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The Influence of Social Capital on Farmers’ Willingness of
Environmentally Friendly Behavior:Based on the Surve

Data of Fujian, Anhui and Shaanxi Province
Mao Xinmin, Bian Lili
(College of Public Administration, Fujian Agriculture and Forestry University, Fuzhou 350002, China)

Abstract: The problem of rural ecological environment is prominent, and environmental govern-
ance has become an urgent task. More and more attention and research have been paid to the promo-
tion of policy enforceability by public participation. In this study, Putnam’s social capital theory is
used as the conceptual framework, and the rural environmental survey data of Fujian, Anhui, and
Shaanxi provinces are followed up, and the structural equation model is used to analyze the farmers’
willingness to be environmentally friendly. The results show that social trust, social network and
group norms have significant positive effects on farmers’ willingness to maintain their environment
and promote their behavior. In order to enhance farmers’ willingness to participate in rural environ-
mental governance, the government should strengthen publicity and regulations, in order to promote
rural environmental governance, and then achieve the goal of “beautiful countryside”.
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