project, including the innovative factors,
it has been necessary to impute first the pair comparison by social and transsectoral
decomposition. Later, we proceed to build the multi-salix project using alternative input-
output analysis and comment on the other industrial diversification.

Key Words: native industry, matrix analysis, salix 180cm
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