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Influence of income and social capital on the farmers’ class identification

CAIl Wencong, YANG Haiyu, LI Xingguang, HUO Xuexi”

(a.College of Economics and Management;b.The Western Rural Development Research Center,
Northwest A&F University, Shaanxi, Yangling 712100, China)

Abstract: Based on the survey data of 826 apple growers in four provinces of Shaanxi, Gansu, Shandong and Yunnan, the

article analyzes the impact of social capital and income on the farmers’ class identification by adopting the unconditional

quantile regression and mediation effect model. The results show that 45.89% of the farmers identified themselves at the

upper level and upper middle level, 44.07% "middle", and 10.05% lower middle and lower,, taking the bowling ball shape

of "big at the top and small at the bottom" with the dominant feature of high identity. Income has a significant positive

effect on the farmers’ class identification, and the coefficient of income on their class identification gradually decreases

from 0.386 at 0.10 to 0.157 at 0.75, with the gradual decline of marginal effect and the presence of "satiety effect". Social

capital and its three dimensions all have a significant positive influence on the farmers’ class identification, and income

plays an intermediary role in the social capital’s promotion of class identification, among which income exerts the

greatest intermediary effect in the social network and the class identification,at15.47%.
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