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ABSTRACT

This research paper examines the impact of climate change on the top three rice exporters: India,
Vietnam, and Thailand. By analyzing Effects and Risks of Climate Change for Rice Production, the study aims
to understand the consequences of climate change on rice production, assess vulnerability, and provide
insights for policymakers.

Using panel data analysis to eliminate the trend and variance of the data, by converting the data
into the form of a Natural logarithm to reduce the impact of long-term influences on time, before using it
for econometric analysis according to the OLS equation, and the Stochastic Production Function theory
framework, the study establishes the climate-productivity relationship. Feasible Generalized Least Squares
(FGLS) are used to address heterogeneity and autocorrelation. Numerical simulations are conducted to
assess future changes in rice production under different climate scenarios, utilizing climate variable
coefficients from econometric analysis.

The findings reveal the sensitivity of rice yields to Temperature mean (p<0.00) and Precipitation
(p<0.00) variations. They provide insights into potential future changes in rice production. Overall, the study
highlights the urgency of implementing adaptation and mitigation strategies to ensure the sustainability and

resilience of the rice sector in the face of climate change challenges.

Keywords: Productivity and Climate change relationship, Rice exporters, Econometric analysis, Panel data,
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uagA1ALAAIALAFDU naunsauLAliA1niiuazAdulssAniiidasiidmiuynviisniafnanauagyn
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2020)
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T8 AMUUALUUINADILUUAIAAIALAZDUNILLAET (One-way Error Component Model) A1A1AAALARDUYDY
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(1983); Antle and Havenner (1983) ¢ Tngvnnannandiuasnanan (Skewness of Production) liisgu azifunnsan
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Kim and Chavas (2003), Di Falco and Chavas (2006, 2009), ez Antle (2010)
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1.2. foynanimerneflusfnlnsdaung sl 1961-2021 v83 CRU uazdayaaninoinialy
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Immmsauﬁ’mwuﬁwaaamnﬁqw (Studenmund, 2011) Tasdauufigiunan Hy: dAumuizaunslyd Random
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'
a

dlethdadeieduiinvdmarionnalaiuuoulunisudn 1wy Vo QUNNN AMULTNVBILAS (Battese et al,,
1997; Jatuporn & Takeuchi, 2022; Yu et al, 2022) titel¥lsnansznuiiiinainnsasuulasanmgiiotniai
sonandndrilassmualvisvsnavostustuiilildindnanieneidumaamedourssuuusiaos dafunside
pdati3dlFansunuuroauilslsoglusuuuy Double-Log

aunswandnaae (Mean Production Function)

In Production;; = ay + B, InTemp, + B, InVariance_Temp, + S, In Precipitation,
+ f4InVariance_Precipitationg + S InTimey + py + vy

Toil

InProduction fio nardntTIeUTEmad i 0 U9 ¢

(nTemp fio guugiiede el (esmiwadea)
\nVariance_Temp fio AnuuUsUTIUgAMed el (esmieaiya)’
InPrecipitation Ao Usinasruazausied (@aduwns)

(nVariance_Precipitation fa AukUsUsUUSINMNuazausel Hadwns)?

InTime Ao MwnuveanaluladMuasulumugraian
Uy Ao ApaaLAdedsduliaunsadunala
ihay t AD NUNLFASUTENAT | Way o 1380 t
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v
=

JiaserluluuudnaudmsunsinseiteidunnusUsusiuvemandsilstduanud fHafduninulag

Y

YoIndn @1unsaUszenduuifawuuiiaendluiuudvesilsidunisndnniuwuuves Antle (1983); Antle and

Havenner (1983) 1o 9aun15anukUsusiuveasandn tned u? Ao AUWUTUSINYIBINARARNREAY

u? = ay + B, InTemp, + B, InVariance_Temp,, + B, In Precipitation,
+ 4 InVariance _Precipitationg + Bi¢ In Time; + ey

lerFunruduamanan (Skewness of Production) Hinduazidiunisananandeduiiud (Downside Risk
Exposure) #3aA1ndssfinanauunuainnisuand1nildsuase (Actual Retumn) againnitanauwnuaInnIswan
4111288 (Expected Return) 1un15anlan1avednugaderasiiona muwuIAnves Kim and Chavas (2003), Di

