o 18 F S B A Il 1 558 o o £ i B
YNl
hER R A

L eontief 2000
2003

13%
3%

FAsEET

93  -151- -QL(1)

Taiwanese Agricultural Economic Review  10:1 2004 1-24



2 937 128 104 1M EEEEET

=
I ~Ei B
2003 Gross Domestic Product, GDP
GDP 3%
WTO
1993 2000
2001
Miller and
Blair (1985) Leontief Demand-side Model

Miller and Blair (1985) L eontief

L eontief



MEE KBE 3

IT ~ Leontief 3 3K [ A & Hi i fY

Edmondson and Somwaru, 1995; Kilkenny and Schluter, 2001; Hughes,
2003

Miller and Blair (1985)



4 O93F12H 104 18 EEEEET

Xy=Zytlyt+Z,+F

Xy=ZptZyt-+tZ,+F,

(1)
Xn zzln +ZZn +”'+Znn + I:n
X, j =1..n ] Z; i=1..n j=1l..n
j X, [ F [
=1...n i
()
X=Z+F (2)
X Z
i F
Zb Yyb ZM Y™ (2)
X =ZP +ZM +YP +YM - M (3)
ZM +YM =M
X =ZP +YD (4)
a; = Zij /Xj (5)
aP =zp/X, (6)
3 ap

(5) (6)



MEE KBE 5

Z=AX (7
ZP = APX (8)
A a; AP
ap (1) (8 2 &
(I-AX=F (9)
(I -AP)X =YP (20)
(-A Leontief Matrix (I - AP)
nonsingular X
X=(-A"1F (12)
X =(l - AP)-1yD (12)
(1-A=1 Direct plus Indirect Requirements
Matrix Interindustry Interdependence Coefficients
Matrix Leontief Inverse Matrix (1 -AP)1
B=(-A)"1 b. b. j

BD =(I - AP)~1 bp b j
j i i



6 93F 128 104 19 EEEEET

I~ A 558

Miller and Blair 1985

1986
(Z)
(Z°)
(A)
(A®)
ex ante
(world) AP AP
BP A B ex post domestic
2001 162
2001 162
2000 2003
2001

2001
2001



MEE KBE

(I -Ap)™*

GbP=v (1-A*)" d (@1-m) C Y,

GDP

Service

(1)
(2)
(3)

(4)

d

m 2001

ERS

ERS Food and Fiber System

(Food)
(Fiber)

Commodity Credit Corporation

2001

(13)

Economic Research

FFS

FFS



8 93F 128 104 11 EEEEET

GDP
FFS Agricultural and Food
System AFS AFS
(1)
2
(3
(4)
(5)
(6)
(7)
AFS
2001 162
AFS 2000 2003
AFS
2001

2000 2002 2003



MEE KBE

2001
2001
/ 2000 2002 2003

2000 2002 2003

2001
2000 (1-AP)*? AFS

3.2 TEH AFS REIRFBEME

2001 162 2000 2003
AFS
2001 AFS

3.2.1 REHE

2001

2000 2003



10 93F 1285 1045 1H8 EEEEET

*1 ERFMEXLIREERMBIFIDEIEHRR

002
004
005
006
007
009
011
012
016
018
019
020
021
022
023
024
025
026
027
028
029
030

031
032

033

126

065
125
127
128
132

2001 2002



MEE KBE

WTO
L
165.32
2. 1999
1992
2001
12.86
3. 1999
2001
24

24

40

17.14

50

1999

71.4

2000

50

450.87

2003

71.4

11



12 934 1275 10#& 1Hj

8.57
2000 2003
4
2003
3.2.2 BFHE
AFS

2001

2003 AFS

3.2.3 BIEESTHH

REEEET

0.69 7.88
2001
2,476 2000
4
2001
5 2000

AFS



MEE KBE

K2 REBEEATHEEXRBIMFIDEIHERR

007

008 1999

009 1999

011

089

106

107

118

119

120

2001 2002



14 93F 1285 1045 153 EEEEET

007 008 009
2001
2000 2003
011
2000 2003
2001
3.2.4 ZERE
2000 2003
001 008
025 028 031 6
032
2001
1 1998 2003
1999 2003



M=E RHBE 15
& 3 2000 &% 2003 Tz 5 &)
/
2000 18,090 765,262 13,843.59 160
2001 18,280 619,133 11,317.75 -2,526
2002 18,800 626,830 11,784.40 467
2003 16,060 838,744 13,470.23 1,686
1998-2003
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7
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k4 2000 FZE 2003 FERFEEE
()
30 30-60
C ) |[C7 )« )| ( )
()
2000 1,061,218 1,827,489 1,798,078 117,346 47,137 553141  -1,546.62
2001 1,028,182 1,773,875 1,748,347 114,023 40,132 4,576.04 -955.37
2002 999,256 1,664,814 1,639,748 107,254 43,834 4,701.41 125.37
2003 987,312 1,710,097 1,610,840 106,531 53544 5704.14 1,002.72
1998-2003
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2000 2001 2002 2003
-434.51 -189.60 331.15 61.62
-136.11 -83.23 294.91 -112.96
-272.77 -30.53 86.24 52.91

