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ABSTRACT

In this study, analysis-level program method (AHP), for should the carbon footprint of the development trend of assessment factors

for the hand tools industry by assessment criteria, hierarchical structure, and by experts and scholars group the way made between

the assessment criteria and selection program relative priority weight values, for threea selection strategy program (pro-active, and

the war and go negative response), hand tools industry carbon footprint, the development trend of the priority programs of the

appraisal. The research findings show that the active weight of the program selected a value of 0.483; and the war and go right to

re-value of 0.343; negative response to the weight value of 0.173; industry experts and scholars consistent with cognitive response to

the rapidly changing global economy, the new situation and green trade barriers that may arise in the future energy-saving trend of

the phenomenon, hand tools industry should actively take the initiative to improve and make a difference, due to the improved

project too much at the same time is also a major burden on the company's personnel and policy makers, it should be with reference

to the selection of factor weights priority to develop to improve the direction and timetable to proceed with the development goals of

the decision-making. In the evaluation factors affect the selection of programs, the overall weight of the value of the order of

importance for the ability to sell (0.320), production management (0.298), the economic cost (0.226), vision / trend (0.156). Brand

reputation (0.216) in the various assessment criteria of QA / QC system (0.211), industry profitability (0.161) and pathway system

(0.104) for the right of selection results weight factors. "Brand reputation" in the various assessment criteria, the weight value is most

significant, however, in the traditional industries of hand tools This relatively pay attention to the so-called hard power, QA / QC of

the product quality is the most important foundations of the brand building, so how a full range of quality, environmental protection

and industrial safety certification practice to continuously improve product quality and added value of the hand tool industry, and

promote Taiwan's manufacturing industry through the operation of the advertising and marketing network platform build brand

reputation, should be our the hand tool industry should give priority to implementing the future strategic plan.
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