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Abstract

The rationale of the research was to study the crop water coefficient of Arabica coffee under rainfed
conditions for database not only water management but also water footprint computing for coffee production
in Thailand. The results revealed that crop water coefficient of the Catimor coffee cultivar 8 - 9 years on both
seasonal (from 1 March 2022 to 28 February 2023 until 1 March 2023 to 29 February 2024) in flowering stage
average 0.50+0.40 subsequently fruit development to ripeness stage averaged 1.39+0.01 and harvested until
bud formation averaged 0.08+0.08, which have average crop water coefficient whole season and cherry fresh
yield were 0.91£0.09 and 2.78+1.54 tons/yielded rai. While the H420 coffee cultivar 6-7 years in flowering stage
averaged 0.51+0.37 after that fruit development to ripeness stage averaged 1.53+0.05 and harvested until bud
formation averaged 0.05+0.05, which have average crop water coefficient whole season and cherry fresh yield
were 0.99+0.10 and 2.41+0.12 tons/rai respectively. For the water footprint amount of the Catimor coffee cultivar
such as green, blue, grey, total water footprint and rainfall amount averaged 1,094.2+738.4, 0.0+0.0, 0.9+0.6,
1,095.1£739.1 liters/kilogram and 2,406.5+386.5 mm/crop seasonal whereas the H420 coffee cultivar averaged
1,007.24238.1, 21.4+21.4, 0.2+0.1, 1,028.84259.4 liters/kilogram and 2 ,627.5+211.9 mm/crop seasonal
respectively.

Keywords: Crop water use coefficient, water footprint, Arabica coffee

UNAREa
Ao L du. cd 4 o L ag¥ o desw o ga X4
NUAREANNNIRgUsTasAieAnmduss@nanislfiihreaniunesainnlinandnuas Tlununends
Wnely ieiudayaiugiulunisdanisii uasiduieyadeunilslunisildriemuBunaneme flansuites
nsuann i lulszmalng wodi dudsr@nanisldunsesniunesadnaneiugasinesany 8 - 9 1 via 2 ggnia
Vinen (Aews 1 Ju1AN WA, 2565 D9 28 NNANRUE W.A. 2566 WaY 1 HUIAN W.A. 2566 D19 29 NUAINUT
W.A. 2567) lutavszazaanuuilANeae 0.50+0.40 338 EWMUIAUINNNSANLNTaINANALRAL 1.39+0.01 UAY

& a Y A = A = & a PN
TLULNUNYUANANARAUINATNAIARNNALRAE 0.08+0.08 I@]HNV’WLﬂ@ﬂm@@ﬂq@‘ﬂq@lﬂuLﬂﬂQLLQZN@N@m@@Uﬁ@??



NJ\J Maejo Journal of Agricultural Production 2025 7(3): 164-180 165

Wil 0.91£0.09 uaz 2.78+1.54 siusals aueiianaiug H420 18 6- 7 T TudagszazaanuiudAiade
0.51+0.37 S8z WAWIAUTNN194NUNLBINARANRAY 1.53£0.05 LazsraziiuinaInananauivaemIneni
AARAE 0.05:0.05 TnaiA1adenaenngnIaLiLINEUASHANARARLTASTWINTL 0.99£0.10 kAT 2.41£0.12 6/ ld
X He o o o o o Y 5 aa N8 a a ” ¥ o & a -

e Wnannaiu dmiuliunuseaininfizens #undu dmn Wsunuseswintnsmuesaeiuga Anesuay

13Ul AeWNAY 1,094.24738.4 0.0£0.0,0.9+0.6 1,095.1+739.1 Aans/Alansu way 2,406.5+386.5

a

v '
°

Hadwn9/nANA TuEaneiig H420 NHTseeintindles AURu Awn Bnnuseswiniisuuazlsunn

el URALIYINAL 1,007.24238.2 21.4421.4 0.2+0.1 1,028.8+259.4 an3/AIaniu WAL 2,627.5+211.9 HaRLNAT/

AdA : Autsr@nannglduinaasiig Uannasesinun nnunazsniing

a o

mLLWLﬂuﬁmLﬁiiﬂgﬂ@ﬁzﬁmﬁymﬁwﬁwm
Uszindlneglud w.A. 2566 Uszindlneiuanam
nun 16,575 fAu uaiduwiugezaiing wazlsdan
feeaz 48.2 Uaz 51.8 muANAL tAaWLIN N19deanan
nunseglszmalneavenafafaust w.a. 2564
a1m5ud w.a. 2566 Inadyarinisdaaannium
125.89 Auwianyandy Insudadunisdeesnlugy
WAANIWNAL 255.18 A (2.20 5mm?‘s1m@u§g)
nuNAa 243.23 fu (2.75 é’mm??ﬂmam”ﬁ) LAY
nungi3agyl 24,517.72 fi (120.95 A1uLuTegy
aniy) fidenanlugdresnudagdldalsma
e 'mﬁ’]imi"fgﬂizm%ﬂvl,mﬂﬂimwumq LAY
HaLTud mudn s anusfinassidnniuniunng
P Aan wALAnUssmARe AN aulnilide
LL@m1m?mﬁ*ﬁsﬂﬁmﬂ%ﬂimﬂ?mwumq ANNAAL
Wud1 An1sudNaanwWAY 62,171.01 Fu
(184.76 é’ﬁum?ﬂmwiﬁ@) NG 1,647.14 A1
(27.55 §ruinseyansy) wazniundniiagy

15,947.11 A (126.11 AMuFaIcyanss) AaranIun

49
v

= ¥ a \ , oA ) a
paslneduuliumulnedsiotiosisnisusinaly
dszme uaznisutlsgiinedsaan Mliaaiusesnig
lfwanniunaureslssuidsgdniunludseina

Huualilniiingaau dusudusinaiallfiany3ing

a Aﬂl al aa
NENezs10N LUAIRINTAMNUAN TATIAA LA
3UruA N NAUAN AU NIANANYATNE NS
HARNANITHNIUNTIININAIUNNINER uaznsutlsgy
iudeanidueeege (Trade Policy and Strategy
Office, 2024) 44ua1 IHAAIUNITUNITNARNTUN
P 1y Y o ¥ da & o o '
A ltun 13 1N I WeN NI NIANTURINAI AL WL9N
301U HNIUITINTINN AR DU AR R LT TIA A
a9 LNia lanteaY 17,373 Aansfaniansy N1nngn
NANARNENE1NUI DN WATHANARLUNANAALDAS
2545482 1,053 ansAaniansy (Hoekstra and
Chapagain, 2008) luaaanina1nsui ludlaaniduy
v a A a o o a v ]
AuNUlUNITNARNT NARA ST LASRUAT Wil

faqiiuninennaiinndeeiauaauluauianings

' [
a K

PA8UILINANIAIU AU LN AU LAINI AN AL
fratiu UTunassaeinunBuanisldduiasesie
U2 N UN19A N URIWIARD N MU TN ALULED TR
Faws W.A. 2545 wazlasumannaulaliNNI Nt
L -

finlansaudeissinadlneg (Ratthamma, 2012) a1n

a Ao 1y aa £

an1wniaIn AN LW N U INgININaIugING
s dunanludosngeuiliundes
ANNIIDAINANTENUFAAN TN UNTDINALTATIAR
2930714 20ui Tudaenguasinfidsunnindusn

