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ROP £ R FTAT KA A BOR

BB = B Ehke

& ASURAE 20032009 4F 817 MAEARK P #y B T K £
#. w5 A Biprobit A, RAIW T R P AN H £ MR K
BmBEE, BATUEXBRALZN G A EEFAA “RRFEA; A
FERZEAELEREEAG T T LHBARGBEA L, BT
FTARMNNEEF RO pEBEERAE, SRXAREREERE
w EFTHATHNARE, RREMB ERTEMNLM, HLR MR P
B, Fwd R P EAKFE.

X4k EHAT, BAKK, BREE

e

—. 7

BAZRFWN - NEEZREREELEFTAENIR TR ERN TS AR @
WEFERI T, SHMREFERML, PERNFTH A EHZHAET A
HH., BR, KEFHANKAEH B LR, aTLHRREEFRENTY
AEAWREZLLATIRRS CEFEMmT AL, 2002), —FTHEHEAFF
KREFBEFNNRPEAHEAHM L RLACH LN, F—FTHERLAE
FREHHEMMEL L HNR P ARLE L3, AFERAHE —Z KA
TR LM TR “BR” AL, 4, XATBEFRLIE LM, LibEHE
WAREZEF IR ERPRERNTHANRE, MHULLTE TS RE
IHEBRWEENE R, —FRELHBTREAEPFRENH PR,
FEEFREL W ABAIGZ DD ERNBER LEA, A, s THER
BAXNAHR, HERNEMERELSEFMA, RESATH, RAMKFE, &
HEEMRE LR AFENZEFNLEFE (Deininger and Jin, 2005), 7 A
METHELZEHITHEREA.

EMRFREBEELHMAREARWERLT, THHETCH BT X,
1992 £ A BHATT B 1978 SR TR LM FEARMTHRE, BAKZE,

CEREEFR A EMEMARARF AT BRI ERE A A BIAFER LT ¥R, AEEHZR
i EH L AT ERE R FRE T F U EMEMRANFE G EEF K, 1001915 # 3F : 13439063465
E-mail:lirui@buaa. edu.cn, AXHERXRERBFH AL FARE AN L RAERZERLGERAE” (K5
7113300 fn i £ H “#& B R A5 RE 4 AH K7 (G5 . T0773005) #y 3 2 HF 5 R R .
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AEEMRKPZEAMEMRTLHNERTATH RS, T TEFEX L HART
THEARL, B - XBREERANSE. 22 NFENEKRE, BAFA
ARBIBRRIFHNASE, A REWNBEAN LR AR T, AXHFHAH
BT, PELMBARTLREMRE, RERNEFER, 2009 F55 LT HEK
PERARPAWLELAER 25.3%., RELHEZTH N REMZ %W,
BEAMEGREREA. HEALMTE (B, FHHTH. GRTHM
KETH) FRENEFERLT, — AN T HFN LR AT THAERLRN £~
ERRE,. RERFPUEANKFRANAFUETEUBLET BEHRRE
J (Hayami, et al., 1990; Hayami and Otsuka, 1993; Binswanger and Dein-
inger, 1993; Deininger and Jin, 2001; De Janvery and Sadoulet, 2001; Sadou-
let, etal., 20015 4 & #, 2003), NEAMAEZ LRI, BRI £HH T W76
BABMKEL e, TUNWE, RNEFRBRNREEE LHE, 4
i #| A F (Sadoulet et al. . 2001; 4 B 4. 2003), E k. *HHE W54 #
FHLER, BAZEITHNERLRFA, BT LHBRPAIHHNERE
WA M T 4, 1991 £ FE ' % 51.3%, 1996 £ & w4 E & 42.3%.,
1993@&7 RWIE K 18%, 1990 4£ & 45 £ % 40.8% (Otsuka, 2007); 7 T
VHERFAENER, RATH LM ERAEN L ELETH, 1992 FXE
K 43%, 1999 £ 5 F ik % 36% (Deininger, 2003), + A EFTIH WK E K
2w, IRTRIRAREFFRNRE, BETHFLELTER QN UM,
DWENZBE AN XBREERN BT I HATT IR I RARTLA LR
(Sadoulet et al. , 2001; Hayami and Otsuka, 1993; Deininger and Jin, 2005) |
+HEH R E B (land tenure security) 3T 3% % W % g (Li, Rozelle and
Huang, 2001; Jacoby, Li and Rozelle, 2002; Otsuka et al. , 2003; W 1% % fn
FAEME, 2004), DAL MERHASE X IFFEF kI (Carter and
Salgado, 2001; Rozelle and Swinnen, 2003), % & P LM F4T % X HAE
MBRH#TEREUTMAINMEXRELTERSE ., UWEXHKAURE L E W
KFﬁk(iﬂﬁ)i%%@%%ﬁ%Tuﬂﬁ%%%»ﬂ%i#uﬂFﬁ
N (HAE) MO EFER, AFRPEEEN (RAE) £ (AR
W EHA L, EAMAIBE LML 0 HFELE, HFURFHE. KL A
FRl. FRBUN MR G R AFHABRBERE, WREEFRER, #47T
OLS f it (Deininger and Jin, 2005), %X % Xtk 2 XA n o4 8 L3
MEWREM. EFE, I THmELEH, EANENEESEMELE, K
PRFLHWATARAABANLRAERARNR AL RE (K, K7
MANAAE LA EETUAN 0, —SRELEWERER A P HHANR
Ko WHMA P NAEEB AR, LR ER, KPP HAANFHEE L30T HHEH
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T, MAREARBHNERFME, LHATTINNERFLELEITES
Ama txAAANTEMAE T ENENRZZRAEMELZHHN, B4,
WRKRMNAFREMNZEAWHEIY . FHERE2HARR. 7 — X XH
BEMOR P ER, BEH A=A FTEHR G AHEA (switching re-
gression modeD), HHMAN LMy 7Y ERBH, ME LM FTEITRH
¥, RE, T R2EEHZRAMNKMEIT (Jin and Deininger, 2009; Carter
and Yao, 2002), X XXM EREZ RA T LHATAANNEL, EHFES
W OMREAT, EFXEEF, BNEELHRE KPP EMAN LM E R A
WA LM ER . REAR WK, 2009 FXEK P EFAMMBLK P i
EH3 9N, WRALERIAERL, $oMAHARSL, B, ERAERHER
AWK ALELHETTHWEMER, FEFNNT E,

