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Tém tat: Thudc tri sau hién |a bién phap dugc sit dung thudng xuyén dé nang cao
nang suat nhung déng thdi ciing dang dat ra nhiéu ap luc doi véi stc khde ngudi nong dan
va ngudi tiéu dung. St dung mo hinh cdu trdc tuyén tinh, nghién ctu nay xem xét y dinh st
dung thudc trir sdu ctia néng dan dua trén cac ly thuyét tam ly xa hoéi. Dir liéu nghién clru dugc
khao sat tlr 362 ngudi néng dan & Quang Nam trong khoang thai gian ti thang 4 dén thang
12/2020. Két qua phan tich cho thdy, cac yéu t6 truyén thong; nhan thic Igi ich; dinh muic chu
quan; kiém soat hanh vi lam gia tang y dinh s&r dung thudc trir sdu ctia ndéng dan. Trong khi
dé, nhan thic rai ro stc khoé va chuan muc dao duc lam gidam y dinh s&r dung thudc trir sau
cla nébng dan. Ngoai ra, hé théng cac clra hang mua ban thudc trir sau tai dia phuong c6 anh
hudng y nghia dén y dinh s&r dung thudc trir sdu clia nguai ndng dan. Qua do, bai viét dé xuat
mot s6 ham y doi véi cac co quan hiru quan va ngudi nong dan tinh Quang Nam theo huéng
gidm thiéu viéc st dung thudc trir sdu hudng dén mot nén néng nghiép xanh.

Tur khoa: y dinh, thuéc trir sau, thuyét loi ich ky vong, thuyét hanh vi du dinh, thuyét
khuéch tan déi mai, néng dan, Quang Nam

Factors affecting farmers’ intention to use pesticides in Quang Nam

Abstract:Pesticideusehasbecomecommontoimprove crops’productivity;nonetheless,
it has unexpected influence on farmers and consumers’ health. By the structural equation
modeling, the study examines farmers’ intention to use pesticides based on psychosocial
theories. Research data were collected from 362 surveyed farmers in Quang Nam from April to
December 2020. Findings indicate that communication, perceived benefits, subjective norms,
and behavioral control motivate farmers’ intention of pesticide use. Meanwhile, perceived
risk on health and moral norms hampers their intention to use pesticides. In addition, local
pesticide stores have a significant effect on their intention. The article proposes implications
for related agencies and farmers in Quang Nam to minimize pesticide use towards a green
agriculture.

Keywords: intention, pesticides, expected utility theory, theory of planned behavior,
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1.Pat van dé

Thu6c trir sau dugc ngudi ndng dan st dung thudng xuyén dé diét sau bénh trong san
xuat néng nghiép ndéi chung va trong san xuat lda néi riéng, tir d6 gidp nang cao hiéu qua
san xuat (Waichman va cong su, 2007). Hién c6 khodng 2 triéu tan thudc trir sdu dugc st dung
hang nam trén toan thé gidi, trong dé Trung Qudc la nudc st dung nhiéu nhat, tiép theo la My,
Viét Nam diing thi 27 (Sharma va cong su, 2019). Mac du vay, viéc st dung thuéc trir sdu cling
da va dang gay ra rat nhiéu hé luy nghiém trong, dac biét & cac ving ndong thon clia cac nuéc
dang phat trién. Hang nam, c6 dén 3 triéu néng dan bi ngd doc thubc trir sdu nghiém trong va
25 triéu ndéng dan bingd doc nhe, dan dén khoang 180.000 ngudi tif vong & nhiing ngudi lam
noéng nghiép (Zhang va cong su, 2011). Ngoai ra, 6 nhiém du lugng thubc bdo vé thuc vat con
gdy ra nhiing tac hai nghiém trong dén méi trudng nudc, ngan can sy sinh trudng va hay hoa
cdu trdc cda hé sinh thai thiy vuc (Margni va cdng su, 2002). Theo Mayer va cong su (2019), su
hiéu biét clia cong déng lién quan dén nhan thic, niém tin, thai d6 va y dinh hanh vi vé méi
trudng la rat quan trong dé giai thich hanh vi méi trudng.

Trong nghién cttu nay ching t6i dua trén mo hinh dé xuat ctia Borges va cong su (2015),
Tinh va cong su (2019), tiép can theo hudng tich hgp thuyét lgi ich ky vong, thuyét hanh vi
du dinh va thuyét khuéch tan déi méi dé giai thich hanh vi st dung thuéc trir sdu ctia néng
dan. Nghién ctiu sé b6 sung yéu t6 vai trd clia hé thdng clra hang mua ban thudc tris sau tai
dia phuong dé giai thich y dinh stt dung thudc trir sdu trong san xuét lta clia néng dan & tinh
Quang Nam. Két qua phan tich khéng chi tim hiéu déng co, gia tri, thai dé va muc dich cua
ngudi ndng dan trong viéc sir dung thudc trir sdu ma con 1a co s& quan trong dé dé xuat cac
ham y d6i véi ndng dan, nha hoach dinh chinh sach trong viéc giam thiéu viéc st dung thuéc
trr sdu trong ndng nghiép, nham huéng dén phat trién mét nén ndng nghiép xanh.

