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The effect of livelihood capital on the willingness of farmers to re-enroll in the

Grain for Green Program: A Case study in Wolong Nature Reserve
XU Jianying " , KONG Ming, LIU Xinxin, WANG Qing
College of Resource, Environmental and Tourism, Capital Normal University, Beijing 100048, China

Abstract: Local farmers ‘are key stakeholders in the “Grain for Green Program,” with their perceptions and willingness to
re-enroll playing an important role' in implementation of the next stage of this program. To discern local farmers’
heterogeneous responsesito the program and discover the reasons behind their responses, sustainable livelihood framework
was utilized in the present study to analyze the essential elements having greatest significance on the farmers’ responses. The
sustainable livelihood framework includes five types of capital ; natural, human, physical, financial, and social, with each
capital composed. of various indicators. Logistic regressions were utilized to identify essential indicators encompassing close
relationships with local responses. The results revealed that 77% of respondents were willing to re-enroll in the next stage of
the Grain for Green Program. The types of capital they possessed were significantly different between those who were willing
to.re-enroll in the program and those who were not, implying that capitals have distinct effects on respondents’ willingness to
re-enroll. Specifically, natural capital had a negative effect on respondents’ willingness to re-enroll in the program, while
financial capital and social capital had positive effects. Among the indicators composing the different types of capital,

farmland size had the largest negative effect (8=-23.041) and cash income had the largest positive effect (8=38.591). In
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addition, the number of village committee memberships in the household and labor education attainment had positive effects
on respondents’ willingness to re-enroll (B8=13.625 and B8="7.717, respectively). With regard to cash income, it was
demonstrated that the ratio of farm income to total cash income had negative effects (B = —-13.627) on respondents’
willingness to re-enroll, while the ratio of payment and non-farm income to total cash income had positive effects (B =
13.603 and B=11.996, respectively). Furthermore, spatial distribution of the number of respondents willing to re-enroll
into the program was allocated unevenly, with villages located further from the main road having a greater number  of
respondents willing to re-enroll than those who were closer to the main road. The above results disclose the complicated
background related to farmers’ willingness to re-enroll in the Grain for Green Program, with the underlying mechanisms
discussed. The conclusions from the present study are that local dependence on the agricultural industry needs to decrease,
while education attainment, payment and non-farm income, and information accessibility need to improve to/implement and
sustain the program. In addition, it is necessary to take into account spatial differences in sustaining or advancing the
program. Larger numbers of farmers’ residing in remote villages are willing to re-enroll in the program and their farmland and
forested land is suitable for Giant Panda habitat. Therefore, it is recommended to advance the next stage program in remote

villages, while sustaining the program in villages close to the main road.

Key Words: Grain for Green Program; sustainable livelihood framework; willingness to re-enroll; natural capital;

financial capital

A S AME R AR S A T T ST A FI I U RS R Tz o T T AR SR TR AP BOR T, A S RME I A
Jo e A28 T 0 1) 77 XS A 28 R G0 Mk 55 B I RO/ A S R EEARNAT Dl SE A S R R R
BRI 3 AT S AL ] A 58 B A 285 DR AP R 28 55 A 198 B 5 X ol L7 thE SRS R N A 3802 . 4R
PRSIt 3k B A 2SI T 22 RO e AL M R LR A R S PR A T 280 T 2 25 M S it
RSB AL S5 2 T IR RIBOA A0 LA FREKBhVE T, TRt 2 25 M2 R B 9 i 7 A 300 H 7 TR 5
Jih (4 BB AL 23 R, b S B A P i 7 B 1 S b 2 3K A AT e 1 P 2R AL S R DAL L R PR AR
RGN g5 1 B S SAMETH I 22 55 W AR BRMEIE OG0 R 25 BEA , 02 A4 M
St A S AR BTG, A TS SR AE TR 5 A M 2 (AR R 1 B AE B AR R AN SIS HIL TR TR €5k Fh AL 1] Y
PRI T AR L J5 5 4% B SR AL 2 2 05 T e R S H AT RELe e oG, AR A S AMERT TR AR
5 £ 28 R £ S AN 52 0 A0 [ PR Ahf 3 A TR AR AT 7Y AR A 2 A
JEHEAT T ARSCHE ST AW S5 1 AN AR [R] (E2 AR P B A T DR A S AME T A A T 8 B R AN S iy 52
SR, % T B AU AR A TN ik — 20 50 A 25T H py n] Hpge s = 2B IBFoE . AR SAME AT
SR BhaS e DM S5 BRI | RH I 3, AR 2SRRI E AL 07 AR B8 175 0 R AT S2 IR 8 DGR UETE Y T4
gtk

