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Abstract

This Research aims to study the approach of the community toward decision to grow
rice and economic crops, including resource allocation for using appropriately in plantation
under the large plot agricultural system. The study areas were in Phan district, Chiang Rai
Province and the data were collected from sampling 400 field farmers. The method used is
developing mathematical model for crop growing in multi-objectives and multi-periods,
together with agriculturist representative and experts with multi criteria decision making
(MCDM). This is to prioritize the importance of alternative crops and finding appropriate
allocation of resources to achieve the targeted goal. The result showed that agriculturists
prioritize most toward criteria for Japanese rice growing, with weight of 0.179, followed by
transplanted rice, glutinous transplanted rice, garlic, paddy sown rice, and glutinous paddy
sown rice, respectively. The study’s result also showed that price fluctuation of crop
products resulted in more use of land and labor in order to increase product to compensate
low price and this also resulted in the higher opportunity cost of growing transplanted rice.
Therefore, growing transplanted rice during in-season plantation is considered the most
effective way while during off-season, either garlic and Japanese rice can be grown.
Collective pattern for planning for using resources together in large plot agricultural areas,
together with clear marketing target would bring about effective use of resources and reduce
risk in revenue from fluctuation in price and uncertainty of yields from drought. Moreover,
technology development to solve the problem of lack of labor is deemed important

approach toward the enhance of competitiveness of agriculturists in the future as well.

Keyword: Large Agricultural Land Plot Guidelines, Rice, Multi-decision making, Multi-Choice

goal Programming, Trade-offs

unun

nUszhudgnidcdassadwesssuunsudatiineuazanuddgyresnunsnsguand
Tuanamdonouuy nsensinneasuazannsal laivuauleuieddgiifduszasiifiondle
Jumideinlusrezemldfuyualssmea %auiamaﬁwé’aﬁgﬂ%LﬂﬁauiﬂLLéaiu?Jquﬂismwm
2559 laun syuvduasunsinunsuuukladlng LLazLﬁaﬁ’mﬂ%ﬁuLﬂwmm;:iﬂqﬂ%ﬂﬁaL“f]uuiamﬂﬁ
Fesmsduaiuliinunsnsiinissunguiuiedu uudadlng Tnethmnevesulouiodanan Ae

N13AAALNUITENITATIIANNAINNTININSWYs Ul YATNSEUANY13 (Economy of scale) ¢

93



MsasfaumansiargnamnIsiuinig U 4 atun 1 unsian -guieu 2564 Vol. 4 No. 1 January - June 2021

o v o A

nsdebiauddyiunisldtadenisndnlo ermdadngity waaiug) nsldussuwasiniasdng

[
Y

NMsinens N1sUTUUTEN uagn1susmsdanms laeiinisusiasag

[

ANISLUAFE LN UINANUIBIY
Su1a) inthiusmsdanisuazyseauaudenledituaun¥nlungy mMukuIneiana1ununIng
Y W Y] ¢ A X 4 I a Y a ) a & 4
Aesiinssunguiulaedvdninue Ae NulwizUgnatsegluvinalnaifvsiuuazaisiivuiniium
52AUN31 1,000 15 97nn8asNITIWIULNINNTY 50 518 Fuld A198nTNNveInquIn¥nInInIy
w1 wikdasug Usenauie 1) N13TIUTIanEnInIuasIansEuIuNIsnauied 1L iun1sun

3 1

wlaslug 2) Andun1snanuazn15Ra1ATINAUlAgHIUNTEUIUAITILATIZY LagIIUAULNDAINUA

v o

Wnung(anauwny |, USUNunisean , s1a1) 3) %’@ﬁﬁLquﬂﬁﬂ’amiLLazémmmwummwiu‘la&ﬁa
WWlunszuiunisnanuaznan 4) fnuansiddadonsudn ludnvazsuiudondodndne Judy
M59IMNGUYBUNYATATANMNULINIS WUasing] AlFddunsluudluTeuuszann 2559 dmsu
Fortaluanmeamidonsuuuiiidnonmdsiuil Uszneude 1) 24889570 oud 0. 38eds 0.0y
0.quna Surusunear 1,000 13 uay o.dssves S1uam 2,000 19 2) 2.wzien 1w e.des Hui
aun 1,600'13 wswaziy LﬁaLﬁauﬁmﬁauﬁuﬁuﬁmmzammmiﬂqﬂ%’n%Lﬁuiéfﬁwiaa’mw%
Tonafiannsadiusiunguuievuniiui vuvadlng 168nun

