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Impact of social network and insurance cognition on farmers’
participation in agricultural insurance
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Abstract To investigate the impact of social network and insurance cognition on farmers’ participation in agricultural
insurance and its mechanism.based on the survey data of some farmers in Wuhan metropolitan area in 2019, this study
empirically tested the relationship between these three by using the mediating effect model and Logistic model. The
results showed that: Firstly, the social network has no direct significant impact on the participating behavior of farmers
in agricultural insurance. Secondly, insurance cognition has a significant positive impact on the agricultural insurance
participation behavior of farmers, which can effectively promote their agricultural insurance participation behavior.
Thirdly, social network promotes farmers’ participation in agricultural insurance by influencing their insurance cognition,
and insurance cognition plays a complete mediating role. In conclusion, to promote farmers’ wide participation in

agricultural insurance, communications between farmers and farmers and village cadres, the propaganda of agricultural
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insurance, improvement of the agricultural insurance policy system should be strengthened.
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Fig. 1 The influence mechanism of social network and insurance cognition on

farmers’ agricultural insurance participation behavior
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Table 1 Basic information of the respondents
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Table 2 Variables description and descriptive statistics
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Insurance cognition
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Table 3 Empirical results of the influence of social network on

farmers’ participation in agricultural insurance

Yefg B E B CR P A RIS SR AT )

X A L
fife R 2 ik Explained variable (Farmers’ participation in agricultural insurance)

Explanatory variable

BRI (D) PR (2) R (3) PR (4)
\ N 0. 659"
#2245 AR SNC
(0.278)
0.718"
oW 2% = B SNH
(0. 254)
\ 0. 440
#4458 & SNI
(0.308)
\ 1.065 "
2 W 2% SN
(0. 355)
0.129 0.375 0. 367 0.277
5] GEN
(0.586) (0.584) (0.578) (0.584)
—0.022 —0.021 —0.023 —0.022
W AGE
(0.023) (0.023) (0.023) (0.023)
_ —0.029 —0.035 —0.022 —0. 045
Z#BFKF EDU
(0.070) (0.069) (0.068) (0.070)
B ‘ ) 0. 856 0. 765 1. 066 0.778
FEER—B AR TH VILC
(0. 696) (0.713) (0. 689) (0.704)
. 0.539™ 0.565" 0.496" 0.536"
AL A CLA
(0. 268) (0.273) (0. 265) (0.270)
e . 0.083 0.036 0.043 0. 064
Ak 55 3l 1 ALFC _
(0. 248) (0. 253) (0. 248) (0. 253)
0.263" 0.228 0.257" 0. 245
AW A KT PRO -
(0. 148) (0.15D) (0. 148) (0.150)
o i —0.872 —1.045° —0.875 —1.005°
REPAT =LA A INDC
(0.535) (0.543) (0.533) (0.542)
§ —5.587"7" —5.652" —4.904 ™ —6.911""
H# Constant
(1.959) (1.908) (2.019) (2.099)
WL %% Observed data 477 477 477 477

TE e x L owor oo SPRIFROR 1020526 1% (9 B35 MEAKCF 365 MBI A b 22 . Tl

values in parentheses are standard deviations. The same below.
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Table 4 Empirical results of the influence of social network on farmers” cognition of agricultural insurance