F R 1999 5 it IR HHA AR T AR 2 1 5 B U O, 96 M il e A AR M I B R AR S
AR TR Z . W IH— 5RO TR R SChERG 2L AR 7, 2014 4R — 30 iR B AR TR IER G 3, 5
FEARBEAMRICFAR LY B — SRR AR OA B T AR 1 SV SR B R 2R TR R B84k, S SRR Pl 2 — 58 R I
FECR BRI S g E BUR  BUN ST B9 20 SO BRI B, BRSSO B S SR I
TR E AR R IR AR BUN AR A7 4, 7850 8 sl by BORF AR AP PR T AR P | FE B, AT R
BERR R« B W) R #EAT ) — BL B (hitp . //politics. people. com. cn/n/2014/0927/¢70731- 25747753.
html) , G, B —45 TREIISREE AR R A B, BUM 515 09 50, 5E 70 R 00 T AR e d o IR B Ik . R P 4F
25 5 AR MR RIBOR A RCSTHE AR 88— 58 00 TRESIE Hh , AnepRe A P 1 2 15 28 i O i R F- 40 A
TARERBCT A SE i SR BRA AR TR A AT RR e AT B ), Aok, E N A B 2 3 AL S Bl
S AR T KU AR A8 B AR MR E S AMEIE R S5 AR Sl AU DL R 5
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SRUS ST SRR AR P S SRR, 9 bR B B AL R (social heterogeneity ), HoRF TR ATA N
M HBIESH A S S G RIE R I, MARIEZE A NFRIE S 25 1] 22 5 A S He " 55
R P 2 5B, BRRZ X TR P SETHREN 2T ARSI, T2 1R ks
ZEPRRHIE , Z2 A1 BERETAR P R 2 5 1B BRI H i 52ma R, AR SCE$% N AT RRE A 100 £ FE R TSR
FIRRSEAETHR AR P AR THEA (1) ) BE RIS ) 5 3L DX 2B AR ME BRI L A, B B R ) 987
H — FR G Sk S SR (0 — A 306 7 2, O FLER A8 T 5 45 1 =2 ) 4 AH B2 e AR BLAE Y . E R
FH HeA 334 A e Fh 2 ] [ BR & J'8 358 ( UK Department for International Development, DIFD) A4t 3 89 & JRAF5T L
PRI EOUR 2H B M T P R THHESR B4R H AR P AR THAT R 43 S AR TH 4 R 02 R B BUOR MBEAs =%
SE[RWEHDE S P AR T A Y 220X R P AR AT 9 i R 3 o VEVE . ISR Ak B AR 20y T
2 ARG BRTTAR WIRTEAR NSRRI TR, FARGEARTE Jy 7 AEAF T T A7 16 S A9 H SR DR
(AN FK ) FIEREEAR S5 (AKIEIR) o WIBTR AR 205 A8 P i B i i A LB M B e 25 . Rl A
AR BT AR ATE R I T AR 1 B R B8 48 SCe . A BEA IR 48 RROP AR AE 715 3l v 19957 3l
B M55 gh B b 97 30 B i a4 55 3 0 5 A TR RN B RE L) K 57 SliRe I AERIEIR O | 7E S AT 5
A DL BB RN e bn . Ahas BEATs A A0 AR 11 2 mT DUR] a4 25580 A A K I 45 DL A~ A
P 5 Ak S AR e, AT UL AR AR P I A T SE AR T E AR R A R T A
AIMTCILH ™, WiZ A BE AT T] LU sE IR — S M R AL S AR AT AR - 2 5 R R &

