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Abstract

The creation of the National Ecological Civilization Demonstration Zone is being carried out in
Xinzhou District of Wuhan. Based on the sample data of 277 surveys in three townships, the em-
pirical analysis of farmers’ environmental satisfaction and its influencing factors in Xinzhou Dis-
trict shows that: Understanding the situation, satisfaction with government work, feelings about
air quality in recent years, and control of noise have a significant impact on farmers’ environmen-
tal conditions.
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Table 1. Sample basic situation table

=1 HARERFERE
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1500 GLLF 124 44.8% R 64 23.1%
. 1500~3000 G 107 38.6% AR R ER3TF=N 132 47.7%
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5000 JGLA | 3 1.1% AR R 18 6.5%
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Table 2. Variable definitions and descriptive statistics
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Table 3. Estimated results of logistic regression model for farmers’ environmental satisfaction

5 3. RRIMMEHFEEW logistic BlYARBUEITLER

B3 RPN S e Sl

5 E N

MIHFRE tRdfEE RIRY HHE % EE R Exp(B)ff] 95%C.L
FASES Exp(B)
(B) (S.E) (wals) (df) Sig. TR FR
S -0.332 0.339 0.956 1 0.328 0.718 0.369 1.396
PER -0.052 0.457 0.013 1 0.909 0.949 0.388 2325
JELCON -0.374 0.282 1.756 1 0.185 0.688 0.396 1.196
2215 0.231 0.239 0.939 1 0.333 1.260 0.789 2.012
DA B
e Iég@ﬂw’“ 0.643 0.487 1.748 1 0.186 1.903 0.733 4937
WEHIR T RSB 0.994 0.354 7.887 1 0.005 2.702 1.350 5.406
S =
R ;;ﬁm*ﬁ‘%‘ 1.598 0.473 11.415 1 0.001 4942 1.956 12.485
H
LTI Y o
R Aﬁﬂﬁﬁmb‘ 0.078 0.269 0.084 1 0.771 1.081 0.638 1.831
FIESE
e 5 (1
*f ”‘HE;ZKE fy 0.496 0.344 2.078 1 0.149 1.642 0.837 3222
Mg U
o PR Ga =N
XJ]UL%I““U‘i 0.702 0.345 4.130 1 0.042 2.018 1.025 3.971
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Table 4. Overall test results of the model
4. BRIRFO IR
IR =2 WHHBRE Cox & Snell R 5 Nagelkerke R 75
1 221.754* 0.297 0.434
RS TR SGE /N 0.001,  BTUMETHEEAR RS 5 &Ik,

R, =2 R BUBR SR HUE A 221.754°%, ULEABLRY LG L RERR LGP,  “Cox & Snell R /77 5
“Nagelkerke R 77 WI{E 2518 0.297 1 0.434, R HA R SRR &2 ARG CEGRE, BT
RIS 56 UR LR A

7 5 F55 6 /& Hosmer-Lemeshow £ 56 [ 25 S o 155 84 [ 55 2 Hosmer-Lemeshow 4t i1 & [ IAE 4 12.187,
MR PN 0143, KT EEZEMKT o, FILANAEL TG, VUiIH AR SEBRE LS 2 (1) 5 A A TNE 75
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Table 5. Hosmer and Lemeshow inspections
3% 5. Hosmer #1 Lemeshow #&5&

IR I df Sig.
1 12.187 8 0.143

Table 6. Randomness table for Hosmer and Lemeshow tests
%% 6. Hosmer F1 Lemeshow &5 RAIFEH 14 3=

AR B 2 I SRR LR L = W AR BN 2 IR BPROUM R 0L = AR it
(U7
AL HEE SRV HEE
] 1 28 27.344 0 0.656 28
AR 1
2 28 26.708 0 1.292 28
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3 26 27.057 3 1.943 29
4 25 25.32 3 2.68 28
5 26 24.018 2 3.982 28
6 20 22.488 8 5.512 28
7 18 20.875 10 7.125 28
8 22 16.982 6 11.018 28
9 7 10.004 21 17.996 28
10 4 3.204 20 20.796 24

3.2. MEFMEATFSRRIERFBEHZ S

TR T 5 0 AR P PRI R P (R A 5% IR R AT 6 logiistic [N #1354 RO B3 2 A 3 vk
SCMARI A, B EAT#AT R S DU EAZ R &

