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Abstract

The objectives of this research are 1) To build an Ethanol Econometrics Model 2) To predict
the tendency effect of cassava, sugar cane, molasses and gasohol from the demand of ethanol during
the period of 2016 - 2020 based on the time series data in 2004 - 2015. The research used the model
of simultaneous equation system and valuate the coefficient using three stage least squares method.
The model had all the 24 equations, namely 22 Behavioral equations and 2 identity equations. The
suitability of internal variables of the model was tested by comparing data that forecast future data
with actual data such as RMSE value with U statistic value. Forecasting future trends in the next 5 years to
determine demand for ethanol has been increased following the 10-year plan to promote renewable
energy and alternative energy by about 25% that specifies that the demand for ethanol shoued increase by
5, 10, 15, 20 and 25 percent in the period from 2016 to 2020. It found that the increased demand for
ethanol would affect cassava, sugar cane, molasses and gasohol which would rise continuously. It
showed that the government should plan and set policies suitable with the changing in the future of
harvested area of cassava, sugar cane, molasses demand and E10_ 95, E20 95 and E85 95 Gasohol
demand that had the average increasingly by 2.40, 1.75, 4.82, 8.00,22.24 and 5.10, respectively.
Keywords: 1) Simultaneous Equation Model 2) Three Stage Least Square 3) Ethanol 4) Gasohol
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unu (Introduction)
ﬁﬁ]ﬁ;ﬂ’uﬁjwﬁm%aLwﬁaﬁlﬁmm\laa%a
(Fossil Fuel) MasanuIuuas (Hahn-Hagerdal,
et al,, 2007, p. 546-556) waznualdluouinn
(Pock, 2010, p. 55; Leite, et al, 2009, p. 656)
UALNANIUINNTTILIBUTONSTIUIINLEN U
VUNUIN AN U (Wongkasemijit and Kunnakorn,
2011, p. 1) Fanualdun1susinandssnuann
L%@Lwﬁqma%aﬁqa%ua'mamzmaiamwgﬁa
(Office of Industrial Economics, 2009, p. 20)
ﬁqﬁ?umiﬁwﬁwamqmsmwm%qLﬂui’mqﬁuﬁﬁ
TuUsvmannamdundenuidowas aun
NAIUENIUDA (Ethanol Fuel) wagztdundsanu
NALNUUTZLLANNE I UNYULIBY (Renewable
Enerey) Sulumadeonwilsluntsnaunuiagu
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(Pao and Fu, 2013, p. 382) @anAaeiiudnanin
vasUszmaTduinunsnssuaiunsatidud
inwnsunaigaanivdmiulfduingivly
ANSNAANLENIUDA (Akinfenwa and Qasmi, 2014,
p. 3) WALAAAIUANAINIAUATYFAIERS lesan
Useudani1sunU1a1s MBTE 9¢ @z vioui
Usgloguannn1siI i na e IuLIndnen1uea
(Puttakul and Pensupar, 2008, p. 24) 9nulguny
yoe¥zuranduaiulviinisldndsaunaunu
(Alternative Energy) findnldnnelulszmauay
WEIUIT 0IWE T2 (Biofuel Energy) Ao
lemuoanazluleniwa dwaliusemalnedinisly
NHIIUNAUNUYUTLLANLONIUDAVYIUFIDEY
sowlosluseusseziian 10 ¥ fiuandann 1
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1%88 L eeccccec*®’ : —_ = = N
600 e ——
400 AP —
0 —
W.A. N.A W.A W.A. W.A. WAL W.A. W.A. W.A. W.A.
2549 | 2550 | 2551 | 2552 | 2553 | 2554 | 2555 | 2556 | 2557 | 2558
eeeeee dandedanm 140 | 158 | 602 | 865 | 875 | 984 |1,270/1,500/1,650(1,800
— V10U 125 | 131 | 253 | 340 | 334 | 323 | 430 | 600 | 650 | 700
= = luleda 15 | 27 | 349 | 525 | 541 | 661 | 840 | 900 |1,000/1,100

2 1 sl EemasIn W
fiun: Energy Policy and Planning Office, 2016, pp. 1-2

NN 1 U‘%mmamuaaﬁﬁmﬁunﬂﬂ
ogesiaiile esanfguialdduasunisld
lenusaifionaunuiiefiviuiuuduludadiu
F19 9 Faus 10% fa 85% Taewanizd w.e. 2558
nslddsuuialygedaniudndiuidonas
94.79 vosUsInamsldisuuuduiaun aae
25.01 d1udnsredu wiseonmu E10 95
E20 95 uag E85 95 Husuaunsldiadedetu
9.00, 4.14 way 0.87 41uans uTuand
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W.A. 2557 $ovay 20.04, 12.41 Way 4.96 AUAIFU
(Energy Policy and Planning Office, 2015, pp. 1-5)

Wn1uea (Ethyl Alcohol) Wundasu
NHUIIUHFAINTAYAUNIINITINYATHAZEUAT
nunsveding laun dud1lenas 99u way
mﬂ‘fﬁma (Archasai, 2008, p. 3; Siamphakdee,
2010; Arndt, Pauw and Thurlow, 2010, pp.
6-7) fanAvuildlunisudaoniuoa ddad
1) JudUzvdean 1 du wdnla 140 ans 2) 9oy
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1 A Wasle 70 393 wag 3) NMINUIANA 1 Hu KaRLA

260 %5 (Thai Ethanol Manufacturing Association,
2015) tonusauidomasareinwn
Ioauysaldivannisiiauaiwluainia (Nguyen,
Gheewala, and Garivait, 2007, p. 4590) way
Junafdeanzuindenigiuingfvunainiiy
asagadufiteaisueulaeenledlusiniala
(Demirbas, 2009, p. 112) lovueau3gns 99.5%
ﬁwlﬂmamﬁ’uﬁﬂﬁuwu%uﬁyugm (Gasoline)
Iisunialosed (Gasohol = Gasoline + Ethanol)
nsg m’;awé’muaummiﬁw%mﬁwﬁuLLﬁ”aIszjaaé
16 3 gws loun 1) Yfuuialvsed £10 9anmswe
umumu%uwumuﬂuLamuaaluammu 90 : 10
TneU3anns ansautsesndu 2 wia fe v
whaloged 91 sanmu 91 uazinfunialysed
95 ponmu 95 2) tfuuialesed £20 91nn13
mau‘fﬂﬁumu%uﬁuimﬁuLamuaaiufﬁma'au
80 : 20 TneUsuns way 3) Visuuialysed £85
lﬁmﬂmswamﬁ’lwﬁuwu%uﬁugmﬁ’uLamuaa
Tudngu 15 : 85 lngUsung
qmawmiuLamuaasuaalmaﬁﬁmilﬁuim
Aoutrsuinazieuldainusunanisidnty
whalygadiusuiiiutuasdndiunisldse
drsfuluuduiivsudaiutuain 599% lud 2552
Wu 93% Tud 2557 (Kumse, 2015, pp. 1-4)
emueadansandaldanfivdy q Chindaruksa
(2008, p. 92) AnWINIINENLDNIUDAIINT1INS-
v wuin emnuiiongfiuiieeglutas
3.5 - 4 \fau NanNAnAudn 7.5 - 8.3 dunals
Usnashena 9 - 119% dlethumaadueniuea
a9ld 55 - 65 Anseafu luvaefidestiundn
Wutenueals 68 - 74 dnsredu urilaly
Fosnsiuarsigemstesnitden aonndes
AUIIUITeUe Jaisil and Putto (2010, p. 15)
Tggrhmnuduingiviasulunisviauaau
AUAI UL UazYy AIENITASIILHUANYATN
nsuand1aismularaiaesdaudnluly
MSWAR 1Y ﬁuﬁﬂgﬂﬁmmzau HandnluusiayTu
Judayanmsnaunudanisdmiundaeniues
AU UALATUNTITWAIUINEITUN ALY
LATWAIIUNINaDN 25% Tu 10 U w.f. 2555 -