og9lsfinnn MIsTmnguvesnuasnsiienanaunnan(mslitaduninan) nsman
(Wnansne) wasmsimuathmneiu Swiauumedidaoueslilaansansataludaiunn
sufeldanunsodssiiivfawansznuidaasusiaiiinainanuliduiueuvesaninuindoy
(1 U3unauth wieanimenia) wazaruliutuouniaasugha (Wu a0 udeduyu) ey
nsfnwadalfainguazasdiiienamuuminduladenisldatenisogamngan lasende
Wnsdndulanuunanenaninast (Multi-criteria Decision Making) Wazn1silaIuTInUenunInsly
nsliimihaudfydemaden(Alternatives)  #19e mumdninasi(Criteria)  mietasin
(Constraint)  suningnsuazmeluladvesyuey Jenaselovifliagidmisaiafuuuuns
FunguamLwInIsLUasivg wagimuludinunswidug(Precision  Agriculture) %38 Smart
Farmer 393¢diNanon1senseAuAIMLAILNTaNI9N1SUIsT(Competitiveness) vaanuasnsively
DU
INUILEIAYRINTITY

1. Lﬁaiﬁmwmaéfmauiwmmwmnﬂumﬂﬁﬁmﬁfﬂﬂawmﬁwﬁméaﬂﬂiﬂgﬂﬂi’h’gLLazﬁﬁn

\sugiaddnuitenisussquiminelasyuuilduson

2. Wewauuwuuiaewnendamansuazuiimenisinaulasenisldtadonsudndients

Uantalussuuinunsuiudasivgjegneiiuseangam

94



MsasfaumansiargnamnIsiuinig U 4 atun 1 unsian -guieu 2564 Vol. 4 No. 1 January - June 2021

VIU‘I/I’J‘IJ’Jiiﬂ.JﬂiﬁJLLagﬂﬁuaﬁﬁlﬁLﬁlﬁngaﬂ

nsAnaulaLuuiasanratenaei(multiple criteria decision making : MCDM) Wagnis
dindulauuuvansfmguszasd(multiple objective decision making : MODM) gnuszgndldifiem
WuININ1sTnasstadenisanuazninensiten1sAn AUl LAz LHLNAATIN NS N UATLAT HEY
vadensthaunivans dadnognsiolud Jablonski et al (2010) lévnisdrsaaieniunis
annsaikagnsTiuleutsnsedandsnudanag delfiAnanudidunmamdsnuvesssmasangy
Tuszure1ilneuwuus1and BIOSYS-MAKAL — Kan1s@nwikandliiuieninududauvaadunianisty

Y] a . ] A Y] Y a .
nasuTanialbioenergy) SULUUANY 1A8lan1¥eg1989Na1UANSDUTININ (bio-heat) Wag

Y

=

34 biofuel Wisnsvud@didnenmduegnaunn anudnsaeddasinstuegivanunsauiiy
NINBININIINAALAZTOTIANIINITRAIA Callesen et al.  (2010) 14935015 Simple  Linear

Programming L@ ILUINIINITINATINTNEINIAIHERNelAgUasAnTlondsuludseina

' ' '
A 4 1 o A

WUNISN BABINITMAIAUYUANgAYRINISHARNS I UNElAve UL TRINInTDITEULAD NUT

(% '
~ ]

n1siwizUan fuiffueliiieaying viinailulpsaumusnasgiusimun sUBUUNTUgNINY
(MsUgnitandsanuvategasiniu) wasdediiafuliinuevnsauazomsdnd 1lesinnns
NAMNAI1UTINIB(bioenergy) ﬁmwmﬁmLﬁaaﬁ’mzwmiﬂqﬂLLazmaﬁmmwazﬁ?u UIYEIU
Tngdsfenihnis@nwiiieannisainansenuvesszuurlagumunssdawdsudamasenisld
n¥nensuaziiionisuuzimeluladfivanean Ineld33n15 multicriteria optimization  wae
genetic  algorithm  optimization  (Ayoub et al, 2009) yonaninislduuusians
goal programming LﬁamsﬁmumLﬂ’mmmﬁmwmﬁamﬁaLﬁuLLuamwﬁwﬁm;uaq;:Jﬁwmséfmau%
(decision maker) iasngigliAnuuimenstvunuleviearnanuldosnamunean fiuund
Ao lUegnsunsvans wu Cristobal (2012) T¥uuusiass goal programming Lt
vilvimsuiawansenusonandnagnisinsnuludiusinsgueaasegio MAnnn1sanases
sanMTuAEANLFeINTINEINY uenani Meanuliuueurienquaiovesteyarnanmainens
vilvdoyaunsussinniideseduanuivieuszaumsaives frinsdadulaldecision maker) 19U
NANAANIINISINYAS USinani wWmneiidesnisoal)  udu JalinsUseandld fuzzy goal
programming Lﬁ'aa%ﬁau:umi"]ammﬂ%w%fwmﬂﬂumiﬂqﬂﬁwmq@ﬂwaimaﬁwﬁqﬁqmméfmmwm
#4Au (Biswas et al., 2005) fuzzy goal programming (FGP) model wag lexicographic goal
programming(LGP) model Qﬂi%’i'mﬁ’ul,ﬁamﬁﬂizLﬁuﬁﬂiamamsﬁmuﬁﬁ Tuftufiwuun venani
Han1sAumensdndulaniglivaieinguseasAmultiple objective decision making : MODM)

