ZHRWFRIEE | J. Anhui Agric. Sci. 2018 ,46(12) ;212 =215

7R 3 P 44 R A MR R TR 5

el 2
s BkER (1L TR ST AR, TR 450007 ; 2. HEAL ARk e ST 450011 )

HE ATHTaE R AL AERR, AR BUSE,MET S AEE R 0 d 4 RAT LA sb ey £ 2 W Fit 4T
T o, ¥ SPPS 16.0 #4451 A Tt AR A fe BT, STHT BT EIFT d ol RAT LR R R AR BT T M, 25,46 THE Lk
REEIRAA LR, BT Mk LA IE PG R, AR LE R AT AR B RN LA AR TR AF A,

KR R L R AR K B A 2 s A BT xR

hESES S28 XEMFRIRES A XEHRS 0517 -6611(2018)12 -0212 - 04

Prediction of Rural Land Transfer in Henan Province in New Period

XU Su-rong', ZHOU Zhen-min’ (1. Henan Technical College of Construction,Zhengzhou, Henan 450007 ;2. North China University of Water
Resources and Electric Power,Zhengzhou , Henan 450011 )

Abstract The present paper carried out analysis based on Henan rural farmland circulation by using quantitatively analysis method. The multiple
linear regression model was set up. The main impactors on rural farmland circulation in Henan Province were analyzed. Secondly, using SPPS
16.0 software, the stochastic model was structured and quantitativly analyzed. The development direction of farmland circulation was forecasted.
Finally according to the present condition of farmland circulation in Henan Province, the problems and countermeasures were put forward. It is

proved that the present findings would play an important reference value in rural farmland circulation.
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Table 1 The factors affecting land transfer in Henan Province

. Rt T RRAKT ik I S

Year Food production Cuhlvab]ezland .Non—agrlm.lltural Mechanization output value output value Total labor
12 kg J7 hm income ratio // % level // kW x10° 3¢ % 10° 5¢ resources // JT N\

2010 543.7 7 800.0 47.5 16 552 1515 1781 3408

2011 545.5 7 500.0 48.9 17 947 1 478 1825 3410

2012 550.6 7 400.0 49.0 20 049 1570 1872 3 400

2013 560.7 7 300.0 49.5 21 301 1 642 1 894 3 400

2014 570.3 7 200.0 49.7 24 882 1 645 1924 2 440

2015 594.7 7179.2 51.2 27 491 1 700 2018 3 450
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Table 2 Farmland transfer of Henan Province during 2010 —2015

f"FﬁJ\ Year Xl Xz Xs X4 Xs Y
2010 5.124 53.6 0.190 0.080 0.415 73.53
2011 5.543 52.4 0.199 0.085 0.475 74.91
2012 5.365 54.2 0.213 0.120 0.480 76.36
2013 5.869 54.8 0.233 0.070 0.490 81.06
2015 5.950 54.1 0.216 0.170 0.410 80.48
2015 ( SLZBRE) 6.501 55.24 0.230 0. 180 0.513 86.47
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M PRI 2R 2R Ak, %o 1) i 45 A b - b R A e R e Sk AT 0 ﬁiﬂﬁﬁ’f%iﬁc{mdei —
N . . . — stand: sfficient I
20202025 43 R A - L BIZE A LK 4. s R jf% Prediction
N . 5 NV pRifE 22 ‘ror // Y
FAFAE ALK L1 5 K LR, B Sindond dovistion. "
APPREE A 0T A A A 20 Je K, PRLEET - B TEHE 9 t Constant ~46.910 3.359 0
RIEEBLRCPEE o HW AR A TN S5 3 Tkt b x, 7.441 0.324 0.023
ol R VR X 1.520 0.096 0
TR AN, LG 0 B U R, H iy 6 L.715 12.214 0.780

R LA R, ST, SeB by 0-150 9345 0045

\ o N e X, . . .
5 R RAR S T, MR R, S s A D 1210 8708 0013
T MRS RS 2, A O S T,

F4 FEHAREA RS LR ETINA R
Table 4 Rural farmland circulation forecast in Henan Province 77 hm?

