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Table 1 The definition of the variables and setting in the model and sample statistic
A4 E S5 RAE HE brifE 22
Variable Defination and assignment Average Standard deviation
YTSMS R AE R R PR BRI (1 =J2:0=15) , 0. 790 0. 026
FHCS RS ik AR PR AR 2 R IR BT P (1 = &5 0=15) . 0. 810 0. 025
SYNYCL PRI Sk, R X TR A AR 24 A AL R R (1= J250=15) . 0.070 0.017

GENDER BAS L A PR (1=Y,0=20), 0.630 0.032
AGE B, LR, RPER., 54. 250 0. 683
EDU AR R P ZHE TR (=6 4K LLF;0=50D, 0.590 0.032

HOMEPOPU FAs AR, KPR, 5. 180 0.123

ZDPOPU FAS i, e AR T, P RBERI AT, 2. 300 0. 070
AREA B, SRR R K E R AR T A 3.369 0.132

INCOME AAR R R P REFBWA Q=37 XL F;0=0D, 0.650 0.031
ZFPX A B AR P S IMBUR I BL(1=2In;0=%F) . 0.390 0.032
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Table 2 The descriptive statistics of the main behavioral characteristics of pesticide application

gt 251
Statistic type

FaEX i an
Classfication index

LT

Frequence

BRI/ %

Effective percentage

ST T 23 IR i e
Whether reading the instruction or not
N
z
R A B -
Whether there is a protective measure or not o
23
JE
Tl A A< 25 1) b 3R 5 L 2
The residual pesticide processing scientifically w
or not
Illjf

£

186 78.5
51 21.5
44 18. 6
193 81.4
220 92.8
17 7.2

®3 EHAEEEBEBITAN
Logistic B34 R
Table 3 The logistic regression results of

reading instructions before pesticide application

BEffs .
B S. E. Wald Sig. Exp(B)
Variable
GENDER 0.548 0.412 1.771 0.183 1.730
AGE 0. 004 0.020 0.047 0.829 1.004
EDU —2.263*** 0.556 16.555 0.000 0.104
HOMEPOPU 0.090 0.107 0.710 0.399 1. 095
ZDPOPU 0.431* 0.224 3.689 0.055 1.539
INCOME —0.477 0.440 1.174 0.279 0.621
AREA 0.143 0.102 1.976 0.160 1.154
ZFPX 1.458* % 0.475 9.423 0.002 4,297
Constant 0.438 1.131 0.150 0.699 1. 550
By e e 0 AHIEOR L0% 5% 1% 0 i B R

A~ FE R ) Sig. 0. 000; Chi-square {H 4 48.
G

Note: *

558,

, % %, % % % mean significant level of 10%,5%,
1%, respectively; The significant difference of the
whole model is 0. 000 ; Chi-square value is 48. 558. The

same below.
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Table 4 The logistic regression results of taking

protective measures during pesticide application

ﬂifzii B S.E. Wald Sig.  Exp(B)
GENDER  —2.647*** 0.585 20.461 0.000 0.071
AGE 0.034 0.021 2.560 0.110 1. 035
EDU —1.331** 0.493 7.283 0.007 0.264

HOMEPOPU 0.112 0.139 0.653 0.419 1.119

ZDPOPU 0.233 0.248 0.883 0.347 1.262
INCOME 2.324% % 0.487 22.781 0.000 10.214
AREA 0.368" * 0.151 5.921 0.015 1.445
ZFPX —0. 240 0.413 0.339 0.560 0.786
Constant —0.909 1.223 0.552 0.458  0.403

IE : Chi-square {6} 65. 226,
Note: Chi-square value is 65. 226.
x5 MAHBRRRAGLEITA
B Logistic EAZ R
Table 5 The logistic regression results of dealing
with the residual pesticide after pesticide application

A 4
Variable B S.E.  Wald Sig. Exp(B)
GENDER —1.364" 0.774 3.105 0.078 0.256
AGE 0.136*** 0.040 11.780 0.001  1.145
EDU —1.658" 0.734 5.101 0.024 0.191
HOMEPOPU  —0. 299" 0.181 2.722 0.099 0.742
ZDPOPU —0.074 0.383 0.038 0.846 0.928
INCOME —1.459** 0.713 4.194 0.041 0.232
AREA 0.344" 0.152  5.128 0.024 1.411
ZFPX 2.021" " 0.694 8.493 0.004  7.547
Constant ~ —8.631*** 2.218 15.136 0.000 0.000

7 : Chi-square &) 38. 231,
Note: Chi-square value is 38. 231.

Logistic(FHCS) = —0. 909 — 2. 647 GEN-
DER+0. 034AGE—1. 331EDU+0. 112 HOME-
POPU + 0. 233ZDPOPU + 2. 324INCOME +
0.368AREA—0. 240 ZFPX (€D

Logistic(SYNYCL) = — 8. 631 — 1. 364 GEN-
DER-+0. 136 AGE—1. 658EDU —0. 299 HOME-
POPU — 0. 074ZDPOPU — 1. 459INCOME —+
0.344AREA+2. 0216 ZFPX 4
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