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Toetidurmiiuana massasddinouddana N, shadhdoyaser 7T, athalsfonn
N . P IR 4 o a\LN. a9, )
conditional expectation 89 €, fidwiiugud mananaeanéhatilissyifalien s

3 B, uay Y, Mlldnuniiu unbiased usimamauiud @1 conditional expectation 181 €, fi

Bivhiuguilundiaedid tuncation  bias Fafiatu faiu bias AifeauaNMIRANT B
P emavaneléh £ bias fifinan specification error lnafimIagfis conditional mean Fafhuaiion

wishihasingly (Heckman, 1976)
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athalsfimat mgmsnidaduns () iracnati biifeRetulglaeinn 1 tude

E(€, =1 =0 E(€,L[=0 =0 (®)
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a a [

Ay O, Vi 811( Bk' Yy A Waliaas ,

e lsaums ©) aansnleaums (10) (Diewert, 1974 : Sidhu and Baanante, 1981)
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wmbnsdededtmi 45

Towi 5, fo wlmpseliswiukdwiiniomma i do mistuus mluadamddmiy -
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E(Eq,-|f1~ = 0 = GIQLWJ (12)
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Tuvuaadientu Hadtuilatuussdmiutimmilenantu

T = PP, +ZYy,+ O, +& (14)
gi g g 2l F(d),) g
Toesh G,.. =Cov(€, €)
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dwisLshuteding viesnulsdasslumsdinitidun menthdertius @ay ARNLTT sauvn
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X = I - P In ( M) (16)
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I = O g CyinBly + Oy + QB+ Yyl oy + — Yokt
l / / . / / / / / /
+ 2 Y0P 0Py + YylnP P + Yy P P g + Vi Py + ByinZ,
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Toth 70 lbsnndadnaemiin fiomeldmmanimaudesupmed sy Joad
tenen wieiug Tatsom emudngis uasnlfunsniees Suinms normalized Tnamendn ; ),
fashaussmiifudhidusiaufign nomalized  lagmendn ; P, femanijuadivanlaniuiidushiiu
uasgn nomalized loemain ; P, Aamenfidushiwsasmslfunniaseliuavgn normalized
loemanimaniuiu |
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Fumlimusiasia uas ; 7, fdoFinmsaaiaa wissinaWumadeinusamiialon s
wheiaidhyaen

o, o, B, Y. 8, uary fo wmilsasiassanlimnueh uay subscripts W, F, uay M @a
fafurulsioldun usam tenafl ussunmien’ s ey |

TNUNAHAARAMS (10) mmamriaiu S, dmiiussm el uasvnea’ls Taaman
aniufuasaams (29) Foasld

L eo®

CPLX o

) Wﬂ:/ ~ = aw+YWwInP/W+YWFlnP /F +’YWM]DP/M+8WLIDZL +8WA]nZA (30)
P /,- X ) /

N Fﬂ:/ == o + ’YFW]'DP/W + 'YHJDP/FJr YeudnP r + 8FL]nZL + SFAanA (31)
P X '

) M’it/ s Olys + Y0P /w + Y prnP /F + YMMmP/M + 6zerlnzL + 8MAanA (32)

. a A 1% a vu = [ o v
Toesi Xy, Xp uat X, 60 tRannwashdenmsdaiuumsausenm Juedl uasunsnesd lagae
' [ ] & . 3
Wivaaesams (29) (30) (31) uag (32) asgnusanimasnilusacaounend regime) saamls

v A 5 A v [ ;:‘ o A .. . v v v
hmm&maaaummmﬂm mfflmwtmmLmsmmnumil,aan (selectivity variable) W%ﬁ“ﬂ’\’)ﬁl‘lﬂmﬂ

nLgsnumalagld probit Renfumadaniuginlumssznmmatuwsnliud

nslazanousawiinibs : Probit Maximum Likelihood Model

AL EmIMsEeniusimanuUL®es probit 1ael#35 Maximum Likelihood Uaod
Wetaermef 1 Sulseavnenild 5 Frledétyymendial ﬁzﬁuﬁuéwﬁmamﬁwﬁlo% (ihagenaw
1) smwamaieEanaNL 83% maadwﬁommf?uﬁmmmn‘:nﬁ@mmuahaaof':azhagnﬁm way

