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How does social capital influence farmers’ participation in
rural public goods provision? An analysis of the moderating
effects of village elites and household income
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(Institute of Rural Development, Hunan Academy of Social Sciences (The People’s Government Development Research
Center of Hunan Province), Changsha 410003, China)

Abstract To investigate strategies or enhancing farmers’ participation in rural public goods provision and
stimulate rural endogenous development, this study empirically explore the effect of social capital on the farmers’
participation in rural public goods provision by using the Hierarchical Linear Model (HLM). Based on survey data
from 923 households across 93 villages in Hebei, Shaanxi, Jiangsu, and Fujian provinces, the influence the
mechanism is examined by employing a moderated mediation model from the perspective of farmers’
participation willingness, farmers’ family income and village elite capacity. The key findings reveal that: 1) Social
capital accumulation promotes farmers’ participation with strengthened social networks facilitating information

dissemination and social supervision, and active social engagement reinforces farmers’ collective responsibility.
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2) Village-level factors account for 43. 5% of participation variance, where publicly releasing the participation

list effectively increases engagement probabilities. However, farmers residing in villages with higher collective

economic income and longer distances from the county government are less likely to participate in rural public

goods provision. 3) Social capital affects farmers’ participation behavior by influencing their willingness to

participate. Family income has a significant positive moderating effect on the transformation of willingness to

participation behavior, while the capacity of village elite plays a negative moderating effect. Based on this, to

enhance farmers’ participation in rural public goods provision, the local government should cultivate farmers’

social capital by encouraging social activities and strengthening social norms and optimize the function of the

rural elites in promoting rural governance and improve the capacity of rural elites.
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income

2022 4 h e — SRR L £ RPN A AR IR
A, B R W R R A R R RS N
2024 4F Hp J A AR 2 BO5R R, 2 AR 52 P i
KO ERREE, RERR WM KM, 4
T B & P AER A AL G s P S 5 S ST
T3 B AR 2 e i T I P 2 RN RO
AN GG AR R A BN W B ) R AR E 2 )
B AP 2 5 ARRT O 3R B gy R AT LR T
RS it 45 K 53808 S BOR W U T, nl
DAUAH % A 28 38 i 175 08 T 5 BORF L 25 75 5 77 A
(X ROCR TR A BB o R, AT A Bl ok P S
AL B AR Al F RS 2 5 0 200 K
25 6% SRy B A i DR AR 28 I A R 4 TR R Y A R
PR AR, ABHE EOR AR A S B RS
P55 AR HE AP B9 2 3L W0 i A TE R AR AR T AR
2 5 4 R0 3 5l 25 i 25 5 B A S AR AT 3h IR
57 AL 22 BEAS T i A 22 SCAk B R BRI AR O
YRR P AT 0, B A AN i e RACHY R P A 2=
Fo SR Y AT RO 3T A R AT 3l IR B 4 1 32 AL

AR, WA S AU MR T 2 5 2 000
BEEG AT R BNz i . A E AT A R 2
PR XA 2 BEA X AR S 5 A I L4 17
MR RETT e . WA S BEARE AR Ak
HFAEXT R P S5 A I s A BRI, L
SEERGEERT EREEN RIS AN
PABEE R REFE" . RPXANL SH2EEY
AR THESIR P S5 A ey HAR M i — Bkt
SAGAT 5 R IR AT XA P 2 5 45 T R i A
B AR P 2 S G R B AL 22 N 46 T BE X AR P 2
58 VAL 2 /N RLKOR) B it B9 78 JE A BURGE e, HL
M2 FAE A W48 k2 MLTE 20 51 %k AN [ e A
PRI A P A VEAE 2 20 30 i i R A IE m .