fiff 7R o AR AT R PR B A D) AR TR AT R (PR B 4 B0A D
Explanatory Explained variable (AIE) Explained variable (ATA)
vasiable BRI ROEI(E)  BUE(T) AR BUE(D) A0 BRI RA(2)
12 X 45 B AR 0.063™ 0.060 "
SNC (0.028) (0.029)
A2 W 2% 5 0. 087" 0.086"
SNH (0.024) (0.025)
2% W 4% 5 0.035 0.036
SNI (0.031) (0.032)
) 0.112* 0.110"
4R SN
(0.035) (0.036)
0.067 0.096" 0.078 0.079 0. 064 0.092 0.075 0.076
5 GEN
(0. 055) (0.055) (0.055) (0.055) (0.057) (0.056) (0.057) (0.056)
AE P —0.000 —0.001 —0.000 —0.000 —0.000 —0.000 —0.000 —0.000
AGE (0.002) (0.002) (0.002) (0.002) (0.003) (0.002) (0.003) (0.002)
ZHE K 0.002 0.001 0.003 0.001 0.002 0. 000 0.002 0. 001
EDU (0.007) (0.007) (0.007) (0.007) (0.007) (0.007) (0.007) (0.007)
FREIREA[NT 0.281" 0.257" 0.315" 0.268" 0,277 0.253" 0.309 """ 0.263"
¥ VILC (0.112) (0.111) (0.11D) (0.11D) (0.115) (0.114) (0.114) (0.114)
_ 0.051" 0.064" 0.050" 0.054" 0. 046 0.058" 0.044 0.048
AT CLA
(0.029) (0.029) (0.029) (0.029) (0.030) (0.030) (0.030) (0.030)
Al 5 3 7 A —0.033 —0.040 —0.039 —0.040 —0.027 —0.033 —0.033 —0.033
ALFC (0.028) 0.027) (0.028) (0.027) (0.028) (0.028) (0.029) (0.028)
LA A L E 0.028" 0.025 0.030" 0.026 0.038™ 0.035™ 0.040™ 0.036™
PRO (0.017) (0.017) (0.017) (0.017) (0.017) (0.017) (0.017) (0.017)
B PEATE B —0.076  —0.090" —0.071 0.090" —0.073  —0.095" —0.069 —0.086
4 INDC (0.051) (0.051) (0.051) (0.051) (0.052) (0.052) (0.052) (0.052)
) 0.784 %" 0.725"" 0. 862" 0. 624" 0.783" 0.720"" 0.849 0.621"
¥ Constant
(0.192) (0.183) (0. 202) (0. 204) (0.197) (0.188) (0.207) (0.209)
SURIESS 477 477 477 477 477 477 477 477

Observed data
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E- X 1¢-9)
fift B B il AR e (U 6 JUE TA AT B 5 A B AR i (AR A )
Explanatory Explained variable (CLAR) Explained variable (INSC)
variable B3 BUNAO  BUBAS) B MR B8  BUHA9 0
12 X 45 B AR 0.076 0.066 "
SNC (0.034) (0.029)
22 50 2 5 0.105" 0.092""
SNH (0.029) (0.025)
2% ) 4% 5 0.066" 0.045
SNI (0.037) (0.032)
) 0.146" 0.123*
4R SN
(0.043) (0.037)
0.056 0.091 0.069 0.071 0.062 0.093 0.074 0.075
M5 GEN
(0.067) (0. 066) (0.067) (0.066) (0.058) (0.057) (0.058) (0.057)
—0.002 —0.002 —0.002 —0.002 —0.001 —0.001 —0.001 —0.001
E AGE
(0.003) (0.003) (0.003) (0.003) (0.003) (0.003) (0.003) (0.003)
o —0.003 —0.005 —0.002 —0.004 0.001 —0.001 0.001 —0.001
ZHEKF EDU
(0.009) (0.009) (0.009) (0.009) (0.008) (0.007) (0.008) (0.007)
FEEREANT 0.395" 0.367" 0.434" 0.374™ 0.318" 0.292" 0.353" 0.302""
# VILC (0.135) (0.134) (0.134) (0.135) (0.117) (0.116) (0.116) (0.116)
_ 0.055 0.070* 0.051 0.058 0.051" 0.064* 0. 049 0.053"
A A CLA
(0.035) (0.035) (0.035) (0.035) (0.030) (0.030) (0.031) (0.030)
Al 55 3l 7 B —0.015 —0.023 —0.025 —0.020 —0.025 —0.032 —0.032 —0.032
ALFC (0.033) (0.033) (0.034) (0.033) (0.029) (0.029) (0.029) (0.029)
b N 0.042" 0.038" 0.044 0.040" 0.036" 0.033" 0.038" 0.034"
PRO (0.020) (0.020) (0.020) (0.020) (0.017) (0.017) (0.017) (0.017)
BE#EAT LA —0.078 —0.105" —0.075 —0.096 —0.076  —0.100" —0.072 —0.091"
4 INDC (0.062) (0.062) (0.062) (0.062) (0.053) (0.053) (0.053) (0.053)
) 0.867 " 0.799" 0. 880" 0. 641" 0.811" 0. 748" 0.864 " 0.628"
#¥ Constant
(0.232) 0. 222) (0. 244) (0. 246) (0.201) (0.192) (0.211) (0.213)
RURIIES 477 477 477 477 477 477 477 477

