DOI:10.13246/j.cnki.iae.2023.02.004

2020
(

2035 ¢

80

( 310058)
( 310058)
( Chinese Family Database CFD) N
. 20 80 20
)
( 2018) .
2021) 2009 3 (

2012) . 2009

2021
. 20 2.5 o

( 2022) .
2000)

“ . "( 172141020)



( N ) 2023 2

( 2018) .
( Besley 1995)
( Feder 1988) .
Newman (2015)
( 1989) 4%
o Goldstein ~ (2018) ( )
( RCT)
( 23% ~43% . Adamie( 2021)
1998) -
(
2007)
( 2017) “ ”
( Easterly 2008)
( Heltberg 2002)
N (Jacoby  2007) .
( 2018) (Gao  2021;
2017) . ( 2020) .
( 2004) . ( 2022) .
( 2018: 2021) .
o o 1
( ) .
. . ( 2020)
( 2022) . 2006—2016
2009 (2022)
2020 12 2838
( ~ ) 55 o (2019)
15 2 N
(2022)



(2021)

(2020)

(2022)

(2018)

(2021)

Besley( 1995)

16. 567 2015 .2017 CFD
« PSM S,
) 0.232 pID 2014 .2016 CLDS
8' igz* DID 2013—2019 CHFS
)" 0. 343 2017
)" 1.103™*  OLS
)" —0. 495
0.291* 2013 .2015 CHFS
0.396*  DID
0. 146"
N 10%5% 1%
2021; 2022)
2020;
A}
2018) .
; ( 2015;
0 (2014)
; (2022)
2022) . o “

2021) ,

2022) .



( N ) 2023 2
1
( ! (
2020). 20 60 2022) .
( ( 2005) .
2005) o
2004 N
36% 2020 1% o
. ( 2004) .
N ( N
2017) .
o ( Ali 2014; Galiani 2010; Do 2008; Field
o 2011; Boucher 2005) .
( 2020) PSM-DID
20% o
. ( 2020)
0 CFD o



( Chinese Family Database CFD)

2011—2019 5 ( 2) .
N 6674 13348
( PPS) . 2019 ( 0
20815 29 (2020)
1303 54.57% o
) 6296 12592 (2.
2017 2019 o
CFD
2017 2019
2016 2018 :
() 4366 3417
8732
. ( 3) 6834 ( 4)
()
( 2018) ( Differences—in—Differences)
( Yoot =Yirear) = (Yoomteol ~Yeomt)  DID
( 2018)
( ) ° DID
’ . DID (
(2022)
« DID ) o Andrew( 2018)
7 ( 2020) DID
“16 ~ 64 DID )
7 ( 2020) :
“ Y, =Bo+B, Tenure, +B X C, +y,+8,+¢;, (1)
Y, 1 t
7 ( 2021) o (1)
* 2015  .2017 2019 3 2015
50% 2017 2019



( N ) 2023 2

1 (2) 1 (3) : (8)
(4 , . (1)
(5) 1 (2) 2 (3)
;(6) (7) (4)
2
£, o
CFD 2 1 N
2016 2018 I 2~ 4 o
Tenure, it 1
“ 7 DID
treat X post . B, 1 28. 1%;
2016 2018
o 2C, N 1 23.3%;
( 2001, 2016
2006; 2020; 2020) 1 48.6% o
2016—2018
.16 N
.60 N
N o 2016 2018
o O, Y 2016 73.2% 2018 74. 4%

