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Impact of Environment-Friendly Technology on Farmers’ Production Benefit

in Poverty—Stricken Areas

—From the Perspective of Knowledge Spillover

WANG Jing

( College of Public Management, Guizhou University of Finace and Economics, Guiyang 550025, China)

Abstract: Promoting environment—friendly production technology is an important way to promote the coordinated de-
velopment of agriculture and ecological environment in poverty—stricken areas. From the perspective of knowledge
spillover, this paper analyzes the impact of environment—friendly technology on farmers’ production benefit in
poverty—stricken areas by using the field survey data of tea farmers in Guizhou Province. The results show that:
Environment—friendly technology has a significant effect on the benefit increase of farmers in poverty—stricken ar-
eas. The explicit knowledge spillover effect of farmers can further expand the benefit effect brought by environment—
friendly technology, but the implicit knowledge spillover effect of farmers has no significant effect on the increase of
income effect of environment—friendly technology.
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