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Land circulation willingness and influencing factors of farmers in the suburbs of
large cities: Based on empirical study of 8 townships of Changsha city
ZHOU Ni-di 2, LI Ming-xian °

(a. College of Business; b. College of Economics, Hunan Agricultural University, Changsha 410128, China)

Abstract: Land utilization of suburbs correlates closely with city planning and agricultural product supply due to their

special geographic positions. This thesis uses the survey data of 236 peasant households in the suburb of Changsha c
and applies two-dimensional logistic model to find out the main factors affecting the land circulation willingness

ity,
of

farmers by multiple regression from individual characters, household characters, land circulation characters, percipience

of land and social factors. The study indicates that 5 factors containing educational background of householder,

the

proportion of circulation land to agricultural production, circulation price, protection level by law and cooperative
participation have positive effect on the land circulation willingness of farmers. While, the research shows that 5 factors
including the householder’ age, workforce population of household, circulation length of time, attitude to land and
percipience of land property right have negative effect on the land circulation willingness. Moreover, the finding also

suggests that the agricultural income proportion and level of government involvement don’t affect it conspicuously.
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