TuunanursndanansenufelTunuaInanaad

nunezsdiniaanasalszilsng BWnanamnsn annuwn



NJ\J Maejo Journal of Agricultural Production 2025 7(3): 164-180 166

nsguasnEIuaziiuies iwsnznisasnyiuls
1IANAANABIANALANIIZAIINIATEARINNNT
1t ludaenquasdsznan 2 e 3 thieu lunng
Wanwnvesnmen lianysnd (Visser and Mallon, 2021)
anniyuiaanaianisnaudiununisldunues
a 1 1 a a i v
nunazsinilulsazdenisasaymuinaduaag
lddayaduilsz@ndnislduiaasia (ko) ludaya

Aug1ulun129an1997 A9dU SRgdszaeAaag

49 9

P2
a A =2 o

ANTANHIATIN A AnmdNUs@ninisldun

R I T
gagniunNazsdn N lduananuwan lununan e
dnluidudeyanugiu uaznisAtusnidiunm
FREWINUIAINAIINATLUIN FRINANIZN LA AR
AsuaRnIwNAenIs lEnFwensuI LN e Wa W
AMUNINGNIATFIUAINEA (Hoekstra and Hung,

2005; Patthanapichai et al., 2019)

s aa

aUnsaluazisng
1. ADUNUAZTZEZLIAYINNITNANDY

o = 1

nnieaadlullasnsnsnaameslng
(qua79) Nlgnniuniugeinesany 8 - 9 1 Nsvsu
AHGIANNUINTLA 1,450 LUAT WATULANEAT
wanadas s (usaaw) Algnniuniug H420 any
6 - 7 T MANgEALAMNEIUINEIA 1,288 A3 Tudaa
HurAN W.A. 2565 TANNATAUT W.A. 2566 LAY
HUWIAN WA, 2566 D9 NUANUS W.A. 2567
2. MBHUNITNARDY

o A Y a a

ARLABNAUNTLNTNHBNE AaNINAYW LAY

a d‘ v a o 1 | © o
anmgiananindiaeani neladdinisldsniunng
NAABY (non-experimental method) Tundagnemg
wanaLTe s (A1919) 209N uRugAANe s AU
4 Highland Research and Development Institute
(2015) na1991 nwAugAANes iuatawug
a dl v ! a o

nunazsdnIna I unusalsns iy Aneuy

% dﬂl a = y aa A
NIIAULFL NANNFGY LATNANANLAIHALUADILAY

U

win vizeddw T w.a. 2525 Anvslgnynaaauluuilag

- . = doe
WneRguadaTeslud (7uan9) AaEdunidnuay

weiwngllgamaagnusunislasenissing - d1msu

-

= ] 1 o
uiasinemnsvacaded vl (WHanw) 299N ILWAUE

a

H420 AaN1491 6 A1 Department of Agriculture (2019)

-

Na1997 NAWANUE H420 LugnuaNsendnawug

]

Mundo Novo 1535/33 TUWUG H.W. 26/14 (832/1
Hibrio de Timor x 19/1 Caturra) ﬁﬁﬂwm:ﬁuqq
11unane dag19iunane uazHagnauasnINasL
° o v a = =3 v d’l dl
gvfudayaaningdeiniainisiiudeya lunum
lawn gruungegn-Angn ANTUANANSIaRY

WFunuinelu asuiaan wazdeyadolusuasse

1
o

Jun'laaandeayativlasd www.accuweather.com

| v
= ° a o

WaAIuIMETNNIUEE4NT (Rn) LaznisAneinges
Nuen9de (ETo) Ineildlilsunss Cropwat version 8.0
Tun1sdszaunananauans Equation 2
3. 3BUPLENITVMIARDY
31 n1n198eNdun1uninglddansd
v a tdl o = a
PUIANING 60 LEUBLNAT HINTEALAIINANAL
50 LIURLNAT LHB9INTLAUAINNANTBIIINN WA
a d‘d a a = 3 1 v
As10NINNUTE@NTNINATHANANAE 19 UR Y
50 [WUANAT IALNAITIUIAN Vo URIAIINENITIN
1 ¥ o 4
gagnatneias 1 1Wm3 (Niyibigira, 2019) taelviaey

o

INEAGIANNUAY 10 LIURALNAT FINVIAAG
TaAntinauInAINg 200 ans feadlusiulinanngs
299U NTIGIAINABAY 10 LEURINAT IIN191A2]
nasudeesieunn 2 de iedninluatizesiu
AaonAuingzilazdnANTURUNY 2 qn NTeAL
< - - 4 . J a4
AYINANAY 60 LTURALNAT LNBTAAIINTURUN
wasuulas Inepseaila Prob-meter (PR 2) 15n13
Aiudasyann o dUani
o o o ey & 4 '
3.2 4 mfudanz@naenseununnsany
v o & a o 14 4
2BIFUNUNTUTANANBTHAIINNTIUAZAIANN
ARIALARBUNIATT U (standard error; S.E.) 1ade

2.16+0.08 LWAT LAZAINENILARY 3.60+0.14 LUAT



NJ\J Maejo Journal of Agricultural Production 2025 7(3): 164-180 167

anfufuniunWug H420 Haoundnqiady
1.6420.08 LHAT LAZANNNENILAAEL 2.12+0.26 LNAT
3.3 nzAruI SN luat11e9AY
14T nAanugerzautinan s ludsud aaidumiae
- = J R v da
HaALNAT INaNIAUAUNUNUTFRUBITINTAN
WiNFU 0.22 A1919MAg I RAANSITuMneang Tag
o [ [ 1 a v dv dl 1 v
UIHAANTNUILRRINTAENUTNTINHTDIFTUN N
4 . e a Z
A998 A7 Lawdagilunag JaawNns/Nuine

Wa/daaf inldinanulsunn luaniafiu (RF)
A o ° ¥ P v a
et ldAualuannisnisaa i aal g wias
(ET.) #9 Equation 1 wazA1umudulsz@nanig
s2UNeN (Q) A9 Equation 6.1 el lun1sAnua s
1N useeinUNAmN (WF,,) A4 Equation 6

3.4 AuANNTvIesAuNdAsuLlaslng
U3nmesadilnni (8) Inel Prob-meter (PR2) waa

o o =2 a Ao a a

AMALIEALAYINANAY (SD) NHuaendu Hadwums
siadilnif A9 Equation 1.4 and 1.5

3.5 uanann 1wl (Alansu/lsd use sfw/
ENANT) WLLNLINANARNLTDTIAAUDINT WG WA
dargunsnau 5ﬁﬂ@wqumﬁuﬁ’°ﬁqﬁwﬁﬂmm
NALTRTTAA/G1 LﬁmmmwzﬂqﬂmLLWﬂJmLLﬂm

= AN 1o o o °
naaasdsvardgniilidnian Ay n1sAuau

-~ ¥ . oy o -

HALAMUNNITNAARILALT853/1F A1UIIANNNUR
inanan 118 wisdauszazidgnniunezsning
TANNILANAD 2 x 2 LNAT AALTUANWIUAUNTUN
AlFuanan 400 Fu/Nuh 119 (Department of
Agriculture, 2019) it A i Funseeyinun
o~ v ¥ 4% o . ¥
Aqeq Bunseainind iRy waz Banaseaindn
@1/ Equation 4 to 6

