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This study aimed to study the costs and benefits of Vegetable Seedling Project at Khun
Wang Development Center Amphoe Maewang Chiang Mai. This study was based on the criteria
of Payback Period Method (PB), Net Present Value (NPV) and Internal Rate of Return (IRR).
The project started on October 2006. The operation costs and benefits for January 2007 to
September 2016 were estimated based on operation cost during October to December 2006 and
the vegetable production in progress planning of Khun Wang Development Center in 2007.

This study found that Payback Period Method was 7 year and 10 months, Net Present
Value was —43,710.21 baht (less than investment cost) and Internal Rate of Return was 4.85%
(less than MRR that was 8.5469%)

The financial tools indicated the project seemed to be less attractive for investment, due
to the low return rate. However, the policy of Royal Project Foundation proposed that it was a
leader project for reduce seed loss on regular practices. Even though the return was low, but still

acceptable for investment.