2564 nnuaidnungliiinislgieniuea 3 a1u
amssatu Tul we. 2558 wazlisingn 9 &wudns
soTu Tul w.a. 2564 Yu Andudsununisnas
Ty 6.92% 91nUsutmnIsHANENILea
Tu¥ 2555 @4 Cheevapruk, et al. (2017, p. 23)
UTZHULNUN A UINT I UNALN ULAZ AU
NN NUI LUALUNISTT NS UNAUNY
azussanantmane? 25% Tl we. 2564 lag
gganindimunedienavzganin 25% Jaglu
UismﬂmﬁiiqmmamuaaﬁL%ﬁuﬁumiagj
21 U Adan1SHERSIN 4.4 ansieTuy WJu
Tssouil#imgAuan 1) mnthaa $1uau 9 Tas
AMAINANTIN 1.93 MUaRTADIU 2) Tud1Usnds
U 7 159 ANFINERTIN 1.43 drudnsnedu
way 3) sfuddyndmaznininaia s1uau 4 1se
M&ManTI 0.85 AMuansHoTy 9ntEey 0.23
AUARTHDIU dRAIUNTITNEALENIUDAVLHENIIN
nMniana S0 wavsudUzuds Seay 61.90,
4.7 wag 33.0 MUY WAy Maqmﬂi%malm
UivmmmLaﬂmimmmaumuwum 91 Haus
Jufl 1 unsiay 2556 Fefidndrunislea
¥aaz 40 vosn sdTuuuduTaae uuali
AudeInsienueatiienswaminuLialyged
Ty Y we. 2558 USunaseniueasay 1,173
&ans nannnIninana Sae wariudrds
I1UIU 759.20, 68.60 way 346.00 A1UANS
AIUA1AU danalitiud1usnaiaz ooy 91nLAu
Aduiivensddglsludduinghivdmiu
ANSHAANAIIUNALNUNIDLDNIUBANTUUN
(Premashthira, 2014, pp. 2-3) Bi1lwdn1514
mueaifindy dwalinisldmminaifivgsdu
(Department of Energy Business, 2013)
ShudUzndedinglul wea. 2558 fiud
Aiuien nandn waznandndelsvesiuduznds
Windu 8.9613 auls 32.3577 a1ufu 3,611
Alansu arud1au wWignszuiunisulsulu
Tudy Tusada udafudilsnduazioniuea
audasnsldneglulssmadesay 20 fudedn
Souaz 80 1Wunsdseen (Agricultural Commodity
Economics Information, 2016, p. 13; Ubolsook,
2010, p. 63) @y Somsrivilairut (2011, p. 60)
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Anwinansznuassnisiiiudrvznaslunan
Wueniuea nudl N15v818nSHARENI LAY
dawaliguasdiuduends fufmgugnifindy
(Gawga, 2011, p. 61) Wuin mmﬁwﬁuﬁugiu
Ususmgetudsmaliinisvesdefiiuies
fudrUgndaiuiy eseinaudesnis
Tudsnduilendnemuealfiuty

Sowvadlnelud wa. 2558 diuiiAuien
HAKAR LasHaNAnABlIvDI0uinny 9.5914
d1uls 106.30 d1udy way 11.086 Alansu
fua1au (Office of the Cane and Sugar Board,
2016, p. 1) Seeavan 106.3¢ dmusiu dadlseny
drmrariiendntinna 11.30 d1usy wiady
dhmansieiiv 8.11 &udu thanansiees 3.19
A1uRU LL@“”U‘LJG]E]‘LJ 9 LLavma‘waasﬂm (By Product)
nnswantina fe nntiena Tnedes 1 fu
aglgnndimnaUszunn 45 - 50 Alandu uas
n1ndiena 1 §u naneniusald 260 ans
Norasethasopon (2009, p. 22) AnWINANTENU
nniswaninduufaleseddonisugndes
Tudsgwmdalnenuin mainisldieniusanauiu
dnfuufaledu (wudu) ludnsngandt 40%
%é’auﬁuﬁuﬁmimwﬂqﬂﬁaa d9AAADINU
N13AN©®1989 Charoenphonphanich (2008, p. 16)
AnnasslddiTunialosedfinauioniuea
Furgevay 20 Julfusasus Toyota Vios 1.5
wag Honda Civic 1.7 91u2U9819ay 3 AU
LAEININTYIUBUA Honda Wave (100cc) iU
Yamaha Fino (115cc) ag9ag 3 AU Tgauuua
3itAn 100,000 Alawns wudn @mnsaldiingu
uhdaleggea E20 naansesen1e 100,000 Alaluns
TalnglifoaUsunsa

P ltunsldndsaufivenedafiuiu
Usznoufuulauiediun1sdndanunaunuaes
Mas Femaldiluswanuszmalnedoad
USHaunandnooalasdud Usnad AIULHUNRIL
WA UNALNULAE WA UNIGLEDN 25% Tu 10 T
W.A. 2555 - 2564 Avualnddndiunisly
w§snunaunuiiniulud 2564 Ju 25% iy
HanAnndsveaUsymeselssed voufudusnd
wavoeslitesnin 5 way 15 suselsael Tul
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2564 Ao Tudrsndaiudifiuiien 7 d1uls
NanER 5 Fusiols nandnavun 35 Audusel
wazdopiuiiuies 7 &1uls wandn 15 dusiols
nanAanaue 105 ausused uazadralssany
v uoaiuty Ss9vdinsznulnensese
frems msAnwassisadaeliiunansenuse
gUasdionuea wazngauililunsnandifuiu
waziluusgleviaonisiivuauleutanig 9
MAgTesweanaiguazionyusialy

Us2aIAYIUIIY (Objective)

1. Wieafrsnvudrasuasusifdiniu
LleyUea

2. NENTILUIIULAIINABINISENIUBE
FnansynusoUsinaiudsnds Sos maiea
wazthiuuialseed Tutast w.e. 2559 - 2563

=
NOPYHHASNIINUNIUITIUNITU (Theory and

Literature Review)

v
=1

n1339uaSefl e uILuusIani
WM BiATYALas AuANunsluNI TGS
OVNIUDALAYAZAINANTENUADAUAINNYAS
Fandna TneduuiAnniangufidadl (Office of
Industrial Economics Research, 2009, p. 12,
Quintero, et al., 2008, p. 390; Park and Fortenbery,
2007, pp. 3-10; Goldemberg, Coelho, and
Guardabassi, 2008, pp. 2094-2096; Du and Hayes,
2009, pp. 3227-3234; Taylor and Taylor, 2009,
pp. 5-8; Tatum, Skinner and Jackson, 2010, pp.
1264-1266; Anderson, 2006, pp. 4-11; Chaisinboon
and Chontanawat, 2011, pp. 216-229; Cantos
and Dixon, 2014, pp. 4-9; Gorter, et al, 2013,
pp. 11-15; Barros, Gil-Alana and Wanke, 2014,
pp. 314-315; Premashthira, 2014, pp. 5-15)