*



2018 11494 2018 2016 10. 8% 2018 8. 8%
12099 2016 0. 968
6406 2018 6921 . 310
2016 5.946
14.7% 2018 17.9% 1903 .
2 ( 1)
2016 2018 2016
2016 2018 2016 2018 2016 2018
0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 1. 000 1. 000 1. 000
() * 9936. 000 9626. 000 11494. 000 12099. 000 13303. 000 12414. 000
() * 5837. 000 5516. 000 6406. 000 6921. 000 7745. 000 7261. 000
0.593 0. 547 0.732 0. 744 0. 863 0.777
() 32. 850 42. 540 39.790 49. 590 51. 150 56. 730
() 4.315 4.139 7.353 7.356 10. 170 7.467
() * 366. 500 306. 400 442. 900 500. 500 507. 700 510. 500
() " 1585. 000 3152. 000 3049. 000 3749. 000 5465. 000 3456. 000
0. 003 0. 001 0. 004 0. 002 0.003 0. 001
0. 092 0.113 0.118 0. 264 0.192 0.175
0.070 0.061 0. 102 0. 088 0.133 0. 104
() * 0. 445 0.730 0.531 1. 329 1. 500 0.911
() * 137. 800 243. 100 194. 100 617.200 328. 300 336. 900
3. 464 3.301 3.528 3.370 3. 560 3.364
16 0.123 0.111 0.112 0. 102 0. 104 0.0941
60 0. 382 0. 429 0. 383 0.413 0. 365 0. 409
() " 48244. 000 50366. 000 43485. 000 51739. 000 44838. 000 52433. 000
() * 406012. 000 493042. 000 303234. 000 395596. 000 316333. 000 366648. 000
() 4.315 4.139 6.254 7.356 9.261 7.467
() 56. 980 58. 960 57.200 58. 620 57. 090 58.530
() 6. 684 6. 740 7.071 7.283 7.076 7.203
8. 093 11. 740 6.173 5. 689 5. 440 4.562
1829. 000 1800. 000 1862. 000 1794. 000 1831. 000 1716. 000
1876 1876 1554 1554 3244 3244




( N ) 2023 2
N
o o 3
3 1. N 3 4)
(1 (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7 (8)
0. 615" 0. 579 576. 706 0.075** 1. 962 1.302" 0.256™* -0. 000
(0.113) (0. 120) (507.970)  (0.014) (2.819) (0.704) (0.108) (0.002)
13348 11660 13348 13348 13143 13348 13348 13348
R? 0. 064 0.074 0. 062 0. 043 0.015 0. 038 0.013 0.011
0. 656™* 0. 6227 562.314 0. 080 ™ 1. 560 1.394" 0.275* -0. 000
(0.115) (0.123) (525.504) (0.014) (2. 846) (0.734) (0.110) (0.002)
12592 10904 12592 12592 12592 12592 12592 12592
R? 0.071 0. 086 0. 069 0. 047 0.013 0. 039 0.014 0.012
0. 355 0.222 825. 988 0. 043 ** 0. 525 0. 140 0.311* 0.011
(0.126) (0.137) (686.106)  (0.014) (3.671) (1.054) (0.142) (0.035)
8732 7552 8732 8732 8732 8732 8732 8732
R? 0. 066 0. 081 0. 088 0.042 0.011 0.031 0.014 0. 022
0. 087 -0. 066 1063. 966 - -3.932 1.612 0.236 0. 000
(0.057) (0.076) (1838.027) - (4. 476) (1.322) (0.158) (0.003)
6834 5791 6834 - 6834 6834 6834 6834
R? 0.119 0. 143 0. 109 - 0.012 0. 139 0.012 0. 034
o 3
N (1) “ ")
o 4 (4) ( “ ")
(2) “ ")
o 1 2 22.2% P 0. 105) 4
( 2020; 2020)
o 3
(2020) o
1 2 (1)
(2) o



13 »

13 »
“ »
1. 2 3 °
A}
( ) 4
4 ( 2. 4)
(1 (2) (3) (4)
0. 146 0. 007 0.207 ** 0.761**
(0.016) (0.011) (0.028) (0.111)
13348 13348 13348 13348
R? 0. 033 0. 006 0. 050 0. 026
2
0. 146 ™ 0. 009 0.761* 0.206**
(0.016) (0.011) (0.112) (0.028)
12592 12592 12592 12592
R? 0.033 0. 006 0. 026 0. 051
3
0. 009 -0. 006 0. 083 0.013
(0.016) (0.015) (0.098) (0.026)
8732 8732 8732 8732
R? 0.010 0.010 0. 006 0.029
4
-0. 002 -0. 003 -0.054 -0. 001
(0.015) (0.018) (0.092) (0.021)
6834 6834 6834 6834
R? 0.012 0.011 0.007 0.014




( N ) 2023 2
1 2
3 4
o 2 3 o
o 2 3
( . 3 4
)
o ()
() 2008
“ 2009 o 2009—2018
. (2016
1 ) 48. 6%
0. 5. o
1
4.9
40% o o “ ”
1 ( )
8.8 o
11. 3% 50. 6% . 6. 6
4
10.3%(P  0.072)
12.7% (P 0.113) , . . 4
3
4



