Journal of Agricultural Machinery Engineering @

Vol. 2, No. 1, Spring - Summer 2012, p. 28-37 ol e

S323LiS S miilo &y i

A indn YA-Y¥Y (o IFAY gl Jluwoi ) o kouds ¥ sl

Wosls g Jodow iy, 4 bl [l dguams 6551 2 Jdow 5 4520
(Olgaee! Shiwl — Lo gd Ol g) (63, 90 andllas

§ v ) Y . #® o L.
).9?,)‘:5"*‘""“_64?"*’)_ S e oo~ (S A
LY sy ol

A IVIF o pds G )b

LXVLCES

O 28)5 )8 gy 3590 (DEA) baosly (g Jelow 3)S9) L dbo ol o joed 3 glbIS LS Jgamea (5 (2L Geos nl 5

Cglames g ond Ol  Bolar jghboay widly Aiume SleMbl a5 ssly YO lass Glybl clabusgy 5 lwoyted )y Sgg0 S £o oy 5l jobate
o WY L byae Ol g opyidin 2o )3 FY b g odlgs o8 oy b5 golis .85 pbnil (oy98n dnlas g doliiun p JuoSS 32,k 5l baodls
4o Sl Jie )3 a8 39 cnl il (SB35l slosly iy oS ) ol @bt aed e polaiiling: 4 ) (il Bpae wies (n oS
ST alisee Glays 4 aasly ads g atdh dopd Voo ShE asly JS 51 o 0 V8 cjuxie wlito 4 cudS5L Jio 10 9 do > Y ol wlids
2 2L Sle Grizman b 25l AF/F 5 AD A QLYY i 4 obie @ g Al (B L (B L S0l s o ogums
S 0 YU dlewgdy Blgs o mlio a8’ 51 o )0 W a8 Lime ol el adaolone dopd AV il yolido 4y cuiS5L Jao olil o LG slassly

(Brmae CSgw 03l 4 bgrye (sloydd (551 JS 1 waw cppidin Cpimen g (65p0] w3l B puan oyt 52855 (] )3 95 035 sy oyl

slubls )L:$ ‘dj)il u_ﬂ)lf ‘(DEA) osly g JJao ‘5.\.:)5 dub)b

.(Akbari and Sharif, 2008)

3 (b s slajl Ll g 558l e 4 4295 L
S el o] 5 Lo O plod liwd (slocigus dyg) 0 B s
o=l 3 58 hpslsS ise b gials (Salas B (6l 8 pae
cdawgi JL> 3 g 4 iy gl )5 28 YIS Cand (Sno £9u290
i lisn &Y yams 35 sl s 15y 53 0 3y (55,0
103,855 51 (AL Al dnsle b g (o) ) (5)5L3S
S e 5y By, L5 5l 395 (659l S i
.(Nasirian et al., 20006)

olo W s (60500 gloj Jobo a3l (Ul s 4y S
P e J)ES P niomen 9 (o)) Jad So Gl (e
&5 9oL 5L 0550 (el Jalge aile (Slaee (slacalad
520 4 |y alidy ceias g0, Slos 250 (SUlyr dacodgase
Ay il slaJlu jd SIS cuss ol 50wyl (5550
olals o U5 5 jlopitio Lol olal sl il (3L slouny
Ol 9 SlaSBS iS5 e (659l Sl ©)ljg (s

LY R

e 938059y Sl 4 (558l yolate 4 (5jygliS i 0590l

5 B 2l dlge (35 wald g (ej o) A3y 4 g) Cumex
A dngi Ablse (655 Bpae 4 dtuly (3L Glise 4 ccwlio
5 cewliol oalaswl pae 51 L5U sgm Sl Sl g 39050 (b milio
s pof Cumj bame g Ll (oM (9 (655l calizee @l
ol @bl Sl 65ysliS (35 2 1) 555l Spae slagSl
S (6555l isu oS W) aa (Hatirli et al., 2005)
A5 23,5 (o e esobel 5 i s Ll 530
Jb s Lol cils dgm 0,5 yiSTis B yo (ua cpl sl S
S (o0 g5 pll ol (Ban (o 53 (65)sliS A 0aiS Mg
el Jlods] 0jlgad Sas d oy YLy Bua ol 4y ol 4

Sozeiild g bobiwl Lol ) awlid) S goomiily iy 4 =F 5 VY o
5oy o1 ¢(55,5L8 (slayetle 09,5 ¢ygmsl il 0l puslis IS
(Email: Mtaki88@ms.tabrizu.ac.ir 2 gtne 0N 95 — )


www.SID.ir

Y& Il jLs Jgamo 55 2D Juloni g 55

My 5 928p0 JB 5551 S Gl o BT sl
ST i sly diwgay LU oS Calises (crodlys gy ps Hlade
Sl o D9 okl (5] @lio