M McFadden's R-squared fawhriy
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0366 Futhravislummon 1 fﬂsimuﬁﬁuf%mﬁam‘%‘ammw’%amu‘mmhmﬂ‘a:ﬂuuﬁmmmﬁwztﬂu
~‘-maonﬁﬂgn‘iinwauu*'a‘lumsaummamiamﬁﬂéamu_lawaaél’auﬂimauan' maszanouen ﬁrobit model
umvmﬂi"aqﬂLwaavmmuﬂﬂumﬂaanwuwn (selectivity variable ¥3a Mill's rano, wnuu iy
mm‘lﬂnﬂumﬁﬂxmmmwwam uasafasfanausiui ey mauammnuwm

uazwcrmwmﬂwwuwanimumamstaanwumnquu‘lmmmua‘lu;ﬂmmmmmmgm famafi 2

1ua1uﬁuﬂwﬂawuamwuu 56N (o mmawmmam) uﬁmmmmnmqmnﬂua a&muuamﬂty P <
0.01,- 0.10) wwmtmmw mstaanwummuunﬁmauauaafsﬂanmﬂaauuﬂawamm (cm‘mw 2) mwu
m*smmmo‘h mmquummmmunmﬂu mamuurruylmmﬂumnuuuuwmmm ?meummuw‘lmy '

X o slsmnI £y a X
WL AN amﬁﬂqnﬂmwauuzamnw

(r-R8....) [’ (=2 @0)x) R|(r-R8..) g
(y-XB) (= er)(y- XB) J

miﬂsmmmwﬂam miﬂsvmmmﬂanmm‘ls UaZ share equations

MM probit model Gluwuu‘m eI Mill's ratio 38 selectivity variable o7 L‘fr\’ia
m‘lﬂﬂﬂunmh"umwiwﬂaﬁ%um\lfluamunmﬁﬁﬂimm%’nwauwa wazanunIni lsresimmiien

TN 3 uag 4 Ifusnnanmssnneanssams (29)-(32) v@etMviBNNEA LLawmmum °lumtm
‘loﬂ’umamﬁauamgmgmamnqumunu fa nquusnu_lummmﬂaummgnmawaa symmetry  and
parametric constraints ﬁﬁaaﬁaﬂuﬂdﬁfuﬁﬂmﬁﬂu share equation null hypothesis fide
Wfiea TN S; Foftoaums (30) (31) way (32) svimsfiseSTireaadasiulusms (20)
Wae Yoe= Yew - Yo = Yo %8¢ Yerrs Yo %:1r“wﬁaausgﬁyuﬁméﬁumw%auﬁmﬁavmaaummgn
Famsmslddadnin 18 dadria (6 FesrindmiLusacanms 3)

aml F-test ‘lﬂnnmm‘l‘?lummmaauaumjmmnan mmmﬁmmuu SURE e dermmaiin

H RB=1 uum@aa

" McFadden's R” WiaunsaozinSeuiioudy r 1uaummﬁneu oLs 1d McFadden’s R mog“luwawaa 020 4 0.40 Tunuy

