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I nter personal trust, institutional trust and household willingness of participation in the
carbon sequestration project: Based on 344 survey data from Fujian province

HAN Yaging'®, SU Shipeng®, WEI Yuanzhu®?
(1a.Economic College; 1b.College of Public Management, Fujian Agricultural and Forestry University, Fuzhou 350002,
China; 2.Ningde Normal University, Ningde 352100, China)

Abstract: Based on the trust, the informal institution, as the research angle of view, this paper used the survey data gotten
from Fujian, and then analyzed how the trust influenced the willingness of participation in the carbon sequestration
projects by using binary logistic regression model. The conclusions showed that: (1) Interpersonal trust and institutional
trust could significantly promote the willingness of participation in the carbon sequestration projects, and after the
robustness test, the conclusion remained valid. (2) In carbon sequestration project participation, the contribution degree of
interpersonal trust is greater than the institutional trust. (3) In the control variables, education, forestry training, income
and perception of carbon sequestration also influenced rural households' willingness for carbon sequestration projects.
Personal trust is not given in advance, government should combine the ingtitutional arrangements with the practica
situation of underdeveloped area and take the initiative to build trust and stimulate the forest carbon sequestration projects
participation intention. At the same time, government should consider the interest needs of households in forest carbon
sink compensation system.
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