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Large-scale land management and influencing factors of large-scale grain-production
households: Based on survey data from five provinces
REN Xiao-na, MENG Qing-guo, LI Chao, ZHANG Rui-juan, WEN Sheng-fang
(School of Public Policy and Management/China Institute of Rural Studies, Tsinghua University, Beijing 100084, China)

Abstract: The survey based on the research of 155 large-scale grain-production households in Anhui, Jiangxi, Guangxi,
Jiangsu and Henan provinces found that the number of large-scale grain-production households and land scale had
explosive increased after 2007; the main land transfer ways were the imperfect market and non-fixed land rent; with
formal contract, there were much larger land transfer scale, higher rents and longer leases; large-scale grain-production
households normally had financial pressure and most of them tried to adopt the way of company production. According to
the large grain farmers’ survey data and ten variables selected further from the land transfer condition and the way of
operation, impact factors of their land operation scale were analyzed using logistic regression models. The result shows
that the impact of the formal contract, company operation and subsidies has a highly significant positive impact, while
loan funds and family farm business have a positive but not significant impact. Annual land rent, fixed rents, the way of
land transfer and land lease term have an extremely significant or significant negative impact; cooperatives have a
negative but not significant impact.
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