1. wuUsIaesssULANNISieaiios
aunisadrsdulusruvannisiionieiondn
aunslAseasng (Structural Equations) Usznaunag
1) @aun1snwgfnssy (Behavioral Equations)
2) aunstieny (Definitional Equations) 38 @un1s
lonanwal (Identity Equations) way 3) @unis
nagnn (Equilibrium Equations) (Koizumi and
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Ohga, 2006, pp. 28-30; Arshad, Shamsudin
and Yusop, 2009, pp. 570-572; Tatum, Skinner
and Jackson, 2010, p. 1264; Arshad, Shamsudin
and Hameed, 2011, pp. 37-40; Miljkovic, Shaik
and Braun, 2012, pp. 824-825; Cantos and
Dixon, 2014, p. 6) WUU aBIALNT AL 04
Uy Simultaneity Bias 9100 15H@ndUWUS
s¥uinefaulsdassAuaInIIuAaInAAeY
(Anderson, 2012, p. 160; Tongsom, 2013, p. 21)
Tnouvseanidu 1) dudsn1elu (Endogenous
Variable) fio #auUsfiArvasiugniinunty
Tngaunisaneluszvvaunisianvausidu
Stochastic Variable 2) fauysfigniinundn
UADUAINTT (Predetermined Variables) U<
panidu fuUsnieuen (Exogenous Variables)
uazduUsneluant (Lagged Endogenous)
msUssanaenlussuvannsiiedosting
fusnieuen (Exogenous Variable) kagsus
Ffgnwarsiutunisluidendt dudsanely
(Endogenous Variable) slda1u15af1u70
A5 imesifigsaunisuidaiidu uiges
fruramnluaunisdu q dae nsdfifuan
WIANNIIALADTVDILARLENNITAIEITAA @D
ﬁaa‘ﬁijﬂ (Ordinary Least Square: OLS) Taglaild
farsanaun1sty 9 sxiinnueudes (Biased)
wagliuuuds (Inconsistency) Fedunisadne
WUUTI80998ADINAN TN WIUALUTA8 T
ARYNAUTIUIUANNITIUTEUUENN15IIRY
Uszanauaile msmanvesiiudsaeluiioglugy
Y09l IN18UNANMUAAT (Determinant) Lag
Fananmaaou (Error Term) 3an1smAfilnd
58n31 N13an5U (Reduced Form) nu18iie
n13¥aguaunisivl drgn1smAdudsntely
vosaumslasaadausiasiauuslitueg fusuds
AuenuaziInatnnieu nsusazaunisil
Faudsmelufiosiuiion sfumdezdusuys
Meuen é’afwﬂ’wmuaumiamgﬂ%whﬁ’mﬁ’mu
frnusnnglu
n1sUszuaailuszuvaunisiiiendes
1) AnuanysaivasiLuumuUsngludeainiy
FIUIUANNTIUTEUVALNNT 2) NIATIVEDUAIY

1%
a o

¥¥nvesaunis (Identification) uutoenla
1) aumsdalalls fo aunnslasiadrsldaninse
ﬁmfammmaaﬁmﬁﬁaﬁgﬂLLwaﬁﬁﬁlmmuau
Silaunisednetos 1 aunisiadalald vinls
ldarunsaussunuatlussvvaunisla wag
2) aumsan Ae aunslassasafiansnsarun
Ameadalauuueulnefednduaiiuanysel
veadaneneanidu 2 nsdl Ae aunsiinuddn
WoR uazaunsimTFaLiulY

nsnsa9deuANNTTasLdudmiusT UL
aunsiieaniios Rersananaunisiaseadienn
N1SNAABUAIINANYTNVDIANNITARLANNIS
anderioula 2 Usznns (Dewi, et al, 2010, p. 8)
Taun

1) Souluds (Order Condition) &1y
aunsmisaunislavzdosiauanysal 19y
Foulafisndusinuald (K- M) > (G - 1) Wie
G = $IUIUAUNITVDITZUVANNTS (Feaziinfiv
$runusnUsaneluianun) K = fauusnavun
Tuszuuaunis (lanielunazaiouen) was
M = Srurusudsviavun (lannelunazaneuen)
fsngluann1siifiansan (Ninbai, 2012, p. 96)
die (K-M) = (G-1) ®u18AITUIN aun1si
farsunilaauddaned (K- M > (G- 1)
VAN aunsiiiansaniianuddaiuld
(K-M) < (G- 1) #uwainudn aun1sinansan
omlaile

2) ieuludadu (Rank Condition) 1y
Goulefisnduuazifisane (Sufficiency) Tunis
M3IVEOUALNIS WBsaInnIIRTIvdeUteuly
a1ou Feldledeuluiisanefiosnsraaeuainy
auysaivesaunisiu lnslamzaunisiiiaaiy
avysainufeulvAds dledmnsiaaousie
Foulvddu aunfueevglianysaifiduls
NIATIIABUAINANYIAIVRIANNITIAE I UALA
SYUUENNTS UTENDUAIETNUIUFNAITLALIIUIY
fandsngluddnuiumndu G @uns @aunisie
vgflanwanysal Woamsomardimesiiuuud
U (G - DXG - 1) Tiadrsanadudszanives
fnusnniilussuvannis ldusngegluaunis
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a

Fifiasuraziiaedstesniimasduuus
soslaidiAnviniuaug

wuusansfiaziilunensaifemagoy
ANUINE aNvaIRUTAeluYelUUTNaB9aIn
maieuitsudeyainensaimgnsallusuian
fudayaasa laun

1) snTidov09AnaisnunaInnien
A189d949 (Root Mean Square Error: RMSE)
21A1 RMSE fiAtagiansinuuuinaeshinginsal
167 ml¥nngnssolud

AMuuALA
ANNEINTD

<
Il

Y, = AN934
= $uditldnennsel uas
- Yiimennsal
2) AN&dR (Theil’s U statistics) §A1 0 < 1
Sy 0 muneANIT wuUSIaesuneInsal
oA wardnviiu 1 %U18AINIT WUUT1a89
Fuszanarduwuusassdilid fwnaldann

]
|

MUUALIA
Xf = ANNEINTOIVBA Y,

Y = ATuTia39e9 Y,
N = dunudiildnennsal uas
t finensal

2. wurdnieafunguiiasuganans
guasRdmIuguslaa (Demand for Consumer)
fimawauazdnduladennisiinuteslddua
nolagsganieliniadeniionun faduguilng

LFRAUAINIYITIATIWAES1ELANINNA LABLAR
Tagefenduairunsla (Anderson, 2006, p. 3;

dh

Fongprapai and Boonserm, 2013, p. 49-52) ﬁﬁ‘ﬁ
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U="f(qy, q)

