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Abstract

This research's objectives were to examine. 1) The socioeconomic and personal backgrounds
of farmers that implement Good Agricultural Practices (GAP) for their vegetable production 2) factors
associated with the adoption vegetables production on Good Agricultural Practices (GAP) 3) adoption
of vegetable production on Good Agricultural Practices (GAP) 4) problems and obstacles of farmers.
Data were collected by interview from a sample of vegetable production on Good Agricultural Practices
(GAP) farmers living in 83 peoples in Maha sarakham province. Statistical analysis were performed
using percentage, mean, standard deviation and multiple regression analysis. The results showed
most of the farmers an average are of 54.77 years with a primary level of education. The average
number of members in the household is 4.53 peoples with incomes of 48,481.93 baht / year an average
land holding of 14.22 rai and dept are 162,783.13 baht/year. Good Agricultural Practices (GAP)
training is provided on average 2.93 times year, had 4.51 years of experience. Most farmers received
information by training the promotion officers or related departments on average 2.53 time/year and
farmer had a moderate level of the overall perception of good agricultural practices (GAP). The results
revealed that the overall adoption was at a high level. Their adoption of good agricultural practices
(GAP) on a highest level .Multiple regression analysis showed that income from vegetables planting
and Farmer's debt were significanty associated with the adoption of vegetables production on Good
Agricultural Practices (GAP).
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Table 1 Results of basic characteristics of individual farmers, economy, society

(n=83)

General background Percentage X S.D.
Gender (female) 86.70 - -
Age(year) - 54.77 8.19
Education (secondary education) 55.40 - -
Marital status (married) 77.11 - -
Number of household members (number) - 4.53 1.00
Income from vegetable GAP planting (Baht) - 48,481.93 18,948.35
Size of land holding (rai) - 14.22 8.76
Size of land vegetable GAP planting (rai) - 0.24 0.03
Labor (number) - 2.05 0.82
Debt (bath) 162,783.13 175,870.59
Training of GAP standard in the last year (time) - 2.93 0.62
Membership of community savings group 747 - -
Cooperatives
Experiences in vegetable GAP planting (year) - 4.51 1.67
Received information about vegetable GAP - 2.53 0.60

planting in last year (times)
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Table 1 Results of basic characteristics of individual farmers, economy, society (n=83) (Cont.)

General background

Percentage X S.D.

Received information about vegetable GAP from
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Table 2 Level of knowledge in Good Agricultural Practices

(n=83)
Levels of knowledge Good Agricultural Practices Percentage
High level knowledge 36.10
Medium level knowledge 61.40
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Table 3 Level of adoption of vegetable production on Good Agricultural Practices (GAP)

Adoption X S.D. Level
Good Agricultural Practices standard 4.39 0.61 Highest
Receiving promotion from the government 4.20 0.71 High
Motivation 4.06 0.63 High
Economy and marketing 4.20 0.59 High
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Table 4 Multiple regression analysis of factors related to farmers adoption of vegetable production on

Good Agricultural Practices (GAP)

Independence variable

Dependence Variable
the adoption of vegetable production on Good

Agricultural Practices (GAP)

B t p
Age (year) -0.07 -0.66 0.51
No of family members 0.1 0.98 0.32
An Income from vegetable planting (Baht) 0.13 1.24 0.00**
Size of land holding (rai) 0.10 0.89 0.38
Labor (number) 0.05 0.42 0.68
Debt (bath) 1.22 2.11 0.04*
Training of GAP standard (time) -0.01 -0.13 0.90
Experiences in vegetable planting (year) -0.07 -0.60 0.56
knowledge in Good Agricultural Practices (Score) 0.10 0.90 0.90
Constant 3.669

R?=023(23%) F=4.460 p=0.00*

Remarks: * statistical significance relationship 0.05, ** statistical significance relationship 0.01
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