Observed data
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FIEES FRARIITE 1000 BAG K F T 0 A P Al fR B

B2

SARAT 7 A 3 O [ 5 W, X R R B ORI B A
R ORI < AR e I B DA AT L DR S A R £



12 TEEY.

b2 T 2% R IR DA 0T AR P AR DR 2 R AT 5 e 273

BT & S R R S SRR, Bk
H3.H3a,H3b il H3c 15 E| 55 UF . 45 il 425 & v 4F i
1) 5% 0 AR AR B 2 - AT Ry, U0 BT BE B AR P AR IS 1Y
R AR PRES 1 S R AE TR, — O T AF 1 42
RIGNANAE F= 250 A F 5, Bl ik H B 19 50 2%

BRI IE A AR R T A AT 5 AR 2 5 R0l B
W B ABE A AR 5 53 — 7 T » AR I B B 0 TR A Y
12 Re S8 2% B LA SR A AR B (4 T BEAE LA/
R K S A A AR S R AT AT AE U R R
55 8 IS S R AT RAFTE IE AR G & A

£S5 REANDXNRARLERESRITAZMEKIELR

Table 5 Empirical results of the influence of insurance cognition on farmers’
participation in agricultural insurance
B A R 7B ik CR P R ML AR B ZARAT )
R B

Explained variable (Farmers’ participation in agricultural insurance)

Explanatory variable

g2 B (22) B (23) B (20)
. 4,328
LRI 3% FAE ATE
(0.769)
R 5. 308"
PRI £ BUAE ATA
(1.135)
. 4,229
PR B BRI AT BE CLAR
(0.833)
\ 7.640"
FRB AN INSC
(2.155)
—0.018 —1.241 —1.630 —2.577
PEH] GEN
(1.126) (1.467) (1.490) (2.030)
—0.073 —0.164™ —0.077 —0.219"
£ AGE
(0.056) (0.073) (0.075) (0.122)
- 3 —0.260" —0.3567 —0.063 —0.545™
ZHEHKF EDU
(0.146) (0.175) (0.195) (0.249
. ) . 0.134 0.653 —1.118 0.133
FREZBA R TH# VILC
(1.096) (1.243) (1.542) (1.453)
0.728 1.349" 1.228" 1.812"
R T AR CLA
(0.540) (0.702) (0.698) (1.070)
e » . 1.126* 1.245" 0.451 1.852"
A 557 3l Sy M ALFC
(0.560) (0.668) (0.706) (1.027)
0.269 —0.166 0. 095 0.232
ek i A L EE PRO
(0.282) (0.33D) (0.37D) (0.402)
e B . —0.183 —1.410 —1.756 —1.616
AT A INDC .
(0.964) (1.350) (1.364) (1.480)
—7.757" —3.733 —7.661 —6. 307
8 Constant
(4.27D) (4.34D) (5.216) (7.712)
WL %% Observed data 477 477 477 477
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Table 6 Empirical results of the influence of social network and insurance cognition on

farmers’ participation in agricultural insurance

AR 25t P AL A 2 44T )

Explained variable (Farmers’ participation in agricultural insurance)

