ZHR MR, J. Anhui Agric.Sci. 2022,50( 18) : 182-184,188

IL 22 35 v A< Ml ATLARE A6 X A< BR 0 N B 5 i A 32

FAAR (ks S LR 434023)

HE  REAARARE ZIR IR L 22 5 RS IR EE G EL L2, AR K S LT RN B 4
1B b o R A HUARAL 5 R BN Z 8] 69 P9 A ) 88, B T T 2354 2005—2019 5569 @ A3 % 35 A £ 57 SUAEAR 3T i 54T T R LA
ARACKT R BEIBNFvh 45 R AR R LAAARAC ST R B RAI) T BN | TH A Fe REZ T HRNE B E W EaFa, 53 h
A 3t RAT B RAIY T L BB A TR HPRNF BE 0BG F00, 3F REZTHEINA RFW R @#we, RALPARLST T EAY
TR BORNIG K2R R4, EHRZ PRIk, 3T E#EBR THRERAGI KRR, THAZ, PHRIK, st EHAPHEBRR
JE 22 PEMNT B 50 )%t 3T A B E 0 R e Hh,
FER RMIAAL R BN 25T LA E K 25
hESEE F3233 SCHERERIEAD A

XEBRE  0517-6611(2022)18-0182-03

doi :10.3969/].issn.0517-6611.2022.18.044

Study on the Impact of Agricultural Mechanization on Farmers’ Income in the Yangtze River Economic Belt
HUANG Zhi-chun
Abstract
way to build a socialist modern power. Most of the existing studies ignore the time inertia of farmers’ income and the endogenous problem be-

(School of Economics and Management, Changjiang University, Jingzhou, Hubei 434023)
Agricultural mechanization is not only the only way to realize the development of agricultural modernization, but also an important

tween agricultural mechanization and farmers’ income. Therefore, based on the panel data of the Yangtze River economic belt from 2005 to
2019, this paper uses the difference generalized moment estimation method to analyze the impact of agricultural mechanization on farmers’ in-
come. The results show that agricultural mechanization has a significant positive impact on rural residents’ per capita disposable income, wage
income and family operating income , labor transfer has a significant positive impact on rural residents’ per capita disposable income and wage
income, and has a significant negative impact on family operating income. Agricultural mechanization has the best effect on the growth of per
capita disposable income in the lower reaches, followed by the upper reaches and the lowest in the middle reaches. The growth effect of wage
income in the upper reaches is the best, followed by the lower reaches, and the lowest in the middle reaches. It has a significant positive im-

pact on family operating income in the upper and middle reaches and a significant negative impact on the lower reaches.
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Table 1 The index system of the impact of agricultural mechanization

on farmers’ income
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Table 2 The impact of agricultural mechanization in the Yangtze River Economic Belt on farmers’ income
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Note: # , % * , % % * represent the significance levels of 0.10,0.05,and 0.01,respectively.Data in brackets is the test P value
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Note: # , % * , % % * represent the significance levels of 0.10,0.05,and 0.01,respectively ;the test P value is in brackets
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