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On Factors Influencing Farmland Transfer Rent and
A Study
Based on the Survey of 413 Households in Anhui and Zhejiang

the Role of Land Share Cooperatives
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Abstract: Based on a cross section data gathered from 413 rural households in 3 counties of 2 provinces in
2010 this paper examined the major factors affecting farmland transfer rent. Besides through combining
households’ asset allocation model with the experience of field investigation the paper also analyzed the influ—
ence of land share cooperatives upon the income growth of rural households. The result shows that education
background of the head family member usage of the land transfer term and farmers’ degree of organization
have a significant impact on the rent. What’ s more empirical evidence further indicates that joining the land
share cooperatives could help to reduce the transaction cost and uncertainty as well as protect farmers’ land
rights.
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