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Abstract

Agricultural insurance plays an indispensable role in protecting the interests of farmers, promoting
the sustainable development of agriculture, stabilizing rural economy and supporting the implemen-
tation of agricultural policies. Based on the micro-data of 677 rice farmers in Jiangxi Province, the
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paper constructs a binary Logistic-ISM model and explores the influencing factors of farmers’ pur-
chase of agricultural insurance. The results show that the factors such as age, years of education and
risk preference have a significant positive impact on farmers’ willingness to buy agricultural insur-
ance, while the years of rice planting for decision makers have a negative impact. ISM structural
model shows that the degree of land contiguity and age are the deep factors affecting insurance pur-
chase intention. Years of education, risk preference and land ownership are indirect factors in the
middle level. At the top, the direct driver is total income from agricultural operations. Combined
with the results of empirical test, practical policy suggestions are put forward from the macro policy,
the middle region and the micro individual level. The conclusion of this paper provides scientific the-
oretical guidance and practical experience for the development of agricultural insurance in China,
and promotes the active purchase of agricultural insurance by farmers in Jiangxi Province.
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Figure 1. Logical relationship among influencing factors
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