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Abstract
Purpose – In the developing countries, formal credit has dominant role for the development of agriculture
sector. It increases the farmer’s purchasing power for better farm inputs and agricultural technology for high
crop productivity. The main purpose of this study is to examine the influence of socioeconomic characteristics
of smallholder farmers for credit demand in Sindh, Pakistan.
Design/methodology/approach – A cross-sectional data set randomly collected from 90 smallholder
farmers in Thatta district, Sindh, Pakistan, is examined. Descriptive statistics, correlation and the OLS
regression method were used to demonstrate the important factors affecting the demand for formal credit.
Findings – The results revealed that formal education, experience of farming, landholding size, road access
and extension contacts positively and significantly influenced the demand for formal credit.
Originality/value – This study is the first, to the best of authors’ knowledge, to demonstrate the influence of
various socioeconomic characteristics of smallholder farmers on demand for formal credit in Sindh, Pakistan. It
also illustrates the imperative contribution to the literature regarding credit access and demand to improve the
agricultural productivity.
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1. Introduction
In the developing countries, agriculture has vital role to reduce poverty and hunger through
employment generation, food security and also supports to the economic gross domestic
product (GDP) of a country. It is a key player for obtaining the Millennium Development
Goals (MDGs) to achieve sustainable development. In order to achieve this goal, agriculture is
progressively moving from the traditional method to modern system for more production
(Chandio et al., 2017a, Hussain and thapa, 2012; Jan et al., 2017; Saqib et al., 2018). The
improvement in the agricultural production cannot be derived without adoption of modern
technology and inputs. Agricultural credit has dominant role and is a chief tool in attaining
latest technology for the development of agricultural sector. Therefore, agriculture credit has
huge demand in the agricultural sector to boost its production. However, credit access from
formal sources is frequently a problem for the smallholder farmers because of the
undersupply and shortage of qualified collateral or other circumstances (Hussain and thapa,
2012, Jan and Khan, 2012; Nouman et al., 2013a). Formal agricultural credit is an important
farm input along with modern technology playing role for improved crops yield and
accelerating agricultural modernization and economic development (Anang et al., 2015).
According to Dube et al. (2015) and Zeller et al.’s (1997) studies, the welfare of households is
affected by access to credit and eliminating the capital constraints during the vegetation
growth and planting season of crops, thereby increasing the capabilities of those with low or
no savings to meet their financial needs for crop production. The formal agricultural loan is
not required only for the small- and medium-scale farmers for survival, but also large-scale
farmers can get benefit to improve farm income with minimal savings (Das et al., 2009).
Ahmad (2011) illustrate the key role played by smallholder farmers in Asia and sub-Saharan
Africa in terms of agricultural development, poverty reduction, livelihood and food security
by using credit to enhance agricultural productivity.
The sources of institutional credit have increased as compared to noninstitutional credit in
the farming sector. Credit has chief role in agricultural production, but farmers do not have
easy access due to bureaucracy and complicated application procedures and restrictions by
formal lending institutions (Dube et al., 2015, Malik et al., 1991). In developing countries such
as Pakistan, smallholders’ farmers are facing problems in the access of agricultural credits
due to meager nature of the loan amount required by farmers, which is difficult to administer,
and the inability to provide collateral demanded by formal sources (Chandio et al., 2017b,
Hussain and Thapa, 2012; Saqib et al., 2018). The recent customers market is exceptionally
engaged with more risk and debts, which creates difficulties for the farmers who depend on
credit (Olusanya, 2012, Langat, 2013; Poulton et al., 2006).
Kiplimo et al.’s (2015) study illustrates the procedures to realize equitable access to formal
agricultural loan by small-scale farmers in order to realize the food security, increase
economic outcomes and eradicate poverty. Several research studies have been conducted in
the developing economies regarding formal credit access to small-scale farmers that are
considered in a broad range various socioeconomic factors (for example, age, education, farm
size, livestock and off-farm income) that determine smallholder farmers’ credit access vary
from one region to another. Kiplimo et al.’s (2015) study results show that recognized factors
such as education, extension services, as well as salaried agricultural employment are the key
positive drivers for the determinants of access to credit facilities among smallholders in
Kenya. It was revealed after the logistic model application, and therefore, researchers
recommended that in order to reduce lending process and procedure, loan and credit offices
should be established close to the farmers. Furthermore, Langat et al.’s (2013) study illustrates
that smallholder farmers have risk than other potential customers through consideration by
the formal financial institutions. Moreover, they also concluded that the risk on credit defines
the lending of farmers. Similarly, in Zambia, Sebatta et al. (2014) applied the double handle
model to analyze the data from five provinces and reported that smallholder farmers’

