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Tab.2  Variable declaration and descriptive statistics
hm?
1.26 82.18
1= ;0= 0.13 0.33
1= 0=

N N 0.35 0.47
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1= 0= 0.05 0.22
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Tab.3 Results of balance test
7.0 (0.71) 4.2 (0.31) 274 (2.85) *** -26.2 (-1.69)% -2.0 (-0.14) -39.7 (-1.65)
11 (0.09) 6.8  (-0.90) 7.2 (0.92)  —14.9  (0.426) 6.2 (0.30) 14.1 (0.53)
U 105 (1.10)  -20.3 (-1.54) -22.2 ( -2.38) ** 39.3 (2.68) *** -3.5 (-0.24)  26.6 ( -0.60)
M -84 (-0.71) 0.7 (-0.10) 6.7 (0.88) 2.5 (0.12) 49  (0.26) 12.6 (1.04)
131 (-1.38) -1.2  (-0.08)  26.5 (2.92)*** -21.3 (-1.62) -16.7 (-1.24) =-23.7 (0.04)
M 7.6 (1.22) 42 (-0.59) 3.8 (0.55) 7.2 (1.61) 5.4 (0.25) 0.9 ( -1.03)
U 46 (0.48) 3.8 (-0.09) 9.1 (0.94) 24.6  (1.75)* 5.5 (-0.38) -15.8 (0.44)
M 40  (0.35) 1.3 (1.86) 13 (-0.15)  -4.6 (-0.24) -2.4 (-0.12) 8.7 ( -0.60)
U 331  (3.41) =224 (-164) -30.0 (-3.16 -7.6 (-0.53) 46.3 (3.13)*** —-15.9  ( -0.79)
M L3 (0.11) 18.6  (2.53) 0.4 (1.32) 7.6 (-0.39) 7.7 (0.40) ~7.7 ( -0.28)
U -1.7  (0.05) -10.6 (-0.98) -3.4 (-0.37) 20.6  (2.01) —-17.3 (-0.30) 47.1 (2.32) **
M 05 (-0.16 0.2  (0.03) ~9.5  (-121) 12.5  (0.61) —4.6 (-0.95) 32.4 (1.91)"
U 7.1 (-0.08) -22.0 (-0.93) -3.5 (-0.25 -19.5  (0.55) -5.8  (-0.03)  36.9 (1.98) **
M 0.8 (0.71)  —13.7( -2.83) *** -2.3 (-0.47) 6.8 (-1.17) -0.5 (-0.34)  20.1 (0.76)
9.4 (1.99)  -27.9 (-2.54) -13.2 (-1.40) 25.1  (2.15) -12.4 (-0.69)  65.1 (2.44) **
M 2.3 (0.20) 0.1 (0.02) ** —2.4  (0.40) 2.7 (-0.10) -0.8 (-0.06) 53.1 (3.02) ***
U 3.0  (0.23)  -34.5(-2.65*** 10.8 (-0.68) -18.2  (0.26) 1.5 (0.74)  55.4  (3.03) ***
M 2.3 (0.26) 6.2 (-0.98) -6.6  (1.40) 3.9 (-0.85) 0.3 (0.01)  -12.3 ( -0.37)
8.5 (0.13) =340 (—2.41) ** -12.8 (-1.35) 143  (1.02) —6.4 (-0.43) 18.5 (0.78)
1.3 (0.80) 4.0 (0.56) 8.3 (1.07) 71 (-0.32) 0.0 (0.00) -5.8 ( -0.18)
U 7.0 (-0.23) -23.3 (-1.55 -9.4 (-1.12) 19.4 (2.57)** —14.9 (-0.80) -13.8 ( -0.54)
M 2.4 (1.13) 1.9 (-0.28) 0.7 (0.22) ~0.9 (-0.18) -3.6 (-0.43) 5.6 (0.44)
0.7 (1.29) 1.0 (-0.01) 85 (0.80) -3.0 (-0.16) ~-15.0 (-0.78)  20.5 (0.78)
M 100 (0.91) ~0.2  (-0.26) 1.9 (0.79) 3.7 (0.45) 4.7 (1.32) 20.0 (1.16)
Ps R2 U 0.13 0.12 0.12 0.15 0.12 0.13
M 0.30 0.47 0.14 0.16 0.35 0.41
LR chi2 U 18.50 23.05 27.76 19.94 17.63 26.77
M 5.39 17.30 9.93 8.01 3.79 29.54
p>chi2 U 0.94 0.13 0.62 0.78 0.98 0.01
0.00 0.02 0.00 0.07 0.12 0.00
MeanBias U 8.80 16.10 14.30 17.70 11.60 25.70
M 5.80 6.60 5.50 10.90 4.90 22.00
u ( Unmatched) ( Matched) %; Kk ok k ok ok 10% 5% 1%
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Tab.4  Average treatment effect on the treated