FEX AL S BEAR B K F AR T A A S AR X
e P12 5O I LA AT R R ) S R L S E A
i A A A 2 B AR T R, A 2R S A AR
BEA AT REME B R A K AEAE AT A & 1 g 4R
BRI TR LS5 ARG RE "

i LR At SRR IR P S SRR A2 5
HE 28 1Y 2538 ©L A3 B FE 4018 IE , (5 56 F 4k 25 B AR 5 i
K S50 RS MPILRIF R R D, Bk, K2
BOSCHRAD AR T I8 B AR R 2 B8R AN [ 4t i 4 25
ARNF A P S 5 W R Bl Z 6 AN [R) 4 E R O R 2 i
AL 2 BEAR X AR P 2 5 0l R 45 5 e 1 25 4%
W, Z ORI AL S AR AR P S 5 R R A3
i P R XER P BR S S5 T e A
W, 2800k R AL 48 OLS B 43 b7 £ A 4
PS5, 2R TREREHEESRN S5
52 I o, 50 SCERIR T A S AR R P S
552 m 1 /E ML B B A% . BT I, AR A A AL
LA 5 RIAT N B, R 44 94 K E
913 Fr AR i W E W A A L s T A 2 A Tk R A
CHLMD Ky I8 45 /) o A R0 B 78, 43 Br 4+F 25 A
AAYEE 9 R TE AR P 5 5 AR M A LR A AT
M2 ORI R P2 5 B IR S RS Re ) )
R FEEWAT SR AT WAL 2 504EH
BUL, A HE S AR 1 2 5k b A SR ah ik 25 32 TR R
o5 e SR 25 KT TR O AR R N B Bl D $ R R
PSR T RR S %,

1 BitathS5HREER

HPHSEARMIE 5T A EE AR E
T THSRARGRIEDN LD S 5 RN AL
i HE S B S IS T AT REAEAE 1 T A 0N B E T Rk
L, I 43 SR TR I AR



300 0 LN ES I Y NS S 4

2026 4F 55 31 %

L1 #ERAZWMAKPSE5RN QL REEHE

Az

AR Dy iy 2 AR A DX A £ B2 3t 1 I 55 Bt
B IR L ARN 2 IE i B AR S vk S AR e . 4R
PR AT 8BS 4 S A A SRR £ A 5y 0 A 8
BAT Dy, R 52 AR U0 2 A0 ek AR, S B AR K
FTEREE " o A P 2 5 AR O 3k i it 4 ()R 1 Il
BERE . Putnam 5548 i AL 22 BEAR BN A

SHEARNE R BB FOE AL & R MR RES
Bl T 5 A P A A ) R SRR T S R B T
HE R AT 2Z A% R R A AAE SR R AT
OB R B PR, L Z BN S AR, S Rt
2GR AT 3 2 Ak 23 S0k | 7 R AR RO 2 R A
FUAT R B LA AR 25 35 AR B AR Pk A B4t 2 45
ORI (i - N IV NTTE A R 74 5 B
BUACRFH A SHWANENIE DT (LK D

PR AEYNAT PSSR N

Adopting relevant opinions and suggestions from trusted personnel

Information exchange PEMIRAFE A LS (45 BRI
Reducing information asymmetry in public goods provision

TR R
Séci;l ml'st' T Demonstration effect
15 B AL
FTWNTET
2 A2 el
S:ﬂ;ﬁg\;ﬁk M  Social supervision

BOMA P HUAT R AL A

Increasing the social cost of speculative behavior by farmers

T

4= 3

EIRA R

Self-restraint

U G A e

Internalizing personal behavioral norms, forming value guidance

-

HEBER
Social capital
|

LT AP

Social norm

Punishment mechanism 385 745 %8 L (145 224512 15 28 57 ¢

RP25
Farmers’ participation

AN

Village identity

WOR R B VR

Stimulating initiative and enthusi

15 B Ak

- Pan Z =
sl
Social engagement

09U BB IR B e
Information exchange . Broadening channels for obtaining information and enhancing
information acquisition capabilities

Demand expression

TR P 2 5 BRI RIE B 5 R

Opening channels for farmers to participate in self-governance and
express their own needs

1 HEBABMAKPSERNALRBAHEILEKE

Fig. 1 Theoretical influence path of the effect of social capital on farmers’ participation in rural public goods provision
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Fig. 2 Influence mechanism of the effect of social capital on farmers’ participation in rural public goods provision
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1t

2 TEENSHEEGT

Table 2 Variable description and descriptive statistics

A A BN B X5 AE BIH  Aniiz
Variable type Variable Definition and code Mean SD
B e T AR EGEY PRk B L /NSRS 0.420  0.494