education level, farmer savings with the help of formal financial institutions and the youth
age positively influence the access to the credit and further revealed farmer savings, number
of household daily meals, loan payback period as well as household size positively influenced
the access to the amount of credit by smallholder farmers.
Further, Yehuala’s (2008) research demonstrated that factors such as size of cultivated
land holdings, access to agricultural extension service, formation of groups or provision of
collateral, number of livestock owned by smallholder farmers, experience in credit from a
formal financial institution and joining a multipurpose farmers’ cooperation are the key
driving factors in the determination of smallholder farmers’ access to credit. The key motive
of this paper is to investigate the smallholder famers’ credit demand in Sindh by using an
econometric analysis.
2. Agricultural credit in Pakistan
The formal credit institution has been established in the rural areas of Pakistan in order to
finance the agricultural and rural economy development. In the rural areas of Pakistan,
commercial banks also help to provide the agricultural loan for the development of
agriculture sector, and formal institutions also provide agricultural loan for the specific
purposes to fulfill the rural households’ requirements (Khandker and Faruqee, 2003). In the
developing countries such as Pakistan, governments have long program to promote
agricultural development by initiating several policies to facilitate productive resources in
rural households. In these consequences, agricultural credit has vital role to promote small
farmers’ development. Most of the farmers have small farm holdings in the rural areas of
Pakistan. The net area for cultivation per dependent on agricultural is relatively low and is
around 58% of farm size of less than 5 acres. In 1960s, the rapid adoption of high-yield crop
varieties played a vital role in stimulating agricultural growth and increased income for the
farmers. The utilization of modern agricultural technologies varied for different size of farm
due to lack of capital and limited access to formal agricultural loan from formal sources. Over
the past few decades, many efforts have been made by policymakers to increase the supply of
credit to farmers. Since independence, the major agricultural credits suppliers in Pakistan are
Agricultural Development Bank of Pakistan (ADBP), Cooperative Bank and Taccavi Loans.
The agricultural formal credit flow to smallholders grew rapidly after 1972 when commercial
banks entered into the rural financial credit market. Under the supervision of State Bank of
Pakistan (SBP), all commercial banks have been providing agricultural loans to the
smallholder farmers. To provide incentives and protection to all commercial banks,
agricultural formal credit disbursed by all the commercial banks was covered by guarantees
from the SBP about 50% of their losses. In 1980s, the Government of Pakistan ratified another
agricultural loan scheme called production loan under which all the commercial banks were
asked to disburse interest-free production loan to small-scale farmers. These types of
agricultural credit policies have nominal supply of agricultural credit by formal sources
(GOP, 2004). Formal agricultural credit increased with the passage of time around 27.5% per
annum. During 1972–1988, the share of small-scale farmers increased from 39 to 51% (Sial
and Carter, 1996). However, in the rural areas of Pakistan, small-scale farmers are not
obtaining their due share including share of total agricultural credit disbursed because of
their less accessibility of credit from formal sources. A general framework for rural financial
services is depicted in Figure 1.
3. Agricultural credit demand in Pakistan
The agricultural sector has significant contribution to boost economic growth of Pakistan.
Rural population of Pakistan is residing directly and indirectly involved in farming
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Sources of Agricultural Credit
●
For improved seeds
●
For fertilizers
●
For modern equipment

Informal Financial Institutions
● Money lenders
● Input dealers
● Commission agents
● Relatives/friends

●
●
●

Public Financial Institutions
● Zarai Taraqiati bank ltd
● National bank of Pakistan
● Khushhali bank

Figure 1.
Rural financial services
provided by formal and
informal sources in
Pakistan

Conductions for Applying Credit
●
No collateral required
●
No lengthy documentations
Procedure
●
Short-time lag

Types of Credit
Short-term credit
Medium-term credit
Long-term credit

Private Financial Institutions
● Domestic private banks
● Commercial banks
● Microfinance bank

Conductions for Applying Credit
●
Collateral required
●
Complicated
documentations
Procedure
●
Group lending procedure
●
Long-time lag

associated activities. Consequently, boost in the agriculture is not only an important for
economic growth of Pakistan, but it is also a major source of livelihood for the rural
population (Abedullah et al., 2009). The farming sector of Pakistan is facing several
challenges including the shortage of water, energy and raising price in the farm inputs.
Majority of the small-scale farmers in Pakistan are facing rigorous situations and are unable
to survive with the sector of farming. The key function of agricultural credit is to buy seeds,
fertilizers, pesticides and other implements. Smallholder farmers are unable to save money
and usually they borrow money from formal, informal institutions and financial institutions.
These financial institutions are including Zarai Taraqiati Bank Limited (ZTBL), Punjab
Cooperates Bank and other commercial banks that provide credit on collateral, while informal
financial channels include input suppliers, village shopkeepers, fellow farmers, friends and
relatives without collateral.
The ADBP was the main source of financial lending institution in Pakistan before 1972.
The commercial banks of the Pakistan increased their loan portfolio in 1972 for the
agricultural and rural development. Furthermore, the SBP started one window loan scheme
and insurance loan scheme to support small-scale farmers to boost the agriculture sector.
During 2012–2013, the agricultural credit was its highest position, and PKR, 336,247m was
disbursed by various financial institutions against PKR, 293,850m to last year. During 2014–
2015, the total agricultural credit disbursed was PKR 515,875m (GOP, 2015). The Pakistani
government has created many agricultural development loan schemes to support agriculture