(n (2) (3) (4 (5) (6) (7) (8)
0. 427 0. 049 ™ 0. 493 306. 747 0. 088 ** 0. 002 0.113** 0. 506
(0.120) (0.014) (0.133) (543.807)  (0.017) (0.013)  (0.028) (0.116)
13348 13348 11660 13348 13348 13348 13348 13348
R? 0. 061 0. 040 0.072 0. 062 0.018 0. 006 0. 038 0.016
0. 103" - 0. 127 1088.062  —0.014 0. 003 -0.031 -0.073
(0.057) - (0.080) (802.462)  (0.015) (0.020) (0.023) (0.091)
6834 - 5791 6834 6834 6834 6834 6834
R? 0.119 - 0. 144 0. 109 0.012 0.011 0.015 0. 007
4 . 2
6
(1 (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7 (8)
0. 393 ™ 0. 048 ™ 0. 389 ™ 544. 004 0.119™* -0.009 0.170™*  0.661
(0.141) (0.017) (0.144) (595.698) (0.017) (0.012)  (0.030) (0.117)
6860 6860 6022 6860 6860 6860 6860 6860
R? 0. 057 0.039 0.071 0.053 0.077 0. 006 0. 090 0. 060
0.204* - 0.018 2627.7*  -0.016 0. 003 -0. 002 -0.014
(0.081) - (0.114) (1028.2) (0.027) (0.020)  (0.036) (0. 145)
2468 - 2070 6834 2468 2468 2468 2468
R? 0.119 - 0. 175 0. 109 0.024 0.019 0.025 0.014
4 . 2
A}
4



( N ) 2023 2

10 o

20% 100 o 2018

0.5%- 83%
o 79% o
(
2006) .3 .
. ( 2018)
3
() ( )
o I
. 7 o 4 2018
* 2017 2019 CFD . 2017 £ (1) ¢5005¢ 2 (2) ¢5007b
2 (3) ¢5011d 2 (4) ¢5013b 2 2019
(1) ¢5005¢ca ? (2) ¢5007b ? (3) c5011e
(4) ¢5013h
**

— 44 —



*

47.63% 10 10
13.32%; N

50% o
7
(1) (2)
36. 107 33.390
(36.392) (74.361)
Yes Yes
Yes Yes
Yes Yes
— Yes Yes
2170 200
R? 0. 020 0.115
4 2018
() o
3(8)
’ o 2019  CFD
2015 “ ”
« » 64%
. . 5
* 2019 CFD :( 1) bl014aa ? (2) bl014ab
? (3) bl014ac ? (4) b1014ae



( N ) 2023 2
. 5 8.77% .
(31.84%) . (29.21%)
(20.40%) .
5 2018 (%)
2008
( ) o
CFD .
* 2019 CFD 1 ¢5043a



( 2018) .

. Adamie B. A. Land Property Rights and Household Take—up of Development Programs: Evidence from Land Certification Program in Ethiopi—

a. World Development 2021 147

. Ali D. A. Deininger K. Goldstein M. Environmental and Gender Impacts of Land Tenure Regularization in Africa: Pilot Evidence from

Rwanda. Journal of Development Economics 2014 110:262~275

. Andrew G. Difference—in—Differences with Variation in Treatment Timing. NBER Working Paper 2018 25018

. Besley T.].Property Rights and Investment Incentives: Theory and Evidence from Ghana. Journal of Political Economy 1995 103( 5):

903 ~937

5. Besley T.J. Ghatak M. Property Rights and Economic Development. Social Science Electronic Publishing 2009 39( 1) : 51~65

8.
9.

10.
11.

12.
13.

15.
16.

17.

20.

21.