3.6 n17ldfalunlainnaaanunsnang
dealuad (uan9) 919 2 ganiadgn ldilenfiagan 1
4m3 46-0-0 + 15-15-15 dm31dau 1:1 Usuneu 150

nfu/duluineungeaian AN 2 grs 13-13-21

8m91 200 nfn/FulwAeuRIIAN Waz AN 3 gas

0-0-60 891 200 nFw/FuluABUNG ARNIEY TN
815879119 (N) Wiy 72 nfusieasu uaaA o
28.8 Alansu (N) /400 Fuy/ls TR AN HAIVA
Gealua (wianw) Ansldilagns 15-15-15 8m191 100
nFu/FuluReunuNRLE AndulsuIueneue
(N) 15 NFN/AU wadATUa LY 6.0 Ntansu (N)/
400 Fu/ls 1ileAwIn Alanfu/ianmng (apply) 199
Banousaeinendm (WF ) /4 Equation 6
4. msiuindaya

4.1 \iudegnsduilediaszdaniiang
ANEAMNLINGLlTENNTI 10 R AN LI
98971 A1NTTiN 09y uazaufluesTam
109N AU sLAUAINANAY 0 - 50 TURLNAS
(Jermsiri, 2003)

4.2 \iudayaAinnsaeuIuiasarnanT

(ETe00,) AINENNNTANAAUIAS Equation 1 (Allen
et al., 1998)
ETC—week\y = Iweekly + Pweekly - DPweek\y - RFweek\y + ASWweek\y (1 )
DPWeek\y = Pweekly - Peff—week\y - RFweekly (1 1 )
{mezsf(o_zxax P) /125 When P< 250/3 (1.2)
T 125/3 4 0.1 x P When P>250/3 (1.3)
0 fter-before) x BD,, x SD
Bsw, = —= fafterbefore) * BB (1.4)
BDwa(er
Asw,,,.,= 6. (after-before) x SD (1.5)
ET_, e, = LFHIUNNIAN BN UTATI289N LN
ly
(Haawm/AUn)

= PFunauinn i aadsznu (Raawsng/

weekly_

|
Fdan9h) dnsunlasnemnsnacelud (wdasw) Jn1g
WWhingadsen1men §.a. W.A. 2565 @ds 20.7+2.7

TARLNMI/LADL WATLABULNHIEW W.A. 2565 LaAt



NJ\J Maejo Journal of Agricultural Production 2025 7(3): 164-180 168

21.3+2.1 AaRLNAIRASY LHasaNANNTUAL LT
o 1= & a | o o
sreiznaIAInanal AN TuALe lusz AL UsEnay
AuieinEANANY IR BN NN UENAUNS
NARDY
P eeiy= UFHNDAINEN (Ha@Lums/diland)

- ¥ Y . .
P wes, = UTRN 00N HUIE N 7978081 919f

(AadNna/dl a9 nunaa AaurestuiiAnaaiud
wnzilgninadgarnnsodn i ldlunsasyaule
I# AU aNN1e USDA Soil Conservation Service
(Meteorological Department, 2019; Xu et al., 2015)
a4l sunss Cropwat version 8.0 lunnsdszanana
A4 Equation 1.1 and 1.2

DP,eury = USunnunasmaududnseaiy
(Haawmy/dlnif) A Equation 1.3 (Meteorological
Department, 2019)

RF ey = USunnunisivadresindaau
(Haawmy/diani), Department of Soil Science (2001)

tAsw, ., = oA aeuas
(Haauns/dlan)

0 .= AL A adlnenimin
(nfu/nsu)

0,..= AuTuAulasunaclng

UFTURT (FNFITUR LN AT/ TUF LN AT

BD,,, = AMNVUIUUUIINTIBIAY
(NFN/MNTNIURILINES)
BD, .., = AYNUUILUUIINTBUN

water

(1.004 NFN/ANTNLTURLNAT)

a a

SD = AMNANGAY 500 (RARLHAS)
4.3 indayanisaeinaasianeaesadu

(ET__ daawwns/d) lagldaunis Penman-Monteith

o-daily

A4 Equation 2 (Allen et al., 1998)

04084 (Rn-G) +y900/ (T+273) U, (es-ea)

ET, (2)

O-daily A+y (1+0.34 U,)

_ 1 &y a
ET o gy = NNIANEUNTBINTD1ND

a a

(ETo NaaLumg/ i)
R, = LBN0ui@qvid (Wnzqa/mnanamnsing)
G = A wilvatesrasauiuFy
(HNZQA/MINLNAT/T)
T = QOUNIBIDINIA (DIATALTHA)
A = Apnuanamasadunseiule
(Alatngana/asrimaidsd)
Y = AnAsTiTe psychrometric
(Alatnanna/aerimaidsa)
U,=AAanui5aae9an (luasAWIN) uay
(e-e)= rﬁhm’]mhwml,mﬁu%ﬁﬂ

(Alatanna)

4.4 Arunudnlsz@nsnis ldunaaanase

A o ]

Wwaw (K AAARAILIRINITAN LN TN b

C month\y)

AN19¥A39ABN1TANUNURINTEN9R 969 Equation 3
(Allen et al., 1998)
ET

c-monthly (3)

ET

o-monthly

Kc monthly -

Kc = duilszAnanisldunuasivg

monthly

ET = 1397UNTANLUILDINT N

c-monthly

(HARWNAT /1RaL)

v
° &y a
ET o moniny = N1IANEUIBINTAINE

(HAAWAT /tAaL)
4.5 Y3untuseesinundldan (green water

footprint) ¥N18De UIN1un1TANEHNTRINTUTE

a

Bunasihdudgnlfllineniasyiulnaesialu

a

nslinananAa Equation 4

WF_ =

green

10 x minimum (ET orP

c-seasonal eff- Seasonal)

Y




NJ\J Maejo Journal of Agricultural Production 2025 7(3): 164-180 169

When ETc > P_ usingWF___ =P (4.1)

green eff- seasonal

When ETc < P, using WF =ET

green c-seasonal

(4.2)

WF_ = 13u10u308Wintindiden

green

(@nuNARINES/FU iz AmsAlanii)

= YFunnsihdunnislunasn

Peﬁfseasonal
qgMaNaNAnNT (RafLues)
H ~
ET, coneon = NNIANEUNIBINTAABATGNA

Winanang (Raawums)

Y = HaNdnuesiT (Auiannng) way 10 =
ANNITNALMULEANN (RadLNms) 1 (gnunAriiums/
\a@neNg) (Babel et al., 2011)

4.6 3unnusasvinindinEuy (blue water
footprint) A® Wsunauinaatlsenudi iU e s

Equation 5

WFblue:
10 x maximum (0 or lseasonal
(5)
Y
When lseasonal = 0 using WFque = lseasonal (51)

WF_ = 1331049989 1N 1N [

blue
(QNUNATTLNAS/FY viza A9/
Alansu)
= Bnnahnadsemuiliiuie
(NaaLup9)
Y = HALARURINT (Fu/AanANT) way 10 =
ANNITNALMNEAIN (Hadune) 1 (gnunATiums/

EINAIY) (Babel et al., 2011)

v
o o o

4.7 Uunnusaainnuainn (grey water

) =< Y o Aa
footprint) ¥N1ED4 UTHNULEE NN AAINA1TLQN
WalagRansaunfFunnslumm (NO,) Nguyde iy
Puunisliaadszniulaaiinigldilalulnsiau

