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Abstract 

Dairy farming can be considered as a direct source of income that plays a vital role in poverty 
alleviation through employment generation, Dairy farmers may face different constraints to run 
their farming activities. The study has been conducted to find the major problems and level of the 
challenges confronted by the dairy farmers, to measure the variations in the level of challenges 
confronted by the farmers belonging to different socioeconomic characteristics, and to show the 
associations between such levels of challenges and the demographic characteristics of farmers. 
An empirical assessment was made in the study where the Raina II block of Purba-Bardhaman 
district of West Bengal was taken as the study area. To collect the primary data a field survey was 
undertaken through a structured questionnaire. The objectives of the study were fulfilled by 
computation of Problem Relevancy Score (PRS), Problem Facing Score (PFS), and by application 
of binary logistic regression model and non-parametric test statistics like Kruskal-Wallis H test, 
Mann-Whitney Utest, and Pearson’s Chi-square test. The findings of the study confirmed the 
significant impacts of the size of the farm, social participation, and nature of the occupation of the 
farmers on PFS as well as on variations in their level of the problem facing. 79 percent of farmers 
were scored as they faced a high level of problems. The major challenges confronted by farmers 
in the study area can be reduced by making special attention to controlling the high cost of feeds 
and medicine and by properly activating some supportive facilities like veterinary, training 
facilities, etc. 

Keywords: Constraints, Dairy farmers, Raina II 



Business Spectrum (ISSN: 2249-4804)                       Volume XI, No I                              January-June 2021 

An Open Access Fully Referred Peer Reviewed Journal (Online): IAA (South Bengal Branch) 
www.iaasouthbengalbranch.org 

   
 

1. Introduction 

Agricultural progress plays a vital role in the Indian economy (Arjun, 2013). Dairy farming has 
been considered an important aspect of agricultural activities for thousands of years to alleviate 
poverty, reduce unemployment, accelerate economic growth, develop socio-economic growth, 
promote income-generating activities, etc. It has an important role to generate daily income, self-
dependency, and food security for the farmers in rural areas (Jaklic et al., 2014). An interaction 
between livestock farming and crop cultivation has been found (Singh & Kishore, 2004; Kumar & 
van Dam, 2013). The by-products from various grains produced through agriculture are used as 
input in dairy farming. In the same tune, animal feces and urines are used as inputs in crop 
cultivation by farmers in order to improve soil fecundity of agricultural land (Singh & Kishore, 
2004; Kumar and van Dam, 2013). In this context, India has ranked the 1st position in milk 
production as well as consumption with a remarkable contribution (23 percent) to global 
production (Hegde, 2006). The top milk-producing states of India are Uttar Pradesh (14.9%), 
Rajasthan (14.6%), Gujarat (7.6%), and Andra Pradesh (7%) (www.investindia.gov.in). Dairy 
farming has restored its progress because it provides essential nutrients to meet the regular 
increasing demand for milk more efficiently than other agricultural sectors.  

But ,the dairy farming system has confronted some major constraints that interrupt the inclusive 
growth and progress of dairy farming in India. Constraints are some causes that prohibit a 
particular course of action. Dairy farming has faced many problems like low productivity of the 
animals, large population of livestock and it creates a problem with land allocation, high cost, and 
scarcity of food and fodder, mediocre quality in cow’s milk, the difficulty in discarding aged cows, 
etc (Samal&Pattanaik, 2014; Dhindsa et al., 2014). The level of challenges confronted by dairy 
farmers can be affected by their demographic and socio-economic statuses like age, gender, marital 
status, educational qualification, experience, size of the farm, nature of the occupation, type of 
finance, etc. (Bickerstaff, 2004; Paul & Chandel, 2010; Singh et al., 2012). 