sector with the collaboration of several noninstitutional organizations. These development
schemes have positive influence on the economy of Pakistan as well as on society. Study of
Abedullah et al. (2009) reported that lack of financial services has adverse effect on the
agricultural growth in Pakistan. Sial et al. (2011) reported that informal credit markets are
very active in developing countries including Pakistan and give access to the farmers to gain
agricultural credits from formal sources and restrained due to poor socioeconomic
characteristics. The dominance of formal agricultural credit having impact on farm
productivity hinders the small-scale farmers from the efficient allocation of resources in the
production pattern. Easy and reliable access to the formal agricultural credit is a dominant
way for satisfying the demand of credit to the small-scale farmers in the developing countries
(Bashir and Mehmood, 2010).
4. Literature review
Scholarly findings from Kokoye et al. (2013); Saqib et al. (2016); Afrin et al. (2017); Chandio
et al. (2018); Silong and Gadanakis (2019) and other researchers identified formal agricultural
credit as an effective tool for capitalizing farm households in order to spend further and
introduce new technology for agricultural production to increase agricultural efficiency.
Various scholars from various parts of the world including (Abate et al., 2014; Chandio et al.,
2017b; Duy et al., 2015) reported that credit enhances the living conditions of people by raising
their farm productivity to boost their self-confidence by raising profits and well-being. There
exist few previous studies of smallholder farmers for credit demand. Ajagbe (2012)
investigated the choice of credit by small-scale enterprises of 350 respondents in Nigeria.
With the use of multinomial logit model, the findings of the study concluded that the
availability of different sources of credit has a positive impact on demand for credit. The
study also suggested that improved linkages would allow banks to benefit from informal
agents’ outreach and local awareness, increasing financial savings mobilization and credit
distribution and enhancing the financial system’s overall efficiency and profitability.
Using a linear regression analysis to demonstrate the linkage between various
socioeconomic characteristics of the farmers and their rate of accessibility to the
agricultural credit, Etonihu et al. (2013) reported that the formal education, distance to
formal financial institutions and types of credit source were significant factors prompting
smallholders’ accessibility to credit in Nigeria. Determinants of access to formal credit by
smallholder tobacco farmers in Makoni District, Zimbabwe, were investigated by Dube et al.
(2015) by utilizing survey data of 77 smallholder tobacco farmers. The results of logit
regression model revealed that improved access to credit usage information by extension
programs is expected to have a significant effect on the attitudes of farmers about credit risk,
which in turn will reduce the concerns associated with structured credit sources. The results
further examined that motivating farmers to protect both their crops and loans against crop
failure can reduce the risk affiliated with formal credit sources.
In Mardan district of Pakistan, Saqib et al. (2016) examined the differences in access to and
utilization of agricultural credit among smallholder farmers in Pakistan by using survey data
collected from 87 farmers. The study revealed that farmers with large acres of land had more
access and utilization, and the years of schooling, farming experience and landholding size
were significant factors that affected accessibility on credit. The results also showed that
farmers with the small acres of land were the most vulnerable, so in order to protect their
rights, credit policy needs to be updated. Fecke et al., (2016) investigated the influencing
factors of loan demand in agriculture in Germany. With the use of an ordinary least square
(OLS) regression, the findings of the study concluded that the interest rate, grace periods and
farmers’ perceptions have a significant impact on the market for loans in agriculture. The
study also suggested that the interest rate has a major negative impact, and the market
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aspirations of farmers have a significant positive effects on the demand for loans. The
research of Agbodji and Johnson (2019) examined the impact of credit on cereal crops
productivity in Togo. The results revealed that credit has a significant positive impact on
these productivities. This general result varies depending on the type of credit, however, in
kind credit has a significant positive impact on maize and sorghum productivity, but no
significant impact on rice productivity.
5. Methodology
5.1 Study area
This research study is carried out in the Thatta District of Sindh, Pakistan. The Thatta
district has total area of 17,355 sq. km and total population is 1,113,194 persons; among this,
589,341 (52.94%) are males and 523,853 (47.06%) are females according to 1998 census.
Thatta district is popular due to cultivation of rice crop and most of the farmers relying on
this crop, which is prime source for their income.
5.2 Sampling procedure and sample size
This study used multistage sampling technique to select the rice farmers in the study area
and is based on four multistage sampling. The first stage is purposively selecting the
southern region of Sindh, Pakistan, because of the predominance of rice cultivation in the
region. The second stage is randomly selecting the Thatta district out of the number of rice
cultivation districts in Sindh, Pakistan. In the third stage, Mirpur Sakro Taluka is randomly
selected in the district. In the fourth stage, fifteen (15) rice growers are randomly selected from
six villages, and a total of 90 rice farmers are sampled for the present study.
5.3 Theoretical model specification
Credit has dominant contribution in the agriculture sector to boost its growth. In the process
of transformation from traditional agriculture to modern agriculture, the agricultural
development demand for agricultural credit presents diverse characteristics. The agricultural
development stage, the marketization of agriculture, production and management methods of
farmers’ households all have dominant influence on credit demand. Credit demand is
associated with the buyer willingness, gain money to buy product and services. The demand
for financial facilities is impacted by their own price and other several factors for the income
of the borrower and related other costs. Therefore, financial institutions are concerned in the
interest rate, which is charged for the credit. Its credible statement that the financial
institutions charge a high interest rate. Different socioeconomic factors have a positive
linkage with credit demand including income, level of education and household size. The
high-income level, formal education, household size and dependency ratio cause the higher
demand for agricultural credit (Mohieldin and Wright, 2000). Other factors have a negative
influence on credit demand such as farmer’s age, distance and delay in the disbursement of
loan. In this research, the agricultural credit demand for an individual means that credit
amount to the smallholder rice farmer, which is ready to borrow in order to purchase inputs,
hiring labors and covering costs related to farming activities such as farm preparation,
planting, weeding, harvesting and processing. The demand of formal agricultural credit can
be expressed in Eqn (1) as follows:
Yi* ¼ Xi βj þ εi

(1)

where Yi represents the amount of formal agricultural credit borrowed by smallholder rice
farmers from both credit sources formal and informal while Xi represents households’