1) |72 7 WU, XS OR AR FLEL 1 g B9 A X 2 A BRIROL RIS Y 80.8%, TAS T i3
B RATR A AR 2 BABDIRBU RN 61.0%, WIRART RIS, WU RRIRE 7 g, a8+
e AR RO A BDR O SRR L

Table 7. “Environmental Knowledge Understanding” and “Farmers’ Satisfaction with Township Environmental Conditions”

F7. “MEHRTHREL 5 “RRMZBEFMDIRAHEERERL” ZXHIFR

AR 2 A BUIRBLH B R L

_ o it
s AN
-~ i 143 34 177
!!1
A HIR T ISR T B L B E 4 B 80.80% 19.20% 100.00%
et S 4 61 39 100
N T
IREEAHTR T R BL R B E 43 H 61.00% 39.00% 100.00%
X THL 204 73 277
&t )
RS ENR T S L 0 E 2t 73.60% 26.40% 100.00%

2) 8 AILAEH, WBUN TAEMRMAECN 233 N, SFEARS NS 73.6%, WREBUF TIERI AR
il 2 BORBPIROLIIN S T 82.4%,  TANH s BUR AR AABATTR 2 BIABLRILAIT RN 27.3%,
T WIERIE Y, AR S EIABLIRIU A S BT, AR 2 B3R BUIR DL A B R 5 0 BURF AR A
BEA T EYINECR . EIBUR RFFHR & AE JIRBAT 77, AT, fiscdt, DA, HEBUhIR.

Table 8. “Satisfaction with Government Work” and “Farmers’ Satisfaction with Rural Environment” Cross-tabulation

# 8. “WHMITENFHRER 5 “RRMNZEMDIRTBERERL” 2%

AR 2 A BUIRBLH B R L

. o it
b= A=
. T 192 41 233
T
SHEURF T AR X BUR LA B R 1 5L B E 43 L 82.40% 17.60% 100.00%
MO RO —_— % 12 3 44
i
. XFBUR AR I = DU 1 E 2 b 27.30% 72.70% 100.00%
st THL 204 73 277
ol XFBUR AR I = DU 1 E 2 b 73.60% 26.40% 100.00%
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Table 9. “Feelings of air quality in recent years” and “People’s satisfaction with the environmental conditions of townships”
Cross-tabulation

®9. WELEESRENRR” 5 “REMZEFMBRABERL” ZXHE

AR B 2 IR BRI B O

- - it
b= A=
\ itH 32 4 36
e 2/ X i
W LR 23 SR = R 1 E 4 b 88.9% 11.1% 100.0%
) T 137 24 161
Lhas iy X N
ST JLEZS S X0 LA 2 U R (i R 0 L 85.1% 14.9% 100.0%
JoT B 1R " H¥ 33 38 71
: W LA 23 SR = Rt o 1 E 4 b 46.5% 53.5% 100.0%
. T 2 7 9
this 2 X i
W J LA 23 SR = Bt o 1 4 b 22.2% 77.8% 100.0%
. T 204 73 277
&t X i
W LA 23 SR = Rt o 1 E 4 b 73.6% 26.4% 100.0%

4) |17 10 ATELE Y, BEAA rhoxd e A A6 42 ] 15 002 1) bR AR5y d AT A 8 i A I N O (v e — i
MEECALZE NS HIRE BB AR R N, A0 2 SR IRSEIR B AW 270 81.7%-

100%, 8 & Tkt —

H5 2 H XA BRI S A E VISR, BUFEETTRZ AL 5 36 B T AE

FEANEE L 22 B NS AR T R B2 o BEHAE X S BN v R v, e Y

Table 10. “Feelings about the control of noise” and “People’s satisfaction with the environmental conditions in townships”

Cross-tabulation

F10. “WEENEHBERNERRE” 5 “REMZEMBRAUHERER” X XHIFR

AR 2 A BUIRBLH B R L

_— L it
b= A=
T 40 0 40
B3 T ) }
ol W 7 P4 ) A7 O Rt P 1) b 100.0% 0% 100.0%
T 107 24 131
BRSSP o }
of 18 75 g 42 ] SXof g 7 PR ) 15 0 R 4 2 81.7% 18.3% 100.0%
T LR " HH 47 37 84
ol Wt 7 P4 ) A7 O Rt P 1) L 56.0% 44.0% 100.0%
Kokl T 10 12 22
AVARTEPSS
ol W 7 P4 ) A7 O Rt R 1) 4 b 45.5% 54.5% 100.0%
it T 204 73 277
;
a ol Wt 7 P4 ) A7 O Rt P 1) L 73.6% 26.4% 100.0%
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