R B

Explanatory variable

FRAL(25) AL (26) FRAL(27) AL (28)
\ N 0. 483
FE o P 25 LA SNC
(0. 940)
‘ N —0. 365
1o P45 B SNH
(0. 815)
\ ) —0.010
FL s 45 58 2 SN
(0. 885)
s —0.009
o M4 SN
(1.026)
. 7.587" 7.9717 7.645™ 7.645™
FRBE N AT INSC
(2.120) (2.404) (2.194) (2.213)
—2.810 —2.686 —2.579 —2.577
5] GEN
(2.091) (2.045) (2.035) (2.030)
—0.219" —0.223" —0.219" —0.219"
fE AGE
(0.121) (0.125) (0.123) (0.122)
B —0.565™ —0.582™ —0.545™ —0.545"
ZHHFKFE EDU
(0. 255) (0.277) (0. 255) (0. 252)
X —0.064 0. 069 0.135 0.134
FHE & BH M T#H VILC
(1.548) (1.489) (1.459) (1.458)
1.813" 1.954" 1.814" 1.814°
R CLA
(1.072) (1.128) (1.093) (1.095)
e » . 1.851" 1. 840" 1.853" 1.852 %
Ak 55 8l I ALFC
(1.014) (1.039) (1.027) (1.027)
0.244 0.204 0.231 0.231
Ak e A B PRO
(0.413) (0.407) (0.403) (0. 405)
I ] —1.618 —1.642 —1.615 —1.615
G HAT A INDC
(1.539) (1.466) (1.484) (1.480)
§ —7.541 —5.538 —6.273 —6.284
H# Constant
(8.100) (7.819) (8.301) (8.162)
WL %L Observed data 477 477 477 477




12 TEEY.

b2 T 2% R IR DA 0T AR P AR DR 2 R AT 5 e 275

A S5 0 SR RN A W REGE S T B E A
5L B0 o &L AR 2 S R AOR B3 B 4
VA N < S 1 AT 1 S e T S O S R (R S 53
ZARAT NAETE 58 A T A SO0 A 23 I 2% 58 4 J2 ik
PRI DA RN X — rf A A8 o R 5 M A P AR AR B S AR T
oo i H4 133800, i H1,Hla 1 H1b & A&
73 BN IEUE 7T BE A0 T PR 9 2 DI PN e P Al AR B
SR FAUN 5.9 20, g 2 Ud At 2 I 45 v 4
A BATA 2 540 AR, B DL 2047 O 38 i
FES AR BN IZ 5 O AT REVE RSN | DR AR 23 N 4%
XA A AR B SR T A 7 A L R

4 HFREBREW

AMWFFEHET 2019 A DI T 8 # 23 FAY E
AR a2 T A RO AR R Logistic 154 7 S2UEAG
B T A A R A P A R B B R AT
ZIR R . FEEPTEEEMT 5 —  hh 2 W2 X
PP AR S R AT T B A 7 A B WE .
T PRB NI P ARO R B S R AT O B R
T i) 52 M) o BRIV g A S AT AA 28 A ARl
TREE S RT3 = Ak 2 B2 A P AL PR =
PRAT 9 9 820 5 3 B30 o PR I A X — B AR R AT A%
S BT 2 100 255 30 o 4 i AR S A R T fE B ok 2
AR AR ELAR B A TR SE 2 b AR

BT LRS54 A R BORE W 5 R
PRT LRSI L QQ 45 S F 5 ok i A& 7 2 1]
DA KA 55 22 18] 08 52T e ;3R IO 22 4
M ARBS AR G AR L 5 Al A 2 00 28 of A ARl AR R A
T PEEE T . 5 L A BN AN T IR A
PRBS 9 B AL F7 8 o 18 A T 0 2% R A L R AR 2
R AR 22 1A 22 il SR T 1) A A A B IS AH 5
P ICHIE S TR v 4L Lo il 25 B AR5 B
A 2R 2 5 AR R . 28 = BUN A OC AR TR
S8R AN PR B A BUOR AR 28 o 2% i DXOREAR 0 Al A
PR -l ) 8 R G 2t A R Bl 4 0 % i AT AR
(o1 o 1 e el L £ i R 3 = R P S T
Al PR I 2 B M I L R 800 24 I 0 T 4R 85 R 7 X T
AN PR 19 15 A B2 e A R0 A i 2 5 RO
PRI .

