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Abstract

This study was conducted to investigate 1) Socioeconomic attributes, level of knowledge and needs
for sweet corn production under good agriculture practice of farmers, 2) factors effecting need for sweet corn
production of the farmers, 3) problems encountered and suggestions about the sweet corn production.
An interview schedule was used for data collection corn conducted with 274 farmers growing sweet corn in
Fang district, Chiang Mai province. Obtained data were analyzed by using descriptive and inferential statistics.

Results of the study revealed that most of the informants (74.40%) were male, 45.39 years old on
overage, married and elementary school graduates. They had 3.45 household member and 1.93 household
workforce on average. The informants had on average monthly income of 14,307 baht but they had on average
household debt of 108,472.76 baht/year/household. They had 14.16 years of experience in farming under good
agriculture practice and most of them did not have any social position (87.9%). The informants attended training/
educational trip 1.80 time a year and contacted the agricultural extension worker 1.40 time a year. They perceived
Information through word of mouth (75.50%). As a whole, the information needed for sweet corn production
under good agriculture practice at a high level (X = 3.95). The following were factors affecting the needs for
sweet corn production: age, several household members, household income, household debt, agriculture
extension worker contact, channel of information perception and knowledge about good agriculture practice.
Besides, it was found that contamination of hazardous substances in agriculture and marketing were the main
problems encountered. The informants were willing to be encouraged to form a group for negotiation power
and marketing by concerned public/ private agencies.
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Table 1 The proportion of the sample numbers of each sub-district

District Number of villages Number of samples
Wiang 121 44
Mon Pin 91 32
Mae Ngon 91 32
Mae Sun 103 37
San Sai 103 37
Mae Kha 91 32
Mae KA 78 28
Pongnamron 42 15
Total 720 257




NJ\J Maejo Journal of Agricultural Production 2025 7(2): 21-33 24

a o I 'Y
LATEINALAZNISINLSILTINIBYR
ae L e 4

nngAaaASeRlduuuaauaNiuATede
naiususandeya tnsuuuaauninuiqeantiy
4 MAUAIH

AAUN 1 ANHTUgIUdIULARA ANTIUE
MaAsEgna waransaienedend Inelfuuuaaunia
wWuuuAtnndanete (open-ended) wazdanain
(close-ended)

AauN 2 AVNFTRINEAINIARATLINETN
NEATIUT UL AR ALAYAANTINANTELET NN
o Aa o o o
NUNBATIUIZULNHATNARIUTUT19 INANINY
ToelfusudauauiiduannuL Ll niy

AAUN 3 INeaiuANFAeInIslunsdaass
dgndrainanauniunimsgiunisdimnig

dld [ o v

ngnERINad I nsud1atnavau Inauuvaeuniy
agldArauatatln (close-ended question)

naud 4 Toyviglassanazdeianawuy
YRILNEATNT LNYIAUNITHARTI INANLUTT LY

A % °

NEnsnn tnglduuudaeuniniduwuuA N

daneniln (open-ended question)

N1SNAFAULATRIND

9 o ¥ o dll = o dﬂl

g livinnnamaaeLLATesie A

1. NINAGRLAINNLIRIY (validity) 184
Araeie LN AgeLAINATaTRLEaNN (content
validity) LazmaumaiTelasaasna (construct validity)
Tuwuudunimad Tnafszsunisnenanienssnnig
WazglT TR 3 YU WU AN 10C = 0.85

2. ANTeNU (reliability) Tneninuugeuny
neruntsudlandaldnaseuduineasns fign
2 o 1 o o a 1 d‘ 1 1
daTneananu ananiens s9andadealud #1luld
NANAI8EN9RT NI fiwmu 30 AU A9l
mmmm@uu(rehabmty) Lflummmﬂiwmmmw

A A o 4 A

= v ¥
sauatesdefidnunzidateldiiela Tneldgmns
duisc@nidanuadmsauLnm (Cronbach’s alpha
coefficient) WL 31 AaULUTATUUNAIUN Alpha

coefficient = 0.879 Aaulsd1uiunlgn Apha

o

coefficient = 0.898 AsuisA1un121dIngduRse
N14N197LNE AT Alpha coefficient = 0.895 Aatlile
ANUNITIANITAMNINIUNTZLIUNITNINAR DY
ANgALLAEN Alpha coefficient = 0.940 FaulsAnu
ﬂﬁﬁ‘Lﬁ‘]_ILF‘]I?;IQLL@%ﬂWi‘ﬂ{jﬂaMﬁ/\m’]iLﬁULﬁﬁfJ Alpha
coefficient = 0.905 FALLTANUNNIANNNANRARAZNT
sudreluulaslgn Alpha coefficient = 0.892
AauleAugIAN UL dIULARA Alpha coefficient
= 0912 uazfulsfrunisiuiindeya Apha
coefficient = 0.918