socioeconomic characteristics that would potentially influence the demand of credit. In
addition, βj represents vectors of parameters to be estimated and εi is error term.
5.4 OLS method
The OLS technique was adopted to determine the major factors influencing the credit demand
of farmers in Sindh, Pakistan, and can be specified in Eqn (2) as follows:
(2)
Yi ¼ f ðX1 ; X2 ; X3 ; X4 ; X5 ; X6 ; X7 ; X8 ; X9 ; X10 ; X11 Þ
The empirical model can be expressed as in Eqn (3)
Yi ¼ β0 þ β1 AGE þ β2 GEN þ β3 EDU þ β4 HHS þ β5 FAE þ β6 LHS þ β7 FAS þ β8 LSK
þ β9 RDA þ β10 RDA þ β11 DST þ εi
(3)
where Yi is defined as earlier, β1 ; β2 ; β3 ; β4 ; β5 ; β6 ; β7 ; β8 ; β9 ; β10 ; β11 are the explanatory
variables including age of household head, gender, formal education, household size, farming
experience, landholding size, farm status, livestock, extension contact, road access and
distance of market from credit sources, respectively.
5.5 Explanation of the study variables and hypothesis
5.5.1 Age. It illustrates as continues variable and measured in years. It is anticipated that as a
sampled rural household head grows older, the capability to access credit or demand for
credit from formal sources decreases. It is due to the fact that older rural household may not
be strong enough to work efficiently or invest in the agricultural-related activities (Kuwornu
et al., 2012); hence, we hypothesize that:
H1. Age of the farmer has negative influence on credit demand.
5.5.2 Gender. Gender shows that the sample of rural household head is measured as a dummy
variable (1 if household head is male, 0 for female). The male respondents are very much
capable with resource such as land than their female counterparts; therefore, the resource
they are endowed with serves as collateral security in accessing the formal credit. Thus, male
respondents have more demand for formal credit; we hypothesize that:
H2. Gender of the farmer has positive influence on credit demand.
5.5.3 Household size. The household size is measured as continues variable and shows the
total number of persons living in the farmers’ house. It is assumed that as farmers’
household size increases, the consumption requirements also increase, and as a result
there is stress on limited resources. Nuryartono, (2007) and Oyedele et al. (2009) described
that households having more household members have high credit demand. Hence, we
hypothesize that:
H3. Household size has positive influence on credit demand.
5.5.4 Formal education. The formal education of respondents is expected to show positive
and significant influence on formal credit demand. It is due to the fact that the respondents
who attain the high level of education are more able to accumulate and have better knowledge
and access to the credit. Hence, highly educated respondents have more demand for credit
(Akram et al., 2008). Therefore, we hypothesize that:
H4. Formal education has positive and significant influence on credit demand.
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5.5.5 Farming experience. It is measured as the number of years spent in the farming-related
activities and used as continues variable in our model. A farmer having more farming
experience will know how to utilize the resources more efficiently. Therefore, we also
hypothesize that:
H5. Farming experience has positive and significant effect on credit demand.
5.5.6 Landholding size. This variable measured in acres and considered as a continuous
variable and expected that it has positive and significant effect on credit demand from formal
sources (Sebopetji and Belete, 2009). We further hypothesize that:
H6. Landholding size has also positive and significant influence on credit demand.
5.5.7 Extension. Extension is a continuous variable and it is measured in number of contacts
with extension agents in a production year. The rice farmers gain better access to information
from extension agents. Moreover, agricultural extension agents help to link formal credit
sources to the farmer groups (Anang et al., 2015, Muhongayire et al., 2013; Sanusi and
Aadedeji, 2010). Consequently, we hypothesize that:
H7. Contact with extension agents has positively and significant influence on credit
demand from formal sources.

6. Results and discussions
6.1 Descriptive statistics and correlation analysis
Descriptive statistics (mean and standard deviation) results are reported in Table 1. As
around 83% of the respondents were headed by males, and the average age of household
head was almost 42 years with an average of 26 years of farming experience and about six
years of formal schooling, which demonstrate that respondents were middle-aged with
substantial farming experience and a good level of formal education in the study area. The
average family members were 8.64 persons per household. Land is a basic input in the
production system; the average landholding size in the study area was about 10.53 acres and
87% of the respondents operated by tractor. In the study area, we find that 0.62% of the
respondents were associated with livestock, 58% had road access and on average, had almost
two contacts with the extension agents during the earlier year.
Table 2 reports the estimated results of correlation analysis, exhibiting that age of
farmers, formal education, farming experiences, landholding size and road access are

Variables

Table 1.
Descriptive statistics
and measurement of
the study variables

Description

Gender
1 if the household head is male, 0 otherwise
Age
Age of farmers in (years)
Education
Education of farmers in (years)
Household size
Family members in (numbers)
Experience
Farming experience of the farmers in (years)
Landholding size
Cultivated land area under rice crop in (acres)
Farm status
1 if tractor operated, 0 otherwise
Livestock
1 if farmers have livestock, 0 otherwise
Road access
1 if farmers have road access, 0 otherwise
Extension
Number of contacts with extension agents
Distance
Distance from credit sources in kilometers
Source(s): Field survey data (2017)