61aawuﬁu (Sonka et al., 1989)
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o : : i
$1914Y1 1 Probit reduced-form of seed selection equation

t-Ratio

Accuracy of Prediction = 83.06 percent

McFedden R2 = 36.56 percent

Exogehous ~ Estimated Standard
Variables Coefficients Emor
Intercept 66.2001 24.1700 2.739***
In P, -29.9659 10.2897 -2.915%+
In P, 2.8074 11.4600 0.245
‘P, -4.9247 47950 -1.027
1/2(n P,  73m 2.9960 2.444%*
1/2(n Y -4.6893 5.1180 0916
1/2(n P, )’ 01631 0.8086 0202
nP, P 0.759],. 31770 0.239
nP, InP, 1.092% 10250
In Py InP, 08733 1.3580 0643
InZ -4.0053 31200 1284
nz, 1,081 12970 -0.846
nP, Inz 14900 0.7330 2.033**
InP, InZ, 00115 0.3159 0.036
nP, InZ -1.7091 0.9232 -1.851*
In P, InZ, 0.2596 0.4503 0577
nP, InZ -0.0864 0.3518 0241
nP, InZ, 0.1546 0.1411 1.096
1/20n Z,) 0.2700 0.3129 0.863
1/2(n 2, 0.0406 0.0626 0,647
InZ InZ, 0.0645 01105 - 0.584

e Significant at 1 percent level
** Significant at 5 percent level
* Significant at 10 percent level

d .
HIdT - Ik

2
McFedden R =1 -log L, /log L
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M9 2 Elasticities of the probability of planting Khao Dawk Mali sample means - -

Exogenous Variable R Estimates " t-Ratio
Price of Labor S 125660 ETYE
Fertilizer Price -0.17127 -5.205***
Tractor Power Price -0.22914 -1.086
Area : 0.15250 ’ 1165
Farm Assets 0.13773 0.744

dkk

Significant at 1 percent level’
* Significant at 10 percent level

d .
a1 - UMUK

oo®
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M99 3 Joint estimation of the normalized profit function and factor share equations for

variable inputs in Kh'ao‘ Dawk Mali, adjusted for selectivity bias

Standard

Exogenous Parameters Estimated t-Ratio
Variables Coefficient Emor
Profit Function
Intercept o, 5.209940 1.50400 3.464***.
In P,/ Oy 1.185770 - 046370 2,557+
In P o 0.147314 0.04985 2.955%**
P, o, 0.530296 0.28450 1.864%.
1/2(In PW‘)2 Yo -0.494342 0.09126 - -5.417%**
1/2(n P, Voo 0031796 001778 -1.789*
1/20n ,,)’ Vi 0169857 003568 4.760**
InP, InP; Yur -0.055843 0.01202 -4.648***
In P,/ In P/ Yes: -0.049073 004673 <1073
InP; InP, Yo -0.009452 0.00583. -1.620
InZ B. 1.089270 0.32210 3.382%+*
In Z, B, -0.261975 0.17530 -1.503
InP, InZ Oyt -0.043033 0.05021 -0.857
InP, InZ, Oyia 0.011110 0.02204 0.504
InP; InZ Sy 0.001869 0.00551 0.339
InP; InZ, Opa -0.001448 0.00255 -0.566
InP, InZ Oy -0.040898 0.02979 -1.373
In P, InZ, Oy 0.017678 001315 1.344
1/2(n ZL)2 . 0.044506 0.04281 1.040
120 2, W, 0018621 001260 1477
InZ InZ, W, 0.004957 0.01790 0.277
Selectivity Variable o, 0.100199 0.05931 1.689*
Labor Share Equation
Intercept - o, 1185770 0.46370 2557
In Py, Yorw -0.494342 0.09126 -5.417%**
In P, Yuoe -0.055843 0.01202 -4.648%**
In P, Yo -0.049073 0.04573 -1.073
n 7 . 0043033 005021 -0.857
nZ, Sys 0.011110 0.02204 0.504
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Exogenous ' ’ ' Parameters  Estimated . Standard ~ t-Ratio

