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Abstract

The lack of financial knowledge of rural residents has led to the simplification of financial man-
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agement methods; despite the popularization of smart phones, rural residents have conservative
financial management thoughts; rural residents lack financial awareness; most rural residents
have surplus funds every year but have nowhere investment. My country urgently needs to find a
formal and reasonable method of popularizing financial knowledge for the rural financial market,
so as to increase the trust of rural residents in financial management personnel and products, so
as to open up the rural financial market.
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AMZEN, FRNKZAEMRIT AR, BEAEAMN BROERNIA GRS LG, 30 2 UUT a4
Bk 23.4%. AR B R AR B SE BRI 7 AT S 2 R [7]s (2) 11 2 ongo & T B 46%. &
Ph i 54%, Hoh ik 28, B TR EIN S TGRSR, PrAZ otk B AR BB RE

= 30% LI = 30-40% = 40-50% = 50-60% = 604 L) E

Figure 1. Age distribution of respondents
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Figure 2. Sex ratio of respondents
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Figure 3. Educational level of respondents
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Figure 4. Occupation distribution of respondents
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Figure 5. Number of household labor force of respondents
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(2) WA R RS, HEBRARAE AL T o W5k 1 fos: fERA S RPN ERERAER G E
115 65.03%, A 2L.77%MKEEWN S XHEFT, BrEIF SO RIRIR %408 107 A ERACE 13.71%, it
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Table 1. Annual household income and annual surplus of respondents

1 WREEREFVUANSERF

FREFIAN 1-5 JiJt 5 bk
34.96% 65.03%

FREERIR 0 1-5 JiJt 5 bk
21.77% 64.52% 13.71%
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LB, X ULHIE BETHUEARM B R A I R A o T 5 HAG, RaR 4k, Bl Mg RER
I FE KRBT H AT, X5 DA B A A fir R4 B B SR ™ AR 2 [9]
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Figure 6. Respondents’ choice of payment methods
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AN G EE W FR 5 — 2
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Figure 7. Whether respondents keep accounts
E 7. #ALEEREICK
Table 2. Financial management methods of respondents’ families in the past year
2. BE—FHIATEREREMBAEMSF N
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AN EH [Epi:4
BT E 108 41.5%
LRI ERIA T (AR AT ) 37 14.2%
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HE G, PR AL e 20 1%
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i 4 1.5%
5 = 14 5.4%
HE (R 5 T) 23 8.8%
Bt 260 100.0%

a ¥R TE 1 A BT HIR .

DOI: 10.12677/fin.2021.113018 159 G


https://doi.org/10.12677/fin.2021.113018

RN

3. HIAEEEWHATZE

(—) BRERERX THEM0EE
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Bk — A EE AT DT (2) BORAE XS TR EI KRS JOBRRE, AERAE, R
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I R, WA R RS E A SR B v UL 2 (1.569%6)

A B A > BN AT ARSHE N XURS:, T 38088 [l 4R O E SR IR 50 K, HACH /M NA &
JRURS: i i e WA 2t ORI AR, AR A RSB SR AG 2, X TR R R IS L .
Table 3. Attitudes of respondents to local financial institutions or financial management agents
3 WIFEEN L ERIDZIEVRIBARNSE

11, X L SR AREA R AR

kS Bt HBE S EY =D ed
AHEME 53 26.6 26.6 26.6
TeHriE 43 21.6 21.6 48.2
B A5 5 80 402 40.2 88.4
A1 23 116 11.6 100.0
it 199 100.0 100.0

(3) ikl 8 Frs: AR A ] AR AR RS A AR A B B 5 2 58.91%, 1T PR IR P O <1 Y 5 %
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Figure 8. Attitudes of respondents to investment and finance risks
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Figure 9. Whether there are financial management-related events around the respon-
dents
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(—) BAEEBEREENEY M T BRI m

BN RTET 40HET <10, HRITELH Fisher #IMEER 7347

W 4 s WRIERITOMEER, REOIT-RIES 12,723, 1fi-RI7EBR RN 3 B R & a2
JE AN R 5 5 OV 7= i T AR AR A Z A AT e tE R . B TR SR s B MR < 1, OISR SR A
IR R ARG T8 RO B 2 P COUINAEL, BTBA P = 0.027 < 0.05, I\ N EREE S5XTHEIM 7= Sl T R 2 (A1
BEMESR.

B 5 MIZE R/ #AERELANFE LKL TRIANT, SRREATAERZANIERIA 7= AN T AR A
(1) 100%; ZUHFEEEAEI /LRI, S EREATAER I IEIA 7= AN T Al i BER R 91.1%, Ehi T
ity 7.1%, AEW TR 1.8%; HERELRPIREHNG, WBREATARZ ANV = A TR &5
BRI 71.4%, ELEC TR 21.4%, FEH TS 7.1%; BE R RFLAR, TR L ER AT, R
TR S ZBERT 65.5%, LR T MRS 27.6%, JE% TR 6.9%.

