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ANALYSIS ON THE INFLUENCING FACTORS OF THE CULTIVATION
OF GRAIN FAMILY FARMS

Zhao Jinguo' ’ , Yue Shuming'
(1. College of Economics Management, Shandong Agricultural University, Taian 271018, China;
2. School of Business Administration, Qilu University of Technology, Jinan,Shandong 250353, China)

Abstract Family farm is an important entity to achieve agricultural modernization. A further study on the influen-
cing factors of the cultivation of grain family farmscan be beneficial for the food safety and the income — increase of
the farmer. Taking some grain family farms in Qihe, Feicheng, Shouguang, Angiu, Jimo, Laizhou in Shandong
province as the research object, and using descriptive statistics, mean value analysis, factor analysis and regression
analysis, this paper empirically analyzed the current situation and the influencing factors in the establishment and
operation of the family farm. The results showed that( 1) farmers and working labor, capital, land and infrastructure
had a significant impact on the establishment and management of family farm. (2 ) the socialized service and industry
— pull had insignificantinfluences. It proposed that it should : (1) strengthen the vocational training of farmers to im-
prove farmers’ management ability ; (2 ) perfect the financial support system to improve farmers’ financing ability;
(3) improve the mechanism of land transfer to speed up the transfer of land ; (4 ) speed up infrastructure construction
to strengthen the foundation of agricultural mechanization.

Keywords family farm; cultivation of family farm; scale management; influencing factors
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THE CONSTRUCTION OF THE DISCRIMINATION MODEL OF
THE ZHEJIANG RURAL HOMESTEAD TRANSFER BASED
ON FARMER'S BEHAVIOR DECISION - MAKING *

Qi Huangxiong'”, Lin Weili’, Zou Xiaomeng'* , Ma Na’, Ye Li’

(1. Zhejiang University of Finance and Economics, Hangzhou 310018 , China;

2. Wuyl University, Jiangmen, Guangdong 529020, China;

3. China national meteorological administration, Hangzhou,Zhejiang 310018, China)

Abstract This paper analyzed the farmers and government’s decision model in the rural homestead control by
combining theoretical and empirical analysis. Based on the questionnaire survey on 20 villages, using the discrimi-
nate analysis model and mathematical modeling, this paper explored how to guide government manage homestead
scientifically and farmers use homestead reasonably, and set up the homestead control regulatory mechanism based
on farmers’economic behavior. The results showed that the current land system under the land transfer fund com-
pensation, family idle land area, land area, and populationwere the important factors that affected farmers land cir-
culation behavior decision. And then it tested thediscriminate model against into the practical application, which
showed the model was effective. Finally, it put forward some suggestions, such as improving the system of land
property right system, standardizing the acquisition of housing land use right, and perfecting the land circulation
system of the implementation, etc.

Keywords homestead transfer; influencing factors; discrimination model; structure



