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Factors affecting farmers' willingness to grow grain in key grain-producing areas
Based on the investigation of 475 rural households of Hunan Province
CHEN Si-yu, ZENG Fu-sheng, L1U Hui, XU Hui

(School of Economics, Hunan Agricultural University, Changsha 410128, China)

Abstract: Based on the investigation data of 475 samples of rural households in key grain-producing areas of Changsha
county,Yueyang county and Shaoyang county of Hunan province, selecting 15 variable quantities from the pespective of
individual characteristics of the farmers, household features of rural households marketing price of grain and so on, this
paper analyzes the factors influencing rural households” willingness to grow grain by using Binary Logistic model.The
results shows that: these factors including the proportion of the gender, the level of education, the years of grain
growing ,and grain profits of the farmers in total household income; the prices of grain, the purpose of grain growing, the
support of agricultural technic, the status of water conservancy facilities, positively impact on farmers' willingness to
grow grain; while those factors including farmers’ physical health, labor shortages, the price of production, negatively
impact on farmers' willingness to grow grain; and those elements ,such as the age of farmers, capital adequacy, the
proportion of food subsidies in the input of grain growing, the situation of grain selling do not greatly impact on farmers'
willingness to grow grain.
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