Dependent variable  Participation (2 Hid=1;k%5=0) ’ ’
A& R HEEAE A S WY A S MTE . 4186 0 451
Individual social capital HaS 5K HHE ’ o
AR L R R , . ~
ML &R 4 AR 23 15 AT 45 4 1 7 8 8 4.276  0.554
Individual social trust
‘[L\ e =~ AN )fA\ XX é . B
ooz i ik 5 A R 2 9 6 96 O 24 0 5680 0.529
Independent Individual social network
variable A K 2
PR A A PR 22 B 98 B 10 - 2 £ 4508 0.568
Individual social norm
O IR
Individual social MR 2 50T B E 4.277  0.787
engagement
A AR ZHEE BT EES 5 RN IS 0.921  0.270
Mediate variable Willingness (BEE=1;AEZE=0 ’ ’
R R
\ Z MK SRE ) BO 26 R BB ) 7 24 4 i L178 0739
I A Rural elite capacity
Moderate variable FRE B . B
FRIE R SRR BEWA LTI OC 11.132  9.098

Family income

K Lad2r=1;/N¥=2;9=3;

XTI

Education /=4, 3.561  1.015
K& KU E=5

FHE NEL Family size S BR A BE R AR N TR 4.283  1.665

P51 Gender B=1;%=0 0.709  0.455

i Age S BRAE I, 52.270  13.999

RS 2 50 e R A 2 VK B 4 f L3525 0.301

Village social capital
5 1 A2
Control variable RN
Collective economy

O 2021 A R 4 3 Bl A

(5T KU TF=1;51~10/7=2;107~50J7=3; 3.685  1.247
50 J7 ~100 J5 =4 ;100 J7 Lk |- =5)

KRR B

. . R 2 22 B B BRI B R km 22.749  12.948
Village-county distance

AR B R A S I RE AR T

. CRAEII =14 — S =2 fE I —fit=3:  4.379  0.756
roup mior TR =4 AR % K =5)
AFF 5 R RATE SR A

0.963 0.189
Publicity E=1,%H=0

TE U R IR T 5 3 I

Note: The data is sourced from field research.
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3.1 FRBER

FH HLMS. 184, 5% F $5c ALK A 11 07 125 %
J7 Gy SRR MR AT AR Ay T . BERLZE L BOR
K P2 547 AN ERNAF LB 2ZERH
90. 6% , A JE 22 5 69.8% , Hid it T 1% 1y & & K
55, 20 (] AH OC RECICC 2y 0. 435, 2= B A I ] 1) 4
P HRMNALGMAEITHAFAERELZS, HAL P,
S5 INERFAA S RARNEZHHE. KW
I, 2R 43 J2 2 P B ALK A TR 2 T R AR P S
e e G AT R o ARG A2
3.2 DUHENAERTERTIELER

TR G5 AR L T A P S 54T R AR A
FE 25 T U — 2 B S 8025 R R P AR
HNESHNEZEHAER. HENSHELP S 5178

25 AR SRR R AW i T 84U
LI 25 R A AR Horp B T~ R0 T
AL S A K A2 AL X BEA Y S e (3R 3) , BT AY
S~8HRIT T B A YE LA [A) J2 AL 2 BEAR XA B
SR (R4 . NSRRI ] LIE o 2
T AA PR YA 2R S PR UCE R R A
A1) A8 S B BOUAR B 3, BIIR 2 2 5 AT e B
JA T 22 U o Ay BT RN R, A WE SR T A A
AR 2 H LR PRI AT RS, 45 R R BT AT AR i
T2 (VIF) ¥ <72, Al HE bR A 7 A7 7 2 o I
2k

AR 2 BEARE B 1A 2 P A
MBS T 1 R E R, EX RS
SR NI A 1T o8 B W IR R R . RIS
A WA E S RS 5 RA NI AL
R B LR A IE o

R3 RPAMEHESARIRPASETANZMW

Table 3 Result of the effect of social capital on farmers’ participation

i1 1 Model 1

Y 2 Model 2

7 3 Model 3 Fi7 4 Model 4

0 5 28 i " —— , —— " —— " ——
Fixed effect R T 74 15 X4 bR ifE 2 B0 T 74 15 X4 bR
Coef SE Coef SE Coef SE Coef SE

TR M T
. —0. 386%** 0.128  —0. 377*%*x* 0.120  —0. 405%%** 0.131  —0. 397%*%*x* 0.122
Constant
N Y
! PF} zz?‘zk 1. 499 0.236 1. 543%xx 0. 256
Social capital
AR 2
AL Ao —0.329 0.207  —0.364% 0. 209
Social trust
AR 2 W 4
Social 1. 0965 0.235 1. 099 0.234
network
NN S
,I M.W S 0. 305 0.259 0.320 0. 266
Social norm
LN ]
Social 0. 500%** 0.181 0. 544%x* 0.176
engagement
HE .

