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Abstract This study uses the CFPS 2016-2022 panel data and a panel fixed-effects probit model to investigate
how Internet use affects rural land transfer in China, and the mechanism and heterogeneity were also analyzed.
The key findings are: 1) Internet use significantly promotes land inflows but has no clear effect on land outflows
2) The result of mechanism analyses discovered that the internet use promoted rural mainly through information
access, social interaction, and non-agricultural employment; 3) Heterogeneity analysis revealed that the effect
was stronger among younger, better-educated farmers, and in economically developed eastern regions;
4) Internet use also facilitated simultaneous land inflows and outflows. In conclusion, improving rural Internet
infrastructure and promoting digital inclusion can support the market-oriented development of land transfer.

Keywords internet usage; importance of internet perception; internet usage frequency; land inflows; land
transfer

Wi HHA: 2025-03-24; 4 % A #] : 2025-06-20

E£TH: PASKRERBFIL L HEET(2662025]GPY005)

#—1EE . AEZE0009-0002-8774-2316) , 1+ # 35 4 , E-mail: jiaxinshi0423 @ 163. com

BIAEE : S/ (0000-0002-7230-8261) . HF , T ENEMEERE T R HEEEH K . E-mail:dwl979@163. com



274 0 LN ES I Y NS S 4

2026 4F 55 31 %

- i3 A Sk A 9 R A Ak G S Y T B
o P I AR K R g — sl Tk
NIRISEN = B R AV - = (| 1 AN R E5 3
MWEREWRES SN, KT RTSS
2k AR A RS 5 ML X, 5t
o e B, S T R IR IR R R i
AR Erh AL E NS R RBIR AT BT B
SR AT U e A B A Hb 7 0k 5 AT A I A R R A M A
CRFLEIML . B P A AT A 5 e R
JE— AN E B, AH G AR (P
HIRDR: 150, 28 B A R AR A RIS i A IR
BEFRFAE, DL R H X 28 0% K R | 3k Al 8 il A 2 LR
FES S+ MR AT M AT T R IE

Wit HIE IR AR R 2 R SRR R DG I LR
i PR =2 7 ] B Cfe POt A SRR IO AHT e
Bl A B 28 5% & SO R Mg . L AR, AT W5
J B EI 3 A Ak A e A T R T AR A
PR L B AR A R A b ol TRl HE B T
W . — T, BB BT TR PRI fE R
AR L BRI R R Rk, S —
T, 3 3 A2 E AR AT 95 8 A1 1 AR A R s T
AT 57 8 1 5 22 8 A O & IR I T A b
TR AR AR R Al AR
VAR )Z S 3 WA 2 T e AN L R
HLHI Y 2R G0 25 5 UE R 108 fF o8 % . IR, B
SCHRER I P e B b e A 55 OE AT R 12
Vb 35 356 I A FH AT Ay %k G 10 52 i) 2 L L SEUE AR Y
22 BB TR T R, B = X AR A B 4 A HE L4
718 b 3 2 v EEE TXAE ) sh AS E RTR  R

YTk, DL 2016—2022 4F Hf [E 58 g 38 5 A 4K
5 (CFPS) , B T B IR W — A P i s 47—+
b G 25 B 4y T RE SR, A WY 9 3 3+ A — 4 T AR
Probit #5281 SZHIE 43 A 1 B 5 I {7 FH G - b 9 7 1) 5%
17 & A B 97 Q2 SRV o 2SS RN 3£ P
IR PR R R LR 3 B T A b O R A A
FE WA A B O — 20 R 5Y 4 b [R) B 3 A RN R
RO A I T W O N 1 S R 0 1 e o [ T 1
ZHE R AR M X K 2T R R 22 bk
SEMR . AN AR I GT A S5 ) N A M3 A AR S AR
FaE S ARLE 3N AT T R 5 i 1
FHALH . LU N ek 4 i 3 5% 1 3 00 % Rt ik +
by 5 R 0% 1) P 2550 3 A 0 22 B G A

1 BRSHhEHRRIR

i 3 ELIB A — A T R AT S — L g
P B2 o T N R P S T O ) D
FE A A BT IR A 5 e i e
3P ZEHLA

A, JO e LB R A A R TR Y
FOWLR T, 340 J2 2 P A WL JE T, B Rl
FH34 3 3 e 1k A P £ S AR B, ) e ffe T M i
1o WO, B0 E BRIz 8 Kok 7R
ARICR O AR B U3 25 15 5 e S RE ), T AR AL 4t
7 B85 1L 2 0 2% 1 AL 2% R BB R A R
SRR g5 T TR B FEAR T A IR EUE B
i B T TR S I RUSAS , LY 1 AR B A S A R
W T YA W A B A
Pl X 2 b A 3 e P 7 AR S B A S
1E 5 R0 0, o 2 3 B v AR R0 A9 3 3
PE S U, AT ARRT I H RS CBR % 16 19 1%
Ge 77 X HIH RO AR R T O RS Z T
5 BRIV, G L M52 5 Wl | DX ST 37 47 1 2
e, FLIR A P 3% 0 42 T8 A P RE A% 52 I 2 42
I BOR AL B 5 5 5 AR B R T L Y e A X
G oK A, I R L T 0 S AT
- B IS ALE B A RE D A, ELIE Y £ S
PRI RE R ML T AL G BN A 27 b i PR 2
S ERA L FTRE T LURE R D B A /NS BT M e
B Jrr o AR AL Bl R0 2% o B XTIz g
R SEHES A (B8 S H BB X R AL S R T
b b BV TE X R

Hla: B I 0 087 8 3 i kA £ R AR, 8] 4%
fre ik - A AT

Hb « B I 0 fil P 3 2o fie o e 45 R 3B Tl 4
fre Bk - A AT

LI O ol O Ak 2 T 8l 7 A A AR A LR A
JEAAE T DI A2 B HESh T A fE & 0
27 A SE M PR RO [ L7 & UL BB
TGRS NP B B e B o A e B 98
B AR BAL I R TR SR A2 K R Y IE
S FEAGHLEN o B R AR R A2 S S TRT
DA 2 | ML 5 0 R0 1 5 PRIV SS A I 246 (A P 45 LU
25 T M e 0, 5 B 29 AR SR X G ST R AR A R
T AL R R G AT A L AR A B ELIER )



A5 4 1

AR IR (TS o [ AR e R b VA e A A B < B T IR AR S Y T T A 275

FES G RR I E AR BT
DL 5C 2R 7O FEA Y 25 oA e SF- A6 B EL Bl 245
DHBRMIE R TR PSS 5 EIREHLAR T
— 77 T, L PP A R e 4R T S AR )T S L)
SR UL TR P R S S AR NS
ERESFITNRE T RALF S EERE . 5
— 5 T, AR A R WAL EOR TR S R
55 55 LI AL LR RSP (0 A Wl sl 4232 1) A Bl
B[] 7 H AR 30 AT A 8 U A 1 IR (L — AT
S i) B R, AR P R ELIR ) £ S LR R A [ 5
Wi HAE LSS R E Y o A P I 9 4% W IR A Al
A PRI 2 2 5 v B B AU i, e
LA S AT A N e B S Y B P SRR