R % SUHR A £ o A 6T 89 75 W R E #E 4T T 5 iF (Hayami and Otsuka, 1993;
Sadoulet et al. » 2001; Holden and Yohannes, 2002; Heltbers, 1998; Benja-
min and Brandt, 2000; #r# 4, 2003; ¥ K%, 2008; ZF A K%, 2009; #H
THREAFE, 2000, MM LHAFEARRAT LR MET GEEARFEK
ANy HEXHA 2R 2 RBEE) W XH A FE % P, Jin and Deininger
(2009) % A 2001—2004 4 8000 MEEARLK P Wy #K 45, 24T T £ 30 A 6 A K
RPANHBRNGTRRE, FUMBRELENERANNELTE, FHENE L
HERFMETRE (LEFEEE RN E XN P SHATE RN E N,
AN LHEER RN Rm10%; K5, BUR - HHBAEHNEFT
AN ZE (Ay) WEZXE, HANLHTEE (R, B LHTEE
(R™) MM XL LE (D) #ATHE, FitH T LA TRHEFEFFTH P H.
{85, Jin and Deininger Y8 R £ K L& AR M AL 5 HF MR A, I H
RARN-REE o ELERE, AREANEITELEE T — 2 (Green,
2003, % 788 W),

AXHANETEERZRERMN B R PP AN LB P HEZ, 1T
HRPHAHMANEH A ENEANRER, SUEXRTE, KNBFE T
AERET EHARTANNERE g B ERSME, FRATUEXR TR
AW “BmIFEAT., Bk, BATEA EAR Biprobit A, kT ®wm H X R A
HREFHNEREEAS “RREA; A, FEAERSZENELERNE
A, AT BARRGH LRI I ARANNEZENF R AR BERT A, H
B, KAXWHREA —EHHFE,

