Journal of Agri. Research & Extension 41(2): 199-209

Uszansnmwdamatiamsndadvesneasnsguandraiduaundnuasilildaunan
nguneasnsuUasivgluiunaiamilonauuy
Technical Efficiency of Rice Planting Farmer who are Member and Non-member
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The objective of this study was to measure the technical efficiency of rice production among

the farmers who were members of large field groups and those who were not members. The study
was conducted by employing the Data Envelopment Analysis (DEA) model with one output factor and
eight production factors, and the efficiency level was divided into five levels (lowest — highest). The
results showed that the economies of scale of both groups fell in decreasing returns to scale range. In
addition, the rice farmers who were members of the large plot group had slightly higher production
efficiency than that of the non-members (0.9213 > 0.9065). Notwithstanding that the majority of
farmers from both groups had the highest efficiency, the study conducted found that both groups of
farmers should reduce the use of production factors, namely the number of workers in production

and their agricultural monetary investment.

Keywords: technical efficiency, production rice, farmer, large scale rice field

UNANED mgdadeaunantn 1 fauUs uazladunisngn 8

fauUs wusszduUszansnimeendu 5 sedu (e

nsAnwiafeliifngusrasdifiodn  flan - winfige) nanisdnwinudn waldsdovuia
UsgavBamidanaianmsadndnveansnsnsiidy  (Economy of scale) ﬁﬂaamajuaaﬂuiwzmaié’sia
aundnnguuiuvadluguazinuasnsitldldanndn  wuinanas Tasinwasnsguandniiiduandnnguun

a

lnglduuudnaes Data Envelopment Analysis (DEA)  wladlugjiiuszaniamnisuanganinnunsnsgugn

199



P5ANTIVYLATFNASUIVINTINYAT 41(2): 199-209

F1aitlaildaninidnios (0.9213 > 0.9065)
inwasnsansngudn vy iussansnmseduann
i Lwimiﬂgﬂ%ﬂﬁu’qaaqﬂfjumw%’uamﬂ%mmmi
T¥dadansndn laun 9uiuussnuaulunisndn

LLaxﬁuamumqmimwm

Adfey:  UszdnSatnmiamata n1suantdn

WneRIng wikladlng
AU

Frndusyfiveniswazsilufigsegia
fdfyvesuszmalng TnmamizUgniuiuseime
lutnsimizgdgnuat w.a. 2561/62 ﬁﬁuﬁﬂqﬂ%n
WeUspmesin 59.98 d1uls dnanEnsau 25.18 Ay
Fraden TuvazfiUnisinzugnund wa. 2562/63
fftufinamnguan 61.20 S1uld ifindu 1.22 &1uls
AnduSesay 2.03 druNananTawiniu 24.06 a1usduy
PruUden anag 1.12 drudu Aedusesay 4.45 uay
Jufiundunninandnedodelianas Inednis
wnzUgn e 2561/62 enardmiads 420 nn./ls usilu
Ynsugugn w.e. 2562/63 IhnAnwas 393 nn.sels
anaa 27 nn./13 (Office of Agricultural Economics,
2019) Ygymidrulugreununsnsgugnd1iuiain
Yyyfsssued Juninisunnnu insieauunig
wAndnud gty luvngiisiandaduunldy
anas Inwnsnsuates1euliusenaue1dnsudig
wsgilanuuduevludewesseld vildfudinis
UgndnvesUsswmaiiuuilduanas

lnan1suszaulymnisvinnuaesnensng
fugndnnifuiianvnuiain 1) UssAnsamnisuan
vaunuasnsan dnslddadeniswdniilimunzay
i FldiRnnsUsEndAravuIn Samuununsns
Augndmiinslddadenmamdmnniiupnudndu wu