2. Ly thuyét nghién cuu

Céac nghién cutu ly thuyét va thuc nghiém trudc day vé quyét dinh dp dung d6i mai cong
nghé trong néng nghiép clia néng dan dugc quan tam, xem xét chl yéu theo ba huéng tiép
can sau:

Cach tiép can dua trén thuyét lgiich ky vong (EUT) dugc khai xudng béi Bernoulli (1738).
Ghadim va cong su (1999) cho rang nén tang clia thuyét EUT la ndng dan so sanh cong nghé
cai tién véi cong nghé truyén thong va ap dung néu muc dé théa dung ki vong clia cong
nghé cai tién cao hon do6 thda dung ki vong clia cdng nghé truyén thong. Ngoai ra, thuyét
nay con b sung rang nhan thic cht quan ctia ngudi ndéng dan vé loi ich va rdi ro clia cai tién
anh hudng dén quyét dinh ap dung cai tién cdng nghé. Trong dé, cac rui ro kinh té déng vai
trd quan trong trong qua trinh dua ra quyét dinh. Cach tiép can dua trén gia tri, dong co cla
thuyét Igi ich ky vong da cung cap mét khuodn khé dé phan tich y dinh dp dung déi méi cong
nghé trong ndng nghiép ctia ndbng dan. Tuy nhién, ly thuyét nay chi mai xem xét nhan thuc téi
da hoa lgi ich ki vong, ma khéng xem xét vai trd cla cac yéu to tam ly xa hoi cling nhu ap luc
xa hoi lén ngudi ndng dan khi quyét dinh ap dung déi mai. Bergevoet va cong su (2004), cho
rang nhiing mé hinh kinh té la chua da dé giai thich dugc toan bd su phuc tap trong cac quyét
dinh cia ngudi néng dan, von thudng bi chi phoi béi ca hai muc tiéu kinh té va phi kinh té.

Cach tiép can dua trén thuyét hanh vi du dinh (TPB) dé giai thich hanh vi méi trudng
clia néng dan dién hinh. Cac nghién clru clia Bergevoet va cong su (2004), Lapple va céng su,
(2013), Wang va cdng su (2018), Damalas (2021) déu dong thuan rang thuyét TPB chiing minh
dugc tinh hu ich trong viéc ly gidi hanh vi cia nébng dan théng qua viéc xac dinh cac nhan
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t6 chl chét (thai do, dinh miic chd quan, nhan thic ki€m soat hanh vi). Tuy nhién, thuyét TPB
lai chua xem xét vai tro cla théng tin dén tur ban bé, phuang tién truyén thong hay can bo
khuyén néng dé giai thich hanh vi cla néng dan. Tutkun va cdng su (2006) nghién ctu két hgp
thuyét hanh vi du dinh va thuyét khuéch tan d6i méi dé giai thich hanh vi ctia ngudi ndng déan
3 Thuy Si. K&t qua dat dugc tinh kha thi cao khi 7 trong 8 méi quan hé dugc thir nghiém trong
mo hinh két hgp dugc kiém tra c6 chi sé p < 0.001 va yéu té giao ti€p trong mé hinh khuéch
tan d6i mdi cling da giai thich dugc 76% trong su bién déi trong hanh vi ti€p nhan. Mac du vay,
cdng trinh trén chi quan tam dén cac yéu t6 tam ly, kinh té - xa hoi ma khéng dé cap dén nhan
thuc cGia ndng dan vé Igi ich, rii ro ctia d6i méi cdng nghé dén quyét dinh ap dung cuta ho.

Gan day nhat, nghién clu cla Borges va cong su (2015) tiép can theo hudng tich hop
cta thuyét loi ich ky vong va thuyét tam ly xa hoi dé nghién ctu y dinh hanh vi ctia néng dan.
Nghién ctu dugc thuc hién bang viéc tdng hop cac bai bao cé ndi dung nghién ciru vé y dinh
ap dung déi méi cdng nghé trong ndng nghiép. Két qua da phan loai dugc cac bién va theo
cac nhom: niém tin; nhan thiic vé dac diém cua cai tién; y dinh, thai do; chudn muc ch quan
va nhan thuic kiém soat hanh vi; muc dich va muc tiéu ctia néng dan; cac yéu té nén bao géom
cac dac diém noéng dan, ho gia dinh, néng trai, boi cdnh canh tac va ti€p nhan théng tin hoac
qua trinh hoc. Tuy nhién, cong trinh nay lai khéng dé cap dén vai trd cla viéc lan truyén, phé
bién théng tin, ma theo Rogers (2010) viéc phd bién théng tin la giai doan dau tién cta qua
trinh 4p dung d6i mai va hon nita nghién ctiu méi chi dung lai & viéc st dung phuong phap
dinh tinh dé téng hgp dé xudt mé hinh, khung ly thuyét cho viéc y dinh ap dung déi méi ctia
noéng dan. D€ khac phuc nhugc diém nay Tinh va cdng su (2019) két hgp cé ba thuyét hanh vi
du dinh, thuyét lgi ich ky vong va thuyét khéch tan d6i mai dé giai thich y dinh ap dung déi
mdi cdng nghé trong ndng nghiép clia ndéng dan vai trudng hgp ap dung tiéu chuan VietGap
trong san xuat rau & Quang Nam va Ba Nang.

