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ABSTRACT: The objectives of this research were to study 1) personal basic factors 2) socio-
economic factors 3) knowledge of guava production 4) level of Good Agricultural Practice (GAP)
for guava and 5) the relationship between personal basic factors, socio-economic factors,
knowledge of guava production by farmers in Sampran district, Nakhon Pathom province. The
samples of research were 234 people, the instrument was the interview schedule. The data
collection and statistic presented including frequency, percentage, mean, standard deviation,
minimum, maximum and chi-square was applied for hypothesis testing. The results showed
that most farmers were male, average aged 49 years, attained primary school. There were 2—-4
household members and had 2-10 years of experience in planting guava. They had 1-2
household labors and 1-2 hired labors. Guava planting area was 4-6 rai and no group member
194 people. They expose media from activity media. The farmers had the knowledge about
guava in accordance with GAP at the high level on the selection of planting areas and Good
Agricultural Practice (GAP). Practical aspect was at the high level on harvesting and postharvest
(mean 3.00), farm storage and transportation (mean 2.96), planting area (mean 2.91), no pests
in production (mean 2.33), water source (mean 2.13), the process of management for quality
products (mean 2.06), usage of hazardous substances in agriculture (mean 2.05). Hypotheses
testing found that age, personal media and knowledge factors related to GAP for guava at 0.01
significance level.

Keywords: Guava, Good Agricultural Practice (GAP), Nakhon Pathom province, knowledge, media
exposure
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Table 1 Number and percentage personal basic factors of guava farmers in Sampran district,

Nakhon Pathom province

Personal basic factors Number Percentage

Gender

Male 131 56.0

Female 103 44.0
Age

26-35 years 15 6.4

36-45 years 50 21.4

46-55 years 124 53.0

56 years or more a5 19.2

Mean = 49.63 years  S.D. = 7.738 years

Educational level

Primary school

Lower secondary school
Upper secondary school
Diploma

Bachelor’s degree

Number of family members
2-4 people

5-7 people
More than 7 people

Guava planting experience

2-10 years
11-20 years
More than 20 years

Mean = 11.93 years ~ S.D. = 7.557 years

Min. = 26 years Max. = 70 years

115
62
22
13
22

134
94

143
70
21

Min. = 2 years Max. = 35 years

49.1
26.5
9.4
5.6
9.4

57.2
40.2
2.6

61.1
29.9
9.0
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Table 2 Number and percentage of socio-economic factors of guava farmers in Sampran district,

Nakhon Pathom province

(n=23)

Socio-economic factors

Number Percentage

Number of household labors

1-2 people
3 or more people

Number of hired labors

No labor
1-2 people
More than 2 people

Guava planting area
1-3 rai
4-6 rai
More than 6 rai
Group member
No group member
Group membership
Personal media

Do not receive
Receive

Activity media
Do not receive
Receive

Mass media
Do not receive
Receive

Online media

Do not receive
Receive

144 61.5
90 38.5
92 39.3

105 44.9
37 15.8
74 31.6

104 44.4
56 24.0

194 82.9
40 17.1

186 79.5
q2 20.5

157 67.1
7 32.9

228 97.4

6 2.6

192 82.0

q2 18.0
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Table 3 Knowledge of guava farmers in Sampran district, Nakhon Pathom province

(n=234)
Knowledge X S.D. Knowledge level
Planting area selection 0.86 0.657 High
Area preparation 0.62 0.735 Moderate
Planting methods 0.79 0.488 High
Maintenance 0.86 0.320 High
Harvesting 0.74 0.501 High
Total 0.77 0.540 High
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usiazdu Shaun 8 fu Ansandusedu w
11 FumafiuifgaagmsufiRvdansiuien
Aady 3.0 30985 Fp PumsiiusnwIuaEs
yudrenannaluvisu Aedy 2.96 muwuwﬂaﬂ
Aads 291 susdnnatasaandmgiiy Aade

2.33 Fruuvdsin Anads 2.13 dunisdans
nsyvaumsnaniiolildnandnaanin A1ade
2.06 ¥agA1UN1TIN0IUATIENIINITINEAS
ANRdy 2.05 MudRy ATUFTRMLNYRASAT
wangadluusiagsuiiufuades fo funistudin
foua Anady 1.56

Table 4 Good Agricultural Practices (GAP) factors of guava farmers in Sampran district, Nakhon Pathom

province
(n=234)
Good Agricultural Practices (GAP) X S.D. Practice level
Harvesting and postharvesting 3.00 0.195 High
Farm storage and transportation 2.96 0.784 High
Planting area 291 0.839 High
No pests in production 2.33 0.876 Moderate
Water source 2.13 2.220 Moderate
Process management for quality products 2.06 1.227 Moderate
Usage of hazardous substances in agriculture 2.05 2.755 Moderate
Data recording 1.56 3.747 Low
Total 2.36 1.58 High
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Table 5 Relationship between personal basic factors, social-economic factors, knowledge and

Good Agricultural Practices (GAP) factor of guava farmers in Sampran district, Nakhon

Pathom province

Good Agricultural Practices (GAP) of guava farmers

Factors —
X P - value Significance

Personal basic factors

Age 11.944** 0.008 Sig.

Educational level 17.316%* 0.002 Sie.
Socio-economic factors

Number of hired labors 9.482%* 0.009 Sig.

Group member 34.767** 0.000 Sie.

Personal media 10.990** 0.001 Sie.

Online media 6.867** 0.009 Sie.
Knowledge 37.155%* 0.000 Sig.

**Significance at the level 0.01
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