S E @kt References

(10 wDRmS . JA U, 0rF. BOR PO A B IR 23 A L

[2]

[3]

[4]

[5]

(6]

[7]

(8]

B AL AT VLR B I AR5 . 2012(12) ¢ 30-37
Gao Q P, Zhou Z, He X P. Comparison of catastrophe risk
sharing models for policy agricultural insurance: With Beijing,
Jiangsu and Anhui as examples[ ] ]. Insurance Studies, 2012
(12): 30-37 (in Chinese)

BAkSE, REA T, TREL, mE. AR FEKEXR K RAEEE
B 52 W 43 A7« e T 38 b SO 9 A 50HE [ ). < V0 il 48 5% R 5 B8
i, 2019, 28(2): 483-492

Hu]J L, Xiong Z J, Zhang Y, Gao T. Analysis of factors
affecting farmers’ insurance on natural disasters on basis of
microscope survey data in Hubei Province[ ] ]. Resources and
Environment in the Yangtze Basin, 2019, 28(2) . 483-492 (in
Chinese)

I, KU, /NGRS e P I A ol O I B R 5 i TR R 1 25
ForATLI . E AR PR 5 X R, 2019, 40(4): 210-216

Hou Y L, Zhang Q. Comprehensive analysis on influencing
factors of smallholder” s willingness to purchase agricultural
insurance[ ] ]. Chinese Journal of Agricultural Resources and
Regional Planning . 2019, 40(4) . 210-216 (in Chinese)
Molua E L. Farm income, gender differentials and climate risk
in Cameroon: Typology of male and female adaptation options
across agroecologies[ J]. Sustainability Science, 2011, 6(1):
21-35

Fahad S, Wang J, Hu G Y, Wang H, Yang X Y, Shah A A,
Lan Huong N T, Bilal A. Empirical analysis of factors
influencing farmers crop insurance decisions in Pakistan:
Evidence from Khyber Pakhtunkhwa province[ J]. Land Use
Policy, 2018, 75: 459-467

AR, AEH, B mEE. R B RS 45 R P SRk
SRAT Ty 25 S < B TR SRR DA P i S R A LT )L R A & T
2017(10): 104-111

Zheng CJ, Yu G X, Zhao X H. Household endowments, risk

> decision-making

preferences and differences in farmers
behaviors of insurance participation: Based on field investigation of
farmers in the cotton region of Xinjiang Province[ J]. Rural
Economy, 2017(10): 104-111 (in Chinese)

FEMG. AP A OB 75 SR A e D 3 Y e T e Bl
342 PR PRI ALT ] Rk 22 B AL 2011, 32(11): 78-83,
112

Du P. Empirical study on farmer’ s agricultural insurance
demand: An investigation on 432 farmers in Hubei Province
[J]. Issues in Agricultural Economy, 2011, 32(11): 78-83,
112 (in Chinese)

Glauber J] W, Collins K J, Barry P J. Crop insurance, disaster

assistance, and the role of the federal government in providing



276

L AEE I S N

24 2021 4F 45 26 %

9]

L10]

[11]

[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

catastrophic risk protection[ J]. Agricultural Finance Review ,
2002, 62(2): 81-101

Okoffo E D, Denkyirah E K., Adu D T, Fosu-Mensah BY. A
double-hurdle model estimation of cocoa farmers’ willingness
to pay for crop insurance in Ghana[ J]. SpringerPlus, 2016, 5
(1. 1-19

kAT, B, BURIC, KRBT O BUM SRR R PR (R
T DR DB AT g R R E 5 < ARV A8 SR AR S I [ . AR
S WEFE . 2019(11): 56-71

Zhang H, Cheng M W, Luo T Y, Zhu Z G. The influence of
government support on farmers’ decision-making behaviors on
agricultural insurance: Evidences from Shaanxi apple insurance
[1]. Insurance Studies, 2019(11): 56-71 (in Chinese)

SRR AP Al R 0 T I J B U R R R O < i T
A 1025 PR P PR L], EATIES  2016(1) : 21-25
Hui X B. Research on farmers’ agricultural insurance demand
desire and its influencing factors: Based on survey data of
1 025 farmers in Henan Province[ J]. The World of Survey
and Research . 2016(1); 21-25 (in Chinese)

FB. IR E RO R K R R Y S UE4r A ). db st R
KM AL B 2012, 27(6): 72-76

Wang R. Empirical analysis of influencing factors in China’s
agricultural insurance[ J . Journal o f Beijing Technology and
Business University : Social Sciences, 2012, 27(6) . 72-76 (in
Chinese)

