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Investigation and Analysis on Production and Distribution of
Kumaquat in llan

Su-Chiung Chen Yung-Chiung Chang*

Department of Horticultural Science, National Ilan University

Abstract

The investigation focused on data collection of kumquat in the major production area of llan. Data of different sales
distribution were analysed to determine the sales performance. It was obvious that the production area of Ilan kumquat is
decreasing rapidly for the labor's ageing, depressed fruit price, extra harvest charge and monopolized the market of specific
wholesalers. The price and profit of kumquat fruit were obviously influenced by different sale distribution channels. Several
aspects should be emphasis on future development and sustainable management of kumgquat industry in llan which includes
the assurances of reasonable purchased-price, multiple marketing strategies, and encouragements of fresh fruit production to

promote the fruit value.
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Table 1 Production area and yield of kumquat in
llan
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I Flfffifi(ha)  FERL/AE(KolYear) E({E/AE(NTD/Year) i,

(ESE %) (F5LE %) EAES o wTDiKg)
. 29.83 316,800 5,879,500
HEIZAN ' e 10,62 18.
B (41.33) (38.92) (40.83) 0620 186
4055 476,004 8,070,500
=ty : e 11,741 17.0
RUE 6 1g) (58.48) (56.04)
o 18 21,175 449,800
e ' ’ 11,764 212
sl (2.49) (2.60) (3.13)
- 7218 814,069 14,399,800
(100) (100) (100)
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Table 2 Sales volume and sales income on different distributions of kumquat in llan
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(K) (NTD) (K9  (NTD) (K@) (NTD) (K9 (NTD)  (Kg)  (NTD) (K _ (NTD)
T4 59,600 1,148,000 47,000 1,158,000 122,200 1,352,000 34,500 907,500 33,500 864,000 20,000 450,000
= (AL 48,060 606,400 149,240 2,402,800 80,170 808,700 49,224 1,104,900 200 4,000 5,000 77,000
RIS 3,800 55,400 48,800 828,400 55,500 600,000 16,000 475,000 11,100 926,900 9,000 181,000
[FENR 0 0 9,425 113,000 3,725 140,000 4,325 80,000 600 49,800 3,100 67,000
4R 111,460 1,809,800 254,465 4,502,200 261,595 2,900,700 104,049 2,567,400 45,400 1,844,700 37,100 775,000
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Table 3 Sales performance on different distributions of kumquat in llan

HE L fiter fee - HELL st
il BHREFHT SR ] HO T a5 S
HEEKg) 111,460 254,465 261,595 104,049 45,400 37,100
Horkh (%) 13.69 31.26 32.13
=t 627,520
Horkh (%) 77.08 12.78 5.58 4.56
4H(NTD) 1,809,800 4,502,200 2,900,700 2,567,400 1,844,700 775,000
Horkh (%) 12.57 31.27 20.14
=ray 9,212,700
E4yth (%) 63.98 17.83 12.81 5.38
4 {E R (NTD/KG) 16.24 17.69 11.09
P {E R (NTD/Kg) 15.01 24.68 40.63 20.89
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