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Farmland transfer and farmers’ common prosperity:
Theoretical mechanism and empirical evidence

SHI Junhong', ZHAO Lijuan', KANG Xiaohong®, XUE Fengrui®
(1. School of Management, Tianjin University of Technology, Tianjin 300384, China;
2. Inner Mongolia Rural and Pastoral Area Governance Capacity Modernization Research Base, Hohhot 010070, China;

3. College of Economics and Mangement, Heibei Agricultural University, Baoding 071000, China)

Abstract In order to explore the impact, heterogeneity and mechanism of land transfer on farmers’
common prosperity, the CFPS household survey data from 2016 to 2020 were used, and panel Logit, PSM,
mediation effect and adjustment effect models were adopted in this study. The results proved that:
Farmland transfer improved the common prosperity of farmers to a certain extent, and the marginal impact
of land transfer was greater; Farmland transfer significantly promoted the common prosperity of all
dimensions except health, and the farmland transfer better improved the common prosperity level of all
dimensions of farmland rented out families; There were heterogeneity differences in initial farmland
endowment, region and age in the promotion effect of farmland transfer on Farmers’ common prosperity;
Farmland transfer improved the common prosperity level of farmers through large-scale operation, non-

agricultural employment, family mobility, psychological expectation and urban living effect. This study
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proves that land transfer can effectively improve the wealth level of farmers in the level of economy and

ability, and provides a certain reference for the solid promotion of farmers’ common prosperity and the

formulation of relevant policies.

Keywords farmer; farmland transfer; common prosperity; relative poverty; mechanism
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farmers’ short-term income
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Table 1 Dimensions and critical value definition of multidimensional relative poverty
i3S Ei=RN W ) i 18 50
Dimension Index Weight Description of deprivation threshold
A
. A4 A 0. 250 T arA Al A i 8040% LLF IR 1, w0 k0
ncome
HEH HERE 0.075 FHWAENTFHZHUEERAIFEUTRMES L, FWHO
Education HHE B W 0.075 FUEFE #5 U SHAAETIZ X P B KA 1, &k 0
fgt % Health 1t B AR B 0.150 G TP DL g FROR AR 2 AT 3 UK A 1, & 2 0
o R B . ; .
. - . ol A G 52 0.150 FREARBA 25 Rt OB A 1, &0 0
Social security
FE G I b7 0.075 KA B W 6 AR T 12 M DX P 1K SF- B Dy 1, 3 02k 0
Assect Tt 3 9% 0.075 5K E TS PV 9% i O (AR 1320 DX P 3 KPR O 1, 500 2 0
A K 0.075 WK AR A kK Sl K Al K SRS 1, w0 0
Living condition ) 0.075 MR TEIE R AR RSEMRE R 1, w0 0
F2 TETEXNRMEEESIT
Table 2 Variable definition and descriptive statistics
75 B i i PIE PRE R
Variable Description Mean SE
2 Ui A% BE N AR 3 A B LA - 4 B e ) 5 o KA 1, 3 317 | 297
Multidimensional relative poverty 750 A 0 o ’
+ M 3 ¥ Farmland transfer RS HPHEECR=1; /=0 0.419 0.351
+ Hi# A Farmland transfer in TR A M AFE b JE=1; 5 =0) 0.168 0. 370
+ W% Y Farmland transfer out G A A (E=1;F=0) 0.281 0.289
P Sex FrEMEN B =1:Z=0 0.772 0.425
A Age FTERAER, % 50. 654 11.935
5 5 Member of CPC PR AN PG GE=1;H=0 0.079 0.289
,—'—‘}-ij_-;—_A N
ke SNSRI DI & SN 2.059 1.248
Household labor force
W] U B b 1T AR
?U'!I'nﬁ? . R AR PE T AR b 0.752 19. 254
Initial Farmland area
0¥ 5 75 Debit or credit KEER LM NG/ E=1,H=0) 0.225 0.417
A Z R Livelihood diversity AN G HE NS 09 A T Bl Fh S 1.845 0.937
125 W 4% Social network ZFh—4F RIS A AL B, JT o0 0.395 0.512
A AL i 1B
\ § . KA B AT AU LB AN, J7 50 0.338 0.443
Value of agricultural machinery
b 25 3 2 R K
LSRR AT , FF A2 A 71 AR Sl AL T TG 3.545 0.971
Level of local economic development
4 rrE&*
%m g 2 BT Bl B km 15.679 31.152
Distance from county seat
JiT Kb i B A
7 b ARi=1; Pl =2 KA =3; =4 2.627 1.185

Geographical location
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Table 3 Estimation of influences of farmland transfer on farmers’ common prosperity and different dimensions

