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Article Info Abstract
Article history: The purpose of this study was to analyze the income of farmers who grow
Received 18 February 2026 langsat in Sulewatang village and evaluate the feasibility of their
Received in revised from 3 agricultural activities using profit ratio (R/C) analysis. The primary
March 2026 data used were obtained from direct interviews with farmers who grow
Accepted 28 March 2026 langsat, as well as secondary data collected from related institutions.
The analysis method includes calculating total income (TR = P x Q),
Keywords: total costs (TC = FC + VC), and profit ratio (R/C = TR + TC). The
Farmers’ Income results showed that the average income of farmers who grow langsat
Langsat Farming reached 2,241,190 Indonesian rupiah, with a total production cost of
R/C Ratio 360,769 Indonesian rupiah. Thus, the farmer's net income was
Bussiness Feasibility 1,880,421 Indonesian rupiah. The profitability coefficient (R/C) value of

6.21 indicates that R/C > 1, which means that langsat cultivation in
Sulewatang village is profitable and feasible to be further developed.

Introduction

The Langsat (Lansium domesticum L.) is a fruit plant widely known in Indonesia. This plant
belongs to the Meliacea family and bears fruit seasonally. Characteristics of the langsat fruit
include white sap even when ripe, thin skin, and a round to oval shape. Furthermore, langsat
plants typically grow in tropical regions at medium to low altitudes and require high rainfall to
produce optimal fruit. Due to its sweet and refreshing taste, this fruit is widely favored by the
public and has significant economic value for farmers in the producing areas (Samsul et al.,
2022; Dimelu & Odo, 2013; Harker et al., 2003; Wu et al., 2025; Nuraini et al., 2025; Rahman
et al., 2024).

According to data from the West Sulawesi Statistics Agency (BPS), production of Duku,
Langsat, and Kokosan fruit in West Sulawesi Province reached a total of 257,787.87 quintals,
with production distribution varying between districts. Majene Regency is the largest
producing region, with production reaching 197,096 quintals, or approximately 76.4% of the
province's total, followed by Polewali Mandar with 47,304 quintals. Other regencies, such as
Mamuju (7,391.87 quintals), Pasangkayu (4,316 quintals), Central Mamuju (1,585 quintals),
and Mamasa (95 quintals), have relatively small production. These differences are influenced
by agro-climatic conditions, land area, number of productive trees, and the level of cultivation
technology implemented in each region (Roy et al., 2023; Teramage et al., 2023; Tripathi et
al., 2024). Therefore, it can be concluded that Majene Regency has the potential to become a
major center for Langsat fruit production in West Sulawesi, while other regions still have
opportunities for development through improving production facilities, providing extension
services, and strengthening access to fruit markets.

The agricultural sector is a crucial sector in supporting the rural economy. One fruit commodity
with significant potential for development in Polewali Mandar Regency is langsat (Lansium
domesticum). Langsat fruit is widely cultivated by communities in various regions, including
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Sulewatang Village. This commodity has significant economic value due to its distinctive
flavor, high nutritional content, and strong demand (Bhardwaj et al., 2024; Abbas et al., 2023;
Belbase et al., 2025).

However, in practice, langsat farmers in Sulewatang Village still face various challenges,
particularly in marketing their crops. Every harvest season, farmers often experience
difficulties selling their produce. This is due to limited market access, limited price
information, and a lack of adequate transportation to reach a wider market (Ma et al., 2024;
Bonuedi et al., 2022). As a result, farmers are forced to sell their crops to middlemen or
collectors at relatively low prices. Consequently, the income received by farmers does not
match the costs incurred in the production process, ultimately leading to low profitability in
agriculture and reducing farmers' incentives to maintain and develop their farming businesses
(Manono, 2025; Arowosegbe et al., 2024; Sahore et al., 2025).

This condition can cause langsat farming to be less than optimal in improving farmer welfare.
Therefore, an analysis of langsat farming income is conducted to determine the amount of profit
earned by farmers and the level of efficiency of farm management. Through this analysis, it is
hoped that an overview of the economic conditions of langsat farmers in Sulewatang Village
can be obtained and can be used as a consideration in formulating policies and strategies to
increase market access and farmers' income in the future for the local government and
stakeholders.

According to Purnamawati et al. (2024), langsat (Lansium domesticum) is a woody tree that
can grow in various terrestrial habitats, from lowlands to highlands. Langsat fruit is
characterized by its clustered fruit clusters. Furthermore, langsat fruit is known for its sweet
and slightly sour taste and translucent white flesh, making it a popular choice among
consumers. These advantages make langsat a tropical fruit with high economic potential and
suitable for development in various regions.

