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Table 4 Poverty vulnerability and poverty of farmers
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Table 5 Test results of poverty reduction effects of agricultural land transfer
I, RN T 0 3 K 4
s B 1 a5 1 B 2. a1 2 REHH ELANCLT I
A M i —0.049% -0.056%** —0.043% % 0.164%%*
(-124.55) (~176.48) (-3.41) 4.17)
DX g = = = =
N 4671 4671 4671 4671

TE 355 AR I A b 15 s ARG AP Ao L ot 8O0 43 A R AE L AR 1 RIS 2 01 Tobit B33, KT 3 5y Logit BB , A1 4y £ Su 2k M [nl 4

Eiil

hitp://www.resci.net



752 JUAE SN IE S PR B A AR e D 22 85 281
2020 2

b. VLS

Iy Vi | —
_______ Pribla] % e P
2 L
--------- e Ok - ‘
0.6 0.8 0.0 0.6 0.8

2 ARG5S LA F S EEA T E m i E

Figure 2 Kernel density function of the propensity score matching common support domain test
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Table 6 Analysis of parallel hypothesis results for propensity score matching
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Table 7 Average treatment effect of rural land transfer on rural residents’ poverty vulnerability
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Table 8 Test results of the mediating effect model of household agricultural output
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Effects of agricultural land transfer on rural poverty
reduction from the perspective of poverty vulnerability

ZUOQO Xiaofan, LU Jixia
(College of Humanities and Development Studies, China Agricultural University, Beijing 100193, China)

Abstract: Based on the 2016 China Family Panel Studies (CFPS) data, this study measured the
poverty vulnerability of Chinese rural residents by constructing a feasible least squares (FGLS)
model, using farmers’ risk of poverty in the future as a measure of poverty, and using propensity
score matching (PSM) method to study the poverty reduction effects of agricultural land transfer.
The study found that, from the perspective of poverty vulnerability, using China’ s current poverty
standard and 0.3 as the threshold standard of poverty vulnerability, 22.3% of rural residents are still
in poverty, and the vulnerability levels in the western and northeastern regions are 0.295 and 0.258,
much higher than the eastern and central regions. Agricultural land transfer has a significant
poverty reduction effect, which can effectively reduce the risk of rural residents falling into poverty
in the future. The test results remain robust after eliminating the “self-selection” bias through the
PSM method. The agricultural output value added of agricultural land transfer is 0.573, and
agricultural land transfer can reduce the poverty vulnerability of rural residents by increasing the
family agricultural output value. To this end, suggestions are put forward to strengthen poverty
alleviation in deep poverty- stricken areas, improve the self- development ability of residents in
these areas, promote the orderly transfer of agricultural land, and cultivate moderate- scale
management entities.

Key words: agricultural land transfer; precision poverty alleviation; poverty vulnerability; PSM meth-
od; China
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