Wiruig linataidudiAniuAinInsgIuecusay

dszimamanz umsniduavsaaslsanziss (Picetti

et al., 2022) A3 Equation 6

(A x apply)/(C,,,-C,.)
WF = —— (6)

grey v

a DPSeasona\ +RF,

- (6.1)

+1
seasonal | 'seasonal

WF = Usanmseeiiindm
(QNUNARLNAS/FY 13D AR/
Alaniv)

o = dunlar@visnnaszunati Aedadauaes

=2

nsszunsreshulugllvatnfioAuuaraudsan
N - ¥ - y

WAL NALANTIRIUTN U ULATUTU MU
gatlsennui U

apply = dng1n19ldilaiadlulnsiau
(AlanFuianmng)

T A4 g ua

Cpro = NATF MBI AN LT T1im 9N
udleudmiuninsgiuglsdlflaiiu 10 (Hadnd
akT)

C... = nstuiausasluinamluuna g
MINEINTIRAMTUNIRTg1ue tsU AN 0.2

(Haanfu /amn9)

DP..... = N139ztneravin lumulugany
=2 = a a
FHAN (NAALNEIT)
RF seasonal = VLM@U’]NQ@“ (N@@Lg\lmi)
% v
Pseasonal = ﬁuqmuqﬂ]um@ﬂﬂq%ﬂ’]@ﬂu

a = a a
NANARNT (NAALNAT)

= 1Bunasingatlsznui Bi U

seasonal

a a

(HaaLum9)
Y = nananaesi (f/ianmn$) (Chapagain
et al., 2009; Liu et al., 2012; Sun et al., 2010)
4.8 Bunusoeintin saanuARDEATIY
9091Funuresintn A0 G U3un e eniniin

AeuaziFunnusesyinun@mnsa Equation 7



NJ\J Maejo Journal of Agricultural Production 2025 7(3): 164-180 170

WF WF___+WF,_+WF (7)

TOTAL ™ green blue grey

WF . = Bsnseswintdigou
(QNUNATLNAS/EL Y38 ARs/AlanTN)
WF ., = Ufnuseainii@izen
- o A a ~ o
(anunArwes/Fu vise AnsMAlaniv)
WF,,. = Uinnnuseainun@un§u
- o A a a o
(@nunArums/Fu vize Asslani)
WF = 1RBunusasiniindm

(QNUNAMLNRAS/FU Y39 ans/nlaniw)

(Babel et al., 2011)

NANSIAELAIANTOL
1. ANWALUAZDNRINA
ANTRNINNILATNTBIAUNBUNINIINARD
Tuuasinenmvanadaslue (quan) ezduaanudn
PA4AY 0 - 50 LTUALNAT WULT LUAUTIUNITE
fanmasuiuievenuissduana@nau 20 - 30
LTUR AT TUEAILFUAMNANAY O - 20 LTURILAS
WAZ 30 - 50 [uRNAT iuARTuLumiaqlune
AeRusauiidneuniduieauliunaneiinony
MUMLUIINTIAULARE 1.15£0.02 niN/QnuIAn
URLAT A1N1stntNTeeAuLeAE 1.58+0.38
ARt wazaaulslemfeain luu
wanum 43.47 aAiuns dmiuulasnimaaes
NATUATe N (daaw) wudn WuAusunse
fdneslufuiienenufisyfuanuanaY 10 - 40
VIUANAT DeAusauthiuuilaatunsalans e
HoAutunane uaziumiantunsefidnsuy
\eAuaYIEEATIsLAUANENAL O - 10 LAY 40 - 50
RS TR TR ALRAE 1.4240.06
NFN/gNUIATLEUELNAT AN e eAuLeae
4.22+1.67 [rumns/Aalue uazadnaflutlsslamd
20981 MUAUR LA 31.05 HAALUATATN S AL

arnnsnagllidiulaannanszedinemnanany

a 1 1 = ?)j a a 1
Vg lud (NAew) HN19TeLngunreARANIkLag

o \ 4 4 .
NAABINHATUAMITE TN (T1974) LHBANNTEAL

=

ANNNANGAL 10 - 40 LIUALNAT L UARFIULUNT 8

o

p=| X a ° ¥ o ¥
FanwauziiaauneudananildAin1stinting e
Aunanndtudasinensuasadiaslud (Iu019)
UAUF UL UN IS LA NEINTLFUAINNAN AL
- 4 . ¥
20 - 30 LWURLNAT Bz A MW s Tamiaaatin
TUAUNILAUAINNANAL O - 50 LHURLNAT HatNgN

wilaanenInasadeslug (741219) Department of

v
v a

Agriculture (2019) n3tgnniunazainiasidumv
= ] é 1 a al %/ dld
anldAnndn 50 LEURLNAT LATHN1TTEUNEUNA
A0AAARINU Arphasiripon (1986) Na1991 N1 uN
= = £% a dld s0/ dld
8=30NINANNABINITAUNNNIIIZLNEUNA NG
F1INLAUIBAYIINE B8R N TWNazsN1dnINANT
wiiuinlAanszAuAINANAY 0 -30 LTUAINAS
e Niyibigira (2019) NA199192ALAINNANT R
pRp a a a ~ =
NNNUsEANEN NTRINIWNaZI TNIATHAINGN
ae190e 50 LIURLNAT LALNANTUNRINAN Vs 1B
AINENDIINAIGAAITHANINANTBITINDENSTRY
1 4. ARBEIARAAL Allen ef al. (1998) NAN9I1 ARNEING

9 ngagavaIn uNNRugaslugas 0.9 D9 1.5 wns

[
=< o o

\ LA a A o =2 a \
mu@%ﬂuqqﬂmuﬂquﬂﬂq@uW?zﬂUﬂqu@ﬂﬂuuﬁ‘@iﬂ

amduaningieinialunlamaas aun

|
o a ° v o &

FoyAYUNRGIER - AN4A AVNTUANTING AINE

a

v 1
o a

ax Y3unuunely e A U TN uS9R 4N (Rn)

q

LAz3NIUNNTANELNUBINTAN9R (ETo) 38961A4

v
o

WNEATUANALTEa TN (UIUAZLNABU) 19 2 D99
nen1atlgn wudn @qmmﬁ@.mmaﬁlﬂ 26.3+0.7 uay
21.7+1.0 9T 88 fﬂqmmﬁw‘fﬂ@m@ﬁﬂ 16.2+0.7
LAY 17.3£0.5 89ANTAIRES AINNTUALTFlaRe
85.0+2.7 Ua 86.1+1.7 1o fidus A faan @
0.83+0.26 WAZ 1.78+0.20 WAT/AUT UTuuiaad
4n3 (Rn) 1238 16.7+0.8 WAz 17.8+1.0 WNeqa/

o % A v a
ANTINLNAT/AU NITANLUIURINTRANNAN (ETO) 79N



NJ\J Maejo Journal of Agricultural Production 2025 7(3): 164-180

171

T
o

WIMNAWINAL 1,134.8 LAz 1,144.4 UaAWAI/OYNIA
s duanluiuiivindy 2,792.9 waz
2,020.0 HAALNAI/EQYNA Anfuthuldnis (P
1,117.7 uae 907.0 HARINAI/ANIAATNAA L
Figure 1 iflanfanfleuruutlamaaeunsnian
Feuelual (uiaew) idguvgiigegaiean 26.240.7
WAL 25.2+0.8 BIANLTALTYA fqmmﬁﬁ’mm@?&ﬂ
15.3£1.1 waz 15.8+0.9 B9ANTATHA AN

AURNNTLRAE 86.3+1.4 LAY 85.8+2.3 LaFidus

AMFIANIRAY 0.50+0.08 LA 0.92+0.09 4.4
ﬂ‘émm?ﬁqmﬁﬁmﬂmmuﬁuﬁu (Rn) 16.6+0.8 LAy
18.0£1.1 LNNZAA/HN°. /91 nsanztihesitedneds
(ET,) mm%wumvﬁﬁu 1,117.3 way 1,171.7
aaluns/qania santalFu i duanluiud
WinfiL 2,839.3 uaz 2,415.6 Naaumns/ggnia Antdu
iduldnag (P 1,197.5 uaz 942.5 HAALNMAS/

ANIARINATAL Figure 2

Khun-Wang experimental site.