RERXHEFR, XN REXFELZHEN:. F W oA FERAEHRATH
BWHRIT oA % = 8 40HHE E R Biprobit A, WA H K P LM
TP HER, AHETER#THR; FUH2rZAERLIEANELEN
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MR, FHERF EHARTANEANRR; FERBIREF LR, 7
B RS L

= BERRBEL AT

HRMARNBFEETERERL BN EEAZ &, B EEEZ A 2003—
2000, BT RABREHAENRLR, BAEARFHREUEMESE, X
HHERBRARZNELPEHFRE, E—NE, REXBELFXEFL, A
Frad e RB o EWEN TR, BILEZEIOANER, ellodlzdy. &
My LA BE. LA, TE. #d. W, HH. FE. F-HE, EE
REAY, MR IS M E; EHBAENLIEY, R TERMA D4
AARFERHINGHE, BZNE, AEREFTHBREN TR RFHLR
Fla, BALER 60 MAEEHRF, —F 1000 ANKFP, HoH 183 K P EE
BALH, A5 5L HTHOMAT, B, ARFELRK P H N 817 4,
2007 £ Fn 2009 SF H AT AL F £ A A F B Ax 817 MK P #HAT T #h 1 £,
2011 £ 7 A EAENMAXSIT AR P B HAERHAT TR EMKE, H#E
EdRET EHFARF 20032009 FHFHRN, TH, LHAFTED. &
FHEES ., BRES. REMFAAENEREIRGF28E. AW
FRERTFENEREL, I THERZRETEWNELE, TN, AR
BARFAIEREFEN AR, B, RINEZEEREHFX B XN
FREBN -, REmk, RNKAMEXEAXNARE LN ERELK
PEUAFTAARBTAENER.

MF 1 Fa, 2003—2009 FHRE R P £H A B FER R BAE 0.49—0.58
ZE RS, BEHNEABY, XEALIHATEERF LT HEEE T,
RERPELUQAWERABE R ST NERER -, F i E 1996 £
H0.57, B 1991 48 4 0.58, F0E R 1993 4 4 0.56, FHE 1991 4
4 0.54, ZE 1993 F 4 0.50; MEATHESENER, E, EH 1996 £
# 0.85, Fh#& 1994 £ % 0.87, Zr £ 1990 £ % 0.77, ZF= N IHH 1997 £ X
0.88 (Otsuka, 2007), PR EMAMFTI, FHRE LS THER ZHEBK AW
H-NEEREARZRBAOCM LM QAL HE, THE XLRWREE 24
AR %, AHHMD, LmEEFHTRESA, XBEXFElENERE
[P G I e e e 7 S 2 o 7
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£ 1 2003—2009 FHEAR P EEMANMAY LA FEALE S

B kP % £ & 5% [ Ei:DN 1AL BE AL N AL
RA% PR e pEH kE O pH kE O K WE HhF
2003 817 0.49 145 17.70% 62 7.60% 78 9.50% 5  0.60% 3.40%
2004 817 0.51 156 19.10% 67 8.20% 83 10.20% 6 0.70% 3.80%
2005 817 0.52 166  20.30% 75 9.20% 85 10.40% 6  0.70% 3.60%
2006 817 0. 54 174 21.30% 81 9.90% 88 10.80% 5 0.60% 2.90%
2007 817 0.55 193 23.60% 87 10.60% 99 12.10% 7  0.90% 3.60%
2008 817 0.56 199 24.40% 90 11.00% 102 12.50% 7  0.90% 3.50%
2009 817 0.58 207 25.30% 95 11.60% 104 12.70% 8  0.90% 3.90%
£ 817 0.54 177.1 21.70% 79.6 9.70% 91.3 11.20% 6.3 0.80% 3.50%
EHETREAEARR N E R E T AAR LR R,

MEIETUEY, RESHS5LHATHR P EEEH#YE, 554
WA R R P BOE B R P Bt FE N 2003 By 17,700 3 Ae F| 2009 4 iy
25.3% ., HA, RN LB R P2 B R P B FE N 2003 £ 7.6%
B A E| 2009 £y 11. 6% SUAXFL M £ B K P 30 BOK P 36 H & L 2003
SFEH9.5% 3 mF] 2009 8y 12.7%; BRAAX A EHE K PR E LK%
%%$M%%$%06VWWQ%W$%O9V LR HEAE S
TRANLBOR P S, XEREBERNERMBENESREG, 24K
BAAEEEEEF,

