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~ ABSTRACT 223168
Comparison of Cost and Return
between Organic Rice and Chemical Rice Planting

In Amphoe Lumlukka Pathumtani Province

The object_i_\'rcs of this study were to 'study and compare. cost, return and break—even
pqih'_t-bét\ireen orgaiic ﬁce and chcmical' rice planting in Amphoe‘ Lumlukka Pathumtani in
crop year of 2008..'&1.16. anary data ﬁcfc collected by interviewing 30 farmers, 15 farmers of
Orgéhic'ricc and 15 fat:h_lers_ : of Ehéﬂﬁcal rice . Ihtetvi&wgd by usmg closed and opened and
questionnaire and then used descriptive statistics suéh as percentage and mean for analysis.

The results of study found that total average cost per rai of organic rice planting was
bath and total average revenue per rai was 3,718.10 bath. That caused the net profit per rai was
8,350.20  baht. The net_ revenue per rai was 5,738.76 baht. However, the difference of net
revenue and variable cash cost per rai was 5,993.10 bath. The yield break-even point per rai
146.99 kilograms and price break-even point per kilograms was 4.88 baht. For the farmer of
chemical rice planting, the total cost per rai was 4,534.08 baht. The total average revenue per rai
was 9,710.52 baht. Thus, net profit per rai was 5,176.44 baht. The net revenue per rai
6,088.67 baht. However, the difference of net revenue and variable cash cost per rai was 6,180.02
baht. The yield break-even point per rai was 133.56 kilograms. The price break-even point per
kilograms was 5.09 baht. In conclusion, chemical rice planting provide higher revenue than

organic rice planting but organic rice planting provide lower cost than chemical rice planting





