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The major factors of low productivity of tomato may be attributed to the non-
availability of disease free seed of high yielding varieties, poor agronomic
practices, indigenous weeding methods, lack of proper plant protection measures
for the control of insect/pests and diseases, defective marketing system and lack
of information. It is assumed that modern technology is available at technology
producing centers but not effectively transferred to the ultimate users. Hence there
should be emphasis on modemn agricultural techniques which is possible through
dissemination of agricultural information among the farmers. It is also important
to note that simply provision of information is not sufficient; it is also desirable that
farmers adopt the most recent varieties of tomato and other farming techniques.
This study was taken up to examine constraints faced by farmers in adoption of
improved cultivation practices of tomato.

Methodology

The present study was conducted in Matar taluka of Kheda district. Ten villages
(Nandoli, Khandhali, Dethali, Heranj, Alindra, Limbasi, Machhiyel, Traj, Tranja
and Khadiyarapura) were selected randomly. From each village 10 Tomato
growers were selected randomly. Thus, a total 100 Tomato growers were selected
for the study. Appropriate statistical procedures like frequency distribution and
percentage were used for the analysis of the data and overall ranking of constraints
was completed with the help of MPS (Mean Per cent Score).

Results and Discussion
Distribution of Farmers according to characteristics

An effort was made to study some selected characteristics of the tomato growers.
Some characteristics like age, education, occupation, size of land holding and
possession of animals were studied and are presented in Table 1.

Table 1. Distribution of Farmers according to characteristics n=100
Sk Ne. Category Frequency |Per cent

1 Age
Young (Up to 30 years) 49 49.0
Middle age (31 to 55 years) 33 33.00
Old age (above 55 years) 18 18.00

2 Education
Illiterate 30 30.00
Primary level 42
High school and Higher Secondary 24 24.00
Above Higher Secondary 04 04.00
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technical (70.20 per cent), general (59.00 per cent) and input constraints (57.33
per cent) ranking 274, 3 4% and 5%, respectively.

Table 3. Constraints related to Inputs n=100
SL No. Constraints Frequency | Percentage | Rank

1 Unavailability of improved varieties 69 69.00 1

2 More requirement of fertilizers and manures 64 64.00 II
3 Unavailability of recommended chemicals 58 58.00 111
4 Unavailability of inputs in time 53 53.00 v
5 Lack of irrigation water 47 47.00 V
6 Unavailability of labour 53 53.00 v

From table 3 it can be seen that constraints related to inputs were unavailability of
improved varieties (69.00 per cent) which ranks 1* followed by more requirement
of fertilizers and manures (64.00 per cent) at 2™, unavailability of recommended
chemicals (58.00 per cent) ranking 3™, unavailability of inputs in time (53.00 per
cent) and unavailability of labour (53.00 per cent) at 4' rank and lack of irrigation
water (47.00 per cent) ranking 5.

The data presented in Table 4 reveals that constraints related to finance were MSP
is not declared before sowing season (100.00 per cent) ranking 1* followed by lack
of proper marketing facilities (72.00 per cent), malpractices of merchants in the
mandies (71.00 per cent) ranking 2™ and 3" respectively. High fluctuation in market
prices and lack of export marketing in the area jointly rank 4 with 65.00 per cent.

Table 4. Financial Constraints n=100
Sl Ne. Constraints Frequency | Percentage Rank
1 Lack of proper marketing facilities 72 72.00 II
2 Malpractices of merchants in the mandies 71 71.00 1l
3 High fluctuation in market prices 65 65.00 v
4  [MSP is not declared before sowing season 100 100.00 |
S |Lack of export marketing in the area 65 65.00 v

Constraints related to marketing (Table 5) were lack of financial agencies and
unavailability of credit at marginal interest (100.00 per cent) ranking 1* followed
by high cost of inputs (67.00 per cent) and high charges of electricity (54.00 per
cent) ranking 2™ and 3", respectively.
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Conclusion

On the whole, it can be concluded that the major constraint related to inputs was
unavailability of improved varieties, in case of constraints related to financial
aspects, it was minimum support price not declared before sowing season, while
in case of marketing, the major constraint was unavailability of credit on marginal
interest. In case of technical constraints, major constraint was lack of knowledge
about export quality produce and in case of general constraints major constraint was
labour requirement. It is recommended that the farmers of the study area may be
provided adequate sources for the improved variety and government must announce
minimum support price of the particular commodity before the sowing. The credit
facilities in the area need to be strengthened. Subsequently there is need to create
adequate awareness regarding the export quality of the product to fetch a higher price
for the commodity. Likewise the State Agricultural University (SAU) must also
develop scientific and improved package of practices of tomato crop so as to lower
the labour requirements and labour cost to reduce cost of production as a whole.
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