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Factors affecting farmers credit availability and its hierarchy:
Based on empirical analysis of the farmer in Tai'an City
SHI Fang-chao, DONG Ji-gang
(College of Economics and Management, Shandong Agricultural University, Tai’an 271018, China)

Abstract: Based on 220 households survey data of Tai'an City, selecting 13 variables from five aspects such as the head
of household characteristics, household characteristics, cognitive characteristics, characteristics of the loan, national
policies, this paper analyzes farmers credit availability and hierarchy using Logistic-ISM model. The results showed that:
farmer household income, source of income, loan experience, equity loans and loans to financial institutions to define the
qualifications of applicants’ availability had significant positive impact on farmers’ credit, while the loan amount and loan
purpose had a significant negative effect on farmers’ credit. Analyzing the hierarchy of the affecting factors, we found
that the loan applicant qualifications defining factor of financial institution was surface direct factors, rural household
income levels, lending experience, loan amount and loan purpose were middle layer factors, and household income
sources, loans, equity and country policies were the root causes.
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