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(/1) (%) () (%)
1988 544.94 6.1626
1989 601.51 10.38 6. 2586 1.56
1990 629.79 4.70 6. 4069 2.37
1991 708.55 12.51 6.7158 4.82
1992 783.99 10.65 6.7287 0.19
1993 921.62 17.56 6.9160 2.78
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1999 2210.34 2.24 7.6286 1.11
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Empirical Research on Relationship between Educational Level
of Farmer and Farmer’ s Income in China

XinLing' ,Wang Yanhua’
(1. Institute of Agricultural Economics,Chinese Academy of Agricultural Sciences,Bejing 100081 ,China;
2. China International Engineering Consulting Corporation, Beijing 100044 , China)

Abstract : Based on Panel Data model ,this paper anayzes the influence of educational level of farmer on farmer’ sincome through Grange cau-
sality test ,and compares the influence of regional factors on farmer’ sincome. And it draws concludes that educational level of farmer is the
Granger reason of the change of farmer’ sincome ,and there exists stable balance relationship between educational level of farmer and famer’ sin-
comein the long term.
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