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Fig. 1  Theoretical analytical framework of this study
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Tab.4 The differences between land use, income and village characteristics across

households with different patterns of land transfer-out
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Tab.5 Comparison on farmland utilization, agricultural labor force and family income across
households with different patterns of land transfer-in
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Tab.6 Regression results of factors affecting the scale circulation of farmland in mountainous area
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Analysis of the Obstacles to Farmland Scale Transfer in
Mountainous Areas under the Background of Rural Labor
Emigration: A Case Study of Wuling Mountain Area, China

SONG Dengli', ZHOU Hong'* , LIU Xiuhua', GU Shuzhong’

(1. College of Resources and Environment, Southwest University, Chongging 400715, China;
2. State Cultivation Base of Eco-agriculture for Southwest Mountainous Land, Chongqing 400715, China;

3. Institute of Resources and Environmental Policy, Development Research Center of the State Council, Beijing 100010, China)

Abstract: Exploring the obstacles to farmland scale transfer can provide great help for proposing effective policies
and promote the development of agricultural modernization in mountainous areas. Based on the survey data of 563
households in three typical districts and counties of Wuling Mountain Area, a binary Probit model was used to
empirically analyze the influencing factors of farmland scale transfer under the background of large rural labor
emigration. The supply and demand of farmland scale transfer, scale transfer-out and scale transfer-in, had been
taken into consideration. The results indicat that; (1) Under the background of a large rural labor emigration, the

phenomenon of rural farmland circulation was widespread, but scale transfer was not well developed. (2) The rural
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labor emigration did not promote the farmland scale transfer-out. The main factors affecting the farmland scale
transfer-out were the development status of the area and farmers’ possible disposal choice of cultivated land and the
endowment of cultivated land. (3) Farmland scale transfer-in was closely related to the rural labor migration. The
increase in non-agricultural income brought by labor emigration took a certain investment effect on households’
agricultural production, which could improve the farmers’ willingness to transfer-in agricultural land. (4) With the

transfer of rural labor, the willingness of farmers transferr-out farmland was greater than that of transferr-in; thus the

actual area of farmland scale transfer depended on the demand for scale transfer—scale transfer-in. Therefore,
insufficient scale transfer-in demand and lack of large-scale business entity were the direct causes of the
underdeveloped agricultural land scale transfer. Based on these conclusion, several effective policy suggestions have
been put forward to attract capable migrant workers returning to hometown, cultivating large-scale planters, so as to

promote the transfer of agricultural land in mountainous areas.

Key words: scale transfer; rural labor emigration; influencing factors; Probit model; Wuling Mountain Area