According to Nainggolan (2024), variable costs are costs whose value changes depending on
the quantity of goods or services produced by a company. The amount of these costs depends
on the level of production activity. The greater the production volume, the greater the total
variable costs incurred. Variable cost components typically include raw material costs, direct
labor wages, and various operational costs directly related to the production process and the
formation of the cost of goods manufactured. Analyzing variable costs is important so
companies can see the relationship between cost elements and their impact on the total cost of
goods manufactured.

According to (Putri & Arif, 2023), fixed costs are costs whose total value remains unchanged
despite increases or decreases in production volume or sales levels within a given period. These
costs are constant and unaffected by the company's operational activities, as they must be paid
regardless of output. Fixed costs include several costs, such as land rent, building rent,
permanent employee salaries, depreciation of equipment and machinery, and insurance costs.
The existence of fixed costs is crucial in financial planning because companies must be able to
cover these costs even when production declines. Understanding the structure of fixed costs
helps companies determine the break-even point, plan production capacity, and develop more
accurate pricing strategies and operational efficiency.

According to Ramadhan et al. (2023), revenue is income received within a specific time period
from business activities, primarily from the sale of goods and services. Revenue represents all
receipts earned by a business unit before deducting costs or expenses. Furthermore, revenue
has a different meaning than income. Revenue is the total gross receipts from business activities
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before deducting various costs and operational expenses. Meanwhile, income is defined as the
net profit earned after deducting all production costs and company expenses. Therefore, income
is an important indicator in assessing the economic efficiency of a business and the level of
welfare of its stakeholders.

According to Syarif et al. (2024), income is the receipts obtained from the sale of goods and
services to customers or recipients of the products. In the agricultural context, income is defined
as the net proceeds received by farmers from production activities, namely the difference
between the total revenue (Total Revenue/TR) obtained from the sale of agricultural products
and the total costs (Total Cost/TC) incurred throughout the entire production process. The
amount of income reflects the level of profitability of the farm and the efficiency of
management of the factors of production used. Furthermore, profit is the net income received
by farmers or business actors after deducting all types of expenses incurred in the production
process. These expenses include maintenance costs, production inputs, post-harvest activities,
land cultivation, and distribution costs. These factors can directly influence the size of farm
income.

Income analysis is used to determine the level of profit earned by farmers during the production
period. This profit is calculated based on the difference between total revenue from agricultural
product sales and total production costs incurred during agricultural activities. Total production
costs include fixed and variable costs, so the income earned reflects the overall economic
conditions of the farm (Aini et al., 2025). Therefore, to determine the amount of profit farmers
earn from agricultural activities, a net income analysis is performed. Agricultural income can
be calculated using the following formula:

Pd = Total Revenue (TR)—Total Cost (TC)
Formula explanation:

Pd = Income

TR = Total Revenue

TC = Total Cost

According to Syarif et al. (2024), economic feasibility assessment can be conducted using the
revenue/cost ratio (R/C Ratio), which allows you to determine whether a farming activity is
profitable, breaking even, or incurring losses. The R/C ratio is the comparison between total
revenue and total production costs, reflecting the level of efficiency of the farming business in
covering costs during the production process.

The formula that can be used is as follows:

R/C = TR
/C=1¢
Description:

R/C = Revenue-Cost Ratio
TR = Total Revenue (Rp)
TC = Total Cost (Rp)

Requirements for assessing a business's economic feasibility: If R/C > 1, the farm is profitable
because it generates a profit. If R/C < 1, the farm is unprofitable because it will incur a loss. If
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R/C =1, the farm is at the break-even point, which is when total revenue equals total production
costs.

Methods

The research was conducted in Sulewatang Village, Polewali District, Polewali Mandar
Regency, West Sulawesi Province. The location was selected purposively, considering the
availability of langsat plantation centers and respondent access. Locations were selected
intentionally (purposive sampling) based on certain criteria, such as areas with high internet
access or schools with special education programs, to obtain more specific and accurate data
for the study (Hasan, 2022).

The sampling method used purposive sampling. The population consisted of all farmers
cultivating langsat plants, with a sample size of 30. The population consisted of all langsat
farmers in Sulewatang Village. The sample consisted of active farmers during the last harvest
season, determined by purposive sampling; a minimum sample size of 30 respondents was used
to ensure representativeness.