1 HARRBESHARTE

1.1 B IX AL

BN B SR XA T U 101 B (102°52'—103%24'E.,30°45'—31°25'N) |, T A2 2000 km® , & AR
K EESH (Ailuropoda melanoleuca) 4z 22M5% ( Rbinopitbecus spp) i ( Davidia involucrata ) 552 % shAEY) 7 P 1M 15
S ER R QIR X, AR XA T 19634E, T 1980 4E I ARG B HAB SCH A NS5 AP (-3 XX
I 5 1 AR AR YR G s B AR [ RAPORAR I B I o WFSE DCI BJ AIGA IS & 85, 6 AT IEL
F,26 AFTR/NL, 2013 4R W AEAH'5954 2 A 1164 1o AT EZELIE 8  BIADUE Y 3, i R
FENFRNTES, FEREY AL EK 1G5 (AP XN (BT -/NE ) A BRI 303 44 TE A 5T
A AARPRAP X S R P DS AN S i E2HIE . H 1999 4 [ AR ShiR BRd sk TS | Bbe A
SRORAFT DX 2000 4F T 2212003 ARREZEA K 2 5B AF, 5 40 1R R AR TR U ZE 4R/ U 2R — R i B B A
R ,2014 4E 5 B AR — BB PP TARFER 9 ICHUR 58 =48, A P % T LA 2GR, (H 2 BRI S it
75 2OFTAP Bl bR v i R B 240 2
1.2 itk

A SCRES: 5K P 1AL 7772 (PRA , Participatory Rural Appraisal) ,2014 45 7—8 H XA 57 X Il 4& 7 347
A IR, R SRR P o P IEAT WA RO ST XK T 18 JR 8 i e R, PR A E I T R e
FLARTRAT DCRI P 2 B (RMIE KGR ) BT TR 9 7S N7 BN, b 17 4 o 9 e 10 4 9 e 0 1 DL 9 e e AR ) B2
PR RBETER B - (1) 5 A FE A A AR S & RIVE S8 &0 20 Gy 1) 5 | M A8 I8 A 45 0] I8 A 1] 4
ATHE X PEECE VRS 5 (2) 7 R A FEA R B A A R4S T TR A /882 20% A P, 2 R GE
)4 200 17, 23045 182 (A RN 4 5 (3) Jr WG aE DT Ar 5 e PR3 XA B W Ze 2l bt 1 T 9%
DR B ECR B A B0 LA SR B AR A E S 2 I 0, HAR 5 1 U 90 DX k25 28 355 28 S 1) 2 22
PRI BT A e s A B 25 303 4 38 1Y) B 2 S5 o 1A e X 42, ol bk =R O B s A &k ) A5 AR
PAA N (1) B A # 1A 25 5 AT REACRRIE ; (2) 0 A 5 0B BHE ARECR 19 28 FIA R 5 (3) B
P E X T F 3RO TN TS SR, A R SR 3 P AR e X 35t 2Ll kA aT
PAGET 5 B i S , I Il BT AR 2 O SR 8 2 2 W0 SR AR A5 8 A [a] 45 LA AR B
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1.3.1  HE TR bR

A ] [ o A S AR AT RS AR T HE AR B | EE X RIME A SR O XA P AR T ) B AR X B 5 46 B
HEATURAE O 4 T RN AR DR R AR TR PRA R (R 1) o AR AT HE AR IR R A AT
PR (— AR , AR A A T BRI THE AR ( 8 8) M, Hrp BRI A THE bR 5 2 sk A 3T
FHIE R LE G, 5% E NSNS T A AR TR AR AR5 2602 AR IR 45 A BRI A T8 A5 A S0 B A R 7
WRAE . (1) SRR a0+ i AR 0 AR S 4 BRAICHE 1 SRR/, BIDAR P S o T A 500 0 A IR AP 5 (2) 4028
st G055 8 12 BB R G O S H BRAAHE AR R T A T i ST NEEATHE I SR 5 I R HE s Rt
TTIRAE