S
T
~ & 3
c
SEs
o g
&
30 o= fn
EE'ﬁ 25 —O— Rain
2 T E 2 4 —F—  Peff
- 9 3 ET
$§U157 >
> 8 5 10 -
237w 5
sz g
-0
~ 100
3 95
> 90
2z
P
E 3 1
22 75 "
v 70 —<0— Max.Temp
5 65 4 —e— Mi
ﬁ 60 Min.Temp
35 —6— RH
3 a 50
55 457 1
gi 40 1
LA ]
v o 30 ¢ T
55 .25 1
g5 020 1
&go\Jls)_e/g\@—Q—H\@\e\e\e/DA
58 10 1
ee 2]
22 .
X E N 5 >xc 35 2afg >Y a9
2s Yy2E3328c528¢%¢
(T
= 3

@ 5 >Xc 3 wmalfg 2V
N ) 3 S0 80 980
5<§3"<mozocu_
= B
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Mae-Jon experimental site.
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Figure 2 Weather data collected of Mae-Jon agricultural experiment center at msl 1,288 meters

AnfayaAINa1391 Wugn q@m@ﬂqﬂ%\i
2 gan1atlgn (HUIAN W.A. 2565 - NNATRUS
W.A. 2567) %@memwmwmu%ﬂuﬂ (AU
wazusanu) gruugigegnatludas 21.7 19 26.3

asAaEa goanniangaetludos 15.3 D9 17.3
o X o oo =
BNANEATE A WATAINNTUANTMSaE luTe 85.0 Dig
86.3 wlafidust iluaninimunzandiniunisign
nunazs1ini Haggar and Schepp (2012) na1997
gruunAnmuizandmiunurazaniiniet ludas
14 - 28 RIATALTLE ARAARRITL Department of
Agriculture (2019) na1931guunNat lugag 15 - 25
= dﬂl o o & | @ -
AYALTALTNE AMNTUANANSNINNTT 60 Llafidus
A wiuFannsilulugasngniatgnaien 1 Hwes
W.A. 2565 - NNATWUT W.A. 2566) yivuiladinems
panaLae v (FuaNuaziae) agfludes 2,792.9

114 2,839.3 AadLuns/ggnialgn Nanndnsunm

' v
a o o

Bl innluitui mﬁuq@m@ﬂgﬂmqﬁ 2
(Hu1Ax W.A. 2566 - NUATUE W.A. 2567) H1FH0s
ﬁwr;]ufmﬂmm 2,020.0 114 2,415.6 HaAmNAERNA 1
nasinduiianwemans i e Feufienmy
Haggar and Schepp (2012) Na1791 Bunasiehi
mnluﬁuﬁma*@ﬁiuﬁm 1,400 - 2,400 {AALIAT/QANA
AanAA9AL Willson (1985) a9 Fun el
Aq39¢ T1d99 1,750 - 2,000 HARLNAT/AANIA T4
728121981 1UN1INTTAN L A9 UAITUIUNG 9 LABY
daudn 3 iieunaniduniudetadunisnazsulsy
NanaanaaIn1uN aenAaediy Visser and Mallon
(2021) ﬂ@'mdﬁﬂ?mmfﬁﬂuﬁmnluﬂﬁwqqﬂlu
(naEnAN-uene) GailTudesainsnding
AsENUAEN WA UNTe9H AL TaTEan N unld
mmxﬁlwﬁqm@m’fq (Fua1AN-NUAINUS) dH

PSurutduan IUNUNA NI EINANTENUA S



NJ\J Maejo Journal of Agricultural Production 2025 7(3): 164-180 173

T
o

JFuraminenaanadedszdsne THuananmn
gnuinIguUATIELAITLINEY eznsaseyFuls
YAIANABNFABIBIALANIIZAINNLATEARINNIT
901 ] U U o

211011 11990 guas a8nAR83iU Department of
Agriculture (2019) na1291AasRLTNN N dulusn
N1 1,500 HaRWATFAeL LarFaeln1snIzanetinely
aeiNaiag 5 - 8 LR

2. n1sAnadnardulszangnaslgun
aasnLWazsing

n1gAEtILag (ET) 289n1unazs1dng
AENUTANRANETLIULU AN HATUAIIYUINTI
QANIANANARATIN 1 (HUIAN W.A. 2565 - NUANUT
W.A. 2566) 14T997282ARNUNY (HUNAN-LNEIE1L)
TANLaAY 108.7£43.1 RAALNAT/LABY ANAQE
FTUTWAUIAUTINITANUNTRILA (WO HNIAN-
WOAANNEY) 1aAY 121.1£23.4 HAAWNAT/AREY LAz
SLaZLAUNEINALANAUDIAFT19ANIABN (FUINAN-

v o P a a LA Ao
NUNTWUL) 1aAY 13.848.5 HaRLNATFRLARYW NHAN
nazAnetintiuyiage (ETe) nasnngniatgn 1,106.5
Hadms/nanialgn duiuduise@nsnaslduin
(Kc) ‘lumqqqmammammﬁﬁ 1 9R9T09T28 Y
AANLNBHAYNAAY 0.90£0.36 ANAIEITZEZWRAUN
AUTNNITENUNVBINALRRE 1.39+0.29 LAYITHE
& a = o a
NLLNYINANARAUDIAF19ANAaNLRAE 0.15 + 0.08
= H ¥ P

NuL/NN/ARAU eRaaaggnialgnafen 1 JAn
duilsz@nsnislduniaag 1.00+0.23 1U5UT2
ULAEINANARASIN 2 (RUNAN W.A. 2566 -
NUANWUS W.A. 2567) AINITANLUITBINT LTRSS
(ET) ludavszazaanuiuilAniady 13.5£10.8
HafWAROUW ANAETsEsRRBIAUAINITqNUT
YRINALRAS 116.6221.9 NARLNAT/LADY WATILEY
< d‘ a =< v d‘
NLLNYINANARAUNIA519ANA8NLRAE 0.00 + 0.00
FaaLums/Aau ATAIN1TAN8UNUILAATY (ETC)

AaemfAN1aLlgn 843.3 Hadlums/faniatlgn

Ansududsz@nannsldrinaeaive (Ke) ludaeszas
ABNLNWLRAE 0.1020.08 ANNAIETLEEWRIUIAUD
NN9gNUNeINALRAL 1.38+0.30 LAz ziiuingg
NANARAUDNAFIIRIARNLRAS 0.0020.00 NN ./NN./
o X Y4 A . o <
e ienaenngnialgnaien 2 dA1duilssa@ns
N3l @AWINTY 0.82+0.26 A4 Figure 3 §1915U

o -
wilagineasuateuNseundgnniunezsndng

v
o

ANeiUg H420 doengnianananaian 1 ludogszas
ABNLNY (RUNAN-LNEEY) NANLeAE 102.4+47.2

