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The objective of this study was to analyze farmers’ willingness to pay (WTP) for natural enemies'
products. A questionnaire was used for collecting data from safe rice producers in Chiang Mai Province.
The WTP’s value for natural enemy products was analyzed by means of the means, while the factors
influencing the WTP’s value were analyzed by the Tobit model. The results indicate that the products
of natural enemies have three types 1) stink bugs, 2) assassin bugs, and 3) trichogramma. farmers were
willing to pay 348.08, 361.10, and 428.70 Bath. per pack, respectively. The factors that affected the
increase in farmer's WTP’s value were the increase in age of the respondent, agricultural income,
knowledge of organic agriculture, perception of natural enemies, ownership of land, and agricultural

news awareness channels through academic journals and online channels.

Keywords: farmer’s willingness to pay, natural enemies products, contingent valuation method
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Table 1 Descriptive statistic values of independent variables (nominal scale)

Variable No. Percentage Variable No. Percentage

1. GEN 5. CHAN1

Male 310 62.00 Radio or TV 24 4.80

Female 190 38.00 Otherwise a76 95.20

Total 500 100.00 Total 500 100.00
2. HOLD 6. CHAN2

Own 252 50.40 Agricultural joumals 27 5.40

Otherwise 248 49.60 Otherwise 473 94.60

Total 500 100.00 Total 500 100.00
3.50uU1 7. CHAN3

Own or relatives 323 64.60 Social media 149 29.80

Otherwise 177 35.40 Otherwise 351 70.20

Total 500 100.00 Total 500 100.00
4. SOU2

Cooperatives 99 19.80

Otherwise 401 80.20

Total 500 100.00

TayafuUTInT18m31dIu (Ratio Scale) &
siavmn 7 dauls Usenouluiuuseny (AGE) fauys
n15A w1 (EDU) AauUsUseaun1sain1syininens
(EXP) @AuUs3112ULs9971 (LAB) Aaudssielania
N3RS (INCA) AauUss18lAUeNAIANITINYAS
(INCO) azsuusalaane (COST) Tudruvsdiuys
1IMI19UNTAA (Interval Scale) & 1 fauds Ae fa
wsauanudlai eadunisvinensdunid
(KNOW) Tnesfaudsitanunagldanasaainnisdisia
tfuite Wusundeiin FUadunvDIiIMlTaTY
Igered] mqmaqmwmm?{wszmm 59 U 1uraseny

7IN1899¥8NALNISYINIU HANITIUINTAITAN YN

Tnoad owindu 10 3 wievresedudulsoudy
Uszaunisalnisyinisinensusennu 31 U 91uau
ussuildUseana 2 au dlvgduganiingse
Fefuinisiness ludumeldnanisnunsiady
WU 8,944.32 UnmaLiau s1elauannia
ASINERSRABYIAY 17,792.33 Umsawiou §au
Algsrelunsidndmgiviadswindu 554.71 un
sols uazamieaugmiudladsrdunisi
unsBun3S dfnusioaun 15 e eTaaud
inwasnsnguiiegdanufiAsadunisinnuns
Sunsdrautned esnniezuuwadswiiu 12,01

AzLUU (Table 2)
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Table 2 Descriptive statistic values of independent variables (ratio scale and interval scale)

Variable Max Min Mean Unit
AGE 88.00 16.00 58.55 Years
EDU 21.00 0.00 10.14 Years
EXP 65.00 1.00 30.78 Years
LAB 10.00 1.00 2.08 Peoples
INCA 72,320.00 950.00 8,944.32 Baht/month
INCO 63,000.00 0.00 17,792.33 Baht/month
COST 685.71 500.00 554.71 Baht/rai
KNOW 14.00 5.00 12.01 Scores

feanduiusnmnis s usu (Ordinal Scale)
TaglunisAnelaluiAnuesdimosy (Likert Scale)
Usznaulusie daudsiauniifeatuinensdunss
(ATTA) fudsiirunfiAedfunndnuasaud (ATTP)
AuUsN135U3 (PER) wagduusseaun1seausy
wialulagvnisnisinens (ACC) 210 Table 3 AauUs
WAuARLA B U YRS BUN3 BilA11e8 pvasFauUsd
WU 3.85 LaRsINERSNSIILA e UNMSNSINYAS
wuuBwEe daunudimuadifeiunadnuazdudn
fiAnadsveaudsiwiiiy 4.18 uansinnensnsld

ARy iuAuanyurauA1AauT9Es Tudiuves
fuusmssuitanadevesiusiuiniu 2.71 wang
Junwmsnaiimefuieylussduuunasiuminsaniy
TunwnsnanelagwBamemiunteu sHanasslel
YDILNAIRINGT Wt lalanansauenvinvaeuuasniy
ANANNTOVDILNALY gavinefie AaulsseAunIs
sousumaluladvansinuasiianadsvoswiauusi
Wiy 3.63 uansiinunansaninaztumaluladil
W9 esanmisAnunilnesimanfasiuuasdng
sysurAdumalulagvninisinees (Table 3)