Variables ‘ Coefficient - - Error
Fertilizer Share Equation V ,
Intercept E a, 0147314  0.04985 2.055%**
InPp, Yew -0.055843 0.01202 -4.648***
In P Ve -0.031796 0.01778 -1.789*
In P/ » Veu -0.009452 0.00583 -1.620
InZ, v SFL 0.001869 0.00551 0.339
nhz, SFA -0.001448 0.00256 -0.566
Tractor Power Share Eqution }
Interjgept a,, 0.530296 0.28450 1.864*
In Py, . Yarw -0.049073 0.04573 -1.073
In P, . . Yur -0.009452 0.00583 -1.620
In P,/ ' Yanu -0.169857 0.03568 -4.760***
InZ . SML @ 7.-0.040898 - 002979 . i -1.373
InZ, : ” Oy 0.017678 0.01315 1.344
ol Significant at 1 percent level

o R Significant at 5 percent level
* - Significant at 10 percent level

Selectivity Valiable = -f(,/F(d,)

d .
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maefia Joint gétitﬁatibn of the normalized profit function and factor share equations »

~ for variable inputs in-glutinous rice, adilisted for selectivity bias

Standard -

Exogenous Parameters Estimated t-Ratio
Variables Coefficient Emor
Profit Function ,
Intercept ol -6.885170 4.01100 -1.716*
Inp, (o 4:451160 1.62600 2.737%**
In Py o 0.987797 0.26260 3.762***
In P/ o, 2.892350 0.57420 -5.037%**
1/2(n P,,)’ Yo 0.925564 038770 2387
1/2(n P,)’ Voo 0169621 005755 2,948
1/2(In PM')2 Yt -0.486116 0.05686 -8.549***
InP, InP; Yur -0.244445 0.05931 -4.121%**
‘ ln P, Yune -0.319976 0.11520 2777
"In Py, Veur -0.079804 0.02766 -2.886%**
B. 1.734012 0.64270 2.698***
BA‘-, 0.254821 0.25400 1.003
‘Iz SWL -0.375587 0.13230 -2.839***
InP, InZ, 8w A -0.040154 0.04832 -0.831
InP, InZ Oy 0.012056 0.02512 0.480
In Py In Z, Opa 0.001165 0.00986 0.118
InP,InZ SML -0.045749 0.05317 -0.860
ln‘PM' nz, SMA -0.018905 0.02048 -0.923
1/2(in ZL)2 (/2 0.045069 0.10540 0.428
1/2(In Z A)2 Yos -0.011204 0.01603 -0.699
InZ InZz, ‘ Yo, 0.027214 0.02648 1.028
Selectivity Variable o, -0.069508 0.09883 -0.703
Labor Share Equation
Intercept . ol - 4.451160 1.62600 2.737*
In P, Yo -0.925564 0.38770 -2.387%*
In P; Yur -0.244445 0.05931 -4.121%**
In P/ Yun --0.319976 0.11520 .77
InZ, SWFL -0.375587 0.13230 -2.839%**
InZ, WA -0.040154 0.04832 -0.831

@o°
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ExoggﬁOUQ - Parameters Estimétéd Standard t-Ratio
Variables - , . Coefficient Emor
Fertilizer Share Equation . ) )
Intercept . o, 0.987797 026260 = 3.762%*
In P, : Yew 0244445 0.05931 4121+
In P _ Yer -0.169621 0.57550 -2.948%+*
In P,/ Yeu -0.079805 0.02766 -2.886%*
InZ O 0012056  ~  0.02512 0.480
InZ, : g 0.001165 0.00986 0.118
Tractor Power Share Eqution
Intercept : o, 2.892350 057420 5.037***
In Py, v Yo -0.319976 0.11520 2.TT7***
nPy Yo -0.079805 0.02766 -2.886***
‘InP, o Yaar ©-0.486116 0.05686 -8:549%*
nZ oo 58y, -0.045749" < 0.06317 - -0.860
InZ, s -0.018908" 002048 0923

* %k

Significant at 1 percent level

* %k

Significant at 5 percent level

*

Significant at 10 percent level
Selectivity Valiable = -f()/[1-F(()]

