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ABSTRACT

The study was canied out to detemine production and marketing of vcgetables ill
Galewela DS division, Matale district, mainly based on p.inary data obtained from a

sample survey in twelve GN division_ The random sampling method was useal to selcct a

sample 01150 farmcrs and data *,ere coliccted through a pretested questionnairc. Also

secondary data wcre lrsed from various sources. Data were arulyzcd using SpSS soflwarc

a'd descriptive statistics, ficquencies, one way ANovA test and rinear regrcssion. About

53% of farmers had owned land and 67.35% offarm€rs had uscd low land for vegetable

fanning Brinjal, big onions, capsic'm and ok.u were popurar vegetable cropr in thc arca

during tsdla season. Most olthem had bought seeds jiom ASC and used their own sceds.

Most of labors was used lor harvesting. Middeman, wholesaler, village traders wcre

major marketing outlcts. Most ofthe farmers had obtaine<l high yield from big oniors.

Quantity of vcgetables sold and prices varied bctwecn GN divisions. Mosl of larmers

(70%) had used loans for invcstmcnt. Majodty ol farmcrs (52%) had nol obtained crop

insurance but had contacts with €xtcnsjon scryices. I1 was lounal that sevcre pest and

disease attack, no stable pricc at the market, high cost of agrochemicals, low price of
vegetables, posrharvest rosses were major probrcms faced bl rarmejs. Amounr ur crcarit

had an impact on net prolils ofvegctablcs. There was a signiticant diticrence inproduction

ofbig onions and capsicum among GN divisions, wh e thcrc we.e significant differcnccs

inDetprofit ofbrinjar, big onions, capsicurn and oro.a among GN clivisions. And also th{ire

was a significant dillerencc in amount ofcredit bclween GN divisions.
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