R2AHTAERARPEHMANFAELIHEE FHALE L L. A
K2TUEH, RELHAFHHRRLREFEE. T7. LHh. BEML
RBELGFRAMRSELHBENR P EHAR PO ESRE, HE
2T UL, METHABANTHME. 4. Tw. B fHHFENA D F
KUY AEHELHHERTNR S ERARP L EBLRK, HE 185N UT,
&ﬁ%ﬁkﬂﬁé%%%%ﬁi%ﬂﬁ%ﬂFE%ﬁﬂ?%%$ﬁ%44V
HTAEIRMESFENER, FERPFPAERA T HENEEE LS
E, 25 L HHETHRP ERARP L E RO ER -, %%%%,
%ﬁé[ﬂki%%ﬂFﬁ%%&%ﬁ%i%%ﬂFﬁ KBERERE L
HERTINRBTRESFRFLNAXZBRE., RREFLABMR KT
R
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K2 BABARPEHAANAAELHNE P HERE TS b

B HEH  KPH ‘%lﬁﬂﬁf \ w17\$ﬂ)\ ‘ jmm _ E}E%ﬂ)\‘Xﬂlﬂj

P ¥ e pE kExE pH kFE K WFE HhE
T 2 81 23.4 28.90% 10.4 12.80% 11.9 14.70% 1.1 1.40% 4.70%
+ Ak 2 87 16.1 18.50% 7.9 9.10% 7.6 8.70% 0.7 0.80% 4.30%
L 1 86 23.6 27.40% 11  12.80% 11.4 13.30% 1.1 1.30% 4.70%
g 1 84 26.1 31.10% 12.1 14.40% 13.1 15.60% 0.9 1.10% 3.40%
S 3 103 30.7 29.80% 14.1 13.70% 15.3 14.90% 1.3 1.30% 4.20%
el 2 101 15.9 15.70% 6.4 6.30% 9.1 9.00% 0.3 0.30% 1.90%
# 4k 1 54 12.6 23.30% 4.9 9.10% 7.4 13.70% 0.3 0.60% 2.40%
Loyl 2 86 14 16.30% 6 7.00% 7.7 9.00% 0.3 0.30% 2.10%
H# A 2 83 12.5 15.10% 5.9 7.10% 6.4 7.70% 0.1 0.10% 0.80%
i 2 52 2.3 4.40% 0.9 1.70% 1.3 2.50% 0.1 0.20% 4.30%
Bit 18 817 177.1 21.70% 79.6 9.70% 91.3 11.20% 6.3 0.80% 3.50%

EHETERAERK P M E R ERART LR R N,

K3HHT A4 20032000 FHARFEFELHFHMATME. Ak

SHLLEH ., &4 & w Lo AT AR T BT L SR, 2009 4 BT A B AR
P LA TN AR H 2003 £R AT 2.45 B, FHHKF N 22.9%,
EHEFTNBNAXZFEF AL, 2000 FL A, BRM DK LHAFTNE
HAE260 T E, MAE. W, HAMFELMATNAEFE T AL 30
. #H—FRFAWHERE T, 2000 FLH, BAEMURALHBERLEEFK
ZEWRAE40.6%, WAwE., W, #AFFBLHERREEETRZAMY
P b W H A B 3k 80. 8060, X A MM A fH 4 LM T AR MM X 2 R Am

ZKR, EHHBETMEZFAUFH EATHRSBHFRER L., HATREIE
s AT HEETNX R,
k3 BARPFEBLIHTHOATMECEAL: T
£ 14 -

o K P ¥ 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 oK
by 81 40 53 69 84 103 144 183 96. 5
+ % 87 30 40 58 64 70 80 95 62.4
TR 86 80 98 113 149 230 264 307 177.3
EH 84 103 127 168 197 263 279 313 207. 1
% 103 75 80 89 127 166 213 261 144. 4
SEl] 101 15 20 20 20 25 25 30 22.1
# 4 54 20 28 40 44 60 70 84 49. 4
)l 86 10 15 15 20 25 25 30 20. 0
7 83 10 10 15 15 15 15 20 14.3
¥ 52 5 5 5 10 10 15 15 9.3
1 81.7 38.8 47.6 59. 2 73 96.7 113 133.8  80.3