o

agyilimsuiednsinsuwanildeultrade-offs) umfiagviouiisnnun waaw(scarcity) 1oy Anu

¥ [
=

U7 159U WA ﬂ’]iLLaﬂL‘Uaﬁl‘U(tl’ade-Oﬁ) Jmneisnsveudsaazunsdafialnlauisegnaiuu

Tngunsegnisliladenitoduadelontalopportunity  cost)  feidundnnisndrfgmnig

wiswgmansiiiolfilundnvowuimslunisidenuiosndulalunatagnsdl wsizazidu awnse

95



MsasfaumansiargnamnIsiuinig Ui 4 atiufl 1 unsem —fiquisu 2564 Vol. 4 No. 1 January - June 2021

' YA . P ' & Ao a a Aa 1 M v
nanladandelenialopportunity cost) fie yarvesndeniiananannadeniidetusisilile
\don wazmeuannsidvinlilivatssuidelaliaudAgaaudu Beck et al.(2008) AMuuati vy
VDI UNAIUAIBIT multi-objective optimization wazlaninIsAILINITuaniUasU(trade off)

FENIN LATEN AwInaoulazdeny

ad a o
15N1373¢8

nsAnwuIndadulasenislaladunianegranunzaunislauuimisuiudasnglag

v =

91@E38N13 MCOM Fsusznaudne 2 daudidy Ao 1) madnaulameBnadifutusuuequeado
(Fuzzy Analysis Hierarchical Process) Lﬁ@lﬁlﬁﬁwﬁwwﬁﬂﬂawmﬁwﬁmﬁmwmﬂsﬁeiamuﬁaﬂiums
Ugnuazwgily 2) nMsiawiwuudasmatgidivunguuunateniaienuasinaiediawniat (Multi-
goal , Multi-choice and Multi-Period Linear Programming) $aufun1smefimnzausie

£%
v Y

Extended goal programming  wuuiaesleauiazgnldsiuiuiefuInAnmizauveInisiy

v A

AU U591 kaziln Weussaingussasddifgyde NsldsunanauwnuganaNnIsUandiuas ity

o

wiswgnamadenyilnaunsluiazusngania Meladedninreminegins fu Uuazusany

Useansuaznguaiagig
diglAnnisnausumsliuiiannsoilugnsujifldaseiseiadoniuiiddnoam
daiuiuazailugursuiiaumieunsrsudiolumslifoys mnnisdmateyaniaauy Sunon
fom¥adossne Wuituiindeiidulunumdnnasidrsiu Tnefisfivinsmizgnlusiaiou
demay - Sunau lawn nMsugndaidiunei(objectivel O d1aid uImdItU(objective2 V)
U1niled Wen (objective3 B)  wazdnuwmileauiminu(objectived E)  diudngaudaiisiou
Sunau-uwiou Wuivfiaunsonuudsuazansnsanelihiinnane uumuiitovaivenisugniniund
wazrdilsdsmnudululimaaluladnismzgndnsuineasnsluiiuiidnyinsaiiauudaes
pdsiiFadonity 2 vlalduddndUulobjectives Juaznssiiiv(objectives G) dundudaagnadinu
Usznauseinunansiugniies 6 sdatnasu Tuituiifnw uasfunuasnsfifanundoulunis

FINFUALWIMLNEasRUadlng BT 67 aTaSeu wenanlidalinunsnsniidnaninlunis

ungulusuIAndniiundl 300 AT FallnasuiiuiAnwiviedu 4,358 13

Wsaeidaya

WTINsAnUsENEURIY 2 Suneuddlssneusie

1) miéfﬂﬁu%ﬁaa%‘émﬂ%aﬁﬁﬁu%mwmquLf-ﬁa (Fuzzy  Analysis  Hierarchical
Process: FAHP) 1Ju3insnilsvesnszuiunsinaulauuumanendninaust (multi criteria decision

making) taYieudayyniiaugseinwardudeulunisidenniaieniiniiga(Best Alternative)