AuuaLA

Q= f\i’wmu?ﬂué’wﬁﬂﬂy’uﬁé’uﬁmé}’aqmi%a LAY

@ = SruEuAEY 9 ﬁ;ﬁuﬁm%@
'«i’wmuﬁuﬁvuﬁmﬁuﬁ;:JU‘%Imé’aqmiéga

wagsuududdy q ﬁ@U%Iﬂﬂ%@%uangﬁUi”lﬂﬁ

Auduareldvosiuslag faunismeld dail

p(q) < |

mMuuali
p = LAWBIUBIIIANFUAINEUTINARBINTITTD

e P = pi, Pz WA¥ p 2 0 Tnel p; = $1AEUAN
%umuummuﬂmmamwa WAL Py = SIAIEUA
3u 9 mmimmaqmwa way | = s18laveq
fuilaa fmuelsitadedu q asil

nsyessauseleyigegavesguslang
aneliteuluduilaaiisnglddsidanisduan
Sruadudsiaduiiduilnadosnsdetusiuau
Audndun Afuslnade anaunisd (3)
Jdoulvaunisii (4) dre33n15v89 Lagrangian
Multiplier kagunuaig A (Lambda) waquly
ANAUANNITIVUTENINUAIUINAUNIATY
pssaUszlovulaaunising aundlifoannis L
921771 (Untong, Pongpatcharatorntep and
Kaosa-ard, 2011, p. 63-67)

L(g, A) = U@ + Al -

INAUNIA (5) MeuRUSTUAUT 1
(Partial Derivative) lngjsnswiafinUsning o ale

aU(q)/@)Q =
l-pg=0

7\4p]

wiaunis9 (6) wag (7) aglaguasAdmniu

Audnaintuifusloadesniste uazguasdaudn
3u 9 ﬁéu%lm%a AIAUNTT gy = fi(py, P2, 1)
war g = flpr, p2, D U1 g wae qp WUsTENA
lun1saduwuudnasdAsugiani1enuguasd

dusvauavilatu o)
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3. n13UsTYNANQEINIAIugUNIY
Avualidemiuiierununands uan ey
adulandnduegiusiardudunynsviadu

Y a |

nanA1AI1939181A (Price Expectations) lng

e

0 S =

Umuiiuiinisiniguan fie
At:(x,'i'BPet'l'Ut

Wo A= fufinisinizugnlula g,
Pe; = S1AMNANAATLNEASAIAINLUULA WAL
Ur = ANAALARDY N1SNUI51ANTNAIAI19E8 LA
= aa
13735

2.1 59119 A1A719218 A A1NSITUY A
AMrualrsianaInItazenels lwila t As Pe

W ~ Y a A a

gwiniusianvnelaasalulneuun de Py,
AYAUNS

Pet = Pi_;

3.2 s9A19imadnazeladien1sUsusa
fnualisiaiiiaininezenelaludi t fe Pe,
wihdusiafiaiainazanglaludfinauunde P,
UINAI8AIUSU (Adjustment Factor) fie dndiu
TupuuanA1essIafivgldasdudfiiiun
fio P,y fusefienainazeneldlulficun fe
Pet — 1 (Mlambo, 2012, p. 4) AIANNT

Pe, = OP, ; + (1 - O)Pe;_;

AAUA LA
S = Fuuszandasssiarfinininazeiele
(Coefficient of Expectations)
el 0<8<1818=0f8 Pe = Pe_,
wnemu Lifnasesiafinininazesls uas
§1 8 = 170 Pe, = Py, WngALI 19771000
F1az918le afusianfivneldase e P, Ao
s1mfivelaase

3.3 s1afiananisazereliainnieuen
fvunldsiafinindtazeneld Tuld t fe

Pe, Winfus1ANwelaasdlula t Ae P; uIngIAN
PelaassludN[uLn As Py, feaung

Pe, = (1 + O)P; - OP,

11 Pe; v0aun139 (10) ldunudn Pe
Tuaunis (8) agldaunsgunmunuiinismizugn
Yuodfiu Py_y Uay A1 A9aUNTS

A =00 + BSPtfl + B(l - S)Pet _ 1+ Ug .. (12)

dilafivzUantudfrumn t - 1 unue
luauns (8) axla

Waunsi (13) unuadluaunis (12) azld
A=OLO+BOP 1 +(1-0)A._1+V;

AMUUALIA
Ve =ue-(1- S)Ut—l

s

BO = duusedvdvesnaluszezdu

B

Ar-1

dusyavdvesnaluszozen uas

fuinisimnzugn kL

aun3 (1) dngulmiduilerduiily il

A= P A, V) le Ve = Jadedu q 78

wansEvUuinIsIEUgn
dmSuaunisnananiadonels (V) voq

fudendauasdon uualituegiusmves

nandadudiUzudsnazdes 1a1Uad8n1INan
wazdadedu q feaunis nandnwdenels fe
Ye = AP: , Eo) fmualdf Y, = nandewndedolsly
Uit P, = s manaavdatuludd tuay
E, = Jadunneuendu q fidnansenudenandn
FAuiien aun15aunIusIn taun Q = AXY,
(Koizumi and Ohga, 2006, p. 28) A 1nualu
Q: = UBinaugunusnludi t
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/AHUN5IY (Method)
n1333uiAnwIdananssnuienisyd
fudrUends Sos wazninuinia wndmdu
lovuea waznaufuthiuuuduiiugiudiendn
Hudhsfuuialseed Tnsfinnudesmsingunta
lggeaiinansynuaonisldusglogilann
TudUznds 8ou uazniniima annemsuay
1988y n1sAnulddeyansienil (Secondary
Data) aynsutIan (Time Series Data) seTdaus
U w.p. 2547 - 2548 UATASTIILUUTIADITEUY
aunisiieileq (Simultaneous - Equation
Model) A3k UIRANIING Y ATEIIR TIUTIY
191891NUNAINNITY Lazianansauide
'1'7iLf“ﬁ'mﬁﬁaasuaamh*emummwmmasmﬂﬁqsﬁﬁ]
ntuUsrutA1duUszansveannis
TuwvuassneBnsidsassdesiignaudy
(Three Stage Least Square: 3SLS) (Bureau of
Agricultural Economic Research, 2010, pp. 29-
30; Gawega, 2011, pp. 24-26; Chanthawong,
Dhakal and Jongwanich, 2016, pp. 434-436;
Bayramoglu, Cetin and Karabulut, 2016, pp.
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195-198) wuUsIaefiaun1sianun 24 4un1s
Loun @aun1swgfAnssu (Behavior Equation)
22 dun1s wazaunisonaneal (Identities
Equation) 2 @unng Faudsilfanun 49 Fauds
Taun dawdsarelu 24 fauds uazduwdsnisusn
25 fwds Insiesieideyaldisiasien
WaUIuNal (Quantitative Analysis) N15UsEU0
Avduusranslunuusiaenfousunnaunis
I¥sUuuvaunIshuuaNNISady Men1siuas
doga (Transform Data) 1#flAuuUsUsIUASH
lnen1sldmn Natural Logarithm (Chaithat,
Chomchuen and Manussanit, 2016, p. 65) 17133
2 Gﬁwﬁuamumi%mﬂmgﬂqumam Cobb-
Douglas (Nandi, Gunn and Yurkushi, 2011, p. 207,
Taghinezhad, Alimardani and Jafari, 2014, p. 279)
iielinesonsesuneaduUsyans (Rasr, 2011,
p. 27) uwazilumiAudandulnednludf
(Manachotphong, 2012, p. 6; Areepom and
Pattanarangsun, 2017, p. 79) dwsudeyaiiuls
WAL Famsng 1