Falco and Chavas (2006, 2009), wag Antle (2010) sfsaunsanuitveinanan Inef u3 Ao AUV NANARLRA

u® = ay + B, InTemp, + B, InVariance_Temp,, + B. In Precipitation,
+ B4 InVariance_Precipitationg + Bi: In Time;, + ej;

Nan15938

HANISNAFRUNAADUAMLANTUSLTINAENINTTEL 81107 0LARUUNILUA (Panel Unit Root Test) o
52U Level #39 (0) Wannaaumeds Levin-Lin-Chu Wag Im-Pesaran-Shin wu31 fauwdsild@nwiuwaunnsiaulsi

anwauzila (Stationary) iszAutuddny 0.01 TiiesiwUsnaninda (Rice_Product) waguusnandndniluguves

apn3TusTTITAT s SUTEERD 0.05

o

M3 1

l

[

ayakuunIkua (Panel Unit Root Test)

Levin-Lin-Chu Im-Pesaran-Shin
VARIABLES Unadjusted t Adjusted t* p-value W-t-bar (Stat) p-value

Linear

Rice_Product -4.3580 -2.0852 0.0185** -3.1976 0.0007***
Temp_Mean -11.9090 -10.8782 0.0000*** -9.9747 0.0000***
Var_TempMean -11.6503 -10.8344 0.0000*** -12.8147 0.0000***
Precipitation -14.0530 -13.7264 0.0000*** -12.6684 0.0000***
Var_Precipitation -13.9988 -13.4800 0.0000*** -12.8147 0.0000***
Natural Logarithm

InRice_Product -5.3009 -2.6687 0.0038** -3.6502 0.0001***
InTemp_Mean -11.9314 -10.9104 0.0000*** -10.0009 0.0000***
InVar_TempMean -11.7362 -10.9672 0.0000*** -9.7709 0.0000***
InPrecipitation -13.9448 -13.5960 0.0000*** -12.5388 0.0000***
InVar_Precipitation -12.4710 -11.3060 0.0000*** -11.0857 0.0000***
InTrend -37.4536 -43.5902 0.0000*** -41.5829 0.0000***

31 : INNTIATIEN
e : daavlu () et dudesuunnsgu

* ok xxx g9 9g g J1gd1AY wwaammvmu 0.10, 0.05, 0.01
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AN5197 2

NINAFOUANWULNITATNUALUUTI8DY (Model Specification Test)

Type of test Hypothesis Significance
Breusch-Pagan Lagrange 2(01) = 0.00
Multiplier (LM) test for Ho: No Random Effect X ' Prob > »? = 1.0000
random effects
Hausman Test: Choice between Ho: Difference in 2 (2) = 119.70
Fixed and Random Effects Coefficients Not x T Prob > y? = 0.0000***

Systematic

Wooldr!dge Test for Serial Ho: No Flrst-O_rder F(1,2) = 4.702 Prob > F = 0.1624
Correlation Autocorrelation
Modified Wald Test for Group ~ Ho: sigma(i)? = sigma? for 12 (3) = 45.14 _
Wise Heteroskedasticity all i Prob>y* =0.0000***

31 : INNTIATIEN

e : dnavly () mnedis daudeauunnsgiu
* e e g g SdedAgnisediafiseau 0.10, 0.05, 0.01

1
v a ad

31NNIHANITNAFBUANYLNITAIMUAKUUTIR0ILANadAIT T8 Breusch-Pagan Lagrange Multiplier (LM)
vnAsUBYBITdNYeILUUT1a0s (Breusch & Pagan, 1980) nuin BvSidedulaifissfutiddgseuuuiians uaziile
NAFaUFULUUANAS #8735 Hausman's wuin Hseduoddad 0.01 YfiasaunAgiundnuuudiasadiaig
wnzaunsle Fixed Effect Model wiennaeau Serial Correlation #7835 Wooldridge wuin laifiszsutuddoyi
Tllannsaufiasaundgrundnnanasuvuiiasshifldnanduius melusuduiinis aavheodlenaaesutlymen
pampdeuliauLUsUTIulined (Heteroscedasticity) fe75 Wald test for Groupwise Heteroskedasticity Wui
seiutlddnyd 0.01 UfesauiRgrundnuuuitassdidmamaedeuiinruuisusulingg lnsaguuuudiassdiam
wiangaunsld Fixed Effect Model wasdiflymenamaiadoudinnuutsunulingd fewnifsdanumngaud

a¢ld38n13UszunuA e s asaesdosfianuuunlunidululs (FGLS) wieundladymarnnnuwdsusiuvesen