96



MsasfaumansiargnamnIsiuinig U 4 atun 1 unsian -guieu 2564 Vol. 4 No. 1 January - June 2021
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Table 1 sales price, quantity of output and production costs

Uil 4 avuil 1 unsAn -Siquien 2564 Vol. 4 No. 1 January - June 2021

Price range(baht/kg.) (B) Yield (kg./rai) ¢,

Cost (baht/rai)(c,,)

Year Year Year Soil highly Soil implan  care  harves
plan 2015/16 2016/1 2017/1 suitable(S1  moderate t t
‘ 7 8 ) suitable(S2
)
C 14.31-16.07  14.31-  11.64- 902-1,066  922-1,127 2,852 938 1,117
16.07 14.25
\Y 14.313- 14.313-  11.64- 786-825 802-871 1,170 2,62 945
16.07 16.07 14.25 4
B 12.42-13.36  12.42- 9.92- 1,017- 1,017- 1,975 1,04 1,404
13.36 12.69 1,202 1,202 0
E 12.42-13.36  12.42- 9.92- 908-926 927-981 1,936 1,27 1,996
13.36 12.69 7
J 9.5-12.30 9.5- 9.50- 810-830 806-818 1,800 3,17 1,100
12.30 12.30 3
G 10.0-25.0 10.0- 10.0- 945-1,035  956-1,068 8,252 503 1,851
25.0 25.0 3

Source: field survey and data from Department of Internal Trade, Chiang Rai Province, 2019

2.2) @un15U8310a (Constraints) Us¥naunie
2.2.1) nsanelouysunainlugamnawasiy

W, — HiW, < WatQ,,, It

t(w=1) t(w=2)
Trvvt(w—l) _TrVV(t 1)(w=1) < HIVVt(W—z) Jt

ZZZ@NUquream W,y = TW oy S WaQ, ) +HIW,

i=l s=1 j=I

2.2.2) U9 °wﬁ’mmﬂs&’fﬂ%mmﬁﬁmmaiwmqaLLﬁqLLazNu

ZHI t(w=2)
ZH. sy < WQR,, 3t

< WQrR,, 3t

dt

YSunauhvalszniu (WatQ,,) ¥1u1nna (WoRr)kazdnsin1slduIvasng (@) tlesainiiug

f298190WNAIUNITLAATUAIUSISUTIF boA UIUANIAY @198 LarnUeIunsISUTIA U4
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uwdsthiuyudadatuldudussdmytu 26 wis Usauiana 98 uvs erafiui 10 wis Sufu
Yy 42 us /e 69 uits aszdn 5 us wazUethiu 624 Wit 91nNsAIAUTELNAIEIEANS
ﬁﬁmmsumm‘ﬂ%mmmiﬁ;fﬁammimzqﬂ%mmﬁwmmwwaﬂizmuléﬁmEnJizmm Ao
3.996.659.2 -19,983.296 aua/l aruusinanldsulnsnsaaUszanand e fivtienuyes
ASUTAUTENIU 24389518 tneUseun s 121,816 — 1,763,600 au.4./U daumﬂ%ﬁwmﬁ%(@wu)

ﬁmmhiLmuauﬁqLLamLﬁuﬁawaﬁ@%a(ﬂimaﬂizmu, 2557) handna Table 2

Table 2 labor and water requirement for crop cultivation

labor requirement(man- water requirement
plant hour/rai) (LQ)) (cubic meters/rai)
implant care  Harvest Ewuy)

transplanted rice (C) 42.32 395 11.24 159.75 - 255.5
paddy sown rice (V) 563 477 15.50 159.75 - 255.5
glutinous transplanted rice (B) 19.13 4.45 22.0 177.5 - 284.25
glutinous paddy sown rice(E) 10.76 3.84 39.02 177.5 - 284.25
Japanese rice()) 4.00 15.33  11.00 137.5 - 2375
garlic (G) 18.00 480  20.53 120 - 133.75

Source: from field survey and calculated.

(%
[

Y o A Aaa ! ~ P
2.2.3) Todaiunfdanumuzausenisugnityluuniundny
4
D Areay < Aland, Vvt Vs (4)
i=l

2.2.6) Msldiuniuneasiuinsguaiviunadliiunsldnuidmsumiesdgn
Areag ., VYt Vi Vs (5)
Area, < Area vt Vi Vs

is(t+1)(j=3) — istj(j=2)