Considering these facts, the study was made to address the level and variations in constraints 
confronted by the dairy farmers. The remainder of the study is divided into another seven sections. 
The section 2 is devoted to a survey of relevant literature, section 3 is focused on the objectives of 
the study, the data sources and methodology are explained in section 4, section 5 highlighted the 
conceptual framework, section 6 exhibited the result and discussion, section 7 presented the 
conclusion and recommendation and section 8 expressed the limitations of the study.    

 

2. Review of Relevant Literature 
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The importance of dairy farming in Indian economy may consider as an interesting issue in 
research fields. Besides, the level of constraints faced by the dairy farmers may create special 
attention in this context. Some of the related literature can be enumerated below. 

The rising demand of milk was cited as a major motivator for dairy farming(Nicholson et al., 
1999). Dairy farming has a significant role in women’s empowerment (Shefner‐Rogers et al., 
1998). But, the dairy farmers have faced several constraints which create barriers to their 
development (Mohapatra et al., 2012). If the constraints are clearly identified, the dairy farmers 
become very helpful to overcome the constraints by adopting different technologies on their farms 
(Rathod et al., 2014). The poor knowledge about milk production, poor cattle sheds, and lack of 
information about animal nutrition was detected as the major challenges of dairy farming (Thorat& 
Kulkarni, 1994; Mustafa et al., 2004; Kumar et al., 2011). The study by Radder & Bhanj (2011) 
mentioned that most farmers were not getting a fair price for milk production. The input cost of 
feed had a significant influence on increasing the total production cost of milk (Saravanakumara 
& Jain, 2009). Buffalo milk was always more pricey than cow milk. But owning a buffalo resulted 
in a negative return due to having more maintenance costs for buffalo like fodder, shed, feed, and 
labor costs (Shah, 2012; Meena & Jain, 20012). 

In the southern region, Karnataka Dairy Development Project resulted in an increase in milk 
output. Farmers were able to raise the size of their livestock and their investment in cattle as a 
result of the project. The farmers replaced the indigenous milch animal with the crossbred animals 
under this project (Alderman, 1987). Another study in the southern region was conducted to 
measure the profitability of the dairy industry using Z score analysis in Andhra Pradesh. According 
to the findings of the study, four dairy units were financially sound out of five (HimaBindu & 
Subrahmanyam, 2012). A study in Maharashtra of the western region was carried out to show the 
strength of cooperative unions. The study showed a successful performance of the union in dairy 
production and marketing services (Rathod et al., 2011). Another study expressed that the shortage 
of veterans, medical services and high amount of feed cost were considered as the major challenges 
confronted by the farmers in Maharashtra (Rathod et al., 2012). Besides, deficiency of green feed 
and insufficient technical services were the important challenges confronted by dairy farmers at 
Nagpur of Maharashtra (Patil et al., 2009). The study made by Patel, 2005 in Gujarat revealed that 
the procurement costs made up the majority of the total cost of milk production in the dairy 
business as the result of increasing transportation costs year by year, and processing costs were 
considered the second largest cost. The farmers of Haryana of the north region also suffered from 
the high cost of feeds and the most lucrative sector was shown to be ice cream production 
compared to the other milk-based products in that state (Chauhan et al., 2006). A study in Bihar 
of the north-central region showed that large farmers preferred crossbred cows rather than local 
cows and buffalos, whereas the small farmers preferred the local cows and buffalos over crossbred 
cows. The low productivity of milks was caused by the rise in farm size. The farm size, the 
experience of farmers, and the season had a significant impact on milk manufacture. Moreover, 
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the study also expressed that the milk manufacturing capability in urban regions was more than 
that of the rustic regions due to the high cost of feeds and fixed costs (Singh et al., 2012). The poor 
performance of Assam in the northeast east region was found due to lack of demand for milk and 
the difficulty in obtaining it, absence of a proper collection center of incentives other than price, 
etc. (Sirohi et al., 2009). Khoveio (2012) performed a study in Nagaland that revealed the major 
constraints of farmers were costly feeds, lack of green ensilage, cheap price of milk, delay in 
payments, etc. A study on selected three states (Assam, Tripura, and Manipur) of the northeast-
east region revealed that the major affecting factors of milk production were technological and 
socio-economic status, feeding   practices, and medical treatment facilities for diseases. 
Improvement in these factors would invite good performance of dairy farming in that region (Paul 
& Chandel, 2010). The major challenges confronted by the dairy farmers of West Bengal of the 
eastern region were found as infrastructural problems, lack of veterinary practitioners, lack of 
finance to invest, marketing problems and socio-psychological problems like busy in other 
agricultural works, lack of awareness, fear to lose social recognition, etc. In this context, the non-
cooperative farmers faced more constraints as compared to the corporative farmers (Sarker& 
Ghosh, 2010). The key components of the total cost were variable costs such as feed and labour. 
The financial performances (NPV, IRR, and Profitability Index) of cooperative farms were better 
than non-cooperative dairy farms (Sarker& Ghosh, 2008). 

