








Develop a simple but effective Tele-consultation application for farmers to fecilitate agriculture






ABSTRACT
Decision support tools, usually considered to be software-based, may be an important part of the quest for evidence-based decision-making in agriculture to improve productivity and environmental outputs. These tools can lead users through clear steps and suggest optimal decision paths or may act more as information sources to improve the evidence base for decisions. Yet, despite their availability in a wide range of formats, studies in several countries have shown uptake to be disappointingly low. This paper uses a mixed methods approach to investigate the factors affecting the uptake and use of decision support tools by farmers and advisers in the UK. Through a combination of qualitative interviews and quantitative surveys, we found that fifteen factors are influential in convincing farmers and advisers to use decision support tools, which include usability, cost-effectiveness, performance, relevance to user, and compatibility with compliance demands. This study finds a plethora of agricultural decision support tools in operation in the UK, yet, like other studies, shows that their uptake is low. A better understanding of the fifteen factors identified should lead to more effective design and delivery of tools in the future.



CHAPTER 2
2. SYSTEM ANALYSIS
2.1 EXISTING SYSTEM

· More specifically, SFTs presented in scientific papers are not indicated as a significant replacement of an existing tool,
· The factors affecting adoption readiness of SFTs showed a constant trend of change. SFTs from research projects and commercial products were indicated as a significant replacement of existing solutions, but not bringing major changes in existing agricultural systems.
· Therefore, to assist the delivery of existing tools, and the design of future tools, we identify a number of key characteristics affecting the use of DST by farmers and advisers in the UK. 
2.1.1 DRAWBACKS OF EXISTING SYSTEM  : 
· The focus was on economic impact and less on labor and environmental issues.
· We examined the published indicators to create a list of KPIs to be used for assessing the impact of SFTs in terms of three main issues associated with agricultural systems that are of high importance for end-users and the general public: farm economics.
· Fertilization is indeed one of the targets for variable rate application to ensure yield maintenance or even increase yield with the least possible nutrients applied and EU research projects seem to fund this issue to a great extent.  

2.2. PROPOSED SYSTEM 
· Each of the manufacturers was asked to give a presentation describing the purpose of their system and the factors that they had considered when designing the  system.
· A farmer need to know when to plant, when to irrigate, when to fertilize, and when to harvest. Also they need to know how to protect ourselves from pesticides and from harvesting after harvest.
· An administrator is a controller for everything being equal. The administrator can sign in with the managerial secret word and afterward get to this site. They can acknowledge or dismiss any solicitation. 
2.2.1. ADVANTAGES OF PROPOSED SYSTEM
· The economic and environmental challenges that SFTs face were determined by a set of key performance indicators (KPIs).
· This may be explained by research projects assessing several aspects of SFT performance, while scientific papers focus mainly on technological achievements and commercial products in terms of the SFT economic gains for the end-user. 
· Smart farming is based on a precise and resource-efficient approach and attempts to achieve higher efficiency on agricultural goods production with increased quality in a sustainable basis.
2.3 FEASIBILITY STUDY
The feasibility Analysis is an analytical program through project manager determines the project success ratio and through feasibility study project manager able to see either project. The key considerations involved in the feasibility analysis are:
· Economic Feasibility
· Technical Feasibility
· Operational Feasibility
· Environmental Feasibility
2.3.1 ECONOMICAL FEASIBILITY
Hence this project is economically feasible there is no need to involve any cost for this project. 
2.3.2 TECHNICAL FEASIBILITY
Software Technologies used are PHP and MySql. In the educational institutions, it is possible to update the system in future. No special hardware is required for the purpose of using this system. Hence it is declared that this project is technically feasible.
2.3.3 OPERATIONAL FEASIBILITY
As the admin work mainly to maintain the Patient and Doctor .Doctor will predict patient cancer disease. Hence it is easy to operate with training. Therefore it is operationally feasible for implementation.

2.3.4 ENVIRONMENTAL FEASIBILITY
This project environment is correct as a admin has developed this system and no expenditure is involved under any head and this process is part of admin document management, this project environment is accessible.   
2.4 SYSTEM REQUIREMENTS
· System	:  Pentium IV 2.4 GHz.
· Hard Disk	: 40 GB.
· Monitor	: 15 inch VGA Color.
· Mouse	: Logitech Mouse.
· Ram		: 512 MB
· Keyboard	: Standard Keyboard

2.4.1 HARDWARE REQUIREMENTS
             The Hardware of the computer consists of physical component such as Input Devices, Storage Devices, Processing & Control units and Output Devices.  Computer includes external storage unit to store data in programs.
           The Hardware Configuration involved in this project
· System	:  Pentium IV 2.4 GHz.
· Hard Disk	: 40 GB.
· Monitor	: 15 inch VGA Color.
· Mouse 		: Logitech Mouse.
· Ram		: 512 MB
· Keyboard	: Standard Keyboard

2.4.2 SOFTWARE REQUIREMENTS 
 	Software is a group of programs that computers need to do a particular task.  It is an essential requirement of Computer System. The Software used to develop the project is
· Operating System	: Windows XP.
· Platform		: DOT NET TECHNOLOGY
· Front End		: ASP.Net 3.5
· Back End		: SQL SERVER 2005










CHAPTER 3
  SYSTEM DESIGN AND DEVELOPEMENT
SYSTEM ARCHICTURE
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CHAPTER 4
TESTING AND IMPLEMENTATION

0. TESTING
 Implementation is the stage of the project when the theoretical design is turned into a working system. This is the final and important phase in the system life cycle It is actually the process of converting the new system into a operational one.

 4.1.1Unit Testing
	Unit testing comprises the set of tests performed by an individual programmer prior to integration of the unit into a larger system. The module interface is tested to ensure that information properly flows into and out of the program unit. The local data structure is examined to ensure that data stored temporarily maintains its integrity during all steps in an algorithm’s execution. Boundary conditions are tested to ensure that the module operates properly at boundaries established to limit or restrict processing. All independent paths through the control structure are tested. All error-handling paths are tested.

4.1.2 Block Box Testing
Black-box testing is a method of software testing that examines the functionality of an application without peering into its internal structures or workings. This method of test can be applied virtually to every level of software testing: unit, integration, system and acceptance. It is sometimes referred to as specification-based testing.




4.2 SYSTEM IMPLEMENTATION
Implementation is the stage of the project when the theoretical design is turned into a working system. This is the final and important phase in the system life cycle It is actually the process of converting the new system into a operational one. 

















CHAPTER 5
CONCLUSION:
    It was concluded that the inventory of SFTs described in this study is important in the sense that it provides researchers with existing SFT developments to seek new research challenges, policy-makers with information on the current status of SFTs to design incentives for higher adoption rates, and farmers with an opportunity to acquaint themselves with the SFTs that are available. However, this work also identified the fact that researchers and SFT providers in most cases did not produce quantitative impact results with the use of their SFTs, which makes our study still indicative about the impact of SFTs, as we analyzed mainly qualitative criteria. In addition, this inventory should be updated regularly as the technology is moving fast and new farmers are getting more aware of the available SFTs on the market. Therefore, a follow-up to the present study would be beneficial in creating an inventory also including data-related technologies, practices, standards, and agreements, as well as numerical results of SFT impact in real conditions. 
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