nwRINIFsanni1stdlewnll 400.33 un/ls asieil

12105 u /13 wazwdaWug 5816 uin/ls
TUAINTIWNYATNTAINITOAARUYUNISHEA LAY
579.54 u1n/ls (Cheamuangphan et al.,, 2016)
s iinunsnsldiadudiufuinn mszinunsns
fgnimanlvgifununsnsmedesdifufineugn
liinntin Taeiade 17.94 15/p%250u uariinir5ou
inwnsisdorar 97.43 fufidesnindiuau 1013
2) wandalifiaunm inumsnafugnindauiiugn
liinnuazusazeffidmnefiadwldnanangdian
Taglalldfinsimunuasguannmdn wandailld
Fadudnuaimadisiaiagadrguiy
danaviiinunsnsguandiuseaunaviayu
(Cheamuangphan et al., 2016)
mamiladudnnanisfinunsnsifiuing
Ugnduazlisunandauiniududuaetsesain
menziuesnideanie laglulnisinizugn w.e.
2562/63 fifufinianzUgnauieay 14.14 §uls
WiduanTnisimisugn wa. 2561/62 $1uau 033
&uls luvagAnsimizugn wa. 2561/62 165y
NandnsI 7.85 Audu Turauzidnisimizugn
W.A. 2562/63 ATUNaNEAT TN 7.52 A1udY anad
0.33 81U AU (Office of Agricultural Economics,
2019) eglstinulymvennuasnsgugndrluim
mamdefuifisrfuinunsnsgugninaadu fe
UszAnsainnisndauagsadiadendien vial
inwnsnsuszauamnisuenu faseviaudaty
it wazduunuasnsgugndnilifanuannsa
TunstrseniiAuundsiudfifugedu
L‘ﬁaL‘f]‘uﬂWSLLm%ﬂmﬁﬁﬁﬂﬂﬁnﬂgﬁSUUﬂﬁ

¥ v =

Ugnd1q Fgdsldmuungnsaiansuiuuse

Usgansninnisuandnd lnedaasulvinynsnsg
sunguiuvineasuuating Ineiidivune fs 1)
Wiudszansnmnisndanisugndn 2) aaduyunis
wanlaeBamdnnisuszndasieuinn 3) unandnuas

1U1INITADTD

200



Journal of Agri. Research & Extension 41(2): 199-209

LANEIULINSANT U UIANYATNTTINAD
Auitevhuudaslugdslivsyauanudiiawinnnaas
lnsUagtuussinalneiiinunswuasivgdiuiy 208
wias Amduiuf 0.17 a1uls Amdudasaz 0.29

X 4 o ] P S & =
YVBINUNUYNVNMININUA A UIRTUlszinu
AU ANSAINNITHERT VR NERTNTTILTUY
au1¥nnguuiwlasivngfivseansanitnunsilile
aundnusali MNUTLANTAINAITNENVDINEAST
a & a | ' ] Y 19
Mduaudnnquuinvaddngganitnuasnsnlaly
aunBnazviliinunsnsgugndnildldaundnaula
LATILLUISINIATINITUINVY DUILAINA LTLAA
LUINSUNISHRIUIANYAINANTHAATIIVDINUN
AAMNDABUUULANLNNTY wazyintid1nunenng

Ufsunisndsdnvesiguszauanudnia
Bandun1sidy

naudieg1enlglun1sine Ao INwAINS

v

fugnimlufmindeseuasnzie Ssdeduimin
Afmzugninanniigaaessdusivusnvesniamile
nauuu ngldianisdudiiegrauuuala (Purposive
sampling) IMngrudeyanzieuinynsnsguandn
V9IAUEITHI1ITINTATEITIOUATTINTANELEN
$1uam 1,200 119 wisdunwnsnsiiduandnngs
wwadlvg $1uau 600 918 uaginuasnsiilily
au1dnnauuindadivg 600 518 lnenszarengy
fregremudndiuvennunsnslusaasenine vl
Junisdrsradeyalusevlnisiwizugndiund
W.A.2562/2563 Faflduneunsitedelui
Fumeudl 1 mesravsnmuesn1snant
(Technical Efficiency: TE) Aiaszilagnislginaina
U939 Non-parametric %qaguuﬁugwumaq (Data
Envelopment Analysis: DEA) (Coelli and Battese
1996) Liasananansndnsgiinislitadudiuiiu

lngiUSeuiisuiungusiegnedu dduds Output

A a ¥ o U U v
Ao nandand12 (nn.) @msudauds Input Tawn

F1uiiAy Buasmudii Guf Usinaudaiug
Usinautoiadl garasiadl yadmingauitldamu
Tun1snadn wardIUIUKIIY (Omonona et al.,
2010; Bates and Flordeliza 2010; Jabbar and Akter,

