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Abstract

Based on the theory of social exchange, this paper constructs a conceptual model of farmers'
participation in poverty alleviation in minority areas, and analyzes the relationship between the
perception of poverty alleviation and participation behavior of farmers in T village of Shufu
County by means of questionnaires and Probit model. The positive perception of the poverty
alleviation effect of peasant households is very strong, which supports the development of
non-legacy poverty alleviation, welcomes the local development of non-legacy poverty alleviation,
and has a high degree of participation. The negative perception of the poverty alleviation effect of
farmers also has a significant impact on the attitude and behavior of participation. The difference
in the characteristics of peasant households' population will lead to positive and negative
perception of poverty alleviation effect, significant difference in participation attitude and
participation behavior. There is a significant positive effect. Finally, the paper puts forward some
suggestions on poverty alleviation in T village.
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Figure 1. Model hypothesis diagram
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Table 1. Internal consistency reliability tests for variables

= 1. TEAB—HMHNEERR

ARG Cronbach ’s a 2% ik
IETH S 0.852 11
NPl 0.701 6
PR 0.789 1
2517 H 0.879 6
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Table 2. Variables KMO and Bartlett spherical test results
#* 2. T2 KMO 0 Bartlett Bk IR ZER
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Table 3. Results of exploratory factor analysis
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Table 4. Analysis of differences between demographic characteristics and perception and participation in poverty alleviation
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Table 5. Pearson correlation coefficient of poverty alleviation effect
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Table 6. Bivariate Probit regression analysis results

5% 6. — 3T Probit EVASHTLER

A A E R S.E Z it BEMKF
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g -3.33977 1.661360 —2.247542 0.0246
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DOI: 10.12677/sd.2019.92035 286 BIESES 93


https://doi.org/10.12677/sd.2019.92035

T4k, mimes

M EHEHEA R RN RE, SE58ENS 5 AGEREIEREN, Z255ENEE RN
1.140051, EEMAN 0.0003, S5EEXNS 5T AFERERIERRN, UHT A& P L0 R,
WA TS ST, I RS U N E T 2 SRR . Kk, R Hs A1 Hy 0L, T
s Hy AT
5.5. RIERIEER

W TR ER I R AR RB IR AN T Probit [FIIHAHT, A SCHIRF AR LS BN 7 Fios:

Table 7. Testing results of research hypotheses
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