fuUs | Exog/Endo ARG Uit
ac Endo ilofifuieauduznds (l5) | aein.
as Fndo \oflAuAesey (s) | amn. , a@ua.
dedo Endo guasdsiudenasneludseing () | aen.
deet Endo guasAudsnasdmiundaieniuea #) | auAunIAdEdaeniuealng
dcex Endo guasdrAnfuaTud Ve ndsdniunsdsenn (%) | nIuAaNINg
de10 95 | Endo guasihifuufalesed 5 10 95 @n9) | nsugsiandaanu
de20 95 Endo qﬂaﬂﬁﬁwﬂuuﬁd‘aaaé 820 95 @) | nsugsiandaau
de85 95 Endo qﬂaﬂﬁﬁwﬂuuﬁd‘aaaé 885 95 @) | nsugsiandaau
deth Exog qUasdiomueayiavie @) | sun.
dmdo Endo guasdnnimamelulssmna ) | aunaun1sidudaemuealne
dmet Endo guasinInthmadmunanioniuea @09 | awaunsfdadaeniuealng
dmex Endo guasinnmadmiumsdseen ) | fen. , NIuAaNINg
dsdo Endo guasAdaamelulseime (i) | ave., aan
dset Endo guawrderdmIunGaenuea () | anAumIfguEalenuealng
dsex Endo guaAndniusidasdmiunisdseen #) | nIuAanIng
er Exog ShruaniUdsuaioned (U : AERaTsansy) | sun.
ni Exog selgusznenf @mum) | sun.
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15149 1 (99)

fians Exog/Endo AMUNUNY unaaiiun

pbe Exog indadesiinuasnsueld (U : ) | aen.
pc Exog sununsUgniiudilsndsiols (U : ) | @,
pcd Exog ssfuduaislulseme (U : ) | arn.
pcr endo svhsfudgndsaniinunsueld (U A | e, aen.
pdub Exog ﬁmifwﬁuauglu (Peaand : 115158) | AUnULlEUIBLAE LHUNS 19U
pel0 95 Exog snadeduuialeed 310 - 95 (U : ane) NTUTININAIU
pe20 95 Exog snadeduuialeed 520 - 95 (U : ane) NTUTININAIU
pe85 95 Exog snadeuuialeeed 585 -95 (U : any) NTUTININAIU
peth Exog ey ueaasiuUszne (U : 8n9) | sUn.
pfd Exog sudlaiudvsnduaaslulsvna (UM 2 ) | @An. , NIUAANINT
pfdx Exog Tiaaseanuwdaiy (UM 2 ) | @AY, , NSUAANINT
pma Exog Maadetinadedaiaruulinu 14 % (U &) | aen.
pmdo Endo iwmmﬂﬁwmam?{ﬂuﬂﬁzmﬂ (U : A | sun. , a@rn
pmex Exog siPdseenmniina (UM 2 fi) | @An. , NINFABNINT
ppd Exog asusadaadelulseme (U fi) | d@n. , NIUAANINT
ppdx Exog andseensiudadin (UM @ f) | @en. , NSUAANING
prs Exog sathaanseRveaslussme (U f) | aue. , @An. , NINAANINT
prsx Exog srAndsooninaanu (UM : ) | aue. , @an. , NIUAANINT
ps Exog sunun1sUgndessols (U : F) | aue. , @nn
psr Endo IPSouannuATIELE (U : ) | aue. , @n
pss Exog sAthmansenaslulszme (U : Alansy) | aue. , @An
pssx Exog SAdsEaNMaNTIEY1 (UM :fu) | aAn. , NSNAANINT
pulr_95 Exog sAthsfuuudu 95 (UM : &a9) | nIugINanGanu
qc Endo qﬂmuﬁuﬁwwé’qﬁwm (M) | adn. , sUN.
qcto Endo guasdsud s ndetanun () | aen.
gmto Endo qanﬁmﬂﬁwmaﬁwm () | awe.
gs Endo quua”aaﬁwm (M) aua. , sun.
gsto Endo gUasdassimun ) | aue.
Rf Exog Snutudusniadesed () | @@,
wa_a Exog ANTNLINIUNIALNEAT (UM : fow) | aav.
yC Endo nanAndsnelivesiud U nds @19 | amn.
ys Endo nanAndsselivedos (.. :15) | aen.

MBI dein. MNene dTnauATeERaInIsnens aa. e dUnauadALaa

dUe. MDY d1NNUANYNTINNITEULAYUNANANTIY  5UN. 8D suAsuAsUTEmeAlng
Endo usneiis danusaelu Exog vianeils daudsnguen
Y. vineds MUNNUANENTIUNTNALINTATYFNILALE ALY IA

v

nN13ns339dauAINNTTnvesaunisty  iluneinsallalaelidoaUsuuse (Akkarangkul,
LUUD18909 A1 (K- M) > (G - 1) ©u18A210837 2011, p. 295) ARSI 2
aun1sifiasanauysaliiuly dadunuudiass
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D.V. LV. Coefficient t-stat P-value Adj.R* D.W. stat RMSE (%)
Eq1: C -9.928216 (0.553309) -17.94336 0.682702 | 1527532 0.048107
Lnyc Lnper, - 1 0.415665 (0.022115) 18.79596%* 0.0000

Lnpc: 1 -0.397755 (0.026496) -15.01209" 0.0000

Lnrf, 0.210146 (0.016393) 12.81919" 0.0000

Lnwa_a 1.151400 (0.072103) 15.96878 0.0000
Eq2: C 5.394549 (0.416526) 12.95128 0.866084 | 1.510011 0.035649
Lnac Lnac - 0.353759 (0.017587) 20.11500" 0.0000

Lnpcr: 4 0.294764 (0.009535) 30.91352" 0.0000

Lnpmay -0.170276 (0.008066) -21.11047** | 0.0000

Lnpduby 0.314773 (0.030202) 10.42227%** 0.0000
Eq 3: C 7.129039 (1.213224) 10.24792 0.561066 | 1.687668 0.102849
Lngctoy Lndcdoy 0.154673 (0.054491) 3.673055 0.0052

Lndcet; 0.060475 (0.014571) 4.767785" 0.0001

Lndcex; 0.424112 (0.029700) 1359922 0.0000
Eqd: C 18.01181 (0.611944) 29.43374 0.323646 | 2.013788 0.085122
Lndcdoy Lnpcris -0.445983 (0.051719) -8.623256 0.0000

Lnpcd 0.381016 (0.058977) 6.460402"" 0.0000

Lnppd: 0.817606 (0.101665) 8.042131" 0.0000

Lnpfd 0.838408 (0.088360) 9.488584 0.0000
Eq5: C -0.295952 (0.135633) -2.182005 0.438364 | 1697801 0.186008
Lnpcr, Lnpcr - ; 0.162315 (0.086900) 2.554551" 0.0000

Lngctoy -0.168017 (0.029073) 5779132 0.0000

Lndeth, 16.39645 (1.198995) 9.791160 0.0000
Eq6: C -17.39645 (1.890055) 11.99004 0.808440 | 1.722296 0.408971
Lndcet, Lnpeth; 0.714615 (0.276603) 0.276603" 0.0107

Lnpmdoy -16.18589 (1.556848) -1.556848" 0.0000
Eq7: C 13.25907 (1.176799) 11.26706 0.587098 | 1973623 0.179706
Lndcex; Lnpcri - 1 -0.446547 (0.062854) -7.104486"" 0.0000

