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Empirical Analysis on Influencing Factors of Entrepreneurial Farmer’ s
Credit Demand and Formal Credit Constraint

Based on the Survey of 172 Entrepreneurial farmers in Suqgian City

TONG Aihua  JING Lili
( Commercial College Su gian College Su qgian Jiang su 223800 China)

Abstract: Based on analysis on the situation of entrepreneurial behavior and credit demand of 172 entrepre—
neurial farmers in suqian empirical analysis on influencing factors of credit demand and formal credit constraint of
entrepreneurial farmers with probit model finding the facts: age popularity venture income negatively with credit
demand the extent of knowing loam number of employed labor force initial investment is credit demand populari—
ty E — commerce is positively with formal credit constraint the extent of knowing loam whether there are cadres in
relatives with government support is negatively with formal credit constraint . And puts forwards some suggestions
including enhancing entrepreneurial farmers entrepreneurial ability strengthening the propaganda of loans perfec—
ting rural formal financial service strengthening the support of government guiding the development of electronic
business platform banking and improving the agricultural risk management system.
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