Areais(m)(j:z) <

¥ [
= A aA

WunndiaumuIzanaan1sugnive (Aland,) 3ndeyansun1stnvinlilansiudnuiuy

[ '
a

wnwasnsndnsrunguluguuuuuiudadlvg Idnunedu 67 519 dnunieldlunisinawsunis

wnzUgniiadu 858 15 Suuniluiufivanzangddunisugndn (s1) 595 15 uariiuimansauli

1%
o

na(s2) 263 15 egglsinu ndeyansuimuifunsuimwINfy ,2550) 8.w U Gelliui
witgauasazinunInsidneninlunissungusluuvuiwdasive wadn 3,500 15 Fesinunluy

ASANWIASINNEY 4,385 b5
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2.2.5) TedninussnulupiFounasusanudnsdmsuianssunismedan guakaziiuiies

Nlaenisldusenuluianssuvesiiy 1 danlliAunseulunssousIuAULTILI

2

> LQ,Area, —Hil, < AL, Vvj Vi 3t 6)
s=1

UTUULTIUINGIGAVDINY | 8 1IN t

HiL, < AHiL Vi, vt

USunausssauluadazeu (AL) wsseudrefiiluiud (akiL,) wagdamnisldusanuly
nanssuMsIzUgaiy (LQ) deanfiaudnlupfiSoudivhnsnuasiisiuiwade 3 au way
Usinauussnudraisluiiuiidne sauddiuilndidesdsuulagyseana 800 — 3,000 Au @E1tiney
wssudmiadessy, 2556) Tnefmueliusenu 1 au vhoudune 8 dalussetu 8 4alus
L599) BATSIIUTWIIUWINY 25 Yudeieu wsizariiu SeEnunsafuansuudaluns
Fuessuluadideuld 600 wazussIudIrindy 160,000 — 600,000 Fluawssw/AReu

Avunl e (Sets)

i Ao Usetanaesiiy iel | = 1A 971371010 | = 2 Ap 21duaninuV) | = 3 Ae
e
wilund®) | =4 Ao drwdauwinE | =5 s 9ndUu0) | = 6 fe nszien
(©)
s gilavesiufivinzay seS S = 1 Aumnzaudifunis
t 9298INISAANINTIUN NSRS te T HoU 1 — 36
J Aanssunsugniials jed J=1n15Ugn J=2 nsaua J=3 Mefiuies J= 4 n1se
w undsiiluiuiigniis wew w= 1o dwauszmu W= 2 fe dwinna
fauusandula(Decision Variables)
Area,, msldnuiiveiiy i MUNINTTUNITINEUQN j 84 1IN t YosRuTivizan S (Muae: 13)
HiLa,, USsnaunisldussnudns (mibe: Faluaussan)
HiW,, Usinansliiuinalurinquésuarngiu o nan t (miae: gnuiariums)
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WiefinwnansenuanANuAauAIevesdademaasegia(TIA HaNanLAz USIIMLTIY)
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p1funIsmmualantuANluauBneuy Fuzzy min Bidunsifiwesniinnuequiase delund
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$18(pessimistic) wasinnundululalulananuduass (Wu 1A mandannd1 USunanssuanas
a Y 14 a ° oA a a dy 14 14 [ 1l . . J
LARABLAY Lagnananana1 ) weikilo @ daiuduauitilng 0 Wunisueslanluwdf(optimism) e
Jululdenluwlananunduadaau s1anandngidu USinausanuiindy Usinahauysal was
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NAKAARA)

3) NMSWAMIUANIZEUAI8TS Extended goal programming Lag Multi-choice goal
programming  (MCGP)  1i9431nHaN1TANUIAMBLUUTIa0I%a18L U1 e UURa 8791981
a1501lAIN1IRATINS NN SNLUTEENTAMNAILUSANSIA (pareto) TADEIUNININY WALDI99E
ilviAnauldaunavesiineu nanfeliiiiesianlussansamusanauwnuinuungnidenty
WinnsiwzUgn mszaziuielmifandninaeilunisifensaansegiuvinzay Jaenfeuuuingss
Extended GP (EGP) #sagyilvtinn1sdnassnineinsegsaunaseninelivganuiuseansam
(Efficiency) ffuuSweiauminfisn(equity) vuitugiuvesaudnianiudvang wazdiunisans
Wwinanuddny(w,) Widvaunsinguseasan i ieuansdian 1 sildiusiuvesgusunmuImIngg
FAHP uana1nil Llesaniinsmmvuaidninenanasuunugridmsuusiazaun1singuseasduinndi