. —0.024 0.101  —0.016 0.105 —0.055 0.103  —0.049 0.108
Education
S K
%E.}\ﬁi 0. 056 0.053 0.054 0.053 0.053 0.052 0.051 0.053
Family size
5] Gender 0.410% 0.218 0. 368% 0.222 0.378 0.253 0.334 0.253
F iy Age 0.013 0. 008 0.014% 0.008 0.016* 0. 009 0.017% 0.009
FEEWA
Family —0.019 0.012 —0.016 0.011 —0.021* 0.012 —0.018 0.012

income
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23 (%)
. 1 Model 1 I 2 Model 2 T 3 Model 3 T 4 Model 4

I 5 28 " — ) - " —— ) S

Fixed effect /ﬁzé@( *ﬂ‘(ﬁlﬂ% /%%g( *ﬂWEBQ /ﬁzé#( *ﬂ‘/ﬁlﬂ% /%%;g( 1:/]”&13%
Coef SE Coef SE Coef SE Coef SE
JUBZRIRAS AN
Village social 0.108 0. 488 0.167 0.475
capital
EIRZ T
Collective —0. 333 0.110 —0. 366%** 0.114
economy
BB B
Village-
—0.018* 0.010 —0.018* 0.010

county
distance
ﬁﬁiﬁ_ﬂ 0.098 0.127 0.102 0.133
Group inform
INTE
A}?.Iﬁ.n 1.617%* 0.697 1.639%* 0.649
Publicity
bl AL 500 7 22 RIrE Ty 2 RIrE 2 RIrE 2 RO E
Random effect ~ Variance Chi* Variance Chi* Variance Chi* Variance Chi*
2H [H) 2% 5
Village 0.763***  193.624 0.587+**  168. 847 0.836***  200. 629 0.632+*  172.631
variance
HAHNER
Individual 0.878 0.895 0.870 0.891
variance
R 622 622 622 622
Number

TERTT A SRR R BE 1026 5% 1% Gt R E . R

Note: *, ** and *** indicate statistical significance at the 10%, 5%, and 1% levels, respectively. The same below.

HARTE A R4 A A S AR P2
AR IE G PR AT O ST — R WA T 1 WA
25t . WAL SFAERAE A 4 Pl T A SRk
W Z 5 R AR S E R RBE 1000 KT B3
A BT AR S E AL O R P S SR
O 3L B AR BT B AIE o AN [R] )2 T B A 2
fEAERE BB S 45 R s NPRfEAEXT R P2 5K
(RRAE Y SR ERTE RN TR A I ) S CREES 2
Wi 2% KO IE  (H AR 3 0 BE WA PR 2 5 AT X AR
J 2 5 AR o S A g B 1) 82 e 32 2 PR
fFAE B T REAY B AR WSS N PR R4 T
PR RN AR WA A R AT R AEAE . AR A
o EE A R DE T AR RN AR T AT e T
SEAE IS LSRG E RIS AR C R M —
FRRIRAE AT 0 AR AR AT R, AR P Y DR SR AT
Oy R 5% B SR R4 B S AR — S T L

BT AP X R I BB B A AR AT AR R AT A1
5 EAE RSN 5 B9 & AR T RENE , 6 FEME DL B
HEAT N

2 2 A T B RN 3 IS A R
FHAE ] RE R o AR 4 R A AR RS AR A A
T AR MR T 1AL, R PS5 R R A I
ZE AT B0 A LR B O JEOR B 3 A% o AR
BB 6 R AR Y A 2 I 4% R I 45 LA AR
B 2 O IE Ul WG 4 5 TR R 2% R AR AT
M TSR P Z G RA A IR gy . R kP
R AR e WA A AR AR R B S A R
M D) A A AT RES RN A ey . x4
WS T LS BT I SR . TS K M 4
LA N A P 5 TR Y L Sl R B, A R
o A A% 3 A R 7 AR P 22 ) 9 AR ] 75 5K 7 A 2L 4R O F
AN WS AR, T E 3 R 75 R R R I —BAT 8h . Rk
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Table 4 Result of the effect of social capital from different level on farmers’ participation

i 6 Model 6

i/ 7 Model 7 i 8 Model 8

) AL 5 Model 5
R e -
Fixed effect £ b A
Coef SE Coef

brifE iR B o 15 E o o 1%
SE Coef SE Coef SE

MRS MEAE
Social capital
N YRR
Interpersonal trust
il B2 1% A
Institutional trust
AR A2 W 45
Social network
24 5 )
Network density
9] 2% KR AR
Network scale

