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The objectives of research were 1) to study the personal and socio-economic backgrounds of
the potato growers in Sansai district, Chiang Mai; 2) to assess the degree to which such potato growers
undertake the cultural practices as recommended by the agricultural extension workers; 3) to examine
the factors affecting the potato growers’ implementation of the recommended cultural practices; and
4) to assess what the potato growers consider to be their problems, obstacles, and recommendation
of potato grower. The needed information was collected using the questionnaire from 131 samples of
potato growers in Sansai district, Chiang Mai. Data collection were using the questionnaire. Statistical
techniques used were percentage, arithmetic mean, and standard deviation, the multiple regression
analysis.

On personal and socio—economic backgrounds, the study found that the majority of the
sampled potato growers were male, 56 vyears old on the average, married, with primary school
education, having four members in the family, with two family members in labor force, shouldering
averagely 134,500 Baht household debt, earning 5,938.93 Baht per household income per month on
the average, and occupying averagely 10.76 rai. These potato growers had 9.53 rai of farmland per
household on the average. Most of them participated in agricultural training session once a year as well
as get in touch with agricultural extension workers, obtain agricultural-related news and information
averagely three times per month, and have 12 years of experience on the average in growing potato.
Generally, the potato growers under study undertake the potato cultural practice highly in line with the
advice from the agricultural extension workers. Meanwhile, the factors contributing positively at the
statistically significant level to the potato growers’ adoption of the recommended cultural practice

were found to be age, the number of family labor, contact with agricultural extension workers, and
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years of experience growing potato. The common problems encountered by the potato growers were

reported to include plant disease spread, high cost of production, soil quality degradation, crop damage

due to climate change, and low- quality output. The potato growers advised that the agricultural

extension agencies organize training sessions on pest and disease control in potato production, find

measures to elevate the buying price of potato, and help enlarge the market for potato output and

products.
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Table 2 Factors affecting potato growing practice of farmers in Sansai district, Chiang Mai

Independent variables

Dependent variable

Potato growing practice of farmers

B t Sig.
Sex 0.014 0.440 0.660
Age 0.013 5.392 0.000%**
Stat -0.064 -1.428 0.156
Edu -0.026 -0.700 0.486
Mem -0.020 -0.936 0.351
Labor 0.111 3.328 0.001**
Debts -1.263E-8 -0.165 0.870
Income -3.401E-6 -0.217 0.828
Area 0.002 0.373 0.709
Train 0.035 1.194 0.235
Cont 0.075 3.044 0.003**
News 0.005 0.446 0.656
Exp -0.010 -2.890 0.005**
R? = 0.397 (39.70%) F =5.915 Sig. of F = 0.000

** Statistically significant level at 0.01
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