HARWAARDUW ATNAE Iz s RBNAUAINITqNT

VBINA (WOHNIAN-NEARNIE) LaRE 140.1£19.7

1
o L =

TARLNAT/LADY WATIZULLAUNUINANARAWD
4 UINAN-NNATWUS) 12AY 9.3+9.3

v

Famnen (
A a & Aa ¥ % v a
{afmsineuw NAIN1TANEUNEIUTARSY (ETC)
naanfanIalgn 1,213.5 Nadiuns/ganiadgn
dmiudulsrananisldun (Ke) ludwggniananan

P =

ASIN 1 18999 8ZAANUIUT ANLRAL 0.85+0.39

AANAE TS W UIAUTNNITgNUT T 9Ha LA

1.57+0.22 LAZIZHLLAULNYINANANAUDIRFS

A1ABNLAAY 0.10+0.10 NN./NHN. /LAY Y9RADA

1
I a

nanadgnasan 1 Aduiszdnanisldineds
1.0840.23 A1UFUTAULALINANARATIN 2
(HUAN W.A. 2566 - NUATWUS W.A. 2567) A9
H - v a \ P
ABNTasTLiass (ET ) ludaescazaanuiuieds
23.7+18.4 ARNAT/LADU ANNAQEITLELNEUIAUD
NMIANUNTEIHALRAY 135.3+24.5 HaRIMAT/IhaY
. o e 4
LAZITEZLALLNLINANARAUDIATIIAIABNLRAE
0.00+0.00 HARNAT/AADY NRAINTANUNUILTAT
(ETc) maanggniaLlgn 994.2 Haaiums/ganiatlgn
ANNANAU A1uSudNLsrAninisldunveais (Ke)
Tug99928 AN UIULRAY 0.174£0.13 ANNAQE
FLUTWMUIAUTINITANUTITRINALRAE 1.48+0.30

LA LA ULNUINANARNAUDIASINA1ADNLRAS



NJ\J Maejo Journal of Agricultural Production 2025 7(3): 164-180 174

2
o IS DA

0.00+0.00 %@mmmq@m@ﬂ@.ﬂmqﬁ 2 fipnduilszania
msldiniean 0.89£0.27 & Figure 4
mﬂﬁ’mgaﬁqndﬁqﬁﬁﬁmﬂs:aw'ﬁfﬂﬁi%’ﬁﬁ
9N A ANDFIDINHRIUAILTER T (31979)
mmmq@m@ﬂgﬂ%\a 2 fiAiaAe 1.00£0.23 kay
0.82+0.26 uridu1lszAnannsldinaeenum
H420 109 EHATUaLTaalual (Ldaew) TA1Leds
1.08+0.23 LAz 0.89+0.27 WA lnALAaeiU Allen

et al. (1988) :1eUAENLs2aNnEN 1T MU IRIN N

|

nliidangnaguluiunaaenggniaiiuiies

atjlut99 0.90 014 0.95 ward uFuAANL v AN

|
Ao A

naslduingesnuninidangdnagulunuinesludos

1.05 24 1.10 &8AAR@IAL Doorenbos and Pruitt (1977)

a

WAy Silva et al. (2008) ladn AN ENLT2ANS

a

nasldrinzesntunezsninieny 3 e 51 fen
Zﬁlﬂi:?ﬁ%éﬂ’]ﬂ“ﬁ’ﬁ’]m@@ﬂf@ﬂﬂ@Lﬁ‘i_lL?]I?_I'JL'QE‘IIEI
Wiy 1.10 dmiuduilszansnasldtinaesnium
Tudaasza v AR NANARAUTIaF19A1AaN
(FUIAN - NNAWUE) el aginmINAaL e Ius
(IU39) i 2 q@maﬂzﬂgnﬁﬁﬁmﬁlﬁ 0.15£0.08 uay
0.00+0.00 daAAdesiULLasnERINaT el
(LHaau) flA11ade 0.1040.10 WA 0.00+0.00
Thongaram et al. (1999) NA12918 1 MFUTLEENT

¥ 1 1

a¥19m1man (flowering bud formation) ARYHUT4

-« v
a

LAsszazIan g AT IS At lsyAnanasldi
Winriu 0.00 ANNANAL

3. naNARAALTas LAz SuNmsaeLYin
naasnunazsiinn

-

N@B@Eﬂ@ﬁLﬂj‘ﬂﬁim@\‘mﬁLLW@Z?’]ﬁﬂ’]Zﬁ’mﬁuﬁq
AANaFlULLANERINA (T1219) Tutaeggnia
HAHARASIT 1 (HunAN W.A. 2565 - NUANRUS WA,
2566) WHaNARAATIaTIAY 1.24+0.28 fu/lsiad
ua (Lﬁ@ﬁlﬁ’mﬁﬁmmmm:mswdwLLmLL@zﬁu

2 x 2 LGS AUaY 400 Aunlinanannneu/ls)

WULNYNIANALARATIN 2 1aRe 4.31+0.86 A1/13

AINANAL duFununezsninianawig H420

v
o

TundatnEmInand (Waew) nanIaNaNERATIN 1

D

Wuananaaiasriane 2.29+0.78 A/ls vouzh
NANIANANAAATIN 2 Lafy 2.530.51 fu/ls
AANATAU A3 Figure 5 andayasinaananasiaas
FTAAVBINTUANY 2 Aneiug Iiuandnusazggnia
1 U 1 dl = = o
ARUdI9NINNILHe LT uAsuAY Usva et al.
(2020) 1Av1N138159aNANANAALTRTIUB LU A
inwasnsnlgnniunazsniniludscinausda
aafunia uazlianaialinananieds 1.78 0.89 uay
0.76 F/l5 wanannil Silva et al. (2022) $71841U31
NANARLTaFTEATadnNILWezs TN Tuanwenna
UszimAumdalinanamaas 0.82 Aw/ls wanainil
luganianananasen 2 Wnanaauinndiggnia
- Y4 A . -
NAKARATIN 1 1He9aNIEaALINLMNANARNAWDY
v o o o A A& 501
A39MA1ABN (FUINAN-NNAIRUET) HUTuIUNe Y
IanlunaNIARANARATIN 2 WAe 1.7¢1.1 NaAWAI/
WaU HaENdIANIANANARATIT 1 18Rl 19.546.7
AAaALNAT/LADY LWINY Visser and Mallon (2021)

o o e

ﬂ@imdﬂumqqquﬁq (§U31AN - NNATWUST) alab,

a

3unnundunnluiunaiunsndanansznuse
JFuruminenaanatislszisny IHuananmn
ganunniIsguainEIuaziiuties twsaznns
Wwiiuinaesminansase AuanineAanuATen
%’ 1 U = A
AnN19270UN lugaenguastssinn 2 De 3 1heu
aananalunismuiesainanlianysal (bud

a A

formation stage) 4115ULFNUTRALYINUNALT 8D
3un0us08 iU A mnazdSunnise s inunga N
Y o .