BE— R Ao e A T B
TG AT O - 1D i BE 28 5% 2 v 28 By AR BB A O
b L P A S LR ) BB AE 5y T 3, HL AR v JE MM
TR BRI S MR E M E . AT RS
F8 AR A SN A 2 A0 T X T 52 9 A Al I 3R 0 AR
B i e A5 B, 2 T IR A B B B )
AE 135§ TH ok 2 8] Lt TR R B I SRR
B T 52 T o 3 R £ R AR AR R
JRAS B 8 58 B X7 B DL iE 5 RSS2 T A2
B T R R s BT S AR R R REE R IR AL 5
T R o PR AN AR TR R R R A R
I Ve NI A R A DNE GRS - 3
Al I A R R R B B S IDUR) (Y T ML 2) 1l
JE 2 5E N Ry A AT S Xk il JEE A 05 6 3 VA R
HER W AT ILE T T k. Ed S
R 20 2R A U SR BBl AT R AR B
MU A G B AN A L BT B A g 5
X B KLU Y B A 5 A TR B S S M R
e Z B E

H2a: 15 {7 3 i 02 oAk 2 B 80, 1] 42 0
THEEA

H2b - B {1 38 o e 2+ 22 B8 18] 4 2
T FE

CEL G R ) AR e ik B A R R 32
JAA T

5B 8 P X A A ol 7 A= 4 2 1 B3 AL A
RIS AE T 0 1A P of B3 9 o 2 ) 32 WL IA R 49
s T HRBARA B F B EE 56 . Al
W A 32 B A i 398 DR 0 T SR AR e X ) 2% B IR

(ORERINPEE 1IN ) B i s 3 R ]| D & A A T
BN T 2 SRRl 59 68 J1 5 N 1 BT IR IS
BRCR A, ELIBE A 1 5 T X R B
358 55 T 37 8l 25 0 2 A AR 0 a H Pl s 5 T o
PEH A RIS ME o 20 M Bl R A R T R
R L2357 2] Sl o e A A A 0 I B
55 F 3 5 L IE AR P AT SN F AR I 05 B ) T g
SROVTBEK A Bl A sy 28 4, A A sl phe S 254
WS R M T 57 8 Iy — = A R R TR
R, 05 ok ) 3R P B T R T il £ R
HAREEALRE T1, D9 H S 5 AR A il 3 Bt 5 22 A9 DA
SCHESATEh R o 3 TR BT AL TRz N HT Y 3
BF L EIRRGEAE A T AR R AL B . —
ko> B 208 B RS SR BLRCAY A A5 Bl 5B K
CHURY B D 45 3 42 52 B 22 Bl s s v il , A7
B S AR RO

PE— R AR X T A L iR e BAT
R IEAE R R R DB AR 55 8 e Rk
P R R B RS S RE NS 4 57 Bl g e 4 e
TR, SR b R 22 Y O R B AR
B TR R E 22 U G, S E B A i 55 T
A 22 8 Bl AN 57 B 1E] 55 RS 7 B 2 B R
RPN AAGHBMEERDESERERET
R S S BB IR A DAL AT A P e TE
b Y Ul /D Al 225 S A DR AR AR Y
Mo BE PR AE h A N 228 DT S B 52 2 V2 THT ) R 1
e E A SRR AL 2) AR ARt ok i A ik
AGEARRRFRT TR P R KZEE TS
TR o — O, W0 28 T AR A B W AR P AR
(GESE-ANGIETUE (S 3 A EIS 3. B A0 i AL
A B AR A, T ) TR RO AR 7, 28l TR i
Hediplets S—Jrm, RARLY KBl 4 -
W ar HE A B AR AR A B R L R TR B A RE T 5 K
W 45 1 BE 0, T R b U AR O T R B MR 52
BA 1 E A 5L R R

Hi3a: B I 000 17 P e 3k i S A el 1) 2 i ik
LA

H3b : I i P 38 o 8 2 AR A sl 8] 42 fie 2k
TR

BT LR AW IR WS AR

HOa: I35 ) il JH X 4 b % A A e HEFE T

HOb : B 15 o0 {7 Fi xof + o 5 by BAT R 6V .



276 0 LN ES I Y NS S 4

2026 4F 55 31 %

2 HBERBESRERE

AR HF 5T B UL K5 B o R T o [ R BE OB B R A
(CFPS) 201620182020 F1 2022 4F fiy 4 [ ¥ # A
G . DRk PR EE RPN Z iz 0 A A
25 (T HIA KO Gt Bdie A & &/l )T . A
Vs BTR CE W NS T B RN A CRE AT B
X HIAE XD, TR S DR A a0 i e ] 3 51 1
55 B ot v A5 AUOR B AE 2016—2022 4F 4 %%
AT S5, B OGRS it 08U B A RORE
AF:11620 57,

2.1 TEHIR
2.1.1 #BHELE

A b o R AR e N TN S 2 AR L A
B W AR A CFPS [ 45 vh S 5K 02 35 K + 1 FHL25 fih
N7 B VAT 8 Lo A T 28 R 27 A R 1,
RZH 0o RHEE A AR ] IR R AR HA L
SN | e A I R 1 I 1 B L S o)
OB 1, A 0,

2.1.2 MBEE%

DEKMMEHS . 2% 58005 i 7
L T 2014 A R A B0 L AR < R B2 Rl
B AR R A ] AR A 1, 2 R
05 X5 F 2016 4F B AR “ R A A sh ik -
R R (A o L = SN O o I o T 78 S |
W, R 8 A Dy O, A5 DI RAE K 1

2) B HC Nl AR R M, %X T
T S R IS, A K T 36 v < TSRO0 6 k3R 0
SN AR AT AT g w T AR E O AT R
{EL, 43 B0 % R 1~5, 52 e B o fff FH AR o 5 3
TN Ry B A A 3 A R R AN 2 A
T, AR AN B M AR — i X
B R R SRR AR Sy 1~5, i i B 0
JERN M
2.1.3 EHEF

B — P EE WARAE . D4R DL AR I
R M H A A R B D EE KA HE R
PR, R AN A BIE O . D UF IR AL,
A BCAR A WA 1, BB A 0 0, % BB KEEL5H
o PEXT PR SRAT A 2 . DR RE SR, &S
e Z R BOR KGN RAE A 1/0, B H Al 2E 7 B
T EANAFRE . DFERE,CEEESMEEL