ANUANUAATIALARDULIAT

JOURNAL OF ECONOMICS MAEJO UNIVERSITY VOL.2, NO.1 JANUARY - JUNE 202|2 0



A1519% 3

NANSIATIEIWUUINADINANANLRGY (Mean Production Function)

Panel Effects Estimation Generalized Least
VARIABLES Pooled OLS Fixed Effects Random Effects Square
Estimation (Robust) (Robust) Estimation
Annual Average Temperature (°C) -5.104*** 6.239* -5.104*** -5.558%**
(0.679) (1.936) (1.678) (0.648)
Temperature variance (°C?) 0.0176 0.00851 0.0176* 0.0156
(0.0130) (0.00293) (0.00956) (0.0130)
Annual Precipitation (mm.) -2.597*** 0.954*** -2.597*** -2.457***
(0.151) (0.0573) (0.415) (0.155)
Precipitation variance (mm.?) -0.00828 -0.00507 -0.00828* -0.00938
(0.0135) (0.00450) (0.00457) (0.0130)
Trend Time 0.496%*** 0.391%** 0.496%*** 0.484***
(0.0330) (0.0391) (0.0490) (0.0319)
Constant 51.31*** -10.82 51.31*** 51.80***
(1.958) (6.347) (3.986) (1.797)
Observations 183 183 183 183
R-squared 0.815 0.788 0.815 Not Applicable
Adjusted R-squared 0.810 0.782 0.810 Not Applicable
Country FE NO YES NO AUTO
Log likelihood -82.35 20.85 -82.35 -81.25
Number of Cross-sectional 3 3 3

i : Inmsiase
e : faalu ) vaneds dudeauunasgiu
*wx oo ey Sfuddnnnsadinfisedu 0.10, 0.05, 0.01
AHANTIATIZINANI TSI AeIWanEnladY LuUT1asusnnIslinssiaunsonnesdoya

ad o w 3 o =

WkUaTINmgIsMasaesiosian lnenldddedaansenuandadunisueniangdiianuuanseiy wui

v v o v o

gunpiiadseTuasUiuoniduasaueUilseduioddai 001 lufimmesnduiunandndn Tuvaedl Trend
Time Mduihunuvesmallagiudsulunuminaniisssuteddad 0.01 lufimmudsiumuiurandadn sl
JalaladlefananssnuuasN1sazilndonnasuedauufgIuENnITaNnee SANILUUTIABINITIATIEANANTZNY
GﬁaaﬂawwLLuaLLaﬁ%'ﬂﬁzmmmﬂmmLﬂzﬁ'amwu Robust Lﬁamuamﬁzgm Heteroscedasticity Wag Autocorrelation

nud1 luwuudiaewansenuan aungiindesegduazuTuiahduasauneiveddgduifgiuuuiiaes

Ia a

HANTENULTIEN walavnedvanaduwusfiuansneiu eg1elsinuainuanIsmagey Hausman's AnauUsUsinves

'
=

wilwindliasfinrsiarsanlduuuiassidnddiainruunnsanuungy w3e Fixed Effect Model aaumgiitade ey

v o o a

fszuiloddnd 0.1 YSunadruaransieUuas Trend Time Sisvduifaddayit 0.01 Tufirniaudsiunuiu
wawAnd17 fisnuszansnmsdnauladloufudiud 0.782 vie 78.2% wazanineuuusianen1sUszanaaieIsig
anstiosfigauuumluidululd (FGLS) iteuflatiameiauulsuswesmmiuanuasandeulsingd auils
fnamavnasuies Wald udrindullgmilendndeaunig wui gamnfindeneuaruimnuiuazause
Vilseautuddad 0.01 Tufirmamnduiunandnd luvaied Trend Time Ssedutaddayd 0.01 Tufirnaudsiu
muunandnd 1 wasdaduUsyavivesgamgiindesetivindu -5.558 uazUTinmluazausediiiy -2.457

Feazldlunsinasadediavdald
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AN5197 4

