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Study on the Factors Affecting the Increase of Farmers’ Income in Forestry—Taking Shaanxi Province as an Example
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Abstract

(School of Economics & Management, Beijing Forestry University, Beijing 100083 )
Based on the survey data of farmers’ forestry income increase in 7 districts and counties of Shaanxi Province in 2018, a binary Lo-

gistic regression model was established, and it was found that the increase of local farmers’ forestry income was affected by various factors such

as investment, labor input, and labor efficiency. This article further used the gray correlation analysis model to determine the sequence of the

impact degree of farmers’ income increase factors in order from high to low: agricultural labor efficiency, investment in under-forest plantation

and under-forest aquaculture,, non-timber forest capital investment per unit of forest land area, number of types engaged in the forestry indus-

try, labor input. Based on this, the forestry income increase and development status of farmers in Shaanxi Province were analyzed, and sug-

gestions for local farmers to increase income were proposed.
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Table 1 Influencing factors of increasing forestry income
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Table 2 Logistic regression results
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Table 3 Influencing factors related sequence
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