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Table 1- Farmers’classification based on risk parameter

(K) Sy 2ol Sy & S 2,55
Risk parameter (k) Risk attitude
Risk prefer
s b S S
If 0<k<04 - _)J..F 2)
Low risk averse
lwgie 1,5 S
If 04<k<12 }fmf_ 25
Intermediate risk averse
If 1.2<k<?2 S 2S5 S,

High risk averse

alaly g & anlline ol sbosles bl s 48l e s A58 s S oo Asles
D9 2 Ol (7)
Y: A Sebl Labz Nb3 Pb4 SabS Mabf) eU (?)
2 PR okS) Slawd 055 P (LS 0,55l (o)) Slyid 255 N «(jI5=j5, ,a5) 555,
ol by S cels) Vsl Ma s(lSe i) (iSeile) ew SA (LSa
g ogdee iS22 Opgo @ @y Jyame (57 Wil P sz e 5 i oS
Sl U sriron 15 (Ko 55 55T el 1 5 0 s g TS e 1 Lo 5 s
JB oolgs ol aBo ok s (g5,0laS ol HguS adls OIS plewl sla s S as eyl o
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Table 2- Descriptive statistics of respondents’ demographic characteristics

Mean Max Min l

Variable definition Variable

51.41 85 23 Ju o
year age

OMeas ey
No schooling=0
el
primary school=1
L_-,-EL‘*-""’l)
guidance=2
(ph) o ) .
2 6 0 Middle school=3 e g
education level
Sl
Associate=4
i IS
bachelor=5
AV g ab)l b5
Postgraduate level or
above=6
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S0
0.9276 1 male=1 Coir
%) gender
female=0
27.19 60 Ju SIS w75
year experience
0.8144 1 personal=1 ooy caSIle _
slo)l! Land ownership
rental=0
ersona}—l 2 oetle oSl
0.1040 1 P o machinery
e Ownership
rental=0
3 10 oy JINERSIRY
People household size
(&, 5IW) 5558
0.5339 1 rice farming=1 -slao‘ Jxi .
SogkiS pé Main occupation
other=0
Jales
0.9728 | married=1 me Candg
S e Marital Status
Single=0

ol slaasl [dsl
Source: Field survey
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o o Dlind 555 d(o)sl) Dl 055 G e Gl wBle Glagh JEiee slo st
Sty s SIS o Jyams 35kac 5 iy e N ontle 5 (Sl
lodlds pandli ClS 3 daw g adel e g ool pled ol e

R3S o -Y Jgu
Table 2- Research variables

Mean Unit Symbol Type 0 Variable
variable
4509.66 )LT& e Y sl 75k
' Ki ﬁgram per Dependent Yield
ectare
LS 0,5 ,
93.84 f<nog);;nf ;Lei Se S ”
Independent Seed
hectar
Man- days Independent Labor
_ (0,5)) &2
S 0 )SslS e o5
) R Nitrate
207.62 Kilogram per N o
h Independent fertilizer
ectar
(urea)
S 0,5 ekS Oland 595
110.35 Kilogram per P Phosphate
Independent o
hectar fertilizer
LSs o . (S ale)
4.01 Liter per Sa Independent Poison
hectar P (herbicide)
JELERC I - N
06.63 Hr? ur per Independent Machinery
ectar

ol slaasl [dsl

Source: Research findings
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WS b5 5 ,Sdos Joo 1 ol Coway gl —F Jgu
Table 4- Results of the Cobb-Douglas yield function

al i 1oLl 5
e e P- Value - -
Coefficients  t - Statistics Symbol Variable
** 3 . li!
0.204 2.18 0.031 LSe 7N
Log Seed
*kk K 3 = lﬁ
0.108 1.95 0.053 LLa oS )
Log Labor
N Sls 08 iy,
0.062 2.00 0.047 LN Log Nitrate
fertilizer
Slawsd 958 o0,
-0.044™ -2.09 0.038 LP Log Phosphate
fertilizer
(S cale) s o8
0.129" 3.36 0.001 LSa Log Poison
(herbicide)
- eV Toesle a8
0.152 3.13 0.002 LMa Yok s
Log Machinery
ekeke ‘ l -
-0.832 1.7 0.091 Cons e )2
Constant
F=8.04 R’=37.21 Prob > F=0.000 AlC=230.90
BIC=254.69