Based on an examination of literature, it may be considered that a good number of studies were 
carried out on dairy farming. A Little number of studies were found to focus on constraints faced 
by dairy farmers in West Bengal especially. Therefore, the study was taken in an attempt to address 
the challenges faced by dairy farmers through a practical appraisal in the Raina II block the of 
Purba-Bardhaman district of West Bengal.   

 

3. Objectives of the Study 

The study was carried out to achieve the following objectives: 

i) To find out the major problems faced by the dairy farmers, 

ii) To observe the influence of farmers' socio-economic statuses on the level of the problem faced 
by farmers, 

iii) To find out the variations in the level of the problem facing among different categories under 
socio-economic characteristics of farmers and  

iv) To assess the association between the level of the problem facing and different demographic 
characteristics of farmers. 
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4. Data sources and Methodology 

4.1Collection of Data 

The required data for the study was collected through both primary sources and secondary sources. 
Different articles, dissertations, reports, etc. were used as secondary sources of data. The primary 
data were captured from responses provided by 100 dairy farmers of  Raina II Block1 of Purba-
Bardhaman district. The responses to the challenges confronted by the surveyed farmers were 
recorded using an ordinal scale where ‘0’ has been used for ‘Not at all, ‘1’ used for ‘Little’, ‘2’ 
used for ‘Moderate’, and ‘3’ used for ‘Extreme’.  

4.2 Tools of Data Analysis 

I) Problem Relevancy Score (PRS) was calculated to identify the major challenges confronted by 
farmers. Hence, to get the PRS of each constraint/challenge, values could be assigned with the 
degree of responses i.e. 3 with ‘Extreme’, 2 with ‘Moderate’, 1 with ‘Little’ and 0 with ‘Not at 
all’. PRS of a constraint was calculated through the total value of real responses at various scale 
points divided by the maximum possible score. Here, the maximum possible score was the value 
if all the respondents responded in ‘Extreme-scale’ (i.e. 300). Therefore, the formula of PRS was 
as follows: 

PRS = 
[              ]

  
 

In this context, the constraints/challenges of having the highest PRS get ranked first and so on. 
Moreover, the constraints/challenges having PRS>0.500 were treated as major problems faced by 
farmers and vice versa.  

II) A Problem Facing Score (PFS) was computed for each surveyed farmer by taking the ratio 
between summed captured responses against all 12 constraints and the maximum possible 
responses. In this regard, the following formula was used to compute the individual PFS:   

𝑃𝐹𝑆 = ∑ (𝑥 )/n 

Where 𝑥  was used for the response on ith constraint and n was used for maximum possible 
responses on all constraints faced (i.e. 36). In this case, the PFS was situated between 0 and 1. The 

 
1 Raina II Block is a community development block in Purba-Bardhaman district with total population 1,93,793 (male- 
female ratio 51:49). The overall literacy rate is 81.48% (male and female literacy rates are 87.69% and 74.96% 
respectively). Most of the population is engaged in agricultural activities.  
 