(ATT)

( ATT)
0.179 0 (0.052 3) *** 6 1 476
0.178 7 (0.0530) *** 12 4 467
0.170 7 (0.074 7) *** 6 1 476
0.2617 (0.170 5) *** 6 1 476
0.174 4 (0.060 1) *** 6 1 476
0.198 7 (0.050 1) *** 0 0 483
0.027 5 (0.0750) 1 56 426
0.021 0 (0.076 5) 3 66 414
0.027 5 (0.075 0) 1 56 426
-0.029 9 (0.0717) 1 60 422
-0.026 4 (0.090 4) 1 56 426
0.022 4 (0.071 6) 0 0 483
0.0750 (0.051 2) 2 2 479
0.076 7 (0.052 0) 5 6 472
0.075 0 (0.051 2) 2 2 479
0.061 7 (0.048 1) 2 2 479
0.067 2 (0.060 7) 2 2 479
0.071 6 (0.053 5) 0 0 483
0.037 7 (0.077 6) 22 1 460
0.015 3 (0.079 6) 28 5 450
0.037 7 (0.077 6) 22 1 460
0.024 8 (0.071 0) 23 2 458
0.008 3 (0.097 0) 22 1 460
0.050 9 (0.0709) 0 0 483
0.1415 (0.082 0) * 34 0 449
0.150 9 (0.0821) " 34 0 449
0.1415 (0.0820) " 34 0 449
0.165 0 (0.0733) ** 34 0 449
0.180 3 (0.099 3) 34 0 449
0.179 2 (0.080 6) ** 0 0 483
0.188 6 (0.1140) 83 0 400
0.250 0 (0.118 5) ** 100 2 381
0.182 6 (0.104 0) " 83 0 400
0.184 7 (0.106 1) " 83 0 400
0.189 5 (0.1022) 83 0 400
0.183 4 (0.1010) " 0 0 483

*

NE R NS R Y

10% 5% ~1%
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Empirical Analysis on the Influencing of Preferential Forestry Policy

in the Context of Structural Reform of the Supply Front:
A Case in Fujian Province

YANG Chao CHENG Baodong SONG Weiming

( School of Economics & Management Betjing Forestry University Beijing 10083  China)

Abstract: To develop forestry is an important way to reduce poverty for mountainous regions. The authorities intend
to know the effect of preferential policies which has been introduced to encourage farmers to engage in forestry. U-
sing traditional regression analysis it is difficult to eliminate non-political factors influences. Hence in this paper
Hence based on data of survey of 483 farmers in Fujian province Propensity Score Matching method ( PSM) a
way to simulate natural experiment through treatment and control group were adopted to analyze 6 policy projects:
co-peasant household co-operative organization technology services land circulation forest insurance and loan.
The result showed that: (1) 3 polices co—peasant household forest insurance and loan could effectively promote
silviculture. participants”silviculture area respectively grew by 17.90% 14.15% 18.86% than those of non—-par—
ticipants. (2) Ohers co-operative organization technology services land circulation had no significant effect.
We advocate that current preferential policies which are breadth but non-depth should be fine-tuned. Main police
(s) should vary with different stage of silviculture to meet the farmers’ demand so as to gradually realize large—

scale and specialized operation in forestry.

Key words: mountain regional development; preferential forestry policy; propensity score matching ( PSM)



