4 A =Y < ' ar as e ' ar ' a
o133 meuwun ﬂaaaquﬂﬁxﬂﬁﬁﬂumamaﬂﬂiaauﬁnﬂWiﬁqLaﬁniﬂsaﬂws

o ar § A a as
Hannse LNeuius L 0a9e 1909 LIasns Sy L e
&1 q
y = o e §
FauLdeu  wWIEHANeaNt  FouNINulY
k)
< ar 'Y - [ <
TnendERTIRTE (LAHaTAERT)  dprda L §TUNTLOHAT

o Y £
ALE NTIUNTARU NS TUWUE

' é =y £ as ar
HEIEAIENT 19198 @5, USUNTTY  Wamwadn  Us¥siunssunng

E ) & a <
PEIBANERIIRTE AU AINaAR n3IsunNg
-l ar
WLy @7 leme n3UN15
9 £ a
YA IdaI11TE A dueLau N37UNT
LINMFSIEIE)

@ i ' o ) =
ﬂﬁiaﬂﬁﬂﬂﬁﬂﬂﬂﬂdﬁiﬁﬂﬂﬁﬂuuaﬂaﬂﬁﬁﬁahiﬂﬂﬂiNGLﬁﬁuﬂﬁiﬂﬁﬂﬂﬁs—
< ar & N = as =i LV )
gﬂamuugLnaadﬁa m1u1ﬂ5Qﬂ1ﬁﬂﬁvﬂgqﬂmnwwﬂﬁsLﬂﬂu 1 2536737 #aaTInda
a ¢ A o [ a  a o @
W L ﬁa@aﬂszﬁQﬂLwaﬁﬂﬂﬁﬁnwuﬂaiﬂawuLﬁﬁﬂgnaﬁaﬂmuaxau slagu9dsrns
9

iy ! o T | 2
ﬂMN@WaﬂWﬁﬂﬂNﬁUﬂqiﬂ@ﬂﬂﬁgLﬂﬂhwugLNBJN?GH@%ﬂ@WTﬂaLauﬂquﬂﬂdlﬂﬂmfﬂi

a8 2 & 2 a A o
sz NN 1 lunsan ABLNBATNTEIANY 31N 5 A1LNBEDI 39NN

as q o 1 o 1 ' o as 1 1 a
WrLg e Niad U 121 519 T@ﬂnWﬁgumaaaﬂauuniuzﬂuaﬂauuuaxﬂWiauma

! 3
' i [ ° £ ax 2
CREERE uaxqguuuﬁannwmquHWiLﬂuﬁaga L3t zRuanadon  lew ld
o & Qe a, 1 v .
Tsunsugae 5 39d lun s 3emadiaudd@ns  (Statistical Package for the
k1)

. . o s s Y P [ ' ) g
Social Sciences : SPSS/PCH aWﬁinﬂ1$§§auauymgwuuuaaaﬂLﬂu 3 nau eIu


Administrator


' 2o 0 . -
NRILLIN Gl‘efﬂ’mﬂnazlmj (Multiple Regression Analysis) %1
a PP P Ty \ Vo %o o T
AALUFNUAITNFUWUETER IR ﬂawmzﬁﬂnqﬂawuLuaquaaaquﬁaqwuiuﬂsaLiau
I a4 o & a v @ A e €A
Usraunasn lun1Tdannse L Ngus L@y ﬂawmzngn@aoiuﬂWﬁﬂQﬂﬂszLﬂauwugtuao
< Y o X ©° ar ' ’r':; as
9 NERe@ANYLNHAIAIUA WaENIT LA UIMTDINIUWIINIWRAIUT  NUNITERY
W 4 a A4 o £ N .o Ve, £ o ¥
Fun1adsLaaun aannes Lisuiiug LBt naamaas ‘e FanlszansamEuL s
a) b |
LWsSEL  (Pearson’s Product-moment correlation Coefficient) ®iAa)

w/w £ ! @ e a adw .o < a ¢
ﬁwwuﬁﬁ5%210ﬂﬂﬁﬂauiUﬂuwamamﬂiﬂuaxﬂ@Mﬂﬁim iﬁﬁﬁﬂjﬁﬁLﬂ?jgﬁﬂjﬁmuﬂiﬂiﬁu