According to Lasut et al. (2025), targeted sampling is a sampling method based on specific
criteria aligned with the research objectives, ensuring that the collected data is relevant and
representative of the population as a whole. This research uses a quantitative approach with
primary and secondary data sources. Quantitative research is systematic and structured and
emphasizes numerical data analysis. This study uses numbers in data collection, data
estimation, and presentation of results, allowing for objective and accurate statistical analysis
(Dhewy, 2022).

Primary Data: Data collected directly from the source, namely langsat farmers in Sulewatang
Village, through interviews, questionnaires, and observations. According to Hamsah et al.
(2023), primary data comes from interviews and field observations, including the
characteristics of local community informants, site visitors, and the local government.
Secondary data is data obtained from indirect sources or other parties, such as previous research
reports, agricultural statistics, and government documents. According to Hamsah & Nirmawala
(2022), secondary data is obtained indirectly from various related agencies, such as government
institutions, and other sources relevant and related to the research object.

A questionnaire is a data collection method that involves providing written questions to
respondents to obtain answers. This method is efficient in collecting data from a large number
of respondents in a short time. Questionnaires can be open-ended, allowing for freedom of
response, or closed-ended, facilitating analysis. As a research instrument, questionnaires are
effective for obtaining primary data that systematically describe respondents' perceptions and
conditions (Nurmiati & Rusli, 2025). The observation method is a data collection technique
through observation of the research object accompanied by systematic recording, either
through direct or indirect observation. This technique aims to obtain factual data based on what
is seen and occurs in the field during the research process (Hasibuan et al., 2023).

Documentation is a data collection method that involves collecting, recording, and storing
various accurate information or evidence from various sources. This information can be in the
form of writing, photographs, drawings, or videos, which serve as supporting data for the
research. The documentation process requires a dedicated storage space or media so that the
data obtained can be processed and used effectively (Hasan & Tidore, 2022).
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Total revenue (PT) is obtained by multiplying production volume (Q) by the selling price per
unit (P). Mathematically, total revenue is formulated as PT =P x Q, where PT is total revenue,
P is the selling price per unit, and Q is the production volume (Meiratania, 2025).

Variable costs are costs that change depending on the level of production. These costs are
influenced by the area of land cultivated, labor usage, and the amount of production resources
used, such as seeds, fertilizers, and pesticides (Tamboto et al., 2025).

Fixed costs are costs whose total value remains unchanged even if production levels change
within a certain range, but on a per-unit basis, they can change. These costs remain constant
regardless of the size of the output produced (Nainggolan, 2024). Total costs are all production
costs, consisting of fixed and variable costs, reflecting all expenses incurred during an
agricultural production cycle (Sardianti et al., 2023).

Revenue is all receipts from the sale of goods or services, whether in cash or in kind, reflecting
a business's ability to generate profits. Revenue is a crucial factor in assessing the success and
progress of a business because it reflects the results of production or service activities within a
specific period. Revenue or net profit is calculated as the difference between total revenue (TR)
and total costs (TC), using the formula 1 = TR — TC (Putri & Arif, 2023).

According to Nugroho & Mas'ud (2021), the R/C ratio is the comparison between revenue and
total costs used to assess the profitability and feasibility of a business. The purpose of this
analysis is to determine whether a farming activity is economically profitable. An R/C value
greater than one indicates a profitable business, an R/C value equal to one indicates a break-
even point, and an R/C value less than one indicates a loss. The higher the R/C value, the higher
the feasibility and profitability of the business. The calculation formula is:

RIC = Amount of Acceptance (R)
/¢ = Total Cost (C)

Results and Discussion

Sulewatang Village is located in Polewali District and directly borders Pekkabata, Wattang,
and Darma Villages. The majority of residents are farmers, and one of the agricultural sectors
in Sulewatang Village is Langsat. Farmers' land sizes range from 0.5 to 2 hectares, with the
number of langsat trees varying from 12 to 40. This variation in the number of trees directly
influences the land's ability to produce fruit. Annual langsat production is recorded at between
300 and 2,000 kilograms, depending on land conditions and planting density. In general,
differences in production yields are primarily influenced by differences in land area and the
number of trees owned by each farmer.

Variable costs in agriculture for langsat cultivation in Sulewatang Village are production costs
that fluctuate depending on the level of agricultural activity. The main variable costs consist of
pesticides, labor, and transportation. Pesticides are used to control plant pests and diseases,
with each unit costing Rp76,000. Labor is used for maintenance and harvesting activities,
amounting to 1 day of work (HOK) at a cost of IDR 240,000. Transportation costs cover the
transportation of production inputs and harvested produce, carried out three times at a total cost
of IDR 30,000. Therefore, the total variable cost of langsat farming in Sulewatang Village is
IDR 346,000, which is a crucial component in calculating total production costs and analyzing
langsat farming profitability.