3. ATIAAALANNNYINNURILLUUNARD L

%

AYNg (difficulty) WABRAN TN TEALANNENNEN
98998A101N TaA107H 25 98 U1 lUnadeudy

e e a ae o v
inwmsnsilaldngueoatngaialunisise dadeq
gnnuazdneiull 5 48 pawas 20 4o

4, N1TATIAABAUAIUIANITANLEN
(discrimination) tN@N1TATIAEBUBIUIAIUNT
o v o o Qlldl o Y
uundarinindnnoiuinazainnsnunllld

Idfuinemsnsngusnating

N53AISUTaYA
o < 4 a ¥ 14
wasanifivsausandeyaifoufenudn

v a

PR mmewum@mmﬂﬂﬂmimmm”w’ufamLﬁN
zﬁ"\mum@mmw%ﬂmmmmmemmmm@m il
1. aDALTINTIUUN (description statistics)
Idlunsdimszsideyadneusiugudauynna
ANHUINILATHTAA LATANHUENIIFIAN
dsznausae AvAND AFesar AL@AY ANANEA
ANgeqn uazAdaulenuuNInsgIu 41miunis
naaaumNFldiaeazuuuszAuANg Teutiaiy
o A PR ¥ b4
3 326U AR ANFHRE AIINTUIUNANT LAZAINNG
177 IneLieda9ATLL A9l (Sirinansa, 2023)
0-7 Azbuy  wNnele  ineRsnsdlaniadlu
o £
seAuag
=2 = % 1
8-14ATuuUN  UNIEDY neAINIHAINTaL 1Y
szaLunang
=X = 1% 1
15-20 ATWWW  UN18D9 ineRnsiAdNiasly

FEALNIN



NJ\J Maejo Journal of Agricultural Production 2025 7(2): 21-33 25

2. a0ALT98YN1% (Inferential statistic)

o

Tnafadnld n1sdiasnsinnnesnyans (multiple

regression analysis) #7 835 Stepwise (Sakunpong
et al., 2022) TUN19ALAT LI AUAIN N F RN 9T
danafan1sNand1InAnIIUAINNIATFIUNIT
ﬂﬁu‘”ﬁm\m’mnwmﬁﬁ (GAP) @msudnalnanay
2eaneAINTenel e S9udmdealud Tae
SLAUAMNABINT AU TN ALaA e
AanumanaWidu uanfiga ann daunans tes uay
fi@ﬂﬁzgm AN TR LA (Srirattana et al., 2021)
Tneflrntaenzumaig fil

ANATULLLRAE STAUTIRIAINNABINNT

451-500 wN1eDd TANNFABINIIFZALNN

=)
hol

3]
=3 = £ o

3.51-4.50 WNIED FANNABINIITLALNAN

2.51-3.50 WNIEDg FANARINIFFALLNY

AN

1.51-2.50 NN FAuseInIssvsLLas

1.00 - 1.50 NHLD FAudeaInisszsiuing

b

an
3. NN3AITILLBNT UG KA (rationale
content analysis) (Wangsay et al., 2022) 1LAg1eY

ﬂmﬂ’] ’Q'ﬂ@ﬁ‘ﬁ‘ﬁ LATdaLAUALUTIRILNHATAT

NANNSIAEUAZAANT
v o o a o 1
daduinauanantsideinautiveanidy
5 dsziaundn laun deyainaadudnmusivugiu
AUULAAR ANHTUTNINLATHENA ANHULN19deAn
sravAuiAnid1laresineasnsfaaiunisg
NN lussuuineasnauazianssun1sdeLasy

o Y

ANINN AT IUILULLN AN RGNS UT2 InAY911

FLAUAINABINITHART 1 INANINUAINNIATTIU

o on i
NsUJURNINITNEATNA (GAP) lunIngan uway
TR NdINaRDAINABINIINARTIN INANINLAIN
=l