A HHARAME =R P AANLHG I EEH-HAANER,

KABHTHARPFHARBER N 2T, ARATUER, RFA0H
PR AREF B, N 2003 £y 5443 SR D E 2009 F By 4421 k. R P
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WA dE® TR, 2000 F R PHHER AR 1 wW T b b5k
57.7%, WARK 13 @iy St h 28.8%, AN 35 @5 &l
P B RN 10.3% A0 3.2%, 86.5U AL ER LML 3
W, HRAR 1wl sl EZRFHEBMEY, TERY 13 w35
WM E B E RS, XRAL AT AT L HAE, —EBE
ERET R AEFHRE,

K4 HRRPHKEE RN

P TR1®E 13w 3‘5@‘7 5%k

Ho e 3 13 M5 s MR H hF O RH s
2003 5443 3553 65.30% 1371  25.20% 372 6.80% 147 2.70%
2004 5212 3392  65.10% 1313  25.20% 343 6.60% 164 3.10%
2005 5187 3264 62.90% 1360 26.20% 385 7.40% 178 3.50%
2006 4913 3051 62.10% 1308  26.60% 387 7.90% 167 3.40%
2007 4626 2856  61.70% 1215  26.30% 413 8.90% 142 3.10%
2008 4505 2612 58.00% 1294  28.70% 422 9.40% 177 3.90%
2009 4421 2549  57.70% 1274  28.80% 457 10.30% 141 3.20%
T 4901 3039  62.00% 1305  26.60% 397 8.10% 160 3.40%

E 3 HAEIH.S S HAESH.

K54 HT 20032009 FELAHARFFEHMBER, FHMIHE K
M. NERSTUEH, 44+t BELZRFEE. W, Hf
BEERTR L w SR 25 Hik 95.7%, 87.9% M 76.2%, T
iR, R, IARMTTERTRE 1 Bl E W E 25404 34.9%,
31.3%. 15.4%F 3.3%, W A#tt HEm B EEE ST, E5 51 H
AEWRKFPARENLETFFZENG. MR, T TFMIHFXFHNE L H @5
W RERK, EEXSE5LHMAHNRP SN ENEEE., XHHA LM
HHEAFTRR PSS LHAE T E—RE,

F 5 20032009 FEGHAK P FEHHHE R FHHBRBE KN A

&0 K% FHE FHE FRE1w 1-3@wH 35w 5wl bk

HHE R H e B iR B E b % i oS
T 81 373.2 168. 4 3.3% 33.4% 42.2% 21.1%
ER 87 678.3 545.9 38.0% 30.7% 13.8% 17.6%
L 86 481.9 389.2 15.4% 33.8% 31.1% 19.7%
iE 84 182.7 608.7 76.2% 23.8% 0.0% 0.0%
& 103 383.0 561. 4 51.7% 43.5% 9.3% 4.7%
7 101 412.2 607.9 53.6% 42.2% 2.8% 1.4%
# 54 201.3 414. 6 87.9% 12.0% 0.0% 0.0%
)| 86 216.7 717. 4 95.7% 4.3% 0.0% 0.0%
+H 83 549. 6 638.6 34.9% 49.4% 11.3% 4.5%
e 52 477. 8 248. 9 31.3% 57.0% 9.0% 2.7%
Bt 817 3956.7 4901.0 62.0% 26. 6% 8. 1% 3.4%

