( ) 2019 10 20 5
Journal of Hunan Agricultural University (Social Sciences), Oct. 2019, 20(5):045-054

DOI: 10.13331/j.cnki.jhau(ss).2019.05.007

TR BREEHXT A AT 22 3L A0 R 26 7K < B B2 M S5 Rz
— AT LA TR LA TABLARE

712100
W E CHARLS
x # i
hESES F320 XHERERS A XEHS  1009-2013(2019)05-0045-10

Effects of clan structure on the public goods supply in rural areas:
based on the test of mediating effects of the elected candidates’ willingness and ability
LIANG Jinsong, WANG Zhengbing
(College of Economics and Management, Northwest A&F University, Yangling 712100, China)

Abstract: Based on the national baseline survey data of China Health and Retirement Longitudinal Study(CHARLS), this
article evaluates the influence of clan structure on public goods supply in rural areas and its effect path from the
dimensions of quantity and concentration.The results show that: in the aspect of quantity, compared with non- clan, well-
balanced clan structure significantly improves the supply of public goods in rural areas whereas the influence of a single
clan monopoly and multiple-clan hybrid is insignificant. Meanwhile, in terms of the centralization level, compared with
non- clan, the clan structure of high oligopoly has a significant positive impact on the supply of rural public goods while
the competitive and low oligopoly structure fails to play a significant role. Moreover, it is found that the number of clan
groups affects the supply of rural public goods through the elected candidates' willingness. The degree of clan
concentration influences the supply of rural public goods through the elected candidates' ability.
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