3. Phuong phap nghién ctu

3.1. M6 hinh va thang do nghién cuu

Trén co sé tiép can c6 chon loc nhiing uu diém clia caéc mé hinh TPB, EUT, IDT va mot s6
cac nghién ctiu thuc nghiém clia cac tac gia trén thé gisi nhu Bagheri va cong su (2019); Borges
va cong su (2015); Khan va cong su (2020); Tinh va cong su (2019); Wang va cdng su (2018),
nhom tac gia dé xuat mé hinh cac nhan t6 anh hudng dén y dinh st dung thudc trir sdu cho
cac mua vu tiép theo clia ndng dan tai Quang Nam. Mé hinh nay tap trung phan tich cac yéu to:

(1) Truyén théng: Theo Rogers (1995) dac di€ém cda truyén théng la tao dung va chia sé
thong tin dé hiéu biét dugc nhau. Yéu t6 thong tin dé cap dén kha nang cung cap thong tin co
lién quan cho ngudi tiéu dung mot cach hiéu qua, la lugng théng tin ma nguai tiéu dung thu
nhan dugc tir quang cdo hoac truyén miéng.

(2) Nhan thuc loi ich: Nhan thuc vé lgi ich ti viéc 4p dung déi méi cong nghé trong
néng nghiép la méi quan tam hang dau clia ngudi néng dan. Su hap dan cua lgi ich kinh té la
nguyén nhan khién 6 nhiém thudc trir sau cang tram trong (Luong Tinh, 2016).

(3) Nhan thuc rti ro vé stic khde va méi trudng: Dé cap dén nhiing nhan thiic vé tac hai
cUa thudéc trir sdu véi stc khde cho ca ngudi truc ti€p san xuat, nguai tiéu dung va méi trudng
xung quanh nhu 6 nhiém dat, nudc, cé va cac tham thuc vat khac.

(4) Binh muic cht quan: Dinh muic cht quan dé cap t6i cdm nhan cla ca nhan trudc cac
ap luc xa héi chi phéi ho phai hodc khong dugc thuc hién hanh vi nao dé (Beedell va Rehman,
2000).
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(5) Ki€ém soat hanh vi: la nhan thiic cila mét ca nhan vé su dé dang hoac kho khan trong
viéc thuc hién hanh vi cu thé; diéu nay phu thudc vao su sén cé clia cac nguédn luc va cac co
hoéi dé thuc hién hanh vi.

(6) Chuan muc dao duiic: Chuan muc dao diic dé cap dén cac quy tac dao duc (cac quy
tac hoac gia tri ndi bd) ma moi ngudi phai tuan theo.

(7)Y dinh: Theo Ajzen (1991), y dinh hanh vi bao gém cac yéu t6 ddng ca c6 thé c6 anh
hudng dén hanh vi cia méi ca nhan. Yéu t6 nay cho thay muc dé san sang hodc noé luc ma méi
ca nhan sé bo ra dé thuc hién hanh vi.

Hinh 1. Mé hinh dé xuat nghién citu

Truyén théng \ Y dinh / Dinh muc cha quan
st dung

Nhan thuc lgiich —| thudc trirsay (€1 Kiém soat hanh vi

- - — /cﬂanéngdén\ -
Rui ro suc khde va moi truong Chuan muc dao duc

Cdc gid thuyét nghién cuu:

Gia thuyét H1: C6 maéi quan hé cung chiéu gilta truyén thong véi y dinh st dung thudc
tru sau cta ndng dan trén dia ban tinh Quang Nam

Gia thuyét H2: Nhan thuc vé Igi ich khi st dung thuéc trir sau cé quan hé cung chiéu véi
y dinh s dung thuéc trir sdu clia néng dan trén dia ban tinh Quang Nam

Gia thuyét H3: Nhan thic rdi ro vé stc khoé va méi truong cé quan hé ngugc chiéu véi
y dinh s&f dung thudc trir sdu clia ndng dan trén dia ban tinh Quang Nam

Gia thuyét H4: Binh muic chll quan cé quan hé cung chiéu véiy dinh st dung thuéc tri
sau clia ndng dan trén dia ban tinh Quang Nam

