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STUDY ON POTENTIALS AND ACCEPTABILITY OF CASSAVA AND MAIZE INTERCROPPING SYSTEM AT

KAMPANGPHET PROVINCE
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ABSTRACT

The purpose of this study focused on potential and acceptability of intercropping system between cassavas and
maize in Kampangphet province. The experiment was designed in RCBD 3 replications 6 treatments. Treatment 1 was
cassava variety “Rayong 5” with spacing at 60 cm. between plant and 90 cm. between rows alternated with maize. Variety
“Big 919” was planted with spacing at 50 cm and 75 cm and no fertilizer applies. A treatment 2 was conducted by planted
cassava and maize at same spacing in treatment 1 but apply fertilizer 15-15-15 rated 218.75 kg per Ha and side dressing 46-0-
0 rated 250 kg per Ha. Treatment 3 was conducted by planting only maize similar to treatment 1 and no fertilizer applies.
Treatment 4 was conducted by planting maize similar to treatment 3 but included fertilizer applies. Treatment 5 was cassava
and not applies fertilizer. Treatment 6 was cassava and applies fertilizer. The results of the study found that grand total of
yield in each cropping systems was showed intercropping cassava with maize and applying fertilizer is the highest
significantly grand total yield at 21,606.25 kg per Ha. And the second was cassava and applying fertilizer at 20,025 kg per
Ha. The lowest of grand total yield was maize without applying fertilizer at 3,287.5 kg per Ha. In term of total cost of
intercropping with cassava and maize was higher than total cost of mono cropping with cassava at 7,373.31 Baht per Ha. In
the other hand, intercropping of cassava mix with maize has total income higher than mono-cropping of cassava or maize.
Marginal rate return of intercropping with cassava and maize is higher than mono - cropping of cassava (MRR>100).The
farmers accepted in an intercropping of cassava mix with maize. Because they believed that this technology can decrease the
risk and variable in price when sale their products in the market. In contrast, the level of acceptability to implement and
practice was lowest because of they are lack of the information and need to be trained. Furthermore the results indicated that

the potential and acceptability will be increase by provide more information and on — farm practical training.
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