-48.24 64.08 40.20 24.83
22.61 -139.92 -90.20 96.83
-500.12 -260.63 58.36 474.65
-673.00 -1,642.00 -2,039.00 -1,692.00
-6.55 -333.92 32.00 -483.42
-33.24 148.40 102.50 -27.19
-19.81 43.41 16.57 -4.42
-57.96 46.06 -3.58 11.21
-1.53 -15.51 -2.78 6.56
46.05 74.44 92.29 -40.54
1999 2001
2002
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£ 6 A AFS ¥£H GDP 2 &JEt—2000 &F£Z 2003 &F
| 2000 | 2001 | 2002 | 2003
GDP
(1-12) 201,337 185,167 180,679 177,221
276,125 270,443 276,629 282,131
(13-16) 5,247 5,045 4,644 4,714
(33-113) 65,631 65,196 65,693 66,363
(114-120) 37,666 35,440 34,890 35,592
(136-140) 103,398 101,530 105,828 108,325
(141-162) 64,183 63,232 65,574 67,137
149,074 141,836 157,557 162,723
(17-30) 98,525 90,699 103,953 108,207
(31-32) 50,549 51,138 53,604 54,516
607,641 634,241 644,009 662,383
(127-135) 47,970 54,025 48,955 49,878
(121-124) 385,433 404,515 417,357 431,404
(126) 172,839 174,283 176,253 179,661
(125) 1,399 1,418 1,444 1,440
1,234,177 1,231,687 1258874 1,284,459
GDP
(1-12) 2.09 1.96 1.86 1.80
2.87 2.86 2.84 2.87
(13-16) 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.05
(33-113) 0.68 0.69 0.67 0.67
(114-120) 0.39 0.38 0.36 0.36
(136-140) 1.08 1.07 1.09 1.10
(141-162) 0.67 0.67 0.67 0.68
155 1.50 1.62 1.65
(17-30) 1.02 0.96 1.07 1.10
(31-32) 0.53 0.54 0.55 0.55
6.32 6.71 6.62 6.73
(127-135) 0.50 0.57 0.50 0.51
(121-124) 401 4.28 4.29 4.38
(126) 1.80 1.84 1.81 1.83
(125) 0.01 0.02 0.01 0.01
12.84 13.04 12.93 13.05
1 162
2 GDP AFS 2001
GDP
GDP AFS AFS

GDP
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21

T’T7 =B FFS £ GDP gyERL—1996 » 1999 £ F 2001 &

GDP
1996 | 1999 | 2000 | 2001 | 1996|1999 | 2000 | 2001
713 698 80 738 09 08 08 07
2954 4684 4620 4224 39 50 43 42
134 156 170 171 02 02 02 02
87 132 145 145 01 01 02 01
944 1600 900 840 12 17 09 08
1789 2796 3042 3072 23 30 31 30
6314 9840 7570 7484 83 106 77 74
1749 2578 2195 2155 24 28 22 22
1080 1777 1652 1683 14 19 17 17
482 453 342 303 06 05 03 03
0.3 0.3 0.1 0.1 -- - - -
184 345 200 168 04 04 02 02
456.1 7254 537 5326 59 77 54 53
338 496 429 413 04 05 04 04
2831 4603 3377 3344 37 49 34 33
139.2 2155 1564 1569 18 23 16 16
FFS 997.7 1,521.5 12645 1,2446 131 163 128 123
1996 -Edmondson and Manchester (2001), Table 1, p. 6
1999 Edmondson (2001), Table 2, p. 57
2000 Edmondson (2002), Table2, p. 44
2001 Edmondson (2004)

* 8 BEHEXE AFS ¥1RE2 GDP BRI LER » 2000 F

5.0
51

12.8
12,5
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Agricultural Value Added and Input-
Output Analysisin Taiwan

Hsing-Chun Lin and Ching-Cheng Chang”

This paper investigates the contribution of Taiwan’s agriculture and
related production activities to the gross domestic product (GDP) using
input-output analyses. Taiwan’s agricultural production only accounted
for 2.2% of total GDP in 2001. However, if we apply the Domestic
Impact Coefficient Matrix to calculate the Leontief backward linkage
effect, then the share of value added induced by consuming food and
agricultural products is about 13%. Therefore, agriculture remains
important in  Taiwan's domestic economies because of its
interrelationships with other industries.
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Output Analysis
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