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Fig. 1 Financial subsidies affect market supply and

demand of agricultural insurance
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Fig.2 The number is lower than the actual purchase
of insurance farmers under conditions to maximize

the number of social benefits should buy insurance
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Table 1 Description and expected value of the data in the questionnaire
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Table 2 Correlation Coefficient Table Variable
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Table 3 Factors affecting farmers insured variable
regression results
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Table 3 Yancheng PICC agricultural insurance
premium income and expenditure ( 1991 to 2012 )

g4 RBOITD) BROTL) BAER
1991 134.8 181.5 134.64%
1992 227.9 221.1 97.02%
1993 195.2 189 96. 82%
1994 1.7 64 89.26%
1995 60.2 47.1 78.24%
1996 66 42 63.64%
1997 75 56 74.67%
1998 65 42 64.62%
1999 68 46 67.65%
2000 70 45 64.29%
2001 77 44 57.14%
2002 80 55 68.75%
2003 110 67 60.91%
2004 135 82 60.74%
2005 155 78 50.32%
2006 190 112 58.95%
2007 1289 491 38.09%
2008 4626 1295 27.99%
2009 6556 4199 64.05%
2010 8865 3717 41.93%
2011 11199 5437 48.55%
2012 14001 9473 67.66%
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Table 5 2007 is the impact on the agricultural
insurance market point mutations in test results
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Table 6 Granger causality test results

Null Hypothesis: Obs F -Statistic Prob.
LNY does not Granger Cause INX 20 1.76092  0.2056
LNX does not Granger Cause LNY 7.83906 0.0047
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Study on Effect of Policy - oriented Agricultural Insurance Subsidies
——A Case Study on Yancheng

SHEN Yuchi, XIA Huilin
1. College of Finance and Public Management, Anhui University of Finance and Economics, Anhui Bengbu 233030, China;
(2. School of International Trade and Economics, Anhui University of Finance and Economics, Anhui Bengbu 233030, China)

Abstract;In the context of strong fiscal support the “Problems about Agriculture, Ruralareas and Peasantry” , Policy - oriented
agricultural insurance is important supporting measures to solve this problem, which is conducive to the promotion of sustainable
agricultural development, social stability , and building a new socialist countryside. As Agricultural insurance is a quasi — public
goods, article in financial subsidies background using the logit method to study the needs of elements of Yancheng farmers in-
sured, reference to expand the scope of agricultural insurance. This paper uses cointegration test and error correction model re-
search premiums and payout long — term relationship, it’ s an important effects of financial subsidies to commercial insurance
companies handle agricultural insurance.

Keywords ; agricultural insurance; financial subsidy; farmers in insurance; insurance payout
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