F1 RAETARNOEIRERERERR

Table 1 Indicators of livelihood capitals and their weight

HTHRA (F55) FRIGE THEAR (55 febrACE RE
Capitals ( Symbols ) Indicators ( Symbols ) Weight Assignment
FSRVEA (1)) P AR (L) 075 NHHIA A ; - R EL R A B 7 14 1 AT -
Natural capital TERHFFEAL(T,, ) 0.25 NPTl b R b i AR AR T3t
ANTTHEA(T,) FIEBETT N1 (1)) 0.33 4558 J1=1.0;2155 801 =0.5;4E5581 )1 =0
Human capital %ﬁ]ﬁi?ﬁlﬁﬁfﬁ(ln) 0.67 KERFHD FE=1,84=0.75;8F=0.5;/N¥%=0.25;LHE=0
WHHA(1,) FHEBG (1) 0.21 4=0.8;%=0.5;54=0.3;1=0.2; =0
Physical capital [ 5 % 7= ( I;) 0.24 WE A A WA T Bt (B R4 =R A ) iYL
TREE L Pr=1.031% FLB =0.75; KA B =0.5; 1 A5 =0.25; K 55 =0;300
25 TR (1) 0.55 RV Y =1.05210—299 F-=0.75;120—209 - =0.5;60—119=0.25;60
LT =0
SERBEA(1,) AWA (1) 0.62 AN 4E A
Financial capital fEBEAL2 ( 1) 0.24 £=1.0,E=0
TSRS (1) 0.14 £=1.0;=0
B (15) FREN Z 43 BLVBUE (L) 0.16 F=1.0;,J=0
Social capital Z ik XA LU (1) 0.12 ZM=1.0;,2%/=0
e LA (R RE (1) 0.25 %%ﬂﬁtfﬁz1.0;jt%ﬁéj\ﬂﬁzo.ﬁfﬂémﬁ:o.s;//l\iﬂzﬂ%:o.zs;ﬂﬁu
AnfE=0
SR A () 0.47 19 SRARAP X P 3 R

1.3.2 IPEATFRARTEE
FH T R 5 0 R 2 B GRS AR FEAN ], SRy T A 45 A s =2 [ A A5 et SRR Al B2 A8 /1N SR FHA X
OXF AL 185 AR PR E ThR AL 2
1,=I' /L. (1)
R LRSS n AFEA AR BRI — A AE ; Inj' 5 n DREA j HEPRIVTEAR AL LR 5 1, j FE PR AR AL (E
HRAJE A FE AR PR HEACAE AL ER | AT 58 8 Ak P R A 09 TR AR TH A FR R D e 7 B AR TH AR TR
4 o RN w1l
I= i I = i W1, (2)
2, TR R EAE R, AR | 2R AR 1, RS § AT EAR Y n 8RR P58 j A8 FR A bR
OB W3R i AR j PPN R PR IR
1.3.3  FdEadorik
BT R Ay 2B R A AR IR P S 5 EIE (RS ) RGP ATFRA R A
AR T AR | TR AR A A AT AR X A P B S 5 R A gy OMAR B, 2 ] AR R OR

<
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LI
logit(p) = In(7 )= B+, X, 4B, (3)

Horr, P R0 KRR B T 28 B 2 W RO, FR AR EBUE 2 A FN, A (Y=1 5 Y=0 M3
Z W) 1 EAR X R , 288 B, [ H ZR B, e > oA 722 B OB R R AN AR I 12 8 722 B U3 i — 4> B 5 |
i FEECEE H SRR R AR A . FERR IR HLG 25 S i R Walds (H T B [ AYKL TR, 1T Nagelkerke R*AHT
LI A AN v [ 7 e g R ) PR A 7 S o PR B RV ST LA

2 WRERST

2.1 PHAEXTR AR

PR A P B EEACRRAE W2 2 INPETIR I, 2ot LU B R B R Le ], A AR i KR 66 %, i
NN 20 %, Hi 31—40 %5 F 41—50 % PIASBY B IR X S T8 22 | A7 SR X R 8 66 % VAR F | Z 1
F SRR B AR AR, 42% 19 32 15 # AL B AT /N2 B DU 19 SCAR 7K S, & 9 (15.9%) ok & =L
(12.1%) B SCAR KO L E AR X AR . B R A P I AR (R Al A 7= 0, 32 24 My DX 11 B il R B4 bR
TR AZ U P BT A I AR D P R AR A 2,320 i, R L TR Y PS4 b R A
R,

R2 PEEXNREERFHE

Table 2 Respondents’ demographic and socio-economic’ characteristics

FEAAF L Fif JE 45 Wolong Town Bkik £ Gengda Town Bt %
Characteristics EMESCH BRI (2R B WKIAAS PR E Total
FEA R Number 38 32 11 43 28 30 182(100)
P Sex il 17 14 4 22 14 13 84(46.2)
ks 21 18 7 21 14 17 98(53.8)
AR Age 20—30 4 4 2 5 4 3 22(12.1)
31—40 13 13 2 18 11 12 69(37.9)
41—350 12 7 4 13 7 8 51(28.1)
51 UL 9 8 3 7 6 7 40(21.9)
HERE </N# 15 11 4 20 14 12 76(41.8)
Education level wIH 13 11 2 12 7 10 55(30.2)
&k 6 5 3 6 5 4 29(15.9)
=K% 4 5 2 5 2 4 22(12.1)
P ( A/ F1) Size of household 4.08 4.06 3.7 4.39 4.21 4.73 4.25
Pk ( BT/ P4 Number of farmland 2.57 2.14 3.04 1.37 4.04 1.58 2.32