A 9 )
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Toef M = Snimicums J = dmandadifia (Thei, 1971) PUE T a— m
F fisnildwii 1.905 uazanemaen Foss, s = 1975 wazdmiitaurssimwmiien ¢ F
Fannildivhi 1800 uarMETWA Fop e = 1975 Asqllih mlimanoniies ol
hypothesis I usavimssnanUfssanugninacdeditiold ofmnamailasmasudvis
hathaimdensnldtimrnligere Jafumsiuiudosagiymasnifientu profit maximization
waasn agalafiena msdnzes Pﬁapanichya Uay Panayotou (1985) Way Adulavidhaya et al '
(1979) ﬁlwwauuﬂqumnﬁumaqmwsﬂ{lumimm‘lmaammmmnu |
_ meseLAnLmmikiRemaceL translog function fhuuaneheann Cobb-Douglas
(CD) function vial LLazclunwmﬂonwnﬂiwag'slu?Jmaa translog asdhatordurintuny Cobb-
Douglas  \dfufvanuamarine waxiifiu second order tusans (290) axéfasiieifugué (Sidhu
and Baanante, 1981) ﬁuﬁa null hypothesis aufhud yne) fwas 7, = 0 uay O, =0 ém%uﬁaﬁ%u

yasinvansed M F wmmm‘lmmmu 2013 uael F - aNATIN Fogy gy fewiriy 1.691 udewh

safigmgrufias. S translog Wanesund Cobb-Douglas dwLvmadmitariurlsmasimmiien
wirh & F fidwonllieniiy 1.280 uaveh F anssnen o, o = 1692 Sontibisenmlfias
amgmgm‘lm.wmummm Lislemauanshaisswii Cobb-Douglas uat translog Tunsdivadinmiien
athilsfemlmienidmiunansiasinadantd nansog at uimmeiifimmaseufidielife
erushiloathstonrmtilaimmsbil§iamneiu - Cobb-Douglas  Safhuilartuiisiqadon
(Chand and Kaul, 1986) dhuanmaimwiient Wilanauansnauszwing translog way Cobb-Douglas

 HhulsrAvs 19 waz 25 @R 40 dwmﬁuﬂizﬁw%“lumm 3 uas 4 muéiﬁuﬁﬁﬂﬁwﬁiyﬁ
iy 10 % Euathodes o dmshemeaiaiiuilslurmid 3 way 4 amﬂngmﬁuﬂizﬁwéuaz
standard eror 989 selectivity variable Hafie AGIFD) dwiuihvessed uas -1(¢ VIL-F()]
dwiidmwilen selectivity variable ol.umuauu"auuammy o 39U 10 % Fadhuasstuiudd
selection bias adWa39 91N subsample aamsAnLL (Pitt, 1983) dwSUanmTimmlien selection
bias Lifiddy Seivananan mmmmﬂszmmdwﬂaﬁ%ﬁ%zmﬁa’ﬁmﬂ%%ummﬁmwhﬁ”fu athals
Sorailaeinll selectivity variable dinasfiidnusamslasmuimmiladaraimnman (e, - - -
1978 : Pitt, 1983)

AmsfulAne Y, v.ummum‘sammmﬂuaumﬁanmmnwauu:sau,awmmum Faulyl

e sdnsAvenalriiaduauusa ihemmdaiinuathihsefenaniy 6
Sutvinion (B) fienfhunnuasiiuidygunmivaasitiiy. frenadasiunmmenty athla
oral Snledviavindausasiia (B, fenidhumudmvessatobinamane maiaduanmmanh
Wirnlsanne uitoonnendanlseavisd ifhieéiny wrgarinfennadu i edemnaiiuey a1