TR
Land transfer 2020 4= 2021 4= 2022 4 2023 4= 2024 4 2025 4=
mode
##7% 41 Transfer contract 685.0 787.4 832.7 835.3 923.7 1096.3
FHEE Rent 50.4 58.0 61.3 61.5 68.0 80.7
55 Land exchange 9.0 10.4 11.0 11.0 12.2 14.5
13y E4E Share cooperation 6.0 6.9 7.3 7.3 8.1 9.6
A\l 715 Corporate construction 2.3 2.7 2.7 2.8 3.0 3.6
MR AL B A Total land transfer 752.7 865.3 915.0 917.9 1015.0 1204.7

FERA R TR R 2B 0T BT Ak - Hh i
SEALAL - M VR E AR AR . S A, KA 55 sh 1 s
FEARFTHEIR S5 T, AR LA g Al A P80, i LA 7] A
HanAM MO E X A Hb e 47— S, 1T LA —
OYAKT G £ b2 B RAAL, BRI, A AN b X g AR A 35
H & J&, vT LR R4 55 SR Al HL 2, (2 44T + Ml 55
ZE R,

3 AEALHRERES TSI KRR

UL EFFERT A Y, BSR4 A AT i
TERFEAT AR SEAAE AR — BN Z A R
3.1 BUAFMRERMARAREE X FRA i % m
L BUN AR RAREZ IEHAIAT . BURF)Z HTA AR R 4 4
TG & R fa i SR IUT B Bt AT 1 900, sian R R 5547 1
MO EEE , F BT — T AR L o, A B R 25 52 1)
Pk A R = Xt A+ PR A IE B UG, R R T R
B, DR F TR M G S R 8 i R A
3.2 RiFEHREESERREFHENENAE KM LM

TEEBCRIZEAR BT AN i A D0 e 2 BURT 19 T B
A LRI B R N SR IR T S e BT R R . T
b R T AR A A SR AN IERR DGR, 07 BUR ] E A
MR B LA K R B A AR SR 55 ol 2 1 o P AR M
SN AT R A AR AT B0 PR R

3.3 RittiRBEEXE— REBRARENS LEL
JEATA5 AFAE S FE Y i A, E i i 4% Fr A6
Ap— o REFIREIFER BN 2 ~5 45, 2T, 1k
AR A A AL BOR R, RS2 T AU, R
ZROKIBAR ST AT — R UL, AR 32 # /K -F
AR, 7 50 P R o) X 6 o8 e 7 2 7™ A B, 45 SRk 2 1
VAR ROR 1 5F 8l 1 IR B TR I b 23 1Y B Y
T, R 5t R

3.4 RESAEEARN I HIRETR

3.4.1 M ORI A AR LA R A AL
ey, DT J e L A o AR e £ BORL, I 1 4 UG BT
YRR BTN LR R R o BSZ AR AR LA,



46 % 12 # HREF

BB gl AR R TR A R 215

LA R ] 5 ST 70 it e 1) B2 180 bl A PTA |
PPN R FALEE B R0 PP A 20 GE T
HIRCR
3.4.2 P PSEE RN SR AGE AL R E A &
AT L R AR AR, B ORACKS 1 e A 1 T A, 5
HEAR TR E 1) - BOR R
3.4.3  WRTEARK UL T G UE . U AR T
BEANGE P98 4 0, S U AR o B L Y S A I
BOCHE, W e O R T BT A BT A
3.4.4 ARIA R BURHEST Dol b M HILAL B 5 R L
AR B, RPN A B - MR % B SEA R 2 0 1t TR 2 8L
PR RAZFE AR, I N R 32 BRI . AT LA )
R L M By 3 A AR, sy RGO A A A, Ak
e 17 3 B SRR AL T, BT A LAk 2 R B
85, 207 AT R L RS . Rk RTE L R R P
AR, T LA AR R R, B R
4 #Hig
ZWTTERH SPSS 16.0 AL T 5735, A58 T 9780 71
IR AR A K AR N S A TR AL K-
XPACHT 3 e iR i . BIETE R, 55 3 R P2
R A AT , X AT 3t e F) L TSI A
FEAMATK XA - L S M Al R I, T
AR5 oA 3 AP ZR MR OG . i SR

PEH TR A H AT i A7 A B TR RIS
AU R H R R R U, AU AR A T B

AU, i s A D SR AL 2 gl L2, T 4R 9 3R

B, 51 BESNGE FR ALY R R 13t

LRI SRR 2 R LA 0 =7 (R 4

JITA 5 JBUR M ) 50D ) R R 5 (A AR AR R

et e rh S =

&% 3k

[ 1] XURIE. febd T Hms e ST Lo [ M. et hEE IR
#+,2011.56.