Gia thuyét H5: Kiém soat hanh vi c6 quan hé cuing chiéu véiy dinh st dung thudc trir sau
clia nébng dan trén dia ban tinh Quang Nam

Gia thuyét H6: Chuan dao duic c6 quan hé ngugc chiéu véi y dinh sir dung thudc trir sdu
clia nébng dan trén dia ban tinh Quang Nam

Bang 1. Mé ta cac nhan t6 anh huéng dén y dinh sir dung thudc trir sdu ciia néng dan

Nhaén té Ky hiéu Cac bién quan sat
Thudng trao d6i thong tin vé thudc trir sdu véi cac cha dai
cCoOM1 | .\ x
ly ban thudc
Truyén . Ol A al s .
théng COM | COM2 | Thudng trao doi thong tin vé thudc tri sau véi ban bé, hang xom

Thudng xem théng tin vé thudc trir sdu qua cac trang mang
COM3 | & 2 N
bang dién thoai ca nhan
PEB1 | Thudc trir sau gitp diét sau hiéu qua
Nhan thuc PEB2 | Thudc trlr sau it tén cong lao dong
lgi ich PEB | PEB3 | Thudc tri sau gitp han ché sau bénh
PEB4 | Thudc trlr sau gilp tang ndng suat
PEB5 | Nhin chung thudc trir sdu quan trong trong ndng nghiép
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St dung thudc trir sdu trong ndng nghiép lam 6 nhiém moi

PREH1 trudng sinh thai va ddng vat hoang da
R&“ rk?1v§ PREH?2 St dung thuéc trir sau dé bi nhiém bénh tat bao gom ca
Svg mc“?ie PREH ung thu
truong PREH3 | Tich trir thudc trir sdu & nha dé gay nguy hiém cho tré nho
To6i cdm thay khong khoé vi da st dung thudc trir sau thoi
PREH4 | .
gian dai
BT Nhirng ngudi néng dan khac xac nhan viéc st dung thuoc
trir sdu dé kiém soat dich hai
. ) SBJD Néng dan st dung nhiéu thudc trir sdu hon cling thu hoach
D!Qh muc s6 lugng san pham nhiéu hon
chu quan SBJ T . L N X
Can bd khuyén néng nghi rang toi nén st dung thuoc tru
SBJ3 P .
sau dung quy dinh
Téi lam theo cach cta nhiing ngudi néng dan khac dé kiém
SBJ4 e A LA
sodt sau bénh
PBC] Néu téi st dung thudc trir sau trong thai gian tai téi ¢ du
ao quan bao ho
PBC2 Néu téi st dung thudc trir sdu trong thai gian tai viéc bao
quan, cat trit thuoc la khéng trd ngai vai toi
Néu t6i st dung thudc trir sau trong thai gian téi t6i co day
e . PBC3 . A
Kiém soat du kinh nghiém
hanh vi PBC PBCA N?’u t0i st dung thudc trir sau trong thai gian td t6i 6 day
du kién thuc
Cac clta hang ban thuéc trlir sau nam trong vung lan can va
PBC5 e 1 13
t6i de dang mua dugc
PBC6 | Va tui tién cla toi
PBC7 | Gid phu hgp véi hiéu qua diét tri sau bénh
MON1 | T6i cdm thay t6i 6i vi da si dung thubc trir sau thdi gian viia qua
Chuan MoN2 | Khi toi khong strdung thudc trir sdu téi thdy minh [a mot
dao duc | MON nong dan tot
Phun qua s6 lugng quy dinh la khéng dugc chap nhan ca
MON3 < s .,
mat phap ly va dao duic
Muc tiéu chinh cua t6i trong san xuat lda la téi da hda san
INT1
luong
INT2 | Téiluuy bdo quan thudc trir sau trong mét kho riéng
INT3 | Téi du dinh gidm viéc st dung thudc trir sdu trong canh tac
Y dinh INT4 T6i du dinh phun thudc trir sau dua trén huéng dan clia
INT chuyén gia trong thaoi gian dén
INT5 Khong c6 thubc trir sau, san xudt clia toi sé giam trong thai
gian dén
INT6 Téi chua ¢ y dinh st dung phuong phéap khac dé diét trir

sau
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3.2. Phuong phdp nghién ciru

Nghién cliu dugc tién hanh thong qua khao sat bang cau hoi trong thang 4-12/2020.
Phuong phap ldy mau thuan tién nham muc tiéu dat dugc kich ¢c6 mau du I6n dé dam bao
tinh phu hgp cho mét nghién ctu dinh lugng. Mé hinh do ludng gém 32 bién quan sat, theo
Hair va cong su (2010) thi kich thudc mau can thiétlan = 160 (32 x 5). D€ dat dugc kich thuéc
mau dé ra, c6 400 bang cau héi dugc phat ra tai Thi xa Dién Ban; huyén Duy Xuyén va thanh
phé Hoi An. Két qua thu thap dugc 385 phiéu phan hoi, trong d6 cé 362 phiéu dat yéu cau.
Daéi tuong dugc khao sat la lao ddng néng nghiép chinh trong hé gia dinh. D liéu dugc nhap
va phan tich trén phan mém SPSS 20 va AMOS 20. Tat ca cac quan sat déu st dung thang do
Likert 5 muc d6, tu (1) rat khong dong y dén (5) rat dong y.