Business Spectrum (ISSN: 2249-4804)                       Volume XI, No I                              January-June 2021 

An Open Access Fully Referred Peer Reviewed Journal (Online): IAA (South Bengal Branch) 
www.iaasouthbengalbranch.org 

   
respondents having scored more than 0.50 were considered to be faced a high level of problems 
and scored ≤0.50 were treated as facing a low level of problems.  

III) The impact of respondents' socio-economic statuses on the level of PFS was measured using 
a binary logistic regression model considering the codes as ‘0’ for ‘Low Level of Problem’ and ‘1’ 
for ‘High Level of Problem’. The binary logistic regression model was as under: 

Level of PFS = α + ∑ .βiXi + ε 

Here,Xi represents ith socio-economic characteristics of farmers. β denotes the respective coefficients 
of regressors and ε uses for random error.  

IV) The variations in the level of PFS among the different categories under socio-economic 
characteristics of the farmers were detected by applying the Kruskal-Wallis test statistic (for more 
than two groups) and Mann-Whitney test statistic (for two groups). 

V) Moreover, the associations between the level of PFS and demographic characteristics of 
farmers were measured by using the Pearson’s Chi-square test statistic through SPSS.   

4.3 Hypotheses of the Study 

The designed hypotheses of the study were as follows: 

H01: No significant impact was found of the farmers’ socio-economic statuses on the level of PFS. 

H02: No significant variance was found in the level of PFS among the different categories under 
socio-economic characteristics of farmers.  

H03: No significant association was found between the level of PFS and the different demographic 
statuses of the farmers.  

 

5. Conceptual Framework  

Based on the literature, the study was constructed 12constraints/challenges confronted by the dairy 
farmers at the time of designing the questionnaire and the responses of the farmers on these 12 
constraints were captured in order to compute the Problem Relevancy Score (PRS), Problem 
Facing Score (PFS) and to continue the statistical analysis to fulfill the study's objectives. In this 
context, the challenges/constraints confronted by dairy farmers are presented in Figure 1.     
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Figure 1: Challenges/Constraints confronted by dairy farmers 

Source: Authors’ own compilation based on literature 

Different studies were revealed that the level of challenges faced by dairy farmers was affected by 
their demographic and socio-economic statuses like age, gender, marital status, education, 
experience, size of the farm, nature of the occupation, social participation, etc. (Bickerstaff, 2004; 
Paul & Chandel, 2010; Singh et al., 2012).   

6. Result and Discussion 

6.1 Profile of the sample respondent 

The classifications of different categories under the demographic/socio-economic characteristics 
of respondents were made based on the availability of data. The maximum number of respondents 
(49%) was found in the ‘25 to 40 years aged group. The male and female ratio of respondents was 
found as 66:34. The majority of respondents were from reserved caste (52%). The majority of 
respondents were not passed the secondary education level (43%). In respect of marital status, the 
married group contained a maximum number of respondents (64%). 57% of respondents had 

Challenges/Constraints confronted by dairy farmers 

i) High purchasing cost of milch animal (cow and buffalo)  

ii) High cost of construction of cattle shed 

iii) High cost of feed and medicine 

iv) Unavailability of nutritious and hygiene feed for quality milk production  

v) Lack of finance to invest 

vi) Lack of supportive services (veterinary, training facilities, etc.) 

vii) Susceptibility of vital diseases  

viii) Unexpected result of quality assessment of milk at local milk collection centre 

ix) Not getting fair price for selling of milk 

x) Difficulty in replacement of the milch animal due low resells value 

xi) Low productivity 

xii) Lack of proper knowledge and technical skills 
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adequate working experience of about ‘5 to 10 years’. Maximum farmers operated their activities 
with medium-size farms2 (39%). 62% of the farmers considered maintaining dairy farms as their 
primary occupation. Most of the cattle sheds of farmers were paved (62%). 77% of the farmers 
engaged themselves as a worker on their farms without employing any hired workers. 53% of 
farmers were involved in a high level of active social participation through sharing their activity-
related problems with others. Maximum farmers used their pure own funds as a capital of the dairy 
farm (53%). Table 1 reflects the surveyed respondents’ profiles.  