u*"’i)-’ LQLM\.'ZJ?L;' b
Source: Research findings
TR uL"“" lydo,0V 504 C‘E“" 30 (G,le (e e Ay e e ok
*, ** *** |ndicates a significant level in 1, 5 and 10%, respectively.
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olaidl e Sigo 4 g pow 4l (0 g o 5l i Slad 055 5l 0gid a3 )T o 0 Loyl
aly [ FF e g g 0 Shae 5l conlys ol rly Sy By Lial3l L g 93,5 e colizd
5 08 ooy Slendl illy 5 ot w15 Jae el (S 055 e alS
3550 aiged GLE IS wops AV mizen wilioe 05l 5o JSte @isS je W8 ol Joe
wr bolen 53 LI ple g edges CiS 1) (oolle o) goip «Sud) Ol gd )3 (o
4 W3S oo LS |, AT g 005 5,00 15 00 (st iyl (B g pl)] etle
Srord g 009 (atine ISILE ja oy gip ke 5 58 0l oSS sladeli sy ol 2
loosled Ceod Sl ol polaie gl Gloy yo Ik Al Glaced Gulul p 55 plaS 2
oles 59 S e Slociasd obol 52 IS 55,05 35 5 (S le) s cind (D55 055

ol ool a8 3 La5 o agh

axdlao 0 yg90 (gailain 5O (B pan b 00l deS g dniin -0 Jous
Table 5- Maximum and minimum values of inputs used in studied region

oS Aion R oolgd
Minimum Maximum Unit Input
0 3500 oS sks (0,3) &l yis 098
Kilogram Nitrate fertilizer
0 4000 S oks Sland o585
Kilogram Phosphate
0 35 o (S ile) pa
Liter Poison
3 128 39,8 Bsas
Man-days Labor

iy sbeazsly asle
Source: Research findings
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oacls 5l oolizul b aslllas 3550 T IS (652,85 Sy pd 0,Shos b 0551 51 (g
Pl cure Gl Gl o sl (O alaly) (syglms 5 g0, ule Gliabl C
() alaly o o] Ced g jlade i 3550 slaols (2aST pols B L o) dsloe (sloslys
&l # Jga 50 sowl Cavy b al aule L5 JL 5l oS e o5 S S, oyl
Slodus
(Kn) @155 595 ((Kp) ©limd 395 loooles o 1 sy 4 Candd 33,55 yiol)ly -7 Jgur
(k) st 5

Table 6- Risk attitude parameter based on phosphate fertilizer (k;), nitrate
fertilizer (k,) and poison (herbicide)- (k;)

@ 0,55 pelil

S-we.)(kn) ilgl 8 KV e ilgl KVERY
(Risk Fres’ujenc Perc)ent ) & o Fredueenc Perc)ent

attitude quency (k) quency

parameter)

0.52 1 0.45 0.63 1 0.45
0.53 1 0.45 0.66 1 0.45
0.55 1 0.45 0.67 3 1.36
0.58 2 0.90 0.68 2 0.9
0.61 2 0.90 0.69 4 1.81
0.63 8 3.62 0.70 35 15.84
0.64 12 5.43 0.71 167 75.57
0.65 9 4.07 0.72 8 3.62
0.66 25 11.31 - - -
0.67 44 19.91 - - -
0.68 49 22.17 - - -
0.69 45 20.63 - - -
0.70 15 6.79 - - -
0.71 3 1.36 - - -
0.72 4 1.81 - - -
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395 (Kp) wliwd 355 (slrosles coms p1 Smns y & S (5,55 0yl —F Jguzr aoll

(Ks) gisale g (Kn) @iy
(Kp) Sy 22 (2555 el NPT o)
(Risk attitude parameter) Frequency Percent

0.72 12 5.43
0.73 1 0.45
0.74 23 10.41
0.75 33 14.93
0.76 43 19.46
0.77 31 14.03
0.78 24 10.86
0.79 21 9.50
0.80 7 3.17
0.81 6 2.71
0.82 4 1.81
0.83 1 0.45
0.84 2 0.90
0.85 4 1.81
0.86 1 0.45
0.89 1 0.45
0.90 2 0.90
0.91 1 0.45
0.92 2 0.90
0.93 1 0.45
1.04 1 0.45
Total 221 100