Lnppdx 0.901908 (0.113919) 7.917096 0.0000

Lnpfdx; 0.714431 (0.127200) 5616608 0.0000

Lner; 0.540346 (0.243575) 2.218403" 0.0280
Eq8: C -0.635890 (0.648476) -0.980591 0.843879 | 1976343 0.055537
Lnys: Lnpsri_ 0.583652 (0.038934) 14.99069" 0.0000

Lnps: -0.220986 (0.032952) -6.706185 0.0000

Lnrf, 0.443469 (0.015701) 28.24447" 0.0000

Lnwa_a 0.526319 (0.081260) 6.476994 " 0.0000
Eq9: C 1.250127 (1.212603) 1.030945 0.697560 | 1870798 0.067672
Lnas; Lnas;_ 1 0.701172 (0.042438) 16.52233" 0.0000

Lnpsr; 1 0.149451 (0.037357) 4.000608"" 0.0001

Lnpbe; -0.261918 (0.110430) 2371808 0.0190
Eq 10: C 10.17680 (0.633993) 16.05191 0.843772 | 1.718472 0.097336
Lngstoy Lndsdo, 0.259500 (0.020108) 12.90504"" 0.0000

Lndset, 0.380523 (0.018365) 20.71952" 0.0000

Lndsex, 0.476757 (0.024174) 19.72208" 0.0000
Eq11: C 31.33484 (0.877606) 35.70491 0.776355 | 1.805920 0.229381
Lndsdox Lnpsr: - 1 -0.745374 (0.089160) -8.359974"" 0.0000

Lnpss: 1.197868 (0.140324) 8.536423" 0.0000

Lnprs; 1.642353 (0.143046) 11.48133 " 0.0000
Eq12: C -11.01969 (0.626682) -17.58417 0.879706 | 1868364 0.055580
Lnpsr: Lnpsr: - 1 0.172415 (0.047151) 3.656662" 0.0004

Lndeth, 0.066079 (0.012039) 5488780 0.0000

Lngstos -1.102831 (0.045760) -24.10040" 0.0000
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15149 2 (919)

D.V. LV. Coefficient t-stat P-value Adj.R* D.W. stat RMSE (%)
Eq 13: C 22.17258 (4.369897) 5.073935 0.791379 | 2.457592 0.162341
Lndset, Lnpeth; 2.304191 (0.086050) 2677727 0.0000
Lnpmdoy -1.833946 (0.556161) 3297511 0.0012
Eq 14: C 24.56885 (2.164186) 11.35246 0572313 | 2.479353 0.211844
Lndsex; Lnpsr: 1 0.251730 (0.157913) 1.594104"" 0.0011
Lnpssx: 3.039959 (0.597005) 5092019 0.0000
Lnprsx; 2.830551 (0.571153) 4.955851" 0.0000
Lner 2.555645 (0.338032) 7.560364 0.0000
Eq 15: C 4.372387 (3.436891 1.272192 0547238 | 1576430 0.182675
Lngmtoy Lndmd, 0.049060 (0.358093) 0.137005 0.0811
Lndmet; 0.618859 (0.118401) 5.226828 0.0000
Lndmex 0.061832 (0.029554) 2.092211" 0.0381
Eq 16: C 12.56607 (2.606228) 4.821552 0.716200 | 1.877567 0.051344
Lndmdoy Lnpmdoy ; -0.475219 (0.366940) -1.295086 0.1003
Lndeth, 0.128673 (0.022767) 5651798 0.0000
Lngstos 0.079251 (0.036749) 2.156538" 0.0326
Eq17: C 6.629294 (1.273560) 3.088294 0.932044 | 2.521068 0.011303
Lnpmdoy Lnpmdor_ 0.000348 (0.192271) 2.093148" 0.0746
Lngmtoy 0.034489 (0.022532) 0.919343 0.0900
Lndeth, -0.004884 (0.011542) -0.216351" 0.0800
Eq 18: C -29.93968 (4.015094) -7.456782 0.784640 | 1751323 0.192747
Lndmet, Lnpmdoy -5.109055 (0.526146) 9710337 0.0000
Lnpeth; 0.943063 (0.104204) 9.050151" 0.0000
Eq 19: C 8.351743 (6.004542) 1390904 0.739712 | 1961148 0.221046
Lndmex Lnpmdoy -1.158494 (0.731826) 1.583019 " 0.0055
Lnpmex; 1.188076 (0.065535) 18.12886 0.0000
Lner, 1.447277 (0.193038) 7.497362" 0.0000
Eq 20: C -14.84099 (2.033028) -7.299946 0.907759 | 1.711953 0.341500
Lnde10 95, | Lnpel0 95, | -0.710432 (0.246241) -2.885108 0.0045
Lnpulr 95 2.635657 (0.403642) 6.529692" 0.0000
Lnni; 1.267016 (0.113891) 11.12478™ 0.0000
Lndeth, 1.433547 (0.074618) 19.21193" 0.0000
Eq 21: C 7.252477(11.46617) 0.632511 0871432 | 2351864 0.150482
Lnde20 95, | Lnpel0 95 11.94567(1.910010) 6.256242"" 0.0000
Lnpe20 95, -3.279568(0.180793 -18.13987 0.0000
Lnpulr 95, 16.54187(2.710343) 6.103239 " 0.0000
Lnnic 2.906965(0.693374) 4.192493" 0.0000
Lndeth, 1.324625(0.359802) 3.681542"" 0.0003
Eq 22: C -126.2735 (14.97256) -8.433666 0929923 | 1819236 0.495433
Lnde85 95, | Lnpe20 95, 11.51665 (1.266804) 9.091100" 0.0000
Lnpe85 95, | -19.38015 (1.661907) 1166139 0.0000
Lnpulr_95 4.229289 (1.781576) 2.373904" 0.0189
Lnni¢ 8.223689 (1.168992) 7.034856 0.0000
Lndeth, 0.395533 (0.308019) 1.284119" 0.1001
Eq 23: qc = yc*ac
Eq 24: gs = ys*as

P17 91NATAIUIN

' 2 A ' d' v oo o @ A O v o

NUBUA: ATMILAY A9 ANAALAGDUIINIZIU * fifednAgy fiszdupudetiudesas 90 wie 0.10>p
** muamﬂmmvm‘ummL%auuiaaav 95 LlIEJ 0.05>p ** Jrfade ﬁi“’ﬂUﬂ’J’lllLﬂ]@%JuiE]?Ja" 99 LiJ'e) 001>p
D.V. fie Dependent Variable LV 9 Independent Variables
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31A1519 2 N15UsEIANFUUTEANS
FILUTDATEVDILARLAUNIT @1N1T005UY
fuvsnuldfesaruinlstusgiuii a1 B veq
LAazauNI1T lnadlA15¥1313 0.323646 -
0.932044 LEMIILUUTIa89EINITODTUIBAIY
wUsUTINvRwlsmuled enuaunisi 4, 5,
7,14 uaz 15 A1 & dArnnswennsaiAeudadn
wianansonensallfidesanArduussaninng
Hted1Any Wa19191nA7 P-value (Changsarn,
2015, p. 764) @WMSUNSVAGRUANENNUSLTRYNTY
1281 (Serial Correlation) laun AlaasTu-Tnduy
Tuusiazaunisilenagsening 1.5 - 2.4 Gadrileg
Tudeild @Yy mianduiudideeynsunan
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(Non-Autocorrelation) WasWuiA3asaentin
Fulszansvasiiudseassvosunazaunisiduly
ANUNSNN1IN U LATEgAERTNNAILUT Tned
Toddunsadafisesunnudesiudesas 90, 95
Way 99 @1msuA1 RMSE fA15¥1319 0.035649 -
0.495433 F9uAnIEIAI U ULBHIVDILUUT A0
ftdesuansinuuudiassldnennsallad druan
Fudszdnindifudsdaseio Anudangu
(Elasticity) aSureduusdasywasuulasly
fovaz 1 azvhlisuUsmuasuudasviafuen
duuseans aonndosinguszasdded 1 dwmiy
NINAFDUANNLUULTIVDIUUUTIADY AI01519 3