) 4 S o v
Network difference
AR S HLE
Social norm

il B HLE

Formal norm

—0.198
—0.367* 0.212
0.022 0.194

1.090%*x  0.232

0. 396%*

0. 407

0.147

0. 306 0. 265 0.318

AL

Moral norm
IR
Social engagement
ihz5

Political engagement
&z

Activity engagement

0.536%**  0.179

0. 565%#*

0.215  —0.343 0.210  —0.363* 0.210

1.090%**  0.234 1.103%*x  0.234

0.215

0.078

0.124

0.269

0.318 0. 266

0. 246 0.163

0.024 0.255

0.183 0.546***  0.179

0.220 0.143

0.328**  0.147

sl A2

Control variable

FEZR  Number 622

il

il il

622 622

R FE 25 T 2% FURSER O, AT W] BB 2 5 AR R S it
4. HEELHWa YRR R -8 Hikh
— 5 1) I 45 AT I T o e AR B IR P B AE T
i, PRI 0O 8 A R 4 P B8 A RT RE S 5 AR AT 3t
mmpEg .

B 3~6 FIAR Y 8 359 W 7 A~ A 4 23 B3 % A
RS SMGAIER N EIFR R, UE R
Wil TAEA ST NG S5 AR K E A E
FROEAR B ATHE T, M STk P 2GS
BELE 52 JF A S 3 . LR 7 v o) B R 5 1

ML WA B3

B 3~7 3 R MR 22 516 10 KF T i
FIEME AR PR S SRN AR S . IR
A KZ 53k E AL 8 R Brif 2 5 KP4
R 2 500 3 I 45 0 1835 G [ 520 A 23 0 B
Z 5KV T 5% BE KPR, XRS5t
MARFLEEE ., i, 2% 25 LA R gk
IR B R R S S Ak S 5 A 3R
25 1 AT RE R B o X 5 sl fE T AR R BIF O A aE —
B AN W 2 5 AR R S AR P X R
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F0 A 16 PR S B B U e R, DR 2 5 0 3 Rt 2
R SRARIE SR 2 R B —E BB, H
WET S 5 HARY KR AF Bk 5 3 2 1 &
FUETESR T B, BAT B8 1 524 0 5 PR RS
B T K SR R 25 T AR 5 2 b, I S B
AR NS

M FEJZ R F NIRRT A N KRR
Z5AA RE NP, 5 HE R 7R R
K VIARA LS 55 KRS G ER AN
JRAR P PR R AN R O R 2 2 B O o7 i e s 3t
it 5 L P32 i PR B0 A P I T 1) A B TR A 2
w T HAURZ SRR . AT, —AS Al fEfY
PR SREAS  R 28 TF WAC A JB s 9 A 1 X 2 9 5 9
SRR, AL BUR 7 56 B8 0 97 R BUR AT 0 36 il 9 MR
R A EEEE AT R BE 1000 KF E R E A
T, A W AR 3 A B R B B RO B R A T B
RS AL 25 1 AT REPE AR . SEIL RN, — 5 T
15 B R P T B R A A Ty T A2 B LB
B R A 2 5 A R A Ry 5 B,
Z 5L BT BRI 5 55— Ui T g B BUR R B 4
SURILE NS AN RIS E BB i N - ARG A AR
P 2 55 A TR LT, DT 588 > A e 2 8 5% 3 o P
Z 5 R . R ATIE 50 B K L IEm
AR 2 54708, UL BN R 55 5% 25 55 1 R R gk
o AR TR P S 5RN A B3 ) .