Table 1: Surveyed Respondents’ Profile 

Demographic/Socioeconomic 
Characteristics 

Categories Number of 
respondents  

Demographic Characteristics 
Age of farmers Below 25 years (Young-aged) 22 

25 to 40 years (Middle-aged) 49 
More than 40 years (Old-aged) 29 

Gender Male 66 
Female 34 

Caste Unreserved 48 
Reserved 52 

Education Secondary not passed (Less-educated) 43 
Secondary passed (Moderately-educated) 30 
Higher secondary and above (More-
educated) 

27 

Marital status Married  64 
Unmarried 36 

Socio-economic Characteristics 
Experience of farmers Below 5 years 26 

5 to 10 years 57 
Above 10 years 17 

Size of the farm Small 32 
Medium 39 
Large 29 

Nature of occupation Primary  62 
Secondary 38 

Condition of cattle shed Unpaved 38 
Paved 62 

Types of labour Owned only 77 
Hired only 16 
Both owned and hired 7 

 
2Based on the number of milch animals maintained by farmers, the size of the farm was divided into three categories: 
small, medium, and large.   
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Social participation Low 8 

Moderate 39 
High 53 

Types of finance Own only 53 
Debt only 16 
Both own and debt 31 

Source: Primary Survey (March 2022) 

6.2 Problem Relevancy Score 

Problem Relevancy Score (PRS)was determined for each constraint faced by the farmers. PRS was 
helped to identify the difficulty level of a constraint faced by farmers. In order to identify the 
difficulty level, the 12 constraints were divided into two categories like major problems and minor 
problems based on PRS in this context. Among all the constraints, 10 constraints were found under 
major problem as having their PRS> 0.500, and the rest 2 constraints were under minor problem 
as their PRS≤0.500. The major challenges confronted by the farmers were detected as high cost of 
feed and medicine (0.797), lack of finance to invest (0.723), high cost of construction of cattle 
shed (0.700), difficulty in replacement of the milch animal due to low resell value (0.607), lack of 
supportive services like veterinary, training facilities, etc. (0.603), the high purchasing cost of 
milch animal (0.603), unexpected result of quality assessment of milk at a local milk collection 
center (0.597), low productivity (0.570), lack of proper knowledge and technical skills (0.553), 
and not getting a fair price for selling of milk (0.520). Table 2 represents the responses of sample 
respondents and respective problem relevancy score.   

Table 2: Responses on Constraints and Problem Relevancy Score (PRS) 

Constraints/Challenges faced 
by dairy farmers 

Degree of constraints faced (number 
of respondents) 

Problem 
Relevancy 
Score 
(PRS) 

Rank 
 

Extreme Moderate Little Not at 
all 

i) High purchasing cost of milch 
animals (cow and buffalo) 

29 32 30 9 
0.603 5.5 

ii) High cost of construction of 
cattle shed 

39 37 19 5 
0.700 3 

iii) High cost of feed and 
medicine 

49 41 10 0 
0.797 1 

iv) Unavailability of nutritious 
and hygiene feed for quality 
milk production  

22 26 19 33 

0.457 11 
v) Lack of finance to invest 39 41 18 2 0.723 2 
vi) Lack of supportive services 
(veterinary, training facilities, 
etc.) 