W g, g 3190

Sbisly (3 LS 6 pSojlul g o Slas (2bj)] Hslaie 4
sLay) 09)5 93 4 48 31> 3929 (lisee slabsy sy
L piehly slagby) )3 D95 o0 s 632l e 9 5 5%el)k
Jy S miwdlasdl 4 d)Lni bz sl g 5l eolauwl
@ S @l cnl p5) 4 b e 9800 03] (o5 (paSiie
$rahls e Lo, pod 095 3,5 (o pli8l (L) s
@ il & Cwl nl el j oty (Shy neke s
& SLagbe) (e imee )l (8L @b el B L mje
.(Charnes et al., 1984) .c ulaoslsy —isg Jul>s ¢ syl )b
Coul s g0y by Jao o9 DEA L "baosly iy oo
HDMU L (oS omead slaasly Sl (29,5 oo 218 oS
Gy aabp S5 6 DEA S @jlie 4 .05 o (655 o510l
S Wb Slojlo slaely (s 3 Slee (655 ojlul Crr (oS
oot g duglie ) citun (il glaoslio 5 o3l b
JSBL (258 455 s 4 jls DEA (g > .5)b JSie ()
g Ay @l CSS 4 il bl 2B (5L
D8 90 j Mg Jelgs Cuadd (il HLB] )3 rimes

2 Bras sbodles (5l Glise med slaie 4 BaS (nl
i)l s Ay claaiiie (e 5 (Ao g i glaslsls
aabhio oyl Ll dlas) Wb dgg dolidiy YO sl balls
Srae (i 185 Qa5 (Jg 932 200 70 0 L
o (B Ol Wged leieds didly (6,5 580 SleMb| aoslys
sloodly (5yp> iy g anlas )bl bdsliinsy |5
gy S5 g b e ks ST 15810 3 2 lg ool oy
940355 350 Frontier Analyst 5 3 8le 5 alwga laodls
5 35 Bpman ) 1ol sy Sassly (ol 085 )15 oo
DS o LIS (slassly ol 5l g )5 )8 s 390 3,Skos
5400325 290 ol )3 okl 155 g 0o Bpae (fje izmen
mao Leodles 51 So o (556l Bpae Glise e (28515 il
() Jgaz) ooled o sl (551 b B3 Jai )3 b g ol
A5 ol cdllas 390 sladilS (> S (655 Gpnn l5se

1-Data envelopment analysis
2-Decision making unit

J_§ Lgstc\_)bv.lf » u_aa._.o 9 d)“‘“’ ok oS 0.59:’ )tSm VYVY/\:
oS ol odgy S FYTVF/Y 390 WWAY oloys LL b oS
@w%&md\&wdhdww}\ﬂ Jyres
s 9 A3 oSS ()8 S )l e 95l 1) cuiS
Ghochebeyg et al., ) siwa six slaa s, o Lagiw
4 Cowlyy Sl cuis o olac jo oled o)y Je (2010
plodl odds J 18 lasme 43 g calio Juad o 3 AJg5 oS ) bl
Y g ame ;3 (65,00 Ao 43 Bl o ool dudy 4y Cod Hlade
(2007) el 485 & yao Lod 3 (o0h; wldllas (45y5lis
olasdl U1 g (6550 G yme lgie b ko > Erdal et al.,
ol M5 3 e 55 JF ol s 45 5 55 a8 ie Ay
e Glise ol 5l A 039 (LS ) 5 Ke YASAD/D Jpaxe
-0 oy VFY i slaccgw g do ) FANY JSlewd sladgS
ly 3l g (65,50 G e (2005) Hatirli et al., Ladss > .05l
295> g ) 1y 5l e Jal g (55 slaosles
WSO8 8 ey 3y50AS 5 3 VAVD =Y e e la Sl b (5]
VYA 5 0olas ds osiliow (65 pm) s a5 3l ol ] ol
O)le d w4l galSYeee o pd +/AD 4 A0 Jlo
P otllaey I e e 55 Spae > Gl aop K
ovg, JSamavatian et al., (2010) .cowl 0345 (55,01 3 Jg
e (o &S0l LS s i )S odliol Hloy ybiw o yuaw
S50 IS 3w oy eiope 9 (558 G 3U B s
g ol (Bpan Cogw g (olerd 395 slaodles 4 bgiye (sloysd
S LS gladsly slasy oy i (yld S aw YU g)l50
bowg olyps ddhie )Ls (oSS cois o 65,0l o)L
o .cd)S )y 8 wyp )50 (2010) .Ghochebeyg et al.,
=y Dy90 3lg VA 5 0mmo 5l asly 00 a8 ol L Gudou ]
Oil38l U odlai il )90 (slroles ggamme 5l doyd Vo &S ixe oy
Houshyar . (2010) .545 o 2534850 LU slassly ol
pAS CiS )3 (Bpan 55l 2L sz & s et al,
by L ol .adly gy bedly oibgy Juloo gy 4y )b adlaio
whlS dwle cops jo aaily gyl bedly iy Judou oS
o Gl 5l Bpan )3 3555 &)lje 35 (3wl (35
L35 LS 1S58 )l3e