Mean

SD

0.83
41.50
5.63
8.64
26.20
10.53
0.87
0.62
0.58
1.75
10.97

0.37
9.95
4.87
2.29
8.36
7.76
0.32
0.48
0.49
1.52
3.83

AGE

GEN

EDU

HHS

FAE

LHS

FAS

LSK

RDA

EXT

DST

DCR
1
AGE
0.36***
1
GEN
0.02
0.01
1
EDU
0.38***
0.09
0.04
1
HHS
0.12
0.11
0.01
0.20
1
FAE
0.47***
0.61***
0.11
0.01
0.07
1
LHS
0.35***
0.17
0.06
0.30***
0.10
0.20*
1
FAS
0.10
0.24
0.07
0.07
0.04
0.18
0.11
1
LSK
0.01
0.14
0.10
0.22**
0.03
0.02
0.06
0.12
1
RDA
0.19*
0.10
0.23**
0.11
0.03
0.08
0.09
0.3
0.04
1
EXT
0.09
0.16
0.04
0.02
0.03
0.18
0.01
0.05
0.29***
0.18*
1
DST
0.37***
0.12
0.06
0.07
0.08
0.23**
0.03
0.07
0.10
0.14
0.09
1
Note(s): DCR, AGE, GEN, EDU, HHS, FAE, LHS, FAS , LSK , RDA, EXT and DST denote the demand for credit, age of farmers, gender, formal education, household size,
farming experience, landholding size, farm status, livestock, road access, extension and distance, respectively. ***, ** and * indicate the significance levels at the 1, 5 and
10%, respectively
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positively and significantly associated with demand for credit while livestock and contact
with extension agent are positively related to demand for credit but insignificantly. Further
results indicate that gender, farm status and distance from formal credit sources are
negatively associated with demand for credit in the study area.
6.2 Formal agricultural credit supplied to farmers in Pakistan
Table 3 presents formal agricultural credit disbursed to farm and nonfarm sectors by banks
in Pakistan. The total amount of credit PKR. 473.1bn increased in 2016–2017 from PKR.
385.5bn in 2015–2016. Out of total credit (PKR. 473.1bn) supplied in 2016–2017, the farm
sector received PKR. 232.0bn while nonfarm sector received PKR. 241.1bn. Both sectors
received higher amount of credit in 2016–2017 as compared to previous year. Further data
exhibited that the share of subsistence farmers and economic landholding decreased from
25.8 to 10.7% in 2015–2016 to 21.7 and 9.7% in 2016–2017. However, the share of above
economic landholding gradually increased from 12.3 to 17.6%, as reported in Table 3. This
means in Pakistan smallholder farmers have less access to formal agricultural credit than
large-scale framers due to lack of collateral and high interest rate.
6.3 Results of OLS method
The results of OLS methods are demonstrated in Table 4. The results show that the demand
for formal agricultural loan is positively affected by formal education of the rural household
at the 1% level of significance for smallholder rice farmers. It illustrates that when rural
household attended formal education, demand for the formal agricultural loan increased by
0.36%. In this regard, well-educated respondents are more open to new innovations and
improved management practices, and it is consistent with prior expectations and findings of
(Amjad and Hasnu, 2007; Duniya and Adinah, 2015; Ibrahim and Aliero, 2012). Their studies
concluded that formal schooling years of farmers enable them to cope with the procedure to
gain formal credit. Furthermore, the farming experience showed a positive and significant
association with demand for the formal agricultural loan. The estimated coefficient of
experience of farming is 0.130,936. This means that 1% increase in the experience of farming
will increase the demand of formal agricultural loan by smallholder rice farmers at 0.13%.
More experience of farming has dominant role due to more skilled farmers that dealt with the
banks have access to the credit, so they have better understanding of the terms and
conditions of loan. The results are consistent with the findings of (Amjad and Hasnu, 2007,

Sector
A
Farm credit
Subsistence farmers
Economic landholding
Above economic landholding

Table 3.
Access to farm and
nonfarm formal
agricultural credit
(PKR. billion)

2015–16
Credit
Disbursement
188.1
99.5
41.2
47.4

B
Non-farm credit
197.4
Small farms
69.7
Large-scale farms
127.7
Total (A þ B)
385.5
Source(s): Economic Survey of Pakistan Report (2016–17)

Share
(%)

2016–17
Credit
Disbursement

Share
(%)

48.8
25.8
10.7
12.3

232.0
102.6
46.1
83.3

49.0
21.7
9.7
17.6

52.1
18.1
33.1
100

241.1
85.5
155.6
473.1

51.0
18.1
32.9
100

Variables
Age
Gender
Education
Household size
Experience
Landholding size
Farm status
Livestock
Road access
Extension
Distance
Constant
Sensitivity analysis
R2
Adjusted R2
F statistic
Prob (F statistic)
Durbin–Watson stat

Coefficient
0.076
0.519
0.364a
0.067
0.130c
0.125b
0.264
0.186
1.871b
1.619a
0.129a
4.293

Std. Error

t-Statistic

Prob

0.057
1.199
0.099
0.193
0.069
0.059
1.376
0.910
0.930
0.330
0.049
3.573

1.340
0.432
3.654
0.348
1.887
2.119
0.192
0.204
2.011
4.898
2.610
1.201

0.184
0.666
0.000
0.728
0.062
0.037
0.848
0.838
0.047
0.000
0.010
0.233
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0.651
0.601
13.235
(0.000)
0.873

Robust check
χ 2 NORMAL
2.975 (0.225)
χ 2 SERIAL
1.273 (0.227)
χ 2ARCH
0.768 (0.670)
Note(s): a, b and c Significant at 1, 5 and 10% probability levels, respectively
Source(s): Field survey data (2017)

Duniya and Adinah, 2015; Nouman et al., 2013b; Obilor, 2013; Saleem and Jan, 2011, Sebopetji
and Belete, 2009; Yehuala, 2008). These studies’ results illustrate that more experience of
farming has a significant linkage with demand for credit. Furthermore, landholding size also
has positive and significant association with demand for credit. It shows that increase in the
rice farmers’ cultivated land will increase the demand for loan. It is fact that increased
landholding size requires more input costs. This corroborates the findings of (Akpan, 2013,
Akudugu, 2012; Khan and Hussain, 2011). The road access is also positively and statistically
significant at 5% level of significance, which shows that 1% increase in road access will
increase 1.87% in demand for formal agricultural loan. Results also showed that amount of
formal agricultural loan demand by smallholder rice farmers is positively and significantly
influenced by the different extension services provided by development agencies in the study
area. The coefficient is showing that 1% increase in extension services will lead to 1.61%
increase in demand for formal agricultural loan by smallholder rice farmers. Access to
different extension services will increase the level of awareness among smallholder rice
farmers, access to new ideas, information, activities, opportunities, work environment and so
on. In addition, the training could indicate that borrowers are aware of their rights and
obligations to use credit and to repay it in a timely manner. As a conclusion, access to
different extension services will have significant influence on farmer’s decision to reimburse
their loans. Likewise, the distance to formal agricultural credit providers is showing negative
association with demand for credit. The distance to lender is statistically significant at 1%
with the coefficient of 0.129,597, and it means that 1% increase in distance to formal
agricultural credit providers will decrease the demand for credit by smallholder rice farmers
at 0.12%. The results of this study are consistent with the findings of (Ayamga et al., 2007;
Dabone et al., 2014; Dzadze et al., 2012; Rahji and Fakayode, 2009; Tura et al., 2017). The R 2 is