SEIRGE . i, B R A AR AR R R R SR £
Bl B T2 E 6 492 MREFME P EEL] WER¥,
2017(5): 67-79

Chao N N, Yang R H. Cultivated land scale, cognition of
agricultural insurance and diversification of potential demand of
agricultural insurance products: Based on the survey of 6 492
grain growers in China[ J]. Finance & Economics, 2017(5)
67-79 (in Chinese)

WA, A5, A RO AR PR B B DA R0 ) AF 5« B T2 A
Ly R A LT ] 2 M2 T, 2013(9): 198-202

Pan L, Zheng Y. Research on farmers’ cognition of the new
rural insurance policy: Based on a questionnaire survey in four
counties of Anhui Province[ ]J]. Lanzhou Academic Journal ,
2013(9): 198-202 (in Chinese)

Munshi K. Networks in the modern economy: Mexican
migrants in the US labor market[J]. The Quarterly Journal of
Economics, 2003, 118(2). 549-599

Granovetter M. Economic action and social structure: The
problem of embeddedness[ J]. American Journal of Sociology »

1985, 91(3): 481-510

[17]

[18]

[19]

[20]

[21]

[22]

[23]

[24]

. R 2 2 R 5 T AR PR REAT ok AT
ST P I A AR L] h R A AP, 2015(2) 3851,
82

Yang W Z. Herding behavior of farmers in the transfer of rural
land management rights: Survey data from farmers in Jiaxing,
Zhejiang Province[ ]J]. Chinese Rural Economy, 2015(2): 38-
51, 82 (in Chinese)

XU ZERUA . RGN, o PSR A P A AR I W S 38 I8
FMAEFELT]. 4l &5, 2020(2) : 83-85

LiuZ, Li SY, Song B H. Research on the influence of social

’ agricultural

network on farmers’ purchase intention of
insurance[ ] |. Rural Economy . 2020(2) ; 83-85 (in Chinese)
XK B, BIERP. AR BEAR R R IR G AR I K B
ST, JEBFHE S, 2020¢7) : 54-59

Liu F X, He J, Tao J P. Analysis of social capital, farmers’
qualities and purchase intention of agricultural insurance[ J].
The World of Survey and Research, 2020 (7). 54-59 (in
Chinese)
Giné X, Townsend R, Vickery J. Patterns of rainfall
insurance participation in rural India[ J]. The World Bank
Economic Review, 2008, 22(3): 539-566

Costa-Font J. Family ties and the crowding out of long-term
care insurancel J ]. Ox ford Review o f Economic Policy, 2010,
26(4): 691-712

Munshi K, Rosenzweig M. Networks and misallocation:
Insurance, migration, and the rural-urban wage gap [ ] ].
American Economic Review, 2016, 106(1) . 46-98

U, BRAH, RTEME. Tk S 25 A 1 AR P IR Ji) i
FoRAT AP LI] 058, 2011, 46(11): 116-129

Yang R D, Chen B K, Zhu S E. The credit behavior of rural
households from the perspective of social network [ ] .
Economic Research Journal., 2011, 46 (11): 116-129 (in
Chinese)

AT, KU, BN, BB s KELSM% SR P EETT
o T E AR B SSERT L) ] A B AR, 2012(5) ; 43-51,
187

Yi X J, Zhang B, Yang R D, Yang B Y. The family social
network and the rural household saving behavior: A case study
based on China’ s villages[]]. Management World , 2012(5) ;
43-51, 187 (in Chinese)

Wam, BhE. wIEME SRNFIH D [T]. &85,
2013(3): 69-81, 187-188

Guo Y N, Yao Y. The lineage network and the migration of
the labor forces[]]. Management World , 2013 (3). 69-81,

187-188 (in Chinese)



512

THEEF:

2 R4 ORI DA A AR AR I 2 PR AT 0 Y3 TR

277

[26]

[27]

[28]

[29]

[30]

[31]

[32]

[33]

[34]

