( ) 2018 2 19 1
Journal of Hunan Agricultural University (Social Sciences), Feb. 2018, 19(1):025-031

DOI: 10.13331/j.cnki.jhau(ss).2018.01.004

FRIEE M E R RBE R BT RS2 00 [E 2= 40 4

SRR, PR

( a. b. 210095)
w = 2015
Ordered Probit 66%
* % |
RENES F842.6 XERFRERS: A XEHRS: 1009-2013(2018)01-0025-07

Farmers’ evaluation of the effectiveness of swine insurance and its influencing factors
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Nanjing Agricultural University, Nanjing 210095, China)

Abstract: Based on the survey data in Jiangsu and Henan province in 2015, using ordered probit model, this paper
investigated farmers’ evaluation of the effectiveness of swine insurance and analyzed the impact of different management
characteristics, risk types, insurance cognition and government trust. Results showed that 66% of the farmers believed
that swine insurance indeed played an important role in sharing risks, reducing losses and resuming production.
Increasing of nature risks, insurance cognition and their trust with local government had significant positive impact on
their evaluation, while the increasing of market risks had significant negative impact on their evaluation. In addition,

joining professional cooperatives had significant negative effect on farmers’ evaluation.
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