PRBS: 27 B ] A AR B, 5 p el 2 WA o 1,
TRHOSHR, EMRER O, TR ASH., HXR
FI A ;1B RS I8 X6 B8 77 Bk oA e WA A R T Y T
WO RBERE, DREEWRA . TE—ERE L
MR BER LT RZ e T o DO FKEMAL, 5
JiE 1 57 3l ) Bt g gk SR AR TR RE T o 3D K BE ST
I T, L 16~60 % 5858 B 5L o5 BN I HE R Al
i BEA T B 1A
W= EWZ WA, DA RIEAKY, @i
DA S . 2) AR ERHLIX . S R E AKX
R 3 b U, B8 2R Ml DX A A 1, At L X R O, 2
il DXl A Jre b B 22 S
2.1.4 fEAMH L ZF
DA BRI, 2 IR0 70 5 i B 5T, AR 45 )
A IR A S R IR R RO AR R B A
COETLCNIRAE SN 1,25 R wmT MIEAE R 0,
DA SRR . SH TG AT, ik
YR N AL 4 S " Sl R S RE A 25 B AR B AR B
ARt I 38 ok L IXR o AR AR B DAY BRI K
s 22 S A AR 2 X A A T e Il R, L iR Ak
Ly Rr Y I
Xy — W
0j
A X, R P AR I NS AL & S s o
SR b XK 32 B 344 5 A5 ofE 22 ; Standardized,;
b e I B -
DAERF AR, SR L FT IR AR
Ji Hh 2 DA — 6 5 B ) AR L, T AR
BAE N1, RZH 0,
AR ARG IR 1 R .
2.2 tREfE
B ii s 2R NG 78 2 N 9:° ) LIPS e W L 2 W
R, AHIE T DLk SR I A B Y B O AE 2R O S
filt, >R ] ZoC e PRI A JF 45 5 A PRI 2R AT SE R
38T e BAKINF , A5 i F 1 B Probit B AL, /8 2
mr:
in; ,/out, /transfer,, = 8, -+ B,inter,, + B, fre, , +
Bsimp;, + zcontrols,,, + (2)
N+t e
A in, AR B AR R LR & out,, O 1o b
B M AU £ s transfer, N K EE (TR (AR R /A T
Hi () B SR G UL AR A inter, , R DI )

Standardized,; = (1)



A5 4 1

AR IR (TS o [ AR e R b VA e A A B < B T IR AR S Y T T A

277

*1

TERBESHWMAESN

Table 1 Variable setting and descriptive analysis

A5 AF & X YIH b2 B/ME O RORE
Variable type Variable Definition Mean SD Min Max
Boff BEAE R e A Land inflows Yes=1, No=0 0.132  0.339  0.000  1.000
Explained
variable + b %% 4 Land outflows Yes=1,No=0 0.069  0.254  0.000  1.000

X WA 5 &
ERMERSH Yes=1,No=0 0.508 0.500  0.000  1.000
Internet use

i s IR R JER g CCF)EEME+ TIEEZRE X H
Explanatory Importance of internet BRI EEEFFLESIEE 2.975  1.662  1.000  5.000
variable perception /5

y CHE M 22 2 0%+ 715 W T A S
3 9 i A% . SN L
E { internet R HBEMA AR+ EBERME SR 4.526 1.543  1.000  7.000
requency ol internet use N e —
ueney 991 e+ I R L 3 B R /5
i:/%\ - =) ~ ‘TJ—;E‘L Y X - *:“E\’
o iﬁin reaisition f%{%; (H)aéH%XEun 0.484  0.193  0.000  1.000
= T 1 uisit =1l;H=

g A i 1 mTE
Mediator AP RBEAL BAEMBREAML, R=1:%=0  0.495 0.972 0.000 1.000
variable Non-agricultural employment

# 4 H 3 Social interaction  FEEAL4 S/ o0 0.428  0.620  0.000 12.000
AEHY Age % 51.093 15.299 18.000 80.000
P 3 Gender B=1;%&=0 0.489  0.500  0.000  1.000
1% 40 R I Marital status B =1; M =0 0.833  0.373  0.000 1.000
LE/EXEH=0;/NE=6;%HF=9;
= R = F/ R =12,
RARRE “'f/*g/*%ﬁ/ﬁf " 8.513  4.797  0.000  22.000
Education level KE=15; R¥AFB=16;
B+ =19 ;1 + =22

o3 2| AR H
iﬁﬂfli % EE W A Household income  J7 7T 9.711 1.288 0.223 13.649

ontro
variable 57 8 115 o Labor force ratio  16~60 % R K2 il 8 N80/ R EE S A$ 0.852  0.598  0.150  1.000

% JE WA Household size Z Ui R BEN DR 3.231  1.657  1.000 15.000

M X AR P A Regional GDP i X A= 7 4 {8 BUR %% 10.263  0.491  7.960 11.615
o iiz ‘I

Zuk&”“ " L“, . B=1;%=0 0.015 0.120  0.000  1.000

Agricultural skills training

I& Z AR Pension insurance  &=1; 7% =0 0.090  0.286  0.000 1. 000

7R Eastern region FE==1;%=0 0.641 0.825 0. 000 1.000
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Table 2 Regression results of the impact of the internet on land transfer

T A (D b (1 LA (2) LN (20 A (3) 2l (3)

AR B

v 1 il Land Land Land Land Land Land
artable inflows (1) outflows (1) inflows(2) outflows(2) inflows(3) outflows(3)
W 5 0. 545%x 0. 302
Internet use (2.08) (1.55)
IEW?‘“ %”;i,% e . 0. 065%** 0.015
m d
portance of mierme (3.70) (1.05)
perception
I R A R 0. 030%* —0.025
Frequency of internet use (2.06) (—1.3D
A 0.007 0.013* 0. 000 0.001 0. 000 —0.000
Age (0.76) (1.90) (0.18) (0.78) (1.61) (—0.65)
il —0.357* 0.194 —0.018 0. 040 0.017 0.073
Gender (—1.72) (1.28) (—0.7D (1.32) (0.20) (1.10
U 40 AR —0.092 0. 057 0. 044 —0.038 0.212 —0.022
Marital status (—0.28) (0.23) (1.09) (—0.7D (1.53) (—0.22)
ZHE —0.010 —0.015 0.002 0.005 —0.014 —0.016%
Education level (—0.34) (—0.72) 0.47) (0.89) (—1.23) (—1.80)
K BEWA —0.005 —0.004 —0.001 0.011 —0.055 0. 030
Household income (—0.04) (—0.04) (—0.07) (0.54) (—1.20) (0.83)
i B 91 L 0.314* —0.081 0. 006%** —0.002 0. 000 0.001
Labor force ratio (1.73) (—0.55) (3.36) (—0.72) (0.83) (1.07)
FK g F A 0.047 —0.072 —0.002 0.007 0.023 —0.033
Household size (0.55) (—1.15) (—0.22) (0.53) (0.87) (—1.51
X 7 0.070 0.139 —0.004 0.061 0.095 0.001
Regional GDP (0.45) (0.46) (—0.09 (0.95) (0.64) (0.01)
A0y $7 BE 35 I —0.149 —0.355 —0.040 —0.031 —0.154 —0. 214%x*
Agricultural skills training (—1.06) (—1.43) (—1.20) (—0.70) (—1.26) (—2.27)
I% —0.152 —0.049 0.001 —0.035 —0.101 —0.110
Pension insurance (—1.57) (—0.68) (0.06) (—1.45) (—1.03) (—1.37)
b 0.144 —0.711%* 0.074 —0.097 0.189 —0.147
Eastern region (0.30) (—2.43) (1.22) (—1.24) (0.69) (—0.81)
(g —2.609%* —1.348 0.259 0.428 0. 404 1.311
Constant (—1.91D) (—1.35) (0.65) (0.82) (0.30) (1.26)
S H Observations 11 620 11 620 5 902 5 902 5902 5 902
I 8] /45 138 & 5 %
TR/ A 5y 1 52 200 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes

Time/Province fixed effect

T« A A CID R 2 1 (1D BI85 75 00 b il 2 At A T JE 28 50 5 b e AL (2RI b A £ (2D Sy 356 0 J a2 P o 1
BN It Tl VA 25 5 s b e A C3) I st 8 1 (3) g LR A AR %) L e A R R TN 2SR . SR 3~5 ] .
Note: Land inflow (1) and land outflow (1) report the regression results of internet use (yes/no) on land inflows and land outflows.
Land inflow (2) and land outflow (2) report the regression results of perceived importance of internet use on land inflows and land
outflows. Land inflow (3) and land outflow (3) report the regression results of frequency of internet use on land inflows and land

outflows. The same applies to Table 3-5.
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Table 3 Robustness test I: Changing variable definition
. THEEA (D RiFe i (1) R A (2) LBl (2) LA (3) LM (3
\];Sgil Land Land Land Land Land Land
anabie inflows (1) outflows (1) inflows(2) outflows(2) inflows(3) outflows(3)

RS R R 0. 137 0.014
Internet use (2.66) (0.87)

¥ X )Eg/: J
ﬁigﬁigg }H?ii@ﬂt 0. 080%x* 0. 005
Jmportanee ot (2.38) (0.30)
internet perception

X B
i?ﬁﬁf]ﬁﬁﬁﬁ;ﬁ‘? 0. 006%* 0.003
| redueney o (2.31) (1.32)
internet use
23 | AR B
Bl 2 i . Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Control variable
AL —0. 006 0. 007 0.055 0.053 0.037 0.030
Constant (—0.15) (0. 34> (0.67) 0.91) (—0.19 (0.48)
U
RN E . 9729 9729 4942 4942 4942 4 942
Observations
B[] /48 3 1] 38 280 00
Time/Province fixed Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes

effect
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by HE B A R E 150 AT RE A AIF 58 R H
Logit B 1 8 8 Probit A5 1 Xt 3= 22 25 38 Y47 PR Ak 31,
LG TIE BIF 5% 25 40 0 A R 15 I AR R B . TE %R

TP A e v AR A AL BEAT TR R A0 RS
SR AR -8, F58 R RN MBETEY
fili 7 2 B A5 5 S R (e 2 R R
— 3
3.3 MAEMITE

ROFNR T IESHAR R 11 620 19 H Al I,
KO A D R (OLSY #Efr it . 5
Probit # B AH b, TV Al 31 %5 T 5 A8 9 30 fig
P S i s 7 [ e N A R L S L] I N
7% >R T B AR &k XF Bl 5 4 b 3R R
HRXLRMETING . T EAERER IR EN,
HxF ARG MBERIAEZERME AXE
W P it R S 2 O JER e B M LA BT R R T,
LN Y
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Table 4 Robustness Test II: Changing control variable

=N
AR

Variable

A (1)
Land
inflows (1)

TH (D
Land
outflows (1)

T+ HL A (2)
Land
inflows (2)

T (2D
Land
outflows (2)

T A (3)
Land
inflows (3)

THL (3D
Land
outflows (3)

M AL A 0. 287 0.171
Internet use (2.29) (1.00)
;Tnﬁfl?; ﬁ%fﬁ 0. 004 #** 0. 005
ortance o
P . (2.80) (0.23)
internet perception
X Hii R
gﬂﬁﬂfﬁﬁﬁf’ﬁ? 0. 165+ 0. 142
| redueney o (1.87) (0.87)
internet use
e IS
EWER . Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Control variable
A — 1. 075%** 1.157 — 1. 110%** —0.252 0.039 —0.148
Constant (—2.60) (1.29 (—2.69) (—0.50) (1.23) (—0.22)
W {E Observations 11 620 11 620 5902 5902 5902 5902
Fif 8] /48 13 [ 52 2% ML
Time/Province fixed Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
effect
x5 BREMRE=.¥Tit=&HE
Table 5 Robustness Test III: Changing the econometric model
- TN (1) LHHFEE (1D LHFEA (2) LHFES (2) LA (3 LHFEE (3D
AL HE
. Land Land Land Land Land Land
Variable

inflows (1)

outflows (1)

inflows (2)

outflows (2)

inflows (3)

outflows (3)

EN QU RE D

Internet use

IR [P Je A o
Importance of

internet perception

I DA A
Frequency of
internet use

i 25 Bt
Control variable
g4

Constant
WL Observations

B[] /48 0y 18] 3 200 L
Time/Province fixed
effect

0.261%*
(2.00)

Yes

— 1. 504*x*
(—2.23)

11 620

0.168
(1.59

Yes

—0.825
(—1.50)

11 620

Yes

0. 137
(3.77)

0.632
(0.12)

5902

0.027
(1.03)

Yes

1.384
0.50)

5902

Yes

0.473%
(1.93)

Yes

1.456
(0.53)

5902

—0.026
(—0.30)

2.646
(1.3

5902
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Table 6 Endogeneity discussion: Results of IV estimation
, IR R R LRI , HHR ) HEK M
ane O ey TR R e o
AR i (D i i (2 )
. Importance Frequency Importance Frequency
Variable Internet . . Internet . .
of internet of internet of internet of internet
use (1) . use (2) .
perception (1) use (1) perception (2) use (2)
+ ks A 1.189 22.522 —3.352
Land inflows 0.60) 0.70) (—0.50)
+ b 1.315 31. 449 —10.170
Land outflows (0.59) 0.67) (—0.49)
o3 | AR B
ERZR . Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Control variable
H R —0. 201 —14.553 —0.178 0.075 —11.789 —7.834
Constant (—0.22) (—1.07) (—0.04) 0.1 (—1.08) (—0.75)
WL Observations 11 620 11 620 5902 5902 5902 5902
ins i ANIAN Ee=
Tl /%5 43 18 2 20 )it Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes

Time/Province fixed effect

T« ELIDE A0 (1D JgR R0 T S O A0 A8 38 (1D Dy 7 T E AR 5 UM R B IR 9 00 A P b b e AAT DA i PRI R S ) 06 ) i (2D S
TR C2) IR (2) 78 T RS B UM N LI PO X AR 7 e e R AT O B PR SE

Note: Internet use (1), importance of internet perception(1), frequency of internet use(1) showing the causal effects of the impact of internet

decisions on farmers’ land inflows under the identification of instrumental variables. Internet use (2) ,importance of internet perception

(2), frequency of internet use (2) showing the causal effects of the impact of internet decisions on farmers’ land outflows under the

identification of instrumental variables.