AU jglate 4 Laosly iudgy Jlos by | G ol 5
ol Lo o yliw o 53 HLa S cuiS @ bgy o (slaosld
ol gy LHLST 51,LS slassly S5 187 ol 5l Gaa as

5 ‘_gj)_il ‘_ngobLQ) )‘1 L9 odlasiwl Oy ‘dj)sl é.gl:va )'I Cawyd


www.SID.ir

1WA Jol Jlumows Vojlois Yol (55,9l slooivlo 4y piid Vo

Cis9US Oladgs 43 (65,5 soailiw g b a3l Jolro —) Jgan
Table 1- Energy equivalents of inputs and outputs in agricultural production
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Table 2- Energy use for cucumber production in Shahreza Township
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Table 3- Evaluation of greenhouse cucumber with reference units via CCR input oriented model

(s31) g2 30 sl2oly () (21,8 ($15) gadgi oy
Unit sample Efficiency (%) DMU (Greenhouses)
4(78.24) 89.51 1
10 (56.18) and 21 (74.67) 96.63 2
- 100 3
- 100 4
7 (89.34) and 4 (45.23) 93.31 5
3(38.12) and 4 (67.34) 95.43 6
- 100 7
10 (70.16) and 4 (56.34) 92.82 8
3 (60.18) and 4 (34.89) 92.37 9
- 100 10
7 (47.16) and 4 (35.68) 90.57 11
4 (78.34) 82.81 12
3(76.11) and 4 (71.46) 76.23 13
21 (34.56) 85.12 14
4 (56.67) 81.35 15
21(70.29) and 17 (45.23) 91.47 16
- 100 17
3(59.12) and 7 (57.23) 92.15 18
7(39.19) and 4 (87.57) 79.9 19
10 (30.17) and 17 (67.45) 83.69 20
- 100 21
21 (60.18) and 7 (86.15) 87.59 22
10 (35.76) 85.56 23
21 (45.35) and 10 (79.47) 79.49 24
17 (81.19) and 21 (24.90) 83.39 25
B - LG (slossly ol il
The average of deficient units
120 - m CCR = BCC
100 -
? 30
£ o0 -
8
10 -
20 -
H

1 234567 892101112131415161718192021232232]25
DMOAT
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Fig. 1- Efficiency of greenhouse cucumber with CCR and BCC input oriented
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Table 5- Analyses of efficiency and return to scale in Greenhouse Cucumber production
oolde & Cani 033l (80,3) wldle () (80,0) (alB (8 ) (80,0) (8 a5 sdgi Sl

Return to scale Es (%) Egcc (%0) Eccr (%) DMU
Increasing 97 92.23 89.51 1
Increasing 98 97.7 96.63 2

Constant 100 100 100 3
Constant 100 100 100 4
Increasing 93.31 100 93.31 5
Increasing 95.43 100 95.43 6
Constant 100 100 100 7
Increasing 98 94.35 92.82 8
Increasing 99 93.2 92.37 9
Constant 100 100 100 10
Increasing 92 97.59 90.57 11
Increasing 92 89.7 82.81 12
Increasing 85 88.9 76.23 13
Increasing 91 92.7 85.12 14
Increasing 87 93.4 81.35 15
Increasing 95 96.1 91.47 16
Constant 100 100 100 17
Increasing 92.15 100 92.15 18
Increasing 91 87.43 79.9 19
Increasing 92 90.12 83.69 20
Constant 100 100 100 21
Increasing 95 92.15 87.59 22
Increasing 97 87.34 85.56 23
Increasing 86 91.38 79.49 24
Increasing 89 93.19 83.39 25
- 94.6 95.09 90.37 oo
Mean
2550 9 €l Golide 41 CuiS 5L Jao 93 )3 L) glasaly cui 5 -0 Jgaa
Table 6-Rank of efficiency unites in constant and variable return to scale models
il olio g cudS5L Jao 2550 lile & CulS 5l Jae
BCC CCR
LojgEaome Mg ly iy Egeme s sy
Sum of weights DMU Sum of weights DMU
6.11 4 3.12 3
3.19 7 3.02 4
3.05 21 2.96 5
2.71 10 2.63 6
2.33 3 22 7
1.93 17 2.17 10
- - 1.89 17
- - 1.76 18
- - 1.65 21
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Figure 2- Energy saved via each input with CCR input oriented in greenhouse cucumber
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