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Abstract The application of cultivation technology on the edible fungus has a significant impact on farmers to improve
their competitiveness as well as to increase incomes. According to some related scientific researches, this thesis, with
the aid of some scientific data from the national industrial technology system of the edible fungus. has analyzed the
difference between the improved technology and the production-process technology with the adoption of Logistic model
,discussing about how these two technology have affected the farmers as well as the similarities and dissimilarities of
the factors in using these two technologies. In the respect of features of planting edible fungus. farmers” recognition
level and technology attribute. the article analyzes some possible reasons. and gives a reasonable explanation for
farmers’ cognitive illusion of two technologies’ cost.
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Table 1 Fungus-planting farmers’ demand for

a variety of technologies
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Table 2 Statistics of household characteristics affecting technology adoption
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Table 3 Statistics of economic characteristics affecting technology adoption
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Table 4 Statistics of farmers’ perception and technical services
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Table 5 Selection and assignment of variable
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Table 6 A model of improved technology
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