23 42 28 7 

0.603 5.5 



Business Spectrum (ISSN: 2249-4804)                       Volume XI, No I                              January-June 2021 

An Open Access Fully Referred Peer Reviewed Journal (Online): IAA (South Bengal Branch) 
www.iaasouthbengalbranch.org 

   
vii) Susceptibility of vital 
diseases  

5 29 43 23 
0.387 12 

viii) Unexpected result of 
quality assessment of milk at the 
local milk collection center 

21 50 16 13 

0.597 7 
ix) Not getting a fair price for 
selling of milk 

21 35 23 21 
0.520 10 

x) Difficulty in replacement of 
the milch animal due to low 
resell value  

26 43 18 13 

0.607 4 
xi) Low productivity 22 41 23 14 0.570 8 
xii) Lack of proper knowledge 
and technical skills 

19 41 27 13 
0.553 9 

Source: Primary Survey (March 2022) 

6.3Level of Problem Facing 

The result of the Problem Facing Score (PFS) of each respondent was helped to determine the 
level of the problem faced by the respective respondent. The high and low levels of problems faced 
by farmers were 79% and the rest 21% respectively based on PFS computed from responses made 
by the respective respondents. Table 3 shows the summary results of the level of problem facing.  

Table 3: Level of Problem Facing  

Levels Number of Respondents 
High Level of Problem Facing (PFS > 0.50) 79 
Low Level of Problem Facing (PFS ≤ 0.50) 21 

Source: Primary Survey (March 2022) 

6.4 Result of Hypothesis Testing 

6.4.1 Impact of socio-economic statuses on the level of problem facing (H01 testing) 

While measuring the impact of respondents’ socio-economic statuses on the level of the problem 
faced, the coefficients of logistic regression and its significance level were taken into 
consideration.    

The significant negative impacts were found on the level of PFS for the factors like size of the 
farm, nature of the occupation, and social participation at 10%, 10%, and 1% levels of significance 
respectively. Whereas, the significant positive impacts were found for the factors like the condition 
of cattle sheds and types of labour at 5% and 10% significance levels respectively. Table 4 exhibits 
the coefficients of logistic regression on the level of the problem faced by farmers.           

Table 4: Coefficients of logistic regression on level of the problem facing 
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Socio-economic 
Characteristics 

Coefficient Standard 
Error 

df P-value 

Experience of farmers -0.317 0.415 1 0.445 
Size of the farm -0.605 0.662 1 0.094 
Nature of occupation -0.946 0.551 1 0.086 
Condition of cattle shed 2.256 0.577 1 0.049 
Types of labour 1.844 0.635 1 0.084 
Social participation -3.174 0.443 1 0.009 
Types of finance 0.196 0.309 1 0.657 
Constant -0.497 1.943 1 0.798 
Nagelkerke’sR2  = 0.536 

Source: Primary Survey (March 2022) 

6.4.2 Variation of responses on the level of PFS (H02 testing) 

The variations of PFS among different categories under socio-economic characteristics were found 
based on responses made by the respondents.   

The significant variations of PFS were detected among different categories of experience of 
farmers(K. W. H   = 4.345, df = 2, P = 0.040), size of farm (K. W. H   = 3.833, df = 2, P = 0.047), 
social participation(K. W. H   = 7.108, df = 2, P = 0.029), and nature of occupation(M. W. U   = 
1027.000, df = 1, P = 0.019) of the respondents.  

The less experienced farmers (having experience below 5 years) contained more PFS due to having 
their inadequate problem handling capability as compared to other categories of farmers’ 
experience (Mean Rank 55.38). As per the size of the farm, the small farmers were given maximum 
responses on PFS because of facing the high cost of required feeds and medicine, lack of proper 
knowledge and skills, etc. as compared to other groups of farmers (Mean Rank 56.31).  The 
moderately social participative farmers were detected as having more PFS as compared to their 
counterparts (Mean Rank 57.15). In respect of the nature of the occupation, the farmers who 
considered the dairy farm as their main occupation responded maximum in favor of the PFS due 
to having their active involvement in all activities relating to dairy farms as their main source of 
income (Mean Rank 52.94). Table 5 reveals the variations in the level of PFS among different 
socio-economic categories of farmers.       