N IE o HUI U A Al AR AR XL ]

4 H—FTHm

4.1 —EHHBE . THERBAMTY

R TR TRV HI R I AT S XA P A b Ui B
(49 0 1) 3K Bl RN, A WF 5 8 B ) B A S R
W S AR AR 15 T R AR B — T ) (X
4 M SR O B A b R B AT O W AE A O,
K H Probit #5889 F 47 0] 9 43 A , & 7 [0l 3 45 R &

R AT B AN R o R A P X
LK O I R BN 2, bR BB TR L
Mo A5G 55, 5 ECHL I 0T AR A UL A
MU B AT O T ORIR B k. Ak, B R
B AR AT e B b AR GE AL ORF R AR R SC
AW 2O B S AL, — 28R P T T
ARS8 B b M B2 By, 55 A T X K A A AR

N ELIR AT 5 7 6 0] U e AT O B B R

%%EO

K7 EEMERAMIHENFRHAOZME

Table 7 TImpact of internet use on land inflows and outflows
- F A SR (D [ B A 5 (2) [/l B3 A 5 3 (3D
AL . . . . . .
Variabl Simultaneous inflows Simultaneous inflows Simultaneous inflows
antabie and outflows (1) and outflows (2) and outflows (3)
HIE 5w 0. 004
Internet use (2.33)
TR ) R 0. 000
Importance of internet perception (0.26)
LR CR IR TS 0.001
Frequency of internet use (0.52)
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=N
AR

Variable

FE A S5 (D
Simultaneous inflows
and outflows (1)

[F B3 A 5 (2)
Simultaneous inflows
and outflows (2)

[ B A 5 (3D
Simultaneous inflows

and outflows (3)

15 1 2% 4 Control variable
Constant

WL {E Observations
B[] /48 0y 18] 3 280 0

Time/Province fixed effect

Yes

—0.008
(—1.42)

5656

Yes

Yes

—0.002
(—0.47)

9 497

Yes

Yes

—0.013
(—1.39

3 966

Yes

T« [ A5 9 R (1D~ (3 Dy ELIG 100 i 1575 B 36 [0 Jef R 5 S G ) ol P 40 25 08 e el ) 3 A5 0 1 ) [ 0 5 28

Note: Simultaneous Inflow and Outflow (1)-(3) report the regression results of internet use (yes/no) , perceived importance of

internet use, and frequency of internet use on simultaneous land inflows and outflows.

4.2 RRMEHR
4.2.1 FRHEFARLZHERE

A ST HE— 2T P R KO AE B W A
FHXT A b 3 5% A7 S s wi v 9 S B v o AR P 32
ZHE FROR AR 3N Z B E R AH 2
HAERIELL TS ZHERE S WA CGZHFE
FR9AE LA ), IF 7 [l )5 485 2 v 5 B 52 2808 4F FR 22
AR o A S AR AR e 2 ) 22 AR T
oo K Probit B AU #E 47 43 20 81 )9, 3% 8 v 43 Sl 4k
TN Z #E R, B X A A A5

=8

AT Dy B GO o R LR A P R B A
L A5 0 T 52 B0 R B AR AR AL P
TEZ YA R ERMRH P AR U 28T 3%
JBE 52 e 1) A T R A DA R RE 1 AT 3 BIR L RE R
WU HE A5 B AT RO 52 B LR i B EL IR ) 3R
YR i e B 2, S92 AR B R A O AR TS . T2
R B BAR A A P Ey T ) £ T B R I
B = A5 E 1, R BE 5T 20 B LK MR 5 B AR
G i G A O AT MO T A% BE IR I R A 4 R
SR ), 5 BRI 100 i PR L 3 20

EFHEREEA

Table 8 Regression analysis on level of education

+ % A Land inflows

Gy Z# B " High level of education ZHHFEEK Low level of education
Variable BOB (D MU () BB (3 BB (L) M) R (6)
Model (1) Model (2) Model (3) Model (4) Model (5) Model (6)
HIKMAE S S 0. 137 0.014
Internet use (2.66) (0.87)
iﬁil?";ctuﬁg'i?net 0. 016%= 0. 022
POTIENEE OT e (2.35) 0.97)
perception
ER IR AER 0. 004k 0.007
Frequency of internet use (2.80) (0.49
il 48 i Control variable Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
WA —0.078 —0.046 0.039 0.013 0.018 0.002
Constant (—0.46) (—0.34) (1.23) (0.24) 0.19) (0.5
WM {E Observations 11 620 5902 5902 11 620 5902 5902
B E] /48 10 [E] a2 %
IR/ 2 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes

Time/province fixed effect
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=8 (&)

+ % 1 Land outflows

e =2

AR hE Z#E L = High level of education ZHH EEM Low level of education
Variable B (D B () BRI EE W BEG R 6)
Model (1) Model (2) Model (3) Model (4) Model (5) Model (6)
HIKMAEHS® 0. 008 0.031
Internet use (2.74) (1.39
) XX}I—EX‘ T+
iﬁil?;nciﬂfﬁgfnct 0. 058x= 0- 005
porinee ofier (2.4D (1.58)
perception
TG D P A A 0. 005% —0.004
Frequency of internet use (3.1 (—0.48
#1455 Control variable Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
WA 0.128 0. 090 0.038 —0.105 —0.003 —0.127
Constant (1.1 (0.78) (0.50) (—0.87) (—0.02) (—0.86)
WM {E Observations 11 620 5902 5902 11 620 5902 5902
st 8] /48 0y [ 5 &
T IF] /8 O 8 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes

Time/province fixed effect

TE A (1)~ (3) /8 8 % H07 B 5 5 v 0 2 500 vl 0 W0 R ol ) 5 87 B %X J e i 0 ) KB (R 6l D A 56 %k b Wi 2 AL L
[ U 235 R 5 B R0 (4) ~ (6) Fe 7% 16 32 28 7 18 38 e A0 A 20 31 o, T BB ) ol P 45 785 6 X0 Je A o S e T R e R Ao X - b

A A 45 2R

Note: Model (1)-(3)report the regression results of internet use (yes/no), the perceived importance of the internet, the frequency of

internet use on land inflows and outflows for the higher-education group; Model (4)-(6) report the corresponding regression

results for the lower-education group.

