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Future trend of popularization of rice transplanting machines in Chao Phraya
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OKRTF  H*, #%jE Zx*, IFFIESE**, Sudsaisin Kaewrung***

Sae Kinoshita, Akira Goto, Masami Matsui, Sudsaisin Kaewrung

L.HAROERSLCEN HBAZIICOE®E, TE, BE%0E TIIRFEREICEOTBEOIER 5
IEDTAE 20 DA 2 ~HRH L CE 72, Lo L, B3 97 JTHINAS FTRE 72 08 RIS | L~ R
MERNRNEH, TETIE A MR Z AL CEFZHERT 282 b0 5. —F, Bk
DEFERIEOREL 2SI A FEF v A7 I YT AZERLTE, HHHEOEANHEE S NG T,
EREN D R 2 A N OB~ OB S TR, 2 2 TIPS CTIXREMIC I T 5 FREHEE A
DFEREA I L& R ohm ZREad B L3 5.

2. EFEMBEE L UVHE Ty AP —FROFRa~vX— ey s F2L
Canal 323 X & 5%t 5 & L7=(Fig.1). % A TlI A% A 4 5 E2E M AL
BEFRLRVEBBRZOBMGEAZT S, T2 T, fHAXESE 3H L EF 154F
ICHEHVRELFEMm L, HAEOHEREZEGDLE TELOEREHLNICTS.
Elo, FEEFIENOEMEOR M & AR DN SHEEZ 58 L, SRR
o HEB AR 5.

Fig.1 WF7E Gt
S RMRAERERE MHEREFG 1) = CoOERFAEFMGEOEREZ R L. Study area

L, MERSPERERMDREDOEIIC L DKMEFTEH LOF R ThH -7, £z, INHEREIT
# 70% DA DBAE AR & 26 L L[ Lz, Sl AR L 72 AR IR O B2 K 5 il
DIEFERN =R O] N RITBIRF R TR S 700, EREEITEZFO M) H A THIA D REHECNLE D
BATICA WO N 2B I 2 EEM S LTS 2. BMEGEE L2V EEE, BHAAEY, 3
FARRICEDEFEDIEFERLNE T bz, —FHT, K90%NEEEZHLEL THY, TOBAIT
HREEFEREOMH & ARk, AKREBEH LOFMR ThH o7z, HAEEEAESE HRMEOEANT 3~
4 FERNTIRE Y, HADOBRMSEOEMEEZ T H THEALTWD. AL FRFICEE b1 2B
LEHIIMMOEZTIMEE TV L —A0 D5, EEMBITRZETNAZGLDTHD.

4 EREBREZROEMABEOLE T 7 v —22, BURICK T DB & BIEZEREDO /RN

B BT 5. Fb A= VB b 2 B KA Table.1 B CH-7—%
(1] ECRBEA T =FE b 53+ (EHE A28+ AR D) fesulis ol Tleld sprvens
[I1] IR 7 = iiA MR xm 3Bt
INHERIZE=N 72V E D L L, Table.l O&MEHVY, 1rai H720 O EEsssuELELAE 20kg/rai
(172 [WA57H Uifs 8, [11430Baht, [111460Baht 2720, & canpmn o | per
il & A O FERLK 1000Baht & 72572, T IUTBHETE B e e

KT AE T E OB R OMIEO R/ IME L HEEZ SN D,

FEERE KT RS BB ERT  Utsunomiya University — (Saitama Prefectural Government) ** TR K
P Utsunomiya University  *** 5 24— kK% Kasetsart University

F—U— N R, B, BRI

—278—



b HEFEAEZFDINZEE FHHES UG E CE-7T — 2212975 L L b, REEEEY
REL, sBAEEONEE SN L., OIS H=misE AL+ &8 hL—%
TRw R = AR X V8 &4 X TEANE) HREVE + L A8+

ERER (S ) T:l')ie'.Z %ﬁ?%g?%{fﬁriﬁ?
ondition setting of contractor
N =FEA TR X FHA M nE fi8

o B 15
e - I -3 (1 + i) -5 -1 TS 200000Baht
HAE = &M X PP T :i;—% 1soooosa:;
—(FE R HEH RS 54
*IJE%—?‘ - Lly]\ (-fil%ﬁ%% {E n%) [E3EE=4 4000Baht/year
A BREE 45Baht/rai
S \He s - ¥ ERg% 75Baht/rai* A
Table.2 D5AEE HVy, BUROFERICEEZ RN L. ZOR5R, = A o
W% ] 380000Baht, #%# % 589000Baht, UXA 876000Baht EHER 252Baht/rai
EEERE 600rai/year
Ligots. fEoC, WIHIEAITRE QERICAEEIRFE TR, B iyt 1460Bah

OITHFIE A MRS & LTRSS BE X oD, FTo, EHBRZEZE LGS ICITREEN
23% & 727,
6. KPR TEDEE L KAMO LRI D, B AR LT
FAfEfRiryLEE, 4stage ZRET % (Table.3).
EREEA TV EIREA R = R b A Bk lixy) + (ERBEFE R+ (B3 A5 xx))
A OHEEET IV FIZEH 23% & HERF L - REOFE AR &3 5.

G B = TR x (P T )+ WA (R 2028 x ) B 5 20} ISE 20 + 202

Al

D ERERT x, KO R

\

LB DT

/7:’_\‘/( 3 :JJE\‘ s -

EBeofis = BROMIE X —r
A LB ORI

HEME | e A )
AR T R A O e i

e Kl B+ MER ® 5
KRB B B B ETRCD RAME O FH % s - 7t

Fig 2 IZRERZTRT. ZHUTE D, Kili & A& O EFERNE LV, FEBHEITERFLY bF

%IJVC&)Z) Wz b, Table.3 stage Z & O ERAfEHR
1.FEH KN O EFITHEY, FEAME S EA ] S e D e o

H#  stagel stage?2 staged staged

LUEREE OFERATEERT 50, KEEEHE RS v 10.1) 2.15 2.2 3.2 (3.3
HIZWKRT . 2078, fERE L THMEBHO ] [ msaemmmssomEnts

- sy = PR SN U] P FEA BHRREEAE

W72 B afREME I E . — 5T, Ko R BMER LTS E it

Wi, EEORERE T, B REN L END

255 AEEE A RED S L ICREE T 5T, A5 ﬂ H

THIOKEZ LT 570, HEGEAEE OREERE LD
PR D EDR D D

Hi stagel stage2 stage3 stage4
Fig.2 MRS (EAHE O ik

Cost comparison of cropping
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