22 B RIS S EE SRR AL R

T RIS 37— SR B ARIT | 4k SROR AR R (77% ) FoR RSk 20 (36 3) , K4y il 25
JF68% 1942 1) N IR AR , R U1 b , 245 25% [ 2 368 523 A B I B 7T LA AE 30— 5 e s ST 1)
TR AR A M 5 S AR T . 24 23.08% (9 T A5 0 A SR 4552 F — 5o iR BT E B =, — &
FRETF B R AR A T (69% ) , IR IN Ky F BT (AN A7 10 M1, 5 BAF 00 - M 70 % 3% ) 46 T 2% e
(31%) , FILAT UL, % - 3 e VARl e R BB AN Bl LB R R B P RS S U,

WA P TS 5 R AN A IR S AR JE RS 2 I8 1] One-Way ANOVA HAE P24k P AR HHHE AR 1Y
Kt WFFELE IR WA A 1A TR AR 4 5 (F=31.806,P<0.01) . M T ZeA AR (1 Lo 4%
ZERSEE (1) b RO RO RIR B S 5B PR P S TR S S 5 IR 1 (P<0.001) | 1fi
IR AR AR RA N R EE S SR BEs TAREES 504K (P<0.05) ,
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Table 3 Respondents’ willingness to reenrollment and reasons

2R L il JE A LAl
Willingness Ratio Reasons Ratio
/598 76.92 BEHb R 25, PRI RAG , ASAniE bR, 30575 # M 67.86
Yes ARER N AT LA 55 1, 3 AR R Rt T A b Bl 25.71
W 57 [ SR SR B RS A 4 X, IR B BURF S A AL BOR 6.43
AIEE No 23.08 SERh AL T RS B R R A AR T 69.05
AMERRAEAA , 4 M R BAE 5 2 (i 4k 30.95
2.3 ABIFEANA PSS EIEN W ATk P
s . e . " 16 ~_ 7T
R T TR A T HS 5 B W - — REH

D7 OB , ARWF AR P S 5 B IEAE N R AR
iU ASRTEAR A TR W BR AR A AR AR RS
BEANE N R A e A T A T A3 B, Il 2
T AR A R BLE RS E Ml kK
RIIRAGTHE Jg 61.564, Nagelkerke R* A 0.793 , #5510 v 1
TR IRE] 92.9% , FBAIBHIZER IR (£ 4) AT
AR SREAR SRl AR A S WA K P S 5 E
JEEA W (P<0.05) BRI 5 AR TR, Hod 2%
PEARXTAR P S 5 R A W 6 R I 4 1 BERPEFREMLE

KRGS EA NN P 5 55 R 2 502 01 Figi1 Comparison of capital value between households willing
W, TEMRE b SRV R S SRER e e el

DU K (B=17.237) , A AR BEA KR 7 152 58 1) 7 T DT R EL R R (B =-16.237) , BIFE HAth S8 AR 22 1
T T 4 Al AN [ AR GEA BRI I — A BLO7 B, AR A B Y logitP (AR P E R S A R E 2 5B TR
2 TR ) A 4t n 17.237 D7 FIREAR 16.237 DEAAL . 5340 A2 AN R TR %7 iy s A 32 |
SFAC PRYES S R R E, TEIREBE (B=10.757,P<0.05) FE&WEAME R P ES SEEBR, A
AN 5 A X 4 R AR R PR R A IR T R (R AN

RSN

SxmlgE A LIRS

R4 BEEWHFAMRABSERENZM

Table 4 The effect of livelihood capitals on respondents’ willingness by logistic regression

HiH Il 5 &% (B) b2 Wals {8 M
Indicators Regression coefficient S.E Walds value Sig
H 4R A Nawral capital -16.237 3.878 24.606 0.000
A S1% A Human capital 1.128 0.922 1.497 0.221
YIRYEAS Physical capital 1.899 2.523 0.566 0.452
&l ¢ Financial capital 17.237 4.563 14.27 0.000
#1257 Social capital 10.757 4.436 5.88 0.015

