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Shaanxi Rural Land Circulation Analysis of Influence Factors
SHI Lulu, ZHAO Min-juan
(College of Economics and Management, Northwest Agricultural and Forestry University, Yangling , Shanaxi 712100)

Abstract: Taking Shaanxi Province, about Hanyin, Mianxian, Pucheng, Shangzhou, Gaoling, Yaozhou, Chencang,
Yangling , Ganquan, Mizhi and Jingyang 11 county (district) 29 township 49 village as sample areas, mainly adopts
random sampling method and a questionnaire survey obtain statistical data, through the establishment of Logistic
regression model in Shaanxi Province and analysis the rural land circulation influence factors. The results showed that
different types of farmland changing, and its influence factors can achieve significant level of factor in direction,

influence degree and the significant level, there were great differences between the affecting farmers farmland incoming
and outgoing factor was not exactly the same.
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Inter- provincial Differences and Convergence Analysis
of Per Capita Income of Farmers in China

LI Jia, WANG Qing
(College of Economics and Management, Northwest Agriculture and Forestry University, Yangling , Shaanxi 712100)

Abstract: The absolute amount of 2000~2009 net income of farmers in China were analyzed and compared first. And

used Kakwani NC decomposition of Gini index for per capita net income of 31 provinces. The Contribution rate of

operating income of the family for Gini index was positive correlated with Gini index, but the rate of wage income with

it is negatively correlated. Wage income was not only the greatest contribution for Gini index, but alse with the

increasing of its contribution rate, the income gap between regions farmers would be narrowed more. Meanwhile,

according to convergence test method created by Barro and Sala. i. Martin, we tested the regional per capita income

among the farmers, and came to the conclusion of that except the southern coast and northern coast, there was no

significant trend of convergence or dispersion for China's regional per capita income of farmers within the province.

Key words: rural per capita net income;Gini Index decomposition;convergence test

202