AT HE, BOEFRRE R, B T MRERATAE A A3 7= S g kb, B LA B0 TR EE
SER IR A FH R R R —.
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Table 4. Chi-square analysis of respondents’ education level and their understanding of financial products except bank de-

gszllt.s WRAEEHEREESRRITERINEM =R T RIEEN R o
KR

18 P AT S UL RS T S M R RS T 2 2 e (B ) R

L Zs:in il 12.728° 6 0.048 0.047

AR EE 14.878 6 0.021 0.028

A /KRR 12.157 0.027
(AR 10.693" 1 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.000

AR R 129

a. 7 M ERIGHE(58.3%) AR HHEU/INT 5. F/ MO 0.58; b, dRdEfLGETTA 3.270.

Table 5. Cross table of education level of respondents and their understanding of financial products except bank deposits
=5 WIAEERERESRIMITEMIINTERY =R T RIEENRZX R

BRBREEE ~ RETESS, EXNTHLBEM=RNTFERE TXE
10 BRERATAEFSL, fEon il LB b i) 1 R

Bit
e T AR AT S e TR

0 15 0 15

INFERBLR 2.1 12.3 0.6 15.0
0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 100.0%

4 51 1 56

IETE S 7.9 45.9 2.2 56.0
7.1% 91.1% 1.8% 100.0%

3. BB HERE

6 20 2 28

mhIk 3.9 23.0 1.1 28.0
21.4% 71.4% 7.1% 100.0%

8 19 2 29

KRN, ERY &L L 4.1 238 1.1 29.0
27.6% 65.5% 6.9% 100.0%

(2) BIREEX SRR A R &S5 5580 X e R

YN RKTHET 40HT <10, HRITELH Fisher # UIMEZE 7347

3 6 fos: WRHERITAITEE R, AREEIhRITEIY 21.472, T J7 (AR I W B 45 R 25 5 0 4 i
WURBLERIVE N 570 (75 55 0 45 % B0 0 AR 22 11 22 S (0 o] B bk oK o |l T R 36 o /N EE TH 8 =
0.29 <1, FMLEE oA RS Bk 3 1 0t S 25 MECOUI) &L, FrBA P = 0.002 < 0.05, 1A il 25 5 %t 4 L
FAIERERIE N A 25 B 5 0 5 % B RIS 2 ) A S 3 1 22

WER 7 Fi: B S b SR SR A RS EAAHEA, ROBRE, A7 SR
A, FAFBARMIARE BRI % BEAR ) 64.5%, RIRIE/NRES, B EERIE S 29%, AR
5, JESR AT R I 7 6.5%, B4 AU, DA A e XU e o BE ISR 1) o 0% AU A 0] 24 b 4 AT
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AR, BT EIHRIE S 68%, AT ARFHE A, B SR A R R KU, AR i XU
iR T R BRI A 0% Bl A 2 35 06 24 b 4 o LA BB UE AR BN SR IS FE A5 B N TR, RO UGS
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BRI, 18 SRS E BRI &7 5.6%, 545 KRS, WA A i XU R Y SR B s U s 1Y) 7 1.9%; B A 2 5 6 2
SRR BRI AREE N 01 A BEONARE N, PO RS, A BEORAS, IR BARAIARE [l 1 o A A
f) 15.8%, FIARIEBN, FEEHRE T 73.7%, FARIEBCRK, ERESIEIR G 5 5.3%, =i
JRUE, DA Ay XU B 5 R B i A A 1D o 5.3%6

Table 6. Respondents’ attitude towards financial institutions or financial planners and chi-square analysis of investment and

g?cgi%séﬁiﬂﬁﬁﬁmmﬁiﬂwf AR E SXH B R R 75 554
R

{1 H VT S (UL S 1 2 5 R L) S 35 P (B 00 Py

KRBETT 21.472° 9 0.011 0.009

AR L 22.873 9 0.006 0.005

P A KR G5 20.766 0.002
SR S 12.773° 1 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000

B FH 129

a. 8 ML (B0.0%) IR TN T 5. f/MWETHECN 0.29; b FrHEILSEH )y 3574,

Table 7. Cross table of respondents’ attitudes towards financial institutions or financial planners and investment and finan-
cial risks

=7 BRATENERNAASIEM A RIS E SR BV K3 X R
Tort 2 R LA BRI AR SR ORI * Jonr S5 B8 R IR AR 5 B 5 Sk
TS5 B RV PR PRI

PR, A BBARAS, A ARAHEN AR, A ZRHER R, 0 KU, Ay e R
PR EER  BRERE S SIED M file i >R B e A
20 9 2 0
THE 10.8 18.3 1.4 05
64.5% 29.0% 6.5% 0.0%
8 17 0 0
THTE 8.7 14.7 1.2 0.4
(o 2 LR % 32.0% 68.0% 0.0% 0.0%
HURELN R K2 14 36 3 1
P15 25 18.8 31.8 25 0.8
25.9% 66.7% 5.6% 1.9%
3 14 1 1
HafE 6.6 11.2 0.9 0.3
15.8% 73.7% 5.3% 5.3%
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