E -3 WEFEI W3S WEES W,
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ROBHTAXWHEAN KR FAARENREAUE N E LRI HAE,
FHANFE-NREBRT L EORBEAGA.
6 BEA PP REE AR K R SR E

rE HARHK HE Rk 2 & /ANE & AME
Ri» 5719 0.1051 0.3067 0 1
Rewt 5719 0.1194 0.3243 0 1
age 5719 41.2 14. 2918 19 79
edu 5719 6.8373 2.4941 0 12
atr 5719 0.1480 0.3552 0 1
natr 5719 0.0982 0.2975 0 1
insu 5719 0.0381 0.1916 0 1
tran 5719 0. 2409 0. 2890 0 1
area 5719 4.9438 10. 1869 0.2 80
rent™ 5719 53.475 174.963 0 550
rent°"t 5719 76.978 242.156 0 620
size 5719 0.9381 0.9812 0.1 20.0
proca 5719 7086.41 15593.12 0 426 600
liquidity 5719 254.21 380. 21 0 15405. 04
credit 5719 0.5918 0. 4915 0 1
rela 5719 0.1418 0.3519 0 1
renjun 5719 39.7105 202.17 4.06 79.71
plain 5719 0. 4369 0. 4960 0 1
eprov 5719 0.4184 0.4933 0 1
transpo 5719 3.1837 4.5260 0 20
consum 5719 12262.78 15204. 79 1600 248 600
nincom 5719 15987. 57 12670. 29 —54705 220057
(R"=0,R"=0) 5719 0.7832 0.4121
(R"=0,Ru=1) 5719 0.1117 0.3151
(R™=1,R"=0) 5719 0.0974 0.2965
(Rn=1,R"=1) 5719 0. 0077 0. 0874

F(DRHRPEPEEMAN LML E.0F; (2 RUARPEEAE EH,1 2,0 F3(3) age H P £
FROBEEHF; D edu FPEZHATFREMHSF;O) atr ARPREFHRXER R EZ R LI
B0 F;(6) natr FRPREEARERABEZFRIEN.IR.0OF;(D insu yRFRESFHRERRK .1
B0 F;(8) tran FRPAFREANFTERE FTERAUN T REARN;(9) areca R P HFRERFE
EWAHEAR ETAAH TG T L - E R ER - AAE A RN BT E
(10) rent™ & fL N & 3 8 45 (0 /8 ) srent™ & FL K & 30 oy 45 (G0 /& &) 5 (11) size H R P FH & 35
ot AN FE T E R £ E AR B % (12) proca & P B E R R, B ALK TG (13) liquidity
FEERTXRARETL2R.ETERERAT T EXRAL LB, 2L A EIL:;(14D) credit K F EE
ZEERES .1 E,0 T, T KA AT # Biprobit B A i 5k 5 (15) rela R I £ A T X 7 X &
WEEHARP REEFRZEARERTAAN, SR P NERAAN £ L3085 4 5 & i
1, % M %4 0;(16) renjun & F Fr e/t AR AR, B8 8 L (17) plain Y K P rEHZE LT
FRLL R0 F;(18) eprov AR P ENEZEMLT AR L M.1 .0 B, AT LR BERLEANER
& 15 (19) transpo K R P T EA B A LR E NI FH, LA E 7 ¥ 40;(20) consum K K P K JEF 4 E
WA W, # AL A 05 (21) nincom  KE AR, B AL A TT;(22) (R"=0,RM"=0),(R"=0,R"=1),
(Rn=1,R"=0) (R"=1,R"=D il hkas5 LA T v AAE L3 AN L . EHAH X
ANLHBE R P EFAFERE P B E,
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= . 2w @A Biprobit 2 A & 3 2 15 57

B 4. RATY 44 Biprobit B oyt 7 ok i A T4 B W 4
LS VLU Pl DN FEX T T N Y E P
Wit

(—) T Biprobit 4% &

RHBHE P55 L HAETHNEE, FAE4BEWEE M HTT4,
AEA+HEE W B H A L. Biprobit # A 5 f # 5 £ 3 AT N M R R B
B, L EATFABAFEAN “RRBAA", YRNAAFFIHNKRAEE L
WHET WY NEERMET AEN T %, T EAREF 8 Biprobit # A,
Kano (2008) % # 7 ML & 4 #F T. 3 A Biprobit # & #y #L # & Bl %
(Maximum Simulated Likelihood) it F &, w HF E B SR T UBE MK “F
Fl” W%, BT ERBRAET, BAERERE, X% Nielson ef al
(2000) B FRAFREAAME “BREM” WEH, KXAHTHAKEAET,
Biprobit # & # 5 — # f it 5 % .