2008: Saima et al., 2010) Fauuuiiassralli

\wsng maxZ = Y71 UrYri (1)
u
S m
Tod1n Zu,y,j—Zvixij <0 ¢
Sr=1 i=1
Dy =1 (3)
r=1
m
Zvi)gj =1 (@)
1
Bv; 20 (5)

Tnefl Z fie AzuuuUszansn ISR
YBUNBATNTHINUA v, Ao nananvdnd r ves
NEAINTIIBTN j wae r Ao ANt mnveIHaNER
giadi riflor=1 2 . sdw X, A Jadunisudn
¥iadl i veerISownensnsi j uas i do A1899
investasensnaneiad i le i = 1,2 ..., m
Tneludunouiiuenainaznsiusedudsyansam
AMsuanLagmsuieduIutadenisuandiuiiu
(Input slack) AilFarnuuudraesneldidvane fe
LasunandntviniAy (Output oriented) W #i©
FuUszavsvowanandail r uaz v fie duUszans
vouladen1swanaT i

Fupeudl 2 WsuifisuUsEansamnsuan
Younunsluksazngy lagagiiarsannslddadonis
nAn Jadedruiiu nandndiuiiu saudwaldne
YUINVBINTHAR LU TIATIZ R AN A0
M5LEUATuNITHER wagTUUNAIUIEAUUILANT AN

5 sydu Tdun UszAnsnmuniign (0.8001-1.0000

201



P5ANTIVYLATFNASUIVINTINYAT 41(2): 199-209

AzwUY) Uszandninwuin (0.6001-0.8000 AzLUU)
Usgansninuirunans (0.4001-0.6000 AzLUY)
Uszdnsninies (0.2001-0.4000 AZUUY) WAL
Uszavsnmifosiian (0.0000-0.2000 AzLwL)
Funoudl 3 Wisuisunalddeauin
(Return to scale) ve4n15Wan tnauusaanidy 3
szoy 1dun szovnaldrevuiniuiy (ncreasing
Return to Scale: IRS) sy ez naldnavuinaf
(Constant Return to Scale: CRS) szeznalanovuin

anag (Decreasing Return to Scale: DRS)
NAN3ITY

Fauusiildlunisinen
Tun1siasignuszd@nsainnisuandng
seniunwasnsiiduaindnnguuiudadnguaz
wnumsnsiildldandnagldmnusiunandnsiuiu 1
Faus fie Usinamandnd1n (V) Faaannmsinsiei
foyaduusidesduliniiuit insnsnsnga
fogrenonuaiildlunisAnufinandnsangagn
WINAY 69,000 AN, U%mmmawﬁm’mﬁﬂqﬂmﬁu
800 nn. AnduuSunanade 6,141.34 nn. uazld
fruUsAutaden1sHand 1wy 8 fauds taun aune
fifu (x,) Muitugndgeania 115 15 uasldiui

1 =

Wasfigawindu 1.75 15 dadudSurunisldues

nwasnsiladlyanndnnguuiudasug lnefady
yunitufiiade 11.31 13/918 Guaau (X,) fyae
Fuawugagawiifu 327,000 U vazfiinwasns
v1aselifinnsldiuamuisudu vildliyadity
amma%Mﬁu 21,118.50 U Lﬁuﬁlﬁamimwm
(X5) Hyar1n15Euggawindy 1,000,000 U
varglinunsnsu1eselifinisgiuuieldy
ANSLNYAT vfﬂﬁﬁ;damﬁwjmﬁawhﬁu 19,948.75
UIN/318 gaamIngdu (X,) dyarrgegaminiu
4,596,400 UIn yaAMINIAulade 1Ay
130,448.63 UM/318 USunanudanugdng () 14
USunaugeaniia 1,600 nn. daduuiunanisldves
inwnsnsiiduaindnnguuudasivg vaeiiviunm
nsldefianindu 20 an. TeeAnduusanansld
wiaudiade 120.38 nn./518 Usnalond ()
funansldgeganindu 5,250 nn. vazfinunsng