M1579 3 A1 U-theil vasmwdsnelussuvaunisiiedilas

fiauls U - Theil fauls U - Theil fiauls U - Theil fiauls U - Theil
1. lnyc 0.032175 7. Indcex 0.006161 13. Indset 0.005528 19. Indmex 0.008332
2. lnac 0.001684 | 8. lnys 0.011404 14. Indsex 0.007231 20. Inde10_95 0.008101
3. lngcto 0.003017 9. lnas 0.002142 15. Ingmto 0.007138 21. Inde20_95 0.068482
4. Indcdo 0.003702 10. Ingsto 0.002678 16. Indmdo 0.002005 22. Inde85 95 0.055971
5. lnpcr 0.023090 | 11. Indsdo 0.006522 17. Inpmdo 0.000715
6. Indcet 0.015919 | 12. npsr 0.004187 18. Indmet 0.007254

U7: MAATATUIN

AT 3 WANTUIANAIULANFNIZIIN
A1939 (Actual value) vassuusneluduminys
A1PUBNANALUUIIABY (Based value) lagld
Aads U-Theil dandnlndaudnndnanein
wuusiaesdinnuundedie FuandeUszaniam
YoLUUIIanafifiannufissnsazlndifesiv
A1959 (Gositanon, Budsayaplakormn and Thamma-
Apiroam, 2010, p. 76)

LUUS18097UsE U AIEUNISHI8AIS
NagaUAUT el uLaTAILAAIAAEBUIN
wernsaluualtulusuinnvesinusnnely

Tusreziian 5 U 1aninfey w.e. 2559 - 2563
1neMINenIINISAULR (Growth Rate) vasdalUs
AMBUBNT AIMUAAIT UL B (Predetermined
Variables) n1sAnyidoyalusfndaudd w.e.
2547 - 2558 WJudimuuaalusuinnvesiiwls
Afmunaduiielildainisnennsalfilndido
AupnuLduatanniign ntutludszanue
f1un1591a898a1un158d (Simulation) Ta g
Sanunldaaiudosnisieniueafiud ulud
W.A. 2559 - 2563 Sway 5, 10, 15, 20 uag 25
ANUAIFU NAVDINITINADIANIUNITAIAINNTI 4
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NIATUIVITIINA LATugAanTLagn1Saoas

X Ui 13 atiudl 1 @nsies - wwiey 2561)

A1919 4 NATDINITINADIENIUNTE

fiauus U w.a. 2559 U n.a. 2560 U n.a. 2561 U n.a. 2562 U w.a. 2563 Ay
yc 3.550089 3.568199 3.663018 3.687728 3.789502 3.6517072
(#: 19) (0.22 %) (0.51%) (2.66%) (0.67%) (2.76%) (1.36%)
ac 9,382,621.65 9,386,040.30 9,462,077.17 9,841,189.46 10,365,400.84 9,687,465.88
19 (1.81%) (0.04%) (0.81%) (4.01%) (5.33%) (2.40%)
qc 33,309,141.91 33,491,259.61 34,659,758.99 36,291,629.92 39,279,707.21 35,406,299.53
() (2.03%) (0.55%) (3.49%) (4.71%) (8.23%) (3.80%)
qcto 32,978,156.84 34,859,521.90 34,555,601.88 35,854,063.33 36,661,533.10 34,981,775.41
() (0.22%) (5.70%) (0.28%) (2.57%) (2.25%) (2.20%)
dcdo 7,808,768.42 7,884,297.27 7,972,603.63 7,982,424.21 8,194,183.34 7,968,455.37
(A1) (0.77%) (0.97%) (1.12%) (0.12%) (2.65%) (1.13%)
pcr 2,290.03 2,333.46 2,593.92 2,869.67 3,265.52 2,670.52
(U ) (0.70%) (1.90%) (11.16%) (10.63%) (13.79%) (7.64%)
dcet 1,135,077.77 1,183,098.87 1,278,114.21 1,370,910.54 1,508,562.30 1,295,152.74
() (13.01%) (4.23%) (8.03%) (7.26%) (10.04%) (8.51%)
deex 10,839,082.81 10,984,250.32 11,929,614.47 12,390,240.03 14,045,723.28 12,037,782.18
(Au) (0.21%) (1.34%) (8.61%) (3.86%) (13.36%) (5.48%)
ys 12.3768 11.8960 14.0073 13.2062 12.2416 12.53938
(M 19) (0.23%) (0.15%) (0.86%) (1.53%) (0.27%) (0.61%)
as 8,770,564.82 8,847,141.68 9,046,698.47 9,391,792.31 9,525,468.22 9,116,333.10
(%) (0.40%) (0.87%) (2.26%) (3.81%) (1.42%) (1.75%)
gs 112,936,809.07 | 114,097,162.68 | 117,673,121.01 | 124,029,887.60 | 126,132,439.98 | 118,973,884.07
(Au) (0.63%) (1.03%) (3.13%) (5.40%) (1.70%) (2.38%)
gsto 93,952,441.30 | 111,083,547.11 | 131,305,232.76 | 135310,907.78 | 136,928,093.84 | 121,716,044.56
(G (4.77%) (18.23%) (18.20%) (3.05%) (1.20%) (9.09%)
dsdo 50,794,335.83 54,991,654.27 55,818,656.38 56,102,500.17 56,945,997.90 54,930,628.91
(G (0.34%) (8.26%) (1.50%) (0.51%) (1.50%) (2.62%)
psr 903.78 936.72 1,012.18 1,092.58 1,098.12 1,008.68
(U: fi) (3.02%) (3.64%) (8.06%) (7.94%) (0.51%) (4.63%)
dset 2,954,771.10 3,236,004.80 3,335,213.37 3,568,933.23 3,634,842.73 3,345,953.05
(N (1.06%) (9.52%) (3.07%) (7.01%) (1.85%) (4.50%)
dsex 3,594,495.50 4,192,723.20 4,691,942.70 5,369,005.86 5,891,483.26 4,747,930.10
(N (18.96%) (16.64%) (11.91%) (16.43%) (9.73%) (14.33%)
gmto 617,044.18 626,761.23 668,865.95 680,877.44 718,125.75 662,334.91
(Au) (8.56%) (1.57%) (6.72%) (1.80%) (5.47%) (4.82%)
dmdo 419,036.66 442,152.17 466,039.46 482,284.97 502,758.06 462,454.26
(A1) (2.38%) (5.52%) (5.40%) (3.49%) (4.25%) (4.21%)
pmdo 3022.28 3084.83 3143.49 3198.30 3248.03 3,139.39
(U fiu (2.35%) (2.07%) (1.90%) (1.74%) (1.55%) (1.92%)
dmet 1,056,491.94 1,104,699.58 1,198,479.54 1,231,994.62 1,303,887.67 1,179,110.67
() (7.40%) (4.56%) (8.49%) (2.80%) (5.84%) (5.82%)
dmex 480,842.56 509,082.03 544,293.50 546,129.30 631,976.73 542,464.82
(A1) (11.96%) (5.87%) (6.92%) (0.34%) (15.72%) (8.16%)
de10 95 3,213.811433 3,503.054462 3,888.390452 4,354.997307 4,485.647226 3,889.18
@dng) (5.00%) (9.00%) (11.00%) (12.00%) (3.00%) (8.00%)
de20 95 1,812.125695 2,124.803733 2,689.708819 3,400.807867 4,192.000059 2,843.889235
(GRIRLE) (17.66%) (17.25%) (26.59%) (26.44%) (23.26%) (22.24%)
de85 95 348.483198 357.739262 365.048852 376.40056 422.509719 374.036318
@dng) (5.42%) (2.66%) (2.04%) (3.11%) (12.25%) (5.10%)