(2] xRk, R T R TR AR AL M] . bt
L e AR, 2012 :45.

[3] IR R R R R 2. e NRILRE R A R Gk M.
ALt A AL, 20163 5.

[4] wEsE. MR el E FEREETE B SR [ ] it Rt
#.,2015(3) :154 - 156.

[5] ghbte, sk, feki 352l SELRAC R FT A TR DL et
SHEHBILT]. BIXEEIL,2016(14) :15 - 17.

[6] Bl et i B MR 7 22347 [ 1], rhAeglf B Rl Aei, 2003
(1) :67 -170.

(7] et SPSS SEE AT MIALnt BT Tl ,2007.

[8] 5k3CE. SPSSIL. 0 et D EdE (=4dhs) [M]. dbntdbnim e 1
fifit,2002.

[9] GOODALE M R G,SKY P K. A comparative study of land tenure, property
boundaries, and dispute resolution ; Case studies from Bolivia and Norway
[J]. Journal of rural studies,2001,17:183 —200.

[10] BRANDT L, ROZELLE S,TURNER M. Local government behavior and

property rights formation in rural China[J]. Journal of institutional and
theoretical economics,2004,160(4) ;627 —662.

(k3% 205 ®)
J ) S SR UM B B 5 g SOl T &
GRFMEGEMNZ R G S —i — I Mol @ v R A
MLGEG, 7R A IE TR VR A I LATR RS (2 52 5 B &2 1) B il 1
o hESZEE GHind SO RS 4 B8R 50 1R )
THRERY, A TR BRI A o kR R, HEY
IR BGHMGT™ 3R 5 B T s TR M 5 E R 19 W EP BE
JETUW FEAREES e ft i) DR 28, 5 X L8 B G A AR ™
i A ITELR o XUy AR 5635 AR T S W Al b 408
BT, I RGP R A B ) 0 S () A= 5k 52 5 7 1)
X1 o MBTERBOCAG M S B0 T St 4 i 4 7 oK 4
5B, NG R G Ak P SF AT R ST AT o DA
RSk 25 Sy RE 4
MRP i B2 T RSk ok BT BB BE IR, [ BR AR
AR HAYRRERR N EZ . W — 4 E Ak
JIEE, LABR i NI ARARIERR, 1 A2 BEAR ™ i 1 1 BE B
AR ARV F 5T, MR i R G AR R K — il — 7
AEPEA RS EHRBUS iR, “—w—iE
ZEETRUENE, R IE T ARM B i 52 5 Ml
FF RGO 28 55 R 2 4 T R A e s ol — 7 —
i SO AN e S T N SN 7 FE =l S TN SO

i A G R OGS LR AT g , R BR ) v [ 55 2R AR ™ it 57
Ty RIRIHI LR ZR 1o T 55 WA ™ it 52 5 AR DG T IR
TIEALH], S 2 e Aol [ bR A VR R g m FE &, W, 7
JRAZS MM TR BT, GEaTboll  — i — %7 dloms, )
A PRSI L 4, s 5 AR B 10 [EAR AR5 5 52 5 Al
ARSI, DU DA AR 52 5 vh R G B ) R, S8 4 i 5 | AR
FEAR A Al 25 54, S P R 5 4 10 [ETT &
e UL E S5 Vgl €78
S 30k
(1] skobie, A, T30, 5. P ER MBS A IR S 55y
Br{T]. Mhll£85IR0RE, 2017,37(3) :63 - 69,108.

(2] Z=8F “——i" B PSS A R ETE LT ] ks AT,
2016(1) 38 —-40.

[3] Baess. FIE S INA 5 & RN MO 3. [T 1. 285548k, 2013
(2):109 - 112.

(4] BRI TR Skt N EM P 5 L], PRllEsss,
2014,36(3) :58 —63.

[5] LINNEMAN H. An econometric study of international trade flows [ M].
Amsterdam ; North-Holland Publishing Company,1966:13 —234.

[6] Jo, =), b, a5 R MR S AL B Sy 50 LA
F— RIS 0B ). Rl 2 IR, 2017 37(1) 163 67 ,73.

(7] 4855 I/ Nk, ok 55 EE— R R bR i 57 5 s PR R A SRSy
B[ J]. FRIVZSHFIFJR, 2014 ,34(3) :256 - 261.

(8] Ee2T8t, T8 ARRE S S (BRI Kt o H 82 2 Y M A
[J]. &5 5E TS, 2017(5) :121 - 126.



