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ABSTRACT: The objectives of this research were to study personal and economic fundamentals,
tea growing conditions, good agricultural practices for tea planting, comparison of good
agricultural practices for fresh tea leaves of tea farmers according to personal fundamentals
and economic factors, and problems and recommendations. Data from 121 samples were
collected using an interview form, described by statistics, and tested for the statistical hypothesis
using t-test and F-test. The results showed that most of the farmers were female, had average
age of 52.45 years, and had primary education. They had average household members of 4
people, average tea production experience of 10.67 years, average tea production area of 6.90
rai, average labor of 11 people, average tea productivity of 374.71 kg/rai/year, average income
of 102,276.28 Baht/rai/year, and used their own accumulated capital as a source of funds for
tea production. Farmers preferred to produce Assam tea on hillsides by cutting and using manure
as fertilizer, and always implement Good Agricultural Practices for fresh tea leaves (Mean 2.64
scores). Moreover, farmers with different tea productivity practiced on Good Agricultural Practices
for fresh tea leaves differently (P < 0.05). Problems encountered in tea production included
irrigating which results in low yields and lack of quality, highland transportation, and lack of
knowledge on tea processing by farmers. These results of the study showed that the management
of tea farmers’ post-harvest production is still needed to urgently find solutions.
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Table 1 Situation of tea plantation of tea farmers in Royal Project Foundation in Chiang Mai

province (n=121)
Situation of tea plantation Number of farmers* Percentage
Assam species 58 47.9
Tea propagation by cuttings 28 23.1
The source of seedlings from the Royal Project Foundation 60 49.6
Characteristics of the area for tea planting is up hill 110 90.9
Characteristics of tea cultivation step area 62 51.2
Plantation in June 36 29.8
Water sources for tea plantation rely on rainwater 79 65.3
Fertilizers used for planting tea is manure 35 28.9
No labor-saving as machines is used 89 73.6
Pruning 5-8 months/time 36 29.8
Blight disease 18 14.9
Insect problem is thrips 38 31.4
Prevention and elimination of pests by using chemicals a1 33.9
No harvesting equipment 111 91.7
Harvesting tea leaves every 46-90 days 52 43.0
No processing 66 54.5

* The highest frequency
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Table 2 Level of practice on Good Agricultural Practices for fresh tea leaves of tea farmers

(n=121)

Level of practice on Good Agricultural Practices
for fresh tea leaves of tea farmers

Number of farmers Percentage

Regular (83-123 scores)
Occasional (42-82 scores)
Rarely (1-41 scores)

115 95.0
6 5.0
0 0.0

Mean = 108 scores, standard deviation = 13 scores, minimum = 43 scores, maximum = 123 scores
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Table 3 Average (X) and standard deviation (SD) for level of practice on Good Agricultural
Practices for fresh tea leaves of farmers in Royal Project Foundation in Chiang Mai

province
Good Agricultural Practices for fresh tea leaves of tea farmers X + SD Level of practice
Water 2.79 £ 0.52 Regular
Planting area 2.78 + 0.45 Regular
Agricultural hazardous substances 2.80 + 0.38 Regular
Quality management in the production process before harvesting 2.50 +0.42 Regular
Harvest and post-harvest practices 2.75 £ 0.37 Regular
Product transport and storage 2.74 + 0.45 Regular
Personal hygiene 2.67 +0.50 Regular
Data recording 2.45 + 0.54 Regular
Overall average 2.64 +0.32 Regular

nafuiisuilaseiugiudiuyanauasilade
fuasugiarumsufiamamsinensindmsu
Tuwranvaanuasnsguiner luiuiiyads
1591359829 Jwmdadeslni
Tudruitugiudiuyaea inwasnsiid
WA 91g IWIuANTNluATIToU WarUszaunisal
Tumsugnufiusnsetuiimsufofvnamsinuns
findnsulumanliuansafuegaituddymig
adn (P > 0.05) oradulddnnumsnsgugnundn
Ingjegluguruiediuwazdgnuviiafeanuiadl
Uszaumsallunisugnaadieiu vilinisugus
Tunsugnuliuansneiu luihweawdedriu Tusu
wisugia nwesnsTnuTiugnY Suouussly
MsUany s1eliannsdmiien ey uae
wdsdunuiuandsuinsufoinianmainuns
findmsuluranliuanssiuegdited @i
@i (P > 0.05) wilnuasnssiUSnamaRaamIUAn
Anafuiinsufsamamanuasiadmivlunan
wANE9AUBENNTBEAYNIEDR (P = 0.029;

¥

Table 4) inwnsnssdnulunsAnuiifsedunis
Anwidos Jenanuiudeinusiigndomie
winnzanlunisndny Bandnn1siinisinenswuy
ussnygy uaglidesldsunisquatenlalding
M3 Jaupnanafuinuasnsidseiuanuigendn
fniisnsfnwiuazmanulunisaanyfiuan
Aneiuld amnsathIsnldAnuunyssynduay
Fauvaslduszlenflufiufinisndnrivesnuies
el ldausunuazrandnyiifiaanin
Snvazuiindreadetunisinntateiiing
nsznusasA1d1ldenreuuzdlulszmealne
%84 Putthasiri (2017) inui1 Usinamanandn
TransenusiesatnUaenenuzalulssmelng
Feonanduldin Tugasdiuggmisnaniiuinadn
29NUIFNAINTIVIULINLALLNYATNTINT AN
#oensfiagsminedaunisdmaliaaidn
f1as widdafindaldvaniuazdaanimeny
WINTFIUNTAEN Weinandnd1densduTun
LINAUANINABINITVDINAN

NsasInemansinsas UA 52 aUUA 2 wnunAW - FUKIAU 2564 209



@ MsURUANLNISINBOSAGEKSUNMSUgNE

Table 4 Comparison of Good Agricultural Practices for fresh tea leaves of farmers classified by

different factors

Good Agricultural Practices for fresh tea leaves

Factors
t-test/F-test P-value Statistical test
Personal factors
Gender 1.286 0.201 t-test
Age 0.194 0.814 F-test
Education 0270 0.764 F-test
Household members 0.457 0.634 F-test
Experience 1.352 0.263 F-test
Economic factors
Area 2.294 0.105 F-test
Labor 1.344 0.265 F-test
Tea productivity 3.660 0.029* F-test
Income 1.651 0.196 F-test
Expenditure 0.075 0.928 F-test
Funding source 0.373 0.683 F-test

* Significant at P < 0.05
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