P17 1NNNTAIUIE

nanawme: fatavly () fie Sevazvainisiuasuulas
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9INM1579 4 wumansenuluduusn fe
s1A3fudUends ae waznintinia ety
(Somsrivilairut, 2011, pp. 51-56) Tnedsnintu
2,670.52, 1,008.68 Lag 3,139.39 UNNHOH U
MudIRU denaligunududiusndanazauniu
5@8L‘17V|3J5§u (Norasethasopon, 2010, p. 114)
WABWINGU 35,406,299.53 wa 118,973,884.07
fu audidy Weguniuiiigsduvinliguasd
fudrlzuds do8 warniniinia dmSunan
tontuoaluyssmetiuduiad iy
1,295,152.74, 3,345,953.05 way 1,179,110.67 Ay
pudriu andudiadeguasdiudisvd
nelulsena guasAdeunglulsema guase
mnthaanslusayssUssmeiaduede Wiy
7,968,455.37, 54,930,628.91, 462,454.26 wLag
50246082 §U AIUBIFHU Te9rdINan e
nswasundasusuianinudesnisuiing
fuddends 808 way nntmaTeaLiuTy
WwABMARY 34,981,775.41,121,716,044.56 wa e
662,330.91 ¢ mud iy vauziedIfuilegUasd
Tudends 898 uaznINtIANanmLAvEesa
WisTuazieuliiuduileiuiuiwasnandnse
Isvauiudusnduasdosiuasunatnuluse
wazguasAloniueafiiiniu denadoguasd
fudUznds Sou waznintatadmiunisuan
LYEPGR ﬁmaﬂswuimmamqﬂmﬁﬂfﬁu
wialwged E10 95, E20 95 waz E85 95 Liiudu
WAy MU 3,889.18, 2,843.889235 LA ¥
374.036318 @1UANT MUAIAU

d3Uuazaiusemna (Conclusion and Discussion)
nsfnwiafeilfuuudinenasugda
UszanuAndulseansieinishddesiosian
3 fuendedoyaeynsunat 12 U wuusians
flavin 24 N3 49 Fauls N15ATIREBUAY
Fopvosaunsansnsniluneinsallilaglifes
UY5UU5e NSNAFUANUNINEANYBIAILYS
neluveswuudnasenieilSeuiteudoya
fingnsalimmnisallusunandudeyaais 1fun
A1 RMSE U A1adid U uazesureanduuszans
YOI USUAaEAIA8AT t-statistic, A1 Adjusted
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R2 waz A1 D.W. laefin1svadeundnunuizay
vpauuudransausaurluneinsalle way
msAnwInuI Audesnisenueaiiina Tud
W.A. 2559 - 2563 Sovay 5,10, 15, 20 wag 25
ANAIAU EINANTENUADAIIUADINITLENIUDA
fosud1Uynds s08 n1ntiAna wavusunla
lwg0a

nsAnuadeiluansliifiuinsguianis
MaurunshazAmuaulgunglmmuiganiu
anunsainsiwasuulaslueuandsll

1) efiuffudvsnduiiniuaay
Soway 2.40 (Suksai and Premashthira, 2014,
pp. 426-428) danalvinnsverudivesguasn
SudUznd i muniiuiueasdovay 2.20 dwa
TguasAsiudUendsdmiundaieniueaiiiudy
wav¥evar 8.51 uazulsursenidnnisldngu
wudu 91 FaSudaudTuit 1 unsiay we. 2556
iaummimmmaﬂmiﬂ,mmumummmmw 7
Foromusaindnannniiaauaysiudlend
Ry 77.5 : 225 Wudndaulng 62 : 38
niguRFuinvou 1wy d1inauiasegia
ASNYAT NILNTIUNEATUALENNTOL ATTINIUNY
LaEAIANITUUSUIUNISHARLAEAIUADINS
ldiyo1m1suasndsIuegaunalagi1nug
WIMEne9InTEninnIaneyng gRavunssy uag
WA AUUNULHUWAUINISIAYAT W.A. 2560 -
2564

v '
A I

2) floflifiuiAsdonintuaiofosay
1.75 guasddesnelulssimauasiavaave s
Wivtuadefosay 2.42 uay 9.09 AudIRY
wazulguredaasunisugndeslssaiuain
AUsznounIsuarn1asy dwalvisiardegan
funumansugldiuualiugedu dawaliguase
Sovdwisundnomuenifivgstuaisiosay 4.50
FsaenndestfunsvenesvesfingUmudosan
105.96 dusiu 1u 180 drudiu waziiiuwanan
911 10.06 fiusials 1Wu 11.40 dusiels n1elul
2569 AuuHUNSFNARSSosuazinnanTIY 10 T
W.Al. 2558 - 2569 10ed1UNIUANLNITUNITERY
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3) guasdnntmanavaedaiodediudu
Sovaw 4.82 dwmaliguassnmmameluysene
wardmiunanenusafiniueasiesas 4.21
wag 5.82 fnansznusenintiniaiiiuingi
ﬁlﬂummﬁm@muaa (Sriyotha and Sessomboon,
2012, p. 197) uazidussen1sviauaauingiv
Lﬁaammmﬂﬁ']ma%uagjﬁ’uﬂ%mméawaz
nsuanthanalundazd dfnauaarnssunis
Soouavinmanse nsEnsInERsLarannsal

4) qﬂaaﬁfﬂﬁuuﬁ”ai%aaé E10 95,
E20 95 uwaz E85 95 \iiutuiadsdesay 8.00,
22.24 uag 5.10 A1UEIAU VLAINANTENUAD
fudUznds deu uagniniimadildifutngiu
Tunswan LﬁaamﬂL{]mmams‘ﬁwmuaaagjﬁ
9.0 anudnsnedu Tud 2564 Tngidinunely
fudUznds 16 Ausunazniniima 2 ausiy
deguavdud1ugndalianuunnsraiulugg
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TIMUIYLONIUDA NTLTNTWNTITUAITNANAU
wleuneatiuayunisidsoeud FRV (Flexible Fuel
Vehicle) Ao safianunsaldfuintunialesed
E85 LLasﬁﬂﬁumu%uU%qwé wagiinanniuinig
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