24 HIPEA YRR P S 5 BRI

HRAEARVE LR A HETEDS , O T8n R 5 T 2 BIHR R, 0 T E— B i ek P A bR AR S
MSHEREZMMLR, URFNHS S BE R AR &, A TR R BI85 b5 o i B S e R 47 3%
BT AN U430 | 1 USSR A AR R AR A TR 101.436, Nagelkerke R*2A 0.617 , B 5 iR TN 55 5] 86.3% , %
MERBARIFISHME, WA RERM, AR TEA T PR R AR P2 5 B A 2 1 1 ) 52 i)
(R 5) RPPIA BRI Z 12 50 E BT, A, SR A PRSI A S EA TR E
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R RO N TGS R 055 3l ) 52 280 R BE L S S BEA Hh ) A o 2 R T AR 0 A 4 PR B A
A RFRIEE W, HA G AXTR P 125 5 A 1E W 5Tk E RO (8= 38.591) , HAB 26 1F AL B 1 B0
T A FBE A BRI — > B HARR A9 logitP (R P EE S A EEHS 5B T RIRZ
FEBIXS ) 25 w5 38.591 A, HoAthAis K f2 i A B R/ MR UUR RIE N 2 2 U R AR ] 97 s 1 2 A TR
HE P At B AL

®5 EHARZRIERNKRPABSEREENIM

Table 5 The effect of the capitals’ composition indicator on respondents’ willingness by logistic regression

T H EVEES ()] bRl Wals {8 B 3E
Indicators Regression coefficient S.E Walds value Sig
A H T FAFEEL Index of land size -3.246 1.875 3.779 0.378
SERRHEF E AR 2L Index of farmland size -23.041 5.451 17.866 0.000
FUEHAKT7 5 J1HE %L Index of household labor 2.995 1.344 3.127 0.308
35 8 11 2 B FREEFS L Index of labor education 7717 2.202 12.280 0.000
A 412 BIHLAAE L Index of assistance opportunity 1.058 0.874 0.158 0.092
P4 U AFEEL Index of cash income 38.591 8.143 22.458 0.000
PEF B FE %L Index of livestock amount 3.749 2.078 2.914 0.343
I#] 58 YEAHEEL Index of fixed assets 3.982 1.923 3.269 0.479
1 B T RS L Index of housing area 6.420 2.919 4.837 0.028
SR A PEFE 5L Index of relatives 5.591 2.045 3.925 0.760
SN X LHLHEHL Index of community membership 3.479 1.918 2.804 0.386
ot JE P A AR AR EE 55X Index of trust to people around 6.047 2.673 4.159 0.917
FRER T4 R FEEL Index of village committee membership 13.625 6.356 4.595 0.032

25 WAZHSRAHESSER

B A O =R 2 AR S AMEEROA AR A L R AR RN A o D it — 28 3 R P A S
XHFZ 5 BRI, LUK s AT I ARSHME IS S B L E OO S S e AR
A TSSO TG Dy fif R AR B DL PR 2 5 R T A B R R AT 3 R S 1T A A A Tl DA R AR Y
Nagelkerke R*2M 0.753 MR ERR TGRS 01.2% , FEAGDIZE BRI R P LTI 5 HES 58 R
BEHEMIK(EK6) . LM S AR L EX R B2 5 B E N TTEME (B=-13.627) 5 EBHMEIA L
SR HH STERE AR S (B=18.603)  (HSZ M J7 AR B, e P AR S AME IS 5 B FE X R 7 12 5 R
A E WM E I, A SAMES L R PSS B S 8w b A S Rz, T T
WA B HEE X 5 A R 12 5 R R 52 7 205 AR SAME SO SO R L R AR T 5 U TR, STk e
&R (B=11.996) .

R6 WAGEHMNKABSEEENRME

Table 6 The effect of income structure on respondents’ willingness by logistic regression

JiH AR %0(B) brif 2 Walds {4 e
Indicators Regression coefficient S.E Walds value Sig
AN 5 [

N P BUA KT 13.603 3.187 18.217 0
Ratio of payment in total income

o ]
A SRR -13.627 2.336 34.045 0
Ratio of farm income in total income

SN [
M 5 BB R 11.996 2.353 25.989 0

Ratio of non-farm in total income

2.6 AKJHSEEERE R AT
R AITSE XS A A ™ S B M T RS 5 A 22 IR A — i R 22 5, Dbt T A Bk e v A A5,

http ; //www.ecologica.cn



6212 JAE = 37 &
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