aelifhuanaad
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_enwiovdugssfinuadmiuiiemsudouazdwwaetasmania
anfsmnamsluamed suar 4 audhugudmiumednnueaaiaeudmiLEw
.D a » €0 @& o a o Al L &€ 1
wanemasin uasfmddmiuiiademendaduns Joldun ussam o uasmsniee’ wzsnumaes
emBemeuraausiasiugimdanmslisams (17) (18) (19) (20) (23) (24) was (25) eherwdangu
o o 1 { 1 1 . L L L H A o v
“dmnalosndurieduethinemss s, nenthiofuusuanfinuihivad Sauiimamedmiums
dmnnienmaaams (27) fazdasandueiidnnl dluudasilaifuaniugin uasdmasenadionguass
' G v a ' a f o € ' a i a ¢
esnhasihudusaalilumaed 2 dennbenguzasusiasiugin was denubavgunnresfiaug
v miumsaReiigin  @eidenmlidmsiedeulumaritaidumenaauy
meta-production function Hiuas) uaaat3luenai 5
T4 translog function (@susnehsain Cobb-Douglas function) wanssnuliunsfiame
v e e A A . - . A
dwiuihdommrdaduus goldun ussom o uasnsnina’ nmauRemuaséhusmeneniula

. o 1 : A o v
ANAES  (symmetric) wansEMLGanaMaz e lUmaEsnIfimd  Sesanadastiumsemenialuma

wqwﬁ (Sidhu and Baanante, 1981) P

P

‘©
2/

emuBavemesunamnaiiiedamanamafiaanin  mnazeseNsdavgWNENUTIO
1A : A £% 1 A& Ao . . o
loabidaetammneinnatioani 1 Fougaeiddnsusi  inelastic  wams@NMEaAARDITLM
1/szaniM3#ed Sriboonchitta (1983) fmsdnmn uiisgsde iz
Tafufuulimad Snsuniuiladuhsnauiusnnnifiamauwmivfissanenubavei
% ] o X A &y & o Y &y v & u‘ly
leforihivmaifiesomnadusy  anuduihieimsnauiulusunsasaddnemudld
Sumstufuan Puapanichya and Ponayotou (1986) @y Adulavidhaya et al. - (1979) uae
Stiboonchitta (1983) dwiLthiuasftiuianmddn matvuedwwaesasin mIlEicuRsam ms
2 a X A A A o o 8§ v Y a €o o o A A X v
Tpisaulugassiesasiiaesainmailiimassssdnuasfinuad mitihdemandaisaude
a ' A Y A a v v €. A - I3 & A 1 > ‘
anxdanguansrandeinflafieuivindfnafimamhiuuassmnaamhinden whiu 0.04 uag 0.90
o v A oa : ~ X ! v €a ¢ A ¢ § 8w a
ey Feflemamnerimadisalugaememindaw ssmmpaaah Sl e Siausasiinandn
4 X 4 gy da X
st 004 weloud wnefinardadnasfindu 090 wadioud ManewaiduiRsaunii
I 6 A [l d o A ' . . o [
wodud  amEemeumesunanaausiuBsdidnsrloneutioy  (inelastic) donARBITLAANA
HAREMIAN (marginal value product) Tevussrmiislenfaueguéiidunulag Abamo (1990), Zhang
-(1991) uae Wiboonpongse (1983)
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PR o el _
MMM 5 " Derlved elasticity estimates for rice supply and demand for variable inputs of