BE7K B, 3% TR 28 40 T AR AT T M A G 9 K R i e T T R
ARG 1) SZIE O T L) ], A v B K A 2 i A 2 B2 R
2018, 32(2). 87-95, 140

Ruan Y F. Does kinship networks restrain the development of
private insurance: An empirical study based on the “survey on
thousands villages” [ J 1. Journal of Huazhong University of
Science and Technology: Social Science Edition, 2018, 32
(2). 87-95, 140 (in Chinese)

Lin N. Guanxi: A conceptual analysis[ J]. Contributions in
Sociology s 2001, 133; 153-166

XSk, A, Ao g ] S ma AR PR A B LT ). W &
%, 2020, 46(8); 80-93

Liu L, Zhao ] M. How do social networks affect intergenerational
income flow[J]. Journal o f Finance and Economics, 2020, 46
(8): 80-93 (in Chinese)

AR, R, XU, T A HE R R 2 I 40 o b i e 15
MBI ST ], B B Al R 2 2 i 4R 2 BE 24 A, 2020, 20€6)
134-147

Xu Z X, Zhang B, Liu D. On the impact of social networks on
farmland circulation in the process of marketization [ J J.
Journal of Nanjing Agricultural University: Social Sciences
Edition, 2020, 20(6): 134-147 (in Chinese)

Lin N. Building a network theory of social capital [ ] ].
Connections, 1999, 22(1). 28-51

Lin N. Social Capital: A Theory of Social Structure and
Action[ M]. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press. 2001
AN YT R R £ BE AR 9 A6 YR B AR T« T 2% 0 A U A R
L) b E AL R, 2004(3) : 136-146, 208

Bian Y J. Sources and functions of urbanites”’ social capital; A
network approach[ J]. Social Sciences in China » 2004(3) ; 136-
146, 208 (in Chinese)

WYL, IRty WAL, R 2T A MR AT S 1Y
M < 5 i VA8 A 98 A e [T 0. b B e R 2 5F . 2018 (9
62-78

Xu XY, XuC, Li CZ. The effect of relationship network on
farmers’ forestland inflow behavior; An analysis based on
survey data from Zhejiang Province [ ] ]. Chinese Rural
Economy, 2018(9) . 62-78 (in Chinese)

TR HE, AT, K. R AL S BEA N IR K IR B
WO WIRESE : B T AL S 450 S AT s BB ]. B, 2015, 34
(1): 35-40

Zhang X T, An L R, Dong G M. The impact of ties strength
and social capital on knowledge acquisition performance: Based
on social structure and action modle[ J]. Forecasting, 2015, 34

(1): 35-40 (in Chinese)

[35]

[36]

[37]

[38]

[39]

[40]

[41]

[42]

[43]

[44]

Granovetter M' S, The strength of weak ties[ ] ]. American
Journal of Sociology, 1973, 78(6): 1360-1380

REHE. FEAAMNM SR LRSS SENS  — M EE ST
ML) ADBFE, 2011, 35(4); 95-104

Wu Y F. An empirical research on behavior of participation in
the new rural old-age insurance system: An aspect of
confidence analysis[ ] ]. Population Research, 2011, 35(4);
95-104 (in Chinese)

Bandura A. Social foundations of thought and action [ ]].
Journal of Applied Psychology . 1986, 12(1); 169-171
Mcevily B, Perrone V, Zaheer A. Trust as an organizing
principle[ J]. Organization Science , 2003, 14(1): 91-103
RWTOE, BREFy, FETTEN. Ak L% X AR P AR HLAT AR B AR
P =YY P S R R (ERNGSN DG STy O VA B L[ 28
2020(11) . 54-64

Wu X R, Li X L, Zuo Q L. The influence of social network on
farmers’ willingness to adopt energy-saving and emission-
reduction machinery: The

technologies for agricultural

mediating effect based on value perception [ J ]. World
Agriculture, 2020(11) ; 54-64 (in Chinese)

Cooke R, Sheeran P. Moderation of cognition-intention and
cognition-behavior relations; A meta-analysis of properties of
variables from the theory of planned behavior [ J]. British
Journal of Social Psychology, 2004, 43(2); 159-186

whit z, L. R PR G BRI 2 54T R 5 e B R 44T
VLWL 22 WL A Bk A A S I LT 0. o B AR A 22355, 2013(7)
24-35