3.3 WEMITiE

B X AT fE i P A Ve T, AS B gR R ] T HL AR
B S5 A BRI ARE AR T AR P
BHIESREN TEA S, —J W, R HERE
A e G L B W T A P E O A B 5 IR
A RE T A B S R D0 W] 5 4 2 4% O R AR
AN NI SN TEPOE SRS INF N et
W, A P A S ok S BUTEAR KRR B AR T Ak At
25 5 ZR ) 45 FUASE () T R A 858 T AR A R T
A Pt s EAB DA OC W T TR AR g 0 A G
PR 5 53— 7 HE 28 S AR P IIH AT O A&
BB AR P 2 5N ARG T . B R
TR T RKBEWA ZEE R R A g S )
(728 Bk, 3 9 S T 5 B L ) AR G 1 R 43 R
[N N R e o S M S R BT - =R |
UL, AR P R B 4 A — A A X A A A

504k T 2SLS M By B T H AR 6 Y 0] )9 45
KAHRAG IS B . R gs R B s TRERAR A
Cragg-Donald F 4 1118 & 18. 25, K F Stock-Yogo
FE 10% i 2 7K i FL{8 16. 38, ol WL, HEBR 55 T. 2
AR o) B, {HAR H% Hausman & %6 438 , 76 1% &
KT #AS B AE 28 W G W 2 S 0 DR AR, 1
WA A rp 4k 25 5% AR A7 A8 N A AP ) 0 Y AT e MR AR AT
R, A 5T 56 T AL AR R 71 22 547y 19 52 1)
Al TH 25 SRAT LA HLM 43 )2 BN 145 10 1

x5 FHEEAEALER
Table 5 Result of 2SLS

A % — P Bt First stage 5 BBt Second stage
Variable ZH Coef  FRMER: SE ZH Coef  FRifER SE

A A
Iln(j?ifi:ujl%ozc,—(ial capital 0. Tize 0306
T H7F & Instrumental variable 0. 001 0.0003
&l 45 7 Control variable Eok e
B Constant 0. 957 0.221 — 1. 360%x*:* 0.436
Cragg-Donald F 4ti1& 18. 250
Stock-Yogo 10% i 25 4 K 56 ifs S 1H 16. 380
Hausman # % 2.710

3.4 HEMRE
ARG 6 Bk Al [m] )T o SRR AR 2 R 4 B RR e MR, R
TIF 5% 1 S 4 5 i 45 0 R 9%, R 3% 38 Logit A Probit

FEALR i HLM A8 AT AR @ MR 30 . Logit 455 AU
Probit 5 5[] 5 245 5 45 R | 4 P AR a2 AT,
BERIE . MR SEEAE10% KFE T BE R,
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A B 7 b, 2 5 B W] BB A7 76 h A R0 .

SEEAG 50 & I (FR 6) , BEAL (D AN Ak 2 A
REAIREE NIE , R TH AN RS54
Seah L2 47 0 A W e BEAE T, PR UESE T 45 R 1Y
Tefdtt. EMASSEELRR RS RP
ZHEENRBIIEERNIE, HESRW AN RET
R, Ul B AR 22 BEAR X AR 7 2 5 47 O B9 5 i a4
AR P S EEII. R 28LIRIE.

R6 KPS5REHPNBASH

Table 6 Mediation effect of farmers’ participation willingness

(1) Model (1) i (2) Model (2) KT (3) Model (3)

=
AR A

Variable A bl ES FiE iR ER FRER
Coef SE Coef SE Coef SE

o2 A
! =7 7k. 1. 158 (0.223) 1. 073%%*x* (0. 225)
Social capital
/5. . 1. 405%*x* (0.432) 1. 162%%%* (0.441)
Willingness
2 2] iR L
L gl el il
Control variable
Pseudo R* 0.075 0.054 0.083

3.6 PTHRMKE

1 BE WA R #1555

B G E WA TR R 1T RN K (3R T B (5)
A T FEESBWA SR P2 52BN EI, &
PHAE IR R E N IE RV T UL R R
JEWAAEZ 5 B AR 2 517 8 0 1E mAE
o E BT ] A R VR . B SR A R Y R
FOHZ S EERE SIS 511 . Rk
31 LLEIE