4. Két qua phan tich

4.1. Bdic trung ciia mdu nghién ciu

Qua thong tin diéu tra va s6 liéu thi cap déu cho thay, cac ho san xuat la 3 Quang Nam
chi san xuat 2 vu/nam (Dong Xuan va Heé Thu) con lai cac hd chi yéu bo dat tréng, day cling
la thai diém mua |G & mién Trung Viét Nam noi chung va Quang Nam ndi riéng. Mdi vu ngudi
nong dan phai st dung binh quan 4 1an thubc tri sau dé diét trir cac loai sau bénh nhu: bo tri,
sau cuon la nho, sau duc than 2 cham, ray nau, bénh dau én. Phan 1én dap vién trong nghién
cliu nam trong dé tudi 40 - 50 c6 278 ngudi, chiém 76,79%; con lai 84 ngudi co do tudi trén 50,
chiém 23,21%. Vé giéi tinh, da s6 lao ddng néng nghiép chinh cta ho dugc héi la nlt ¢ 245
chiém 67,67%, con lai la nam gidi c6 117 chiém 32,32%, két qua khao sat nay cho thay nhiing
ngudi lam néng nghiép tai Quang Nam chd yéu van la phu ni. Dién tich dat trong lta cta ho
trung binh méi ho 8 sao, hé c6 quy mé dat san xuat lda it nhat 1a 3 sao, nhiéu nhat la 14 sao,
cac ho cé dién tich nhiéu chl yéu la di thué lai ruéng tur cac hé khac (1 sao Trung Bé = 500 m?,
1 sao Bac B6 =300 m?, 1 sao Nam BO = 1000 m?). Kinh nghiém san xuat lda cia nguai lao dong
néng nghiép chinh trong hé la trung binh 27 ndm, I6n nhat la 50 nam, thap nhat 10 nam. Trinh
dé hoc van clia ngudi lao dong néng nghiép chinh trong hé chli yéu la trung hoc co sé nhiéu
nhat, v6i 178 ngudi chiém 49,2%; ti€p dén la ti€u hoc c6 156 ngudi, chi€ém 43,1%; con lai 28
ngudi la c6 bang trung hoc phé théong. Trinh dé hoc van tuong déi thap sé anh huéng rat nhiéu
dén nhan thic rdi ro ciing nhu dp dung cac tién bd ky thuat trong san xuat lta cia néng dan.

4.2. Luong héa cdc nhén té anh huéng

Dé lugng héa cac nhan t6 anh hudng dén y dinh st dung thudc trir sdu ctia néng dan
tinh Quang Nam nghién ctiu tién hanh mét s6 budc nhu sau:

Hé s6 tin cay Cronbach’s Alpha thudng duoc dung dé do ludng muc dd chat ché cac
muc hoi trong thang do cé su tuong quan véi nhau va doi hoi phai cé téi thiéu la ba bién
do ludng. Nghién cudu tién hanh kiém dinh tiing thanh phan trudc khi phan tich nhan té.
Bi€n co hé s6 tuong quan bién - téng < 0,3 sé bi loai. Tiéu chudn chon thang do c6 do tin cay
Cronbach’s Alpha tlr 0,6 tra 1én (Nunnally, 1978). Két qua chay Cronbach’s Alpha clia 7 yéu to
dugc trinh bay trong bang 2 c6 thang do dam bao chat luong.

Sau d6, chung téi thuc hién phan tich nhan t6 kham pha va phan tich nhan t6 khang
dinh CFA dé xac dinh, kiém nghiém va diéu chinh cac mé hinh do ludng mot cach doc lap. Két
qua phan tich CFA c6 Chisquare/df=1,539; GFI=0,899; TLI=0,964; CFI=0,968; RMSEA=0,039,
chiing td mé hinh thang do cac yéu t6 anh hudng dén y dinh st dung thudc trir sdu clia néng
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dan pht hop véi dix liéu ctia thi trudng. Tuy nhién, céc chi s6 GFI = 0,899 <0,9, do vay, can cai
thién mo théng qua stra d6i cac chi s6 trong MI (Schumacker et al., 2004). Két qua CFA lan thu
hai nhu sau: Chisquare/df=1,508; GFI=0,901; TLI=0,966 CFI=0,970; RMSEA=0,038. Tiép theo
chung téi thuc hién cac kiém dinh nhu: d6 tin cay téng hop Composite Reliability (CR)> 0,7;
tinh hoi tu Convergent Validity (AVE)> 0.5 va tinh phan biét Discriminant Validity (MSV) < AVE
trong phan tich nhan t6 khang dinh (CFA) cho thay cac yéu t6 déu dat yéu cau vé do tin cy.

