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Research on the Factors Affecting the Application
of Green Production Technology by Family Farm Operators

Based on Survey Data of 452 Family Farms in Three Provinces

Xia Wen-wen Du Zhi—xiong Gao Liang—liang
( Graduate School Chinese Academy of Social Sciences Beijing 100732)
( Rural Development Institute Chinese Academy of Social Sciences Beijing 100732)

Abstract: The application of green production technology is the basic support for promoting agricultural pro—
duction from production—oriented to quality—oriented. As one of the main components of the new agricultural
business it is of great significance to study the green production behavior of family farms to promote the appli—
cation of green production technology in the new agricultural business. Based on the survey data of family farms
in Heilongjiang Jiangsu and Sichuan in 2017 a statistical descriptive analysis and interpretation of the rela—
tionship between family farmer related characteristics ( years of education training experience age gender
risk preference etc.) and adoption of green production technology have been analyzed. The study found that
the longer the education period the trained family farm operators are more inclined to apply green production
technology but not as many training times as possible; young risk—biased family farm operators have a higher
probability of applying green production techniques; and women family farm operators accustomed to using
mobile networks have increased the probability of applying green production techniques. Based the conclusions
of this study relevant policy recommendations for the promotion and popularization of green production tech—
nology are proposed.

Keywords: Family Farm Operators; Green Production Technology; Household Survey; Statistical Descrip—

tive Analysis
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