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Abstract 

 

Crossbred Native Chicken Production is a new career for Agriculturist in north which is 

supply general chicken production. If agriculturist can increase production efficiency, this is one 

important of choices. So this study emphasizes technique efficiency, profit efficiency and a factor 

which has influence inefficiency. By product data of 2009 were interviewed 40 agriculturists in 

Sansai District and 41 agriculturists in Sanpatong District of Chiang Mai province. Stochastic 

Frontier Analysis Efficiency and Tobit  Model Analysis Inefficiency were used. 

Result of technique efficiency study, with stochastic cobb-douglas production frontier 

analysis and maximum likelihood method found that the important production factors are chicken 

instant food, mixed food, vaccine, supplement food, imprison in coop production and semi prison-

half released production. Moreover, averages of mean were 0.87 which majorities were high 

technique efficiency (49.38) and higher efficiency (33.33). For inefficiency decrease factor are 

high disease defensive controlling, moderate disease defensive controlling, and add receiving of 

agriculture information.  

 In profit efficiency found important and profit influence factors are feed conversion ratio, 

vaccine average value and supplement food, and instructor and equipment value. Whereas, the 

decrease profit factor is a price of adult chicken instant food. By poor average of profit efficiency 

is 0.56. Another, profit inefficiency factor are agriculturist age and bill chicken cutting. Finally, 
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experience and level of high defensive controlling is a factor which has influence to inefficiency 

goes down.  

 From these crossbred native chicken production efficiency in Chiang Mai appear good 

agriculturist efficiency but short in profit efficiency. Therefore, agriculturist should interest in 

marketing factor especially the input factor price in group member of native chicken. Other, 

agriculturist should improve production for added in efficiency which are imprison in coop 

production and semi prison-half released production, up level of defensive controlling, using 

economize chicken instant food. Nevertheless, mix-food should choose quality material. 

However, agriculturist should have more consult production expertise. Including, government 

should support and train about production knowledge in native chick production seriously. 

Eventually, knowledge of material food and production management because this study appears 

relative between recognize information of farmer and increase of efficiency.  