Bang 2. Két qua kiém dinh dé tin cay cha cac thang do

Sé bién S6 bién DG tin cay Gié tri
quan sat quan sat a CR AVE MSV latn
PBC 7 0904 | 0904 | 0,575 | 0,180
PEB 5 0917 | 0920 | 0,697 | 0,228
SBJ 4 0,890 | 0,892 | 0,676 | 0,389
PREH 4 0,883 | 0,883 | 0,654 | 0,286 | Datyéucau
coMm 3 0893 | 0897 | 0,743 | 0,183
MON 3 0842 | 0844 | 0,644 | 0,389
INT 6 0,901 | 0904 | 0,612 | 0,241

Nguén: Két qua diéu tra ngm 2020
K&t qua SEM thu dugc: Chisquare/df=1,508; GFI=0,901; TLI=0,966; CFI=0,970;
RMSEA=0,038 chiing té mé hinh thang do cac yéu t6 anh hudng dén y dinh si dung thudc tris
sau cla nong dan phu hgp véi dir liéu cta thi trudng.
Bang 3. K&t qua kiém dinh méi quan hé nhan qua giita cac khai niém
trong mé hinh ly thuyét chinh thuic

Estimate S.E. CR. P Label
INT | <--- PBC 110 .050 2.181 .029
INT | <--- PEB 211 .052 4,088 wH*
INT | <--- SBJ .146 074 1.981 .048
INT | <--- MON -.182 .092 -1.993 .046
INT | <--- CcCOM .185 .047 3.940 *x
INT | <--- PREH -.158 074 -2.138 .033

Ghi chu: *** (P < 0.001)
Nguén: Két qua diéu tra ngm 2020

Nhu vay, cac bién truyén théng, nhan thic loi ich, dinh muic cht quan, kiém soat hanh vi,
déu c6 tac déng cling chiéu, riéng khai niém nhan thuic rai ro vé stic khde va moi trudng, chuan
muc dao duc co tac ddéng ngugc chiéu dén y dinh st dung thudc trir sdu va déu cé y nghia
théng ké (p<0,05). Chinh vi vay, két qua kiém dinh trén cho thay nghién ctu nay cung cap bang
chiing thuc nghiém dé khang dinh va b6 sung mé hinh ly thuyét ctia Borges va cong su (2015).

Gia thuyét H1 tuyén bo rang nhan t6 truyén théng cé quan hé clng chiéu véi y dinh s
dung thudc trir sdu trong san xuat lta cta néng hd. Pang nhu mong dai, két qua phan tich
c6 B =0,185 va p <0,001 cho thdy ngudi ndbng dan cang cé méi quan hé giao tiép thong qua
cac kénh nhu trao déi vai cac cha dai ly ban thuéc, ban be, nhiing hé xung quanh, hay thudng
xem thong tin vé thudc trlr sdu qua cac trang mang bang dién thoai ca nhan thi cang cé y dinh
st dung thudc trir sdu trong san xuat lda. Dac biét, vdi su tién bd clia cong nghé thong tin
thi viéc ti€p can cac thong tin vé thudc trir sau la rat dé dang véi cac nong dan. Trong mot s
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trudng hop, cac dai ly ban thuéc bao vé thuc vat 1a don vi duy nhat cé thé cung cap théng tin
cho nhiing ngudi néng dan cé dan tri thap (Fan va cdng su, 2015). Qua dé ham y rdng, cac nha
ban 1é thuéc bao vé thuc vat cling phai dugc gido duc, dao tao va giam sat dé nang cao kha
nang cung cap thong tin rd rang va tiéu chuan cho néng dan (Jin va cong su, 2017)

Nhu du kién, hé s6 bién thién trong nhan thic loi ich khi stt dung thuéc trir sau la duong
va c6 y nghia thong ké (3 =0,211 va p < 0,001). Thuc té cling da cho thay rang hién nay thudc
trir sdu ngay cang dugc sir dung phé bién va dong vai trd quan trong trong san xuat néng
nghiép b&i né gilp tdng nang suat, tiét kiém suc lao dong, thuc hién dung thai vu. Suhap dan
cua lgi ich kinh té 1a nguyén nhan khién & nhiém thudc trir sdu cang tram trong (Luong Tinh,
2016). Chinh vi vay, ngusi ndng dan thudng bo qua cac rti ro, hudng dan bao vé khi st dung
thu6c bao vé thuc vat, ho chi quan tam dén lgi ich, ma khéng quan tam dén suc khde va moi
truong (Thuy va céng sy, 2012).

