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ABSTRACT

The analysis of production costs and returns from Chiang Ma}i 60 variety soybean of
farmers in Chiang Mai is to find the pfoduction cost and returns of the farmers. The study was
done by collecting data using random sampling technique from the sample size of 400 planters in
4 districts i.e. Phrao, Mae Rim, Mae Tang and Sansai. Questionaires were used as the study tool.
It was found that among soy bean growers, there were more men (92.50%) than women (7.50%).
Majority of farmers were 41 — 60 years of age (57%), with household income of 20,001 - 60,000
baht per household(67.75%)and educational background of primary level{ 93%).Besides growing
soybean,77%had to engage in some additional job in order to camn enough for living.94% of them
were married with majority of them (81.75%) had the family size of 2-4 person per household.
Most of them (86%) had 1 — 10 years experience of growing soybean. 73.75% of them thought
that Chiang Mai 60 variety soybean gave good production. 94.25% of them had less than 10 rai
for plantation with average farm size of 5.79 rai per family in all 4 districts. The important factor
of production of soy bean were labor, machinery and breed. Mae Tang farmers had lowest
producticn cost of 2,293.43 baht per raicompare to the average production cost of Chiang Mai
- farmers of 2,362.09 baht per rai. Mae Rim farmers had the highest production yield of 276.41 kg
per rai which indicated that Mae Rim was the better producing area than Phrao, Mae Tang and

Sansai. While the average production yield was 263.63 kg per rai for Chiang Mai Province.



Phrao farmers got highest profit of 4,271.64 baht per rai due to growing soybean breed of Chiang

Mai 60 variety in the rainy season gave better production yield than in the other three districts i.e.

Mae Rim, Mae Tang and Sansai which grow soybean in dry season. The returns for Chiang Mai

farmers was 3,296 baht per rat. Phrao farmers also got the highest average net profit of 1,891.61
baht per rai. The average price for soybean grown in Phrao District was 15.93 baht per kg which
was the highest price among the 4 districts studied while Chiang Mai farmers got the average net

profit of only 934.16 baht per rai. 65.50% of farmers showed that the main threats in growing
soybean were plant diseases and insects. That was why the farmers had fo use insecticide and

pesticide intensively which in turn were harmful to soybean growers and consumers.