N1AIFIUNNTUJUANINI N HATNR (GAP) Tai

eavRannase bl

TayaneInUANHUENUFIURIULAAR ANTUE
NLATHINA UWRSANHUENNAIAN
HANNTANHINGNAat19NEATNIH1gN
Tlnanau auat 274 918 daulnnjiiufanas
74.40 \nAT1Y BELRAY 45391 Fauaz 41.60
FevAunsAnmItulsyanAnen Saaay 59.50
= = a o A dl
FA01UNNANIR HanTnluASIFouRAY 3.45 AU
G al £ o = dl
wIadszunns 4 Aau N lasanluafiFaulans
14,307 Unn/pew 39idusnalafniainnigni
ANTLNHATLRAE 9,540.88 UNn/iRaw s1elaann
WUANDULRAE 4,031.52 UN/ARau JullduLans
108,472.76U1N/A9 30U TI991UNIN1TINEMT M

o A

AFI3DULRAE 1.93 ALUTDUTTNIDL 2 AU HAW9L

[
'

Hundenseaas 3.5 (315 2 910) LLmLﬁuﬁ@g
anfeiang 0.43 13 (1.72 947%) A AUTI N EAIN T
1ae 2.94 13 (215 3 97 76 A137997) Tlszaunnand
¥nnsineasieds 14.16 0 Fdsvaunisallunig
YNERITA (GAP) 1ade 3.06 T WfuniseusuLee
@muﬁmmiﬁﬂmwmﬁﬁ (GAP) 1@l 1.8 axyilside
Uszanaulas 2 a%a Annsnsafud T Ridassy
ANTlnmAsIaAE 1.40 Ase/iaatlas 1 ASs INwAsNI
doulvnldfimunmidsludnn Asiufaaas 87.50
LAZLNEATNTLATLINIE1TNI9NITLABATINNNNT

A o 1 Yo v
WARAHNTRATLUBNLATNTINAUINTDERS 75.50 LW3E

Wunnsdeansnansnazidnlaladne (Table 2)



NJ\J Maejo Journal of Agricultural Production 2025 7(2): 21-33 26

Table 2 Information about basic personal characteristics Economic characteristics and social characteristics

Variable X S.D.
Gender (1 = male, 0 = female) - 436
Age (years) 45.39 13.707
Education level (1 = higher Voc. Cert., 0 = lower Voc. Cert.) - 1.106
Marital status (1 = married, O = other) - .970
Family member (number) 3.45 1.690
Income earned from farming (bath/month) 14307.00 23841.912
Number of labors (number) 1.93 .979
Number of land (rai) 3.5 13.652
Invest for farming (bath/year) 108472.76 295975.983
Agricultural experience (year) 14.16 13.096
Experience GAP (year) 3.06 5.145
Training experience GAP (year) 1.80 3.112
Staff contact (number) 1.40 2.321
Social position 0.1 .545
Channels of information perception (number) 1.1373 1.64767
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Table 3 Level of Knowledge about the requirements for good agricultural practices for sweet corn (GAP) of

farmers in Fang district, Chiang Mai province

(n=257)
Level of Knowledge Number (people) Percentage
Little knowledge (0-9 score) 107 41.63
Medium knowledge (10-17 score) 150 58.37
Very knowledgeable (18-20 score) 0 0.00
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Table 4 Overall demand for sweet corn production according to Good Agricultural Practices (GAP) standards

Sweet corn production in accordance with Good Agricultural

X SD Description
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Water source 3.94 1.055 High
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Table 5 The results of the stepwise multiple regression analysis of the independent variables and the level of

demand for sweet corn production according to the standard of good agricultural practices (GAP) in overall

Independent Variable

Demand level for sweet corn production

according to GAP in overall

Beta t-value
Constant 13.118*
Gender 0.001 0.032
Age -0.145 -3.017**
Education level 0.018 -0.390
Marital status 0.076 1.474
Number of family members -0.252 -4.712**
Household income -0.244 -5.104**
Number of workers in the household 0.050 1.025
Holding area 0.451 7.480*
Household debt -0.163 -3.518*
Farming experience 0.057 1.000
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Table 5 The results of the stepwise multiple regression analysis of the independent variables and the level of

demand for sweet corn production according to the standard of good agricultural practices (GAP) in overall

(Cont.)

Independent Variable

Demand level for sweet corn production

according to GAP in overall

Beta t-value
Farming experience GAP -0.069 -1.293
Training experience and work visits in agriculture 0.004 0.070
Contact with agricultural extension officers -0.248 -4.479*
Media for acknowledgment of agricultural news 0.208 4.441*
Knowledge and understanding of GAP for sweet corn 0.310 5.729**
R* = 0.559 F value = 39.255**

Remarks: * = significantly different at p <0.05; ** = significantly different at p <0.01
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