FiauNe wUAaNENINAIT N U (2U19) Tuq@mm
HANRAATIN 1 (HUIAN W.A. 2565 - NNIWUE W.A.
2566) H153H10308 W NUNRA89LRAs 1,832.6£636.2
ans/Alansy U3unauseeinundmnieas 1.540.5

ang/Alansiu :9u BTN RN UNTINTIUNA



NJ\J Maejo Journal of Agricultural Production 2025 7(3): 164-180 175

\ade 1,834.1£636.8 ans/Alaninamznluggnia
HANAAATIN 2 (HUIAN W.A. 2566 - NNATRUS
W.A. 2567) HUFN10u908WinAiden U5uniseewingn

= s ¥ H =
AN LarUTNNUIDUYNUNTINTRIUNARAAS LHBIATN

3

Anandnigesranse l3NNINAINY AN AHANAR
ATIN 1 anANeas 1.24+0.28 Fy/liieldua 1w
4.31+0.86 Fw/l9ilan lina v 19 S unaunnsldvin

a

(AR MnsARNATaTEan) 289N uazI1dnNanad
AN UIDEWINUNRLIE0L1RAE 355.8+71.7 M3/
Alansu UInnnusesintin@imnieas 0.3£0.1 ang/
Alansu 29T UUTNIUIRLAIUITINTIUNA
1aae 356.0£71.7 Ans/AlanFuMINANALIAT Figure 5
v = o = ] 1

ARNYARIA LB AN ATUATea Tl (wiasw)
luganianananaian 1 Adiuinseainundiaen
W@RAs 1,245.32294.1 ans/Mlaniu Usunnusesvinn
FAunRueds 42.8+10.0 AR lani Usunnuseswinin
AwLaas 0.2+0.0 ans/Alansu saududunoy
FREYULNNUTINTINNALRAE 1,288.24303.1 AR9/
O o o - Y%
Alansuminansy wesanninisliungalseniy
w@IN IO ANIANANARATIT 1 NENTTETIORT 2 1han
Tutaaiunan w.A. 2565 NENN9 AL 20.742.7
TAANATLADY LATLADY 1.8, 65 LaRe 21.3+2.1
a a & py & a \
FaaNnI/AeU HaIRINANTUAL NIz
o A g a , o o o P
AananaANTuAnetluszAuanlszneuiy e

fnwnpannanysirassiunIunanesiig H420 Tunns

T
a o '

v < ¥ o vl
BudunMaasLaziiudayananatani liinng

al
v v

wanINage9LFNMse i AU Rulutdaeggns
HANARATIN 1 AINa19 pushluggniananan

AFIN 2 (HWIAN W.A. 2566 - NNATWUS W.A. 2567)

v v
o a a

ATuureeinun81le9 YFunuseainundmn
uaztFunnusasininsuianuaaaad iesannd
ﬂmmamLmﬁmﬁiﬂiéﬁ?‘iLﬁﬁ?umﬂq@ﬂmmmﬁm
AFaT 1 a1nANLRE 2.29+0.78 Au/lsiile e
T 2.53+0.51 fu/lsileilina v liE Funannald
YnansdenaenanuaLTe fanrenuezanding
anad TN ues I Aidenleae 769.24175.0
ana/Alansu Bunnises it AmiLeds 0.140.0
ana/Atansu souiflutiun et s
1At 769.4+175.0 AnsAlansumuANdUsT Figure 5
ANHARINANANANLTY UFHNusae gy
v 1 2 q@m@m@mam%\ﬂuuﬂmmwmmd
deglud (uonuazuiaen) Hfunuseningn
%ﬂﬂumﬁ@ﬂﬂfjﬁ Silva et al. (2022) $18471337UFHT
RN PN NATaIn U s TN Tuan1n
anALe9tssin AL aTiF TR 29N
Famuaresn ez tinieas 2,498.7 ama/nlansu
m@m@@mﬂj@ﬁl mm:‘?‘; Hoekstra and Chapagain
(2008) 891U unnsen i s asie
NaNARLTeSdATaIn N lanIeRe 17,373 Ana/

Alansu



NJ\J Maejo Journal of Agricultural Production 2025 7(3): 164-180

176

Actual crop evpotranspiration (ETc)

Figure 3 Actual crop evapotranspiration (ETc) and crop water coefficient (Kc) of Catimor cultivar

Actual crop evapotranspiration (ETc)

Figure 4 Actual crop evapotranspiration (ETc) and crop water coefficient (Kc) of H420 cultivar
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#7UnAN19TNIAARY

Avsuduilssdnanisldin (Ke) 289N
aysdniataiugatfinesany 8-9 1 1aduiag
WNEATUAILTES AN (3199) T9GANIANANAR
Afad 1 (HunAs WA, 2565 - NAIAUS W.A. 2566)
FnaszeizaBNUNUE AR 0.90+0.36 S28X WAL
auflansgnunaesuaiiAniaie 1.39+0.29 wazszes
FulRganananauieaiieninaniAieae
0.15+0.08 ﬁﬁﬁhm?\'ﬂm@mq@.mmﬁﬁu 1.00+0.23
dﬁm*wﬁwmmamm%qﬁ' 2 (HUNAN N.A. 2566 -
NNAVRUS W.A. 2567) daqsrezmanLNUT AN Lade
0.10+0.08 9¥ U WA UIAUTIN1IGNUNIDINAH
Anlade 1.38+0.30 UAZIYE AU NANARAUE
a¥19mnanilAnieds 0.00+0.00 A" RALAa0A
nANAWiNAY 0.82+0.26 T [RIL R EPUR
WFealud (wdan) ﬁﬂ@uﬂmuw'azmﬁmmaﬁuﬁ:

H420 21¢ 6 - 7 T lugaangnianananmian 1 seey

ABNUNUNALRAY 0.85+0.39 TeaizWANWNAUTNNIg
ANUNYeINANALRAY 1.57£0.22 LAaTsvaziiuineg

%

NANARAUAIAIIANABNT AR 0.10£0.10 W3/
uu Afou fiflAniedunaonngniaiadn 1.08£0.23
z@wm”umm@mﬁm‘?ﬁ 2 (AunAs W.A. 2566 -
NHATNUS W.A. 2567) srazpanuIuilAnedY
0.17+0.13 sreWaUIAUTIN 34N U 10 INAH
ALRAt 1.48 + 0.30 LALIvasLiUAEINANAAALA
a¥19mneniiAlLRAl 0.00£0.00 A RALAAEN
9N1ALYINL 0.89+0.27 dvunaNARAALTE DY
nunezsdnieesudadinemnsuacaidealud