4.2.2 FRBFRI:FHX 5
2 8B AN [R) A7 % 45 4 (%) R e BB B R
- Ml R e b S R MR R P AR IR AR AR 4

PP,

FAFEIE " (60 %) 5 MR 7 (<60 %), 4

*9

A T 2% 20 Hp IR X e AR AT
FISZIR o 3R OS5 A R, ELIB R 5 A K R
FEPEXT M e A B R A A AR AR 2 O
T 3 AF i 20 A W 3 o DR AE AR A T SR A 1) T

FHesrAME I3

Table 9 Regression analysis on age group

+ % A Land inflows

=N

AR e I 4% 2H Y ounger age group = AE WS 2 Elder age groups
Variable BOM (D B () B G)  fE@  BE G B
Model (1) Model (2) Model (3) Model (4) Model (5) Model (6)
RPN S 0. 080%* 0.005
Internet use (2.38) (0. 30
R X 0. 004 0. 006
Importance of internet perception (2.52) (1.4D
NIRRT 0.001 0.002
Frequency of internet use 0.14 0.4
1l 725 /= Control variable Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
H R 0.037 0.044 0.017 0.030 0.072 0.006
Constant (0.20) (1.02) (0.23) (0.48) (0.55) (0.49)
WM {E Observations 11 620 5902 5902 11 620 5902 5902
Hk A /48 1) T 52 7%
]/ G 8 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes

Time/province fixed effect
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+ %% 1 Land outflows

Gy AT W4 41 Y ounger age group AR 4 Elder age groups
Variable BOW (D BE () BRI B W BRI 8 6
Model (1) Model (2) Model (3) Model (4) Model (5) Model (6)

IS S 0. 041%x* 0.018
Internet use (2.50) (0. 36)
HL BRI R e 0. 005 0. 000
Importance of internet perception (3.0D (0.00)
R RS 0.006 0.025
Frequency of internet use (1.48) (1.28)
151l 7% & Control variable Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
R 0.012 0. 055 0. 065 0. 541%*x* 0. 524#%x* 0. 049
Constant (0.14) (0.65) (0.45) (2.16) (2.62) (0.43)
WL {E Observations 11620 5902 5902 11 620 5902 5902
B 18] /24 53 o
IR/ 1 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes

Time/province fixed effect

T BB (1D~ (3D R TEARAF s 4L 590 v, 536 000 il 5785 30 o g R o 2 0 B 06 [ YA 3 X st 2 A 6 o 1 [ 0 45 2 5 IR ()~
(671 15 o 4 Uy 20 53] v , 00 POl ) 55 5 Ol 0 S e 0 6 ) ol PO AT 0 = M A A et i Il U 45 2R

Note: Model (1)-(3) present the regression results of internet use, perceived importance of the internet, and frequency of internet use on

land inflows and outflows for the younger age group, while Model (4)-(6) report the corresponding results for the elder age group.

W A% e SR CANRT 20 98 7] 8 AP D 04T 4 M iR
e BN T IR AE L R AR B AT et . HOHK
R el T AT 32 7 R A v B el O 2 R 2R R B
225 o TR X T R AR R RN, B B
o A A T T, R TR AR TR RS R
RO AR BRE), 5 £ g 8 MM AT B
R A BRI TR AR WS BRI, AR LR
AR BAZRTRILEES 5E AR, +
b A0 A AR, S B I ) 8 P A L S e - b
AT N .
4.2.3 FRBEHFRI: X 7R

Ry 7% 5% B HK A 6 AR P A b A AT Dl Y ML
DX 5 TP B, A A K e T R 1 DX A3 A
FEREA K] 2 R AR X S AR AR X W 2 . 3R 10
G 7 T AEAS ) DX B ff X 4 A A S 4
Hb B RS 22 S 5 A W R B I R X - b
T A S R B S e FE AR BB DX R 3 R E T
ZR 0 b DX sk A0 AT 5 35 114 LI I L Al 3 LB Y
0 2 57 e S DL RO T S AR & AR A P RE S T
e 28 b R P LG P AT AR R A R IR G sC H B
VPR HES) T M A AT S ng S B T AR 2R S Hb X
THRMEGRENL F9REAR 600
FH2Z BR e 7 5L 2 DA 36 B 36 I ok

A R b H SR E AT
4.2.4 FRBEHRIV.Z2FREALE

BT AU R KT 25 A5 — 2500
T ECIR R R A b 3 A R e A S T R K
i #4548 GDP S i I 5 FE A Oy (197 217K 7 O 4 itk
1 GDP & T4 B A A BE 1948 0 A 255 & SR 3
WA M FHEOA ST R ZHN" . mE
XoF E I O et R AR 43 S R AT PR A RO AR 56 X
+ Mo A5 4 A S R S N 2R T R R R
ANRNIAAEZES . R 11458 WoR B X+
e A % ) R W A 4R UE R R B AT 1 A8 AR 5
WO LT ZEME A RE . HE R
T3 77 T Y 2 P ER R B A i B s K
AR BRI T B AR A T B &
TRA P 2 HE RS BT B RE AT R AR e A1 M
DLA 8O BEER N F L& 8 58 517 R =
& M 5 A b B AT 25 S S A B R RN A,
HE— 0 W 85 T B M AE B A b g P fb
R
4.3 1ERANFIHAR
4.3.1 AERABB AR £ MRS BRI

+ AR BRI E A P S LT g
B 5%, S HE Bl AR = Hb 5 U500 £k T B RN ARl AR b
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Table 10  Regression analysis on regional heterogeneity
+H# 54 A Land inflows
BUNY 538 East JE 4 # Non-eastern
Variable BB (D BB (2) O BUE (3 B (O BIE () B (6)
Model (1) Model (2) Model (3) Model (4) Model (5) Model (6)
HIKM A5 E 0. 203%* 0.030
Internet use (2.01) (1.42>
IE“W?‘“ Iﬂi};%ﬁ . 0. 038 0.024
mportan ntern
portance obmterne (2.38) (1.53)
perception
IR Al A 0. 177%x 0.037
Frequency of internet use (2.0D (1.42)
il 728 & Control variable Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
B — 2. 450%%x* 0. 050 —0.019%*x* 0.047 0.061 —0. 014x*x*
Constant (—2.83) (0. 64) (—6.36) (0.45) 0.79) (—18.79)
WL {E Observations 11 620 5902 5902 11,620 5,902 5,902
H‘ ‘H A \rer:
T.”/é b ../tx.km Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Time/province fixed effect
+ %t Land outflows
Ap R East JEZ# Non-eastern
Variable BOR (D BRI (2) BRI (3 BB BB B (6)
Model (1) Model (2) Model (3) Model (4) Model (5) Model (6)
HIKM S ® 0. 006 0.001
Internet use (4.02) (0. 56)
I o 1 T
Imﬁil?anc%cﬂf'%lcﬁnct 0 043w 0- 003
porinee ofer (2.60) (0.38)
perception
N YRR 0. 040% 0.025
Frequency of internet use (1.8 (0.26)
178 & Control variable Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
A 0. 108* 0.057 0.035 0.153* —0.835%%  —1,697%*
Constant (1.8 (0.7 (0. 34) (1.93) (—2.03) (—2.57)
WL {E Observations 11620 5902 5902 11 620 5902 5902
B 8] /45 48 [ 52 7%
IF] /28 i 8 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes

Time/province fixed effect

T AR (1)~ (3D 37 78 7R F18 by DX A 20 31 v, 00K IO 0 3 15 5 KK ) Jo8 R o S e R K ) ol A0 3 %) b B A 11 8 Tl T 5
AL (4)~(6) Fe 7 A A 7% T b DX i1 2 530 e, CE 006 ) e ) 15 5 K o S o S e R IR Do el P AT RS i e A S i el U

+:

Note: Model (1)-(3) report the regression results of internet use, perceived importance of the internet, and frequency of internet use

on land inflows and outflows for samples from eastern regions; Model (4)-(6)report the corresponding regression results for

samples from non-eastern regions.

KR AT o B AF BARBUE Sy A AL, 4 1t
J5 2 Ry 2 1 38 A I P IR R, R A 15 A5
h 0o HI 12 ] 1, TR A 5 A5 e 2 W0 2%
TV BB 0L UE 5 BRI, [F] 45 2R B R 2 3 A
HE A KT - H 2 R e AN HL B M AR

MIE . AR RWAF B AR BCE £ 3 e i A v nT e
H AR B B AL o JEIRAE T M AR AT
Oy A E A AP B B R TS | 2 R S B XU
AR S IR IR A BRI R i 4, (E EHE 16 o 52 B
UL HR AT D A7 ) N AR ) R B IUAR
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Table 11  Regression analysis on degree of economic development
+ % A Land inflows
By 2235 K BB More developed economy 255 K B % Less developed economy
Variable BOM (D BUH () BUR () B BB G B (6)
Model (1) Model (2) Model (3) Model (4) Model (5) Model (6)
IR A S A 0. 071%* 0.024
Internet use (2.15) (0.92)
3 P9 J% i T
ﬁnﬁﬂ?;%ﬁ;i@n . 0.026* 0.005
Porinee of Ieme (1.65) (0.05)
perception
ELIGR DO A AR 0. 085%x* 0.029
Frequency of internet use (2.1 (0.92)
¥4l 48 1 Control variable Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
H R —0.049 0.058 —0. 015%*x* 0. 044 — 1. 792%%x —0. 015%*x*
Constant (—0.26) 0.73) (—12.42) (0.32) (—2.70) (—15.4D
WL {E Observations 11620 5902 5902 11620 5902 5902
F 1} PAANIAN ] =2 7
HT.M dalki I._I/_\Ex.jwj Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Time/province fixed effect
+ 3% H Land outflows
Gy 2% K BB U More developed economy 2% K B Less developed economy
Variable BB (D BB (D BB (3 BB BB G) B
Model (1) Model (2) Model (3) Model (4) Model (5) Model (6)
IS S 0. 088 0.029
Internet use (2.2 (0.92)
X W) ek ]
Iﬁﬂﬁrj; %ﬂi;gtﬁ . 0. 046%* —0.012
mpor intern
porianee of e (2.21) (—0.52)
perception
ERCICIIEETES 0. 042 —0.068
Frequency of internet use (2.03) (—0.65
P 1l 25 5 Control variable Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
WA 0. 456 0.126 0.033 0. 451k —0.229%* 0.709
Constant (3.08) (1.17) (0.32) (3.05) (—1.69) (0.95)
WM {E Observations 11 620 5902 5902 11620 5902 5902
BF 6 /45 0 £ 5 2
T IE] /8 B A Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes

Time/province fixed effect

TE A (1)~ (3D /R AE G TF R RS e 1 28 590 e, 30K 90 el 1] 5 75 0 56 oo J R o S P R 06K 90 ot PR X b B e AL 114 4 [l
SR B (4D~ (6) FRIRAE 57 S R B 2 1) 28 30 vl , "ELL I 0 e T 5 5 X ) JG o ek P ) 00K O 8 A0 3 3 b e A B T

B [T 4523

Note: Model (1) - (3) report the regression results of internet use, perceived importance of the internet, and frequency of internet use

on land inflows and outflows in regions with a more developed economy, whereas Models(4) - (6) present the corresponding

results for regions with a less developed economy.

LR O 8 AR

BRI R, 1 104 K
b E IR SR TR SO Al g 2. T
VAR IBUXT A M AR R R 2 R R B

=K

ERSY

P R 2 Y

AR 22 A T2 T T
i AT Ry 3 3% R S | M 2K A A JEE A B A
ZH R W2 A5 BA LML, A AT o
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Table 12 Regression of the impact of internet use, access to information on land inflows and outflows
o5 i fif B 4 + e A 7 i
Variable Information acquisition Land inflows Land outflows
TS A 0. 282%xx 0. 042%* 0. 022
Internet use (10.60) (2.07) (1.40)
TR R S A i A
Importance of internet perception
ER IR ES
Frequency of internet use
fi AR —0.014 0.013*
Information acquisition (—1.48) (1.77)
& 1l 25 f# Control variable Yes Yes Yes
i 2. 045%xx 0. 204 —0.012
Constant (24.25) (2.81) (—0.22)
ML E Observations 11 620 11 620 11 620
AF 0] /4F 453 [& %2 %% % Time/province fixed effect Yes Yes Yes
A 17 BRI SN - H e 1
Variable Information acquisition Land inflows Land outflows
HEMENS G
Internet use
I 90 Je R 0. 047%xx 0. 005%** 0.002
Importance of internet perception (15.06) (3.85) 0.90)
ERQERENEETES
Frequency of internet use
fr BRI 0.002 —0.010
Information acquisition (0.48) (—1.62)
% 1l 22 f& Control variable Yes Yes Yes
B 2. 453k 0.038 0. 161
Constant (31.70) (1.02) (3.2
WL B Observations 5902 5902 5902
15 18] / 4F 4% [& 52 2 . Time/province fixed effect Yes Yes Yes
A EPSEIN d b A - 5%
Variable Information acquisition Land inflows Land outflows
HEBEMMEHS S
Internet use
LI ) R A
Importance of internet perception
ERQEE SRR 0. 065%** 0.000 0.003
Frequency of internet use (6.72) (0.02) (0.69)
A B AR 0.001 0.010 —0.017
Information acquisition (0.85) (1.18) (—1.58)
425 i 2% £ Control variable Yes Yes Yes
(1 2. 258%** 0.018 0.029
Constant (20.82) 0.30) (0.38)
M Observations 5902 5902 5902
FF 6] /4F 33 [ %2 2% % Time/province fixed effect Yes Yes Yes
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4.3.2 MERAMKNFRL AR LH)

