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ABSTRACT

This research aims to study the adoption of technology enhancement for the use of herbal
toxins to prevent disease on broiler farms. The data were collected from the major broiler farming
provinces of Thailand, including Lopburi, Saraburi, and Kanchanaburi which were analyzed using logistic
regression as well as interpretation via marginal effect. The results revealed that the factors associated
with the acceptance of extract herb in broiler farming were years of education, experience in farming,
exporting of the product, productivity per year, and perceived usefulness at a statistical significance level
of 0.05. The research results can be used as a guideline to manage policy and work plans, related
organizations should promote farming for export and promote the awareness of farmers regarding the
advantages of using the extracted herb in farming in order to increase the likelihood of farmer’s

acceptation.

Keywords: Technology Acceptance Model, Herb Extract, Broiler Farming
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P : 0.340 0.085 0.318 0.079 0.408 0.101
psuvunivg)
(0.769) (0.189) (0.755) (0.186) (0.759) (0.186)
. P 0.366 0.091 0.346 ** 0.086 ** - -
ns¥uiuselevd
(0.201) (0.050) (0.184) (0.037) - -
. 3 -0.027 -0.006 - - 0.202 0.051
nsfuianudinglumsly
(0.179) (0.044) - - (0.129) (0.032)
L4 -4.807 ** - -4.788 - -4.396 ** -
A1AIN
(2.987) - (2.985) - 2.925 -
aytlanguaiing
Observations 100 100 100
Likelihood Ratio Test 49.00 49.04 45.82
Degree of freedom 9 8 8
Prob. Chi-squared Test 0.000 0.000 0.000
Pseudo R-squared (%) 35.00 35.40 33.10

WUBG: *** P< 0.01, ** P< 0.05, * P< 0.1, (standard error)
P317: INNNTANUIN
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