Nhan thuc rui ro vé stic khde va méi trudng cé tac dong ngugc chiéu vaéi y dinh st dung
thudc co y nghia théng ké (B =-0,158 va p < 0,05). Nhiéu nghién ctiu cling da chi ra rang viéc
lam dung thuéc trir sau khéng nhiing tan pha méi trudng ma con gay ra cac hau qua nghiém
trong doi véi stic khde cho ca nguai truc tiép san xuat, nguai tiéu dung va moi trudng xung
quanh nhu 6 nhiém dat, nudc, co va cac tham thuc vat khac (Aktar va cong su, 2009) dac biét
gay cac bénh ung thu (Bassil va cong su, 2007).

DPinh muc chd quan c6 méi quan hé cung chiéu véi y dinh st dung thudc trir sau clia
Ngudi ndng dan trong tuong lai (B = 0,146 va p < 0,05). Nhitng ngudi néng dan khac xac nhan
viéc st dung thudc trir sdu dé ki€ém soat dich hai (Khan va cdng su, 2020) st dung nhiéu thudc
trir sdu han cling thu hoach s6 lugng san pham nhiéu hon (Sharma va cong su, 2019).

Gia thuyét H5 tuyén b6 rang nhan té kiém soat hanh vi cé quan hé cing chiéu véiy dinh
st dung thuéc trir sdu ctia ndng dan. Két qua phan tich cho thady c6 B =0,11 va p <0,05. Khi
ngudi néng dan cdm thay tu tin, c6 day dd kinh nghiém, cé d do quan bao hé thi ho cang co6
y dinh s&r dung thudc trir sdu trong san xuat lta trong thai gian téi. K&t qua nay ciing phu hgp
vGi Bagheri va cong su (2019), Wang va cong su (2018). Ngoai ra, nghién clu nay con phat hién
ra rang cac ctfa hang ban thudc trir sdu nam trong vung lan can la ca s& quan trong giup giai
thich y dinh st dung thuéc trlir sau cia néng dan trong thaoi gian téi.

Chudn muc dao ddc déng vai trd quan trong vé trach nhiém, bén phan cldia ngudi néng
dan véi cong déng, véi méi trudng (B =-0,182 va p < 0,05). Nhu ky vong, nhan té chuan muc dao
durc cé quan hé ngugc chiéu véiy dinh st dung thudc trir sau cia ndng dan. Két qua nay phu
hop vai Khan va cong su (2020). Chudn muc dao dc gidi thich cho nhimng cadm giac t6i 16i vi da
st dung thudc trir sau hay khi khéng st dung thudc trir sdu ho thay minh la mot néng dan tot.

5. Két luan va ham y chinh sach

Muc tiéu clia nghién cttu nay la giai thich cdc nhan t6 tac dong dén y dinh st dung thudc
trif sau clia nong dan dua trén cac ly thuyét tam ly xa hoi. K&t qua nghién clu cho thay, cac
yéu té truyén thong; nhan thic loi ich; dinh muic cht quan; kiém soat hanh vi va hé théng cac
clra hang mua ban thudc trur sau tai dia phuong lam gia tang y dinh s& dung thuéc trir sau
cta néng dan. Trong khi do, nhan thic rai ro stic khoé va chuan muc dao duc lam gidm y dinh
st dung thudc trir sau ctia nong dan. Nghién clu trong tuong lai can mé rong ra trong pham
vi cac tinh thanh cda Viét Nam nham khang dinh, phat hién va diéu chinh cac bién s c6 anh
hudng dén y dinh st dung thuéc trir sdu cia ngudi néng dan cho cac mua vu trong tuong lai.
Trén co s& d6, nghién ctiu dé xuat mot s6 ham y d6i véi cac co quan hitu quan va ngudi nong
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dan tinh Quang Nam nham gidm thi€u viéc st dung thudc trir sdu va hudng dén phat trién
mot nén ndng nghiép xanh nhu sau:

Tha nhat, dé giam thiéu y dinh st dung thudc trir sdu cGia néng dan Quang Nam, cac co
quan chuic nang can kiém soat thi trudng thudc trir sdu théng qua cac quy dinh chat ché cua
cac cap chinh quyén tir trung uong dén dia phuong. Bén canh dé, viéc cac nha ban lé thuéc
bao vé thuc vat cling can phai dugc gido duc, dao tao va giam sat dé nang cao kha nang cung
cap thong tin rd rang va tiéu chuan cho néng dan (Jin va cong su, 2017).

Thu hai, cling theo két qua nghién clu trén dé ngudi ndng dan giam thiéu hodc it nhat
st dung thudc trir sdu theo dung quy trinh trudc hét can nang cao nhan thiic cia ngudi néng
dan vé tac hai cla thudc trir sau, thdng qua cac hoi nong dan, hoi phu nit trong viéc tuyén
truyén, van dong. Bén canh do6, ngudi néng dan ciing phai tich cuc tham gia tap huéan ciing
nhu theo déi cac chuong trinh néng nghiép trén cac phuong tién théng tin dai chding nham
tich Iy kinh nghiém cling nhu nang cao dugc nhan thuic ctia ban than (Luong Tinh, 2016).