A A TR) SR BE O 25 R A 1 & R
LM e A 52 5 BB R A8 B IR BT 3 R i (R R
(6 AERM A S 25 EIEN R IR EH N
EGEERLCT) BRIk e Al 2 5 B R
X 2 547 R 0 IE ] 5 W) B 23 0655 5 10 Al ARl i A
ELARPMS S BEEEAES RN S 51 . R
Ji DAL, A ARl WA e R P A A R A AN 45 T
5 R PR PR R BN AR B, KR R S O
R Pl T R R R s DA AR AR B R R A
o RO AT B A 2 b A A o0 B R R I B
L2 U Bl A e S N A R AT L AR
WA B R BN R T2 517 R . RS
GH,AMRMNETRIEBEASSS5EE .S 517

NI R B, KRR S Z S EEE AR
M A SE R R, AR TS 5T A7 AE I3 IR [ %
o UL A B3R A T RER N E S 5
RS 5Ty, TS BUT IR AR .
F AL R X2 S A SR A R R Bt | R
HLIE 8% 25, SR R, 252 36 dh i 4 e SROR fE
FEOr R SR I S 5178 R R

2) % R TERE J7 19 98 35 200

5 58 R E IO 9 3 1 A0 0 (3 8) B (O A
TERRMEEN S S5 EENZHEI, £ MRt
NERPFSHERELEMAREE M. KPS
MBI MR PS5 BEE WK NS 51 0
e — 58 W G 35 4 . BIVTE ARG 98 RE ) B o
2K AN TR S5 BRI R Ty
o fBRBCABUER M. FEIRIN R S R R 3
RE 7 M, HG S AR R o 3 d 3t 45 A9 4 o 2
Koo SR, W1 S AN 3 A 45 A 7 XK 24, 7 R 4%
B A S AR R REAF s Ak 2 5 2 A
G T SR BEA B A AR R PR B A T RO
SRR S AR BLG T W T EMORE AR TR
PEAR SR RN 2 1 2 R RS S AR 5 K2 xR
Z: 5 IR B0 B 7 A B RO AR AR
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Table 7 Moderate effect of farmers’ family income
AL (4) FEHI(5) BEHLC6) BT
A5 Model (4) Model (5) Model (6) Model (7)
Variable A% MR R¥C RRER S RB fER R% ARER
Coef SE Coef SE Coef SE Coef SE
128 A Social capital 1. 135%xx  (.229 1. 150 0.231 1.098***x  0.237 1.122%xx  (.238
Z: 53 B Willingness 1.098*x  0.434 0.493 0.554 1.172%x  0.465 0.585 0. 537
2y 331';_3['\
it l&/\ —0.024** 0.010 —0.113** 0.049
Family income
% Ja& X
hl REEHBA 0.091%* 0.050
Willingness X Income
Ak A Farm income 0.038 0.037
ZHEE XK
.lﬁ. & A(ikl&/.\ —0.022% 0.012
Willingness X Farm income
1[“:}&&!45(}‘\ —0.108**  0.049
Non-farm income
ZH5EEX 4
} .lﬁ. jlﬁ;&\”/qy)\. 0.083* 0. 050
Willingness X Non-farm income
4] 25 £ Control variable Er 2 P 5
Pseudo R’ 0. 090 0.092 0.088 0.090
x8 LNEEBENWNIET ML
Table 8 Moderate effect of rural elite capacity
g RET(8) FET(9) R (10D R (11D R (12)
Variable Model (8) Model (9)  Model (10>  Model (11> Model (12)
1t 23 B A Social capital 0. 993k 1. 018*x* 1. 034k 1. 005 0. 984k
% 5 3 & Willingness 1. 1455 7.689%* 5.672 5.416%* 5. 938
2 KRS S fiE 71 Elite capacity 0.101 1. 609
TR NI XS5 EE
ZRHRTED 2 5 A —1.570%
Willingness X Elite capacity
W ve s i fe
Rt 1.040
Political elite capacity
BOA KT RE 1 X 2 5 8 1 04z
Willingness X Political elite capacity ’
1_/\ —H‘L\b
fif 52 . 1.019
Social elite capacity
HARHRE N X 2 5 EE oot
Willingness X Social elite capacity '
I e Lk
%ém K U fig ' 1.169%*
Economic elite capacity
4444\5 e % [
e 25 R , —1. 148%x
WllhngnessXEconomlc elite capacity
#2242 i Control variable 5 1l 32 1l 32 1l 5 1 £ 1
Pseudo R’ 0.083 1 0.088 0 0.085 6 0.088 6 0.089 1
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