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The research on the Economic factors affecting the agricultural economic
structure of Laos this time has brought the collected data to summarize, interpret,
consider, select, and analyze the inferential statistics to find the parameter value of
the regression equation using the Ordinary Least Square method of the economic
factors affecting the agricultural economic structure of Laos through the Statistic

The results of the research found: Changes in the agricultural economic
structure of Lao PDR from 2006-2023. The GDP value of the agricultural sector of
Lao PDR has a total value of 28,602.21 million US dollars, accounting for 17.92%
of the GDP of Lao PDR. The year with the greatest increase is 2012, which
increased from 1,190.62 million US dollars, equal to 58.59%. This is because in
that year the government of the Lao PDR has taken measures and policies to
stimulate the economy continuously so that various investment projects are
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implemented according to the plan, and the year in which the GDP value of the
agricultural sector has decreased the most is the year 2022, which has decreased to
25.58% and decreased to only 1,360.18 million US dollars. In addition, the research

results on the economic factors affecting the total agricultural production
productivity of the Lao PDR also found that the value of foreign direct investment
(FDI), the degree of openness of the country (TO), and the labor force ratio (LST)
have a relationship in the same direction with the agricultural productivity of the
Lao PDR (Agr) with a statistical significance of 0.05 and 0.10, respectively; the
public sector expenditure (GE) and the inflation rate (Inf) are not statistically

significant.
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299 2UU 210 Wudy wax ﬁjgsmésjﬁuﬂ‘mmuﬁuaﬁﬂesj
(Chokpaisansin, 2002) zﬁs’”ﬁmﬁmjoﬁu Analysis of factor
productivity changes total production in Thailand «2g &y
naudunsigsy (Limtanakool, 2020). Hiduadangofiv

Factors attributing to Singapore's economic development:
The Developmental State Model explanation 1191t G

srfivwo UntadigvoivarnyuniuiuingeusSonzwi
Yo tamuezdan tdenniudaniuécgd, veluuwgsiuge
oyuNWAIAL 1z velowisniinnzSuwzansuuzyn
S3BunsivgodivesdonzwwduniuosSnuouaou
c§jUzcmoaom‘ﬂnmzm’z’m‘mﬁjma‘cUaTJS.Uf]ﬁuaomﬁ’no
ingctintuladdioniasdudulnnanzfocuudy
3.

3. 80mFouNIRIwsyg (LST) Joorusdiuiudia
nynyofiviulnguznsugnnzfinfunzdnize) Ul 210
(Agr) g130001018U13= T8, tw1wn0IUd1 HannSam
2ouN1Rus U Jucyy Wody tnopdaldduota
aduiitide luuuiaeeIfsi wwditudnlilazneu
monzRndiunsSnige] gUU a1 Wudy car Tung
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Agfiugu. céjgsnésj hu ﬁuynmum"’ﬁﬂﬁo‘té Huoue
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(3nfisy NerdiBudaditlagznsunnzRndaunsgna
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(Udomwong, 2006) AAuadan jofiu Study of the

characteristics and production factors supporting the
growth of the Gross Provincial Product (GPP): A case

study of Kamphaengphet Province. tdoziuigor Jntaniu
war UntausIiudovcaidovingifiutuniunsAu s
grSnnzwwsouaougelneofuln, S3iiu $3n0ulniy
$38.0 U SnwduyurSnnzuuniuer Sneedntagoiiv
QEOYUIINNY (T WeInnzwwnuezdnesdntagzsiv
groyuaInes3 Youlsnuianiwdnaudduniy
fionzuguuzwwesI U tRezeI0.
5. YU
Buniuduada gzwiunivdyuadylaguznay
(ronzindwunzdnize) aUd 210 whtausd 2006-2023
UINFzPU i1 Yyus GDP gxuoununednize) sUU
210 Syuaaouidingiu 28,602.21 Swlnaigzmedn nou
(81 17.92% 293 GDP U a10; I SnudiuBumsena
8: U 2012 c§jcﬁu§mm 1,190.62 d1wlnaigzmedn i
fu 58.59% HybAciegamar WidMmoSanzuiu FUU
Q10 thdmnnzn car vxloviwnzongndanzfindag
Aoy EntditunatagniudyfuangginsodusGooniu
aeuinIbntd war DHLUAT GDP 2zamuyniunzdn g0
J9mrundioy wlud 2022 cé’ju,gncﬁj 25.58% gndydiswy)
1,360.18 1wlna1gzar3n. venani funawduadmso
fudatanmieansRndididudusSonswwnives3a
nzdMmuouaouge) VY 210 IWINITUIGDT Yua
nudgnuloufignagdzann (FDI), asduniudodzinn
(TO) ez Somigounidwsygau (LST) Jaorwsiiulunn
n1ynJoRufivuzdnnzwivduniuuzdonzdnigs) sud
219 (Agr) d3Dn01ugEiunyReHEH 0.05 €az 0.10 (1w
A0y, 90U AWVWINAN (GE) 1Az §nmc§’uc§1 (Inf) ccw
HDnorudtiunggeda.
6 £30ut)
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Mm0Ea13d 3.1: zwwnuducdindesnsunnzindunzdinige) sUU 210