Fixed costs incurred by farmers in langsat farming in Sulewatang Village are long-term
investments, as the equipment can be used across multiple growing seasons. Fixed cost
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components include hoes (IDR 55,000), machetes (IDR 137,000), and 13 baskets (IDR
350,000). Therefore, the total fixed cost incurred by farmers is IDR 542,000.

Furthermore, fixed costs are also calculated in the form of equipment depreciation to reflect
the decline in economic value due to use and lifespan. Depreciation for hoes is IDR 825 per
year, machetes IDR 2,569 per year, and baskets IDR 11,375 per year, bringing the total annual
depreciation cost of equipment to IDR 14,769.

This depreciation cost is important in calculating production costs because it provides a more
accurate picture of the asset's usage value within a single year of langsat farming.

Farm income is calculated as the difference between the total revenue earned from agricultural
product sales and the total production costs incurred by farmers during a specific farming
period. This income reflects the level of profit earned by farmers and is an important indicator
for assessing the economic efficiency of agricultural management, including the efficiency of
resource use, resource utilization, and its suitability for future sustainable development
(Larasati et al., 2022).

This table illustrates the results of the analysis of langsat farming income in Sulewatang Village
during the current production year, when the plants are bearing fruit normally and producing a
relatively optimal harvest. This analysis includes the total income earned by farmers from
langsat fruit sales, the total costs incurred during the farming activities, and the net income or
profit received by farmers in one year. This information is used to assess the profitability and
economic feasibility of langsat farming activities run by farmers in the research area.

Table 1. Income of langsat farmers in Sulewatang Village

Description Qty | Unit | Unit Price (IDR) Total Value (IDR/Year)
Production 707 Kg 3,170 2,241,190
Variable Costs
Pesticide 1 Bottle 76,000 76,000
Labor 1 | HOK* 240,000 240,000
Transportation 3 Liter 10,000 30,000
Total Variable Costs 346,000
Fixed Costs
Equipment Depreciation 14,769
Total Fixed Costs 14,769
Total Costs 360,769
Net Income 1,880,421

Source: Processed Primary Data (2025)
Production

In this production year, langsat fruit production reached 707 kilograms, with an average selling
price of IDR 3,170 per kilogram. Therefore, the total revenue or gross income from langsat
fruit sales is: 707 kg x IDR 3,170 =IDR 2,241,190. This value reflects the total revenue earned
by farmers during one harvest year.

Variable Costs

According to (Kinasih et al., 2025), variable costs are costs that change according to production
activities, as they depend on the number of workers, the use of production facilities, and
operational activities. In langsat farming in Sulewatang Village, the total variable costs
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incurred by farmers were IDR 346,000. These costs include one bottle of pesticide at a cost of
IDR 76,000, one hour of labor at a cost of IDR 240,000, and transportation costs incurred three
times at a cost of IDR 10,000 each time, totaling IDR 30,000. Thus, the total variable costs for
langsat farming in this area amount to IDR 346,000.

Fixed Costs

Fixed costs are costs that remain constant despite changes in production volume, as they are
long-term in nature. In this activity, fixed costs are calculated based on the depreciation value
of agricultural tools such as hoes, machetes, and baskets, totaling IDR 14,769 per year.

Total Production Costs

The total production costs of langsat farming in Sulewatang Village are obtained by adding
variable costs of Rp346,000 and fixed costs (equipment depreciation) of Rp14,769, resulting
in total production costs incurred by farmers reaching Rp360,769 in one year of production.

Income (Net Profit)

Net income or profit from langsat farming is obtained from the difference between total revenue
and total production costs. With a total of Rp2,241,190 and total production costs of
Rp360,769, the net income received by farmers reaches Rp1,880,421 per year. These results
indicate that langsat farming in Sulewatang Village provides positive profits and is worthy of
development, particularly through cost efficiency efforts and increased productivity through
optimal plant maintenance and care.

Understanding the R/C Ratio

The R/C ratio (revenue-cost ratio) is the comparison between total revenue and total production
costs in agricultural activities. The R/C ratio can be used to assess the level of efficiency and
feasibility of a business, as well as to determine whether a farming venture is profitable or not.

