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Impact of production of non-timber forest products on farmer
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Abstract: The production of non-timber forest products production is not only the main way to protect forest
resources but also an important way to develop the economy and increase farmers’ income. Based on the survey
data of 155 farmer households in 6 villages in Lin’an City and Xianju County, Zhejiang Province, the re-

gression model was set up to analyze the affecting factors of farmer households’ total income. The results indi-
cated that the total production of non-timber forest products (NTFP) had significant positive impact on farmer
households’ total income; the number of labors within the households, the production area of NTFP and
whether the family members participated in the relevant trainings had a relatively significant positive impact on
farmers’ total income; the time of family members engaged in NTFP production had a generally significant
negative impact on farmer households’ total income. Farmers’ incomes from the non-timber forest products
were mainly dependent on their yields. The roles of various organizations should be fully exerted to increase the
yields and improve the standard production and customization of non-timber forest products, consequently in-
creasing the added values of the products and farmer households’ income. [Ch, 5 tab. 8 ref.]
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Table 1 Information of Carya cathayensis in Lin’an and Myrica rubra in Xianju from 2004 to 2008

o Wi 22 71 11 4% Bk il B A7ty
EAYTT hm®  PPEOT 0 PHEAZIE SR EFE I E/%  RAROT hm? PREET 0 PHEACIE SRR S E /%
2004 2.67 0.72 2.59 26.92 0.41 2.80 2.30 30.67
2005 2.78 0.69 2.76 25.11 0.67 3.45 2.56 33.73
2006 2.94 0.84 3.30 25.84 0.73 3.50 3.20 31.25
2007 3.08 1.05 4.10 30.21 0.74 4.28 3.50 31.94
2008 3.13 1.20 5.48 35.86 0.80 4.45 3.80 36.42
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Table 2 Basic situation of the sample villages and the distribution of the sample households
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Table 3 Classification and composition of sample households’ income in 2008
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<1.00 0.52 5 0.32 61.54 0.20 38.46 0.12 23.08 0.20 38.46
1.00 ~ 5.00 3.27 63 2.29 70.03 2.15 65.75 0.14 4.28 0.98 29.97
5.00 ~ 10.00 7.13 53 4.80 67.32 4.77 66.90 0.03 0.42 2.33 32.68
10.00 ~ 15.00 11.86 18 7.83 66.02 7.77 65.51 0.06 0.51 4.03 33.98
>15.00 23.55 16 16.78 71.24 15.50 65.81 1.27 5.41 6.77 28.76
“it 7.59 155 5.22 68.77 5.01 65.98 0.21 2.79 2.37 31.23

BT 2 L 134 Oy o SERE SO AR LU I A AR AR R P MO A LT A R AR AR BORR ™ B, R FAR BURR ™
AHGE T 0, Kok . AR AR 7 I e Bl 8 T A

3 AEARFUMR & A PR PN e By SEAE A AT

3.1 REMTEERE

[ N 2 3 TR R R AR BRSO B2 e (4 SEIE 43 A v R R W] i T i A8 | A Z2 oo 2tk [l IH A AL | B
X B I VAR AL A H T R AR R I AR BT DA AT B AR R AR A A, T G b R 22 ek M Tl
VA 2 SR VR AV B, i, ARG T A ZBE B | AEAR BT a8 AR AR AR BT AR A
FEE M ECE SR EUE, SR B EBLR BARR . Iny = B + B1 X 1 + By X x5 + B5 X &3 + By X Inxy + Bs
X 5 + B X Inxg + By x 1nx7+Bg><xs+ﬁ9><x9 +e, b,y BB, FRRPFELSA, vi=1, 2

, O IMCESARBRAR, B (=1, 2, -, OEHMAER, ¢ HEEHLIRZED,

PEBCR i B i AR AR . P EZHEFEE (x), FES I I (), GBE BB HE AR BT
PR R 55 B TR] (o), AR S 87 AR (o), AEAR TR 0 A 7 2 B AR R (xs) , AR BTAR =
SE R (), AEARTIMO™ S BN (v7), A LS IMAEAR T &l A (), FEER A TSR
ARJFAR S AE SR (a00) o AETRY v () 4 P R R MAC A R figt A8 it A (EL XY R 2008 A (B AR 2 2008 4FJi5) 1Y
BAE, SR aryull], PIE . PRE2EANER 4 PR, S e B3R AR AR JBAR 7 A R AR B
FREAMD AT 57 8 Sy 8cae | IR AE b DX 1 2 5% & AT S5 23 0 A P R BE WA = AL 52, B8 TR A i it

x4 BETEIRPAREIEE

Table 4  Description and characteristics of the value of explanatory variables
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