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Abstract: From the perspective of peasant households, based on the data of China Family Panel Studies( CFPS) ,
the logit model was used to analyze the influencing factors of decision in farmland transfer, and the welfare effect of peasant
households was calculated and compared through propensity score matching( PSM) method and propensity score matching-
difference in difference ( PSM-DID ) approach. The results showed that the value of farmland and agricultural machinery,
and agricultural subsidies were the main incentives to transfer in farmland for peasant households. The proportion of non-ag-
ricultural income of farmers, the economic environment of villages and the urban residents income level had a significant
positive impact on transferring out farmland for peasant households. After the endowment differences of the sample farmers
were controlled by PSM, the welfare of the farmers from the income per capita, non-food consumption per capita and the

health of peasant householders was significantly improved by transferring out farmland. In addition, the income per capita of

peasant households was improved by transferring in
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farmland, but the changes of non-food consumption per

capita and the health of peasant householders were not sig-
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farmland, but the health welfare of peasant householders was reduced. Moreover, the income per capita of peasant house-

holds was improved by transferring in farmland, but the changes of non-food consumption per capita and the health of peas-

ant householders were not significant. It is suggested that the income increase of peasant households in farmland transfer

should be paid attention to, and targeted measures should be taken to improve the multi-dimensional welfare such as health

and consumption of peasant households working in cities or staying in villages.

Key words: farmland transfer; farmers’ welfare effect; propensity score matching( PSM) method; propensity score

matching-difference in difference (PSM-DID) method
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Table 1 Descriptive statistics of the indicators between transfer and non-transfer peasant households
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Table 2 Estimation results of decision equation in farmland transfer
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Table 3 Estimation results of propensity score matching( PSM) method
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Fig.1 Parallel trends of peasant households’ welfare effect in farmland transfer
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Table 4 The estimation results of propensity score matching-difference in difference( PSM-DID) method

A b H VISEZIN
DLRCTT ik (CRRELE HRR R ATT [ BRI ATT™ [ T

(ATT™") > (%) (ATT™") s (%)

AR FE TR (1-5 PEIC) ANHA(TT) 569.32 0.074 1 5.02 397.93* 0.083 4 3.72
AFEHERRIE R (TT) 157.39 ** 0.041 6 8.42 93.74 0.364 7 5.96

AR (PPN SR -0.0629* 0.071 5 -1.14 -0.054 9 02715 -0.99

FORSRIEE(1-10 PERL) - AHICA (OT) 528.61* 0.049 2 4.66 268.51* 0.046 2 2.51
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