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Abstract: [Objective] The objective of this research is to explore the impact mechanisms of socio-economic factors on the
crops choices of households, and to provide a basis for optimization of cropping structure and policy-making. [Method] Taking
Binxian County in Heilongjiang province as the study area, this study randomly conducted face-to-face interviews on 384 households,
and used statistical frequency method provided by SPSS software to investigate the impacts of socio-economic factors including
production inputs, net income of crops, crop sale, agriculture technology popularization and agricultural policy on the farming
initiative and crop choice. [Result] The results showed that to a greater extent, increase of crops net income, the promotion of new
varieties and new technologies as well as agricultural subsidies and guidance policies, can greatly promote the farming initiative.
Crop net income is the primary factor affecting farmer’s crop choices, followed by agricultural subsidies and guide policy.

[ Conclusion] Several ways such as increasing infrastructure investment, raising crop prices, stabilizing purchasing channels,
increasing investment in agricultural R & D and services, can be considered to improve farming initiative, optimize cropping
structure and increase farmers income.
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Table 1 Household survey on crop sale
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ST Sale objects #4577 Sale methods %% Frequency E 43t Percentage (%)
2 Nation W = 4 Purchase price 303 78.9
gk Al Agricultural enterprises T %17 Booking contract 41 10.7
HElRS Middleman AE L Company consignment sale 1 0.3
A& AT Farmer’s market BIR ¥4 32 Instant negotiation 1 0.3
e Others — 38 9.9
x2 RUAEHLZRIBERFR
Table 2 Household survey on the development of agricultural cooperative
LR B A LA A S8R X e AR RS SR LB VR AR I R R R
Situation of agricultural cooperative Using the service of the agricultural cooperative | |The future of the agricultural cooperative
T3 % Aok 12670 ¥ Aok 12655 L7iE Aok
Option Frequency Percentage (%) ||Option Frequency Percentage (%) ||Option Frequency Percentage (%)
H Yes 60 15.6 Bz 31 8.1 E i 132 34.4
Actively Good
#H No 304 79.2 H/RZ 11 2.9 B 21 55
Seldom Not good
& Others 20 5.2 MAZN 26 6.8 ENGE: 30 7.8
Never Unclear
L& Others 316 822 & Others 201 52.2
F3 R FERER
Table 3 Household survey on the promotion of agricultural technology
Z: 55 Participation K Type K FEFE Penetration
LT hr# At 12670 L [Epin=4 1270 B [Epin=4
Option Frequency Percentage (%) | [Option Frequency Percentage (%) ||Option Frequency Percentage (%)
Bzm 241 62.8 iYL e 74 19.3 Iz 156 40.7
Actively participation \ariety introduction Widely
W& 1 0.3 BRIGHA 68 17.7 Az 76 19.8
Never participation Cultivation technology Not widely
BE 86 224 LI 5 13 RiHiE 9 2.3
Lack Pest control Unclear
RiHiE 3 0.8 B 25 6.5 IR AL 1 0.3
Unclear Livestock farming Training only
& Others 53 13.8 & Others 212 55.2 & Others 142 37.0
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Table 4 Household survey on the usage of new variety and agricultural technology
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AR B 112 29.2 FL— 99 25.8 Ly 93 24.2
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21,4 RUYBEFEER mERG FEERAMLIT
e Fe AT XA, 61,2904 BT fE LA Ak 5] F
EOREIR;  FRFIMHEIX 5] T BUR SRR A 2 H,
ICHHRE . B RE S5 LR B R AR X A AR L R BRI
FEANV AN 7T, 2003 4 TAR &=, HE A4k H
B THRAEEA. BAAMNEFIRNEANMES 3 TR
&y HEER, 37.2%0 R AAREEL, 49.4%1)

F5 Rl BERAMRAMNGEEER
Table 5 Household survey on agricultural policy and subsidy
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