Table 3 Descriptive statistic values of independent variables (ordinal scale)

Variable 1 2 3 4 5 Mean Meaning
ATTA 0 0 65 422 13 3.85 Agree
0y (0) (13.00) (84.40) (2.60) [0.321¥
ATTP 0 0 56 298 146 4.18 Most
(0) (0) (11.20) (59.60) (29.20) [0.49]
PER 102 73 195 130 0 271 Moderately
(20.40) (14.60) (39.00) (26.00) (0) [1.07]
ACC 0 0 190 303 7 3.63 Most
(0) (0) (38.00) (60.60) (1.40) [0.51]

YThe percentages in parentheses () are based on 500 farmers. ?The value in parentheses [ ] is the standard deviation.
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Tl 9 lusuldlumsvimsineasuuuid Toyaves
fufiuaznisionsesiiufivmamainunswuii fufing
yhnsineazaioogi 11.64 19 Tnsdensesiiufiseg
nuesAnduiesay 50.02 uardensosiiuiilaenis
wAadusesaz 75 wnaudunulunisiinisinens
windu msldlunuauwesiniduiosas 64 unas
Funuainnauinuasnsvieavnsniufnduiosa
59 WaranvoumMAIIWYUIINEUIASITENNSINYAST
(5na.) nieswiarswidlyd Andudovay 72 foidu
uwaaiuyuitnisldundiaalunuasnsnguil waglu
duaevnede Teyavesuvasdeyafisatunisinuns
wundu IngnIelnsimisosas 82 1158715130
lonansaivnisiesas 5 doosulaviiesas 46 uas
Foannsdu § Sevay 67

yaAanuduladnendadiugivesnuasns
nadwgannsldmananedauuuaninds
(Double bounded close—ended question) (Table 4)
HANISILATIERNUIN Lneasnsaulng din1seusy
muauamm?’?&aam%ﬂ (AMBU AB Yes, Yes) VD4
wﬁmﬁmsﬁuumﬁmgﬁimﬁmﬁﬁq 3 ¥ia (WIUNAIR
wumvasnawazunudouldlnslaunsuun) Anduy
¥ouaz 48.20, 50.60 uay 28.00 MUY uenanil
W ol ldun g 1929511819897 AR NI
freg FalFTnsnudnfennudalategeanlngld

mauUaneile (Open-ended question) NaaNsNLA
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lnlsvauwnvasrsanudulagnelv As 200 A
390 UNsawiiA ﬁm%’wﬁmﬁmsﬁuuaaﬁmgﬁiimﬁﬁ
A7 1 (WIURLIR) 6AN1 210 59 420 UINHBLNA

dwsundndaeiuuasdngsssuyavidon 2 (wu

LNTRIATA) kA 250 §9 500 UM BWNA d1USU
HAnduLuasAngssIUAYdan 3 (unudouly
Tnslaknsusn)

Table 4 The result of asking with the double bounded close-ended question process

Price No. 1 Bid Price 2" Bid %
(Baht/pack) Result No. (Baht/pack)  Result No.

Stink bugs 200 500 Yes 394 300 Yes 241 48.20
No 153 30.60

No 106 100 Yes 99 19.80

No 7 1.40

Assassin bugs 200 500 Yes 391 300 Yes 253 50.60
No 138 27.60

No 109 100 Yes 107 21.40

No 2 0.40

Trichogramma 300 500 Yes 291 400 Yes 140 28.00
No 151 30.20

No 209 200 Yes 156 31.20

No 53 10.60

d1sun1sUseNIum1 Mean WTP Lag
Median WTP @S uNdnd sl dngossuya Tu
AsAnwi 1 Lognormal distribution AuA1 WTP
InglaiimudseSuradnuniiansunnie wseisendn
98191431 Unrestricted Lognormal (Vanit-Anunchai
and Schmidt, 2004) nan15AnwILandna Table 5
NWUIIAT Mean WTP 1915 UHEa A sl uuaadng

555U IATIAN 1 (WIuNe10) HERTUNULAIANT
SITUVNAVTAN 2 (LIUNVUUNG) WALHANN U9 LLUA

Fngsssuaviai 3 woudoulalnslaunsusi) fid
WINAU 348.08, 361.10 WAz 428.70 UNNADLIAA
nudIFU ueNaINi nan1TUsEIIUAT Median WTP
WU nuasnaAnlaTed S unandueiunacdng
s3surnAviad 1 (uiufians) nandusiuuadng
sssuvAvied 2 GRumvANg) WagHANSeILIAS
Angsssumdnind 3 unudoulylaslaunsuaii)
A2831AN5I5831U 347.18, 360.02 Uay 420.56 UM

HOLNA A1uaIsU (Table 5)
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Table 5 Mean WTP and median WTP value of all 3 natural enemy products

Types Mean WTP? Median WTPP
(Baht/pack) (Baht/pack)
Stink bugs 348.08 347.18
Assassin bugs 361.10 360.02
Trichogramma 428.70 420.56