Calculation

From the data obtained:

Total Revenue (R) = Rp2,241,190
Total Cost (C) =Rp360,769

The calculation is:

R/C = 2.241.190 621

/€= 360760 ~ ©

The calculation results show that the R/C ratio is 6.21. This means that for every Rpl of
production costs incurred in langsat farming in Sulewatang Village, Rp6.21 in revenue is
generated. In other words, langsat farming is highly feasible to continue or pursue, as its R/C
ratio is higher than 1.

Based on the data analysis, it can be concluded that langsat farming in Sulewatang Village
generates Rp2,241,190 in revenue per year. Total production costs are Rp360,769 per year.
With an R/C ratio of 6.21, this activity is profitable and economically efficient. These results
indicate that langsat farming has good prospects for development, both as a primary and
supplementary source of income for local farmers. Most farmers stated that langsat farming is
profitable. Other respondents considered it unprofitable, possibly related to low harvest
productivity and marketing constraints.
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Table 2. Feasibility analysis of langsat farming in Sulewatang Village

R/C Ratio Analysis Mark
Total Revenue 2241190
Total Cost 360.769
R/C Ratio 6,21

Source: Processed Primary Data (2025)

The majority of farmers sell their crops directly to local markets or consumers, resulting in
relatively short marketing channels. However, farmers still face challenges such as limited
market access, price fluctuations, inadequate farm road infrastructure, and unstable production.
Although langsat farming is considered profitable, support from the government and relevant
institutions is still needed, particularly in improving market access, training, and improving
transportation facilities to maximize langsat's economic potential.

The finding that langsat farming in Sulewatang Village remains profitable with a strong
revenue cost position suggests that the economic promise of this commodity lies not merely in
gross sales, but in the relationship between production output and a relatively manageable cost
structure. This matters because farm viability in rural settings is often determined less by
spectacular yields than by whether farmers can preserve a meaningful margin after routine
expenditures are absorbed. Nugroho and Mas’ud (2021) explain that the revenue cost ratio is
useful precisely because it shows whether a farm enterprise can convert limited production
spending into sustained returns. That logic is reinforced by Larasati et al. (2022), who argue
that farm income should be interpreted as a welfare indicator rather than a simple accounting
residue, since it reflects how effectively rural households transform labor, land, and production
inputs into economic security. In a similar vein, Sardianti et al. (2023) show that production
cost analysis is central to understanding business sustainability in agricultural settings because
even modest cost pressures can alter the meaning of profitability for small producers.
Nainggolan (2024) further clarifies that the distinction between fixed and variable cost is not
merely technical, since it shapes the resilience of farm income when output fluctuates. What
makes the present study important, therefore, is that it reveals a pattern of efficiency in which
annual expenditures remain sufficiently contained to allow farmers to retain a meaningful
surplus. This interpretation is also consistent with Aini et al. (2025), who show that the
significance of agricultural income analysis lies in its ability to capture the real economic
outcome of farming after all cost obligations are considered. Kinasih et al. (2025) and Tamboto
et al. (2025) likewise emphasize that a financially feasible farm is not simply one that generates
revenue, but one that can maintain cost discipline across an entire production cycle. Seen from
this angle, the Sulewatang case contributes to agribusiness discussion by showing that
perennial fruit farming can remain economically attractive even at a modest scale when
production expenses do not rise disproportionately to output.

Even so, profitability at the aggregate level should not be read as evidence that all farmers
experience similar economic benefits. The study points to variation in land area, number of
productive trees, and harvested volume, and this variation is crucial because it indicates that
income is shaped by unequal production capacity within the same village context. Roy et al.
(2023) argue that agricultural performance cannot be separated from agroclimatic variability,
since local environmental conditions influence productivity patterns in direct and cumulative
ways. Teramage et al. (2023) strengthen this view by showing that land use characteristics and
soil related conditions can create substantial differences in production potential, even within
geographically proximate areas. Tripathi et al. (2024) similarly note that productivity in tree
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based agricultural systems is deeply affected by environmental suitability and adaptation to
local growing conditions. In relation to langsat itself, Purnamawati et al. (2024) highlight that
this fruit species has strong ecological and economic potential, yet its performance still depends
on the conditions under which it is cultivated and maintained. This means that the present
findings should be interpreted not as proof of uniform prosperity, but as evidence that
profitability is achievable under favorable combinations of land, trees, and management
quality. At the same time, the value of the commodity is also connected to consumer perception
and market desirability. Abbas et al. (2023) show that horticultural commodities derive
economic value not only from volume but also from quality related attributes that strengthen
their attractiveness in broader value chains. Bhardwaj et al. (2024) deepen this point by arguing
that the nutritional and quality profile of food products increasingly shapes their market
relevance. For a fruit commodity such as langsat, this suggests that maintaining product quality
is not peripheral to farm income, but central to whether farmers can capture better prices and
strengthen their long term market position. In other words, the present study implies that
biological potential and economic return are closely intertwined, and that future gains will
depend on how well farmers convert ecological suitability into a consistently marketable
product.

