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Analysis on income effect of professional apple growers in farmland transfer

WENG Fei-long, ZHANG Qiang-qiang, HUO Xue-xi
( Center of Western Rural Development/ College of Economics and Management, Northwest A & F University, Yangling 712100, China)

Abstract: Based on the research data of 1 069 apple households in the main producing provinces of apples like
Shaanxi and Shandong, the income effect of farmland transfer was empirically analyzed using propensity score matching
(PSM) method, and intermediary effect model was used to test its internal mechanism. The results showed that, farmland
transfer had significant effect of income increase. The promoting function of farmland renting-in on per capita net income of
peasant household was higher than the promoting function of farmland renting-out. The farmland renting-in mode promoted
the farmers’ income increase by stimulating agricultural productive investment, and the farmland renting-out mode promo-
ted the increase of farmers’ income by increasing non-agricultural employment and independent entrepreneurship. In addi-
tion, the farmland renting-in mode only had significant effect on increasing per capita net income of peasant households with
the apple planting scale of 0.34-0.67 hm”. Based on the research conclusions, suggestions were put forward on accelerating
the construction of farmland transfer market, giving play to the leading role of new agricultural business entities, completing
the employment service system, encouraging and supporting farmers to start their own businesses and attaching importance
to appropriate scale operation of farmland.

Key words: farmland transfer; farmers’ income; professional apple growers; propensity score matching ( PSM)
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Table 1 Different types of farmers’ income levels and apple plant-

ing scale
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Table 2 Variables description and statistics
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Table 3 Estimation results of decision equation for farmland transfer
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Table 4 Estimation results of propensity score matching method
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Table 5 Results of kernel matching estimation of different apple

planting scales
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Table 6 Balance test results of explanatory variables before and after matching
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Table 7 Results of mediating effect estimation
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