A2t Bl 16 AR L[5 B 2> PR B e o A8 A
) S e A HE fit e o Vit )
Variable or Common . Social Living
o ) Income Education Health ) Assets o
indicator prosperity security conditions
+ b i —0.617" —0.288™ —0.489™ 0.031 —0.585™ —0.696" —0.137™"
Farmland transfer (0.112> (0.105) (0.114> (0.082) (0.089) (0.132) (0.085)
T o 0.988" —0.309 0. 544 —1.618™" 1.484™ 2.428™ —0.547
Intercept term (0.429) (0.357) (0.337) (0.359) (0.373) (0.393> (0.362)
R RN —0.193" —0.092" —0.136" 0.011 —0. 064" —0. 177 —0.026
Farmland transfer in (0.151) (0.147) (0.153) (0.113> (0.121D) (0.184) (0.117)
T8 T 1.013 0.643 1. 202 —1.914" 2.605™ 3.669™ —0.407
Intercept term (0.484) (0.578) (0.608) (0.453) (0.493) (0.738) (0.463)
+- b B s —0.976™ —0.346™ —0.6607 0.037 —1.0617" —1.176™ —0.345™
Farmland transfer out (0.124> (0.118) (0.126) (0.093> (0.105) (0.147) (0.096)
T 1 1.9757 0.357 0.793 —1.581™ 1.768™ 2.436™ —0.627
Intercept term (1.060) (0.521) (0.492) (0.397) (0.428) (0.556) (0.407)

TE o el 3 3R 78 1026 506 126 B [ 3 o R BT B , AR 2 AN 80 413 o bt % 100 68t 28 80, JF Al A D 4 o 72 o 0 G 325 1

. T,

Note: *, **, and *#* are significant at the level of 10%, 5% and 1% respectively. This table shows only the estimated coefficient of land

transfer because of limited by space, and the estimated results of other relevant control variables are omitted. The same below.
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Table 4 Influence of farmland transfer on farmers’ common prosperity: Terogeneity test
A Hb + HhFE A 4 H 5%
REASZE SrREAR Farmland transfer Farmland transfer in Farmland transfer out
Sample category Subsample EX5 P v 1R EX5 PR ES PR UE IR
Coefficient SE Coefficient SE Coefficient SE
- 0,0.4] hm? —0.549" 0.132 —0.018 0.173 —0.956™ 0.145
LA [0,0.4] bm
Cultivated (0.4,1.0] hm* —0.848™ 0.273 —0.241" 0.365 —1.309" 0.328
fand scale 1.0 hm?B |- —0.872" 0.445  —0.715"  0.686 —0. 744 0.414
A . -
) —0.278 0.225 0.079 0.318 —0.739 0.263
Eastern region
i R ) ..
) —0. 357 0. 206 0.070 0.335 —0. 668 0.226
X 45, Central region
Region 4
) —1.626™ 0.572 —1.571" 0.701 —1.673™ 0.665
Northeast region
P - . .
) —0.583 0.201 —0.339 0.247 —0.902 0.233
Western region
<44 % —0.329™ 0. 240 0.058 0.301 —0.817™ 0.269
R Age 45~59 % —0.795" 0.151 —0.209™ 0.194 —1.133™ 0.174
=60% —0.538 0.255 —0.018 0.206 —0.687" 0.268

B i) TR A o TP AR ST B T — e S AT
HRAY DA HAAT R4 S A R BRI E 5 A ARl
2o, Ml Ar] Al AR S X 1B 4, B AT 803 A AT A
Flk, FHA b b I 52 B 4 bl B RS 22 0, T A
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Table 5 Test about influence mechanism of farmland transfer on farmers’ common prosperity: Income dimension
A A E |4 A
Variable Income Non-farm employment Income
T —0.095" 0.864™ —0.066"
Farmland transfer out (0.052) (0.070) (0. 048)
B A —0.058"
Non-farm employment (0.065)

F6 THEHINKRERSHOZWIE QS e NEE
Table 6 Test about influence mechanism of farmland transfer on farmers’ common prosperity : Capability dimension
A bk "HE [ARAR I FBE BT A 3% 2 A
Variable Education Social security Assets Living conditions
o e th A i .
—0. 366 —0.225 —0.504 —0.102
Farmland transfer out X Income growth
(Y AL Income effect) (0.087) (0.055) (0.112) (0.076)
ol B R OCA g5 DN B T "
) i —0.093 —0.098 —0.079
Farmland transfer out X Proportion of migrant workers
(REAL R 3N The family flow effect) (0. 064) (0.113) (0.106)
T X TR R A F L 0. 194"
Farmland transfer out X Children’s future education level '
(TR 34 R Expected effect) (0.128)
Ml R OCOR kAR O R o H
) 0.103 —0.125
Farmland transfer out X Future confidence
(W RN Expected effect) (0.059 (0.103)
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