(U149719) TWTNANARARARTIA 2 [NA ITHANE AR

HA1Laa8 1.24+0.28 LAY 4.31+0.86 fw/l9

a_
oD
apd_

79
2 - .
PUANIN 2L TN 11D AN HATUAI BN DU

Y v - o
4 2 ggnialinanAndnitefTiadn 2.29:0.78 uaT
2.53+0.51 /13 d1u5utSunnusesinunddien

v

a o a = = 3 %’ :’/
AUNRU AnuazdIuanisaainunsauiauualu



NJ\J Maejo Journal of Agricultural Production 2025 7(3): 164-180 178

NANIANANARATIN 1 HATLRAY 1,8324636.2
0.0+0.0 1.5+0.5 LAY 1,834.1+636.8 aRs/Nlansu
o o o 4 Yy
PAINALTIATTIAARNNATIAL Tz NUTUNUIRELANUN
a A N % a o ” ¥ 4
AT89 AUIRUANT LazLTNNIYNINTINTIIINe
waeluggnIanananAT 2 HANRAY 355.8+71.7
0.0+0.0 0.3+0.1 Wa% 356.0+71.7 AR/ lanTNI8
NAKIAFIANNA AL TS ALU AN EHATNA LN ADU
N v 5 o N8 a o
PHUTNNLIDENNUN AT FUINY AN wazFunnd
saeinungNTisiNaLafe U NI ANANARATIN 1
JANLaAY 1,245.3:294.1 42.8410.0 0.2+0.0 LAY
1,288.24303.1 AR9/N IANTNURINALTIAFFAARNINAAL
Adl = U %’ a a al %’ a al
PUeNUTNIUIRLNUNAT LY AUN[W AN LAY
YFnnisaeinunsanrianuaaas luggniananan
ASIN 2 WALaae 769+175.0,0.040.0 0.1+0.0 LAY
769.4+175.0 An3/AlaniN12INATAFFRARNINA AL
AelFaniaznidsunnindunnaeswladinemns
wanadealud (3u319) 19 2 genaLfinneawiniy
2,792.9 uaz 2,020.0 HaAINAT/ANAUN RABAAL
waginEmauas e lug (wiaew) Wiy 2,839.3

waz 2,415.6 HadluAs/aaNIaLtign ANaIsL

nnRngsNUsznA

°

1020UANMYUITEANUNIUATIZNTINNIT

q

ca o o

AATNINE A ART I uATUIRNTIN (Anan.) NH
nisaruayulsziidmiunisatiunigey e
AFIN F9NNININATINN N EAINATLAYUADIUN UaT

d o4 . L &
wIRaNadnenAansunisaiiunimaaedluaeil

Wuasinem

LANA19A19DY

Allen, R. G., L. S. Perreira, D. Raes and M. Smith.
1998. Crop guidelines for computing crop
water requirement. FAO lIrrigation and
Drainage Paper 56. FAO, Rome.

Arphasiripon, P. 1986. Coffee plantation. Horticultural
Research Institute, Department of Agriculture.
[in Thai]

Babel, M. S., B. Shrestha and S. R. Perret. 2011.
Hydrological impact of biofuel production:
A case study of the Khlong Phlo watershed
in Thailand. Agriculture Water Management
101(1): 8-26.

Chapagain, A. K., A. Y. Hoekstra, H. H. G. Savenije
and R. Gautam. 2009. The water footprint
of cotton consumption: An assessment of
the impact of worldwide consumption of
cotton products on the water resources in
the cotton producing countries. Ecological
Economics 60(1): 186-203.

Department of Agriculture. 2019. Arabica coffee
production management handbook. Horticultural
Research Institute, Ministry of Agriculture
and Cooperative. [in Thai]

Department of Soil Science. 2001. Soil science
fundamental. Faculty of Agriculture, Kasetsart
University. [in Thai]

Doorenbos, J. and W.O. Pruitt. 1977. Guidelines for
predicting crop water requirements. FAO

Irrigation and drainage paper, Rome.



NJ\J Maejo Journal of Agricultural Production 2025 7(3): 164-180 179

Haggar, J. and K. Schepp. 2012. Coffee and
climate change: Impacts and options for
adaptation in Brazil, Guatemala, Tanzania
and Vietnam. Climate change, Agriculture
and Natural Resources. University of Greenwich,
London.

Highland Research and Development Institute.
2015. Quality arabica coffee production
and cultivation handbook. Royal Project.
[in Thai]

Hoekstra, A.Y. and A. K. Chapagain. 2008.
Globalization of water: Sharing the planet’s
freshwater resources. Blackwell Publishing,
UK.

Hoekstra, A. Y. and P. Q. Hung. 2005. Globalization
of water resources: International virtual
water flows in relation to crop trade. Global
Environment Change 15(1): 45-56.

Jermsiri, C. 2003. Soil physical properties analysis
methodology. Agricultural Production
Sciences Research and Development
Bureau, Department of Agriculture. [in Thai]

Liu, C., C. Kroeze, A.Y. Hoekstra and W. Gerbens-
Leenes. 2012. Past and future trends in
grey water footprints of anthropogenic
nitrogen and phosphorus input to major
world rivers. Ecological Indicators 18:
42-49.

Meteorological Department. 2019. Meteorology.
The Promotion of Academic Olympiad
and Development of Science Education
Foundation, Ministry of Digital Economy

and Society. [in Thai]

Niyibigira, E. I. 2019. Arabica coffee handbook
a sustainable coffee industry with high
stakeholder value for social economic
transformation. Coffee Development Authority,
Uganda.

Patthanapichai, S., T. Hongchotithanawadee, |.
Kritsom, W. Ngamsomiitand N. Wongsuphaluk.
2019. Robusta coffee water use coefficient
in yield early stage. Irrigation Agricultural
New Journal 23(88): 6-14. [in Thai]

Picetti, R., M. Deeney, S. Pastorino, M. R. Miller, A.
Shah, D. A. Leon, A. D. Dangour and R.
Green. 2022. Nitrate and nitrite contamination
in drinking water and cancer risk. A system
review with meta-analysis. Environmental
Research 210: 112988.

Ratthamma, P. 2012. An efficient water usage
about water footprint. The Department of
Science Service Journal (60) 189: 35-37.
[in Thai]

Silva, C.A., R.E.F. Teodoro and B. Melo. 2008.
Productivity and yield of coffee plant under
irrigation levels. Pesq Agropecu Bras 43(3):
387-394.

Silva, L. M. R., M. F. Ribeiro, W. P. M. Ferreira, P. R.
R. Junior and R. B. A. Fernandes,. 2022.
Water footprint of Arabica coffee from “Matas
de Minas” under shade management.

Revista Ceres 69(4): 488-494.

Sun, H., Y. Shen, Q. Yu, G. N. Flerchinger, Y.
Zhang, C. Liu and X. Zhang. 2010. Effect
of precipitation change on water balance
and WUE of the winter wheat-summer

maize rotation in the north China plain.



NJ\J Maejo Journal of Agricultural Production 2025 7(3): 164-180 180

Agricultural Water Management 97(8 ) :
1139-1145.

Thongaram, D., W. Tangkoskul, N. Jiracheewee and
I. Nanthakrit. 1999. Design and water
supply technology. Kehakaset Magazine.
[in Thai]

Trade Policy and Strategy Office. 2024. Present
Thailand coffee situation. Ministry of
Commerce.

Usva K., T. Sinkko, F. Silvenius, L. Riipi and H.
Hannele. 2020. Carbon and water footprint
of coffee consumed in Finland-life cycle
assessment. The International Journal of
Life Cycle Assessment 25: 1976-1990.

Visser, M. and G. Mallon. 2021. The water footprint
of Arabica and Robusta coffee bean
production in South America. Thesis Faculty
Spatial Science is powered, University of
Southampton.

Willson, K.C. 1985. Climate and soil. Springer Nature
Link 97-98.

Xu, Y., K. Huang, Y. Yu and X. Wang. 2015. Changes
in water footprint of crop production in
Beijing from 1978 to 2012: A logarithmic
mean Divisia index decomposition analysis.

Journal of Cleaner Production 87: 180-187.