1 A1 Faths 3909 MCaP
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Achievement function Mina = (1-2)D+ 1)/ [%+ M]
i=1 i

ki
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Wlni Wi pi < D | =1
_ki +—ki < beensQ
S;(B) € Ri(x) i=1..Q
xe F (F is feasible set)
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$3RU MCGP asialuil
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Achievement function Min a = (1—/1)D+/12(Wk‘—n‘+wli(—pij
i=1 i i
subject to
fo(x)+n-p, = > 9,;5;(B) i=1,..,Q
=1
Wili WP D i=1
_ki +—ki < ,.,Q
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Taefl A Wumsifwesauautufe 61 =0 waglailandumnudnianinnuwiniey
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A =0 %358 Minmax goal programming) fiu weighted goal programming (WGP) (A =1) Tuvmuy
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wswgnadA lawa 91 Uu(Rice J) waznsziivu(Gar R) lneuininaiudifgy(Weight) dan

J % =3 4 1@ Y Y @ ! 4 o v LY 4 A d' % 1
wanensiudntes wanlauansliiiudnnensnslinnudidgiunisvan 1agdu uniign fiean

v 9

Y1910 0.179 5898947 AB D1LINUIAT UMILURYIUIAT NSELNEY T1ILINUININU ATV 1ATEIUN

1%
{ o CY

Wil featmiin 0.171,0.169 , 0.161, 0.155 uaz 0.153 audeu Aduuiifiomninunsns

v v

TewdyfuadefuasugionazdinuisEs) 0.74 snnnindanndeu(ENY) fwinfu 0.26 T
\nwmsnsiinmiu U maninaeiges (sub-criteria)  Aununddnsenisiadulasnniign 3
dusuusn Ao daduian(P) 0.28 sesasn Ao MsduENIINNIATFUIA(G) 0.17 uazduNU(O) 0.16 7
Fuuiiflosnnnisvenandsldlusaiigsdssasoninfnanmadomnnsiiy nwnInsaanse
ihdulUldsluiinuszsriuldazaan uasanunsotrszndauiiinduldosadesda damns
?iqLa%mmﬂmﬂ%'gmaﬁu’ﬂugﬂLLUUﬂ'ﬁUizﬁ’ummw%msﬂhEJm%aé’ﬂuﬂﬂ%’ammémfuﬁaLﬂuﬁafﬁ’a
Aenyuiliinunsnsanaudesiunanevunuasld safenisdnnisduduyunisudaid
UsgAnsnmazidudiduaiuanuaunsomainsusiulitunuasifidueded  Tasaniuin
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' Economy and social(ES)(0.74) I Health and environment(ENV)(0.26)

T

Figure 1 Hierarchical analysis to sustainable agricultural production planning return

N13UTTAUNMUNENANDULNUVBUNBATATUATLINIINITINFTINTNEINTOL MU H

1NNFUTEYULUUTAIUTINVDIFIUNUN AT ST ToYaLATEFN YN IUIINNUILUTTUIA
biilagsdeyavesdndmunenanauunusid 3 U dwiuudazmaionde Frudue(Rice_C)
0.25-60 81UUm 913U MINU(Rice_V) 0.45-50 a1uUIm T1mdeuna(Rice B) 0.1-65 a1uum
FrmdenuminuRice E) 0.25-45.5 duum 4ndiuRice J) 0.2-30 duum uaznsiilon(Gar R)
0.3-50 A1UUIM KANSAIUINAIEY EGP waz MCGP Siufukuuinaainisugnivsiuunatetiaaity
sruvuudadlnguansierieluil

NANBUUNULNYATAT SIRULINABUTDNAY A (SEauAIWigUlazAIuiluseansaim)
(@naunsi 8) AviliAnnanouunuanslagsamnianisedue a feq (Anulsiiiuouvesien
(B Wagkananiiv (7)) Genanisuianililden A =015 way a=015-025 wansfs Figure 2
nseutduldvarduns 9nguiiuandliifiunanouununiuiougnslaesuis 6 nadoniyas
677,846 U/3 U Tneflanmnsaauaunisugnitld 2 uuamia Ae 1) Ugndadund(Qund)
(153,406 Un/3%) wazdgnnaziien(G gguae(115,091 vm/3 U) lakanauwnusiu 268,497 Ui/

37 2) YgninwmillenundB) (ud)(162,371 vm/30) uazdgndngUul)nauas)61,990 un/3 1)
TENARDULINUTIY 224,361 U9/ 3 U Fuilefiansaniie 2 wuvnsiuandiduituuamied 118
nadniiAuselfiedeiidendidoununsiminlesse 225,972 v/ 3 U (Re)fisure 2