HANMTIATIEIIUUTIABIANMUTUTIURAR AR LAz loNag e donanEn

@ )
VARIABLES Variance Production Model Skewness Downside risk
Annual Average Temperature (°C) -0.529 0.199
(0.328) (0.401)
Temperature variance (°C?) 0.00954 0.00337
(0.00631) (0.00771)
Annual Precipitation (mm.) 0.115 -0.0585
(0.0731) (0.0893)
Precipitation variance (mm.?) 0.0247*** 0.00906
(0.00653) (0.00798)
Trend Time -0.0774*** -0.0651***
(0.0160) (0.0195)
Constant 1.219 -0.0174
(0.947) (1.158)
Observations 183 183
R-squared 0.224 0.071
Adjusted R-squared 0.202 0.0452
Root MSE 0.187 0.228
Log likelihood 50.53 13.76
F-test 10.21*** 2.722%*

a1 : INNTIATIEN

e : daavly () v daudeavunnsgiu

v o W aaa

* e e g g dpdAgynisaiaiszau 0.10, 0.05, 0.01

INMIHANTIATIIUUUTIRDIANULUTUTINANUEB Az BN1EN Sy dBvamanEn 1) wud AL

'
¥ o o v o

wUsUTIYBIUSIN R uazaus el dseauted A 0.01 TunsiiuANULAeIRoNaNANS DYy 2.47 YL NAILNU

17

'
v a

vouvaluladiasulumueisaifissauiodiAgn 0.01 Tunsananuidssienananiosay 7.74 wazanlona

gy denandniosas 6.51 Mallulfiuusdu q ladlafidedAyse auuwdsusiuaudesuaslontanisagydeves

HaKAndLAAdsHdefiamanMsiuduvesnudsazlenagaLAeNanant

A15197 5

NAANGYBI508arN SR ULUAIYBINARNAMRAEYBIUTI ANWUSUSIUAUAIVDINANER LarANUULaN

goydevemandnnnglansaianisainisiddeundasaningiiennia

L. . Mean Production Variance Production Skewness Production
Projections of Climate Change
2030 2050 2030 2050 2030 2050
Temperature
e  (SSP1.19: 50th) -23.31 -21.31 -2.22 -2.03 0.83 0.76
e  (SSP2.45: 50th) -20.27 -33.52 -1.93 -3.19 0.73 1.20
e  SSP8.85: 50th) -25.53 -45.73 -2.43 -4.35 0.91 1.64
Precipitation
e  (SSP1.19: 50th) 29.40 13.81 -1.38 -0.65 0.70 0.33
e  (SSP2.45: 50th) 14.93 3.44 -0.70 -0.16 0.36 0.08
e  (SSP8.85: 50th) 20.41 8.74 -0.96 -0.41 0.49 0.21
Effect of Temperature (%) -23.03 -33.52 -2.19 -3.19 0.82 1.20
Effect of Precipitation (%) 21.58 8.66 -1.01 -0.41 0.51 0.21
Summarize Effect 146 2486 -3.20 -3.60 134 141

of Climate Change
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lofnsandnvasnansenuvesmsidsuulasanwgionnia tnsfisnsaniessiunnudiiisdu 9n
wuudraes CMIPPG Tu 3 anunisal annsaasulsdn mswdsuulamesanimgfioniafignaianisallu 2 daanan
W‘uﬁﬁ"d%m1wluﬁmmrﬁ’umum1ﬂ?z]’!uLLazqmwgﬁﬁmqq‘ﬁudwaﬂiwuL%aawiaﬂ%mmwaw?m%n Tnefiguuniiade
se¥inavilinandndiiaduanasiesas 20,27 fis 45.73 anauUsusIuvemanandnanatiesas 1.93 e 4.35
warlonaruguyidonandnduiiutudosar 0.73 89 164 TuvasiivTunaiduarauselinasiliuandnd
dsfiutudosay 3.44 fa 20.40 AuuUTUTILTRHARARTARAsTeBaY 0.16 B9 1.38 uarlenmanugade
nandndruiutudesar 0.08 f1 0.70 Tnvaguudmanszmunmsdsuudasanimennialud 2030 wandnd1aiads
anasdosar 1.46 farundssanauuususunanananasiosay 3.20 lomannugndonananiuistusosay