rice
. Rice Fertilizer Labor Tractor Farm Land
price price price Price assets.
Elasticity of demand and supply for Khao Dawk Mali rice”
Output supply - 0.1942 -0.0108 -0.0773 -0.0386 0.0335 0.9449
Fert. demand 0.2490 -0.7002 -0.0443 -0.0614 0.0410 0.8685
Labor demand 0.2983 -0.0145 -0.2971 -0.0618 0.0436 0.9950
Tractor demand 0.3705 -0.0239 0.1538 -0.2028 0.0815 " 1.1300
Elasticity of demand and supply of glutinous rice’
Output supply 0.6502 -0.0222 -0.2168 -0.1572 0.0591 0.0685
Fert, demand ,, T ozed 043 0073 Ou4; 00223 0.0379
Labor demand ‘ 0.6808 -0.0139 -0.0672 -0.1096 0.0843 0.3728
Tractor demand 0.7814 -0.0610 -0.1743 -0.5472 0.0203 0.0431
Elasticity of demand and supply (with seed switching adjusnLntsLb
Output supply 0.3128 00146 -0.1160 = -0.0678 0.0433 0.8981
Fert. demand 0.2827 -0.8056 -0.0568 -0.0860 0.0423 0.8068
Labor demand 0.4157 -6.0154 | -0.6856 -0.0783 0.0510 0.9156
Tractor demand 0.5008 -0.0348 -0.1723 -0.3651 0.0743 0.9733

a

Using equation (17), (18), (19), (20), (23) ,(24), (25) and simple averages of input S, ratios.
b )

Using equation (17), (18), (19), (20), (23) ,(24), (25), (27) and simple averages of mput S,
ratios. ’

s dmione
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919N 6 Effect of selected policies on wet season rice productiom in Chiang Mai province -

Fermers' response (% effect on input and output)

Policy Use of Use of Use of Rice
Fertilizer Labor Tractor Output

in fert. price 8.056 0.154 0.348 0.146
in labor price  0.568 6.856 1.723 1.160
in trac. price 0.860 0.783 3.651 0.678
in rice price 2.827 4157 5.008 3.128
8624 7.010 2071 1.306
8.916 10.937 3.999 0.824
10.883 4311 5.356 3274
1.428 7639 5374 1.838
3.395 11,013 6.731 4288
10. @)+ @) 3,687 4.940° 8.659 3.806
11 1)+ Q@+ @) 0.484 7.793 5.722 1.984
12 )+ +@) 11.451 11.167 7.079 4.434
13. 1)+Q)+@ 11.743 5.094 9.007 3.952
14 @+ 0+ @ 4550 11.796 10.382 4,966
15. (1) + @) + (3) + (4) 12.311 11.950 10.730 5112

s s
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g . . : .
mamz7 Base-llne data used for. calculatlng costs and benefits of altomativo inputs and

output price policies

Fertilizer quantity (kg/rai) - ‘ 16.79
Ferlity price (baht/kg) ’ 547 -
Labor amount (man-day/zai) : o 6.18
Wage 1ate (bath/man-day)‘ ' . . 72.27
Tractor quantity (unit/rai) 1.00
Tractor rate (baht/rai) 214.00
Ri&e production (kg/rai) - 602.12
Rice price (baht/kg) 3.78 A
Note: Estimated at the sample means for wet season rice production (varietal differences
incorporated)
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M 8 C_ost-effectiveness of alternative policies fér. rice production

Policy Alternative Net benefit to Goverment -Net impact of Cost effect-
farmers susidy policy iveness %

(baht/rai) (baht/rai) (baht/rai)

1. 10% V' in fert. price am 9.92 551 55,52
2. 10% V' inlabor price 39.30 44.76 546 1220
3. 10% W i trac. price 25.52 2151 402 18.70
4 10% AN in rice price 274.00 2872 8 1674
5 (1)+(Q 43.72 54.68 -10.97 -20.06
6. 1)+ 20.95 344 149 473
7. 1+@ 278.42 244.98 33.44

8 @2+0 6484 o627 A4
9. @+@ 313.30 28212 31.18 11.05
10. (3)+ (@) 288.54 257.78 41.76 1620
1. W+Q@+0 69.25 76.20 695 -9.12
12. (1) +@+@ 317.72 292.38 25.34 867
13. M+@+@ 303.95 268.03 3592 13.40
14. 2)+Q3)+ @) 33884 30518 3366 11.03
15, (1) +@+©@)+@ 343.25 31543 27.82 8.82
fan: o
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