Han H Y, Kong Y Y. Analysis on influencing factors of
farmers’ participation in agricultural mutual insurance: A case
study of pecan farmers in Lin’ an, Zhejiang Province [ ] ].
Chinese Rural Economy . 2013(7); 24-35 (in Chinese)

Tl RS 5RA GRS B R B 5T T e
B84+ 17K R IR AL C /7 Wi VA 5 B B ISR 8 46 (2016
AR WL R R4, 2017 18

Mao T. Research on the influencing factors of farmers’
participation in rural mutual insurance: Based on a survey of
“8+4 1" pilot villages in Longshan Town, Ningbo[ C]J. In:
Selected Achievements of Insurance Research in Zhejiang
Province (2016). Zhejiang Insurance Association, 2017. 18
(in Chinese)

Bandura A. McClelland D C. Social Learning Theory[ M].
New York: General Learning Press, 1977

. b, ZWME. LM RRIRAMA TR S5/
T B M B 28 B AT S L) . RA 2897, 2019(D) . 111-
117



278

L AEE I S N

24 2021 4F 45 26 %

[45]

[46]

[47]

[48]

Wang L, Yang X H, Jiang M D. Research on farmers’
intention to participate in the supply of small irrigation and
water conservancy facilities from the perspective of social
network relationship embeddedness[J]. Rural Economy ., 2019
(1): 111-117 (in Chinese)

MROUEDE, 22300, RIE. A SR MO E TR R R
B A S RGBT IR AL RO 23 A,
Lin HY,.

2019(3) ; 80-91
Li W L, Hou S X. The social capitaland life
satisfaction of farmers and herdsmen; Survey of farmers and
herdsmen from Inner Mongolia [ J]. Issues in Agricultural
Economy » 2019(3); 80-91 (in Chinese)

kI, BAER, T HLaME AR ES ARMIOL
HPR I PEREVE B R SR AT A LT ] Rl $o R & 3%,
101-116

2020(8):

Zhang T C, Yan T W, Wang Z. Social networks, income
uncertainty and the self-employed women’s adoption behavior
of conservation tillage technology[J]. Journal of Agrotechnical
Economics, 2020(8): 101-116 (in Chinese)

Baron R M, Kenny D A. The moderator-mediator variable

distinction in social psychological research: Conceptual,

strategic, and statistical considerations [ J ]. Journal of

Personality and Social Psychology ., 1986, 51(6). 1173-1182
WO, EAE. P RORL AT O AR AL R SR (T ). 0 R
S, 2014, 22(5); 731-745

[49]

[51]

Wen Z L, Ye B J. Analyses of mediating effects; The

development of methods and models [ ] ]. Adwances in
Psychological Science, 2014, 22(5) . 731-745 (in Chinese)
W B ROl AR BT SR B e R R ZEFE WA 434 ) ). &P
., 2019(2); 113-124

Xie Q, Luo J. Meta-regression analysis of factors affecting
agricultural insurance demand [ ] ]. Economic Review, 2019
(2): 113-124 (in Chinese)

BT, W3O, mE, WL AR P i UK IR AR A S
BORPEAR MY PR 6« & 1 9 b s 08 S 23 i LT 0. R A 2 3%
2013(9): 70-74

risk

Yang X M, Feng W L, Gao F, Bo Y. Farmers’

perception, insurance cognition and  policy-supported

agricultural insurance: An empirical analysis based on the
Hebei pilot project[ J]. Rural Economy, 2013(9): 70-74 (in
Chinese)

FETEAE, TG b ROl PR A RO SR 52 R D3R A 5T A
T 2007—2013 445 Br i AR 8 19 92 TE A 96 [T . w9 7 4 i,
2015(6): 60-67

Tang D X, Zhou X Q. Research on the influencing factors of
effective demand for agricultural insurance in China: An
empirical test based on the inter-provincial panel data from

2007 to 2013[J]. South China Finance, 2015(6): 60-67 (in

Chinese)

FAER . T B



