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Influence of land transfer on farmers' income: Based on the natural endowment

heterogeneity and a PSM-ATT test of 2037 rural households
WANG Jue, FAN Jing, JIANG Zhuojian

(College of Economics and Management, Jilin Agricultural University, Changchun 130118, China)

Abstract: In order to test the influence of the transfer of rural land management right on the income of rural households
under the three rights division, controlling the endowment heterogeneity of household and the distribution in rural areas,
based on the PSM-ATT method, the paper analyzes the change of disposable income, wage income and property income
of 2 037 farmers in 8 provinces of China after land transfer. The results show that land circulation can improve the level
of disposable income as a whole; the average growth of disposable income of transferring out is higher than that of
transferring in when comparing different land circulation behavior; the land circulation could increase revenue growth as
well as consolidating the advantages of income sources in different regions when viewing from regional perspective.
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