1.34 wazlul 2050 HAKANT1RALANAIDISR8AY 24.86 TAULABIINANUWISUTIUNANANanaISREaY 3.60

lonmannugadonandndniinduiosay 1.41

a9U afiuseuazdaiauauug

a3U uazafusenan1sfnen

)

nsfnwilldguuuuanuduiusuuy Cobb-Douglas tnaAUszavzainnisuszanaanduainiudavgu
(Elasticity) vestadeiidnasenandninvesfdseaningelng 3 susuusnvedlan Andudndruosas 517 veq
Uinadmlunanalanstouelud 2021/2022 wagiielildnamstianesiitliieudsuarivsyansamsndudosd
NMINAEDUANYAUENITMUUALUUTIA0Y (Model Specification Test) laun

1) nAsnedau Panel Unit Root Test @a835v849 Levin, Lin & Chu (LLC) test (Levin et al,, 2002)

'
‘:4

4a¥33 Im-Pesaran and Shin (IPS) test (Im et al,, 2003) wu Foyaviavmiidnusiefiszdumimieduiosas 99
yi3e 52U level 1(0) vosudnni fefuTsanunsaldfoyaniuua (Panel Data)
2) M3nadeuULUUANN1S 77835 Hausman'’s specification test ladnguuuuaunsiiegluguiuy
484 Double-Log Larfiansae P-value 9nHan1sUszanaAduUssansvosilantunananaiadsagulai
wuudnaemieiunishd Fixed Effect Model
3) nAaau Serial Correlation #1835 Wooldridge wuin Lifisgaudeddgvinlvldaiunsaufias
aunfgiundnnanfenvudiasslaifisnanduiusaelududufivis (No First-Order Autocorrelation)
4) asraaevilymanuulsuniuvesimaruraaei sulailined (Heteroskedasticity) fae38nns
Wald test #ud1 wuvdiassianuuususiuvesmanurainiadeuilalia
maudludgmanunUsusiuvesianuauaained sudailined dredsnsusyanamuuuidsaes
tfovfigauuuinludululd (FGLS) muuwaRnues Just and Pope (1979) dmiunisuszanaeiladiduaiiy
wUsUsU wazAul IngUiuuaung LLag‘Uimﬂmﬁ’]ﬁ’iﬂa%‘ﬁ’lﬁﬂﬁaﬂﬂ’mﬂﬁ(ﬂLLUUﬁI”JIUﬁLﬂubLUVL(;f (FGLS) uaziile
Aedsvesiney 425.20 neadredu natadsitlilunsinweyil 51.426 dudu
NanTUsEINAUALUTRRINaREnady ALl TUTIuAIAs LA amTvesHanAnTiLansTlania

LYY

ANUGABYRIHANEn WUl gaumniiedeseUiisedutvdAgyluiamanduiuaandntny wigamgiiedesed

o Y

warAuLUTUTIWRmfindesedaglifiduddguitiduduusiiulenannuagdedenanindnidesay 19.9

(Wandnillonagaldeiiudu 10.23 d1udy YaA1AULEeYIY 4,351.40 A1UABAAT) @8AARDINUAITANY)

U
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Pakeechai et al. (2020) finun gaumgiiindeasgasigaduduusiinlenanuagydovemandndaunifindy

a

Foway 29.06 Nsvaulieddny 0.05 (Nandnillonaayideiiaudu 14.94 S1udu yaranudene 6,354.35 a1unea

o W

a1) Tunsalusunatinduazaus1eVidedanlun AN NEUAUKNANARNT1I WaZINAIULELINNAMULUTUSIUYDA

o

19

Handnd1iuduieay 2.47 Nszautiaddny 0.01 (Handndlonagaideanas 1.27 a1udu Jesiuyadiniy
Fevnals 540.09 druneaan) denmdesiun1sdine Pakeechai et al. (2020) Usunahduwazaunususiudus
WinAuEsasgvilia g denandndiunuienuduiesar 5.16 Asvduleddity 0.05 Time Trend &asaunu