Thu ba, két qua trén con chi ra rang, ngudi ndng dan thudng boé qua cac rui ro, hudéng
dan bao vé khi sit dung thudc bao vé thuc vat, ho chi quan tam dén lgi ich, ma khéng quan
tam dén sutic khoe va méi trudng (Thuy va cong su, 2012) bdi nhiéu nguyén nhan trong do cé
vai trd quan trong cla thudc trir sdu ma khéng thé bé qua trong san xuat néng nghiép nhu
gilp tang nang suat, tiét kiém stic lao déng, thuc hién ding thai vu. Chinh vi vdy, can phat huy
vai tro clia can bo khuyén néng hudng dan st dung thuéc trir sau theo nguyén tac 4 ding:
dung thuéc, dung liéu lugng, ddng ldc va dldng cach.

Cuéi cung, Chinh quyén dia phuong can tuyén truyén viéc st dung thudc trir sdu phai di
déi véi kiém soat, nhac nhd ngudi dan vé nhiing khau, nhiing giai doan chua ding theo quy
dinh dé€ nang cao hiéu qua viéc st dung thudc trir sau, gay dugc long tin & ngudi néng dan.
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Phan phu luc:
Phu luc 1. Két qua uéc lugng SEM

FBCE
PBCT o

PBCo 65 chiquare/df 1.508
PBCe PBC rmsea 38
BBt d cfi .970
FBC3 gfi 901

PBCA 3 i -966
PEBS

s,

ppppp
PREH3
nnnnn

Phu luc 2. Regression Weights: (Group number 1 - Default model)

Estimate S.E. CR. P Label

INT <-- | PBC 110 .050 2.181 .029
BOINT |<--—- | PEB 211 .052 4.088 i
INT <-- | SBJ .146 .074 1.981 .048
INT <--- | MON -.182 .092 -1.993 .046
INT <--- | COM .185 .047 3.940 i
INT <--- | PREH -.158 .074 -2.138 .033
PBC6 |<-—- | PBC 1.000

PBC5 |<-—- | PBC .989 .061 16.311 i
PBC7 |<-— | PBC 931 .063 14.794 i
PBC3 < | PBC .893 .059 15.014 i
PBC1 < | PBC .889 .058 15.261 *EE
PBC2 < | PBC 871 .058 15.005 i
PBC4 < | PBC 922 .062 14.893 *xE
INT6 <--- | INT 1.000

INT2 <-—- | INT 995 .046 21.860 wHH
INT3 <-— | INT 923 .048 19.118 *xx
INT1 <-— | INT .786 .048 16.252 *H*
INT4 < | INT .885 .051 17.362 *xx
INT5 <-— | INT 743 .055 13.564 *x*
PEB2 |<-—- | PEB 1.000

PEB4 |<-—- | PEB .885 .037 24.067 *x¥
PEB3 |<-—- | PEB .946 .042 22.338 *x%
PEB5 |<-- | PEB .880 .048 18.396 i
PEB1 <--- | PEB .852 .047 18.099 i
SBJ4 <--- | SBJ 1.000

SBJ1 <--- | SBJ .984 .049 20.257 i
SBJ2 <--- | SBJ .975 .050 19.415 i
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Estimate S.E. CR. P Label
SBJ3 <-- | SBJ .846 .054 15.666 Fxx
PREH2 |<--- | PREH 1.000
PREH3 |<-- | PREH 960 .053 17.960 Fxx
PREH1 |<--- | PREH .929 .054 17.299 i
PREH4 |<-- | PREH 930 .055 16.984 Fxx
COM2 |<--- | COM 1.000
COM3 |<--- | COM .832 .039 21.183 Fx%
COM1 |<--- | COM .886 .045 19.480 Fxx
MON2 |<-- | MON 1.000
MON1 |<-- | MON 934 .058 16.042 Fxx
MON3 |<--- | MON 962 .064 15.113 Fxx
CMIN
Model NPAR CMIN DF P CMIN/DF
Default model 86 666.586 442 .000 1.508
Saturated model 528 .000 0
Independence model 32 7886.835 496 .000 15.901
RMR, GFI
Model RMR GFI AGFI PGFI
Default model 031 901 .881 754
Saturated model .000 1.000
Independence model 254 221 171 .208
Baseline Comparisons
NFI RFI IFI TLI
Model Delta1l rho1 Delta2 rho2 CFl
Default model 915 .905 .970 966 970
Saturated model 1.000 1.000 1.000
Independence model .000 .000 .000 .000 .000
FMIN
Model FMIN FO LO 90 HI 90
Default model 1.846 622 441 .826
Saturated model .000 .000 .000 .000
Independence model 21.847 20.473 19.686 21.279
RMSEA
Model RMSEA LO 90 HI 90 PCLOSE
Default model .038 .032 .043 1.000
Independence model .203 .199 .207 .000