Sepoh e adl [l
Source: Research findings

Gub (LS ale) (Bras paw g Olawd 555 (Dl 955 colys 4w o sl el pl jlade

(plply el 485 18 sew aiws o Moscardi & De Janvry (1977) (gaudaiws Jgoo
Ol e hawgie 5 Sy 00l 0l laoslys 4 Coed )8 LS plas 8 5 ase s e oo
45 355 pyous 5 oot 555 Slaooles Sl e edliil 4y i Wlgicso (S50,5 Sy (B,
Tveteras (1999) .5,5 blaxwl ) Cllas (pl (lg5 oo 3w paw 9 955 Hlade 4 bgy e slaosls
31 Sy (omsz YO (5900 St 9 kol )13, 4 by (025 Sldllas o 58
LB ) Gloolys mhaw 33,8 Sy B oS oy S cpl Cunsi 0)led oo 465 ol 1) Laoolys
£9o o usLo.».A u;u_‘> g_iw_v) ulf.b..s.b.]y Ja....)s.’ o oolanul Ay C5.‘a.w L: as ..\J)ju;a
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oy Gk xS 5l LB Sy Slogas d)5e 50 5SS, JBaSady @Sy
2Oz NS o0 )5 S se adgi | eolin ke o 5t a5 (5 )5L8 LIl g o390 0,55
Sd, oSl adyy Lo & (S, o9>4 Bokusheva & Hockmann (2006) lalae bl
&S Sl e w0 e JIE 30 cow ool Bras 050 4o [ERVS Iy, easSadys
shoslitul (SKgSa g jlade ;5 5ds 05 513 5 s Sy Rl 5 Co e s S s
S rlple e sk Glsgae Dge w4 ) yslas (B ol Cwl S aosly
NS 56 5 el (8 oLl ke el (San Waooles Bpan jo ()555laST (55,5 S
My el g oo po 5 (oot SlodsS Joo laosled 9> 5l A Bras (izea 5L
55 s o Slo ol 5 lols Jyans

e o)l oo 236 (550laS Sy loollas oS Lalse oud 3 3090 (595
slaShy Al o o Shy » 9Bl OlilaS 5 ates o930 Slong Cueal
b lag] Sglize (slas 55 s ol Wlyiion cul 45wt Sglitie ;K0S b sslotnl _golal
Sty & il el g Sy i 5o 00l plonil Slalllas aF (GlaisT ay 09 Sy alins
Moscardi & De Janvry, ) il co 3,5 Sug) ppdd 55l was o plis 58 ol slas
el yesie Gl Jsb 50 9 OlpslaS G kRS S, Az 0 9 e iz (1977
(Villano, et al., 2005)

«Ogunniyi & Ojedokun (2012) Akinniran et al., (2017) Oldlas sloadl, ls oyl
olisleS p S S, L bls,l o |, Moscardi & De Janvry (1977) Aye & Oji (2007)

o3led bl (o 550 OLE IS (32,5 Sy o Aol onal ety il
@ el Slite o3led (pl o p QLSS (S (25585 el 5l S B 6950
Wosgam Laid g aied 5,5 Sy B9 sooles 4 Camnd Wil wojo AY Loy slasss
963,90 p calpo olael og 08 xS o 4 aS cul b5 il ey S AP IRV
Rl S8 e i (K B9 palol p Stan) & S (350 @l Jguo oud (SYsbo
Lol 00l STY Jaaz 10 o0game Lo jo ol
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(K1) 555 5955 (500l o 31 Scamn y 41 (3,55 ol )y -V Jgur
Table 7- Risk attitude parameter based on labor (k)

Sy & S 15,55 2l

(k) Slal? o yd

(Risk attitude Frequency Percent

parameter)

If k<0 38 17.22
If 0<k<04 113 51.12
If 04<k<12 70 31.66
If 1.2<k<2 e s
Total 221 100

Sapgh sle adl (sl
Source: Research findings

Lolgiin g (g o5 a0

o g dalllan 3550 dilain ;0 LIS Il 5t ol las iegh ol 5l edwl Casay gl
A5 5 ol s Lassia 5 Sy (Se) s 5 Slid 55 (D55 058 elaosly
el Wlgi oo (Byb 5l 05d poa 5 alerd 955 Slaooled 5l T eslitl 4 i Wlgi e
Jia Wi 5,55 ol iz Sy e e sla ol 5 b Jpana a5
Jrs 0 S5 525 G el (e 0 LS S sl 5 A5, b eslys By
Sly omer 9 il ladaly 5 cwlio slag il I Wb (nlpln gd o
i ) OlglaS Gl se izt 85 oy LS IS (65 5 S, (1ol 5 (g5LuelST
osled e LIS Ll oS colatul olends sboogS sl 4y Jlg> 095 1L oS
PSSy 5 pnd S S S Sl psl Golite L85 Slps S 0 BSss s
5 S S ol 5o 5 sy 05 o 5 &5 el | sdise sakies s
oo jorws YU s a5 4z g5 b g oo oolainl IS 65,m0 (g0l ol ez Jaazme cils
YT epile 45 (65 s gt b atilgn LS Il aS 058 &0 (Sloladl B 05 o slosin
w2 OB S9y 65l ol cnl 4ot aBly pw s el (pdle alex Sl 55 slaS
8l anles  ralS adgr sladi (o 0 g 09 dles Ay > o
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