i S0gou GDP 2zwougnednin
Year (miII%aPUS$) G([r)nF;|ﬁgrr1lfJuslt$u)re et zua) GDP a0 Uj
2006 3,338.09 709.66 - 0.2126
2007 4,184.15 883.24 24.46 0.2111
2008 5,217.59 1,005.39 13.83 0.1927
2009 5,490.32 1,063.02 5.73 0.1936
2010 3,901.20 1,154.09 8.57 0.2958
2011 4,154.26 1,190.62 3.17 0.2866
2012 10,180.41 1,888.26 58.59 0.1855
2013 11,215.56 1,980.53 4.89 0.1766
2014 11,786.68 2,014.41 1.71 0.1709
2015 12,486.32 2,060.15 2.27 0.1650
2016 13,315.65 2,109.41 2.39 0.1584
2017 13,939.49 2,126.07 0.79 0.1525
2018 14,585.02 2,119.32 -0.32 0.1453
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2019 14,828.93 2,068.25 -2.41 0.1395
2020 14,361.02 1,961.85 -5.14 0.1366
2021 13,513.62 1,827.72 -6.84 0.1353
2022 10,160.46 1,360.18 -25.58 0.1339
2023 8,104.47 1,080.04 -20.60 0.1333

M0ER1R 3.2 yuan, DEuducyy caz F0gou GDP excounut1gnaiu GDP exkmingdmaoues) SUU 210

esiuIyYn

9 t9 waz ; % Uatd % dely | % (B)/

23380 Juad) (B) Jjuudy (C) Ujuadl | (A)/ GDP GDP | (C)/ GDP

(A) nzdm nzdm nedm
2006 551.18 - 73.31 - 85.16 - 77.67 10.33 12.00
2007 665.64 20.77 121.44 65.65 96.16 12.91 75.36 13.75 10.89
2008 757.9 13.86 139.23 14.65 | 108.25 12.58 75.38 13.85 10.77
2009 868.51 14.59 52.65 (62.18) | 141.86 31.04 81.70 4.95 13.34
2010 936.34 7.81 72.65 37.98 145.1 2.28 81.13 6.3 12.57
2011 960.91 2.62 90.76 2493 | 138.95 (4.24) 80.71 7.62 11.67
2012 1,643.79 71.07 112.01 2341 | 132.46 (4.67) 87.05 5.93 7.02
2013 1,742.78 6.02 118.37 568 | 119.38 (9.87) 88.00 5.98 6.03
2014 1,561.06 (10.43) 176.42 49.04 | 276.93 131.97 77.49 8.76 13.75
2015 1,609.37 3.09 161.22 (8.62) | 289.56 4.56 78.12 7.83 14.06
2016 1,661.46 3.24 150.25 (6.80) | 297.69 2.81 78.76 7.12 14.11
2017 1,694.51 1.99 130.56 (13.11) | 301.00 111 79.70 6.14 14.16
2018 1,685.65 (0.52) 128.05 (1.92) | 305.62 1.53 79.54 6.04 14.42
2019 1,628.09 (3.41) 126.3 (1.37) | 313.86 2.70 78.72 6.11 15.18
2020 1,530.34 (6.00) 123.02 (2.60) 308.5 (1.71) 78.00 6.27 15.72
2021 1,420.01 (7.21) | 115.74 (5.91) | 291.97 (5.36) 77.69 6.33 15.97
2022 1,054.75 (25.72) 85.99 (25.71) | 219.44 (24.84) 77.54 6.32 16.13
2023 837.06 | (20.64) | 6881 | (19.98) | 174.17 | (20.63) 77.50 6.37 16.13

IR YU: NEVINIVITY FUU Q719 T 1Nnnauoudiou Microsoft office excel 2022
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mnzan 3.3: BunudmazdotanRoneinnidbualnjysnsunnzindiunsdnigs) sUU 210

Coefficients?

R Square = 0.705
Adjusted R Square = 0.582
Durbin-Watson = 1.585
Sum of Squares = 0.721
F=5.735
Sig = 0.006

Model Unstandardized Coefficients Standardized t Sig.
Coefficients
B Std. Error Beta
(Constant) 1.431 0.713 2.007 0.068
InFDI 0.370 0.130 1.071 2.855™" 0.014
L InTO 0.367 0.168 0.626 2.185™ 0.049
InGE 0.016 0.108 0.048 0.151 0.883
LST 1.144 0.572 0.519 1.999" 0.069
Inf -0.012 0.082 -0.044 -0.151 0.883
R =0.840

a. Dependent Variable: InAgr
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