UNHALD

FoifoaInuninug Tﬂsaa%aqmmwmsuuazﬂ'nsfhaaﬂﬁyma"l.ﬁ'mlaz"l%qg 38
FofhTou wamsuyyn winuladny

FouSaan AT HIANTATUN TN

GRVRRER INTHIAART

Umsdn 2547

o g a a o
ﬂﬂwﬂiﬁllﬂ'li‘ﬂll'iﬂ“HT)‘Y]U']u'W‘N‘ﬁ
' a d
1. 5@\3?(']11’9\5']%']581!&10‘555” I1WINH ﬂi%‘ﬁTuﬂiillﬂ'li
-4 Y4 ao '4 a
2. 399AERAT1915Y AT.3000AT IR UNUF N

d a Y] 4
3. $9IFNANTINTIOR MEITUT

' oy slﬂ P o Y ' &
msdseeniwa lillugaamnssuiidsvoeda ldedndeiiles nazsaa

& & ' e ' ' Y
52 FaluTlnilenszme Inglddseeniwa 1T AT uyas tazn e siudu

.
=

o ‘ 9 tﬂ‘ d? Y
P 1azndaluu IHUNISINUUINVUAY
= o Do od A A = 9 a
NsANEIATINLIRQUszasAme (1) ienu lassasamsnaalaz g
oy Y d‘ < Y] Pe| 1 v
aaavesiwa ldves Ing (2) iefnyIN1snszanda uagmadasuuasdiuma
aataveaiwa ldves Inslulszmeeemasido 3) iefnuiaulanS v Tae
[} :’ LY s 4 =3
WSsusuveanisaseaniiwa e Ine lUdslszimaesansias oS vuieuy
o ~Sq Y
AUIULAZININD 1A
= ar I ~< &l A 9
MIANYINIINTZINAIVRIGATIMATIN 1FIBMIsANYT 3 33 IBusnld
s ' % A Ya =4 an o Yo
BRI 1AIUNINIZYNAD N lrariligoluaia nazisnamlddyil
. L) s a d o '
Comprehensive Concentration Index (CCD #115umsuasizyinisiasunilasaiu
1 Y { ' [ d
uieeanlFuuuitasInsdounlasdunynaInves 88 WUBILAZUASUINDS
Y s d
(Ochner and Cramer ) (Hutasosdolunsiasizy msanyinylanlsou ey
' . P o
WSeuneuns ng (Revealed Comparative Advantage Index : RCA) ¥e15g ynau

10355 anw 1A su TaanlS suiouve swal unatan (Balasa)

“)



172438

VINWaMsANY ML gaamnssuiima Wveelnelusae we2531 - 2546
= v A oy o £ o by ax o Ay
Huwa Ty T Tunisgnaia e sniniinimsnsygndaged i 1ann iz 3 33

» b 4

oy Tuszdugauaziinunuiiulasaneasiessoziim danan

a ¢ = 1 1 3 9
Ham3 AR IzEMslsulasdausaamime ldve s Inslusaineed

=4 =l =X as 1 ' % d' o  a ‘ \
wsiae Taslssunsuiulsemeguastundifyvesing synine w2541 2543
. ¥

AUl W./.2544 2546 nuNduLLiamsaaimiwa ldves Inslusaineesmasiae

ya 4 - 4 b oA S et =
lauduniga iiesnnanuansa lunsudsiudiuiiu Tashsuuazinma
[] ] oy 9, = Q' d?‘ ] ) q/
dauutsmsaaimiwa 1 lunaireemaside iNulwsuAuafy
a d 4 1 oy
HansaAs 1z RS oy TaoSvuonfivsng lumsdeeenmima ls
llgsnmmeemaside TaonlSomouivdsamaguisiuiddnvesing sening
N.A.2541 2543 10y W.A.2544 -2546 WuItlsznelne UadaiiaawldnTeulay
Wsuieuiysinguinna 1 sz idu wazinmald JadetinnwnldSoulay

wWseudivufdsingresnint

®



ABSTRACT

172438
Thesis Title Industrial Structure and Potential Export of Fruit Juice
in Thailand

Student’s Name Miss. Chompoonut Promjairak
Degree Sought Master of Economics
Major Economics
Acadamic Year 2004
Advisory Committee

1. Assoc. Prof. Boontham Racharak Chairperson

2. Assoc. Prof. Dr. Vallada Wiwatphanachat

3. Assoc. Prof. Ati Thaiyanan

The export of fruit juice in Thailand continue to be steadily growing
about 2,000 million bath per year
The objective of this study are : (1) to study the production structure and
marketing of Fruit Juice in Thailand. (2) to study the concentration and the
changes in market shares of Thai Fruit Juice in Australia. (3) to study the
comparison advantage of Thai Fruit Juice exports to in Australia comparison
with China and South Korea.
Concentration ratio method, both herfindahl index, and comparative
concentration index methods were employed for measuring the levels of
industrial concentration of fruit juice industry. The Ochsner and Cramer

method was employed for the analysis of changes in market shares. The
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revealed comparative advantage indices were calculated by using the method
applied from Bela Balassa’s comparative advantage.

The result of the study disclosed that the fruit juice industry of Thailand
during the period of 1988 - 2003 had a monopoly tendency since the levels
of concentration calculated by all three methods were high and
monotonically increasing.

The result of the study of the changes in market shares of Thai fruit juice
exported to Australia comparison with the major importer countries during
the periods of 1998 —2000 and 2001 — 2003 showed that the market shares of
Thai fruit juice have been the most changed in Australia mentioned above
due to the capacity of competitidn. China’ s and South Korea’ s market
shares in Australia also increased ‘

The result of the study of the comparative advantage of Thai fruit juice
exports to Australia comparison with the other exporter during the periods of
1998 —2000 and 2001 — 2003 showed that fruit juice exported from Thailand
had the comparative advantage indicating by the average values of RCA
which greater than one in which China’ s and South Korea’ s the average

values of RCA is lessvthar_l one.
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