1

Auantueselifinislideniiay inlidusunu

Y
a A

giadllafiewinfiu 348.06 Nn./518 yarasiadl (X,)

2D L

yarn1sldaeganindu 7,800 Um YelinYRINg

=Y

Ugndmunmeliifisdunudang s vilvidyaenansiad
WABWINAU 219.05 UIN/518 WAZTILIULTIY (Xy)
fnsl¥usenugean 51 Ay vauziitnyasnsuiene
finsldussnuiuAodunisdmndunou vl
Frurunssnulumsudnademiifu 9.53 au/ae
(Table 1)

202



Journal of Agri. Research & Extension 41(2): 199-209

Table 1 Variables of technical efficiency analysis

Variables Maximum Minimum Average S.D.

Output

Y,: Rice yields (Kg.) 69,000.00 800.00 6,141.34 5,812.17
Input

Xi: Land (rai) 115.00 1.75 11.31 9.66
X,: Investment (Baht) 327,000.00 0.00 21,118.50 24,914.96
Xs: Loan for agriculture (Baht) 1,000,000.00 0.00 19,948.75 77,191.89
Xaq: Value assets (Baht) 4,594,400.00 0.00 130,448.63 330,803.07
Xs: Seed (kg) 1,600.00 20.00 120.38 173.07
Xe: Chemical fertilizer (kg) 5,250.00 0.00 348.06 434.04
X7: Chemical substance (Baht) 7,800.00 0.00 219.05 687.36
Xg: Labor (person) 51.00 0.00 9.53 7.52

Source: Calculation

Uszdnsnmniswandin
INNITHATIENUTEANTAINNITNEAT?
syyhaneasnsiluandnnguuudadngiuarlsly
au1din wuimsnantaveanensnsiluaundn
nauuuasingfiussansnmunnninnensnsilaily
aundnnguuinlasug Jsaziiuldandnaioves
Uszansaw (TE) vestnwasnsiiduaundnnguun
waslwgjuiniu 0.9213 snusfiinvasnsiildldaundn
nguuudasingfiduszansam (TE) ldeminfy
0.9065 laginwnsnsdulngvesnisugniniusiay

nauiivszaniamegluseduinniian sesasuide

ogluszduuinuaziunats auady wiiduditn
FunadndlowSeufisuaiUszansnam (TE) $auau
NYATNINIOEAEIUYDUAEATATIULAAEIEAU
UszAnsnm inunsnsnsaenguilianlszdnsamn
Aln&iAeeiy wanIUsEaNS A MeLNYAIATY
Tduandrafuninidn agelsiniy Weodwsizn
UsyAvBamnHanveannInTeansnguianiu
Tunmsan vilwsvinneasnsiuniawionsuuy
fUszavsnmnsnanluszdusnniigased TE e
Wiy 0.9139 (Table 2)

203



P5ANTIVYLATFNASUIVINTINYAT 41(2): 199-209

Table 2 Level of efficiency

Efficiency Average technical efficiency
Level of score Meaning Large-scale rice field Large-scale rice field Total
member non-member
0.8001-1.0000 Highest 0.9527 0.9465 0.9497
0.6001-0.8000 High 0.7216 0.7382 0.7303
0.4001-0.6000 Medium 0.5093 0.5291 0.5232
0.2001-0.4000 Low 0.3950 0.2400 0.3175
Total 0.9213 0.9065 0.9139

Source: Calculation
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Table 3 Number of input slack

Number of input slack Large-scale rice field Large-scale rice field Total
member non-member
No. % No. % No. %
1 input slack 54 9.00 60 10.00 114 9.50
2 input slack 120 20.00 186 31.00 306 25.50
3 input slack 129 21.50 108 18.00 237 19.75
4 input slack 81 13.50 96 16.00 177 14.75
5 input slack 15 2.50 12 2.00 27 2.25
6 input slack 6 1.00 0 0.00 6 0.50
Farmer need to reduce 405 67.50 462 77.00 867 72.25
Farmer don’t to reduce 195 32.50 138 23.00 333 27.75

Source: Calculation
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Lowest 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
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Source: Calculation
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