( ) 2017 8 18 4
Journal of Hunan Agricultural University (Social Sciences), Aug. 2017, 18(4):057-063

DOI: 10.13331/j.cnki.jhau(ss).2017.04.009
NREBE5FH R PGS ITAREEIME =
— X T104. A% RRREEEZLHE

RILTE, TEHEH, WLms

( / 214122)
i E 10 637 PGS
19.47% PGS PGS PGS
PGS PGS 20.9%  47.2%
PGS PGS 1%
PGS 5%
x # A PGS
HFESES F303.2 XHEREE: A XE4RS: 1009-2013(2017)04-0057-07

The behavior and influencing factors of smallholders joining the organic agriculture PGS:

Based on the survey data from the farmers in 10 provinces and autonomous regions in China

XU Lingling, YU Tiantian, SHAN Lijie
(Food Safety Research Base/ Business School, Jiangnan University, Wuxi 214122, China)

Abstract: Based on the survey data of 637 smallholders in 10 provinces and autonomous regions of China, this paper
analyzes the selection behaviour and influence factors of smallholders’ participation in the organic agricultural PGS. The
results showed that only 19.47% of peasants chose to join the PGS. Both of their cognition of PGS and willingness to
produce organic produce had significant effects on their selection behaviour of participation in the PGS, and peasants
heard of the PGS and willing to produce organic productions, whose probability of participating in PGS increased by
20.9% and 47.2%, respectively. Moreover, the expected profit, the value cognition of PGS and educational level very
significantly effect smallholders joining in the PGS selection(1% significance level);annual agricultural income also
significantly effects smallholders joining in the PGS selection(5% significance level).
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