e ' ' [ [ @
NIILE@E) (one-way ANOVA) W1ﬂjﬁmuﬂﬂﬁﬂdﬁzﬁlﬂﬁﬂﬁﬁLﬁuﬁuﬂaﬂHQMﬂUﬂﬂﬁﬂauﬁﬁﬂ

wan12 3%l ngdn  LnweanaLiminetiangadmbiza 4222 1
o £9 o ar. € A = = af ol i o
uﬂaxﬁuﬂwﬁmiuﬂWﬁﬂaﬂﬂisLﬂﬂmuugLﬂw Tognany 7.74 Mun1s@esaiinesasaiua
A g & A < a s
Laag 3.20 ﬂﬁa@aqgnwaﬂﬁﬂ i suuuwﬂgﬂaaaa 2.53 37U auasLaa 384.94
P a T = as < <f = Y | 2
Alansusls mnwaﬂauﬁuLﬂﬂlﬂTﬂﬂﬂWiﬂanﬂizLnﬂuwugLmaadwaﬂﬂuﬂNWJSaaas

. T

iy a . vl s A o £ A

N INAEDUFUNAT WL ﬂjwuiﬂnﬂ@aaiunﬂiﬂanﬂizLﬂﬂuuuﬁLuaq
- a W a
i . o % ey =

(9 NMITLERRIMIRTEINTHEINIUARIUN ﬂjwuzﬁﬂﬂaﬂaﬁwwaLwﬁdﬂaqusaaWuTu
@ < £ 5 < @ £ o < a e & o o a
A3ILI8Y uaaﬂﬁxauﬂ15mLunwsﬂ@nnaagﬂﬂuwugL@m A MUA MU AT INULE N
ar ar < <N s 2 e o '
funaganunisdanias LneuL UsIeng ﬁwmauawguawﬂWﬁmmmanULﬂﬂmimwua eV

Vo AE R o S :
Wy llﬂ".)'?l!ﬁlli«!uﬁﬂﬂﬂ'l‘iilﬂll‘i'uL‘?’IﬂTﬂT@’Ejﬂ-ﬁ nana

a w £ ' as D 53 e £

A EINLEIER 319N TERNT UNTIA LN T IanNTY LNENWUS L a9

a a  ald v ' a =l as a Ear alduev R £ - N <
thafieanaan et nassaud e uiuiusiugasanh [aagaNiad 1Ay lutidnig

A e A v 8 o g o a av g2
LEEINUY fa OUNEEaNTY Lui%@l‘lﬁ;ﬁwﬂf??%ﬁﬂjmaf»m@ﬂ\l@ﬁ\‘l(ﬂqﬂ Lﬂ@??ﬂ


Administrator


A

a ar £ ' "4 Y
ﬂawmﬁuwuﬁameWJHWﬁtﬂuaw1§ﬂﬂ§munuwuLﬂHﬂiﬂi 8L NHATNILAY
a
7 RV YR ' s a ' Y S e £ &
navtidan llaaglu 2 nay funseaniunisda LaTunatannay L neatiug Liasda
5 @ A a ) a
aada ¢ oA W qvale P o o
doanatasiznaia Ll daiulaein LUTIFINANYILNATNTLNED 4 TElannIying
1 . i . ﬁ o 1o« @ o £ 1+ e o a |
U 28 e wunT Llugun Innauaa 1 UFUHL AT NLSE 1 AQNUNITEANT UN
3 y

' /5 ' [ v < a :
LLANS1INUT 3 ﬂf;lll LLZ\)BﬂW‘iL‘lJU.ﬁJJ']?ﬂﬂ@NE!'JLﬂ'ﬂ(ﬁ%‘ﬁﬂ‘i Nﬂj‘jﬂﬂlﬁ‘ﬂlﬂﬂﬁg@l

- a a < | o
Tomraas Lnasnsmaannida fa Ny NeuiiugLainIehaudaa I
4 4 i PY A e & A
1173 LuLnanane wazly pieluare 1913 L I0ansy Leuiug L iaatha
a 2

