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Determinants of farmers’ treatment modes on sick and dead poultry:

Based on 331 broiler farmers’ survey data from 6 provinces
HUANG Zeying, WANG Jimin®
(Institute of Agricultural Economics and Development, Chinese Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Beijing 100081, China)

Abstract: Based on 331 questionnaires of broiler farmers from 6 provinces in China, the author chose 21 independent
variables selected from householder characteristics, farm characteristics, epidemics cognition, social environment and
epidemics prevention belief to analyze the farmers' treatment modes on sick and dead poultry and its influence factors
with Multinomial Probit model. It was found that 63.75% and 93.66% of farmers chose innocent treatment or incineration
to treat sick live poultries and dead poultries respectively. The farmers who took part in professional training, had higher
recognition on innocent treatment effect or innocent treatment devices owned by village collective tended to deep bury
sick live poultries; the farmers who had innocent treatment subsidies and higher recognition on innocent treatment effect
posed significant influence on sick live poultries incinerated; the farmers who had larger farm size, took part in
professional training, epidemics prevention and technology service surroundings, higher recognition on the innocent
treatment effect or innocent treatment devices owned by village collective would like to have dead poultries deep buried;
the farmers who had larger farm size, higher recognition on innocent treatment effect or innocent treatment devices

owned by village collective inclined to incinerate sick chicken.
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