Table 4.
OLS results for the
determinants of
demand for credit
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0.651,143; this implies that the variables included in the OLS method could explain 65% of the
variation that occurs in the amount of credit demanded by the rice farmers in the study area.
This study used several diagnostic tests such as χ 2 NORMAL, χ 2 SERIAL and χ 2ARCH for
heteroscedasticity and autocorrelation. The outcomes of these tests are reported in Table 4
and confirm that the multiple linear regression model is free of heteroscedasticity and
autocorrelation problems.
6.4 Robustness testing
Further to verify the estimated outcomes of the OLS method, we applied the robust least
squares (ROBUSTLS) technique. The obtained results of the ROBUSTLS approach are also
consist with the results of the OLS method (see Table 5).
7. Conclusion
This study examines the determinates of demand for formal agricultural credit in Sindh,
Pakistan, by undertaking the data of 90 smallholder farmers. The study has been conducted
in Sindh province of Pakistan and mostly based on the field survey. A multistage sampling
technique has been used to collect the data from smallholder farmers. We applied the OLS
regression model to analyze the data. The evidence from this study suggests that formal
education, farming experience, landholding size, road access and extension contact have a
positive and significant influence on the demand for formal agricultural credit by smallholder
farmers while distance has a negative effect on it. In the consequences of agricultural credit
from financial institutions in Sindh, still, small-scale farmers have low access to agricultural
credit as compared to landlord farmers due to lack of collateral, low income level and their less
landholding size. Farmers with high-income level, large landholding size and availability of
collateral are more capable of obtaining agricultural credit from formal sources. Based on the
study findings, this study recommends that there is need to improve access to extension
services for rice growers and also to provide extension-related information to the rice growers
as this increases the probability of access to agricultural credit from financial institutions.
Provision of agricultural credit-related information through extension services is also

Variables
Age
Gender
Education
Household size
Experience
Landholding size
Farm status
Livestock
Road access
Extension
Distance
Constant

Coefficient

Std. Error

z-Statistic

Prob

0.091
0.703
0.357a
0.184
0.116
0.123b
0.224
0.582
1.687c
1.587a
0.168a
2.371

0.058
1.233
0.102
0.198
0.071
0.060
1.415
0.936
0.956
0.340
0.051
3.675

1.712
0.570
3.483
0.925
1.626
2.034
0.158
0.622
1.764
4.668
3.303
0.645

0.106
0.568
0.000
0.354
0.103
0.041
0.874
0.533
0.077
0.000
0.001
0.518

Sensitivity analysis
0.658
R2
0.610
Adjusted R2
Table 5.
a b
c
Results of robust least Note(s): , and significant at 1, 5 and 10% probability levels, respectively
Source(s): Field survey data (2017)
squares method

necessary and likely to change the risk attitude toward credit for those farmers who are not
currently accessing agricultural credit from financial institutions. In addition, financial
institutions should supply agricultural credit to small-scale farmers at low interest rate and
the terms and conditions should be made easy and flexible.
References
Abate, G.T., Francesconi, G.N. and Getnet, K. (2014), “Impact of agricultural cooperatives on
smallholders’technical efficiency: empirical evidence from Ethiopia”, Annals of Public and
Cooperative Economics, Vol. 85, pp. 257-286.
Abedullah, Mahmood, N., Khalid, M. and Kouser, S. (2009), “the role of agricultural credit in the
growth of livestock sector: a case study of faisalabad”, Pakistan Veterinary Journal, Vol. 29,
pp. 81-84.
Afrin, S., Haider, M.Z. and Islam, M.S. (2017), “Impact of financial inclusion on technical efficiency of
paddy farmers in Bangladesh”, Agricultural Finance Review, Vol. 77, pp. 484-505.
Agbodji, A.E. and Johnson, A.A. (2019), “Agricultural credit and its impact on the productivity of
certain cereals in Togo”, Emerging Markets Finance and Trade, pp. 1-17, doi: 10.1080/1540496X.
2019.1602038.
Ahmad, N. (2011), “Impact of institutional credit on agricultural output: a case study of Pakistan”,
Theoretical and Applied Economics, Vol. XVIII (2011) No. 10(563), pp. 5-16.
Ajagbe, F.A. (2012), “Analysis of access to and demand for credit by small scale entrepreneurs:
evidence from Oyo State, Nigeria”, Journal of Emerging Trends in Economics and Management
Sciences, Vol. 3, pp. 180-183.
Akudugu, M.A. (2012), “Estimation of the determinants of credit demand by farmers and supply by
rural banks in Ghana’s upper east region”, Asian Journal of Agriculture and Rural Development,
Vol. 2, pp. 189-200.
Akpan, S. (2013), “Determinants of credit access and demand among poultry farmers in akwa Ibom
state, Nigeria”, American Journal of Experimental Agriculture, Vol. 3, pp. 293-307.
Akram, W., Hussain, Z., Sial, M. and Hussain, I. (2008), “Agricultural credit constraints and borrowing
behavior of farmers in rural Punjab”, European Journal of Scientific Research, Vol. 23,
pp. 294-304.
Amjad, S. and Hasnu, S. (2007), “Smallholders’ access to rural credit: evidence from Pakistan”, Lahore
Journal of Economics, Vol. 12, pp. 1-25.
Anang, B.T., Sipilainen, T., Backman, S. and Kola, J. (2015), “Factors influencing smallholder farmers’
access to agricultural microcredit in Northern Ghana”, African Journal of Agricultural Research,
Vol. 10, pp. 2460-2469.
Ayamga, M., Sarpong, D.B. and Asumingbrempong, S. (2007), “Factors influencing the decision to
participate in micro-credit programme: an illustration for northern Ghana”, Ghana Journal of
Development Studies, Vol. 3, pp. 57-65.
Bashir, M.K. and Mehmood, Y. (2010), “Institutional credit and rice productivity: a case study of
District Lahore, Pakistan”, China Agricultural Economic Review, Vol. 2, pp. 412-419.
Chandio, A.A., Jiang, Y., Gessesse, A.T. and Dunya, R. (2017a), “The nexus of agricultural credit, farm
size and technical efficiency in Sindh, Pakistan: a stochastic production frontier approach”,
Journal of the Saudi Society of Agricultural Sciences, Vol. 18, pp. 348-354.
Chandio, A.A., Jiang, Y., Wei, F., Rehman, A. and Liu, D. (2017b), “Famers’ access to credit: does
collateral matter or cash flow matter?—evidence from Sindh, Pakistan”, Cogent Economics and
Finance, Vol. 5, 1369383.
Chandio, A.A., Jiang, Y., Wei, F. and Guangshun, X. (2018), “Effects of agricultural credit on wheat
productivity of small farms in Sindh, Pakistan: are short-term loans better?”, Agricultural
Finance Review, Vol. 78, pp. 592-610.