2 < as 33:&1 e &

0L A UALUE INHANITINEATIL  AB  NAIaLILIUEIN TATINTT =
3! X 3‘5 [- =< b'
asarall  avdseduduaculonng wasiusaun1IaN LI TUA Y LATINITY WIAN

a
;"J'i: sbdhl o e £ Ao [ 7} v e oA w o 1 9
79 lHA2705 LT aanTr L NBNTLE L 0B WAL MU L nenE e inTEa1e  Lesiu
al a9 q)

B o v oA Y o wal v
L@ﬂLamﬂzagnaﬂagﬁuumﬁauiuwuﬂimﬂmio UBNAINUIACNAUTUL MHOTNT LU 115

2 & wu < E N ¥ a ¥
(LwﬁWBLnﬂmﬁﬂﬁgunﬂﬂaxiuLﬂﬂTuTaEMWﬂﬁumwu1ﬂﬂaa) 5 MINIIIUILARIUA

& <l o 6 A LR
LE30371 LL&&Jﬂ‘ii"a‘lﬂTﬁmﬁluﬂﬂ“Sﬂaﬂﬂ‘ivLY]EIJJN‘LLELG]JJ‘EFMLﬂH@]‘iﬂi@?EI
U q


Administrator


Thesis Til.le : Some Factors Affecting Farmers’ Adoption of

Muangfang Garlic Variety Extension Program

in Phayao Province

Author : Mr. Saksit Chuanpongpanit

M.Se. (Agriculture) : Agricultural Extension

Iixamination Committee :

Assist Prof. Dr Narinchai Patanapongsa Chairman

Assist Prof. Katin Srimongkol Member

Mr.Kasem Sriyotai Member

Assist Prof. Runjuan Sanasen Member
Abstrachk

The objectives of the research work entitled "Some
Factors Affecting Farmers’ Adoption of Muangfang Garlic Variety
Extension Program in Phayao Province" were to study the general
basic characteristic of farmers, factors affecting the adoption
of recommended technologies in Muang Fang Garlic cultivation and

also problems and suggestion concerning their farms.



Data was collected from 121 Farmers in 5 Districts of
Phayao Province. Nonproportional stratified sampling and simple
random sampling were used and the data was analysed by the use
of percentage, minimum, maximum and means for presenting basic
general characteristies of farmers. Hypothesis testing was

divided into 23 groups, as follow =

Firstly, multiple regression analysis was performed
between farmer’ adoption and age, labour, experience of farmer
growing native garlic varieties, corrected knowledge in Muang
Fang Garlic, contacting with agricultural extension officers, and
sufficient water resource. Secondly Pearson product-moment
correlation coefficient was employed to find out relationship
between adoption and yield earned. And thirdly one-way ANOVA was
used Lo find out the difference of adoption of technology and

membership of various group of farmers.

The results of the study were that by average the
farmers were 42.22 year old, experienced in native garlic growing
7.74 years, contacted with sub-district extension agent 3.20
times per crop season, area planted per farm was 2.53 gnan (1/4
rai), average yield was 384.94 kg/rai. The average adoption of

Muang Fang Garlic variety at medium level was 77.7%



Hypotheses testing between independent variable and
dependent. variable found that there were significant relationship
between adoption of technology and perceived of sufficient labour
in the household, experience in growing native garlic, sufficient

ol water resource, and knowledge of growing Muang Fang Garlic.

There was also possitive correlation between adoption
score and yield received. That is the more adoption score the

farmer get the higher yield the farmers received.

Tested of different among three groups and adoption of
technology have to be interpreted cautiously since only 4 cases
were random from youth (4-ID group. And these three groups were
found differently in their adoption.

Froblems the farmers faced the most were about the
vellow leaves of garlic and fallen down of leaves, insufficient
of water and lack of knowledge of cultivation of this variety of
garlic.

The researcher suggested that in extension peogramthe
policy and knowledge of this technology should be explained to
extension workers involved. There was a great need to train the
Farmers who participate in the program. Care should be taken to
another 3 factors which are sufficient of water resource,
peréieved enough labor and more experiences in growing native

garlic.