123 BE A I — B iE a5 2% A 2 Sl 4
RBTIL B o B AR 1 O SR A A 2
1 AL 1 Aok 7 A AL SRS FE R A AR AL S HE B
T ARSI LGB T RE DA R AR D A 2 sl A
PR AR , R ELIBC A T a0 A o i A 2 BEAS R e
oL o 3 13 AL R W, B R ] 25 e it

B gy, mik 2 B g W3 5 TF b R (R
AV o TR 0 JR8 R i B v el P AR I 3 I
] 5% Wi 4 2 B3y, #4255 W3 OE ) R e R
VNP 5 N i AT S R N S L S
M I AR SE T iRl N O G I 2 2y SR A0, BT o
TR M R S R 3 B 1) R T
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Table 13 Regression of the impact of internet use, social interaction on land transfer

EUB TS AR | + LA + b
Variable Social interaction Land inflows Land outflows
IR S 0. 4825 0.029* 0. 036*
Internet use (5.28) (1.85) (1.80)
Importance of internet perception
T I R AR
Frequency of internet use
15 BRI —0.004* 0. 002
Information acquisition (—1.80) (0.62)
¥ 1 2% £ Control variable Yes Yes Yes
A 5. 986%** 0.035 0. 164xx*
Constant (20.71) (0.64) (2.31)
WL A Observations 11 620 11 620 11 620
Asf 8] /4 £ [ 52 2% ML
. . . Yes Yes Yes
Time/province fixed effect
A & H 5 RN + Wb i
Variable Social interaction Land inflows Land outflows

LI A S A

Internet use

TG ) J S 0. 022% 0. 006 0.001
Importance of internet perception (2.38) (4.15 (0.35)
I ) R A R

Frequency of internet use

15 B3R —29.834 —15.354
Information acquisition (—0.93) (—0.36>
¥ il 7% & Control variable Yes Yes Yes
AL —0. 018*#* 0.056 0.125
Constant (—6.48) (0.88) (1.46)
WL {H Observations 5902 5902 5902
i [ > [ E &

I [B) /AF 3 [ R S Ves Ves Ves

Time/province fixed effect
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F13 (8
5 & H 5 RN + Wb i
Variable Social interaction Land inflows Land outflows

LI AT S A

Internet use

TG O S i A
Importance of internet perception
RS U RS 0. 000%**
Frequency of internet use (2.70)
fi BRI
Information acquisition
¥ 1 2% H# Control variable Yes
R —0. 000%**
Constant (—3.22)
WL E Observations 5902
P [R] /45y ] E 2800

Yes

Time/province fixed effect

0. 04.3%x*x 0.001
(2.62) 0.19
—0.004x* —46.052
(—1.73) (—0.78)
Yes Yes
0.011 0.021
(0.73) (0.23)
5902 5902
Yes Yes

4.3.3 AR AAUHIIAT A : 3F Rtk

SRy R 5 B IR T8 R 5 e b O 4 ML, AS B
585 BV AE" 0 B B8 A0 [0 5 3, DA AR Atk oy
A AR B AT SEIE R B . 3R 14 45 R WoR, UK M
il FAT S 3 02 i Al AR sl B 3R A b X 4 Ml it
O mAMR O AR EE ., b FHER
M R R AR A B CAn i H AR S i AR A

ISA
2

a4 2 4k 2 N AR 57 3l il il R 0 PR B
PITRRR I A RS T e QL R A e
o (2 FE AR Al 2 R A (EX M
LI FE R o P MR R AR P R RE 2 R R D RE
5 5 A O B B 00 J P, BIRE S BT AR ARt
Wb, VR 2R ;AT R R IR BR b A O AR R R R S R
Rk
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Table 14 Impact of Internet use, non-farm employment on land transfer
A FE A A &b e A + b 5 th
Variable Non-agricultural employment  Land inflows Land outflows

ERVQERN SRR 0. 119%** 0. 052 0. 020
Internet use (3.12) (1.19 0.37)
IR O S R
Importance of internet perception
ENQERIBHE S
Frequency of internet use
fr BRI —0.016 —0.036
Information acquisition (—0.41D) (—0.7D)
i 22 # Control variable Yes Yes Yes
WA 1. 114%%% —0.079 0. 341x
Constant (9.43) (—0.55) (1.87)
ML Observations 11 620 11 620 11 620
I G DAER
S IA] /4F 4 18] 72 2800 Yes Yes Yes

Time/province fixed effect
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AR B e 4 + A o B
Variable Non-agricultural employment  Land inflows Land outflows

LR AT S A

Internet use

B [ g e 2 0. 0145 0. 006 0.001
Importance of internet perception (3.20) (3.96) (0.49
LN QLRI RIS
Frequency of internet use
H AR 0.002 0. 007
Information acquisition (0.47) (1.39
2 1l 2% £ Control variable Yes Yes Yes
il — 7. 487k 0.083 0. 191*x
Constant (—41.30) (1.22) (2.10
WL {E Observations 5902 5902 5902
F i N T A2
Eﬂgj/éﬁfn‘ﬂﬂi.ﬂm Yes Yes Yes
Time/province fixed effect

A E[ 4 LR N & B

Variable Non-agricultural employment ~ Land inflows Land outflows

I T AT S A

Internet use

I R o

Importance of internet perception

I R A R 0. 1893 —0.004 0. 000
Frequency of internet use (3.30) (—0.53) (0.00)
{5 BRI —0.038 —0.011
Information acquisition (—1.60) (—0.56)
42 1 75 5 Control variable Yes Yes Yes
g —5. 156%*x* 0.114 —0.042
Constant (—4.85) (0.72) (—0.33)
WA Observations 5902 5 902 5 902
[iD I} N [ 52 %

) /4 A5y [ R R Ves Ves Ves

Time/province fixed effect

5 Zit5EW

AWF5EH T CFPS 2016—2022 4F 58 B ¥ ¥ L iz
FH T M [ 22 2500 Probit A5 8 | & 8 43 #r 1T HL 3K 9 A
FHXT A P A= Hb 3 e A7 R 19 52 e K HEAE FH AL 5 S
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