L+
@ Mean WTP calculated from €

‘Uaﬁ'ﬂﬁﬁwam’amwlﬁﬂaah&mﬁmﬁ'msmmmﬁ'mg
sysuvRveanEnInIfuandnuuulaensie
INNIITHAUIHE AT U UIAIA N 5ITUYIR
ielmdundasasiindoulduasiimuazmnlunisly
snnilaeinuiienn sumaens wasunudeould
lalasunsuaing oglundndne S uszeglufannse
i luuiivgndmlfieligenuazengnsldn
¥ty wagldvihnsaevanumnuislafazsnedu
Lﬁa%@mﬁmﬁm%uuaaﬁmgﬁiimﬁLLm'aszjﬁm NAN1T
Uszanmuadulszans vasuuusassiladeiidnase
mwmﬁﬂﬁmﬁawﬁmﬁm%mmﬁmgﬁsimﬁﬂgﬂ 3 5ilp &
anslndiefusnniiunssuuswinduiifianuunneng
Imsﬁj'«J'&j’ﬂﬁﬁwaﬁiammLﬁﬁl'«a'«jwamaqwﬁmﬁwﬁwmﬁmg
sysumvhe 3 wila et 01g (AGE) Tnareraidiala
Sty §sdenedesiunuiseves Erdem et al
(2010) Saundusudsuszaunisal (EXPA) Sxavinle
Anufslagtsanas WinalwR gt uivauI deves
Pokou et al. (2010) Tug U IR IUUTTIUIULTIY
(LAB) fiwaviiliannufinlesnuanas 3 saenad oty
U3 T8U09 Echessah et al. (1997) Faundusduds
eldaTSounAnIsnERs (TINCA) Hnasannuiaile

and ®Median WTP is equal to 6“

Frefiiiudu wesduusdunu (COST) fuavilfa
wialasdwanas deaonndosiuruddaves Gulseven
(2014) MeF AU TANNTA Bt U WA UNT &
(KNOWA) ff wan 0a21aLd ulas e 18 ud u 1
WA UAUIIUIT8UDY Yooyen et al. (2011) A3
Duduusnssudrounasdngsssuy@ (PER) Inane
Al ediug u 3 sdenndastunuiToves
Erdem et al. (2010) Tudruvesiaulsnisioasosiinu
Fremuies (HOLD) finarapnufialagefiiuiu 4
AOAARBINUNUWITBUBY Pratiwi et al. (2019) wazdlu
Y89 UU T AV 18A 9% 8IN19N1TTUS U 11d15N19
MINERTHILENENTITINshazd oeaulay (CHAN -
3) finarondalesned i ud u § wwenad ey
9143 Soves Pinthadit et al. (2018) dausiaudsi i
snsnatuaudnlasnevesndnusiuuRenaies
HARAUILAYY AD AalUsNNSEaNSU (ACC) inananiny
ialageifind uwasiuysiid sviswasannuiale
918v09Ka A gl uauld sulalalasunsuy 1w e
HANTUIGEY AB AuUTAUANYEYDIEUAT (ATTP)

Tnareruiuladnefianas (Table 6)
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Table 6 Parameter estimates of determinants of WTP towards natural enemies products (Tobit model)

Variable Coefficient (B)

Egg natural enemies products

Stink bugs type Assassin bugs type Trichogramma type
Constant 248.861%** 233.296*** 276.104%**
GEN (X1) 0.731 0.755 1.002
AGE (X2) 0.251%% 0.230%** 0.306***
EDU (X3) 0.262 0.420* 0.404
EXPA (X4) -0.151%** -0.161%%* -0.193**
LAB (X5) -0, 735%** -6.389%** -7.934%**
TINCA (X6) 0.002%** 0.003%** 0.004%**
TINCO (X7) 3.91e-05 3.77e-05 4.57e-05
COST (X8) -0.088*** -0.080%** -0.090%**
ATTA (X9) 2.755 4.392* T.A71%
ATTP (X10) -1.148 -2.136 -4.913**
KNOWA (X11) 5.819%* 6.144%** 7.532%*
PER (X12) 14.290*** 18.975%* 20.090***
ACC (X13) 1.851* 1.283 2.286
HOLD (X14) 4.543%x* 6.675%** 10.749%**
LAND (X15) -0.120 -0.178* -0.179
SOU1 (X16) 2.037 3.928** 5.453%*
SOU2 (X17) -3.076 -2.000 -1.665
CHAN1 (X19) 1.645 1.981 -2.597
CHANZ2 (X20) 7.576*** 13.208*** 14.760%**
CHAN3 (X21) 7.040%** 8.445%** 6.729%**
Sigma 146.25 202.65 349.833
No. observations 500 500 500
Log likelihood function -1,301.89 -1,317.75 -1,471.36
Pseudo R2 0.34 0.36 0.31

* ¥ ¥ indicate significant at the P<0.10, P<0.05 and P<0.01, respectively.
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