AR %7 AP i MALHERYELE, RiET I BHRP i ZFM
NEH M hELTE; R A7t AP i MBI HERNHBTE. ROK T
MK P RFAN LT AETE: X, bt B HAP i AATHUMES
B.XCH e HymAP AL HNRBELE; WEEA LT,

JR:" —a +X'B+e, R =1, ifR" >0, 0 otherwise, 0

1
IR;”‘K =g+ Xy v R =1, iR > 0,0 otherwise,
HA o Fog AR B, 2R NN TRBEE TR P HAERKE (indi-
vidual effect), K Bt AR 3 i (individual heterogeneity); e, v, 24~ 2| %
N7 A2 o L 7 A2 B9 4 R B ALIR 2 T (idiosyncratic errors), X, X, 3 ™ #
A, ARIEEAWTRINE, X, X, FELHEIANAZERHE, BIXHFR
MALEZRBNA_TCTEA M, B

o, po.
(E,‘/?'U;,) NN(Ovz)a 2:{ :|. (2)

oo, 1
F/%ljihzﬁl\v 351?5(%? E(az):E(ﬁz):Oa a;?Y]:J_Snalv‘[za ﬂaz9771J_X,]1’Xic *F(%/%
(1) R, AAFEFMY 7R EFELRGNERE o 7 9, Nielson ez al,
(2004) AR EAE FREANME “RRME” /., BREFEAF T EANMEREL
o fig AKX XHE R LR T E AN, REEXDNERREH#ATR L,
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5 B R K B4k 45 3t 7 35 48 3] 5 MWy MLE, 45 % Nielson eral. (2004) #y #F
BB, AXAH T MK AT, £ 48 % H K Biprobit # & ¢ & it
HE.
A 0=[p:vs0.50sprasn] BTGt H R, B, KPP iE RN KE
AT
L= L,0laisy- X, X3)
= f(e; vy \a,-n],)
= R/R"m1, (0l aisg) + Ry (1 — Ry w0, (0 aisp)
+ (1= ROR 701, Bl a; o) + A — RO A — R0, Gl ag g0+ (3)

o
) foo o
7[',11/(0‘(1,‘77],’) - P(R:] - 19R;m - 1) — J | J 5 95(8,'1 s Vit ’(O)d€,',dl./,, ’
X e Xy
| ey
71'1102(@‘011' 777;’) = P(R::] = 19R;m =0) = J L J ¢(€i1 s Vit ’p)d€i/ dv,, ’
X”,‘E oo
X [+

7T,’01,((9|0(,"77,) - P(R:Zn — OaRzm - 1) - ¢(€,’g s Vit 9{0)d€,,dl‘/,‘1 ’

o om ot

o —X 7

L,
J

oo (0la;»m) = P(R) = 0.R" = 0) = Bleq vy rp)des dv, s

€3]

W) KB H ey RFHELRHA p W R EANTER DR, b5 —
ML it 7 &R, AXWBEBEERAMNARBE, RAERAHAKS, W@
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o it AR AR BT A% R
age —0.0081~ 0.0044 0.0072* 0.0039
age’ 0.0001 *** 0. 0000 —0. 0001 *** 0. 0000
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atr— 0.0411* 0.0228
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tran— —0.0254" 0.0141 0.0239*" 0.0119
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&8 L HA XK AR R KR

% ki ATE® P>z ATE" % ATE®™ P>z ATE®" %
nincom 15987.6  1085.6"" 0.041 6.79% 1283.8" 0.074 8.03%
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liquidity 25400.2  1806.1° 0. 069 7.11% 3230.9 0.041 12.72%
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The Land Rental Market and Its Welfare Effects

QingHAT L1 Rur Li
(Beihang University)

ZHAOHUA WANG
(Beijing Institute of Technology)

Abstract Using recent survey data of Chinese rural households, this paper identifies the

determinants of land rentals and estimates their impacts on households’ welfare. We firstly

develop a panel biprobit model for the behavior of the tenant and the landlord to deal with the

endogeneity issue somewhat ignored by previous research. Then a panel multiple endogenous
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treatment effect model is estimated to deal with the self-selection problem stemming from un-

observed variables. Results show that land rentals have statistically significant and positive

effects on households’ welfare.
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