o w

vaunalulagidsulunudisaaiiveddy lun1sananuidesdenaninuazanlontagaydenanin dsvu

'
o v A

foddnyi 0.01 lunsananudessonandniesas 7.74 wazanlonagadonandniosay 6.51 (Hananilena
godeanas 3.3¢ Sy Jesduyarmanudenels 1,423.49 d1uneadi) denndediuanuves Pakeechai et al.
(2020) 59137 yneluladnanuanduiuiesar 1 dwalinandndriedefiuluiosas 0.23 Aruudsuu
anas¥enas 0.14 warlonanugaidvanasiosar 0.18 Bnvdsannadasfusuuas Sinnarong et al. (2019) fi
WU fnusuwiliduna wisnsimwivelulagnsinessiaduiudsannnnuwdsusiuvemanind 19910013
Wasuwlaswesaningienna femmfanandredumhsnuilifsifesumsduaiunmsineasnsdidulous
fumsimunmaluladnisndadiufieansansgnuuazauidesiinandnazanas (Downside Risk) 91n13
Waruwasanimgfiemaiifiutuluowian uay msaisenunssainidauananssnurelonanugydenes
wandndludaiufiuinensns wiedidnlddudes Fautomuvadoyatnarsiiundedeliudinunsns o
T duusslemilumsmaununisudn

an1sasINadTYRIioaUAsuLaseHandnads Yt mnuuUsUTIuAAAB YR IHANER
wazanulomagadevestandnnieldnismanisainsiasuudasanmgiienne U%mz:mf’nl,axqmmﬁem%m
ffunandnna donadoatunsfin Pakeechai et al. (2020) NaM31 UTnaruTim LNty uazgnmgiiiia
st dwansenuidsausoySinamanaadlul 2030, 2060 way 2090 MnMsANHANTEIUNMSIUABLL AR M

Y

o1nelud 2030 wandndladsanasiosas 1.46 (ManARanad 0.75 A1ufu warAudennY 14,234.98 a1unea
&) farnudssmnauusununandnanasiesay 3.20 Tonannugydenananiiiuiuiesay 1.34 (awand
Tomagaydeniadu 0.68 S1usfu yadarandems 293,00 S1unsadn) uaslud 2050 nandndiadsanasisiosas
24.86 (WaWARAAAY 12.78 A1UFU YarIAUEeY 5,435.97 d1uneaa1) flanudeinanuulsusiunanan
anasioaz 3.60 IamammqﬁyLﬁawamamﬁnlﬁm%{uéﬁasm 1.41 @9nARIAUNUYY Sinnarong et al. (2019) Wy
Uhinalusauazguvniindvdmanssnuidsauserananinlulssndlng Tnodwmalinandniniedsanas fovas
0.56-33.77 wazanuuUsUriuvemandnfiuiuiosay 3.87-15.70 fdumhenuitivdesasathuamsinuly
Usgnaunsnsununsususileananudeaiinandninasgayde Tudsiluflegramnyan o1 Usuiasuufiu

mawzlgning Wudu

JaLauBLuL

Forauouuranmsuan1sinwasiuldin msdeuulasanmenniedinaesdwenandndniselngly
aanalantumune ALt mniinsiuasunlame mananiianasdeuasnansE nUATUAMIID1MSUBIUTEYINS
Tanegaluueu é’Qﬁ?umﬁ%’a’iuaummamwaﬁaaaﬂmiﬁﬂmﬁléﬂmmwmﬂaaUﬂaqwémﬁﬂ%’UﬁaLawwﬁi@ﬁma{j
daaaﬂsﬁniw‘tmamﬁuﬁuLLiﬂsuaﬂaﬂLﬁama‘uauawiamaﬂiwmsumm3LU?{8uLLUaaamwgﬁmmﬂ N1IATIEABU

Uszansnnuazanuilululdveannsnsuiudasing q wu malianissausemuiilasunsuiulss anuainane
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vosiiwna wagnsifiuginfinudeanine ey axlitouaidsdniifinualunisussimmansenufuauves
nawdsuidasaningfiemadenandnd wenain mammiademaasugiaussdaunasnsouuloviodiy
mseeiaziauendlafinseuaguiisafuuiuniiniisufsussmemanidn nmsfuanusmefiinan
nswasuulasanmgiennia msidedananazihlugnsiamnnlevsuagnagvéaundngiuiidaadunisii

neaswUUSduLasiiuauganguresseuuN NEnT BNy fuanmenaiuGs ULl A
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