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The Experimental Economics Studies of Farmers’ Risk Preferences

GAO Yi-wei, JIN Jian-jun” , WANG Xiao-min (Beijing Normal University, Beijing 100875)

Abstract Farmers’ risk preference is a vital factor on their production decision-making. With the development of experimental economics,
experimental methods make great progress in the study of farmers’ risk preference. This paper summarizes the existing studies on measurement

of farmers’ risk preference and puts forward some potential directions of further study.
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