Demand for
credit by
smallholder
farmers

JABES

Dabone, A.J., Osei, B.A. and Petershie, B. (2014), “The determinants of access to credit for cash crop
production in Ghana: a case study of the cocoa Industry”, Developing Country Studies, Vol. 4,
pp. 63-72.
Das, A., Senapati, M. and John, J. (2009), “Impact of agricultural credit on agriculture production:
an empirical analysis in India”, Reserve Bank of India Occasional Papers, Vol. 30,
pp. 75-107.
Dube, L., Mariga, T. and Mrema, M. (2015), “Determinants of access to formal credit by smallholder
tobacco farmers in Makoni district, Zimbabwe”, Greener Journal of Agricultural Sciences, Vol. 5,
pp. 034-042.
Duniya, K.P. and Adinah, I.I. (2015), “Probit analysis of cotton farmers’ accessibility to credit in
northern Guinea savannah of Nigeria”, Asian Journal of Agricultural Extension, Economics and
Sociology, Vol. 4, pp. 296-301.
Duy, V.Q., Neuberger, D. and Suwanaporn, C. (2015), “Access to credit and rice production efficiency
of rural households in the Mekong Delta”, Sociology and Anthropology, Vol. 3, pp. 425-433.
Dzadze, P., aidoo, R. and Nurah, G. (2012), “Factors determining access to formal credit in Ghana: a
case study of smallholder farmers in the Abura-Asebu Kwamankese district of central region of
Ghana”, Journal of Development and Agricultural Economics, Vol. 4, pp. 416-423.
Etonihu, K.I., Rahman, S.A. and Usman, S. (2013), “Determinants of access to agricultural credit
among crop farmers in a farming community of nasarawa state”, Journal of Development and
Agricultural Economics, Vol. 5 No. 5, pp. 192-196.
Fecke, W., Feil, J. and Musshoff, O. (2016), “Determinants of loan demand in agriculture: empirical
evidence from Germany”, Agricultural Finance Review, Vol. 76, pp. 462-476.
GOP 2004 (2004), Economic Survey 2003–04, Finance Division, Economic Advisors, Wing, Islamabad.
GOP 2015 (2015), Economic Survey 2014–15, Finance Division, Economic Advisors, Wing, Islamabad.
Hussain, A. and Thapa, G.B. (2012), “Smallholders’ access to agricultural credit in Pakistan”, Food
Security, Vol. 4, pp. 73-85.
Ibrahim, S.S. and Aliero, H.M. (2012), “An analysis of farmers access to formal credit in the rural areas
of Nigeria”, African Journal of Agricultural Research, Vol. 7, pp. 6249-6253.
Jan, I. and Khan, H. (2012), “Factors responsible for rural household participation in institutional credit
programs in Pakistan”, African Journal of Business Management, Vol. 6, pp. 1186-1190.
Jan, I., Khan, S., Khan, N.P. and Ashfaq, M. (2017), “Effects of micro-credit programme of Khushali
Bank Limited on agricultural productivity in District Mardan, Pakistan”, Sarhad Journal of
Agriculture, Vol. 33 No. 4, pp. 688-693.
Khan, R.E.A. and Hussain, T. (2011), “Demand for formal and informal credit in agriculture: a case
study of cotton growers in Bahawalpur”, Interdisciplinary Journal of Contemporary Research in
Business, Vol. 2 No. 10, pp. 1-7.
Khandker, S.R. and Faruqee, R.R. (2003), “The impact of farm credit in Pakistan”, Agricultural
Economics, Vol. 28, pp. 197-213.
Kiplimo, J.C., Ngenoh, E. and Bett, J.K. (2015), “Evaluation of factors influencing access to credit
financial services: evidence from smallholder farmers in eastern region of Kenya”, Journal of
Economics and Sustainable Development, Vol. 6, pp. 97-106.
Kokoye, S.E.H., Tovignan, S.D., Yabi, J.A. and Yegbemey, R.N. (2013), “Econometric modeling of farm
household land allocation in the municipality of Banikoara in Northern Benin”, Land Use Policy,
Vol. 34, pp. 72-79.
Kuwornu, J., Ohene-ntow, I.D. and Asuming-brempong, S. (2012), “Agricultural credit allocation and
constraint analyses of selected maize farmers in Ghana”, Challenge, Vol. 71, p. 72.
Langat, R.C. (2013), Determinants of Lending to Farmers by Commercial Banks in Kenya, Master of
Business Administration Degree.

