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Table 1: Scores of pure technical efficiency with classifying by farmers'

experience in cricket farming

PTE score level Farmers' experience in Unit Percentage
cricket farming
<5 5-10 > 10

years years years
PTE(CRS) = 1.00 35 13 5 53 68.8
Mean of PTE < 1 1 0 2 2.60
PTE < 1.00
PTE = Mean of 0 0 0 0 0.00
PTE
Mean of PTE > 12 8 2 22 28.57
PTE
Total 48 22 7 77 100.00
Mean of PTE 0.95
Standard 0.09
deviation
Minimum 0.64
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et al, 2014) mninwmsnsgulmifivszaunsalifiutul§38nns
naauuULA Nl uszezatunuenaly@unsaasyiout
AMUEINTIIUNSUSISIANsHSHLRpE1aunase

(3) Ardrewsanuluadaseu (LNLF) Aissduainud esfu
Sovay 99 dAnuduwusluianiensedunua1A1udl
Uszdngam nuneanudn aunvesnssulnildussuniely
afSeuiiudy szdwmalidanuiivssansnwanas danunse

veneAuledn Aussulupiiseu e sunuiinuninshifes

Table 2: Determinants of pure technical efficiency by Tobit regression model
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Maximum Likelihood

Variables
Coefficient Std. Error t-ratio P[|Z|>z] Marginal Effect P[|Z|>z]
Constant 3.0625 1.1219 273 0.008 3.0625 1.1219
LNAGE -0.2031 0.1479 -1.37 0.175 -0.2031 0.170
LNEDU -0.0322 0.1808 -0.18 0.859 -0.0323 0.858
GEN 0.0006 0.0540 0.01 0.991 0.0006 0.991
LNIA 0.2912%** 0.0847 3.44 0.001 0.2912%** 0.001
LNYELL -0.0046 0.0060 -0.78 0.439 -0.0047 0.436
LNEXP -0.1459** 0.0579 -2.52 0.014 -0.1460** 0.012
LNAREA -0.1003 0.0629 -1.59 0.116 -0.1003 0.111
LNLF -0.2355*** 0.0716 -3.29 0.002 -0.2355%** 0.001
LNL -0.0098 0.0075 -1.31 0.194 -0.0098 0.189
LNTVC -0.0570 0.0559 -1.02 0.312 -0.0570 0.308
LNTFC -0.1077** 0.0463 -2.32 0.023 -0.1077** 0.020
TECHPRO -0.1897* 0.1061 -1.79 0.079 -0.1897* 0.074
TECHMAR 0.0236 0.0682 0.35 0.730 0.0236 0.729
Log-likelihood -8.054142
Lower 0
Upper 1
Pseudo R? 0.6901

Note: *** Significant at P < 0.01, ** Significant at P < 0.05, *Significant at P < 0.1

Prefutuanuadosfioduduniwesdurunisudn tnunsns
sulnidlngldussnuneluasusoudundn Jedmanas
pudiusgansninnisaduauniglunisy Ingnuinnensng
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AUSTUA N®I1U89 Kongtanajaruanun & Cheamuangphan
(2018) fivhnsAneIUsEANEAMNNISHARTIISTHIIUIRLAY
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audnluadas owd wviinensid vuind yavd swald
Usgdnsnmnsandunumisuanas
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az 95 lagdAudunus luiAniensed 1unuA 11U
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Funuesdfindu 1 vim agilonavilidszdniainnng
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waluladidungrelunisnami iy envdwaliarnud
Uszansamnissdununsuldldfiutunalugendeiing

anadld anmiieanannisimalulagidndieglunisuda

il ﬁ”’ﬂugﬂLLUUﬁuaaﬂmﬁhﬁaamu WU 1LeSesdnInaLN S
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mameluladwandl invnsnsdndwmiamaiioandldinediu
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\A3osdnIInAnsEEEIaATLSIY  ualupuduTsanunsns
msfinsandndussuLaziufisesuaiednsde 39
sgsilitrhiuiiuszansamnsudndiian suvunadnenald
wdesdnslaliviud daalifununisnangeduillontavili
UssAvsnmnsuananadiesas 18.97 Fdenadaeiu Heyuan
and Xiaoling (2016) 7ivin15AnwUszdns armdelinAuas
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wUse 8 fn llaunsadhunldeSunganudusednsainnas
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ABSTRACT

Keyword
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The objective of this research are 1) to study the general information and
production system of young farmers in Maha Sarakham Province; 2) to study farm
productive efficiency of Maha Sarakham young farmers; and 3) to analysis the
factors effecting the productive efficiency in the farm of young farmers in Maha
Sarakham Province for 77 farms. The data was collected in production year 2019-
2020. The efficiency analysis was used the Data Envelopment Analysis (DEA) for
analysis the factor of production focusing on Input Oriented under the assumption
Variable Return to Scale (VRS). Then, a Tobit Regression Model was applied to find
the factors affecting the efficiency in farm production. The result of the study has
found that young farmers who have efficiency in farm production are 53 persons,
consider as 68.8 percent. The analysis of factors affecting production efficiency of
young farmers have found in 5 issues and p value as followings; total income
(P =0.001), experience in agriculture (P = 0.012), household wage (P = 0.001), fixed
cost expenditures (P = 0.020), use of technology in production (P = 0.074).
Therefore, the farmers should reduce some production factors, in terms of studying
cost reduction and the use of technology which proper with production size, for the
efficient performance.
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