UMSIEUIRNE) (F11NUaDRLAaTIR, 2560) VaueAnIaaeny 2 TinaansinaLAesAnag01999u1n
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Figure 2 Total 3 year Net Return at various  of price and yield (at A=0.15 )

dnsnsuanildsuszudinanaiilsguivasiivudazeda An1suaniUdsu(trade-offs)
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(O 1.29 Vv

nsldninensanuuusassuaznisldminenslutiegtu nsAnviluduiuvdeonidy
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il Aananeuunuansgeaanieldaiullniueuressauasnandniivun( @=015—025)
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dunziiannsnadmanauunugnsldlndiAssidonnnianauunuaie 225972 v (Table 3)
wansladauuudnaas 1 nsdluadaniuudd (= 0) wasiinsimusauwinfigulequity) luseduge
A=0-0.1 eiawaiﬁl,ﬁmwamammqu%m?aqqqmwhﬁ’u 270,000 UM $898911AB 257,000 UIN
Tnggduuunisugnityuntldun drawmlleanndi(B) viedridudC)  diugguaslauinisgn
n3eifieu(G) waziflodmunlisianandnfivansias(pessimistic @=0.5) n15U3usEFUAILT
UsyAvEnnfistuanmnuingion) 2 =03 — o4 astiengdinanouunugvisindeiieagil 224,634

U 1989131 U1e(OlarnseiienG)  denaduniadeniivuizay 4 msu wuuanang 2 15e

svualiiszaunan (P,) uaznandaiay, ) daaruliuviuousasdeuduiuslusuuidanndudiy

=
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A A @ A ° ) | v oA o al Y%
@du () dadudnmadendmiunsuaniugigaudaiieinaiunsaaiawanauwnuanssiuiudn
witlgauen (B) 1ane 224,361 um
o % L4 ‘3 -'-NI 1% 5 a QI é’ o -'-NI dll
AUSUAUABINTTNUNLALLTINUITUR AL ANTUl UL UUT1a097 1 Taglaniziiiasnan
a ° . . a X a a A = & a oo & A a «
NARARANAAI(pessimistic) & WNNAU) NISINNUSHIUNANAAIWTUAININTUNDIALTE TIATNANAAN
) X A Y Y A X o ]
ANAY LNI1TRTUU wumwwﬂqﬂ(;\ream) LLazLLsﬂmuma(HiLam) Qﬂlmwmumwmulmu
WUURI@D9 1 JnSIORuUNIL 3,092 , 3,560 way 4,240 LasdAuAnanIshssaIuauNay
mewuiu Ao 910 1,540 Wu 1,643 wag 2,851 au/ieu audnu dufledrwianduyaninisly
LSIUN (ANBTIUYINAU 350 UIN/AL/U WaLD199U 25 Ju) agdlawinniu 13.4,  31.1
war 37.1 a1uum/feu (Table  3) lnggumuusenuaiuseuluiuiiivssuia 1,701 Au/inau
Wizt Jeaialymnisuiauaausssnuneasiunundulddedinsldnummzygniiuau (
0>0.5)

AsAlNANITANY
Wnwnsnshrauaulasen1ssinnguainsuIniauikUadinguidindainuaguiaiess
WM eUFSR mwazdu nsléiinns MCoM  Barduedesiioddysenistiatuayunsiinula
(decision  support) lfifuinumsns Fawansdnwuanslidiiuinnuasnsiinnudfyfudadenis
iwsughaduddnlasienzegsdsiadosunmnanan ilosaneasesdnuagiununsnandiia
qqsﬁuﬁﬂﬁﬂﬁwwLﬂwgﬁa]ﬁmmﬁwﬁ’@,mnndwqmmmasﬁqLm@é’am HANITATUIUIINUUUTIADS
Towansliiiudn nsugndadeiBundusenisugndriuuuysedin (System of Rice Intensification)
mmaaa%’wmamammﬂﬁﬁuLLu’MNmLLUaﬂmﬂﬁqﬂLLasé"qﬁumﬂﬂdﬁ%‘miumdm?ﬁmmﬂé’aqﬁ’u
naNsANIIeY 8738 ol wasany (2562) Losnuananvosdiudfigenindrauming
Fedwmalildsunanszmunnaalsiuiuouvessadilude vonand sanisduimunswanio
(trade-offs) vinlnlamdalanalopportunity cost) (Beck et al, 2008) UBINANDULNUIINNINLADN
vosfiaiia 6 Tguszasd wazshliinutn draminundilduyuandelomagean sesauniednigi
ui wenani mslidadensudranuuusiasssuandiviuionsdaassaumdnveanisla
(pareto optimality) WiulFnmsldiladensudn@iuiuasussnwanaminimuuiaesd 1 uay 2
Turaufiannsoadsmanouwmilfifindu asoudsnmafiulszavsnmnisliminenaiuieaiuiy

NAN15ANYIVDY Biswas and Pal (2005)
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Table 3 The used of inputs, resources and return from model compare with current situation