Malik, S.J., Mushtaq, M. and Gill, M.A. (1991), “The role of institutional credit in the agricultural
development of Pakistan”, The Pakistan Development Review, Vol. 30, pp. 1039-1048.
Mohieldin, M.S. and Wright, P.W. (2000), “Formal and informal credit markets in Egypt”, Economic
Development and Cultural Change, Vol. 48, pp. 657-670.
Muhongayire, W., Hitayezu, P., Mbatia, O.L.E. and Mukoyawangia, S.M. (2013), “Determinants of
farmers’ participation in formal credit markets in rural Rwanda”, Journal of Agricultural
Sciences, Vol. 4, pp. 87-94.
Nouman, M., Siddiqi, M., Asim, S. and Hussain, Z. (2013a), “Impact of socio-economic characteristics of
farmers on access to agricultural credit”, Sarhad Journal of Agriculture, Vol. 29, pp. 469-476.
Nouman, M., Siddiqi, M.F., Asim, S.M. and Hussain, Z. (2013b), “Impact of socio-economic
characteristics of farmers on access to agricultural credit”, Sarhad Journal of Agriculture,
Vol. 29, pp. 469-476.
Nuryartono, N. (2007), “Credit rationing of farm households and agricultural production: empirical
evidence in the rural areas of central Sulawesi, Indonesia”, Jurnal Manajemen and Agribisnis,
Vol. 4, pp. 15-21.
Obilor, S.I. (2013), “The impact of commercial banks’ credit to agriculture on agricultural development
in Nigeria: an econometric analysis”, International Journal of Business, Humanities and
Technology, Vol. 3, pp. 85-94.
Olusanya, S.O. (2012), “Determinants of lending behaviour of commercial banks: evidence from
Nigeria, a co-Integration analysis (1975-2010)”, IOSR Journal of Humanities and Social Science,
Vol. 5, pp. 71-80.
Oyedele, G.A., Akintola, J.O., Rahji, M.A.Y. and Omonona, B.T. (2009), “Credit constrained condition of
farm households and profitability of agricultural production in Nigerian agriculture”,
Agricultural Journal, Vol. 4, pp. 192-201.
Poulton, C., Kydd, J. and Dorward, A. (2006), “Overcoming market constraints on pro-poor agricultural
growth in sub-saharan Africa”, Development Policy Review, Vol. 24, pp. 243-277.
Rahji, M. and Fakayode, S. (2009), “A multinomial logit analysis of agricultural credit rationing by
commercial banks in Nigeria”, International Research Journal of Finance and Economics,
Vol. 24, pp. 97-103.
Sial, M.H. and Carter, M.R. (1996), “Financial market efficiency in an Agrarian economy:
microeconometric analysis of the Pakistani Punjab”, Journal of Development Studies, Vol. 32,
pp. 771-798.
Saleem, M.A. and Jan, F.A. (2011), “The impact of agricultural credit on agricultural productivity in
dera Ismail khan (district) khyber pakhtonkhawa Pakistan”, European Journal of Business and
Management, Vol. 3, pp. 38-44.
Sanusi, W.A. and Aadedeji, L. (2010), “A probit analysis of accessibility of small scale farmers to
formal source of credit in ogbomoso zone, oyo state, Nigeria” Agricultural Tropica et
Subtropica, Vol. 43, pp. 49-53.
Saqib, S.E., Ahmad, M.M. and Panezai, S. (2016), “Landholding size and farmers’ access to credit and
its utilisation in Pakistan”, Development in Practice, Vol. 26, pp. 1060-1071.
Saqib, S.E., Kuwornu, J.K.M., Panezia, S. and Ali, U. (2018), “Factors determining subsistence farmers’
access to agricultural credit in flood-prone areas of Pakistan”, The Kasetsart Journal Social
Sciences, Vol. 39, pp. 262-268.
Sebatta, C., Wamulume, M. and Mwansakilwa, C. (2014), “Determinants of smallholder farmers’ access
to agricultural finance in Zambia”, The Journal of Agricultural Science, Vol. 6, p. 63.
Sebopetji, T.O. and Belete, A. (2009), “An application of probit analysis to factors affecting small-scale
farmers’ decision to take credit: a case study of the Greater Letaba Local Municipality in South
Africa”, African Journal of Agricultural Research, Vol. 4, pp. 718-723.

Demand for
credit by
smallholder
farmers

JABES

Sial, M.H.., Awan, M.S. and Waqas, M. (2011), “Role of institutional credit on agricultural production: a
time series analysis of Pakistan”, International Journal of Economics and Finance, Vol. 3 No. 2.
Silong, A.K.F. and Gadanakis, Y. (2019), “Credit sources, access and factors influencing credit demand
among rural livestock farmers in Nigeria”, Agricultural Finance Review, Vol. 80 No. 1, pp. 68-90.
Tura, E.G., Kenea, T. and Kaso, T. (2017), “Determinants of demand for credit among wheat and teff
smallholder farmers in central of Ethiopia (Arsi and South West Shewa)”, American Research
Journal of Business and Management, Vol. 3, pp. 1-17.
Yehuala, S. (2008), Determinants of Smallholder Farmers Access to Formal Credit: The Case of Metema
Woreda, North Gondar, Ethiopia, Haramaya University.
Zeller, M., Schrieder, G. and Braum, J.V. (1997), “Rural finance for food security for the poor:
implications for research and policy”, Food Policy Reviews.

Corresponding author
Abbas Ali Chandio can be contacted at: alichandio@sicau.edu.cn

For instructions on how to order reprints of this article, please visit our website:
www.emeraldgrouppublishing.com/licensing/reprints.htm
Or contact us for further details: permissions@emeraldinsight.com