Table 5: Variations in the level of PFS among the different socio-economic statuses of 
farmers 

Kruskal-Wallis H Test Result 

Socio-economic 
Characteristics 

Categories Mean 
Rank 

Kruskal-
Wallis H 

d.f. P-value 

Below 5 years 55.38 4.345 2 0.040 
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Experience of 
farmers 

5 to 10 years 48.72 
Above 10 years 51.12 

Size of farm Small 56.31 3.833 2 0.047 
Medium 48.18 
Large 47.21 

Types of labour Owned only 48.66 2.186 2 0.236 
Hired only 57.88 
Both owned and hired 53.86 

Social participation Low 42.25 7.108 2 0.029 
Moderate 57.15 
High 46.85 

Types of finance Own only 48.74 1.134 2 0.567 
Debt only 54.75 
Both own and debt 51.32 

Mann-Whitney U Test Result 
Socio-economic 
Characteristics 

Categories Mean 
Rank 

Mann-
Whitney U 

df P Value 

Nature of occupation Primary 52.94 1027.000 1 0.019 
Secondary 46.53 

Condition of cattle 
shed 

Unpaved 50.47 634.000 1 0.792 
Paved 50.52 

Source: Primary Survey (March 2022) 

6.4.3 Association between the level of PFS and the demographic characteristics of 
respondents(H03testing)  

The association between the level of PFS and the demographic characteristics of respondents was 
measured by the Chi-square test as highlighted in Table 6.  

The PFS was significantly associated with age (χ2 = 5.953, df = 2, P=0.021) and caste (χ2 = 4.232, 
df = 1, P= 0.069) of the farmers at 5% and 10% level of significant respectively. The study 
confirms that the PFS is influenced by the age and caste of farmers. On the contrary, the study also 
finds the insignificant role of gender, education, and marital status of farmers on PFS in the study 
area.   

Table 6: Association between Level of PFS and Demographic Characteristics 

Demographic 
Characteristics 

Chi-
square 

d.f. P-value 

Age of farmers 5.953 2 0.021 
Gender 1.199 1 0.656 
Caste 4.232 1 0.069 
Education 1.263 2 0.423 
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Marital status 0.542 1 0.861 

Source: Primary Survey (March 2022) 

 

 

7. Conclusion and Recommendation 

The study revealed the major problems and the level of problems faced by dairy farmers which 
was determined absolutely based on the responses on different constraints of farmers. Moreover, 
such responses on constraints were affected by the demographic and socio-economic 
characteristics of respective farmers. In this context, the variations of responses on the level of the 
problem faced by the farmers belonging to different socio-economic features were found in the 
study.  

The majority of the farmers in the study region were dealing with serious challenges like high 
amount of feed and medicine cost, scarcity of funds to invest, high cost of construction of cattle 
shed, difficulty in replacement of the milch animal due to low resell value, lack of supportive 
services like veterinary, training facilities, etc. 79% farmers have faced a high level of problems. 
The farmers from less experienced, small size farms, moderately social participative and primary 
occupation groups faced a high degree of problems based on their mean rank. In this connection, 
significant negative impacts were found of the size of the farm, nature of the occupation, and social 
participation on the level of challenges confronted by the farmers. The findings of the work also 
highlighted the existence of a significant role of age and caste of farmers on the level of problems 
faced. 

Some recommendations could be offered based on the study’s findings to clobber the challenges 
confronted by the dairy farmers.  

i) Some attention should be taken to clobber the major challenges confronted by farmers. In this 
context, special attention should pay to reducing the cost of feeds and medicine, making the 
availability of supportive services like veterinary, help centre etc., establishing reliability on 
quality assessment of milk by local collection centers, and making payment with a fair price of 
milk to the farmers timely.   

ii) In order to the improvement of the performance of farmers, proper training to improve their 
knowledge and technical skills relating to their activities should be required. 
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