. Boucher S. Barham L.B. Carter R. M. The Impact of “Market—friendly” Reforms on Credit and Land Markets in Honduras and Nicara—

gua. World Development 2005 33( 1) : 107~128

. DeJanvry A. Emerick K. Gonzalez — Navarro M. Sadoulet E. Delinking Land Rights from Land Use: Certification and Migration in

Mexico. American Economic Review 2015 105( 10) : 3125~3149

Do Q. Iyer L.Land Titling and Rural Transition in Vietnam. Economic Development and Cultural Change 2008 56( 3) : 531~579

Easterly W. Institutions: Top Down or Bottom Up. American Economic Review 2008 98:95~99
Feder G. Tongroj O. Chira H. Yongyuth C. Land Policies and Farm Productivity in Thailand. The Johns Hopkins University Press 1988
Field E. Torero M. Do Property Titles Increase Credit access among the Urban Poor? Evidence from a Nationwide Titling Pro—
gram. Department of Economics 2011
Galiani S. Schargrodsky E. Property Rights for the Poor: Effects of Land Titling. Journal of Public Economics 2010 94( 9) : 700~ 729
Gao X. Shi X. Fang S. Property Rights and Misallocation: Evidence from Land Certification in China. World Development 2021 147
(2021) : 105632

. Goldstein M. Houngbedji K. Kondylis F. Formalization without Certification? Experimental Evidence on Property Rights and Invest—

ment. Journal of Development Economics 2018 132:57~74

Heltberg R. Property Rights and Natural Resource Management in Developing Countries. Journal of Economic Surveys 2002 16( 2) : 89~214
Holden S.T. Deininger K. Ghebru. H. Tenure Insecurity Gender Low—cost Land Certification and Land Rental Market Participation in E-
thiopia. Journal of Development Studies 2011 47( 1) :31~47

Hombrados J. G. Devisscher M. Martinez M. H. The Impact of Land Titling on Agricultural Production and Agricultural Investments in Tan—

zania: A Theory—based Approach. Journal of Development Effectiveness 2015:7( 4) : 530~544

. Jacoby H.G. Minten B.Is Land Titling in Sub—Saharan Africa Cost—effective? Evidence from Madagascar. The World Bank Economic Re-

view 2007 21(3) :461~485

. Jin S. Deininger K. Land Sales and Rental Markets in Transition: Evidence From Rural Vietnam. Oxford Bulletin of Economics & Statistics

2010 70( 1) : 67~101
Newman C. Tarp F. Van Den Broeck K. Property Rights and Productivity: The Case of Joint Land Titling in Vietnam. Land Economics
2015 91( 1) : 91~105

2017( 10) : 256 ~262



( N ) 2023 2

22.
23.
24.
25.
26.
217.
28.

2019( 8) :

29.

30.
31.
32.
33.
34.
35.
36.
37.
38.
39.
40.
41.
42.
43.
44.
156~173
45,
46.
47.
48.
49.
50.
51.
52.

53~62

) 2021(4):103~116

40

2016

40

2000( 4) : 11~22+204
2020( 10) : 97~120
- . 2001(4) : 11~15

2006( 12) : 71~80
2015(5) : 75~80
— (
2004( 12) : 96~ 104
2022(4) 1 4~9+2
2012( 4) : 186~ 194
2018
2018( 12) : 19~28
2017( 12) : 4~ 14
2005(7) : 35~44
2018
— — ” ) 2014(5) : 1~24
2020(5) : 17~31
(2013—2018) . 2021( 1) : 33 ~54+204~205
2022(8) :37~49
— . 2018(9) : 118~127
. . 2017

— ) 2020( 11)

2007( 6) : 67~72
——  CHFS ) () 2022(1):129~152
2005(7) : 68~72
1998( 6) : 3~ 12
. . 2022( 6) : 76~84
" ) 2020( 2) : 59~71+194+218
— ) 2021( 8) : 49~59
1989



How Does Land Certification Promote Common
Prosperity in Rural China?

ZHAN Peng TAO Yanjun

Abstract: Based on Chinese Family Database of Zhejiang University this paper defines four types
of farmers according to permanent residence man—land relationship and production relationship and
empirically studies how land certification influences farmers’ income using a difference —in—difference
model. The paper finds that land certification has no significant effect on agricultural operating income
and land rental income of long—term farming families. However land certification can motivate land con—
tractors to engage in agricultural production and increase the overall agriculture operation income.More—
over land certification can motivate non—farm—employed rural families to rent out land and increase
land rental income. It is also found that the effect of land certification on mortgage loans is not signifi—
cant.Therefore it” s hard to increase household income in indirect ways. This paper argues that main
reasons for the limited effectiveness of land certification are fragmentation of farmland informality of
land transfer low mechanization of agricultural production and credit constraint of farmers. Further land
system reform is the main direction to stimulate rural development and increase rural household income.

Keywords: Land certification; Agriculture operation income; Land transfer income



