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Tab.1 Management risk analysis and farmland reduction rate of various main crops in China (%)
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Fig.1 Four-dimensional framework of factors affecting

farmland price
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Tab.2 Descriptive statistics of variables
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Fig.2 Spatial difference characteristics and pattern of

farmland price in China in 2020
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price in China in 2020

e ZEIIE T A AR TR b o 1] IR 55 I3 R0 A RSO GS
(2020)4630 FFRIEHLIE HIVE , JEE B

[T
0 1000 km
—

Z T |
I AT
P Y N
ol . -
o= "% o \\ 2 M . .
Sl s . <1
¥ '.. //\\\. I
< AR (S .'
5% ﬁ | v b
& RN T 3 )
<,
his: B
. : v 3
= Fq SN
Y N .

4 HEBMNEEEE

Fig.4 Trend surface of farmland price in China
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Tab.3 Ordinary least squares regression results of
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Tab.5 Moran’s I value of farmland price among different

samples
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Tab.6 Regression results of Spatial Durbin Model
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Research on Measurement, Pattern and Influencing Factors of Farmland
Price in China

QI Yuan', LI Yaoyao', ZHU Daolin'?, ZHANG Jiaqing', LIU Licheng', JIANG Li'
(1. College of Land Science and Technology, China Agricultural University, Beijing 100193, China; 2. Center for Land

Policy and Law, Beijing 100193, China)

Abstract: The purposes of this study are to reveal the current farmland price pattern and influencing factors in China,
and to ensure the smooth implementation of major strategies such as national food security and rural revitalization. The
research methods mainly used are earnings reduction and econometric models. The results show that: 1) farmland price
of the counties in China as a whole presents a ladder—type distribution trend of high east and low west, and the price
spatial correlation and agglomeration characteristics are significant. 2) The farmland quality is the dominant factor that
determines the spatial differentiation of farmland price in China. The degree of the impact of the economic environment
on the spatial differentiation of farmland price in China is the second, and the external inputs and expected returns
have a weaker effect on the differentiation of farmland prices. 3) Among the units of farmland, the degree of the impact
of farmland quality and economic environment on price varies with the farmland quality. The intensity of the effect of
farmland quality on the price gradually weakens with the optimization of quality level, and the intensity of economic
environment on the price gradually increases with the optimization of the quality level. In conclusion, the farmland quality
dominates the price level of farmland, but the economic environment has a premium effect on farmland price. In the
future, it is necessary to improve policy tools to ensure the attributes of farmland production factors and prevent excessive
capitalization of farmland.

Key words: land economy; farmland price; county unit; influencing factors; Spatial Durbin Model
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