Current Model 1 Model 2
situatio a=0 o =05 =1 o =0.15—0.25
. A=0—01 A=03—04 A=09—1 A=0.15
L Total area for gowingriceat {4358 377- 933560 8- 864240
the highly and moderate suitable 3,092 4,240
1.1 Total area of the farmers 858 14 - 838 14 - 858
who have joined the rice large 38 - 858 7-788
plots (rai) © 3,500 15 - 14 - 3,479
1.2 Total area of the farmers 15 - 3,500 10 -
who have potential to joined 2,313 3,500
the rice large plots in future (rai)
2.Water requirement for - 0.06 - 0.04 -0.63 0.1-063 0.63-1.27
cultivation (million cubic 0.63
meters/month)
3. Amount of household labor 1,701
(person/month)
4. demand for hire labor 40 - 25 - 1,643 48 - 28 - 1,415
(person/month) 1,540 2,851
5. average return of agriculturer 225,972
household (baht/ 3 year) pressrassuers e
5.1 transplanted rice (C) 5257,0005 224634 268497c
(in season) and garlic(G) (off .............. .
season) '-270,000 157,328
5.2 glutinous transplanted
rice (B)in season) and garlic (G) 178,385 224,361

(off season)
5.3 ¢lutinous transplanted
rice (B) (in season) and Japanese

rice(J) (off season)

Source: from field survey and calculated
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wilusuveIsIAHaRdnfivdnaliiinnsldnIngnsn1snan(ffukazuss WL N YALYY
= v o Al ' 1 a o A = |
nanaulnuiianas wazsganunsailulagiuininunsnsdinlngfonyinu 55 U Jslianuidusie
Jagmnmsviaweaunsanulaluign isgaztu Mswmumalulagnisdgndiudieannisld
wsauiodudsdndusgrauindenisduasuauaiuisanianiswdnd1ilueuian wenaini

a

NANTENUINNANY U BUUB U ULAT TN IATNARANANAN) AL TITUT IR ULAS) %ﬁwlﬂqjmmam

<9

¥ a

wuusatiusansam(efficiency) Ao wanfirosviinaadniuazingu) vasiiiviesiuugn
fovasdimisnaznizifioy) sunseiiafosteiiieviinannnisuenyusudsiedunistuney
AuasanIensRankasinaldiunmse s tuldegtuiue fadu Hvinsdndula
(decision  maken  sududesfindninusiiiennidendiunansenineannuiiuseansan
(efficiency)(n1sndniatnayin) Auamuisulequity) (NINERNTWaIRSLR) DE1NULIZE
ﬂﬂﬁ;ﬁ’uﬁuﬁmm 0.0 9.1389518 finvasnsinunguivlusuiuuuulasivgsiuiu
67 A¥3ou (flufisiu 858 13) LLazflLﬂ‘l&#ﬁ]iﬂiﬁﬁﬁﬂEJﬂ’lWELumii’JiJﬂﬁjmaﬂ 3,500 15 (571 4,358 19)
NANNIANUINANNLUUS aBsuaRE Sl uTiToand 4,358 19 AU INARN D ULN UGB LA
Indidssviounndn 225,972 van/ 3 U ey Forausnusidauleviefididyie n1sveneitud
nsTunguuladugifinduasdisananudssfunansuinuananuliuiuoudunaiuas
Uinamandnani(foudaasls Taeflmadennisamzugndrdny fie 1) Tradnd(Qwnd) was
nsuiiiey (G) (Rauas) 2) Tramileauie (B) (unl) uaznsziien (G) (qauay) kay 3) Trawmlleunen

(B) (u) wagdmditu () (qauds)

LONEND19D

nsunsiaeluatadessne. 2562. 1998w TTAIFYYesTIIR.AUAY 1 Sunau
2562, 370 http://www.dit.go.th/ChiangRai/content.asp?deptid=24&catid=10806

nsuvaUsEn. 2557, mIauUsEanainko)veivy 40 wiln. dudu 1 NOWAIAL 2560, 91N
http://water.rid.go.th/hwm/cropwater/iwmd/index_th.htm.

nsuTIRY. 2550. “toantsTENAY dvausiFy Suned Smiasmu’. [§i-ses].
asedaUann : pruteyansuiauniiau.

AUNULTIUIINIATEI8. 2556, FAAUTNIUTIATA. BUAU 1 W¥AIAL 2558, 91N

http://chiangrai.mol.go.th/labour_statistic.
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9138 WDLLBINIY, UURT AIULINTE kaY DAIU WNB1WILANE. 2562. USLANSHanISHanYI1IU7

waslngjvaunvasnslulyaniamilanauuy. sienumIideatuauysal, enidouas
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