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Investigation and Analysis of Agricultural Technology Application for Family Farm in Sichuan
PENG Hao, LI Yan-qiong "
Abstract Family farm is an indispensable component of agricultural modernization process in China. It is quite meaningful for developing agri-
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cultural economy and improving agricultural modernization . Based on questionnaire of 177 family farm’ s management supervisors, main features
of agriculture technology information application for family farm of different age classes were analyzed . The following problems of agriculture tech-
nology information application for family farm were pointed out :Single technology adoption ,backward of obtaining agriculture technology knowl-
edge , deficiency of agricultural information technology popularization. Correlated suggestions were put forward to improve the development of

family farm.
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Table 1 Information source comparison of agricultural technology for family farm’s management supervisors of different age classes %
5 W}iﬂyi?hﬁﬁgy 18 ~30 % 30 ~40 %7 40 ~50 % 50 ~60 %
No. information 18 —30 year 30 —40 year 40 -50 year 50 - 60 year
1 kA REERI 72.4 77.1 76.4 72.7

2 HEEK 82.8 39.6 31.5 9.1

3 WL  FHLRR 62.1 39.6 33.7 27.3

4 R NGER 37.9 27.1 34.8 36.4

5 FEARGERE BT 62.1 27.1 24.7 9.1

6 VS INGE S 55.2 25.0 19.1 45.5

7 RIENIliva 34.5 29.2 12.4 54.5

8 REL A EH 37.9 27.1 7.9 54.5

9 FHERTE 24.1 14.6 6.7 36.4

10 Al 3.4 2.1 2.2 0.0

11 HoAth 0.0 0.0 1.1 18.2
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Table 2 Analysis of agricultural technology adoption for family farm ’s management supervisors of different age classes %

FE HA 18 ~30 % 30 ~40 % 40 ~50 % 50 ~60 %
No. Technology 18 =30 year 30 -40 year 40 —50 year 50 —60 year
1 Hm AR E A 58.6 68.8 71.9 18.2

2 o HUEBIAEOR 55.2 47.9 42.7 81.8

3 KA ER AR 37.9 25.0 23.6 18.2

4 TiKHEBHA 24.1 18.8 13.5 18.2

5 BrbitAtEAR 13.8 10.4 11.2 63.6

6 Ay HURAL I A 20.7 16.7 11.2 9.1

7 AL2FBREL AR 13.8 12.5 14.6 0.0

7 PRI TR 6.9 6.3 6.7 18.2

8 FifbE A 13.8 12.5 10. 1 9.1
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Table 3 Analysis of agricultural technology extension method prefer-

ences for family farm ’ s management supervisors of different

age classes %
3 f{hﬁﬁ 18~30% 30~40% 40~50% 50 ~60 %
No. r’;:}‘:;g“ 18 =30 year 30 —40 year 40 —50 year 50 —60 year
1 H )R 79.30 77.10 39.30 45.50
2 S 13.80 6.30 47.20 54.50
3 L 0.00 14.60 13.50 0.00
4 bi i 6.90 2.10 0.00 0.00
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Table 4 Objective analysis of agricultural technology adoption for family farm ’s management supervisors of different age classes %
P Elib) 18 ~30 % 30 ~40 ¥ 40 ~50 % 50 ~60 %

No. Objective 18 —30 year 30 -40 year 40 -50 year 50 -60 year

1 P T 69.0 54.2 34.8 36.4

2 Bahnre & 20.7 20.8 30.3 36.4

3 WP BE A 6.9 14.6 23.6 9.1

4 TR 3.4 10.4 11.2 18.2
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Table 5 Demand analysis of agricultural technology for family farm ’s management supervisors of different age classes

e T%}tﬁfy 18 ~30 & 30 ~40 % 40 ~50 % 50 ~60 2
No. demand 18 -30 year 30 -40 year 40 -50 year 50 -60 year
1 L Fh 55.2 54.2 64.0 45.5

2 ez B A 48.3 60.4 57.3 54.5

3 Bk A 44.8 43.8 46.1 27.3

4 e A 41.4 39.6 41.6 36.4

5 IV E5%N 69.0 33.3 7.9 45.5

6 FIAREEAR 27.6 14.6 2.2 9.1

7 b THA 3.4 4.2 0.0 0.0
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