The most serious limitation emerging from the study does not appear to lie inside the farm
itself, but in the weak structure surrounding the farm, especially in relation to market access,
transportation, and price stability. This is a significant point because profitable production does
not automatically translate into secure livelihoods when market linkage remains fragile.
Bonuedi et al. (2022) demonstrate that limited market access can reduce the welfare benefits
of agricultural production, particularly in rural settings where seasonal commodities are
vulnerable to distribution bottlenecks. Ma et al. (2024) make a similar argument when they
identify weak farmer market integration as a persistent barrier that prevents producers from
converting output into stronger economic outcomes. In this respect, the Sulewatang case
reflects a familiar agrarian pattern in which the farm may be technically viable, yet the
surrounding institutional and commercial environment constrains the full realization of that
viability. Putri and Arif (2023) suggest that income growth is closely tied to market strategy
and product positioning, which means that selling channels matter as much as production
performance. Arowosegbe et al. (2024) further show that inefficiencies along the agricultural
supply chain can diminish value capture at the producer level, especially when transport and
distribution are weak. Nuraini et al. (2025) add that market and operational risks shape farmers’
willingness to sustain or expand a commodity, indicating that economic feasibility alone does
not guarantee future commitment if uncertainty remains high. Manono (2025) reaches a
comparable conclusion in his discussion of small scale farming, where profitability often
remains vulnerable unless supported by stronger access systems, institutional backing, and
more reliable routes to market. Taken together, these studies help explain why the current
findings are important. The issue is not whether langsat farming can generate income, because
the study shows that it can. The more critical question is whether that income can become
stable, predictable, and expandable under existing rural market conditions. The answer
suggested by the evidence is that production success still sits inside a fragile commercial
environment.

For that reason, the broader contribution of this study lies in showing that the future of langsat
farming in Sulewatang Village depends on moving from isolated farm profitability toward a
more integrated agribusiness model. Ramadhan et al. (2023) remind us that revenue and income
should not be treated as interchangeable concepts, because a farm may generate cash flow
without securing a strong net return if structural constraints remain unresolved. Syarif et al.
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(2024) also emphasize that feasibility must be interpreted in relation to the wider conditions
that shape business continuity, not merely by one cycle of positive earnings. Belbase and Balaji
Bhaskar (2025) argue that sustainable horticultural development depends on integrated
management strategies that improve productivity while protecting long term viability. Wu et
al. (2025) similarly show that the development prospects of fruit commodities depend on how
biological potential is aligned with cultivation goals and future market direction. In the context
of the present study, this means that the economic promise of langsat should not be framed
only as evidence of current profitability, but as an invitation for targeted intervention. Better
farm road access, more reliable market information, stronger extension support, improved post
harvest handling, and collective marketing arrangements would likely do more than raise
income in a narrow sense. They would also reduce vulnerability and help transform a profitable
seasonal activity into a more stable rural livelihood base. The study therefore offers an
important practical message. Langsat farming in Sulewatang Village is already economically
feasible, yet its real developmental value will depend on whether local institutions can help
farmers move from being price takers at harvest time to becoming more secure participants in
a better connected fruit economy.

Conclusion

Based on the research results, langsat farming in Sulewatang Village has proven to be profitable
and feasible. Langsat production reaches 707 kg/year with an average price of Rp3,170/kg,
resulting in total revenue of Rp2,241,190/year. Total production costs are Rp360,769 per year,
resulting in a net income of Rp1,880,421 per year for farmers. The profit ratio for langsat
cultivation is 6.21, meaning that every Rpl of production costs generates Rp6.21 in revenue.
These results indicate that langsat farming is efficient and economically feasible. The amount
of farmer income is influenced by various factors, including land area, number of productive
trees, production level, input use, labor, and access to transportation and marketing. However,
obstacles such as inadequate farm road infrastructure, price fluctuations, and limited access to
marketing still affect the stability of farmer income. Overall, langsat farming has the potential
to be developed with the support of increased productivity, improved infrastructure, and
strengthened market access.
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